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Abstract

The significance of discovering the boson of 750 GeV is beyond finding a single heavy boson,
because it may hint the location of the scale for new physics beyond the standard model which
is the target of long-time exploration. There have been many models to explain the diphoton
excess observed by the ATLAS and CMS collaborations and the BLMSSM is one of them. The
BLMSSM is an extension of the minimal supersymmetric model where baryon and lepton numbers
are local gauge symmetries. We analyze the decay channels ® — gg, ® — v, & — Z~v, and
® — it, VV (V = Z, W) with the mass of the CP-odd scalar ® = A% being around 750 GeV in
this model. Within a certain parameter space, the scenario can account for the experimental data

on the diphoton excess.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A new resonance with its mass around 750 GeV has been observed at the LHC at
a center of mass energy of 13 TeV through the process pp — ® — v [1, 2]. If this
observation is confirmed by subsequent experiments, the excess certainly manifests a signal
of new physics beyond the standard model (BSM) and would be a milestone for high energy
physics. Even though the standard model (SM) is very successful and almost all of its
predictions are consistent with the standing experimental data, it is known that the SM is
an effective theory of some underlying principles. So far nobody knows what the underlying
principle is and a more bothersome situation is that there was not any hint about where the
scale for the new physics should be. Therefore, besides looking for the SM Higgs which is
the base of our SM, the second target of LHC is to search for new physics. The first target
was fulfilled and the 125 GeV SM Higgs was discovered, thus the attentions of all physicists
are turned to look for new physics, at least we need to determine the scale of new physics
which would provide valuable information for building next generation of accelerators.
There have been many models beyond the SM and most of them possess a scalar or
pseudoscalar boson(s) which may stand as the 750 GeV observed at LHC and be responsible
for the diphoton excess. For example, in Refs. [3-7], a scalar particle with mg¢ = 750 GeV is
introduced which may decay into two photons as ® — 2v. Alternatively, in the framework
of a minimal UV-complete model with a massive singlet pseudoscalar state, this diphoton
excess is discussed [8]. Several models containing exotic fermions (a single vector-like quark
with charge 2/3e, a doublet of vector-like quarks, a vector-like generation including leptons)
are considered, and theses particles can contribute to the ® — 2v [9]. With the supposition
that vector-like quarks or leptons strongly couple to the heavy Higgs and photons or gluons
in those new models, the diphoton resonance at a mass of 750 GeV [10] can be explained.
Possible relations between the newly observed resonance and the dark matter are analyzed
in the works of [11,112]. There are also other works [13-41] which also research the diphoton
excess reported by the the CMS and ATLAS collaborations. Up to now, there can be found
hundreds of papers about it in arXix.

As the simplest soft broken supersymmetry theory, the minimal supersymmetric extension



of the standard model (MSSM) [42, 43| has drawn quite attention of physicists for a long
time. Furthermore, the matter-antimatter asymmetry in the universe requires that the
baryon number (B) must be broken. Meanwhile, the lepton number should also be broken
and as is well understood, existence of heavy Majorana neutrino(s) determines tiny neutrino
masses via the seesaw mechanism [44-48] and also naturally explains the lepton number
(L) violation. Gauging baryon and leptons actually provides a natural framework for the
seesaw mechanism in the lepton sector, and the Peccei-Quinn mechanism solving the strong
CP problem in the quark sector [49]. When the local B and L gauge symmetries are broken
around TeV scale, one does not need a ‘desert region’ between the weak and GUT scales
to adequately suppress the contribution of dimension 6 B-violating operators to proton
decay [50]. Note that gauging B-L symmetry does not address this issue since dimension 6
operators mentioned above are B-L invariant [51]. Furthermore the simplest supersymmetric
model with local U(1)g_r, proposed in Refs. [52-55] cannot account for LHC experimental
data of the 750 GeV resonance self-consistently unless we incorporate brand new matter
superfields [30]. The authors of Refs. |56, 57] extended the MSSM by introducing two extra
U(1) gauge symmetries which correspond to baryon number B and lepton number L as the
BLMSSM, then in the new theoretical framework they investigated decays of the SM-like
CP-even Higgs. Since the newly introduced quarks in BLMSSM are vector-like, their masses
can be well above 500 GeV without assuming a large coupling to the Higgs doublets in this
model. Therefore, there does not exist a Landau pole for the Yukawa coupling [49-51].
Additionally, the authors of Refs. [50, [58-66] have done some studies in possible extension

schemes of the SM where U(1), and U(1), are spontaneously broken around TeV scale.

B L

In this work, we explore the possibilities that the 750 GeV diphoton event originates
from decays of the CP-even scalars h? , H? and/or the CP-odd scalar A? which are induced

by spontaneously breaking the local U(1), symmetry. These bosons are different from

B
the CP-even Higgs H° and CP-odd Higgs AY which belongs to the SU(2) doublet before
spontaneously breaking. Furthermore, since %, HY? and A% do not directly couple to the
SM particles, so that their decays into SM particles can only be realized via loops which
are suppressed by both the small couplings and the heavy intermediate agents (fermions or

bosons). In order to fit the well determined experimental data of the 125 GeV Higgs [67-169],



we set the Yukawa coupling between the SM-like Higgs and exotic quarks into a suitable
range, and assume the Yukawa coupling between Higgs and exotic leptons to be negligible.
Our numerical result indicates that with a plausible parameter space, the CP-odd scalar
A?B in this model can naturally account for the experimental data on the 750 GeV excess
measured by the ATLAS and CMS collaborations.

