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A bstract:W estudy squark 
avourviolation in theanom aly m ediated supersym -

m etry broken (AM SB)m inim alsupersym m etric standard m odel.Analyticalexpres-

sionsforthethree-generationalsquark m assm atricesarederived.W eshow thatthe

anom aly-induced soft breaking term s have a decreasing am ount ofsquark 
avour

violation when running from theGUT to theweak scale.Taking into accountinter-

generationalsquark m ixing,wework outnon-trivialconstraintsfrom B ! X s
 and

B s ! ��,which com plem ent each other,as wellas B ! �� decays. W e further

identify a region ofparam eterspace where the anom alousm agnetic m om entofthe

m uon and the B ! X s
 branching ratio are sim ultaneously accom m odated. Since

anom aly m ediation isofthem inim al
avour-violating type,thegeneric
avourpre-

dictionsforthisclassofm odelsapply,including a CK M -induced (and hence sm all)

B s � �B s-m ixing phase.
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1.Introduction

Increasingprecision in thecalculation ofsparticlee�ectsisan im portantpartoftheo-

reticalpreparationfortheLHC.M uch ofthisworkhasconcentrated onthem SUG RA

scenario,where itisassum ed thatthe uni�cation ofgauge couplingsathigh ener-

giesisaccom panied by a corresponding uni�cation in both thesoftsupersym m etry-

breaking ��� scalarm assesand the gaugino m asses: and also thatthe cubic scalar

�3 interactionsare ofthe sam e form asthe Yukawa couplingsand related to them

by a com m on constantofproportionality,theA param eter.

Anom alym ediation (AM SB)[1]{[16]asthem ain sourceofsupersym m etry break-

ingisan attractivealternativetothem SUG RA paradigm .In AM SB,the��� m asses,

�3 couplingsand gaugino m assesarealldeterm ined by theappropriatepowerofthe
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gravitino m assm ultiplied by perturbatively calculablefunctionsofthedim ensionless

couplings ofthe underlying supersym m etric theory. M oreover these functions are

renorm alisation group (RG)invariant,and the AM SB predictionsare thusultravio-

letinsensitive [8]. Unfortunately the theory in itssim plestform leadsto tachyonic

sleptonsand thusfailsto accom m odate theusualelectroweak vacuum state.There

arem any di�erentsuccessfulapproacheswhich �x thisproblem ,however.

There have been a num ber ofstudies ofthe sparticle 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 physicsin the AM SB context;aspectsofthiswere considered in Ref.[5]for

the b ! s
 process,but there has been considerable progress both on the experi-

m entaland theoreticalside since then. W e willalso show how AM SB satis�es the

requirem entsoftheprinciple ofM inim alFlavourViolation (M FV)[17]{[20].M ore-

over,we willshow that speci�c to AM SB there is a naturalsuppression of
avour

changing neutralcurrent(FCNC)e�ectsrelated to thesizeofthetop quark Yukawa

coupling attheelectroweak scale.

W e consider in som e detailthe criticalcalculation ofthe B ! X s
 branching

ratio,takingintoaccountinter-generationalsquarkm ixing.W eshow thatforpositive

Higgsm assterm � the dependence ofBR(B ! X s
)on tan�,the ratio ofthe two

Higgsvacuum expectation values,ispositively dram atic,becausethecharged Higgs

m asshasam inim um forlargetan� in theclassofAM SB m odelswearetreating.As

a result,for� > 0,B ! X s
 constrainstan� to be relatively low;we nevertheless

show that within AM SB m odels itis possible forthe supersym m etric contribution

to accountforthecurrentdiscrepancy between theory and experim entforthem uon

anom alousm agnetic m om ent. W e furtheranalyse leptonic B s ! �� and B ! ��

decays within AM SB.ForB s ! �� we take into accountthe full
avourstructure

ofthe squark sector and include both chargino and gluino contributions. Despite

AM SB being M FV,the gluino contributions induced by inter-generationaldown-

squark m ixing turn outto besigni�cant.W eshow thatcurrentdata on theleptonic

m odes are beginning to probe the � < 0 branch. Once higher statistics becom e

availablethesedecayscould providedecisive constraintson theparam eterspace.

The plan ofthe paperisasfollows: In Section 2 we review AM SB and squark


avourviolation in m inim alsupersym m etricm odels.W epresentin Section 3analyt-

icalresultsfortheAM SB softterm swith fullgenerationalstructure,showingthereby

how AM SB ful�lsthe M FV principle. W e also assessthe e�ecton the squark m ass

spectrum ofanum berofsolutionstothetachyonicslepton problem .In Section 4we

givenum ericalestim atesforthesizeofthe
avour-m ixing entriesofthesquark m ass

m atrices.W efurtherevaluatetheconstraintsfrom theB ! X s
 decay,workoutim -

plicationsforleptonicB -decay observablesin AM SB and com m enton theanom alous

m agneticm om entofthem uon.In Section 5weconclude.In Appendix A weprovide

detailson thenum ericalcom putation ofthesquark 
avour-m ixing param eters.
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2.G eneralities

W ereview AM SB in Section 2.1andgeneralsquark
avourviolationwithin theM SSM

in Section 2.2.

2.1 A nom aly m ediated supersym m etry breaking

Forcom pletenessand toestablish notation,letusrecapitulatesom estandard results

forthe generalcase. W e take an N = 1 supersym m etric gauge theory with gauge

group � �G � and with superpotential

W (�)= 1

6
Y
ijk�i�j�k +

1

2
�
ij�i�j: (2.1)

W ealso includethesoftsupersym m etry-breaking term s

Lsoft = � (m2)ji�
i
�j �

�
1

6
h
ijk
�i�j�k +

1

2
b
ij
�i�j +

1

2
M ����� + h:c:

�
; (2.2)

wherewedenoteby � thescalarcom ponentofthesuper�eld � and � i= (�i)
�.Here

M � are the gaugino m assesand h,band m 2 are the standard softsupersym m etry-

breaking scalarterm s.

The following setofresultsforsoftsupersym m etry-breaking term sare charac-

teristicofAM SB and areRG invariant[4]:

M � = m 3=2�g� =g�; (2.3a)

h
ijk = � m3=2�

ijk

Y
; (2.3b)

(m 2)ij =
1

2
m

2
3=2�

d

d�


i
j; (2.3c)

b
ij = �m 3=2�

ij
� m3=2�

ij
� : (2.3d)

where 
ij isthe chiralsuper�eld anom alousdim ension m atrix,and �g� ,�Y are the

�-functionsforthegaugeand Yukawa couplings,respectively.�Y isgiven by

�
ijk

Y = 

i
lY

ljk + 

j
lY

ilk + 

k
lY

ijl
; (2.4)

and �� by a sim ilarexpression.Atoneloop wehave

16�2�(1)g�
= g

3
� [T(R �)� 3C(G�)]; (2.5a)

16�2
(1)ij =
1

2
Y
ikl
Yjkl� 2

X

�

g
2
�[C(R �)]

i
j: (2.5b)

Here R � is the group representation for G � acting on the chiral�elds,C(R �) the

corresponding quadratic Casim ir and T(R �) = (r�)
� 1Tr[C(R �)],r� being the di-

m ension ofG �. Forthe adjointrepresentation,C(R �)= C(G �)I�,where I� isthe

r� � r� unit m atrix. Obviously ifthe gauge group has an abelian factor,G 1 say,

{ 3 {



with hypercharge m atrix Y i
j = Yi�

i
j,then T(R 1)= Tr[Y 2],[C(R 1)]

i
j = (Y 2)ij and

C(G 1)= 0.

As we indicated in the introduction,Eq.(2.3c) is unrealistic for the sleptons;

m ostphenom enology hasbeen doneby replacing it(attheGUT scale)with

(m 2)ij =
1

2
m

2
3=2�

d

d�


i
j + m

2
0�

i
j; (2.6)

thatis,by introducingacom m on scalarm assforthechiralsuperm ultiplets.W ewill

callthism odelm AM SB in whatfollows. There have been a num berofalternative

approaches to the problem ;for a discussion see in particular Ref.[2],and for the

phenom enology ofde
ected anom aly m ediation seeRef.[6].

Oneapproach,�rstexplored in detailin Ref.[7],and subsequently by a num ber

ofauthors[8]{[13],isto replaceEq.(2.3c)with

(m 2)ij =
1

2
m

2
3=2�

d

d�


i
j + �Yi�

i
j; (2.7)

where � isa constant(with dim ensionsofm ass2)and Yi are chargescorresponding

to a U(1) sym m etry ofthe theory. The �Y term corresponds in form to a Fayet-

Iliopoulos(FI)D -term .Thisalternative hastheadvantagethatitdoesnotrequire

usto postulate an independentsource ofsupersym m etry breaking characterised by

m 2
0;the new term in Eq.(2.7)can be derived in a naturalway via the spontaneous

breaking ofa U(1)sym m etry athigh energies[14,15].

Fora discussion ofhow Eq.(2.7)a�ectstheRG invarianceoftheAM SB expres-

sionsseeRef.[16].Theoutcom eisthatifwework ata speci�c renorm alisation scale

(such asM SU SY )throughout,then we m ay use Eq.(2.7),with a speci�c value of�,

aslong asthe U(1)represented by the chargesY hasno m ixed anom alieswith the

SM gaugegroup.

An exam ple ofa way to provide a viable solution to this slepton problem but

retain Eq.(2.3c)unaltered isto introduce R-parity violating leptonic interactions,

which providepositivesleptonic(m ass)2 contributions[21].

