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Abstract

The like-sign dimuon charge asymmetry of the B meson, which was reported in the D@ Collaboration,
is studied in the SU(5) SUSY GUT model with Sy flavor symmetry. Additional CP violating effects from
the squark sector are discussed in B, — B mixing process. The predicted like-sign charge asymmetry is in
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the leptonic processes: (i) both BR(u — ev) and the electron EDM are close to the present upper bound,
(ii) the decay ratios of T decays, 7 — py and 7 — e, are related to each other via the Cabibbo angle A.:
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I. INTRODUCTION

The CP violation in the K and By mesons has been well explained within the framework of the
standard model (SM). There is one phase, which is a unique source of the CP violation, so called
Kobayashi-Maskawa (KM) phase [1], in the quark sector with three families. Until now, the KM
phase has successfully described all data related with the CP violation of K and B, systems.

However, there could be new sources of the CP violation if the SM is extended to the super-
symmetric (SUSY) models. The CP violating phases appear in soft scalar mass matrices. These
contribute to flavor changing neutral currents (FCNC) with the CP violation. Therefore, we should
examine carefully CP violating phenomena in the quark sector.

The Tevatron experiments have searched possible effect of the CP violation in the B meson system
[2,13]. Recently, the DO Collaboration reported the interesting result of the like-sign dimuon charge
asymmetry A% (D@) = —(9.57 +2.51 4+ 1.46) x 1073 [3]. This result is larger than the SM prediction
Ab(SM) = (—2.3703) x 107* [4] at the 3.20 level, which indicates an anomalous CP violating phase
arising in the B; meson mixing.

Actually, new physics have been discussed to explain the anomalous CP violation in several
approaches. As a possibility, new physics contribute to decay width of the By meson [5]-[12]. Another
possibility is to assume new physics does not give additional contribution to the decay width but
the B, — B, mixing [13]-[26]. This typical model is the general SUSY model with gluino-mediated
flavor and CP violation [14-18, 21|, 22]. Relevant mass insertion (MI) parameters and/or squark
mass spectrum can explain the anomalous CP violation in the B, system. Since the squark flavor
mixing is restricted in K and B; meson systems, the systematic analyses are necessary to clarify the
possible effect of squarks.

In this paper, we study the flavor and CP violation within the framework of the non-Abelian
discrete symmetry [27] of quark and lepton flavors with SUSY. Then, the flavor symmetry controls
the squark and slepton mass matrices as well as the quark and lepton ones. For example, the predicted
squark mass matrices reflect structures of the quark mass matrices. Therefore, squark mass matrices
provide us an important test for the flavor symmetry.

The non-Abelian discrete symmetry of flavors has been studied intensively in the quark and lepton
sectors. Actually, the recent neutrino data analyses [28]-[31] indicate the tri-bimaximal mixing [32]
-|35], which has been at first understood based on the non-Abelian finite group A4 [36-40]. Until
now, much progress has been made in the theoretical and phenomenological analysis of A, flavor
model [41]- [111].

An attractive candidate of the flavor symmetry is the Sy group, which was successful to explain
both quark and lepton mixing [112]-[149]. Especially, S, flavor models to unify quarks and leptons
have been proposed in the framework of the SU(5) SUSY GUT [118121], SO(10) SUSY GUT
[122-124], and the Pati-Salam SUSY GUT [125, 126]. These unified models seem to explain both
mixing of quarks and leptons.

Some of us have studied S, flavor model |119], which gives the proper quark flavor mixing angles
as well as the tri-bimaximal mixing of neutrino flavors. Especially, the Cabibbo angle is predicted
to be 15° due to Sy Clebsch-Gordan coefficients. Including the next-to-leading corrections of the S,



symmetry, the predicted Cabibbo angle is completely consistent with the observed one.

We give the squark mass matrices in our S, flavor model by considering the gravity mediation
within the framework of the supergravity theory. We estimate the SUSY breaking in the squark
mass matrices by taking account of the next-to-leading S; invariant mass operators as well as the
slepton mass matrices. Then, we can predict the CP violation in the By meson taking account of the
constraints of the CP violation of K and B; mesons. We also discuss the squark effect on b — sv
decay and the chromo-electric dipole moment (cEDM) .

Since our model is based on SU(5) SUSY GUT, we can predict the lepton flavor violation (LFV),
e.g., p — eyand 7 — py processes [147]. In particular, the 7 — p7y decay ratio reflects the magnitude
of the CP violation of the B, meson.

This paper is organized as follows: In section 2, we discuss the possibility of new physics in the
framework of the CP violation of the neutral B system. In section 3, we present briefly our 5,
flavor model of quarks and leptons in SU(5) SUSY GUT, and present the squark and slepton mass
matrices. In section 4, we discuss numerically the CP violation of the B, meson with constraints of
flavor and CP violations of K and B; mesons. We also discuss the EDM of the electron, cEDM of
strange quark and LFV. Section 5 is devoted to the summary. In appendices, we present relevant
formulae in order to estimate the flavor violation and the CP violation.

II. B, - B; MIXING

In this section, we briefly discuss the theory and experimental results of the CP violation of the
neutral B meson system. The effective Hamiltonian H%;(¢ = d,s) of B, — B, system is given in
terms of the dispersive (absorptive) part M9(T'?7) as

1
where the off-diagonal elements M7, and I'}, are responsible for the B, — B, oscillations. The light (L)
and heavy (H) physical eigenstates Bz( sy With mass MZ( ) and the decay width F‘i( i) are obtained
by diagonalizing the effective Hamiltonian HZ%;. The mass and decay width difference between Bf

q

and Bj, are related to the elements of #/

g as
AM, = MI?I - MZ = 2|Mf2\, AT, = F% - F?{ = 2|F[f2| CoS @y, g = arg(—Mfz/F[fz), (2)

where we have used AI', < AM,,.
The “wrong-sign” charge asymmetry a?; of B, — p~X decay is defined as

[0 By () I
F(Bq — ptX) + F(Bq — p=X) B M{12 ‘M{12

q
s

Qg

‘ sin ¢y . (3)

The like-sign dimuon charge asymmetry A% is defined and related with af, as [150)]

Nyt N

Al;l = 0 -
N+ N,

(0.506 4 0.043)a?, + (0.494 4 0.043)a’ (4)
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where N;** is the number of events of bb — p*p*X.
The SM prediction of A? is given as [4]

AL (SM) = (-2.3%5%) x 107, (5)

which is calculated from [4] !

ad(SM) = (—4.8719) x 107, a%,(SM) = (2.06 4 0.57) x 107°. (6)
Recently, the DO collaboration reported A% with 6.1 fb~! data set as [3]
A (D@) = —(9.57 +2.51 + 1.46) x 1073, (7)

which shows 3.2 o deviation from the SM prediction of Eq.(&). On the other hand, the result by the
CDF collaboration with 1.6 fb~! data [2] A% (CDF) = (8.0 4+ 9.0 +£6.8) x 1073 is consistent with the
SM prediction while it has large errors. Combining these measurements, one can obtain

A% (CDF + D@) = —(8.5 £ 2.8) x 1073, (8)

which is still 3 ¢ away from the SM prediction.

The DO Collaboration have performed the direct measurement of af, [152] as a,(DO) = —(1.7 £
9.1713) x 1073, which is consistent with the SM prediction because of its large errors. However, if
one use the present experimental value of a, [3, 153, 154], a%(exp) = —(4.7 = 4.6) x 1073, one can
find that [3, [154]

a, = —0.0146 + 0.0075, (9)

is required to obtain A%(D(@). The central value of the required |af| is about three orders of
magnitude larger than the SM prediction a,(SM). Combining all results, one can obtain the average

value
a®)(average) ~ —(12.7 £ 5.0) x 1073, (10)

which is still 2.5 ¢ away from the SM prediction af,(SM). Therefore, if the DO result is confirmed,
it is a promising hint of new physics (NP) beyond the SM.
The contribution of NP to the dispersive part of the Hamiltonian is parameterized as

Mfz = M{]éSM + MféNP = M{]éSM (1 + hq€2i0q> = MféSMAqa Aq = |Aq| 6i¢Aq> (11)
where the SM contribution M%*" is given by

G%MBQ
1272

MM = Mt%[/(%b‘/t2>2ﬁBSO(xt)féqu (12)

! Recently, the SM predictions are updated [151] by the same authors. However in this paper, we use the widely-
accepted results of Ref. [4].