Our work is organized as follows. In section [l we briefly summarize the main ingredients
of the BLMSSM, then present the mass squared matrices for the neutral scalar sectors
and the mass matrices for exotic quarks, respectively. We discuss the decay widths for
D=y, VV (V=2 W, ® =1 H), A%) in section [Tl The numerical analyses are
given in section [Vl and eventually our summaries are made in the last section [Vl Some

formulae are collected in Appendixes [AHC|

II. A SUPERSYMMETRIC EXTENSION OF THE SM WITH B AND L BEING
LOCAL GAUGE SYMMETRIES

When B and L are local gauge symmetries, one can enlarge the local gauge group of
the SM to SU(3), ® SU(2), @ U(1), @ U(1), ® U(1),. In the supersymmetric extension
of the SM proposed in Refs. [56, [57], the exotic superfields include the new quarks Q4 ~
(3, 2, 1/6, B,, 0), U ~ (3, 1, —2/3, —B,, 0), D ~ (3, 1, 1/3, —B,, 0), Q¢ ~
(3, 2, —1/6, —(1+B,), 0), US ~ (3,1, 2/3, 1+B,, 0), f)s ~ (3,1, =1/3, 1+ B,, 0), and
the new leptons L, ~ (1, 2, —1/2, 0, L,), B¢~ (1, 1, 1, 0, —L,), N° ~ (1, 1, 0, 0, —L,),
Le~(1,2,1/2,0, =3+1L,), E, ~ (1, 1, =1, 0, 3+ L,), N, ~ (1, 1, 0, 0, 3+ L,) to
cancel the B and L anomalies. The ‘brand new’ Higgs superfields i) s~ (1,1,0,1, 0) and
$, ~ (1, 1, 0, —1, 0) acquire nonzero vacuum expectation values (VEVs) to break baryon
number symmetry spontaneously. Meanwhile, nonzero VEVs of Cif)B and ¢, also induce

large masses for the exotic quarks. In addition, the superfields S .~ (1, 1, 0, 0, —2),

o A

S, ~(1,1,0,0,2),®P, ~ (1, 1, 0, 0, =3) and ¢, ~ (1, 1, 0, 0, 3) acquire nonzero
VEVs to break lepton number symmetry spontaneously. In addition, the VEVs of scalar
components of o , and ¢, induce the TeV masses for 4th- and 5th-generation leptons, and

the VEVs of scalar components of S, and S ., produce the seesaw mechanism to result in tiny



neutrino masses. In order to avoid stability for the exotic quarks, the model also includes
the superfields X ~ (1, 1, 0, 2/3+ B,, 0) and X'~ (1, 1, 0, —(2/3+ B,), 0). Actually,
the lightest one can stand as a dark matter candidate. The superpotential of the model is

written as

Wirarssu = Wassu + Wa + W, + W, (1)
where W, .., is the superpotential of the MSSM, and
W, = 2,Q.Q%, + A\ UU, ¢, + A, DD, + 11,0, 2,
+Y, QH,U+Y, QHD:+Y, Q°HU,+Y, Q°H,D,
W, =\, L, LG, + N\,E°E,®, + A\ N°N,®, + 1, ®, ¢,
+Y, L,HE+Y, L HN+Y, L°H E, +Y, L°H,N,
VY LH N¢+ A\ N°N°S, +pu.S, S,

W, = MQQEX + MUU X' + MDD X"+ p, X X' . (2)

In the superpotential given above, the exotic quarks obtain TeV scale masses after ® ., ¢,

acquire nonzero VEVs. Correspondingly, the soft breaking terms are generally given as

L

_ pMSSM 2 \TCxATC 202 AT 02 JTCxTTC 02 ek e
o =L00 (m” ), NNy mQ4Q4Q4 mU4U4 U; mmD4 D¢
o2 ActAe 2 TTETT 002 DY 02 TTT 02 Sekse
mQ5Q5 Q: mﬁSU5 U, m55D5D5 mi4L4L4 m; U,
—m? &*e¢ —m? LILE —m? 0o, —m? &6, —m> &* P,
Ey 4 4 Ly 5 5 U5 5 Eg ° @B B

_m2B<Pj;SOB —m? PP, — miL 0 o, — (mB)\B)\B +m A A\, + h.c.)

¢ E

+{A,,Y,,Q.HUS + A, Y, QHD: +A,Y, Q:HU, +A,Y, QH,D,

Ugq " Ug

+ABQ)\QQ4Q§®B _l_ ABU)\U 04605(p8 + ABD)\DDED5(pB + BB/J“B¢BgoB + hc}
+H{A, Y, LHEC+ A, Y, LHNS+A Y, LHE +A,Y, [CH,N,
+A Y LH N+ A, N\ L, Lép, + A, N E°E,®, + A, A\, N°N,®,

LL"'L
+B, 1, @0, + Ay A N°N°S, + By S, S, + he.}
HAMQQEX + AU U, X' + Ashs DD X+ By X X' + hoc.} (3)
where EfﬁSM is the soft breaking terms for the MSSM, Ag, AL are gauginos of U(1), and
U(1),, respectively. After the SU(2), doublets H,, H, and SU(2)y, singlets ., ¢, ®,, ¢,

>



acquire nonzero VEVs: v, v,, v,, U,, and v,, T,, then we have

H-l—
= (v, + HO +iP?)
Hd(g(vﬁ:g]ﬂpf) |
d
@B:%(UBJFGD?BHPE),
¢B=%(@B+<ﬁ§+zpi),
@L:%(’UL—F(I)?—I-ZPLO),
or= 5O 490 +iP)) (1)

and the local gauge symmetry SU(2), ® U(1), ® U(1), ® U(1), is broken down to the

electromagnetic symmetry U(1)e,,, where
G* = cos BH;'E +sin BHT | (5)
denotes the charged Goldstone boson, and

G° = cos BPdO + sin BPS ,
. -0
G° = cos BBPE +sinfB P,

B

GY = cos 8, P? + sin BL?2 , (6)

denote the neutral Goldstone bosons, respectively. Here tanf = v, /v,, tanf, = U, /v,

and tan 8, =T, /v,. Correspondingly, the physical neutral pseudoscalar fields are

