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Abstract: W e study squark avour violation in the anom aly m ediated supersym —
m etry broken (AM SB ) m inin al supersym m etric standard m odel. A nalytical expres-
sions for the threegenerational squark m assm atrices are dertved . W e show that the
anom aly-induced soft breaking termm s have a decreasing am ount of squark avour
violation when running from the GUT to the weak scale. Taking into account inter—
generational squark m ixing, we work out non—trivial constraints from B ! X and
Bg ! , which com plem ent each other, aswellas B ! decays. W e further
dentify a region of param eter space where the anom alous m agnetic m om ent of the
muon and the B ! X branching ratio are sin ultaneously accomm odated. Since
anom aly m ediation is of them inin al avour-violating type, the generic avour pre—
dictions for this class of m odels apply, ncluding a CKM =nduced (and hence an all)
Bs By ixing phase.
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1. Introduction

Tncreasing precision in the calculation of sparticle e ects isan in portant part of theo—
retical preparation forthe LHC . M uch of thiswork has concentrated on them SUGRA
scenario, where it is assum ed that the uni cation of gauge couplings at high ener—
gies is accom panied by a corresponding uni cation in both the soft supersym m etry—
breaking scalar m asses and the gaugino m asses: and also that the cubic scalar
3 interactions are of the sam e form as the Yukawa couplings and related to them
by a com m on constant of proportionality, the A param eter.
Anom alymediation (AM SB) [LK [16]asthem ain source of supersym m etry break—
ng isan attractive altemative to them SUGRA paradigm . Tn AM SB, the m asses,
3 couplings and gaugino m asses are alldeterm ined by the appropriate pow er of the
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gravitino m assm ultiplied by perturbatively calculable functions of the din ensionless
couplings of the underlying supersym m etric theory. M oreover these functions are
renom alisation group (RG ) Invariant, and the AM SB predictions are thus ulravio—
ket insensitive [8]. Unfortunately the theory in its sin plest form leads to tachyonic
sleptons and thus fails to accom m odate the usual electroweak vacuum state. T here
arem any di erent successful approaches which x this problem , however.

T here have been a num ber of studies of the gparticle spectrum in the AM SB
context but these have generally been carried out in the approxim ation whereby
third-generation Yukawa couplings only are retained. In this paper we consider

avour physics in the AM SB context; aspects of this were considered In Ref. [5] for
theb ! s process, but there has been considerable progress both on the experi-
m ental and theoretical side since then. W e will also show how AM SB satis es the
requirem ents of the principle of M inim al F lavour Violation M FV ) [17]{ [20]. M ore-
over, we will show that speci ¢ to AM SB there is a natural suppression of avour
changing neutral current (FCNC ) e ects related to the size of the top quark Yukawa
coupling at the electroweak scale.

W e consider in som e detail the critical calculation of the B ! X, branching
ratio, taking into account intergenerational squark m ixing. W e show that for positive
Higgsmass term  the dependence of BR(B ! X )on tan ,the ratio of the two
H iggs vacuum expectation values, is positively dram atic, because the charged H iggs
masshasam ininum for argetan in theclassofAM SB m odelswe are treating. A s
aresult, or > 0,B ! X, oonstrainstan to be relatively low ; we nevertheless
show that within AM SB m odels it is possible for the supersym m etric contribution
to acocount for the current discrepancy between theory and experin ent for the m uon
anom alous m agnetic m om ent. W e further analyse leptonic Bg ! and B !
decays w ithin AM SB.For B ! we take into account the full avour structure
of the squark sector and inclide both chargino and gliino contributions. D espite
AM SB being M FV, the gluino contributions induced by intergenerational down-
squark m ixing tum out to be signi cant. W e show that current data on the leptonic
m odes are beginning to probe the < 0 branch. Once higher statistics becom e
available these decays could provide decisive constraints on the param eter space.

The plan of the paper is as follow s: In Section § we review AM SB and squark

avour violation in m inin al supersym m etricm odels. W e present in Section [§ analyt-
icalresults forthe AM SB soft term sw ith full generational structure, show ing thereby
how AM SB fiil Is the M FV principle. W e also assess the e ect on the squark m ass
spectrum of a num ber of solutions to the tachyonic skpton problem . In Section [ we
give num erical estim ates for the size of the avourm ixing entries of the squark m ass
m atrices. W e further evaluate the constraints from theB ! X decay,work outin —
plications for leptonic B decay obsarvables in AM SB and com m ent on the anom alous
m agneticm om ent of them uon. Tn Section [§ we conclude. Tn A ppendix B we provide
details on the num erical com putation of the squark avourm ixing param eters.
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2. G eneralities

W ereview AM SB In Section[2] and generalsjquark avourviolation w ithin theM SSM
In Section P J.

2.1 Anom aly m ediated supersym m etry breaking

For com pleteness and to establish notation, let us recapitulate som e standard results
for the general case. W e take an N = 1 supersymm etric gauge theory w ith gauge
group G and with superpotential

W= BT e 18 1)
W e also include the soft supersym m etry-breaking term s

Loz= @) ' 5  2h% 5+ 267 5 5+ 2M +he: ; (22)
where wedenote by  the scalar com ponent of the super ed and *= ( ;) .Here
M are the gaugino masses and h, band m ? are the standard soft supersymm etry—
breaking scalar tem s.

T he follow Ing set of results for soft supersym m etry-Joreaking term s are charac—
teristic of AM SB and are RG Invariant [4]:

M =ms3, g=9; (23a)
h = ma, (2.3b)
2,31 1 2 d i

(m =)y = Em e is (23c)
Pl= ma, Y oma, Y (2.3d)

w here ij is the chiral super ed anom alous dim ension m atrix, and 4 , v are the
—functions for the gauge and Y ukawa couplings, respectively. v is given by

ﬁi(jkz ilYljk+ jlYﬂk‘F leijl; (24)

and by a sim ilar expression. A t one loop we have

16° =g IR ) 3C 6 ); (2.5a)

16 2 (1)1j _

YN 2 FER )T (2.5b)
Here R is the group representation for G acting on the chiral elds, C (R ) the
corresponding quadratic Casimirand TR ) = (r ) TrC R )], being the di-
mension of G . For the ad pint representation, C (R )= C (G )I ,where I isthe
r r unit matrix. Obviously if the gauge group has an abelian factor, G, say,
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w ith hyperchargematrix Y* = Y; %, then T R,) = Tr[Y ], [C (Rl)]ij = (Y?)4 and
C(G.)= 0.

Aswe indicated in the introduction, Eq. 23¢) is unrealistic for the sleptons;

m ost phenom enology has been done by replacing it (at the GUT scal) with

@) = émg_z di Limd (26)
that is, by iIntroducing a comm on scalarm ass for the chiral superm ultiplets. W e w ill
call thismodelm AM SB in what ollow s. T here have been a num ber of altemative
approaches to the problam ; for a discussion see in particular Ref. [2], and for the
phenom enology of de ected anom aly m ediation see Ref. [61].

O ne approach, rstexplored in detailin R ef. [7], and subssquently by a num ber

of authors [8) [13], is to replace Eq. 2 3¢) with
24 1, d i

(ﬁ)j=§m3:2d— gt Yi Ty (2.7)
where isa constant (with din ensions of mas$) and Y ; are charges corresponding
to a U (1) symmetry of the theory. The Y tem corresponds in form to a Fayet—
Tliopoulos (FI) D +em . T his altemative has the advantage that it does not require
us to postulate an independent source of supersym m etry breaking characterised by
m :;the new term in Eq. (2.]) can be derived in a naturalway via the spontaneous
breaking ofa U (1) symm etry at high energies [14,15].

For a discussion of how Eq. (£.]) a ects theRG Invariance of the AM SB expres-
sions seeRef. [16]. The outcom e is that ifwe work at a speci ¢ renomm alisation scale
(such asM g5y ) throughout, then wem ay use Eq. ),wjth a goeci ¢ value of
as Iong as the U (1) represented by the charges Y has no m ixed anom alies w ith the
SM gauge group.

An exam ple of a way to provide a viable solution to this slepton problem but
retain Eq. (2.3d) unaltered is to introduce R -parity violating leptonic interactions,
w hich provide positive sleptonic (m ass)? contributions [21].