M ost applications of AM SB to the m inim al supersym m etric standard m odel

(M SSM )and variantshave em ployed Eq.(2.3a),(2.3b)and Eq.(2.6)or(2.7),and

determ ined the HiggsB param eter(along with the � term )by the m inim isation of

thescalarpotential.Thisre
ectsthefactthattheform oftheB -term ism orem odel

dependentthan theothersoftbreakingterm s;forarecentdiscussion seeRef.[15].In

factEq.(2.3d)(with thearbitrary param eter�)isthem ostgeneralform consistent

with RG invarianceoftheAM SB form ofsoftsupersym m etry breaking.

The M SSM (with right-handed neutrino super�elds ��)adm itstwo independent,

generation-blind and anom aly-freeU(1)sym m etries,oneofwhich isofcourseU(1)Y ;

itisconvenientforourpurposesto param eterise them with the lepton doubletand

singletcharges. The possible charge assignm entsare shown in Table 1;we willcall
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Q �U �D H 1 H 2 ��

� 1

3
L � e� 2

3
L e+ 4

3
L � e� L e+ L � 2L � e

Table 1: Anom aly-free U (1)0 charges forarbitrary lepton doubletand singletcharges L

and e respectively.U (1)Y correspondsto L = � 1=2 and e= 1. �� isa SM gauge singlet.

Q;�U �D �� H1 H 2 N

e L 2e� L � 2e � e� L L + 3e

Table 2:Anom aly-freeU (1)SU (5) chargesforarbitrary lepton doubletand singletcharges

(L and e respectively)com patible with SU (5)� U (1).N ,�� are SM gauge singlets.

the additionalsym m etry U(1)0 in what follows. Note that in the e�ective theory

below the scale ofthe right-handed neutrino m ass U(1)0 has no m ixed anom alies

with theSM gaugegroup.

Alternatively,by introducing an additionalSM gaugesingletN pergeneration,

appropriately charged undertheU(1)sym m etry,and com pleting thetwoHiggsm ul-

tiplets to a 5 and a 5 (per generation) we can have a charge assignm ent that is

com patible with grand uni�cation to SU(5)� U(1)(see Table 2). W hen we assess

thispossibility we willassum e thatonly one pairofHiggsdoublets (and no Higgs

triplets) survive in the e�ective �eld theory below uni�cation. So this case di�ers

from theU(1)0casein thattheU(1)SU (5) isanom alousin thelow-energy theory;this

willa�ectthediscussion oftheRG invarianceofthesoftterm sin whatfollows.

2.2 Flavour structure ofthe M SSM Lagrangian

The quark chiralsuper�elds of the M SSM have the following G SM = SU(3)c �

SU(2)L � U(1)Y quantum num bersin theSLHA2 [22]conventions,which weadopt:

Q :(3;2;1
6
); �U :(�3;1;� 2

3
); �D :(�3;1;1

3
); (2.8)

and thesuperpotentialoftheM SSM iswritten as

W Q = �ab
�
Q
b
i(YD )ijH

a
1
�D j + L

b
i(YE )ijH

a
1
�E j + Q

a
i (YU )ijH

b
2
�Uj � �H

a
1H

b
2

�
:(2.9)

Throughoutthissection,we denote SU(2)L fundam entalrepresentation indices by

a;b = 1;2 and the generation indices by i;j = 1;2;3. �ab = �ab is the totally
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antisym m etric tensor,with �12 = 1. The SU(3)colourindices are suppressed. All

M SSM running param etersarein theDR schem e[23].W enow tabulatethenotation

oftherelevantsoftsupersym m etry(SUSY)breakingparam eters.Thesquarktrilinear

scalarinteraction potentialis

V3 = �ab

h
~Q b
iL
(TD )ij ~d

�
jR H

a
1 +

~Q a
iL
(TU )ij ~u

�
jR H

b
2

i

+ h:c:; (2.10)

where�eldswith atildearethescalarcom ponentsofthesuper�eld with theidentical

capitalletter.Notethattheelectricchargesof~uR,~dR are+2/3and -1/3respectively.

Thesquark bilinearSUSY-breaking term sarecontained in thepotential

V2 = ~Q �
iLa (m

2
~Q
)ij ~Q

a
jL + ~uiR (m

2
~u)ij ~u

�
jR +

~diR (m
2
~d
)ij ~d

�
jR: (2.11)

Eqs.(2.9){(2.11)are in the basis of
avour eigenstates. To discuss 
avour vi-

olation we need to work in the so-called super-CK M basis,where the quark m ass

m atrices are diagonaland the squarks are rotated parallelto their ferm ionic part-

ners.W echoosethefollowing convention fortheYukawa couplingsand fortheCK M

m atrix V :

YU = V
Tdiag(�u;�c;�t); YD = diag(�d;�s;�b); (2.12)

where �q denote the Yukawa couplings ofthe quarks in the m ass eigenstate basis.

Under thisconvention the down-type SU(2)L-doubletsquarks and the singlets are

already in thesuper-CK M basis,whiletheup-typedoubletsneed to berotated.W e

de�nethe6� 6 m assm atricesfortheup-typeand down-typesquarksas

L
m ass
~q = � �yu M

2
~u �u � �

y

d
M

2
~d
�d ; (2.13)

where �u = (~uL;~cL;~tL;~uR;~cR;~tR )
T and �d = (~dL;~sL;~bL;~dR;~sR;~bR )

T. The m ass

m atricesread

M
2
~u =

0

B
@

m 2
~UL

+ m 2
u + D u LL

v2p
2

bT
y

U � � mu cot�

v2p
2

bTU � ��m u cot� m 2
~u

T
+ m 2

u + D u R R

1

C
A ; (2.14)

M
2
~d
=

0

B
@

m 2
~D L

+ m 2
d + D dLL

v1p
2
T�
D � � md tan�

v1p
2
TT
D � ��m d tan� m 2

~d

T
+ m 2

d + D dR R

1

C
A : (2.15)

In the equations above,v1 and v2 are the vacuum expectation values (VEVs) of

the two Higgs doublets (with tan� � v2=v1 and v �
p
v21 + v22 � 246 GeV),the

m atricesm q (with q= u;d)arethediagonalquark m assesand D qLL;R R are
avour-

diagonalD-term contributions. Furtherm ore,m 2
~D L

� m2~Q
,and we introduced the

3� 3 m atrices

m
2
~UL

� V m
2
~Q
V
y
; bTU � T

T
U V

y
; (2.16)

accounting fortherotation oftheup-typedoubletsto thesuper-CK M basis.
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3. A M SB Squark Flavour

W e derive and analyse the exact one-loop AM SB squark soft term s with the full

three-generationalstructure in Section 3.1. W e then go on to show how the soft

term sarein M FV form in Section 3.2.In Section 3.3 wediscusstheim plicationsof

varioussolutionsto thetachyonic slepton m assproblem forthesquark sector.

3.1 Fully 
avoured squark m ass boundary conditions

The one-loop anom alousdim ensions forthe quark and Higgschiralsuper�elds are

easily derived from Eq.(2.5b)and aregiven by

(16�2)
TQ = YU Y
y

U
+ YD Y

y

D
�
�
1

30
g
2
1 +

3

2
g
2
2 +

8

3
g
2
3

�
:1; (3.1a)

(16�2)
U = 2Y
y

U
YU �

�
8

15
g
2
1 +

8

3
g
2
3

�
:1; (3.1b)

(16�2)
D = 2Y
y

D
YD �

�
2

15
g
2
1 +

8

3
g
2
3

�
:1; (3.1c)

(16�2)
H 2
= 3Tr

�

Y
y

U
YU

�

� 3

10
g
2
1 �

3

2
g
2
2 ; (3.1d)

(16�2)
H 1
= 3Tr

�

Y
y

D
YD

�

+ Tr

�

Y
y

E
YE

�

� 3

10
g
2
1 �

3

2
g
2
2 ; (3.1e)

where1 istheidentity m atrix in 
avourspace.Thequark Yukawa � functionsare

�YU = YU 
U + (
TQ + 
H 2
)YU ; �YD = YD 
D + (
TQ + 
H 1

)YD ; (3.2)

from which expressionsweobtain usingEq.(2.3c)thefollowingleading-orderresults:

(16�2)2(m 2
~Q
)T

m 2
3=2

=
�
� 11

50
g
4
1 �

3

2
g
4
2 + 8g43

�
:1 + (YU Y

y

U )

�

3Tr(YU Y
y

U )�
13

15
g
2
1 � 3g22 �

16

3
g
2
3

�

+ (YD Y
y

D
)

�

3Tr(YD Y
y

D
)+ Tr(YE Y

y

E
)� 7

15
g
2
1 � 3g22 �

16

3
g
2
3

�

+ YU Y
y

U YD Y
y

D + YD Y
y

D YU Y
y

U + 3(YU Y
y

U )
2 + 3(YD Y

y

D )
2
; (3.3a)

(16�2)2m 2
~u

m 2
3=2

=
�
� 88

25
g
4
1 + 8g43

�
:1 + (Y

y

U YU )

�

6Tr(YU Y
y

U )�
26

15
g
2
1 � 6g22 �

32

3
g
2
3

�

+ 2Y
y

U
YD Y

y

D
YU + 6(Y

y

U
YU )

2
; (3.3b)

(16�2)2m 2
~d

m 2
3=2

=
�
� 22

25
g
4
1 + 8g43

�
:1

+ (Y
y

D
YD )

�

6Tr(YD Y
y

D
)+ 2Tr(YE Y

y

E
)� 14

15
g
2
1 � 6g22 �

32

3
g
2
3

�

+ 2Y
y

D YU Y
y

U YD + 6(Y
y

D YD )
2
; (3.3c)

16�2TU

m 3=2

= �

h�

3Tr(YU Y
y

U )�
13

15
g
2
1 � 3g22 �

16

3
g
2
3

�

:1 + 3YU Y
y

U + YD Y
y

D

i

YU ;(3.3d)

16�2TD

m 3=2

= �

h�

3Tr(YD Y
y

D )+ Tr(YE Y
y

E )�
7

15
g
2
1 � 3g22 �

16

3
g
2
3

�

:1

+ YU Y
y

U
+ 3YD Y

y

D

i

YD : (3.3e)
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The results agree in the dom inant third-fam ily 
avour-conserving lim it with the

expressionsin Ref.[3].Notethepresencein Eq.(3.3a)ofaYU Y
y

U
term .Asrem arked,

for instance,in Ref.[19],such a term can lead to sizeable contributions to FCNC

phenom ena,ifitscoe�cientisofO (1).W ewillsee presently,however,thatsquark


avourm ixing in AM SB isin factnaturally suppressed in thelow-tan� region.

