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ABSTRACT

We calculate the Yukawa corrections of order O(aewmyy, /miy ), O(aewmyy, /miy)
and O(aewmyy, /miy) to the widths of the decays ty — t1+(h°, HY, A%) in the Min-
imal Supersymmetric Standard Model, and perform a detailed numerical analysis.
We also compare the results with the ones presented in an earlier literature, where
the O(as) SUSY-QCD corrections to the same three decay processes have been cal-
culated. Our numerical results show that for the decays to — t,+h° , to — t;+H,
the Yukawa corrections are significant in most of the parameter range, which can
reach a few ten percent, and for the decay to — t;+A°, the Yukawa corrections are
relatively smaller, which are only a few percent. The numerical calculations also
show that using the running quark masses and the running trilinear coupling A,
, which include the QCD, SUSY-QCD, SUSY-Electroweak effects and resume all
high order (tan 3)-enhanced effects, can vastly improve the convergence of the per-
turbation expansion. We also discuss the effects of the running of the higgsino mass
parameter p on the corrections, and find that they are significant, too, especially

for large tan S.
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1 Introduction

Incorporation of supersymmetry is one of the most attractive and promising pos-
sibilities for new physics beyond the Standard Model (SM)[I, B], and the Minimal
Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM) is a popular candidate for new physics in
this way. In the MSSM there are many new particles. For example, every quark has
two spin zero partners called squarks ¢, and ¢r, one for each chirality eigenstate,
which mix to form the mass eigenstates ¢; and ¢,. For the third generation quarks,
due to large Yukawa couplings, there may be large mass differences between the lighter
mass eigenstate and the heavier one, which implies in general a very complex decay
pattern of the heavier state.

As we know, the next generation of colliders, such as the Large Hadron Collider
(LHC), the upgraded Tevatron, e*e™ linear colliders, and p*u~ collider will push the
discovery reach for supersymmetric (SUSY) paticles with masses up to 2.5 TeV[g, f]
and allow for precise measurement of the MSSM parameters. Thus a more accu-
rate calculations of the deacy mechanisms beyond the tree level are necessary. The

dominate decay modes of the heavier squarks are shown as below:

b — 29, b3 by — bE0 13 1 — g by — b;

t~2 — leO;f,- — BjW+; BQ — l;lZO; Bz — EjW_;

Bi —>fjH_;t~i—>l~)jH+; fg—)fl(hO,HO,AO).
All these squark decays have been extensively discussed at the tree-levelf, f, [].
Up to now, one-loop QCD and supersymmetric (SUSY) QCD corrections to above
decay channels have been calculated too [f, B, f], while the Yukawa corrections and
the full electroweak one-loop radiative corrections to the squark decays into quarks
plus charginos/neutralinos were given in Ref.[[(] and Ref.[[T], respectively. Also
the Yukawa corrections to the squark decays into quarks plus gluinos were given in
Refs.[[2, [J], and the Yukawa corrections to the heavier squark decays into lighter

squarks plus vetor bosons were given in Ref.[[4]. Recently, the Yukawa corrections

to the bottom squark decays into lighter top squarks plus charged Higgs bosons has



been presented in Ref.[[[5]. So only the electroweak radiative corrections to the heavier
top squark decays into lighter top squarks plus neutral Higgs bosons have not been
calculated yet, including the Yukawa corrections to these processes.

In this paper, we present the calculations of the Yukawa corrections of order
O(ewmiyy /miy), O(aewmiy /miy), and O(aewmiy, /miy) to the widths of the heav-
ier top squark decays into lighter top squarks plus neutral Higgs bosons, i.e.the de-
cays ty — t; + (h°, H° A"). These corrections are mainly induced by the Yukawa
couplings from Higgs-quark-quark couplings, Higgs-squark-squark couplings, Higgs-
Higgs-squark-squark couplings, chargino(neutralino)-quark-squark couplings, and squark-
squark-squark-squark couplings. As shown in Ref.[If], the Higgs-Squark-Squark cou-
plings receive large radiative corrections, which can make the perturbation calculation
of the relevant Squark or Higgs boson decay widths quite unreliable in some region
of the parameter space. When the correction term is negative, the corrected width
can even become negative, which clearly makes no sense. In order to solve this prob-
lem, we use the running quark masses and the running trilinear coupling A, [Lf], and
vastly improve the convergence of the perturbation expansion. We also discuss the
effects of the running of the higgsino mass parameter p on the corrections, and find

that they are significant, too, especially for large tan 5.

2 Notation and tree-level result

In order to make this paper self-contained, we first summarize our notation and
present the relevant interaction Lagrangians of the MSSM and the tree-level decay
rates for o, — ¢ + (h°, HO, A°).

The current eigenstates ¢r, and ¢ are related to the mass eigenstates ¢; and ¢, by

<q:1>=Rq<CZL>, R‘i:< cqs% sin@,;) (1)
92 qr —sinf; cosb;

with 0 < 6; < 7 by convention. Correspondingly, the mass eigenvalues mg; and mg,
(with mg, < myg,) are given by

mg, 0 ay72( piyt 2 MG, gy
m2 =R Mq(R ) ) Mq = 2 (2)

0 % agmg Mz,
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with

méL = Mé + mg + mQZ cos26(13, — e, sin® Ow), (3)
m; = M{20 py T m2 4+ m cos 2fe, sin® Oy, (4)
a, = A, — pfcot S, tan s} (5)

for {up, down} type squarks. Here qu is the squark mass matrix. Mg 5 5 and Ay
are soft SUSY-breaking parameters and p is the higgsino mass parameter . I3, and
eq are the third component of the weak isospin and the electric charge of the quark
q, respectively.