M ost applications of AM SB to the m inin al supersym m etric standard m odel
(M SSM ) and variants have em ployed Eq. £34), €34) and Eq. €£4) or .1, and
determm Ined the H iggs B param eter (along w ith the tem ) by the m inin isation of
the scalar potential. Thisre ects the fact that the form of the B term ism orem odel
dependent than the other soft breaking temm s; for a recent discussion seeRef. [15]. In
fact Eq. @3d) (with the arbitrary param eter ) is them ost general form consistent
with RG invariance of the AM SB form of soft supersym m etry breaking.

TheM SSM (w ith righthanded neutrino super elds ) adm its two Independent,
generation$lind and anom aly-free U (1) sym m etrdes, one of which isofcourse U (1) ;
it is convenient for our purposes to param eterise them w ith the lepton doublet and
singlet charges. T he possble charge assignm ents are shown in Tabk[l; we will call
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Wl
[

e L e+ilL e L e+L 2L

Table 1: Anomaly-free U (1)° charges for arbitrary lepton doublet and singlet charges L
and e regpectively. U (1)y correspondsto L = 1=2and e= 1. isa SM gauge sihglkt.

Q0 D H- H, N

e L 2 L 2e e L L+ 3e

Table 2: Anom aly-free U (1)gy (5) charges for arbitrary Jepton doublet and singlet charges
(L and e regpectively) com patible with SU (5) U (1). N , areSM gauge singlts.

the additional symm etry U (1)° in what follows. Note that in the e ective theory
below the scale of the right-handed neutrino mass U (1)° has no m ixed anom alies
w ith the SM gauge group.

A rematively, by introducing an additional SM gauge singlet N per generation,
approprately charged under the U (1) sym m etry, and com pleting the two H iggsm ul-
tiplts to a 5 and a 5 (per generation) we can have a charge assignm ent that is
com patble with grand uni cation to SU (5) U (1) (see Tabk[}). W hen we assess
this possibility we w ill assum e that only one pair of H iggs doublets (and no H iggs
triplets) survive In the e ective eld theory below uni cation. So this case di ers
from theU (1)° case in that the U (1)sy (5) Is anom alous In the low -energy theory; this
willa ect the discussion of the RG nvariance of the soft term s in what follow s.

2.2 Flavour structure of the M SSM Lagrangian

The quark chiral super elds of the M SSM have the ollowing Ggy = SU (3).
SU (2), U (1y quantum num bers in the SLHAZ [22]conventions, which we adopt:

Q :(3;2;2); U :(3;1; £); D :(3;1;3); (2.8)
and the superpotential of the M SSM is w ritten as
Wo = ap O (Yp )sHID 5+ LY (Yg )yHIE + QF (Yy ) H YU HPH Y :(29)

T hroughout this section, we denote SU (2);, fundam ental representation indices by
a;b = 1;2 and the generation indices by i;3 = 1;2;3. ., = 2 is the totally
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antisym m etric tensor, with 1, = 1. The SU (3) colour indices are suppressed. A1l
M SSM running param eters are in the DR schem e 23]. W e now tabulate the notation
of the relevant soft supersym m etry (SUSY ) breaking param eters. T he squark trilinear

scalar Interaction potential is
h i
Vi= ap Q% (Tp )yl H7 + 05 (Ty )yug HY + hooy (2.10)

where eldsw ith a tilde are the scalar com ponents of the super eld w ith the dentical
capitalletter. N ote that the electric charges of wy ,dz are+ 2/3 and -1/3 respectively.
T he squark bilinear SU SY -breaking temm s are contained in the potential

Vo= Q. (mé)j_j Q?L + R (mi)j_j vy + dir (mé)ij di ¢ (2.11)

Egs. Q) {E1l) are in the basis of avour elgenstates. To discuss avour vi-
olation we neaed to work In the socalled superCKM basis, where the quark m ass
m atrices are diagonal and the squarks are rotated parallel to their ferm ionic part-
ners. W e choose the follow Ing convention for the Yukawa couplings and for the CKM
matrix V :

Yy = Vidiag( wi oi ¢)i Yo = diag( ai si »)i (212)

where , denote the Yukawa couplings of the quarks in the m ass eigenstate basis.
U nder this convention the down-type SU (2), doublet squarks and the singlets are
already in the super€KM basis, while the up-type doublets nead to be rotated. W e
de nethe 6 6 massm atrices for the uptype and dow n-type squarks as

m ass
L

o= Mg M2 g (213)

o3
o
0.

where , = (m & ititriki%k) and 4 = (@isibidkiss itk )’ . Themass
m atrices read

0 1
méL+mi+ DyLr é’%i@g m, cot -
M 2= g g ; (214)
%@U my cot miT‘l‘mi‘f‘ DuRR
0 1
m§L+m§+ DLy T, my tan -
M 2= g X (215)
#oT) m 4 tan m§T+m§+ D 4rz

In the equations above, vy and v, are the vacuum expectation values (VEV s) of
the two H iggs doublets (with tan y=v; and v vi+ s 246 GeV ), the
matricesm ¢ (with g= u;d) are the diagonalquark masses and D g, gr are avour-
diagonal D term contributions. Furthem ore, m 12% mé , and we introduced the
3 3 matrices

mfIL Vmévy; B TVY; (2.16)
accounting for the rotation of the up-type doublets to the superCKM basis.
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3.AM SB Squark F lavour

W e derive and analyse the exact one-loop AM SB squark soft temm s with the full
threegenerational structure in Section . W e then go on to show how the soft
temm sare n M FV form in Section BJ3. In Section B3 we discuss the in plications of
various solutions to the tachyonic slkepton m ass problem for the squark sector.

3.1 Fully avoured squark m ass boundary conditions

T he one-Joop anom alous din ensions for the quark and H iggs chiral super elds are
easily derived from Eq. (2.54) and are given by

(16 %) 5 = YooY + v, ¥7  Lgi+ 20+ &g 14 (31a)
(16 %)y = 2¥)Yy  &gi+ 24 4 (31b)
(16 %) p = 2v)Yy  Zqi+ &9f 4 (31c)
(16 %)y, = 3Tr Y'Yy 597 39;; (31d)
(16 %) 4, = 3Tr Y)Yy + Tr Y. Yg 297 295 (3.1e)

where 1 is the dentity m atrix In avour space. The quark Yukawa  functions are
v, = Yy U+(g+ u, Yy v, = Yp D+(g+ u,)¥p 7 (32)
from which expressionswe cbtain using Eq. (3¢) the follow ing lead ing-order results:

242 2
(16 2P m2 )

— = g g3+ 8g; 4+ (YY) 3Tr(¥yYy) g 34 24
3=2
+ (Yo Y)) 3Tr(¥p Y )+ Tr(¥eYy) —=9f 34 2o
+ Yo Y Yo Y+ Yo YV Y+ 3V YY)+ 30 YY) (33a)
A6 “rmi _ s, gyt 1+ (Y'Yy) 6Tr(YuY)) 22 6 2
2 = 2591 T °9%3 v tu r(Yy Yy 1591 393
3=2
+ 2YJYp Y)Yy + 6(Y )Yy ) (33b)
(16 2)2m2 . .
— 4= Zgi+8g 1
3=2
+ (Y)Yp ) 6Tr(Yp YY)+ 2Tr(YeY.)) g 63 Zdf
+ 2Y Yy Y)Y, + 6(Y)Yp ) (33c)
16 T, h , , 1
" 3Tr(YyYy) g 39 g d+ 3WuY+ YY) Yy33d)
h
16 °T
. SR 3Tr(Yp Y )+ Tr(YeY)) £of 3¢ g 4
3=2 .
1
+ Yy Y, + 3Yp Y, Yp: (33e)
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The results agree in the dom nant third-fam ily avour<onserving lin it with the
expressions in R ef. [3]. N ote the presence in Eq. (83d) ofa Yy YUy term . A srem arked,
for Instance, in Ref. [19], such a tem can lead to sizeable contributions to FCNC
phenom ena, if its coe cient isof O (1). W e w ill see presently, how ever, that squark
avour m ixing in AM SB is In fact naturally suppressed In the lowtan region.

