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Abstract

The 750 GeV diphoton excess reported by ATLAS and CMS indicates the presence
of several pairs of the vector-like matter multiplets around TeV scale. If that is the case,
radiative corrections from the SU(3) gauge interaction significantly change from those of
MSSM, and the infrared-free nature of the gauge interaction leads to characteristic SUSY
mass spectra: a ratio of a squark mass to the gluino mass, and scalar trilinear couplings
are enhanced at the low-energy scale. Consequently, even in gaugino mediation models,
the Higgs boson mass of 125 GeV is explained with the fairly light gluino of 2-3 TeV,
which can be accessible at the LHC.



1 Introduction

Gaugino mediation [1,2] provides an attractive framework of mediating supersymmetry (SUSY)
breaking effects to the observable sector, since this framework is free from the SUSY fla-
vor changing neutral current problem. In gaugino mediation, only gaugino masses and a u-
parameter (and the Higgs B-term) are assumed to be non-vanishing at the high energy scale
and all SUSY particle masses at the low-energy scale are determined mostly by the gaugino
masses at the high energy scale. Therefore, this framework is very predictive. Provided that
particle contents below the grand unified theory (GUT) scale are those in minimal supersym-
metric standard model (MSSM), the observed Higgs boson mass of 125 GeV is explained with
the gluino mass larger than 5-6 TeV [3], which is unfortunately beyond the reach of the LHC
experiments.

However, the diphoton excess recently reported by ATLAS [4] and CMS collaborations [5]
indicates the presence of several pairs of the vector-like matter multiplets around or below the
TeV scale, in addition to MSSM matter contents [6}[7]. To explain the diphoton excess with the
cross section of ~ 5fb, rather large number of vector-like pairs is required as long as relevant
Yukawa couplings are not larger than unity. It has been shown that the four pairs of leptonic
matters with masses of ~ 400 GeV and colored ones with masses of ~ 800 GeV can reproduce
the observed diphoton signal under the conditions that those vector-like matters form complete
SU(5) multiplets and the perturbativity of the relevant couplings is maintained up to the GUT
scale |6].

In fact, vector-like multiplets around TeV scale significantly change the SUSY mass spec-
trum at the low-energy, due to remarkable changes of gauge and gaugino beta-functions [3]:
at the low-energy, ratios of sfermion masses to gaugino masses become much larger than those
evaluated in MSSM. Moreover, the stop trilinear coupling becomes large. As a result, the Higgs
boson mass of ~ 125 GeV is explained with the gluino mass accessible at the LHC experiment.

In this paper, we revisit our previous study in the light of the diphoton excess, and show that
the gluino mass is likely to be lighter than 2-3 TeV. We take account of threshold corrections to
gauge couplings from the vector-like matter multiplets lighter than 1 TeV, and evaluate MSSM
mass spectra using two-loop renormalization group equations (RGEs), which are required due

to large couplings at the GUT scale.

2 SUSY explanation of the diphoton excess

One of the plausible models to explain the observed diphoton excess is a model which contains
several pairs of vector-like fermions. The vector-like fermions couple to a singlet scalar boson

S of 750 GeV. As a SUSY realization, we consider the following superpotential:

_ _ _ M
W = Wussm + ApSD'D' + A\ ,SL'L' + MpD'D' + M, L'L’ + 7552, (1)

with soft SUSY breaking terms

— Lo = —LYM L 2|S12 4+ mp |D'|2 4+ mp | D'|> +mp| D' +mp|L?



+ (ApALSL'L'+ ApApSD'D' + h.c.)

_ _ M
+ (BDMDD’D’ + B M L'L' + BSTSS2 + h.c.) : (2)

where Wyssm and LM55M are the superpotential and soft SUSY breaking terms of the MSSM,
respectively, S is a gauge singlet chiral superfield, D’ and D’ have SU(3), x SU(2); x U(1)y
charges of (3,1,1/3) and (3,1,—1/3), and L' and L’ have (1,2,—1/2) and (1,2,1/2). The
vector-like multiplets belong to complete SU(5) multiplets as 5 = (L', D’) and 5 = (L', D’).
We introduce four pairs of 5 and 5. Here, Mp, M; and \p are taken to be real positive without
a loss of generality.

