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Abstract

Within the framework of V' = 1 gauged supergravity, using a phenomenological model which can
be obtained, locally, as a Swiss-Cheese Calabi-Yau string-theoretic compactification with a mobile
D3-brane localized on a nearly special Lagrangian three-cycle in the Calabi-Yau and fluxed stacks
of wrapped D7-branes, and which provides a natural realization of p-split SUSY, we show that in
addition to getting a significant value of (electron/neutron) EDM at two-loop level, one can obtain
a sizable contribution of (e¢/n) EDM even at one-loop level due to presence of heavy supersymmetric
fermions nearly isospectral with heavy sfermions. Unlike traditional split SUSY models in which
the one-loop diagrams do not give significant contribution to EDM of electron/neutron because
of very heavy sfermions existing as propagators in the loop, we show that one obtains a ‘healthy’
value of EDM in our model because of the presence of heavy higgsino, neutralino/chargino and
gaugino as fermionic propagators in the loops. The independent CP-violating phases are generated
from non-trivial distinct phase factors associated with four Wilson line moduli (identified with first
generation leptons and quarks and their SU(2)-singlet cousins) as well as the D3-brane position
moduli (identified with two Higgses) and the same are sufficient to produce overall distinct phase
factors corresponding to all possible effective Yukawas as well as effective gauge couplings that
we have discussed in the context of N' = 1 gauged supergravity action. However, the complex
phases responsible to generate non-zero EDM at one-loop level mainly appear from off-diagonal
contribution of sfermion as well as Higgs mass matrices at Electro-Weak scale. In our analysis,
we obtain dominant contribution of electron/neutron EDM around d. /e = O(1072%)em from two-
loop diagrams involving heavy sfermions and a light Higgs, and d./e = O(10732)cm from one-loop
diagram involving heavy chargino and a light Higgs as propagators in the loop. The neutron EDM
gets a dominant contribution of the order d,/e = O(1073%)cm from one-loop diagram involving
SM-like quarks and Higgs. To justify the possibility of obtaining a large EDM value in case of a
Barr-Zee diagram which involves W* and the Higgs (responsible to generate the non-trivial CP-
violating phase) in the two-loop diagrams as discussed in [I], we provide an analysis of the same
in the context of our D3/D7 u-split SUSY model at the EW scale. By conjecturing that the
CP-violating phase can appear from the diagonalization of the Higgs mass matrix obtained in the
context of p-split SUSY, we also get an EDM of electron/neutron around O(10~2")ecm in case of
the two-loop diagram involving W+ bosons.
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1 Introduction

For the past few decades, string theoretic models have been considered to provide an excellent frame-
work for possible unification of gravity with all other fundamental forces. To study the phenomeno-
logical implications of these models, the same must invoke a particular SUSY breaking mechanism
(along with the SUSY breaking scale). The phenomenological models mainly rely on O(TeV) SUSY
breaking scale because this helps to solve serious gauge-hierarchy problems which in fact have been
considered as a primary motivation to introduce SUSY. However, low scale SUSY models give rise to
many unwanted phenomenological problems, such as flavor changing neutral currents. Motivated by
obtaining an extremely small cosmological constant and the string landscape scenario, an alternative
to these assumptions was proposed by Arkani-Hamed and Dimopoulos (dubbed as ‘Split SUSY’) in
[2] according to which SUSY is broken at an energy scale way beyond the collider search and could
be even near the scale of grand unification (GUT). The scenario is emerging to be quite interesting
from the point of view of phenomenology because of the fact that heavy scalars mostly appearing
as virtual particles in most of the particle decay studies, help to resolve many diverse issues of both
particle physics and cosmology. The p- split SUSY model was proposed in [3] to alleviate the famous u
problem by further splitting the split SUSY by raising u-paramter to a large value. Though the exact
signatures may not be foreseeable in the near future via precise measurements to be carried out at
the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) however indirect methods can be made available to test some of the
signatures of this scenario. In this context, the EDM of the electron/neutron serves as another testing
ground for split SUSY scenario. Recently, the ACME collaboration has reported a new experimental
upper limit of |d.| < 8.7 x 107*ecm which is an order of magnitude improvement in sensitivity as
compared to previous limits [5l [6l [7, [§]. The current experimental limit on neutron EDM [9] [10] is
|dn/e] < 0.29 x 10~ %cm.

In Standard Model, the CP-odd phases generated through Cabibo-Kobayashi-Masakawa Matrix
(CKM) give a theoretical bound on Electric Dipole Moment (EDM) which is far below the experimental
limits. However, new CP violating phases can appear in supersymmetric theories model from complex
soft SUSY breaking parameters. In addition to this, in string-inspired models, the CP-violating phases
are associated with complex Yukawa couplings originating from string compactifications [11}, 12} 13 [14].
These CP violating phases associated with complex soft SUSY breaking parameters as well as Yukawa
couplings appearing in different supersymmetric models are typically large, i.e. O(1), and hence do
not satisfy the current experimental bounds on the electron and on the neutron EDM. One hence has
to put stringent constraints on the supersymmetric and in particular Supergravity (SUGRA) models.
More specifically, the limits can be satisfied if one considers (i) unnaturally small CP violating phases
of O(10=%2 — 1073), (ii) multi-TeV superpartners in the model or (iii) internal cancellations between
different supersymmetric contribution to EDM at loop-levels. The constraints on the CP violating
phases in the supersymmetric models have been discussed in [I5] [16} [I7] and the systematic analysis
of EDM up to two loops in the context of MSSM is provided in [I8, 19, 20, 2I]. In mSUGRA
models discussed in literature [22] 23], 24] 25 26 27], the EDMs bounds have been reconciled with the
experimental limits by showing sufficient cancellations among different supersymmetric contributions
without taking into account O(> T'eV') superpartners and any fine-tuning in phase angles. The main
difficulty in choosing multi-TeV scalars as an appropriate mechanism to generate EDM is because
the same abandons naturalness and also requires severe fine tuning while satisfying radiative EW
symmetry breaking. However, the non-observation of sparticles at LHC may points toward some sort
of fine-tuned natural SUSY [28],29] or the high SUSY scale/split SUSY models [30] [31],[32]. Therefore,
it is interesting to probe high scale SUSY models, in particular p-split SUSY models to explain the



EDM within the reach of experimental limits because the same also helps to satisfy radiative EW
symmetry breaking condition by choosing natural value of i, hence alleviating p-problem. The region
of parameter space satisfying EDM value of the order of experimental limits has been analysed in [33]
in the presence of O(TeV') superpartners in the mSUGRA model by considering moderate fine-tuning
in tan S.

Our approach is quite different in that the SUGRA models discussed in literature even in the
framework of string compactifications do not rely on high supersymmetry breaking scale. On the
other hand, the typical split supersymmetry models used to study the EDM of electron/neutron
include heavy sfermions but light gaugino and higgsino [34] 35]. We analyse the EDM of electron
and neutron in the supergravity limit of local large volume D3/D7 type IIB compactifications which
provides, to our knowledge, the first realisation of p-split SUSY scenario (with large gaugino masses).
In typical split SUSY models, all possible one-loop contributions to EDM are highly suppressed by
the super heavy scalar masses in the loop and leading contributions to the EDM starts at the two-loop
level due to presence of SM particles and EW charginos and neutralinos in the loops (for the analysis
of two-loop Barr-Zee diagrams in different models, see [34] [35], 36, [37] and references therein). However
in our model, the gaugino and neutralino/chargino are almost as heavy as neutral scalars except one
light Higgs. Based on that, one can not ignore the contribution of one-loop diagrams because of
partial compensation of suppression factors appearing from heavy sfermion masses, by heavy fermions
(neutralino, chargino and gaugino)’ masses.

Therefore, in this paper, we perform a quantitative analysis of the neutron and electron EDMs
for all possible one-loop as well as two-loop diagrams in the context of large volume D3/D7 p-split
supersymmetry. The non-zero imaginary phases that appear through mixing between L-handed and
R-handed sfermions (sfermions corresponding to left- and right-handed components of fermions) at
Electro-Weak scale, play an important role. In addition to discussing the one-loop diagrams that
exhibit non-zero phases through mixing between sfermions, we also take into account the loop diagrams
in which a unique phase appears through mixing between two Higgses at Electro-Weak scale. In the
large volume p-split SUSY model of [38, [41], we have already calculated the eigenvalues of the Higgs
mass matrix at electroweak scale, which, with some fine tuning, eventually leads to one light Higgs and
one heavy Higgs. In this paper, we append the details of the complex phase associated with off-diagonal
components of the Higgs mass matrix too. Because of the presence of a light and a heavy Higgs in
our model, one can expect to get a reasonable order of magnitude of EDM of electron/neutron from
one-loop diagrams involving Higgs and other SM/supersymmetric particles. The complete analysis has
been carried out by including other interesting one-loop diagrams which involve sgoldstino’s (identified,
locally, with ‘big’ divisor (bulk) volume modulus in our set-up) as scalar particles in the loop. For
two-loop diagrams, we mainly focus on the Barr-Zee diagrams which involve fermion, sfermions and
W as part of an internal loop, and are mediated through hvy exchange except one R-parity violating
diagram which involves fermion in the internal loop and is mediated through vy exchange. For the
complete analysis, we also calculate the contribution of rainbow-type two-loop diagrams involving
R-parity violating as well as R-parity conserving vertices. For all two-loop diagrams discussed in this
paper, the complex effective Yukawa couplings (associated with the e (DDW)xx-term in the N' =1
gauged supergravity action of [39]) are sufficient to produce non-zero complex phases to generate
non-zero EDM.

The plan of the rest of the paper is as follows. In section 2, we elaborate upon our large volume
D3/D7 model discussed in [41]. We discuss the details of our phenomenological model in 2.1 and show
the same to be realizable, locally, as the large volume limit of a type IIB Swiss-Cheese Calabi-Yau
orientifold involving a mobile space-time filling D3-brane localized at a nearly special Lagrangian three-



cycle embedded in the ‘big’ divisor (hence the local nature of the model’s realization) and multiple
fluxed stacks of space-time filling D7-branes wrapping the same ‘big’ divisor in 2.2. After providing
the geometrical framework of the model in 2.2, we briefly mention the phenomenological results that
describe the possible identification of Wilson line moduli with first generation leptons and quarks as
well as their SU(2)-singlet cousins, and D3-brane position moduli with two Higgses. Thereafter, we
briefly summarize the calculation and results corresponding to values of soft SUSY breaking parameters
as well as the supersymmetric fermionic masses. In section 3, we explain the origin of non-zero complex
phases obtained in the context of N' = 1 gauged supergravity limit of our local D3/DT7 model. We
also argue that phases of effective Yukawa couplings do not change under a renormalization group
flow from string scale down to the electroweak scale in our model. In section 4, we turn towards
order-of-magnitude estimates of EDM of electron/neutron for various possible one-loop diagrams.
The effective vertices are calculated by considering the N/ = 1 gauged supergravity action of [39, [40].
The complex phases, as already explained, can be made to appear through the complex off-diagonal
components of sfermion/Higgs mass matrix and complex effective Yukawa couplings appearing in all
one-loop diagrams. We assume the phases of both off-diagonal components of scalar mass matrix as
well as possible effective Yukawa’s to lie in the range (0, 5] in all the calculations. The section has
been divided into three subsections. In 4.1, we give a detailed discussion of one-loop diagrams which
involve sfermions as scalar propagators and gauginos, neutralinos and SM-like fermions as fermionic
propagators respectively. In 4.2, the one-loop diagrams are discussed which involve Higgs as scalar
propagator and chargino and SM-like fermions as fermionic propagators respectively. Here, the non-
zero imaginary phases appear through mixing between two Higgses at electroweak scale in the Higgs
mass matrix. In 4.3, we evaluate the contribution of heavy gravitino and sgoldstino multiplet to EDM
of electron /neutron. Though the loop diagrams involving the same are divergent, we pick out the finite
contributions for the purpose of obtaining an estimate of EDM of electron/neutron in case of heavy
gravitino. In section 5, we consider two-loop Barr-Zee diagrams. The section has been divided into
three subsections. In 5.1 - 5.2, we compute the two-loop diagrams which involve an internal fermion
loop and an internal sfermion loop. These diagrams are mediated by vh and v exchange. In 5.3, we
carry out an analysis of two-loop diagrams involving W boson loop in our p-split SUSY model. In 5.4,
we discuss two-loop rainbow-type diagrams. Section 6 has the summary of our results and discussion.
There is one small appendix A: in this, we evaluate the chargino mass matrix using N’ = 1 gauged
supergravity action in the context of large volume D3/D7 p-split SUSY set-up.

2 The Setup

In [41], within the context of type IIB string theory with a space-time filling D3-brane and fluxed stacks
of D7-branes wrapping a divisor along with ED3/ED]1-instanton generated super potential and world-
sheet instanton-corrected Kéahler potential, we worked locally, close to a nearly special Lagrangian
three-cycle (6]) within a Swiss-Cheese type Calabi-Yau orientifold - various aspects of this setup will
be summarised in 2.2 in this section. But before we do the same, we will first briefly describe in 2.1,
a model that could be locally realized as a large volume D3/D7 Swiss-Cheese setup of [41]. In other
words, 2.1 embeds the local model of [4I] into a phenomenological model, something which was not
done in [4I]. Another way to put the same thing is that the phonomenological supergravity model
discussed in 2.1 can be locally geometrically engineered via the construct of [41].



2.1 The Model

For an A/ = 1 compactification, we will take the phenomenological Kahler potential of our model to
be:

Kinono = —In [—i(r — 7)] — In <—i /C QA Q>
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where the divisor volumes o, are expressible in terms of “Kéhler” coordinates T, M7

0o ~ Ty — [ilCabcchc + iC’éMIMj(V)TT <MIM}>} ; (2)
a = (B,{S,i}) and Mz being SU(3.) x SU(2)1, bifundamental matter field az—2, SU(3.) x U(1)r
bifundamental matter field az—y4, SU(2);, x U(1)r bifundamental matter field az—1, U(1)r x U(1)g
bifundamental matter field az=3 along with SU(2)r, x U(1), bifundamental Z; o with the intersection
matrix: Co'™ ~ 6B C’éj , CE = 0, ps.B,G% = ¢* — 7b* being complex axionic fields («,a running
over the real dimensionality of a sub-space of the internal manifold’s cohomology complex), and the
phenomenological superpotential is given as under:

Whheno ~ (2%8 + Z;g)n e_"sv"l(zs)—(OCSZ%'*‘BSZ%'F’YSZlZz)’ 3)
where the bi-fundamental Z; in K will be equivalent to the z1o € C in W. It is expected that

Mz, Ts g, G* will constitute the A" = 1 chiral coordinates. The intersection matrix elements kg /Bab a0d

the volume-dependent C’é\/l Mz (V), are chosen in such a way that at a local (meta-stable) minimum:

(o) ~ (T + T)) —iCT5 V)Tr ((3:)(3)) ~ O(1)
(0B) ~ (T + Tp)) —iC775 (V)T ((Z:)(Z)) — iC% (V)Tr ((ar)(ay)) ~ /s,
(4)

where f is a fraction not too small as compared to 1, and the stabilized values of T, around the
meta-stable local minimum:

(ReTs), (ReTp) ~ O(1). (5)

In the context of N/ = 1 type IIB orientifolds, in ), «,a index respectively involutively even, odd
sectors of h'''(CY3) under a holomorphic, isometric involution. If the volume V of the internal manifold
is large in string length units, one sees that one obtains a hierarchy between the stabilized values
(Retg p) but not (ReTs p).

2.2 Local Realisation of the Model of 2.1

We review the local D3-D7 brane framework presented in [4I] which realizes the aforementioned
phenomenological supergravity model [(d) - (B])], locally, in string theory. In this, we consider type
IIB compactified on the orientifold of a Swiss-Cheese Calabi-Yau in the L(arge) V(olume) S(cenarios)
limit that includes non-(perturbative) o/ corrections and non-perturbative instanton-corrections in



superpotential [42] in addition to a space-time filling D3-brane and multiple fluxed stacks of D7-
branes wrapping the ‘big’ divisor. We elaborate a little more than what was done in [4I] on some
algebraic geometric aspects.

The ‘bottom-up’ approach to phenomenological models in the context of D-brane models to real-
ize SM spectrum was initiated in [43] by considering D3-branes on the top of orbifold singularities of
C3/Z3 with additional intersecting D7-branes (with their world volumes transverse to respective com-
plex planes). In this model, quarks and one of the Higgs doublets are obtained from strings stretching
between different D3-branes while the other Higgs doublet, leptons and right handed quark (dgr) are
obtained from strings stretching between D3 and D7-branes; the adjoint gauge fields correspond to
open strings starting and ending on the same D7-brane. Motivated by this approach, different models
were constructed in the context of compact Calabi-Yau compactifications by following configurations
of intersecting DT7-branes wrapping different four-cycles (see [44], 45, [46], 47, [48, [49] and references
therein). With the progress of large volume moduli stabilisation [50], realistic constructions reproduc-
ing SM spectrum via D-branes were obtained by wrapping of D7-branes around blown-up cycle(s) [51]
(small divisor ¥ in the geometry of Swiss-cheese Calabi-Yau orientifold), similar to the techniques
used in models of branes at singularities.

The configuration of D3-D7 branes as described in [41] was also obtained, locally, in the context
of large volume scenarios. However the setup of [41], is different from the aforementioned large
volume scenarios constructs because: (i) it considers four stacks of multiple (magnetized) D7-branes
in groups of 3(corresponding to U(1) x SU(2).), 2 (corresponding to U(1) x SU(2)1),1 (corresponding
to a U(1)) and 1(corresponding to another U(1)) with the hypercharge corresponding to a linear
combination of the four U(1)s, wrapping around the ‘big’ divisor in the rigid limit of the same (given
that it was possible to locally stabilize the moduli corresponding to the fluctuations normal to the
‘big divisor’ X p around which D7-branes are wrapped, at null values) but with different choices of
two-form fluxes turned on the different two-cycles homologously non-trivial from the point of view
of this four-cycle’s Homology and not the ambient Swiss-cheese Calabi-Yau; (ii) it takes into account
the non-perturbative corrections in the Kéahler potential [42] in type IIB Swiss-cheese Calabi-Yau
orientifold compactification, not considered in the ‘Large Volume Scenario’ proposed in [50].

