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A bstract

The gluino contributions to the C 0
7;8 W ilson coe� cients for b! s are calculated

within the unconstrained M SSM .New stringent boundson the �R L23 and �R R23 m ass

insertion param etersareobtained in thelim itin which theSM and SUSY contribu-

tionsto C7;8 approxim ately cancel.Such a cancellation can plausibly appearwithin

severalclasses ofSUSY breaking m odels in which the trilinear couplings exhibit a

factorized structure proportionalto the Yukawa m atrices. Assum ing this cancella-

tion takes place,we perform an analysis ofthe b! s decay. W e show that in a

supersym m etricworld such an alternativeisreasonableand itispossibleto saturate

the b! s branching ratio and produce a CP asym m etry ofup to 20% ,from only

the gluino contribution to C 0
7;8 coe� cients. Using photon polarization a LR asym -

m etry can be de� ned thatin principle allowsforthe C7;8 and C 0
7;8 contributionsto

theb! s decay to bedisentangled.In thisscenario no constraintson the \sign of

�" can bederived.

1 Introduction

The precision m easurem ents ofthe inclusive radiative decay B ! X s provides an im -

portantbenchm ark forthe Standard M odel(SM ) and New Physics (NP)m odels atthe

weak-scale,such aslow-energy supersym m etric (SUSY)m odels.In theSM ,avorchang-

ing neutralcurrents(FCNC)areforbidden attreelevel.The�rstSM contribution to the

b! s transition appears at one loop leveldue to the CKM avor changing structure,

showing the characteristic Cabibbo suppression. NP contributions to b! s typically

also ariseatoneloop,and in generalcan bem uch largerthan theSM contributionsifno

m echanism sforsuppressing thenew sourcesofavorviolation exist.
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Experim entally,theinclusiveB ! X s branching ratiohasbeen m easured by ALEPH

[1],BELLE [2]and CLEO [3]resulting in thecurrentexperim entalweighted average

B R(B ! X s)exp = (3:23� 0:41)� 10� 4; (1)

withnew resultsexpected shortlyfrom BABAR andBELLE which could furtherreducethe

experim entalerrors.Squeezingthetheoreticaluncertaintiesdowntothe10% levelhasbeen

(and stillis)acrucialtask.TheSM theoreticalprediction hasbeen thesubjectofintensive

theoreticalinvestigation in thepastseveralyears.From theoriginalcalculation atLO [4],

im pressive progressin the theoreticalprecision hasbeen achieved with the com pletion of

NLO QCD calculations [6,7,8]and the addition ofseveralfurther re�nem ents [9,10].

The originalcom plete SM NLO calculation [7]gives the following prediction for
p
z =

m c=m b = 0:29:

B R(B ! X s)SM = (3:28� 0:33)� 10� 4: (2)

The m ain source ofuncertainty ofthepreviousresultisdue to NNLO QCD am biguities.

In [11]itisshown thatusing
p
z = 0:22 (i.e.therunning charm m assinstead ofthepole

m ass)ism orejusti�ableand causesan enhancem entofabout10% oftheb! s branching

ratio,leading to thecurrentpreferred value:

B R(B ! X s)SM = (3:73� 0:30)� 10� 4: (3)

Although these theoreticaluncertainties can be addressed only with a com plete NNLO

calculation,the SM value forthe branching ratio isin agreem entwith the experim ental

m easurem entwithin the1� 2� level.

Thegeneralagreem entbetween theSM theoreticalprediction and theexperim entalre-

sultshaveprovided usefulguidelinesforconstraining theparam eterspaceofm odelswith

NP presentattheelectroweak scale,such asthe2HDM and them inim alsupersym m etric

standard m odel(M SSM ).In SUSY m odels superpartners and charged Higgs loops con-

tribute to b! s,with contributions that typically rivalthe SM one in size. To get a

sense ofthe typicalm agnitudesofthe SUSY contribution to b! s,itisillustrative to

considerthe (unphysical)lim itofunbroken SUSY butbroken electroweak gauge sym m e-

try,which correspondsto thesupersym m etricHiggsino m assparam eter� setto zero,and

theratio ofHiggsvacuum expectation valuestan� � vu=vd setto 1.In thislim itSM and

SUSY contributionsareidenticalin size and canceleach other[12],due to theusualsign

di�erence between boson and ferm ion loops.Ofcourse,thislim itisunphysical:notonly

m ustSUSY be(softly)broken,but� = 0and tan� = 1havebeen ruled outby directand

indirectsearchesatLEP.

In therealisticcaseofsoftlybroken SUSY,thecontributionstob! s depend strongly

on the param etersofthe SSB Lagrangian,aswellasthe valuesof� and tan�. In par-

ticular,as the origin and dynam icalm echanism ofSUSY breaking are unknown,there
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is no reason a priorito expect that the soft param eters willbe avor-blind (or violate

avorin thesam eway astheSM ).Ofcourse,thekaon system hasprovided strong FCNC

constraintsforthem ixing ofthe�rstand second generationswhich severely lim itthepos-

sibility ofavor violation in that sector [13,14]. Note however that the constraints for

third generation m ixingsaresigni�cantly weaker,with b! s providing usually them ost

stringentconstraints.

Nevertheless,forcalculationaleaseoneofthefollowingsim pli�ed M SSM scenarioshave

often been assum ed:

� The SUSY partners are very heavy and their contribution decouples,so thatonly

theHiggssectorcontributesto b! s.In thisscenario,aswellin general2HDM s,

NLO calculations have been perform ed [8,15,16]. Due to coherent contributions

between SM and Higgssector,a lowerbound on thecharged Higgsm asscan usually

bederived [17]in thisclassofm odels.In thelargetan� region thetwo-loop SUSY

correction to the Higgsvertex can produce quite sizeable m odi�cationsand should

becarefully taken into account[18].

� The SUSY partners as wellthe extra Higgs bosons have m asses oforder the elec-

troweak scale,but the only source ofavor violation is in the CKM m atrix. This

scenario,known asm inim alavorviolation (M FV),ism otivated forexam plewithin

m inim alsupergravity (m SUGRA)m odels.M FV scenarioshavebeen studied atLO

[19,20,21,22],in certain lim its at NLO [23],and including large tan� enhanced

two-loop SUSY contributions[18,24].In thisscenario,the b! s decay receivesa

contribution from the chargino sectoraswellasfrom the charged Higgssector. To

avoid overproducing b! s,the charged Higgsand chargino loopsm ustcancelto

a good degree.Thiscancellation can beachieved fora particular\sign of�" in the

m SUGRA param eterspace1 which ipsthesign ofthecharginocontribution relative

to theSM and charged Higgsloops,alwaysinterfering constructively.Although this

cancellation can occurand putsim portantconstraintson the m SUGRA param eter

space,itisim portantto notethatitisnotdue to any known sym m etry butrather

should beinterpreted,in an certain sense,asa �ne-tuning.