One of bosons, S, in the chiral superfield S is dominantly produced by the gluon fusion
process and it subsequently decays to diphoton radiatively. Using narrow width approximation,

the cross section of pp — & — 7 is estimated as

w2 1
olpp S —=vy) ~ K- Sms s (S — g9)Br(S — 77)Cyy,
1 1
Cyg = / d:z:l/ dxgfy(x1) fo(22)0 (2122 —m?g/s), (3)
0 0

where K is a K factor, \/s = 13TeV and ms = 750 GeV. Using MSTW2008NNLO [8] with the
factorization scale of 0.5mgs (ms), C,y ~ 1904 (1736). Then,

F(S—>77)>,

olpp =S —vy) = K-7.2(6.6)b ( 05 GV

(4)
where we have used Br(S — vv) = T'(S — 77)/T(S — g9).

In our setup, the radiatively generated Bg is large and positive (Bg ~ 5TeV), leading to
the large mass splitting of two real states in S. Therefore, the only lighter state contributes
the diphoton cross section. Provided Mg is real positive, the lighter state is CP—oddE] and the

cross section 1s

olpp — S = vy) = 4.1(3.8) fb <1£5> , (5)

where we take M; = 400 GeV, Mp = 800 GeV, \[, = \p = 0.4E] The typical value of the K
factor is around 1.5 [7]. With these values, Ap and Ay do not unify at the GUT scale. However,
this may not be a problem since such a disparity may be easily generated by GUT symmetry

breaking terms.

3 SUSY mass spectra in gaugino mediation

In this section, we evaluate SUSY mass spectra with the vector-like matter fields lighter than

one TeV in gaugino mediation. In gaugino mediation models, we assume the Kahler potential is

! The decay width of the CP-odd state is larger than that of the CP-even state. See e.g. 9] for the difference

of the form factors for the CP-even and odd states.
2 We have found that three pairs of 5+ 5 with a similar mass spectrum and couplings can marginally explain

the diphoton excess without the divergences of the coupling constants below the GUT scale.
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Figure 1: The Higgs boson mass as a function of the gluino mass without the extra matters.
Here, as(myz) = 0.1185, my(pole) = 173.34 GeV and tan g = 25.

the sequestered form [1,2|10] or the no-scale form [11], and a SUSY breaking field only couples
to gauge field-strength superfields directly. Then, at the high energy scale, sfermion masses
vanish at the leading order and only gaugino masses and p-term are not suppressed. The Higgs
B-term, By, may or may not be suppressed, depending on a setupﬂ Gaugino mediation models

are parametrized with Mo, u(Mgur) and By (Mcur) or more conveniently,

My 3, tan 3, sign(p), (6)

taking into account conditions for the correct electroweak symmetry breaking (EWSB). We
identify the cut-off scale with the GUT scale, Mqur, and Mj, is the universal gaugino mass
at Mgur. If the Higgs B-term, By, vanishes at the high energy scale, tan 8 and sign(u) are
not free-parameters but predictions. This possibility will be revisited later.

Before discussing the impact of the light vector-like matters, let us briefly show the expected
gluino mass in gaugino mediation without vector-like matters. In Fig. [T, we plot the mass of
the SM-like Higgs boson as a functions of the physical gluino mass. SUSY mass spectra are
computed using Suspect v2.43 package [14]. The blue solid (green dashed) line shows the
computed Higgs boson mass using SusyHd v1.02 code |15] (FeynHiggs v.2.11.3 code [16]).
We take my(pole) = 173.34 GeV, as(myz) = 0.1185, tan 5 = 25 and g > 0. The blue and
green bands show the uncertainties of the theoretical calculations, including the error of the
measured top mass, £0.76 GeV [17]. Although we see the difference between the results of the
two different codes, the Higgs boson mass of 125 GeV requires a rather heavy gluino of 5-8 TeV

without extra vector-like multiplets.

However, as shown in Ref. [3], the existence of the light vector-like matter fields have

significant effects on SUSY particle masses in gaugino mediation: 1) squark/gluino mass ratios

3 The Higgs B-term vanishes in e.g. Scherk-Schwarz SUSY breaking [12] and the gravitational SUSY
breaking [13]. In those cases, the F-term of the chiral compensator field vanishes at the leading order.



as well as 2) A-term/squark mass ratio are enhanced. As a result, the predicted gluino mass
becomes significantly smaller than that without vector-like matter fields since the observed
Higgs boson mass does not require the heavy gluino.

