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Abstract

We present a supersymmetric extension of the Standard Model (USSM-A) with an anomalous
U(1) and Stiickelberg axions for anomaly cancellation, generalizing similar non-supersymmetric
constructions. The model, built by a bottom-up approach, is expected to capture the low-energy
supersymmetric description of axionic symmetries in theories with gauged anomalous abelian inter-
actions, previously explored in the non-supersymmetric case for scenarios with intersecting branes.
The choice of a USSM-like superpotential, with one extra singlet superfield and an extra abelian
symmetry, allows a physical axion-like particle in the spectrum. We describe some general features
of this construction and in particular the modification of the dark-matter sector which involves
both the axion and several neutralinos with an axino component. The axion is expected to be
very light in the absence of phases in the superpotential but could acquire a mass which can also
be in the few GeV range or larger. In particular, the gauging of the anomalous symmetry allows
independent mass/coupling interaction to the gauge fields of this particle, a feature which is absent
in traditional (invisible) axion models. We comment on the general implications of our study for
the signature of moduli from string theory due to the presence of these anomalous symmetries.
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1 Introduction

Extensions of the Standard Model (SM) describing axion-like particles - and with supersymmetry as a
basic low energy scenario - are an interesting area of investigation which has the potentiality to provide
an answer to a series of unsolved theoretical issues. Among them are those concerning the possible
presence of anomalous extra neutral gauge interactions at current and future colliders in some special
channels, especially in the search for an anomalous extra Z’. This investigation could also clarify the
role of weakly coupled pseudoscalars in the early universe. For this reason several studies addressing
the experimental detection of pseudoscalars at future experiments [I, 2, [3, 4, 5] 6], has received an
impressive impulse in the recent literature.

One of the distinctive features of these extensions is the presence of extra abelian interactions
which are anomalous. We just recall that anomalous U(1)’s are quite common in several string
constructions and that the mechanism of anomaly cancellation, if realized at low energy by a Wess-
Zumino counterterm (WZ), may cause the presence of a physical axion in the spectrum. This result
points directly towards the possibility of having a new dark matter candidate (see also [7]), which is
certainly one of the most appealing features of this class of theories [§].

One of the first successful realization of the non-supersymmetric version of these models comes
from special vacua of string/brane theory (orientifold vacua), in the form of stacks of intersecting
branes, which induce a gauge structure given by the product of U(N) ~ SU(N) x U(1) factors, where
N is the number of branes of each stack (see [9] for an overview). Among the U(1) factors, one of
them is identified with the SM hypercharge (U(1)y ), while the remaining ones are anomalous and
involve Stiickelberg axions for anomaly cancellation. In effective string models the abelian structure
is in general characterized by the presence of several U(1) factors, described in the hypercharge basis
by direct products of the form G; = U(1)y x U(1); x ... x U(1)p, with an anomaly-free hypercharge
generator and p anomalous U(1)’s which are accompanied by axions b;, with i = 1,2,...p. The
anomalous U(1)’s in this construction are in a broken phase, called the ”Stiickelberg phase”. In
particular, after electroweak symmetry breaking (EWSB), one of the axions becomes physical [8] and
is characterized by independent mass/coupling relations, where the coupling appears in an ordinary
bFF interaction with the gauge fields, providing a generalization of the Peccei-Quinn (PQ) axion. One
shortcoming of this description, at this time, is the absence of a supersymmetric extension of it with
the appearance of a physical axion. The generalization to the supersymmetric case of these theories is
interesting on several grounds. For instance, it allows to study an entire new class of extensions of the
MSSM in the presence of a gauging of the axionic symmetries [10] and, at the same time, represents an
intermediate step toward the unification with gravity of the same models, within certain formulations
of supergravity [11] [12]. The formulation of [10], which is specific for a MSSM superpotential parallels
a previous general study of the same topic contained in [I1].

Therefore, these types of constructions provide a consistent framework for the study of the effects

of moduli of string/brane theory within scenarios with large extra dimensions or via supergravity,



together with their low energy implications in cosmology and in collider physics [13]. Recently, an
extension of the MSSM containing an anomalous U(1), made massive by a Stiickelberg supermultiplet
[14] has been introduced in [I0]. This has been based on the superpotential of the MSSM with an extra
abelian symmetry. One of the features of this construction is the absence of a Higgs-axion mixing, since
the bosonic component of the Stiickelberg multiplet remains an ordinary goldstone mode. Therefore,
the final theory is characterized by a physical axino but not by a physical axion. The objective of
our analysis is to show that a similar construction can be performed in more general ways, thereby
generating a model with a physical axion-like particle. This provides a complete supersymmetric
generalization of the (gauged) PQ axion. We will work out the requirements that are needed in order
to make this extension possible, detailing some of the arguments that have been presented in short
form in [I5] and analyzing the main features of the effective action of such a theory, that we call the
USSM-A due to the anomalous U(1) (A) and to the specific choice of the USSM superpotential.

Our work is organized as follows. We briefly describe the class of models that we are going to
investigate, outlining their basic structure, together with their supersymmetric generalizations. Along
the way, we will underline the differences between our construction and the previous construction of
[10]. We show how a physical axion is bound to appear in the spectrum and describe all the sectors
of this theory. We derive the corresponding generalized Ward identities and characterize the Chern-
Simons interactions of this class of models bringing up one typical example of application. We study
the neutralino sector of the model and present a brief numerical analysis of its spectrum. Most of our
attention in this work focuses on the basic characterization of this model, stressing on the mechanism
that allows a physical axion in the spectrum. We conclude with some comments on possible extensions
of this analysis to more general potentials characterized by moduli in different scenarios derived from

string theory.

2 Supersymmetric Extensions of the Standard Model and extra
U(1)’s

Abelian (anomaly-free) supersymmetric extensions of the SM have been discussed in several previous
works [16], 17, [18] [19], 20, 21]. In [20] the authors explore an extension of the Minimal Supersymmetric
SM (MSSM) with an extra SM singlet chiral superfield S , with chiral charges chosen so to allow
trilinear couplings of S to the two Higgs doublets H 1, H, in the superpotential. The u term, in this
case, is generated by the vev of the scalar component of S, precisely by the SH, - Hy interaction.
The structure of this model, usually called USSM, shares some similarity with the nearly-Minimal
Supersymmetric SM (nMSSM) [22] and the next-to-Minimal Supersymmetric SM (NMSSM) [23]. In
all of these three models the extra scalar S is introduced for the same purpose but in the nMSSM and
NMSSM this field is a singlet under the complete gauge group (which is the same as the SM) while
in the USSM the field is charged under the extra U(1). We recall that the nMSSM and the NMSSM



differ at the level of the superpotential in the structure of the pure S contribution, which is either
linear (nMSSM) or cubic (NMSSM).

In the approach of [20] this appears to be a necessary requirement since a scalar superfield, singlet
under the complete SU(3)xSU(2)xU(1)y xU(1) g gauge group, while solving the y problem, however,
does not allow a consistent pattern of EWSB, leaving the extra Z’ of the neutral sector massless. This

construction is realized with an anomaly-free chiral spectrum.

2.1 MSSM and USSM with an anomalous U(1)’

In [I0] the authors investigate a supersymmetric extension of the SM with an extra U(1), based on
the superpotential of the MSSM. They make an important step forward in the analysis of this class of
theories, using a bottom-up approach, that is by 1) fixing the effective action of the anomalous abelian
symmetry using the Stiickelberg supermultiplet to give mass to the anomalous gauge boson and 2 )
using Wess-Zumino counterterms to balance the mixed and cubic U(1)p anomalies of the theory. A
third element of the construction is the possible presence of Chern-Simons interactions [8] which find
their way to low energy from string theory [24], and which amount to a re-distribution of the anomaly
starting from a symmetric distribution on each leg of the anomaly vertex. This re-distribution is
allowed whenever the symmetry of the vertex does not allow to uniquely define the breaking of the
Ward identities separately on each of its legs. The meaning of this freedom, from the point of view of
the effective field theory, is that each model allows a set of additional (defining) Ward identities for
the distribution of the anomaly which are a specific feature of anomalous models in which the trilinear
gauge interactions are not identically zero (in the massless fermion phase, the chiral phase).

In the first supersymmetric version of these models [10], the ordinary MSSM Lagrangean is nat-
urally extended by the Stiickelberg multiplet which provides a kinetic term for the same multiplet
while rendering the extra Z’ massive. The defining phase of the model is, therefore, the Stiickelberg
phase. In this construction the bosonic partner of the axino, which is the fermionic component of the

multiplet, remains a goldstone mode after EWSB and is therefore unphysical.

2.2 Inducing Higgs-axion mixing

At the origin of the physical axion is the mechanism of Higgs-axion mixing. For this to take place one
needs a Higgs sector which is charged under the anomalous U(1)p so that the mass of the anomalous
gauge boson comes from a combination of the Higgs and Stiickelberg mechanisms. In the case of the
MSSM this mixing does not occur even if the two Higgses are charged under the anomalous U(1).
The presence of a u term in the superpotential forces the two charges of the two Higgs doublets to
take opposite values, thereby guaranteeing also the cancellation of the extra anomalies due to the
circulating higgsinos, but is not enough to give mass to the anomalous gauge boson. In other words,
in the absence of a Stiickelberg multiplet the mass matrix of the gauge boson has still an additional

null eigenvalue. The true mechanism of mass generation of the anomalous Z’, therefore, is just the



Stiickelberg, which in this situation is a goldstone mode. In fact, one reobtains a massive Yang-Mills

theory just by going to the unitary gauge and eliminating the axion.

3 The structure of the model

A simple way out in order to have Higgs-axion mixing and a light axion in the physical spectrum
consists to use a modified superpotential as in [20], but now with an anomalous gauge structure, and
to combine it with the Lagrangean of the Stiickelberg supermultiplet. In other words, we move from
the superpotential of MSSM-type to the one typical of the USSM, introducing an extra scalar superfield
S which is non-singlet under an extra U(1)p, maintaining the anomalous structure induced by the
extra neutral current. This specific assumption allows to remove the second massless eigenvalue in the
mass matrix of the gauge bosons and allows to induce Higgs-axion mixing once that the Stiickelberg
mechanism is invoked to contribute to the mass of the extra Z’. The conditions that need to be
verified in order to have a physical axion in the spectrum are obtained from an analysis of the CP-
odd sector of the theory and involve both the potential and the derivative couplings (mixings) of the
massive gauge bosons with their goldstones (Z;0Gz,) extracted from the broken phase. In general, the
presence of extra singlet superfields in the superpotential allows such a mixing and we will illustrate
this requirement in one of the sections below. The analysis that we will present in the next sections
has the goal to clarify this point, starting from the MSSM case, where none of the CP-odd states
acquires an axion-like coupling.

These new features do not affect the chargino sector with respect to the MSSM.

4 The superpotential

The construction of models characterized by a physical axion in their spectrum requires an appropriate
superpotential. In order to obtain this, we consider the introduction of an extra SM singlet S. For

this reason, the superpotential of the model investigated is given by
W = ASHi-Hy+ycH, - LR+ y4Hy - QDR + yuHs - QUE, (1)

which coincides with the model of [20], called the USSM. We refer to Table [l for a list of the charge
assignment of the chiral superfields of our model; the scalar superfields corresponding to SU(3), SU(2),
U(1)y and U(1)p are, respectively, Ga(x,ﬁ,é) (with a=1,2...,8), Wi(az,H,é) (with i:1,2,3),f/(3:,9,§)
and B (2,0,0) and they fall in the usual adjoint representations of the gauge group factors.

