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Abstract

Within framework of the p from v Supersymmetric Standard Model (urSSM),
exotic singlet right-handed neutrino superfields induce new sources for lepton-
flavor violation. In this work, we investigate some lepton-flavor violating
processes in detail in the prSSM. The numerical results indicate that the
branching ratios for lepton-flavor violating processes y© — ey, 7 — pvy and
it — 3e can reach 107'2 when tan 3 is large enough, which can be detected
in near future. We also discuss the constraint on the relevant parameter
space of the model from the muon anomalous magnetic dipole moment. In
addition, from the scalars for the uySSM we strictly separate the Goldstone
bosons, which disappear in the physical gauge.
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1. Introduction

It is obviously evidence of new physics beyond the Standard Model (SM)
that if we observe lepton-flavor violating (LFV) processes in future experi-
ments, because the lepton-flavor number is conserved in the Standard Model.
In supersymmetric (SUSY) extensions of the SM, the R-parity of a particle
is defined as R = (—1)L+38+25 [1] and can be violated if either the baryon
number (B) or lepton number (L) is not conserved [2, 13], where S denotes
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the spin of concerned component field. Note that R = +1 for particles and
—1 for superparticles.

Differing from the models in Refs.[2, 3], the authors of Ref.[4] propose
a supersymmetric extension of the SM named as the “u from v Supersym-
metric Standard Model” (urSSM), which solves the u problem [3] of the
Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM) [6] through the lepton
number and R-parity breaking couplings between the right-handed neutrino
superfields and the Higgses €., \; 0 ! jflz in the superpotential. The effective
1 term eab,ulf[ jlﬁ[ % is generated spontaneously through right-handed sneutrino
vacuum expectation values (VEVs), u = \; (7F), as the electroweak symme-
try is broken (EWSB). Note that a popular model is the so-called Bilinear
R-parity Violation (BRpV) model [3], where the BRpV terms ey, H2LY are
added to the MSSM. The effective BRpV terms are generated spontaneously
through the R-parity conserved terms €,Y),; ﬁ;ﬁ[ﬁf)g in the superpotential of
the uvSSM, and ¢; =Y, <17]‘?>, as EWSB. So largely differing from the other
models [2, 3], the urSSM introduces three exotic right-handed sneutrinos ¢,
and once EWSB the right-handed sneutrinos give nonzero VEVs. In addi-
tion, the nonzero VEVs of right-handed sneutrinos induce new sources for
lepton-flavor violation. In this work, we analyze the constraints on param-
eter space of this model from the experimental observations on some LFV
processes and muon anomalous magnetic dipole moment (MDM).

If the left-handed scalar neutrinos acquire nonzero vacuum expectation
values when the electroweak symmetry is broken , the tiny neutrino masses
are aroused [7] to account for the experimental data on neutrino oscillations
[8,19,110]. Three flavor neutrinos v, , . are mixed into three massive neutrinos
V12,3 during their flight, and the mixings are described by the Pontecorvo-
Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata unitary matrix U [11]. The experimental obser-

PMNS
vations of the parameters in U,,,,, , for the normal mass hierarchy [12] show
that [13]

AmZ = 758702 % 107%V? |,  Am2, = 2.357012 x 107%eV? |

sin® 01, = 0.30670015,  sin? fy3 = 0.427555,  sin® 63 = 0.0217395%. (1)

Note that the Daya Bay Reactor Neutrino Experiment has measured a nonzero
value for the neutrino mixing angle ;3 with a significance of 5.2 standard
deviations recently [14]. Differing from the BRpV model, where one neutrino
mass is generated at tree level and the other two at one loop [15], the prSSM
can generate three neutrino masses at the tree level through the mixing with



the neutralinos including three right-handed neutrinos [16, [17]. Here, we
use the neutrino experimental data presented in Eq.(I]) to restrain the in-
put parameters in the model. Then, we analyze the branching ratios for the
various LFV processes: p — ey, 7 — py, u — 3e, etc., and the corrections
to the anomalous magnetic dipole moment of the muon a, in the prSSM.
The numerical results indicate that the new physics contributes large correc-
tions to the branching ratios of the mentioned LFV processes and a, in some
parameter space of the model.

The outline of the paper is as follow. In section [2, we present the in-
gredients of the purSSM by introducing its superpotential and the general
soft SUSY-breaking terms, in particular we strictly separate the unphysical
Goldstone bosons from the scalars. In section 3, we analyze the decay width
of those interested rare LFV processes, and present the SUSY contribution
to muon MDM in section @l The numerical analysis is given in section
and the conclusions are summarized in section [6l The tedious formulae are
collected in Appendices.

2. The puvSSM

Besides the superfields of the MSSM, the urSSM introduces three exotic
gauge singlet neutrino superfields . The corresponding superpotential of
the uvSSM is given as [4]

V'LJ’LLZ]

W = e (Y%FIZ S+ Y, HQVS + Y, HG LS + Y, H"L‘“C)

1
Eab)\ ﬁcHgHb + 3/{4]]@1/0]96]9]? ) (2)

where HT = (ﬁg,ﬁ;), HT = (ﬁj,ﬁm) QT = (ul, Z), LT = (ﬁi,éi) (the
index 7" denotes the transposition) are SU(2) doublet superfields, and cij,
u$ and € represent the singlet down-type quark, up-type quark and lepton
superfields, respectively. In addition, Y, 4., A and k are dimensionless ma-
trices, a vector and a totally symmetric tensor. a,b are SU(2) indices with
antisymmetric tensor €;o = —€g; = 1, and 4,7 = 1, 2, 3. The summation
convention is implied on repeated indices.

In the superpotential, the first three terms are almost the same as the
MSSM. Next two terms can generate the effective bilinear terms €,,e; H L“
eab,uH dH b and ¢; = Y., <Vj>, = X\ (7F), once the electroweak symmetry
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is broken. The last term can generate the effective Majorana masses for
neutrinos at the electroweak scale. And the last two terms explicitly violate
lepton number and R-parity.