Further, similar in spirit to [61] - [63], by turning on different but small two-form fluxes on the
different two-cycles homologously non-trivial from the point of view of the ‘big’ divisor’s geometry as
a result of which initially adjoint-valued matter fields decompose into bi-fundamental matter fields
corresponding to the SM gauge groups, we provided explicit matrix-valued representations in [41]
for SU(3). x SU(2), bifundamental first-generation quarks, their right-handed EW singlet cousins,
SU(2)r xU (1) bifundamental first-generation leptons and Higgs, as well as the the right-handed EW-
singlet leptonic cousins in [41]. All aforementioned matter fields arise from strings stretched between
DT7-branes stacks with different two-form fluxes turned on. The leptons and quarks get identified with
the sermonic super-partners of Wilson line moduli A’ and the Higgs with the D3-brane’s position
moduli z;; 7 is the axion-dilaton modulus and G® are NS-NS and RR two-form axions complexified
by the axion-dilaton modulus. In the orientifold-limit of F-theory, one considers an orientifold of
the Calabi-Yau involving a holomorphic isometric involution. Though the contribution to the Kahler
potential from the matter fields ‘Cs;’ coming from open strings stretched between the D3- and D7-
branes wrapping X g for Calabi-Yau orientifolds is not known, but based on results for orientifolds of
(T?)3 - see [52] - we guess the following expression: % ~ VT |C37|? [using [@)]. Assuming C37 to
be stabilized at V=7, c37 > 0) this contribution would be sub-dominant relative to other contributions
to the Kéahler potential. We will henceforth ignore D3 — D7-matter fields.

We will assume that in the coordinate patch (but not globally): |z1| ~ V3_16, |zo| ~ V%, |zg| ~ V%,



the Calabi-Yau looks like the Swiss-Cheese WCIP’iLlﬁ,g[lS]. The defining hypersurface for the same
is: ul® 4+ ud® +ul® +ud +u2 — 189 [12, ui — 3¢ (uruguz)® = 0. This can be thought of as the following
hypersurface in an ambient complex four-fold: P(x1,...,x5;&) = 0 after resolution of the Zs-singularity
[54] [the x4 and x5 have been switched relative to [55]; n = 6 CP'-fibration over CP? with projective
coordinates z1 23, x4, x5 of [55] is equivalent to n = —6 with projective coordinates x93 , 5,24 - see
[56]] with the toric data for the same given by:

|21 xy m3 x4 x5
Q'l1 1 1 6 0 9.
Q*lo o 0 1 1 2

In the coordinate patch: z9 # 0(implying one is away from the Zs-singular (0,0, 0, x4, z5) in WCIP’%71,176,9[18]),

& # 0, one sees that the following are the gauge-invariant coordinates: 2z; = ;—;722 = i—Z,Zg =
2 2,.9

xx—fg,zzl = x?z. We henceforth assume the Calabi-Yau hypersurface to be written in this coordi-
2

nate patch as: 2{® + 2% + P(21234;9,6) = 0. The divisor {5 =0} N {P(r12345;¢) =0} is
rigid with h%9 = 1 (See [54]) satisfying the Witten’s unit-arithmetic genus condition, and that

3 3
7—7 TrE . . o e
the Calabi-Yau volume can be written as vol(CY3) = % — \/§9° , implying that the ‘small divi-

sor’ ¥, is {x5 =0} N {2%8 + 248 + P(2123, 24 = 090, ¢) = O} and the ‘big’ divisor Xp is {z4 =0} N
{z%g + 238 + P(2124, 23 = 0510, ¢) = 0} . Alternatively, using the toric data of [57]:

‘ T1 Ty x3 Ty x5 &
1 1 1 0 0 -3,
0 0 0 -2 -3 -1

Ql
Q2
one can verify that {& = 0}N{P/(x1234,5; &) = 0} is the rigid blow-up mode with h%% = 1 (which can be
easily verified using cohomCalg?) and one can define gauge-invariant coordinates in the xo # 0,24 # 0

: U o _xg . _ (zs21)? _ (z¢z)? . .
coordinate-patch: z; = T2 = gl A3 = o, = Interestingly, we found in [41] that the
4
three-cycle
1 1 1
Cs:|z1| = V36, |z| = V36, |23 = Vs (6)

(the Calabi-Yau can be thought of, locally, as a complex three-fold M3 which is a T3(swept out by
(argzi,argze, argzs)-fibration over a large base (|z1], |22|, |23]); precisely apt for application of mirror
symmetry as three T-dualities a la S(trominger) Y (au) Z(aslow)), C5 is almost a s(pecial) Lag(rangian)
sub-manifold because it satisfies the requirement that

J1 %0, Re (fre)

~ vol(Cs), Sm (f*er) ~0

6=1 6=1

where f : C3 — CY3). As the defining hypersurface of the Swiss-Cheese Calabi-Yau in zo # 0-
coordinate patch will be 218 4 248 4+ ... which near C3 (implying that the other two coordinates will

. 1,1 1 . . o .
scale like V&,Vs — V1) receives the most dominant contributions from the monomials 2{® and 238

,Psplnear cssnp ~ 215 + 23% with the understanding
Dg‘near C3—=Xp

[P (21,23, 24 = 0;,9) |y, [P(21,2,4, 23: 0, 0) |y < |21° + 238].

$We thank P.Shukla for verifying the same.

it is sufficient to consider Py




The set of N' = 1 chiral co-ordinates (in particular the ‘divisor volume’) gets modified in the
presence of D3- and D7-branes [40]. To evaluate the Wilson line moduli contribution in one of
the N' = 1 chiral coordinates Tz, due to inclusion of four Wilson line moduli on the world vol-
ume of space-time filling D7-branes wrapped around the ‘big’ divisor restricted to (nearly) a spe-
cial Lagrangian sub-manifold, we constructed distribution harmonic one-forms localized along the
mobile space-time filling D3-brane (restricted to the 3-cycle). Here, we review the construction of
involutively odd harmonic distribution one-forms in the large volume limit, as given in [4I]. [The
most non-trivial example of involutions which are meaningful only at large volumes is mirror sym-
metry implemented as three T-dualities in [53] to a Calabi-Yau which locally can be thought of
as a T3-fibration over a (large) base; all Calabi-Yau’s with mirrors (in the conventional sense) are
expected to have such a local fibration.] Harmonic distribution one-forms can be constructed by
integrating: dA; = (PgB(zl,g))Idzl A dzwith (I = 1,2,3,4), near C3 — Xp; A is harmonic
only within X5 and not at any other generic locus outside X p in the Calabi-Yau manifold. Four
such distribution one-forms on Xp localized along C3 corresponding to the location of the D3-

brane can be written as: Ay ~ 0 (\21] — V%) 0 (\22] — V?lfi) [wr(z1,22)dz1 + @121, 22)dz2] . Writing

Ar(z1,29) = wr(z1, 22)dz1 + @r(21, 22)dzy H where w(—z1, 22) = w(z1,292),0(—21, 22) = —@(21, 22) and
01w = —0Ow, one obtains (See [41]):

A1’03 ~ —z%szégdzl + z%gzégd@, AQ‘C’g ~ —z%szgdzl + z%8zldzg,
18 37 1837 36 37 36 37
Asloy ~ —21°25"dz1 — 23727 dz1, Aalog ~ —20 25 dz1 + 2527 dza. (7)

Yang-Mills coupling constant: We now summarise the discussion on obtaining an O(1) gauge
coupling constant. The Yang-Mills gauge coupling constant squared for the i-th gauge group (i :
SU(3),SU(2),U(1)) will be given as:

1

- =Re (T +in( P(Zs)| +In( P(Zs) + O(FHr (8)
9 —su@esU) (Ts/5) ( D3IzB> ( |Di’»zB) j

where Re(TS/B) corresponds to size of divisor volume around which D7-branes are wrapped and
Fj2 = F;”Ff Kag + Ff‘ﬁ’jﬁ kqg are the components of the two-form fluxes for the j™-stack expanded out

in the basis of i*wq, w, € H 3’1(C’Y3), and F' i are the components of two-form fluxes for the jth-stack

expanded out in the basis w, € coker (H(_1’2)(CY3) — H(_l’l)(ag)). In dilute flux approximation,

gy p is mainly governed by size of divisor volume around which D7-branes are wrapped. Using the
distribution one-forms of (), the A/ = 1 chiral co-ordinates with the inclusion of mobile D3-brane
position moduli z; 2 (which we identify with the ¥ p coordinates) and mulitple matrix-valued D7-branes
Wilson line moduli a; were guessed in [41]. The quadratic contribution arising in Tz (the ‘big’ divisor)

due to Wilson line moduli contribution is of the form: iﬁi,wajalaj with C}Bj = fEB i*w A AL A AT

where w € H J(rl’l)(E B). In [41], we estimated the intersection matrices C’?j by constructing harmonic

i 2t <2j — L (Pa), 2" l) arising
in T due to inclusion of position moduli 2; was shown in [4I] to be O(1) by calculating (wgp);; ~
1
(ws)ij ~ O(1) near 215 ~ V% (See [41]). Using the same, it was argued that, in the dilute flux
ntuitively, these distribution one-forms could be thought of as the holomorphic square-root of a Poincare dual of a
four-cycle.

one forms using equation (7). Also, coefficient of quadratic term (wq,)




approximation, gauge couplings corresponding to the gauge theories living on stacks of D7 branes
wrapping the ‘big’ divisor X5 in the large volume limit, will given by:

gya; ~ Re(Tg) ~ Vol(Xp) + Cjaray + h.c. ~ VI ~ O(1).

justified by the partial cancelation between between X and C;jara 7 with some fine-tuning).
1Je1ay

Stabilized potential of N' =1 local Large Volume D3-D7 set-up: As we do not have a global
picture, we content ourselves with a local bulk and open-string moduli stabilization near (@). We
showed in [41] that near ([]), the moduli can be stabilised as under:

T
O(1)ke(~ O(10))
|z12] = V%MP, |zg| = V%Mp; lai| = V_%Mp, las| = V_%Mp, las| = V_%Mp, las| = V_%Mp;

<A=17...,h‘}2(23\03) = 0(implying rigidity of the non — rigid ¥p) 9)

vol(2g) ~ Vs, vol(£p) ~ V3; G ~ Mp;

such that ReTg ~ Relp ~ V15 and implying the possibility of obtaining a local meta-stable dS-like
minimum corresponding to the positive minimum of the potential eXG7sTs ]DTSVV\2 near (@), and
realising (B)) and thereby the supergravity model of 2.1 for V ~ 10° in I, = 1 units.

The Kéhler potential relevant to all the calculations (using modified N/ = 1 chiral co-ordinates) in
this paper (without being careful about O(1) constant factors) is given as under [41]:

TB—I-TB , 2{|21|2+|22|2+2152+2221} Q|a1|2
— — u3(27« + Vo

My ) M2 M2
|a2|2 20 (aas + h.c.) 10 (agas + h.c.) 19 |a3|2 a1ay + aqaq)

19 (
+ Vis + V79 + V7o + Vo
M2 M2 M2, M2 M2

11 (al(_lg + hc)
V A
RGNV

K ~ —2in (aB

+Vs

(arts + aaty) _or (asta + asas) s faal) |
V% a2a4 2(14&2 V% asza4 2&4(13 —l—V% a42 .
M} M} M}

= _ _ 3/2

Ts +15 / 2{|Zl|2+|22|2+2122+2221} 0

ag | —=—=—= — ps(2wa’) 5 + E ng(...) (10)
Mp M?

and ED3/ED1 generated non-perturbative superpotential used in [41] is given by:
n® o2 -
W (P S ) 5, T (1)

D3|near c33p
which is like (B)) assuming G 7 has been stabilized. The genus-zero Gopakumar-Vafa invariants
(which for projective varieties are very large) prefix the R valued real axions b*, c*. In general there
are no known globally defined involutions, valid for all Calabi-Yau volumes, for which A2 (CY3) #
0, h(fl(EB) # (0. However, as mentioned earlier, in the spirit of the involutive mirror symme-
try implemented a la SYZ prescription in terms of a triple of T dualities along a local 72 in the
large volume limit, we argued in [58], e.g., 23 — —z; would, restricted to C3, generate non-zero
T?’(CLT‘gZLQ,g) — M3(Z1,273)
h_ N . An example of holomorphic involutions near C3 not requiring a
Mj(|z1], [z2], |23])



large Calabi-Yau volume has been discussed in [41]. However, even if [ 0, one can self-consistently
stabilize c%, b® to zero and oy, oy to Vl_ls,V§ such that the Kéahler potential continues to be stabilized
at —2In).

The evaluation of “physical” /normalized Yukawa couplings, soft SUSY breaking parameters and
various 3-point vertices needs the matrix generated from the mixed double derivative of the Kahler
potential to be a diagonalized matrix. After diagonalization the corresponding eigenvectors of the
same were found in [41] to be given by:

Ay ~ay+ V_%a:g + V‘gal + V_%CZQ + V2 (214 22);

3 3 7 8
Az~ —a3+V 7 5a4—V 5a1 —V 5a9+V 5 (2’1 + 22) ;

3 6 6
Al ~a1 =V 5a3+Vlag —V 5a4 + V75 (21 + 22)
7 3

Ay ~ —ag — V‘lal +V s5a3— V75 (2’1 + 22) ;
Zy ~ ——(21:/%22) —V7iar 4V 5ag + V sag + V- 2ay;

21~ % —V 841+ V 8ay + V 5az + V24

For V = 10°, the numerical eigenvalues are estimated to be:

Kz z ~107° Kz,z, ~ 1073, K, 4, ~ 10Y, K 4,4, ~ 1072, K g, 4, ~ 107, K 4,4, ~ 102, (12)

Mass scales of SM-like particles: The effective Yukawa couplings can be calculated using Ygffcj o, =

K

el Ygf-fcj cy,
\/KciéichC‘chkC‘k
is given by O(Z;)-coefficient in the mass term e>D 4, D A‘]W)’(AI x*/ in the N' = 1 SUGRA action
of [39]. By estimating in the large volume limit, all possible Yukawa couplings corresponding to
four Wilson line moduli and showing that the RG-flow of the effective physical Yukawa’s change al-
most by O(1) under an RG flow from the string scale down to the EW scale [41], we see that for
V ~ 105, (Z;) ~ 246GeV:

,C; being an open string modulus which for us is §Z; 2,041 234. where YZC»LH‘A]AJ

4

. K
O(Z;) term in e2D g, Do, W AnglAg 103 x V-1,

\/KZi Z; KA1 Ay KA3A3

giving (Z;)Yz, 4,45 ~ MeV - about the mass of the electron;

O(Z;) term in egDAZDALW
\/KZiZ_i KAzAz KA4A4

giving <zi>Ygi AsA, ~ 10MeV - close to the mass of the up quark! The above shows that fermionic
superpartners of A; and Aj correspond respectively to first generation of left- handed SU(2) and
right-handed U(1) leptons while fermionic superpartners of As and A4 correspond respectively to
left-handed SU(2) and right-handed U(1) quarks. The diagonalised basis (I2]) was shown to also work
out for appropriately chosen matrix-valued a; and z; for multiple fluxed D7-brane stacks.

_ vreff _5 _4
:YeiA2A4N10 2XV 9,

Computation of Soft Terms: By using the appropriate N' = 1 coordinates as obtained in [40] due
to the presence of a single D3-brane and a single D7-brane wrapping the four-cycle (‘big’ divisor Xp



in a swiss-Cheese Calabi-Yau) along with D7-brane fluxes, the soft SUSY breaking parameters were
calculated in [4I]. The value of scalar masses identified with the masses of squarks and leptons, so
obtained, turns out to be quite high but at the same time one gets one light Higgs, thus indicating
possibility of “split SUSY-like scenario” in a local large volume D3/D7 model.

We briefly review the evaluation of various soft supersymmetric as well as supersymmetry breaking
parameters in the model involving four-Wilson line moduli as described in [41]. The various soft terms
are calculated by power series expansion of superpotential as well as Kahler potential,

A 1
W = W(q)) + /L(q>)Z[ZJ + EY[JK((I))MIMJMK + ..
K = K(®,®) + K;7(®, ®)M M’ + Z(®, )M M + ..., (13)

where M! = (2!, AT). The soft SUSY breaking parameters are calculated by expanding ' = 1 su-
pergravity potential, V = & <KUD1WDJW -3 |W|2), in the powers of matter fields M/, after ex-
panding superpotential as well as Kéhler potential as according to equation (I3]). In gravity-mediated
supersymmetry breaking, SUSY gets spontaneously broken in bulk sector by giving a vacuum expec-
tation value to auxiliary F-terms. Hence, to begin with, one needs to evaluate the bulk F-terms which
in turn entails evaluating the bulk metric. Writing the Kéhler sector of the Kéahler potential in terms
of the bulk moduli as:

3
2

3
K ~ —2In [(O'B +0oB — 'VKgoom) - (US + 05 — 'VKrmgeom)z

+ Z n% Z cos (ink - (G — G)gs + mk - (G+Q)) | , (14)
BeHy (CYs)  (nm)

disregarding Kgeom (introduced due to the presence of a mobile space-time filling D3-brane) in the
large volume limit (See [59], [64]) and working near sin (ink - (G — G)gs + mk - (G + G)) = 0 - corre-
sponding to a local minimum - using the stabilized VEV of og/p and G5B as given above equation
(I0)- generated the following components of the bulk metric’s inverse in [41]:

37 13

V3 )is

13 4

Gmﬁ ~ Vl_s V§

0 0 O 0%
0 0 01 o

K
2

Given that bulk F-terms are defined as [61]: F™ = e2 G™"D; W, one obtained in [41]:
Fos m Vs MR, FO8 o v E MR, O~y MR, (16)

Hence after spontaneous supersymmetry breaking in the bulk, the gravitino mass is given by:

m3/2 = GK |I/V|2 ~ V_%_IMP. (17)
The gaugino mass is given as:
F’”@mTB 2
= ———— SV . 18
mg RETB ~ 37713/2 ( )

10



The analytic form of scalar masses obtained via spontaneous symmetry breaking is given as [61]:
m? = (m% + Vo) — F™F"9;7,0,, log K ;. These were calculated in [41] to yield
2

mz; ~ V%m?;/%m/h ~VVmy)s, (19)

implying a non-universality in the open-string moduli masses. Further in [41], we showed the univer-
sality in the trilinear A-couplings [61],

37 N
AZJIC = Fm (amK + E?mlnYIJ;c + Opln (KZijjKICIC)) ~ V%mg/g ~ Az Zy- (20)

The physical higgsino mass parameter iz, z, turned out to be given by:

K
€2 [hz) Z,

,azlzz = T
V Kzlélegég

~ V%mg/g. (21)

Further,

e—iarg(W)-l—%
(iB)z, z, = \/ﬁw” (OmK iz, z, + Ompiz 2, — 112, 2,0min (K2, Kz, 3,))
Z1Z2112 2925

37

~ ﬂzlzz (Fm(‘?mK—i—F"S — Fmﬁmln (KzlleZQZg)) V18 36m§/2 ~ lezw (22)

an observation which will be very useful in obtaining a light Higgs of mass 125 GeV'.

