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A bstract

W e study the e ect ofnew avor changing SUSY phases arising in the squark m ass
m atrix in sam ikeptonic decays B ! XYY ,and B ! K )Yy, (= g; ). SUSY
e ectsareparam etrized using them ass Insertion approxin ation form alism . C onstraints
on SUSY contrbutions com ing from other processes g.b! s ,B ! K Y ') are
taken into account. Chargino and gliino contrbutions to photon and Z-m ediated
decays are ncluded and non-perturbative corrections are considered. W e study the
correlation between the CP (and forward{backward) asym m etries and the expected
value of the inclusive branching ratio. Several possible scenarios are distinguished and
discussed according to the m ass insertion that is considered.
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1 Introduction

Forthocom ing B —“factories are assum ed to provide a great am ount of data on m any decays of
the B m esons which have not been cbserved so far [I]. A study of this decays both in the
SM and in is extensions is com pelling.

The transitions B ! X Y ' decays have been deeply studied. The dom inant pertur-
bative SM contrbution has been evaluated in ref. B] and later two loop Q CD corrections
have been provided RI{ Bl. Recently the two Joop SM m atching conditions has been worked
out in ref. {§]. cc resonances contrbutions to these results are ncluded in the papers listed
in ref. [}]. Long distance corrections can have a di erent origin according to the value of
the dilepton invariant m ass one considers. O (1=m ) corrections have been rst calculated in
ref. B] and recently corrected in refs. [, 1(]. N ear the peaks, non-perturbative contributions
generated by cc resonances by m eans of resonanceexchange m odels have been provided in
refs. {4, 11,12, 13]. Far from the resonance region, instead, ref. {14] (see also ref. [15))
estin ate oc Jong-distance e ects using a heavy quark expansion in Inverse powers of the
cham -quark mass (O (1=m 2) corrections).

An analysis of the SUSY contributions has been presented in refs. {16]{ {9] where the
authors estin ate the contrbution oftheM inim al Supersym m etric Standard M odel M SSM ).
In refs. {I},18] the authors consider rst a universal soft supersym m etry breaking sector at
the G rand Uni cation scale (Constrained M SSM ) and then partly rlax this universality
condition. In the latter case they nd that there can be a substantial di erence between
the SM and the SUSY results in the Branching R atios and in the forward {backward asym —
m etries. O ne of the reasons of this enhancem ent is that the W ilson coe cient C ; M )
(see section 2, for a precise de nition) can change sign with respect to the SM in some re-
gion of the param eter sgpace whik resgpecting constraints com ing from b ! s . The recent
measurements of b ! s R0] have narrowed the window of the possible values ofC7 My ).
Hence, it isworthwhile considering B ! X ¥ ' in amore general SUSY fram ework then
jast the Constrained M SSM . In reference 1] the possibility of new -physics e ects com ing
from gliino-m ediated FCNC is studied. Possibl relevant SUSY contrbutions com Ing from
neutral H iggs bosons loops in the large tan regin e are analyzed in ref. P2)]. T he process
B! X5 inthe ipped SU (5) SUSY {GUT model is considered in ref. P3]. E ects of
SU SY phases In m odelsw ith heavy st and second generation sferm ions have been recently
discussed by the authors of ref. P4]. They study the e ect of the and A . tem s in the
M SSM Lagrangian on the branching ratio of B ! X ¥ ' and no avor changing phase is
assum ed. Here we consider the In pact ofpossible new phases In the avor changing part of
the squark m ass m atrix.

A SUSY \m odel independent" analysis of these decays has been provided in ref. R2§]
where SUSY e ects are param etrized using the M ass Insertion A pproxination M &) R§l.
In this fram ework one chooses a basis for ferm ion and sferm ion states In which all the
couplings of these particles to neutral gauginos are avor diagonal. F lavor changes In the
squark sector are provided by the non-diagonality of the sferm ion propagators. T he pattem



of avor change is then given by the ratios
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where Mm E)iB are the o -diagonalelam ents ofthe £'= w;d'm ass squared m atrix that m ixes

avor i, j forboth left-and right-handed scalars A ;B = Left, R ight) and M 4, is the average
squark mass (see eg. E_Z':).]) . The sfem jon propagators are expanded in tem s of the s
and the contrbution of the st temm of this expansion is considered. The genuine SU SY
contributions to the W ilson coe cients w ill be sim ply proportional to the various s and
a keen analysis of the di erent Feynm an diagram s Involved w ill allow us to isolate the few
Insertions really relevant for a given process. In thisway we see that only a an allnum ber of
the new param eters is involved and a generalSU SY analysisism adepossible. T he hypothesis
regarding the an allness of the s and so the rwliability of the approxin ation can then be
checked a posteriori. M any ofthese s are strongly constrained by FCNC e ects R7, 28, 29]
or by vacuum stability argum ents {30]. Nevertheless it m ay happen that such lim is are
not strong enough to prevent large contrlbutions to som e rare processes. An estin ation
of branching ratios and asymm etries was nally provided considering the Iim its on the s
existing at the tin e.

