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An extension of the standard supersymmetric model, SU(2); X U(1) IR X U(1)z_;, motivated by

superstrings and baryon-number conservation is analyzed. A possible pattern of supersymmetry
breaking from E, and the phenomenological implications for such a model are studied. In particu-
lar it is found that the neutral currents restrict Mz >240 GeV. Constraints on the g —2 factor of

the muon are also examined.

I. INTRODUCTION

The ultimate theory of matter may well be described in
terms of superstrings.! =3 It is of interest to find models
which are compatible with such an ultimate theory and
which are susceptible to experimental test. It is assumed
that compactification from D =10 to d =4 dimensions in
superstring theories is on a Calabi-Yau manifold. Con-
siderable ambiguity remains in the choice of the particu-
lar manifold. Thus the “ultimate” low-energy group G
is obscured. It has been argued that G could
be SU(3)cxSU2), XU(1)xU(1)xU(1) (Ref 6) or
SU(3) xSU(2), XSU(2)g X U(1) (Ref. 7). The model
presented here could represent a further breakdown of
either of the two groups to SU(3)XxSU(2),
xXU(1 ),3R X U(1)g _,. It appears also as a natural exten-

sion of the standard model when the additional con-
straint of baryon-number conservation is introduced.
This latter approach has the advantage that no fine-
tuning of parameters is required.

In this paper the model is approached from the stan-
dard model, as a natural extension, and although a possi-
ble symmetry-breaking mechanism from E, is established,
no constraints on coupling constants other than the ones
dictated by the standard model are imposed. The model
is applied to an examination of neutral currents and of
the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon g —2. Itis
particularly important at this time to obtain good
theoretical predictions in both of these areas. Amaldi et
al.® have just published a comprehensive analysis of data
pertaining to the weak neutral current. It is interesting
to note that while left-handed parameters €;(u), €;(d)
are in close agreement with the standard-model calcula-
tions (including radiative corrections), the right-handed
€rlu), €eg(d) deviate from these predictions. Such devia-
tions are easily understood in the model presented here,
which includes a second Z boson (Z’). Indeed the devia-
tions might be taken to indicate a maximum value of the
Z mass of about 1 TeV. It should then be observable
with the projected new accelerators. The experimental
values also yield a lower limit of 240 GeV. The anoma-
lous magnetic moment of the muon and of the electron
are perhaps the most accurately measured quantities in
physics [with an uncertainty in the tenth significant figure
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for (g —2),]. Supersymmetric models inevitably are used
to examine the muon anomaly. Although the experimen-
tal measurements are not quite as accurate as in the elec-
tron case (the uncertainty is in the eighth significant
figure), the contributions of supersymmetry are consider-
ably larger. An improvement in the present level of accu-
racy in measurements by 1 order of magnitude will yield
results that may be compared with the type of theoretical
calculation results presented in this paper. This is pre-
cisely the kind of results anticipated in the new genera-
tion of g —2 experiments proposed at BNL and at Novo-
sibirsk.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II the mod-
el is described in some detail. In Sec. III the application
of the model to neutral-current interactions is considered.
In Sec. IV the mixing matrices of the fermions and those
of the corresponding scalar partners are considered. In
Sec. V the calculations of (g —2), are presented. Con-
clusions and prospects are presented in Sec. VI.

I1. DESCRIPTION OF THE MODEL

The standard SU(3)xSU(2)XU(1) gauge model has
been remarkably successful in describing all of particle
physics. Certainly this theory must be included within
any description of matter. There are, however, certain
theoretical difficulties which indicate that the theory is
not complete. First, the theory is not stable against large
radiative corrections. A supersymmetric extension of the
theory is the natural correction of such difficulties. The
usual quadratic divergences coming from scalar Higgs
particles as shown in Fig. 1 are then canceled by fermion-
ic contributions indicated in Fig. 2. A further difficulty
still remains. A typical standard field theory has the
form

L=pigp+Arg*,

where ¢ is a fermion field and ¢ is a boson field. Suppose
one sets A=0. At the tree level, one must consider diver-
gent diagrams of the type indicated in Fig. 3. To cancel,
one requires a ¢* term in the Lagrangian. In a similar
way, consider the full supersymmetric model of the elec-
troweak interaction. The most general superpotential has
the form

(2.1)
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FIG. 1. Quadratic divergences coming from scalar Higgs
particles.

thuQHu Uc+thHch+heLHdEc
+:u'1Hqu +:u'2HuL +qurQquDrc
+5[p,q],LquE,°+k1EcHde +A(pq1r U;DqD,” .
(2.2)

The last term violates baryon-number symmetry and cor-
responds to a rapid proton decay. The next to last four
terms violate lepton number. If the coefficients u,, f pgrs
h[pyq],, Ay, and l[p’q], are set to zero, the terms cannot be
regenerated at the tree level. This situation unlike that
described in the standard field theory occurs due to the
nonrenormalization theorem of supersymmetric field
theory. Setting the coefficients to zero corresponds to the
“standard” supersymmetric model.® Nevertheless, the
theory is unsatisfactory as there is no theoretical
justification for setting the coefficients to zero.