From theexactone-loop form ulaeforthesquark softterm sin Eqs.(3.3a){(3.3e)

we can derive relations displaying the 
avour structure and suppression from the

CK M m atrix elem ents Vij explicitly. In the approxim ation thatwe retain only the

third-generation Yukawa couplingswe�nd

�

m
2
~Q

�

ij

=
m 2

3=2

(16�2)2

h

�ij
�
� 11

50
g
4
1 �

3

2
g
4
2 + 8g43

�
+ V

�
tiVtj�

2
t(�̂�t � �

2
b)

+ �i3�j3�
2
b(�̂�b � �

2
t)+ �

2
t�

2
b(�j3V

�
tiVtb+ �i3VtjV

�
tb)

i

; (3.4)

�
m

2
~u

�

ij
=

m 2
3=2

(16�2)2

h

�ij
�
� 88

25
g
4
1 + 8g43

�
+ 2�i3�j3�

2
t

�

�̂�t � �
2
b(1� jVtbj

2)

�i

;(3.5)

�
m

2
~d

�

ij
=

m 2
3=2

(16�2)2

h

�ij
�
� 22

25
g
4
1 + 8g43

�
+ 2�i3�j3�

2
b

�

�̂�b � �
2
t(1� jVtbj

2)

�i

;(3.6)

(TU )ij = � �j3
m 3=2

16�2
�t

h

Vti(�̂�t � �
2
b)+ �

2
b�i3Vtb

i

; (3.7)

(TD )ij = � �j3
m 3=2

16�2
�b

h

�i3(�̂�b � �
2
t)+ �

2
tVtiV

�
tb

i

: (3.8)

Here,�̂�t and �̂�b arede�ned through thebetafunctionsofthetop,�̂�t � 16�2��t=�t,

and bottom ,�̂�b � 16�2��b=�b,Yukawacouplings,respectively,with one-loopexpres-

sion in ourapproxim ation given as

�̂�t = 6�2t + �
2
b � Ct; (3.9)

�̂�b = 6�2b + �
2
� + �

2
t � Cb; (3.10)

where

Ct =
13

15
g
2
1 + 3g22 +

16

3
g
2
3 ; (3.11a)

Cb =
7

15
g
2
1 + 3g22 +

16

3
g
2
3 : (3.11b)

Note that �̂�t;�̂�b < 0 in the physicalregion. Incidentally,we rem ark that,when

therenorm alisation scaleapproachesM G U T,(m
2
~u)33 turnsnegativeas�̂�t in Eq.(3.5)

becom esm orestrongly negative.
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Finally,perform ing the rotation ofthe up-type squark doublets to the super-

CK M basiswe�nd

�

m
2
~UL

�

ij

=
m 2

3=2

(16�2)2

h

�ij
�
� 11

50
g
4
1 �

3

2
g
4
2 + 8g43

�
+ �i3�j3�

2
t(�̂�t � �

2
b)

+ VibV
�
jb�

2
b(�̂�b � �

2
t)+ �

2
t�

2
b(�i3V

�
jbVtb+ �j3VibV

�
tb)

i

; (3.12)
�
bTU

�

ij

= � �i3
m 3=2

16�2
�t

h

�j3(�̂�t � �
2
b)+ �

2
bV

�
jbVtb

i

: (3.13)

Itisapparentfrom Eqs.(3.4){(3.8)andEqs.(3.12){(3.13)thatinter-generational

squark m ixing issuppressed by theo�-diagonalentriesoftheCK M m atrix,and that

1{3m ixing issm allerby onepoweroftheCabibbo anglewith respectto2{3m ixing.

Ofparticularinterestisthelow-to m oderate-tan� region,i.e.�b � �t.W esee

atoncethat,in thatcase,all
avourviolation in Eqs.(3.4){(3.13)would bepropor-

tionalto �̂�t. Itisthusa rem arkable feature speci�c to the AM SB softterm sthat

squark 
avourviolation vanishes(atleastforvaluesoftan� where we m ay neglect

�b)as �̂�t ! 0,to the extent thatEqs.(3.4){(3.13)rem ain a good approxim ation

at M SU SY (as we shalldiscuss,whether or not this is true depends on our resolu-

tion ofthe tachyonic slepton problem ). M oreover,the value oftan� forwhich �̂�t

vanishesisclose to the infrared quasi-�xed point(IRQ FP)for�t. Ifwe neglectthe

electroweak gaugecouplings,theIRQ FP [24]can beeasilydeterm ined in theone-loop

approxim ation;itcorrespondsto

�2t(m t)

g23(m t)
=

7

18

 

1�

�
g23(M X )

g23(m t)

� 7

9

! � 1

; (3.14)

M X being the scale ofa Landau pole in �t. For M X � 1016 GeV,ofthe order

ofthe gauge uni�cation scale,and including electroweak corrections,we �nd that

the IRQ FP occurs at �t(m t) � 1:1,while�̂�t vanishes for�t(m t) � 1:2. Through

m t = �tv sin�=
p
2,we could predict tan� by inserting the em pirically m easured

top m ass. However, the resulting value oftan� is very sensitive to higher-order

corrections,therefore we refrain from doing so here. W e instead estim ate that for

1:0<
� �t(M Z)

<
� 1:2 wearesom ewhere in theregion 1< tan� < 10.

Soweconcludethat,atsm alltom oderatetan�,
avourm ixingin AM SB isquite

naturally suppressed,and residesin them assm atrix forthedown-typesquarks.

The M FV 
avour m ixing im plies thatthe �rst-and second-generation squarks

are highly degenerate. M oreover,again specialising to low tan�,we see that the

down squarksobey a 3+ 2+ 1pattern,with threedegenerateSU(2)-singletsquarks,

two degenerate doubletsquarksand oneSU(2)-doubletsbottom .Thedown-squark

left-rightm ixing vanishesin thisapproxim ation (�b ! 0).The up-squark spectrum

in AM SB isofthetype2+ 2+ 1+ 1:itcontainsthe�rst-two-generation singletand

doubletsquarks,and two stopswith left-rightadm ixture.
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Thedom inantthird-fam ily approxim ation in Eqs.(3.4){(3.13)isaccurateto the

per-m illlevelexceptin two cases:(m 2
~UL

)12 and (m
2
~D L

)12.Ofthese,the form eriso�

by a few tensofpercent,due to a signi�cantcontribution which,albeitsuppressed

by (�s=�b)
2,isenhanced by fourinverse powersofthe Cabibbo angle with respect

to thecontributionsin Eq.(3.12):

�

�m 2
~UL

�

12

=
m 2

3=2

(16�2)2
VusV

�
cs�

2
s

�
6�2s + 3�2b + �

2
� � Cb

�
: (3.15)

On theotherhand,(m 2
~D L

)12 isaccurateatthefew-percentlevel.

3.2 A M SB and M inim alFlavour V iolation

The usualnotion ofM FV isthatthe source ofall
avourviolation stem sfrom the

Yukawa m atrices. This principle can be im plem ented to hold if the Lagrangian

satis�es a globalSU(3)5 
avour sym m etry [17],under which the Yukawa m atrices

act as spurions and transform non-trivially. Consequently,ifwe assum e R-parity

conservation,the M SSM softscalarm assessuch as,e.g.,the squark m asses,can be

written in powersofYukawa m atricesas[18]

(m 2
~Q
)T = z

q

1 1 + z
q

2 YU Y
y

U
+ z

q

3 YD Y
y

D
+ z

q

4 (YU Y
y

U
)2 + z

q

5 (YD Y
y

D
)2 (3.16)

+ (z
q

6 YD Y
y

D
YU Y

y

U
+ h:c)+ :::;

m
2
~u = z

u
1 1 + z

u
2 Y

y

U YU + z
u
3 Y

y

U YD Y
y

D YU + z
u
4 (Y

y

U YU )
2 + :::; (3.17)

m
2
~d
= z

d
1 1 + z

d
2 Y

y

D
YD + z

d
3 Y

y

D
YU Y

y

U
YD + z

d
4 (Y

y

D
YD )

2 + :::; (3.18)

wheretheellipsisstandsforterm sinvolving higherpowersoftheYukawa m atrices.

By the use ofCayley-Ham ilton identities,it has been shown in Ref.[20]that

the expansion in Eq.(3.16)term inatesaftera �nite num berofterm s. Itisfurther

argued that,by appropriately �ne-tuning the coe�cients z i,any 3 � 3 herm itian

m atrix can be cast in the form ofEq.(3.16). This m eans that all the M SSM

param eterspacecould beconsidered asM FV ifonetakesthespurion de�nition [18]

atface value. Therefore,the decom positionsEqs.(3.16){(3.18)them selves are not

restrictiveunlessweim poseadditionalconstraints,such ascontrolled departurefrom


avourblindness,

jzxij

jzx1j
. O (1) 8i� 2; x = u;d;q; (3.19)

suppressing largehierarchiesam ong thecoe�cients.