We have denoted the charges by Q x, where X denotes the hypercharge (Y), the charged W+
bosons (W), the non abelian gluons (G) and the anomalous gauge boson (B). At the same time we
denote with Bx the charges of the X superfield respect to the anomalous U(1). Unlike the NMSSM

and the nMSSM, W does not contain linear and cubic terms in S in order to preserve the gauge



Superfields || SU(3) | SU(2) | U(1)y | U(1)p
b(z,0,0) 1 1 0 ——
S(x,0,0) 1 1 0 Bg
L(x,0,0) 1 2 -1/2 | Byg
R(z,0,0) 1 1 1 Br
Q(x,0,0) 3 2 1/6 Bg
Ur(z,0,0) 3 1 -2/3 | Bu,
Dg(x,0,0) 3 1 +1/3 | Bp,
ﬁl(x,e,é) 1 2 —1/2 BH1
Hy(x,0,0) 1 2 1/2 | Bug,

Table 1: Charge assignment of the model; boldface numbers indicate the dimensions of the corre-

sponding representations.

invariance in the presence of a non vanishing Bg charge. This requirement is strictly necessary if the
extra scalar S is only a SM singlet. Gauge invariance gives the conditions

By, +Bg,+Bs = 0

By, +Br+Br = 0

By, +Bg+Bp, = 0

By, +Bg+ By, = 0, (2)

which will be used below. It is not hard to show that the possibility of declaring S to be a singlet
under the entire gauge group (Bs = 0) SU(3) x SU(2) x G leaves an extra gauge boson massless
beside the photon, after EWSB and as such it is not acceptable.

4.1 Anomaly cancellation: defining the model

We start by identifying the anomalous contributions of the model, whose gauge structure is of the
form SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1)y x U(1)g.

The anomalous trilinear gauge interactions are all the ones involving the extra anomalous U(1)p,
namely {U(1)5,U(1),U(1)s}, {U1)5, U(L)y,U(L)y }, {U(M)5,U(1)5,U(L)y },{U(1)5, SU(2),SU(2)},
{U(1)p,SU(3),SU(3)}. In terms of the charges we can write each sector as follows

Appp =Y Q%
f

Apyy = Z QB Q?f,y
f

Appy = Z va,B Qry
f
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-ABWW = ZQLBTI‘ [TiTj]
f
Apcc = Z Qs pTr [T“Tb] , (3)
f

where T® are the generators of SU(3) and 7° the Pauli matrices. Compared to the analysis of [10],
here we have anomalous trilinear interactions also in the sector involving the SU(3) mixed anomaly
due to the non vanishing charge Bg. Using the constraints coming from the Yukawa couplings and

the conditions of gauge invariance, the expressions of the anomalies take the form

Appp = 3(6B} + 3B}, + 3B} )+ (6B +3B}%) + (2B, + 2B}, + B?)
= —3B}, — 3(3B + 18Bg — TBs)B};, — 3(3B] + (18Bg — 7Bs)Bs) B,
+3B} + Bs(27B3 — 27BsBg + 8B%)
Apyy = 3(6BoY§ +3Bu,Ys, +3Bp,YR,) + (6BLY] + 3BrY})

+(2Bp, + 2Bu,)Y3,
1
2

Appy = 3(6BjYq+3Bf, Yu, +3Bp. Yp,) + (6BYL + 3BRYrR)
+(2B%, — 2BE,) Y,

= 2By, (3BL + 9Bg — 5Bg) + (123@ — 5Bg)Bgs

(—3By, — 9B + 7Bs)

1
Apww = 5(18BQ + 6B, + 2By, +2Bp,) = 3Br + 9Bg — Bgs
1 3
Apca = 5(63@ + 3By, +3Bp,) = 535, (4)

where Yg, Yy, are the hypercharges of the left-handed doublets of the quarks and leptons respectively,
while Y77, Yp,,, YR are the hypercharges of the U R, ﬁR, R superfields which correspond to the hyper-
charges of the right-handed quarks and leptons, with the opposite sign.

In the absence of a specific charge assignment coming from a string (or other) construction, these
equations can be interpreted as defining conditions of a specific model. The role of string theory or of
any other construction is to fix the charges, but for the rest the basic structure remains determined

by the approach outlined below, and as such is truly general.

5 The Stiickelberg multiplet

In supersymmetric models the cancellation of the anomaly using the Wess-Zumino (WZ) counterterm
can be obtained by the introduction of a Stiickelberg supermultiplet, associated with the extra U(1).
The multiplet contributes to the supersymmetric version of the Stiickelberg mechanism [14] and in

the WZ interaction that describes the coupling of the supermultiplet to the gauge supermultiplet. We



recall that in anomaly-free theories the Stiickelberg mechanism has the feature of contributing to the
mass of the anomalous gauge boson, eventually also in combination with the Higgs sector [25] [26].
This construction holds both in the non-supersymmetric and in the supersymmetric case.

Obviously, the presence of a mixing between the Higgs and Stiickelberg components in the potential
of more generic models in an anomaly-free theory, produces a new CP-odd component in the scalar
sector, but deprived of axion-like couplings. On the contrary, these couplings appear in the case in
which the two mechanisms (the Higgs and the Stiickelberg) involve an anomalous U(1), due to the
presence of Wess-Zumino terms, for specific superpotentials. These interactions are induced in the
effective action by the mechanism of anomaly cancellation.

The Lagrangean describing the Stiickelberg supermultiplet is given by [14]
. .72
Lo = / 440 [2M8tB +b+ bl (5)

where B is the abelian scalar superfield associated to the extra U(1)p, b is a left-chiral superfield and
My is the Stiickelberg mass.

The former Lagrangean is invariant under the following gauge transformations
B = B+i(A-A)
b — b’ —i2MgA (6)

where A is a generic left-chiral superfield. Introducing the component fields expansion we obtain

B = —00"0B, +i000As — 000\ + $0000Ds (7)
- . s N 1
b = be+iV20, — i00"60,b + ~-0665"0,apr, — £66660b + 66 F, 8)

where B, is the Stiickelberg field, AB, A\p are respectively the left- and right-handed Stiickelberg
gauginos, Dp is the corresponding D-term for the gauge supermultiplet of B), , b is a complex scalar
field, vy, is the supersymmetric axion (axino) and Fy, is the F-term of b.

After the integration over the Grassman variables the Lagrangean density is given by

Ly = 2(0, Im b+ MyB,)? + ithpo"9,0p + ipd" 0y + 2R, Fy + 4My, Re b Dp
—2V2My (YpAp + h.c.), (9)

where the auxiliary fields F}, and Dp will be defined in the next sections.

5.1 The axion Lagrangean

The axion Lagrangean contains the Stiickelberg gauge-invariant terms introduced above and the Wess-

Zumino interactions for the anomaly cancellation and it is given by

1 I A 1 1 .1 «
£am’on = Z /d49(b + bT + 2MstB)2 - 5 /d40 { |:§bG Tr(gg)b + §bW TI‘(WW)b
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oy bWY WY 4 bpbWBW B ¢ by bW Y whe| 5(62) 4 h.c.} ,
(10)

where we have denoted with G the field-strength of SU(3)., with W the supersymmetric field-strength
of SU(2), with WY and with W ¥ the supersymmetric field-strength of U(1)y and U(1) 5 respectively.
The factors in front of the WZ counterterms (bx) are determined by the standard conditions of
anomaly cancellation. The Lagrangean, in our case, contains extra WZ counterterms respect to [10],
in particular we need to impose the cancellation of the mixed B — SU(3) — SU(3) anomaly, which
is now non-vanishing due to the charges of the two higgsinos in the model, which are not opposite.
In the MSSM this cancellation is identical, due to the specific color charges of the fermions in each
generation. This implies that in our case the effective action contains both a bGG interaction of the
axion with the gluons and a vertex involving the corresponding gauginos (gluinos).

Expanding the L,zi0n in the component fields we obtain

1 o i -d 1 M
Lazion = 5 (0uImb+ MBy)” + 200" Ouhn + pe" Ot + §Fng - (Vb5 + h.c.)
L b 97 G G T — by PO W Tmb — Sby 07 FY FY Ty
_1_6 G € L pgm _1_6 W € v pgm _Z Yy € Y pom

1 1
— B E L FpTmb — by ey, FygTm b

1 1 - ; . 1 1 .
+wa[11m b)\WiO"uDu/\Wi — ﬁ?ﬁb/\widuﬁywllw + ZFb/\Wi/\Wi + ﬁ?ﬁb/\wil)l + h.c]
1 1 - ) 1 1
+ZbG[ZImb )\gaO'uDu)\ga — mwb )\gaO'Ma'VGZV + ZFb )\ga )\ga + ﬁwb )\gaDa + hC]
_ ; 1 1
—I—by[Im b/\yduDu/\y - iiﬂ)b/\yauﬁuf‘_g; + §Fb/\y/\y + E¢b/\yDy + h.c.]
_ ; 1 1
+bp[ImbAgot Dy Ap — ;ﬁwaBa“é”Fﬁ +5FbAAs + ﬁzpbABDB + heel
- 1 1 ]
—l—byB[(Im b)\yauau)\g + §Fb)\y)\3 + ﬁwb)‘YDB — 2—\2/5)\3/0'”5'”}7}5/1/%)
Y & B) + hel, (11)

with the F' and D terms given by

F, = —(bG/_\gaS\ga + bW/_\Wi/_\Wi + byS\yj\y + bB)\_BS\B + bYB/_\y/_\B),
Dp = —[—2955(BLj4TE + BRETR + BQ@TQ + BU[}}T{ﬁR + BDD;%DR
1
+B, H{Hy + Bu, H}Hy + BsS'S) + 2w (bpAp + by phy)),
_ 9y (Ft§ pt D 1~T~ 4~T~ 2~T~ T i
Dy =—|—+(L'L-2R'R — - -Uy,Up — =D,D H/H{ — H H.
Y [2\/5( 3QQ+3RR 3RR+11 22)
1
+§7;Z)b(bY/\Y + by BAB)]



, 1 y a . , b
D' = —5[92(LT7”L +QirQ + HITZHI + H;TZH2) + %1%)\14/1']

1 ~ -~ ~ - - b
D* = —Z[g5(Q'T"Q + URT“Ur + DRT*Dr) + %waga], (12)
in which we have terms coming both from Lgz;0, and from the USSM Lagrangean that can be found

in the appendix.

5.2 The kinetic mixing

In these type of supersymmetric models the extra U(1)p sector can mix with U(1)y in different ways.
In particular, in the context of USSM — A, the kinetic mixing is treated as in the NMSSM with the
inclusion of an anomalous U(1)p symmetry and the extra singlet S is charged under B.

The lagrangean for the gauge fields is modified by introducing a mixing term B — Y proportional

to a small parameter sina

1 _
Lizing = ~2 /d49 2sina WYWE 52(6) + h.c. (13)
where sin a represents the mixing between the two abelian structures U(1)y and U(1)p. In the same
way, the gauge mass terms lagrangean in the presence of kinetic mixing is modified by the inclusion

of a term proportional to the mass parameter My g as follows
1 _
LeMTmiz = 3 /d49 [My pWYWE + h.c] 6(0,0). (14)

Furthermore, the USSM — A is affected by another source of kinetic mixing coming from the mixed
counterterm proportional to by g in the expression of L,zi0n. Expanding this expression in component
fields we observe that the multiplet b contains the complex scalar field b whose real part can be
Reb # 0 and it generates a kinetic mixing proportional to o< by g Reb gy gp, where the coefficient by g
fixed by the anomaly cancellation procedure, goes like the inverse of the Stiickelberg mass and can be
neglected in this first analysis (see Ref. [10]). In our formulation we assume sina = 0 for simplicity
and we will give a more detailed analysis of the kinetic mixing in the context of the USSM-A in a

forthcoming paper [27].