In ref. B1] it is noted that recent CLEO [32] (90% C .L.) upper lim it on the branching
ratio of
BR B! K° * <40 10° @)

gives lim its on the M I stronger than the ones of ref. P5] and new constraints on W ilson
coe cients are derived.

So far In the SUSY M IA analyses all shave been considered as real param eters as this
is the relevant part In order to better contribute to branching ratios and F B -asym m etries.
H owever eventual phases of these M T can m odify other observables which m easure the CP
viclation (CPV) in these decays. In this paper we want to Investigate this possibility In
the nclusive decay B ! X Y ' and give an estin ate also in the exclusive channels B !
KOYY for'=eor

Forthe exclusive channelsa comm ent is in order. W hile the SM estin ate forthe inclusive
process B ! X Y ' is quite well established, much more uncertain is the issue of the
exclusive m odes. T heoretical errors are still large ©rB ! K ()Y ' due especially to the
com putation of hadronic m atrix elem ents and/or form factors. A number of approaches
has been used to determ ine them and the interested reader can look in ref. B1,'33] and
references therein. A generic analysis ofpossible new physics e ect on these exclusive decays
ispresented in ref. 34]; however in this paper the authors do not m ake any hypothesis on the
source of new physics. SUSY -M TA m odels can predict deviations from the SM much larger
than the actual theoretical errors. From an experin ental point of view the presesnce of new
phases In the m ass Insertions is surely much easier to be cbserved In the exclisive channels
than In the inclusive one. In order to give an estin ate of CP violation in the exclisive
channels we refer to the com putation of the authors of ref. 31]. W e nd that the am ount of
CPV ispractically the sam e on the Inclusive and the exclusive transitions. T he treatm ent of
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the exclusive decay however allow us to take into account the constraint com ing from Eq. @)
and thus to update the resuls of ref. R3].

The measure of CPV gives us In portant inform ations on possble SUSY extension of
the SM . E ther the experin entalm easure willorwilLNO T reproduce w thin the theoretical
error (say 20% for the inclusive decay and 30 40% for the exclusive ones) the SM
expectation for the BR'’s and FBA'’s, the detection of CPV will represent an in portant
test for supersymm etry. M oreover, In ref. P§] it was pointed out that all SUSY e ects in
B ! X% ' can be parametrized i term s of W M T's, namely ( 57)1. and ( 57)ir . We
have considered both the possibility that allthe s contribute to the various cbservables and
the case n which only the LL sector of the squark m assm atrix is avor changing. In allof
these scenarios we have studied how them easures of BR'’s, FBA ’sand CPV are correlated.
G Wwen a m easure of one observable it is so possibl to deduce what are the expectations for
the others.

A very particular behavior is observed if only LL m ass Insertions are allowed. If these
Insertions are real, no big signalhas to be expected. However if they acquire an in aginary
part they can sizably enhance the values of the BR's.

In allcases where an in portant Increase ofthe BR ’s is provided the am ount of CPV can
be at best 2-3 tines the SM [}] value although it can be of the opposite sign.

Instead, a depression of the SM result can be explained only wih the help of the LR
hsertions and higher values of CPV can be expected in this case.

T he paper is organized as follows. In order to estin ate the CP violation a number of
observables can be de ned. W e have considered CP asym m etries both in the branching ratio
and in the FBA’s and we have collkected our basic de nitions In section 2. In section 3 we
sum m arize the existing constraints on m ass insertions. Section 4 and 5 discuss the in pact
0fSUSY on CP non-violating and CP violating observables respectively. F inally conclusions
are provided.

2 O perator basis and observables

The e ective Ham iltonian forthedecay B ! X V' (X = X4 ;K ;K ) intheSM and in the
M SSM is given by

A\l #
4GF x8 pral
He = P=K Kun Ci()Q i+ — Ci()Qi ; 3)
2 =1 4 =9
where
Q1= s XQ,CL a i Q2=s chLX a
Q3= 5 b, a. & 7 Q4= 5 b, . QG 7
a=u;:b a=u;:b
X X
Qs= s, bk %k ki Qs=s. b R X s
ag=uj;:b o= uj;:b



e g
Q.= mys, WF ; Qg= —mpsT® ©KG?;

16 2 16 2
Qo= (st k)l L, Q= (& k)l sl; )
. . @ s) , ,
K istheCKM matrixand g, gy = ——— g. W eneglect the an allcontribution proportional

2
to K K up. Thisisthe only SM source of CPV in these decays. O ur approxin ation is thus

equivalent to say that SUSY is the only origin of CP violation. This Ham iltonian is known
at next-to-Jeading order both in the SM {4, §]and in theM SSM {18, 19]. The m ost general
low -energy SUSY Ham iltonian also contains the operators

0 _ e .
Q; = FmbSR b F ;
0 = (& bl %
Q% = & )l sk ®)

H owever the contrdbution of these operators is negligble and so they are not considered in
the naldiscussion of physical quantities P35, 31]. SUSY contrbutions to other operators
are negligibl because they in uence our cbservables at an higher perturbative order.