� Therearenew sourcesofavorviolationinthesoftbreakingterm s.Inthiscase,addi-

tionalSUSY loopsinvolving down-typesquarksand gluinosorneutralinos(hereafter

neglected com pared with thegluino loopsdueto theweakercoupling)contributeto

b! s. Itiswellknown thatthe gluino contribution can dom inate the am plitude

forsuch nonm inim alSUSY m odels,both dueto the�s=� enhancem entwith respect

to theotherSM and SUSY contributions,and dueto them ~g=m b enhancem entfrom

1 Speci�cally the relative sign between the param eters� and A t,and so generally di�erentfrom the

\sign of�" relevantin the caseofthe m uon g� 2 M SSM contribution [25].
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the chirality ip along the gluino line. Thus in this scenario,which is generally

noted asthe unconstrained M SSM (uM SSM ),usually only the gluino contribution

is discussed. It has been shown [13,26]that the 23-LR o�-diagonalentry ofthe

down-squark m assm atrix isseverely constrained by b! s m easurem entsto be of

O (10� 2).Lessstringentboundscan beobtained fortheother23o�-diagonalentries.

No known sym m etry assuresthatthese constraintscan be autom atically satisi�ed;

again thisfactcould beinterpreted attheelectroweak scaleasa �ne-tuning.

A discussion oftheb! s processin thegeneralunconstrained M SSM isin principlepos-

sible,but it is necessary to dealwith two unavoidable problem s: (i) a large num ber of

free,essentially unconstrained param eters,and (ii)the need to achieve a quite accurate

cancellation between the sizeable di�erentcontributions(SM ,Higgs,chargino/neutralino

and gluino)to theW ilson coe�cientC 7 associated with theQ 7 / m b�sL�
��bR F�� operator

in such a way thatthe experim entalm easurem ent,which approxim ately saturated solely

by the SM result,issatis�ed. M oreover,in generalM SSM m odelswith nonm inim ala-

vorviolation thegluino loop can also contributesigni�cantly to theW ilson coe�cientC 0
7

associated with the chirality-ipped operator,Q 0
7
/ m b�sR �

��bLF��,ashasbeen recently

em phasized in the literature [27,28].However,asthe SM ,Higgs,and chargino contribu-

tionsto C 0
7 aretypically suppressed by a factorofO (m s=m b),itisnotpossiblein general

to achievea cancellation between thedi�erentterm sin C 0
7
and thusa stronger�ne-tuning

hasto beim posed.

However,ithasbeen recently shown [29]thatin m any classesofSUSY breakingm odels

a particularstructureofthesofttrilinearcouplings ~A ofthesoft-breaking Lagrangian can

be derived which can alleviate these constraints. W riting these couplingsas ~A ij = A ijYij

(in which Y denotesthe ferm ion Yukawa m atrices),the m atricesA forthe up and down

sectoraregiven respectively by:

A
(u)

ij = A
L
ii+ A

R ;u

jj ; A
(d)

ij = A
L
ii+ A

R ;d

jj : (4)

As shown in [29],this factorization holds quite generally in string m odels,for exam ple

in Calabi-Yau m odelsin the large T lim itorin Type Im odels[30],aswellasin gauge-

m ediated [31]and anom aly-m ediated m odels[32,33,34].Ifeq.(4)holds,speci�crelations

can be derived forthe o�-diagonalLR entriesin squark m assm atrix. In particular,the

leadingcontribution totheentriesofinterestfortheb! s processaregiven in theSCKM

basisas:

~A
(u)

23 / m t

h

(A L
22
� A

L
11
)(V

(u)

L )22(V
(u)

L )�
32
+ (A L

33
� A

L
11
)(V

(u)

L )23(V
(u)

L )�
33

i

; (5)

~A
(u)

32 / m t

h

(A
R ;u

22 � A
R ;u

11 )(V
(u)

R )32(V
(u)

R )�
22
+ (A

R ;u

33 � A
R ;u

11 )(V
(u)

R )33(V
(u)

R )�
23

i

; (6)

~A
(d)

23 / m b

h

(A L
22
� A

L
11
)(V

(d)

L )22(V
(d)

L )�
32
+ (A L

33
� A

L
11
)(V

(d)

L )23(V
(d)

L )�
33

i

; (7)

~A
(d)

32 / m b

h

(A
R ;d

22 � A
R ;d

11 )(V
(d)

R )32(V
(d)

R )�22 + (A
R ;d

33 � A
R ;d

11 )(V
(d)

R )33(V
(d)

R )�23

i

; (8)

4



with V
(u;d)

L;R the rotation m atricesforthe up and down quark sectorfrom the interaction

to the m ass eigenstate2. From eqs.(5-8),one can realize �rst that the down-sector LR

o�-diagonalentriesarenaturally suppressed by a factorofO (m b=m t)com pared with the

up-squark sector ones due to the particular factorization ofthe soft trilinear couplings

given in eq.(4). Second,in these classesofm odelsboth the 23 and 32 entriesare ofthe

sam e order and proportionalto the largest m ass (up or down). Consequently,in these

classesofm odels,O (10� 2)o�-diagonalentriesin thedown-squark sectoralong with O (1)

o�-diagonalentries in the up-squark can be considered in som e sense as a prediction of

the underlying fundam entaltheory3. This fact im plies com parable chargino and gluino

contributionsto b! s,m aking the possibility ofcancellationsbetween the W and the

di�erent SUSY contributions to the Q 7 operatorless unnatural. The constraints on the

gluino contribution to Q 0
7
are sim ultaneously alleviated. This avor structure holds in

essentially allattem ptsto build string-m otivated m odelsofthesoft-breaking Lagrangian.

The structure ofthe paperisasfollows. In section 2,we briey sum m arize the the-

oreticalfram ework forthe calculation ofthe b! s branching ratio atLO and NLO.In

section 3,wederiveusefulm assinsertion (M I)form ulasforthegluino contributionstothe

W ilson coe�cientsC 7;8 and C
0
7;8.W edem onstrateexplicitly thatin thelargetan� region,

a good understanding ofthese expressionsisobtained only by retaining term sin the M I

expansion through thesecond order.For� ofthesam eorderasthecom m on squark m ass

param eterand largetan�,new (previously overlooked)o�-diagonalterm sbecom erelevant

in the b! s process. W e then devote ourattention in section 4 to the analysis ofthe

gluino contribution to C 0
7;8 in the generaluM SSM .In particular,we ask the question of

whetherthe contribution to C 0
7
alone can saturate the b! s branching ratio,assum ing

thattheSM and SUSY contributionsto C7 canceleach otherto an extentthatthee�ects

ofC7 are subleading. W hile this scenario m ay initially appear to be unnatural,we will

arguethatsu�cientcancellationsin C 7 do notinvolvesigni�cantly m ore�netuning than

theusualcancellation required in M FV scenarios.W ith thisanalysis,wethusprovidean

alternativeinterpretation ofb! s which isatleastasviableasany supersym m etricone.