5.3 The Fayet-Iliopoulos terms

To be as more general as possible, in theories with U(1)s gauge superfields we should add to the

lagrangean the following Fayet-Iliopoulos (FI) term

Lrr =& Dy +&Dp. (15)

which is allowed by symmetry reasons. Here &y, &p are two coefficients, while Dy and Dp are the

D-terms corresponding to the U(1)y and U(1)p symmetry respectively. In our analysis we omit these
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contributions even if a quadratically divergent FI always appears in a field theory at one loop [28§].
The reason resides in the fact that, in the low-energy lagrangean there should be a counterterm, which
compensates precisely both the divergent and the finite part of the one loop contributions (see Ref.
[10]). We are also omitting the terms responsible for the cancellation of gravitational anomalies. A

more comprehensive description will be given in [27].

Some of the notations used in our analysis are recalled in the appendix, here we just mention that
the scalars of the model are denoted, as usual, by a tilde ( 7). It is convenient to combine the axion
sector and the F' and D terms extracted from the other sectors of the total Lagrangean of the model.

This combination is in general defined to be the auxiliary Lagrangean, or L., which is given by
Lowe = —y2HIH\RR' —y2HIHyURU} — y3HIH\ DD}, — |\H, - Ho|?
—|\SPP(HIH, + HIH)) — 2D, DRQTQ — y2 LI LRRT
~y2URUEQ'Q — My (SQUHITY, + hec.) = Aya (SQHa DYy + hc)
AYe (SZTHQRT + h.c.) — YdYu (UEH;Hlf)R + h.c.> — Yeld (DI%QNTZ}R + h.c.>
+(baAge Age + bw Ay Ay + by Ay Ay + bpAsAp + by BAy Ap)[?

1 tpa A 7 ar7 » a7 b
—5[93(QTT Q + U} T°Ug + D,T*Dp) + %zﬁbAgaP
1 e e . . b
—5[92@*7% + Q' Q + Hi7'H, + Hir'H,) + %WWP
9 _(ii okt h— 1010+ it — 2PLE i i
X (LD -2 — - il — D' Dp+HIH, —HIH
1 2 _ 9B Fi7 Bt 7 At 3 =t
+§¢b(by/\y + bypAB)]” — [ﬁ(BLL L+ BrR'R+ BoQ'Q + ByURrUg

Sy~ 1
—I—BDDEDR + By, H{H, + By, HiHy + BsS'S) + §¢b(bB/\B + by pAy)]?

1
+§[¢b1/zb(b2c)\ga)\ga + by A + (B3 + 05 5) Ay Ay
"‘sz)\B)\B + (by + bB)bYB)\Y)\B + bBbYB)\B)\Y) + h.c.] (16)

where the expressions of the D terms are now determined by Eq. (I2I).

6 Goldstones of the potential and of the massive gauge bosons

The identification of the goldstone modes of the model requires a combined analysis of the potential
and of the bilinear mixing terms Z;0Gyz, for all the broken (massive) gauge bosons. Naturally, the
expansion near the vacuum is consistent if the stability conditions of the potential near the expansion
point are satisfied. The neutral goldstone modes corresponding to the physical neutral gauge bosons

after the breaking are part of the CP-odd sector together with other physical components, spanning
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together the entire CP-odd space. In general, in this sector, the potential contains a set of “flat
directions”, which appear as goldstone modes of the matrix of its second derivatives. These goldstone
modes do not necessarily coincide with the goldstone modes (G z/) identified from the bilinear mixings.
This turns out to be the case if the Stiickelberg decouples from the scalar potential while it gives mass
to one of the anomalous gauge bosons. To clarify this point it is convenient to move back to the
non-supersymmetric case.

The allowed structure of the potential involves b-independent (V) and b- dependent (V') terms,

just on the basis of the symmetries of the Lagrangean, given by

V=3 (MgH;Ha + AM(H;HaF) — 2o (H HY) (HHy) + 2N, | HE o H1 |2, (17)
a=1,2

and
. b . b\ 2
V- )\OHnge—zZI(qé—q{)M—fl Y <H;H1€_ZZI(q£_q{)FII>
i I_ Iybr i I_ Iybr
o (HH ) e 2 (B ) H e S TN e (18

respectively, where the sum over I is a sum over the Stiickelberg axions of the (several) anomalous
U(1)’s. In the supersymmetric case this second contribution is, in general, not allowed, although it
might appear after supersymmetry breaking. This second term or “phase-dependent term” is directly
responsible for Higgs-axion mixing and for producing a massive axion. The interesting point is that
in the supersymmetric case (with b a real field), even if V' is not allowed, we may still, under some
particular conditions, end up with a physical axion in the spectrum, as we are now going to elaborate.
As we have mentioned, the identification of the goldstones of the theory is necessarily done using
the kinetic term of the scalars, including the Stiickelberg, which in this case takes the form
D Hi[* + |DyHa|? + %(@b + My B,)*. (19)
The expansion of this equation near the stable vacuum gives the usual bilinear mixings characterizing
the derivative couplings of the physical massive gauge bosons to the corresponding goldstones; rather

straightforwardly one obtains the combination
MZZ“GMGZ + MZ/Z’“Z?MGZ/ + ... (20)

with Gz and Gz being the true goldstone modes of the theory. Notice, if not obvious, that while
Gz is just expressed as a linear combination of the two CP-odd components of the Higgs, G4/ on the
other hand takes a contribution also from b, due to the Stiickelberg mass term. Therefore, one of the
special features of the combination of the Higgs and Stiickelberg mechanisms is that in some cases the
potential of the model - V' is an example of this situation, since it does not not include a b field - is

not sufficient to identify all the goldstone modes. Clearly, if both V and V' are present, then Gz and
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Gz can be extracted from the total potential and coincide with the goldstone modes extracted from
the bilinear mixings of (I9) and (20). In this case the physical axion turns out to be massive. We
recall that the quadratic part of the CP-odd potential takes the general form

ImH?Y
Vep—oda = (ImH{,ImH3,b)N | ImHY (21)
b

for a suitable N matrix whose explicit expression is important but not necessary for our dicussion. In
the case of the MSSM the structure of the potential coincides with that of V' and one identifies only
one physical CP-odd Higgs (called A° in the MSSM) which will not have an axion-like coupling, as
can be verified by also a simple counting of the degrees of freedom before and after EWSB. In this

case the orthogonal transformation that diagonalizes the CP-odd scalar sector takes the form

(i) = (&) &

and involves the physical (massive) CP-odd Higgs A” and a golstone mode G°. The above discussion
goes through in a similar way also for the anomalous U(1) extension of the MSSM discussed in [10].
For the case of a potential such as Vop_oqq = V + V’ instead, there is indeed a mixing between the

components of the Higgs and b and the diagonalization of the quadratic part of the potential gives

ImHY X
ImHY | = 03 | GY (23)
b GY

with O3 being an orthogonal matrix. We have denoted the physical field by x and the NG-bosons
by G%z. In this case it is rather obvious that x acquires an axion-like coupling, inherited from b. In
other words b has an expansion in terms of x, GY and GY or, equivalently, in terms of x, Gz and Gz,
where Gz and Gz are identified by Eq. (20). The decomposition is clearly gauge dependent. One
important comment concerns the nature of the bFF interactions in this case.

In the unitary gauge the only axion-like couplings left involve the physical component of b, denoted
by x, called “the axi-Higgs”, which gives typical yFF interactions. As we have mentioned above, in
the absence of V', b decouples from the rest of the Higgs sector in N. In this case in the unitary gauge
all the anomalous couplings can be removed, and the theory goes back again to its original anomalous
form, with the old Lagrangean now replaced by an ordinary massive (and possibly anomalous) Yang-
Mills theory. It is rather obvious that the truly new element in these types of actions shows up when
a physical axion-like particle is induced in the spectrum. In the absence of this, the bFF has dubious
meaning, since this term does not cancel the anomaly, as emphasized by Preskill long ago [29]. Rather,
it allows a better power-counting of the modified (anomalous) action. A justification of this point of
view comes from the fact that an anomalous (and massive) Yang-Mills theory can be given a typical

Stiickelberg form and a bEFF interaction by a field-enlarging transformation [30].
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For this reason the only satisfactory potentials are those that either allow b to be part of the scalar
sector (such as for V + V') or, alternatively, when they allow, under certain conditions that we are
going to discuss next, a mixing between the CP-odd Higgs components and the Stiickelberg.

With these motivations in mind, we move to the case of the new superpotential.

7 Scalar mass terms, the scalar potential and the mass of the gauge

bosons

Let’s now move to a discussion of the other sectors of the theory, starting from the scalar one. The

Lagrangean for the scalar mass terms is given by

Csur = —MELL—m3RTR — M3GIQ — md, ULUg — md, DiDp — m2H]H,
—m3HIHy — m%5TS — (axSH, - Hy + h.c.) — (aeH, - LR+ h.c.)
—(agH; - QDR + h.c.) — (ayHy - QUg + h.c.), (24)

where My, Mg, mg, myy,, Mpy, M1, M2, mg are the mass parameters for the explicit supersymmetry
breaking, while a., ay, a,, ag are coefficients with mass dimension one.
The computation of the Lagrangean containing the soft-breaking terms Lagrangean is, as usual,

split into the scalar and gaugino mass terms

1 o
Lsoft = Lsyr + Loyt + §Mb (Vb + Vbtn) , (25)

where My, is a mass parameter for the axino v,. The gaugino mass terms given by

1 S 1 -
£GMT = _§MG (Aga)\ga + )\gaAga) — §Mw ()\W’L)\W’L + szsz)

1 - 1 - -
—5My (A Ay + AvAy) — 5 Mz (ABAB + ABAB) | (26)

where Aga, /_\ga are respectively the left- and right-handed gauginos of the SU(3) sector, Ay, Ay are
the left- and right-handed gauginos of the SU(2) sector and Ay, Ay are the chiral gauginos of U(1)y.
The Mg, My, My, Mp mass terms are the SUSY breaking parameters for SU(3), SU2)w, U(1)y
and U(1)p respectively. Once we have imposed the equations of motion for the F-terms the on-shell

Lagrangean is given by
Lowe-r = —y2HIH\RRT —y2HIHURUL — y3HIH DR DY, — |NH - Hy|?
INSP(HLHy + HHY) — 3D} DROIQ — 2 LT LRRT
~2URUEQ'Q — Ny (SQUHI T}, + hec.) = Ay (SQTHL DY + hc)
AlYe <SETH2RT + h.c.) — YalYu <ﬁ}TzH§H1DR + h.c.) — YelYd (DE@TZNLR + h.c.) ,
(27)
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where the coefficients ye, ¥, yq come from the Yukawa couplings of the superpotential, while the D

terms are
92 ~ .~ ~ .~ . . g2 ~ ~ ~ -‘— ~ ~ -I» ~
Low-p = —Z(LITL+Q'7'Q+ H{r'Hy + Hir'Hy)® — 2 (Q'T°Q + Ur T*Ur + Dr' T D)’

B 717 opth_ Lata . diti. _ 2AtF : For 2

~5 (L'L—2R"R — 2Q'Q + JURUR — S DD + H{Hy — H}Hy)
9B p 717 51 7 St 5 S 5t

—"J(BLLIL + BrRIR + BoQ'Q + ByULUR + BpD},Dg

+Bp, H{H, + By, H Hy + BsS'S)?, (28)

where By, Br are the charges of the leptons chiral superfields, By, By, Bp are the charges of the left
and right chiral superfields of the quark sector and Bpy,, Bp,, Bs are the charges of the two Higgs

doublet and of the extra singlet respectively.

7.1 The scalar potential

The study of EWSB in the case of these models proceeds similarly to the USSM [20].