From the one-loop results for the AM SB squark m asses Eqs.(3.3a){(3.3c)one
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Figure 1:Selected M FV ratiosjz
u;d;q

i
=z

u;d;q

1 jin pureAM SB fortan� = 10 asa function of

the renorm alisation scale Q .

can infertheM FV expansion param eters:

z
q

1 =
m 2

3=2

(16�2)2

�
� 11

50
g
4
1 �

3

2
g
4
2 + 8g43

�
; (3.20)

z
q

2 =
m 2

3=2

(16�2)2

�

3Tr(YU Y
y

U
)� 13

15
g
2
1 � 3g22 �

16

3
g
2
3

�

; (3.21)

z
q

3 =
m 2

3=2

(16�2)2

�

3Tr(YD Y
y

D
)+ Tr(YE Y

y

E
)� 7

15
g
2
1 � 3g22 �

16

3
g
2
3

�

; (3.22)

z
q

4;5 = 3z
q

6 = 3
m 2

3=2

(16�2)2
; (3.23)

z
u
1 =

m 2
3=2

(16�2)2

�
� 88

25
g
4
1 + 8g43

�
; z

d
1 =

m 2
3=2

(16�2)2

�
� 22

25
g
4
1 + 8g43

�
; (3.24)

z
u
2 = 2z

q

2; z
d
2 = 2z

q

3; (3.25)

z
u
4 = 3zu3 = 6

m 2
3=2

(16�2)2
; z

d
4 = 3zd3 = 6

m 2
3=2

(16�2)2
; (3.26)

where allother z
u;d;q

i vanish. Note that z
u;d;q

2 and z
q

3 are negative,and that allof

thez
u;d;q

i arereal.Thusnon-CK M CP-violating phasesdo notexistin thissectorin

AM SB.One potentialsource fornon-CK M CP-violating phases in AM SB m odelsis

a phase associated with the Higgs� and B term s [5];another is the right-handed

neutrino Yukawa m atrix.

In Fig.1 we plot som e such selected ratios jz
u;d;q

i =z
u;d;q

1 jas a function ofthe

renorm alisation scaleQ,which variesbetween M Z andM G U T .W eseeanincreasewith

the scale in allthe ratios,driven by the decrease ofthe 
avour-blind contributions
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proportionalto z
u;d;q

1 towardsthe GUT scale. The suppression of
avourviolation

with decreasingscalein theM SSM with generalsquarkm ixinghasalsobeen observed

in Refs.[19,25].

The observed behaviour ofthe 
avour coe�cients z
u;d;q

i in AM SB is di�erent

from other com m on M FV M SSM m odels. W hile AM SB is nowhere 
avour blind

(except for,at sm alltan�,in the lim it �̂�t ! 0),both gauge m ediation and (by

construction)m SUG RA have
avour-diagonalsferm ion m assesatacertain high scale.

In the latter m odels,the z
u;d;q

i> 1 param eters are induced by renorm alisation group

evolution [26],and theratiosjz
u;d;q

i> 1 =z
u;d;q

1 jincreasetowardstheweak scale.However,

dueto theautom aticsuppression by loop factors(tim eslogs)and theenhancem ent

ofthez
u;d;q

1 term sby thegauginocontributions,theratiosjz
u;d;q

i> 1 =z
u;d;q

1 jrem ain sm all,

in agreem entwith Eq.(3.19).

3.3 Solutions to the tachyonic slepton problem

An exam ple ofa scenario which �xes the tachyonic slepton problem without dis-

turbing Eqs.(3.3a){(3.3e)isprovided by Ref.[21],where the M SSM isaugm ented

by the addition to the superpotentialof(non M FV)R-parity violating couplingsof

theform �ijkLiLj
�E k.These Yukawa couplingsprovide positivecontributionsto the

slepton squared m asses which can be su�ciently large,while leaving Eqs.(3.3a){

(3.3e)una�ected atthe scale ofthe SUSY-breaking term s,M SU SY . Othersolutions

to the tachyonic slepton problem in which only the boundary conditions on the

slepton m asses them selves are m odi�ed willgenerally a�ect the squark m asses as

well,m odifying theirrenorm alisation group evolution below the scale atwhich the

additionalslepton m asses are switched on. However,the slepton m asses enter the

one-loop �-functionsform 2
~Q
,m 2

~u and m 2
~d
only via theircontribution to the U(1)Y

Fayet-Iliopoulos(FI)S-term [26]and consequently would haveatm ostasm alle�ect

on therunning forthesequantities.

On theotherhand ifweadoptthepopularm AM SB solution ofEq.(2.6)wem ust

replace

m
2
~Q
! m

2
~Q
+ m

2
01; m

2
~u ! m

2
~u + m

2
01; m

2
~d
! m

2
~d
+ m

2
01 (3.27)

in Eqs.(3.3a){(3.3c) and apply the theoreticalboundary condition at the gauge

uni�cation scale M G U T. The M SSM renorm alisation group equations,which deviate

from the pure AM SB trajectory,m ust then be run down to the SUSY scale M SU SY

in orderto determ ine the m assspectrum . Note thateven a 
avour-universalshift

to thesquark m asses,such astheonein Eq.(3.27),a�ectsthe
avour-m ixing m ass

param etersviatherunningbetween M G U T andM SU SY .Forinstance,thebetafunction

for(m 2
~Q L

)ij (wherei6= j)containsapiece[26](�m 2
~Q L

)ij =
P

l
(m 2

~Q L

)iiV
y

il
(ŶU )

2
llVlj+ :::,

where ŶU isthediagonalised up-quarkYukawam atrix.Thus,achangetothe
avour-

universalpieceofthesquark m assm atrix (m 2
~Q L

)ii inducesa changein (m
2
~Q L

)ij.
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W ith the U(1)-based solution ofEq.(2.7)we should really distinguish the two

alternativesweconsider.W ith theU(1)0m odel(Table1)wehave

m
2
~Q
! m

2
~Q
� �

L

3
:1; m

2
~u ! m

2
~u� �

�

e+
2

3
L

�

:1; m
2
~d
! m

2
~d
+ �

�

e+
4

3
L

�

:1:(3.28)

In thiscasethenon-FIcontributionstothem assesretain RG invariance,in thesense

thatapplying Eq.(3.28)atM G U T with a given (�e;�L)paircorrespondsto thesam e

physicsasapplying thesam e equation atM SU SY with a di�erentpair.Forexam ple,

with m 3=2 = 40 TeV and tan� = 10,and �xing forsim plicity � = 1 TeV2 atboth

scales,the choice (e;L)= (0:25;0)atM G U T correspondsto (e;L)� (0:06;0:09)at

M SU SY .Thereason thisdoesnotcorrespond sim ply to a renorm alisation of� isthat,

aswellassuch arenorm alisation,aFIterm associated with U(1)Y isgenerated when

we run down from M G U T . This FIterm can be absorbed into the existing one by

rede�ningL and e.Foradetailed discussion seeSection 4and in particularEq.(3.17)

ofRef.[16]. The allowed region in the (e;L)plane hasbeen discussed in Ref.[14],

seeFig.1ofthatreference.W ith m 3=2 = 40TeV and � = 1TeV2,oneneedsL >
� 0:03

and e>� 0:04 (atM SU SY )to avoid negativesquarem assesfortheslepton doubletsand

singlets,respectively,and ittranspiresonealso needsL + e<� 0:17 in orderthatthe

Higgspotentialgivesrisetotheelectroweak vacuum .Thus,valuesof(e;L)ofO (0:1)

areviable.

W ith thealternativeofU(1)SU (5) from Table2 wehave

m
2
~Q
! m

2
~Q
+ �e:1; m

2
~u ! m

2
~u + �e:1; m

2
~d
! m

2
~d
+ �L:1; (3.29)

butin thiscasethenon-FIcontributionstothem assesarenotRG invariantbecause

thelow energytheoryhasU(1)SU (5)anom alies,sowem ustagainapplythetheoretical

boundary condition atM G U T and run the M SSM RGEsdown to the weak scale.As

discussed in Ref.[16],there are lowerlim itson L and e com parable to those found

in theU(1)0case,butalso a dram aticdi�erencein thatincreasing (e;L)with L � e

doesnotlead to lossofthe electroweak vacuum . The reason forthisisthatin this

case the FI contributions to the square m asses ofboth Higgses are negative. Of

course,increasing (e;L)scalesup thesquark and slepton m asses,jm 2
H 1;2

jand hence

the superpotentialHiggsm assparam eter�,thusincreasing the �ne tuning known

asthelittlehierarchy problem .

In allthree caseswe anticipate that,because ofthe 
avour-blind nature ofthe

m odi�cation ofthescalarm asses,ourexpectation that
avourviolation willbesup-

pressed atlow tan� willturn outto be true;itisclear,ofcourse,thatifwe were

to use a U(1)with fam ily-dependent chargesin Eq.(3.28)orEq.(3.29)we would

com prom ise theM FV structureand inevitably faceFCNC problem s[10].

4.Predictions ofSquark Flavour V iolation

In ordertoquantifyAM SB predictionsfor
avourviolation,weuseSOFTSUSY3.0 [27],
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which includesfullthree-fam ily 
avourm ixing.W econsidertherangem 3=2 = 40�

140 TeV,where the lightestsupersym m etric particle m assism �0
1
� 130� 520 GeV

and the gluino m ass is m ~g = 800 � 3100 GeV,in the interesting range for LHC

SUSY discovery [28]. There are no direct SUSY-search constraints con
icting with

3< tan� < 42and 40TeV < m 3=2 < 140TeV,thereforethisistherangetaken.See

Appendix A forfurtherdetailson inputparam etersand thecalculation.

