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Abstract

The experimental limit on the neutron electric dipole moment is used as a possible probe of new physics
beyond the standard model. Within MSSM we use the current experimental limit on the neutron EDM and
possible future improvement as a probe of high scale SUSY. Quantitative analyses show that scalar masses
as large as a PeV and larger could be probed in improved experiment far above the scales accessible at future
colliders. We also discuss the neutron EDM as a probe of new physics models beyond MSSM. Specifically
we consider an MSSM extension with a particle content including a vectorlike multiplet. Such an extension
brings in new sources of charge conjugation and parity (CP) violation beyond those in MSSM. These CP
phases contribute to the EDM of the quarks and to the neutron EDM. These contributions are analyzed
in this work where we include the supersymmetric loop diagrams involving the neutralinos, charginos, the
gluino, squark and mirror squark exchange diagrams at the one loop level. We also take into account the
contributions from the W, Z, quark and mirror quark exchanges arising from the mixings of the vectorlike
generation with the three generations. It is shown that the experimental limit on the neutron EDM can be
used to probe such new physics models. In the future one expects the neutron EDM to improve an order of
magnitude or more allowing one to extend the probe of high scale SUSY and of new physics models. For the
MSSM the probe of high scales could go up to and beyond PeV scale masses.
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1 Introduction

CP violation provides a window to new physics [For the early history of CP violation and for reviews see
e.g.[I 2, B, []]. One of the important manifestations of CP violation are that such violations generate
electric dipole moment (EDM) for elementary particle, i.e., for the quarks and leptons. As is well known
the EDM of elementary particles in the standard model are very small. For example, for the electron the
EDM is estimated to be |d.| ~ 1073® ecm. The electroweak sector of the Standard Model gives an EDM for
the neutron of size |d,| ~ 10732 — 1073! ecm. These sizes are too small to be observed in any foreseeable
experiment. The QCD sector of the standard model also produces a non-vanishing EDM for the neutron
which is of size d,, ~ O(10716%) ecm and satisfaction of Eq. (1) requires 6 to be of size 1071 or smaller
where 6 is QCD phase which enters the QCD Lagrangian as (0g2/327%)G,,,G*”. We assume the absence
of such a term by a symmetry such as the Peccei-Quinn symmetry. In supersymmetric models there are a
variety of new sources of CP violation and typically these new sources of CP violation lead to EDM of the
elementary particles in excess of the observed limits. This phenomenon is often referred to as the SUSY
EDM problem. Several solutions to this problem have been suggested in the past such as small CP phases
[5], mass suppression [6] and the cancellation mechanism [7], [8] where various diagrams contributing to the
EDMs cancel to bring the predicted EDM below the experimental value (for an alternate possibility see [9]).
The recent data from the LHC indicates the Higgs mass to be ~ 126 GeV which requires a large loop cor-
rection to lift the tree level mass to the desired experimental value. The sizable loop correction points to
a high SUSY scale and specifically large scalar masses. In view of this one could turn the indication of a
large SUSY scale as a possible resolution of the EDM problem of supersymmetric models. In fact it has been
suggested recently [I0, 1T, 12| 13}, [I4], that one can go further and utilize the current and future improved
data on the EDM limits to probe mass scales far beyond those that may be accessible at colliders. We
also note in passing that a large SUSY scale also helps suppress flavor changing neutral currents (FCNC) in
supersymmetric models and helps stabilize the proton against rapid decay from baryon and lepton number

violating dimension five operators in grand unified theories.

In this work we will focus on the neutron electric dipole moment of the light quarks which in turn generate
an EDM of the neutron as a probe of high scale physics. The current experimental limit on the EDM of the
neutron is [15]

|dn| < 2.9 x 107%ecm (90% CL). (1)

Higher sensitivity is expected from experiments in the future [16]. In our analysis here we consider the

neutron EDM as a probe of high scalar masses within the minimal supersymmetric standard model (MSSM)



as well as consider the neutron EDM as a probe of an extension of MSSM with a vectorlike generation
which brings in new sources of CP violation. A vectorlike generation is anomaly free. Further, a variety
of grand unified models, string and D brane models contain vectorlike generations [I7]. Vectorlike genera-
tions have been considered by several authors since their discovery would constitute new physics (see, e.g.,

[18, 19, 20, 211, 22, 23, 24| 25, 26, [13, 27, 28, 29, 30]).

Quark dipole moment have been examined in MSSM in previous works and a complete analysis at the
one loop level is given in [7]. Here we compute the EDM of the neutron within an extended MSSM where the
particle content contains in addition a vectorlike multiplet. The outline of the rest of the paper is as follows:
In section 2 we give the relevant formulae for the extension of MSSM with a vectorlike generation. In section
3 we give the interactions of W and Z vector bosons with the quarks and mirror quarks of the extended
model. Interactions of the gluino with quarks, squarks, mirror quarks and mirror squarks are given in section
4. Interactions of the charginos and neutralinos with quarks, squarks, mirror quarks and mirror squarks are
given in section 5. An analysis of the electric dipole moment operator involving loop contributions from W
and Z exchange, gluino exchange, and chargino and neutralino exchanges is given in section 6. A numerical
estimate of the EDM of the neutron arising from these loop contributions is given in section 7. Here we also
discuss the neutron EDM as a probe of PeV scale physics. Conclusions are given in section 8. In section 9 we
give details of how the scalar mass square matrices are constructed in the extended model with a vectorlike

generation.