At the one-loop level, the change of the beta-functions is simply given by

_ N5 3
Bi = (Bi)mssm + Te-27i
2N,
By, = (Bar)mssm + 167:)2 Mg} | (7)

where N5(= 4) is the number of the vector-like matter multiplets, M;, M, and Mj are the
bino, wino and gluino mass, g1, go and g3 are gauge couplings of U(1)y, SU(2);, and SU(3).,
and (3; and By, are beta-functions for gauge couplings and gaugino masses, respectively. Since
the SUSY breaking masses of L', L', D' and D’ are much larger than M and Mp, the radia-
tive corrections to the gauge couplings from the scalar components and fermion components
should be taken into account separately. The threshold corrections from the vector-like matter
multiplets can be included as [

Ny 41 m 1. m
9 9 5 SUSY SUSY
= SR S| |
9 (msusy) g1 (msusy) = g5 {2 " T3 M ]
N: 2|1 1 1 1
_ 52 |\L msusy Ly msusy 1y msusy 1) msusy ,
8125 |4 mr 6 mp; 4 mpy, 6 mp,
Ns 2. m 1. m 1. m
9 9 5 SUSY SUsy SUSY
N _ 5 2 [ISUSY 2y, TISUSY. | 2, TTISUSY
g~ (msusy) 92 (msusy) = 32 {3 R 7 P } ’
Ns (2. m 1. m 1. m
9 9 5 SUSY SUSY SUSY
= BN e 21 S TSUSY | (g
g3 “(msusy) g5 “(msusy) 802 {3 n M + g 1n o + s o, ] (8)

where mgugy is a mass scale of the SUSY particles, and mr and mp; are mass eigenvalues of
the scalar components taking into account mass splittings from By and Bp.

Now, we discuss the enhancements of sfermion mass and A-terms. Although two-loop RGEs
are important to evaluate SUSY mass spectra as shown below, the enhancements of A-term
and sfermion masses can be understood qualitatively by solving one-loop RGEs. The A-terms
of the first and second generation up-type squarks are

4 —1
¢ (9i(msusy), Mgur bi Maur ~
A, ~-Y 4 (s 1 -2y 1 N9
(msusy) i 9 < Sn2 nmSUSY> < 8%291 (msusy) nmsusy (9)

where (c1, ¢, ¢3) = (26/15,6,32/3), (b, by, bs) = (33/5+ N5, 14+ N5, —3+N5) and M = Ms/g3 ~
My/g3 ~ M,/g?. Neglecting U(1)y and SU(2); contributions and threshold corrections in
Eq., we have an enhancement of

Au(msusy) N 1+ 2595(msusy) In nj\fsig - w0
(Au(mSUSY))MSSM o 1— #gg(mSUSY> In Tjr\fscij[;z N

for the fixed gluino mass at mgysy where mgusy =~ 3.5 TeV and N5 = 4. Similarly, the squark
mass becomes larger than that of MSSM as

m%(mSUSY) -~ (1 - 8%9§<mSUSY) In nﬂfs(;[é?()_z + (1 - 8#gg(ﬂls[]sy) In 717\1/[5%[;:/)_1
(mé(mSUSY))MSSM (1+ %gg(mSUSY) In %%21)72 +(1+ #gg(mSUSY) In %C;Utg)q

4 Threshold corrections from SUSY particles are included in the numerical calculations, which are important
as well.
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Figure 2: The RGE runnings of the gauge couplings (ozl’é,?)) and gluino mass. The horizontal
axis is log,o(Qr/GeV), where Qg is a renormalization scale. The red (black) lines show the
results at the two-loop (one-loop) level. Here, My, = 7TeV, tan = 10, My = 400 GeV,
Mp =800GeV, A\p = A, = 0.4, as(Mz) = 0.1185 and my(pole) = 173.34 GeV.
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Figure 3: The squark mass as a function of the gluino mass. The red (black) line shows the

result at the two-loop (one-loop) level. The model parameters except for M/, are the same as
in Fig.

~ 59. (11)
Accordingly,

A% (msusy) /mg(msusy)

(A2(msusy)/mg(msusy)) MSSM

~ 1.9, (12)

which is crucial for the enhancement of the Higgs boson mass.