4.1 Flavour-changing squark m ass insertions in A M SB

W e now calculate the 
avour-changing squark m assinsertions in AM SB.First,the

Lagrangian param eters are transform ed to the super-CK M basis described in Sec-

tion 2.2,byrotatingtheone-loop corrected squark m assm atricesby thesam em ixing

m atrix required to diagonalise the quark Yukawa m atricesatM SU SY . W e m ay then

de�ne the usual
avour-violating m ass-insertion param eters �q from the entries of

the6� 6 squark m assm atricesM 2
~u and M

2
~d
de�ned in Eqs.(2.14)and (2.15)

(�
q

ij)LL =
(M 2

~q)ij
q

(M 2
~q)ii(M

2
~q)jj

; (�
q

ij)R R =
(M 2

~q)i+ 3 j+ 3
q

(M 2
~q)i+ 3 i+ 3(M

2
~q)j+ 3 j+ 3

;

(�
q

ij)LR =
(M 2

~q)i j+ 3
q

(M 2
~q)ii(M

2
~q)j+ 3 j+ 3

; (4.1)

with i;j 2 f1;2;3g and q = u;d. In this section we shallcom pare the AM SB

prediction of�q originating from Eqs.(3.3a){(3.3e)with the em piricalboundsfrom

Ref.[29].

In Fig.2a we show the tan� dependence ofthe absolute valuesofthe 
avour-

violating up-squark m ass insertions (�u12)LL ; (�u13)LL ; (�u23)LL and (�u23)LR in the

\pure" AM SB scenario,where we assum e thatEqs.(3.3a){(3.3c)are una�ected by

them echanism that�xesthetachyonicslepton problem ;whilein Fig.2b weshow the

corresponding resultsforthedown-squark sector.Thetwo curvesfor(�
u;d

23 )LR visible

in each plotcorrespond tom 3=2 = 40GeV (uppercurve)and m 3=2 = 140GeV (lower

curve),respectively. Indeed,Eqs.(2.14),(2.15),(3.13),(3.8)and (4.1)im ply that

(�
u;d

ij )LR areinversely proportionaltom 3=2 fori6= j,whencethesigni�cant,O (100% )

dependence upon the SUSY-breaking scale. On the other hand,Eqs.(3.3a){(3.3c)

com bined with Eq.(4.1)im ply thatthere isno dependence of(�
u;d

ij )LL;R R on m 3=2

[aside from logarithm iccorrectionscom ing from scaledependence oftheright-hand

sideofEqs.(3.3a){(3.3c)].In Figs.2aand 2b thecurvesfor(�
u;d

ij )LL thatcorrespond

to the two di�erent values ofm 3=2 are practically overlaid. W e also see from the

�guresthatthem assinsertionsin theup-squarksectorshow asigni�cantdependence

on tan�,while the dependence in the down-squark sectorism uch lesspronounced.

The reason forthisisquite sim ple. W e can see from Eqs.(3.4)and (3.12)thatthe

down-squark sectoro�-diagonalelem entsarem oresensitiveto �t and theup-squark
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Figure 2:M agnitudesofselected 
avour-violatingm assinsertions�q in AM SB asfunctions

oftan�. W hen two curves are visible forthe sam e �q,the uppercurve is for m 3=2 = 40

TeV and the lowercurve isform 3=2 = 140 TeV.

o�-diagonalelem ents are m ore sensitive to �b;butastan� increasesfrom 5 to 40,

sin� (and hence �t)scarcely changesbutcos� (and hence �b)changesby a factor

of12.

In our solutions to the slepton m ass problem ,the additionalcontributions in

Eqs.(3.27),(3.28) and (3.29) a�ect only the diagonalterm s ofthe squark m ass

m atrices at the scale at which they are applied (i.e.,M SU SY for the U(1)0 solution

and M G U T for m AM SB and U(1)SU (5)). For a m odelsuch as the U(1)0 solution in

Eq.(3.28),which preservestheRG invarianceoftheexpressionsforsquarksoftSUSY-

breaking term s,the change in the m agnitudesofthe �q param eterswith respectto

the pure AM SB case can be directly estim ated by the e�ectofthe slepton m ass�x

on thediagonalsquark m assparam eters.Thus,denoting x
q

ij �

q

(M 2
~q)ii(M

2
~q)jj ,

�j(�
q

ij)X Y j

j(�
q

ij)X Y j
� �

�x
q

ij

x
q

ij

; (4.2)

with q = u;d.Interestingly,in the U(1)-inspired solutionsthe shifts�x
q

ij enterthe

up and down singletand doubletsquark m asses in a non-universalway,hence the

relativesizeof�
q

LR
versus�

q

LL
can bem odi�ed atthislevel.

Theexperim entalupperboundsupon the�q param etersdepend upon thesquark

m asses and the ratio ofthe gluino m ass to the squark m asses. In order to obtain

a rough estim 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 detailsom e ofthe larger

�q param etersin Appendix A forfourAM SB variants. However,the bottom line is
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thatall�q areeasily within theirexperim entalbounds,regardlessofwhich tachyonic

slepton �x istaken. AM SB isfarfrom being ruled outon the basisofthese naive

em pirical
avour constraints,the closest to the bound being (�d13)LL � O (10� 3),

which has a bound of(�d13)LL < 0:16 [29]. However,the m ass insertions that m ix

thesecond and third generationscan a�ecttheprediction ofthebranching ratiosfor

rare B decayssuch asB ! X s
 and Bs ! ��,by m ediating the b! s transition

in loopsinvolving squarks.In Sections4.3 and 4.4 wewillexam inetheseim portant

physicalobservables,whoseuncertaintieshavebeen vastly reduced sinceRef.[29].

4.2 A M SB prediction for the charged H iggs m ass

TheHiggssectoroftheM SSM (forareview see,e.g.,Ref.[30])containstwo CP-even

neutralscalarsh and H ,a CP-odd neutralscalarA and acharged scalarH � .Oneof

the CP-even scalarsaswellasA and H � have couplingsto thedown-type ferm ions

that are enhanced by tan� with respect to the couplings ofthe SM Higgs boson.

Thus,even in SUSY-breaking scenariossuch asAM SB in which the superparticles

aretypically ratherheavy,therecan besizeablecontributionsto rareB decaysfrom

diagram sinvolving the non-standard Higgsbosons,ifthe latterare lightand tan�

islarge[31].

For m oderate-to-large tan� the non-standard CP-even scalar is close in m ass

to the CP-odd scalar,whose m assisdeterm ined by m 2
A = 2B =sin2� attree level.

The m asses ofthe CP-odd and charged scalars are in turn related attree levelby

m 2

H � = m 2
A + m 2

W .Itistherefore usefulto investigate the AM SB prediction forthe

charged Higgsboson m assm H � ,bearing in m ind thatwedeterm ine thesoftSUSY-

breaking Higgsm assparam eterB by m inim isation ofthescalarpotential.Inserting

the pure AM SB expressions[3]form 2
H 1

and m 2
H 2

in the tree-levelform ula form 2

H �

(see e.g.Ref.[32]),and neglecting contributionscontrolled by allYukawa couplings

otherthan �t and �b,weobtain,in thelarge-tan� lim it,

(16�2)2

m 2
3=2

m
2

H � � K �

�

3�
2

bCb� 36�
4

b

�

tan2� + 18�
4

b tan
4
�; (4.3)

where K is positive and does not depend on tan� at tree level,Cb is de�ned in

Eq.(3.11b) and ��b � �b cos�. Since at tree level��b =
p
2m b=v,the coe�cient

oftan2� isnegative and Eq.(4.3)predictsa m inim um form H � ata certain value

oftan�. However,for an accurate prediction ofthe position ofthe m inim um we

m usttakeinto accountthetan�-enhanced threshold corrections[33]to therelation

between thebottom m assand thebottom Yukawa coupling,aswellastheradiative

correctionsto thetree-levelform ula form 2

H � .

In Fig.3 weshow thefullnum ericaldependence on tan� ofm H � ,ascom puted

by SOFTSUSY for\pure" AM SB conditions,with m 3=2 = 40 TeV and eithersign of�

(the� > 0curveterm inatesbecausetheelectroweak m inim um oftheHiggspotential

becom esunstable).Them arked di�erence between thecurvescorresponding to the
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Figure 3:Thecharged Higgsboson m assasa function oftan� in m SUG RA m odelSPS1a

and pure AM SB with m 3=2 = 40 TeV and eithersign of�.

twosignsof� isduetothefactthatthetan�-enhanced threshold corrections,whose

e�ectdependson thesign oftheproductm ~g�,enhance��b for� > 0 and suppressit

for� < 0.In theform ercasetheposition ofthem inim um in m H � isshifted towards

sm allervaluesoftan�,whilein thelatterweseenostationarypointup totan� = 60.

Forcom parison we also show m H � asa function oftan� forthe SPS1a m SUG RA

point[34];the dependence on tan� ism uch lessm arked. The curvesend when the

stau becom estachyonic,signalling an inappropriatescalarpotentialm inim um .

4.3 B ! X s
 constraints

Flavour-changing neutralcurrentprocessesareloop suppressed in theSM aswellas

in theM SSM .In theSM theb! s
 transition ism ediated atoneloopbydiagram sin-

volving W boson and up-typequarks.Additionalone-loop contributionsarisein the

M SSM from diagram sinvolvingachargedHiggsbosonandup-typequarks,achargino

and up-typesquarksand,in thepresenceof
avourviolation in thesquark sector,a

gluino and down-type squarks.The contributionsofdiagram swith neutralinosand

down-type squarks are suppressed with respect to the gluino loops by the sm aller

gauge coupling and by an accidentalcancellation in the m agnetic-chrom om agnetic

m ixing.