Input Input
fB. (231 + 3 & 15) MeV B (mp) 0.841 +0.013 £ 0.020
fB./fB, 1.209 + 0.007 + 0.023 B,/By 1.01 £ 0.01 £ 0.03
B 0.8393 4 0.0034 So(z) 2.35
M 5.3663 & 0.0006 GeV AMS®  |17.774£0.10 £ 0.07 ps~!
My 5.27917 £ 0.00029 GeV AMG®P 0.507 £ 0.005 ps~*
ma(my) (5.1 +£1.3) x 1072 GeV ms(my) 0.085 4 0.017 GeV
my(my) 4.248 +0.051 GeV ATSM (0.096 + 0.039) ps~?
G50 (-10.1737) x 1072 Gs,5M (+7.475%8) x 1073
ID3oM /MM (4.97 4£0.94) x 1073 [|ATSM/AMSM| (52.67113) x 104

TABLE I: Parameters of the neutral B meson mixing and quark masses [4, [155].

with parameters listed in Table 1.
Using these parameters, the mass difference of B, meson, AM,, is given by

AM, = AMIM |1+ hye*t| = AMIM A, (13)

Since the SM contribution to the absorptive part I'{, is dominated by tree-level decay b — ccs, one

SM . . . .
can set I'j, = T'7y" . In this case, the wrong-sign charge asymmetry a; is written as

q _ ‘F%ZSM‘ sin (¢g.sm + Oaq)
MM A,

(14)

Taking the experimental value AMSP into account, one finds that |Ag| is strongly constrained in
the region |Ag| = 0.92 4+ 0.32 [4]. Therefore, unphysical condition sin(¢s sy + das) = —2.56 + 1.16
is required to obtain 1 ¢ range of the charge asymmetry (See also [156]). Also as discussed in Ref
[157], by using the SM prediction of 'Yy and experimental values of AM, s, they found in model-
independent way that the like-sign charge asymmetry is bounded as —A% < 3.16 x 1073, where the
CP violation Sy/ykg and Sj/y4e are also taken into account.

Now we discuss how to avoid this unphysical condition to obtain large charge asymmetry. As
the first possibility, one can consider the NP contributions to I'{,, which come from additional
contributions to decay processes b — c¢s, 7777 s, etc. By using the D@ and CDF experimental data
of By — J/¢¢ decay [158], one can subtract AI'y and 5;”” ~ —¢p,/2 as [153] 2

AT, = £(0.1547005) ps™,  B7/¥? = (0.39701%) or (1.1875733), (15)

where the sign of ALy is still undetermined, and positive (negative) sign corresponds to the first
(second) region of 5;] Asd Comparing them with the SM predictions, one finds that there still can

2 See also Ref.[154] for recent results.



exist additional contributions to I'{, from NP. This possibility has been studied in several models?
I5-112].

In Ref.[13], while there are no NP contributions to I'f, in their model, they employed the ex-
perimental value of Al of Eq.(IH) since there must exist theoretical uncertainties. In the (hy, o,)
parametrization of NP, the best fit values of (hg, o) are obtained as [162)]

(hs, 05) ~ (0.5,120°), (1.8,100°), (16)
by taking AM,, ALy, Syx and S;/y into account, with varying |I's,| in the range 0 — 0.3ps™'.
that paper, one can read that the region of hy < hy is favored as seen in Refs. [14-16].

However in ordinary SUSY models, gluino-squark box diagrams do not give additional con-
tributions to I'j, since such diagrams do not generate additional decay modes of bottom quark.
Therefore as the other possibility, constraint for AM, is relaxed in Refs.[17, [18]. In those papers,
they consider models that NP does not give additional contributions to I'{,, but to M{,. They
take a conservative constraint 0.6 < AM;/AM;P < 1.4 [17] and the UTfit [19] allowed region
0.776 < AMy/AMFY < 1.162 [18]. See also Refs. [20-22, 24, 25, 157] for other possibilities.

In this paper, we consider the NP contribution to B, — B, mixing by gluino-squark box diagrams
in a SU(5) SUSY GUT model with S, flavor symmetry. As shall be discussed in the next section, the
soft SUSY breaking terms and related MI parameters (§7'2);;(A, B = L, R) obey S, flavor symmetry.
In such SUSY models, there are no new contributions to I'j, [14-18, 21, 22]. While the SUSY
contributions to By, — B, mixing are induced by (67'%)a3, it is constrained by b — sy decay. Since
the other MI parameters of down-type squark sector are related to (67'2)a3 due to S; symmetry, K
and By meson mixing, which are affected by (6:'%)15 and (67'2);3, respectively, should also be taken
into account. The CP violation in B, meson system is related to cEDM of the strange quark d¢ as
well. Moreover, the leptonic processes such as 7 — uv affected by (9;'2)3 should also be taken into
account due to SU(5) GUT relation.

Taking the above processes into account, we assume the following conditions in our numerical
calculation: (i) the meson mass differences satisfy

AMd,s |MK SUSY‘ |ImMK,SUSY‘ -
0.6 < AN < 1.4, CANTT 1, W <ex =22x107% (17)
78 K

(ii) cEDM of the strange quark is constrained by the neutron EDM as [163, [164]
led’| < 1.0 x 1072 ecm, (18)
(iii) the NP contribution to the branching ratio (BR) of b — sv is constrained as

BR(b — s7)" < 1.0 x 107% (19)

3 However, the NP contributions to I', will be strongly constrained by the lifetime ratio 75, /75,. We would like to

thank A. Lenz for pointing out this point.



(T\,Ty) Ty (Fy, Fy, Fy) (N, NS) Ne[[ Hy Hs Hi ©

sUG) | 10 10 5 1 1[5 5 45 1

Sy 2 1 3 2 |1 1 1 1

Zy - -1 7 1 1941 1 -1 1

ULpn| 1 0 0 1 010 0 0 —1
(x15x2) (x35X4) (X55X6,x7) (X8, X9, X10) (X11, X125 X13) X14
SUG) | 1 1 1 1 1 1
Sy 2 2 3 3 3 1
Zy —1 1 —1 -1 /) )
UDlrn| —1 -2 0 0 0 -1

TABLE II: Assignments of SU(5), Sy, Z4, and U(1)py representations.

While the upper bounds of LFV decay processes ¢; — (;v and the electron EDM are given by
[165, [166]

BR(p —ey) < 1.2x 1071, BR(T — py) < 4.4 x 1078, (20)
BR(T — ey) < 3.3 x 1078, led.| < 1.6 x 1077 ecm, (21)

we do not take these bounds into account in the numerical calculation below. Instead, in the allowed
parameter region of our model which can explain the like-sign charge asymmetry, we will obtain the
predictions for LF'V processes.

We perform numerical analysis in the section IV after introducing the S, flavor model in the next
section.

III. THE S; FLAVOR MODEL

We briefly review Sy flavor model of quarks and leptons, which was proposed in [119]. As the
model is based on SU(5) SUSY GUT, it gives sfermion mass matrices as well as quark and lepton

mass matrices.

