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Abstract

We study cosmic-ray anomaly observed by PAMELA based on Es inspired extra U(1) model with
Sy X Z flavor symmetry. In our model, the lightest flavon has very long lifetime of O(10'®) second which
is longer than the age of the universe, but not long enough to explain the PAMELA result ~ O(10%%)
sec. Such a situation could be avoidable by considering that the flavon is not the dominant component of
dark matters and the dominant one is the lightest neutralino. With appropriate parameter set, density
parameter of dark matter and over-abundance of positron flux in cosmic-ray are realized at the same
time. There is interesting correlation between spectrum of positron flux and Vasns. No excess of anti-
proton in cosmic-ray suggests that sfermions are heavier than 4 TeV and the masses of the light Higgs
bosons are degenerated.

Iyasu_daikoku@yahoo.co.jp
2hokada@kias.re.kr
3t-toma@hep.s.kanazawa-u.ac.jp


http://arxiv.org/abs/1106.4717v3

1 Introduction

Standard Model (SM) is successful theory of gauge interactions, however Higgs sector is not examined well.
Therefore mass matrices of leptons and quarks are not well understood. Many unsolved puzzles of SM are
left in these sectors; that is, e.g., why is the structure of mixing matrix of leptons (Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata
matrix, Vasns) very different from that of the mixing matrix of quarks (Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix,
Vo), especially why is the mixing angle 653 maximal? Why is neutrino mass far smaller than those of
other fermions? Why do generations exist?

We also find a problem in cosmology. In modern cosmology, the existence of the dark matter is clear.
Recent cosmic-ray observation of PAMELA suggests that the dark matter decays mainly into leptons with
very long lifetime [1][2][3]. Such a particle is not included in SM.

Separately from these puzzles, there is hierarchy problem why electroweak scale is much smaller than
Planck scale. One of the solutions is to introduce supersymmetry (SUSY) [5]. However minimal super-
symmetric standard model (MSSM) does not satisfy the solution, because we must fine-tune p-parameter in
superpotential of MSSM, which is much smaller than Planck scale in order to realize appropriate electroweak
symmetry breaking. This is called p-problem.

Another problem of MSSM is proton stability. The R-parity forbids baryon number violating trilinear
terms in superptential, however does not forbid quartic terms like F°UUD¢, LQQQ. Such interactions
reduce the lifetime of proton to unacceptable level [6]. Therefore the R-parity does not help the explanation
of proton stability. The problem of proton lifetime of supersymmetric model is one of the most essential
point in understanding generation structure.

With the motivation to solve flavor puzzles and hierarchy problem, we introduce new three symmetries.
At first, we introduce non-Abelian discrete flavor symmetry Sy X Za, in order to explain that the mixing
angle 033 is maximal [7][8][9][10][11]. Because Vorar and Vysng are very different, it is expected that the
representations of quarks and leptons are also different. Next, we introduce U(1)x gauge symmetry which
forbids p-term [12]. Then, several new superfields must be introduced due to gauge anomaly cancellation
condition; those are extra Higgs (HY, HP), singlet Higgs S and exotic quarks (g,g¢). The extra Higgs
bosons couple only to leptons, which induce the difference between Vog s and Viyng. Moreover, the exis-
tence of exotic quarks is important to understand the meaning of generations. Finally we introduce U(1)z
gauge symmetry. Due to the anomaly cancellation condition, right-handed neutrino (RHN) superfield N¢ is
introduced, then the smallness of neutrino mass is realized by seesaw mechanism. The two new U(1) gauge
symmetries and standard model gauge symmetry Ggy = SU(3). x SU(2)w x U(1)y can be embedded in
Es as Ggyr x U(1)x x U(1)z C Eg, then MSSM and new superfields consist 27 of Eg representation. With
appropriate assignment of superfields under the flavor symmetry, the stability of proton is realized, which
plays the most important role in the flavor symmetry. Thus we can understand that the generation structure
is the new system to stabilize proton [8].

The new symmetries which are introduced above may also solve dark matter problems. As three U(1)
gauge symmetries include R-parity, lightest supersymmetric particle (LSP) is a candidate for dark matter.
The positron flux observed by PAMELA is produced by the field which induces RHN mass and decays into
leptons [13]. In this paper, we show our model is consistent with experimental results of dark matter. At
first, we define our model in section 2. The estimations of relic abundance of dark matter and positron flux
are given in section 3. Finally, we give conclusion of our analysis in section 4.

2 Sy x Zy flavor symmetric extra U(1) model

2.1 Gauge symmetry

We extend the gauge symmetry from Ggpy to Go = Goy x U(1)x x U(1)z C Eg, and add new superfields
S, g,9°, N¢ which are embedded in 27 representation of Fg with quark, lepton superfields Q,U*¢, D¢, L, E¢
and Higgs superfields HY, HP. In order to break U(1)z gauge symmetry, we introduce Ggys singlet ® and
®¢. The gauge representations of these superfields are given in Table 1. After the gauge symmetry breaking,
as the R-parity symmetry

e

R =exp %(3x—8y+15z) (1)
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Table 1: Go assignment of superfields. Where the z, y and z are charges of U(1)x, U(1)y and U(1)z, and
Y is hypercharge. The extra U(1) charges « and z are given by z = %qw + %qx and z = —iqw + %qx , where

qQy = G@Qw and ¢, = 2v/6Q, are charges of two U(1)s in SU(5) x U(1)y x U(1), € SO(10) x U(1)y C Eg.

remains unbroken, LSP is the candidate for dark matter. The invariant superpotential under the gauge
symmetry G is given by

W = YYHYQUc+YPHPQD®+YPHPLE®
+ ASHYHP + kSgg°
+ YNHYLNC4+YMONCeN©
+ Ms®@°® + y1QQg + y2g U D + ysg EU° + yag°LQ + ysg DN, (2)

where first line consists of trilinear terms in MSSM. Second line generates effective u term A (S) HYV HP by
radiative symmetry breaking of U(1)x. Third line generates RHN mass term Y (®) N°N¢ by radiative
symmetry breaking of U(1); and gives small neutrino mass by seesaw mechanism. Fourth line consists of
unwanted terms which cause the problems such that the mass term Mg®®¢ prevents ®, &€ from developing
vacuum expectation values (VEVs) and the trilinear terms of exotic quarks destabilize proton. Note that
Higgs superfields are extended to three generations. Generally, extra Higgs doublets cause the problem of
flavor changing neutral currents (FCNCs).

2.2 Flavor symmetry

Q1 | Q | Qs | Uy | Uy | Ug | DY | Dy | Dj
Sy 1 1 | 1]1
Zo | + |+ |+ +

E¢ | BES |ES| L, | Ly | N¢ | NS | HP | HP
Sy 1 1 |1 ] 2

Zo |+ | - |+ -1+t -1 -1+

HY [HY 1S, [ S5 90|y O; | B3 | Dy
Sy 2 1 2 1 3 3 2 1 3
Zo| - |+ | - |+ |+ 1+ -+~

Table 2: Sy x Z5 assignment of superfields (Where the index i of the Sy doublets runs ¢ = 1,2, and the index
a of the Sy triplets runs a = 1,2, 3.)

In ordre to explain maximal mixing angle #s3, we introduce Sy x Z5 flavor symmetry. This symmetry
solves the problems of superpotential defined in Eq.(2) at the same time. If we assign g, g%, ®° to Sy -triplets
and the other superfields to singlets or doublets, then Mg, y;.... 5 are eliminated. As a result, superpotential
is given by

W' = YYHYQU 4+ YPHPQD + YFPHPLE®
+ AMSHYHP 4+ kSgqg°
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where the dots - - - are higher order terms. As the potential of ® and ®¢ is lifted by non-renormalizable term
PPPePc, & and D¢ have very large VEVs along the D-flat direction of (®) = (&), where

1

Mpmgsusy \ 2 1 1 /msusy\?
V= () = () ( a ) 0 Gev\/a ( 1OTeV) )

From the constraints on the lifetimes of proton and exotic quarks (see appendix C), the condition

V2
-~ 10712 (5)
73

must be satisfied [14]. From this condition, V ~ 10'2GeV is required. This value is realized by potential
minimum condition as Eq.(4), when we take a ~ 1072. The prediction for RHN mass is given by

Mg ~ 10"2GeV, (6)

which gives an appropriate neutrino mass. As the VEVs of ® and ®¢ break not only U(1)z but also Sy x Zs,
we call them flavons.