Realizing light SM-like Higgs: We calculated in [41] the mass of light Higgs formed by linear
combination of two Higgs doublets (using the prescription as given in [2], to realize split SUSY)
by first calculating the masses of the latter which after soft supersymmetry breaking are given by
My, , = (mQZL2 + ,&221 32)1/ 2 and thereafter using RG solution to Higgs mass discussed in [38], we
obtained the contribution of Higgs doublets as well as the higgsino mass parameter [iz, z, at the EW
scale. The Higgs mass eigenstates are defined as:

H, = DhnHu + Dhqu, Hs = thlHu + thsz. (23)
Gh R Gh —i¢h 2
B cos sin e N T 2 2 2[My, |
where D), = < ‘i Gh 2@45;1 coszeh > ,D; M Dy, = d1ag(MHl,MH2), and tan, = m

for a particular range of £ <0, <5
The RG solution to nggs mass formed after soft supersymmetry breaking in large tanf (but less

than 50)-limit are given [38, 4I] (assuming that m%, (M) = mf = v ms (implying 62 = 0 but
01,34 # 0) and non-universality w.r.t. to both D3-brane position moduli masses (mz,,) given by 01)
as:

N 512 A 197
P(EW) = | =m — (0.01) (n")*i3, 2, + (032)Vim3  — 1/2MEyy + (0.08)Vin’jiz, zmyys + 500550

1 2 sn S\2
mi, (EW) = mg(1+61) + 5M}jlw +mg — (0.03)V3n®fiz, z,my/s + (0.01)(n*)*i%, 2,
197

2 o 1 7
m%{d(EW) = 2m32 — (0.06)V3n Hz,z,m3/0 + §MJ%JW - 110050'

11



where Sy is hypercharge weighted sum of squared soft scalar mass having value around m%. Assuming
B =¢fiz,z;(§ = O(1)), the Higgs mass matrix is given as:

VRN
aB md, et w3, )

2
and the eigenvalues are given by: % <m%{u + m%]d + \/ <m%]u - m%]d) + 4£2 g4>, Using equation (24]),
for 61 = O(0.1) and O(1) n®, we have

my;, +mi, ~mg—0.065) + ...

myy, —mi, ~mg+0.06S0 + ..., i35, ~ mg — 0.035 + ...

Utilizing above, one sees that the eigenvalues are:

m3, , = md —0.065 + ... i\/(mg +0.065 + ...)° +4€2 (m2 — 0.035,)”.

2
mE

Considering Sy ~ —4.2m3 and &2 ~ % + % we obtain one light Higgs (corresponding to the

m2 I
negative sign of the square root) of order 125 GeV and one heavy Higgs (corresponding to the positive
sign of the square root) whereas the squared higgsino mass parameter fiz, z, then turns out to be

heavy with a value, at the EW scale of around Vmg 5.

Realization of pu-split like SUSY: We summarized above the different mass scales corresponding
to different supersymmetric particles as mentioned in the above paragraphs, and actually calculated
in [41] by considering Calabi-Yau volume V = 10° (The justification behind constraining a value of
Calabi-Yau V to be O(10°) was based on the right identification of Wilson line moduli and position
moduli with SM particle spectrum). The gravitino appears to be the lightest supersymmetric particle
with mass around 10® GeV. The sfermion masses corresponding to first generation of quarks and
leptons (identifiable as Wilson line moduli mass in our framework as mentioned above) are very heavy
of the order 10'° GeV at string scale. Similarly, the gaugino masses also turns out to be heavy of the
order 10'' GeV. However, the higgsino masses turns out to be heavier of the order 103 GeV. One
of the Higgs doublets was shown to have mass of the order 125 GeV, thus showing the possibility of
realizing p-split like SUSY scenario (though there is a ‘split’ between mass of higgsino, and gaugino
and sfermions at very high energy scale; the SM fermions are light) in the context of our local LVS
D3-D7. The fine-tuning involved in the hyper charge weighted sum of soft scalar masses (Sp) as well
as O(1) proportionality constant between the higgsino mass parameter squared p? and soft SUSY
parameter ;B to obtain Higgs of the order 125 GeV seems acceptable at such high energy scales. The
results of mass scales of all SM as well as superpartners are summarized in Table [ also.

Modified N/ = 1 gauged supergravity action in case of multiple D7-brane: We will be
using the following terms (written out in four-component notation or their two-component analogs
and utilizing/generalizing results of [40]) in the A/ = 1 gauged supergravity action of Wess and

Bagger [39] with the understanding that mmoduti /modutini << MKK | ~ M,
Ve

~ 1014GeV>, M, =
V~105/6

12



Quark mass
Lepton mass

M, ~ O(10)MeV

Gravitino mass
Gaugino mass

(Lightest) Neutralino/Chargino

mass

M, ~ O(1)MeV

D3-brane position moduli
(Higgs) mass
Wilson line moduli

(sfermion mass )

A-terms

37
Apgr ~ n°V3%ms
2

{p,q.7} € {A1, Zi}

Physical p-terms
(Higgsino mass)

fiz,z.
37
~ V3ms
2

Physical fiB-terms

N 37
(iB)z,z, ~ Vs ng

Table 1: Mass scales of first generation of SM as well supersymmetric, and soft SUSY breaking
parameters.

Mp

7 ~ 10"GeV, and that for multiple D7-branes, the non-abelian gauged isometry groupﬁ,

V~105/6 ~
corresponding to the killing vector 6ix2u7 (21a’) Qpory, Qp = (2md’) sz 1*wp A P_f arising due to
the elimination of of the two-form axions Dg) in favor of the zero-form axions pp under the KK-
reduction of the ten-dimensional four-form axion [40] (which results in a modification of the covariant
derivative of T by an additive shift given by 6ix3u7 (2ra’) Tr(QpA,)) can be identified with the SM

% As explained in [40], one of the two Pecci-Quinn /shift symmetries along the RR two-form axions ¢* and the four-form
axion pp gets gauged due to the dualization of the Green-Schwarz term le,S dD](Bz) A A coming from the KK reduction
of the Chern-Simons term on g U c(XB) - Dg) being an RR two-form axion. In the presence of fluxes for multiple
DT7-brane fluxes, the aforementioned Green-Schwarz is expected to be modified to T'r (QB le’g dDg) A A)7 which after

dualization in turn modifies the covariant derivative of Tz and hence the killing isometry.
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group (i.e. A, is the SM-like adjoint-valued gauge field [39]):

1
L= QYMQTBJTT‘ (X BX )\g R) +igz 71T (XL [@XL + F c79a ( aMKc%M —c.c. ) XL}>
K

e2 _
+ S5 (DD W) Tr (\EXF) + 91,3, Tr | (0T — A,X72) (0T — AﬂxTBﬂ
91,5 Tr (XTB AT A YU, R) + L, w0V Ny, LEpr + 0L, n0” "N, LW, Wy

2 / B
+TT[ g, LA (6%4u7(2m )QBK + 12&4#7(2;(1 )25 >Ag, L]

KATsTs _
+G76m4(27ra )T'r {QBA“(‘) (/ﬁiu7(2ﬂa/)201‘]a16j)} +h.c.

ki
1 /2 1263 7 (2w’ ) Q4
fsza Fb muv 4 gfabeuup)\ SI/FS)\ _ %gai/lfabTT < H4M7( ]7204 ) B'U /\g X z}él) + he.

\/5

Oy fanTr (M po X ) Fh, + e (24)

3 CP Violating Phases

In this section we explain the possible origin of CP-violating phases in the N' = 1 gauged supergravity
limit of large volume D3/D7-u split SUSY model. The electric dipole moment of a Spin-% particle is
defined by the effective CP violating dimension-5 operator given as: L; = —5do,,v¢YF* . Given
that the effective operator is non-renormalizable, the same can be realized at the loop level provided
the theory contains a source of CP violation. In Standard Model, CP violating phases in general appear
from the complex Kobayashi Maskawa (CKM) phases in the quark mass matrix but the same get a non-
zero contribution only at three-loop level in Standard Model. However, in supersymmetric theories,
instead of CKM phase generated in Standard Model, one can consider the new phases appearing
from complex parameters of soft-SUSY breaking terms, complex effective Yukawa couplings as well as
supersymmetric mass terms.

We consider the existence of non-zero phases appearing from complex effective Yukawa couplings
present in N' = 1 gauged supergravity action. As discussed in [41], the position as well as Wilson line
moduli identification with SM-like particles generate effective Yukawa couplings including R-parity
conserving as well as R-parity violating ones in the context of N' = 1 gauged supergravity action [41],
and the solution of RG evolution of effective Yukawa couplings at one-loop level yields:

~2(C(a) M H+C(a) (D+C () ()

3
}A/AgA(t) ~ YAEA(Ms) H (1 + ﬁ(a)t) b(a) . (25)

Using the fact that quadratic Casimir invariants as well as beta functions are real, we see that mag-
nitudes of Yukawa couplings Yasas change only by O(1) while phases of all Yukawas do not change
at all as one RG-flows down from the string to the EW scale. Also, given that all four-Wilson line
moduli A; as well as position moduli Z; are stabilized at different values; we make an assumption
that there will be a distinct phase factor associated with all position as well as Wilson line moduli
superfields which produces an overall distinct phase factor for each possible effective Yukawa coupling
corresponding to four Wilson line moduli as well as position moduli.

14



The other important origin of generation of non-zero phases are given by complex soft SUSY
breaking parameters (m?, A;jx,uB) as well supersymmetric mass term pu. The soft SUSY scalar
mass terms can be made real by phase redefinition. However, in addition to the diagonal entries of
sfermions corresponding to fermions with L-handed as well as R-handed chirality in the sfermion mass
matrix, one gets an off-diagonal contribution because of mixing between L-R sfermion masses after
EW-symmetry breaking. The contribution of the same is governed by complex trilinear couplings as
well as supersymmetric mass parameter p at EW scale. Therefore, the scalar (sfermion) fields fr
and fR have been considered as linear combinations of the mass eigenstates which are obtained by
diagonalizing sfermion (mass)? matrices [24] i.e.

fL:Dfufl+Df12f2’fR:Df21f1+Df22f2' (26)

where f corresponds to first generation leptons and quarks and

coS -+ —sin e
D= 2 2 , 27
! ( sin %fe“f’f cos %f ) @7)
and the mass matrix is given as follows:
M?2 my, (A% — pcot 5)
M]% N < m., (A —fL* cot 3) ) fM2 ’ (28)
WA T H fr EW
where Ajji corresponds to complex trilinear coupling parameter. Diagonalizing the above matrix
21M2_ |
by performing unitary transformation: D}Mj%df = diag(Mj%l, MJ%2), where tan 6y = ]V[?Tﬁ/‘lf?zz The
eigenvalues Mj% L and M%z are as follows:
1 1 1
2 _ 2 2 2 2 32 2 214
Mf(l)(2) - §(Mfll +Mf~22)(+)(_)§[(Mf11 _Mf22) +4|Mf21| ]2‘ (29)

For f =e, Al = Az, 4, 4,; for [ = (u,d),Az/d = Az, 4,4,. In our model as discussed in section 2, we
have universality in trilinear couplings w.r.t position as well as Wilson line moduli. Assuming the37same
to be true at EW scale, the values of trilinear coupling parameters are Az, 4, 4, = Az, 4,4, = V3 m 3.
As given in section 2, the value of supersymmetric mass parameter u at EW scale is Vh ms. Also

we have universality in slepton (squark) masses of first two generations. Therefore, M2, = M2, =
MZyy = Mgy, ~Vm3, and
2

37
| Mgy [* = me| AL — peot | = (V35 )mems << Mz,

M2y, P = m| A4, — ot | = (V3 )memy << M2, (30)
Using the above, one can show that eigenvalues of sfermion mass matrix M]%( nE) "~ M 2= Vm%. The

2
aforementioned mass eigenstates can be utilized to produce non-zero phase responsible to generate
finite EDM of electron as well as neutron in the one-loop diagrams involving sfermions as scalar
propagators, and gaugino and neutralino as fermionic propagators.
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4 One-Loop Contribution to Electric Dipole Moment

At one-loop level, for a theory of fermion 1) interacting with other heavy fermions v;’s and heavy
scalars ¢p’s with masses m;, m; and charges ();, QQr, the interaction that contains CP violation in
general is given by [24]:

— Lint = Z wf < —l— L 1 _;75> Vipr + h.c (31)

Here £ violates CP invariance iff Im(F;L,) # 0. and one-loop EDM of the fermion f in this case is

given by N » §
ZZ’;WI m (K, L )(Qz ( k>+QkB <mk>>, (32)

where A(r) and B(r) are defined by

ﬁ(?)—r—i-1_r>,B(7‘):ﬁ(l+r+21”_n:), (33)

Ar) =

where, Qr = Qr — Q;.

We use the above-mentioned results to get an order-of-magnitude estimate of EDM of elec-
tron/quark in the context of N' = 1 gauged supergravity by including all SM as well as supersymmetric
particles in the loop diagram. The EDMs of the neutron can be estimated by calculating the contri-
bution of u and d quarks by using relation d,, = (4d4 — d,,)/3. Since in our model, we have identified
both up- as well as down-quark with single Wilson line modulus, we will have same contribution of
EDM for both up and down-quarks. Hence, the neutron EDM is same as up-quark EDM. Therefore,
in the calculations below, we will estimate EDM of electron and up quark only.

4.1 One-Loop Diagrams involving Neutral Sfermions in the Loop

Gaugino contribution: In this subsection, we estimate the contribution of electron/neutron EDM
at one-loop level due to presence of heavy gaugino nearly isospectral with heavy sfermions (for the
Calabi-Yau volume V = 10° in string-length units). In traditional split SUSY models discussed in
literature, the masses of sfermions are very heavy while gaugino as well as higgsino’s are kept light
because of the gauge coupling unification. Therefore, one-loop diagrams involving sfermion-gaugino
exchange do not give any significant contribution to EDM of fermion . However in the large volume
D3 — D7 set-up that we have discussed, the gaugino as well as higgsino also turn out to be very heavy.
As it is clear from the equation (BI), the order of magnitude of EDM at one-loop level is directly
proportional to fermion mass and inversely proportional to sfermion masses circulating in the loop
whereas the one-loop function can almost be of O(0.1 — 1) provided either the difference between
fermion and sfermion mass is of O(1) or the fermion mass is very light as compared to sfermion mass.
Therefore, naively one would expect an enhancement in the order of magnitude of one-loop EDM due
to presence of heavy fermions circulating in a loop. In view of this, we estimate the contribution of
one-loop EDM of electron as well as neutron in N = 1 gauged supergravity limit of large volume
D3/D7 p-split SUSY model discussed in section 2. However, the CP violation (imaginary phases)
can be induced in a loop diagram by considering diagonalized eigenstates of sfermion mass matrix as
propagators in the loop. The loop diagram is given in Figure 1.
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fr ‘ ' Ir

Figure 1: One-loop diagram involving gaugino.

The effective one-loop operator given in equation (BII) can be recasted in the following form:

_ 1 1+ .

i=e,u,d

For ¢ = 1,2, above equation can be expanded as:

7 L—7 L+9\ 50, 7 1 - L+9\ . 50
—ﬁmt—wf(Kl 5 Tl >¢f1)\ + oy (Ko + Lo——— | ¢,V + D, (35)

and one-loop EDM of the fermion f in this case will be given as:

Mo 1 . , mib 1 . mib
(47T)2 m—lem(fﬁ[q) Qle mfz + ’I’n,f~2 Im(Kng) Qf2B mfz . (36)

where my, corresponds to gaugino mass, m i and m 7 correspond to masses of eigenstates of diago-
nalized sfermion mass matrix. and Q;;_ corresponds to effective charge defined as: Q;;_ ~ Q 7 Cfi Fopo

where C . will be volume suppression factor coming from sfermion-photon-sfermion vertex.

To determine the value of one-loop EDM in this case, we first calculate the contribution of required
vertices involved in Figure 1. In N' = 1 gauged supergravity, lepton(quark)-slepton(squark)-gaugino
interaction are governed by [39] following term:

Ef—f—):o = QYMgJTBX*BXJ)\O + aJTBDB)ZJ/\O.
where Y7 corresponds to spin % fermion, X*P is killing isometry vector and pU corresponds to SU(2)-
singlet component of neutral gaugino. Though the gauge coupling gy s is real, the non-zero phase
factor is produced from moduli space metric component g;r, and is associated with the volume
suppression factor arising from the same. Hence, effective gauge coupling interaction vertex generate
a particular phase factor which we consider to be of the order O(1).

We repeatedly mention that to get the numerical estimate of contribution of aforementioned ver-
tices, we use the identification described in [41] according to which fermionic superpartners of Ay
and Az can be identified, respectively with ey and eg, and the fermionic superpartners of A, and
Ay can be identified, respectively with the first generation quarks: ur/dp and ur/dgr. In principle,
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incoming left-handed electron(quark) can couple with scalar superpartners of both left-handed as well
as right-handed leptons(quarks). Therefore, for a left handed electron ey, interacting with slepton as
well as gaugino, interaction vertex will be given as

o\ o0 =0V MY a7y X EXMN + 0, T DB Y™ AL, (37)
To calculate the contribution of e;, — €7, — A0 vertex, we expand g 4,7, in the fluctuations linear in

A; around its stabilized VEV. In terms of undiagonalized basis, we have: gr,a, — —V‘i(al — V_%).
Using Tp = Vol(op) — Crjaray + h.c., where the values of intersection matrices C; 7 are given in the

appendix of [41]. Utilizing those values, we get 0,,Tp — V%O(al - V_%). Using the argument that

9y MITsa; ~ O(1)gymgr, 4, as shown in [41]; incorporating values of XB = —6ik3urQry, K3ipr ~
/.2 B ~ ~
L. DB = w and Qr, ~ V%(27To/ )2f, we get the contribution of physical gaugino(\°)-

lepton(ey,)-slepton(ey,) interaction vertex as follows :

—ali
eLeL)\O
\/KA1A1 \/KA1A1

, where f is dilute flux and upper limit of the same as calculated in [38] is VR~ O(10~%) for
Calabi-Yau volume V ~ 10°. ~

Similarly, contribution of physical gaugino(A%)- quark(up)-squark(uy) interaction vertex will be
given by expanding ¢ Ay 75, in the fluctuations linear in Ay around its stabilized VEV. Doing so, one

will get: grna, — —V 1 (az — V73), 8,5 — V3 (az — V73), and

AN = F (v (38)

=Y
uLuL)\O
\/KA2A2 \/KA2A2

The gaugino(A?) - fermion( 1 )-sfermion( fr) vertex does not possess SU(2) electroweak symmetry.
However, terms in supergravity Lagrangian preserve SU(2) EW symmetry. Therefore, we first generate
a term of the type fr, fR)\OH 1, wherein Hp is SU(2); Higgs doublet. After spontaneous breaking of
the EW symmetry when Hj, acquires a non-zero vev (H), this term generates: (HO)fyfrA0. For
fL,r = er,Rr, by expanding g AT I the fluctuations linear in Z; and then linear in A3 around their

Aog200 = f (v—%) . (39)

stabilized value, we have: g7, 1, — V'~ 3 (Z1)(As =V~ 18) The contribution of physical gaugino(A0)-
lepton(ey )-slepton(eg) interaction vertex will be as follows :

T -9z
IGYMIr, 4, X B~V f o o s
€,y = P2 AN = F (V). (40)