The de nitions of the di erential branching ratio and of the forward-backward asym —
metries are (s= (v + p- )*=m frthe nclusive process and s = (« + p: )?*=M 2 I the
exclusive ones, isthe anglk between the positively charged Jepton and the B ight direction
In the rest fram e of the dikpton system )

dCB!X‘+‘)

s ; 6
(s) as ; (6)
%1 @ B! X
d cos Sgn (cos )
Rrs (5) — dd%OSCBd,S R ; )
d cos -
1 doos ds
“a & B! XYY
d cos 3 3 Sgn (cos )
Ay ) 7 I ®)

d? X Y
d cos ds e ° )
1 doos ds

where X = Xg4; K; K . Note that Por the nclusive case it is usually considered the nor-
malized mtioR (s) = ()= B ! X e );the explicit form ulae can be found in ref E_L:]. For
what concems the exclisive decays a discussion of the non-perturbative m ethods necessary
to com pute the form factors is beyond the socope of this paper. W e have considered the
approach of ref. B1] of Light Cone Sum Rules and the theoretical errors considered in this
reference. In this case SUSY contrbutions can be disentangled only if they are far beyond
the form factors theoretical uncertainty.

In order to com pute CP {violating e ects i is necessary to include the absorbitive parts
of the m atrix elem ents of the various operators. The only contributions come from Q4. In
order to use only prescription independent quantities it is usually considered the follow ing
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e ective coe cient
CS (8) = C5TF () + Yies(S) ©)

C’Sff (s) includes both the m ixing with of the operators Q1 Q¢ and Qg and the pertur-

bative estin ation of the hadronic m atrix elem ents. Tts com plkte de nition for the SM and
M SSM can be fund again in refs. &, 5, 18]. Y. (s) provides the Breit-W igner ansatz or cc
resonances [7],

3 X Vil Y Y oy,
Yres:_zc © k; 2 - A

s Vi= (ls);:uy; (6s) m v
with C @k; = 0875 (ori= 1;:56) B3]. In the literature there are at kast other three
di erent param eterizations of the resonant cc contribution: the HQET {based approach {3,
the K S{approach [12] and the LSW {approach [13]

Our nalestin ates of these observables include non-perturbative e ects © (1=m ) Q]
HHChPT {101, O (1=m Z) fl4] corrections) and we refer to refs. [I, 25] or their com plete
expressions.

Tt is possible to construct ssveral CPV observables using the branching ratios and the
FBA'’s. W e will consider the follow ing.

— (10)
smy My; vy

i

T he globalbranching ratio CP asymm etry,

CP
DR (5) = n ol )
ds (s)+ CP [ (s)]

The localbranching ratio CP asym m etry

BR ) CP [ (8]
= : 12
B O — T e (] 42

The FBA di erences

Daao= Apg 8) A25 ) CP Bpp(s) B2, ()] : (13)

In this case it is better not to nom alize this di erence with the sum of the two
observabls. Arg (8) and A;B (s) can have a di erent sign in di erent s regions and
their sum can be nearly zero according to the value ofthe M T’s.

A llthe e ects com ng from the m ass insertion approxin ation can be inclided in form u-
lae (§48) writing the coe cientsC 4, CS (s), Cyo as

C; = CcM+cy™rcl;
Cs (8 = €5 )"+ €5 )P+ cs MY
Cip = C3M 4+ P9+ e (14)

w here all the contrbutions are evaliated at the M 5 scale and the various CiD 9 summ arize
all the contrlbutions com Ing from graphs including SUSY H iggs bosons and sparticles in
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the Iin it In which we neglect all the m ass insertion contrbutions (they would be the only
SU SY diagram s ifthe scalarm assm atrices w ere diagonalized by the sam e rotations as those
needed by the form ions) . T he explicit expressions or C} 9 can be found in ref. i§]. In the
ollow iIng we w illuse [1§, 28],

8 :

2 CyMy)= 018

L CoMe)= 035 (15)
TCiIMg)= 027

C{ T havebeen estin ated In ref. P§]and w ithin the sam e range of param eters ( /160,
Mg’ Mg’ 250GeVv,M." N0VGev,M." 50Gev,My; = 100GeV,tan ' 2) onegets

8

2ClTMe)= [ 049(5)  334(Hhe  195(5)kn 025(%)u] —5;

3 CoTMe)= 12(%)uL+ 069(5)e  051( 5L

) CidoI(MB): 1:75(;3)LL 8:25(;3)LR :

16=23

(16)
In this equation M is the scale at which all gauge bosons, top quark and SUSY particles
are integrated out at the sam e tin e. The m asses of this particles range between say 80 and
250 G&V so that we have chosen M at an intemm ediate scale of about the top quark m ass.
C orrections to this approxin ation are lnclided in the errors of our estin ates.