The currentexperim entalvalue ofthe branching ratio forthe B ! X s
 decay

is[35]

BR(B ! X s
)exp = (3:52� 0:23� 0:09)� 10� 4 ; (4.4)

fora photon energy E 
 > 1:6 GeV.Thecorresponding next-to-next-to leading order
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(NNLO)SM prediction thatwaspublished two yearsago reads[36]

BR(B ! X s
)SM = (3:15� 0:23)� 10� 4 ; (4.5)

and arecentupdate[37]ofthecalculation ofthenorm alisation factorforthebranch-

ing ratioresultsin a m odestenhancem entto(3:28� 0:25)� 10� 4 (seealso Ref.[38]).

In both cases,theerroron thetheoreticalprediction forthebranchingratioisaround

7% .In
ating thetheoreticalerrorto10% weaccom m odate{ratherconservatively {

fortheadditionaluncertainty arising from thecalculation oftheSUSY contributions

to the decay. Thus,at95% C.L.,we m ay require 2:70� 10� 4 < BR(B ! X s
)<

4:34� 10� 4.

W e use the public com puter program SusyBSG 1.2 [39]to obtain a next-to-

leading order(NLO)prediction ofBR(B ! X s
)in the M SSM .The program im -

plem entsthe resultsofRef.[40]forthe two-loop gluon contributionsto the W ilson

coe�cients ofthe m agnetic and chrom om agnetic operatorsrelevantto the b ! s


transition,and thefullresultsofRef.[41]forthetwo-loop gluino contributions(ac-

counting also forthe tan�-enhanced charged-Higgscontributions �rstdiscussed in

Ref.[42]). W hile the two-loop contributions are com puted in the approxim ation

ofneglecting 
avourm ixing in the squark sector,the com putation ofthe one-loop

contributions to the W ilson coe�cients takes into account the full
avour struc-

ture ofthesquark m assm atrices.The relation between the W ilson coe�cientsand

BR(B ! X s
)iscom puted atNLO along thelinesofRef.[43],taking into account

also the recentresultsofRef.[37]. The free renorm alisation scalesofthe NLO cal-

culation are adjusted in such a way asto m im ic the NNLO contributionsthatare

notpresentin thecalculation,reproducing thecentralvalueoftheSM prediction of

thebranching ratio given in Ref.[37].

Fig.4a displays BR(B ! X s
)asa function oftan�,form3=2 = 40 TeV and

either sign of�,assum ing that the squarks do not deviate from the pure AM SB

trajectory. The red (solid) curves include alle�ects in the calculation ofthe W il-

son coe�cients,while the blue (dotted) curves ignore 
avour-m ixing e�ects in the

squark m asses. The green shaded region represents the 95% C.L.lim its on the

branching ratio. The di�erence between the curves corresponding to the two signs

of� isdue to the com bination oftwo factors. Firstofall,asdiscussed above,the

tan�-enhanced threshold correctionsto the relation between the bottom m assand

the bottom Yukawa coupling result in a m uch lighter charged Higgs 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 inim um in mH �

shown in Fig.3).In addition,thecontributionsto theW ilson coe�cientsfrom dia-

gram sinvolving thetop quark and thecharged Higgsboson and thosefrom diagram s

involving squarks and charginos { the latterdepending on the sign ofthe product

A t�,where At � (bTU )33=�t { interfere constructively for � > 0 and destructively

for� < 0.W e rem ark thatin thetraditionalm SUG RA scenario,in which m ~g (and,
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Figure 4: Constraints on the AM SB param eter space from the rare decay B ! X s
.

(a) BR(B ! X s
) as a function oftan� for m 3=2 = 40 TeV and both signs of�. (b)

BR(B ! X s
) displayed as the background colour for � > 0 in the tan� � m 3=2 plane.

Fortheexplanation ofthe variouscurvesin both panelssee thetext.

in m ostcases,A t)have opposite sign with respect to the prediction ofAM SB,the

dependence ofBR(B ! X s
)on thesign of� isreversed [42].

The 
avour-changing m ass insertions (�d23)LL and (�d23)LR m ediate the b ! s


transition in one-loop diagram s involving gluinos and down-type squarks. In ad-

dition, (�u23)LL can contribute a sizeable am ount to one-loop diagram s involving

charginosand up-typesquarks(thesm allnessofthe
avour-changing m assinsertion

being com pensated by thefactthatthewino-strange-scharm vertex isnotCabibbo-

suppressed).From thecom parison between thered (solid)and blue(dotted)curves

in Fig.4a we see that the 
avour-violating e�ects have a com paratively large ef-

fect(up to 10% )on the predicted value ofBR(B ! X s
)forlarge tan�. W e also

see that,had we not included squark 
avour-violating e�ects in the calculation of

BR(B ! X s
),we would have deduced thatfor� > 0 the em piricallim itleadsto

tan� = 15,which istoo weak by around 10% .For� < 0,neglecting squark 
avour

violation would haveresulted on thetan� bound being roughly 30% too high.

Fig.4b displays BR(B ! X s
) as the background colour in the tan� � m3=2

plane,for� > 0. The yellow (dot-dashed)contouron the leftdelim itsthe regions

ruled out by the LEP2 Higgs-m ass constraints1. The red (dotted) contour on the

rightisthebound onthetan�� m3=2 planeobtained byapplyingthe95% C.L.exper-

im entalupperbound on thebranching ratio.Thegreen (dashed)rightm ostcontour

1LEP2 ruled outStandard M odelHiggsm assesoflessthan 114.4 G eV to 95% C.L.[44]. The

sam e bound also applies,to a good approxim ation,forthe param eterspace ofAM SB investigated

here.W eaccountfora 3 G eV theoreticalerrorin theprediction oftheHiggsm assby plotting the

bound for111.4 G eV.
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avour")squark


avourchanging contributionsto down-squark gluino loopsform 3=2 = 40 TeV and either

sign of�.Also shown istheSM prediction and thecurrentexperim entalupperbound [45].

isthebound thatwould beobtained ifthesquark 
avourm ixinge�ectswereignored.

Fora given value ofm 3=2,the upperlim iton BR(B ! X s
)e�ectively providesan

upperbound on theparam etertan�,becausetheSUSY contribution isenhanced for

largetan�.W eseethatthestrictestbound istan� < 13form 3=2 = 40TeV butthis

relaxesto tan� < 35 form 3=2 = 140 TeV,where heaviercharged Higgsboson and

heaviersparticlesprovidea suppression oftheSUSY contribution to BR(B ! X s
).

4.4 Im plications for B s ! �� and future im pact

The supersym m etric Higgs spectrum has a signi�cant im pact on the rare leptonic

decay B s ! ��.Speci�cally,thedecay am plitudereceivestan�-enhanced contribu-

tionsproportionalto 1=m 2
A from neutral-Higgsexchange [46,47].In ourdeterm ina-

tion oftheM SSM prediction forBR(B s ! ��)weim plem ented theresultsofRef.[47]

forthesubsetofone-loop contributionsinvolvingup-typesquarksand charginosthat

are enhanced by tan3�,as wellas the results ofRef.[48]for the one-loop contri-

butions involving down-type squarks and gluinos. The latter are relevant in the

presence of
avourm ixing in the down squark sector;the dom inantcontribution in

AM SB stem sfrom (�d23)LL,which,at10
� 2,isone ofthe largestm assinsertions(see

Fig.2).Finally,forthetreatm entofthetan�-enhanced,higher-ordercontributions

thatoriginatein thecorrectionsto therelation between thedown-quark m assesand

Yukawa couplingswefollowed Ref.[49](seealso Ref.[50]).W echecked therelevant

partofourresultsagainstmicrOMEGAS 2.1 [51],which howeverdoesnotincludethe

e�ectof
avourm ixing in thesquark sector.
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Figure 6:BR(B s ! ��)in pureAM SB displayed asthebackground colourin thetan� �

m 3=2 plane,for(a)� < 0 and (b)� > 0.Fortheexplanation ofthevariouscurvesin both

panelssee thetext.

Fig.5 showsBR(B s ! ��)in pure AM SB asa function oftan�,form 3=2 = 40

TeV and eithersign of�. The red (solid)linesrepresentthe totalresult,while the

blue (dotted) lines neglect the e�ect of
avour m ixing in the squark sector. For

the SM branching ratio we obtain BR(B s ! ��)SM = (3:6� 0:9)� 10� 9,with the

uncertainty dom inated by theoneoftheB s-m eson decay constantfB s
= 0:24� 0:03

GeV [52]. For� > 0 the e�ect ofthe dip in m A (recallthatm A � mH � )around

tan� � 35� 40 isclearly visible in the steep rise ofthe Bs ! �� branching ratio.

For� < 0 the tan�-enhanced correctionsto the Higgs-quark-quark coupling cause

a m ilderincrease with tan� (recallthatin AM SB the relative sign between � and

the gluino m ass isopposite to the one in m SUG RA).Ouranalysis also shows that

{ contrary to whathappensin BR(B ! X s
){ in BR(Bs ! ��)the inclusion of

squark 
avourm ixing reducesthe deviation from the SM atlarge tan�. Here,the

relative sign between the chargino and gluino contributions is sign(A tm ~g(�
d
23)LL),

which isnegative in AM SB.The e�ectofthe gluino contribution isim portantand

accountsforchangesup to a factoroftwo in the branching ratio. W e also show in

Fig.5theexperim ental95% C.L.upperbound BR(B s ! ��)< 58� 10� 9 [45],which

isan orderofm agnitude above the SM value. Fig.5 showsthatcurrentB s ! ��

data isnotasconstraining astheB ! X s
 branching ratio shown in Fig.4a,butif

theexperim entallim iton BR(B s ! ��)approachestheStandard M odelprediction

in the future,forthe � < 0 branch,B s ! �� willbecom e m ore constraining than

B ! X s
.