\/KzlélKA1A1KA3A3

For fr,r = ur, g, by expanding g Ay Ty 11 the fluctuations linear in Z; and then linear in A4 around

their stabilized value, we have: gr. 1, — VA (Z1)(Ag — V_%), and

_ QYMQTBAQX ~ V" 18f

‘ uLu})CO‘ = N
\/Kzlél KAQAZ KA4A4

AygheNo = f (v—%) . (41)
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Similarly, outgoing right-handed electron (quark) can couple with both left handed as well as right
handed sleptons(squarks) and include the gaugino(A\°)-fermion( fz)-sfermion(fy) vertex in a loop di-
agram. The same does not possess SU(2) EW symmetry. For frr = err, by expanding g .7,
first in the ﬁug:;cuations linearzin Z; and then linear in A; around their stabilized VEV’s, we have:
914 — —V 3 (21)(A1 —V79). The physical gaugino(A°)- lepton(er)-slepton(er,) interaction vertex
will be given as :

- XTB ~ V_% F ~ T~ ~ 5
IMITpda? fAleSAO =7 (v—%) . (42)
\/KzlélKA1A1KA3A3

For fr r = ur g, one gets: g 1, — —V‘§<Zl>(A2 — V_%), and

‘ €R€~L>\~O‘ =

v T -9z
9yMIry 4, X7~V 18f./4~12>2«‘i4)\~0 =f <V_%) . (43)
\/Kzlzl KA2A2KA4A4

To calculate the contribution of ep — €p — A0 vertex, we expand g 4,7, in the fluctuations linear in
As, and obtain: gp, 1, — —V%(.Ag - V%),Q%TB — V%(.Ag - V_%). Utilizing this, the physical

gaugino(A0)- lepton(eg)-slepton(ex) interaction vertex will be given as :

| URU~L>\~O| =

7~
(oRNrE—F
ererpN0!l — N -
\ K ag 4 K 4545

Similarly, by expanding g 4,7, in the fluctuations linear in A4, we will have g, 1, — —V%(A4 —
V),04,T5 = V5 (A1 —V79), and

Ay N0 = f (V—%> . (44)

16 ~

Vo f
’CuRu};XO‘ = N N
V K.A4./T4 KA4A4

To determine the contribution of effective charge @}, we need to evaluate the contribution of sfermion( fi)-
photon(7)-sfermion(f;) vertices which are expressed in terms of f;,/r basis as below:

Chijin ~ PruDinC g+ PinDpy + PriaDp,)Cs, gy PraDpo Oy
Chafn ~ PraDinC g,y + P Dy + DDyt )Cp, gy Dpaa Dy Oy
The sfermion-sfermion-photon vertex can be evaluated from the bulk kinetic term in the A' = 1 gauged
supergravity action as given below:

AN = f (v—%> . (45)

(46)

1

L= = Tty Tpo" T, (47)
where
VT = 0,Tg + 6iriprlQr, Ay
T ~opB+ <i/€BbchBc + kB + - i = ke G0(G° — GO)isB R CH agaz + %55762]?

rinop)gs (7 - 2P )). (1)



The form of expression that eventually leads to give the contribution of required sfermion-sfermion-
photon vertex is as given below:

6ir2pr2ma’ QpGTeTs _
Chumtims ~ a2 AR, (K3pr (202 C Av ) (49)

Using GT575(EW) ~ V%(the large value is justified by obtaining O(1) SM fermion-fermion-photon
coupling vertex in N' = 1 gauged supergravity action; see details therein), Qp ~ V3 1, K3pr ~ L

AVl
the above expression reduces to |C’fL/sz/RV| = V%AM@H (“?1#7(27@/)202-;Ai«‘{j)- Fori=j =1
K37 (2ma )20 ~ V7 as given in appendix of [41]. Using the same

16 ~
|CeLeL ’y| = (V%f)ftlA“ﬁuftl. (50)
\ KAlAlKAlAl
For i = 1,5 = 3; ku7(27a/)?Cy5 ~ VI, we have
41 ~
Vis 5 - - _
|Ce~Le~R*'y| = = f: = (V45 f)AlA“ﬁuAg. (51)
Va4 K a4
For i = j = 3; k3u7(2ma/)?Caz ~ V% and
25 ~
~ 62 ~ ~
|Ceenrn| = = (fV5)A3A470,A3. (52)
V KA3A3KA3A3
For i=j=2, kiu7(2ma’)?Chg ~ Vs and
7
§ ~ 53 ~ ~
|Cuigair | = = (fV5)AA0,As. (53)
VE 432,84,
For i = 2,5 = 4, k2p7(2mc/)2Cyz ~ VI8 and
Vis f s - _
|Cu~Lu~R*'y| (fVls )AQA“@uA4. (54)
VE ALK 44
For i = j = 4, k3u7(2na/)?Cyg ~ V% and
34 ~
= (fVE)A4,4"8,As. (55)

|Cipiny] =
\/ K.A4.A4KA4.A4

Substituting the results given in eqgs. (B0)-(53) in equation (0], the volume suppression factors corre-
sponding to scalar-scalar-photon vertices are given as follows:

Céey = f (V% cos? 0, — VE cos 0. sin (96((31"1’e + e_i%)eid’% + VE sin? 06> ,

(Vig sin’ 6, + VE cos 0, sin He(ei‘z’e + e_i‘z’e))e_i(bge + V& cos? 9€> ,

6262
_ 33 2 23 . i¢ —ig i¢ 62 . 9
Ciiny = ( 15 cos” 0y, — V18 cos 6, sin G (e 4 e '%v))e'P9u + V45 gin 0u> ,
Clipiigy = ( VE sin 20, + Vi €08 By, sin 0, (e + e70u))e 0o 4 Vi cos? Hu) , (56)
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where ¢4, and ¢,, are phase factors associated with C’ - and C’u iy e consider the same to be

O(1). Now, the Lagrangian relevant to couplings 1nvolved in one—loop diagram shown in Figure 1 is
given as:

L= Cfoz;\gfoL)\NO + CfoE;gfoR)\NO +C ﬁf'Lj\ngfL)\NO +C EfR;ngfRXO- (57)
where, from eqs. (B8)-([5), we have:
-3 Fy,—15
IC eLér )\0| —fV | erél, )\0| = V |Ce* ~L)\0| |Oe*~R5\0| =fV o
~*)\0|—fV__ |O*~)\O|E|C*~ )\0|—fv__ (58)

| ur iy, )\O| -

Writing f7, as well as fg given in equation (BE7) in terms of diagonalized basis f1 and fa, the equation
takes the form as of equation (35):

_ L+
Eint - Xf ((C)\?foLDfll + C)\?foRDfél)—

2
147 — 5
+ (CAOfRfLDf12 + C)‘OfRfRDf22) >(Z$f2)\0 + h C.. (59)

L= 5
H(Crofpfy, D + C)\OfRfRDfm)—)(lsfl A°

— Or £
+ X7 ((CAOfoLDfm CXZfoRDfQQ)

Using equation (36]), the EDM expression will take the form:

2
dy mxo 1 5\?
Lo = iz 0 (Coo s, One i DD + Coggy 1 Cr o Pn D) 5B (57)
(4m)? Lm "t
2
m=

1 )\O
+m1m <O)\0foLC OfRfRDf12Df22 + C)\OfoRCAOfRfLDmeflz) Qf ( mp >] (60)
fa 2

Considering f1, r = er, g, incorporating results of interaction vertices as given in equation (58)) and us-

ing the assumption that phase factors associated with effective gauge couplings are O(1), the dominant
contribution of electron EDM is given as:

Foy9—8 . . r 2 2
% |)\0 = mS\O (f2v 5 sznee S111 ¢6) Ce~26~2 *’\/ B m):() _ Ce~1 €1 *’y B m):O ) (61)
e (47)? I m, mes mZ me2

For fr, r = ur r, quark EDM will be given as:

Fony—T . . r 2 2
dy, _ myo(fPV 5sindysindy) | Ciiryeey My Criyair My
— o = 2 5D - 7 B ) (62)
e (4m) | M, mg3 mi mg?
Putting the valuesﬁ of Cg¢,+y and Cyq4,+, as given in equation no (B6), we get
2 9 ,’,n,2~ .9 7,n2~
%b\o _ m)\o(f V- 8@;10 smgbe)V%f cos20 B AR Sln2963 o )|
e (4m) mz, mez m M2
and

v-Lsing, ’ ) m o m2
d?uho Em)\o(f  sin sin ¢ )V45f [cos29 B( )\0> _51n29uB< )\o)]‘ (63)

(4m)? Mg, M2 mg2

SWe only incorporate the volume suppression coming from C¢,é,+ and Cy,,+~. The momentum dependence of both
vertices have already been included in the one-loop functions A(r) and B(r).
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2|M 5 |
3

2
MZ M2 AM4
\/( fL fR) + f21

ME[L = ME[R ~ Vm%. Using the same, we get sinf. = sinf, = 1. Also, we assume ¢, = (0, 5]. As
2 _ 02 2
AT T "

4
mass mih = Vam$, we get:
3

Here, sinfly = . As discussed in section 2, in our model, we have M 621 =M 62}2 =

2
explained in section 3, m = Vm%. Utilizing the same and the value of gaugino
2

2 2
2 A N
X X 2 72 2
B< )\0) — > 2<1+ b\ + 13 . 15 ) ~ gz ~ V—%’ (64)
m 2 2(& _ 1) mya 1 - o ™%
my2 mp2

where for ¢ = 1,2, f; = (e1,ea), (u1,u2). Incorporating the value of masses in equation (G3)), using

f ~ V"5 as obtained in [38], and Calabi-Yau volume V ~ 10°, the dominant contribution of EDM of
electron will be given as:

2 ~ 8
Vima (PvE) L ph ppieeiaa
%b\oz 2( 5 > fo%(V ;)EfV3 42 i =10"%em, (65)
e (4m) ym3 (4m) ms
2

and the dominant contribution of EDM of neutron/quark will be given as:

2 vy T .
doy _VEmg (PVTE) (vt v
— o = x fVo > | = = 10"%cm. (66)
e (47)? Vms (47?)2m%
2

Neutralino contribution: The physical eigenstates of neutralino mass matrix in the context of N'=1
gauged supergravity action are given as [41]:

o —HY+H 59
X?Nqu7 mX(l)NV72m%7
70 70
~0 V 7,5 0 Hu+Hd 59 '
e <MPJ%>A HER R I
~ V 7,5 s s 2
X3 ™~ _/\0+ <M—pr6> (HS +H3) ; mxg ~ V3mg (67)

where v is value of Higgs VEV at electroweak scale. ﬁg and ]Zlg correspond to SU(2)-doublet higgsino.
%) is purely a higgsino and X3 (¥3) are formed by linear combination of gaugino (higgsino) with a
very small admixture of higgsino (gaugino). Since neutralinos are also very heavy, we evaluate the
contribution of the same to one-loop electron/neutron EDM involving heavy sfermions. Though the
neutralino (X%Q)—fermion-sfermion couplings are complex in this case, the phase disappears due to
presence of both complex coupling as well as its conjugate in the EDM expression. Therefore, the
non-zero EDM arises due to CP violating phases appearing from mass eignstates of sfermion mass
matrix only. The one-loop diagram is given in Figure 2.

We have already calculated the contribution of gaugino-lepton(quark)-slepton(quark) vertices in
the subsection 4.1. Now we estimate of coefficients of vertices corresponding to higgsino-lepton(quark)-
slepton(squark) interaction vertices. In N = 1 gauged supergravity, higgsino-fermion-sfermion inter-
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fr ' ‘ fr

Figure 2: One-loop diagram involving neutralino.

action is governed by [39]:
K

e2 .. . 2 i P 1 B i
Ly ;o= (DiDW)XiX1 +igix” [0 SO+ 0 - 9aP X  + 2 (80, K5 - ap —c.c) x } (68)

4

Using this, we evaluate the coefficients of higgsino-lepton(quark)-slepton(squark) interaction vertices.
For an incoming electron (e} ) interacting with slepton as well as neutralino, the contribution of
higgsino-lepton (e )-slepton (€r,) vertex in gauged supergravity action of Wess and Bagger [39], is given

K
by: & (Dz,Dg W) xAixe + 1974, X7 [5’ oM +F“ji 1.0 0AIXM + (04, K5 - A — cc. )XAl},

xZ and Xczl correspond to SU(2) higgsino and its charge conjugate, ' corresponds to SU(2)r
electron and A; corresponds to left-handed slepton. In diagonalized set of basis, 9r4, = 0. Since
SU(2) EW symmetry is not conserved for higgsino-lepton-slepton vertex, therefore to calculate the
contribution of same, we generate a term of the type epé LﬁEH 1, wherein ej, and Hj, are respectively
the SU(2);, electron and Higgs doublets, i1, is also an SU(2);, doublet and H§ is SU(2); higgsino
doublet. After giving VEV to one of the Higgs doublet Hj,, one gets required vertex. By considering
ap — a1+ VYV~ 5 Mp, and further picking up the component of D; Dz, W linear in z; as well as linear in
fluctuation (a; — V™ 9Mp), we see that e2 D,D(—MW V- 1822(a1 -V~ 9Mp). As was shown in [41],
> DD oW~ O(l)e%DiDg“W. Utilizing the same, magnitude of the physical higgsino(H¢ )-lepton
(er)-slepton(er,) vertex after giving VEV to Z; will be given as :

31

18 ~

’CHzeLé ‘ = — v _ <ZI>A AlXc 21 A1 =V~ 2 (69)
\/KzlleA1A1KA1A1

The coefficient of higgsino(H§ )-lepton (ur,)-slepton(ur,) vertex can be determined by expanding D; D LW

linear in Z7 as well as linear in fluctuation (A — V_%M p). The magnitude of the same has already
been calculated in [41] and given as:

= V_K<Zi> A2Xc I Ay — =)~ 5 (70)

\/ Z1 2 KAzAz KAzAz

To determine the contribution of higgsino-lepton(e; )-slepton(ér) vertex, one needs to expand

chLuL

% (DZID A W) in the fluctuations linear in Az about its stabilized value. Considering az — ag +
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V1 Mp and plckmg up the component of Dy D4, W linear in a3, we have: e 5D iDg W = e%DIDal W ~
Vs (ag — V™ BM p) the contribution of physical higgsino( H¢ )-lepton(ey,)-slepton(eg) vertex will be
given as :

43
V36 s g A _
|CI~{EGL6~ | = A3XZZXC f=V7s.

\/K21 21 K.A1 Ay KA3A3

oo

(71)

Similarly, one can calculate hlggsmo(H ¢)-lepton (ur )-slepton(upg) vertex by expandlng (D 2z, D 4, W)
in the fluctuations linear in A4 about its stabilized value. Considering a4y — a4 + V oM p and
picking up the component of D;Ds W linear in a4, we have: é (DZIDA2W) = e%DiD@W ~
V-5 (ag — V_%Mp), the coefficient of higgsino(ﬁi)-lepton(uL)—Slepton(u}g) vertex will be given as:
43
= — VA i - .%leziXCAz =V s, (72)
\/Kzlzl K a2, K s 44

|CﬁEuLu~R|

For an outgoing electron e interacting with slepton as well as neutralino, the contribution of higgsino-
lepton (ej)- Slepton(e 1) vertex is given by expanding <- (D 2, D4, W) linear in A;. Considering
ap — a1+ V" 9Mp and picking up the component of DzDaSW linear in aq, we have: egDIDASW =
e%DiDag W~ V3 (a1— V_%Mp). The contribution of physical higgsino(H§ )-lepton (eg)-slepton(er,)
vertex will be given as :

V-3

\/K21 21 K.A1 Ay KA3A3

oo

ICy A%y =y,

(73)

feRrel |

Similarly, considering a4 — a4 TV T M p and picking up the component of above term linear in a;, we
K K 43 1 ~

have, €2 DD, W = e2D; Do, W ~ V™36 (ag — V3 Mp), the contribution of physical higgsino(Hp,)-
quark (upg)-squark(uy) vertex is given as :

43

V736 <~

=—= - - AQXZ1XCA4 =) 3.

\/Kzlél KA2A2 KA4A4

wlot

(74)

‘CJZILuRziL ’

The higgsino-lepton(ey )-slepton(ér) vertex also does not possess SU(2) EW symmetry. Therefore,
to calculate the contribution of same, we generate a term of the type erérHpHy, where Hp is
one of the SU(2); Higgs doublets. Thereafter, we expand % b (DZID W) x 'XAS linear in Z;
and then linear in Az about their stabilized VEV’s. Con51der1ng az — a3 + V™ 18 Mp and fur-
ther picking up the component linear in z; as well as linear in fluctuation (a3 — V™ SM p), we get:
egl)iDASW = e%DiDC—LSW ~ V_%<zi>(a3 - V_%Mp). The magnitude of physical higgsino(H7)-
lepton (eg)-slepton(er) vertex after giving VEV to Z; is given as :

oclw

1
B2 i _10
| = V7(Z;) _ -ASXZIXAS =Yy 190_ (75)

2 2 _ _
\/Kzlél KASAS KASAS

‘Cf{LeRe}g
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K

The contribution of higgsino-quark(upg)-squark(ag) vertex has already been evaluated in [41] by ex-

panding % (Dz, DA, W) xZ x in the fluctuations linear in Z; as well as A4 about their stabilized
VEV’s. The magnitude of the same is given as:

5
Vig (Z; - 10
‘CﬁLuRuf‘ = — A( z> _ A4XZIXA4 =)V 7. (76)
\/K21 Z KA4 Ay KA4le4

The results of coefficients of both slepton(squark)-lepton(quark)-higgsino as given in set of egs. (69)-
([76)) are as follows:

_3 o I Ny 10
’CHzeLéL‘ =V 2y ’CHzeLe};g‘ = ‘CﬁLeRéL’ = °, CI:ILeRe“R’ =V ’
_4
|CﬁzuLu~L| =V7s, |C~C

_10
LuR\u}z| =V 9. (77)
Utilizing the aforementioned results and the results of various gaugino-fermion-sfermion vertices as

given in equation (G8]), and by adding the contribution of same as according to equation (G7), the
volume suppression factors coming from the neutralino-lepton-slepton vertices are given as:

_5
L“LU~R| = |CﬁLuRu~L| =Vs, |Cﬁ

|C

=3 _ Fve—1 I,
X(1)€L5~L’ = ‘ngeL&L’ =V 2, ‘ngeLéL’ - fv 7’CX(1)eLe};g’ = ’CXgeLe};g‘ =V 5,
Fyy— _9 7y y— 18
1Cxgerenl = TV [Cpteper | = 1Cxgeper | = V725 [C\gepe | = fVT,
_10 Fyy— 3
‘Cx(l)eRe}g’ = ‘ngeRe}g’ =V 7‘ngeRe~R’ = fv 5.