A. CKM Mixing

In the SU(5) GUT, matter fields are unified into 10 and 5-dimensional representations as 10 C
(Q,uc,e) and 5 C (d° L). Three generations of 5, which are denoted by F; (i = 1,2, 3), are assigned
to 3 of S;. On the other hand, the third generation of the 10-dimensional representation, T3, is
assigned to 1 of Sy, and the first and second generations of 10, (77,75), are assigned to 2 of Sy,
respectively. Right-handed neutrinos, which are SU(5) gauge singlets, are also assigned to 2 for



the first and second generations, (Nec,Nﬁ), and 1’ for the third one, N¢. The 5-dimensional, 5-
dimensional, and 45-dimensional Higgs of SU(5), Hs, Hs, and Hy5 are assigned to 1 of S;. In order
to obtain desired mass matrices, we introduce SU(5) gauge singlets x;, so called flavons, which couple
to quarks and leptons.

The Z4 symmetry is added to obtain relevant couplings. Further, the Froggatt-Nielsen mecha-
nism [167] is introduced to get the natural hierarchy among quark and lepton masses, as an additional
U(1)pn flavor symmetry, where © denotes the Froggatt-Nielsen flavon. The particle assignments of
SU(5), Si, Zy, and U(1)py are presented in Table [

The couplings of flavons with fermions are restricted as follows. At the leading order, (xs, x4)
are coupled with the right-handed Majorana neutrino sector, (xs, X6, X7) are coupled with the Dirac
neutrino sector, (xs, Xo, X10) and (11, X12, X13) are coupled with the charged lepton and down-type
quark sectors. At the next-to-leading order, (x1, x2) are coupled with the up-type quark sector, and
X14 contributes to the charged lepton and down-type quark sectors, and then the mass ratio of the
electron and down quark is reproduced properly.

Our model predicts the quark mixing as well as the tri-bimaximal mixing of leptons. Especially,
the Cabibbo angle is predicted to be 15° at the leading order. The model is consistent with the
observed CKM mixing angles and CP violation as well as the non-vanishing U.s of the neutrino
flavor mixing.

Let us write down the superpotential respecting Sy, Z4 and U(1)py symmetries in terms of the
Sy cutoff scale A, and the U(1)ry cutoff scale A. In our calculation, both cutoff scales are taken as
the GUT scale which is around 10'GeV. The SU(5) invariant superpotential of the Yukawa sector
up to the linear terms of x; (i = 1,---,13) is given as

w =y (11, T2) @ T3 ® (X1, X2) @ H5/A + y3T3 ® T3 @ H;

+y (NS, N5 @ (NS, NS) @ ©%/A

+yp (NS, NS @ (NS, Ny) @ (xs, xa) + MN; @ Ny

+yr (NS, N;) @ (Fy, Fa, Fy) © (X5, X6, X7) © Hs © ©/(AR)

+yy NP @ (Fy, Fa, Fy) @ (X Xe, X7) © Hs /A

+y1(Fy, Fy, F3) @ (T1, T2) © (s, X9, X10) ® Has @ ©/(AA)

+ 42 (F1, B, F3) @ T3 ® (x11, X12, X13) @ Hs /A, (22)
where y¥, y%, y&, v, yP, yL, 1, and y, are Yukawa couplings of order one, and M is the right-handed
Majorana mass, which is taken to be 102GeV.

In order to predict the desired quark and lepton mass matrices, we require vacuum alignments for

the vacuum expectation values (VEV’s) of flavons. According to the potential analysis, which was
presented in [119], we have conditions of VEV’s to realize the potential minimum (V' = 0) as follows:

(leX?) = (171)7 (X37X4) = (071>7 (X57X67X7) = (17171)7 (X87X97X10) = (07170)7
21,
(x11, X12, x13) = (0,0, 1), X%4 = _EX%’ (23)
where these magnitudes are given in arbitrary units. Hereafter, we suppose these gauge-singlet scalars
develop VEV’s by denoting (x;) = a;A.



Denoting Higgs doublets as h, and hg, we take VEV’s of following scalars by

(hu) = vu, (ha) =va, (has) =vs5, (O) =0,

(24)

which are supposed to be real. We define A = 6/A to describe the Froggatt-Nielsen mechanism *

Now, we can write down quark and lepton mass matrices by using the S; multiplication rule in

Appendix A. The down-type quark mass matrix at the leading order is given as

0 0 0
M, = y1>\a9v45/\5 y1>\agv45/\/5 0
0 0 Y20130q

Then, we have

i Aag)? 2—\1/§|?j1)\09|2 0

ﬁ@l/\ag? L7 Aag)? 0 :
0 0 |yal?at;

MMy = v?

where we denote y;v4 = y1v45. This matrix can be diagonalized by the orthogonal matrix U 50)

cos 60°  sin60° 0
U = [ —sin60° cos60° 0
0 0 1

The down-type quark masses are given as

Patsvs

2,
mi=0, m’= g‘yl)\ag\%g , mp =y

The down quark mass vanishes, however tiny masses appear at the next-to-leading order.
The relevant superpotential of down sector at the next-to-leading order is given as

Awg = ya, (T1, To) @ (Fy, Fy, F3) @ (X1, X2) @ (X11, X12; X13) @ Hz/A?
+yn, (11, 12) @ (F1, Fy, F3) @ (X5, X6, X7) @ X114 @ Hs/A?
+ya (11, To) @ (F1, Fy, F3) @ (X1, X2) @ (X3, X6, X7) @ Hys /A

+ yn, (11, T3) @ (Fi, Fo, F3) @ (xa1, Xa2, X13) ® X14 @ Has/A®
+ yAeT3 ® (F17 F27 F3) ® (X57 X6, X7) ® (X87 X9, XIO) ® H5 ® /A2
+ yAng ® (F17 F27 F3) ® (X87 X9, XIO) X (X117 X125 X13) ® H45 X /A2 )

which gives the correction terms in the down-type quark mass matrix.
The down-type quark mass matrix including the next-to-leading order is

€11 €21 €31
3m = m = =
My ~ \[254-612 5 T € €3 )
€13 €23 my + €33

4 Notice that this X is not related to the Cabibbo angle ). in our model.

9

(26)

(29)

(30)



where the explicit forms of €;’s are given in Appendix B, and my and m,, are given in Eq. ([28]). This
mass matrix can be diagonalized by

M — vinLuOulh, (31)

where mixing matrices for left-hand U, C(ll) and for right-hand Vj; are estimated as

1 o 6
n _
U’ = | =01y — 07503, 1 035 | »
0+ 0,05, 0% — 00ty 1 )
1 & a
Vo=|-%4-a> 1 al,
~ a2 ~ a2
—a + 5y —a — By 1

where a denotes the typical value of the square root of the relevant sum of a;a;’s as discussed in the
next subsection. We neglect CP violating phases then mixing angles 0f,, 0%, 04, are given as

mg my my

0L, = O (@) —0(0.05), 0,=0 (E) — 0(0.005), 04 =0 (@) — 0(0.005). (33)
On the other hand, the superpotential of up sector at the next-to-leading order is

Aw, = yx (T1,T5) @ (T1,T2) @ (x1, X2) ® (X1, X2) @ Hj/A\?
+ya, (T, T2) @ (T, T2) ® X114 @ X14 @ Hs/A?
+y& T3 ® T3 @ (X85 X95 X10) @ (X8, X9, X10) @ Hs/A”. (34)

Then the mass matrix becomes

u 2 u 2 U 2 u
2YA, a1 T YA, 014 Ya,., Yyrax
_ u 2 u 2 u 2 u
Mu — Uu yAa2 al QyAal al + yAba'l4 yl al . (35)
u u u u 2
yraq yra Y T Ya, 0y

This symmetric mass matrix is diagonalized by the unitary matrix U, as

cos45° sin4b5° 0 1 0 0
U, = | —sin45° cos45° 0 0 r, 7.1, (36)
0 0 1 0 —7r. 7

where r, = \/mc/(mC +my) and ry = /my/(me + my).