The scalar potential is given by

1
Vo= My Ho + ASP(H + [Haf) + 565 + 98 (H{ Hy — HiH)?
2 2
+g§B(BH1HIH1 + BHQH;LHQ + BssTS)2 + %‘HIHQF + m%]H1\2 + m%’H2’2
+m2S]S]2 + (axSH; - Hy + h.c.). (29)

We introduce the following basis

1 ReHY + i ImH? 1 [ ReH +ilImH, 1
H = — [ errtrimiEy LR 20“, W) S = —(ReS +i ImS),
V2 \ ReHj +i ImH; V2 \ ReHY+i ImH) 2

Sl

(30)

where in correspondence of the minimum value of the potential we use the following parametrization
for the Higgs fields

_ Ll (m _ (0 _

As usual, we require the existence of a stable vacuum imposing the conditions

1 1 1
mivy + 5/\21)1(21% +vE) + anwg - gvl(vg —vd)g?
1 2 2 2y _
+298BH,v1(Ba,v; + B, vi + Bsvg) =0, (32)

8
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1 1 1
m%vg + 5/\21)2(21% + U%) + —a)vivg + —vg(vg — v%)g2

V2 8
L 2 By va(Bryo? + B, v? + Bgv?) = 0 33
3B m,v2(Bm,v3 + By vy + Bsvg) =0, (33)
1 1 1
Ea,\vlvg + m2ug + 5)\21)5212 + §g2BBs’U5(BH2’U% + By, v? + Bsv?) =0, (34)

where again a) is a mass parameter of the model.

7.2 Mass of the gauge bosons
The Lagrangean that describes the contributions to the mass of the gauge bosons is given by

1
L£q = Dy + [DuHaf* + [DuSP? + 5 (OuIm b+ My By)” (35)

and involves, beside the two higgses, the SM bosonic singlet of 3, the bosonic component of the
Stiickelberg axion, b, and the Stiickelberg mass M. Collecting the quadratic terms we obtain the

contributions to the gauge boson masses which are given by

2 2
Lan = 208+ )W W, + 2 (0F + R)WHWE - L 0F + o) wira)
+g;2/( 2 2\ AYHAY L 9298 p 2 po oovpdpe  9Y9B g 2 po o4V pu
=3\ +v3) u 1 (Bmyvi — Br,v3)W,; B" — 1 (Bmyvi — Bu,v3) A,
2
1
+%B(Bﬁhv% + Bh,v8 + Bd) BB + 5 M3BV B, (36)

Using the interaction basis of the gauge field components (Wi’ , Az, B,,) we obtain the corresponding

mass matrix, which is given by

L2 —820v,)2 Lrp
2 _ 92
Mgauge - _gzé]y U2 ?YU2 %JEB ) (37)
92 gy Npp | M3
s LB 3 LB s T2
where
2 2 2/ p2 2 2 9 2 2 2 2, 9
rp = gp(viBm, —v3Bm,), Npp = gp(Bm,vi + Bp,vs + Bgvg), v° =] +v3. (38)
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Performing the diagonalization we obtain the rotation matrix

gy,
g9

g2 (f1++/fi+42% g?)

92
g9

gy (f1++/fi+4z% g?)

grBV2

g\/2 [4_(]2123

susy

++ 1/ FT g
g2 (f1i—+/fi+4a%g?)

g\/Q {4g2

y (f1—+/Fi+4z% g?)

Sz rh Ty [40R s T

grpV?2

g\/Q {4_{]2123

+12— 1 /T g%

which acts on the interaction basis as

and where we have defined g = 4/ 932, + g3 and f; = 4M?2 —

A7 W3
Z | =044 A |,
VA B

20?2 + Npp.

g\/2{492x25+f127f1 Nz \/[ 492 5%+ 17— 1/ FE+Ag7 0% |

We obtain one null eigenvalue corresponding to the photon, while the masses of the physical Z

and Z’ are given by
Mz =

M%/ - 8

1
S <4M52t +9°v* + Npp — \/(4M82t — g?v® + NpB)? + 4923:23)

<4M +92U2+NBB+\/4M32t g?v?2 + Nppg)? + 4¢%x >

(41)

Compared to the non-supersymmetric case [§], the corrections to the masses of the gauge bosons

involve also vg, which is implicitly contained in Npp.

7.3 The charged and the CP-even sectors of the scalar potential

The description of the charged sector of the model is performed using the standard basis (Re H. 2+ ,ReH7).

We obtain the following mass matrix

1¢1.2 2\,2 1 )

3297 = M) + ax 5 L — M)uies + s
M? =

L 2 1/1.2

—3(9" — Mt 597 - Al +angE

(42)

The same mass matrix is obtained in the basis (—~ImH, ,ImH; ). We have one zero eigenvalue corre-

sponding to a charged Goldstone boson and a mass eigenvalue corresponding to the charged Higgs

2

mHi =

U] U 1, 1.5 Vg
— + —= - —=A — .
<U2 + U1> <4g V102 2 V102 +a,\\/§

17
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In the analysis of the CP-even sector we use the basis (ReHY, ReHY,ReS). We obtain the matrix

elements

1 VUs
M = —(3By + 2 +gd)vi—a
(M) 1 (95Bh, +9v + 93) v )\\/5211
2 2 2
g g5 +yg vg
(M2 )12 = (—f B, Bu, + X — %) v1vg + D75

2
U
(M2, )13 = GA72§ + <%BH135 + >\2> v1vg

1 VU
2 _ 2 12 2 2) .2 2US
(Mey)2e = 1 (96BH, + gy + 95) v3 — ax V201
2 v1 9129 2
(Mev)23 = a)\ﬁ + ZBHQBS + A% ) vavg
V1V 1
(M2)33 = —ax \/151123 + 1 % B

with the other terms obtained by symmetry (Mis = Moy, etc.). The matrix has in general three
massive eigenvalues corresponding to the three neutral Higgs particles (HY, HS, HY)).

7.4 The Neutral CP-odd sector and the axion

The key sector that is responsible for the presence of a physical axion is the CP-odd one. Choosing
the basis given by the components (ImS, ImH ? , ImHg ), our superpotential with an extra singlet gives

the mixing matrix

v1v2
ay vg V2 U1
2 V2V
Modd = _\/5 V9 _ils vs (44)
vy uvs

v2

Diagonalizing this mass matrix we can identify the orthogonal transformation O from the interaction

to the mass eigenstates which is given by

ImS GY
mH? [ =0""| G |. (45)
ImHY HY

A simple analysis gives two null eigenvalues, corresponding to two neutral goldstone bosons, and one

physical state, which is identified with a massive neutral Higgs boson

9 ay (vive2 VUS| USV2
== . 46
mHg \/5 ( vs + s + o1 > ( )
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From the diagonalization procedure we obtain

_ Vs _ vs V1v2
VEtes  ugtel uiuiteog
odd __ 0 U1 V2VUs 4
o™ = VArd e (47
V2 0 V1Vs

Vvivi+ov2ed
and the states are given by

volm HS —vgIm S

GY = [2 .2
vy + Vg
a0 _ v1Im HY — vgIm S
2 — )
\/v% 4—1}?9
Hff _ v1velm S + Us’UgIHlHIO + v1vglm H20 (48)

b
\/vivd + v%vz

where G{ and GY are two Goldstone modes, while HY is the physical Higgs.
Having identified the goldstones of the potential in the CP-odd sector, the parallel identification
of the goldstones of the massive gauge bosons after EWSB is performed by an analysis of the bilinear

mixings. In fact, from the Lagrangean density we can extract the following derivative coupling terms
1 30 1 Y an 1 "
Lpc = 592Wu8 Gy — §gyA“8 Gy + §gBBH8 Gg (49)
where we have defined

Gy = (vIm HY — voIm HY)

2M
Gp = (B,viIm HY + Bp,volm HY + BgvsIm S) + p L Im b (50)
B
which can be rotated onto the basis (A}, Z,,, Z},) using the Oﬁwy matrix
W2 = Oy, A + Ofy , 2 + Oy 5 Z),
AY =03 AL+ 0342, + O 4 Z),
B, =03,A) + 03,2, + Opz Z), (51)
to obtain the expression for Lpc in terms of physical states
Lpc = MZZHO“GZ + MZ,ZZL8“GZ/. (52)

The two goldstone modes corresponding to the physical massive gauge bosons are given by

v
MzGz =—-A {ﬁ <f1 +4/ f? +492:E2B> — vlgBBHl} Im HY
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+A [2”72 (fl +1/ 2+ 492sz> + quBBHJ Im HY
B

+Bsgpvs AIm S + 2M Almb

(53)
MyGyr = A [% (\/fl2 + 4g2x% — f1> +UlgBBH1} Im HY
B
v

A [ﬁ (\/ fT+4g2xF — f1> - U2QBBH2} Im Hj

+Bgsgpvs A'Im S + 2My A'Tmb (54)
where we have defined the following coefficients
1

A= _ # A = — 4+ # (55)

1
3 2 2,2 8 2 9.2
8/ fi +4g°ry 8/ fT +4g°2%

It is simple to observe that Gz and Gz are orthonormal. At this point, a simple counting of the
physical degrees of freedom before and after EWSB can give us a hint on the properties of this model.

Before EWSB we have ten degrees of freedom: two for A}:, two for Wg’ , three for B,,, two for the
Higgs fields ImHY and ImHY and one for the singlet Im S. After the breaking, we are left with two
polarization states for the physical photon, three degrees of freedom for the Z and the Z’ respectively,
one neutral Higgs state HJ and one physical state which we are going to identify as the axi-Higgs.
Therefore we can build this new physical state requiring its orthogonality with respect to the basis
{Hg, Gz, G Z/} where HY, identified as the physical direction of the potential, clearly belongs to the

CP-odd sector. We start from the following linear combination
x = biIm H? 4 boIm HY + b3Im S + byIm b (56)
and we determine the coefficients by, ..., bs by the following constraints

Y1 = byvive + bavivg + bivgvg = 0,
Yy = 4by My g + 2bsBsvsgpap — bivi(fi — 2Bm,gpap + 1/ [1 + 49%2%)

+bov2(f1 + 2BH,987B + 4/ fi+4g%2%) =0

Y3 = 4byMsiwp + 2b3Bsvsgpap + bova(fi + 2B, 9pTE — 1/ [+ 4g%x%)

+b1v1(—f1 + 2Bu,gprp + 1/ [T + 49%2%) = 0, (57)

which give

2M vw%

by = by
95Bs (viv3 + v?v%)
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My, ’U%Ug
4g9pBs (viv: + v2v})

My v2vg
4g9pBs (v¥v3 + v2v})’

by = by

b3 = —by

where the coefficient b4 is constrained by the normalization of the eigenstates. The physical axion will

be given by
1
X = 5 [2Mavrod InHY + 2Myvivs InHY — 2Mv*vs Im S + By g (v*05 + vivd)Im b
X
Ny = \JAMZ02(020% + v303) + Bl (v?0} + viu3)? (58)

where the new identified state has a nonvanishing projection over the Stiickelberg field. Re-expressing
Imb in terms of x and the goldstone modes of the massive gauge bosons, we discover that the axion-
like interactions (Wess-Zumino terms) mediated by the Stiickelberg field can be rotated over x, giving
trilinear vertices of the form xFr A Fy, where I and J denote the physical gauge bosons.

The rotation matrix O,y that rotates the physical components and the goldstones in the CP-odd

sector takes the form

HY Im HY
G Im HY
Zl=05 | L2 (59)
G, Im S
X Im b

where all the entries are defined in Appendix B.