From the exact oneJoop form ulae for the squark soft term s in Egs. (333){ 334)
we can derive relations displaying the avour structure and suppression from the
CKM matrix elam ents V;; explicitly. In the approxin ation that we retain only the
third-generation Yukawa couplingswe nd

m2, h
2 = 4 4 4 2, N 2
Mo LT 4 zp U 59 5%+t 893+ VuVy 2, D)
’ i
+ 55, D L aVaVet 5VgVy) (34)
g, D i
miij:m 5ooSgit 8 +2 s . 2 3BT 5 3S5)
mig h i
mé = 16 2 U %ngr 89 +2 13331 21 3T ;36)
h i
m 3= A
Tody= pres « Val o 20+ 5 aVe (3.7)
h i
m 3- A
(Tp )y = Bl 2 P s, i)+ iVu'VﬂO : (3.8)
Here, A . and A , arede ned through thebeta functions of the top, A . 16 2 =ty
and bottom , . 16 2 .= b, YUukawa couplings, respectively, w ith one-loop expres-
sion in our approxin ation given as
“=eiv iy 39)
=60+ Pl G (3.10)
where
Ce= g7 + 395 + 205 ; (3.11a)
Cp= 7ar + 395 + 2¢5 : (3.11b)

Note that t;A < 0 in the physical region. Incidentally, we rem ark that, when
the renorm alisation scale approachesM .., (m 2 )s; tumsnegativeas ~ . n Eq. B3)
becom es m ore strongly negative.

b

{81



F inally, perform ing the rotation of the up-type squark doublets to the super-
CKM basiswe nd

2 h
m 2 = M 52 . U4 35%+ 89 + a2 2(/\ 2)
Loy (16 22 U 5091 2%t 993 sl b
i
+ ViV, 123( b 5)"' 12: 123( BVipVie +  53ViVy) (3.12)
M 3= h i
B L B A é)"' ]ivjbvtb : (3.13)
ij 16

Tt isapparent from Egs. 4){ ) and Egs. 17){ B13) that ntergenerational
squark m ixing is suppressed by the o diagonalentries of the CKM m atrix, and that
1{3 m xing is sm aller by one pow er of the C abibbo angle w ith respect to 2{3 m ixing.

O fparticular interest is the low—to m oderatetan region, ie. g e W e see
at once that, in that case, all avour viclation in Egs. 84){ B.I3) would be propor-
tionalto ~ .. It is thus a rem arkable feature speci ¢ to the AM SB soft temm s that
squark avour violation vanishes (at least for values of tan where we m ay neglect

L) as A . ! 0, to the extent that Egs. (34){(3.13) ram ain a good approxin ation
at M ¢y (as we shall discuss, whether or not this is true depends on our resolu—
tion of the tachyonic slepton problem ). M oreover, the value of tan for which " .
vanishes is close to the Infrared quasi- xed point (IRQFP ) for .. If we neglect the
electrow eak gauge couplings, the IRQ FP [24 ]can be easily determ ined in the one-loop
approxin ation; it corresponds to

IR

2 m 7 2 M 9
;( t)=_ 1 932( x ) ; (314)
g3 (m ) 18 g3 (m )

My being the scale of a Landau polke in . For M 10° Gev, of the order

of the gauge uni cation scale, and including electroweak corrections, we nd that
the RQFP occurg at () 1:1,wtheAt vanishes for (m ) 1:2. Through
my= (vsin = 2,wecould predict tan by inserting the em pirically m easured
top mass. However, the resulting value of tan  is very sensitive to higher-order
corrections, therefore we refrain from doing so here. W e instead estin ate that for
10 M) 1l2wearesomewhere In theregion 1 < tan < 10.

Sowe conclude that,at an alltom oderate tan , avourm ixing in AM SB isquite
naturally suppressed, and resides In the m assm atrix for the dow n-type sqyuarks.

The M FV avour m ixing im plies that the rst—and second-generation squarks
are highly degenerate. M oreover, again specialising to low tan , we see that the
down squarksobey a 3+ 2+ 1 pattem, w ith three degenerate SU (2)-singlet squarks,
tw o degenerate doublet squarks and one SU (2)-doublet sbottom . T he dow n-squark
eftright m ixing vanishes in this approxim ation ( 1, ! 0). The up-squark spectrum
In AMSB isofthetype 2+ 2+ 1+ 1: it contains the rst-two-generation singlet and
doublet sqyuarks, and two stops w ith leftright adm xture.
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T he dom inant third—fam ily approxin ation in Egs. (3.4){ (3.13) is accurate to the
perm ill evel except In two cases: (m [ZTL )1, and (m ;L )12 . O fthese, the form er is o
by a few tens of percent, due to a signi cant contribution which, albeit suppressed
by ( s= p)?, is enhanced by four inverse powers of the C abibbo angle w ith respect
to the contrbutions n Eq. 13):

2

2 M3y 2

m = ——= VusVee

o 1= 16 2 6 2+32+ % G o (315)

O n the other hand, (m [ZT )12 is accurate at the few percent level.

L

32 AM SB and M inim al F lavour V iolation

The usual notion of M FV is that the source of all avour violation stem s from the
Yukawa m atrices. This principle can be implem ented to hold if the Lagrangian
satis es a global SU (3)° avour symm etry [17], under which the Yukawa m atrices
act as spurions and transform non-trivially. Consequently, if we assum e R fparity
conservation, the M SSM soft scalar m asses such as, eg., the squark m asses, can be
w ritten in powers of Yukawa m atrices as [18]

I = 2/ 1+ 2 YY) + YY) + 7] (Yo Y5 ) + 2 (Yo Y)) (316)
+ (Z2Yp Y Yy YS + ho)+ it ;

mi =z 1+ z, YUYYU + z5 YUYYD Y'Yy + z; (YUYYU P+ e (317)

S= 2l 14 Y)Yy + Y Y Y oz (Y)Y P i (318)

w here the ellipsis stands for temm s involring higher pow ers of the Yukawa m atrices.
By the use of Caylky-Ham ilton identities, it has been shown in Ref. [20] that
the expansion in Eq. (3.14) term mates after a nite number of term s. It is further
argued that, by appropriately netuning the coe cients z ;, any 3 3 herm itian
matrix can be cast in the form of Eq. (8I4). This means that all the M SSM
param eter gpace could be considered asM FV if one takes the spurion de nition [18]
at face value. T herefore, the decom positions Egs. ){ ) tham selves are not
restrictive unless we In pose add itional constraints, such as controlled departure from
avour blindness,
%j 0() 81 2; x=u;diq; (3.19)
FJ
suppressing large hierarchies am ong the coe cients.
From the oneloop results for the AM SB sjuark m asses Egs. 333){ B3¢) one
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Figure 1: Selected M FV ratios %, " "=z, " "5 pureAM SB fortan = 10 asa function of
the renom alisation scale Q .

can Infer the M FV expansion param eters:

2
S = Ly 244 8gt ; (3.20)
1 (16 )2 50 21 292 3 7
2
a_ M3 s vy B2 e 321
22 - (16 2)2 r( u U) 15g1 3g3 4 ( )
2
Aoy v )4 TrYe YY) L 3¢ Ly ; (322)
3 16 2)2 D *p E-g 1591 393 7
a q m§=2
Zy5 = 325 = 37(16 el (323)
2 2
u M3 88 4 4 d M3 22 _4 4
z, = 16 27 =9 + 893 z, = 16 27 Siqy + 89 (3.24)
7y = 273; zg = 2z3; (3.25)
2 2
u u M 3 4 4 M 3
Z, = 323 = 6m, Z, = 3Z3 = 6@, (3.26)

where all other z,*" vanish. Note that z,"” and zI are negative, and that all of
the z®# are real. Thus non-CKM CP-violating phases do not exist 1 this sector in
AM SB . One potential source for non-<CKM CP-violating phases in AM SB m odels is
a phase associated with the Higgs and B tem s [5]; another is the right-handed
neutrino Yukawa m atrix.

n Fig. [l we plot some such selected ratios %77 =z'""jas a function of the

renom alisation scaleQ ,which variesbetween M ;, and M ,,. . W e see an increasew ith
the scale in all the ratios, driven by the decrease of the avourdblind contributions
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proportional to z;' “# towards the GUT scale. The suppression of avour violation
w ith decreasing scale in theM SSM w ith general squark m ixing has also been observed
in Refs. [19,25].