Defining H, = (h°, H°, A°, G°, H*,G*) (k=1,...,6), one can write the relevant
lagrangian density in the (g;, o) basis as following form (i, j=1,2; « and (3 are flavor

indices):

‘Crelevant = Hk(jﬁ(agplz + bgPR)qa + (Gg)ZJHk(j]B*CEX + QQ(a?kPR + b?k)ing

+9£(l§kPR + kkaL)szﬁ?i + gB(ZEkPR + kkaL)sziji

+(Gﬁg)in1Hkq~f*§?+h-C-, (6)

with
(G3)i; = [RAGE(RM) )y (Lk=1,...,6) (7)
(G2 = [REGHRTy; (k=1,...,6) (8)

where Gg and C??k are the couplings in the (§r, Gr) basis , and their explicit forms are
shown in Appendix A. The notations af, b¢ (k=1,...,6), and a%,, b, (k=1,...,4), and
19 k% (k=1,2) used in Eq.([]) are defined also in Appendix A.

The tree-level amplitudes of the three decay processes, as shown in Fig.1(a), are

given by
 —=2m;h cos o 4 Lmzsin@th) o =M (A, cosa + psina .
Ml(O) = Z[Rt —}f t o " \/5( t g/mlu sin(a-‘r)B) (Rt)T]Ql (9)
T;(At cos v + psin @) —V/2myhy cos a + ZTCtR



for 1?2 — £1h07

© i —V2mhy sin o — %VS‘WCM _Thzt(At sin v — g1 cos a) fop
M;” = Z[R —h : : gm cos(a+p3) (R ) ]21(10)
T;(At sin @ — pu cos ) —V2mhy sin o — TOtR
for £, — 61 H, and
(0 _ gmy i 0 A, COtB+/~L AVA 11

MO = 22 (g ) (1)
for t~2 — ElAO. Here ht = %, hb = m, CtL = I§L — ets%,v, CtR = €t8121},
sw = sinf,, and ¢, = cosf,. It = % and e; = % for the top squark, I§L = —% and

ep = —% for the bottom squark. The tree-level decay width is thus given by

MO P22 m? mi)

Q)
167Tm§3
2

s

: (12)

where \(z,y,2) = (z —y — 2)? — 4yz and s=(1,2,3) corresponds to the decay into
(h°, HO  A°), respectively.

3 Yukawa corrections

The Feynman diagrams contributing to the Yukawa corrections to o, — ¢, H? are
shown in Figs.1(b)—(f) and Fig.2. We carried out the calculation in the t’Hooft-
Feynman gauge and used the dimensional reduction, which preserves supersymmetry,
for regularization of the ultraviolet divergences in the virtual loop corrections using
the on-mass-shell renormalization scheme[[7)], in which the fine-structure constant
Qe and physical masses are chosen to be the renormalized parameters, and finite

parts of the counterterms are fixed by the renormalization conditions. The coupling

2

o and

constant ¢ is related to the input parameters e, my and my via g> = €*/s
s2 =1—m?,/m%. As for the renormalization of the parameters in the Higgs sector
and the squark sector, it will be described in detail below.

The relevant renormalization constants are defined as

2 _ 2 2 2 _ 2 2
My = My +0myy,, My = my + dmy,



Mgo = Mg + 5mq’ méio = méz + 6m21’
AqO :Aq+5Aqa Ho :M+5ua
Og0 = 05 + 063, tan By = (1 + 0Z3) tan 3,

sinog = (14 67,)sina,

Gio = (1L +0620)"* +62%4;,

HY = (14 6Z0)Y?H® + 6 Zyopoh®,

hS = (1 + 6Z30)Y?h° 4 6 Zyo o HP,

Gy = (1402 )"*G™ 4 6ZguH ™,

AS = (14 6Z40)"/2A° (13)

with ¢ = ¢, b. Here we introduce the mixing of H~ and G~[[§].
Taking into account the Yukawa corrections, the renormalized amplitude for £, —
t,HO is given by
Mrem = MO 4 MY + M, (14)

where 6 M) and §M[®) are the vertex corrections and the counterterms, respectively.
The calculations of the vertex corrections from Fig.1(b)-1(f) result in

6
5M(U123

sk )2j Gk JlBO(mt » M yY, m‘b)
k=1 j

167T 1] Gt 21 Gk)]lcO(ptlapHO mHO mqjaqu)

L) Gk ngo(mt g0, myg; )
k=1 j

B 167T2 Z sin 95 cos ef(h?Rflel - th52R§)2)(Gls))UBO (m%@, ml;j ) ml;z)
ij

in
1672

—8&sin 9 cos® 0; (G )1230(mH0amt27mt1)

[3(sin 0; + cos™ 0;) — 2 sin? 0; cos? 0] (GL )21 By (még, mg,, mz,)

+4sin 6; cos 0; cos 20;(GL) 11 By (mHg, mg,,mg,)
—4 sin 0; cos 0; cos 29;(G£)2230(m%{g, mg,,mg,) }

+F,. (15)



where F); is the remains, which are given by

2
ig°hy cos(a — (s — 1)%) T
Fys=— 16272 2 ZZ:{ [2(ag;ay; + by;bi, )mt][(Qm% + pi,pro)Ca