Thisanalysisalsoprovidesm oregeneralm assinsertion boundson �R L23 than thoseobtained

recently [28],where the SM (and som etim esHiggsand chargino)contributionsto C7 are

alwaysretained. Aswe are generally interested in m oderate to large valuesoftan� ,we

2In thisnotation the CK M m atrix isVC K M = V
(u)

L
(V

(d)

L
)y.

3Itisim portantto note howeverthatthe o�-diagonalentriesof ~A in the SCK M basiscontain term s

proportionalto theproductsofentriesoftheleft-handed and right-handed quark rotation m atrices,which

arelargely unconstrained (exceptfortheCK M constraintfortheleft-handed up and down quark rotation

m atriceswhich enter(forexam ple) ~A 23).Thequark rotation m atricesarehighly m odel-dependent.W hile

the diagonalentriescan in generalsafely to be taken O (1),itistypically assum ed thatthe o�-diagonal

quark rotation m atricesare suppressed by powersofthe Cabibbo angle in a way thatm irrorsthe CK M

m atrix (seee.g.[29]).Notethough thatthisassum ption isnotrequired,particularly fortheright-handed

quark rotation m atriceswhich enter ~A 32 which areofparticularrelevanceforthispaper.
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are able to putratherstringentboundson the m assinsertion param eter�R R
23

. In section

4.3,westudy thebranching ratio and CP asym m etry asfunctionsoftheSUSY param eter

spacewithin thisscenario,assum ing com plex o�-diagonalM Is.Throughoutthepaper,to

avoid EDM constraintswe setthe relevantreparam eterization invariantcom binationsof

the avor-independentphasesto zero. Finally in section 4.4 we show thatifthe photon

polarization willbem easured,itispossible to distinguish such a scenario from the usual

C7 dom inated scenario through thede�nition ofa LR asym m etry.

Sinceweareinterested in analyzing asupersym m etricworld wheretheone-loop SUSY

e�ects are ofthe sam e order as the SM loops,we assum e relatively light superpartner

m asses.Speci�cally we choose thegluino m ass ~m ~g = 350 GeV and the com m on diagonal

down-squark m ass ~m D = 500 GeV,with the lightestdown-squark m assin the 250� 500

GeV range.Alloftheothersferm ion m asses,aswellthechargino and neutralino m asses,

do notenter directly in ouranalysis and (som e ofthem )can be taken to be reasonably

light as suggested by [35]. M otivated by the lower lim it on the Higgs boson m ass [36]

(which suggestsjcos2�j� 1)and by the m uon g� 2 excess,we focusto som e extenton

m oderate to large valuesoftan�,though ourform ulasand m uch ofthe analysishold in

general.

2 b! s branching ratio at N LO

Forthe purpose ofpresentation,we sum m arize the theoreticalfram ework forevaluating

theb! s branching ratio atNLO.A com plete and detailed discussion can befound for

exam ple in [7,8,9]. The starting pointin the calculation ofthe B m eson decay ratesis

thelow-energy e�ectiveHam iltonian,atthebottom m assscale�b:

H eff = �
4G F
p
2
VtbV

�
ts

X

i

Ci(�b)Q i(�b): (9)

Theoperatorsrelevantto theb! s process4 are:

Q 2 = �sL�cL�cL
�
bL ;

Q 7 =
e

16�2
m b�sL�

��
bR F�� ;

Q 8 =
gs

16�2
m b�sL�

��
G
a
��TabR : (10)

and theirL $ R chirality counterpart:

Q
0
2

= �sR�cR �cR 
�
bR ;

4Thisofcoursedependson the basischosen;wehavechosen the oneeasiestforourdiscussion.
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Q
0
7 =

e

16�2
m b�sR �

��
bLF�� ;

Q
0
8

=
e

16�2
m b�sR �

��
G
a
��TabL : (11)

The W ilson coe�cients C
(0)

2;7;8 are initially evaluated atthe electroweak orsoftSUSY

breaking scale,which we generically denote as�0,and then evolved down to the bottom

m assscale �b.The standard
5 RG equationsforthe C2;7;8 operatorsfrom theelectroweak

scale(�W < m t)to thelow-energy scale�b isgiven by:

C2(�b) =
1

2

�

�
�

12

23 + �
6

23

�

C2(�W ); (12)

C7(�b) = �
16

23C7(�W )+
8

3

�

�
14

23 � �
16

23

�

C8(�W )+

8X

i= 1

hi�
ai ; (13)

C8(�b) = �
14

23C8(�W )+

8X

i= 1

�hi�
ai ; (14)

where � = �s(�W )=�s(�b)and hi;
�hi and ai are constants(see [7]fordetails). The C

0
2;7;8

coe�cients obey the sam e running as their chirality conjugate counterparts. Ifthe NP

scaleism uch higherthan m t,therunning from �SU SY to �W with six quarksshould also

betaken intoaccount(seethe�rstpaperof[18]).Thecoe�cientC 2 isdom inated by aSM

tree-leveldiagram and isnorm alized such thatC2(�W )= 1.Itschirality conjugate,C 0
2
,has

no SM contribution attreeleveland can thusbesafely setto zero.TheNP contributions

to C2 and C
0
2
appearatone-loop orderand arenegligible.TheW ilson coe�cientsC 7 and

C 0
7
are the only coe�cientsthatcontribute directly to the b! s branching ratio atthe

lowestQCD order(�0s).Thesecoe�cientsreceivecontributionsboth from theSM and NP

atone-loop order.The coe�cientsC 8 and C
0
8
receive one-loop SM and NP contributions

through the sam e types ofdiagram s as C7 and C 0
7
,but with the externalphoton line

substituted by a gluon line.W hen the QCD running from the m atching scale �0 to �b is

perform ed,thesedi�erentcoe�cientsm ix,asshown in eqs.(12-14),so thatthe\e�ective"

low-energy coe�cientsC 2;7;8(�b)receivescontributionsfrom di�erentoperators.