Although the above discussion is almost correct, two-loop RGEs are required to be included
since the gauge couplings are quite large at the high energy scale. A set of the two-loop RGEs
is shown in Appendix [A] In Fig.[2] the RGE runnings of the gauge couplings and gluino mass
with one- and two-loop RGEs are shown as functions of the renormalization scale. The model



130

129
128

127

mh (GeV)

126

125

124

123

2000

PRI R PR IR
2500 3000 3500
gluino mass (GeV)

122 Lo
1500

Figure 4: The Higgs boson mass as a function of the gluino mass. The blue band shows
the theoretical uncertainty of the Higgs boson mass calculation. Here, tan 5 = 9 and other

parameters are the same as in Fig.

parameters are taken as M = 400 GeV, Mp = 800 GeV, tan 5 = 10, a,(My) = 0.1185, and
mq(pole) = 173.34 GeV, and A\p and A, are fixed to be 0.4 at the weak scale. The universal
gaugino mass at the GUT scale (10'° GeV) is taken as M = 7TeV. In the plot, squark masses
are around 5 TeV and gluino mass is around 2 TeV. The deviation of the gluino masses at the

one and two-loop runnings is quite large. The large correction comes from the following terms:

5 4
By 3 (15%)2? Bus, 3 (16(1%)27%]”3' (13)
In fact, without the above contributions, the RGE running at the two-loop level is not much
different from that evaluated at the one-loop level.

The difference of the RGE evolutions at the one- and two-loop level affects the squark
masses at the low-energy scale. In Fig. |3, we show the squark mass (the mass of the SU(2).,
singlet up-type squark) as a function of the physical gluino mass using one- and two-loop
RGEs. The squark mass evaluated at the two-loop level is larger by about 1 TeV than the one-
loop computation, which obviously affects the Higgs boson mass calculation. The calculated
Higgs boson mass is shown in Fig. [4] for tan 5 = 9. We compute the Higgs boson mass using
SusyHd, with the theoretical uncertainty including the error of the measured top mass. The
predicted gluino mass is in a range of 1.2-2.2 TeV, including the theoretical uncertainty, which
is accessible at the LHC.

As mentioned earlier, the Higgs B-term vanishes at the high energy scale in some setups, and
tan 3 is not a free parameter in those cases. If the gaugino masses are taken to be universal at
the GUT scale, tan (8 is predicted to be 20-22, slightly depending on the SUSY scale. However,
non-universal gaugino masses arise in e.g. models of product group unification [18], where the
doublet-triplet splitting problem is naturally solved. With non-universal gaugino masses, the
prediction of tan 3 is in a wider range. The predicted tan 3 in the case of non-universal gaugino
masses are shown in Fig. |5l We have taken M; = Mj3 at the GUT scale but M; to be free.
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Table 1: Mass spectra in sample points. Here, Ap = 0.45. The other parameters not shown in the
table are the same as in Fig.

Parameters Point I Point II Point III
M; (GeV) 7500 8500 7800
M, /M 1 1 0.793
Mo/ M; 1 1 0.6
Meur (GeV) 1016 1016 1016
AL 0.45 0.45 0.45
tan 3 8 6 6.7
w (GeV) 5570 6470 5930
A (GeV) -8320 -9510 -8080
Particles Mass (GeV) | Mass (GeV) | Mass (GeV)
g 2050 2490 2210
q 5790-6190 | 6740-7210 | 6120-6130
5271 5040, 2880 | 5920, 3490 | 5010, 3630
)Zil 5550, 1060 | 6450, 1260 5910, 571
X5 5550 6450 5910
X5 5550 6450 5910
% 1060 1260 o71
% 684 797 543
érr(firr) 3480, 2170 | 2880, 1650 1750, 1530
To.1 3020, 1880 | 3470, 2150 1750, 1520
H* 6350 6410 6230
ik 125.8 125.0 125.2




Finally, we present some mass spectra in our gaugino mediation model in Table [l The
Higgs boson mass is computed using SusyHd, and the SUSY mass spectra are computed using
Suspect package with modifications of RGEs and an inclusion of Eq.. In the points I and 11,
the gaugino masses at the GUT scale are taken to be universal. In the point III, the gaugino
masses at the GUT scale are non-universal, and By (Mgyr) = 0 is imposed and tan 8 shown in
the Table is determined by the conditions for the correct electroweak symmetry breaking. In the
point III the relic abundance of the lightest neutralino is consistent with the observed value,
Qrsph? ~ 0.12, thanks to bino-wino coannihilation. Here, the relic abundance is calculated
using micrOMEGAs [19][]