+(2p,§1p1{0 + m%]O)Cm + thgl Coy + 2m%12C22 + 4pz, proCos + 8C54]
[2(a2zbiz* + b2za12 )mxg][@mi + i, pro)Cri + (207, pro + m%{g)cm

+(m3, Co1 + mio Cas + 2pg, prgCas + 4Co4 + (mF, + i, ) Co + m; Cy

}(pfppng mgo, M, mt)
ig*hy sin(a — (s —

164/272 ) Z{ lézliz ‘I'k kiz )mb][(2mtgl+p£1pHg)Oll

+(2pt~1pHg -+ mﬁgo)Cm + 2m51 021 + 2m§{9022 + 4pt~1pHgCQ3 + 8024]

H20 KL + KR8 Img-1[(2m? + pr,pug)Cin + (205, pig + M) Cia
—i—(mtg1 Cy + m%,gC’gg + 2p;, prroCas + 405 + (mtg1 + pg,pro)Co + m; Col
iy Pr9s Mg M, 1) (16)
for s=(1,2), and
Fys = g ot Z{ a2ia'§i* - bgibi*)mt] (miocm + pr,paoCiy)
321 2my - !
H[2a; — byl Imgal[(2m, + ppas)Cur + (205, pa0 + M) Cho
+mt21 Co1 + m?%0Cos + 2p;, paoCas + 4Ca4 + (ptgl + pg,pao)Co — m; Co]
Hpi,» Daos g0, My, M)

t AT A
LI 80 G+ o

i

+[2(léik€i - kézliz )m)“(;][(2mt21 + Pz, pa0)Ciy + (2pg, pao + mio)Cm

327r2mW

+m§1 Cor +m%0Ca + 2pg,paoCaz + 4Co + (p?l + pg,pa0)Co — mj Col
}(pﬁ?pAO?m)Z;ambamb) (17)

for s=3. In above expressions B, and Cj;) are two- and three-point Feynman integrals[20],
respectively. For ¢ =t, we have k = 1...4. For ¢ = b, we have k = 5,6.
The counterterms can be expressed as

5M1( - (Gt)21[ (5Zl+5Z2+5ZhO)_2tan29 59 _‘_(;g 5mW

]

mW



gmyA; cos Admy + myd A,

20; tan® a0 Z,
2myy sin 3 s 201 me Ay + tan ad Z,|
i ) )
_gmusing g du 0
2myy sin 3 W my

+i(GY )115212 + i(GY)220 Za1 + 1(Gh) 210 Zggopo,

SMY) = Z(Gt)gl[ (071 + 67 + 0 Z3p0) — 2 tan 20:60; + 22 57:LW
g w

At(smt + mt(SAt

2myy sin 8 my Ay

4] )
IR CO5 c‘osa cos 20;[— B0 an?asZ ol
2myy sin 3 1 my

+i(GE)116 Z15 + (G220 Zoy + i(GL)o16 Zporpo,
]

5(mtAt) qgumy 5,& 5mt
t — 03] — — + —.
2myy ot 5| meA; 5] QmW[,u * mt]

_gmtAt sin «

cos 20z + 902,

2
omiy

c . £ 1 59
SMS) = Z(Gg)21[§(5Z1 + 65+ 6 Z40) sy

gmy A cos

(18)
]

(19)

(20)

Here we consider only the counterterms from the Yukawa couplings, and the explicit

expressions of some renormalization constants calculated from the self-energy dia-

grams in Fig.2 are given in Appendix B. Other renormalization constants are fixed

as follows.

For 0Zgy, using the approach discussed in the two-Higgs doublet model (2HDM)

in [I§], we derived below its expression in the MSSM, where the version of the Higgs

potential is different from one of Ref.[[§]. First, the one-loop renormalized two-point

function is given by

iFGH(p2) = Z(p — mH )5ZHG -+ Zp 5ZGH — ZTGH -+ ZEGH( )
where Ty is the tadpole function, which is given by
TGH = 2L[T‘H2 sin(a — ﬁ) + TH1 COS(OZ - ﬁ)]
mw
Next, from the on-shell renormalization condition, we obtained

1
§Zan = —
m

H-

[Ten — Sen(my-)].

The explicit expressions of Yoy and the tadpole counterterms Ty, (k

given in Appendix B.

(21)

(22)

(23)

1,2) are



For the renormalization of the parameter §, following the analysis of Ref.[[J], we
fixed the renormalization constant by the requirement that the on-mass-shell H7v,
coupling remain the same form as in Eq.(3) of Ref.[[J] to all orders of perturbation
theory. However, with introducing the mixing of H~ and G~ instead of H~ and W,

the expression of 073 is then changed to

1omiyy  1dm3  1om3 — dmiy

1
5Z5 - §5ZH+ + cot 552@]{ (24)

T2md 2mE 2 mi—md
For the counterterm of squark mixing angle 65, using the same renormalized

scheme as Ref.[[(J], one has

s RelZha(md,) + 3 (m3, )] -
! 2(mf2?1 o m§2> 7

where the explicit expressions of the X;; functions arising from the self-energy dia-
grams due to the Yukawa couplings are given in the Appendix B.

