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Abstract

Using the pinch technique, we compute the one-loop vertices of weak interactions in the B-
LSSM and incorporate their pinch contributions into the gauge boson self-energies. Compared to
the definitions of the S, T, and U parameters in the Standard Model based on the SU(2), ®@U(1)y
group, the corresponding parameters in the B-LSSM are modified. We provide these redefined S,
T, and U parameters and demonstrate the convergence of the results. In the framework of the
low-energy effective Lagrangian for weak interactions, the S, T', and U parameters can be expressed
as functions of certain parameters in the B-LSSM. The updated experimental and fitting results

constrain the parameter space of the B-LSSM strongly.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The measurement results for the mass of the W boson, as reported by the ATLAS
experimental group in 2023 [1], are in close agreement with the theoretical predictions of the
Standard Model (SM). In comparison to the SM, the inclusion of the additional U(1)p_,
gauge group in the B-LSSM leads to the emergence of a more substantial Z’ boson, which
in turn modifies the original definition of the Weinberg angle. The electroweak radiative
corrections of observable quantities can be obtained through the oblique parameter method,
and the superfields in the B-LSSM exert a notable influence on these oblique parameters. In
this paper, we derive the gauge-invariant gauge boson self-energies in the B-LSSM. Basing
on experimental results, we impose constraints on the parameters of the model.

The B-LSSM [2-18§] is based on the gauge symmetry group SU(3)c @ SU(2), @ U(1)y ®
U(1)p_r, where B represents the baryon number and L represents the lepton number. The
B-LSSM not only provides an explanation for the existence of a small mass for left-handed
neutrinos but also offers a solution to the little hierarchy problem [19] in the Minimal
Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM). The gauge invariance of U(1)p_1 allows for the
conservation of R-parity, which is typically assumed in the MSSM to prevent proton decay.
When this symmetry is spontaneously broken, R-parity conservation can still be maintained
[20]. This model helps to understand the origin of R-parity and the potential ways it could
be broken in supersymmetric models. Additionally, compared to the MSSM, the B-LSSM
provides more candidates for dark matter [21, 22].

The S, T, and U parameters [23-32] present an extension of the method developed by
Peskin [33], building on the work of Kennedy and Lynn [34], to handle radiative corrections
in electroweak interaction processes based on the SU(2) x U(1) gauge group. This approach
expresses radiative corrections to observables as a linear combination of the S, T', and U
parameters. Although the B-LSSM introduces an additional U(1)p_ gauge group compared
to the SM, the definition of the S, T, and U parameters remains valid at the electroweak
scale. Because the effect of the new U(1)p_; gauge group on electroweak observables is
negligible at tree level. The radiative corrections resulting from the new gauge group can
be safely ignored.

When calculating physical observables or considering physical processes, their gauge in-

variance is typically taken into account. It becomes critical when extracting physical in-
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formation from S-matrix elements, as gauge invariance cannot always be guaranteed. The
oblique parameters discussed in this paper must account for gauge invariance. To address
this issue, the pinch technique (PT), a well-established method based on the background
field method (BFM), is employed. This technique has been widely used in recent times. For
more details, see references |35-48].

The following section outlines the structure of the paper. In Section [[I, we provide a
brief introduction to the B-LSSM and the construction of the Z  boson. In Section [II, we
present the gauge-invariant self-energies in the B-LSSM, derived using the pinch technique.
In Section [[V], we introduce the gauge-invariant S, T, and U parameters in the B-LSSM,
and based on these results, we further constrain the s’ by incorporating effective Lagrangian
techniques.In Section [Vl we proved the divergence cancellation of two sectors. In Section [V1]
we analyze the experimental data’s constraints on the parameter space. Finally, in Section

[VIIl we present our conclusions.

II. THE B-L SSM

The superpotential of the B-LSSM is given by

W =Y Q:HUS + pHiHy — Y Q:H\D§ — Y L HL ES +

Yu,ijf/iﬁzﬁ; — Wi + Y iUy thy, (1)

where i, j are generation indices, 77 ~ (1,1,0,—1), 72 ~ (1,1,0,1) are two chiral singlet
superfields and 7 are three generations of right-handed neutrinos. The gauge group of
U(1)p_r spontaneously broke without the simultaneous breaking of R-parity. The soft
breaking terms of the B-LSSM are given by

1 ~ o~ ~ o~ ~ - ~ o~ ~ o~
£soft - - §(M1)\B)\B + MZ)\W)\W + Mg)\g)\g + QMBB/)\B/)\B + MB/)\B/)\B/) -
B,H\Hy — By, + T, ijQia(sz + T, QedSHy + T i; LieSHy + T Hytif Ly +
T, Jlr] CVC + h.c. ml) 7,]( ) mq Z]Q QJ myg u(uc)*ai - m?]l |ﬁ1‘2 -
mi, |i[* — m5, () ds — m3 Ly Ly —m? (€)' — miy, | Hil® — miy, | Hof*. (2)