The observed behaviour of the avour coe cients z 7" in AM SB is di erent
from other common MFV M SSM models. W hile AM SB is nowhere avour blind
(except for, at smalltan , In the lin it " . ' 0), both gauge m ediation and (by
construction) m SUGRA have avourdiagonalsferm ion m assesata certain high scale.
In the latter m odels, the Zi’dl’q param eters are induced by renomm alisation group

evolution [26],and the ratios #. 5 =z "7 jincrease tow ards the weak scale. H owever,

Ax

due to the autom atic suppression by loop factors (tin es logs) and the enhancem ent
of the z, #” tem s by the gaugino contributions, the ratios .7 =z ""jrem ain am all,
in agreem ent w ith Eq. .19).

3.3 Solutions to the tachyonic slepton problem

An exam ple of a scenario which xes the tachyonic slepton problem w ithout dis-
turbing Egs. 3.33){ 334) is provided by Ref. [21], where the M SSM  is augm ented
by the addition to the superpotential of (non M FV ) R sparity violating couplings of
the form ;5 L;L;Ey . These Yukawa couplings provide positive contributions to the
slepton sjquared m asses which can be su ciently large, while leaving Egs. (F3a}{
(3.3¢) una ected at the scale of the SUSY Joreaking tem s, M 4,4y - O ther solutions
to the tachyonic slepton problem in which only the boundary conditions on the
slepton m asses them selves are m odi ed will generally a ect the squark m asses as
well, m odifying their renom alisation group evolution below the scale at which the
additional slepton m asses are sw itched on. However, the slepton m asses enter the
oneJdoop -fiinctions ﬁarmé, mZ and mfr only via their contribution to the U (1)y
FayetTliopoulos (FI) S—tem [26]and consequently would have atm osta smalle ect
on the running for these quantities.

O n the other hand ifwe adopt the popularm AM SB solution of Eq. (£.4) wemust
replace

mZ+mil; m2! mi+mil; m

2 2 2
mgo ! . ! mi+mgl (327)

a

in Egs. B33){B3d) and apply the theoretical boundary condition at the gauge
uni cation scaleM ;. . The M SSM renom alisation group equations, which deviate
from the pure AM SB tra fEctory, must then be run down to the SUSY scale M gy
In order to determ ine the m ass spectrum . Note that even a avouruniversal shift
to the squark m asses, such as the one in Eq. (327),a ects the avour ixing m ass
param etersvia the running between M ., and M g,y . ForE;'nstanoe,thebeta function

for m? )i whereié j)containsa piece [26] ( nz Jiy= am?Z )iV (Vg PV+ 1,

where Yy, isthe diagonalised up-quark Yukawa m atrix. T hus, a change to the avour-

universal piece of the squark m assm atrix (m é );; Induces a change in (m é )5 -
L L
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W ith the U (1)3dased solution of Eq. (@) we should really distinguish the two
altematives we consider. W ith the U (1)°m odel (Tablkfl) we have

olm? %a;mil m e+§L 1; m2! mi+ e+gL 1: (328)

In this case the non¥ I contrbutions to them asses retain RG nvariance, in the sense

that applying Eq. (32§) atM .,. with a given ( e; L) pair corresponds to the sam e
physics as applying the sam e equation at M 4,5, with a di erent pair. For exam ple,

withms, = 40 TeV and tan = 10,and xing for sinplicity = 1 TeV? at both

scales, the choice (e;L) = (025;0) at M .y, corresponds to (e;L) (0:06;0:09) at
M gysy - The reason this does not correspond sin ply to a renomm alisation of  is that,
aswellas such a renom alisation,a FItemm associated with U (1)y isgenerated when

we run down from M .,, . This FI term can be absorbed into the existing one by

rede ning L and e. Fora detailed discussion see Section fand in particularEq. (3.17)

of Ref. [16]. The allowed region in the (e;L ) plane has been discussed In Ref. [14],

seeFig. 1 of that reference. W ithm s, = 40 TeV and = 1TeV?,oneneedsL > 003

and e” 0:04 (atM 4,5, ) to avold negative square m asses for the slepton doublets and

singlets, respectively, and it transpires one also needs L + e< 0:17 in order that the

H iggs potential gives rise to the electrow eak vacuum . T hus, values of (e;L ) ofO (0:1)

are viable.

W ith the altermative of U (1)sy 5) from Table[] we have

mZ! mi+ el; mp! mi+ ed; mi! mi+ Li; (329)

but In this case the non-F I contrbutions to them asses are not RG invariant because
the Iow energy theory hasU (1)sy (5) ancm alies, so wem ust again apply the theoretical
boundary condition atM ;,,. and run theM SSM RGEsdown to theweak scale. As
discussed In Ref. [16], there are Iower lim its on L. and e com parable to those found
in the U (1)° case, but alo a dram atic di erence In that increasing (e;L ) with L e
does not lead to loss of the electtoweak vacuum . T he reason for this is that in this
case the FI contrilbutions to the square m asses of both H iggses are negative. O f
course, increasing (e;L ) scales up the squark and skpton m asses, n 2 o jand hence
the superpotential H iggs m ass param eter , thus increasing the ne tuning known
as the little hierarchy problam .

Tn all three cases we anticipate that, because of the avourblind nature of the
m odi cation of the scalarm asses, our expectation that avour violation w illbe sup-
pressed at low tan  will tum out to be true; it is clear, of course, that if we were
to use a U (1) with fam ily-dependent charges in Eq. 329) or Eq. 829) we would
com prom ise the M FV structure and inevitably face FCNC problem s [10].

4. Predictions of Squark Flavour V iolation

Tn order to quantify AM SB predictions for avourviolation,we use SOFTSUSY3.0 [27],
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which includes full three<fam ily avour m ixing. W e consider the rangem 5., = 40
140 TeV , where the Iightest supersym m etric particle m ass ism 0 130 520Gev
and the glulno mass ism4 = 800 3100 G&V, In the Interesting range for LHC
SUSY discovery [28]. There are no direct SUSY -search constraints con icting w ith
3< tan < 42and 40 TeV < m3, < 140 TeV , therefore this is the range taken. See
Appendix ] for further details on Input param eters and the calculation.

4.1 Flavour—changing squark m ass insertions in AM SB

W e now calculate the avour<changing squark m ass insertions in AM SB . First, the
Lagrangian param eters are transform ed to the superCKM basis described in Sec—
tion P 4, by rotating the one-loop corrected squark m assm atrices by the sam em ixing
m atrix required to diagonalise the quark Yukawa m atrices at M gy - W em ay then
de ne the usual avourwviolating m ass-nsertion param eters 9 from the entries of
the 6 6 squark massmatricesM ; and M 2 de ned in Egs. (14) and €19)

g M 2)5 g M 23 503
(ij)LLz F—— (ij)Rqu 7
M é)ji(M é)jj M é)i+3 w3 M é)j+3j+3
M 2)i 543
(dhe = @ e ; (4.1)

M 250 2503 503

with i;7 2 £1;2;3g and g = u;d. In this section we shall com pare the AM SB
prediction of ¢ orighating from Egs. (8.38){ 3.3d) w ith the em pirical bounds from
Ref. [29].

In Fig.fa we show the tan dependence of the absolute values of the avour-
vickating up-squark mass Isertions ( )t 7 (f3)e 7 (23 and (J3hr In the
\pure" AM SB socenarivo, where we assum e that Egs. (339){ §34¢) are una ected by
them echanisn that xes the tachyonic skpton problem ;while in Fig.Po we show the
corresponding results for the dow n—squark sector. T he two curves for ( %d Lz Visble
in each plot correspond tom 5, = 40 G &V (uppercurve) andm sz, = 140G &V (lower
curve), respectively. Indeed, Egs. 2.14), €13), G13), BJ) and @) imply that
( fj’d hr are Inversely proportionaltom s, forié j,whence the signi cant, O (100% )
dependence upon the SUSY -breaking scale. On the other hand, Egs. (333){ 33¢)
com bined w ith Eq. (@) In ply that there is no dependence of ( iujﬁ)LL KRR ON M3
laside from logarithm ic corrections com ing from scale dependence of the right-hand
side of Egs. 333){ 83¢) 1. In F gs.[3a and P the curves for ( fj’d ). that correspond
to the two di erent values of m 5., are practically overlaid. W e also see from the

gures that them ass insertions in the up-squark sector show a signi cant dependence
on tan ,while the dependence in the down-squark sector ismuch less pronounced.
The reason for this is quite sin ple. W e can see from Egs. (34) and (B13) that the
dow n-squark sector o -diagonalelem ents arem ore sensitive to and the up-squark
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Figure 2: M agnitudesof selected avourwviolating m ass insertions 9 In AM SB as functions
of tan . W hen two curves are visbl for the same 9, the upper curve is form 5, = 40
TeV and the lower curve is form 5, = 140 TV .

o -diagonal elem ents are m ore sensitive to ;but as tan increases from 5 to 40,
sin  (and hence ) scarcely changes but cos (and hence ) changes by a factor
of12.