The b! s branching ratio is usually de�ned by norm alizing it to the sem ileptonic

b! ce� ��e branching ratio,giving:

B R(B ! X s)jE > (1� �)E m ax


= B R(B ! X ce��)
6�

�f(z)

�
�
�
�

VtbV
�
ts

Vcb

�
�
�
�

2

K (�;z): (15)

5In a recentpaper[27]ithasbeen pointed outthatthe gluino contribution (and the sam e argum ent

holdsalsoforthecharginoand neutralinocontributions)isthesum oftwodi�erentpieces,oneproportional

to the bottom m assand one proportionalto the gluino m ass,which have a di�erentRG evolution. W e

havefound thatatLO ,thisisequivalentto theusualSM evolution oncetherunning bottom m assm b(�0)

isused instead ofthe pole m assin the Ci(�0)W C.
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Here f(z)isa phase space function and should be calculated foron-shellm asses,nam ely
p
z = m c=m b = 0:29. � isthe experim entalphoton detection threshold,which forcom -

parison between experim entaldataand theoreticalprediction isusually setto 0:9 [9].The

dependence ofK N LO from theW ilson coe�cientsC i and C
0
i atNLO isgiven by [9]:

K N LO (�;z)=
P

i� j= 2;7;8 k
(0)

ij (�;z)
n

Re[C
(0)

i (�b)C
(0)�

j (�b)] +
�

Ci;j ! C
0
i;j

�o

+

k
(1)

77 (�;z)
n

Re[C
(1)

7 (�b)C
(0)�

7 (�b)] + (C7 ! C
0
7
)
o

: (16)

Inthepreviousexpression C
(0)

i andC
(1)

i referrespectivelytotheLO andNLO contributions

to theW ilson coe�cientsC i de�ned as:

Ci(�b)= C
(0)

i (�b)+
�s(�b)

4�
C
(1)

i (�b)+ O (�;�2

s): (17)

As in the following we are deriving only one-loop form ulas for the W ilson coe�cients

C
(0)

7;8,Ci � C
(0)

i . W e willbriey discuss the e�ects ofincluding C
(1)

7 in section 4.1. The

coe�cientsk ij(�;z)used in theouranalysisarecalculated for� = 0:9and
p
z= 0:22using

theform ulasderived in [7,9].TheLO branchingratioexpression can beeasily derived from

eq.(16)setting k
(0)

77 = 1 and alltheotherk
(0;1)

ij = 0,giving:

K LO = jC7(�b)j
2 + jC 0

7
(�b)j

2
; (18)

independently ofthechoiceof� and z.

3 C7;8 and C 0
7;8 gluino contributions to b! s

In thefollowingwewillfocuson thegluinocontribution totheW ilson coe�cientsC 7;8 and

C 0
7;8. There isonly one gluino diagram thatcontributesto C7 and C 0

7
,with the external

photon line attached to the down-squark line,while two diagram scan contribute to the

C8 and C 0
8 coe�cients,as the gluon externalline can be attached to the squark or the

gluino lines. The one-loop gluino contributionsto the C7;8 and C
0
7;8 coe�cientsare given

respectively by:

C
~g

7(�W ) =
4g2s

3g2

Q d

VtbV
�
ts

X

A

m 2
W

~m 2

A

�

LbL
�
sF2(x

g

A)+
~m ~g

m b

R bL
�
sF4(x

g

A )

�

(19)

C
~g

8(�W ) = �
g2s

6g2

Q d

VtbV
�
ts

X

A

m 2
W

~m 2

A

�

LbL
�
sF21(x

g

A )+
~m ~g

m b

R bL
�
sF43(x

g

A)

�

(20)

C
0~g

7 (�W ) =
4g2s

3g2
Q d

VtbV
�
ts

X

A

m 2
W

~m 2

A

�

R bR
�
sF2(x

g

A )+
~m ~g

m b

LbR
�
sF4(x

g

A)

�

(21)

C
0~g

8 (�W ) = �
g2s

6g2

Q d

VtbV
�
ts

X

A

m 2
W

~m 2

A

�

R bR
�
sF21(x

g

A)+
~m ~g

m b

LbR
�
sF43(x

g

A)

�

; (22)
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in which x
g

A = ~m 2

~g=~m
2
~A
,with ~m ~g the gluino m ass,and ~m ~A

the m ass ofthe A-th down

squark eigenstate. Ld and R d are the Leftand Rightgluino couplingsto a generic down

quark d given by:

L
~g

d = �
p
2 UA ;d ; R

~g

d =
p
2 UA ;d+ 3 ; (23)

in which U isthe6� 6 down-squark rotation m atrix.The loop integralsF12 and F43 are

de�ned as:

F21 = F2(x)+ 9F1(x) ; F43 = F4(x)+ 9F3(x); (24)

using the conventions forthe integralsFi(x)asin [19]foran easierconnection with the

standard convention in theliterature.

Itisillustrativetowritethegluinocontribution totheC7;8 and C
0
7;8 W ilson coe�cients

using the M Iapproxim ation. First,note thatthe setofintegralsused in [19]isnotthe

m ost appropriate for dealing with the M Iform ulas. However,for the sake ofsim plicity

wewillretain theseconventionsand furtherde�netheintegralsFi and their\derivatives"

through thefollowing self-consistentrelations:

Fi(
x

y
)�

1

y
fi(x;y); F

(1)

i (
x

y
)�

1

y2

@

@y
fi(x;y);:::; F

(n)

i (
x

y
)�

1

n!

1

yn+ 1

@n

@yn
fi(x;y):

Using thisnotation,the�rstand second orderterm sin theM Iexpansion fortheC 7;8 and

C 0
7;8 coe�cientsaregiven respectively by:

C
~g

7(1) =
8g2s

3g2

Q d

VtbV
�
ts

m 2
W

~m 2

D

�

�
LL
23
F
(1)

2 (x
g

D )�
~m ~g

m b

�
LR
23
F
(1)

4 (x
g

D )

�

; (25)

C
~g

8(1) = �
g2s

3g2

Q d

VtbV
�
ts

m 2
W

~m 2

D

�

�
LL
23 F

(1)

21 (x
g

D )�
~m ~g

m b

�
LR
23 F

(1)

43 (x
g

D )

�

; (26)

C
0~g

7 (1) =
8g2s

3g2

Q d

VtbV
�
ts

m 2
W

~m 2

D

�

�
R R
23
F
(1)

2 (x
g

D )�
~m ~g

m b

�
R L
23
F
(1)

4 (x
g

D )

�

; (27)

C
0~g

8 (1) = �
g2s

3g2

Q d

VtbV
�
ts

m 2
W

~m 2

D

�

�
R R
23 F

(1)

21 (x
g

D )�
~m ~g

m b

�
R L
23 F

(1)

43 (x
g

D )

�

; (28)

and

C
~g

7(2) =
4g2s

3g2
Q d

VtbV
�
ts

m 2
W

~m 2

D

m b(A b� �tan� )

~m 2

D

�

�
LR
23
F
(2)

2 (x
g

D )�
~m ~g

m b

�
LL
23
F
(2)

4 (x
g

D )

�

; (29)

C
~g

8(2) = �
g2s

6g2

Q d

VtbV
�
ts

m 2
W

~m 2

D

m b(A b� �tan� )

~m 2

D

�

�
LR
23
F
(2)