The terms with tilde denotes the supersymmetric partner of the corresponding chiral su-

perfield. To obtain the masses of the physical neutral Higgs bosons, The Higgs fields are



usually redefined as:

1 1
Hl = ﬁ(vl + ReH{ +ilmH}), H? = ﬁ(w + ReHj +ilmH3),
. 1 . . 1 —
m = —(uy + Reny + ilmy), Mo = —(ug + iRefjy + ilm7)y) . (3)
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In accordance with this definition, the majority of the symmetries pertaining to the

S

SU22), @ U(l)y ® U(1)p—r groups have been disrupted, with only the residual electro-
magnetic symmetry observed in the electromagnetic symmetry groups U(1)p_; remaining
intact. The group U(1)p_; introduces new gauge boson Z’ and the corresponding gauge
coupling constant ¢,. In addition, two Abelian groups give rise to a new effect absent in the
MSSM or other SUSY models with just one Abelian gauge group: the gauge kinetic mixing.
Here, we write the covariant derivative:

~ = AY
g gvB Al

Du=0,=i(Y Ys) , (4)

gey 9B EE
where EZ and 2[5 denote the gauge fields associated with the two U(1) gauge groups. Y
and Yp denote the hypercharge and B — L charge respectively. It is easier to work with

non-canonical covariant derivatives instead of off-diagonal field-strength tensors:

S v
Du:aﬂ—z(y YB> g 9B prp( e (5)
gsy gB Af

We insert the unitary matrix into the definition equation, which redefines both the coupling

coefficient and gauge fields:

g 9vm g1 9y /TZ AZ

~ ~ RT = ) R ~ = (6)
9By 9B 0 g5 Af Af
Now we can give the mass matrix in the basis (AY, B3, AB):

Fv? gigav? gigyv?

M]2V = g 919202 9%”2 929YU2 (7)
G1gyv? gagyv? gEv? + ghu?

The mass matrix defined in Eq. ([7]) can be diagonalized by unitary matrix Ry:

cw —sw 0O 10 0 cw —swc  sws'
Ryv=1 sw cw O 0cd —s | =1\ sw ewd —cws (8)
0o 0 1 0s ¢ 0 s’ c



with

Y
Z | =R% | B3 (9)
A AB

If we do some inverse operations on the mass matrix:

0 0 0
1
1 0 G*? —Ggy gv?

0 —Ggypv? g%sz +4g%u2

10 0 0 0 O 1 0 0
=10d —¢ 0m% 0 0 ¢ &
0s ¢ 0 0 m% 0 —¢ ¢
0 0 0
= | 0 *m% + s°m3, s'(my —m%) (10)
2 2 2

2 2
0 ds'(m3 —m%) $“m% +Jd"m%,

€
swew

Where G is Electric weak coupling coefficient G = Then, g and gy B can be repre-

sented by some observable measurements:

ds'(m% —m%,)
*mZ + s°m2,

G IMzmyg

gvyB =

_G 11
9B =75 *mZ + s°m2, (11)

Where ¢ = 2.

u

III. PINCH TECHNIQUE

The gauge-invariant self energys of Z and Z’ can be obtained in any neutral flow
process. Following the approach of Papavasiliou [48], consider the scattering process ete™ —
wp~, The S-matrix element of this process should remain independent of the gauge-fixing

parameters &; at any order of perturbative calculation. The propagators for the gauge bosons
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FIG. 1: Graphs (a)-(c) are some of the 1-loop contributions to the S-matrx of this four-fermion
process. The pinch parts of (b) and (c), shown in (e) and (f) are absorbed into (d), making it

become a gauge-invariant effective self-energy.

v, Z and Z' which include the gauge-fixing parameters, are given by:

Au(g) = ;—ﬁguu —(1- ay)q;Z”] (12)
A Z(q) = ;—j.[g,w —(1- &)%} (13)
A (@) = g low = (1= &) =g o] (14)

Traditionally, the S-matrix element 7' can be decomposed into three parts based on the
Mandelstam variables s, t and the external masses m., m,. In terms of self-energy, vertex,

and box contributions, T, T, and T3 correspondingly contribute to the total expression:
T(s,t,me,my) = T1(t) + To(t, me, my) + Ts(s, t, me,my,) (15)