Therefore, the CKM matrix Vcan be written as®

10 0
v=ulloewo|UuPuM, (37)
0 0 1

5 The renormalization group effect for the CKM matrix is small so that the matrix given in the text can be regarded

as the one at the electroweak scale.

10



where the phase p is an arbitrary parameter originating from complex Yukawa couplings.
At the leading order, the Cabibbo angle is derived as 60° — 45° = 15° and it can be naturally
fitted to the observed value by including the next-to-leading order as follows:

Vs == 09 cos 15° + sin 15°. (38)
The V,, and V,;, mixing elements are expressed as

Vi = cos 15° — (09, + 04,04,) sin 15°,
Vip = —10% €™ sin 15° + 1,03, cos 15° — 1., (39)

Vip =2 05 cos 15° + 63, sin 15°,

which are consistent with observed values.

We can also predict mass matrices of the charged leptons and neutrinos, which give the tri-
bimaximal mixing of leptons. Details are shown in Appendix C.

Since mass eigenvalues of quarks and leptons are give in terms of a; = (x;)/A, we can estimate a;
by putting the observed quark and lepton masses. These are given as

Me

u?2 )
Y1

u
-4 lv
yAaz yy | Y

asg = ag = ajp = a;; = a2 =0, a1:a22\/
2

_ (leA)Z(mVS _ mV1>mV2M _ _ _V mV2M
a4 = N D2 ) 5 =g = A7 = —=—"FH
6y2 Y3, my A \/§y2 Uu
my M,

ag = —(/———, a13 = )
V6|71 | Mg YoV

(40)

where masses of quarks and leptons are given at the GUT scale, and the light neutrino masses m,,, , ,
are given in the Appendix C. Hereafter, we take A = 0.1 in our calculations.

B. Squark and slepton mass matrices

Here we study SUSY breaking terms in the framework of Sy x Z; x U(1)gy to derive squark and
slepton mass matrices. We consider the gravity mediation within the framework of the supergravity
theory. We assume that non-vanishing F-terms of gauge and flavor singlet (moduli) fields Z and
gauge singlet fields x; (i = 1,---,14) contribute to the SUSY breaking. Their F-components are
written as

e~ T e <a—v‘v " ﬁv‘v) (41)

T M2 )
where M, is the Planck mass, W is the superpotential, K denotes the Kahler potential, Kj; denotes
second derivatives by fields, i.e. K7, = 0;0,K and K™’ is its inverse. Here the fields @ correspond

to the moduli fields Z and gauge singlet fields x;. The VEV’s of Fy, /@), are estimated as (Fg, /Py) =
O(msg/2), where myg), denotes the gravitino mass, which is obtained as mg/, = (eX/ 2My W/Mg)
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First, let us study soft scalar masses. Within the framework of the supergravity theory, the soft
scalar mass squared is obtained as |168§]

m7, Kry =m3,Kry + |F**00,05,Kry — |F***05, K71,00, Ky K™ (42)

The invariance under the Sy x Z; X U(1) g flavor symmetry as well as the gauge invariance requires
the following form of the Kahler potential as

K =29@) 3" B[P+ 201)(@) 3 TP+ 25) ()R, [, (43)

i=1,2,3 i=1,2

at the lowest level, where Z®) (®) and Z((ll)o’ )(2) (®) are arbitrary functions of the singlet fields ®. By use
of Eq. ([@2) with the Kéhler potential in Eq. (43)), we obtain the following matrix form of soft scalar
masses squared for 5 5° and 10 10° combinations, which are denoted as m?2 and m3., respectively:

m% 0 0 m%(l) 0 0
(mp)y=| 0 mip 0 [,  (mpy=[ 0 mj, 0 |. (44)
0 0 m% 0 0 miy,

That is, three right-handed down-type squark and left-handed slepton masses are degenerate, and
first two generations of other sectors are degenerate. These predictions would be obvious because
the three generations of the F' C (d°, L) fields form a triplet of Sy, and the T' C (Q, u, °) fields form
a doublet and a singlet of S;. These predictions hold exactly before Sy x Z4 x U(1) gy is broken, but
its breaking gives next-to-leading terms in the scalar mass matrices.

Next, we study effects due to Sy x Zy x U(1)pn breaking by x;. That is, we estimate corrections
to the Kéhler potential including x;. Since (17, 7T5) are assigned to 2 and its conjugate representation
is itself 2. Similarly, (Fy, I, F3) are assigned to 3 and its conjugation is 3. Therefore, for the Fj o3
fields, higher dimensional terms are given as

AKp =" Z8)(®)(Fy, Fy, F) @ (Ff, FS, F§) ® (xi, Xis1) @ (X5 Xip) /A2
i=1,3

+ Z Z(AF;Z)(CD)(FM F2> F3) ® (Flc’ F2c> F?)c) & (Xh Xi+15 Xi+2) ® (Xf? Xf+1a Xz?+2)/A2
i=5,8,11
+ Z(AF)(CI))(FM F2>F3) ® (Flc’ F2C>F3c) & X14 X X§4/A2

c

+ ZE(@)(Fy, By, Fy) ® (FS, S, F§) @ © © O°/A2 (45)
For example, higher dimensional terms including (1, x2) and (xs, X6, x7) are explicitly written as

\/§‘X1‘2
A

2

AKl[ga,Xs} _ Z(AIZ) (‘I))

1

(1B = [F)

2|X5|2
A2

w28 @) [P s 4 s RE nE BB R )
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When we take into account corrections from all x;x; to the Kéhler potential, the soft scalar masses
squared for the [ 53 fields have the following corrections,

2 | 22 2 2,2 2,2
My + apyMy,y  kpazms krazms .,
2y _ 2,2 2 | ~2 2 2,2
(mp)ij = kpasmg,, — mp 4 dpamy,  kpasmsy, , (47)
2,2 2,2 2 4 ~2 2
k:Fa5m3/2 k:Fa5m3/2 M + ApgMy o

where kp is a parameter of order one, and a%,(k = 1,2, 3) are linear combinations of a;a;’s.
For the Tj o 3 fields, higher dimensional terms are given as

AKp =Y Z0(@) (T, ) ® (TF,T5) ® (xir Xis1) ® (X Xf41) /A2

i=1,3
+ Z Z(Aj;z (2)(Th, T2) ® (17, 15) ® (Xi» Xi+1, Xit+2) © (X5, Xig1s X§+2)/A2
i=5,8,11

+ Z8(@) (T, To) © (TF,T5) @ X1a @ Xy /A2
+ Z0(@) (11, To) © T5 @ (x1, x2) /A2 + ZW (@)(TE. T5) @ Ty ® (x5, x5) /A2
+ Z(AIZ((I))T?) ® T35 @ (Xi, Xiv1) © (X5, Xia) /A

i=1,3

+ Z Z(Aj;)i(q))T?) ® T5 @ (Xi» Xit+1s Xit2) @ (X5, Xiy1r Xira) /A

i=5,8,11
+ ZO( @)y @ T5 @ x1a @ X54 /A2 + ZW (@) (T, Th) ® (1%, T5) © © ® O°/ A
+ZO( @) @ T © 0 ® 0°/A% (48)

In the same way, the T} 5 3 scalar mass matrix can be written as

2 =2 9 ~2 9 2
My T A111M3 )9 712139 kTalmg/Q
2y _ =2 2 2 =2 9 2
(m7)i; = 712139 M7y + AaM3 g kraims ; (49)
. 2 « 2 2 ~2 9
kpaims kpaims, M7 g) + Q133739

where kr is a complex parameter whose magnitude is of order one, and it is the only new source of
the CP violation in our model. The parameters a7,;; are linear combinations of axa’s. In numerical
analysis, we use the parameter Aa; which is given by Aa; = m?p(z) / m?p(l) —1.