For the renormalization of soft SUSY-breaking parameter A,, we fixed its coun-
terterm by keeping the tree-level relation of A,, mg and 0; B, and get the expression

as following:

m2 — m2 om sin 26

A, =L 22 (9 cos 20;00; — sin 20;—~ Lsm2 — dm2

dA, 2 (2 cos 265005 — sin 26; o )+ e (dmgz, — omg,)
+{cot B, tan B} + d{cot B, tan B} . (26)

As for the parameter p, there are several schemes[[LT], B3, BJ] to fix its counterterm,

and here we use the on-shell renormalization scheme in Ref.[R3], which gives

2
op = Z[mf(: (5Uk2Vk2 + ngcSng) + 5m>~¢ UkQVkQ], (27)

k=1
where (U, V) are the two 2 x 2 matrices diagonalizing the chargino mass matrix, and

their counterterms (6U, V') are given by

U = ~(6Zr — 0Z%)U, (28)

_1

4
1

6V = Z(éZL —6ZhHv. (29)



The mass shifts 5m>~<z and the off-diagonal wave function renormalization constants

0Zr(1) can be written as

1
gy = sRelmy (T () + T (m2,)) + TS (2, ) + T2, ), (30)

¢ i X
2 R 2 2 L 2
(0Zr)y = s RellLi(migy Jmi + TG iy g
HILG () mgs + T (3 Jme], - (31)
(0Z1)ij = (6ZR)i; (L < R). (32)

The explicit expressions of the chargino self-energy matrices T4 and M%) are
given in Appendix B.
Finally, the renormalized decay width is then given by

T, =T 4670 467 (33)
with
A2 (m2  m2 m%e)
a) __ ’ ’ s 0)* a _
5Fg '= 827ng21 Re{Ms( ) 6Ms( )} (a=w,c). (34)

4 Numerical results and conclusion

We now present some numerical results for the Yukawa corrections to the decays
ty — t1+(R°, H°, A%). The SM input parameters in our calculations were taken to be
Qew(myz) = 1/128.8, my, = 80.375GeV, my = 91.1867GeV[R4], m; = 175.6GeV, and
my = 4.25GeV.

In order to improve the convergence of the perturbation expansion, using the
method presented in Ref.[[[§], we take into account the QCD and SUSY QCD run-
ning quark masses 1,(Q)(72:(Q),775(Q)) and running trilinear coupling A4, in our
calculation(the energy scale Q here is the mass of the heavier top squark i.e. mz,). In
the tree-level H%yt; couplings, we use 772,(Q) and A, instead of the on-shell parame-
ters. While in the calculation of the one-loop corrections, all parameters are on-shell

except the Yukawa Couplings h;, h, taken as the running quark masses.



mg(Q) are evaluated by the next-to-leading order formula[R5, Bq]

mp(Q) = Us(Q, me)Us (s, mp)my,(my),
mt(@) = UG(Q; mt>mt(mt>7 (35)
where we have assumed that there are no other colored particles with masses between

scale @ and my, and my(mp) = 4.25GeV,m(m;) = 175.6GeV[ETq. The evolution
factor Uy is

U (Q0, Q1) = (as(Qz) )d(f) 1+ as(Qr) — as(Qg)J(f)]’

as(Q1) A7
g 12 L) _ 8982 — 504f + 40 36)
33_2f 333 _2f2

where a,(Q) is given by the solutions of the two-loop renormalization group equations[Pg].
When @ = 400GeV, the running mass m,(Q) ~ 2.5GeV. In addition, we also im-
proved the perturbation calculations by the following replacement [BJ, PG|

) 1m:(Q)
(@) = 1+ Amy(Msysygep)’ (37)

X 1 (Q)
mp(Q) — T+ Ay (Msgsy )’ (38)

where

Qg . mg
Am, = —3—7T{Bl(0, mg, mz, ) + B1(0,mg, m;,) — sin 20,(—2)[Bo(0, mg, mz, ) — Bo(0, mg, mi(BY)

my

20, h?
Amy = gMg,UJ tan 31 (mg, ,my,, Mz) + F;Q;LAt tan 81(mgz,, my,, it)

puMy tan Blcos® ;1 (my, , My, i) + sin® 0;1 (my,, Ma, 1)

2

1672

1 L.
+§ cos? 031 (mg, , Mo, 1) + 2 sin” 051 (my,, Ma, )] (40)

with

Cl2

2

! (
@ B - )@ &)

b2 2
I(a,b,c) = a?b? log — + b*c* log = + c?a*log %) (41)

The running trilinear couplings A, can be obtained according to the procedure of

the DR renormalization where the UV divergence parameter A = 2/¢ —« + log 4 is
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set to be zero [[[]. First we compute the running stop masses m2 (Q) = ﬁzf +5ﬁ1§_ and
the running mixing angle of the top squarks 95(@) = 95+ 59;, where the counterterms

o and 60; are given by

o, = Re[Z3 (m3 >+zt<g< 2+ 2,
RSt + St Al

56; = =

2 m?2 —mZ
t1

2 (42)

Here the explicit expressions of the ¥;; functions arising from the QCD self-energy
diagrams are given in Ref[RG]. Then we can get the running parameter A, from the

formula

A = (M2 (Q) — M, (Q)) sin 6:(Q) cos 0(Q) + riugju cot B. (43)

The two-loop leading-log relations[R9] of the neutral Higgs boson masses and mix-
ing angles in the MSSM were used. For my+ the tree-level formula was used. Other
MSSM parameters were determined as follows:

(i) For the parameters M, M, and u in the chargino and neutralino matrix, we
take M and p as the input parameters, and then use the relation M; = (5/3)(g"?/g*) My ~
0.5M[B, BQ] to determine M;. The gluino mass m; was related to My by m; =
(avs(mg) /o) My [

(ii) For the parameters m2 and A;; in squark mass matrices, we assumed

Q,0,D
Mg =1.5Mp = 1.5Mp and A; = Ay to simplify the calculations, except for Figs.10-
11, where we assumed Mp = 1.12Mp5 and A; = A, in order to compare with the
SUSY-QCD results in Ref.[§].