The general soft SUSY-breaking terms in the urzSSM are given by

- 2 AaxAa 2 ~ck~c 2 Jcx e 2 TaxTa

Lsost = inJ_Qi Q5 Mg, U7 U +mdgjdi d; +le_jLi LS
2 ~cxxc 2 ax rya 2 ax rya 2 ~ck~c
+mégjei e +my Hy Hy +my HH, ‘I'mﬂiji v;

+ €ap [(Auyu)inS D0 + (AqYy); HiQ0S + (ALY, H L& + H,c,]

Fa~c ~C a 1 ~C~C~C
+ [eab(Al,Y,,)inZL?I/j — eap(ANN), 7 HGH? + g(Anm)ijkVi VSv + H.C.]
1 ~ o~ ~ o~ -~ ~
- 5 (Mg)\g)\g + Mg)\g)\g + Ml)\l)\l + HC) . (3)

Here, the front two lines contain squared-mass terms of squarks, sleptons and
Higgses. The next two lines consist of the trilinear scalar couplings. In the
last line, M3, My and M; denote Majorana masses corresponding to SU(3),
SU(2) and U(1) gauginos A3, As and A, respectively. In addition to the
terms from L., the tree-level scalar potential receives the usual D and F
term contributions [4].
When the electroweak symmetry is spontaneously broken (EWSB), the
neutral scalars develop in general the vacuum expectation values (VEVs):
<Hc(l]> = Ud;, <HS> = Uy, <ﬂl> = Uy, <ﬂc> = Upg. (4>

? i

Thus one can define neutral scalars as usual

hg + 1P, hy +iP,
HY="4" "9 44,, HO==21 "% 4o,
d V2 ! u V2
SR s\ VAL ey aY]
177: — (VZ) + Z(VZ) + /UVZ , ﬂf — (VZ> + Z(VZ> + UVC (5)

V2

For simplicity we will assume that all parameters in the potential are
real in the following. After EWSB, the scalars mass matrices M2, M3 and

M?2. are given in[Appendix B| The CP-odd neutral scalars mass matrix M3
contains a massless unphysical Goldstone boson G°, which can be written as

1
VUi + Ui+ o,

& vaPa = Py + v (71)") (6)



with an 8 x 8 unitary matrix Zy

Vg Va Upq Vg Upy Vg U3 Vg

O3x1
VEw Usm VEw Ysm VEw Ysm VEw Ysm
_ Y Y Y Uu __Yrnplu __Yyglu 03 L
X
Yew  Ysm VEw Ysm VEw Ysm VEw Ysm
Vg 0 _ Ysm Vrg _ Yy 0
v v v v 3x1
H — Vrg 0 _ Yvg _ Ysm Vrg 0351 )
X
VEw VEw VEw VEw
Yvs 0 Yva Y — IS (g,
X
VEw VEw VEw VEw
01><3 O1><3 01><3 01><3 01><3 13><3

where vy, = /v2+ 02 and v, = \/v2+ v+ v,v,,. Making use of the
minimization conditions of the tree-level neutral scalar potential, which are
given in [Appendix A] we have

(ZIEMI%ZH)M =0,

(ZEM2Z),, = (Z5M2Zy),, =0, a=2,....8 (®)

The remaining 7 X 7 matrix ((ZIEM%ZH)aﬁ) (a, 8 =2,...,8) can be further
diagonalized, and then gives seven diagonal masses. The charged scalars

mass matrix M gi also contains the massless unphysical Goldstone bosons
G*, which can be written as

1
ot = e (Ude; _ o HE + v,,iéi) 9)
d u Vi Vv

with the unitary matrix Zy and
(ZEM3Zp),, =0,

(Z5M2.Zy), = (Z5M2.Zy) =0, a=2,....8. (10)

la

In the physical (unitary) gauge, the Goldstone bosons G° and G* are eaten
by Z-boson and W-boson, respectively, and disappear from the Lagrangian.
Then the mass squared of charged and neutral gauge boson are

2 _ € 2 2
my = 25€V <Uu + Vg + UViUVi>7

(11)
2 e? 2+ 2+
mZ = 952 2 Uu ’Ud UViUVi y
ww



and
Uy

Ty
V Vg + Uy Uy

Here e is the electromagnetic coupling constant, s,, = sinf,, and ¢,, = cos,,
with 6, is the Weinberg angle, respectively.

tan f = (12)

3. Lepton-flavor violation in the pvSSM

In this section, we present the analysis on the decay width of the rare
LFV processes I; — 7y and [; — [ [ [ in the pSSM. For this study we

will use the indices 5, =1,...,5, a,p=1,...,8 and n,0c =1,...,10. And
the summation convention is implied on the repeated indices.

3.1. Rare decay l; — I

Figure 1: Feynman diagrams for the LFV process I, — [;7. (a) represents the contri-

butions from neutral fermions X?; and charged scalars S, , loops, while (b) represents the
contributions from charged fermions xg ¢ and neutral scalars N, (N = S, P) loops.

The amplitude for I;” — 17y (including 1 — ey and 7 — py ) is generally
written as [1§]

T = ec*u;(p + q) [q%(AfPL + ARPy)
+ mljia,wq”(AQLPL + A§PR)] u;(p) , (13)

where ¢ is the injecting photon momentum, p is the injecting lepton momen-
tum, and my, is the mass of the j-th generation charged lepton, respectively.
Furthermore, € is the photon polarization vector, u;(p) (v;(p) in the expres-
sions below) is the wave function for lepton (antilepton), and P = (1 — vs),
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Pr = %(1 + 75). Here, the Feynman diagrams contributing to the above am-
plitude are shown in Figlll And the coefficients can be written by

ALR = AQILR 4 QLR (= 1,2), (14)

where AT5! denote the contributions from the virtual neutral fermion loops,

and AP stand for the contributions from the virtual charged fermion

loops, respectively. After integrating the heavy freedoms out, we formulate

those coefficients as follows
1

(n)L Sa xXpXi ~Sa " XjX5

Al = om2 O O n[4($x$77xs,;)a
w
Mg SaxXi S Xi X

AME Xn__ oo XnXi oy2e P Ig(xye, g ) — 1 xo,xf],

2 mljm%V L L 3( X7 Sa) 1( X7 sa)

AR — AW (15)

where the concrete expressions for form factors I, (k = 1,...,4) can be

found in [Appendix F| Additionally, x = m?/m%,, m is the mass for the
corresponding particle and my, is the mass for the W-boson, respectively.
In a similar way, the corrections from the Feynman diagrams with virtual
charged fermions are

c 1 feY Xi (e j_
e 3 G ) )
w

_[4(xX57 xNa)] )

m _ _
(e)L Xp NaxpXi ~NaXjXs
APE = 3 O O [ (v, — Doy, )
N=s,p "W

Loy, o)

AR = A9 R (16)

a

Using the amplitude presented in Eq.(I3]), we then obtain the decay width
for 17 — 17 as [18]

2
_ _ N _ € L|2 R|2
D5 = 1y) = 7—mj, (|45 + |Af[) (17)
And the branching ratio of [; — [ is
I; — 1
Br(y 1) = - (1)
Ly



where I')- denotes the total decay rate of the lepton /;. In the numerical
J
calculation, I', & 2.996 x 1072 GeV for the muon and I'; & 2.265x 10~ 2GeV

for the tauon.