Although the total T" is gauge-independent, the individual components 77 15 and T3 are
gauge dependent. By employing the pinch technique, we recast these into gauge-invariant
quantities TI, Tg, and Tj:

~ ~ A

T(s,t,me,my) = Ti(t) + To(t, me, my) + Ts(s, t, me, my) (16)
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From this, we derive the gauge-invariant self-energy 7.
The PT is a systematic approach. The form of the Ward identity changes depending on
the specific physical process. For instance, when a gluon mediates strong interactions, the

Ward identity takes the form:

kryp=k=p+k—m)—(p—m) (17)
=57 p+k) =57 (p)

For charged W or neutral Z bosons coupled to fermions, the Ward identity becomes:

k“vuPLEkPL:(p—l—k—mi)PL—PR(p—mj)—l—miPL—ijR (18)
:Si_l(p—i-k)PL—Sj_l(p)PRijiPL—ijR

Here, Py = 2. The terms S;'(p + k) and S;!(p) vanish on shell, leaving behind

m; P, — m;jPr. When charged W= couples to fermions, the masses m; and m; differ. For
neutral Z fermions of equal mass,m; = m;.

Additionally, the vertex in Fig. [i(b) is decomposed into two components:

FHVQ = Fffa + Ffwa? (19)
where
P¢ 1
Lva = E[(q +k)vGpa + kugval (20)
1
Ffwa = 2¢u9va — 2QvYpa — (2k + Q)agw + (1 - E)[kvgua + (k + q)ugva]a
The term T%,,, satisfies the Ward identity
0 Tra = D (k,6) = ALy (k +¢,) (21)
Gauge boson propagators depend on the gauge-fixing parameters:
A (9) = 25, (q) = 25 D(q) (22)
pv q 1% q M2 q
where
Di(g.€) = 5
¢ B q2 - &Mzz
% quv —1



.@fw(q) are the W*,Z and Z' propagators (¢ — o0). Selecting the Feynman gauge(¢ = 1) can
greatly simplify calculations[48]. Then, the pinch part of Fig [i(c) vanished. Furthermore,

when extracting the Pinch contribution of self energy, the following formula will be used:

9o = AL (0, &) (g, &)
= AL(¢:.8)27 ()" —iqq"Di(q,€)

G = —i{’Di(q,&)qu + MPq" AN, (q.&)} (24)
where
2 ()" = i{g"(¢* = M?) — ¢"q"} (25)
Ifi=n,
A7) = il + (1 - ) ) (26)

In the B-LSSM, the pinch part of the self-energy of W+ is similar to the result in the SM,

here are the results:
i (6% = —4g3(a* — M) {s% T (6*) + & (< Twz(q*) + s Iw 2 (%)) } (27)

Where,
ak 1
Ii' q2 =3 4—n/
(@) =" | Gy e =D T g = )

(28)

The calculation of guage-independent self-energies of v,Z and Z' needs to utilize the following

allocation:

%’VHPL = (—i)sw(eve) —icyc (eZe)* +icws (eZ e)* (29)

By combining Eq. (24) and Eq. (29), the following results can be obtained:

11 (%) = —4g2s% ¢ Iww (¢°)
H»I;Z(q2)
7, (¢°) = —2g3swews (2¢° — M) lww (¢°)
NM5,(¢) = ~4g3cc” (¢ — MZ) Iww (%)
15, (¢%) = ~4g2cys” (¢ — M2) yw(¢?)

P (¢%) = 2g3ckys ¢ (2¢° — M3 — M2) Tww(q?) (30)

—2g3swewce (2¢° — M2) Iww(q?)



By utilizing PT, we successfully derive gauge-invariant self-energies for theWW=, Z, Z’ and
~ bosons, which are essential for subsequent calculations.bosons, which are essential for

subsequent calculations.

IV. FORMALISM OF OBLIQUE CORRECTIONS

A. Formalism of S T U paramaters in the B-LSSM

The implementation of renormalization schemes that utilize the number of observables
equivalent to the number of free parameters may prove challenging in practice. This is due
to the necessity of solving a more extensive set of equations than those encountered in the
SM, which may result in the generation of highly intricate and unwieldy analytical formulae
[51].

The oblique parameters are the products of renormalization under the SM, and thus
warrant examination to ascertain whether such a quantity remains well-defined in the B-
LSSM. A significant indicator is whether the divergence of oblique parameters is cancelled.
From a technical standpoint, it appears that the requisite divergent elimination is guaranteed
by the symmetry of the group, since Tr[T?Y] = 0. As can be observed in the Tab. [I the self-
energy functions, namely, the unrenormalized vacuum polarisation functions with coupling
constants factored out, namely, the (II's), will cancel out any divergence after traversing all
the superfields. It is therefore reasonable to continue using the original definition of Peskin

[33]:

s 5462[1_[33(0) - éQ(O)]

al =4¢’ (113, (0) — 13, (0)]

2

2 2
where mz~ = *m% + s “m%,.