4 Conclusion and discussion

We have studied impacts of the light vector-like matter multiplets on the sparticle masses
especially on the gluino mass in gaugino mediation, in the light of the diphoton excess. The
existence of the light vector-like matter fields enhances trilinear couplings and squark/gluino
mass ratios at the infrared scale. Consequently, the observed Higgs boson mass of ~ 125 GeV
is explained with a light gluino: the gluino mass is likely to be smaller than 2-3 TeV unless
tan (8 is small as O(1). The predicted gluino is fairly light and the LHC may soon discover the
gluino in a final state with multi-jets and missing transverse momentum.

In cases of the universal gaugino masses, the abundance of the bino-like neutralino is too
large compared to the observed dark matter abundance. Therefore, the small R-parity violation
may be required to avoid the over-closure of the universe. However, the non-universal gaugino
masses at the GUT scale are expected to arise in models of the product group unification,
where the doublet-triplet splitting problem is naturally solved. If the wino mass at the high
energy scale is smaller than the bino mass (and the gluino mass) and the bino and wino masses
are mildly degenerate at the weak scale, the relic abundance of the lightest neutralino can be
consistent with the observed dark matter abundance, thanks to the bino-wino coannihilation.
The correct electroweak symmetry breaking is explained with the vanishing Higgs B-term at
the high energy scale in this case.

In our paper, we have introduced SUSY invariant mass parameters for the singlet and
vector-like matter fields. However, these mass parameters are not necessarily required and it is
possible to explain their origins by the radiative breaking mechanism. This is because the soft
mass squared of the singlet is naturally driven to be negative at the low-energy scale, leading
to a non-zero vacuum expectation value. In this case, the required masses for the singlet and

vector-like fields are generated without explicit mass terms in the superpotential.
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A Two-loop beta-functions

The two-loop RGEs of gauge couplings and gauginos with N5 pairs of 5 and 5 are

g = I (0 + s )
gi 167T2 ! ’
2) (2) 2 (2)y2
6&51') - 167T2 (Z bzg 95 — Z Cik Yk) ) (14)
k=t,b,r,L’, D’
and
24?2
51(\2 - 169711'2 <b§1) + N5> Mia
297
B = oy (Z b9y (M M)+ Y C’E’?Y’“Q(_MﬁAk))’ =
J k=t,b,r,L’, D’
where Y7, and Ypr correspond to A; and Ap, respectively, b, = {33/5,1,—3}. The two-loop

coeflicients are

@—I— N5 %—F%Ns %4-32]\[5

2
by = o4 §N5 25+7N; 24 : (16)
1 4 34
L4+ aNs 9 144+ 3 N;
26 14 18 6 4
5 5 5 505 50
D=6 6 2 28 0 |, (17)
4 4 0 0 2N;
Let us summarize beta-functions of the SUSY invariant parameters with N5 = 4. We

have used Susyno package [21] for obtaining the following two-loop RGEs. The notation is
B; = B /(1672) + B2 /(1672)2.

3
gL = AL<12A§, +10) - Zg} - 3g§)

16 24
BY = AL[—24X§—34/\4 24\2 )2 —I—)\2(5gl+6493)+/\2(5gl+24g2)
327 , 9 ,, 39 }

+ 591 + 59192 + 592

4 16
5&2 = )\D<14)‘2D+8>‘%_Eg% 3 3>

16 24
By = A [ = 50X — 16ApAL — 16X, + = AD (g7 + 2095) + = AL(91 + 592)
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N 644 4 6422+176 ]
22591 4591Q3 9 931>
5%& = A4L< 392>
2 _ 4 2 2 3 7 9 39
g2 = ML[—18)\ — UGN, + Tgl + el + ]
16
By = MD<2 gi - 393)
9 644 64 176
B, = Mp| - 26X‘D — 16XLA] + g1 + 20105 + 793},
gY = M5(16/\2 +24)\2>
32 48
Bt = Ms|[—48), —320% + XD (97 +2093) + N (g7 + 503)
(18)
The beta-functions of the MSSM parameters are modified at the two-loop level:
2 52 64
087 = Yu(Tool + 1208+ i),
9 28 64
087 = Ya(Tool + 1208+ 2ai)),
36
0B = Ye(ggl +129§>,
12
0BY = u(;gﬂ 1293)-
(19)