(78)
The volume suppression factors coming from the neutralino-quark-squark vertices are given as:

Cotupi] = 1C0guri ) = V75 100 | = V75 10l = [Cygugl = V73,
1Cogusainl = IV 710w ] = 1O | = V75 1C | = V7
Cotuninl = Cguminl = V7 O gupainl = V75 (79)
The interaction Lagrangian governing the neutralino-slepton(squark)-lepton(quark) interaction can be
written as:

L= Copnfefixd +Cup s fLfrxd + Cop, FRILG + Coop o SrIRXS, (80)
i=1,3

where f=(e,u). Rewriting f7 as well as fr in term of diagonalized basis states fi and fs, the equation
takes the form as of equation (35):

B 1495
Lint = Xf <(CX?foLDf11 + CX?fo}?Dfm)

IT—75 0
2 + (CX?fRfLDfll + CX?fRf}%DfM)T) P Xi
_ 1475
Xy <(CX?foLDf12 + Cx?fo}%DfZZ)

1=
9 + (ngfRfLDf12 +CX?fRf~RDf22)T> ¢ ZX?- (81)
Using equation (36]), dipole moment contribution will follow:
2
dy My 1 " « o pfR
—ha = ()2 [mlm (Coosu s Cottns P D + Coty fuCot s D D) @, B (m )
i=1,3 fi i
) 2
+_
m2

m4,
* B B * / X;
Im <CX? 105, Cxo i Do Dis + Coopy . Crog fLDmefm) Q sz<mf2 )} (82)
fo 2
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Using the values of first generation scalar/slepton mass my = V%m% and mgo = Mgy = V_2m%,
mgy = V%m%; one gets:
2 2 2 2 2 2
B(=2) = p(=8) = (14 8 D (C2)) (1 Ty L L s
K A S A
m 2
2 2 2 2 2
m..o 1 m..o m..o m..o m..o m”z
B(on) = = m t G0 ~ e v 6
17 1?7 1?7 1?7 2 X9

-0
(e )

Utilizing above and the results of C. o

Xi€L/REL/R
dominant contribution of EDM of electron will be given adl:

as given in equation (78)), and further simplifying,

59 s .
e X (477)2];% m2 mZ

Similarly, using results of CXTUL/RUL/R gg given in equation (79), the dominant contribution of EDM
of quark will be given as:

59 17, .
@| _ V72 ms (V 9 sm' 0. sin (be) Cuipiin*~ - Coipi (56)
e X (471')2])% m%z %1
Incorporating the value of Cg,¢;, from equation no (B6l), one gets
59 _8 . .
d, V72 ms (V 3 sin 0, sin qbe) o ~ | cos26, sin26,
e |Xi = 23 Vis f 2 - 2 )
€ (47'(')2]}% m6~2 m6~1
VvH <V_1_97 in 6, sin ¢ ) 2 2
ms sin 6, sin ~ .
and d_u|Xl _ 3 . u u V%f cos29u _ sm29u ' (87)
€ (4m)2 V36 () Mg

Incorporating value of sinf, = sinf, = 1, sin¢. = sin¢g, = (0,1], f ~ V_%, and value of scalar
masses Mg, = My, = V2ms, the numerical value of EDM of electron for this case will be:
2

59 -
d Vﬁmz ~ 1 ~V£+Q_§_§_l
b= —— 2 (B x v [y | = L2 2 g, (88)
e (47)2V36 Yyms (4m) ms
2
and the numerical value of EDM of neutron/quark will be:
59
d, _ VEmy 1\ pores-g-pa
— |y = = (fv%) x V7T 5 | ~ 5 = 10"%¢em. (89)
e (471')2]/% Ym3 (4m) m%
2

R-parity violating vertices contribution: We have explicitly taken into account the contri-

"We use the assumption that the complex phases appearing in effective Yukawa couplings are of O(1).
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Figure 3: One-loop diagrams involving R-parity violating couplings.

bution of R-parity violating couplings in the context of N' = 1 gauged supergravity limit of p-split
SUSY set-up discussed in [41]. Though one would certainly expect a very suppressed value of EDM
because of presence of heavy sfermions as well as vanishing contribution of R-parity violating vertices,
we discuss the effect of the same on EDM of electron/neutron just to compare the order of magnitude
of EDM with respect to R-parity conserving loop diagrams. Though the R-parity violating interaction
vertices are complex but due to presence of both R-parity violating vertex as well as its conjugate in
the one-loop diagrams as given in Figure 3, the complex phase disappears and therefore, contribution
of the same to EDM will vanish. However, as similar to neutralino and gaugino one-loop diagrams, the
non-zero phase corresponding to CP-violating effect can appear only by considering the chirality flip
between slepton(squark) fields appearing as a propagators in the one-loop diagram. Due to chirality
flip, the matrix amplitude depends on the off-diagonal component of slepton(squark) mass matrix, the
contribution of which further depends on complex trilinear coupling Aj;x as well as supersymmetric
mass parameter u.

The one-loop Feynman diagrams for electron EDM mediated by R-parity violating interaction
vertices are given in Figure 3. Using the analytical results as given in [65] to get the numerical
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estimate of EDM of electron, we have

d my, . .

_6|RPV - |CeLu dL| Cu us ’y |Auj|—k Slneu SlquAuB(’r'dk) -

e R R 3 2

. . m . .
|CeLJLu§'.{|2Cd*dm 3 | Aq, | & sinfy singa,B(ry,) — |06Lﬁ%dL| C’u%u%«y 3 |.Ad | uJ Slnﬁd singa, A(ru, )
J
2 e mdj . .

_ ’CeLJLUE‘ Cas dyv 3 ‘Auj’W sin 6, sin¢a, A(rq, ). (90)

where 7(y, /d,) = m%uk / dk)/ mf; and form of one-loop functions A(r) and B(r) is defined in (33]).

One can draw the similar R-parity violating one-loop diagram to calculate quark EDM (u) by
replacing (er,er) > (ur,ur) and ¢ <> é°. The analytical expression in case of quark EDM will be
of the following form:

d Mg, . .
;U|RPV = _|CuLeRdL| CeRe o |Aej|—3k sin 6, SlH@AeB(T‘dk) -

6

\ “LdLeR’ By 3 ].Ad ]—’“ sinfg singa,B(re,) — ‘CULeRdL’ CGR%“/ ‘Adj’m—e; sinfy singa, A(re, )

’CuLdLe |2Cy tdpy € ].Aej\—gj sinf. sinpa, A(rq, ). (91)
The magnitude of the coefficient of interaction vertices Ce, geq, C ep.duc> CuLg% 4, and CuL dpes, have
already been obtained in [4I] and given as:

CeLﬁ%dL = CeLJu?? - CuLé%dL = CuLtiLe% = Vge“f’ya, (92)

where ¢, is the phase factor associated with complex R-parity violating interaction vertices.
The volume suppression factors coming from Cu Ay Cé%é‘;%*«/ and Cd~L d vertices have already
been obtained in the case of gaugino one-loop dlagrams and given as:

62 ~ 53 ~
Oﬂ%ﬁ?'y = C'é%é%*.y =V f’CJLJZ’Y =V f (93)

We set Crp«y|Ew to be the charge of the quark dy. The reason for the same is as follows. Consider

the following kinetic-term-like term contributing to the quark-quark-photon vertex in A/ = 1 gauged

21"@2 XBAXaQ as
supergravity action of Wess and Bagger: gy Mgaza2 Tpoa gagapX ZDX

V)l (VReam)’

demonstrating the possibility of obtaining a SM-like quark-quark-photon coupling at the EW scale, let

. For the purpose of

us assume that all moduli save 15, as have been stabilized at values indicated earlier and <n%> ~V
and consequently we take the Kéhler potential to be: e
3
K ~ —2[7’L|:<TB + TB — ag {022612 + C’21<a1> + 023< > + 024<a4>} + c.c. + V3> : + V:|
3
= 2n |:<TB + TB — C2§\a2]2 — agig + h.c. + V%) 2 + V}. (94)

Consider having frozen all moduli save T and as. Then from:

—1
( gTBTB gTBaZ > — 1 ( gagag _gTBaQ >
YayTg  YJasaz 915 TgY9a2a2 — ’gTBa2‘2 “YayTp  YTpTp 7
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if g1ya,|Ew is small such that

’gTBézﬁEW > gTBTBgazflz’EW (95)
then:
r Jasa a ITpT a 1
9" gy ~ R g2 gy~ BB gy g2 gy |pw = large.  (96)
’gTBéz ‘ ‘gTBéz ’ 9Tpas

Using ([@4)), we evaluate 0,04, K, 5TB or, K, 3T33a2 Kor,0 and 07,00, K. If éfBaazK lew ~ 0 << 1
such that (@3] is satisfied then:

[SI[oY

— _ 3 — _
3<<TB + 1T — 025|a2|2 —a¥o + h.c. + V%>>]23W ~ ([(TB + 71 — 025|a2|2 —agXo + h.c. + V%> + V:| ) EWIT)

Using (7)), one sees that:

9 (CQQC_ZQ + 22)

_29
S~VTIR,(98)

3
2

8TBga2TB‘EW near m ~ |:

(7o -+ T ~ Canlaal = S+ b+ VE)* Y]

assuming (a1 23.4)|pw ~ O(1)(a123.4)|m,- I Gasas| My ~ Ganas| EW ~ 1072, then from (@5]), one sees:

gTBTB’EW ~ 8 < 10762, (99)
Noting that:
QGQTB a2a2
F%iag = T (aTBg(IQTB + 8tlngBTB) + 9 (8T39112¢_12 + aaQQTBf_lz) ) (100)

we see that one can get a large contribution to (I00) from g“QT_B 0Ty gQQTB\ Ew given by:

10—6.5

T
9 B 0T, Guy T | EW, V10t ~ (101)
Let us look at implementation of (Q9) and its consequences. From above calculations, one notes
that (@9) is identically satisfied if ([@7) is satisfied. Consider working with 7g 5, 2%, ar, ... instead of
Ts B, %' ar, ... having frozen G* and other open-string moduli. Noting then that:

3 1 K.z —K 7
KQB — < TBTB TBTS > , 102
KTS‘FSKTB?B - ‘KTS'FBP _KTS?B K‘FS‘FS ( )

. , -1 _5
and assuming KTB7_'B|EW ~ 5 << 17KT57_'5|MS ~ Tsﬂ_'s|EW ~ V 7KT57_'B|MS ~ T57_'B|EW ~ V 3
implying |K 474 |2 > Krgrg K77y, One obtains:

KTsT’s ’EW

KTs‘T‘s‘EW ~ KTB‘T'B’EW ~ 5/V%,KTB?B’EW ~ ~ V%,KTSf-B‘EW ~ 1 ~ Vg(103)

’KTS?B’?EW ’KTS‘FB %W KTS?B‘EW
Equation (I03]) implies:
_ - _ - - 1
FS |y, ~ K™D W o~ F™8 | gy = es (KTSTSDTSW + KTBTSDTBW) ~ (5')}% 4 v) My /o ~ 1_}(104)
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So, the F7s-term (potential ||F7$||?) is 1-loop RG-invariant! Further, the complete F-term potential:

V|MS ~ EKKTS%S|DTSW|2 ~ Vm?),/g ~ e (KTsTs|D W|2 + KTBTB|D W|2 + KTSTBD DTBW + h.c. )EW

~ (VT V) mjy ~ vmi, (105)

is also 1-loop RG-invariant. So, the quark-quark-photon vertex can be made to be of O(1) for ¢ ~
10713, i.e., one can hope that the coupling Cpey ~ O(1) for f(fermion) = e, u.

For 7y, /dy Jer) = m?uk/dk/ek)/m%, ATy jdy jer) = BTy jdy je,) = 1. As mentioned in equation (30),
|AL| = |Af — peot B = Vms, |A,| = | A% — peot B = Vms. Using the these results and results of
coefficient of interaction vertices as given above; considering sin ¢, = sin ¢4 = (0, 1], sinf, = sinf,, = 1,
the magnitude of dominant contribution of EDM of electron will be given as:

62

de| 2y~ T
—IRPV ™~ 5——3 5 —
e 3 Vim?
3

My, = 10731GeV ™t = 107%em (106)

and the magnitude of dominant contribution of EDM of neutron/quark will be given as follows:

1() 62
? |RPV ~ éi

2m

Me, = 1073 GeV =t =107 %em. (107)

2
ms
2

4.2 One-Loop Diagrams involving Neutral Scalar (Higgs) in the Loop

In this subsection, we estimate the contribution of one-loop diagrams involving fermions and Higgs
as propagators to EDM of fermion. The fine-tuning argument given by N. Arkani-Hamed and S. Di-
mopoulos in [2] is not just able to provide a light Higgs by diagonalising the Higgs mass matrix, it is
important to give a reasonable order of magnitude of EDM by considering diagonalised Higgs mass
eigenstates (light Higgs as one of the eigenstate of Higgs mass matrix) as scalar propagator in the
one-loop. In the discussion so far, we have argued that CP-violating phases in the one-loop diagrams
contribution to EDM of electron/neutron are accomplished by considering off-diagonal contribution
of sfermion mass matrix at electroweak scale. In this subsection, we will discuss the one-loop dia-
grams in which non-zero CP-violating phases appears through mixing between Higgs doublet in Higgs
mass matrix. Using the same approach, we have already calculated the mass of one of the Higgs
formed by linear combination of two Higgs doublets H,, 4 to be light (identified with Position mod-
uli Z; 2 in our set-up (see [38],[41])). Now, we implement this approach to calculate non-zero EDM
of electron/neutron by considering eigenstates of Higgs mass matrix as propagators in the one-loop
diagram.

SM-like Yukawa coupling contribution: The one-loop diagram mediated by SM-like Yukawa
coupling is given in Figure 4. The effective one-loop operator given in equation (BII) can be recasted
in the following form:

1-— 1 _|_
Lint = Z Xr(Cfp frti—5— 2 >+ Crs frH, — Yoy xs+ He. (108)
For ¢ = 1,2, above equation can be expanded as:

1 + 1— 1 +
2+ Chp ot —5 )X s + Xe(Cls s = + Cs frbty ——2)bmm, X g + Hoc.

2

_ 1-
Lint = X£(Crr o 2
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Figure 4: One-loop diagram involving scalar(Higgs) and SM-like fermions.

where ¢p, and ¢y, correspond to eigenstates of mass matrix of Higgs doublet and x s corresponding to
fermion. Using equation (23]), the aforementioned vertices can be expressed in terms of undiagonalized
(Hy, Hy) basis as follows:

Ctstnm = Dy Ot poi, + DhisCrs prigs Crs fais = Dhoy Cfs frb, + DnoyCry frm,- (109)

In N = 1 gauged supergravity, the interaction vertices C’ezeR H./H, and CuzuR H./H, Will be given

by expanding e2D A, DA, W and e2D 4, D 4, W respectively in the fluctuations linear in Z; about its
stabilized VEV. The values of the same have already been obtained in [41] and given as:

L . K
O(Z; —V36) term in e2D g, Dg, W _ -4 by,

Creff
fOI‘ f =e, CezeRHu/Hd = YZCI_AlAS =

\/Kzi Z; KA1A1 KAgﬂg
1 K
- O(Z; —V36) term in e2 Dy, D g, W 19
for f =u, Cyrupm,/n :Y§HA A = 22T = Y elv (110)
Lt ! e \/KzlleAlleASviS

where €®Ye and e'¥e are the phase factors associated with complex effective Yukawa couplings.
Going back to equation ([I09]),

_47 . a7
CeZeRHl =V st (Dhll + Dh21)7 Ce*LeRHz =V stV (Dh12 + thz)v
_19 _19 .
C“Z“RHl =V e (Dhll + Dh21)7 C“Z“RH2 =V e (Dhm + thz) (111)

Now, the one-loop EDM of the electron(quark) in this case will be given as [66]:

d myQy (1 my L my
~|H, = I (Cr 11, Cr o)A I (Cs fr1,Cr frary) A 112
ez = (a2 <m§{1 (Cri s O giny) <m?11 s (CriattCFp ) ml, (112)

where my corresponds to fermion mass and mpy, , correspond to eigenstates of Higgs mass matrix.
Since we are considering only first generation fermions in our D3/D7 p-split SUSY set up, physi-
cal mass eigenstate of fermion is same as usual Dirac mass term corresponding to first generation
lepton/quark only. Using the fact that phase factors associated with Wilson line modulus A; /5 ( iden-
tified with first generation L-handed lepton/quark), Wilson line modulus Ajz/4( identified with first
generation R-handed lepton/quark) and position modulus ( identified with Higgs doublet) are distinct
and the effective Yukawa couplings also produce non-zero phase factor, the masses of SM-fermions can
be complex. Therefore, we assume that overall phase formed by adding all phase factors associated
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with fields as all coefficient of Yukawa coupling add up in such a way that overall phase vanishes and
fermion mass is real.

Using (1)),

94 .
V™ 15 sin 6, sin ¢y,

N | —

* _ * —
Im(Ce*LeRHQCe*LeRHz) = _Im(CG*LGRHl e*LeRH1) =

19
* * _ 12
Im(Cu*LuRH2Cu*LURH2) = —Im(Cu*LuRHlCu*LuRHI) = —))7 18 8in 0, sin ¢y,.

1
2
2| 1B
(M, M3, ) sy
an assumption that ¢; 3 (0, 5]. Using equation (33) and value of m, = 0.5MeV, mpy, = 125GeV and

5 2 2
mp, = V%m%, A <7$e ) =A < e > = 1. using (33)), the dominant contribution of electron EDM

Given that sin 6, = . Using the values given above, sin 6}, € [0,1]. We also make

Hy M,
in this case will be given as

d 107? 1 1
— |, = Vi [ — ——— | =100Gev ! = 01073 em. (113)
12 2 2 2
e T mi,  mi,

The numerical estimate of neutron/quark EDM will be given as:

dn 1073 1 1
-7 <—2 — —2> =10"2GeV ! = O(1073)cem. (114)

mHl mHZ

o e = g

Chargino contribution : The one-loop diagram corresponding to electron EDM mediated via
Higgs and chargino exchange is given in Figure 5. Due to presence of heavy fermions and light as
well as heavy scalars (eigenvalues of Higgs mass matrix) existing as propagators in the loop, using
analytical expression of one-loop EDM as given in equation (Bl), one can expect an enhancement in
the order of magnitude of EDM. We explicitly analysis the contribution of this loop diagram to EDM
at one loop in the context of N/ = 1 gauged supergravity action. One can not have similar diagram
for quark because of violation of charge conservation. So we use the loop diagram given in Figure 5
to get the analysis of EDM of electron only. The effective one-loop operator will be of the following
form:

1-— 145 .
Znt E Xf f*X;’HO )¢HOX] + Xf(CQEX;H? )¢HO HC 1,] = 1,2 (115)
7]

Using equation (23]), one can represent coefficient of interaction vertices in terms of undiagonalized
basis of Higgs mass matrix as follows:

=D D =D D .
Ce*LXJFH? hllce*LX;ng + hlzce*LX;ng7 Ce*LX]TLHS ha1 Ce*LX;rHﬂ + h22CeLX;LH8

CERXJ HO DhIICE*RX}Hg + Dhl?Ce%X{Hg’ CE}}XJHS = Dh?lCe%X{HS + Dh22 CE*RXJ_—Hg. (116)

As given in appendix,

N ~ Vox 5\ o - Voz 5 v 59
Xi =—H; + <—MP V6>>\,+,X1 =—-H; + <—,7‘ rPfV6>/\i’ and Mt Eme%
- < Vo 5\ 5y o v Voz 5\ Ao 2
X;:)‘j+<—z‘fpfv6> Xz = A +<—?‘ rPfVG>Hd, andmfézlhm%.
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Figure 5: One-loop diagram involving Higgs and charginos.