7.4.1 The Bg =0 case: no physical axions

In the case Bg = 0, corresponding to a singlet of the entire gauge symmetry, we can proceed in
the same way, obtaining, however, a different result compared to the previous case. In this case the
general structure of the scalar potential can be modified by introducing linear or cubic terms in S,
corresponding to the same structure of the nMSSM or of the NMSSM, with an additional U(1)p

symmetry. Adding a linear term we obtain

m? 1
Vo= [Ny Hy o+ =B WSP(H + ) + 2 (63 + 67 )(H]Hy — HYH)®

2 2
+2 By, (H{Hy — HyHo)? + 2 [H[Ho + 3| H[* 4+ m3| o

+m%|S|? + (axSHy - Hy +tgS + h.c.), (60)

2At this stage we do not consider a cubic term in S in order to avoid the problem related to the formation of
cosmological domain walls (see [22], [31], [32]), though even in this case one has two Higgs bosons and one Goldstone
mode in the CP-odd sector.
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where we have introduced the mass parameter m3,/\ - which is the coefficient of S in the nMSSM
superpotential - and tg , which is the coefficient of S in the soft breaking Lagrangean and has mass
dimension three. Notice that we have used the condition By, = —Bp,. In this case, in the basis
{Im S, Im HY, Tm HY}, the CP-odd mass matrix is given by

V2 g, viva a2 gL
, tS Vs a V2ug a V2 a)‘\/i
— v2 v2 2 vs 2 vs
MGaa = —ax 3 —=(miy + CLA%) My T axg (61)
v1 2 vs v1 2 vs
W —mig —axgs  —p(mip +aags)

This sector provides two physical Higgs states and one goldstone mode of the form@

1

0 _

(v1Im HY — volm HY) . (62)
v? +v3

The other goldstone mode is obtained from the derivative coupling of the Stiickelberg term (B*9,Imb).
Thus, from the derivative couplings, once we have performed a rotation on the physical basis, we
obtain the two orthogonal Goldstone modes Gz, Gz corresponding to the Z and the Z’ bosons, which

are a linear combination of Im b and of the Goldstone mode obtained from the CP-odd sector,
Gz = a1G° 1 r9gas + aalm b, Gy = GO 1 regar + abImb, (63)

where the coefficients o ..., a4 are not given in an explicit form for simplicity.

In this case the number of degrees of freedom before the symmetry breaking is again equal to ten.
In fact we have two for W3, three for B, two for Y and finally Im HY, Im HS and Im b. After EWSB we
are left with three degrees of freedom for the Z, three for the Z’, two for the photon and two neutral

higgs states, which are physical. Therefore we do not have Higgs-axion mixing.

8 The sfermion sector

Coming to the scalar fermion sector (sfermions), the Lagrangean in terms of component fields is given
by

LMESM - = Ny [STH]LR + SLYH, R — AyalSTHIQDR + SQTH,DY)
~AyulSTHQUR + SQVH\U}) — y2|[H{Hy(L'L + R'R) — HIL(H[L)T]
—y3[H{H\(QTQ + D}, D) — H{Q(H]Q)T]

—y2[HIHy(Q1Q + U}Ur) — HIQ(H]Q)') — MPLTL — m%RIR
~MEO'G — m2, ULk —m3, DhDp — (a.Hy - LR+ h.c.)
—(agHy - QDR + h.c.) — (ayHy - QUi + h.c.)

3The same goldstone mode can be obtained from the NMSSM scalar potential [33].
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2 ~ .o~ ~ .~ . .
~ LD+ QY Q4 HIT Hy + HYT Ha)?
gg ATa A = Trmars = Fra s \2
_?(Q TQ+Ur T*Ur + Dr T*Dg)
2 .- e lars Adena 2y -
~B (L - 2RI R~ 5Q'Q + SURUR — SD}Dp + H]Hy — HJHy)”.
(64)

In the presence of an extra U(1) 5 an additional piece coming from the D-terms must be added to the

sfermion Lagrangean and it is given by

2
UL =y = 15 ~1 = ~t = =4 =
Vs —%B(BLLTLJr BrR'R + BoQ'Q + ByUUs + BpD},Dg

sfer

+By, H|H, + By, H}H, + BsS'S)?. (65)
After spontaneous symmetry breaking we get

1 Sox ogp =~ 1 ~9 = ~on ~ 1 ~17 ~ 147
£??er = —§>\ VSYeV2 [LQR + LzTRT] — 5/\ VSYV2 [Q2DR + QzTDIz] — 5/\ V§Yu 1 [QIUR + Q”U}E]
1 ~or = ~y - 1 <ot ~ S~ 1 ~ 14 A~ e
—5ued[LTE + RTR) = Syl Q71 Q7 + DD — 5uind[Q1Q + URUR

~MZL'L — m%,RTR — M3QTQ — m}, ULUR —m3, DhDg
—(aev—;l?]? + h.c.) — (ad%@2DR + h.c.) + (auv—zélﬁR + h.c.)

V2 V2 V2
2
g ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
—S i =) (LTL = L1+ Q1Q! - Q1Q?)
2 Sy B N N Jaraps 2~y =
—%Y(v% ~B3)(I'L —2R'R ~ 5Q'Q + 3ULUR — 5Dk Dr)
2
—%B (Biyv? + Bu,v? + Bsv2) (BLL'L + BrRI R + BoQ'Q + ByULUx + BpD},Dp);
(66)
here and in what follows superscripts on L and Q specify the doublet components.
In the basis (L%, R), the entries of the mass matrix are given by
1 1 g2
(Mg g1 = yzgvf + M7 — 5(95 —g)(vf —v3) + gBBL(BHl’U% + B, vs + Bsvg),
1 v
(M2 g1z = (M2 )21 = 5Avsyevs + ae71§,
1 1 g2
(M2 p)o2 = 5930% +mp — 1932/(1)% — ) + gBBR(BHlv% + B, v3 + Bsvg). (67)

The former matrix can be diagonalized through a rotation defined by

(Mvsyevs + acV/201)
> .
m% — M? + (g3 — 393 ) (v} — v3) + 22(Br — BL)(Bp,v} + Bu,v3 + Bgv)
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The eigenvalues have very lengthy expressions and we will omit them for brevity. The three eigenstates

are given by

l~1 = COS HEQ RZ? + sin HEQ RRT
l~2 = —sinfj, Riz + cos O RRT
Iz = L (69)
The mass of L' is given by
1 g2
M3, = g(gg +97) (vf — ) + gBBL(BHlv% + Bp,v3 + Bsvg). (70)

Using the two basis (Qz, D}z) and (Ql, [7}2), the mass sector of the squarks can be written as
L kz—(QQTf))M~~(@2>—<Q1Tﬁ)M~~<Q1> (71)
squar R 02, Dr DI% R O Un U}T% 5
where the MQ27 Dr matrix is defined as
2

1 1 1
(Mg )11 = syavi + Mg — 592 + 50v) (0] —v3) + %BBQ(BM% + Bryv3 + Bsvg),

1 V1
(Mg p )12 = (Mg p, )21 = g UsYav2 + G 7
1 1 g
(Mgz p )22 = yavi + mb,, = 150y (v = v3) + "2 Bpy (B, vt + Buyvs + Bsvg),

while for the Mél,ffn, matrix we get

1 1 1 g2
(Man g )11 = 5¥avs + Mg + (93 = 307) (0] = v3) + 2 Bo(Br,vi + Buyv3 + Bsvg),

2 8 3
(Mga1 )12 = (Mpa 7.) —l)\v V1 —
O, 0p/12 = Q1.0r/21 = 5 SYul1 uﬁ
1 1 2
(Mgs )22 = 59203 +miy, + <64 (0 —03) + 2L Buy (Buyof + Buyv3 + Bsod).  (72)

The MQQ Dr matrix can be diagonalized using

Q1 = COSH@27DRQ2 +Sin6©27DRDE

Go = —sin 9Q2,DRQ2 + cos 9Q2,DRD1TQ’
where the 0(22 Dr angle is defined by

(Avsyqva + aqy/2v1)
2
m3, — M3+ (g3 — $9%) (v} — v3) + %2(Bpy, — Bg)(Bm,v} + Bm,v} + Bsv})

tan QHQQ’DR = - (73)
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Again, we omit the explicit expression of the eigenvalues since they are quite lengthy. The MQl o

matrix can be diagonalized by the following choice

g3 = cos@Ql’[]RQ —I—S,mﬁQlURUT
Gy = —sin9Q1’URQ +cos€Q170RU}T%,

where 9Q1,UR is defined by

tan 20 ~

(/\Usyu\/ivl - au\/i'u2)
Q\Ur =~ (74)

a .
mi — M3 — §(g3 — 39%)(v] — v3) + %(Bu,, — Bq)(Bu, v + Br,v3 + Bsv)

Using the parameter values specified in the numerical analysis of the neutralino sector, typical values

for sfermion masses are around a few TeV.

9 Wess-Zumino counterterms and Chern-Simons interactions

The cancellation of the gauge anomalies in these supersymmetric models are obtained by the introduc-
tion of axion counterterms. The supersymmetric form of the corresponding Lagrangean introduces,
beside the usual bosonic contributions of the form bF A F' additional interactions between the axion
and the gauginos and between the axino, the gauge fields and the corresponding gauginos. It is given
by

Lo = - / a0 { BbG Tr(GG)b + %bw TH(W Wb

oy WY WY 4 bgbWBW B 4 by sb WY Whe| 5(52) + h.c.} .
(75)

whose general e Expanding this expression in component fields using the WZ gauge we obtain
1 o
Lo=—= bG PG, GO, Tmb — —bW PTW W, Imb

1
——b EMVPUF;;F;; Imb — —bBe“”p"F/ff,Fpi Imb — Zbyge‘“’p"FZjFﬁ Imb

_ 1 1
+bg[Imb§()\ga0“DW\ga) by (Age0"3" Gl ) + §Fb§(xgaxga)

53"

1 1 _
R - o D% C. Z(\CsH ay
+5tn5 0 DG)+hc]+bW[Imb2(AaDMA) NG
1 1 1 1 - -
+2Fb (szsz) + ﬁwbi(szDl) + hC] + by[Imb AYO'MD”AY —

1 - 1

— I — D h.c. I “D - —
+2 bAY Ay + \/ET,Z)b/\Y y + h.c.] + bp[ImbAgc" D, \p W

1 1 - 1
+§Fb)\B)\B + ﬁwb)\B Dp + h.c.] + by g[(Imb Ayg“@u)\B + §Fb)\y)\B

i 1 —v 7
wbi ()\WiO'“O' W,ul/)

v ~v Y
2—\/§¢bAYUuUVFMV

¢bABU“0”FB
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i
+—=¢pAy Dp — TﬁAyaﬂaVFﬁwb) +(Y & B) + h.c),
(76)

where we have additional contributions for the cancellation of the U(1)pSU(3)SU(3) anomaly, which

are typical of this model and are not present in previous similar formulations [10].

9.1 The Chern-Simons Lagrangean

As we have mentioned above, the Chern-Simons Lagrangean describes the freedom to re-distribute
the anomaly in the trilinear gauge interactions of AVV and AAA type. In a bottom-up description
of these models this freedom is equivalently formulated in terms of external Ward identities on the
anomalous vertices. The corresponding Lagrangean is similar to the one given in [10], now with the

addition of the gluonic terms. It takes the form
Les = — / d4 {cl [(YDQB — BDY)W5 + h.c.]
—C [(YDO‘B — BDYYWY + h.c.]
Ty [wmg — BDW)W+ SWD B, W] + h]
— ey Tr [(GDO‘B — BDG)G, + %GD“BD2[DQG, Gl + h.c.] } (77)

where the coefficients ¢; ...cq4 will be determined by the generalized Ward identities of the model.

Expanding this expression in terms of component fields we get
Los = —ad™7B,Y,Fl + P’ B,Y, F), + c3e"? B, Tr <W1,Fpo — %W,,[Wp, Wo]>

+eqeP B, Tr (GVGPU - %G,, G, Go]> —¢1 (Apo*AAY — Ago*Ay B, + h.c.)

+c9 ()\yo'“;\yBu - )\yO'MS\BA}: + h.c)+cs3 Tr(/\WJ”)\;VBH — /\WJ”XBWM + h.c.)
+ ey Tr(\go" Ay By, — Ago" A5G, + h.c.). (78)

The role of the Lagrangean is to redistribute the anomaly among the three anomalous vertices when

the symmetry of the interaction is not enough to fix the partial contributions to the anomaly uniquely.