In Fig.6 weshow BR(B s ! ��)in pureAM SB asthebackground colourin the

tan� � m3=2 plane,for(a)� < 0 and (b)� > 0. Constraints from a hypothetical

m easurem ent ofthe branching ratio at1� 10� 8 (solid line) and 5� 10� 9 (dashed
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line) are given forillustration. Superim posed on each panelare the boundaries of

theallowed region,which areasin Fig.4b:theyellow (dash-dotted)linedelim itsthe

param eterspace allowed by the LEP2 Higgssearch,whereasthe m agenta (dotted)

line m arksthe borderofparam eterspace allowed by B ! X s
. Hence,for� > 0,

the B ! X s
 constraintrulesoutthe possibility ofa large Bs ! �� enhancem ent

at large tan�. Note that ifwe were to include also the constraints on the m uon

anom alousm agneticm om ent,which requiresa positive� term (seeSection 4.6),we

would predicttheB s ! �� branching ratio to notexceed itsSM value.

W ith im proved data the rareleptonic m odewillhence becom e increasingly im -

portant. SearchesforB s ! �� are ongoing atthe Tevatron colliderand willcom -

m ence atthe LHC. The LHCb experim entwillbe able to exclude ordiscovernew

physics in B s ! �� after one year,while ATLAS and CM S willbe able to do so

afterthreeyearsofoperation [53].

4.5 C harged H iggs e�ects in B ! ��

Substantiale�ectsin the leptonic B ! �� decays are possible from charged Higgs

exchangeatlargetan� [54].Itiscustom ary tostudy thebranching rationorm alised

to theSM one,which yieldsa sim pleexpression [55]

R � � �
BR(B ! ��)

BR(B ! ��)SM
=

�

1�
m 2

B

m 2

H �

tan2�

1+ �gtan�

� 2

: (4.6)

Here,m B denotesthe m assofthe B m eson and �g isthe gluino-induced correction

to therelation between them assofthebottom quark and itsYukawa coupling.

In Fig.7 we show R � � in AM SB form 3=2 = 40 TeV.For� > 0 the sharp peak

around tan� � 37 from themH � dip isclearly visible.Using thestrongerconstraint

on tan� from BR(B ! X s
),we predict0:83(0:96)< R� � � 1 for� > 0(� < 0).

Thus,R � � isconstrained to bebelow unity within AM SB,which isnaturalin large-

tan� M FV scenarios[55].

Thebranchingratiohasbeenm easured attheB -factoriesbyBelleandBaBar[56]

BR(B ! ��) = (1:51 � 0:33)� 10� 4 with the average provided by [35]. W ith

jVubj= (3:95� 0:35)� 10� 3 [57]and theB -m eson decay constantfB = 0:216� 0:022

GeV [58]theSM prediction forthebranching ratio isgiven as

BR(B ! ��)SM = 1:29� 10� 4
�

jVubj

3:95� 10� 3

� 2�
fB

0:216GeV

� 2

; (4.7)

with a netuncertainty of19% . Forthe ratio between experim entalresultand SM

prediction weobtain R exp
� � = 1:17� 0:34,whereweadded theuncertaintiesin quadra-

ture.

W e rem ark that the value ofjVubjused here results from com bining data on

inclusive and exclusive b ! u decays. Currently,the individualdeterm inations of
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Thegreen regionsare disfavoured atthe 2� level.

jVubjarenotin perfectagreem entwith each other,i.e.,theexclusive m odesprefera

lowervaluethan theinclusiveones.Recentlatticecom putations[59]also givelower

valuesforfB and hencefavoura som ewhatlargerR exp
� � of1.44� 0.38,which isharder

to accom m odatewithin SUSY.Furtherm ore,theexperim entalsituation forB ! ��

isalso stillim proving;atahigh-lum inosity e+ e� m achine[60],am easurem entofthe

branching ratio could perhaps be m ade with an uncertainty of10% (for10 ab
� 1
).

Given thesituation,atpresentwe cannotdraw de�nite conclusionsforAM SB from

B ! ��,but note that this m ode has the potentialto becom e im portant in the

future.

4.6 C om m ent on (g� 2)�

In the AM SB context,having discussed BR(B ! X s
),itbehoves usto com m ent

on thesupersym m etric contribution to them uon anom alousm agneticm om ent�a�.

Relying on e+ e� data forsom eofthehadroniccom ponents,one�nds[61]that

�a� � �
(g� 2)�

2
= (29:5� 8:8)� 10� 10 (4.8)

isthediscrepancy between theem piricalvalueand theStandard M odel(SM )predic-

tion.Theone-loop gaugino contribution to thisisgiven atlargetan� by [5,62,63]

a
SU SY
� �

m 2
�� tan�

16�2

�
g
2
1M 1F1 + g

2
2M 2F2

�
; (4.9)

where F1;2 are positive de�nite functions ofthe slepton,chargino and neutralino

m asses,behaving like 1=M 4
SU SY

in theapproxim ation thattherelevantsparticlesare
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degeneratein m ass.ThusforM 1;M 2 > 0,asisthecasein AM SB,a supersym m etric

explanation ofthediscrepancy between the SM and experim entfavours� > 0.But

we see from Fig.4 that it is the � > 0 case that is restricted by BR(B ! X s
).

So as rem arked,e.g.,in Ref.[64],this creates a potentialdi�culty for explaining

the discrepancy between theory and experim ent fora� using AM SB.Since F1;2 de-

pend upon the slepton m asses,the prediction of�a� in AM SB m odelsdependsto a

large extent upon the slepton m ass �x that is em ployed. In Fig.8,we show such

a prediction forthe U(1)0 �x. W e take the one-loop resultsfor�a� from Ref.[64],

supplem enting them with the two-loop leading-log QED correction from Ref.[65]

and thetan�-enhanced contribution from Ref.[63].In the�gure,itisclearhow the

� > 0 prediction in the red (solid)line�tstheem pirical95% con�dence levelvalue

of�a� fortan� > 8. Com parison with Fig.4a then showsa region 8 < tan� < 14

which iscom patiblewith both �a� and B ! X s
 constraints.

5.C onclusions

W e have investigated 
avour violation in the squark sector in various versions of

AM SB;squark m ixingsarealwaysreadily calculablebecause ofthesim ple and con-

strained natureofsupersym m etry breakingterm sin anom aly m ediation.Theresult-

ing supersym m etric contributions to 
avour-changing processes are CK M -induced

and hencesm all.Them odelthusisconsistentwith allobservationsofquark 
avour

change.Quark electric dipolem om entconstraintsim ply fairly strictboundson the

im aginary phaseson jIm (�
u;d

11 )LRj< O (10� 6) [29],butthese areeasily satis�ed due
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to therealcoe�cientsm ultiplying theYukawa m atricesin Eqs.(3.3d)and (3.3e).

Atpresent,thebranching ratio B ! X s
 providesthem oststringentconstraint

on them odel,and receivesnon-negligiblesupersym m etric
avourcorrections,a�ect-

ingupperboundson tan�.Aswedem onstrated,in thefuture,Bs ! �� and B ! ��

decayswillprovide com plem entary constraints. W e have also shown explicitly that

thereareregionsofAM SB param eterspacethatcan accom m odatethem easurem ents

ofthe B ! X s
 branching ratio aswellasthe anom alousm agnetic m om entofthe

m uon,depending on theprecisem odelfor�xing thetachyonicslepton problem .In-

deed,a recent�2 analysisofelectroweak and baryon precision observablesfavoured

m AM SB overm SUG RA and m inim algaugem ediation [66];note,however,thatthis

analysisneglected inter-generationalsquark m ixing e�ects.

Predictivity in the 
avour sector m akes the AM SB scenario an attractive al-

ternative to m SUG RA,whose fam ily-universalpattern ofSUSY-breaking sferm ion

m asses is at best approxim ate. It is not im m ediately clear without further m odel

building how the 
avouro�-diagonalpiecesofthe sferm ion m asssquared m atrices

are suppressed in orderto give the m SUG RA pattern. M oreover,AM SB softSUSY-

breaking term sare always present;the issue iswhether,aswe have assum ed here,

they representthedom inantcontributionsto supersym m etry breaking.

OfcourseAM SB isnotwithoutitsproblem s;theorigin oftheHiggs� term (and

ofthe associated softSUSY-breaking B term )ism odeldependent,and in m inim al

versionsthelightestsupersym m etricparticleistheneutralwino,which representsa

problem atic dark m attercandidate. These di�cultiesare notinsuperable,however

(for one approach see Ref.[15]). W e believe that it is perhaps tim e for AM SB to

bea�orded statuscom parableto m SUG RA in m odelling ourexpectations(orhopes)

for what willbe seen at the LHC. In any case,the two m odels should be easily

discrim inated in the eventofa supersym m etric signalatthe LHC [28]due to their

widely di�erentpredicted patternsofsupersym m etricm assesand associated signals.