Next, we show the two-loop RGEs of SUSY breaking mass parameters. The beta-functions

for new trilinear couplings are

6
/BA)\L = 24AAD)\2D —|— 2014)\L)\2 + 591M1 + 6g§M27

BY = —96xbAx, — 136XL A, — 48T NG (A, + Ay,)
32 32
+ b (T A (9] +2008) — SgiMy — 1286305
48
+ A7 (An (g} +563) — gPMy — 5g30, )
654 18
- ggilM : =195 (My + M) — 78¢5 Mo,
n 2 2 ﬁ 2 Q 2
/BA)\D — 28A}\D>\D+16A)\L)\L+ 15g1M1+ 3 93M37
B = —2000hAx, — 64N Ay, — 32X NB (A, + A),)
32 32
+ (S A (9} +2003) — TgiMy — 1286305 )
48
+ A (AAL (91 +592) — gi My — 593M2>
2576 128 704
— oo M- 2 —=9195(My + Ms) — 79§M3 (20)
Beta-functions of trilinear and bilinear couplings in the MSSM have additional terms as
208 256
55,(423 = —ngMl 489 My — 79§M3,
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2 112 256
5523 = 5 —— g1 My — 48g5 M, — 3 g3 Ms,
144
08s = —g 9iM — 48630,
48
5Bpy = —=9iM —48g30;.

The beta-functions for the soft mass squared parameters of new particles are

B

D/

D/

B
S
5%
S

8 [BAD (A3, +mby +mp, + mg) + 201 (A3, +mi, +m3, +m3)] ,
—64\7 (243, + m7, + m}, + m3) — 96AL (2435, +mby + my, +mg)
S [+, -+ 8ot + 500

2(gEM3 + 53 M) — 241, (93 My + 5g305)]

3—52A2 [y 4 mi, 4 m + 43,)(g? + 203)

2(gEM7 + 203 M) — 24, (g2 M + 2063 My)|

2
2X5 (A3, +miy +mp, +m3g) + gng,
—52AD (243 4+ mi, + mF, + m3)
16X, [)\2 ((Ar, + Ax,)? +mby, +m3, +my, +m3, + 2m3)

2 16 16
g_lm%, _ g—lmD,} + A gt <—mi, — —mi,)

5 5 5 5

6

59008 |, = mi + 3, — )+ dmy — i)

32

—aid; [Z(zam%i +3md, — 6m2.) + 12m%, — 12m2, + 4M? + AM; My + 4M
2

i [Z(SmD +48m3 — 3m3, + 3mb, — 16m?, ) — 3m%, + 15m%,

32m2, — 12m2, + 60m2, + 644M12]
é9351 + 1—;9§53 )

2NL (A3, 4+ mi, +my, +md) — %9?5 ,
5205 (243 + m, +m3, + m3)

1672 [)\2 ((Ax, + Ax,)? +m +mE, +my, +m2, +2m%)

16 16
Doy + Bty ] - 37 (3 mi,——mi,)

) )
6
=913 [m¥, — i, + D (m, = my) + Al m?,)]
32

45

7

12

9193 [Z(?)m%z + 3méi — Gm%i) + 12m%, — 12m%, — 4]\412 — 4AM, M5 — 4M§]



L'

B

L’

where

2
7—5gf [Z(—Mm%i + 15m%i + mé + 48m20i) + 15m%1d — 3quu

32m2, + 60m2, — 12m2, + 644M12]

16
9%51 + 39&153 )

3
2NL(A, +miy - mi, +my) = 2giS

—36A7 (243, + m7, + m3, +m3)

2 [—24)\%((AAD + Ay, )? +mE, +my +mi, +m3, + 2mE)

24 24

Eﬁm%—mgﬂ—gﬁjm@—m@
9
9195 [m?fd mi, + Z )+ A(m2, —m2,) + 2(M; + My)?