3.2. Rare decay Iy — 17171

T 1

L () li(p1)

> >
> >

< <

li(po) li(pa)

Figure 2: Penguin-type diagrams for the LFV process Iy — 7171 in which a photon v

1 71 1

- — ~y vertex such as Fig[l] or

and Z-boson are exchanged. The blob indicates an ;" —{;

;7 —1; — Z vertex where the Z-boson is external.

For the rare LFV processes [; — [l (including p — 3e), the cor-
responding effective Hamilton originates from penguin-type diagrams and
from box-type diagrams. The y-penguin contribution can be computed us-

ing Eq.(13]), with the result

T,y = Wi(p1) |45 (AF Py + ARPr) + myyio,00"(AS Py + Af Pr) s (9)

62

X ?ﬂi(pzwuvi(p?)) — (p1 < p2) . (19)
Similarly, the contribution from Z-penguin diagrams which are depicted by
Figl2is
2

(& e
Tz = Wﬂi(pl)%(FLPL + FrPr)uj(p)u;(p2)y" <CLZX2“X2“PL
Z

+ CgX2+i)_(2+iPR> Ui(p3) — (p1 <~ p2) ) (20>

where m is the mass for the Z-boson and

Frp=F")+F%. (21)



The contributions to the effective couplings FL("I)% and FL(Cg% are

(n) _ M Mg ~NaxcXi 1 ZxsX¢ 1NaXiXp
FL = WCR CL CL Gl(ajNavany']:Xﬁ)
N=8,P w
1 Naxews ~Zxs%e ~NaxiX
aX¢Xi XBX¢ aXjXp
- 262 CR CR CL G2($Na>a7x<> :Exza)] )
© 1 SoxX0%i 428585 ~Sa XX
FL = @CR CR CL G2('Tx9,7xS;7xS;> 5
(nye) _ pa(nye)

Here, the concrete expressions for Gy, are given in [Appendix E]

l;(p) X?I li(p1)
> | | >
| |
Sy + +S;
| |
< I I <
li(p2) X0 li(ps) »
\a,
l];(p) Xf //(?1)
T T
I I
S(,wp(y: :S/NP/’
I I
< I < I <
li(p2) Xg li(ps)

(b)

Figure 3: Box-type diagrams for the LF'V process =10 l;r . (a) represents the contri-
butions from neutral fermions X?],cr and charged scalars S, loops, and (b) represents the
contributions from charged fermions xg,¢ and neutral scalars N, , (N = S, P) loops.

Furthermore, the effective Hamilton from the box-type diagrams which
are drawn in Figf3] can be written as

Thor = {Bf€2ﬂi(P1)7uPLUj(p)ﬂi(p2)7“PLvi(p3) + (L < R)}
+ {BQLe2 [ﬂi(pl)’)/,uPLuj(p)ﬂi(p2)7MPRvi(p3) — (& p2)} + (L R)}
+ {B§e2 [ﬂi(pl)PLUj(p)ai(p2)PLvi(p3) — (1 + p2)] + (L« R)}
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+ {Bfez [%‘(M)UWPLUJ'(p)ﬂi(pz)UWPLUi(ps) — (1= p2)| + (L R)}
(23)
with
BER = pWLR L BOLE (g =1,...4). (24)
The effective couplings BMEE originate from those box diagrams with virtual
neutral fermion contributions:

EﬂML::7nXWnX3

S XnXi ~So XX S XX (Sa “Xi X0

2 R
1 SA0%. S *y 0 - 0c —*y 50
P X’r]XZ e X]X'r] Sa XoXi Sp XiXeo
+ 262m%/v G4(:I;X9]7 SL’X(;,LL’S(;,LL’S;) [CR CL CR CL

So X9%i ~Sa " XiX9 ~Sp X% ~Sa Xk

1M,,0 11250 2O SN0 G0 Gy 0
(n)L Xn'' "X Sp XnXi ~Sa XjXn ~Sa X9Xi ~Sp " XiXe
B; = TSl Gs(wy0, Ty0, Tg-, - ) O Cr Cr &
w
1 S O0c. S** .0 -0 c —*. =0
p XnXi a XjXn ~Sa XaXivSp XiXe
+ de2m?2 G4($x%axxg>$sg>$sg)[CR CL CL C1R
W

So X9Xi ~Sa " Xi X9 ~Sp X% ~Sa Xk

M~ 017,,0 — 0. —*y .30 —,0c —*y 50
(ML _ Xn "Xo Sp XnXi ~Sa " XjXy ~Sa XoXi ~Sp  XiXe
By = Gg(xxg,:vxg,xsg,xsg) C, C, (O Cy
e*myy,
1 S O%., §=*y .30 — 0. —*.,.v0
o XnXi ~Oa XiXn ~Sp XoXi ~Sa XiXo
T 9 Cr Cr Cr Cr )
0110 0z —* .0 — 0. —* . 50
(n)L _ Xn Xo SP XnXl SQ X]Xn SP Xo Xi Sa XiXo
B4 - 42 1 Gg(l’XO,IXg,l'S;,Z'S—)CL CL CL CL 5
8esmy, K P
n)R n)L
BMWE = B R (25)
Correspondingly, the effective couplings from the box diagrams with virtual
. o L,R
charged fermion contributions B are
(oL 2: 1 Noxexi ~NaxiXe ~NaxpXi ~NoXiXp
Bl — 2 2 G4(xx<’xxﬁ’xNa,pr)CR CL CR CL 9
2e*myy,
N=S,P
()L _ 1 NoxeXi ~NaxiXe ~NaxpXi ~NpXiXp
B2 - 462m2 G4($X(’ xX,B’ xNa? pr)CR CL CL CR
N=S,P w
My, M o . o .
X¢''Xp Nox¢Xi ~Naxixe ~NaXxpXi ~NpXiXs
T o924 G3(Tyes Typ TNa, 2N, ) O Cr Cl &) )
2e*m
w

10



()L _ 2: My Mg Nox¢Xi ~NaxjXe ~NaxsXi ~NoXiXp
B3 - 4 Gg(xXg“? zXﬂ’ xNa? sz)CL CL CL CL )

2
N—sp ©Mw
Bt =0
BO" = B Lok (26)

Using the expression for the above amplitude, we can calculate the decay
width for I; — I7171F [18]:

2

_ e 2 2 16 my, 14
D = ) = s { (A + ARG g e =)

(AL + AR - 2(AFAR + ARAR 4 )+ L(BE 4 [BE[)