In order to estimate the magnitude of FCNC phenomena, we move to the super-CKM basis by
diagonalizing quark and lepton mass matrices including next-to-leading terms. For the left-handed
down-type squark and slepton, we get

(2, )M = Ul(m2) U, (02, )EM = U (m%),;Us, (50)

and for the right-handed down-type squark and slepton as

(w2, VM = Vi) Ve, (w2, S = Vi (m2); Ve, (51)

drr/ij e€rRR/1j

where the mixing matrices Vi and Ug are given in Eq. (CILI)) in Appendix C.
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Let us study scalar trilinear couplings, i.e. the so called A-terms. The A-terms among left-handed
and right-handed squarks (sleptons) and Higgs scalar fields are obtained in the gravity mediation
as [168§]

hisLiRiHg = Y W LyRiHy + b5 )Ly Ry Hy, (52)

K=5, 45

where

h%%{ = F¢k<a¢k?jIJK>a
Wk LiRiHg = —(Jrox)LyRiHg F* K" 0y K, (53)
~(Jrmr) Ly RAHFP KM 9y Ky,
~{(Gryx) Ly R Hg F** K0 Ky, ,

and Ky, denotes the Kéahler metric of Hg. In addition, effective Yukawa couplings of the down-type

quark g are written as

0 ag/v2 0 00 0
Jrok =1 | 0 ag/V6 0 +y2 00 0 ; (54)
0 0 0/, 00as)/,,
then we have
0 F%/v/2 0 00 0
W) = % 0 F*/\/G 0 +% 00 0 : (55)
0 0 0/ » 00 F/ o

where F% = F% [q; and F% /A = O(ms)2).
By use of lowest level of the Kahler potential, we estimate hfj}( as

W) = (AR 4 ALY, (56)

where we assume Al = AL = AL = F% /(a;A) ~ O(mg2). The magnitudes of Aff = A¥ and A¥ are
also O(mg/2). Furthermore, we should take into account next-to-leading terms of the Kéhler potential
including ;. These correction terms appear all entries so that their magnitudes are suppressed in
O(a) compared with the leading term. Then, we obtain

o Vi3ms) =2

) ) ArRr11Vd €17 a1 R13Vd
Y ~ ~2 ms( ) ~2

(mdLR)ZJ — (mZLR)ij = M3/2 | a7, Rpo1Vd 01—2# a7 r23Vd ) (57>

~2 ~2
arr31Vd  ALg3aVd  C2Mi(r) / | p

where % Rij are linear combinations of aia,’s, and ¢; and ¢y are of order one parameters. Moving to
the super-CKM basis, we have

~ SCKM _
(m?iLR)EJ ) = Uc.lr(miLR)Z]‘/d = m3/2 O (a2

14



Similarly, for the charged lepton,

@ (&2’0[1) @ (dzvd) @ (C~L2Ud)
(m?LR)EfCKM) = U;;(mim)ijVE ~mysp | O(@Pvg) O(my) O (@vq) | - (59)
O (a*vq) O (a*vy) O(m;)

C. Renormalization group effect

In the framework of the supergravity, soft masses for all scalar particles have the common scale
denoted by mgusy, and gauginos also have the common scale m;/,. Therefore, at the GUT scale
maqur, we take

Ml(mGUT) = M2(mGUT) = M3(mGUT) =Mmy/2 - (60)

Effects of the renormalization group running lead at the scale my, to following masses for gauginos,

M;(myy) ~ O‘i(mW))Mi(mGUT). (61)

Q4 (mGUT

Taking into account the renormalization group effect [169] on the average mass scale in mgL, ng,
2

mg, , and ng with neglecting Yukawa couplings, we have

m? (mw) ~ mj (mqur) + 0.5M; (maur) + 0.04M7 (mcur) ~ mgysy + O.54m%/2,
m?, (mw) ~ mi(maur) + 0.15M7 (maur) ~ méysy + 0.15m7 )y ,
m?2 (mw) ~ m¥(mcur) + 0.004M7 (mgur) + 0.4M3 (mgut) + 3.6M3 (mgur) (62)
~ miysy + 4-1771%/2 )
mflR (mw) ~ m%(mgur) + 0.015M 2 (mgur) + 3.6 M2 (mgur) ~ Maysy + 3.7m%/2 )
For Yukawa couplings, the b — 7 unification is realized at the leading order in our model, however,
the b—7 unification is deviated when we include the next-to-leading order mass operators due to terms
including Hys, see Ref. [147)] for the detail. In that paper, we have calculated the renormalization

group equations and observed fermion masses at the weak scale can be obtained when tan g is larger
than two. Hereafter, we take tan 5 = 3 on the numerical analysis.

IV. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

In this section, we perform numerical analysis to show that the S; flavor model presented in the
previous section can explain the like-sign charge asymmetry in the B, — B, system. In order for this
calculation, we first define the MI parameters for down-type squarks 657, 657 67 and 677 and for
sleptons 6%, §E2 §FE and, 6F% as

§LL §LR ~9 \(SCKM) (2 \(SCKM)
, (S50 O\ (SO0 (g gk
M\ srL sRR | = | (52 Y(SCKM) (52 \(SCKM) iag(mg) ,
d 9% (deL) ( dRR) (63)
i SLE LR _ (2 )SCrM) (mgLR)(SCKM) Sag(m?)
i\ gar gre (2. JSCKM) (72 Y(SCKM) e\m;)
€ RL €



where mg and m; are average squark and slepton masses with the values given below.
In the numerical analysis, we fix the following parameters

mge = 430 GeV, mg = 880 GeV, m; = 520 GeV,
M, = 135 GeV, M, =270 GeV, M3z =mgz=1TeV, (64)

which are derived from the universal relation at the GUT scale
my/2(maur) = maj2(maur) = msusy (mgur) = 430 GeV, (65)

by through the renormalization group effect discussed in the section III-C. This universal value is
taken to be consistent with the lower bound of the gluino mass, which has been reported recently at
Atlas Collaboration of LHC [159-161]. For the other parameters, we assume the following regions:

p = [500,1000] GeV, Aar = [-0.5,5], |krai| =[0,2], arg(kra,) = [—m, 7],
as = [0,0.001], ari = [0,0.1], arsi; = [0,0.01], (66)

with tan f =3, ¢12 =1, and kp = 1. In Eq.(66]), the number of left-handed and right-handed sides
in braces denote the minimal and maximal values, respectively. In our calculation, we neglect the
diagonal elements of scalar masses Gp(1,2,3) and ar11,22,33). The leading contribution to the parameters
a in the soft-terms are a; as drri; ~ /@105 and arip >~ a;. As given in Appendix D] the SUSY

contribution to M5°Y5Y is estimated as
2
5,8US Q 2
My _21657@%§M33fé5{_0'59 [(047)35 + (04")35] + 31(84™)23(5") s
q

9.4 [(05™)3, + (53] + T90F s (05523 . (67)

for z = m?] /mg~ ~ 1.3, and similar for B; mixing. The coefficients in front of MI parameters for

K meson mixing are —0.59, 554, —183, 114, respectively. Since the LR terms (55R’RL)
constrained by b — sy as seen in Appendix [D] the (55L(RR))Z-]- terms gives larger contribution to

ij are strictly

M5PY5Y . Among them, since (357);; ~ kpa? < 1076 in our parameter region given in Eq.(G6), the
first term (5§L)Z2j gives the dominant contributions. The approximation form of the LL parameters
(65F),; are given by

(55 = 0080, — 2 (e“—ﬁf + egg%@m)
~ —nj’f V2 (0% Vigkipay — 0% Viskray) (68)
q
(07" )15 ~ —Of30ay + ”f;éz (1 —2\/3 - 9;12#) kray ~ —nj’f V2Vikras, (69)
i i
(65E)0s ~ —0%Aay + ”;f’f (1 +2‘/§ - e;gl _Qﬁ) kray ~ ”:fg? V2V, ikray, (70)
i i
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where in the last approximation of each expression, we have neglected the first term proportional
to 05 95 ~ 0.005 and Aag ~ 1. Notice that the MI parameters are expressed in terms of the CKM
elements, and that both (65%);3 and (641)23 have the same phase structure kra;, which is only the
new source of the CP violation in our model. These are the typical feature of our S; flavor model.
By using these expressions, one finds that the K° — K° mixing induced by (64%);, is more suppressed
by additional factor 6.