T he sign and the value of the coe cient C ; has a great im portance. In fact the Integral
of the BR is dom inated by the ¥, ¥=s and C,C, tem for Jow values of s. In the SM the
Interference between O, and O is destructive and this behavior can be easily m odi ed in
the general class ofm odels we are dealing w ith.

Thebig coe cient of ( 5;)rr M CJy" M 5 ) Inpliesthat the naltotalcoe cientC 10 M 5 )
can have a di erent sign w ith respect to the SM estim ate. A s a consequence of this, the sign
of F-B-asym m etries can be the opposite of the one calculated in the SM .

F inally the values of the physical constants we use are reported in tabk1.

3 Constraints on m ass insertions

In orderto give an estim ate of CPV it isnecessary to take into account allpossible constraints
on m ass insertions.

The most relevant s Interested in the detem ination of the W ilson coe cients C 4, Cq
du
and Cqip are ( 23)LL;LR .

Vacuum stability argum ents regarding the absence in the potential of color and charge

breaking m inin a and of directions unbounded from below [30] give
q__
2M F+ 2M ? m,
r2—: a7

MSZq M o4

3 L-133)LR J my¢
ForM o 300G eV this isnot an e ective constraint on the m ass insertions.
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A oonstraint on (;ig“)m can com e from the possblemeasureof M 3., .
In fact the gluno{box contrbution to M g, RJ] is proportionalto ( $;)?, (see for
instance ref. 9]). A possble experin ental determ ination of M _, sy

M 5. < 30ps’ 18)

would in ply that
Re($)?, < 05 19)
for squark m asses about 250 G €V . M oreover the LL up—and dow n-squark soft breaking

m assm atrices, at scales higher than the EW {breaking one, are related by a C abibbo—
K obayashiM askawa rotation

M )i = KYM I K 20)

so that the lin it {I3) would be valid for the up sector too:

q___
36(53)%Lj< 05 : (21)

Strong constraints come from the measure of B ! X, . The branching ratio of
this process depends alm ost com pletely on the W ilson coe cientsC ; and C Y which are
proportional respectively to ( gB)LR orrr @nd ( 33)11, . Themost recent CLEO estim ate
of the branching matio orB ! X, is R0]

Bup® ! s )= (345 035 032 026) 10° : (22)

where the rst error is statistical, the second is system atic and the third com es from
the m odel dependence of the signal. The lim its given at 95% C L.are PQ1:

2010% < BepB® ! s ) < 4510°%: 23)

Wecande neaCs M) as

2 BupB ! s )

= 24

G M™M53) K K - 24)
K g(z)

where F can be found for instance in ref. 3§]. Considering the lim its n Eq. £3) we
nd at 95% C L:
029< £° M )< 041 : (25)

Actually £¢ Mp)f= £ M:)F+ LM 5)F and the constraint given ;n Eq. @5)
should be shared between the two coe cients. H owever in order to get the m axin um

SUSY contribution, we observe that in physical observables C 9 does not interfere w ith
C,,theCIC, temm is suppressed by a factorm s=m ;, w ith respect to the C;C 4 one and



€9 § is num erically negligblk (in fact C§ ismuch sm aller than Cy). For these reasons
we choose to 1l the constraint ofEq. @:5:) wih C; M 5 ) alne.

Thus, we can choose the totalC7eff M 5 ) anywhere inside the allowed region given In

Eg. @5) still rem aining consistent w ith the M 1A .

The lin it we get for ($;)Lr is of order 10 ? and this rules out Z-m ediated gluino
penguins contributions to C9 and C .

Forwhat concems ( 33)1;, we nd that the constraint changes signi cantly according
to the sign ofC7eff M g ). In this case it is In portant to consider both the positive and
negative region as this delta can give a non negliglle contrioution to Cy and C15. The
lin its depend on the choice of the param eters in the chargino sector; the num erical
results given below are computed forM o4 7 250Gev, 160 Gev,m 4 90 Gev,
M.’ 50GeV,tan ’ 2 (i ref. 5] these are the conditions under which we nd the

best SUSY contributions).

C onstraints on m ass insertions are provided by the updated CLEO [32] upper lin it on
theexclusivedecay B’ ! K ¥  written inEq. @), whileno new lin its are provided
by

BR B! RK*"¥+ < 52 10°%;

BR B’ ! K e < 10 10°: ©6)

In ref. B1] constraints on Cy; C 1y are derived in the hypothesis of realm ass nsertions
while we now consider com plex s. In order to perform our num erical analysis taking
into acoount thisnew lim it we use the form factors of ref. 31}]. A Tthough a better un—
derstanding ofthe strong dynam ics is com pelling, we think that a clear signalof SU SY

should overcom e the theoretical uncertainties related to the calculation of hadronic
m atrix elem ents.