Q L Hy H, d U e v n 7
1 1 1 1 1 2
Y 5 —3 —3 3 3 | 31000
1 1 1 1
19 19 19 19
T3 2 2 2 2 ol ololo]o]|o
1 1 1 1
o+l o-Llo-%]o0-1
1 1 1 1 1 1
Vs § —3 0 O |-6| 6|2 |2 | t]!
1 1 1 1
Lo Lo | =lo | Lo
T3 <y | 12 2 2 2 ol ololo]olo
1 1 1 1
0-%1] 04 0101
1 1
L0 ~Lly
T3 xYg| 2 2 0 0 ol o0o]o|lo] 0] o0
1 1
0 -1 | 03
1 1 1 1 1

TABLE I: The charges and the mixed products of each superfield in the B-LSSM

In accordance with Peskin’s approach, the one-particle-irreducible (1PI) self-energies of
the photon, Z and Z’ in the B-LSSM are expressed as a linear combination of the T3 —(Q — B-

mixed eigenstate self-energy.

HAA = 62HQQ (32&)
626/ 2 /
Mz4= (Izq — sy llgq) + es'grllgn (32b)
Swew
e2s’ ) ,
My, =— (Izq — swllgq) + ec'grllgn (32¢)
Swew
620/2 ) .
Myz = 55— (U3 — 253 3q + sy 1gq)
Swlw
es'd 9 2 o
+2 gE(HgB — SWHQB) + s gEHBB (32d)
SwCw
e2s? 2 4
Uy = 2 2 (I35 — 2siyllsq + SWHQQ)
SwCw
es'c
—2 gE(HgB — S%A/HQB> + ClzgéHBB (326)
Swew
eds
M, = ———5 (53 — 253115 + sy 1oq)
SwCw
6(6/2 - 8/2) 2 /12
+279E(H33 — SWHQB) +cs gEHBB (32f)
SwCw

Where g = g5 + Y—‘; gy B,  indicates the charge of photon, T3 indicates the charge of W
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and B indicates the charge of U(1)p_, group. The 1PI self energy of W is given as:

62

HWW - THH (33)
Sw
We can linearly combine the above equations and define effective self-energy I 74 and I 77

as follows to eliminate the self-energys ”containing” Uy charge B: 14 = ¢ (828) — ' (324),
Iy, = *@2d) — 2¢'s' B2]) + ¢*@2d). Combining with (32a), one can obtain:

HAA == €2HQQ (34&)
2
~ e
lza = (s — siyIlgq) (34b)
SwCw
2
~ e
;7 = 55 (I35 — 257130 + sy 1lgq) (34c)
Sty Cly

Combining the definition of oblique parameters Eq. (31l), Eq. (83) and Eq. (34]), one can

obtain the expression of oblique parameters under the B-LSSM:
T/ 012/1/ - 312/1/ 7/ /
aS :4SWCW[HZZ(O) - WHZ“/(O) — H“/“/(O)]
~ ~ 32
My (0)  HMzz(0) + %2112, (0) + a-11,,(0)
miy my

aU =453y [Ty (0) — 1T (0) — 20w TT,, (0) — 31T, (0)]

ol =

B. The S T U paramaters in the effective-Lagrangian

For the case of Z couples with two fermions, neutral-current of Z particle can be expressed

as follows:
e / 1 el
Jy = (T? — s*Q)c + geYps JYy" Pry
SWwew
e , .
+ | (—s3yQ)c + geYps Jy" Prip
Swcw

(36)

Using Eq. ([Il) and gg = g5 + Y—YBQYB, The neutral-current coupling between the Z boson
and SM leptons in the B-LSSM can be written as follows:
s’ (m% —m%,)

)

2
*m? + s*m,

,CN,fo :G(C/ — S

s (e s (m3, —m3,) + Z2504)

x Z' fy TP P — (shy — NS (37)

*mZ + s°m2,

11



Using the effective-Lagrangian techniques given by [49]

e aT . asS ewlswiaT
LN zee =———(1 + —)ZH v, [T3Pr, — (siv? + _
N,Z chw( 5 ) f%[ L ( w 4(@/2 — 8{/‘/2) szv2 _ Sﬁv2 )]f
e asS cw’aT alU, .z
Lowe = — 1— + + )W P 38
o \/58{4/( Aew® —sw?)  2(cw” — sw?) s Iwbd 3%)