21 (x
g

D )�
~m ~g

m b

�
LL
23
F
(2)

43 (x
g

D )

�

;(30)

C
0~g

7 (2) =
4g2s

3g2

Q d

VtbV
�
ts

m 2
W

~m 2

D

m b(A b� �tan� )

~m 2

D

�

�
R L
23
F
(2)

2 (x
g

D )�
~m ~g

m b

�
R R
23
F
(2)

4 (x
g

D )

�

; (31)

C
0~g

8 (2) = �
g2s

6g2

Q d

VtbV
�
ts

m 2
W

~m 2

D

m b(A b� �tan� )

~m 2

D

�

�
R L
23 F

(2)

21 (x
g

D )�
~m ~g

m b

�
R R
23 F

(2)

43 (x
g

D )

�

:(32)
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In the previous form ulasx
g

D = ~m 2

~g=~m
2

D ,with ~m D the average down-squark m assrelated

to thedown-squark m asseigenstatesvia therelation ~m 2

A = ~m 2

D + �m 2
A.Thede�nitionsof

theM Iparam etersare:

�
LL
ij =

1

~m 2

D

6X

A = 1

U
y

i;A�m
2

AUA ;j ; �
R R
ij =

1

~m 2

D

6X

A = 1

U
y

i+ 3;A�m
2

AUA ;j+ 3 ;

�
LR
ij =

1

~m 2

D

6X

A = 1

U
y

i;A�m
2

AUA ;j+ 3 ; �
R L
ij =

1

~m 2

D

6X

A = 1

U
y

i+ 3;A�m
2

A UA ;j : (33)

In deriving eqs.(29-32)to the second orderin the M Iparam eters,we have keptonly the

dom inantterm proportionalto tan� (theA b term isretained in theabove expression for

de�ningourconvention forthe� term ;seelater),and neglected alloftheothero�-diagonal

m assinsertions.Clearly thedom inantterm sin eqs.(25-32)arethoseproportionalto the

gluino chirality ip,such that the gluino contribution to C 7 (C
0
7
)at �rst orderdepends

onlyon theM Iterm �LR
23

(�R L
23

).However,forlargetan� and � � ~m A,thesecond orderM I

term sin eqs.(29-32)can becom e com parable in size with the �rstorderm assinsertions.

Thus,two di�erentM Iparam etersarerelevantin theL/R sectors:(�LR
23

,�LL
23

)and (�R L
23

,

�R R
23

),contrary to com m on wisdom . To which extent the LL and RR M Is are relevant

dependsofcourseon thevalueschosen for� and tan�,butin a largepartoftheallowed

SUSY param eterspace they cannotin generalbe neglected. M oreover,the factthatthe

gluino W ilson coe�cients depend on two di�erent M I param eters willhave im portant

consequencesin thestudy oftheb! s CP asym m etry6.

4 A lternative solution to b! s branching ratio

In the m ajority ofthe previous studies ofthe b! s process, the m ain focus was to

calculate the SM and NP contributions to the C7;8 coe�cients. The contributions to

b! s com ing from C 0
7;8 have usually been neglected on the assum ption that they are

suppressed com pared to C7;8 by the ratio m s=m b. W hile thisassum ption isalwaysvalid

forthe SM and forthe Higgs-sectorcontributions,in the case ofthe uM SSM thisisnot

generally the case. It is only within speci�c M SSM scenarios (such as M FV) that the

gluino and chargino contributions to the C 0
7;8 coe�cients can be neglected due to the

m s=m b suppression factor. In the generaluM SSM this suppression can be absent and,

in particular,the gluino contributions to C7;8 and C 0
7;8 are naturally ofthe sam e order

[27,28].

Therefore,in thefollowingwepresentan alternativeapproach totheb! s processin

supersym m etric m odels.W e assum e a particularscenario in which the totalcontribution

6Speci�cally,ifonly the �rst order term in the M I is taken the b! s CP asym m etry vanishes,as

discussed in greaterdetailin section 4.3.
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to C7;8 isnegligible and the m ain contribution to the b! s branching ratio isgiven by

C 0
7;8.This\C

0
7
dom inated" scenario isrealized when thechargino,neutralino,and gluino

contributions to C7;8 sum up in such a way asto cancelthe W and Higgscontributions

alm ost com pletely7. In our opinion this situation does not require substantially m ore

�ne tuning than what is required in the usualM FV scenario,where conversely the NP

contributions to C7;8 essentially cancelbetween them selves (orare alm ostdecoupled) so

thatallthem easured b! s branchingratioisproduced bytheW diagram .Aspreviously

discussed,m anyclassesofSUSY breakingm odels[29]lead too�-diagonalLR entriesofthe

down-squark sectorthatare naturally suppressed com pared with those ofthe up-squark

sector:

(�LRij )d �
m ax(m i;m j)

m t

(�LRij )u (34)

in which m i;j aredown-quark m asses.In particular,the(�
LR
23 )

d entries,which arerelevant

fortheb! s process,receive a O (m b=m t)suppression ascan bederived from eqs.(5-8).

For(�LR
23
)u � O (1),a naturalvalue (�R L

23
)d � O (m b=m t)� 10� 2 isobtained. W ith this

m echanism atwork,o�-diagonalchargino and gluino contributionstoavorchanging pro-

cessesarenaturally ofthesam eorder.The�s=�w enhancem entofthegluino contribution

with respect to the chargino one is com pensated by the m b=m t suppression ofthe LR

o�-diagonalentries.Clearly acom pleteanalysisoftheregionsofuM SSM param eterspace

where the C7;8 cancellation takes place isan im portanttask,necessary forstudying the

detailsofthisscenario.However,a detailed analysisisbeyond thescopeofthispaperwill

be discussed elsewhere [39]. Itisworth m entioning thatin prelim inary scanswe checked

thatitisnotdi�cultto �nd a candidate setofparam eterswhere C 7;8 num erically yield

sm allcontributions to the b! s branching ratio. Ofcourse,this set is not obviously

notexpected to beunique,and furtherchecking thatany such param etersetsareconsis-

tentwith alltheotherexisting m easurem entsofFCNC and CP-violating observableswill

im posefurtherstrong constraints.

Finally,westressthatin thefollowinganalysiswedonotm akeanyspeci�cassum ptions

asto the size ofthe o�-diagonalentries ofthe down-squark m assm atrix. In particular,

wearenotusing any oftherelationsdescribed in eqs.(4-8).Thepreviousargum entshave

been intended asa theoreticalfram ework forthefollowing m odelindependentanalysis.A

generaldiscussion oftheCP-violating sector,using thefactorization ansatzofeq.(4),will

bethesubjectofa forthcom ing paper[39].