Some typical numerical results of the tree-level decay widths and the Yukawa
corrections are given in Figs.3-12.

Figs.3 - 5 show the m; dependence of the results of the three decay channels,

respectively. Here we take m o = 150GeV, u = My = 200GeV, and A, = A, =
600GeV. The leading terms of the tree-level amplitudes M{?) (s=1,2,3) are given by

M1(0) _ Tt (flt cos v + psin «) cos 265 , (44)

2myy sin 3

11



M2(0) = %(At sin a — p cos o) cos 265 , (45)
—ar,
Méo) = L(At cot 5+ ) . (46)
2mW

For m;, =100GeV, cos0; ~ (-0.575, -0.574, -0.574) and cosa ~ (0.754, 0.953, 1.000)
for tan 5 = 4, 10, and 30 , respectively, and for m; =560GeV, cos §; ~ (-0.323, -0.332,
-0.334) and cosa ~ (0.737, 0.897, 0.992) for tan 5 ~ 4, 10, and 30, respectively. In
the case of i = 2, the two terms in Eq.(J) have opposite signs, and their magnitudes
get close with the increasing tan /S and thus cancel to large extent for large tan (.
Therefore, the tree-level decay widths have the feature of I'g(tan 5 = 4) > I'y(tan g =
10) > I'p(tan 8 = 30) in most range of the parameter space, as shown in Fig.4(a).
In the case of i = 1, the two terms in Eq.(f4) have the same signs, there are not
cancelling effects between them, so I’y is larger than the one of the case of i = 2
for the same values of tan 5. In the case of ¢ = 3, the amplitude contains a term
propotional to cot 5, so I'h(tan 5 = 4) > T'y(tanf = 10) > T'o(tan S = 30). From
Figs.3-5(b), one can see that the relative corrections are sensitive to the value of tan 3.
For tan 8 = 4 and 30, the magnitudes of the corrections can exceed 30% and 20% ,
respectively, for the decay into h° . For tan 8 = 10, the corrections to the widths of
the three decay channels are smaller than ones either in the case of tan § = 4 or in the
case of tan 8 = 30 . In general, for low tan  the top quark contribution is enhanced
while for high tan § the bottom quark contribution become large, and for medium
tan 3, there are not any the enhanced effects from the Yukawa couplings. So the
corrections for tan § = 4 or 30 are generally larger than those for tan § =10, as shown
in Figs.3-5(b). There are some dips and peaks in Figs.3-5(b), which arise from the
singularities at the threshold points m; = mgo + My and mg, = my, + ma+(= mw),
respectively.

Figs.6-8 give the tree-level decay widths and the Yukawa corrections as the func-
tions of m 4o for the three decays. We assumed mj; = 200GeV, p = My = 200GeV
and A; = A, = 1TeV. The features of the tree level decay widths in Figs.6-8(a) are
similar to Figs.3-5(a) , respectively. From Figs.6-8(b) we can see that the relative

12



corrections decrease or increase the decay widths depending on tan 5. In most range
of the mass of A, the relative corrections vary from 27% to 33% for the decay into h°,
-6% to 20% for the decay into H°, and -9% to -5% for the decay into A°. There are
many dips and peaks on the curves in Figs.6-8(b), which come from the singularities
at the threshold points. For example, at m 0 = 235GeV in Fig.8(b) , we have the
threshold point m; = mgo + my for tan 5 = 30.

In Fig.9 we present the tree-level decay widths and the Yukawa corrections as the
functions of y in the case of ty — £, + H? | assuming tan 3 = 30, m;, = 250GeV,
M, = 100GeV, A; = 250GeV, A, = —250GeV and m 40 = 150GeV. In most of the
parameter p range , the relative corrections are about from 12% to 32% for the decay
into hY, and only a few percent for the decay into A° except near the zero point of
[y . For the decay into H°, when pu takes certain values (near about -26 GeV), Ty
gets very small (< 107%GeV), and the relative corrections near these values do not
have a physical meaning. So we cut off the corrections, since perturbation theory
breaks down here. In order to improve the results, we use the running higgsino mass
parameter [i(Q) = p+d/1(Q) in the tree-level coupling, and find that the convergence
of the perturbation expansion becomes better as shown by the dashed line in Fig.9(b),
where the region of the parameter p of breaking down the perturbation theory gets
smaller (Note that, in fact, the parameter range || < 180 GeV has been excluded
by phenomenology at LEP and Tevatron [, ). There are many dips and peaks
on the curves in Fig.9(b), which come from the singularities at the threshold points.
For example, at 1 = —216 GeV on the solid curve in Fig.9(b) , we have the threshold
point mg, = m,q +my for the decay into H°.