10 Generalized broken Ward identities

The anomaly cancellation mechanism for this supersymmetric model proceeds as in [8), 30} 34} 36, 37,
38], where a detailed description of some physical cases can be found. The resulting anomalies must
be cancelled in the abelian sector BBB, BY'Y,Y BB and in the non-abelian SU(2) and SU (3) sectors.
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If we start by using a parametrization of the one-loop trilinear gauge interactions with a symmetric
distribution of the AAA anomaly vertex (A444), in which we denote with —ks = ky + ko the incoming
momentum with the A index and with ki, ko the outgoing momenta, with indices pu and v respectively,
we can introduce generalized Ward identities in the momentum space as defining conditions on the
model. We obtain

14 1 Vo 14
kTB,AABBBAXAA(k‘ZS, k’l, k‘g) — ZbB et Bk‘l,ak‘g,g — meA%B = 0, (79)

for the BBB case, and analogous conditions in the other sectors. The expressions of A 44, Agp and
similar are given below; my denotes the mass of the fermion in the anomaly loop.

Other two Ward identities are obtained by a cyclic permutation of the momenta. Also, notice that
in this specific case we do not have Chern-Simons interactions in the defining condition. For a BY'Y

triangle we have

ks, [ABYYAQ*Q”A(kg, k1, ko) — coe™ (ky — k2)a} - iby e Pk akag — 2m AL, =0,

b [Anyy A (ka, b ko) = €22 (ky = ka)a | = 2m A =

o [Apyy YT (ks by kz) = 22 (ky = ka)a| — 2m A%, =0, (80)
where the tensor structure of the triangles is given below. For a Y BB triangle we have

ks \ {AYBBA;\KA(@, k1, ko) — 1™ (ky — kz)a} —2myAlpp =0,

ki [AYBBAXQVA(]% ki, ko) — c1 e (ky — k‘z)a] - 1bYB eMPhy oky 5 — 2mpAYp =0,

ko {AYBBA;\{X’A(kg, ke, ko) — &M (ky — kg)a] - ibyg NP hog Iy 5 — 2m AN =0,

(81)

where the coefficients c1, co are fixed by the BRST invariance under U(1)y. The explicit form of the

tensors AX‘: ", and Ay, in terms of Feynman integrals, are given by

1—x
i 1
ANV (my #0) / dil?/ dyA(mf {
2

my
+ ko - koy(y — 1) — xyky - ko

[klv/\ 12284 ]

my) —

3
A(my) —m3

+€[k27)\71u7 ] ﬁ - k:l . k1$(x - 1) + ﬂjykfl . k2

+elky, ko, A, V] (K x(x — 1) — zyks)
+elkr, ko2, N, pl(k5y(1 — y) + 2yk])} (82)

and

Aw T way /1 /Hd dy— (83)
BB 3n? R0 Lo Jo ! yA(mf)’
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where A(my) = [m7 + (y — 1)yk3 + (x — 1)akf — 2xyk: - ko] . For AP, and AY we obtain similar
expressions. The same relations can be reformulated in the mass eigenstate basis in terms of the
physical gauge bosons Z and Z’. The structure of the (generalized) Ward identity in this case is
shown in Fig. [l written in configuration space, where the first term corresponds to the anomaly, the
second is the axion counterterm projected out on the goldstone Gz, and the third diagram describes
the mass corrections due to the coupling of the goldstone to the massive fermion in the loop. In the

chiral limit, obviously, the third term is absent.

Yo y Y ou
d » Z G, A G
72\ — ZMZ** — ZMZ*** = 0
d
y
y y
a) b) c)

Figure 1: The generalized Ward identity for the Z~~ vertex in our anomalous model away from the chiral
limit. The analogous STI for the SM case consists of only diagrams a) and c).

The generalized Ward identities for the case U(1)p SU(2) SU(2) have similar expressions, while the
case U(1)p SU(3) SU(3) requires a further comment. As a matter of fact, in this case the higgsinos do
not circulate in the loop, but the BGG triangle exhibits an anomaly when Bg # 0, (see Eq.(d])). For
the same reason we do not have a BGG anomaly in the MLSOM [§] (Minimal Low Scale Orientifold
Model) case when the Higgs charges under U(1)p are equal.

11 Z decay into four fermions: Chern-Simons interactions

One interesting signature of trilinear anomalous vertices involving three anomalous gauge bosons can
be investigated in the decay process of the Z/Z’ into four fermions by the mediation of two extra
anomalous currents. This kind of process is phenomenologically relevant since it is sensitive to the
presence of (at least) two or more extra anomalous U(1). As a matter of fact, in the MLSOM
(non supersymmetric case) in the presence of an abelian symmetry given by G; = U(1)y x U(1)p
where B is anomalous, the off-shell effective vertex does not contain any Chern-Simons interaction
by construction. If we take, for instance, the triangle (ZZ’'Z’), some of the relevant effective vertices
coming from the interaction eigenstate basis which have an anomalous component are (BBB) and
(YBB). In the BBB case the Chern-Simons interaction vanishes trivially, while in the YBB case
the corresponding Chern-Simons counterterm must be “absorbed” in a redefinition of the triangle in
order to ensure the BRST invariance. Equivalently, the Y BB vertex does not allow a partial anomaly
on the Y leg, since there is no axion for Y. An analysis of the anomalous trilinear interactions in the
context of the MLSOM can be found in [36].

In the presence of multiple anomalous U(1)’s (such as U(1)y x U(1)p x U(1)p:) the situation
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is quite different. The Z decay into four fermions can be mediated by two different extra neutral
currents and the off-shell vertex can be of the type (ZZ'Z"), while from the interaction eigenstate
basis a contribution BB’B’ appears. A simple inspection of the gauge invariance of this vertex shows
that a Chern-Simons interaction can not be absorbed into a redefinition of the BB’B’ triangle.

A symmetric distribution of the anomaly on the BB’B’ triangle, with outgoing momenta ki, ko
and incoming momentum k, fixes the Rosenberg parametrization as follows

Gn

I = (—Ashy - ko — AGk3 — ZV)elk, A, v) 4+ (—Adks - ko — Ask? + a?")s[k‘g, A,y v]
+Asklelky, ko, N\, v] + Askbelkr, ko, \,v] + AskYe[ky, ko, A\, p] + Askbelky, ka, A, ], (84)
thus, we have a partial anomaly equal to % on each Lorentz index
T = %"z—:[kl, ko, i, V]
KT, = ‘%"a[kl, Fia, A, ]

vV an
kTR = —relky k2, X, . (85)

The generalized Chern-Simons interaction allowed by the presence of multiple anomalous U(1)s can

be formally written as

Vos" = alel wv (= k) + alelh v, 0l (ks — k) + aP e\ pyv ] (W — k) (86)
where k3 = —k and the coefficients agf) i = 1,2,3 depend on the model and satisfy the relation

a%l) + ag) + an’ = a,. Therefore, in the definition of the effective vertex the contributions coming
from the Chern-Simons interactions appear explicitly and spoil the symmetric distribution of the
anomaly on BB’B’. Moreover, the cancellation of the anomaly is ensured by the presence of the
WZ interactions, which are constrained by the BRST invariance of the model. For example, the

computation of the diagrams described in Figs. @ and Bl gives

7= (1 +v2) | (o - B e
- M
M2, | k% — M2,
. kYEY -
wh T, : 87
(9 M%// ) k‘% — M%HU(QZS) U(Q4)] ( )

where we have indicated with I',, the generic Lorentz structure of the fermion coupling to the extra
Z'/Z". For instance, the Chern-Simons contribution gives
Tos = e (k) [a(l)a[)\,,u, vk — ko] + a@ e\, p, v, kg — ks] + a®e[\, p, v, ks — k]| ¥
-1
(ki — MZ,) (k3 — MZ,,)’

The detection of these interactions is rather difficult experimentally, given the low production rates

u(q1)Mv(g2)u(g3)T"v(qa)

(83)

due to the large mass of the extra Z’, currently bound to be larger than 900 GeV.

4We have defined a,, = # and we use the notation e[k1, k2, u,v] = eaﬁ“l’kl,akgﬁ
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Figure 2: Redefinition of the effective trilinear vertex including the Chern-Simons interactions.
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Figure 3: Decay of the Z boson into 4 fermions plus the Chern-Simons contribution.

12 The Neutralino sector

Moving to the neutralino sector, here the mass matrix is 7-dimensional because of the presence of the
axino, the singlino and the B-ino in the spectrum. In the Bg # 0 case we obtain

1 1 1 Z"Ul ~1 ’iUQ ~9 ’ivl ~1
0 = —=M, — M — M -1 )2 2 — b2;
Lo 5 A3 Apys 5 YAy Ay 5 BABAB + \/592)\W3 1 \/592)\W3 2 \/EQY/\Y 1
102 ~o U] ~1 vy ~o  IUg - N,
+—=gy A&y H5 + —=9Bu, \pH{ + —=gpBuy,\pH; + —=gpBsApS — X\ vgH{ H
\/EQY Yy 115 \/598 HiABIy \/598 HaAB115 \/égB SAB Ssidq 119
. - M, 1
.\ 015H22 - UgSHll + W%wb)\B — §Mb1/1b1/1b + h.c., (89)

where My, My, Mp, My, are mass parameters and the term Avg/ V2 plays the role of the p-term; notice
that \ is a dimensionless parameter. We have indicated with A3, A\y, A the gauginos of W3, AY | B
respectively and with v, the SUSY particle associated to b. The fields ﬁ{ and ﬁ% (i = 1,2) denote

the supersymmetric partners of the two Higgs doublets, while S is the SUSY partner of the extra
singlet S.
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In the basis (—iAys3, —id\y, —iAp, ﬁll, ];j227 S, —it)y) the mass matrix takes the form

M, 0 0 — 592 Z 92 0 0
0 My 0 59y —%9y 0 0
0 0 Mp —%98Bu, —%98Bu, —%9Bs —%
Mo=| —%59 %9y —%598Bu 0 —/\% -A% 0 (90)
S92 —F9v —%9sBu, A% 0 —A 5 0
“SgpBs A% A 0 0
0 0 — 0 0 0 My,

that will be analyzed numerically in a section below.

12.1 A preliminary choice

A preliminary choice [20] which allows to simplify the structure of the 7 x 7 neutralino matrix is
made by setting M,, = My = Mp = My = X\ = 0. In these conditions the diagonalization is rather
straightforward and we obtain three null eigenvalues. The first corresponds to a physical pure-photino

which is obtained from the rotation

Ay = sin Oy Ayys + cos Oy Ay,

AZgy = €08 Oy Apys — sin Oy Ay, (91)

where Az, is an intermediate unphysical state. The second state, corresponding to a null eigenvalue,
is given by a mixture of Higgsino and axino states

=0 My Jfll—k My

" 2gpu1Bs ' 2gpvaBg

while the third is a pure Higgsino state which corresponds to the SUSY partner of HY and it is given
by the expression

- Vs ~ Vg =~ ~

W="a+2H+8S. (93)

V1 (%)
The other states corresponding to the non-zero eigenvalues are complicated combinations of higgsinos,
gauginos (Azg,,, Ag) and the axino.
Notice that in our treatment we are considering for simplicity a real-valued neutralino matrix.

In the most general cases - for example in some CP-noninvariant theories - these matrix elements

are complex and they may contain phase factors which are physical and can not be eliminated by a
redefinition of the fields.
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Figure 4: Trilinear interactions between x and the neutral currents

13 Supersymmetric interactions of the axion with the neutralinos

In this section we proceed with a study of the basic tree-level interaction vertices involving the phys-
ical axion (axi-Higgs). Analyzing each sector of the whole Lagrangean we have different types of
interactions involving the axi-Higgs.