2.3 Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata matrix Vg

The maximal mixing angle o3 of Vs ng is realized by the assignments that HY, HP? L, N¢ are 2 + 1 of S,
and E°is 1+ 141’ [7]. In order to reduce the number of parameters, we assign S and ® to 2 4+ 1. If we
assign @, U¢ and D¢ to Sy-singlets, then quarks do not couple to Sy doublet Higgs and FCNC is suppressed.
The flavor representations are given in Table 2. The leading order superpotential is given by

Wsyxz, = Wip+Wo+ Wy + Wy +Ws, (7)
Wi = Y [HY(LiN§ + LoN{) + HY (LiNf — LyNS)]
Y3V Hy LsNg + Y Ly(H{ Ni + Hy N5)
YEE{(HP L, + HP L) + YEFESHP Ly + Y ES(HP Ly, — HP L)
1 1
§Y1M<I>3(Nfo+N§N§)+§Y3M<I>3N§N§, (8)
Wo = YjjH{QU; +Y,7HY QD5 (i,j=1,2,3), 9)
Wi = MSs(HUHP + HY HP) + A3 S5 HY HY
MHY (S1HP + SoHP) + \s(S1HY + SoHY )V HY (10)
kS3(9197 + 9295 + g395), (11)
al (& c c
M DI[(DF)% + (95)% + (95)7]
as

2Mp
as

2Mp

+ o+ +

5
o +

(07 + D3)[(DF)? + (D5)* + (D5)°]

+ {2V3010:((05)? — (05)%] + (2% — @D)[(05)* + (25)* — 2221} . (12)

We give the parameter set to realize the maximal mixing angle of MNS matrix. We define non-negative
VEVs as

1
V2

($1) = (S5) = % (Ss) =,

(HY) = (Hy) = —sva,  (Hy) =, (H)=(H

H3P> :v(’i,

1
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(®1) = vy, \/v1+v2+v3—vf, (®3) =

(®5) ,/_.4_1;17 (®5) U——|—02, (®5) \/——I—vg (v1,2,34 K V). (13)

In W, without loss of generality, we can define Y5, Y% 5, Y/ to be real and define the phase of Y3
Y =YV ]e?. We define mass parameters as

M, = YlMV, M =YMV,
m2 - Y2 Vs m3 - |Y23 |Ulu7 m4 - Y4 Vs (14)

l
my = Y{"vq, =Yy vy, mb =Y va.

Using these parameters, the mass matrices of charged leptons and neutrinos are given by

ml1 0 —ml3 my  my 0
M =211 m 0 mk Mp=-L| m§ —-mj 0
V2 1 3 ) V2 2 2 ’ )
0 \/§m12 0 my  my ﬂel‘smg (15)
My 0 0
Mp = 0 M O
0 0 Ms
The following neutrino mass matrix is generated through the seesaw mechanism
P50 papa
M, = MpMz'Mp=| 0 p} 0 : (16)
pps 0 pi+e*p3
where
my my ms
p2 = y P4 = N EES . 17
Narn Narn T {an
The mass eigenvalues and diagonalization matrix of charged leptons are given by
VIMMVE = diag(mZ,m},m2) = ((m5)*, (m})?, (m})?), (18)
1 0 -1 1
Vi = —| o 1 1], (19)
VZ\ 3 0 o0
and those of neutrinos are given by
VIM,V, = diag(e!®=m, et m, m,.), (20)
—sinf, e®cosf, 0
vV, = 0 0 1. (21)
e~ cos b, sin 6, 0
From Eq.(19) and Eq.(21), we obtain the MNS matrix as follows
1 —V2e % cosh, —/2sind, 0
Vuns = VV,P, = — sin 6, —ei®cosh, 1 |P,, (22)
V2 —sind,, e cosl, 1
where
P, = diag(e_i(¢1—¢)/2, e—i(<i>2+<zﬁ)/27 1). (23)

Here it is worth mentioning that the lower bound of (0.04 <)6135 was shown by the recent experiment reported
by T2K [15] at 90 % C.L., which could give a severe test to our model near future.
From the experimental bound [18], we impose the condition

1
tanf, = —=, mZ, —m2 =8.0x107°(eV?), mZ, —ml =25x10"7(eV?), (24)

V2



on the parameters, then the phase ¢ is given by

P2

rcos¢ = 0.361, r= o (25)
Fixing the VEVs as
v, =10, v, =155.3, wvg =20, ;=778 (GeV), (26)
and the charged lepton masses as [8][19]
mY =1.75GeV, mb =487keV, m} = 103MeV, (27)
Yukawa coupling constants are given by
ViF =0875, YV =515x10"% Y =6.25x 107 (28)
For the RHN mass parameters, we assume
V =10"%2Gev, YM=YM=1. (29)

In order to investigate model dependence, we give two sample parameter sets A and B which are defined as
follows

A : r=0.361

¢ =1 =Py =0.0° §=90.0°

ps =180 x 107%eV, p3 =14.47 x 1072V, p3 =13.78 x 10 %eV,

my,, =524 x107%eV, m,, =531 x10"%V, m,, = 1.80 x 10~ 2%eV,

my = 4.24GeV, m4 =12.0GeV, mj = 11.7GeV,

Y =0424, Y =0.077, YN =1.17, (30)
B : r=1.000

= 68.84°, ¢ =41.55°, ¢y =41.15°, § = 89.805°,

ps =5.03x10"%eV, p3=10.04 x 10"2%V, pi=>5.03x10"%eV,

m,, =7.08x107%eV, m,, = 7.14 x 1072V, m,, = 5.03 x 10~ %eV

mh = 7.09GeV, mj4 =10.02GeV, m} = 7.09GeV,

VY =0.709, Y3 =0.065, YN =0.709. (31)

Generally, multi-Higgs model causes FCNC problems, however our assignments do not cause such problems.
In the lepton sector, the interactions between charged leptons and Higgs bosons are given by

HP — gD HP + HP
E _ YETC l 2 1 ) +ZT < 1 2 >:| _ YE'HDecle

o () o ()]

which do not contribute to 7 — e+, u — e+~ processes. Because £; has accidental Sy symmetry such as
(Hle H2D) - (H2Dv HlD)a (l,ua ‘uc) - (_l,ua _/Lc)a (33)

T — p+ 7y process is also not induced. Note that this Sy symmetry is not the symmetry of whole theory, as
the symmetry is violated in neutrino Yukawa couplings and flavon superpotential Wg.
In the quark sector, as the quarks couple only to HY, HY Higgs mediated FCNCs are not induced. In
the basis that quark mass matrices are diagonal, the superpotential is written as
Wo = YH5(Qs)'(U5) +YeHs (Q2) (Us) + Yol (Qu) (UT)
+ Y HP(Qs) (D) + Yo HP(Q) (DS) + YaHP(Q1) (D5 (34)

From here, we fix top, bottom and charm masses as [8][19]

Yivl, = 1725, Yy, =289, Yo, =0.624 (GeV), (35)



and assume exotic quark mass as
kvl = 2000 (GeV), (36)

in order to forbid the decay of lightest flavon into exotic quark pair. Then we fix the values of Yukawa
coupling constants as

Y, =1.12, Y, =0.0371, Y, =0.00405, k=1.0, v, =2000GeV, v, =200GeV. (37)

2.4 Higgs sector
Higgs potential is given as follows,
V o= Vp+Vp+Va+ Ve, (38)
Ve = |[MSsHP + A HP | + |\ SsHP + X So HP |
N3 SsHP + M\ (SLHP + S, HP)|?
IMSsHY + XSy HY |* + [\ SsHY + \SoHY
NS5 HY + s (S1HY + S, HY)|?
N Y + XY HD [ 4 |NH HD + 3 1Y 1|
I\ (HYHP + HY HY) + A HY HP |, (39)

1, (1 1 2 2
Vo = gat (SIHEP - SIHZR) + 308 S ((HITAHY + (HE)TARE)
A

}2

+ o+ o+ o+ o+

2

1 2
+ g (2D -3 HPP 45l 2), (10)

Va = —MNASs(HUHP + HYHP) — Mg A3 SsHY HY
— MAHY(S1HP + SoHP) — M5 As(S1HY + So HYYHY + hec., (41)
Viz = —mis|HY [ +mi(|HY [P+ |HY [*) + mps|HS | +mb (| HP |” + [Hy[*)
mi|Ss)* +m5(1S1% +1521%)
—  [mBy(H)(HY + HY) +mpp(HY ) (HY + Hy ) +mps(S3)1(S1 + S2) + hee],  (42)

where we can define A\; 34,5 to be real without loss of generality, and we assume all the soft SUSY breaking
parameters are real to avoid complex VEVs.

he soft Sy x Z, breaking terms; m%;;, m%,, m%g, violate accidental O(2) symmetry of Higgs potential
and fix the VEV directions (Eq.(13)) to realize 623 = 45°. This potential has Sz symmetry such as

HY -+ HY, HP & HP, S < S,. (43)

Minimizing this potential, we get mass matrices of Higgs bosons. The results are given in appendix A. In
the same manner, we add soft Sy x Z, breaking terms in flavon sector to avoid domain wall problem [20]!.