2 Extension of MSSM with a Vector Multiplet

In this section we give details of the extension of MSSM to include a vectorlike generation. A vectorlike mul-
tiplet consists of an ordinary fourth generation of leptons, quarks and their mirrors. A vectorlike generation
is anomaly free and thus its inclusion respects the good properties of a gauge theory. Vectorlike multiplets
arise in a variety of unified models some of which could be low-lying. They have been used recently in a
variety of analyses. In the analysis below we will assume an extended MSSM with just one vector multiplet.
Before proceeding further we define the notation and give a very brief description of the extended model and
a more detailed description can be found in the previous works mentioned above. Thus the extended MSSM

contains a vectorlike multiplet. To fix notation the three generations of quarks are denoted by

iDL = ~ 372a7 5 10 ~ 371a_7 ; 1C ~ 37177 ) :13273 2
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where the properties under SU(3)¢ x SU(2)r, x U(1)y are also exhibited. The last entry in the braces
such as (3,2,1/6) is the value of the hypercharge Y defined so that Q = 75 + Y. These leptons have V — A
interactions. We can now add a vectorlike multiplet where we have a fourth family of leptons with V' — A
interactions whose transformations can be gotten from Eq. (2) by letting ¢ run from 1 to 4. A vectorlike
quark multiplet also has mirrors and so we consider these mirror quarks which have V + A interactions. The

quantum numbers of the mirrors are given by

BS 1 2 1
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Interesting new physics arises when we allow mixings of the vectorlike generation with the three ordinary
generations. Here we focus on the mixing of the mirrors in the vectorlike generation with the three genera-
tions. Thus the superpotential of the model allowing for the mixings among the three ordinary generations

and the vectorlike generation is given by

+ysHIG b5 + ys H G515, + yaHi @05, + v 3 65051

+ haei; QU4 + Myei; QY@ + Py ei; QU S, + hab$ By + hsts Tt

+ hybS, By + hits, Ty + W{b§, By + hi#5, 11, (4)
where 4 is the complex Higgs mixing parameter so that p = |u|e’#. The mass terms for the ups, mirror

ups, downs and mirror downs arise from the term

1 02w
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wﬂ/}j —+ h.C., (5)

where 1 and A stand for generic two-component fermion and scalar fields. After spontaneous breaking of
the electroweak symmetry, ((H{) = v1/v/2 and (H2) = v5/v/2), we have the following set of mass terms

written in the four-component spinor notation so that

— Lo = ER(M)EL + TR(Mg)n + hec., (6)



where the basis vectors in which the mass matrix is written is given by
EJE = (t_R Tr cCr ﬂR) )
&=t To e ug),

k= (br Br 5r dg),

7]{ = (bL BL ST, dL) s (7)
and the mass matrix M, is given by
yiva/V2 hs 0 0
—hg yQ'Ul/\/E —hg —hg
M, = . 8
0 hy  ysue/V2 0 )
0 hs 0 Yyva/ V2

We define the matrix element (22) of the mass matrix as mr so that,
mr = yzv1/\/§~ (9)

The mass matrix is not hermitian and thus one needs bi-unitary transformations to diagonalize it. We define

the bi-unitary transformation so that

D%T(Mu)Dz = diag(muy s Muy, Mayg, My )- (10)

Under the bi-unitary transformations the basis vectors transform so that

tr Ul g tr, Uiy,
TR u U2g TL u U2,
— DY : - pv . (11)
CR U3 Ccr U3,
UR Ugp ur Uqyp,

A similar analysis goes to the down mass matrix My where

yrv1/V?2 hy 0 0
h3 yhv2/V2 b h
M, = 12
d 0 hﬁl y3’l)1/\/§ 0 ( )
O hﬁll 0 y4l}1/\/§
In general hg, hy, hs, by, by, b, hY, by, hY can be complex and we define their phases so that
hi = |hile™X®, Ry = |Bi|eXk, Bl = |Ry|eXE ik =3,4,5 . (13)

We introduce now the mass parameter mp which defines the mass term in the (22) element of the mass

matrix of Eq. so that

mp = y§U2/‘/§- (14)



Next we consider the mixing of the down squarks and the charged mirror sdowns. The mass squared matrix

of the sdown - mirror sdown comes from three sources: the F term, the D term of the potential and the soft

SUSY breaking terms. Using the superpotential of the mass terms arising from it after the breaking of the

electroweak symmetry are given by the Lagrangian
L=Lp+Lp+ Loft
where L is deduced from F; = 0W/JA;, and —Lp = Vp = F;F;* while the Lp is given by
1 2 2 7 orx T 7 ~ o~k ~ o~ ~ o~ 7 %
—Lp = 5Miz oS Ow cos 28{tpt] —brb] +¢ré;, — 8.5; +aru; — drdj,

A 1 1. . 4. . 1. . 4_
+ BrBy — TrTH} + §m22 sin® Oy cos 25{—§tLt2 + -tptp — -CLér + 3CRCR

3 3
~ o~ 4~ ~ % 1~ Tk Tk 1- 7 % 2 7
— guLuL + guRuR + gTRTR — gTLTL — gbLbL — gbRbR
1., 2. ., 1- - 2+ - 1. - 2. _
_gsLSL_gSRSR_gdeL_ngdR+§BRBR+§BLBL}'

For Lsof we assume the following form

—Lsote = M7, @101, + M3 @57d5r, + M5, 45105, + M3Q QF + ME15115,

+ MZBTLB, + M2 iS85, + M IS5, + M b5b5, + MZ b6, + MEB; By + M2T; Ty

+ eij{ylAbe(j{L L — yiAtHéth{fL + y3A5H{q§L oL — yéAcHéqufgL

+ Y AdHL 051 — vaALHS 151 + y2 Ar H{QV Ty, — y, Ap H3Q B + hoc.} .

(15)

(17)

Here Mj;, Mgz, etc are the soft masses and A;, Ay, etc are the trilinear couplings. The trilinear couplings

are complex and we define their phases so that
Ap = |Aple®®s | A, = |Aylet@ae

From these terms we construct the scalar mass squared matrices.