In our solutions to the slepton m ass problem , the additional contrdbutions in
Egs. 321), B29) and (B29) a ect only the diagonal temm s of the sjuark m ass
m atrices at the scale at which they are applied (ie., M 4, for the U (1)° solution
and M ¢y, ormAMSB and U (1)sy(s5)). For a model such as the U (1)° solution in
Eq. ), which preserves theRG invariance of the expressions for squark soft SUSY -
breaking tem s, the change in the m agnitudes of the 9 param eters w ith respect to
the pure AM SB case can be directly estin ated by the e ectofale slepton mass x

on the diagonal syuark m ass param eters. T hus, denoting xg; M 2)uM 2)s5
Sy ] x L
2 axv) 3, (42)
j( ij )X v J Xij

with g= u;d. Interestingly, in the U (1)-inspired solutions the shifts x §; enter the
up and down singlet and doublet squark m asses in a non-universal way, hence the
reltive size of [, versus | can bemodi ed at this level

T he experin entalupper bounds upon the 9 param eters depend upon the squark
m asses and the ratio of the gluino m ass to the squark m asses. In order to obtain
a rough estin ate, we have tted the constraints in Ref. 29] with a parabola to
determ ine the dependence upon the gluino/squark m ass ratio (whereas there is a
sim ple scaling relation with the squark m ass itself). W e detail som e of the larger

¢ param eters in Appendix B for four AM SB variants. However, the bottom line is
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thatall 9 are easily w ithin their experin entalbounds, regardless ofwhich tachyonic
slepton x is taken. AM SB is far from being ruled out on the basis of these naive
em pirical avour constraints, the closest to the bound being ( {5 )1, 0 (10 7),
which has a bound of ( {5).;, < 0:16 [29]. However, the m ass Insertions that m ix
the second and third generations can a ect the prediction of the branching ratios for
rare B decays such asB ! X and Bg ! , by mediating the b ! s transition
in Joops nvolving squarks. In Sections 3 and we w ill exam ine these in portant
physical observables, whose uncertainties have been vastly reduced since Ref. [29].

42 AM SB prediction for the charged H iggs m ass

The H iggs sector of theM SSM  (fora review see,eg.,Ref. [30]) contains two CP-even
neutralscalarsh and H ,a CP-odd neutralscalar A and a charged scalarH . Oneof
the CP-even scalarsaswellasA and H  have couplings to the dow n—type ferm ions
that are enhanced by tan with respect to the couplings of the SM H iggs boson.
T hus, even In SUSY Joreaking scenarios such as AM SB in which the super particles
are typically rather heavy, there can be sizeable contributions to rare B decays from
diagram s involring the non-standard H iggs bosons, if the Jatter are Iight and tan
is large [311].

For m oderateto-large tan the non-standard CP-even scalar is close in m ass
to the CP-odd scalar, whose mass isdetem ined by m2 = 2B =sin2  at tree level.
The m asses of the CP-odd and charged scalars are In tum related at tree level by
m: =mj+mg . It is therefore usefiil to Mvestigate the AM SB prediction for the
charged Higgsboson massmy ,bearing in m ind that we detem ine the soft SUSY -
breaking H ggsm ass param eter B by m Inin isation of the scalar potential. Tnserting
the pure AM SB expressions [3]formj andmj i the treedevel fomula form ;
(s2e eg.Ref. [32]), and neglecting contributions controlled by all Yukawa couplings
other than and ,,we obtain, in the argetan I it,

(16 2)° —2 —4
m? K 3,C, 36, tan’

+ 18 . tan® ;  (43)
3=2

where K is positive and does not depend on tan at tteg_]eve], Cy s de ned In
Eq. @IId) and L, COS . Sihce at tree evel , = 2m=v, the coe cient
of tan®  is negative and Eq. {(43) predicts am ininum formy ata certain value
of tan . However, for an accurate prediction of the position of the m nmum we
m ust take into account the tan -enhanced threshold corrections [33] to the relation
between the bottom m ass and the bottom Yukawa coupling, as well as the radiative
corrections to the treelevel form ula form ;

In Fig.§ we show the fullnum ericaldependence on tan ofmy , as com puted
by SOFTSUSY for \pure" AM SB conditions, with m 5, = 40 TeV and either sign of
(the > 0 curve term natesbecause the electroweak m InIm um of the H iggs potential
becom es unstable). The m arked di erence between the curves corresponding to the
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Figure 3: The charged H ggs boson m ass as a function oftan i m SUGRA m odelSPSla
and pure AM SB with m 5, = 40 TeV and either sign of

two signsof isdue to the fact that the tan -enhanced threshold corrections, whose
e ect depends on the sign of the productm 4 ,enhance , for > 0 and suppress it
for < 0. In the form er case the position of them inimum inmy is shifted towards
an allervaluesoftan ,while in the latterwe see no stationary pointup totan = 60.
For com parison we also show my asa function of tan for the SPSla m SUGRA
point [34]; the dependence on tan ismuch lessm arked. T he curves end when the
stau becom es tachyonic, signalling an nappropriate scalar potentialm inim um .

43 B ! X4 constraints

F lavour<hanging neutral current processes are loop suppressed in the SM aswellas
In theM SSM .In thesM theb! s transition ism ediated atone loop by diagram s in-
volving W boson and up-type quarks. A dditional one-loop contributions arise in the
M SSM from diagram s involving a charged H iggsboson and up-type quarks, a chargino
and up-type squarks and, In the presence of avour violation in the squark sector, a
gluino and dow n—ype squarks. T he contrdbutions of diagram s w ith neutralinos and
dow n—type squarks are suppressed w ith respect to the gluino loops by the an aller
gauge coupling and by an accidental cancellation in the m agnetic-chrom om agnetic
m ixing.

T he current experim ental value of the branching ratio for the B ! X decay
is [35]

BR(EB ! Xg bp= (352 023 009) 10 ; (4.4)

fora photon energy E - > 16 G &V . T he corresponding next+to-next-to leading order
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(NNLO ) SM prediction that was published two years ago reads [36]
BRMB ! Xg )su = (315 023) 10*; (4.5)

and a recent update [37]of the calculation of the nom alisation factor for the branch—
Ing ratio results In a m odest enhancem ent to (328 025) 10% (see also Ref. [38]).
In both cases, the error on the theoretical prediction for the branching ratio is around
7% . In ating the theoretical error to 10% we accom m odate { rather conservatively {
for the additional uncertainty arising from the calculation of the SUSY contributions
to the decay. Thus, at 95% C L., wemay require 2:70 10*< BRB ! X; )<
434  10°.

W e use the public com puter program SusyBSG 1.2 [39] to obtain a next=to—
leading order (NLO ) prediction ofBR(B ! X4 ) In the M SSM . The program im -
plam ents the results of R ef. [40] for the two-doop gluon contributions to the W ilson
coe clents of the m agnetic and chrom om agnetic operators relevant to theb ! s
transition, and the full results of R ef. [41 ] for the two—-loop gluino contributions (ac-
counting also for the tan -enhanced charged-H iggs contributions rst discussed in
Ref. [42]). W hile the two-loop contribbutions are com puted in the approxim ation
of neglecting avour m ixing in the squark sector, the com putation of the one-loop
contrbutions to the W ilson coe cients takes into account the full avour struc—
ture of the squark m ass m atrices. T he relation between the W ilson coe cients and
BRB ! X )iscomputed at NLO along the lines of R ef. [43], taking into account
also the recent results of Ref. [37]. T he free renomm alisation scales of the NLO cal-
culation are adjusted in such a way as to m in ic the NNLO contributions that are
not present in the calculation, reproducing the central value of the SM prediction of
the branching ratio given In Ref. [37].