3 Dark Matter

Here we show that our model is consistent with cosmic-ray observation of PAMELA. Decaying dark matter
scenarios with Non-Abelian discrete flavor symmetries have been done by Ref. [16].

3.1 LF decay width

We assume that the candidate for decaying dark matter is the lightest flavon (LF). In the six flavon super-
fields; ®,, S (a = 1,2, 3), only one linear combination is super-heavy and the other five superfields have TeV
scale masses. As LF cannot decay into other flavons, it has very long lifetime. Due to the non-renormalizable

1We would like to thank Refree for the suggestion.



interactions with light particles, LF becomes unstable dark matter. Among the interactions, the source term
of RHN mass

N 17U 7\2 N 17U 712 U\ 2
W = (YNHYL) N(Y HYL) 1—% :lm,, HYL 1—% (44)
€ 2YM(V + ®3) 2Mp \%4 2 v \%

is the unique interaction to emit leptons without emitting quarks [21], where v is VEV of HY. We estimate
the positron flux using this interaction. Due to the factor 1/v, the Higgs which develops the smallest VEV
gives the largest contribution to LF decay. Therefore we can neglect the contribution from HY, because
Uy, < V), as one can see from Eq.(26). This effect is impotant to suppress weak boson emission. Due to the
enhancement factor mpp/v,, LF decay width is dominated by 4-body decay as follows

INLF -v+v) < T(LF—=v+Il+H")~T(LF -v+I1+WT)
< T(LF—=Il+l+H"+H"). (45)

From the spectrum of positron flux observed by PAMELA, we assume
mpr = 4TeV. (46)

If we assume all sfermions which couple to LF are heavier than 4TeV, the other interactions do not contribute
to LF decay. The interactions which contribute to LF decay is given as follows

Loy, = _CLF¢LF{ Hl Hl) (Hg)O(Hg)O](VeVe+T2V#V#+T’2VTVT)

+ V20, —ve)(HY)*(HY ) ve — V2r(vy + v (HY)(HY)° — (HE)O(HQ)O]%} ;4

1
i = —5Curérr (2AHDHY)" + (HY ) (H) (eve + r7vup + rv,7)
+ 20?[(HY)(HY )" = (H)(HY ) ) (vur — veps)
+  V2r[(HY)*(HY )"+ (Hy ) (H ) [(v = vr)e + ve(p — 7)]
— V2r[(H)(HY ) — (HY)(H ) ][ + vr)e + ve(p + T)]} ; (48)
1
Lu = 5CLrérLr {[((HD) Y (HD) T + (HY)* (HS) ) (ee + r*up + r*rr)
+ 2V2r(u - ) (HY) T (HY ) e = Var(u+ 7)[(HY)(H) T~ (Héj)+(H§’)+]6} : (49)
2
€Py
Crp = —P_ 50
o= (50)
where € is the flavon mixing parameter which is defined by
€PLF
By = , 51
3=/ (51)
where ¢ is LF field.
Using Eq.(47)-(49), the LF decay widths are given as follows
Iy, = Doy = (6+10r2 + 127", (52)
Iy = Tp=Te+T,+T,=(2+8"+8")l,,
[o=Te=2+4r*)y, T[,=T,=T,="0;=(2r"+4"T,,
1—‘l2l - F2[ = FQe + FQ,u + F27' + Fe,u + FeT = (8 + 12T2 + 16T4)F07 (53)
Tye = 8T, Ty =T =8r'Ty, Ty =Ter = 6r’Ty, (54)
Dlepton = Tw + T2 = (10 + 20r% + 241"l = L anti-lepton:
Tiotal = 2(T2u + i+ Ta) = 2(16 + 30r% + 36r*)T, (55)
2 2\ 2
MLk [ MLp€Py
Iy = —= = 11
0 167 <32w2vgv) (0.111), (56)



where we classify the final states only by charged lepton flavor e, i, 7. The rates of lepton flavor emitted by
LF decay are given by

B 9 + 82 o 4r? 4+ 107%
Tox16r2+200 PP TP T 9062 1200t

Anti-lepton flux depends on Majorana phase ¢ through Eq.(25), such as e-dominant for » < 1 and (u, 7)-
dominant for r > 1 (see Fig. 1). For each parameter set, LF lifetime is estimated as follows

De (57)

. -1 _ 11 _—2 -1 _ 12 _—2
A Ftotal =3.712x 107 e “sec, Fanti—lepton =1.17 x 10“€" “sec, (58)
. -1 11,2 -1 _ 12 -2
B : Ftotal =7.01 x 10""¢ “sec, Fanti—lepton =2.13 x 10"“¢ “sec. (59)

Hereafter we assume € < 1073 to avoid extinction of LF.
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Figure 1:

3.2 Relic Abundance of LF

At early stage of the universe, flavon multiplets are produced through U(1)z gauge interaction [13]. Since
we assume that reheating temperature is low enough to avoid gravitino over-production as Try < 107GeV
[22], this interaction is never thermal equiliburium. Therefore we assume non-thermal production of flavons
and boundary condition npp(Try) = 0.

For the chiral multiplets (¢, ¥), U(1)z gauge interaction is given by

Loay, = ig: A"z [&i,me,L + 0,0, — qxjaﬂqxi} , (60)

K2

from which we calculate production cross sections of flavon multiplets (¢, ®). From Eq.(13), the U(1)z gauge
boson mass is nearly equal to 16g.V.
As all produced flavon multiplets decay into LF finally, LF number density is given by

NLr =5NLF(TL¢+7’L@), (61)

where 5 is the number of light flavon superfields, ng,ng are number density of one flavon multiplet and
Npp ~ O(1) is LF production rate which means how many LFs are produced per one degree of freedom of
flavon multiplets. The Boltzmann equation for ny is given by

npr+3Hnpp = 2480N[pCTS, (62)
21 1\’

C = —|=s 63

(27)5 (32v2> ’ (63)

from which we get

Qo mrpsoh? | 15 x 2480 x 21mpNpp 1 2T3
LE Do 272(341.25) x 30.67(2m)% \ 32v2 ) “HH
T 3
_ -9 RH



where [18]

T2
H = 1.66\/g.—,
mp
gx = 341.25,
mp = 1.22x10¥GeV,
so = 2890/cm?,
pe = 1.05x 10*h%eV/cm?. (65)

For Try < 107GeV, LF does not dominate dark matter (Qrrh? < Qpah? = 0.11), thus other dark
matter should be considered as we will discuss later. Such multi-component dark matter is discussed in
[26]. Although the number density is very low, the short lifetime of LF enables us to explain cosmic-ray
observation. The effective lifetime of LF is defined as

Q
_ 1 DM
Teff = Fabnti—lepton ( QLr ) ’ (66)

and the following values are obtained for each parameter set

T 3

A Toff = 6.0 X 1025860, eNpp <ﬁ) =4.2x 10777 (67)
T 3

B : Tg=T70x 10%°sec, € Npp <ﬁ) =6.6x 107" (68)

Eq.(67) and Eq.(68) are satisfied for example, if we put Npg ~ 1, Try ~ 10°GeV, e ~ 1073,

The positron flux from the decay of LF is calculated as

Ve+ 1 ng +
B )=+—"— | dE'G.+(E+,FE E ° 69
(Ee) A mLFchf/ et (Ber, )é — ipé dE' (69)
=et,ut,r

where v+ is the velocity of the positron, G.+ is the Green’s fuction which is expressed in [3], p, is expressed in
Eq.(57) and dN; .+ /dE'" is the fragmentation function produced from the decay of £ to e*. The fragmentation
function is calculated by using the event generator pythia [27] and the result is shown in Fig.2. We can
evalutate the positron flux from the decay of LF by using the fragmentation function. The results for each
parameter set A and B are shown in Fig.3.