In Figs.10-11 we compare the results with the ones presented in an earlier literature
@ where the O(a;) SUSY-QCD corrections to the same three decay processes have
been calculated. We present the tree-level decay widths and the Yukawa corrected
decay widths as the functions of mz, and m 4o in Figs.10 and 11, respectively . For
comparation, we take the same input parameters as in the Ref.[J] : tan 8 = 3, cos6; =

0.26, m;, = 250GeV, my = 600GeV, p = 550GeV in Figs.10-11, and m 4o = 150GeV
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in Fig.10, mg, = 600GeV in Fig.11. In both Figs, we assumed Mp = 1.12Mp. Our
numerical results of the tree level decay widths agree with their results except a little
difference, which is due to the running effects were used in our calculation but not in
Ref.[g]. The relative corrections in Fig.10 vary from -22% to 26% for the decay into
hY, -60% to -4% for the decay into H°, and -5% to 0% for the decay into A°. The
relative corrections in Fig.11 vary from -1% to 23% for the decay into h°, -24% to 60%
for the decay into H?, -4% to -1% for the decay into A°. After comparing with Figs.3
and 5 in Ref.[d], we can see that the Yukawa corrections are comparable to the O(ay)
SUSY-QCD corrections for the decays into h° and H°, but smaller than the O(a)
SUSY-QCD corrections for the decays into A°. There are two dips at m 40 = 348GeV
and 352GeV on the solid curve of the decay into hy in Fig.11, which come from the
singularities at the threshold points mg, = mz + mpgo.

Finally, in Fig.12 we show the numerical improvement of the Yukawa corrections
as a function of tan 3 in five ways of perturbative expansion: (i) the strict on-shell
scheme (the dotted line), where the top quark pole mass 175.6GeV, the bottom quark
pole mass 4.25GeV, the on-shell trilinear coupling A; and the higssino mass parameter
w were used, (ii) the improved scheme (the solid line), in which the QCD, SUSY-
QCD, and SUSY-Electroweak running quark masses 7,(Q) and the running trilinear
coupling A4,(Q) were used, (iii) the complete improved scheme (the dashed line), in
which the SUSY-Electroweak running parameter ;. was also used as well as the same
running parameters as in (ii), (iv) the m(Q) running scheme (the dash-dotted
line), in which only the running top quark mass was used, and (v) the 7,(Q) running
scheme (the dash-dot-dotted line), in which only the running bottom quark mass
was used. Here we assumed m; = 250GeV, M, = 200GeV, A; = A, = 900GeV,
p = 200GeV, myo = 150GeV and My = 1.5My = 1.5Mp. One can see that, the
effect of the running of the top quark mass on the corrections can not be neglected
for low tan B(< 10), while the effect of the running of the bottom quark mass is quite
significant for large tan 5(> 40) . The whole running effects with or without the

running of the parameter u both make the convergence of the perturbation expansion

14



much better. The relative corrections approach smoothly -5.0% and 14.3% with the
increasing tan  for the improved scheme and complete improved scheme, as shown
by the solid line and the dashed line in Fig.12, respectively.

In conclusion, we have calculated the Yukawa corrections to the widths of the
heavier top squark decays into lighter top squarks and neutral Higgs bosons in the
MSSM. These corrections depend on the masses of the neutral Higgs bosons and
the lighter or heavier top squark, and the parameter u. For favorable parameter
values, the corrections decrease or increase the tree-level decay widths significantly.
Especially, for high values of tan 5(=30) or low values of tan 5(=4), the magnitudes of
the corrections exceed at least 20% for the decay into h° and H°, which are comparable
to the O(a,) SUSY-QCD corrections. But for the decay into A%, the corrections are
smaller and the magnitudes of them are less than 10% in most of the parameter
space. The numerical calculations also show that using the running quark masses
and the running trilinear coupling A; , which include the QCD, SUSY-QCD, and
SUSY-Electroweak effects and resume all high order (tan 3)-enhanced effects, can
vastly improve the convergence of the perturbation expansion. We also discuss the
effects of the running of the higgsino mass parameter p on the corrections, and find

that they are significant, too, especially for large tan 5.
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Appendix A

The following couplings are given in order O(hy, hy).

1. squark — squark — Higgs boson
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(a) squark — squark — A"

~ Vo { ~ma ] o beud b
q_ @ ¢ “ (47)
_%hq(Aq{ _C: }+U _Sg }) _ﬂmqhQ{ _C: }

«

for { dglejm } type squarks, respectively. We use the abbreviations s, = sina, ¢, =

cos . « is the mixing angle in the CP even neutral Higgs boson sector.

(b) squark — squark — H°

I R Bl R G e
L b e ) e Y B

(c) squark — squark — A°

tp
0 4o B
Gij = Z gmq ! { tanﬁ } Iu (49)
3 2my A cot 3 + 0
1 tanf H
(d) squark — squark — G°
cot 8
0 —A,+
G _ ;9 e ,u{ tan 3 } (50)
4 2myy A _ cot 3 0
a7 H) tanp
(e) squark — squark — H*
b — (GE)T __ 9 m?2 tan 3 + m? cot B my(A; cot 8+ p) (51)
b > V2mw my(Ap tan B + ) 2m;my/ sin 23
(f) squark — squark — G*
A AT Y m? —m? my(A; — pcot 3)
G6 B (G6) B \/§mw ( mb(,u tan 8 — Ab) 0 (52)

2. quark — quark — Higgs boson
1 —Cq 1 Sa { cos 3 —ig | —my
q __ (_— . -
ak_(\/?hq{ Sq }> ﬁhq{ca}’ \/ihq{Sinﬁ}’?fnw{ me }>
hy, sin 3 g —Mmy
53
{htcosﬁ}’\/ﬁmw{ my }) (53)




bl = (ih —Ca _i Sa _Lh COSﬁ _ig my
k \/5 q So ) q Cor ) \/— q smﬁ 2mW —my )
cos 5 g My
=)ot )
3. quark — squark — neutralino

i iy [ N iy | NP
_ _Ri i _ _pi ka

Qi R22Y21 { Nk3 } ) bzk RﬂY;] { Nl;k3 } (55)

Here N is the 4 x 4 unitary matrix diagonalizing the neutral gaugino-higgsino mass

matrix [B, BJ.