1 2 2 2 2
g (1B [* + 185" + 4<\B§} + 1B +6(Br |+ |BI[)
1
o L(ALBE 1 AT 4 ALBY
2
+ AFBI* + He.) — g(Afo* + AYB* + AY B + AFBy* + H.c.)
1
+3 [2(|FLL\2 + | Fra|*) + (|FLal* + |Frol’) + (BU Ffy + B Fpyg
+ By Fip+ By F}y, +He) + 2(AFF;, + AFF, + He))
+ (AVFyp + AR, + Hee)) — 4(ARFy, + AL+ Hee)

2ALFy, + ARFy, + H.c.)} } (27)

BEBE + BEAR 1 Hee) +

with

ZX2+iX2+i
[ A Frp=F
LL — P) 3 RR — I'LL ‘LHR )
mZ
Z v .
FLC X2+iX2+1i

Frr= R—2, Fri = Fir|ror - (28)
my

And the branching ratio of I — I [ I]" is

(2

L7 — 1)

T 1

Br(l; — I7171f) =

1

(29)
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4. (g — 2), in the prSSM

The anomalous magnetic dipole moment (MDM) of the muon can be
actually be written as the operator

e _
EMDM = 4—%%1”0'0‘5[“]?&5 y (30)

where 0% = %[7‘1,75], F,3 is the electromagnetic field strength, [, denotes

the muon which is on-shell, m,, is the muon mass and a, = (g — 2),.
Adopting the effective Lagrangian approach, we can get [19]
4Q rm?
a, = @ LR(CE+CF +CF), (31)
(4m)*

where )y = —1, R(---) represents the operation to take the real part of a
complex number and CQL, éR denote the Wilson coefficients of the corresponding

LR
operators Oy

OFF — (4%” (iDal, )V F - 0Py gl
OL,R _ lemu
" (4n)

In the purSSM, the SUSY corrections can be written as

I,F-oPpgl,. (32)

026 _ CL JR(n) +CL R(c (33)

The effective couplings C’; éR(") represent the contributions from the triangle
diagrams with virtual neutralinos

n 47r)? @ X9X4 ~Sa " X4X5)
Cy = Cgfm)z Cr ey Xm[_ Ly(zys, 7)) +I4(x><%’x3&)] ’
w
R(n) (47T) MG ~Sa X5 X4 ~Sa " Xax;,
Ci = G Oy O N [ ol ) + 2Tl ;)]
Wy
C;én) _ CR(n lLon - (34)

12



Similarly, the contributions CQL, éR(C)

virtual charginos are

-3 3

N= SPQme

_[4(':6)([37 xNa)] )

originating from triangle diagrams with

Nax5x4CNax4x5 [ -5 (xxw TN, ) + 2]3(55)(5’ TN,)

m N, N,
Cég( Z XB CRQXBX4C aX4XB [2[1 (xXB’ xNa) — 212(%(,37 x'Na)
N—s P Qfmwmu

2y, 7n,)]
Co) = O3 per - (35)

5. The numerical results

5.1. The parameter space

It is well known that there are many free parameters in various SUSY
extensions of the SM. In order to obtain a more transparent numerical re-
sults, we take some assumptions on parameter space of the urSSM before
we perform the numerical analysis.

In lepton sector, we adopt the minimal flavor violation (MFV) assump-
tions

Kijr = K and (Axk)ijx = Agk, if i = j = k, and zero otherwise,
2 _ 2 2 _ .2 2
milj m~ 57/], m~cj — mﬂzcél], mézcj

YVU Y, 52]7 Ye Yeﬁij, Ai = A, Upg = Uype,
(A,,Y,/)ij = AVYW(SU-, (Ae)/;)ij = AeYeidi]— s and (A)\)\)Z = A)\)\, (36)

_ 2
= mécéij,

where i, 5, k=1, 2, 3.

The 3 x 3 matrix Y, determines the Dirac masses for the neutrinos Y, v, ~
mp, and the tiny neutrino masses are obtained through TeV scale seesaw
mechanism m, ~ mDm;lm%. This indicates that the nonzero VEVs of

left-handed sneutrinos satisty v,, < v, 4, then

tan 3 ~ Yu (37)
Vd

13



Assuming that the charged lepton mass matrix in the flavor basic is in
the diagonal form, we get

v, = 2 (38)

where my, is the charged lepton /; mass, and we parameterize the unitary
matrix which diagonalizes the effective light neutrino mass matrix m.ss (can

be found in as 20]

—10

C12C13 512€13 513€
_ 1) )
U, = —512C23 — C12523513€" C12C23 — S12523513€" S523C13
1) )
$12823 — C12C23513€" —C12523 — S12C23513€" C23C13
] 221 ZO‘A
x diag(1,e'2",e'27), (39)
where ¢;; = cosb;;, s;; = sin;;, the angles 6,; = [0,7/2], 6 = [0,27] is

the Dirac CP violation phase and as;, as; are two Majorana CP violation
phases. Here, we choose 6 = as; = a3 = 0. U, diagonalizes m.s¢ in the
following way:

Ur meffmefo = diag(m;, ,m.,,m.,), (40)

v

where the neutrino mass m,, connected with experimental measurements
through

2 2 _ A2 2 2 _ A2
m;, —m, = Amsj, my,. —m,, = Amsz,. (41)

The combination of Eq.([39), Eq.(#0), Eq.(#I]) with neutrino oscillation ex-
perimental data gives some strong constraints on relevant parameter space
of the purSSM.

At the EW scale, the soft masses mH , mg , m%i and m? je are derived
from the minimization condltlons of the tree-level neutral scalar potential,

which are given in | Implying the approximate GUT relation

M, = al M2 ~ 0.5M;, the free parameters affect our analysis are
A, K, tan B, Ay wwe, Mee, Uye, My . (42)

To obtain the Yukawa couplings Y,, and v,, from Eq.[@0), we assume
the neutrinos masses satisfying m,, <m,,<m,,, and choose m,, = 1072V as
input in our numerical analysis. Then we can get m,, , from the experimental

14



data on the differences of neutrino mass squared. For U,, the values of 0;;
are obtained from the experimental data in Eq.(). And the effective light
neutrino mass matrix m.s; can approximate as |16

where

2A Ve ]_ - 352
B—Zblbj —+ 7]aiaj s (43)

Merf. ~2
Iis 6KV e

A = X202+ 02)° + dAkvZvgv, — 12020, AB

A= /wfc + Avguy, ,

r e? n e
B n Cale S€VM2 ’
a; = Yyivu y bl = Yyivd + 3>\UV¢ . (44)

Then, we can numerically derive Y,, ~ O(1077) and v,, ~ O(107*GeV) from

Eq.(@Q).

5.2. Branching ratio of LF'V processes

Br(u—ey)

10~ 11

Experimental bound

10712

10713

104}

oL
1

M,/TeV

Figure 4: Branching ratio for the process y — ey varies with My for tan 8 = 3, 10, 30,

respectively.