3 Interaction with W and Z vector bosons

4 4
~Lawa =W} Z Z ;7" [GmPL + Gg’ﬁPR]di +h.c.,
i=1j=1
where
g * U* L u*
GK = E[D?AjD%Ai + DL3jDZSi + DLljD%h‘]a
g wk
G}‘g’,/ji = —=| szpfm]-

V2

(18)
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Figure 1: W and Z exchange contributions to the EDM of the up quark. Similar exchange contributions
exist for the EDM of the down quark where v and d are interchanged and W is replaced by W~ in the
diagrams above.

For the Z boson exchange the interactions that enter with the up type quarks are given by

—Luuz = 2Zp Z?:l Z?:l aj’yp[cﬂfiPL + CﬁiPR]Uia (22)
where
u g U* u u* u u* u u* u
CLi = T[zl(DLM Tai + D11 D1 + D13 Disi) + y1 D15, Dol (23)
cos Oy
and
U g U* u u* u u* u U* u
CRjZi = m[lﬂ( 71jDRa; + DE1j DRy + Dis;Disi) + 21 Do Doyl (24)
where
1 2
T = 5 — 581112 HW, (25)
2
n=-3 sin? Oy . (26)

For the Z boson exchange the interactions that enter with the down type quarks are given by

~Laaz = Zp Y51 iy Ay [CHZ Py + CFZ Prd;, (27)
where
Cﬁi = COSQQW [22(D13; DT 4 + DD + D5 D) + yaDifs; Dol (28)
and
C}%i = congW [Y2(D; Dai + Dy Dy + D D) + 22D Digay], (29)
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Figure 2: Supersymmetric loop contributions to the EDM of the up-quark. Left panel: Loop diagram
involving the neutralinos and up-squarks. Middle left panel: Gluino and up-squark loop contribution. Middle
right panel: Loop contribution with chargino and d-squark exchange with the photon emission from the d-
squark line. Right panel: Loop contribution with chargino and d-squark exchange with the photon emission
from the chargino line. Similar loop contributions exist for the EDM of the down quark, where u and d are
interchanged, u and d are interchanged and x* is replaced by x~ in the diagrams above.

where
1 1
To = —5 =+ g Sin2 GW, (30)
1
y2 = g sin” . (31)

4 Interaction with gluinos

— Lgq5 ZJ 1 Zk 1 Za 1 Zl 1 Zm 1 GO, P+ CR Pr)§adk, +h.c., (32)
where
O i = V205151 (Dy DY,y — D3y DY, — Dy D,y — Dy DY, e™ /2, (33)
and
Chye = V29T (DEy DY,y + D3y DY, + DTy DY, — Dy D3 e/, (34)

where £3 is the phase of the gluino mass.

5 Interactions with charginos and neutralinos

In this section we discuss the interactions in the mass diagonal basis involving squarks, charginos and quarks.

Thus we have

4 2 8
~La—aon- =D d;i(CHPL + CIYPr)Y " iy, + hc., (35)

j=1i=1 k=1



such that,

Cjzk - ( HdUZ2DR4j — Ks 2*2DR3j D5k Kb 1*2Dlele HTUZQ‘DRQJ + z*lDRQJ D4k) (36)

ngk*( ’fuszL4jD8k "%VQDL?,JDGI« HfV2DLljD3k HBV@‘QDLZ]'DZk

+ VD L4J e+ Vi L3]D5k + Vleng )5 (37)
and
4 2 8
Ly = Z Z Z u; (CHikPrL + O Pr)X “di + hec., (38)
j=1i=1 k=1
such that,
ngk =9(—Fku i;DEZg‘ng — ke i;Dgnggk "@tV2qufi]D1k KB {SD%]‘D% + ﬁDqﬁéjDZk% (39)
ngk =g(— “dUizD%Zngk - HSUiZDLSJDGk kpUio Ll]DSk KTUiQ‘D%;j‘Dzk
+ UilDL4jD7k +U; D L3JD5k + U D11 D D). (40)
with
(mTa mp, Mg, md)
KT, Kb, Ky Kd) = 41
( T b s d) \/imw COSﬁ ( )
( ) (mB,mtamcamu) (42)
KRB, Rty Rey, Ry ) =
B V2myy sin B
and
U'McV = diag(m)zf , mg). (43)

We now discuss the interactions in the mass diagonal basis involving up quarks, up squarks and neutralinos.

Thus we have,

4 4 8
7‘Cu a—x° = ZZZ Uy uzjkPL + CuzngR)XJuk +h. Coy (44)
i=1 j=1 k=1
such that
Cuzgk: \/i(aujD;L%Zz u = Yuj D?%ZZD&C + Qcj D%EZDSIC Yej DIMQ?’)ZDGIC + atJDRlz 1k:
— 21 D1 D3y + Bry Digs; DYy, — 15 Diga; Dsy,), (45)

Cuz]k =V2(Bu; D5 D¥y — 64D} Diy. + Bej DDty — 605 D15, Dy + By DY Diy

— 05D} D3y, + ar; Dy Dl — vr; D15 D3y) | (46)



where

gmrX3; 2 g9 / L 2. 5
o . = CeX! 4+ 2 X! [+ 2 0 47
AT 2my cos 3’ bri 360 + cos Oy Y 2 * 3o oW (47)
2 ’ 2q sin? Ow gmrX3;
= —TeX 4+ o Xt op; = — =221 48
T 36 1 3 cosby ¥ Ti 2myy cos 3 (48)
and
s = IMueXay o = MKy o = 9Ky (49)
t 2myy sin 8 Y Imyy sin B " 2myy sin B
5 = — gmy .43 : Sej = _97}] : Suj = _97_43 (50)
2myy sin 8 2myy sin 3 2myy sin 3
and where
2 "% g "% 1 2 2
Prs = Peg = i = 36005+ o5 X (2 “3% HW) o

ggsin2 Ow .,

2
Vej = Vej = Yuj = zeX15 — 3 cos Oy Xo; (52)

3

The interaction of the down quarks, down squarks and neutralinos is given by

4 8
Ly g0 =D 3> di(Culi P+ Oyl Pr)XSdy, + hec, (53)
i=1 j=1k=1
such that
'L dx 7d dx 1Tyd dx 7d dx 7d dx 1yd dx 7d
Cdijlc :\/i(adePAiD?k — Ydj DRai Dyj, + 55 D3 D5y, — Vs D3 Dei, + v Dy D1y, — Y5 D1 Dy,