The cEDM for the strange quark is estimated from the formula in Appendix [Dl as

€dsc ~ 10_20111’1[((55L)23(5£R)33(5§R)32] ec1m ~ 10_2811'I1[((55L)23] ecm, (71)

for x ~ 1.3, (6%)zr ~ 1072 and (6%,)rr ~ 1075, Therefore, (0%)rr, is not constrained by cEDM. As
for the b — sy process, one can see that (8%;)7r should be strongly suppressed while (0%) 1.z rr have
an additional suppression factor m;,/m; ~ 107, In our numerical calculation, we take arg;; < 0.01 so
that b — sv is well suppressed, and the allowed region of |(§5)q3| is also small enough as mentioned
below.

First we discuss the allowed regions of the parameters (hg, hg), (hs,0s), (ha,04) defined in Eq.(IT).
In our model, the parameters hy %74 are estimated as

| ALSUSY
hde2wd = % =~ (27 — i25)(5£L)%37 (72>
. Ms,lgUSY
hoeor = = o o (LT 4 10.06) (6B (78)
M

where the MI parameters (67%);; reflect the flavor symmetry, while the factors (27 —i25) and (1.7 +
10.06) do not. The ratio of (27—1425)/(1.7+10.06) is related to the CKM elements as (27 —1425)/(1.7+
i0.06) ~ MM /MEM ~ (Vx/V%)2. We obtain the ratio of hy and h, as

ha 127 =325 |[Visl*  [Visl® [Vas®

LIS ~ ~ 1. 74
he — |1.7+i0.06] [Vyal? ~ [Vid|? [Via|? (74

Therefore, the fact that the region hy =~ hy is favored reflects the flavor structure of the S, flavor
model. The CP violation phase ¢, is given by

¢ =~ arg [—(1 + hee®™)], (75)

with neglecting the SM contribution. The CP phase sin ¢ is bounded as |sin ¢4| < hg for hy < 1,
and has the negatively-maximal value sin ¢, ~ —h, at o, ~ 120°. This corresponds to the best-fit
value (hs, 0s) = (0.5,120°) of Eq.(I6])[162].

Fig.1 shows the plot in the ¢, — A% plane. The horizontal and vertical lines are the experimental
values of one-dimensional likelihood analysis [170]

¢, = [~1.8,0.4] (rad), at 95% C.L., (76)

and 20 range of A% in Eq.(8)), respectively. The blue (dark gray) and orange (light gray) regions
denote 20 and 30 regions of A% in Eq.(8), respectively. By using Eq.([I]) and |1 + hsexp(2io,)| ~
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FIG. 1: Allowed region in the ¢4 — Agl plane. The blue (dark gray) and orange (light gray) regions denote
20 and 30 regions of Agl in Eq. (§). The blue (black) error bars of the horizontal and vertical lines are

experimental values of 20 region of ¢5 and Agl.
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E 02}

04} v

-04 -02 0.0 0.2 04
Re[(6/")23]

FIG. 2: Allowed region in the Re(d7%)a3 — Im(65%)o3 plane. The blue (dark gray) and orange (light gray)
regions denote 20 and 3o regions of Als’l in Eq. (8).

(14 0.5exp[2i120°]) ~ 0.8, we obtain —a?, > 1073, and similar for a%,. As a consequence we obtain
the like-sign charge asymmetry as —A?% > 1073, which is within 20 range of A% of Eq.(8).

Fig.2 shows the allowed region in the Re(641)a3 — Im(65% )23 plane. One finds from Eq.(73) that
in order to obtain the best fit value (h,,o,) = (0.5,120°), the sign of Re(d5%)s3 and ITm(051)es
must be opposite from each other, with Re(d%)e3 ~ 40.3 and Im(65%)3 ~ F0.4. This allowed
region |(057)93] < 0.5 is small enough to suppress b — svy. The similar figure is drawn in the
Re(65F)13 — Im(645)15 plane with |Viq/Vis| 2 0.22 times smaller area.

In Fig.3, we predict the difference a%, — a%, which will be measured at LHCb, as a function of
¢s. The SM prediction [151] %™ — %% = (4.3 £ 0.7) x 10~ is also shown. We predict that
a$, —a% ~ (1 —5) x 1073 in the 20 region of A%. This will be a good test for our S, flavor model.

Since our model is based on the SU(5) GUT, above contributions in the quark sector affect
to the lepton sector. Therefore, sleptons contribute to the LF'V processes and EDM of the electron
[171,1172], in which the experimental measurements give the upper bounds [173-175]. The Fig.4 shows
the relation of BR(i — ev) and the electron EDM. Within the MI parameters, (67%);; ~ (65%)
except for (7,7) = (1,2), (2, 1) are relatively large in our model. Therefore one finds from Appendix

E that the (6%%)y; term in A?', which is enhanced by M;/m,, ~ 103, mainly contributes to u — ey
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FIG. 3: Allowed region in the (a%, — a%,) — ¢ plane. The blue (dark gray) and orange (light gray) regions
denote 20 and 3o regions of Agl in Eq. (8). The blue error bars of the horizontal and vertical lines are
experimental values of 20 region of ¢, and (a3, — a?l). The horizontal line is experimental values of 20 region

for ¢, and the vertical line is the SM prediction of (a2 — a‘sil).
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FIG. 4: Allowed region in the |d.| — BR(x — e) plane. The blue (dark gray) and orange (light gray) regions

denote 20 and 3o regions of Agl in Eq. (8). The horizontal and vertical lines are experimental bounds of

|de| and BR(p — e7y).

process. As for the electron EDM, the terms with one small MI parameters dominates. The largest

contributions are approximately estimated as

2
4871'30( (03] ((SRL>21 M1
B ~ — ¢ — )2
R N G R
520GeV\" [ My \* [1(055)0 |\
~ 1 —11 1 e 21
310 < my ) <135GeV) ( 10-5 ’ (77)
oy M
|de/e] =~ 4—;5%’Im[(5£R)13(5§R)31]fsn(l'l)

+ Im[(67)12(85 )25 (8551 + (5eLR)13(55R)33(55R)31]f4n(931)‘

~ 1 x 10 %cm x (13?&\/) (52(26\/)2 K(‘z}}zﬁ’) (wii)gl) +] (78)

The value of |(3;%);;| is of order mg/pva/m? X a7 p;; < 107°. Therefore we find that BR(u — e) and
electron EDM can be close to the present experimental bound as shown in the figure.
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The b— s transition by (65%)s3 in the quark sector simultaneously induce the LFV 7 decay 7 — ury
by (65)35. The dominant contribution is estimated from Appendix E as

BR(7 — wy) ~ BR(T — pv,i7,)

47

m; T M12

520GeV\® [/ M, \? /tanpB)> )
~ 107 —— ) (o K RRy. |2
=10 ( my; ) (135G6V) ( 3 ) <500Ge\/) (02 )32]%, (79)

and similar for 7 — ey decay. Therefore for large p term, 7 — py can be close to present upper bound
given in Eq.(21I)). By using the expression Egs.(69) and ([70), we obtain the relation of BR(7 — )
and BR(7 — e7) depending on the Cabibbo angle A\. ~ 0.22 as follows:

Oz * 107l [Vasl
(0FR)zal? (07 )23 [Viual?