Fig.fla disphysBR(B ! X )asa function oftan , forms, = 40 TeV and
either sign of , assum ing that the squarks do not deviate from the pure AM SB
tra pctory. The rad (solid) curves include all e ects in the calculation of the W il
son coe cients, while the blue (dotted) curves ignore avours ixing e ects in the
squark masses. The green shaded region represents the 95% C L. lin its on the
branching ratio. The di erence between the curves corresponding to the two signs
of isdue to the com bination of two factors. First of all, as discussed above, the
tan -enhanced threshold corrections to the relation between the bottom m ass and
the bottom Yukawa coupling result In a much lighter charged H iggs boson { thus
an enhanced contribution to the W ilson coe cients { for > 0 (the peak in the
branching ratio around tan 37 corresponds indeed to the m inimum in my
shown in Fjg.B). In addition, the contributions to the W ilson coe cients from dia—
gram s Involing the top quark and the charged H iggsboson and those from diagram s
Involving squarks and charginos { the latter depending on the sign of the product
A, ,whered, B )= . { interfere constructively or > 0 and destructively
for < 0.W eramark that in the traditionalm SUGRA scenario, In which m4 (and,
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Figure 4: Constraints on the AM SB param eter space from the rare decay B ! X
(@) BR(B ! X5 )asa function of tan forms, = 40 TeV and both signs of . (b)
BRB ! X )displyed as the background colour for > 0 in the tan m3_, plne.
For the explanation of the various curves in both panels see the text.

n most cases, A ) have opposite sign w ith respect to the prediction of AM SB, the
dependence of BR (B ! X )on the sign of isreversed [42].

The avour<hanging mass insertions ( 5;).. and ( $5)r mediate theb ! s
transition in one-doop diagram s involving gluinos and down-type squarks. In ad-
dition, ( 53),1 can contribute a sizeable am ount to one-doop diagram s nvolving
charginos and up-type squarks (the an allness of the avour<hanging m ass insertion
being com pensated by the fact that the w nostrange-scham vertex is not C abibo-
suppressed ). From the com parison between the red (solid) and blue (dotted) curves
in Fig. Ba we see that the avourviolating e ects have a com paratively large ef-
fect (up to 10% ) on the predicted value of BR (B ! X ) forlargetan . W e also
see that, had we not included squark avourviolating e ects in the calculation of
BR(B ! X ),wewould have deduced that for > 0 the em pirical lin it Jeads to
tan = 15,which is too weak by around 10% . For < 0, neglecting squark avour
violation would have resulted on the tan bound being roughly 30% too high.

Fig.[@b displays BR (B ! X ) as the background colour in the tan My
plne, for > 0. The yellow (dot-dashed) contour on the left delim its the regions
ruled out by the LEP2 Higgsm ass constraints'. The red (dotted) contour on the
right is the bound on the tan ms_, plane obtained by applying the 95% C L .exper-
n ental upper bound on the branching ratio. T he green (dashed) rightm ost contour

ILEP2 ruled out Standard M odel H iggs m asses of less than 1144 GeV to 95% C L. [44]. The
sam e bound also applies, to a good approxin ation, for the param eter space of AM SB investigated
here. W e account for a 3 G €V theoretical ervor in the prediction of the H iggsm ass by plotting the
bound for 1114 GevV .
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Figure 5: BR B ! ) in pure AM SB w ith (\total") or w ithout (\no avour") squark

avour changing contributions to dow n-squark gluino loops form 5, = 40 TeV and either
sign of . Also shown isthe SM prediction and the current experin ental upper bound [45].

is the bound that would be obtained if the squark avourm ixing e ectswere ignored.
For a given value ofm s, ,theupper Iimiton BR (B ! X ) e ectively provides an
upper bound on the param eter tan , because the SUSY contribution is enhanced for
largetan . W e see that the strictest bound istan < 13 forms., = 40 TeV but this
relaxes to tan < 35 forms., = 140 TeV , where heavier charged H iggs boson and
heavier sparticles provide a suppression of the SUSY contribution toBR (B ! X4 ).

4.4 Tm plications for Bg ! and future In pact

T he supersym m etric H ggs spectrum has a signi cant in pact on the rare leptonic
decay Bg ! . Speci cally, the decay am plitude receives tan -enhanced contribu-
tions proportional to 1=m f\ from neutral iggs exchange [46,47]. In our determ ina—
tion oftheM SSM prediction forBR (B ! ) we In plem ented the resultsofR ef. [47]
for the subset of one-loop contributions involing up-ype squarks and charginos that
are enhanced by tan® , as well as the results of Ref. [48] for the one-loop contri-
butions involving down-type squarks and gliinos. The latter are relevant in the
presence of avour m ixing in the down squark sector; the dom inant contribbution in
AM SB stam s from ( 23 )1, which, at 10 2, is one of the largest m ass insertions (see
Fig.[). Finally, for the treatm ent of the tan -enhanced, higher-order contributions
that originate in the corrections to the relation between the down-quark m asses and
Yukawa couplings we followed Ref. [49] (see also Ref. [50]). W e checked the relevant
part of our results against micrOMEGAS 2.1 [51], which however does not include the
e ect of avourm ixing in the squark sector.
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Figure 6: BR (Bg ! ) In pure AM SB displayed as the background colour in the tan
m 5, plane, for (a) < Oand (b) > 0. For the explanation of the various curves in both
panels see the text.

Fig.[§ showsBR (B, ! ) In pure AM SB as a function oftan , forms, = 40
TeV and either sign of . The red (solid) lines represent the total result, while the
blue (dotted) lines neglect the e ect of avour m xing in the squark sector. For
the SM branching ratio we obtain BR (Bg ! sy = (30 09) 107, with the
uncertainty dom inated by the one of the B ;-m eson decay constant fg, = 0224 0:03
GeV [B2]. For > 0 theeectofthedi nm, (recallthatm, my ) around
tan 35 40 is clearly visible In the stesp rise of the B ! branching ratio.
For < 0 the tan -enhanced corrections to the H iggs-quark-quark coupling cause
a m ider Increase with tan  (recall that In AM SB the relative sign between  and
the gluino m ass is opposite to the one in m SUGRA ). O ur analysis also show s that
{ contrary to what happensin BR(B ! X4 ) { in BR (Bg ! ) the inclusion of
squark avour m ixing reduces the deviation from the SM at large tan . Here, the
relative sign between the chargino and gluino contributions is sign (A cm 4 ( 33 L),
which is negative In AM SB . The e ect of the gluino contrdbution is im portant and
acoounts for changes up to a factor of two in the branching ratio. W e also show in
F ig.[ the experin ental95% C L .upperbound BR (B ! )< 58 10° [45],which
is an order of m agnitude above the SM value. Fiy.[§ shows that current B !
data isnot as constraining asthe B ! X branching ratio shown in Fig.[4a, but if

the experin ental Iin it on BR (B¢ ! ) approaches the Standard M odel prediction
In the future, for the < 0 branch, B ! w i1l becom e m ore constraining than
B! X,

In Fig.f we show BR (B, ! ) In pure AM SB as the background colour in the

tan ms-, plane, for (@) < 0 and (b) > 0. Constraints from a hypothetical
m easuram ent of the branching ratio at 1 10° (solid Ihe) and 5 10 ° (dashed
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Iine) are given for illustration. Superin posed on each panel are the boundaries of
the allow ed region, which areas in Fig.[b: the yellow (dash-dotted) line delim its the
param eter space allowed by the LEP 2 H iggs search, whereas the m agenta (dotted)
line m arks the border of param eter space allowed by B ! X4 . Hence, for > 0,
theB ! X, constraint rules out the possibility of a large Bg ! enhancem ent
at large tan . Note that if we were to include also the constraints on the muon
anom alous m agnetic m om ent, which requires a positive  term (see Section[A4),we
would predict the B ! branching ratio to not exceed its SM value.