First of all, from the counterterm Lagrangean we have trilinear interactions obtained by rotating

the WZ counterterms on the physical basis, which formally give terms of the type
ﬁxZZ — Rl e,uupcrzzgelzggel Y + R2 euupchﬁLbelZg(szel X+ Rg euupchﬁZelZg(szel Xs (94)

where for simplicity we have indicated with Ry, Ro, R3 the coefficients which appear in front of each
vertex. These include the rotation matrices, the coupling constants of the gauge groups and the
coefficients coming from the anomaly cancellation procedure. We omit their explicit expressions since
they are not relevant for this discussion. Notice that in this case only the abelian part of field strengths
contribute to the counterterms for the neutral currents and that Zﬁﬁel = 0,Z,—0,7,. The interactions
coming from these terms are shown in Fig{l
From the axion Lagrangean Lg;;,, we obtain quadrilinear interactions between y, the neutrali-
nos/gluinos/charginos, the neutral/charged gauge bosons and trilinear derivative interactions, illus-
trated in FiglBl6l In fact, by a careful inspection of Lyzion We find
LSXEa9e = RZ \ TEAMKF Zy+ RE X CA*G G+ RY XX T OWTF +{Z2 = Z'},  (95)

axion
while the derivative trilinear interactions are given by
LXE Ry X )ZQI‘”&J(? + RXGG X éy“@ué + RX*y iif“ﬁufﬁ , (96)

axion

where I'* indicates that we can have vector or axial-vector interactions. Trilinear interactions between

one neutral current and two axion-like particles can be obtained from Lquap and have the form
xHZ YHOZ _ Si 170 YHEWF N prtiT n.
to these terms correspond the interactions shown in Fig[lt Analogously, the quadrilinear interactions
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Figure 5: Quadrilinear interactions involving y, charginos/gluinos/neutralinos and a gauge boson.
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Figure 6: Derivative trilinear interactions between x and charginos/gluinos/neutralinos.

between two axion like particles and two neutral gauge bosons are given by (see Fig. )

LD = RE? xx 2,2 + R§? x HY 2, 2" + RY? X x 2, 2" + R5? \ H{ 2, 2" + {Z — Z'}
(98)

where, again, we have introduced the coefficients RZZ, RZZ containing the rotation matrices and the
couplings, for simplicity.

From the Lagrangean of the scalar mass terms Lgy;r we obtain the following trilinear interactions
involving the axi-Higgs, the Higgs bosons coming from the scalar sector (CP-even, CP-odd, charged)

and the sfermions
LG = RO HY + Ry HYHY + R x HYHE + Ry fF, (99)

where H? with i = 1,...3 indicates the physical Higgs states coming from the CP-even sector (see
Figld). We denote with £y the on-shell Lagrangean coming from the superpotential, once that the

F-terms have been removed, and containing all the Yukawa-type interactions
Ly = Lyuk + Ls + Lyuk—F (100)

where Ly, represents the Yukawa interactions that do not contain the extra singlet S and are linear
in Ye, Yu, yd, while Lg indicates all the Yukawa interactions containing S. Finally, with Ly, t_r we

indicate those interactions that are quadratic in ¥y, ¥y, yg and in A\. Then we have
Lyuwe = Yo [~HILIR — H DR — HIL'R — H'LIR — RAILI — RH, L1
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Figure 7: Trilinear interactions between x, an Higgs boson and an electroweak gauge boson.

x. HY

Figure 8: Quadrilinear interaction involving x, two electroweak neutral gauge bosons and the CP-odd Higgs.

+yac [~ H}Q D= H, Q' D}y = HiQ! D= H{'Q/ Dy — DrfTiQ’ = D, @
e [ QU — HyQ' Ul = HYQ'Un — HY Q'Un — UnH3Q — UnH, Q) (101)
Ls = —Mye[STHILR + SLYHyRT) — Aya[STHIQDR + SQTH2 DY)
Ayl STH]QUR + SQTH O} + AV [~ SHiAS — S 1)
—|\S|*(HHy + HI Hy) (102)
and finally
Lyue—r = —|AHy - Hy|> —?[LTLRR + HI H\(L'L + R'R)
~H{L(H]L)] - y3lQ'QD} Dy + H{ H1(Q'Q + Dy Dr) — HIQ(H]Q)']
—2Q'QULEUR + HYHA(Q'Q + U UR) — HIQHIQ).
(103)

From the Yukawa mass terms contained in Ly, and in L£g we can isolate the pseudoscalar coupling

of the axi-Higgs to the fermions and a quadrilinear scalar interaction with the sfermions
Fr — 277 ~~ HO rr ~~
Llus = RSO 0 x + RE o FF + By HY £ (104)
where we have indicated with ¢y the generic fermion and with f the generic sfermion (see FigI0).
Quadrilinear axionic self interactions can be obtained from Lg and from Ly ,;_r
0
L3 = R + ROCH] + REECHEHT + RV (HY)? + RXx(HY)?
+RCT\2HYHY + R\ HIHIHY + RAE  H) T HE (105)

and are listed in Fig[TTl
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Figure 9: Trilinear interaction involving y and Higgs bosons/sfermions.
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Figure 10: Interactions obtained from L3, .

14 Numerical Analysis

In this section we present a numerical analysis of the neutralino sector. We have performed the nu-
merical diagonalization of the 7 x 7 neutralino matrix and we have studied the eigenvalues dependence
with respect to the free parameters of the model. Furthermore, since in this model the neutralino sec-
tor exhibits an axino component due to the presence of Stiickelberg interactions, we have investigated,
in the case of the lightest neutralino state, its mixing with the other states. In Tab. [2] we have listed
all the values of the parameters that we have used in our analysis. In our analysis we have followed,
in spirit, the approach of Kalinowski and collaborators in [39]. In their paper the authors, who deal
with the USSM, present two scenarios: in the first one they assume unified values for the gaugino
mass terms and in a second scenario they consider with different values (arbitrary values). We refer
to their analysis for further justifications and motivations of this choice. =~ We have chosen tan 5 ~ 40
and we have constrained the value of v in order to be consistent with the value of the mass of the Zj
boson, while the value of the coupling constant gp is 0.65.

The values A < 0.7 and vg around 1 TeV are consistent with the MSSM value of the Higgs masses.

The charges By, and By, are free parameters because we have only four equations coming from
the gauge invariance of the superpotential and eight charges to be constrained. One possible choice is
By, = —3/(2/10) and By, = —1/(+/10), which is obtained from the EgSSM model [39].

In Figs[I2HI5] we plot on the left-hand side the numerical value of the neutralino masses obtained
from the diagonalization procedure as a function of the mass parameters Mg, Mp, My, My, Mw and
of gg and tan 8. On the right-hand side we plot the squared value of each component of the lightest
neutralino state in order to establish which component is dominant, since every neutralino state

appears as a mixture of the axino, the singlino etc. We can formally decompose the generic i-th
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Figure 11: Quadrilinear interactions involving x and CP-odd/CP-even/charged Higgs.

neutralino state (¢ = 1,...,7) in the basis {—i\w,, —iAy, —iAp, ﬁll, ﬁ%, S, —itpp}
)Zg = a;] )\W3 + ajo Ay + ai3 A + a4 ];Nlll + a;5 ]ZI22 + a6 S’ + a;7 Yy (106)

and in the figures we indicate the square of each component as ¢;; = |aij|2, where the lightest state
corresponds to the 7 = 1 choice. From the left panel of Figs[T2] and 3] we observe that the value of
the mass of the lightest neutralino state that is consistent with the current experimental bounds [35]
is obtained approximately by varying the values of M in the interval 1.7 + 2.5 TeV, while Mg and
My in the interval 1 +— 2 TeV. In the right panel of Figs[I2] and [I3] it is interesting to observe that for
these values of the soft breaking parameters we have a tiny region beyond 1 TeV in which the axino
and the B-ino components are almost coincident, the two higgsinos are dominant, while the singlino
is the most suppressed component. For values of My, Mg, My below 1 TeV and beyond 2.5 TeV, the
lightest neutralino is “mostly” singlino, while the W-ino and the Y-ino components are suppressed
and the eigenvalues appear to be non-degenerate apart from the states x5 — )Zg. From the left-hand
side of Fig. [[4]it is evident that all the eigenvalues do not exhibit substantial variations with respect
to My, M, and the heaviest states are non degenerate. In both cases (see Fig. [0l (b), (d)), the
singlino component is the leading one. A similar feature can be found in the USSM case [39], where
the singlino is always dominant with respect to the other components.

Finally, in Fig. we have analyzed the dependence upon the coupling constant gg, tan 8 and vg.
In the left-hand side (a) the mass value of the lightest state starts to be greater than 50 GeV once
gp > 0.4 and it is almost degenerate with 5(3.

From the analysis of each component in the right panel (b), for gp less than 0.5 the main contribu-
tion comes from the singlino, while the axino and the B-ino are almost degenerate and subdominant
with respect to the ﬁ% contribution. When ¢gp becomes greater than 0.5 we have an inversion: the
two Higgsinos are dominant and almost equal, while the singlino is subleading and the combination
axino-B-ino is more suppressed.

As a consequence of our constraint on the vev vy, the eigenvalues dependence on tan f is weak
(see Fig. (¢)), while we have a strong impact of low values of tan 5 on the axino, B-ino and on the
singlino components. Even in this case, with the choice of the parameters that we have made in Tab.

B we can identify a small region in which the contribution of the singlino is highly suppressed.
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In the last scenario, represented in Fig. (c,d), it seems possible to have an axino dominated
lightest neutralino. This is achieved with a larger value of the effective p- term (given by A\vg) and a
slightly lower one for the axino susy breaking parameter My,.

Given these results, one important issue that one would like to address concerns the modifications
implied by our model respect to standard scenarios of neutralino densities -for instance in the MSSM
or in the nMSSM - which require a separate investigation of the (rather large) parameter space. We
just remark that a related analysis [40], based on an anomalous version of the MSSM which shares
various similarities with our model, shows that for an axino-dominated LSP (light supersimmetric
particle) - in the range between 50 GeV - 2 TeV- with a mass gap around 1-5 % between the LSP and
the NLSP (next to lightest supersymmetric particle), the constraints from WMAP can be satisfied.
The NLSP, in that model, has components which are typical of the (non anomalous) MSSM, with a
dominant gaugino and/or a gaugino-higgsino projection. In the presence of extra singlets and with a
physical axion, which is our case, this scenario should be modified even further, but we expect some
similarities with these previous studies, especially in the neutralino sector, to hold. In a recent study
of the axion in the MLSOM, for instance, the possibility of having the axion as a long lived particle
require a very small mass for this particle (~ 10~* eV) [4I]. In the USSM-A the presence of an axion
in the bosonic sector and of a neutralino in the fermionic sector as possible dark matter components
raises the issue of the interplay between the two sectors. At the same time, in the fermionic neutral
sector, the role of the co-annihilation becomes crucial, especially in the presence of mass degeneracy,
which modifies substantially the neutralino relic densities already in this sector. We hope to return

with a complete analysis of these points in the near future [27]

My [TeV] | My [TeV] | Mp [TeV] | My [TeV] | My [TeV] | A | vs [TeV] | tanp 9B
Fig. (12 (a,b) 15 2.5 1.6 0= 5 15 01| 09 40 0.65
Fig. @) (a,b) 15 2.5 0+ 5 2 15 01| 09 40 0.65
Fig. (3) (c.d) 15 2.5 1.6 2 0-5 |01| 09 40 0.65
Fig. (@) (a,b) | 0+ 5 2.5 2.1 2 15 01| 09 40 0.65
Fig. @@ (c.d) 15 5- 9 2.1 2 15 01| 009 40 0.65
Fig. @) (a,b) 15 2.5 1.6 2 15 01| 09 0 |o01+1
Fig. @) (c,d) 15 25 1.6 2 15 01| 09 |1-40]| 065
Fig. (@) (e.f) 15 2.5 1.6 2.1 1 0.7 | 0.1:3 40 0.65

Table 2: Parameters for the neutralino eigenvalues analysis for the charge assignment By, = —3/(2v/10) and

BHz = _1/(\/E)
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Figure 13: The same as Fig.([I2) but as a function of Mp and M.
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15 Unitarity bound of the model

Being the theory an effective description of an anomalous Lagrangean in which the presence of the axion
is the low energy signature of a more complicated mechanism of cancellation which would eventually
induce higher derivative terms in the effective action, it is necessary at this stage to comment about
the unitarity of this class of models. This point has been raised in [37] and further developed in [3§].
One of the most natural contexts for discussing unitarity is related to 2 — 2 processes mediated by
BIM (Bouchiat - Iliopoulos - Meyer) amplitudes, in particular those involving gluons and photons.
These processes exhibit an anomalous behavior when the gg — v amplitude is mediated by the
exchange in the s-channel of neutral gauge bosons that couple to the fermion loops via axial-vector

interactions. As shown in these previous analysis, this class of amplitudes, at partonic level, violate the
g T g v
g Y9 Rl
(a) (b)
Figure 16: BIM amplitude for gg — 7 plus the amplitude obtained by the exchange of .