AY = —sin 5P£ + cos BPB ,
0 . 0 —0
Al = —sinf,P, +cos B, P,
0 : 0 -0
Al = —sinf8, P, +cosf P, . (7)

At the tree level, the masses for those particles are respectively formulated as

2 Bp

m R —
40 cosfBsinf3’
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2 _ BB/J’B
m, =————",
% cosfB,sinf,

B 1%
2 LML

e — . 8
mA% C()S/S)L SiIlﬂL ( )

Meanwhile the charged Higgs is
H* = —sinﬁHjE + cos BH* (9)

with the tree level mass square

2 _ 2 2
m_ ., =m, +my . (10)

In the two Higgs doublet sector, the mass square matrix of neutral CP-even Higgs is diago-

nalized by a rotation

H° cosa  sina HO
= o (11)
I —sina cosa H°
where h° is the lightest neutral CP-even Higgs.
In the basis (®?, "), the mass square matrix is
A m? cos’ B, + mi% sin? 3, (m3 + mi% ) cos B, sin 3, 1)
EB . . ’
(miB + mi% )Jcos B, sin 3, miB sin? 3, + mi% cos? 3,

where miB = g2 (v2 4+ 72) is mass square of the neutral U(1), gauge boson Z,. Defining

the mixing angle o, through

m? 4+ mio
tan 2a, = — m2B tan23, , (13)
Zp A0
we obtain two mass eigenstates as
H? _ [ cosa, sina, 0 (14
ho —sina, cosa, ©°

Similarly the mass square matrix for (®9, ¢¥) is written as

m? cos? B, + mi% sin? 3, (m3 +m?,)cos B, sin B,

MzL = L ’ (15)

(m? + mi% )cos B, sin B, m3 sin” 8, +m? o cos? 3,



with miL = 4¢?(v? 4+ %) denoting mass square of the neutral U(1), gauge boson Z,. We

can obtain two mass eigenstates as

0 ; 0
H} _ | cosa, sine, o7 . (16)

0 ; 0
h; —sina, cosa, ®,

The mass matrix for the exotic quarks of charge 2/3 which are four-component Dirac

spinors is
1 1 /
pmess = (g g Y[V TN ) [ ) (17)
t/ 4R’ "5R 1y 1 _ " e
_ﬁ uy Uu’ ﬁ UUB 5L
Performing unitary transformations U, and W,
b | Zpr [ P S T (18)
t ) t )
tsL tlsL toR t;R

1 1
HAUs  — Y,

wi-| Ve VR = diag(m,,, m,,). "
~vaYule 73T

5 | 4 b (20)

AR’

—d N v, —LY v b
mass __ T 7 2 2°d
_Eb’ o ( b, blsR )

Adopting unitary transformations

/ /
b4L — Uj . b4L ’ b4R — W: . b4R , (21)
bs. b s b

one can diagonalize the mass matrix for the vector quarks of charge —1/3 as

—I N v, —LY v
wt. V27 Q"B V27ds T | Ub = diag(mb4’ mbs) . (22)

b

_%)/:141)(” %)\DUB
Using the superpotential in Eq. (IJ) and introducing the soft breaking terms, we write the

mass square matrices for the exotic scalar quarks as

_pmass _ it M2 P4 it ~M§, i (23)

EQ



with #7 = (~i, Uf*, Qgc*, U.), v’ = (Nf, Dz*, Q;C*, D:) The concrete expressions for

the 4 x 4 mass square matrices M3, M3,

and the couplings between the neutral Higgs and
exotic scalar quarks are collected elsewhere [61], the couplings between heavy neutral Higgs
and exotic quarks can also be found there.

The mass matrix for exotic neutrinos which are four-component spinors, is

1 5 _ 1 /
_[mass _ (ﬂ/ o ) ﬁ)\LULa \/§K,5Ud Vit + hoe (24>
! 4R’ TBR _ly o Ay ' o
\/5 vg Cu) \/5 N L 5L

Similarly the mass matrix for exotic charged leptons is

_dagp. L /

—Lm = (é/ , € > G I the (25)
e 4R 5R —LY v L)\ v 6/
V27 es d) \2TEVL 5L

Including those ‘new’ particles mentioned above, the evaluations of gauge couplings are

described by the renormalization group equations (RGEs) [70, [71]

dg, 1 .
dt - 2591" (Z - ]-7 27 3)7
dg 1 dg 1
B _ L _ Z 2
dt 2593’ dt 2% ’ (26)

where ¢t = InQ?. Adopting the step approximation in contributions from new particles to

the (8 functions [72], we then find

1 5
_ﬁ; (29@- +0;, +9DZ)} :
522 1 4 5
o = _12;2{(5 ~3-0,) 500 3% — 30— —;(eL +30,,)
1 5
512 (05, 30, )}
3 5
591 N 16711'2{(% + Ht) + 39’40 + ;91{ % Z (iehx ;GEQ + 11_20Qa + geUa




1 1 1 B, 11
00, + 19%) +(5+5Y) (20, +260, + 0+ ZGX’)
1 1 1
2
+B (46, + 20, +20,, + 50, + 0, +76, )
1 1 1
2
HU+ B (4, + 20, + W, + 50, + 560, + 305,
1 3

1672

9° 23 4
By, = {6+ 3 b+ =Y (2‘9;. +0, + Hﬁi) +3 (26§L +20,
=1

1235

1 1 1 1

_I_ZHSL + ZHS‘L) T 3(2951 + 29% + Ze‘% - 19%)
L? 1, 1 1

(46, 1260, + 20, + 50, + 0, +10,)

(1+L,)> 1 1 1
e (46, +20,, +20, + 500+ 10, Z(91:;5)} ,
with
2 1 f > ,
6, = o(n L) = or@>m,
my 0 for@Q@<m, .