Choosing the nput param eters given In [31] in such a way to cbtain the loosest lin its
on theW ilson coe cients, the result we obtain for the integrated BR B or g 7 )

is

h
BREB?! K * ) = 10° 152+ 00399 £1oF + 00399 Tof + 1676 1,7
0365Rel 1]+ 0294 RelCy]+ 0:197 RelC4]+
1
0:0488 Tn C;]+ 0:0168 In Co]+ 0273 ReloC, ] 7)

w here the coe cients C ;,C9 and C ;9 are de ned as ollow

C, = CPP9My)+clTiMy);
Co = CSTPRIMy)+ CSNWTMy) ;
Cio = Crp9Mp)+ ClTMy) : (28)



4 CP non-violating observables

In this section we present the num erical results obtained for them axin um enhanocem ent and
depression wih respect to the SM expectation of the BR and of the FB {asymm etries for
the inclusive decaysB ! X,V ' and frthe exclusive channelB° ! ® ;K )Y ' both for
‘= eand ‘= .Forthe inclusive case we update the estin ates given in ref. 5] due to the
new lin itson the scom ing from Eq. @).

The relevant omulae or the above quantities can be fund in ref. R§] where non—
perturbative © (1=m{) and O (1=m 2)) corrections are provided aswell; we refer to P§] fora
com plete list of references.

A usefulway to study the dependence of these cbservables on the m ass insertions is to
observe that the integrated BR and non{nom alized F {B asymm etry are polynom ial in the
W ilson coe cients. It is thus possible to w rite the follow Ing m aster form ulae:

BRe; )x. = 10°[(9:79;653)+ 0:168 £1oF + 0:168 £oF + (41:5;130) £, 7
154RelCplt 1A0RelCy] (220;286) RelCq]1+
0172 I C7]1+ 00541 In Co]+ 130RelCoC, 115 29)
BRe; )x = 10° D519+ 00133 £10F + 00133 £oF + 00373 £, F

0:122 RefC 0]+ 0113 RelCy]l+ 0:dA89RelC,]+

000783 In [C;]1+ 000468 In Cy]+ 0:0444RelCoC,11; (30)
BR., )x = 10°[(225;183)+ 0:0481 ¥£1,F + 0:0481 £,F + (5:90;2:13) -7

0441 RelC0]+ 0351 RelCq]l+ ( 2:31;0203) RelC,]1+

00584 In C,]+ 00196 In Co]+ 0:8338RelCoC, 115 (31)
@yl )x. = 214 00542 0] 0#467Rel10] 1:98Rel,C,l

0246 ReC4C, ]+ 909RelC;]1+ 1d3RelCq]; (32)
@yl = 121 00211 0] 0263Rel19] 0#488Rel-C ]

00882 RelCoC,,]+ 224 RelC7]1+ 0:404 RelCo] (33)
where the su xes X 4, K and K correspond to thedecaysB ! K ;K ;K )Y ' and the
coe cient C ; arede ned asin Eq. (£§).

Som e rem arks on the above equations are necessary.

T he Integrated nom alized global asym m etries are given by
z

N -
Al. s)=AN] = 34
FB() FBBR(e;) (34)
where
2K 1
Nx, = BRpjxee, —5 —= ———=33010" (35)
— (=14 2 Ky £ @2)k(@)
0:104
G2 2 )
Ngx = |le°} i KeKed = 370107 (36)
1:54 ps



(the functions £ and g can be found for instance in refs. §,37], z= M 2M 7).

There is no di erence In the integrated non-nom alized asymm etry for electrons and
muons w ithin an accuracy of01 % . Theasymmetry forB ! K Y ' vanishes dentically.

Taking into account the discussion of sect.'3 and the expressions {1§) for the coe cients
it is possble to scan the allowed param eter space looking for the extram al values of the
observables we are Interested In. W e present the results of this analysis draw Ing scatter
plots of the two Integrated asymm etries as a function of the integrated BR s. In this way
the correlation between the expectations of branching ratios and asym m etries is explicitly
worked out. W e report the plots conceming both the inclusive and exclusive decays.

W e consider two possible scenarios.

A . Tn Figs.0{Z we have allowed all s to vary at the sam e tine. T he range of possble
values of the asym m etries is quite broad and In order to com pare the SUSY resul w ith
the SM expectation we have reported in tabl 2 the central SM values for the sam e
cbservables.

Even for values of the branching ratio around the SM expectation, a sensbl SUSY
contribution to the asymm etries is possble. An enhancem ent of the asymm etry is
particularly favored when also a branching ratio increase isprovided. In theM TA it is
how ever possible to have a strongly depressed branching ratio w ith respect to the SM .
In this case the possbl values of the asymm etries can both be largely positive and
largely negative and, In any case, very di erent from the SM expectations. N ote then,
the strong e ect of the constraint from the exclusive channelB ! K :itisin
fact responsible for the sharp cuts which are present for high values of the BR’s and
of the asym m etries.