4. quark — squark — chargino

Via i i | YoUro
q q __ q

Here U and V are the 2 x 2 unitary matrices diagonalizing the charged gaugino—

S

higgsino mass matrix [}, B0
5. squark — squark — Higgs boson — Higgs boson
(a) squark — squark — H~ — Hy (k=1,2)

2 2 2
N Az g my Sk, + my1; 0
ng = (ng)T = 2\/§m12/{/ ( ok 0 bk 257171;27%})‘/ ) (57)
with
S = (cosarcos 3/ sin? 3, sinacos 3/ sin? B) (58)
Ty = (—sinasin 8/ cos? 8, cosasin 3/ cos® B) (59)
Ve = (sin(8 — ), cos(8 — a)) (60)
(b) squark — squark — H— — H*
{ 2sin? 3 } 0
- =\ p2
G = h? cos? 3 (61)

2
o) cos®
0 hq{sin25}
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(c) squark — squark - H~ - G+

—m? tan (3 0
Gi q? m? cot 3
O om2, 0 5| cotf
Me) — tan 3
(d) squark — squark - G~ — Hy (k=1,2,3)
GB _ (Gg )T _ 92 m? SGk—l—mg TGk 0
Gk Gk 2v/2m3, 0 2mymy/ sin 23 VG,
with

SGy = (cosa/sinf8, sina/sinf icotf)

TGy = (sina/cosfB, —cosa/cosf itanf)

VG, = (—cos(f—a), sin(f—a) —i)

(e) squark — squark — Hy, — Hy, (k=1,2,3)

. =2 m2 D1, 0
GZk = ( 2m%v ! ) )

g 2
with
D1, = (sin®a/sin® B8, cos®a/sin® 3, cot® )
. 5omi D2y 0
G, = 0 —_g2m2 D2
2m‘2}V b k
with

D2, = (cos® o/ sin® 3, sin®a/sin? B, tan® )

(f) squark — squark — H® — h°

2,2
—g“mj sin 2«
. “OmLN22 Do 0
G12 = " —g%m? sin 2
0 2t Do

with D2 = —1/ cos? 3
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—g2m2 sin 2a
cio_ [ T D1 0 .
. 0 O py
(g) Squark — squark _ AO o GO
oo _ [ T D2 0 -
K 0 =g 52 1o
w
—g2m§ sin 23 D1 0
“ B 74
35 0 %:th% D1 (74)

Finally, we deﬁneGq = GL

ij
A%(G"R°Gq,A°(G°)H Gq, or A°(G°)H GG couplings.

and also Gg(4)k = 0, when k=1,2,5, i.e. there are no

Appendix B

We define ¢ = t and b, ¢’ the SU(2), partner of ¢, and ¢ = gfork =1..4and ¢" = ¢
for k =5,6. Then we have

omy  g°
mi,  1672mi,

(m%/l/u mb7 mt)

Ao(mi) —mi By — (mj — mj)Bi]

[mb + mt AO(mt)

om? . .
m2ZZ 87r2mW Zb{ — e sin’® Oy )% + 62 sin’ QW][sz — 2A0(m2) — szO]
q=t
—2miegsin® Oy (13, — eqsin® Oy ) By} (m, my, my),
3 2
0y = 162 [(m? cot? B+ m3 tan® B)(m3+ Gy + By — m2Go) — 2m2miGo]
(M, me, my) + @ > (G3)i(G5)isGo(miys,my,,my ),
i,J
3g°m? cos® a
0 7m0 = — (=2m?Go + By + miGy)(m3,,my, my)

1672m3;, sin? 3
2

3g°mi sin” o

16722, cos? B(—2m§G0 + By 4+ m;Gy)(mj,, my, my)
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39°m? sm2 o

1672m3, sin®
3g°m3 cos®

0o = (—2m?Go + By + mHGl)(m%O, My, My)

16w2m?2, cos? 5( 2myGo + By + my Gy) (miy,, my, ms)

3 - -
+ 1672 ;(Gg)w (G@ijGO(m%{ov mg,, m5j>7

3g°m? cos® a
16m2m3;, sin? 3

3g*m? sin®

57 40 =

(—=2miGo + By + m;Gr)(m?,, my, my)

167T2m%,[, cos2 B(—ngGo + B + miGl)(miO? My, M)

—3gm?