7Them ain constrainton thisscenario istherequirem entsoftheC7 cancellation.TheC8 contribution

enters in the b! s branching ratio at O (�s) and usually cannot account for m ore than 10% ofthe

m easured branching ratio.
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Figure1:Thedependenceofb! s branchingratio on �R L23 and �R R23 fordi�erentvaluesof

~m ~g=~m D ,fortan� = 20 and � = 350 GeV.Alloftheothero�-diagonalentriesexceptthe

onedisplayed in theaxes,areassum ed to vanish.C7;8(�W )= 0isassum ed.Thehorizontal

linesrepresentthe 1� experim entalallowed region.

4.1 Single M I dom inance analysis

From eqs.(25-32),onecan read (in M Ilanguage)theo�-diagonalentriesthatarerelevant

forthe gluino contribution to the C7;8 and C 0
7;8 W ilson coe�cients8. Note thatlim itson

�LR23 � O (10� 2)havepreviouslybeen obtained in [13].Nostringentbound hasbeen derived

there for�LL
23

,asthisterm atlowestorderdoesnotcom e with the ~m ~g=m b enhancem ent

(seeeqs.(25)).Nolim itswerederived on �R L
23

and �R R
23

becausein thespeci�cscenario used

in [13],the\oppositechirality"M Isaresuppressed byafactorm s=m b and sonegligible.An

analysisofthe�R L
23

dependencehasbeen perform ed in [28],in which theW contribution to

C7;8 wasnotsettozero(som etim esalsoHiggsandM FV charginocontributionstoC7;8 were

included). Consequently theirboundson the down-squark o�-diagonalM Iscontributing

to C 0
7;8 arem ore stringentthan the boundswe derive in ourscenario,forwhich the total

contribution to C7;8 isassum ed to benegligible.Itisclearly only in thescenario westudy

that an absolute constraint on these M Is be derived. M oreover no analysis on �LL
23

and

�R R
23

wasperform ed in [28]asthesecontributionsarenotrelevantin thesm alltan� region,

ascan beseen from eqs.(29-32).

In Fig.1 we show the dependence ofthe b! s branching ratio on the M I term s

�R L
23

and �R R
23

fordi�erentvaluesofx
g

D = ~m 2

~g=~m
2

D and fortan� = 20 and � = 350 GeV.

8From now on,forthe sake ofsim plicity the sym bol�A Bij willbe used instead of(�A Bij )d forreferring

to the down-squark M Is.
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Figure2:Dependenceofb! s branchingratio on �R R23 fordi�erentthreevaluesoftan� ,

with the other param eters �xed to ~m ~g=~m ~q = 350=500 and � = 350 GeV.Allofthe other

o�-diagonalentries, exceptthe one displayed in the axes, are assum ed to vanish. The

horizontallinesrepresentthe 1� experim entalallowed region.

Allthe othero�-diagonalentriesin the down-squark m assm atrix are assum ed to vanish

for sim plicity. \Individual" lim its �R L
23

< 10� 2 and �R R
23

< 1:5 � 10� 1 can be obtained

respectively from the left and right side plot ofFig.1. Horizontalfulllines represent

1� deviations from the experim entalresults reported in eq.(1). Ofcourse,the required

cancellation ofthe totalC7;8 contribution m ay in generalneed nonvanishing o�-diagonal

entries ofthe up and down squark m ass m atrices. However,the speci�c values ofthese

entriesdo notsigni�cantly a�ecttheabsolutelim itson �R L
23

and �R R
23

M Isshown in Fig.1.

As expected from eqs.(31,32), the bounds obtained for �R R
23

are strongly dependent

on the product �tan�. In Fig.2 we show the tan� dependence ofthis lim it,for �xed

~m ~g=~m ~q = 350=500 and � = 350 GeV.M ore stringent bounds on �R R
23

can be obtained

for larger tan� . For tan� > 35 the bounds on �R R23 can becom e as stringent as the

�R L
23

bounds.Sim ilarconsiderationsand boundsobviously hold also forthe�LL
23

M I.Aswe

are only interested here in the gluino contributionsto C 0
7;8,we do notdiscussthissector

in detail. Clearly this term m ust be taken into consideration ifa sim ilar analysis was

perform ed fortheC7;8 coe�cientin thelargetan� region.

In Fig.1 and Fig.2, we set C7 = C8 = 0 so that the only contribution to the

b! s branching ratio isdue to the gluino contribution to C 0
7 and C 0

8. Thusone should

think thatforvanishing �R L
23

and/or�R R
23

the branching ratio in ourscenario should van-

ish. The reason forthe �nite,nonzero contribution isthe factthatwe are using a NLO

form ula fortheb! s branching ratio [9].AtNLO,im posing thecondition C7;8(�W )= 0

stillleaves constant term s that arise from the m ixing ofthe SM operators (speci�cally,
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Figure3:Dependenceofb! s branchingratio on �R L23 for ~m ~g=~m ~q = 350=500,tan� = 20

and � = 350 GeV.Allthe othero�-diagonalentries,exceptthe one displayed in the axes,

areassum ed to vanish.In theplotsweshow theresultobtained usingLO (dashed line)and

NLO (fullline)form ula for the b! s branching ratio,setting respectively C7;8(�W )= 0

(leftplot)and C7;8(�b)= 0 (rightplot).Thehorizontallinesrepresentthe1� experim ental

allowed region.

in ourchosen basis,C2) thatdo notcontribute to the branching ratio atLO.In Fig.3

(left side),we com pare the results obtained using the LO and NLO expression for the

b! s branchingratioim posingthecondition C7;8(�W )= 0.Ascan beseen explicitly,the

di�erencein usingtheLO orNLO issizeable.In Fig.3(rightside),wecom paretheresults

obtained using the LO and NLO expression forthe b! s branching ratio im posing the

condition C7;8(�b)= 0.Asonecan seenow,theLO contribution to theb! s branching

ratio vanishesforvanishing M Is.Thisdoesnothappen fortheLO contribution oftheleft

plot,asa �nite contribution to the branching ratio appearsfrom the running �W ! �b

when the condition C7;8(�W )= 0 istaken. In allthe plots,exceptFig.3 (rightside),we

use C7;8(�W )= 0,as this isthe naturalscale where cancellations could be explained in

term s ofthe underlying fundam entaltheory,while the choice C7;8(�b)= 0 seem s highly

accidental.Finally,itshould benoted thatthestrongestrestriction com esfrom im posing

the condition C7 = 0. The sam e requirem enton C8 could easily be relaxed,and ourre-

sultswould rem ain alm ostunchanged.TheC8 contribution to theb! s branching ratio

representsin factonly a 10% e�ectofthetotal.

Itisim portanttonoticeatthispointthataconsistentanalysisofb! s atNLO would

requirethecalculation ofthetwo-loop (QCD and SQCD)contribution totheC 0
7 coe�cient.