W ith Im proved data the rare leptonic m ode w ill hence becom e ncreasingly in —
portant. Searches forBg ! are ongoing at the Tevatron collider and w ill com —
mence at the LHC . The LHCDb experim ent w ill be able to exclude or discover new
physics n Bg ! after one year, while ATLAS and CM S will be able to do so
after three years of operation [531].

4.5 Charged H iggs e ects in B !

Substantial e ects In the leptonic B ! decays are possbl from charged H iggs
exchange at arge tan  [54]. It is custom ary to study the branching ratio nom alised
to the SM one, which yields a sim ple expression [55]

BR (B ! ) _ mZ  tan’

BRB ! I mZ 1+ gtan

(4.6)

Here, mp denotes themassof the B meson and 4 is the gluino-induced correction
to the relation between the m ass of the bottom quark and its Yukawa coupling.

In Fig.[]weshow R I AMSB form;, = 40 TeV.For > O the sharp peak
around tan 37 from themy dip isclearly visble. U sing the stronger constraint
ontan from BR(B ! X ),we predict 0:83(096) < R lfor > 0( < 0).
Thus,R is constrained to be below unity within AM SB, which is natural in large-
tan MFV scenarios [55].

T he branching ratio hasbeen m easured at the B factoriesby Belleand BaBar [56 ]
BR((B ! ) = (151 033) 10 with the average provided by [35]. W ith
Juej= (395 0:35) 10° [57]and the B -m eson decay constant fy = 0216  0:022
G &V [58]the sSM prediction for the branching ratio is given as

. 2 2
j/ub J fB

BR (B ! =129 104 2wl 5
( i 395 10 0216G eV

; (4.7)
w ith a net uncertainty of 19% . For the ratio between experim ental result and SM
prediction weobtain R®P = 1:17 0:34,where we added the uncertainties in quadra—
ture.

W e ram ark that the value of ¥,,jused here results from combining data on
nhclusive and exclusive b ! u decays. Currently, the individual determ inations of
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Figure 7: TheratioR Eq. (@) In pure AM SB form ;_, = 40 TeV and either sign of
T he green regions are disfavoured at the 2 Jlevel

VupJjare not in perfect agreem ent w ith each other, ie., the exclusive m odes prefer a
Jower value than the inclusive ones. R ecent Jattice com putations [59]also give lower
values for fy and hence favour a som ew hat largerR®®? of 144 0.38,which isharder
to accom m odate w ithin SU SY . Furthem ore, the experim ental situation forB !

is also still in proving; at a high-lum inosity €" e m achine [60], a m easuram ent of the
branching ratio could perhaps be m ade w ith an uncertainty of 10 (for 10 ab ).
G ven the situation, at present we cannot draw de nite conclusions for AM SB from
B ! , but note that this m ode has the potential to becom e in portant in the
future.

46 Commenton (g 2)

In the AM SB context, having discussed BR(B ! X ), it behoves us to comm ent
on the supersym m etric contribution to the m uon anom alousm agneticmoment a .
Relying on €" e data for som e of the hadronic com ponents, one nds [61]that

2
a %:(295 88) 10 (4.8)

is the discrepancy betw een the em pirical value and the Standard M odel (SM ) predic—
tion. T he one-loop gaugino contrdbution to this is given at large tan by [5,62,63]
2
SUSY m tan

a T ng ]_F]_ + ggM 2F2 H (4.9)

where F,, are positive de nite functions of the slepton, chargino and neutralino
m asses, behaving ke 124 * in the approxin ation that the relevant sparticles are

SUSY
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Figure 8: Supersym m etric contribution to the anom alous m agnetic m om ent of the m uon
inuU (l)OAM SB,form 3, = 40 TeV and either sign of . T he experin entalconstraint listed
is at the 95% con dence level

degenerate nmass. ThusforM ;M , > 0,as isthecase In AM SB, a supersym m etric
explanation of the discrepancy between the SM and experim ent favours > 0. But
we see from Fig.[ that it is the > 0 case that is restricted by BR(B ! X ).
So as ram arked, eg., In Ref. [64], this creates a potential di culty for explaining
the discrepancy between theory and experin ent fora using AM SB. Since Fy, de-
pend upon the slepton m asses, the prediction of a in AM SB m odels depends to a
large extent upon the skepton mass x that is employed. T Fig.[§, we show such
a prediction for the U (1) x. W e take the oneloop results for a from Ref. [64],
supplem enting them with the two-loop leading-log Q ED correction from Ref. [65]
and the tan -enhanced contrbution from Ref. [63]. In the gure, it is clear how the

> 0 prediction in the red (solid) line ts the em pirical 95% con dence level value
of a fortan > 8. Comparison with Fiy.[da then shows a region 8 < tan < 14
which is com patble with both a and B ! X constraints.

5. Conclusions

W e have investigated avour violation in the sjyuark sector in vardous versions of
AM SB; squark m ixings are always readily calculable because of the sim ple and con-
strained nature of supersym m etry breaking termm s in anom aly m ediation. T he result-
Ing supersym m etric contridbutions to avourchanging processes are CKM —induced
and hence an all. Them odel thus is consistent w ith all observations of quark avour
change. Q uark electric dipole m om ent constraints im ply fairly strict bounds on the
in aginary phases on jm ( ;) r < O (10 ®) [29], but these are easily satis ed due
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to the real coe cients m ultiplying the Yukawa m atrices in Egs. (3.3d) and (33¢).

Atpresent, thebranching ratioB ! X, provides them ost stringent constraint
on them odel, and receives non-negliglble supersym m etric avour corrections,a ect-
Ihg upperboundson tan . A swedan onstrated, In the future,Bg ! and B !
decays w ill provide com plem entary constraints. W e have also shown explicitly that
there are regions of AM SB param eter space that can accom m odate them easuram ents
oftheB ! X, branching ratio aswell as the anom alous m agnetic m om ent of the
m uon, degpending on the precise m odel for xing the tachyonic slkepton problem . In—
deed, a recent 2 analysis of electroweak and baryon precision cbservables favoured
mAM SB overm SUGRA and m inin al gauge m ediation [66]; note, however, that this
analysis neglected intergenerational squark m ixing e ects.

Predictivity in the avour sector m akes the AM SB scenario an attractive al-
temative to m SUGRA , whose fam ily-universal pattem of SUSY Jbreaking sferm ion
m asses is at best approxin ate. It is not Imm ediately clear w ithout further m odel
buiding how the avour o -diagonal pieces of the sferm ion m ass squared m atrices
are suppressed in order to give them SUGRA pattem. M oreover, AM SB soft SUSY —
breaking tem s are always present; the issue is whether, as we have assum ed here,
they represent the dom inant contributions to supersym m etry breaking.

O foourse AM SB isnotw ithout its problem s; the origin of the H iggs  temm (and
of the associated soft SUSY breaking B term ) ism odel dependent, and in m inim al
versions the Iightest supersym m etric particle is the neutralw ino, which represents a
problem atic dark m atter candidate. T hese di culties are not insuperable, how ever
(for one approach see Ref. [15]). W e believe that it is perhaps tine for AM SB to
be a orded status com parable tom SUGRA in m odelling our expectations (or hopes)
for what will be seen at the LHC . In any case, the two m odels should be easily
discrim inated in the event of a supersym m etric signal at the LHC [28]due to their
w dely di erent predicted pattems of supersym m etric m asses and associated signals.