B . InFigs.3{4 wehave considered what can be expected ifonly the . aredi erent from
zero. Thism ore restricted scenario can occur in ssveralm odels and is quite peculiar.
In this case it is still possiblke a change of sign of C; if ;1 ’s are real and interesting
results can In principle occur. M oreover we note that ifthe ;s acquire an in aghary
part, the BR for the inclusive decay can increase considerably w ith respect to the SM
but a \depression" ishardly possble. In this case the behavior ofthe FBA ’s is greatly
m odi ed, in fact they are non m ore allowed to change sign. T his is due to the absence
of the big ( 3;)Lr contrbution to C};*. Sensitive enhancem ents of the asym m etries
are anyway possble.

In tables 3{4 we present the resuls and the valies of the W ilson coe cients for which
the extrem alvalues are cbtained. In these tabls C {V5Y are the totalSUSY contrbution to
the W ilson coe cientsat theM  scale.

5 CP violating observables

T he study ofthe CP ~iolating asym m etries de ned in sect. 2 ©llow s the sam e guide-lines of
the last section. Now, due to the presence of the resonances, we are forced to perform the
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analysis of the integrated CP asymm etries into s regions far from resonances.

Firstwe considerthe w-s region I 6 Ge&V?), see g.5. Here we have quite high values
ofthe di erentialbranching ratiosbut the value ofthe CP asym m etries are jist few percents.
An analysis presented in ref. [38] com pute a BR CP-asymm etry of about O:l9+0011197% for
the SM in this region. In our com putation we have not considered the SM ocontriution to
CPV aswe expect that SUSY can overcom e it. This is indeed the case on a relevant part of
the param eter space.

Then we take nto account the high-s region (14 23 Ge&V?), se g. fl. However for
this part a comm ent is In order. T he branching ratio in this zone of the spectrum is an all,
plgued w ith resonances (see g.H) and m aking any m easure on it represents an experin ental
challenge. Also from the theoretical point of view the pressnce of resonances m akes it
di cukt to perform a rigorous estin ate of CP observables. W hik a better com prehension
of the resonant behavior of the BR is necessary, we present here a sin ple estin ate of SUSY
e ects one can expect according to our present know ledge. CP asymm etry In this part of
the spectrum was considered in B9] and found to be potentially large. W e have checked it
happens also in our fram ew ork.

Our results are plotted in  gs. §{d. Tn the case of exclusive decays we nd very sin ilar
resuls so that we have not reported the coresponding graphs. Let us comm ent on the two
possibles scenarios of the previous section.

A. Tn gs.§{7 we have allowed all s to vary at the same tine. The extrem al values
obtained in this case are In tables7{§. W e nd that the values of the CP -asym m etries
are much more constraned In the case of an enhancem ent of the BR . In the case
of a \depression" of the SM result larger values of CP asymm etries are possble. In
particular, from the rstplot in g.§ we note that

R
the extrem al values of AZ® can be In absolute value up to 6 tines the one
predicted in the SM ;

for values of the BR around the SM resul, it is possible that the CP asymm etry
be up to 2-3 tin es the one predicted In the SM .

Thus, the measure of CPV in these decays wgu]d represefr{lt an Inportant issue for
SUSY signals. So far a SM computation of AF® and D,, is not reported to
our know ledge in literature, as their m easure is experim entally m ore di cul to be

perform ed. However we think that sin ilar considerations are still valid.

B. In gs.8{Yonly the contrbution ofthe 1 ’sispem itted. In gs.§{Y or ( 57) = 0
the CP asymm etries are zero and the value of the BR for the SM + D iagonal con-
trbutions is cbtained. If an enhancem ent of the BR is realized the value of the CP
asymm etry is about the one cbtainabl in the SM . In this case a m ore re ned study
of the problam is necessary In order to see the Interference between the SM and the
SUSY contrbutions.
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6 Conclusions

A detailed analysis of SUSY contrdbutions to CPV In sam ikptonic rare B decays has been
perfom ed using the m ass Insertion approxin ation. W e have estin ated the am ount of CPV

that can be expected given the present lim itson theM TI's. Severalobservable have been taken
Into acoount. W e have studied the correlation between the observables and the integrated
BR for the nclusive decays. W e have discussed the possibl socenarios that can be realized
according to the particular insertion one considers. T he Jargest deviation w ith respect to the
SM are of course expected when LR m ass Insertions are present. In the case in which only
LL insertions are taken Into acoount a detectable enhancem ent of the BR can be expected
if the Insertion has got an In aghary part. However In this case CP asymm etries are of
the order of the SM ones and a m ore Involved discussion about the Interference of the two
contributions has to be perform ed.
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m 1738 Gev
my 483 Gev

m . 1l4Gev

mg 125M &V

Mg 527 Gev
sz) 0119
1= ;) 128.9
sin® 02334

Tabk 1: Central values of physical constants used in the phenom enological analysis

BR (€Xs) | 9610° || BR(;X ) | 6310°
Arp ©Xs) | 230% || Aps (;X o) | 230%
AL @Xs) | 749 AL (X )| 119