2.50x10°3 2.50x10°3
2.00x10°3 2.00x10°3
L L
3 1.50x10° 3 1.50x10°
o, )
Y -3 g 3
S 1.00x10 S 1.00x10
o o
5.00x10"* 5.00x10"*
0.00x10° * o1 0.00x10° & I, T
0 500 1000 1500 2000 0 500 1000 1500 2000
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Figure 2: The fragmentation function calculated by pythia for parameter set A (left) and B (right).

From the gamma-ray observations [4], the constraint for 7-flux is given by

~ Tlepton . 10+ 20r2 + 2474
(Treff =~ Teff = —g,2 4 90,1

Teff > 2.1 x 10%%sec, (70)
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c c
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Figure 3: The positron flux calculated for parameter set A (left) and B (right).

which is estimated for each parameter set as follows

A o (7o) = 5.6 x 10%sec,
Bt (7r)ef = 1.4 x 10%%sec. (71)

As the parameter set B is severe to satisfy Eq.(70), small » model is favored. This is the new information
about neurtino sector extarcted by cosmic-ray observations.

3.3 Higgs decay width

No excess of anti-proton flux in cosmic-ray constrains the species of the particles emitted by LF decay [23].
As the weak boson Z,W* and the chargino decay mainly into quarks, LF should not decay into these
particles so much. The weak boson emission is suppressed by factor (v,/mrr)? and the chargino emission
channel is kinematically closed for heavy sfermion scenario. In order to forbid the weak boson and the
chargino emission from Higgs boson decay, we assume light Higgs scenario.

In the Higgs potential Eqs.(38)-(42) and mass terms of the neutralinos and the charginos

L > —iV2(H) 9220 T5' + 39,0y — 292 Ax]h{

— iV2(HP) [g2Ad T5 — 39, My — 3g:Ax]hE — iv/2(S4) [59:Ax 54
1

1 1
— 5]\/[2/\‘24)\‘24 — §My/\y/\y — §MX)\X/\X + (WH)02 + h.c. (A =1, 273)5 (72)

we assume the parameters as follows

1 1
g2 =0.652, ¢, = ggy (9y =0.357), g. = ﬁgy =0.073,

A1 =0.065, A3 =04, X =0.398, X5=0.75,

Myx = My =200, My =180 (GeV),

Al = 0.0, A3 = A4 = A5 =1.0 (TQV),

m%y = 0.0408, m%Lp =m%g =002 (TeV?). (73)
Mass matrices of neutralinos and charginos are given in appendix A and the values of mass eigenvalues and

mixing matrices are given in appendix B.
We consider only the mass eigenstates which dominate HY, such as

@1 (91.50), ¢, (121.96), ¢L(152.48), p|(112.12), ph(145.53),
(H)(90.70),  (HF)'(130.02) (GeV), (74)

where ¢/, p,, (HE)" are Sy-odd and the others are even. As S, forbids interaction ¢}ZZ and ¢ is not
emitted through Z* — Z + ¢}, LEP bound mpy > 114.4GeV is not imposed on ¢). As the masses of these
Higgs bosons are well degenerated, they do not emit weak bosons or charginos.
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The neutralinos into which these Higgs bosons can decay are two singlino dominant neutralinos
n1(41.92), n3(44.55) (GeV), (75)

where 7] is Se-odd and LSP. Ss-even neutralino 7} can decay into 7} through n}, — n} + u + 7 without
emitting quarks. As Ss-odd Higgs boson can not decay into quarks, we consider only the decay of Ss-even
Higgs bosons.

The decay widths of ¢}, ¢5, pi; due to the Yukawa interactions

L D Y (HY et + Yy (HP)0b¢ + YE[(HP ) eSer + (HP) eSes] + h.c., (76)

are given as follows

(¢ —c+e) = 3.63x 107 5Tyq, (77)
(b/ —b+b) = 1.54x 10741—‘2d7 s

4
D@ = 747) = 110x 10Tz, o
((bg — c+ C) = 1.61 x 10_5F2d7 (80)
D(¢h —b+b) = 2.68x10 Ty (81)
D(¢5 = 747) = 490x 10Tz, o
D(pg > c+e) = 191x 107 Ty, o
T(pg—b+b) = 4.96x 107 5T'g4, (84)
r p/ ST +7T 6.89 x 1078F2d7 85

6

where I'yg is 2-body decay width of scalar. The interactions with the neutralinos 7;, 7},

+ (h5)°(hy))°) + s3[(HY)°(h?)° + (HY)° (h)°]
(=)'}

L D —/\1{33[ hy)°(h?)° +
(hg)°
+s3(H ) (hg!)° + s3(hg)" (H5)°]

+  sg[(h)°(HP) +
— X3[S3(hf)°(hE)°

— A {(H)[s1(h7)° +S2( )0+ (h)°[S1(hD)° + Sa(hE)°]
+ ( ) [s1(HY)" + s )1}
— s {(HD)[s1(h{)° +S2( 5%+ (15)°[S1(RY)° + Sa(R5)°]
+  (hF) [s1(HY) + s2(Hy )}

— “/—Z [(HT)° {——92/\34- gyx\Y—ng/\X}( 7°

— V2> ((HP)) { gaN3 — —gyz\y - 3gmxx} (n?)°
— 2\/52 SJ [5gzAx]s; + h.c.

= —(0.0620¢, + 0.127¢% + 0.0299i pl)ryn,

(—0.0716¢, + 0.117¢5 + 0.0142ipg)n; 1} + h.c. (86)
give
D(¢) = n+n) = 208x 10Ty, (87)
D(¢h —n+n) = 864x 107 Tay, (88)
T(pg —n+n) = 3179 x 107 Ty, (89)

which dominate the decay widths of ¢}, ¢, -
The decay widths of (H5)" due to Yukawa interactions

L D —Y.(HY) " s —YE[(HP) vy + (HP) e§vy) + hec. (90)
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are given by
D((Hy) —s+¢) = 1.95x10 Ty, (91)
D(Hy) = 7+7:) = 248 x 10 Tgy. (92)

From these estimations, (Hy )’ decay gives dominant contribution to anti-proton flux.

As one charged lepton emission from LF decay accommodates one charged Higgs emission at even rate
of (H) and (HF)', the quark flux is estimated as

—1
Tquark = [% ( + ﬁ)} Toff = 27-AToff- (93)
For each parameter sets, we get
A Tguark = 1.6 x 107 sec, (94)
Bt Tqpark = 1.9 x 107sec, (95)

from which the spectrum of anti-proton flux is given in Fig. 4. There is no inconsistency in anti-proton flux.