Using the above,
UV 7,5
Cezxng/Hg - _CeijHg/Hg + Mp fye CezZ\ng/Hg

U5 5
* — % Y _ 6 ~
CeLX;Hg/Hg CeL,\ng/Hg + <MP fv > CeijHg/Hg

U oz,5
Copni /g = ~Clptiy my/my (fo W) Coxst r g
U z,5
Cooxg re/my = Ceparmg/ug + (fo V6> Cogeity 19/ 15 (117)

The interaction vertices C. 7+ o JHO and C_. 7- o JHO corresponding to Figure 5 will be given by ex-
LHtu Hy d R™"d u d

panding the e2D z, D4, W and ez D z, D 4, W in the fluctuations linear in Z; about its stabilized VEV.
The contributions of e%Dzl Dy, W as well as e%Dzl D,,W have been given in terms of undiagonalized
(zi,a;) basis in [41]. We assume that egl)iD/(lW ~ O(l)e%DiDC—LIW. Since the EW symmetry gets
broken for the higgsino(H;)-lepton (ez)-Higgs(HO/HY) vertex, we evaluate the contribution of the

same by expanding e%Dzl D,, W in the fluctuations linear in z; as well as (z; — V%), and then giving
VEV to z;. Doing so, the magnitude of coefficient of this vertex will be given as :

1 . K
(Z)O(Z; — V36) term in €2 Dz, Dy, W =V, for V = 10°. (118)
V(K22 K4,

|CeijHg/Hg| ~

Similarly, the contribution of physical higgsino(H, )-lepton(er)-Higgs(HY/HY) vertex will be given as

oz, — V%) term in englD,%W

1
IC.. 7= 110/ p70| ~ = V10, for V = 10°. (119)
iy Hi/Ha \/KZ1Z_1KZ1Z_1KA3A3

The coefficient of interaction vertex e, — HY — S\ZF corresponding to Figure 5 will be given by
EGZ—H{}—XJ = gYMgAjBX*BXAl /\ZTF + 04, TpDByM )\;-". Since 04,17 does not give any term which
is linear in Z;, so the second term contributes zero to the given vertex. By expanding g4, 7, in
the ﬂuctuationlglinear in 121 around its Stabililzed VEV, in terms of undiagonalized basis, we have:
9Tpa;, — —V 12(21 — V736), and gyy ~ V7 36. Considering gy argrpa, ~ O(1)gy M7, 4, as shown
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n [41]; incorporating values of X? = —6ix2u7Qry,, ka7 ~ % and Qr, ~ V%(Zwo/)zf, we get the
contribution of physical gaugino(\;)-lepton(ey,)-Higgs(HY) interaction vertex given as follows:

_47 =
o . QYMgTthXTB ~ V7 f
| eLAng/Hg| = - -
\V KA1A1K2121

To calculate the coefficient of interaction vertex ej — HY — A; » we need to expand g 4,7, in the
fluctuation quadratic in 2 to first conserve SU(2) symmetry and after giving VEV to one of the Z;,

we get the required contribution

ZithN = F (V—%) . (120)

16

T 16, . =
YMITa A X B~V 9 (2 e Z.
Co s oyl = 290X 2 2V VEN 5 chio - f (v 2 (121)
R “Tu d K _ K2 B MP
V T AsAs T 2 2y
Incorporating the results given in egs. ([I8)-(I21]) in equation (II7)), we have,
1 1
Coxt rg gl = V710 1Cop g mgmgl = V70
_ 53 _ -1 (Z)
Cosoc gyl = IV Copngmy ) = FV70 370 (122)
Now, the one-loop EDM of the electron in this case will be given as [66]:
/ 2
d ijiQe(i) 1 . mxf
ez = Z a7 | I | ( Coy ol o | A _— : (123)

where mxi and mH0 corresponds to masses eigenstates of chargino and Higgs mass matrix. The

effective charge for thls loop diagram will be Qe(l QeC’Xj o where C’X+X - =C J7 7 et C’X+ Gy =

Cs+5- » The contributions of both higgsino-higgsino-gauge boson vertex and gaugino-gaugino-gauge
boson have already obtained in the context of NV =1 gauged supergravity in [41]. Using the same,
= fY . (124)

= _1_8
CXILX =1V CX+X v

Utilizing the results of C.. & o vertices given in (I22]) and the assumption that value of phase factor
L/rRXi 1§
associated with these couplings are of O(1); m

59 2
+ =mpg, =V72mszm_+ = V3ms and mpy, ~ 125GeV
2 2

X1 X2
mzi m?
as given in section 2, sin @, = (0, 1], ¢. = (0, 5], and A( L) = % by using (33]), we have:
H0 ;
1
I e I fv " = O(10~%)cm, for V = O(1) x 10%. (125)
e Xi \/5(4#)2 V72m3

[N}

4.3 One-Loop Diagrams involving Gravitino and Sgoldstino in the Loop

Gravitino contribution: In this section, we estimate the EDM of electron(quark) by considering the
gravitino as a propagator in one-loop diagrams despite the fact that these are logarithmically divergent.
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Figure 6: One-loop diagram involving gravitino.

The loop diagrams are given in Figure 6. To get the numerical estimate of EDM corresponding to
these diagrams, we first need to determine the contribution of relevant vertices in N' = 1 gauged
supergravity. The same are evaluated as follows: In NV = 1 gauged supergravity, the gravitino-
fermion-sfermion vertex will be given as: Lz_ —F = —%ﬁegijaugbixjy“y” Y. The physical v,-
lepton(quark)-slepton(squark) vertex will be given as:

9a, A —
er 5L| e _1 Ié = 8uA1XA17M’7V¢u = 8uA1XA17M’7V¢m
VIVALALYALA

A A
Ca s, al = ——g— OuA2X "2y Yy = uAax "2y . (126)

Az A2 Az Az
The contribution of physical sfermion -sfermion -photon Vertiﬁes~have~already been obtainsegd in subsec-
tion 3.1 and the values of the same are given as: |Cz ¢, | = V% A10, A1 4%, |Cq,a,9,| = V5 A20, A2 A",
The contribution of the fermion-sfermion-photino(y) vertex in the context of N' = 1 gauged supergrav-
ity action will given by Efﬁ = QYMgAITBX*BXAI1+8A1TBDB)_<AW. For f = e, by expanding g, 7, in

ICa

the fluctuations linear in a; around its stabilized VEV, we have: g47, = V_% (a1 —V_% ), and 04, Tp —
10 _2 . . B 2 B 4o’ K27 Q puP
Vo (A —V79). Assuming that g 4,7, = O(1)ga1s and using X*° = rjurQp, D” = ——15-"—

2 ~
~Vif 2~ L : e VIS fAis = -l A
where Qp ~ V3 f and kjur ~ 55, we get: [Cepz, 5] \/mfllx 15 = fYV A x™4. For
5 1 1 1
[ =u, using g 1,7, ~ O(1)gay1s =V *(a2 —V73) and 04,Tp — V(A2 — V™ 3), we have:
Curtsl ~ —2 L
urary|l
e IC.AQAQK:AQAQ

The contribution of the gravitino-fermion-sfermion-photon vertex in the context of N' = 1 gauged
supergravity action will be given as: £ = —%\/ieg AT X B AM)ZAI YH4¥4,. Using the above-mentioned

Aox 2y = fV=s Ao, (127)

value of ga,7s, ga,r; and X B the coefficient of physical gravitino-lepton(quark)-slepton(squark)-
photon vertex will be given as:

8

Voo f

1Cée e ol ™~

crey V IC.AL/E K:.AL/E
1Cupary| ~

vraL V ,CAZAQICAQAZ

AuXA17M’7V¢u = fv_gA,uXAl’Vu'Vuwm

AMXAQ’YM’YVTZJM = JFV_gAuXAZ’YM’Yun- (128)
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The contribution of photon (y)-photino (7)-gravitino(y) vertex will be given £ = Ley#A[@, Alt,,. We
notice that there is no moduli space-dependent factor coming from this vertex.

The above Feynman diagrams involving gravitino in a loop have been explicitly worked out in [67]
to calculate the magnetic moment of muon in the context of spontaneously broken minimal N = 1
gauged supergravity. We explicitly utilize their results in a modified form to get the estimate of EDM
of electron/quark in the N/ = 1 gauged supergravity. The modified results of magnetic moment of
electron after multiplying with volume suppression factors coming from relevant vertices as calculated

in equations (I26])-(128)) are as follows:
For Figure 6(a):

. . 1 1 2 2 .
oo = PG fm) 3 [l = Dl g + 1ol + DOl p? + 5]+ (-1 sinbl(e — 1)[—42/34]] (120)
j=1,2
where V* is the Calabi-Yau volume-suppression factor. Here pn = m¢/m 3 and puj =m 7 Jmsa, j=1,2;
m is lepton mass, m 3 is gravitino mass. m i and m 7, are eigenvalues of diagonalized slepton(squark)
mass matrix. In our set-up sin = 1. Usingmy =mj, = V%m%, ms = V=2Mp and m, = O(1)MeV,
we have p) = pg = % and p =107 for V = 10°.
For f = e, incorporating these values, dominant contribution will be of the form:

1 2 1 m , 1
el e+ §F(E)] = fVis(Grme/m) [181)2 e
2

where @’ = (g—ﬁ)lﬂ(e) is divergent piece. Using —I'(e—1) = I'(€¢)(1+e¢), the finite contribution will be

ag™ [6(a) = fV%(Gng/w)[ [(e—1)+ (€) +a’| (130)

given as: agnit°\6(a) = 1—18 f Vi (Gym? /7). Similarly, using the volume suppression factor coming from

quark-quark photon vertex, we get: aﬁnite|ﬁ(a) =L f V5 (Gnym?2 /7). Now we use the relation between

anomalous magnetic moment and electric dipole moment to get the numerical estimate of EDM of

electron in this case. As given in [68], a; = 2!3]{ | |d¢| cos ¢, where my and Q5 correspond to mass and

charge of fermion; dy is electric dipole moment of fermion and ¢ is defined as ¢ = Arg(dfm}i). We
consider that in the loop diagrams involving sfermion as propagators, the non-trivial phase responsible
to generate EDM appears from eigenstates of sfermion mass matrix (off-diagonal component of slepton
mass matrix) and we assume the value of same as ¢4, 3 (0, 5]. The first generation electron/quark
mass has been calculated from complex effective Yukawa coupling(){‘%lclf Ay s A2/4) in N = 1 gauged
supergravity and there is a distinct phase factor ¢/, associated with the same. Using the fact that

Pd; F# Py./y, the relative phase between two will be in the interval ¢ 3 (0,%) ~ O(1). Hence,

de nite [t —

:|6(a) = 2|me| CLE ! |6(a) = 1_8fV 45 (GNme/Tr) =10 67cm7

dy finite N NN — 1067

~ lot@) = 2mul " o) = 7o V7 (Gyma/m) = 107 em. (131)

For Figure 6(b):

iv —a 1 1 7 i ot
ooy = FV - (Gamd/m) D [Tle— Diggh? = sl + T g51] + (=1)7 sin 20T (e - D[ /u]|: where f = e,u.
j=1,2
For f = e, incorporating the values of masses and simplifying, now we will have
7

oy = PV Gm/m) [~ T~ 1) — (o] = Pl (Gamd [ T~ 1)~ (o) + 12
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where o/ = (— 6v2 + 60'“ (e — 1) is divergent piece. Picking up the finite contribution, we get
afmite]q ) = GOfV (GNm2 /m)u?, and therefore,

de
—|6(b = 2lme| al™"|gp) = 107%GeV ™! = 107 em. (133)

Similarly, using volume suppression factor coming from quark-quark photon vertex,

%yﬁ(b) =10"%Gev ! = 107 ®cm. (134)

For Figure 6(c):

1 2

§121 4 T(Osp? — 2]+ (-1 sin2aT(e — 1)[-212 /3]

12y
79 9

@l = FV 3 (Gum/m) 3 [Fle= D5

j=1,2

As Similar to the above, incorporating the value of masses and further simplifying, dominant contri-
bution is given by:

e 1) = 200 = v (Gremd /) [ 5T - 1)+9iwr(e)+a’].(135)

div — 7
afVlee) = V™ (GNmf/W)[gw 9 e

where o’ = (—%—#)F(e) is divergent piece. Considering the finite piece, af™s() = %fv_% (GNm%/ﬂ).

Again using d?flﬁ(c) = 2|my| af™|g ), we get
%\6( ) = d—u\G( ) = 107%Gev =" =107%cm. (136)
e \° e ¢

Hence, the overall contribution of EDM of electron as well as neutron/quark in case of one-loop
Feynman diagrams involving gravitino is:

e, dn

de/u
clo=

de/u

d

~lg @)+~ o) + —Lloe) = 10~ Tem. (137)
Sgoldstino contribution: In supersymmetric models, the sgoldstino is the bosonic component of the
superfield corresponding to which there is an F-term (D-term) supersymmetry breaking. In our set up,
supersymmetry is broken in the bulk sector and the scale of the same is governed by F-term (assuming
that in dilute flux approximation Vp << V) corresponding to bulk fields (F7S, F78,G%) where Tg
and 7p correspond to ‘small’ and ‘big’ divisor volume moduli and G* correspond to complexified NS-
NS and RR axions. It was shown in [41], at My, |F™S| > |F9°|,|F™3|. From 4.1, the requirement
of the quark-quark-photon coupling to be the SM at the EW scale, we see that |F2| is the most
dominant F-term at the EW scale. To obtain an estimate of the off-shell goldstino multiplet, we
consider the same to be: (75, x5, FB ), where 75 is a complex scalar field. Here, we identify op with
scalar(sgoldstino)field and pp with pseudo-scalar(sgoldstino) field.

Mass of sgoldstino: The dominant contribution to F-term potential, at the string scale M, is

given by V = ||F75||?, where F™S = eK/QéfsﬁﬁKDBWﬁ. At the EW scale the F-term potential

SWe note  that K (7s.8,G " ar, )5f53‘7l((7's,137 G,z ar,..) D7 WDzW (T = Tep, G, 2 ar, ...) =
eK(jZ«b G*2har, )8“8BK(TS 5,G% 2 ar, .. )DgWDaW(B = 75.8,G%, 2, ar); however Grz =
0r07K(Ts,B, G, 2", ar,...),G o 7 Oa QB (rs,8,G% 2", ar,...) as 7g,p is not an N/ = 1 chiral coordinate.
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Figure 7: One-loop diagram involving sgoldstino.

receives the dominant contribution from the ||D,, W||? term and is estimated to be: V(ns = 2)|gw ~

— —_ — 2 .
eKKTsTBDTSWD—fBW + GKKTBTB‘DTBWP, near <0'5> ~ ((9?117%‘},3’ <0’B> = ﬁ yields

PV 1 2 2, (O)gy)°
S| =V im0, )? (02 + D).
. O(1)og 4 (82V — i :
For the aforementioned O(1),, = —5-= = 3.5 for V ~ 10 ( 2o >EW = V3 and the canonically
B

normalized coefficient quadratic in the fluctuations, yields the sgoldstino mass estimate:

~ 0(1)m3/2

It will be interesting to get the contribution of the same to electron/neutron EDM.

To get the analysis of one-loop diagrams involving sgoldstino, we consider only scalar sgoldstino
field (o) and first calculate the contribution of vertices involving sgoldstino in the context of N' =1
gauged supergravity. The coefﬁcient of lepton(ey,)-scalar(sgoldstino(op))-lepton(eg) vertex has been

calculated by expanding &~ (D 4, Da, W) 1 x4 in the fluctuations linear in op in AN/ = 1 gauged
SupergraV1ty By expandlng above in the fluctuations linear in og — o + ViM p , on simplifying, we

have: D A DA, WAy ~ Y- 5 50’3)(“41 3. The physical lepton(er,)-sgoldstino(oz)-lepton(er)
vertex W1ll be given as
_13

YV~ 3
‘C&TBeLeR’ = 5 — —
\/k4ﬂ7(;TBTBl{A1A1l(A3j3

=V 1, for V ~ 10°. (138)

Similarly, the coefﬁcient of quark(ur )-scalar(sgoldstino(op))-lepton (ug) vertex can be calculated
by expanding &= & (Day DA, W) A2 XA4 in the fluctuations linear in og in N = 1 gauged supergravity.

Using the similar procedure, we get: D A D A, WxA2 x4 ~ V=402 x4, Therefore, the physical
quark(up,)-sgoldstino (op)- quark(uR)vertex will be given as

V—5

| ~ ——
\/k§M7GTBTEKAzﬁgKA4A4

=V=%, for V ~ 10°. (139)

|C(503uLu‘j%
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In NV = 1 supergravity, the contribution of photon-sgoldstino(scalar)-photon will be accommodated by
gauge kinetic term £ = Re(Tg)F Ax4F, where Re(Tp) = op— Cj;aia;. Considering op — (og)+dop,
1/Mp
VkiurGTETE

getting fermion-fermion-photon vertex Cs«, = O(1) has been shown in subsection 3.1.