+ BBJ'D?%Eibgk - 5BdeREiﬁgk)a (54)

'R dx 17d dx 1Hyd dx 1Tyd dx mTd dx m7d dx m7d
Cdijk :ﬁ(ﬁdeLzliD?k - 5deL4z'D8k + BSjDL?)iDSk - 6SjDL3iD6k + ﬁbjDLlile - 5bjDL1iD3k

+ap; DDy — v8; D15 Dsy), (55)
where

gmpXi; L g P
= = zeXj; = — ~sin®f 56
QA Bj 2y sin B BB 36 1+ cost 2 \3 73 sin” Oy (56)

1 ’ 1gsin® Oy - gmpXy;

Xij—3 ; 0pj = — ! 57
TBI T 3% T 3 o O ~ Bi 2myy sin 3 (57)



and

o ogmp X3y _ ogmsXg; _ gmgX3;
pj = 57 Qsj = 5 — 3 dj = (58)
2myy cos 3 2myy cos 3 2my cos 3
mpX3. msXa; mgXi;
§bj = - I 35 ; 6sj = - J % ) 6dj - a2, (59)
2mw cos 3 2mw cos 3 2mw cos 3
and where
1 ™ g % 1 1 2
/Bbj = 58j = 5dj = —gele + mXQj (—2 + g S1n GW) (60)
1 1 gsin® Oy
= =g = ——eX] 4+ - —— X1 61
,ybj ’y] fyd] 36 17 3 COSHW 27 ( )
Here X' are defined by
X1, = Xy;cosOp + Xo;sin Oy (62)
X, = —Xy; sin Oy + Xo; cos Oy, (63)
where X diagonalizes the neutralino mass matrix and is defined by
XTMyo X = diag (msg, msg, msg,myg ) (64)

6 The analysis of Electric Dipole Moment Operator

The up quark will have five different operators arising from the W, Z, gluino, chargino and neutralino

contributions as shown in Figs. [I| and [2l The same thing holds for the down quark. We denote the EDM
dW

u

d?, d3, dXt and dX°, respectively. The same thing holds for the down

u’ u

contributions from these loops by

quarks.

4 2 2

1 my, my 1 my.

w _ § d; GW GW* d; d;
du = 1672 — mQWIm( £4iC i) lh (m ) + 512 <m )1 ’ (65)

where the form factor I is given by

11 1 321
) = iy [1= My Ly 2]

47T 21— ) (66)
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and where the form factor I is given by

1+-o2+ -2+

2 1 1 4 3zlhnz
B 477 4 2(1 — )

The W contribution to the down quark EDM is given by

My, . m2, m2
v = WZ T (Gme)[ (m )+312(m2 )]

w w

The Z exchange contributions to the up and down quarks are given by

2
Z My, Z cuzx my,
i = WZ i CEC ()

2
dZ* )1—2 mg,
L47 R47 m2Z

The gluino contributions to the up and down quarks EDMs are given by

d? = —

mg s
g Im(Kg,, Ky, )B Mgg

Um

Q.‘Qx

TTLg
g9
187r2 M2 WKL Kru)B{ 372 |

where K and Kg,, are given by

KLqm = (D}J%*QZLDZm - D}J{*44ng - D;]%*SZLng - D}]%*14ng)e_i€3/2
and
KRQm = (D%tMng + D%§4ng + D%*14D(1]m - D%*‘24ng)el53/2
and

B(z) = (1+x+2xlnx).

2(1 — x)? 1-—
The chargino contribution to the up and down quarks EDMs are given by

2 8 m2+ 1 2
X’L Ru* X Xi
23 metact [4 (55 5o (5 )

i 1

11

(69)

(72)



xt 1 28 m,+ s mi+ 9 mi*
dq = 1672 ZZ W2 Im(CELCHE) | —A T §B 5 7 (77)
i=1 k=1 U i 2
where A(x) is given by
1 2Inz
A =g 7 ' 78
(x) 2(1—:1;)2( x+1—x) ( )
Finally the neutralino contributions are given by
0 1 LS M, 0 mi‘?
i = 2472 Z Z M?z Im (Cu41kc 41k) Migl (79)
=1 k=1 U i
and
0 1 8 m m20
X X0
i = 3 pmchuciion (). o
i=1k=1" dp H

7 The neutron EDM and probe of PeV scale physics

To obtain the neutron EDM from the quark EDM, we use the non-relativistic SU(6) quark model which
gives

d, = %[4@ —dd]. (81)

The above value of d,, holds at the electroweak scale and we need to bring it down to the hadronic scale
where it can be compared with experiment. This can be done by evolving d,, from the electroweak scale

down to the hadronic scale by using renormalization group evolution which gives

dy, = npd, (82)

where 7p is a renomalization group evolution factor. Numerically it is estimated to be ~ 1.5. We, now,
present a numerical analysis of the neutron EDM first for the case of MSSM and next for the MSSM
extension. The first analysis involves no mixing with the vectorlike generation and the only CP phases
that appear are those from the MSSM sector. Thus in this case all the mixing parameters, given in
Eq. , are set to zero. The second analysis is for the MSSM extension where the mixings of the vec-
torlike generation with the three generations are switched on. In the analysis, in the squark sector we
assume mff’ = M2 = M? = M2 = M2 and m§’ = M?, = M% = M? = M3 = M2, = M2 = M2, = M2 .

To simplify the numerical analysis further we assume m% = mg = mg. Additionally the trilinear couplings

12



are chosen as such: A = A, = Ar = A, = A, and Ad = Ay = A=A, = A,.