(28)

To simplify our discussion below, we assume new particles with masses of roughly same

order A .. Using the evolution equations in Eq. (20), we obtain the effective couplings for

a, (i=3,,2,1) as

ag(my)
m, <A<m
23 @3 (my) A2 ) Z — t
ag(m,)
_ ) —=—t ;< A<A
OQ(A) - 1_,_7%111/\_22 o — NP,
i
a3 (Ayp)
143%@Np) A2 ’A>ANP
+§ 4w nA2
NP
oy (my)
1+13“2(mz)1 A2 o My <A <m,
ER n@
) A<A
a,(A) = 10 @ (my) A2’mt< >~ yp
2( ) 1+? 247'rt mQ )
ay(Ayp)
1502 (Np) | a2 7A>ANP
B R n 4=
NP
ay (my)
1_51o1(mg) | a2 » My <A<m,
—9 " ax M,z
a;(m,)
Oél(A) — l—ﬂal(mt)lnﬁ ? mt < A S ANP 5
3 Aam m%
o (Ayp)
1—2ra@yp) a2 0 A> Ay
2 pr= na5
NP

10
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with a, = ¢°/(4m). Obviously there is no Landau singularity in the strong interaction

coupling e, as A > A, the Landau singularities for o, , are approached as

NP 1,2

47
270‘1 (ANP) } ’

47
AG) ~ A _ A
b wr P {5042 (ANP>} (30)

Choosing a(m,) = 1/128, s2 (m,) = 0.23, m, = 174 GeV, m, = 91.19 GeV, A, = 3 TeV,
we get Al ~ 4.7 x 10 GeV and A®) ~ 5.6 x 103" GeV which is above the Planck scale
A

A(Lls) ~ A, exp {

~ 10! GeV, so «, and q, is safe, i.e. not bothered by the singularity.

Planck

Furthermore, the Landau singularities of «,, , are written as

2m
A(B) ~ ANP exp [m} y
BB NP

LS
27
b, a, (A } ’

L NP)

(31)

A(LLS) ~ A, exp [
with

9

by = 5|1+ (5 +B)*+2B +2(1+B,)’,

1

2 3

57 ., \

b, = 5 +3LT+3(1+ L)% (32)

L

Choose B, = L, = 0, A, = 3 TeV, g,(A,,) = 0.35 and g¢,(A,,) = 0.2, one obtains
AP ~ 3.0 x 10% GeV, A ~ 4.9 x 10% GeV, respectively.

III. g9 — ® AND & — vy, ZZ, Z~v, WW, tt

It is well known for quite some while that radiative corrections modify the tree level
mass square matrix of neutral Higgs substantially in the MSSM, where the main effect
originates from one-loop diagrams involving the top quark and its scalar partners t~172 [73].
In order to obtain masses of the neutral CP-even Higgs reasonably, we should include the
radiative corrections from exotic fermions and corresponding supersymmetric partners in
the our model. Then, the mass square matrix for the neutral CP-even Higgs in the basis
(H9, H?) is written as

Miy+ Av M7y + A

Mgven = ’ (33)
M2+ Ay M2, + Ay

11



where
M = mi cos® B + mio sin? 3 ,
2 2 2\
Miy = —(m;, +m’ )sinfcos

M3, = m?sin® 8 + mio cos’ B, (34)

and m , stands for the pseudo-scalar Higgs mass at tree level. In this model the radia-
tive corrections originate from the MSSM sector, exotic fermions and their scalar partners

respectively:

Ay =AY+ AT+ AL
Ay = AP+ AL+ AL,
AQQ == A%SSM + Ag + A%Z . (35)

The concrete expressions for AMSSM = AMSSM = AMSSM ot two-loop level can be found in
literatures [74-77], whereas the one-loop radiative corrections from the exotic quark fields to
ABABAB are formulated in Appendix[Al Considered that the VEVs of scalar components
of @, and ¢, can induce the TeV masses to the exotic leptons, we could choose sufficiently
small exotic lepton Yukawa couplings and then the radiative corrections from exotic lepton
fields for AL, AL AL can be ignored in our following numerical computations.

One of the most stringent constraints on the parameter space of the BLMSSM is that the
mass square matrix in Eq. (33) should produce an eigenvalue around (125 GeV)? as mass
square of the lightest neutral CP-even Higgs. The current combination of the ATLAS and

CMS data gives [67-69):
m , = 125.09 + 0.24 GeV (36)

and this requirement restricts the parameter space of the BLMSSM strongly. Besides the
observed signals for the diphoton and ZZ*, WW?* bb channels of the 125 GeV Higgs
obtained by the ATLAS and CMS collaborations are quantified by the ratios [61]

Lyp(h? = gg)T o (R = )

R - 9
7 FSM(ho — gg>rszw(h0 — 77)
Lyp(h? = gg)T, (W0 — VV™)
Ryye — AP ne L (V=2 W). 37
YV S L (0 gg) Ty (0 = V) ) (37)

12



The weighted averages of the ratios are |[78-87]:

ATLAS + CMS: Ry, =1.1940.31,
ATLAS + CMS : Ry~ = 0.86 4 0.16 . (38)

In the following numerical computations, we use the weighted averages of the ratios within
20 tolerance to constrain the parameter space.
From Eq. (I2) and Eq. (&), the masses of ‘brand new’ neutral Higgs satisfy tree-level

relations

2

mi +m2O:m20 +m
B AB }LB HB
m2 m? cos’20, =m’ m?
B AB hB HB
mi +m202m20+m20,
L AL hL HL
m? m?® cos?20, =m? m? . (39)
7L A9 L n9 " HY

When the radiative corrections do not modified those relations drastically, there are several

particularly interesting predictions:

B)SmH%’

M, <min(m,, ,m,_)|cos20,[ <m,
mh% S(onvmz )Sm 0
mh% < min(mA%>mzL)| cos 29L| < My, - (40)

It is not worth surprising because there are similar tree-level relations in the MSSM which
are modified drastically by the radiative corrections originating from large Yukawa couplings
of top and its superpartners.