Where sy and ¢y are defined by

1
Sweiymz = gev = swewmgt (39)

Comparing Eq. (37) and Eq. (38)), one can obtain:

~oon /o 2 2
Swew g€ (mz, —my)

ol =2 -1
[SWcW *m2 + s’zmzz,) ]
s & ds' (m%, —m2) + 1Lz
aS =deisi?al + 4(ci? — si?) (st — siw® — =% z Z 2
W oW ( w w )( w w C/ C/2m2Z + S/2m2Z/ )
. ~ 2
0, SW asS cw o
al =8sp? (S5 — 1+ - 40
W (SW 4(0{4/2 — sﬁy2) 2(0{4/2 — sﬁy2)) (40)

It can be demonstrated that the definition of ¢y, is indeed equivalent to the the Sirlin
definition [50], based on the values of my and my. In comparison to the intrinsic definition

of ¢y at the tree level, these can be connected by means of the equation:

~ 2 My
‘w = o
my
2
m
2 _ w 12
‘w= 3 2o = L= sw
¢ myg + smy,
=1— s>+ 2swAs = e + 2siv As (41)

By comparing the three equations in Eq. (&Il), one can obtain:
2

/2 mZ/ S/W
s —1)=-2—As 42
CZ-1=-22 (12)

Combining Eq. (40) and Eq. ([42]), one can obtain the following results through small-scale

analysis:
aT :2?—; — 5" (43)
aS + aU =8syAs — 4S,CIA/VSIA/V 9B (44)
25ty 2SS + (si? — ew?)alU =deyy sy’ aT + 8syy (siy® — ci?)As (45)

The aforementioned formulas are conducive to the analysis of relationship between s’, As

and gp.
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C. Gauge-invariant electroweak interaction parameters

We have already provided the pinch contributions of all self energy-graphs of gauge par-
ticles in Eq. ([27) and Eq. (B0), and also provided specific expressions for the S T U
parameters in (34]) and Eq. (35). Combining the above four equations, we can obtain pinch
parts of the S T U paramaters. The gauge-invariant S T" U parameters can be represented

as the sum of the pinch parts and the conventional parts:

*m% + 5"*m%,) (46)

Oé(S)G[ :Oé(S)C + SQSSWCW[{,VW(O)(C/
a(T)gr =a(T)e + 463 [sh T~ (0) + ¢ (¢ Iy 2(0) + 8 Iy 2/(0)) — Lyyw (0)] (47)
a(U)ar =a(U)c + 1653, 95 {miy [siy iy (0) + (¢ Iy 5(0) + 8™ Iy £,(0))

= Ly (0)] =[5ty I (0) + €y (¢* Iwz(0) + s Lwz:(0)) — Tww ()]} (48)

Formally speaking, our results are extensions of Degrassi’s results [52] based on the SM. The
divergence of both has been cancel out, This proves the viewpoint of the first subsection of

this section.

V. THE DIVERGENCE CANCELLATION OF S T U PARAMETERS IN THE
NEUTRALINO-CHARGINO SECTOR AND SRQUARK SECTOR

In the context of one-loop diagram calculations, particularly in the context of shell renor-
malization, the elimination of divergences serves as a crucial indicator for the verification
of calculation results. This chapter presents the divergence cancellation of S, T" and U pa-
rameters in the neutralino-chargino sector and squark sector, with the objective of further

validating the theoretical framework.

A. Neutralino-Chargino sector

The calculation of the vacuum polarization diagrams of fermions as loop particles is
presented in Appendix Bl along with a processing of all the coefficients involved. As a
consequence of the non-divergence of the derivative of the By function, the divergence of the

S and U parameters is directly proportional to C;. By combining equations Eq. (34) and

13



(a) (D) (c)

FIG. 2: Vacuum polarization diagram with Neutralino-Chargino sector

Appendix Bl the divergences of the S T and U parameters (divg, divy and divy) can be
expressed as:
G2 2 7
divg ~ — T[_ > (UnUnUsUss + ViViaVisVin) + > (NiyNig — N3y Nis)* = 0
i j irj
G2

di’UU ~ —

{Z Ui NioNjyUsi + 2U 5 NisNisUss + 2v/2(U Nio Ny Uy + hec.)
+ 41/]-*1N2N2V1 + 2VANuN; Ve — 2V2(Vi NigN;y Via + h.c.)]
Z AU UU Uy + AVAVaVia Vi 4 U UnUnUsy + Vi Vi Via Vi
+ 265 (U UnUjyUjs + Vi Vi VisVia) + 2(1 + 283 ) (UnUnUS Ut + V3 Via Vi Vin)]

7
— Y (NN — NjyNu)*} =0

. G?
dZUT ~ — 4m22 {A1 — .Ag}

Where,
2,7

A=Y (m? =+ m3o)[4US N NjyUjs + 2055 NisNjs U + 2V2(U5 NioNj3Uj1 + h.c.)
4,3

+AVAN2 NGV + 2VANuN; Ve — 2V2(Vi i NipNjy Vs + hec.)]
—~ Z Ve ml )W UnUaUnUp + S UnUnUsUss + 265 caw (U UnUpUsa + hect)
+ 4CWV* VaViVin + G2V ViaVisVia + 265 caw (Vi Vid Vis Vg + hec.)]