Considering the research of the urSSM 4], we choose the relevant pa-
rameters as A = 0.1, k = 0.01, mege = A, = Ay, =1TeV, A, = A, = —1TeV
and v, = 800 GeV in next numerical analysis for convenience. With those
assumptions on parameter space, we present the branching ratio of u — ey
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Figure 5: Branching ratio for the process u — 3e varies with My for tan 8 = 3, 10, 30,
respectively.

versus My in Figll As M, < 2 TeV, the theoretical evaluations exceed the
upper experimental bound easily. The fact implies that experimental data
do not favor small M,. Along with increasing of Ms, theoretical evaluation
on the branching ratio of u — ey decreases steeply. As My, = 3 TeV and
tan § = 10, theoretical evaluation on the branching ratio of u — ey is about
5 x 10~' which can be detected in near future. In the future, the expected
sensitivity for Br(u — ey) would be of order 10713 [21]. Differing from LFV
processes which are researched in the BRpV model [22], the large VEVs of
right-handed sneutrinos in the prSSM induce new sources for lepton-flavor
violation. So, here the branching ratio of © — e~y can easily reach the upper
experimental bound 2.4 x 1072 [13].

We also investigate the u — 3e processes in detail. And the branching
ratio of 4 — 3e is also decreases with increasing of M,, and raises with
increasing of tan /3, which is presented in the Fig[il By Introducing the right-
handed sneutrinos which the VEVs are nonzero to the urSSM, the branching
ratio of ;1 — 3e can also easily reach the upper experimental bound 10~!2
[13]. We can see that the experimental bounds of the branching ratio of
1 — 3e and p — ey give very strong constraints on the purSSM.

In Figltl we show the branching ratio for 7 — uy versus My as tan =
3, 10, 30. Similar to the case of © — e7, the evaluation on the branching
ratio for 7 — uy decreases with increasing of My, and is enhanced by large
tan 3. As M, = 3 TeV and tan 8 = 10, Br(t — uvy) ~ 10713 is four orders
below the expected sensitivity 107 [23].
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Figure 6: Branching ratio for the process 7 — uy varies with Ms for tan 8 = 3, 10, 30,
respectively.

5.3. Muon anomalous magnetic dipole moment

1.x10°8

8.%10°9 7 upper bound

6.x10°]

SUSY

'

(9-2)

4.%x107°

2.x107°

lower bound

M,/TeV

Figure 7: The SUSY contribution to the anomalous magnetic dipole moment of the muon
varies with My for tan 8 = 3, 10, 30, respectively. The gray area denotes the Aa, at 1.8
standard deviation.

Finally, we analyze the anomalous magnetic dipole moment of the muon
in the purSSM. Rescaled the final result of the E821 Collaboration at BNL
[24] using p/p magnetic moment ratio of 3.183345137(85) from ref.|25], the
PDG Collaboration |13] gives the world average of muon anomalous magnetic
dipole moment

ex 1 —
asP = §(gu —2) = 11659208.9(5.4)(3.3) x 1071, (45)

17



where the statistical and systematic uncertainties are given, respectively.
And the Standard Model (SM) prediction [13] is

aM =11659184.1(4.8) x 1077, (46)
So, the difference between experiment and the SM prediction

Aa, = a%® — 3™ = 24.8(8.7)(4.8) x 10717, (47)

represents an interesting but not yet conclusive discrepancy of 1.8 standard
deviation. An alternate interpretation is that Aa, may be a new physics sig-
nal with supersymmetric particle loops as the leading candidate explanation.
If treated the supersymmetry as the leading explanation, parameter space of
the pSSM should be constrained by the experimental data on Aa,,.

The SUSY contribution to the muon anomalous magnetic dipole moment
in the pvSSM is shown in Fig[ll The result shows that when tan § = 3, Aq,
constrains My < 1 TeV, which is opposite to what the upper experimental
bound of Br(y — ev) constrains. The fact implies that experimental data do
not favor small tan 5 in the prSSM with the MEFV assumptions (36]). When
tan 3 = 30, Aa, constrains 2 TeV < M, < 7 TeV, compared with that the
upper experimental bound of Br(u — ey) constrains My > 3.5 TeV, the M,
has more consistent interval. So, under the MFV assumptions, the purSSM
favors large tan 8 and M, for consistent with experimental data.

6. Conclusions

Besides the superfields of the MSSM, the urSSM introduces three exotic
right-handed sneutrinos 7§ to solve the p problem of the MSSM. And exotic
right-handed sneutrinos which the vacuum expectation values are nonzero
induce new sources for lepton-flavor violation. In addition, from the scalars
for the urSSM we strictly separate the Goldstone bosons, which disappear
in the physical gauge.

Considering the updated experimental data on neutrino oscillations, we
analyze various LF'V processes and (g —2), in the urSSM. Numerical results
indicate that the new physics corrections dominate the evaluation on the
branching ratios of LFV processes in some parameter space of the urSSM.
And the theoretical predictions on the branching ratios of LF'V processes
1 — ey and p — 3e for large tan [ can easily reach the present experimental
upper bounds and be detected in near future. Additionally, the present
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experimental observations on (g —2), also give very strong constraint on the
model. Under the MFV assumptions (B0, the prSSM favors large tan 5 and
M, for consistent with experimental data. Certainly, a neutral Higgs with
mass mp, ~ 124 — 126 GeV reported by ATLAS [26] and CMS [27] also
contributes a strict constraint on relevant parameter space, we will discuss
this problem elsewhere.
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Appendix A. Minimization of the potential

First, the eight minimization conditions of the tree-level neutral scalar
potential are given below:
G2
my; va + — (U — v 4 Uy, U, )0a — (AaA)i0u e — AjRijkUuUpe Ve

4
+ ()\i)\jv,,icv,,; + AiAvHvg — Yuijvyi()\kvyzv,,; + )\jUZ) =0, (A.1)
2
My Uy — I( 2 — V2t u,v,)v, + (ALY)); 00,00 — (ANA)ivavye

Vij
— )\jfiijkvdv,,fv,,g + (YykiYijvyicUV; + YVikYijUViUVj)UU =0 y (A2)
2
2 2 2
m3, Uy, + — (v — vy + vy, 0,)U, + (A,,Y,,)Z.jvuv,,]q + Yyil/iljkvuv,,]cvyg

4

+ ()\i)\jv,,icv,,; + A vHv, +Y, .in(/fljkvylcvyz — 204Uy,

2
— Y,,ij )\kv,,jv,,gvd — Y,,ij )\quUd + Y,,ij YylkU,,l U,,;U,jz
2 —
+ Y, Y, vpv =0, (A.3)

2
Mize Uy + (A,,Y,,)jz.v,,jvu — (AxN)ivqu, + (A,{/ﬁ)ijk'l)y;'l)yz — 2Rk UqUy Ve

2 2
+ Aidjune (Vg + ) + 2R1im Kk Uyg, Upe U + 2Y0 ) Kig Uy Uy Uy

=Y, vy, UpeUg — Yo )\ivykv,,]qu + Yl,ti,,lkv,,jv,,lv,,z
2 _
+ Ysz‘YijUuUVJC- =0 ) (A4)

where G? = g} + g5 and gi¢,, = g25,, = e€.
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Appendix B. Mass Matrices

In this appendix, we give the mass matrices in the urSSM.