16

nggg [Z(m%l +mg, — Qm%i) + 4(m3, — m%,)]
i‘*Z(Q 2 4+ 2m2 +56m2 — 18m% + 18m? ) + 18m?
5591 mp, +2mg, mg, my, + 18my,) + 18my,,

i

8m%, + 40m%, + 72m7, + 981M7

—9151 + 39352 )

2L (A3, +mi, +m3, +mg) + gg%S,

—36A7 (243, + mi, +m3, +m3)

22 [—24)\§((AAD + Ay,)? +m%, +my, +my, +m3, + 2mE)

24 24
Zgi(m, —mb)| + =Ny — m})

5)

9 2 2 2 2 2 2 4 _2 M M
59192 | M, — M, +Z(mLi mg,) + (m7, —m3,) (My + M,)®
E 2 9 Z( 2 42 92 A( 2 2

5 g193 mp. T Mg, mg ) + 4(mp, mD’)

1
o[ 00, + dm — S, + 54m) + 15,

7

40m%, + 8m, + 72m3, + 981 M7

6
_9151 + 39;1527
(22)

Sy = Z(zméi +my, +mg )+ 4md +mb,) + 16M;

i

Sy = Y _(3m, +m3) +mfy, +mi, +4(mi, +m3,) +35M;

7
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Si = (Y24 YEmd, + Y2(—2md, +md,) = V22, +m,)
- 132(3n1%ﬁ +_N%é3 __4Tn%b)’
S = mj, —my, +Tr [mg —mi — 2mZ +mp + m%| + 65, (23)
with 05 = 4(—m7, + m3, + m%, —m7,).

The additional contributions to one-loop beta-functions for soft mass squared parameters
of MSSM fields are

2
0B = 155, 58 = —Z—lds, 58 = 258
maQ 5 mg 5 mp 5

6

5801 = 205, 96} = 20S,
3 o 3

S ) =259,
o8 = oS, 0B, ==

(24)

The two-loop beta-functions of the soft mass squared parameters are modified as

2
557(”%2 = - )\D91 (m%, —mp) + >‘L t(mi, —mi,)
64 12
+ 2910 (mh = mb) = S aigs(ml, —mi)
8
+ = <3mD, my, — 3m3, + 6m3, + 15M12>
16
+ 39308, + 3 — 3083,
32 32
592 = Zatgitm, - miy) - 2 g, - md)
256 48
- = e (mD, m2D,> + ggfgg <m%, — m%,)
16
+ =4 <4mD, +12m2, + 21m2, + 3m2, + 120M2>
16
+ ?9?31553 )
16 16
5h =~ Abgilmiy —mb) + X g (m, — i)
128 24
+ S5 9193(mp —mb) — = giga(my —m,)
8
¥ %g;*(SmD, BmL/+15mL,+60M2>
16
+ 3931583 )
24 24
551(522 = gﬁﬂ%(m%/ —mipy) — 5 =ALgi(mi, —mi,)
64 36
= Sttt — ) + Dt )
8
+ 2591 (mD, + 5m3, + 9m37, + 45M2>
+ 552 )
(2) 48 2 202 2 2
55,”% = 5 —Apgi(mp —mp) + )‘Lgl (mi, —mi,)

14



128 5 5,

+ ?glgg(mD m%)/) - _g%gam%’ - mQD)

5
+ 285 g <16mD, +8m2, + 9mL, +2Tm2, + 180M2>
558 = S Nhghm, — mh) + L A, — )
+ %gfg?,(m%/ —miy) — ?gfgg(mif —m3,)
+ 285 g <5mD, +m, +9m2, + 45M2>
+ 552 )
552 = 254 N, — i) = Xy g — i)
— SRR, — mb) + g nd, — i)
+ % g (m%, +5m, + 9m2, + 45M12>
+ 39309, (25)

where

893 = 4m3%, + 4m¥, + 24Mj
0S8y = 4m73, + 4m%, + 24M3 . (26)

Beta-functions of new B-terms are

By = 16(3A\, 05 + 245, 02),

89 = [—192X;7AAD —128)i 4,
+ %Az D97 +20g3) Ax, — %)‘QD(Q%Ml + 2093 M3)
+ 956A2< +56)An, — BN (M, +5630)],
Bl = (4&4& + gg%Ml + 6g§M2),
B = [T2A0A, —48AXD(Ay, + Ayy)
— 62554 M, — ?g?gi(Ml + Mp) — 789§‘Mz],
By, = (4)\%1‘1@ 18591]\/—/1 3329§M3>7

By = [—104)\4 Ay, — 320203 (Ay, + Ay)

2576 128 704

- S50 15 —= 0193 (My + M) — 9

4
295 93M3} :
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