100 T 27
o T=1.0x1027 sec —
= El 1=2.0x10;,sec — |
F.'; 10 TleOX]ROZS seg I
e . Background ——
o 102} _— T 1
£ A - N
é 10 ¢ \\ ]
= 4 [ \\
X 10 O]
(T 5 \\
c 10' - .
[}
8 N
= 10° | .
<
107 ‘ ‘ ‘
0.1 1 10 100

T [GeV](mpy =4.0 TeV)

Figure 4:

3.4 Relic Abundance of LSP

Finally we estimate the relic abundance of LSP. The interactions between n}, 7} and Z are given by

1- . 1- .
L D 51#17“(—5“ —iG1Zu7s) 1 + §¢47”(—3u — G425 ) s

+ GO Zu Py +iG(fR)V Y 2 Priby, (96)
where
Gy = 0.00823, G4 =0.0119, (97)
2 9 2
Gler) = ——D_ — 0172, Glen) = — LIz _ 900, (98)

V95 + 95
Vv + 95
Gluy) =Y 9 _ 379,

2v/9y + 95

99
. (99)
292 9y — 395
Glup) = —=I _ _ 0114, Glup) = L% _ 057, (100)
3V9y + 93 6/ 95 + 95
2 2 3 2
Gldy) = —I 0057, G(dp) = D% _ 315, (101)

3V9y + 93 6v/93 + 93
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These interactions give dominant contribution to annihilation of 7}, 7). As G; < G(vr), the contributions
Z — mm to Z-decay width is negligible. Therefore LEP bound m > 46GeV is not imposed on 7}, n,. The
relic abundance of the neutralino is calculated by the formula

0.0955mpmi(a + Gb/xp)
n

rp = 1 T (1 =1,4), (102)
(9*$F)§
1
11,3
an? - 8.76 x 10~ g, 172F, (103)
(a+3b/zp)GeV
where my = 41.92GeV, my = 44.55GeV,
2cy [ ms(Gi/2) ’ mi )’
afi = —= [m((}(ﬁ) -G(fr)| |1- el (104)

bri =

N ©

<_

2 m2. m2» %
o [M] (G*(fL) + G*(fr)] <4+ 2m2j> (1— é) , (105)

Q- 2
3w [4m; —m7y : m;

N 3 m;
ST Na,
4 m? m? Fi

| =

3

¢y is color factor such as ¢y = 1 for SU.(3) singlet, ¢; = 3 for triplet, and mz = 91.2 GeV. For the
approximation my/m; = 0, these coefficients are given by

a1 = apy+ar;=501x10""1CeV 2, (106)
as = apg+tars=122x10"2GeV 2 (107)
by = 1.53x1078GeV 2, (108)
by = 4.23x107"GeV ™2 (109)
The relic abundance of 7 is given by
g« = T5.75,
rp = 22.32,
TF = 1.88 GGV,
Mh? = 0.106, (110)
and that of 7 is given by
g« = 72.25,
rp = 25.52,
Tr = 1.75 GGV,
Q4h* = 0.0052. (111)
As 7}, is converted into 7], relic abundance of LSP is given by
(Qopmh?) = k% + Quh? = 0.111, (112)

which realizes density parameter of dark matter.

4 Conclusion

We have considered dark matter based on Sy x Z; flavor symmetric extra U(1) model. The results are as
follows. There exists appropriate parameter set to realize relic abundance of dark matter and positron flux
observed by PAMELA at the same time. The dominant component of dark matter is LSP and the origin
of positron flux is given by the decay of LF which generates the mass of RHN. There is deep connection
between PAMELA observation and neutrino mass. The long life time of LF results in large RHN mass and
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the spectrum of positron flux depend on Majorana phase ¢ in Vyyns. Therefore, cosmic-ray observation
gives new information about the structure of neutrino mass matrix.

From the fact that there is no excess of anti-proton flux in cosmic-ray, we can guess about the particle
spectrum. As sfermions can decay into quarks, weak boson and charginos, LF must not decay into those
particles, which sugests sfermions are heavier than 4TeV. Although this is also favorable from the viewpoint
of the FCNC constraints, experimental verification becomes difficult. However experimantal verification of
our scenario is not imposssible. From the fact that Higgs does not decay into weak boson or charginos, we
can expect that Higgs boson is light and degenerated, therefore the examination of the mass spectrum of
Higgs boson is possible.

A Mass matrices
Neutral CP even Higgs boson

HY > Gi%“, 53“#\’7;, 5.0 5 (a=1,2,3)

1 9 ¢U,a
—L D) §¢1M1j¢]7 ¢i = ¢D,a ) (Zaj: 1727"'79)7
¢S,a
MP, = M3, =V2mpy v, /ve) + AL A1V, (va/va) + As Asvs (V) /va) — AJvj/2 — A2vZ /2
1
— [+ A3Xs)vsv + (Mads + A Az)vgva] (vg, /va) + [1(912/ +93) + 492 | v2,
1
Mpy = /224 |G+ ) +agE] o,
My = M3y=-mby + (M + Asds)vlvs + (Agds + M Ag)vavl] /v2
1
+ V2 h(g?/ +935)+ 493] Uy,
M3y = V2my(vu/v),) + AsAsv, (v)/v),) + AAgvs(va/v),)
1
— [+ A3Xs)vsvg + (Mads + M Az)vgva] (va/vy,) +2 [Z(Qi +93)+ 495] (v),)?,
M7, = MZy=V2mEp)/va) + M AW, (0u/va) + A Asvs (V] /vq) — A2 /2 — Njvl /2
1
= T+ o]+ Ohads + Maon] 6/v0) + 3 | (a8 + 08) + 962
1
Mis = N/ /2 |16+ o)+ 902 o
MZ,G = ME?,G = —m2BD + [(/\1/\5 + )\3)\4)’0;’05 + (/\4/\5 + )\1)\3)1)711);]/\/5
1
+ V2 {Z(g% +93) + 995] vavy,
Mge = V2mp(va/vy) + AsAsvl(v),/vly) + As Asvs(vu /v))
1
= [(MAs + AgAa)vsvs + (Mads + A Ag) vy vn] (va/vy) + 2 [1(912/ +93) + 992 | (v))?,
M2, = Mgg=V2mEg(v,/vs) + MaAs(vva/vs) + AsAs (00} /vs) — ANjv3/2 — A2vl /2
— [()\1)\5 + )\3)\4)’()(1’1};1 + ()\1)\4 + )\3)\5)U;Uu] (v;/vs) + [25gﬂ ’U?,
MZg = Muvi/2+ Mva/2+ [25g2] v2,
M2y = MZy=—-mpbs+ [(Ads + Asha)vjva + (A ds + Asds)vuv),]/vV2 + V2 [2592] v,
Mgy = V2mEg(vs/v)) + M Ai(vava/v)) + A Az (v,07/v])

— [()\1)\5 + /\3)\4)’0(11);1 + ()\1)\4 + /\3/\5)’0;1@] (US/U;) + 2 [25g§] (v;)Q,
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2

M7,
2

M7,

2
M7

1
M3 5 = =M A1v, + 3M\v,v4/2 + (Aads + A1 As)v, vl + [—Z(gff +93) + 692 | vuvd,

1
M3, = Mvyva/2 + {—Z(gff +93) + 693] VoV,

M22,6 = _)‘5A5Us/\/§ + ﬁAgvuv& + (A5 + )\1)\3)’0;’0(1/\/5

—_

V2 [——(932/ +93)+ 693] vy VY,

W~

M§)5 = — M A, /V2+ ﬁkiv;vd + (\gAs + /\1)\3)’0u’0/d/\/§

1
V2 [—1(912/ +93)+ 695] vl V4,

1
= A3 Agv + 225005 + (Mds + Aads)Jvuva + 2 | = (97 + 93) + 697 | vlvg,

M3 g = —X5A50) + 3A 20405 /2 4+ (A1 s + A3 A5 ), vl 4 [—10g2] vyvs,

M22)7 = )\gvuvs/2 + [—109325} Vu Vs,

M3 g = =M A1va/V2 + V2 v,0] + (MAs + AsAs)vl,0,/V2 + V2 [-10g2] v,v),
Mis = M Ag0a/V2 4+ V2220 vs + (Mg + A3hs)v, vl /V2 + V2 [—1095} vl Vs,
— A3 A0 + 2\30 08 4+ (A + A3s)vuvs + 2 [—109320} vl

M2 g = =M A, + 3Mjvavs/2 + (A1 As + AsAa) vl + [—1592] vavs,

M5217 = )\ivdvs/2 + [—159926] VqUs,

ngg = —/\1A1vu/\/§ + \/5)\%11510; + (M5 + /\3)\4)v;lvs/\/§ +2 [—159325} vavl,
Mg g = =X Asva/V2 + V2X300s + (M ds + Asha)vav)/V2 + V2 [~15¢2] vjus,
—A3Az0,, + 2X\3000 + (M As + A Aa)vavs + 2 [—15¢2] vl

Neutral CP odd Higgs boson

2
M7,

2
M1)2
2
M7 5
2
M 4

2
M4)5

2
M4,6

2
Mg g

2
M717

2
M7 g

)