W e close w ith som egeneralrem arkson quark avour physics. The avour chang-
Ing signals of AM SB areM FV in character: they feature CKM —induced CP asymm e-
tries, suppressed wrong-chirality contridbutions and CKM relations between b ! s
and b ! d processes [67]. Because these m odels contain only a m inin al am ount
of avour and CP violation, their experim ental separation from the SM badkground
neads precise m easurem ents, feasible perhaps at super avour factories [53,60].
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A . Num erical D etail of Squark F lavour V iolation

In this appendix we collate the Input param eters and detail of the num erical cal-
culation of the 9 param eters as in plem ented in SOFTSUSY 3.0. The sparticle pole
m asses receive one-loop corrections to the avour conserving pieces, and fam ily m ix—
ng is included at the tree level. SOFTSUSY solves the M SSM renorm alisation group
equations to two-loop order consistent w ith this theoretical boundary condition and
SM data. Fermm ion m asses and gauge couplings are obtained at M ; usihg an e ec—
tive eld theory of 3-loop QCD 1-loop QED below M, . Our default SM data
st contains the M S quark massesm ,(2GeV )= 24Me&V ,my(2G&eV)= 47/5M&vV,
mgs(2Gev)= 104M&V, m . m.) = 127GV, mpmy) = 423 GV [57]. The top
quark m ass Input isthe polemass,m.= 1724 G&V [68], and the strong gauge cou—
pling in theM S schan e sM )= 01176 [57]l.We xM , = 91:1876 GeV to itscen—
tralvalue [57], aswellas the Fem iconstant from muon decays, G = 1:16637 10°
Gev 2. (M,)= 1=127925is xed to be theM S value of the QED gauge coupling.
The CKM m ixing is param eterised by the W olfenstein param eters at their central
en piricalvalues [57]: = 0:2258,A = 0814, = 0349 and = 0:135.

In Tabk f} we display the full num erical determ nation of the 9 param eters for
tan = 10, > Oandms, = 40TeV.0Onk 9param eters largerthan 10 ° are listed.
W e contrast the \pure" AM SB prediction, where we assum e that Egs. (333){ 33¢)
are una ected by them echanisn that xes the tachyonic skepton problam (as is the
case, eg., for the R parity violating solution in Ref. [21]), with m odels where the
slepton m ass problam hasbeen xed by otherm eans. In them odel labelled mAM SB
we ntroducea comm on G U T -scale scalarm assm o = 230G &V asin Eg. 27). In the
m odels labelled U (1)°and U (1)sy (5), w ith charges from Tables[l] and [, respectively,
the F I-term contridbutions to SU SY Joreaking m asses are added atM 4,5y and M ¢4+ ,
respectively, setting = 1TeV?,e= 006 and L = 0:09 in the rst case and

= 1Tev?,e= L = 0: in the second. In the upper section of the tabl we display
the square roots of the avour-diagonal entries of the squark m assm atrices { which,
w ith a slight abuse of notation, we denote as the m asses of the corresponding squark
soecies { because they shall be In portant for the follow ing discussion. T he second-
fam ily squark m asses are roughly degenerate w ith the rstHfam ily squark m asses of
dentical SM quantum num bers. Forthe pureAM SB and theU (1)° cases, Egs. ()—
B 3¢) m ay be applied directly at M .,,, once the Yukawa and gauge couplings have
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U (1)° pure <pure mAMSB U (1)sy )
m,, /Gev 821 817 817 853 877
M, /G eV 826 822 822 857 881
m, /Gev 825 820 820 856 880
mg /Gev 832 828 828 864 887
m, /Gev 733 729 729 754 793
m. /Gev 636 632 632 645 703
my /Gev 722 718 718 743 782
m, /Gev 821 816 816 852 876
(¥5)p=10 ° 20+ 521 20+ 53i 5% 547 541
( %5)LL=10 6:4+ 00i 66+ 001 6:5 66 59
( 55)Lr=10 ° 65 001 67+ 001 6:7 6:4 5:8
(%)np=10 > | 74+ 311 74+ 31i 54 5:7 48
( 5)L=10 3 20+ 081 20 081 15 16 13
($5)0.=10 | 10+ 00i 10+ 00i 10 190 09
(S50r=10 >| 30+ 00i 30+ 00i 30 29 217

Table 3: Flavourviclatingm ass Insertions 9 forvariousdi erentAM SB m odels form 5, =
40Tev, > 0,tan = 10.ThemAM SB pointhasm o= 230G eV ,whereastheU (1) m odels
both have = 1 Tev?,wih theU (1)°modelhavinge= 0:06,L = 0:09 atM s, ,and the
U(l)sy i) e= L =01atMgy, . No loop corrections have been added to the m asses.

been determ ined, Including com plex phases in the de nition ofthe CKM matrix V .
T his procedure neglects the scale dependence of V , but, between M ; and M 4,4y , it
is expected to be a analle ect: JV 153V O (2IM =M .. )=16 ?).

For m odels which break the RG invariance of the soft term s and have bound-
ary conditions mposed at M ;. (here, themAM SB and U (1)sy 5y models), we use
SOFTSUSY to run allM SSM param eters between M ;, and M ., . SOFTSUSY does not
currently include com plex phases In its RG E s, and when used in the running-m ode
i tsV to a realversion with zero com plex phase at M ; . The m agnitude of each
V,4 is equivalent to the corresponding fully com plex 3Vi;jto better than the perm ille
level for all V5 except for ViJj, which is ncorrect to only 1% , and V3, which is
ncorrect by around 50% fractionally. Any 9 param eters where the dom inant con-
trdbution is proportional to Vi are therefore sub fct to this fractional uncertainty.
From Egs. 34)-B13),we see that ( )., and ( §3)L. are in this category.

In order to investigate the size of haccuracies due to the real approxin ation,
we em ploy the latter to calculate the pure AM SB 9 param eters, and list the results
under the heading < pure in Table[§. T he com parison between the ‘pure’ and < pure’
approxin ations show s that or allthe ¢ param eters that involre the rst generation
the discrepancy in absolute value betw een the exact and the approxin ate results is of
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order 30% {40% . Forthe " param eters thatm ix the st and second generations the
discrepancy is of order 15% {20% . Finally, for the ram aining < param eters the real
approxin ation reproduces the absolute value of the com plex result to better than
10% accuracy. W e expect that sim ilar uncertainties w ill be present in the mAM SB

and U (1)sy (5) cases on the results listed.

W ith our choice of param eters, the pure AM SB predictions for the param eters xcfj
are of the order of 0.5 Tev ?, while the additional contrbutions x Cilj are controlled
by ( e; L)= (0:06;0:09) TéF (the an allish values of the charges being necessary to
ensure the correct breaking of the electroweak symm etry). A sa result, by com paring
the second and third colum ns of Tablk [§ we see that the predictions for the ¢
param eters of the U (1 ) solution are rather close to those of the pureAM SB solution:
both the realand the in agihary parts ofall 9 param eters agree to better than 10%
fractional accuracy.

For solutions that break the RG invariance of the soft SUSY breaking temm s,
such asmAM SB and U (1)sy 5y, the RG evolution causes the squark avourm ixing
param eters to depend on the form of the tachyonic slepton x. Them AM SB solution
nEqg. (@)m akes all squark m ass-squared param eters larger by a com m on term m S,
hence all T amallerattheGUT scale where we assum e thism ass contribution arises.
However, m § 0:05 TeV? does not m ake a large di erence to the squark m asses
form s, = 40 TeV, as the com parison between the mAM SB and < pure colum ns in
Table E show s: the squark m asses change by only a an all am ount from their pure
AM SB values (the largest being a 2% fractional di erence). T he abovem entioned
RGE e ects In squark m ixing param eters are evident for them AM SB case, as som e
of the sm all changes in the m agnitudes of the 9 param eters do not correspond to a
decrease as expected from squark m ass e ects alone. However, the perturbation of
the squarks away from their pure AM SB tra fEctory, due to the addition ofm g = 230
G eV to the scalar masses, is am all enough that Egs. (833){(334) ramain a good
approxin ation at the 10% level.

Fially, the U (1)sy 5y solution In Eq. (329) allow s for larger values of the (e;L)
charges than the U (1) solution does, w ithout upsetting the breaking of the elec-
troweak symm etry. Indeed, by com paring the <pure and U (1)sy 5y comns in Ta—
ble[}, we sce that with our choice e= L = 0 Te¥ (atM ., ) the deviations in
the 9 param eters from the pure AM SB predictions are som ew hat lJarger than in the
other cases, although still of the order of 10% .

W e see from Table [ that the otherm odels in which the slepton m ass problem is

xed explicitly agree to roughly 10% fractionalaccuracy w ith the pure AM SB predic-
tions for the 9 param eters. Had we raised our choice of from 1 TeV?, or our choice
ofmg from 230 GeV,we would start to see larger departures. There is, however,
clearly a non-negligible part of param eter space of each m odelw hich reproduces the
pure AM SB ¢ param eters and which provides a solution to the tachyonic skpton
problem .
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