Because of the Landau-Yang theorem [88,189], the 750 GeV resonance with diphoton decay
mode cannot be interpreted as the massive gauge bosons Z,, Z, in this model. In addition,
the 750 GeV resonance generally cannot be interpreted as H°, A° which are originated from
SU(2) doublets since we do not find the resonance in the WW, ZZ, and ¢t channels. For
the points mentioned above, the potential candidate in the model considered here for the

750 GeV resonance is possibly one of h%7 L H%, I AJOR .- Nevertheless the leading order

13



contributions to ® — gg emerge at the 3-loop level, if we took the 750 GeV resonance as
one of ® = hY, HY AY. By the mass relations given in Eq. (40), we reasonably choose
one of ® = 1Y%, A% to be the 750 GeV resonance and my, 21 TeV in accord with the
experimental constraint set by Z’ searching at colliders [90].

The 750 GeV scalar is produced mainly through the gluon fusion at the LHC. In the
supersymmetric extension of the SM, the LO decay width for the process ® — gg (¢ =

H° R, H?) is given as (see Refs. [91-95] and references therein)

G,aZm? m2
64\/5 3 A1/2 .flfq +Zg‘1>qq A (xti)

with 7, = m2/(4m2). In addition, ¢ = t, b, t,, t,, b,, b, and § = ,,, b,,, Us, D; (i =

FNP((I) - 99) = ) (41)

1, 2, 3, 4). The concrete expressions for g,,,, Gup,: Jgs i+ (1 =1, 2) can be found in

b, b;

the Refs. [57, 193], and the concrete expressions of It isayti1)? o0 ypirsy? Jaiig,? &5 well as
9,55 are collected in Appendix Bl
The form factors Ay/2(x), Ao(x) in Eq. (@) are defined as
Avja() = 2|z + (¢ — Dg(x)] /2,
Ao(x) = —(z — g()) /2, (42)

with

arcsin® z, r <1

glz) = —l[ln Mhyizle zﬂz x>1 (43)
1—/1-1/z ’ )

1
For the CP-odd scalar ® = A%, A% the decay width is written as

Lorl® o g9) = 20 g, it (a4
with
\ala) = 29(0) o (4

In the SM, the LO contributions to the diphoton decay of Higgs are derived from the one

loop diagrams containing virtual charged gauge boson W¥ or virtual top quarks. Whereas in

14



the BLMSSM, the exotic fermions ¢, ;, b, ;, e, together with their supersymmetric partners
contribute the corrections to the diphoton decay width of CP-even neutral scalar at LO, the

corresponding expression is written as

G.o*m? )
FNP((I) - 77) = m NCQfgéffAl/Q(xf) + gd)WWAl(xW)
2
mg,
_l_g@H*H*m— Lt + Zgéx P —A1/2( )
HT my,
s my 2
+ZNCQ qff Z O(xf)‘ 9 (46)
f
where g, =sin(f—-a), g,,,,, = cos(8—a), and G ww = Inoww = 0, the loop function
Al is
Ay(z) = —[22% + 32 + 32z — 1)g(x)] /2” . (47)

The concrete expressions for ¢ and the couplings between the lightest

hO(HO)xzrx; ’ ghO(HO)HJFH*

neutral CP-even Higgs and exotic leptons/sleptons can also be found in literature [57).

= 0.
Bll th

Similarly the decays ® — Z~ (® = h°, H°, hY, H?) are induced through loops involving

Furthermore one has ¢ w0 = e o T 0, gh%mm = gH%H+H7

massive charged particles which couple to the scalar @, those corresponding decay widths

are formulated as

G oa*m? m2 .2 3L _2Q), 52
T S Iy)=—"L—2 (1 —-—2)2 N, LW Al (x ,
NP( 7) 64\/583\77?3( m?}) ‘ ; Qf Co Goss 1/2( f yf)
2c2 —1 m?
_'_g@WWAiL('TW’ yw) + EVT.Q@H+H7 mTWAg(xHi ) yH:t)
w HE

- Z > Gy A2 )

=1 a= LR XZX%

3L _ 82 2
Z

f f~w h
+ Z NCQf C—gq’f_f_WAO (Sl?f, yf)
f

W 7

. (48)

where y, = m/(4m?), and T7* = £1/2 denotes the 3rd component of weak isospin of

corresponding matter field. For convenience the form factors are written as

Ag(!)ﬁ',y) = Il(x>y) )
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A?/2($’y) = Il(I’y) - IQ(Iay) ’

Al(a,y) = ey {46 = )B(,y) + [1+20) 2 - G+ 20)| Ly}, (49)
with
_ 1 g(x) —g(y)  y(f(x) = f(y))
W) = Ty T 2@y
_g(w) —g(y)
ey =Sy
vz — 1 arcsin? m r <1
fla) = { */j[ln }J’% zﬂ] , x>1. (50)

Generally the signature of this decay mode is drowned in the huge background from ¢g —
Z~ 95, 196] and gg — Z~ [97].

The LO diphoton decay width of the CP-odd neutral scalar ® = A%, A% (& — ~v) is
formulated as

3

G,o*m? ) 2
Lop(®— 7)) = W N.Q g<1>ff 1/2 xf + qu)ﬁ{ m,, 1/2( ) (51)
In a similar way, we can write down the decay widths for ® — Zv for ® = A%, A" as
G, o*m? m2 .2 T3 —20) . 52
_ f o w a
FNP(q)%ZV)_m(I_m—;) ’Q;NchT f 1/2(xf7yf)
P
2
_'_ Z Z §X+X-7 [11/2 (xxi ? yxl) Y (52)

i=1a=L R X i X
with Af,(z,y) = Ix(,y).
The neutral scalar with mass around 750 GeV would decay through the modes & —
Z7Z, ® - WW, & — tt, where Z/TW denote the on-shell neutral/charged electroweak gauge
bosons and the corresponding widths are: [95, [98-100]