Now we use the values of coefficients of relevant vertices to evaluate the estimate of EDM for loop
diagrams given in Figure 7(a) and 7(b). The diagrams have been evaluated in [69] to determine the
estimate of magnetic moment of muon in A/ = 1 global supersymmetry. Utilizing their results in a
modified form in the context of N/ = 1 gauged SUGRA and the relation between magnetic moment
and EDM as given above, for Figure 7(a), the magnitude of electric dipole moment will be

1 2
myg 2 2°(2 — x)
1672 COSQS[(C&JBfoR) /0 dwmgB(l —z)+ mfc:ﬁ] (140)

_2
coefficient of the physical vertex will be given as: |Cy 50, = ~ VM: . The possibility of

df,  _
= ) =
Putting the value of |C’5036L6%| = V_%, |C§oBuLu3}| = V_%, and the value of masses my, = ms,Me =
0.5MeV, we get
|%|7(a) =10"%cm, and |d—”|7(a) =10"%cm. (141)
e e

For Figure 7(b):

d Csop 1. 15 Crvyso 1 1 1=z m2 .y + mia?
Lo = S Al [AUV - = —/ da:/ dylog[—By — H
e 2 Jo 0 7

82
(142)
2
where Ayy = log[AM%V] — 1. Incorporating values of relevant inputs and considering the finite piece,
de -T2 dn _ 10-68
]:\7@ =10""“cm, ’:’7@) =10""""cm. (143)
Hence, the overall contribution of sgoldstino to EDM of electron/neutron is
d d d _
|f|sgold8tino = |f|7(a) + |f|7(b) =10 72C’I7L, (144)
and
d d d _
‘?n‘sgoldstino - ‘?n‘?(a) + ‘?n’?(b) =10 68cm' (145)

The results of all possible one-loop diagrams contributing to EDM of electron /neutron are summarized
in a table given below:

5 Two-loop Level Barr-Zee Type Contribution to Electric Dipole
Moment

In the two-loop diagrams discussed in this section, the CP-violating effects are mainly demonstarted
by complex effective Yukawa couplings which include R-parity violating couplings, SM-like Yukawa
couplings as well as couplings involving higgsino, and complex scalar trilinear couplings in the context
of N = 1 gauged supergravity. In the subsection given below, we present the contribution of individual
Barr-Zee type diagrams formed by including an internal fermion loop generated by R-parity violating
interactions, SM-like Yukawa interactions and gaugino(gaugino)-higgsino(higgsino)-Higgs couplings.
The two-loop diagrams are shown in Figure 8.
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Table 2: Results of EDM of electron/neutron for all possible one-loop diagrams

One-loop particle exchange origin of complex phase de(e cm)  dp(e cm)
X0 f Diagonalized sfermion mass eigenstates 10739 10738
X?f » 1037 10—34
f f ” 10—45 10~45
fh Digonalized Higgs mass eigenstates 10734 10733
XER » 1032 _
gravitino( ~) f Diagonalized sfermion mass eigenstates 10767 10767
sgoldstino f Diagonalized sfermion mass eigenstates 1072 10768

5.1 Two-loop Level Barr-Zee Feynman Diagrams involving internal Fermion Loop

Higgs contribution: For a two-loop diagram given in Figure 8(a), the interaction Lagrangian is
governed by Yukawa couplings given as:

LD YH?uLu%HioukLqu + YﬁgeLe%H?ejLeﬁ + h.c.. (146)

We have already given the estimate of effective Yukawa couplings for first generation of leptons and
quarks in [41] in the context of N' =1 gauged supergravity. Using those results, we have
Yo ~ YnglA3 = V15 ¢l Yo ~ Yng2A4 = V_%ei‘z’yu;for Y =10, (147)

c c
eLef urug

where e'®ve and e'®vu are non-zero phases of aforementioned Yukawa couplings.

For a two-loop Barr-Zee diagram involving internal fermion loop and taking into account the
chirality flip between internal loop and external line, the analytical expression has been derived in
[70, [71]. Using the same, the electric dipole moment of electron for a loop diagram given in Figure
8(a) will bdd:

d 5 5 aeinQe

g’H = '21:2 Im (YH?eLe%YH?uLu%) 16y, (f(z1) —g(z1)) . (148)
and EDM of neutron will be given as:

d 5 ~ aengQu

Sl = > Im (YH?eLe%YH?uLu%) 16m%me; (f(22) — g(22)), (149)

i=1,2

2 2
m m;
where z1 = —3 2 = oot and

=g e = () o = [y ()

9We consider Q; = CeeryQe ~ Qe because Ceer ~ O(1) as shown in subsection 4.3. Similarly Q; ~ Qy.
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Figure 8: two-loop diagram involving fermions in the internal loop.

0
Hi

Using the value of masses mpo = 125GeV, mpyg = V%m% and m. = 0.5GeV, f (%) =

g (%ém—?) =10710; (%ﬁ) =g (%ém—% = 1023, Utilizing the same and assuming e*(%ve ~®vu) =
"y HY "3

(0, 1], equation (I48]) and (I49) reduces to give EDM result as follows:
d d 2 -2 ~10 —22 -1 ~36
e‘ n‘ V7P x 107 x 10 107%°GeV ™" =10""cm (151)

Chargino contribution: In a loop diagram 8(b), the general Lagrangian governing the interaction
of chargino’s will be as:

LD Conk HY X Xoor + Vi

0 c %]
ZeLe??Hi ejLejR + YHQ

0
Z uLu??Hi ujLujp + h.c. (152)
We evaluate the the contribution of chargino(xfc)—Higgs—chargino (Xf) vertex in N =1 gauged su-
pergravity. As described in appendix, Xic and Xét correspond to a higgsino (Hzi) with a very small
admixture of gaugino (A\;%) and vice versa. So foxf HO = C HF A HO and Cx?x; Ho = Cij AT HO
Higgsino(X;L)-Higgs—higgsino(X:R) vertex: Given that higgsino is a majorana particle, therefore

XZ_R = (Xxz)¢- In our model, higgsino has been identified with position moduli Z;, the contribution of

this vertex in A/ = 1 gauged sypergravity will be given by expanding e Dz, Dz W in the fluctuations
linear in Z; about its stabilized VEV. Since SU(2); symmetry is not conserved for this vertex, we
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will expand the above in the fluctuations %uadratlc in Z;; giving VEV to one of the Z;. Considering
zi — Vls + 0z;; we have D, Dz, W = V™9 z(z;). Usmg Dngz W ~ Dz D, W, the physical vertex

1
will be given as: C_+ “HO = Cfﬁ g-Ho = 7\) = V4 e'x1 where ¢y, correspond to non-zero
& Xi X1 / i ? (\/f{zlzl)4 X P

phase associated with the aforementioned coupling.

Gaugino()\zR)—Higgs— gaugino (A} ) vertex: The coefficient of this vertex will be given from the
kinetic term of gaugino. The interaction term corresponding to this coupling will be given by consider-
ing term £ = i)\iL’ym%(Kgi OmZi — c.c.) A+ (0z, TB))\iL’ym%(Kgi OmZ; — c.c.)\r, where A\f, corresponds
to gaugino. Given that charged(gaugino’s) are either SU(2)y, singlets or triplets, the aforementioned
vertex does not preserve SU(2); symmetry - one has to obtain the term bilinear in Z; such that we
give VEV to one of the Z;. Since (0z,7p) does not contain terms bilinear in Z; which is needed to
ensure SU(2)r, Symmetry, second term contributes zero to the given vertex. In terms of undiagonalized
basis, 0,, K ~ V~ <z2> and using 0z, K ~ O(1)0,, K, we have: 0z, K ~ V_%(Zi>, incorporating the
same, we get

2
VTI(Z)AL 9EN
L= (2i) Larp ML ~ V3 GhALp—)\LNVJGh/\ MAL. (153)
A~ B M MP
\/ (Kzlzl)

13 1950 .
Therefore, C Fxg HY = = Cpoy-y+ ~ V36 ]\"/}e e 1 where ¢50 correspond to non-zero phase associated
i "RL 1

with the aforementloned coupling.

The contribution of gaugino-gaugino-gauge boson as well as higgsino-higgsino-gauge boson have
been already evaluated in the context of N'= 1 gauged supergravity. The volume suppression factors
corresponding to these vertices are as follows:

le

xfxﬁ’ =

5 - n
’Cﬁjﬁ;-y’ = fV1s; ’CXJXE’Y‘ = ’CS\jS\;“/‘ = fY s (154)

Now, EDM of electron for a loop diagram given in Figure 8(b) will be given as:
de % 2 aeiniQe
—ls = '2132 ,;1:2 I (Voeyes,Cotrin) (Crtan) Tortmy 2= 9(2)
i=1,2 k=1, k

and EDM of neutron for a loop diagram given in Figure 8(b) will be given as:

” n 2 aemQ{-Qu
e/ = > Im <YH06L6%CX$><;€ h) <CX$><£“Y) W () = 9(=))
k

1=1,2 k=1,2
m2i
Xk.f
m2
H

(3

2 2 2
m m” 4 m

2
m” 4 + + m
)=o) =107 (0 ) —g (L ) = 1,7 (2
o o g g
m2

+ 5
g<m§20> = 0.1. Considering (¢y, — ¢y.) = (Dy, — (b;\(lj) ~ (0, %]; for ms = VTgm%, m + = V%m%,
Hy

where z =

YH Ocpec, = — VB YHo c =V 18 the value of EDM of electron and neutron will be given as:

ereg

wloo

d, d, f2v-
_|Xi = |Xi ~

(& (& m

x107° x 101 = 1073 GeV L = 107 em. (155)

[SI[oY
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R Parity violating contribution: For a loop diagram given in Figure 8(c), the Lagrangian governing
the interaction of neutrino will correspond to R-parity violating interactions given as:

LD )\DLuLu%ViLukLqu + )\DLeLe%ViLejLejR + h.c.. (156)

The contribution of R-parity violating interaction terms Nikk and 5\; ; are given by expanding D, D4, W
and D4, D4, W in the fluctuations linear in A; around its stabilized VEV. The values of the same
have already been calculated in the context of N’ = 1 gauged supergravity action and given as follows:

Mogepes, = V73 Xgupue = V5P, (157)

where e/®*e and €'« are non-zero phases corresponding to above-mentioned complex R-parity vio-
lating couplings. The EDM of electron in this case will be:

d X 5 aemQ%Qe

E|RPV =1Im </\DL6L6%/\DLuLu§2) W (f(zl) - g(zl)) ) (158)
and EDM of neutron will be given as:

d X aengQu

——— (f(22) — g(22)) . (159)

u/—n!RPV =1Im (ADLeLe%)\ﬁLuLu%,)

2 2
where z1 = WTTC; 29 = m”;‘u
Vil YiL
2 2 2 2
b (%T“) =g (%) = 10727, and assuming (¢», — ¢, ) = (0, Z; equation (IE8) and (I59) reduce

YiL
to give EDM result as follows:

. Using the value of masses m,,, = V%m%, me = 0.5GeV and m, = O(1),

d d
Clrpv = Srpy ~ V7 F x 1072 x 1072 = 10755GeV ! = 10" cm. (160)
e n

5.2 Two-loop Level Barr-Zee Feynman Diagrams involving Internal Sfermion Loop

In this subsection, we evaluate the contribution of heavy sfermion loop generated by trilinear scalar
interactions including Higgs. The loop diagrams are mediated by ~h exchange. Unlike one-loop
diagrams, here we do not have to consider the mixing sleptons(squarks) because of the fact that non-
zero phase associated with complex scalar trilinear interaction is sufficient to generate non-zero EDM
of elctron/neutron. We first evaluate the contribution of relevant vertices in the context of N' = 1
gauged supergravity for two-loop diagrams shown in Figure 9.

Slepton(é;r)-slepton(€é;r)-Higgs vertex: By expanding effective supergravity potential V|gw ~
K K™D, WDz, W + K K™78|D,,W|? in the fluctuations linear in Z; — Z; + Vs Mp , A3 —
As + VR M p, contribution of the term quadratic in A3z as well as Z; is of the order Ve (Z;), which
after giving VEV to one of the Z;, will be given as:

1

RERH] = 2 2( K 2
VE 222K ,)

where ¢z, is non-zero phase corresponding to aforementioned complex scalar 3-point interaction vertex.

Using the similar procedure, the coefficient of slepton(é;z,)-slepton(é;,)-Higgs vertex will be given as:

C, = ! [v—??g <ZZ->} = (V=% Mp)eider. (162)

eLészo - ~ ~
V252K, 5,2

C.

e

V(2| = (VM) (161)




vy i
PN RN
U (é])!/ \} g (€;5) [/ A
|

//\ / //\ /

LA o LA S
erk(urk) - erk(URk) erk(urk) ] erk(URrk)
9(a) 9(b)

Figure 9: Two-loop diagram involving sfermions in the internal loop.

¢¢, is non-zero phase corresponding to this particular complex scalar 3-point interaction vertex.
Squark(w;r)-squark(u;r)-Higgs vertex: By expanding V|gw in the fluctuations around Z; — Z; +

V?162é\4 p, Ay — Ay + V_%M p, contribution of term quadratic in A4 as well as Z; is of the order
V736 (Z;), which after giving VEV to one of the Z;, will be given as:
1 .
Caniy = e |V 5 (23} | = (V" *Mp)c"%es. (163
V222K g, 1,2

where ¢g,, is non-zero phase corresponding to aforementioned complex scalar 3-point interaction ver-

tex.
Squark(t;r,)-squark(a,r,)-Higgs vertex: By expanding V|gw in the fluctuations around 2; — Z; +

V?lﬁlé\lf p, Ay — Ay + V_%M p, contribution of term quadratic in A as well as Z; is of the order
V™36 (Z;), which after giving VEV to one of the Z;, will be given as:

131 0

1 )
Copis 0 = —— . V(2] = (v F M) (164)
NN

where ¢, is non-zero phase corresponding to aforementioned complex scalar 3-point interaction ver-

tex.

The contribution of slepton (€;g)-slepton (€;r)-photon(y)- photon(y) vertex will be given by:
91,045 GTBTBXTBXT_BA“AV. On solving: 5A38ASGTBTB ~ V%A“{Al, Incorporating values of X as
mentioned earlier, the real physical slepton(é;r)-slepton(é;r)-photon(~y)-photon(vy) vertex is propor-
tional to yéf?v—%

o= L L = y=F
Cenezn COWAL fvs. (165)
The coefficient of real physical €;y, - €;, 7- 7 vertex has been obtained in [41]. The value of the same
is given by C¢ erny = f 2Y=3. Similarly, the coefficient of real physical Ujp — Ujr — 7y — 7y vertex will
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be given by: 0 1,04, Gy, X Ts XTs AL A,. On solving, the volume suppression factor corresponding
to this vertex will be given as:

ficient of 04,04,Gr,7, =
o coetficien ((;( Ay )v244 TTp = f2v—%. (166)
A Ay

aRuRyy ™

The coefficient of real physical (7, — ;7 —v—) vertex will be given by: 84,04, GryTy XTsXT5 ArA,.
On solving, the volume suppression factor corresponding to this vertex will be given as:

coefficient of 0 1,04,Gr, 1,
(K a4, )?

The contribution of real scalar-scalar-photon vertices have already been obtained in section 2, and
given as:

127

= f2y . (167)

Camzw ~

Cepepr = (JV5)A1AM0, A1, Copesy = (FV5) A3 448, A5,
Capisy = (FVB) A48, Ay, Cipas, = (FV5) A1 479, Au. (168)

The analytical expression for the EDM involving sfermion/scalar in an internal loop has been provided
in [72]. Using the same, for Figure 9(a), EDM of electron will be given as:

emNeQe; 47 ~
ngr(rénon = Z Z I'm( YHOeLeg,cCH?jj*)(ij*fy)2 X WF(Z), (169)
1=1,2 j=tur,ar HY
and EDM of neutron/quark will be given as:
d sfermlon aemanu] q]2' ~
. =Y > Im(Vigou,us Criogy ) (Cijey)? % —p5 7 F(2) (170)
i=1,2 j=€r.6r HO
2
where z = —g; F(z) = —fol dmwxl(iflzln x(lz_x) . Considering (¢a, ,, — Py.) = (02, — Py.) =
™o ( ) / /

_19 .
V715 and using the value of masses, ms, = mep,

myg
) = 107 (5 )

Incorporating the value of interaction vertices, equation (I69]) and (I70]) Teduce to give EDM results
as follows:

~ 47~
(07 %], ‘YH?eLe%‘ =V 457‘YHZQ =

uLu‘j%’ =

M ||

My = V%m%, myo = 125GeV and mpg = V72m3 , we have F<

‘sfermlon =108 x VY15 f2 =10"5GeV ! = 107¥em; for V = 101,
d

S sfermion — 1078 5 Y=15 2 = 1070GeV ™! = 107 Pem; for V = 107, (171)
e

For a loop diagram given in Figure 9(b), EDM of electron will be given as:

s ormlon Oéeer (]
f => > Im( YHoeLe%CH?jj*)(ij*"/’Y) X W—F( z), (172)

i=1,2 j=ir,iRr HY
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and EDM of neutron will be given as:

dn/u formi ~ aemQu-qz -
o o) = >y Im (Y0, ue, Crojj- ) (Cijeyny) X WF(Z) (173)
i=1,2 j=é5,ér HY
m?2 m?2
where F' | — | = 1077, F —— | = 1. Incorporating the value of masses and estimate of relevant
HY HY

coupling veretx, EDM of electron will be
de ; _ _17 _ _ _
Eﬂﬁfmnzlogxl)§f25104%%V'15105%mu (174)

The EDM of neutron in this case will be given as:

d - 3
:n zf(%r)mlon _ 10—9 % V—%f2 = 10_40G6V_1 = 10_54cm. (175)

The overall contribution of EDM of electron as well as neutron corresponding to 2-loop diagram
involving sfermions is:

de n |sfermion de n |sfermion de n |sfermion —
<L stermion — —Cl gfemion . I gfemion = 102 e, (176)

(&
5.3 Two-loop level Barr-Zee Feynman diagram involving W+ boson in the internal
loop

In this subsection, we discuss the important contribution of Barr-Zee diagram involving W boson
as an internal loop. In the 1-loop as well as 2-loop diagrams discussed so far, we have discussed
the contribution mediated by Higgs exchange. The non-zero phases in 1-loop diagram are affected
by considering a mixing between Higgs doublet in g split SUSY model while in 2-loop diagrams,
the phases are affected through complex effective Yukawa coupling. It has been found in [I] that
two-loop graphs involving W boson loop can induce electric dipole moment of d. of the order of the
experimental bound (10727¢m) in the multi-Higgs models provided there is an exchange of Higgs in
the Higgs propagator and the CP violation in the neutral Higgs sector is fairly maximal. The approach
was given by S. Weinberg in [74] [75]. In these papers, he pointed out that dimension-six purely gluonic
operator gives a large value for the EDM of the neutron, which is just below the present experimental
bound if one considers CP violation through the exchange of Higgs particles, whose interactions involve
one or more complex phases. The approach was extended by Barr and Zee who have found that Higgs
exchange can also give an electric dipole moment to the electron of the order of experimental limits
by considering an EDM operator involving a top quark also. In this spirit, we present an analysis
of EDM of electron/neutron involving W boson loop in the context of p split-SUSY model which, as
already discussed involves a light Higgs and a heavy Higgs doublet.

In the notations of Weinberg, the CP-violating phase can appear from the neutral Higgs-boson
exchange through imaginary terms in the amplitude and Higgs propagators are represented as: A(q?) =
V2G Foom p fy;;%[ , where Z,, is non-zero phase appearing due to exchange between Higgs doublet in
the propagator. "We address this argument of generation of non-zero phase in the N' = 1 gauged
supergravity action. We first provide the analysis of required SM-like coupling involved in Figure 10
in the context of N'= 1 gauged supergravity action.
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€Lk

Figure 10: Two-loop diagram involving W boson in the internal loop.