In thegeneraluM SSM thecalculation oftheO (�2s)contribution to C
0
7
(and obviously C7)
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isextrem ely com plicated.In [37],thecontribution to C7 from thetwo-loop diagram swith

onegluino and onegluon internallinehasbeen calculated.Thisrepresentsthedom inant

M SSM two-loop contribution only in thelim itofvery heavy gluino m assofO (1TeV)and

sm alltan� (� 1).Thusitcannotbeapplied to ouranalysis,in which SUSY m asses(and

the gluino m ass in particular) below 500 GeV and large tan� are assum ed. In fact,if

the gluino m assislightthe two-loop diagram swith two gluino internallinesshould also

be taken into account. M oreover,iftan� islarge,diagram swith internalHiggsino lines

cannotbeneglected anym oreasYukawa couplingscan becom eofO (1).Using theresults

of[37],one obtains an e�ect ofa few percent in the b! s branching ratio. It should

berem em bered,however,thatin ouranalysisthisprovidesonly a very crude estim ation.

Itseem sreasonable to expecta possible 10% m odi�cation ofthe b! s branching ratio

resultsfrom theinclusion ofthecom pleteNLO calculation oftheC 0
7
coe�cient.M oreover,

while thetwo-loop diagram swith gluino/gluon internallineshave thesam e M Istructure

and assuch areproportionaltotheone-loop gluino contribution toC 0
7
,thisisnotthecase

forthe diagram swith gluino/Higgsino internallines,forwhich the CKM avorchanging

structurealso enters.

4.2 G eneralM I analysis

A generalanalysis of the gluino contribution to C 0
7;8 depends sim ultaneously on both

the �R L23 and �R R23 M Is. For a com plete speci�cation ofour scenario the only other free

param etersthatneed to be �xed are the ratio between the gluino m assand the com m on

down-squark m ass,~m ~g=~m D ,theproduct� tan� ,and therelativephasebetween �R L
23

and

�R R23 . The inuence in ofallthe other down-sector squark m atrix o�-diagonalentries

and M SSM param etersin the C 0
7;8 sectorcan safely be neglected9. Thus,we can have a

com plete description in term sofonly �ve free param etersofthe b! s phenom enology

in ourM SSM \C 0
7
dom inated" scenario.

In Fig.4 we show the 1� experim entally allowed region in the (�R L
23

,�R R
23

)param eter

space for a speci�c choice of ~m ~g=~m D = 350=500,� = 350 GeV,and for three di�erent

valuesoftan� =3;20 and 35.For�R L
23

or�R R
23

vanishing,oneobtainstheregionsdepicted

in Figs.1 and 2. Larger regions in the (�R L
23

,�R R
23

) param eter space are obtained when

both the M Is take nonvanishing values. It is clear no absolute lim it can be derived for

thetwo M Issim ultaneously.Thevalues(�R R
23

,�R R
23

)� (1;0:1)are,forexam ple,possible10

fortan� = 35. In fact,ascan be seen in Fig.4,there isalwaysa \atdirection" where

9O fcoursealloftheothero�-diagonalentriesofthedown-squark and up-squark m assm atricesaswell

allthe otheravorconserving M SSM param etersenterin ouranalysis,aswe assum e to choose them in

such a way thatthecondition C7;8 = 0 issatis�ed.However,aspreviously m entioned thedetailed analysis

ofthiscondition willbe discussed in a following paper[39].
10O ne should check if,forsuch largeM Ivalues,chargeand colorbreaking m inim a appear.Anyway as

theseareusually ratherm odeldepend assum ptionswedon’tintroduceheretheconstraintsdiscussed,for
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Figure 4: 1�-allowed region in the (�R R
23

,�R L
23

) param eter space for three di�erentvalues

oftan�,with the otherparam eters�xed to ~m ~g=~m ~q = 350=500,and � = 350 GeV.Allthe

othero�-diagonalentries,exceptthe one displayed in the axes,are assum ed to vanish.

large valuesof�R L
23

and �R R
23

can be tuned in such a way thatthe gluino contribution to

C 0
7;8 isconsistentwith theexperim entalbound.Thisatdirection clearly dependson the

chosen valuesfor ~m ~g=~m ~q and �tan� .Thepresenceofthisparticulardirection isexplained

by the fact that we are allowing com plex o�-diagonalentries. Hence the relative phase

between �R L23 and �R R23 can be �xed in such a way thatthe needed am ountofcancellation

can beobtained between the�rstand second orderM Icontribution.In thenotation used

in eqs.(27,31)thelineofm axim alcancellation isobtained for’ = arg[�R L23 �R R23 ]= ��.

exam ple,in [40].

16



4.3 C P asym m etry and branching ratio

In addition to theb! s branching ratio,theexperim entalcollaborationswillprovidein

thefollowing yearsm oreprecisem easurem entsoftheb! s CP asym m etry:

A C P (b! s )=
B R(b! s )� B R(�b! �s )

B R(b! s )+ B R(�b! �s )
: (35)

The present best experim entalvalue available [41]gives at 90% CL levelthe following

range:

� 0:27< A C P (b! s )< 0:10 ; (36)

which isstilltoo im precise forto provide usefultestsforNP,although the m easurem ent

isexpected to beupgraded soon.

The only avor-violating and CP-violating source in the SM (and M FV scenarios)is

given by theCKM m atrix,which resultsin a very sm allprediction fortheCP asym m etry.

In the SM an asym m etry approxim atively of0:5% isexpected [9].IfothersourcesofCP

violation arepresent,a m uch biggerCP asym m etry could beproduced (see references[9]

and [42]).

In our C 0
7 dom inated scenario,one can derive the following approxim ate relation for

theCP asym m etry [9],in term softhe�R L
23

and �R R
23

M Is:

A C P (b! s)= �
4

9
�s(�b)

Im [C 0
7
C 0�
8
]

jC 0
7j
2

� k(x
g

D )

 

m b�tan�

~m 2

D

!

j�R L23 �R R23 jsin’ ; (37)

in which ’ istherelativephasebetween �R L
23

and �R R
23

aspreviously de�ned.Theconstant

ofproportionalityk(x
g

D )dependsonlyontheratio ~m ~g=~m D through theintegralsFiand can

be easily obtained from eqs.(27,31). One can im m ediately note from eq.(37)thatifonly

oneM Iisconsidered,theCP asym m etry isautom atically zero.M oreover,a nonvanishing

phasein theo�-diagonaldown-squark m assm atrix isnecessary11.No sensitiveboundson

thisphasecan beextracted from EDM ’sin a generalavorviolating scenario.

In Fig.5,we show theresultsobtained forthe branching ratio and CP asym m etry in

which �R L
23

,�R R
23

and therelativephase’ arevaried arbitrarily fora �xed value ~m ~g=~m ~q =

350=500 and tan� = 35. The fullverticallines represents the 1� region experim entally

allowed by the b! s branching ratio m easurem ents. Itispossible,using C 0
7;8 alone,to

saturatetheb! s m easured branchingratioand atthesam etim ehaveaCP asym m etry

even largerthan �10% ,thesign oftheasym m etry being determ ined by thesign ofsin’.