As mentioned above first we explore the possibility of probing high SUSY scales using the neutron EDM
and specifically to see if such scales can lie beyond those that are accessible at colliders. For this analysis
we consider the case when there is no mixing with the vectorlike generation and the neutron EDM arises
from the exchange of the MSSM particles alone which are the charginos, the neutralinos, the gluino and the
squarks. An analysis of this case is presented in fig 3 - fig 5. In fig 3 we display the neutron EDM as a
function of the universal scalar mass mgy where the various curves are for values of tan 5 ranging from 5 — 60.
The analysis shows that increase in future sensitivities of the neutron EDM will allow us to probe myg in
the domain of hundreds of TeV and up to a PeV and even beyond. This is in contrast to the RUN-II of
the LHC which will allow one to explore the squark masses only in the few TeV region. Since there are no
mixings with the vectorlike generation in this case, the only CP violating phases are from the MSSM sector.
We discuss the dependence of the neutron EDM on two of these. In the left panel of fig 4 we show the
dependence of the neutron EDM on the phase &3 of the gluino mass. We note the very sharp variation of the
neutron EDM with £3 which shows that the gluino exchange diagram makes a very significant contribution
to the neutron EDM. The very strong dependence of the neutron EDM on the gluino exchange diagram is
further emphasized in the right panel of fig 4 where a variation of the neutron EDM with the gluino mass is
exhibited. The electroweak sector of the theory also makes a substantial contribution to the neutron EDM
via the chargino, neutralino and the squark exchange diagrams which involve the phases 6,,, @ 4,&1,&2 and
the electroweak gaugino mass parameters m;,my and pu. The dependence of the neutron EDM on 0, is
exhibited in the left panel of fig 5. Similar to the left panel of fig 4, this figure too shows a strong dependence
of the neutron EDM on the CP phase. In the right panel of fig 5 we exhibit the dependence of |d¥| on m
where we have assumed the supergravity boundary condition of the gaugino masses at the electroweak scale,
i.e., mi = m, mg = 2/, m, = 6Mm. Similar to the right panel of fig 4 one finds a sharp dependence of |dZ| on

m.

In table 1 we exhibit the individual contributions of the chargino, neutralino and gluino exchange dia-
grams for two benchmark points. The exchange contributions from W and Z vanish because of no mixing
with the vectorlike generation in this case and are not exhibited. The analysis shows that typically the
chargino and the gluino contributions are the larger ones and the neutralino contribution is suppressed.
Further, one finds that typically there is a cancellation among the three pieces which reduces the overall
size of the quark EDMs. Other choices of the phases would lead to other patterns of interference among the

terms which explains the rapid phase dependence seen, for example, in fig 4 and fig 5.

13



(i)

(i)

Contribution Up Down Up Down
Chargino, d¥ 3.03x107%  —9.59x107*®  4.19x107%  —1.15x 107
Neutralino, d¥’  —3.69 x 1073 249 x 1073 —7.53x 1073  6.10 x 10~%°
Gluino, dJ 514 x107%  925x107%  7.80x107%°  1.40x 102"
Total, d, 816 x 10730  —8.67x 1072  4.96x 1072 —1.13x 1076
Total EDM, |df| 1.77 x 1077 2.30 x 10726

Table 1: An exhibition of the chargino, neutralino, gluino exchange contributions and their sum for two
benchmark points (i) and (ii). Benchmark (i): m, = 2 TeV, & = 3.3 and mg = m§ = md = 10 TeV.
Benchmark (ii): m, = 30 TeV, £ = 3.3 and my = 2 TeV. The parameter space common between the
two are: tan 3 = 25, |my| = 70, |ma| = 200, |A¥| = 680, |Ad| = 600, |u| = 350, mr = 300, mp = 260,
sl = 4] = (1] = hal = [B4] = B = [s| = B3] = [A2] = 0, & = 2x 102, & = 2x 1073, aLgy = 2 102,
pg = 3.0,0, =26 x 1073, All masses, other than mq and myg, are in GeV, phases in rad and the electric
dipole moment in ecm.

j —tan3 =5
—23k ---tanf =20
tan 3 = 40
- - tanf = 60

—27F

Neutron EDM, log;, |dZ| (ecm)

. . . . . . | 7
0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
mg (PeV)

Figure 3: Variation of the neutron EDM |dZ| (log scale) versus mg (mg = m% = mg) for four values of tan 3
which are (from bottom to top) tan 8 = 5, 20, 40, 60. The common parameters are: |m;| = 70, |ma| = 200,
|AY| = 680, |Ad| = 600, |u| = 400, m, = 1000, mr = 300, mp = 260, |hs| = |h4| = |B4| = |ha| = |P)| =
‘hiﬂ = |h5| = |h’5| = |h,5/| =0,&&=1x 10_3, & =2x 10_2, & =2 X 10_3, Ay = 2 X 10_2, Qpd = 3.0,
0,, = 2.0. All masses unless otherwise stated are in GeV and phases in rad.
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26

- . "—tang=5
45F ---tanf = 10

¢ K tan 8 = 20
a ; , - - tan§ = 30

Neutron EDM, |dZ| (ecm)
Neutron EDM, dZ (ecm)

,,,,,,,,,,,,,

20 25 30
Gluino Mass, m, (TeV)