- Z mio +mo) (Nj3Nis — Ny Nia)®

14



Ay = ZQm =m0 [4Uf, Nio Vi Nip — 2U73 NigVjy Nia — 2V2U5 Nio Vi Ny + 2V2U 5, NigVal N,

2

- 2m, e, [ty UnUa Vi Vi + Sy Ui UinViaVis + 2y cow (Un U Via Vi + hec.)

i,J
+ 4CWV* VaUpUsy + e VisViaUpUsy + 2¢iycow (Vi1 Vi UppUpy + h.c)]
S g (Vi — N
i,J
Using the corresponding mass matrix diagonalization formula:

2

2
Z Ui, Vi Vim, + U = > (Mo )3,

J
Z Vim, EMyx = (Mxi)zz (49)

one can obtain:

1
§gy302 — 40?,1/(4]\422 + g%vz)

1
+ G (4p® + g3v*) — (21° + 2g50° + 29Y3U2)

—(16c, — 16)M + (4 — ) + (dcky + Gy — 5)g30?

Ay =16M3 + gav? + 2u® + 2g50% +

Ay =2 x [8M + 4p® + g3v® — (8cyyy M3 + 2oy 1* + 2¢3 cow gav?) + 2447
=(16cyy, — 16) M3 + (4c3y — 4)p® + (dejy + Gy — 5)g50°

It can be seen from this that their divergence cancels out each other !
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B. Squark sector

When superquarks are loop particles in the one-loop self-energy diagrams, the cancellation

of divergences in the S, T', and U parameters can be demonstrated as follows.

c, — s? ~
d’ivs ~ — —Sch[C;N - UCZ“’ CaZZ]
3o Swew
3 6 3 6
4
IESWCW[(Z ZR 25 + 40 2520 = O 2R ZR) + 20> 2R ZR))
k=1 k=4 k=1 k=4

=0

4
divy ~—s2,[CVW — 2,007 — 25y e CEY — 2,677
«

3
228%[—%952 zZ0)y ozl gzz AVASRES gzz NZR)]

k=1 =1

w

dWTN—ZCWWm +m~ +ZCWWUm +ZCWWD

C,Qm _'_8/2 ZcZZUmUl_i_ZcZZDmD 4z ZcZZUm 4z ZcZZD

6 6
- - 1 - 1 -
ZyU, 2 ZyD, 2 - Zu, 2 - ZyD,_ 2
+—2CW(an mUi+an ij+2Zcb mUi+2Zcb m )]
7 7 7 J
0 0
“m, Pmi+ sPml,

The specific coefficients for this process have been placed in Appendix[Al In the demonstra-

tion above, we utilized the unitarity relation of the transposed matrix:

6 6
> (Zhzi) =) (ZRZh) =6

k=1 k=1
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FIG. 3: S and T parameters that are more sensitive to my, meo, and pu.

VI. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

A study provided the global fitting of S 7" and U parameters with recently measured top
quark mass data from CMS laboratory|53]:

S = 0.005 £ 0.096 T =0.04+£0.12 U =0.134 £0.087

pPST = 0.91 pPsu = —0.65 PTU = —0.88

In order to study how the parameters affect the vaules of the S, T" and U parameters, we
use the Mathematica to calculate the oblique parameters of the B-LSSM. Some parmeters
we assumed are: Ay =3 TeV, Ay, =3 TeV, gyp = —0.3, gg = 0.5, tan 5 = 20, tan 5’ = 1.5,
my = 4500 GeV, p = 200 GeV, pup = 800 GeV, mp = 600 GeV, mp, = 800 GeV
mq = 200 GeV and ms = 300 GeV. We use this set of data as a benchmark and run some
of the variables respectively. By filtering, we can obtain some parameters that are sensitive
to S, T and U parameters

When we run my, mse and p in the (200 GeV ~ 2000 GeV), (200 GeV ~ 800 GeV)
and (200 GeV ~ 800 GeV) intervals respectively, we find that they are sensitive to the S
and T parameters. The Fig. [3 shows that the S parameter gradually decreases with the
increase of my, ms, and pu, while the T" parameter shows an upward trend with the increase
of m; and my. m; and mqy are the diagonal elements in the mass matrices of neutralinos
and charginos, and their increase weakens the mixing of the matrices, which is the source of
the contributions of oblique parameters. my is the diagonal element with the highest value
in the mass matrices of neutralinos and charginos, which explains its sensitivity to oblique

parameters relative to m;.
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FIG. 4: T and U parameters that are more sensitive to A;.