1PUa D — PD,a 1pS.a

Hg 2 ’ a 2 ’ Saj— (1,:1,2,3,
V2 N vz ey
1, PUa o
—L D §piMijpj, Pi = PD,a s (27.7 = 1727"'79)7
PS,a

M3 5 = V2m (v, /vu) + M AL, (va/va) + As Asvs (V) /va) — Av3/2 — A3v? /2
[(/\1/\4 + )\3)\5)’05’0; + (/\4/\5 + )\1)\3)1):11)(1] (v;/vu),

Az /2 + ATv/2,

]\422)3 = _szU + (Mg + A3 d5)vivs + (Aads + )\1)\3)1)011)&]/\/5,

V2my (va/v),) + A3 Asvl (vg/vr,) + AaAgvs(va/v),)

(A1 Aa 4+ A3As5)vsvl + (Aads + A Az)vjva] (v /vy,),

M2 = VB (e o) + M A (v ) + Ao (e ) — /2~ N2
[(/\1/\5 + )\3)\4)’051}; + (/\4/\5 + )\1)\3)11;11“] (’U&/Ud),

Nz /2 + Mfvg /2,

M5276 = —szD + [(AM A5 + A3 ) vivs + (Aads + )\1)\3)qu;]/\/§,
V2m p (va/vl) + A3 Azvl (v, /vg) + A5 Asvs (0u/V))

[(/\1/\5 + )\3)\4)’051}; + (/\4/\5 + )\1)\3)1)&1@] (vd/v&),

M2y = VB (v /i) + MaAs(va/ ) + Ao As (00 fv) — Nud /2 — Xu? 2
[(/\1/\5 + )\3)\4)’0(11)& + (/\1/\4 + /\3)\5)’();1)“] (’Ug/’US),

Nvg/2 +Avy /2,
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2
M7,

Mg
M,
M
Mg
M3
M3
M,
Mg
Mz
Mz,
M3
Mg,
Mg
Mg
Mg
Mg

)

M3 o= —mhs + [(MAs + AsAa)vivg + (Arha + Az hs v ]/ V2,
V2mg(vs/v,) + A A1(vava/V)) + A3 As(v),v3/v))
(A5 + A3 Aa)vav] + (M Aa + Ashs)vl o] (vs /L),
M22)5 = M A0, + (Mads — M As)vl vl — N2u,va/2,
M2274 = )\fvuvd/l

M3 6 = AsAs05/vV2 + (M A3 — MaAs)vl,04/V2,
M3 5 = MAgvs V2 + (M A3 — M5 )vuv/ V2,

A3 A3t 4+ (Aads — AAs)vava,

M3 g = AsAsv) + (A Aa — AsAs)v, vl — A2v,vs/2,
M22)7 = )\gvuvs/2,

M3 g = AA1va/V2 + (Ashs — Ada)vivs / V2,
M3 g = MAgva/V2+ (AsAs — Ada)vav,/V2,

A3 A3vl + (A1 As — A3 \5) 0,05,

M52)8 = M Al + (M A5 — A3 Ag)vivl — /\ivdvs/Z,
M5277 = Aivdvs/l

M2 g = MA10,/V2 + (Ashs — M As)vjvs/ V2,
Mg g = A5 Asva/ V2 + (Ashs — M As)vgvl / V2,
A3Asv!, + (A A5 — AsAg)vgus.

Charged Higgs boson

2
Ml,l

2
M1)2

2
M7 5

2
M3 5

)

2
M;j 4

2
Mj 5

2
Mj g

2
Mg g

HY >Hf, HP>H_ ., (a=1,23),

+
—LDHM}H;, H} = ( (HI{:?’)T ) (i,7=1,2,---,6),

V2miy (vl /va) + M Ao (va/va) + AsAsvs (V3 /va) = Afvg — AZ[v3/2 + (v)°]

[()\1)\4 + )\3)\5)1)51)2 + ()\4)\5 + )\1)\3)’1)&’1),1] (v'u/vu)

1 1
LRI+ ()7 o - ()] + el

1
Mo /2 + St
1
M2, = —m%, + (M 4 Ashs) o0 V2 + ——g20 vy,
2,3 By T (A 35)Us 0,/ 2\/§g2u
V2 (vu/v,) + A3 Asv, (V) /v],) + AaAgvs(va/vy,) — Njvg — A3 (v))?
[()\1)\4 + )\3)\5)1)51); + ()\4)\5 + )\1)\3)’1}(/1’0,1] (vu/v;)
1 1
593[”3 + (vy)* —vj — (v)?] + 595(”&)27
M2 5 =V2m%p (v} /va) + A A1, (v /va) + A Agvs(V), /va)
Mg = M0 /2+ (0,)°] = [(MAs + A3 Aa)vsvl + (Aads + M As)vyva] (v3/va)
2

1 1
593[”3 + (v,)? — v — (v)?] + 195”3,

1
e L
1
M52,6 = _m2BD + ()\1)\5 + /\3)\4)’051);/\/5 + ﬁggv&vd,
V2mp (va/vl) + AsAsvl (v, /vg) + As Asvs(vu/vy) — Agui — A3 (v),)?
[(/\1/\5 + )\3)\4)’05’0; + (/\4/\5 + )\1)\3)1);1)71] (vd/vfi)
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1 1
+ 5ol + () —vg — (v0)] + 595 ()’

2
M2, = MZy= A, — \[Avuva + Asvl,l] + iggvuvd,
M12,5 = M22,4 = %g%vuvd,
Mis = M3s=XsA505/vV2 = As[Mavva + Asvav)y] /V2 + 2—\1&93%@;,
M3, = M35 = Aws/vV2 = Ma[Aavjvg + Asvav)] /V2 + \1/5921) Vg,
Mg = st~ dlvwva+ Asvlt] + 5o3viol (115)

1-loop corrections to Higgs mass
In order to satisfy the experimental bound for the lightest neutral CP even Higgs boson mass, the
contributions from 1-loop corrections are important [24][25]. We add 1-loop contributions

1 M? 3
AV = —Str [M*(ln— — = 116

6am2”"" { ( A2 2 ﬂ (116)
to Higgs potentail. The dominant contributions are given by trilinear terms Y; HY Q3US and kS3(g195 +g295 +

9395). From the mass terms of squark and scalar g-quark

- (Ya(H )] |Us 2 + [mis + (vi(HE)")?] U5

24 (k)] (g1l + lg2l? + 1gsl?) + [mae + (kvi)?] (19517 + lg51? + |g51%)
Y A(HY)® + Yoo, (HD )] UsUS
kAgv, +/€/\3 (H(HP)®)*] (9195 + 9295 + 9395) + h.c.

(U5, US) mQQg + (Y;v!,)? YtAtU + YiAgvlv) Us
= UL v+ v, w3+ )t ) @)

m?2 + (kvl)? kARv, + kXsvl ! gi
* g€ g s s uvd i
+ E (97, 95) ( kAR, + kAsuln) mgc + (kv;)2 (g)* ) (117)

3

2
mg, +

[
[m
[
[

D)
+
+
+

mass eigenvalues are given by

M7, = % [mQQS +mie +2(Yivy,)® \/(mgs — mp)? +AYA (A, + )\3%%)2} ,
M. = % [m§ +mZe +2(kv})? £ \/ (m2 —m2.)2 4 4k?(Apv), + Agv;vl’i)QJ . (118)
For simplicity, we assume
my, =mpe =my =ms. =my = 16TeV?, A, = Ay = 0.0TeV, (119)
then Eq.(118) is rewritten by
My = md+ (Yiv,)” £ Yidgvjvg,
M = mg+ (kvh)? + kAsvjuy. (120)
As potential minimum condition is modified as
w =0, X=(vl,v)), (121)
and we must add the terms
AM3273 _ 1 0?AV 1 0AV

20(v,)%  2(v,) 9(v),)’

u

1 92AV 1 0AV

2 — — —
AMss = 552 T 2 oty
, 1 AV
Mo = anpa0 (122)
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to the neutral CP-even Higgs boson mass. We fix renormalization point as
A =4TeV. (123)
Chargino