The contribution of W*-photon-W ™~ vertex is evaluated by CP-even interaction term given as [76]:
L = —Re(f)AFW W + Re(f)WFW Y F),,, where W, = 0,W,7 —0,W, and F,, = 0,A, -0, A,
and Re(f) is gauge kinetic function, which in our set-up is given by ’big’ divisor volume modulus
Re(Tg) ~ Vis = O(1) for Calabi-Yau V = 10°. Therefore, the volume suppression corresponding to
this interaction vertex is: Cyy+yy— = Vis = O(1).

The effective W T-Higgs-W ™ vertex can be evaluated in the effective supergravity action as follows.
Consider the gauge kinetic term: Re(T)F? and then choose the term Cjzajag in Re(Tp) with the
understanding that one first gives VEV to the predominantly SU(2)z-doublet valued a;, then one
picks out the Z-dependent contribution 7in ag and also use the value of the intersection component C|3.

3 3 . - -5 p1-p2 . - ~ 105 _ ~ 104
One will therefore consider: C3(a1)V 52\/1(,41,41\/1(22 (\/Re )2, Kzz|m, ~107°, K 4, 4, |0, ~ 10

which at the EW scale we will assume to be (0(7)5)2 and o

0(1)) . For non-relativistic gauge bosons,

p1-p2 ~ MW/Z,Re(T)|EW ~ O Mp ~ vV GeV,C5 ~ V18, (a1)|gw ~ O(l)V_%Mp (related to the
requirement of obtaining O(10%) GeV W/Z boson mass at the EW scale- see [41]). We thus obtain

. @ mmGe
the following: Vit x (O(1))% x O(1) x V=4 x V75 MZ, , x BEEL ~ (0(1))? x V10V~ 3%.
Now, in the superspace notation, the kinetic terms for the gauge field are generically written as:
i d?0 £, (D)W W? where W is the gauge-invariant super-field strength and W = WeT* for a non-

abelian group - as f,; is an apriori arbitrary holomorphic function of ®. Consider hence ¢ = T f~el

and look at [ d*6(T) g"ngéWz which will consist of (O(1)? x Cy3{ajag))*™ 10 x vV~ 3%,

which, e.g., for m = 2 yields (O(1))? 10 x V573 x W or for V ~ 10%, one obtains

O(l)% Utilizing this, at EW scale, Cy+ HOW- = @eld’w. The value of complex Yukawa
coupling to be used to evaluate EDM corresponding to Figure 10 have already been obtained in [41]
and given as: YH?eLe% ~ V™ Teive and of ?H?uLu% ~ Ve, The matrix amplitude as well as
analytical expression for W boson related loop diagrams has been worked out in [I]. We utilize the
same in a modified form to get the numerical estimate of EDM corresponding to a loop diagram given

in Figure 10.

g’W = WCW+W 'yZIm YHOeLeC Cyr+ gow - ) [59(%; V) +3F(Y) + Z(Q(ZZW) + h(z"))], (177)
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where f(z) and g(z) are already defined in subsection 4.1 and

ilz) = %/01 " —195) mp: <a:(1 —Za:) " <x(1 _a:x) - Z> - 1) ; (178)

m2
where 2}V = mgl’?. Considering (¢w — ¢y.) = (0, 5]; using the values mpyo = 125GeV and mpg =
w

2
w

m m2 m2
V72m3, we get: f( HO) =y (m};g> = h( mH’?> = O(1), and the EDM result for electron will be
w

given as:

e 1 —IF - -
d?\w ~ ﬁ; x VT =108GeV ! = 10 em, (179)

Similarly, by considering (¢pw — ¢y, ) = (0, 5]; EDM of neutron will be given as:

dy _ _
Ly ~ (;) X V71 = 108GV =10 em (180)

5.4 Two-Loop Level Rainbow Type Contribution to Electric Dipole Moment

The two-loop level analysis of the supersymmetric effects to the fermion electric dipole moment has
been extended by considering rainbow diagrams in addition to famous Barr-Zee diagrams with the
expectation that they might give a significant contribution to fermionic EDM. The importance of
these diagrams is discussed in detail in [70]. In this subsection, we estimate the contribution of two-
loop rainbow type of diagrams involving R-parity conserving supersymmetric interaction vertices and
R-parity violating vertices. The CP violating phases appear from the diagonalized eigenstates in the
inner loop as well as from complex effective Yukawa couplings in the higgsino sector. The Feynman
diagrams have been classified based on different types of inner one-loop insertions. One corresponds to
one-loop effective higgsino-gaugino-gauge boson vertex and the other corresponds to one-loop effective
higgsino-gaugino transition. The matrix amplitudes as well analytic expressions to estimate the EDM
for above rainbow diagrams are calculated in [77] to the first order in the external momentum carried
by the gauge boson. We utilize their expressions to get the order of magnitude of EDM of electron as
well as neutron in our case.

R-parity conserving rainbow type contribution: For the loop diagrams given in Figure 11
and Figure 12, the result of EDM will given by the following formulae respectively:

e( /(~”) _ /(n))

ne(Qr + Q%) Cho *C;}o._* 9z
d} ~ Z f647r3fo Jidi n;2|m)\9l|sin(5f —0,) % %Sinﬁf cos ¢
< s gV E (o, PP, m ) = (g Pl m?,m?)), (181)
F=fr.fr
ncQ’ 0 0 (Ql(n) ‘1‘9,(?))
C *
di = Z 1% ngR Ciop; Z [myo [sin(dy — 6y,) x MsianCOSHf
64m 4r
f n=1,2
x SV E (mn [P P om% o om3 ) = F(jmo, 2, |l m m% ) (182)
gf Anl s 1M fL/R 1 An s IR fL/R M)

f fL7fR
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fr fr

Figure 12: Two-loop level rainbow type diagrams involving higgsino-gaugino transition.

where n. = 3 for the inner quark-squark loop and n. =1 for the inner lepton-slepton loop. The fields
f1 and fo correspond to mass eigenstates of the sfermion f. The value of constant s is +1 for left-
handed sfermion f; and —1 for right-handed sfermion fz. The effective electric charges are given by
Q' = = Cf, 4@ and Q' e = =Cyp f3v- The interaction vertices Cso Lt and Cjg re correspond to effective

Yukawa couplings. ¢’ ™) and gy (n)
fr fi

denote effective gauge couplings corresponding to supersymmetric
R
sfermions and the functions F” and F” are defined in [77].
The effective Yukawa’s as well as gauge interaction vertices are already calculated in section 4.

The magnitude of the values of the same are:

|ChOeLeR| V—— |Choele | — \)— 5 |Cezem| fV45 |Ch uLuR| V—— |Ch0uzﬂ:.‘| = V—%’
|0W| = jVE.g = |06R6R&| = fv3, g = et = fut
g = o = fus g = o = fvEs =, (183)
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Using the value of myo = myo = V%m§, mzl = m% = Vm3 + m612, mé = m%2 = Vm?3 m%m’
1 2 2 2
59
mjo = V72ms3, we get
2
2 1,2 2 1,12 -2
F'(Jma, . [, fm ) — F'(Jma, [ P, fm ) =10
2 1,2 20,12 — 10-43.
F/ (s, P ol ) = F' (o, P o2, ) =10 (184)

Incorporating the above results in the analytical expression as given in (I8I]) and (I82]) (with the as-

sumption that value of phase factor associated with all effective R-parity conserving Yukawa couplings
are of O(1)),

dlje = V5 xVim my x (107 GeV = = 10 em.

2je = V5 x Vim m x (107#)Gev ™t = 10 em. (185)
and similarly,

dl/e = f?’V_l_‘o’O X ngg x (1072H)GeV =2 =10"%¢em

/e = PV F xVimd x (10783)GeV ™ = 10-%em. (186)

M

So, the final EDM of electron as well as quark or neutron in case of R-parity conserving supersym-
metric Feynman diagrams are given as:

defe =dlje +d?Je =107%cm, d, /e = d. /e + d2 Je = 10~ em. (187)

R-parity violating rainbow type contribution: The similar kind of Feynman diagrams can be
drawn by replacing the neutral higgsino component with Dirac massless neutrino in Figure 11 and
Figure 12. The formulae of the EDM of the fermion f for two types of Feynman diagrams as defined
in [78] are given below:

dy = Z Im(CBOfo;;CBOfif;ei(gn_%))(Qfg;g})nc\mxg\ (g}?% g](;:;) sin )y, cos 0y,
n=1,2
X Z sgf { \on]2 0, me/R 771?;1]‘)—]”(\77@\”]2 0, me ?gzj )} (188)
f=Fr.fr
d} = - Z Im(CBOfoEChof fre #on=01;) )%2123 Mo | (g}zll: g](c:;)) sinfy, cos 0y,
n=1,2
< 30 afm (g P0.m? L m% ) = (s, P 0mE mE )] (189)
I=Ir.fr

(n)

The interaction vertices C Ll and Cpoy, £ correspond to effective R-parity violating couplings. g’

and ¢ ; ") denote effective gauge couplings corresponding to supersymmetric sfermions. The functlons

F’ and F" are defined in [78].
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. 2
Using the value of myo = myo = Vims, m2 =m2 = Vm2% +m2 _, m2 =m2 =Vm3 —m?2
)\1 )\2 5 ’ el ul 5 5

€127 "'Yé2 U3 €12’
we get
/ 2 2 2\ g 2012 .2 2\ 1022
F(|m)\%| 707me/Ramf2) F(|m)\9l| 7|lu’| ’me/R’mfl)_lo )
/ 2 2 2\ 2 1,02 2 2\ _ 10—42
F(|m)\%| ’O’me/R’mfz) F(|m)\%| 7|lu’| ’me/R’mfl)_lo : (190)

The contribution of R-parity violating vertices are already calculated in [41] in the context of N’ =1
gauged supergravity action. The values of the same are as follows:

5

= ‘Cuoeiéf’ = V—%7 ‘CVOuLﬁE’ = ’CVOulﬁ:‘ =V s;i=1,2. (191)

’CVOeLé}}

Incorporating values of above-mentioned R-parity violating interaction vertices and the values of
effective gauge couplings in the analytic expressions given in equations (I88]) and ([I89)(with the
assumption that value of phase factor associated with all effective R-parity violating Yukawa couplings
are of O(1)),

dje=dlfe = [PV7F xVims x (1072)GeV =2 = 10"%cm.

10

dje=d*je = f3V7 s x V3m

[NI[IVE RN

x (10742)GeV ~* = 10~2em. (192)

So, the final EDM of electron as well as quark or neutron in case of R-parity violating Feynman
diagrams are given as:

dp/e =de/e = 10 52em. (193)

The results of all two-loop diagrams contributing to EDM of electron/neutron are summarized in
a table given below:

Table 3: Results of EDM of electron/neutron for all possible two-loop diagrams

Two-loop particle exchange Origin of complex phase de(e cm)  d(e cm)
h97 f Complex effective Yukawa couplings 1036 1036
h?yxii 7 10~47 10~47
ffy § 10~ 107
FORdy ¥ 10729 10729
’yWih? Higgs exchange 10727 10727
RO f )\?(Rainbow type) Diagonalized sfermion mass 1079 104

eigenstates and effective Yukawas

O fA? (Rainbow type) 7 10752 10752

6 Summary and Conclusions

To summarize, we have performed a quantitative order-of-magnitude analysis of EDM of electron
and neutron in a phenomenological model which provides a local realization of large volume D3/D7
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u-split supersymmetry that could possibly, locally be obtained, in the framework of four Wilson line
moduli living on the world volume of fluxed stacks of space-time filling D7-branes wrapped around the
‘big divisor’ and two position moduli of a mobile space-time filling D3-brane restricted to (nearly) a
special Lagrangian three-cycle of a Swiss-Cheese Calabi-Yau. The proposed phenomenological model
is governed by super-heavy gaugino and higgsino mass parameter in addition to heavy sfermion masses
except one light Higgs (obtained by considering linear combination of eigenstates of Higgs doublets at
EW scale). Because of the presence of heavy gaugino/higgsino mass parameter, one can not ignore
one-loop diagrams mediated by gaugino/higgsino’s and sfermions as compared to 2-loop diagrams as
traditional split SUSY models do. Keeping this in mind, we have taken into account the complete
set of one-loop graphs and the dominant Higgs-mediated Barr-Zee diagrams. The non-zero CP-
violating phase corresponding to dimension-five non-renormalizable EDM operator can be made to
appear at one-loop and two-loop level from off-diagonal component of scalar mass matrix and complex
effective Yukawa couplings respectively in the context of AV = 1 gauged supergravity action. We have
considered the order of phases to exist in (0,5]. We have also shown that for a given choice of vevs of
Wilson line as well as position moduli, the phases corresponding to effective Yukawa couplings do not
change in the renormalization group flow from string scale down to Electro-Weak scale. The relevant
interaction vertices have been calculated in the context of N' = 1 effective gauged supergravity action.
Having described the aforementioned model we estimate all possible one-loop as well as two-loop
diagrams. In the one-loop graphs involving sfermions, the neutralino-mediated loop diagrams give
the dominant contributions to the electron(neutron) EDM values as compared to gaugino-mediated
one-loop diagrams and the diagrams involving R-parity violating vertices because in N' = 1 gauged
supergravity, gaugino interaction vertices are dependent on suppressed dilute non-abelian fluxes and
contribution of R-parity violating vertices are generally suppressed. However, all of the three-loop
diagrams give a very suppressed contribution to electron and neutron EDM. Next, we consider one-loop
diagrams involving Higgs and other supersymmetric/SM particles. By considering Standard Model
like fermions with Higgs in a loop, we get the electron EDM estimate (d./e = 10734 cm) and neutron
EDM estimate (d,, /e = 10733 ¢cm) considerably higher than the value predicted by Standard Model.
Interestingly, by considering one-loop diagrams involving chargino and Higgs, the electron EDM value
turns out to be (d./e = 10732¢m) i.e one gets a healthy EDM of electron even in the presence of super-
heavy chargino in the loop. All of the above one-loop diagrams involve MSSM-like superfields and
CP-violating phases appear from visible sector fields only. For a full-fledged analysis, we have taken
into account goldstino supermultiplet also as the physical degrees of freedom in one-loop diagrams. As
sgoldstino corresponds to the bosonic component of the superfield corresponding to which there is a
supersymmetry breaking and same occurs maximally in our large volume D3/D7 model via complex
‘big’ divisor volume modulus (75), we have identified the sgoldstino field with complex 75 field.
Since, the fermionic component goldstino gets absorbed into the gravitino and becomes a longitudinal
component of the massive gravitino, we basically consider one-loop diagrams involving gravitino and
sgoldstino in the loop. In such kind of loop diagrams, CP-violating phases appear from hidden sector
fields. However, by evaluating the matrix amplitudes of these loop diagrams, we get a very suppressed
contribution of electron and neutron EDM. The results of all one-loop diagrams are summarized in
Table 2l In case of two-loop diagrams, we have evaluated contribution of Barr-Zee diagrams involving
sfermions/fermions in an internal loop and mediated via yh exchange, and R-parity violating diagram
involving fermions but mediated via fh exchange. Here, the two-loop Barr-Zee diagrams involving
heavy sfermions and a light Higgs give a most dominant contribution of EDM (d /) /e = 10=2%cm) as
compared to 2-loop diagrams involving only SM-like particles. With substantial fine tuning in Calabi-
Yau volume, one can hope to produce EDM results same as experimental limits. Next, inspired by the
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approach given in [I], (73] [74, [75] to obtain large EDM value(almost same as an experimental bound)
from Barr-Zee diagrams involving top quarks and W bosons loop in multi-Higgs models, we have
provided an estimate of the same using two Higgs doublets given in the context of u-split-SUSY. By
showing the possibility of obtaining the numerical estimate of all SM-like vertices relevant for these
diagrams to be same as their standard values in the context of N' = 1 gauged supergravity model,
we also produce EDM (d(e,n)/ e = 10727) c¢m in case of a Barr-Zee diagram involving W Boson. As
evaluated explicitly, we show that two-loop rainbow diagrams give a very suppressed contribution as
compared to Barr-Zee diagrams. The results of all two-loop diagrams are summarized in Table Bl Thus,
we conclude that in our large volume D3/D7 p-split SUSY model, despite the presence of very heavy
supersymmetric scalars/fermions in the loops, we are able to produce a contribution to electric dipole
moment of both electron as well as neutron close to experimental bound at two-loop level and a sizable
contribution even at one-loop level.

All of the above results have been obtained in the context of the model which can be constructed
locally near a particular nearly special Lagrangian three-cycle of a Swiss-Cheese Calabi-Yau three-
fold. It would be interesting to determine the global embedding of our model. Further, in the D3/D7
set-up described above, we have shown the possibility of identification of Wilson line moduli only
with first or second generation quarks and leptons. By extending the set-up to include Wilson line
moduli identifiable with second and third generation quarks, one hopes to obtain via the one-loop
and two-loop Barr-Zee diagrams involving fermions, the value of electron/neutron EDM very close to
experimental bound for a given choice of the internal complex three-fold volume.
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A Chargino Mass Matrix

The chargino mass matrix is formed by mixing (charged)wino’s and higgsino after electroweak symme-
try breaking. In N’ = 1 gauged supergravity, the interaction vertex corresponding to Higgs-gaugino-
higgsino term is given by £ = gy argrs zi X BHIN + 0z,TpD? HX where X' corresponds to gaugino
(such as the bino/wino). Expanding the same in the fluctuations linear in Z;, we have

-~ o Z ~ 4
gYMgTBZZ'XB = fV 2MZ ,(822.TB)DB = fV 3
P P

(194)

After giving a VEV to Z;, the interaction vertex corresponding to mixing between gaugino and higgsino
will be given as:

5,4
oM —Hy /C’/\+—HJ = _ Ve = ~V_%L,Where v = 246GeV. (195)

VEzzKzz, P
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For higgsino-doublets H,, = (ﬁg, ﬁj) JHy = (ﬁd_v ﬁg), the chargino mass matrix is given as:

. ( ME_ oMM ) Iy < ME, N ) (196)
~_ = - d. o+ = ~ U,
X \—H; 2 X AF—Hf 2
C d MS\* C MS\+
Incorporating value of M5, = M5 = V%mg, Mpg- = Mg+ = V%m; and ms = V7 2Mp at
2 d u 2 2
electroweak scale, we have
4 ~. 1
V™3 SCAR D VAN
M.+ = ( v M;J_C?g ), (197)
Mp

giving eigenvalues

MEVA/3 4 MRVSIT2 \/MI%V8/3 — QMAVISLT2 | NAVS/36 1 4 f2)[22)109/36
OME V772 ’

MZVA/3 1 MRVST2 \/M;%,W?» — QMAVISLT2 | NAVES/36 4 4 2[221100/36 }M
P,

2M]2jvl57/72
(198)
and normalized eigenvectors:
Xi=-H+ LfV% Moy =—-H, + LfV% A7, and mox = Va2ms
1 u MP i 2 Al d MP 1) 1 2
X5 =M+ Lfv% Tt X5 =\ + LfVE H7, and m_+ EV%W@. 199)
2 u 2 d
(2 MP 7 P 2 3
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