Ag(m?) + " a(m2) — 37 S(GE)5Ao(m2 )},

2
8m2myy cos =5

~ 8m2myy sin 8

3
Yoy = 16+(mt cot B —mi tan B)(m2 By + Ag(m}) + m3+ B1) +m2m(tan 3

— cot B)Bo(mi, my, my) Z l]BO(mH+>mtla mg, )

167 2

Z Z G56 JJAO )

qth

162

omy 1 My oo Lo "
my ~ 1672 Z[ my aray, Bo ( k0, + bpay, )Bl](mf’mt”’mffk)

WZZ Xl B + <|a]k|2+| ) (Bo+ Bu)l(mf, mz,,my)

k=1 j
BT > wjk kb By + S (02 + K 2)(Bo + BO)m?, s, my,
2 = 1612{;1; (GG Bl g ) — 22+ )
x(mZ By + Ao(m%o) +miBy) + thmigRe(aﬁkbﬁk)BO](mi, me, M)
—2¢° Z [0 + &L [*)(m, By + Ao(m; ) +mi; Bo)
+2mt/m~+Re(likk‘- )Bo](mtg,mt/ m~+)}
74 = 3 Y G (G Gl iy i) + 262 SN + 1 )
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X (By +mi Gy —m;Go) — 2mtm>22Re(afkbf}§)G0] (m3 , my, mgo)
+2¢° Z (152 + K512 (B + m%Gl —m3Gy)

_QmQ’mf{ﬁ Re(lgkkgl:)GO] (mzlv My, mg:)}v
—3g° mt sin 2«
32m2m3, sin® 3

3g?m3 sin 2

327T mi, cos? 3

ZZ Gq )ji G2)Z]Bo(p mQJ?qu)

Sun(p®) = [(2mi Bo + p*Bu) (p*, e, me) + Ao(my)]

[(277’1%30 + p2Bl)(p2, my, mb) + Ao(mg)]

167r2 pal
Z ~
6.2 Z ;(ng)iﬂo(mq@-)
Y an(h2 Sun(H?
5ZHOhO — 7Hh( 0>2 5 (SZhOHO - 72Hh( 02)
mHO mho mho — mHO
SL0") = 5 W{ZZ (G (G2 Bo(p* i, m,) — 297 Z [(a b, + bi,b5L)
k=1 3 k=1

X(p2Bl + Ao(m~g) +m; Bo) + mymsg (ak, b5 + abibl,) Bol (p?, my, mgo)
—2g Z ltkl + ]{?tkl{? )( 2Bl + Ao(m%) + m?;Bo)

+mpm, +(z1k/<: + U55K3) Bol (0% mar, m ),

00; + 5Z§1 = W[Elﬁ (mtgz) - Eﬁz(mtgl)],
3 & b

HiLj(p2) = 1602 ZU iltijl(p2,mb,mgk) + klgiijBl(p2vmt7ml~)k>]a

R/, 2 3 2 3 2 b 1b 2
Hij(p ) = [k kijl(p 7mbvmfk> + lkilijl(p 7mt7ml~).>]7
1672 e k

3 & P b

5 0") = Tz 2 mokielhs B, mey m,) & melfiki Bol”, ma, ),
3 2

Hfj’R(ﬁ) = o k; [muliik; Bo(p?, my, ms, ) + mtkzileBo(p2, my, my, ).

Here Ay and B; are one- and two-point Feynman integrals[P(], respectively, and

G1 = 831/8p2,G0 = —830/8])2.
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Figure 1: Feynman diagrams contributing to supersymmetric electroweak corrections
toty — t1H;: H;,i=1,2,3 correspond to h°, H°, A°. (a) is tree level diagram; (b) — (f)
are one-loop vertex corrections. In diagram (b) ¢ = ¢ for k = 1...4 and ¢ = b for
k =5,6. In diagram (d) and (e) g =t for k = 1,2 and ¢ = b for k = 5,6. In diagram
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Figure 8: The tree-level decay width (a) of t, — #;A° and its Yukawa corrections (b)
as functions of m 4o for tan 8 = 4, 10, and 30, respectively, assuming m;, = 200GeV,
n = M2 = QOOGGV, At = Ab = 600GeV, and MQ = 1'5MU = 1'5MD'
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Figure 9: The tree-level decay width (a) of t, — ¢ H? and its Yukawa corrections
(b) as functions of p, assuming tan 3 = 30, m;, = 250GeV, M, = 100GeV, A; =
250GeV A, = —250GeV, myo = 150GeV and MQ = 1.5Myz = 1.5Mjp.
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Figure 10: The decay width of £, — #;H? as a function of my,, assuming tan 3 =
3,cos 0y = 0.26, mz, = 250GeV, u = 550GeV, mz = 600GeV, A; = Ay, m o = 150GeV
and Mp = 1.12M 4. The solid lines correspond to the Yukawa-corrected decay widths,
The dashed lines correspond to the tree-level decay widths.
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Figure 11: The decay width of £, — #; H? as a function of m o, assuming tan 3 =
3,costy = 0.26, mz = 250GeV, u = 550GeV, mz; = 600GeV, A, = A, and
Mp = 1.12Mg. The solid lines correspond to the Yukawa-corrected decay widths,
The dashed lines correspond to the tree-level decay widths.
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Figure 12: The Yukawa corrections of t, — ¢ H as a function of tan 3, assuming
mg, = 250GeV, M, = 200GeV, A, = A, = 900GeV, p = 200GeV, my = 150GeV
and Mg = 1.5My = 1.5Mp. The dotted line corresponds to the corrections using the
on-shell parameters; the dashed line corresponds to the corrections using the running
parameters 1m,;(Q), M, (Q), Ay, and ji; the solid line corresponds to the corrections
using the same running parameters except the running ji; the dashed-dotted line to
the improved result only using the running mass 7,(Q); and the dash-dot-doted line
to the improved result only using the running mass m,(Q).
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