48(;;’04 <a1)2 [(5{3;)32uM1 tan 3 <f3n(fl) _ 2f2n(561,$u)>]
i

BR(T — e7)

~ \2 ~ 0.05. 80
BR(T — ) c (80)

~ |

Therefore we conclude that there exist the parameter region which can explain the like-sign dimuon
asymmetry A% in the S; flavor model, and in this case we predict that the LFV 7 — u7y decay can be
so large that future experiments will reach, and the ratio of LFV of 7 decays, 7 — ey and 7 — u,
depends on the Cabibbo angle A..

V. SUMMARY

Recently the D@ Collaboration reported the like-sign dimuon charge asymmetry A% in bb —
pEptX decay processes. Their result shows 3.20 deviation from the standard model prediction. One
promising interpretation of this result is that there exist additional contribution of new physics to
the CP violation in B, — B, mixing process. In the effective Hamiltonian of the neutral B, meson
system, there are three physical quantities |I'j,|, |M7,| and the CP phase ¢ = arg(—M7,/I'5,).
In order to obtain large CP asymmetry in the neutral B; meson system, additional contributions
from new physics to at least one of these three quantities are required. Within these possibilities,
one can consider new physics that the absorptive part I'{, can be enhanced. However in general
supersymmetric models, the gluino-squark box diagrams give the dominant contributions to B, — B,
mixing, which do not affect |I'j,|. Therefore in those models, new physics contributes to |M7,| and
Ps.

In this paper we have considered an SU(5) SUSY GUT with S, flavor symmetry. In this model,
the Cabibbo angle, A\. ~ sin 15°, of the quark sector is given by a difference of 45° from up sector
and 60° from down sector due to the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients at the leading order. As for the
lepton sector, the tri-bimaximal form is generated in neutrino sector. These are consequences of the
S, flavor symmetry. Since the matter multiplet 7°(10) and F'(5) are embedded into 2+ 1 and 3 of the
S, group, respectively, the scalar masses of right-handed down-type squark and left-handed slepton
are degenerated at the leading order, while those of T} o3 fields are degenerated in the first two
generations. Moreover for scalar mass matrix of T} o3 fields, the relation (m3 )13 = (m%)ss o kray
holds due to the Sy symmetry. The factor kra; in the scalar mass matrix is assumed to be the only
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additional complex parameter in our model, which is responsible for the CP violation in the neutral
B, meson system via gluino-squark box diagrams. As a consequence, the mass-insertion parameters
(65F) 13 and (041)93 have approximately the structure of V, kra; and V,gkray, respectively.

We have shown that the like-sign charge asymmetry A%, is in the 20 range of the combined result
of DO and CDF measurements. Since the relation between two CP phases sin ¢4 ~ sin ¢4 holds due
to Sy flavor symmetry, and it can be large, we obtain large wrong-sign and like-sign asymmetry:
|afl’s| ~ |A%| ~ 1073. The SUSY contributions in the quark sector affect to the lepton sector because
of the SU(5) GUT relation (65%);; ~ (§#%),;. In the parameter region allowed by A%, we have
two predictions in the leptonic processes: (i) Both BR(u — ey) and the electron EDM are close to
the present upper bound. Therefore, the MEG experiment [173] will be a good test of our model.
(ii) The LFV 7 decays, 7 — py and 7 — e, are related to each other via the Cabibbo angle \.:
BR(7T — ev)/BR(7 — ) =~ A2, This is also testable at future experiments such as superKEKB.
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Appendix A: Multiplication rule of 5,

The S, group has 24 distinct elements and irreducible representations 1, 1’, 2, 3, and 3’. All of
the Sy elements are written by products of the generators b; and dy, which satisfy

(01)° = (dy)* =, du(b))?dy = by, dabrdy = by(dy)*b; . (A1)

These generators are represented on 2, 3 and 3’ as follows,

w 0 01
| — ds = 2 A2
1 <0w2)7 4 (10)7 on 9 ( )

001 ~10 0
bh=|100], =] 0 0 -1 |, on 3, (A3)
010 010
001 100
bh=|100|, du=]0 0 1], on 3. (A4)
010 0-10

The multiplication rule depends on the basis. We present the multiplication rule, which is used in
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this paper:

a b a1bs + ash
< 1) ® (bl = (a1by + aghs)1 @© (—aiby + aghy)1 @ ( 1b2 _ le>
a2 9 2/, @101 — G202
bl CLle albl
a
(a1> ® bg = —%(\/galbg + agbg) ©® %(\/éagbg — a1b2>
2/ 2 bs 3 %(\/galbs — asbs) 3 —%(\/gazbs + a1 bs) 30
bl albl QZbl
a
<a1> ® bg = %(\/§a2b2 — Cleg) ©® —%(\/galbg + a2b2)
2 2 b3 3/ —%(\/§a2b3 + Cllbg) 3 %(\/éalbg — a2b3) 3,
aq by 1
—(asby — asb
as | @ | by = (a1by + asby + agbs)1 ® 1 \/5( 2 3s)
%(—2a1b1 + a2b2 + agbg)
as 3 b3 3 2
a2b3 + a3b2 a3b2 — agbg
) a1b3 + agbl ) a1b3 — agbl
a1b2 + a2b1 3 a2b1 — alb2 3,
aq bl 1
—(agby — asb
a9 (029 bg = (a1b1 + a262 + agbg)l D 1 \/5( 2 ’ 3)
%(—2a1b1 + a2b2 + agbg)
az) . \bs/ 2
a2b3 + a3b2 a3b2 — a2b3
) a1b3 + agbl ©® a1b3 — agbl
a1b2 + azbl 3 a2b1 — albg 3,
ai by 1
——(2a1b1 — azby — asb
a | @ | by = (a1b1 + agby + asbs)1r © <\/6< Ll(clt b _2; b )3 3)>
as , bg Y V2 2V2 3Y3 5
a3b2 — a2b3 a2b3 + a3b2
©® a1b3 — a3b1 ©® a1b3 + a3b1
a2b1 — albg 3 a1b2 + a261 3

More details are shown in the review [27].
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Appendix B: Next-to-leading order

Parameters appeared in the down-type quark mass matrix with next-to-leading order are ;.

These are explicitly written as

€11 = YA, 0501404 + YA, 01054,

1 V3 1
512 — —§yAbCL5a14’Ud — [T(\/g — 1)§Acl — 1(\/§ + 1)@A62] a105Vq,
_ V3 1 1
€13 = HT(\@ — Dya,, + Z(\/g +1)ya,, ¢ ara13 — 5Ya, 05014 | Vd

V3 _ 1 _ V3 _
+ {—T(\/g + 1)yAcl - 1(\/5 — 1)yA02 a1as + TyAdalgaM Vd,
€21 = YA., 010504,
_ V3 1 _ V3 _
€22 = Y, 0501404 — Z(\/g = Dia., + T(\/g +1)9a., | masva,
_ 1 V3 V3
€o3 = H—Z(\/g — Dya,, + T(\/g + 1)?/Aa2} aaig — TyAbasam] Vg
1 _ V3 ) 1
+ {Z(\/g + 1)ya,, — T(\/g — Dia., } ayas — §yAda13a'l4] Vd,
€31 = —YA A509V4 + YA, A9A13V4,
€33 = YA, A509V4.
Appendix C: Lepton sector
The mass matrix of charged lepton becomes
0 —3yidagvgs/vV/2 0
M =10 —3y1>\a9v45/\/5 0 )
0 0 Y2a13V4
then, masses are given as
m2 =0, mi = 6|71 ag? 03, m2 = |yalPadsvs .