Fig. A illustrates the changes in the T" and U parameters as the A; parameter varies from
1000 GeV to 7000 GeV. The gray area indicates one standard deviation of the experimental
observations. As shown, the T parameter increases with the rise in A;, while the U parameter
exhibits the opposite trend. The observed changes in the T and U parameters in Fig. [ are
primarily due to the contributions from the Feynman diagrams involving squark fields as
loop particles. The A; parameter, originating from the off-diagonal elements of the squark
mass matrix, influences the mixing between the left-handed and right-handed w squarks (up,
and ug), which in turn drives the squark sector’s contributions to the oblique parameters.

We performed a random three-dimensional sampling of the S, T, and U parameters in
Eq. (@3H4H) based on the probability distribution results obtained from the experimental
fits. Each randomly selected point corresponds to a unique set of values for As, s, and gg.
We then conducted statistical analysis on the resulting As, s, and gp values to generate
probability histograms. As shown in Fig. A the distribution of As does not exceed one stan-
dard deviation of the current experimental measurements, making it challenging to extract
further useful information from the measurement of the Weinberg angle. Additionally, the
probability distribution of gg exhibits a sharp peak around gg = 0.09, with a rapid decay
for gg > 0.2. Analysis reveals that the probability for 0.03 < g < 0.21 exceeds ninety

percent when compared to the entire range.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

Using the pinch technique, we derive the gauge-invariant self-energy of gauge bosons in

the B-LSSM and obtain gauge-invariant oblique parameters. This approach ensures gauge
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FIG. 5: By using the Monte Carlo sampling method and generating statistical histograms, the

probability distributions of the three parameters can be obtained.

symmetry when extracting information from S-matrix elements.

In models featuring an additional U(1) symmetry compare to the Standard Model, the
definitions of oblique parameters remain applicable. From the perspective of divergence
cancellation, these definitions are comprehensive and can be extended to the models, which
include various types of group expansion, thereby simplifying the complex definitions and
proofs associated with the S, T, and U parameters.

In this work, the contributions to the S, T, and U parameters from two key sectors of the
B-LSSM are calculated and the impacts of model parameters in the B-LSSM are analyzed.
The parameter space of the B-LSSM we selected aligns well with the global fitting of the S,
T, and U parameters reported in the experiments.

Using the effective Lagrangian and experimental measurements, the coupling constant of
the U(1) group in models with an additional U(1) symmetry can be related to the S, T', and
U parameters. Through analysis, effective constraints on these coefficients can be derived.

By comparing the effective Lagrangian with the model’s Lagrangian and combining the
results from fitting experimental measurements, the coupling constant of the U(1) group in
models with an additional U(1) symmetry can be related to the S, T, and U parameters.

Through analysis, effective constraints on these coefficients can be imposed.
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FIG. 6: Feynman diagrams with scalar loop-particle

Appendix A: Integral formulas for some Feynman diagrams

Here we provide some integral formulas for vacuum polarization diagrams, we will unify
them here in the form of A or B functions. We define A fuctions:
it A (m) :,u4_”/d"q—1
0 g% +m?2 — ie

-2 4—n n QM
i Ay(m) =p / T+ m?—ic

. 9 _ ., 4-n n 4pdv 2
(s AW(m) =u /d QW =17 Ag(m)gwj (A].)
and B fuctions:
1
: 2 2 4—n n
Bo(p: _ dg——
1T 0(p 7m17m2) 2 / qd(]dl
inBp(p2§m17m2) :M4_n/dnq—dq2 :iW231(p2;m1,m2)Pu
o1

. —_n mn q ql/ .
im% By, (p%; my, ma) =pu* / d"q d” = i [ Bo1 (p°; ma, ma2)pupy + Bas(p*;s ma, ma) g,
(1541
(A2)

Where dy = ¢* +m? —ie and d; = (q+ p)*> +m3 —ie. We can list the divergence coefficients
of these functions (The coefficients of 2 — yp — In):

mA
4

Ap(m) ~ —m? As(m) ~ BO(pQ; my, ma) ~ 1

m24+m3  p
By(p;my, ma) ~ D) By (p*;my, my) ~ 3 By (p?; ma, my) ~ —% D)

Using the above formulas, the amplitudes of Fig. (f) can be represented as

M, = — Co{4Baa(p*;m1,ma) g + [Bo + 4By + 4B | (p*; M1, ma)p,py }
My, =CAo(m) g, (A3)
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C, and C, are the coefficients from the vertexs. We expand and sum the coefficients of the

involved graphs.