Froissart bound in the ultraviolet limit. As a matter of fact, although the Wess-Zumino counterterms
are introduced in the Lagrangean as dimension-5 local operators to ensure the BRST invariance of the
effective action, their contributions to the amplitudes are not sufficient to cancel the divergent behavior
of the anomalous poles which affect the BIM amplitude shown in Fig. (a). In the supersymmetric
generalization of the model that we have presented, this issue of unitarity remains basically the same
as for the non-supersymmetric case.

As we have discussed above, in the latter case the physical axion appears as a massive degree
of freedom in the CP-odd sector, due to the presence of a Peccei-Quinn breaking term in the scalar
potential. After EWSB the Stiickelberg axion b is rotated directly on the physical axion x and on the
two goldstones Gz, Gz/. Therefore, if we choose the unitary gauge, the only diagram that we can draw
in order to erase the bad high energy behaviour of Fig. (a) is the second graph (b), where the same
amplitude of (a) is mediated by the exchange of the massive axi-Higgs, x. One can show by a direct
study of these two graphs that there is no cancellation of these two contributions at high energy [37].
The problem remains also in the case of the USSM-A model discussed here. We have again a unitarity
bound in the supersymmetric case since the only difference with respect to the non-supersymmetric
case is the contribution of extra fermions circulating in the loops of the BIM amplitude, in particular

the charginos.
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16 Conclusions and Perspectives

We have presented a generalization of the USSM in the presence of an anomalous U(1) and of a
physical axion in the CP-odd scalar sector of the theory, model that we call the USSM-A. This model,
which is a direct generalization of a similar construction based on the potential of the MSSM [10],
allows higgs-axion mixing. Both constructions are extensions of a non-supersymmetric formulation,
studied previously [8] (the MLSOM) developed in the context of orientifold vacua of string theory.
In the case of the MLSOM, Higgs-axion mixing has been obtained by requiring that the anomalous
gauge boson becomes massive by a combination of the Higgs and of the Stiickelberg mechanisms, with
an axion that is part of the scalar potential. Moving to the supersymmetric case, the generalization
of this construction - obtained by using the MSSM superpotential with an extra anomalous U(1) - is
found to be characterized by an axino in the spectrum, which appears as a component of the neutralino
sector, but not by an axion, since the Stiickelberg field does not acquire an axion-like coupling and
remains a goldstone mode. The failure of the MSSM superpotential to provide such a mixing has to
be attributed to the structure of the scalar potential of the model. Supersymmetry prohibits a term
with a direct presence of the axion in the scalar potential, which otherwise would allow such a mixing.

In our model the mixing occurs indirectly, but the CP-odd sector has to be non-minimal, with
an extra singlet which is charged under the anomalous U(1). This approach, as we have emphasized,
is quite generic, since its essential working requirement, respect to the MSSM, is the enlargement
of the CP-odd sector with one extra SM singlet. Given these minimal requirements, which can
be easily satisfied in rather different string vacua, these low energy effective theories capture the
essential physical implications of several high energy scenarios, either with a low scale string scale or
a much higher scale, as in the heterotic case. Explicit formulations of superpotentials, such as those,
for instance, derived from free fermionic models [43], offer the natural ground where to apply the
methodology discussed in this work.

Anomalous U(1)’s are quite common in string theory but can also be generated, in the correspond-
ing effective lagrangean, by the decoupling of heavy fermions (and gauge bosons) in grand unified sce-
narios [41]. It is then natural to ask what is left at low energy if such decoupling has indeed occurred
at some higher scale and it reasonable to foresee that the axion is likely to play a fundamental role
[41] in formulating the answer to this question. Clearly, there are corrections to the action discussed
in this work, which should be characterized by higher derivative contributions (of dimension larger
than 5), i.e. beyond the typical Wess-Zumino terms. Arguments in favor of a possible generalization
in this direction of the construction presented in this work have been discussed in previous works [42]
and especially in [41]; they are motivated by the fact that anomalies cannot be canceled with local
counterterms.

A related issue concerns the size of the mass of the extra Z’ in the various models. It is clear
that if its decoupling occurs at the Planck scale, then the Stiickelberg mass term takes approximately

the value of that decoupling scale. This implies that the axion-like couplings induced at low energy
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are also heavily suppressed. Other interactions, however, in the non-supersymmetric case, have been
found to remain sizeable [41].

A final comment concerns supersymmetry breaking, which may induce phase-dependent terms in
the potential. As discussed in [§] for the MLSOM, the axion, in that specific case, gets a sizeable
mass which can be as large as the electroweak scale. Similar considerations could remain true in
the supersymmetric model that we have presented, although here we have analyzed - by a deliberate
choice - the case of a light axion, since we consider this scenario more interesting phenomenologically.
In the presence of these phases the pseudoscalar, however, becomes massive. For instance, a mass
region of few GeV’s is certainly not excluded, as well as a scenario characterized by a very light axion
(~ 107* eV), and both can be easily included within our analysis. In particular, for an axion in the
GeV mass range, for instance, the interactions of this particle are rather similar to those of a light
CP-odd Higgs boson, but now with extra interaction with the gauge fields, due to the anomaly, which
are not allowed for the rest of the CP-odd sector.
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17 Appendix A: Notations

In this appendix we specify our notations.

The covariant derivatives are given by
Dj=-8;—i0%" 0,  Da=0a+io" 0%, (107)
The left /right chiral superfields in terms of field components are given in a generic form as follows
bp(2,0.8) = Alz)+ 0059, A(x) — %99§§DA(:E) +V200(x)
—i—%@@a“@@uw(az) +00F(2), (108)

ol (z,0,0) = A*(a;)—z‘@a“éOMA*(a;)—%99@9DA*($)+\/§§1§(95)
i

V2

A generic scalar superfield V in the Wess-Zumino gauge is given by

0005" 0,10 (x) + O0F* (x). (109)

V(2,0,0) = 00"0[V,(x) — 8,B(z)] + 000X(x) + 000X (x) + 0000d(x) (110)

where B(x) is a generic real valued scalar field. The generic expressions for the field-strengths are
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Superfield | Bosonic Fermionic Auxiliary
b(z,6,0) b(x) (ANED Fy(x)
S(x,0,0) 5(z) S(x) Fg(x)
L(,0.0) | L@ L(x) Fi(2)
R(z,0,0) R(z) R(z) Fr(x)
Q(x,0,0) Q(x) Q(z) Fo(z)
Ur(z,0,0) || Ur(z) Ur(z) Fyg(z)
Dg(x,0,0) || Dg(zx) Drg(x) Fp,(z)
Hi(x,0,0) || Hi(x) H(z) Fy, ()
Hy(x,60,0) || Ha(z) 1o () Fp, (z)
{? (x,0,9) Bu(z) | Ap(z),Ap(x) | Dp(x)
Y(x,0,0) A}:(x) Ay (2), Ay () Dy (z)
Wi(x,0,0) | Wi(z) | Aws(@), Aws(z) | Dyi(z)
G(2,0,0) || G4x) | Aga(x),Aga(2) | Doz

Table 3: Superfields and their components.

1-_

Wy = —ZDDDQY,
we = —iDDDaB,
W = —%DDe‘zg?WDa&g?W,
Go = —S—;DDe—2gséDae2gsG

(111)

where we have used W = /W with 7 being the SU(2) generators, while G = T°G* with T* being
the SU(3) generators. The non supersymmetric field-strength are defined as

Fy, = 0,A) —9,A),
Fl = 0uB,—0,By,
Wi, = 0.W)—0,W)— g Wiw}
GS, = 0.G%—0,G% — gof*GhGY

Appendix B: The USSM Lagrangean

(112)

For completeness we introduce in what follows the USSM Lagrangean that is a part of the total

Lagrangean given by L1, = Lussy + Lazion + Los-
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EUSSM = £lep + £quark + £Higgs + £gauge + ESMT + EGMT (113)

Liep = /d49 [ﬁTe2ng+ng+gBBﬁ 1 Rte20:WtayY+esB f (114)

ﬁqumk — /d49 [QT62QSG+2Q2W+QYY/+QBBQ + U};e?gsé-i-gyy-i-gBB[jR + ﬁ}%emsé-i-gyf’-i-gBéDR]
(115)
EHiggs = /d49 [IA{IG292W+9YY/+QBBIA{1 + f{;re2g2W+ng’+gBBf{2 + STegBES + W52(9_) + W52(9)]

(116)
1 _
Loonge = 5 / 40 [G2Go + WOWo + WYSWY + WEWE] 62(8) + h.c. (117)
o / 24064(0,6) [MLTE + m3R R+ M3QTO + m3ULUs + m3, DDy
—I—m%ﬁjﬁl + m%]ﬂﬁg + m%STS + (a)\gﬁl CHy + h.c.) + (aeﬁl LR+ h.c.)
+(agHy - QDR + h.c.) + (ayHa - QUR + h.c.)] (118)
1 _
LomT = / d'0 [5 (MGG*Ga + MyWOWo + My WY WY + MpWP*W25) + h.c.| 5(0,0)
(119)

Appendix C: The OX matrix

VUs
oYy = ————,
\/vivd + v%v2
v1vs
o) = —F—m.
\/vivd + vio?
V102
ox, = v
13 Vvivs + v20?
Of = 0,
Ox vi1(f1 —2Bm,9prp + \/f12 + 4923523) 1 fi
o 225 NI

o va(fi 4+ 2Bm,gprp +\/f +49%2%) [ 1
2 205 S8\ /fragay
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h
8/ f% + 4923,
1 h
8 82+ 49222
ox vi(fi — 2Bm,gprp — £/ 1 + 49°3%) [ fl
— — — _I_ - -
31 ’
205 88\ +4g2a%
o va(f1 4 2Br,gprp — £/ fT +49%%) [ f1
— + - -
32 )
2rp 8 8/ f2+ 4923:23

O3 = Bsgpus

|

O2X4 = 2M5t

1

033 = Bsgpus gt ¢,

8/ f% + 4g2x%

1
O = oMy | g+ ——L
8/ f7 + 49222
Offl _ 2M8tv1v§
\/(v1v2 + v20%)[B g% (v3v3 + v2u}) + 4M, tvz]

oY, = 2Mgv9v?

\/(v1v2 + v20%)[B g% (v3v3 + v2vd) + 4M tvz]

QM vgv?
Off3 _ stUS

\/(v1v2 + vs)[BSgB(v%vg + vzv%) + 4M?2 02

BSQB1 / U%U% + Uzl)%
o)y (120)

V/ BAgH(0703 + v203) + AM3o
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