_ 3G, m? 4o
Dy (® = 1) = = j@; [9a0ePma 714 5 Sﬁé(ﬁt)},
Do (@ = W) = s 1 14 0.17552
NP( — ) \/* |gq>ww| T Tyl — Ty + I ){ + \/*7_(2}

2

G.m
I (= 27) = 16} 12 |ga |21 — 2, (1 — 1, + :c [1+0175\fﬁ2], (53)
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with ¢ and z,, = 4m? /m2 (V =W, Z). Meanwhile the radiative corrections

wzz — Inoww:

L R s A i T
5 AB) + 155 (19 267 + 381 In {15t + & (7 — B7), @ = A°, A)

A, (8,) = {

with 32 = 1 —4m?/mZ, p(H°) = p(h),) = p(H}) =3, p(A°) = p(A}) =1, and

_ - _ﬁt . ﬁt_]' ]'_ﬁt 2
A(ﬁt)_(1+B3>[4L’l2(1+5t>+2LZ2(1+Bt>+31n1 5 1n1+ﬁ
_ 4/3
+2 ln gtl 8] —4p,In 14% 7 (55)

The loop induced couplings g, 9uss> Joww (P =h%, HY, AY) are given in Appendix [Cl

Considering the fact that no 750 GeV diphoton excess was observed at 8 TeV run of LHC
[101, [102] but an excess shows up at 13 TeV |1, 2], we should determine that the heavy
scalar most likely is produced via gluon fusion at 13 TeV. Therefore, the observed signals

for the scalar diphoton excess at the LHC can be quantified as

ity = 0(99 — @) BR(® — v7)
=0(g9 = @) T, (2 = )/Tg" . (56)

The total decay width of ® is

Ie' =T (@ = g9) + Ty n(® = 7y) + Ty p(® — Z7)
A0, (@ = ZZ) + Ty (@ = WW) + T (@ — Bt) + D0, (57)

where """ denotes the width for other decay modes of ®. Due that o(gg — ®) o< ['(® —

g9g), we could have

FNP((I) — gg)
FNp(ho — gg)

where (g9 — h°) =~ 0.85 x 10 fb [103, 104]. The combined value of 8 and 13 TeV

o(gg — @) = o(g99 — ho)‘mhoﬂso GeV 5 (58)

measurements roughly is [5]
pishey = (4.4 £ 1.1) fb. (59)

In the following numerical calculation, we will take into account the combined experimental

value at 30 as a simply guideline.

17



IV. NUMERICAL ANALYSES

To proceed our numerical discussion, we choose relevant parameters of the SM as [90]

as(m,) =0.118 , «(m,) =1/128, s> (m,) =023,
my = 1742 GeV , my =4.2 GeV , m,, =80.4 GeV . (60)

As aforementioned, the most stringent constraint on the parameter space is that the 2 x 2
mass square matrix in Eq. (33) whose lightest eigenvector must be of a mass m , >~ 125.09 +
0.24 GeV. In order to obtain the final results satisfying this constraint, we require the tree

level mass of CP-odd Higgs m , to be

,  mi(mi—m? + AL+ A, -mIA, + AL A A,
A0 —mio +m2cos? 28+ A,

where

A, =sin® BA,, +cos® BA,, +sin26A,, ,
A, =cos’ BA,, +sin® BA,, +sin2BA, . (62)

In order to avoid Landau singularities of g, , below the Planck scale, we choose B, =
L, =0, g,(Ay,) = 035, ¢g,(A,,) = 02 with A, = 3 TeV. Meanwhile we assume

m =m

. 2, = 1 TeV to coincide with experimental data of searching additional neutral

gauge bosons in colliders [90]. As discussed above, the plausible candidates for the 750 GeV
resonance are hg and AOB in this model. Since there is no correction from exotic leptons and
their superpartners to the diphoton channels hOB — 27, AOB — 27 at leading order, moreover
the corrections from exotic leptons and their superpartners to h® — 2v are negligible if
those particle masses are of order TeVs. In view of this, we could choose tanf, = 2,
AL =2 =Ay=05m, =m, =m, =3TeV, A4, = A, =500 GeV in our
4,5 v4.5 By 5 5
numerical analyses. In order to predict the mass of h° falling in the range 124 GeV < m,, <
126 GeV, we take m. =1TeV , m_ =m_ =2 TeV, A, =21 TeV, A, = —1 TeV,
Q3 Usg D3
Y, =Y, =07Y, and tan § = 1.5 unless a particular specification being made.

If we interpret the 750 GeV resonance as the CP-even scalar hOB, we find that the signal

hO
piZrey < O(1071 fb) through scanning the parameter space of the model, because there is
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a cancellation between corrections from exotic quarks charged 2/3 and that charged —1/3.
However the cancelation does not appear as we interpret the 750 GeV resonance as the CP-
odd scalar AOB with a mass around 750 GeV which can account for the signal on diphoton
excess at 750 GeV observed by the ATLAS and CMS collaborations simultaneously. Thus
= 750 GeV in the

we choose the CP-odd scalar A? as the heavy boson and keep m
B
following.