Appendiz B.1. Scalar mass matrices

For this subsection, we use the indices 7,7, k,[,m = 1,2,3 and a =
1,...,8.

Appendiz B.1.1. CP-even neutral scalars
In the unrotated basis S"7 = (hg, hy, ()%, (7¢)%), one can obtain the
quadratic potential

1
V;]uadratic = §S/TM§'SI . (B].)

And the expression for the independent coefficients of MZ are given in detail
below:

G2
Midhd = m%[d + Z(?)Uﬁ — UZ —+ UViUVi) + )\i>\jvyfvu§ + )\Z>\ZU§ s (B2)
G2
Mp o, =my, — Z(Uﬁ — 302 +u,v,) + AidjUpeUye + Nidiv3
— QYVU )\jUdU,,i + YykiYijUVfUV;f + YyikYijvyivyj y (B?))
2
Midhu = —(AM)ing - TUCIUU + 2MAivguy — )\kﬁijkvugvu;
— 2V, Ajuuvy, (B.4)
2 G? 2
M, 5r = 5 VdUy; = Yy, (Ajug + )\kv,,zv,,;) , (B.5)
2
Miu(ﬁi)ﬁ, =5 Uuby, + (A,,Yu)ijv,,; —2Y, Ajuguy + Yyik/@ljkvylcvyjc_
+2Y,,. Y, vuvy, (B.6)
Mid(ﬂf)R = —(A)\)\)ﬂ)u + 2)\i)\jUdUu; - 2>\k/€iijqu§
- ( Vji>‘k + Yij)\i>/UVj/UV£ ’ (B7>
Mzu(ﬂf)R - —(A))\)Z‘Ud + (AVYV>jiUVj -+ 2)\i>\qusz§ — 2>\kliijkvd1},,§
+ 2Y, Kikvy, Ve + 2V, Y, 00, (B.8)
2 2 ? ? 2 2
Mﬂi)R(ﬂj)R = mf,ij + TUWUW + Z(Ud — U, + /UVk/UVk)(SZ”
+ YyikY,,jkvi + Y. Yo, vevn (B.9)
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M(%Ji)R(f/;)R = (AY, )“U — (YoM + Y00 )UdUu + 2Y,,, RjikUuUnp
(YVUY,,M + Y, Yo, U e (B.10)
M(zﬁf)R(Df)R - ij + 2(Apk) i Vvg — 2AkKijrVa0 + Aidj (V3 +02)
+ (2KijkKimk + 4f£ilk/<ajmk)v,,cvyc +2Y,,, KijlkUyUy,
— (Y, N+ Y, \)vgu,, +Y, (Y,,kjvu +Y,,v0,) . (B.11)

Vij Vi Vi

We can use an 8 X 8 unitary matrix Rg to diagonalize the mass matrix
M3

REMZRs = (MZ“9)? (B.12)
By unitary matrix Rg, S/, can be rotated to the mass eigenvectors S,:
ha = R¥S,, hy = R¥S,, ()% = RZT*s, (56)% = RT)*s, . (B.13)

Appendiz B.1.2. CP-odd neutral scalars
In the unrotated basis P'T = (Py, P,, (), (#£)!), one can also give the
quadratic potential

1
‘/quadratic = §P,TM]23P/ ) (B14)

and the concrete expression for the independent coefficients of M3

M} p =m¥, + %2(113 — U U, 0,) + AidjUevLe + N AUy (B.15)
a2

M,%upu = m%]u — I(U2 —vi+u,u,) + )\Z-)\-v,,,cv,,q + A3

— 2V, A\juguy, + Yyleykjv,,icv,,]c, + Y, Yo, 000, (B.16)
MPdP (A))\)Z-U,,f + )\k/iijkv,,fv,,j , (B.17)
M} oot = =Yo, (Aul + Akvyc%) : (B.18)
M3 oyt = —(AY0) 00 = Yo RijetneUie (B.19)
MI% (o)t = (AaA)iv, — 2)\kmjkvuvyjc_ (Yo, A — Y,,.k)\-)vijyc , (B.20)
MI%u i = (AN)va — (AY)) 00, — 2(Mekarva — Yo, Kawvy; Joyg 5 (B.21)
M(%,i)](f,]) mLm + Zz( 7= vs A+ uy0,)05 + Y., Y00

21



+ Yl/ikYI/jLUVzUVlC ) (B22)
M(2,;i)1(,;§)1 = _(AuYu)iqu + (Y )\k - Yyik)\j)’vdl),,z + QY,,“Kjlk’UuU,,z

Vij

J— (YVinVkl - YyilYij)UVk/UVlc 5 (B23>
M(%}i‘:)f(ﬂj‘?)[ = m?,icj - Q(Aﬁfi)ijkvyg + 2k KijEUqUy + )\i)\j(vs + Ui)

- (2/‘€ijk/‘€zmk - 4l’{'imk/€ljk)vyfl),/;:n — 2Yulk/.;ijkvuvyl

N (Yykﬂ' )\i + Y”ki)\j)vdv'/k + YVki(YijU?L + YVljUVkUVl) : (B'24)

Using an 8 x 8 unitary matrix Rp to diagonalize the mass matrix M3
REMERp = (Mp9)? (B.25)
we can obtain the mass eigenvectors P,:
Py= R¥P,, P, = R¥P,, (5;)" = R™p,, (o) = RE™*p, . (B.26)

Appendiz B.1.3. Charged scalars
The quadratic potential includes

V:]uadratic = S/_TME& S/+ ) (B27)

where S™*T = (Hdi,HjE,éi,,é}izi) is in the unrotated basis, é; = €& and
é;gi = ¢f. The concrete expression for the independent coefficients of M2,

are given below:

2

2 _ 2 2 2 2
MH;EH;E = de + E(Uu — Ul,iUl,i) + I(Ud — U, -+ UViUVi> + )\i)\jvyicv,,]q
+ Yo, Yo, 00,00, (B.28)
2 2
]MI%IQEHQE = m%’u + %(Uﬁ + UViUVi> - I(Us - Ui + Ul,iU,,i) + AiAqunyjc.
+ YVikYI/ijUV;UVE 3 (B29)
2
9
MI?I;':HSZ = (AxA\)ivye + Ezvdvu — NiAiVaUy + AkhijkUne Ve
_I_ Yl/ij )\]qul/l ) (Bgo)
2
2 92
MH;‘:éi = Evdvyi — Yyij)\kvygv,/]c - YeinekjvdUl,k y (Bgl)
2
g
Méiéi = S 0uty, = (AY0)0us + Yo Auav = Yo, igivug v
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=Y, Yo, vuy; (B.32)
Mzétéa = —(AYe)jivy, — Ye Y,,kjvuv,, , (B.33)
My = =You(\vsson, + Yoy vavee) (B.34)
Méi o = m%ij + i(gf —g3) (v — vl +v,0,)0;5 + %Svl,iv,,j
+ Y, Y, Vet + Yo, Yo, 07 (B.35)
Mézﬁi%_ = (AeYe)i YelJ Akvuvu ) (B.36)
My = - SRR — 0+ v )+ Ve, Yo 0]
+ YehYekJUVkvw ) (B.37)

Through an 8 x 8 unitary matrix Rg+ to diagonalize the mass matrix
M2
S+

RL. M2 Rg = (ME29)? (B.38)
S’% can be rotated to the mass eigenvectors S=:
Hi = R3S, HE = R%S*, &5 = RES*, & = RU7SE . (B.39)

Appendiz B.2. Neutral fermion mass matrizc

Neutri:gos I~ni'x yvitl} the neutralinos and therefore in the unrotated basis
D a— <BO,WO,Hd,Hu,VRi,VL one can have the neutral fermion mass

terms in the Lagrangian:

i ]

1
— §X’°TMHX’° +Hec., (B.40)
where
M mT
M, = , B.41
( m O3xs ) ( )
with
_%vyl %Uw 0 Y,,ve Yo Yopve Y0,
m = %ng \9/251}1/2 0 YVinVf YipVu YipUu YipyUy (B.42)
%vy3 %Uyg 0 Yve Yive Yi,ve Y,



and

Mi 0 Shug G 0 0 0

0 M2 %Ud %’UU 0 0 0

Dos Zee 0 e Awe hw
M= v, o, —Aivg 0 % Y2 Ys

0 0 —Avw Y1 2Rl 2R190s 2K13Us

0 0 _>\2Uu Yo 2/'{21]‘?),/; 25223'7)1/; 2'%23)'7)1/;

0 0 —Aguw Yz 2Rzl 2R3 2K33U0

(B.43)

where y; = —Ajvg + Y, ,v,,. Here, the submatrix m is neutralino-neutrino
mixing, and the submatrix M is neutralino mass matrix. This 10 x 10 sym-

metric matrix M,, can be diagonalized by a 10 x 10 unitary matrix Z,:
ZEMyZy = Mg (B.44)

where M, is the diagonal neutral fermion mass matrix. Then, we have the
neutral fermion mass eigenstates:

x3=<%>, a=1,...,10 (B.45)
with
BO = Z}LQKZ s [j[d = Z?La/ﬁg s Vrp = Zy(;l—i—i)a/{; s
T 9 -~ 4 ' (T+i) (B46)
We =22k, H,=Zk,, v, =12n ' K.

Appendiz B.3. Charged fermion mass matrizc
Charged leptons mix with the charginos and therefore in the unrotated
basis where U7 = (—i\~, H7, ezi) and UtT = <—i5\+, f[j,e;g), one can

obtain the charged fermion mass terms in the Lagrangian:

— UMYt +He., (B.47)
where
M, = ( M0 ) : (B.48)
C my
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Here, the submatrix M, is chargino mass matrix

. M,  gov,
o (e g ), 10

And the submatrices b and c¢ give rise to chargino-charged lepton mixing.
They are defined as

0 0 0
b= ( _}/;i1UVi _}/eizvl’i —Y Vy; ) ’ (B5O)

€i3

92Uy, _Yvuvlff
c= g2,UV2 _Yl/zivl/f . (B51)
g2V, _YV3iUVf

And the submatrix m; is the charged lepton mass matrix

}/ellvd }/;12Ud }/613/Ud
m; = Y;MUd }/;221)[1 Y;2SUd . (B52)
Y631 Ud Y632 Ud Y€33 Ud

This 5 x 5 mass matrix M, can be diagonalized by the 5 X 5 unitary matrices
Z_and Z,:

Z'M, 7, = M.y, (B.53)

where M,y is the diagonal charged fermion mass matrix. Then, one can
obtain the charged fermion mass eigenstates:

Ra _
Xa:(a)’ O{—l,...,5 (B54)
with

o o (B.55)

\— . — r7— — 2+1 _
=iz, Hyp = 7%, ep, = 2%
A . "

Nt =iz*s}, HP =273k}, eg, = ZJ(r Doyt
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Appendix C. Approximate diagonalization of mass matrices

Appendiz C.1. Neutral fermion mass matriz
If the R-parity breaking parameters are small in the sense that for |16, 28]

E=mM™* (C.1)

all &; < 1, one can find an approximate diagonalization of neutral fermion
mass matrix. In leading order in &, the rotation matrix Z,, is given by

— LleT _£T
2= (TE e ) (0 i) 2

The first matrix in (C.2)) above approximately block-diagonalizes the matrix
M,, to the form diag (M, m.ys), where

Mepp = —m.M " m” . (C.3)

The submatrices V' and U, respectively diagonalize M and m.s; in the fol-
lowing way:

{ VIMV = My, (C.4)

Ul'messU, = mya,

where My and m,, are respectively diagonal neutralino and neutrino mass
matrix.

Appendiz C.2. Charged fermion mass matrix

Similarly to the approximate diagonalization of the neutral fermion mass
matrix discussed above, it’s also possible to find an approximate diagonal-
ization procedure of the charged fermion mass matrix for the small R-parity
breaking parameters [28]. Then, we can define

{ £r = .Myt +mpb" (MpY)T MY (C.5)

Ep =00 (MHT +mTe. Mt (M T

All §1,; < 1 and &g, < 1, so in leading order in £ and &g, the rotation
matrices Z_ and Z, are respectively given by

(1 ile, T U0
Z__( ELLL 1—%€LL§%)< 0 V—)’ (C.6)
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_(1-3kér &R )<U+ 0)
s = ( ER 1 — 3¢réE 0 Vi) (G7)

Then the matrix M, can approximately be block-diagonalized to the form
diag (My,m;). And the submatrices U_, U, and V_, V, respectively diago-
nalize M1 and m; in the following way:

UZ‘M:I:U-i- = M:td 5
V_Tle+ = myq ,

(C.8)

where M.y, and myy are respectively diagonal chargino and charged lepton
mass matrix.
Appendix D. Interaction Lagrangian

In this part, we give the interaction Lagrangian of the relative vertices
for the LFV processes in the urSSM. And we use the indices ¢,j =1,...,3,
B,(=1,....5,a,p=1,...,8and n=1,...,10.