BR(K) | 57107 || BR(;K) |5710 "
BR@EK ) [ 2310° || BR(;K ) |1910°
Arp €K )| 170% ||Ars (;K )| 170%
AL K )| 198% ||A2, (;K )| 244%

Tabl 2: Central SM values for physical observables
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C7SUSY C9SUSY ClSOUSY

10°BR (€) | M || 222 || 0734 00861 147 0:4182I| 0326+ 6691
m || 4419 | 00429 00052I | 1:72 0863I| 423 105I

10°BR () |M | 174 | 0734 00861 1417 041821 | 0326+ 6691
m || 172 | 00429 00052I | 1:72 0863I| 423 105I

Arsg M || 335 || 0613+ 02541 137+ 08811 | 0149 1891
m 336 || 0567 03051 1:98 0:{7221| 7#65 1521

A, @ | M || 237 || 0612+ 0:0328I | 0522 0881 2:9+ 09111
m 19: | 0561+ 0:65I 205+ 06641 | 774+ 1651

AL () M || 273 0678 + 0:1541 115+ 0:805I | 0514 1461
m 27: || 0561+ 0:165I 205+ 06641 | 774+ 1651

Tabl 3: lclusive decaysB ! XY ' .Maxinum M )andm himum () values ofthe BR
and of the F {B asymm etries (scenario A ).C{Y5Y are the total SUSY contrbutions to the
W ilson coe cientsat theM ; scale.

c5UsY cSusY cSusY

10°BR (K ) | M 135 00265 0:0448I | 0065 0:101I 2413 5751
m || 00979 0:0359+ 0:00511 172+ 08721 467 0251

10°BR (;K) |M 135 0:0265 0:0448I | 065 0:101I 2413 5751
m || 00976 0:0359+ 0:00511 172+ 08721 467 0251

10°BR (€K ) | M 544 0:734 0Q08e6I 117 0:182I 03326+ 6691
m 0:742 0:0429 0:00521 172 08631 423 1051

10°BR (;K )| M 484 0657 00791 0572 0218I 351 1591
m 0421 0:0493+ 0:112T 17 0511 559 05011

Arg K ) M 253 0678+ 0:154T 115+ 08051 05514 146l
m 252 0561+ 0:165T 205+ 0:6641 774+ 1651

Al @K ) | M 333 0612+ 0:0328T 0522 088I 29+ 09111
m 295 0561+ 0:165T 205+ 0:6641 774+ 1651

A, (VK ) | M 36: 0:678+ 0:154T 115+ 0805I 0:514 146l
m 356 0561+ 0:165T 205+ 0:6641 7774+ 1651

Table 4: Exclusive decaysB ! ®;K )Y ' . Maxinum M) and m nimum (m) values of
the BR and ofthe F {B asymm etries (scenario A ).
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C7SUSY C98USY CEOUSY

10°BR ) | M | 193 0:647+ 02651 057+ 03771 58 0:3861
m || 898 | 0:0545 0:02181I 0272 0031 | 4293+ 0:0318I

10°BR () |M | 146 0:647 + 02651 057+ 03771 58 0:386I
m || 659| 00181 0:00779I| 0:376 00111I| 483+ 0:0113I

Apg M || 324 0:645 02351 0568 0:335I 579+ 0:3421
m || 189 00742+ 0:0316I | 0456+ 0:0449T | 4:75 0:04591

Al |M || 228 0605 007411 0511  0:05I 5{74+ 01081
m || 2776 0:0741 0:0173I | 0455 0:0247I| 4:75+ 0:02521I

A2, () |M |268 | 0605 007411 0511 0:051I 5:74+ 0:108I
m || 4:88 0:0741 0:0173I | 0455 0:0247I| 4:75+ 0:02521I

Table 5: Inclusive decaysB ! X% ' .Maxinum M ) andm ininum (m) values ofthe BR
and ofthe F {B asymm etries for the LL {only case (scenario B).

C7SUSY CSUSY ClSOUSY

10°BR (€K ) | M | 0:927 0:65+ 02531 0:574+ 0361 58 0368I
m || 0:48 00741 00173I| 0455 0:0247I| 4:75+ 002521

10°BR (;K) |M | 0:925 0:65+ 02531 0:574+ 0361 58 0:368I
m | 0:478 00741 00173I| 0455 002471 | 4:75+ 0:02521

10°BR (K ) | M || 465 0:647+ 02651 0557+ 03771 58 03861
m || 22 0:0545 0:0218T 0272 00311 4:93+ 0:0318I

10°BR (;K )| M | 401 0647+ 0265I 057+ 03771 58 0:386I
m | 1:76 00741 00173I| 0455 002471 | 4:75+ 002521

Ars K ) M | 243 0:605 007411 0511 0:05T 5:74+ 0:108I
m || 139 0:0742+ 0:0316I | 0456+ 0:0449I | 475 0:0459I