In CP-conserving circumstances the decay channels A?B — v, gg are not affected by
those parameters originating from scalar quark sectors at leading order, we take the param-

eters of corresponding squarks sector as

My =My =My =M, =m, =m, =3TeV,
A,=4,=4,=4, =100 GeV,
Apg =Ap, = A,, =1TeV. (63)

Under our above assumptions on parameter space, we always take
me =700 GeV , p, =500 GeV, p=—800GeV, (64)

since those parameters affect our theoretical evaluations mildly. Then, the free parameters

affecting strongly our numerical results are

Agr» Aus Ap, tanf, tanf,, Y, ., Y, . (65)

Q> U

Taking YV, =02V, Y, =04Y, tanf = 1.5, and tan 3, = 3, we plot the signal
ufﬁw [fb] (solid line for A, = A, = 0.3 and dashed line for A\, = A, = 0.4) versus parameter
A, in Fig.[Mi(a), where gray area denotes the experimental permission at 3o deviations shown
in Eq. (89). The numerical result indicates that the signal ufg?fev is consistent with the
experimental data as 1 < A, < 2.7for A\, = A, =03 and 1.4 < A\, <4 for A\, = A\, =
0.4. We can see that the signal ufﬁev turns stronger along with increasing of A, for the
couplings in Eq. (B3) are proportional to A,. On the contrary, the signal MﬁBTev turns smaller

along with increasing of A\, , since the mass of the lightest vector-like quark charged 2/3 is

U,D

proportional to A, and that of the lightest vector-like quark charged —1/3 is proportional
to A,, respectively. In Fig. [[[b), we show the signal strength of the 125 GeV Higgs R,
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FIG. 1: AsY, =02V, Y, =04Y;, tanf =15, and tan 3, = 3, (a) M?i’?_[‘ev [fb] (solid line for
Ay = Ap = 0.3 and dashed line for A\, = A\, = 0.4) varies with the parameter \, where gray area
denotes the experimental permission at 30 deviations in Eq. (59), (b) R,y (for A, = X\, = 0.3)

varies with the parameter A, where gray area denotes the experimental permission at 20 deviations

in Eq. (38)), respectively.

varying with the parameter A, for A, = A, = 0.3, where gray area denotes the experimental
permission at 20 deviations in Eq. (38). We can see that the signal strength R, is gentle
with increasing of A,. The results indicate that the signal strength R,, is consistent with
the experimental data. Similarly the signal strength Ry« can also fit the experimental data
in Eq. (88). The numerical results implicate that the signal strength R, also depends on
the parameters A\, and A, mildly, actually the theoretical evaluations on R, varying with
the parameter A, for A\, = A, = 0.4 almost overlap with that for A, = A, = 0.3.

In addition, the ATLAS and CMS collaborations showed that in Run I stage no significant
excesses were observed in the channels of 750 GeV Higgs decaying into ZZ [105], WW
[106, 107] and Z~ [108]. As generally believed, gluon fusion is responsible for the production
of the Higgs boson which later may decay into those final states, thus the data of LHC at 8
TeV set upper bounds on the ratios as [6]

N@—2y) _, L@=27) . T@-WW)

S A ) B S Al A S SR AP T) I 66
L(® — vy) L(® — vy) L(® — vy) (66)

In the chosen parameter space of the BLMSSM model, A?B — ZZ(WW) appears at one-loop
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FIG.2: AsY, =02V, Y, =04Y;, A, =2, and tan 8, = 3, (a) i}y (solid line for A, = X, =
0.3 and dashed line for A\, = A\, = 0.4) varies with the parameter tan J where gray area denotes
the experimental permission at 30 deviations in Eq. (589), and (b) R, (for A, = A, = 0.3) varies

with the parameter tan 8 where gray area denotes the experimental permission at 20 deviations in

Eq. (38), respectively.

level and we have obtained the relevant ratios as

LAY — Zy)
(A% — vy)

LAY — WW)
(A — vy)

T(AY — Z27)

-1
~ 0107, ['(AY — )

~ O(107Y),

~ O(1), (67)

which confirm the bounds presented in Eq. (66]). In this model, the decay mode I NP(A?B —
tt) can only occur via two-loop diagrams, so its rate is smaller than the width of diphoton
channel. Since, as generally expected, the 750 GeV resonance is produced via gluon fusion,
there is a large probability it would decay into two gluons which turn into di-jet. In this
work, the numerical result indicates that T'(A% — gg)/T'(A° — vv) ~ O(10%) < 1300, which
accommodates the di-jet research at Run I |6, [109, [110].

Besides the parameter \,, the parameter tan 3 existing in the MSSM also affects our
numerical evaluations strongly. Choosing Y, =0.2Y;, Y, =04Y;, A, =2, and tan §, =
3, we depict in Fig. 2l(a) the signal pﬁ%ev (solid line for A\, = A, = 0.3 and dashed line for
A, = A, = 0.4) versus tan§ where gray area denotes the experimental permission at 3o

deviations in Eq. (B9), and Fig. 2(b) the signal strength R, (for A, = A, = 0.3) versus

tan 5 where gray area denotes the experimental permission at 20 deviations in Eq. (B8],
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FIG. 3: AsY, =02V, Y, =04Y, tanf = 1.5 and A\, = 2, (a) ﬂ?l?TeV (solid line for
Ay = A, = 0.3 and dashed line for A\, = A\, = 0.4) varies with the parameter tan §, where
gray area denotes the experimental permission at 30 deviations in Eq. (BY), and (b) R, (for

Ay = Ap, = 0.3) varies with the parameter tan /3, where gray area denotes the experimental

permission at 20 deviations in Eq. (38]), respectively.

respectively. Fig. [2(a) shows that the signal ufﬁev turns large as tan [ increasing. When
the parameter tan 8 > 3.1 as A\, = A\, = 0.3, the signal uﬁ%ev exceeds the upper bound. For
Ay = A, = 0.4, the signal ufg’%ev is coincide with the experimental data at 3o deviations.
With increasing of tan 3, the signal strength R, decreases. As tanf > 2.5 and A\, =
A, = 0.3, we cannot account for the experimental results for the signal strength of the 125
GeV Higgs R, showed in Fig. 2(b). In other words, the simultaneous interpretation of
experimental data on the decays of the heavy scalar with 750 GeV and the lightest Higgs
with 125 GeV similarly favors relatively small value of tan # under our assumptions on the
parameter space.