Appendiz D.1. Charged fermion-neutral fermion-gauge boson

We now give the interaction Lagrangian of charged fermion, neutral fermion
and gauge boson,

_ _ ZXeX ZXeX
Lint = eF,XaV" x5 + Z,X5(CL v P+ CRX v Pr)x¢
-0 -0
+ WR(CL N Py 4 O Pr) s
0c 0c
+ W xs(Cr APy O A PO -, (D)

where the coefficients are

s € [(1 — 252 )55 + ZI_C*ZiB] ,
2s,,¢Cy,
COxXs _ : e [2Z}+C*Z-1+B 4 7% g% 23%[/545] ’
Sy Coy
Oy N = S \VRZP 22 1 22 7 2 T
V2s,
WxsXs € 18* 72 28% 74
Cp 7 = — V22 2 - 2 7]
R V25, + +
o _ [CZVXBX%]*7 xR _ [C;VW%T_ (D.2)

27



Appendixz D.2. Charged scalars-gauge boson

The interaction Lagrangian of charged scalars and gauge boson is written
as

Lin = i€F, S 0" S; +ieC?55" 2,579 ST + - . (D.3)

The coeflicient is

CH5SH = — ec [(1 — 252 )9 — RGHIT ROFOe] (D.4)
W W

Appendiz D.3. Charged fermion-neutral fermion-scalars

The interaction Lagrangian of charged fermion, neutral fermion and scalars
is similarly written by

Lint = SaXc(C7 Py 4 Cpr X Py + Paxc(CL% P,
HORN Pr)xg + Sy Xa(CL 7 P+ O X Pr)y s
S0 XX Py O XX Py (D.5)

And the coefficients are

Csaxzaf(g

L \/_S

X —Ye [ R+ 718 7(2+i) _ Rl 72408 Z(2+J ]
\/i iJ S +

1 2+ (248 »2¢ 1 (2+i)a 28 2¢
- —=Y,. R Pe " Zy — —=NR Y/ /il
V2 Vai .

CfaXﬁ)Zg _ \/i [R%aziﬁz_?f + R}DQZEﬁZ}_C + R§;5+i)aZ(_2+i)BZ_1,_C}
Sw
n l Ly, [R(5+2 ZMZ 245)¢ RlaZ(2+2 BZ(2+J ]
V2 3

i 2+i)a ,(2+0)8 2¢ U 2+i)a 28 2
——Y, R Z" Z7 — —=NR Y/ /il
\/i ij P + \/_ P +
sz;X%XB R2a* Z2B |:CW2217 + Swzln] _ iRgoi*Z_lein
\/_SWcW Sw

_ \/76R 5i) a*Z 2+z)621n 1Y, R(2+Z Z2BZ(4+J)
SW Y

o LA AR o R A
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Y., 28 Rl 2T — REF 73| - MR 2P 2,

€ij

CS;*XL?)_(S; _ € |:R1a*Z2B + R (2+i)a Z(2+Z) ] [C Z n + SWZ177
L \/_SWCW
__Zlﬁ [Rla* Z317 + joz)a* ZT(L7+Z‘) ] + YVU R2a Z(2+2 52(4—1—]
Sw

+Y,, RO [Ziﬁz,g”i)" _ ZS“"’BZS;"] NR2L 2%z,

C;axafcc _ [Cfaxcfw} 7 Cgaxw& _ [Cfaxo'cﬁ] ’

— .. 0= —* —07 * —* -0 — ., 0= *
C;axnxg _ [Ci‘a x;axn} ’ C}i& XX _ [Ci‘axnxza} . (D.6)

Appendix E. Loop-momentum integral

Defining z; = WT—Q?, we can find the loop-momentum integral for [; — ;™
w

1 _1+11'1I2 xllnxl—xglnxg
I(1,x } , E1
( 1 2) 167T2 (xQ o .:Cl) (,’L‘2 . x1)2 ( )
1 7 14+Inzy zilnz —zelnz,
I — — } , .2
2(1'17 $2) 167T2 i (1'2 _ xl) (1’2 _ 1’1)2 ( )
I( - 1 3+2lnzy 2w +4zeInze 222Inaxy
T, T — —
ST T 3o | (xg — 1) (20 — 1)° (20 —11)°
222 1In w9 } (E.3)
(z2 — 361)3 7
1 [11+6lnzy 1579+ 18xyInzy 622 + 1823 Inzy
[4(1’1,1’2) D) [ — 2 3
9672 L (x9 — 1) (x9 — 1) (w2 — 1)
623 Inz; — 623 In x2] (B.4)
(z2 — $1)4 .
And we also can find the loop-momentum integral for I; — 17171}
1 z11Inz Ty lnzy
Gi(x1, 20, [
( b 3) 167T2 (Il - Ig)(l’l - Ig) (ZL’Q — 1’1)(25'2 — 1’3)
r31n x3
, E.5
(x5 — z1) (23 — 22) (E5)
1 2?Inzy

Go(11, 19, 13) = [—(A+1+lnxu)+

1672 (1 — x2) (21 — x3)
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r31nxy r31n w3

($2 - $1)($2 - $3) ($3 - xl)(% - $2)

+ (E.6)
2 L . .

Here, z, = £ Gy(x1, 22, 73) is divergence, so here we use dimensional
w

regularization to cancel the divergent part (A +1+1Inz,). In the numerical
calculation, we will keep the remaining convergent part.

G ) 1 [ z1Inxg
1, %o, T3, Tq) =
B 2 5y 1672 L(xy — xo) (21 — w3) (21 — 24)
4 ) 1115(32 4 T3 1111’3
(w2 — w1) (2 — @3) (22 — 1) (w3 — @1)(w5 — 2) (23 — 24)
zalnaxy
E.7
(1'4 — l’l)(l’4 — 1'2)(1’4 — 1’3)] ( )
1 2?2 lnz,y
Gy, 29,23, 24) = L
4( ! 2 3 4) 167’(’2 |:(.§L’1 — l’g)(ﬂ?l — l’g)(ﬂ?l — LIZ‘4)
N r21Inzy N r2lnzs
(o — x1) (w2 — @3) (T2 — 24) (23 — 71) (73 — 72) (73 — T4)
2
xilnxy
+ E.S8
(1'4 — l’l)(l’4 — 1'2)(1’4 — 1’3)] ( )
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