In the same way, the right-handed Majorana mass matrix of neutrinos is given by

YV NZA + yN ag A 0 0
My = 0 yNAZA — ylasA 0 |
0 0 M
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and the Dirac mass matrix of neutrinos is

2a5/v6 —as/vV6 —as//6 000
Mp = yP v, 0 as/V2 —as/V2 | +yPfv, | 0 0 0 |. (C4)
0 0 0 as as as

By using the seesaw mechanism M, = MAMy* Mp, the left-handed Majorana neutrino mass matrix
is written as
a+ 2b a— —b a— —b
M,=a—3b a+1b+ ca+1b——c ) (C5)
a—3ba+ 1b— sc a+ 1b+ s

where

— (y£a5vu)2 — (le_a'S'Uu)\)2 c= (le_a'S'Uu)\)2 (C6)
M yNVN2A + yNagA’ yNVNZA — yNagA

It gives the tri-bimaximal mixing matrix Uy,ip; and mass eigenvalues as follows:
2

V6

_ 1
Utricbi = ~75

1

m,, =b, my, = 3a , My, = C . (CT7)

The next-to-leading terms of the superpotential are important to predict the deviation from the
tri-bimaximal mixing of leptons. The relevant superpotential in the charged lepton sector is given at
the next-to-leading order as

Aw; = ya, (11, T2) ® (F1, Fs, F3) @ (x1, X2) @ (X11, X125 X13) © HS/A2
+ya, (T, To) @ (F1, Fy, F3) ® (X5, X5 X7) @ Y14 ® Hs/A?
+ya (11, T) @ (Fi, Fy, F3) @ (X1, X2) @ (X5, X6, X7) @ Hys /A

+ya,(Th, Tz) @ (F1, Fo, F3) ® (Y11, X12, X13) ® X1a @ Hys/A?
+ya. T3 ® (F1, Fo, F3) @ (X5, X6, X7) @ (X8, X9, X10) ® Hs ®@ /A?
+ya, Ts © (F1, Fy, F3) ® (Xs, Xo, X10) ® (X11, X12, X13) © Has © /A% . (C8)

By using this superpotential, we obtain the charged lepton mass matrix as

V3m
5 te €3

€11
m
My~ | eq 5 +e €23 ; (C9)
€31 0 m, + €33

where m,, and m, are given in Eq. (C2)) and ¢;;’s are given as relevant linear combinations of axa;’s.
The explicit forms of ¢;;’s are given by replacing ga,/3 with —ga, in €;, which are presented in
Appendix B. The charged lepton is diagonalized by the left-handed mixing matrix Ug and the right-
handed one Vg as

VMU = M™%, (C10)
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where M, is a diagonal matrix. These mixing matrices can be written by

cos60° sin60° 0 1 £ oa
Vg = | —sin60° cos60° 0| x | -% —a> 1 al,
0 0 1 —a+ %G —a-5 1
. X X (C11)
~ 1 by a
Up=|—-%-a 1 a
~ a2 ~ a2
—a + ~ —a — By 1
Taking the next-to-leading order, the electron has non-zero mass, namely
mg ~ % (%6%1 — %611621 + %6%1> ~ O(d4U(2l> (012)

Appendix D: Formulae for quark sector

Here we will give formulae for quark sector which are used in our analysis. The SUSY contribution
by gluino-squark box diagram to the dispersive part of the effective Hamiltonian for M — M mixing
(M = K, By, Bs) is given by |166, [176]

2 2 ~
MU = 2 5 Mol [{(6%)%— + (OF)2} {240 fo(@) + 66 () |

+ (855)5; (05,5 ({384 (%)2 + 72} zfo(z) + {—24 (ijﬁ)z + 36} fﬁ(x)>

- (T + (02 ) {—132 (ﬂ)} ofo(a)

m; +my
LR RL M ’ r
where = = mZ2/m? and the loop functions are defined as

6(1 + 3z)logz + 2* — 92% — 9z + 17

fole) = S , 02)
:, . bx(l1+a)loge —a® —92° + 9z + 1

For M = K, By, Bs meson system, the generation indices of down-type quarks (i, j) correspond to
(i,5) = (1,2), (1,3), (2, 3), respectively.
For b — sv decay, the Branching Ratio (BR) is given by

mgTB
817r2m;§

BR(b — s7) = aZa [\mbc;g(x)(gg)zg T g () (52| + (L & R)] | (D4)
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where 75 is the lifetime of the B meson, and the loop functions are defined as

1+ 4x — 5z + 4xlog z + 222 log x

Gi(z) = 2@ 1) , (D5)
—1 492 + 922 — 172 + 1822 log x + 623 log
Gs(r) = o 1)y : (D6)

The chromo EDM of the strange quark is given by [163]

g = o (_%Nl(x) - 3N2($)) Im{[(67%)23(85™)33(5") 3] (D7)

“ar me
where ¢ is the QCD correction. We take ¢ = 0.9. The functions NV;(z) and Ny(x) are given as follows:

3444z —362% — 1207 + 2" + 122(2 4 3z) log

Ny () 6@ 1)° : (D8)
10 4+ 92 — 1822 — 2® + 3(1 + 6z + 32?) log x
Ny(z) = — 3 1) : (D9)

Appendix E: y — ey, 7 — ey and 7 — py

In the framework of SUSY, LFV effects originate from misalignment between fermion and sfermion
mass eigenstates. Once non-vanishing off-diagonal elements of the slepton mass matrices are gen-
erated in the super-CKM basis, LFV rare decays like ¢; — ¢; are naturally induced by one-loop
diagrams with the exchange of gauginos and sleptons. The decay ¢; — ¢;7 is described by the dipole
operator and the corresponding amplitude reads [171, 172, [176-178§]

T = meﬁ)‘ﬂj@ - Q)[quUAV(ALPL + ARPR)]W(P) ) (El)

where p and ¢ are momenta of the initial lepton ¢; and of the photon, respectively, and A, p are the
two possible amplitudes in this process. The branching ratio of ¢; — ¢; can be written as follows:

BR((; = £;y)  487°a

(|7 + AR

In the mass insertion approximation, it is found that [166]

a0, M
4y = e | () + e )
l

ORLY
—l—tan2 O ,uM1<f3n(fl) f2n(l'1>l'u)>:| + % ( L 2)@) <%) 2 f2n(xl) >
Iy m=

mE T (R = M) 7\
RR LR
i o (56 )z fan(z1)  2fon(21,2,) (56 )Z M,
AT~ Y i M _ Ty 9 i (M
R A [ m; M 1tanﬁ < m% (M2 . M12) + m% me, f2n(xl) 3

(E2)
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where Oy is the weak mixing angle, 215 = M7,/m2, x, = p*/m? and fien)(2,y) = fiem) () —
fitey(y). The loop functions f;’s are given explicitly as follows:

—52? + 4z + 1+ 2z(x + 2) logx

Janlw) = 41— 2) ’
042 _ 3
fan(2) = 149z -9z 3(1:17_4:;)65:17(:)3 +1)logx | (E3)
_r2
foul) = x? — 4x —g(f)lt2x()24x +1)logx .

Appendix F: Electron electric dipole moment

The mass insertion parameters also contribute to the electron EDM through one-loop exchange
of binos/sleptons. The corresponding EDM is given as [166, [179, [180]

Im[(67 )16 (85 er + (677) 16 (07 k] fan (1) 4+ Im[(677 )14 (67 )i (65

+ (07 1O (0 )i + (677 ) 1k (677 (07 ™)) f4n($1)} ; (F1)

where k, 1= 2,3, (6;%)s3 = —m.(A; + ptan 3)/m?, and the loop function fy, is given as

—3 — 442 + 362 + 1223 — 2% — 122(3x + 2) logx

6(1 —x)8 (F2)

f4n(x) =

Since components (4, 3) and (3,7) of §%# are much larger compared to others in our model, domi-
nant terms are given as

de oy My Me mr ptanf,
R _E@ { O(Eal) fan(z1) + O(@(l + m; Ja1a?) f4n($1)}- (F3)
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