I D R : ) R R
Figure 4: Left panel: Variation of the neutron EDM |dZ| versus the gluino phase &3 for four values of tan 3.
From bottom to top at £3 = 0 they are: tan 8 = 5, 10, 20, 30. The common parameters are: |mq| = 70,
Ima| = 200, mg§ = mg = 3500, |AY| = 680, |Ad| = 600, |u| = 400, m, = 1000, my = 300, mp = 260,
hsl = (4] = [B] = hal = [B§] = B = [s| = [B5] = [B2] = 0, & = 2x 102, & = 2x 1073, aLgy = 2 1072,
ape = 3.0, 0, =2 x 1073, All masses are in GeV and phases in rad. Right panel: Variation of the neutron
EDM dZ versus the gluino mass m,, for four values of tan 8. From bottom to top at m, = 50 TeV they are:
tan 3 = 45, 35, 25, 15. The common parameters are: |m;| = 70, |ma| = 200, m§ = md = 2000, |A%| = 680,
| A§| = 600, |ul = 350, mr = 300, mp = 260, |hs| = |hj| = || = [ha] = [Ry] = [B]] = |hs| = |h5| = |hg] = 0,
£1=2x1072, & =2x1072, aqu =2 x 1072, e = 3.0, 0, = 2.6 x 1073, & = 3.3. All masses, other than
myg, are in GeV and phases in rad.
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Figure 5: Left panel: Variation of the neutron EDM |d¥| versus 6, for four values of tan 8. From bottom to
top they are: tan 8 = 15, 25, 35, 45. The common parameters are: |m;| = 70, |ms| = 200, mg% = md = 80000,
|AY| = 680, |Ad| = 600, |u| = 400, mr = 300, mp = 260, m, = 2000, |hs| = |h4| = |B4| = |ha| = |P)| =
Wy = |hs| = |hg| = [hg| =0, & =2x 1072, & =2 x 1072, aqe =2 x 1072, aye = 2.8, &3 = 3.3. All masses
are in GeV and all phases in rad. Right panel: Variation of the neutron EDM |dZ| versus 7 for four values
of tan 8. From bottom to top at m = 100 they are: tan g = 15, 25, 35, 45. The common parameters are:
|ma| = M, |ma| = 2m, my = 6m, m§ = md = 500, |AY| = 880, |Ad| = 600, |u| = 300, mr = 300, mp = 260,
hsl = 4] = (1] = hal = [R4] = B = [s| = [B5] = [B2] = 0, & = 2 x 102, & = 2 x 1073, 8, = 2 x 103,
Ay = 2 x 10_3, Qpd = 2.8,& =1x 1073,
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Next we discuss the case when there is mixing between the vector generation and the three generations
of quarks. Here one finds that along with the chargino, neutralino and gluino exchange diagrams, one has
contributions also from the W and Z exchange diagrams of Fig. (1). Indeed the contributions from the W and
7 exchange diagrams can be comparable and even larger than the exchange contributions from the chargino,
neutralino and the gluino. The relative contributions from the chargino, the neutralino, the gluino, and from
the W and Z bosons are shown in table 2 for two benchmark points. In this case we note that even for the
case when mg becomes very large so that the supersymmetric loops give a negligible contribution there will
be a non-SUSY contribution from the exchange of W and Z and of quarks and mirror quarks which will
give a non-vanishing contribution. This is exhibited in fig 6. Here we note that the EDM does not fall with
increasing mo when mg gets large but rather levels off. The asymptotic value of the EDM for very large my,
is precisely the contribution from the vectorlike generation. Obviously the EDM here depends also on the
new sources of CP violation such as the phases x3, x4, x% in addition to the MSSM phases such as 6,,. The
dependence of [dZ| on x3 is exhibited in the left panel of fig 7, on 4 in the right panel of fig 7, on x¥ in the
left panel of fig 8 and on 6, in the right panel of fig 8.

Neutron EDM, |dZ| (ecm)
w

2 25 3 35 4 45 5 55 6
mo (TeV)

Figure 6: Variation of the neutron EDM [dZ| versus mg (mg = mg§ = md) for three values of tan 3.
From bottom to top at mg = 6 TeV, they are: tanf = 20, 30, 40, 50. The common parameters are:
Ima| = 70, |ma| = 200, |A%| = 680, |Ad| = 600, |u| = 400, m, = 1000, mzr = 300, mp = 260, |hs| = 1.58,
|4 = 6.34 x 1072, |hY| = 1.97 x 1072, |hy| = 4.42, |h}| = 5.07, |h}| = 2.87, |hs| = 6.6, |hL| = 2.67,
|hg| =1.86x107", &3 =1x1073,0, =24x107%, £ =2x1072, & =2x 1072, aqe =2x 1072, e = 3.0,
X3 =2x1072 x5 =1 x1073, x4 =4x 1073, x4 = 7Tx 1073, x4, = x{ = 1x 1073, x5 = 9 x 1073,
Xt =5x1073 x¥ =2 x 1073,
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mo = 3 TeV mo = 15 TeV
Contribution Up Down Up Down
Chargino, dY 170 x 1072 —3.01 x 10727 548 x 107%°  —5.14 x 1072®
Neutralino, ¥’ 6.25x 10731 2.82x107%  7.37x 107  1.62x 1073
Gluino, dg 346 x 107  —393x107% 918 x107%*  —1.05x 107
W Boson, d; —-3.30x 1072 —6.49 x 107%"  —3.30 x 10728 —6.49 x 1077
Z Boson, d? —6.07x 1072 558 x 107%®  —6.07 x 1072  —5.58 x 10~2*
Total, d, —1.85x1072% —1.04 x 10726 —3.85x 1072 —7.56 x 10~27
Total EDM, |dZ| 2.12 x 10726 1.52 x 10726