AsFig.5shows,in therelevantbranchingratiorangetheCP asym m etry rangeisconstant.

No strong dependence from tan�,in the large tan� region,ispresent. The pointswith

11Recall that for avoiding EDM constraints reparam eterization invariant com binations of avor-

independentphases(such asthe phaseof� in a particularbasis)aretaken to be zero.

17



0.0002 0.0003 0.0004

BR(b→sγ)

-0.2

0

0.2

A
C

P
(b

→
sγ

)

tanβ=3
tanβ=20
tanβ=35

m~
g
~/m~

q
~=350/500

Figure5:Asym m etry vsbranchingratio forthree di�erentvaluesoftan�,with ~m ~g=~m ~q =

350=500,and � = 350 GeV.Allthe o�-diagonalentriesexcept�R L
23

and �R R
23

are assum ed

to vanish.The verticallinesrepresentthe 1� experim entalallowed region.

largeasym m etry (> 5% )liein the\atdirection" observed in Fig.4 and they havealm ost

’ � �� (obviously for’ = �� theCP asym m etry vanishes).Theexplanation ofthisfact

isthefollowing.Thenum eratorisproportionalto sin’ and so goesto 0 as’ approaches

��. However,atthe sam e tim e itisenhanced forlarge M Ivalues. Thishappens when

theatdirection condition is(alm ost)satis�ed.Here,in fact,a cancellation between the

two (large)M Iterm stakesplace,providing theenhancem entoftheCP asym m etry asthe

denom inatorrem ainspractically constant,�xed by theallowed experim entalm easurem ent

on the branching ratio. Note also that for param eter values outside the at direction

condition a CP asym m etry ofa few % can stillbeobserved,aboutten tim esbiggerthan

the SM prediction. The sam e order ofm agnitude can be observed in M FV when large

tan� e�ects are taken into account [24]. In our scenario even sm aller values ofthe CP

asym m etry can beobtained,e.g.ifoneofthetwo o�-diagonalentriesisnegligible,orthe
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two M Isare\aligned".

4.4 D istinguishing the \C 0
7 dom inated" scenario from the \C7

dom inated"

A possible m ethod for disentangling the relative contributions to the b! s branching

ratio from the Q 7 and Q 0
7
operators utilizes an analysis ofthe photon polarization. A

detailed analysisofhow itispossibleto extractinform ation from thephoton polarization

in radiativeB decaysisgiven in [43].Forsim plicity,letusde�nethefollowing\theoretical"

LR asym m etry atLO:

A LR(b! s)=
B R(b! sL)� B R(b! sR)

B R(b! sL)+ B R(b! sR)
=
jC7(�b)j

2 � jC 0
7(�b)j

2

jC7(�b)j
2 + jC 0

7(�b)j
2
; (38)

which could in principle disinguish between C7 orC
0
7
dom inated scenarios. Here L,R is

the polarization ofthe externalphoton. Thisquantity isrelated to the quark chiralities

ofthe Q 7;Q
0
7
operators.Note thatthe photon polarization isthe bestpossibility to gain

inform ation on theoperatorchirality,which getsalm ostlostin band squarkhadronization

into spin zero m esons(in principleifhadronization into spin onestatescould beisolated,

perhapssom einform ation could beobtained).Such a m easurem entisnotyetavailableas

only theaveragequantity B R(b! sL)+ B R(b! sR)isreported experim entally.

In the SM case, and in generalin allthe M FV and m SUGRA scenarios, only the

C7 coe�cientgivesa nonnegligible contribution to the b! s branching ratio. Only the

right-handed bottom quark (in the centerofm assreference fram e)can decay,producing

a photon with Leftpolarization and A LR(b! s)= 1. Sm alldeviationsfrom unity are

possibledueto subleading m s=m b term sand hadronization e�ects.In ourscenario,where

the C7 contribution is negligible,only left-handed bottom quarks can decay,em itting a

photon with Rightpolarization,which in turn predictA LR(b! s)= �1. In any other

M SSM scenario,with nonm inim alavorviolation,any LR asym m etry between 1 and �1

isallowed. Consequently,a m easurem entofA LR(b! s)di�erentfrom 1 willbe a clear

indication ofphysicsbeyond the SM with a nonm inim alavorstructure. Itwillbe very

interesting to know if(and how precisely)CLEO,BABAR,and BELLE can m easure the

LR asym m etry ofeq.(38).

5 C onclusions

In thisletter,we havediscussed an alternative explanation oftheb! s branching ratio

in the M SSM with a nonm inim alavorstructure. W e analyzed in particularthe gluino

contribution to the W ilson coe�cientC 0
7 associated with the \wrong" chirality operator
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Q 0
7
.W eshow thatthiscoe�cientarisesm ainlyfrom twoo�-diagonalentries:� R L

23
and�R R

23
.

Forscenariosin which where the C7;8 contributionsto b! s are sm all,(i.e. forregions

in theM SSM param eterspacewhereW ,Higgs,chargino and gluino contributionsto C7;8

tend to canceleach other)C 0
7;8 providesthedom inante�ect.W ederived absolutebounds

separately on each ofthese coe�cients. W e then described the allowed region of(� R L
23

,

�R R23 )param eterspace,asa function oftan�.W eobserved that(fora �xed ratio ~m ~g=~m ~q

and for each chosen value of�tan�),there exists a \at direction" where large (even

O (1))o�-diagonalentriesareallowed.Along thisdirection therelativephasebetween the

two M Ielem entsis’ � �. Forthe m ajority ofparam eterspace in thisscenario the CP

asym m etry islessthan 5% . Asym m etries asbig as20% can be obtained along the \at

directions".Finally,wesuggested apossiblequantity(aLR asym m etry)that(ifm easured)

canhelp todisentangletheC7 from theC 0
7
contribution totheb! s branchingratio.Any

A LR(b! s )6= 1 would be an irrefutable proofofphysics beyond the SM .In addition,

in the fram ework ofthe generalM SSM ,it would indicate the existence ofnonm inim al

avorviolation produced byo�-diagonalentriesin thedown-squark m assm atrix,generally

related toanonzerogluinocontribution.In our\C 0
7 dom inated"scenario,wherethegluino

contribution produce the only \visible" e�ect,we obtain in particularthe extrem e value

A LR(b! s )= �1. Itwould be very interesting ifsuch a quantity could be m easured.

One im plication ofouranalysisisthatpreviousresultson M SSM param eters,including

constraints on the \sign of�" (i.e. itsphase relative to A t),are m ore m odeldependent

than havebeen generally assum ed.
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