Additional the parameter tan 3, in this model also affects our numerical results strongly.
In Fig. Bl we investigate (a) the signal strength ufg?fev (solid line for A, = A, = 0.3 and
dashed line for A\, = A, = 0.4) and (b) the signal strength R.., (for A\, = A, = 0.3) varying
with the parameter tan J,, where Y, =02Y,, Y, =04Y,;, tanf =15, and A\, =2. It
is seen that the signal strength uﬁ%ev decreases steeply as tan 5, < 2, and decreases mildly

as tan 8, < 3. As for the signal strength R, varies with tan 3, slowly.
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FIG. 4 As A\, = A\, =03, A\, =2, tanf = 1.5, and tan 8, = 3, (a) ugBTCV varies with the
parameter Y, where gray area denotes the experimental permission at 3o deviations in Eq. (90,
and (b) Ry, varies with the parameter Y, where gray area denotes the experimental permission
at 20 deviations in Eq. (B8], respectively. Here, the dashed line stands for Y, =047, the solid
line stands for Y, = 0.6 Y;.

At the last, we investigate the Yukawa couplings of the fourth and fifth generation up-
type quark Y%5 in Fig. @l Taking A\, = A, = 0.3, A\, = 2, tan = 1.5 and tan 8, = 3,
we plot the signal strength ufﬂev versus Y, in (a) and the signal strength R, vs Y, in
(b) of Fig. d where the dashed line stands for ¥, = 0.4 Y; and the solid line stands for
Y,. = 0.6 Y}, respectively. With increasing of Y, , the signal strength MﬁBTev turns stronger,
on the other hand the signal strength R, turns small. In other words the large Yukawa
couplings Y, affects our numerical evaluations on the signal strength ufﬁv and the signal

strength R, simultaneously.

V. SUMMARY

The discovery of 750 GeV boson at the diphoton channel is very inspiring because it
may be a signal for new physics BSM. People are excited and tempted to try various models
in hand to investigate the case and see if the model with a ceratin parameter range can give

a reasonable interpretation. We argue that an extension of the supersymmetric model with
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gauged baryon and lepton numbers might be able to account for the experimental data on
750 GeV diphoton excess reported by ATLAS and CMS recently based on its success in
earlier phenomenological studies.

Indeed, even though the 750 GeV boson is observed in the diphoton channel as a res-
onance, there are still many puzzles about its eccentric behaviors are not well understood
yet. The first challenge is its unusually large width about 45 GeV reported by ATLAS while
CMS shows that it could be small. And it is also reported that this resonance is not seen
at the WW, ZZ, and tt channels. It implies that it has some decay channels which are not
experimental observed yet, secondly, its coupling to the regular SM particles must be very
suppressed, or just as the diphoton channel the effective coupling to SM particles is realized
via loops inside which only heavy BSM particles exist.

In this BLMSSM, because the scalar h?, H?, A° do not have couplings to the exotic
quarks at tree level, they can be ruled out for being a candidate of the scalar particle of
m, = 750 GeV observed at the diphoton channel. The contribution of H°, A° and A9
to the diphoton decay widths is too small to be responsible for the diphoton excess even
though their mass were 750 GeV. By contrary, adopting an assumption on the relevant
parameter space, the CP-odd scalar AOB with 750 GeV mass in this model can account for
the experimental data on the heavy scalar diphoton resonance observed by the ATLAS and
CMS collaborations naturally. Simultaneously, this supersymmetric model can fit the 125
GeV Higgs data determined by the earlier run I at the LHC.

It is proposed that besides the diphoton channel the main decay portals are not to the
SM particles, at least not at the tree level, instead, it may decay into dark matter which is
BSM particles. Moreover, if the new physics scale is indeed at TeV, we have all reasons to
expect observing more resonances (charged and neutral) with some strange behaviors which
cannot be understood in the framework of the SM.

No doubt, the discovery of the diphoton excess at 750 GeV and confirmation of the 750
GeV resonance is a great breakthrough, but it is necessary to put more efforts to investigate
relevant physics. If eventually the 750 GeV is firmly identified as a genuine particle which
definitely is a BSM boson, a new world will be opened in front of us, especially, the project to

build up the SPPC of 50~100 TeV in China should be more favorable and we are expecting
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the new spring of high energy physics to come soon.
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Appendix A: The radiative corrections to the mass squared matrix from exotic

quark fields

The one-loop radiative corrections from exotic quark fields are formulated as [111-119]

p_ S3GYIUT (A, —ucotﬁ)zg(m )
" 4V2n?sin? B (m2 —m?)? EE
1 2

3 4

3G Y4 4 mg/ mg/ Au5 (Aus — ,LLtan B) 1 m?g

4\/7 72 0052 5 m? m2 —m? m?
° 3 4 4
A% (A, — ptan B)?
ug us
P e 90}
‘3 by
4,4 2
3G.Y, v { My My A, (A, — ptan§) nmz;/l
T | T T T
1 2 2
A% (A, — ptanB)?
d dy
2 —me glmy;my)}
1 b2
3G, Y vt u2(Ad, — pcot )2
4\/771' sin? (m2 —m2) (R
3 4
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g: F ui12 ./’l’< 1;4 /"L2 5){1n t1+ u4( ;4 /"L2 ﬁ)g( _,,m_l)}
8\/§7r2 sin” 3 ms, —mg m,, ms —ms 0o
1 2 2 1 2
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g(x,y)zl—x2_y2 hl& . (A4)

To derive the results presented above, we adopt the appropriate assumptions

Aol INTals AT,l > Y0l [V, 0], [¥,,0], Y, 0] in our caleulation.

Appendix B: The couplings between heavy Higgs and exotic quarks/squarks

\/imw Sw [

mt(z‘+3)
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Here, we adopt the abbreviation s, = sin6, with 6, being the Weinberg angle. Fur-
thermore, e is the electromagnetic coupling constant, and the concrete expressions of

S £ii, nfw nf“_ can be found in Ref. [61].

wii?
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Appendix C: The loop induced couplings

The loop induced couplings g,,,, Goww (2 =h2, HY A%) are written as

Ino, ww = % sina, (1_61 +In );%Izjf)
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2
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