Table 2: An exhibition of the chargino, neutralino, gluino, W and Z exchange contributions to the quark and
the neutron EDM and their sum for the case when there is mixing of the vectorlike generation with the three
generations. The analysis is for two benchmark points with my = 3 TeV and my = 15 TeV. The common
parameter are: tan 3 = 40, [mq| = 70, [ma| = 200, |A%| = 680, |Ad| = 600, |u| = 400, m, = 1000, m7 = 300,
mp = 260, |h3| = 1.58, |h| = 6.34x 1072, |RY| = 1.97x 1072, |hy| = 4.42, |h}| = 5.07, |h}]| = 2.87, |hs| = 6.6,
|hg| = 2.67, |hy| = 1.86x 107!, &3 =1x 1073, 6, = 2.6 x 1072, & =2x 1072, & =2x 1073, aqe = 2% 1072,
aya = 3.0, x3 =2x% 1072} =1x1073, x5 =4x1073, xy =7Tx 1073, x, = x4 = 1x 1073, x5 =9 x 1073,
X5 =5x 1073, x¢ =2 x 1073, All masses are in GeV, all phases in rad and the electric dipole moment in
ecm.
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Figure 7: Left panel: Variation of the neutron EDM |d¥| versus x3 for three values of tan 3. From top
to bottom at y3 = 0 they are: tan 8 = 25, 30, 35. The common parameters are: |m| = 70, |mz| = 200,
\u| = 375, |A¥] = 680, |AZ| = 600, my = mg = 2000, m, = 1000, my = 250, mp = 240, |h3| = 1.58,
by = 6.34 x 1072, |hY| = 1.97 x 1072, |hy| = 4.42, |R}| = 5.07, |h}| = 2.87, |hs| = 6.6, |h}| = 2.67,
hg| = 1.86 x 1071, &3 = 1 x 1073, & = 2x 1072, & = 2 x 1072, aqp = 4 x 1072, e = 1% 1072,
0, =25x1073 x4 =1x1073, x§ =4x1073, xa =7x 1073, xj = x4 = 1x1073, x5 = 9 x 1073,
X5 =5x1073, x¥ = 2 x 1073. Right panel: Variation of the neutron EDM |dZ| versus x4 for three values of
tan 8. From top to bottom at y4 = 0 they are: tan 8 = 30, 35, 40. The common parameters are: |mq| = 70,
Ima| = 200, |u| = 300, |AY| = 680, |Ad| = 600, my = md = 2000, m, = 1000, ms = mp = 260, |hs| = 1.58,
b = 6.34 x 1072, |hY| = 1.97 x 1072, |hy| = 4.42, |B}| = 5.07, |h}| = 2.87, |hs| = 6.6, |h}| = 2.67,
R =186 x 1071, & = 1 x 1073, & = 2x 1072, & = 2% 1073, auy = 2x 1072, aye = 1 x 1072,
0, =23x1073 x3 =2x1072, x4, =1x1073, x5 =4x 1073, xj, = x4 = 1x1073, x5 = 9 x 1073,
Xt =5x1073 ¥ =2x 1073,

8 Conclusion

In this work we have investigated the neutron EDM as a possible probe of new physics. For the case of MSSM
it is shown that the experimental limit on the neutron EDM can be used to probe high scale physics. Specif-
ically scalar masses as large a PeV and even larger can be probed. We have also investigated the neutron
EDM within an extended MSSM where the particle content of the model contains in addition a vectorlike
multiplet. In section 6 we have given a complete analytic analysis of the neutron EDM which contains all the
relevant diagrams at the one loop level including both the supersymmetric as well as the non-supersymmetric
loops. Thus the analysis includes loops involving exchanges of charginos, neutralinos, gluino, squarks and
mirror squarks. In addition the analysis includes W and Z exchange diagrams with exchange of quarks and
mirror quarks. The vectorlike generation brings in new sources of CP violation which contribute to the quark
EDMs. It is shown that in the absence of the cancellation mechanism the experimental limit on the neutron
EDM acts as a probe of new physics. Specifically it is shown that assuming CP phases to be O(1), and
with no cancellation mechanism at work, one can probe scalar masses up to the PeV scale for the MSSM

case. Further, it is shown that the neutron EDM also acts as a probe of the extended MSSM model which
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Neutron EDM, |d%| (ecm)
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Figure 8: Left panel: Variation of the neutron EDM |dZ| versus x? for three values of |u|. From bottom to top
at xy = 1.5 they are: |u| = 350, 500, 850. The common parameters are: tan = 15, |mq| = 70, |mz| = 200,
|AY| = 580, |AZ| = 600, m% = md = 2000, m, = 1000, mz = 250, mp = 260, |hs| = 1.58, |h}| = 6.34 x 1072,
] = 1.97 x 1072, |hy| = 4.42, |h,| = 5.07, |hY| = 2.87, |hs| = 6.6, |h}| = 2.67, |h!| = 1.86 x 101,
£3=1x1072,& =2x1072, & =2x1072, ase =2x 1072, ape =1 1072,60, =3x1073, x3 =2x 1072,
Xs=1x1073, x5 =4x1073, x4 = 7x 1073, xy, = x4 = 1x1073, x5 = 9x 1073, ¥t = 5x 1073, Right panel:
Variation of the neutron EDM |dZ| versus 6,, for three values of tan 3. From bottom to top at 6, = 0 they
are: tan 8 = 15, 25, 35, 45. The common parameters are: |m;| = 70, |ma| = 200, mg = my = mg = 80000,
|AY| = 680, |Ad| = 600, |u| = 400, m, = 2000, m7 = 300, mp = 260, |hz| = 1.58, |hfs| = 6.34 x 1072,
Y] = 1.97 x 1072, |hy| = 4.42, |B}| = 5.07, |h!{| = 2.87, |hs| = 6.6, |h}| = 2.67, |h?| = 1.86 x 1071, & = 3.3,
E1=2x1072, & =2x1073, auy =2 x 1072, a4y =28, x3 =2x 1072, x§ = 1 x 1073, x§ =4 x 1073,
Xa=Tx1073, x,=x1=1x1073 x5 =9x 1073, x, =5x 1073, x¥ =2 x 1073.

includes a vectorlike multiplet in its particle content. One expects significant improvements in the sensi-
tivity of the measurement of the neutron EDM in the future. Thus, for instance, the nEDM Collaboration
plans to measure the neutron EDM with an accuracy of ~ 9 x 10728 ecm which is more than an order of
magnitude better than the current limit. Such an improvement will allow one to extend the probe of new

physics even further [31]. For a recent analysis of the neutron EDM in a different class of models see Ref. [32].