W eclosewith som egeneralrem arkson quark
avourphysics.The
avourchang-

ing signalsofAM SB areM FV in character:they featureCK M -induced CP asym m e-

tries,suppressed wrong-chirality contributions and CK M relations between b ! s

and b ! d processes [67]. Because these m odels contain only a m inim alam ount

of
avourand CP violation,theirexperim entalseparation from the SM background

needsprecisem easurem ents,feasibleperhapsatsuper
avourfactories[53,60].
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A .N um ericalD etailofSquark Flavour V iolation

In this appendix we collate the input param eters and detailofthe num ericalcal-

culation ofthe �q param etersasim plem ented in SOFTSUSY 3.0. The sparticle pole

m assesreceiveone-loop correctionsto the
avourconserving pieces,and fam ily m ix-

ing isincluded atthe tree level. SOFTSUSY solvesthe M SSM renorm alisation group

equationsto two-loop orderconsistentwith thistheoreticalboundary condition and

SM data. Ferm ion m assesand gauge couplingsare obtained atM Z using an e�ec-

tive �eld theory of3-loop QCD � 1-loop QED below M Z. Our default SM data

setcontainstheM S quark m assesm u(2 GeV)= 2:4 M eV,m d(2 GeV)= 4:75 M eV,

m s(2 GeV) = 104 M eV,m c(m c) = 1:27 GeV,m b(m b) = 4:23 GeV [57]. The top

quark m assinputisthepolem ass,m t = 172:4 GeV [68],and thestrong gaugecou-

pling in theM S schem e�s(M Z)= 0:1176[57].W e�x M Z = 91:1876GeV to itscen-

tralvalue[57],aswellastheFerm iconstantfrom m uon decays,G � = 1:16637� 10� 5

GeV � 2.�(M Z)= 1=127:925 is�xed to betheM S valueoftheQED gaugecoupling.

The CK M m ixing is param eterised by the W olfenstein param eters at their central

em piricalvalues[57]:� = 0:2258,A = 0:814,�� = 0:349 and �� = 0:135.

In Table 3 we display thefullnum ericaldeterm ination ofthe �q param etersfor

tan� = 10,� > 0and m 3=2 = 40TeV.Only�q param eterslargerthan 10� 5 arelisted.

W e contrastthe \pure" AM SB prediction,where we assum e thatEqs.(3.3a){(3.3c)

areuna�ected by them echanism that�xesthetachyonic slepton problem (asisthe

case,e.g.,for the R-parity violating solution in Ref.[21]),with m odels where the

slepton m assproblem hasbeen �xed by otherm eans.In them odellabelled m AM SB

weintroduceacom m on GUT-scalescalarm assm 0 = 230GeV asinEq.(3.27).In the

m odelslabelled U(1)0and U(1)SU (5),with chargesfrom Tables1 and 2,respectively,

the FI-term contributionsto SUSY-breaking m assesare added atM SU SY and M G U T,

respectively, setting � = 1 TeV2, e = 0:06 and L = 0:09 in the �rst case and

� = 1 TeV2,e= L = 0:1 in thesecond.In theuppersection ofthetablewedisplay

thesquarerootsofthe
avour-diagonalentriesofthesquark m assm atrices{ which,

with a slightabuseofnotation,wedenoteasthem assesofthecorresponding squark

species{ because they shallbe im portantforthe following discussion. The second-

fam ily squark m assesare roughly degenerate with the �rst-fam ily squark m assesof

identicalSM quantum num bers.ForthepureAM SB and theU(1)0cases,Eqs.(3.3a)-

(3.3e)m ay beapplied directly atM SU SY oncetheYukawa and gaugecouplingshave
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U(1)0 pure <pure m AM SB U(1)SU (5)

m ~uL /GeV 821 817 817 853 877

m ~uR /GeV 826 822 822 857 881

m ~dL
/GeV 825 820 820 856 880

m ~dR
/GeV 832 828 828 864 887

m ~tL
/GeV 733 729 729 754 793

m ~tR
/GeV 636 632 632 645 703

m ~bL
/GeV 722 718 718 743 782

m ~bR
/GeV 821 816 816 852 876

(�u13)LL=10
� 5 � 2:0+ 5:2i � 2:0+ 5:3i � 5:6 � 5:7 � 5:1

(�u23)LL=10
� 4 � 6:4+ 0:0i � 6:6+ 0:0i � 6:5 � 6:6 � 5:9

(�u23)LR =10
� 5 � 6:5� 0:0i � 6:7+ 0:0i � 6:7 � 6:4 � 5:8

(�d12)LL=10
� 5 7:4+ 3:1i 7:4+ 3:1i 5:4 5:7 4:8

(�d13)LL=10
� 3 � 2:0+ 0:8i � 2:0� 0:8i � 1:5 � 1:6 � 1:3

(�d23)LL=10
� 2 1:0+ 0:0i 1:0+ 0:0i 1:0 1:0 0:9

(�d23)LR =10
� 5 3:0+ 0:0i 3:0+ 0:0i 3:0 2:9 2:7

Table 3:Flavour-violatingm assinsertions�q forvariousdi�erentAM SB m odelsform 3=2 =

40TeV,� > 0,tan� = 10.Them AM SB pointhasm 0 = 230G eV,whereastheU (1)m odels

both have � = 1 TeV2,with theU (1)0m odelhaving e= 0:06,L = 0:09 atM SU SY ,and the

U (1)SU (5) e= L = 0:1 atM G U T .No loop correctionshave been added to them asses.

been determ ined,including com plex phasesin the de�nition ofthe CK M m atrix V .

Thisprocedure neglectsthe scaledependence ofV ,but,between M Z and M SU SY ,it

isexpected to bea sm alle�ect:j�V ijj=jVijj� O (�2tln(M Z=M SU SY )=16�
2).

Form odels which break the RG invariance ofthe soft term s and have bound-

ary conditionsim posed atM G U T (here,the m AM SB and U(1)SU (5) m odels),we use

SOFTSUSY to run allM SSM param etersbetween M Z and M G U T. SOFTSUSY doesnot

currently include com plex phasesin itsRGEs,and when used in the running-m ode

it�tsV to a realversion with zero com plex phase atM Z. The m agnitude ofeach

Vij isequivalenttothecorresponding fully com plex jVijjto betterthan theper-m ille

levelfor allVij except for jVtsj,which is incorrect to only 1% ,and jVtdj,which is

incorrectby around 50% fractionally. Any �q param eterswhere the dom inantcon-

tribution isproportionalto Vtd are therefore subject to thisfractionaluncertainty.

From Eqs.(3.4)-(3.13),weseethat(�d12)LL and (�d13)LL arein thiscategory.

In order to investigate the size ofinaccuracies due to the realapproxim ation,

weem ploy thelatterto calculatethepureAM SB �q param eters,and listtheresults

undertheheading<purein Table3.Thecom parison between the‘pure’and ‘<pure’

approxim ationsshowsthatforallthe�d param etersthatinvolvethe�rstgeneration

thediscrepancy in absolutevaluebetween theexactand theapproxim ateresultsisof
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order30% {40% .Forthe�u param etersthatm ix the�rstand second generationsthe

discrepancy isoforder15% {20% .Finally,forthe rem aining �q param etersthe real

approxim ation reproduces the absolute value ofthe com plex result to better than

10% accuracy. W e expectthatsim ilaruncertaintieswillbe presentin the m AM SB

and U(1)SU (5) caseson theresultslisted.

W ith ourchoiceofparam eters,thepureAM SB predictionsfortheparam etersx
q

ij

are ofthe orderof0.5 TeV 2,while the additionalcontributions�x
q

ij are controlled

by (�e;�L)= (0:06;0:09)TeV2 (thesm allish valuesofthechargesbeing necessary to

ensurethecorrectbreakingoftheelectroweak sym m etry).Asaresult,by com paring

the second and third colum ns of Table 3 we see that the predictions for the �q

param etersoftheU(1)0solution areratherclosetothoseofthepureAM SB solution:

both therealand theim aginary partsofall�q param etersagreeto betterthan 10%

fractionalaccuracy.

For solutions that break the RG invariance ofthe soft SUSY-breaking term s,

such asm AM SB and U(1)SU (5),the RG evolution causes the squark 
avour-m ixing

param eterstodepend on theform ofthetachyonicslepton �x.Them AM SB solution

in Eq.(3.27)m akesallsquarkm ass-squared param eterslargerbyacom m on term m 2
0,

henceall�q sm allerattheGUT scalewhereweassum ethism asscontribution arises.

However,m 2
0 � 0:05 TeV2 does not m ake a large di�erence to the squark m asses

form 3=2 = 40 TeV,asthe com parison between the m AM SB and <pure colum nsin

Table 3 shows: the squark m asses change by only a sm allam ountfrom theirpure

AM SB values (the largest being a 2% fractionaldi�erence). The above-m entioned

RGE e�ectsin squark m ixing param etersareevidentforthe m AM SB case,assom e

ofthesm allchangesin them agnitudesofthe�q param etersdo notcorrespond to a

decrease asexpected from squark m asse�ectsalone. However,the perturbation of

thesquarksaway from theirpureAM SB trajectory,dueto theaddition ofm 0 = 230

GeV to the scalar m asses,is sm allenough that Eqs.(3.3a){(3.3e) rem ain a good

approxim ation atthe10% level.

Finally,theU(1)SU (5) solution in Eq.(3.29)allowsforlargervaluesofthe(e;L)

charges than the U(1)0 solution does,without upsetting the breaking ofthe elec-

troweak sym m etry. Indeed,by com paring the <pure and U(1)SU (5) colum nsin Ta-

ble 3,we see thatwith ourchoice �e= �L = 0:1 TeV2 (atM G U T)the deviationsin

the�q param etersfrom thepureAM SB predictionsaresom ewhatlargerthan in the

othercases,although stilloftheorderof10% .

W eseefrom Table3 thattheotherm odelsin which theslepton m assproblem is

�xed explicitly agreetoroughly 10% fractionalaccuracy with thepureAM SB predic-

tionsforthe�q param eters.Had weraised ourchoiceof� from 1TeV2,orourchoice

ofm 0 from 230 GeV,we would start to see larger departures. There is,however,

clearly a non-negligiblepartofparam eterspaceofeach m odelwhich reproducesthe

pure AM SB �q param eters and which provides a solution to the tachyonic slepton

problem .
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