L D X:_Mijxj_-f—h.c.,

+ 0
hi’—(’,ﬁ%) : hé’—(ffd) (a=1,2,3),
u a d a

+_ (ha —_( (h3)a L MFN
Xi = ( _,L'w+ ’ Xi = ’ w = (Zu] - 1727374)7

—w™ V2
Al 0 AsUs/ V2 gavu/V2
B 0 A0 )\51)5/\/5 921)71/\/§
M )\4“5/\/5 /\47}5/\/5 )‘37}; 92’0; (124)
92va/V2  g2va/V2 ga2vy M
Neutralino
1
LD —5771'Mij77j + h.c.,
h),
)y
n= Ul A= M ] (=128 0g=120,12),
i\ Ax
0 Mud Mus Mu)\
- Mg, 0 My, Mgy
o Msu Msd O MS)\ ’
My, Myg Mys DMyy
/\11); 0 /\5'()5/\/§
Mg = 0 Mo Asws/V2 | = MT,
Aivs/V2 Agos/V2 Asv)
/\5’1}& 0 /\1'Ud/\/§
My, = 0 st Mwa/V2 | = ML,
/\4’0,1/\/5 /\4’0,1/\/5 /\37},11
/\41); 0 )\1'Uu/\/i
My, — 0 vl Mu/V2 | =ML,
Asvu/V2 Asvu/V2 Asu,
gy’l}u/2 —gg’l}u/2 —2g5Vy
Mo = [ ovva/2 —govu/2 20000 | =M,
gy /V2 —gavl /N2 —2v2g.0),
—gy’Ud/2 g2vd/2 _3ngd
My = —gy’Ud/2 921)(1/2 —392vd :Mfdv
—gyvp/V2 g0 /V2  —3V2g,0
0 0 5gus
M, = 0 0 5g.us = M.,
0 0 5v2g.0,
— My 0 0
My = 0 — M, 0 . (125)
0 0 —Mx

B Mixing matrices and mass eigenvalues

Mass eigenvalues (m; : GeV) and diagnalization matrix U = (uq,ug, - --) are given as follows.
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Neutral CP-even Higgs
For Higgs bosons, the diagonalization matrices are defined as

(M?) =UT M?U = diag(m?,m3,---).

i 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
u; | —0.698 | —0.113 | —0.0006 | —0.613 | 0.329 | —0.115| 0.0006 0.003 | —0.059
0.698 0.113 0.0006 | —0.613 | 0.329 | —0.115 | 0.0006 0.003 | —0.059
0 0 0 —0.384 | —0.808 | —0.036 | 0.029 —0.009 | —0.445
0.0015 | —0.005| —0.707 | —0.0012 | —0.008 | 0.006 | —0.706 | —0.0008 | —0.030
—0.0015 | 0.005 0.707 | —0.0012 | —0.008 | 0.006 | —0.706 | —0.0008 | —0.030
0 0 0 —0.273 | —0.360 | —0.031 | —0.033 0.054 0.889
0.113 | —0.698 | —0.0056 | 0.118 | —0.025 | —0.693 | 0.006 0.071 —0.002
—0.113 | 0.698 0.0056 0.118 | —0.025 | —0.693 | 0.006 0.071 —0.002
0 0 0 —0.002 | 0.014 0.101 | 0.00009 | 0.993 | —0.052
m; | 91.50 537 2005 121.96 | 152.96 539 2007 1018 1425
Neutral CP-odd Higgs
i 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
u; | —0.703 | 0.073 | —0.040 0.004 0.0005 0.700 0.074 | —0.002 | —0.059
0.703 | —0.073 | —0.040 0.004 —0.0005 | 0.700 0.074 | —0.002 | —0.059
0 0 —0.889 0.086 0 —0.088 | —0.009 | —0.029 | —0.044
0.0014 0.008 0.008 | —0.00008 | 0.707 0.0003 | 0.008 | —0.706 | 0.030
—0.0014 | 0.008 0.008 | —0.00008 | —0.707 | 0.0003 | 0.008 | —0.706 | 0.030
0 0 0.448 —0.004 0 —0.049 | —0.005 | —0.033 | —0.892
—0.073 | —0.703 | —0.006 | —0.070 0.008 0.074 | —0.700 | —0.008 | —0.002
0.073 0.703 | —0.006 | —0.070 —0.008 | 0.074 | —0.700 | —0.008 | —0.002
0 0 —0.079 | —0.991 0 —0.012 | 0.099 | —0.001 | —0.034
m; | 112.12 532 0 0 2005 145.53 535 2008 1423
Charged Higgs
1 1 2 3 4 5 6
u; 0.707 —0.000055 | —0.703 | 0.041 | —0.001 | 0.059
—0.707 0.000055 | —0.703 | 0.041 | —0.001 | 0.059
0 0 0.089 0.893 | —0.029 | 0.441
0.000055 0.707 —0.0018 | —0.008 | —0.706 | —0.030
—0.000055 —0.707 —0.0018 | —0.008 | —0.706 | —0.030
0 0 0.049 | —0.447 | —0.032 | 0.893
m; 90.70 2005 130.02 0 2007 1422

Neutralino
For neutralinos, the diagonalization matrix is defined as

UTMU = diag(ml, mo, - ~m12).
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(126)

(127)

(128)

(129)



1 1 2 3 4 5 6
u; 0.234 —0.496 | 0.446 | —0.248 | —0.475 0.067
—0.234 0.496 | —0.446 | —0.248 | —0.475 0.067
0 0 0 0.064 0.148 0.031
0.209 0.504 0.450 | —0.217 | 0.497 —0.055
—0.209 | —0.504 | —0.450 | —0.217 | 0.497 —0.055
0 0 0 0.028 | —0.105| —0.066
—0.634 | —0.017 | 0.313 0.621 | —0.023 | —0.002
0.634 0.017 | —0.313 | 0.621 | —0.023 | —0.002
0 0 0 —0.086 | 0.005 | —0.00007
0 0 0 0.009 0.084 0.965
0 0 0 —0.014 | —0.119 | —0.221
0 0 0 0.0004 | 0.001 0.003
m; | —41.92 —130 172 —44.55 | —111 —177
. (130)
i 7 8 9 10 11 12
U 0.062 —0.430 | —0.099 | —0.099 | —0.020 0.002
0.062 —0.430 | —0.099 | —0.099 | —0.020 0.002
0.039 0.132 | —0.689 | —0.682 | —0.121 | —0.003
—0.049 | —0.439 | 0.062 | —0.063 | —0.013 | —0.003
—0.049 | —0.439 | 0.062 | —0.063 | —0.013 | —0.003
—0.077 0.085 0.692 | —0.686 | —0.138 | —0.050
—0.002 | —0.330 | 0.001 | —0.003 | —0.053 0.047
—0.002 | —0.330 | 0.001 | —0.003 | —0.053 0.047
—0.0001 | 0.051 0.014 0.114 | —0.728 0.669
—0.241 0.007 0.063 | —0.014 | —0.002 | —0.001
—0.960 | —0.012 | —0.118 | 0.024 0.003 0.002
0.003 | —0.0009 | —0.032 | 0.153 | —0.655 | —0.739
m; —194 157 832 820 945 —1144
Chargino
For the charginos, the diagonalization matrices are defined as
X =U-(x7), x"=Us(x"),
UL MU_ = diag(mi,m2,m3,ms) = (130,111,193, 830),
0.707 0.685 0.104 0.140 —0.707 —0.696 0.085 0.088
U. — —0.707 0.685 0.104 0.140 U — 0.707 —0.696 0.085 0.088
L 0 —0.209 0.066 0.976 |’ - 0 0.140 0.128 0.982
0 0.131  —0.987 0.095 0 —0.102 —0.984 0.143
(131)

These mass eigenvalues are consistent with the experimental mass bounds [18]

Charged Higgs : m > 79.3GeV,
Neutral CP-even Higgs : m > 114.4GeV,
Neutral CP-odd Higgs : m > 93.4GeV,

Chargino : m > 94GeV,
Neutralino : m > 46GeV.

Note that p4, p}, (Hi)" are Nambu-Goldstone boson which are eaten by gauge bosons.