Acknowledgments: PN’s research is supported in part by the NSF grant PHY-1314774.
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9 Appendix: Mass squared matrices for the scalars

We define the scalar mass squared matrix ZMd2 in the basis (l;L,BL,BR,ER,éL,§R,JL,dR). We label the

matrix elements of these as (M d)” = M;; where the elements of the matrix are given by

2 11
M} = M2, +U1|§1| + |hs|? — m% cos 23 <2—Ssin29w),

v2|y2|

M222:M12;+ 9

+ [hal® + RG] + [P + 3mZ cos 23 sin? Oy,

1
M3 = M2 + Ul|gl| + [hal? — mZCOSZBsm Ow,

1
M, = M% + U2‘32| + |hsl? + |h5)% 4 [hY]* 4+ m% cos 26 < — gsm 9W>

2 2 1 1
M2z = Mz, vﬂgs\ + |h5|? — m% cos 283 <2 = gsin2 9W> )

v |ys|?
2

2 2 v%|y4\ 2 2 1 1 .,
Mz = M3, + + |h%|* — m7 cos 23 (2—351n HW) ,

1
Mz, = Mli + + Ry - gm% cos 23 sin? By,

2

2 2, Vilyal? mz L
Mg = M, + 5 + || —3Mz cos 2 sin® Oy .

M122 = M221 = 2\% 2+ 1\;;/1 7M123 = M??l = \%(leb *NU2)»M124 = Mfl =0,
M125 = M521* = ht h3aM16 - M621* =0, M17 - M721* = h//h3aM18 - MSQT =0,
vahiys | viysh]

M2y = M2 = 0, M2, = M2 = Y (v Ay — por), M3, = M2 =

V2 V2 V2
v hl/ VES v hl/*
M226 = MgQ* - 0 M27 - M = 2\;;/2 + 1%4 7M228 = M82; =Y

hays | viyih3

M2:M2*:v2 2 4 3,M2:M2*:07M2 :]\42*:}7]}1/*7
34 43 \/§ \/i 35 53 36 63 4704

M??7 = M72§ = 07M§8 = Msgf;k =hy il/*’

170k /o
_ vayshy v1hsys

2 __ 2% __ 2 _ 2
Mjs = Mg; =0, M5 = Mg

V2 V2
e v //y*
M2 :M2*207M2 :MQ*:U2y24 + 34’
47 74 48 84 \/5 \/§
M526 = MGQg = \y/%(le: - ,UfUQ), M527 = M’?g = hghgi*7
Mzs = M5 = 0, Mg; = Mg =0,
M = Mg = WR", Mz, = ME; = T (01— poa)
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We can diagonalize this hermitian mass squared matrix by the unitary transformation
At A r2d _ g: 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
D MJD —dZag(Mdl,MJQ,Md‘B,Md4,Mj5,MJ6,MJ7,Md8). (83)

Next we write the mass? matrix in the up squark sector the basis (¢, Ty, tr, Tr, €L, €r, Gip,ig). Thus

here we denote the up squark sector mass® matrix in the form (M2);; = mfj where

200,012 1 2
mi, = M~ % + |hs|? +m% cos 23 (2 — gsin2 0W> ,
m2 _M2+’U%‘y2|2+|h 2 h/ 2 h//2_g 2 2 : 29
22 = Mp 9 5|7+ |h5[" + A mZCOS Bsin” Oy,
m M2 U2|y1| + ‘h 2 2 0
33 = 5 51+ 3mZCOS Bsin? Oy,
1 2
mi:ME} U1‘?2J2| + |ha|* + |h5)? + B4 |2 — m% cos 23 (2 —gsm 9W>
20,12 1 2
m2; = M2, v2|3243| + |h5|? 4+ m% cos 28 (2 -3 sin? 9W> ,
2 %\y§|2 12, 2 2 2
mie = M; 5 + |hs|= + 3Mz cos 23 sin” Oy,
2 U%|Z/ ? "2 2
mi, = Mz, 5 + |52 +m%cos28 | = — gsm 2 Oy
2
m2 M2 vslyal” + W% + ng cos 23 sin? 0
88 = 9 5 3"z wo-
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* /%
2 9w viy2h3 | wehsyt 4 o U1 Ar -
= — ('UQ

+ , Mg =m
\/i ﬁ 13 — 31 — \@

por), miy = miy =0,

2 2% __ 1/ 2% " _

mis =mz = hg h37m16*m61*0m17* 71*hh3’ 18*m81*0
YANES

2 2% 2 2% Y5 * 2% v1h3y2 vayshy

ma3 = M3y = 0,myy = mi; = 7\/§(U1AT — jv2), m25 = Mgzy = NG V2 )
11, % /A NIEY

2 2% _ 2 _ _9x _ U1N3Ys vays hiy 2

Mag = Mgy = 0,m57 = mz; = — NG + NG y Mog = m82_0
vihsys  wvay h¥

2 24 UihsYg 2Y1l3 2 2% __

M3gq = Myz = - » M3 = m53 =0, m36 = mg3 = hs

V2 V2 o

2 2% 2 2% VZES
m3; = myz = 0,m3g = mg3 = hshy™,
VES i 1£3
2 2 o ox  Y3gwohy | uviyshy
mys = mgy = 0,myg = mgy = — + )
V2 V2
1x VES l/
2 2 ox _ U1y2h5"  vayy

_ _ 2 _
my; = mzy = 0,mig = mg,

Vi

2% y3

2 _ *
Mge = Mgy = \/§(U2A — py),

2 2% __ I / 2 2%
Mgy = mzs = hg M5y = Mgy =0

2 2% __ ! //*
m67*m76*0m68*m86*hh

2 2% y4 *
M7g = Mgr = (v2 Ay, — pv1).

V2

We can diagonalize the sneutrino mass square matrix by the unitary transformation

D“TM2D" = diag(MZ2, ,M2,, M2, , M2 M2 M2 M2  MZ2) .

ul’ uz’ us? uq? us? U7
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