AL @K ) M | 328 0:605 007411 0511 0:05T 5:74+ 0:108I
m || 137 0:0742+ 0:0316I | 0456+ 0:0449I | 475 0:0459I

A, () ) | M | 355 0:605 007411 0511 0:05T 5:74+ 0:108I
m || 186 0:0742+ 00316I | 0:456+ 0:0449I | 4:75 0:0459I

Table 6: Exclusive decaysB ! ®;K )Y ' .Maxinum M) and m nimum (m) values of
the BR and ofthe F {B asymm etries for the LL {only case (scenario B ).
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cSUsY cSusY csUsY
AZR (ow) | M 131 0248+ 03471 178+ 06521 | 532 02061
m 154 0122 02711 167 0:791I | 463+ 005931
AS® (hih) | M 432 0:0359+ 0:0051T 172+ 08721 47 0251
m 44:1 0122 02711 167 0:791I | 463+ 005931
Dao (low) | M 0:00585 00439 04881 181+ 1091 514 41
m 000619 0027+ 0:1441 182 1471 522+ 333I
Dao (high) | M 0392 0:0146+ 0:198I 147 04391 469 221
m 0401 00514 + 02006821 1:69+ 0491 4:97+ 2191
AR (ow) | M 0292 0248+ 03471 178+ 06521 | 532 02061
m 0:344 0122 02711 167 0:791T | 463+ 005931
AZR (igh) | M 424 0:0359+ 0:0051T 172+ 08721 47 0251
m 381 0122 02711 167 0:791T | 463+ 005931
Dp (low) | M 000131 000781+ 005181 152+ 009311 | 521 3011
m 0:00143 0:027+ 0:1441 182 1471 522+ 333I
Da high) | M 0:dle 00514 + 0:08211 164 0:785I 4:94 1561
m 0123 00199+ 0:05041 176  0:7771 487+ 168I

Tabl 7: Inclusive decays B !
asymm etries (scenario A ) in the regionsof low s (1{6 GeV?) and high s (14{23 GeV?) .
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cSUsY cSusY c8ysY
AR K ,low) | M 124 0248+ 03471 178+ 06521 | 532 0206I
m 145 0122 0271I 1:67 0:791I | 463+ 0:0593T
AZ® K ,high) | M 403 0:0359+ 0:0051I 172+ 08721 467 0251
m 4077 0122 0271I 1:67 0:791I | 463+ 0:0593T
Dapo K ,low) | M 0:00758 0:027+ 0:1441 182 1471 522+ 3331
m 0:0072 0:0439 0:188I 181+ 1091 514 4I
Dao K ,high) | M 0:383 0:0514 + 0:006821 169+ 0491 497+ 2491
m 0374 0:0146+ 0:198T 147 04391 469 2{21
APR K ,low) | M 0225 0:167+ 0362I 1:68+ 0:568I | 553+ 05391
m 0263 0122 0271I 167 0:791I | 463+ 0:0593T
AZ® K ,high) | M 83 0:0359+ 0:00511 172+ 08721 467 0251
m 791 0122 0271I 167 0:791I | 463+ 0:0593T
Da K ,low) | M 0:00136 0:027+ 0:144T 182 1471 522+ 3331
m 0:00126 0:00781 + 0:0518I 152+ 009311 | 521 301I
D K ,high) | M 0:0369 0:0199+ 0:05041 1776 0:7771 487+ 1681
m 0:0356 0:0514 + 0:08211 164 0:7851 494 1561
AR K,low) | M 0:986 0315+ 0:385T 155+ 08851 4:+ 04411
m 108 0122 0271I 1:67 0:791I | 463+ 0:0593T
AZ® K ,hih) | M 33: 0:0359+ 0:00511 172+ 08721 467 0251
m 341 0122 0271I 1:67 0:791I | 463+ 0:0593T
AR K ,ow) |M 0177 0315+ 0:385T 155+ 08851 4:+ 04411
m 0195 0122 0271I 1:67 0:791I | 463+ 0:0593T
AR ® ,hih) | M 701 0:0359+ 0:0051I 172+ 08721 467 0251
m 6:95 0122 0271I 1:67 0:791I | 463+ 0:0593T

Tablk 8: Exclusive decays B !

K ;K

)Y Y L Maxinum M) and m ininum m ) values of

the CP asymm etries (scenario A ) in the regions of ow s (1{6 GeV?) and high s (14{23

Gev?) .
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@rp and A2, ) versus the integrated BR (In units of 10 ). Scenario A .
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Figure 6: Inclusivedecay B ! X% ' . ScatterplotsofAZ" and D 5o versus the integrated
BR (I units of10 ®) in the low {s region. Scenario A .
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Figure 8: Inclusivedecay B ! X, © . ScatterplotsofAg® versus the integrated BR (In
units of 10 ) in the low {s region. Scenario B .
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Figure 9: Inclusivedecay B ! X, © . ScatterpltsofAg® versus the integrated BR (In
units of 10 ¢ ) in the high{s region Scenario B .
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