3 3
1 * *
v LSz Yz
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3 3
1 * 1 *
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3

8 . .
Y =5t (Y 2w Zh + Z Ziy' Zi)
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Where, we mark copr = ¢, — s%, = cos 20y, and

g 2 ! 2 ! !
CZZ :C/ CZZ _ 2C,$/CZZ + S, CZ Z

Co1 =dC% — 7 (A4)

Appendix B: Slef-Energys of Charginos and Neutralinos

For the convenience of batch processing, we divid the calculation results of graphs into

two parts M7 and Ms:

dPk 7 1
M :—/—tr AH B”
Al Sl g
(ALB; + ApB )/ﬂi[gk“q“+2k”q“+4k“k”—2(/€2+k~q)g“”]

dD]{Z 2m1m2 v
g
(27T)D d0d1

+ (ALBr + AgrBy) /

Where, A* = A Ppy* + ArPry*+. We define

dPk 1
= —— ——[2kFg" + 2K g" + ARPEY — 2(K? - q)g"
1 —In(27)

€
1672 C1{[4B22(q2) - 2DB22(Q2) - 2321(612)(12 - 231(612)612]9“”

+4[B1(¢%) + Bar(¢)]d"q"}
dD]{Z 2m1m2 (v
M2 _CI/ (27T)D d0d1 g
1 —In(27m)e
P S
1672
C1 :(ALBL + ARBR)

C22m1mgBo (qz)g'uy

CQ :(ALBR+ARBL) (B]_)

We can analyze their divergences:

1
Mi(q* = 0) Nw—ﬁcl(m% +m3) g
7
MQ(Q2 = O) ~216—7TC2m1mgg’W
dM(¢*=0) i 2,
~ - v B2
¢ 6731 (B2)
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We expand and sum the coefficients of the involved graphs.

W =~ C%V4G2 [4U NioNjyUjy + 2U75 NisNjUjs + 2v/2(US NpNjs Uy + h.c.)
+ 4V Nia N Vi + 2V NuNji Vie — 2V2(Vi N Niy Vi + hc.)]
G o=~ C%V4G2 [AUS NigVii Nig — 2U 5 Niz V5 Niy — 2\/§U;1Ni2vj*2N;4 + 2\/§U;2Ni3‘/;1N;2
+ AN, ULN Vi + 2N 35U N7 Vie — 2V2N5,Un N7y Vig + 2V2N 55U N7y Vi
Y = %2[4 UnUnUp + AURURULUj2 + 4UUnUpUss + hec)
FAVAVAViiVin + AVEVViVio + AV Vi Via + hec.)
Gl =~ 6742[4U]’.‘1Ui1Vj1V;“{ + AURURVje Vi + AU U ViaVip + AURURVi Vi

+ AV Vi Un Uy + AV VipUpUlh + AV Vi UjpUsy + AV VieUj U |
2

~ G
ClzXZi = — I[4C%U;1U21U;U]1 + C%WU;‘BUZ’?U;U]’? + QC%VCQV[/(U;UHUZEU]'Q + hC)

+ 4y VA Va Vit Vit + Gy 2V ViaVisVia 4 2¢iy cow (V)1 Vi Vis Via + hec.)]
2

~ G
CQZXZi =— I[4C%VU;1U1'1V}1V£ + ngUngmij‘/}; + 2C%VC2W(U;1UZ'1VJ2V;§ + h.c.)

+ 40?,1/‘/;3‘/21%1 5+ ng‘/}z‘/QUﬂ o 20?,[,02W(V}*1V21Uj2Ui*2 + h.c.)]
~ o2
ClzXZO = — 2z(N]*3Nz3 — N;4Ni4)2
YA G? 2
C2XO :2I(N]*3Nz3 — N;4Ni4)
Ch =— I[Zlc%/VUleilUilUjl + 200w UuUioUps U + 20w U1 Un Uy Uy
+ 465y UL U U Uy + A, VAV Vi Vin + 20w Vi Via Vis Vi
+ 200w V1 Vi Vis Via + 43, Vi Via Vi Vi
~ eGG
CH = — I[ZLC%/VUleﬂ‘/jl‘/ﬁ + 200w UpUi2Via Vs + 2cow U1 Un Vja Vi
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