C The lifetimes of exotic quarks
As the R-parities of exotic quarks are odd, at least there must be one sfermion which is lighter than exotic

quarks, to make them unstable. Now we assume the right handed slepton EY is lighter than 27eV and the
other sfermions are heavier than 47eV. For simplicity, we assume there is no mixing between Ef and L,.
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Through the non-renormalizable interaction
LD — Z \/_MQ (1hg1 + g + Vg 3)ESuS + h.c., (132)

the exotic quarks ¢, 1.3 can decay into u§ and EY, where ¢; are O(1) coefficients. The lifetimes are estimated
as follows

2
2T eV e, V32 2
T . — ES+uf) = . =t 133
(g5 = Br+ui) = =57 <\/§MI%> 1.7[sec]’ (133)

from which we must put ¢; ~ 4 in order to satisfy the cosmological constraint for exotic particle, 7 < 0.1sec.
The interaction Eq.(132) comes from

WD Z DS gy + BGgo + BGgs) ESUS, (134)

which may contribute to LF decay through
LD - E AN Oy i ETul + h.c., (135)
-~ Mz 9, i

where o; are given by linear combinations of the flavon mixing parameters. In this paper, we assume «; are
small enough and this interaction does not give sizable contribution to LF decay width.

Acknowledgments

This work is supported by Young Researcher Overseas Visits Program for Vitalizing Brain Circulation
Japanese in JSPS (T.T.). H.O. acknowledges partial supports from the Science and Technology Development
Fund (STDF) project ID 437 and the ICTP project ID 30.

References

[1] O. Adriani et al. [PAMELA Collaboration], Nature 458 (2009) 607.

[2] P. Meade, M. Papucci, A. Strumia and T. Volansky, Nucl. Phys. B831 (2010) 178; A. Ibarra, D. Tran
and C. Weniger, JCAP1001 (2010) 009; C. R. Chen, S. K. Mandal and F. Takahashi, JCAP1001
(2010) 023; J. Liu, Q. Yuan, X. Bi, H. Li and X. Zhang, arXiv:0911.1002; M. Cirelli, P. Panci and
P. D. Serpico, arXiv:0912.0663; G. Hutsi, A. Hektor and M. Raidal, arXiv:1004.2036; A. Ibarra and D.
Tran, JCAPOSO7 (2008) 002.

[3] A. Ibarra and D. Tran, JCAP 0902, 021 (2009) [arXiv:0811.1555 [hep-ph]].

[4] G. Bertone, M. Cirelli, A. Strumia and M. Taoso, JCAP 03 (2009) 009; M. Cirelli and P. Panci, Nucl.
Phys. B821, (2009) 399; M. Papucci and A. Strumia, JCAP 03 (2010) 014.

[5] H.P. Nilles, Phys. Rep. 110 (1984) 1

[6] H. Murayama and J. D. Wells, Phys. Rev. D65 (2002) 055009.
[7] J. Kubo, Phys. Lett. B578 (2004) 156.

[8] Y. Daikoku and H. Okada, Phys. Rev. D 82, 033007 (2010).

[9] Y. Kajiyama, J. Kubo and H. Okada, Phys. Rev. D 75, 033001 (2007) [arXiv:hep-ph/0610072]; Y. Ka-~
jiyama, H. Okada and T. Toma, arXiv:1104.0367 [hep-ph)].

[10] See for example the reviews of Non-Abelian discrete flavor symmetries by G. Altarelli, F. Feruglio,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 2701-2729 (2010). [arXiv:1002.0211 [hep-ph]]; H. Ishimori, T. Kobayashi, H. Ohki,
H. Okada, Y. Shimizu and M. Tanimoto, Prog. Theor. Phys. Suppl. 183, 1 (2010);

21



[11]

[27]

S. Pakvasa and H. Sugawara, Phys. Lett. B73 (1978) 61; E. Ma, Phys. Lett. B632 (2006) 352; C.
Hagedorn, M. Lindner and R.N. Mohapatra, JHEP0606 (2006) 042; H. Zhang, Phys. Lett. B 655,
132 (2007); Y. Koide, JHEP0O708 (2007) 086; F. Bazzocchi and S. Morisi, Phys. Rev. D 80, 096005
(2009); H. Ishimori, Y. Shimizu and M. Tanimoto, Prog. Theor. Phys. 121, 769 (2009); F. Bazzocchi,
L. Merlo and S. Morisi, Nucl. Phys. B 816 (2009) 204; F. Bazzocchi, L. Merlo and S. Morisi, Phys.
Rev. D 80 (2009) 053003 G. Altarelli, F. Feruglio and L. Merlo, JHEP 0905 (2009) 020; W. Grimus,
L. Lavoura and P. O. Ludl, J. Phys. G 36, 115007 (2009); G. J. Ding, Nucl. Phys. B 827, 82 (2010);
B. Dutta, Y. Mimura and R. N. Mohapatra, JHEP 1005, 034 (2010); D. Meloni, J. Phys. G 37, 055201
(2010); S. Morisi and E. Peinado, Phys. Rev. D 81, 085015 (2010); C. Hagedorn, S. F. King and C. Luhn,
JHEP 1006, 048 (2010); R. Z. Yang and H. Zhang, Phys. Lett. B 700, 316 (2011) [arXiv:1104.0380 [hep-
ph]]; Y. Shimizu, M. Tanimoto and A. Watanabe, arXiv:1105.2929 [hep-ph]; H. Ishimori, Y. Shimizu,
. Tanimoto and A. Watanabe, Phys. Rev. D 83, 033004 (2011) [arXiv:1010.3805 [hep-ph]]; H. Ishimori,
. Saga, Y. Shimizu and M. Tanimoto, Phys. Rev. D 81, 115009 (2010) [arXiv:1004.5004 [hep-ph]];
. M. Patel, Phys. Lett. B 695, 225 (2011) [arXiv:1008.5061 [hep-ph]].

. Suematsu and Y. Yamagishi, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A10 (1995) 4521.
. Daikoku, H. Okada and T. Toma [arXiv:1010.4963 [hep-ph]].

. Howl and S.F. King, JHEP0805 (2008) 008.

. Abe et al. [T2K Collaboration], arXiv:1106.2822 [hep-ex].

Z =N B < O RRE

. Haba, Y. Kajiyama, S. Matsumoto, H. Okada and K. Yoshioka, Phys. Lett. B 695, 476 (2011)
rXiv:1008.4777 [hep-ph]]; Y. Kajiyama and H. Okada, Nucl. Phys. B 848, 303 (2011) [arXiv:1011.5753
hep-ph]].

Q

[
[
J. Kubo, H. Okada and F. Sakamaki, Phys. Rev. D 70, 036007 (2004) [arXiv:hep-ph/0402089];
Y. Daikoku and H. Okada, arXiv:1008.0914 [hep-ph].

C. Amsler et al. (Particle Data Group), Phys. Lett. B667, 1 (2008) and 2009 partial update for the 2010
edition. Cut-off date for this update was January 15, 2009.

Z. z. Xing, H. Zhang and S. Zhou, Phys. Rev. D77 (2008) 113016.

F. Riva, Phys. Lett. B 690, 443 (2010) [arXiv:1004.1177 [hep-ph]].

S. Matsumoto and K. Yoshioka, Phys. Rev. D82 (2010) 0530009.

M. Kawasaki, K. Kohri and T. Moroi, Phys. Rev. D71 (2005) 083502.

O. Adriani et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 102 (2009) 051101.

Y. Okada, M. Yamaguchi and T. Yanagida, Prog. Theor. Phys. 85 (1991) 1.

Y. Daikoku and D. Suematsu, Prog. Theor. Phys. 104 (2000) 104, Y. Daikoku and D. Suematsu,
Phys. Rev. D62 (2000) 095006.

Q. H. Cao, E. Ma, J. Wudka and C. P. Yuan, arXiv:0711.3881 [hep-ph]; M. Fairbairn and J. Zu-
pan, JCAP 0907, 001 (2009) [arXiv:0810.4147 [hep-ph]]; H. Fukuoka, D. Suematsu and T. Toma,
arXiv:1012.4007 [hep-ph]; D. Suematsu and T. Toma, Nucl. Phys. B 847, 567 (2011) [arXiv:1011.2839

[hep-ph]].
T. Sjostrand, S. Mrenna and P. Z. Skands, JHEP 0605, 026 (2006) [arXiv:hep-ph/0603175].

292