It is important to establish a model, where no baryon-
number-violating terms leading to rapid proton decay or
lepton-number-violating terms inconsistent with current
experimental limits are allowed. Such a model can be de-
rived as the low-energy limit of EgXEgz superstring
theories. In the zero-slope limit these theories lead to an
anomaly-free 10-dimensional EgXEg super-Yang-Mills
theory coupled to supergravity. The six extra dimensions
can be compactified® to a Calabi-Yau manifold with
SU(3) holonomy. This yields an N =1 locally supersym-
metric four-dimensional grand unified theory based on
the Eg X E4 gauge group. The E¢ group in turn breaks
down at the compactification scale to one of its maximal
subgroups. Generally®°~1? this is taken as SU(3)
XSU(2)xU(1)xU(1)XU(1). Let us assume this group
is SU(3) X SU(2), XU(]),}R XU()p _p XU(1)y.

In the E; model, there are five neutral fermions'®
denoted by v,Ng,N,,N;,N,. To give mass to N, and
N3, a nonzero vacuum expectation value (VEV) is given
to the SO(10)-singlet field component of the 27 Higgs
field (denoted by My ). N, receives a mass from an addi-
tional singlet S. Consequently N,, N;, and N, decouple
from the low-energy (E << My ) spectrum of the model.
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FIG. 2. Quadratic divergences coming from fermionic
partners of the Higgs particles.
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FIG. 3. Typical divergent diagram at the tree level in a fer-
mionic boson field theory without ¢* interaction.

Moreover, in setting My+#0, the symmetry is broken
down to SU(S)CXSU(Z)LXU(I)]JR XU(I)B;L' ThC

most general corresponding super potential in the
effective theory is then
W=h,QH, U +h,QH;D‘+h,LH4E®
+h LH,N°+uH, H, . (2.3)

No baryon-number- or lepton-number-violating terms are
possible. Finally a nonzero vacuum expectation value is
given to the scalar superpartner of the right-handed neu-
trino ((HQ),(H}) <{Ng)=Vg <<My). This breaks
the U(1)13R XU(1)g_; down to U(1),, the weak hyper-

charge group of the standard model.'*

The resulting superpotential due to its origin in Eq.
(2.3) a priori cannot have any of the objectionable terms
found in Eq. (2.2).

The superfields for the three groups are as follows:

SU(2);, (Ay,W,D) coupling constant g ,
U(l),}R, (Ag,B,Dg) coupling constant g, ,

TABLE I. Matter and Higgs-boson assignments of supersym-
metric gauge model.

Superfield SUQ), XU(l),J(R,XU(l)B-L
Matter
0 2 0 1
u. 1 -4 ;
D, ! ; :
L 2 0 —1
Ec 1 1 —1
N¢ 1 — % -1
Higgs boson
H, 1 0
H, 2 -1 0
Gauge bosons
W 3 0 0
B 1 0 0
4 1 0 0




38 ANOMALOUS MAGNETIC MOMENT OF THE MUON AND NEUTRAL... 1471

U(l)g_,, (A,,V,D,) coupling constant g, .
The corresponding assignments of the matter and Higgs

quarks, and E° and N°¢ are the right-handed leptons. The
full Lagrangian is then

particles according to the above gauge groups are shown L=Lgpge+Lnaer+L,—V+Looy , 2.4)
in Table I. There, Q and L represent the left-handed
quarks, and leptons, U¢ and D€ are the right-handed  where
SUQ2), Lgayge=7f £ — %wa# 2 s
U(1)13R’ _%fyv yv—E'A'Byyaka ’ (2.5)
UDg_p, —4f =3y, 8,0y
—~ ig g, ig;
Lmatterz—QYy a“—TT'W# u 0 —Z—B#+_6—V# U,
i 1] —
Dty [Qu— 5 B4 -V, | DLy, [3,— £rw, +—g—2V L
= ig g o gy i85
—H,y, au_?T'wu—TBu H,—E.y, |3, —% BV |E
= ig ig, . = g1 ig,
—Hyy, a# 2TW 2 B“ Hd——NC’}/# a#—i—TB“—TV# NC ¢x}/ya#1/1x
ie 2 i 2
ig 2 ~ 2 .
—I a'u—"z—T'W#—-TVM Q I 9y +——B —g—V# U,
g g ’ ig ’
181 2 ig 2 =
— ‘ {aﬂ—TB“ 6 Vi|De| — ‘ a#—-z—'r'wu TV" L
ig ig ? ; i :
1 2 = 18 g, _
‘[ W Bum g VB -’ Wt Bum 5 VN
ig 2 ig 2
ig 1 1
- a#— ) T'W#——z_B# H,| — l a# T ‘W +TB H,
gy _ .
QT AwQ+z3‘/2 OM @ ~i=UcAy U, — 3‘/25 Uy 0,
81 = = i & = ~ 8 —. -
—=D.AgD,———=D > T r- _j22
+1 ‘/2 cNpl, 3 ‘/ )\'VD +l‘/2LT A.wL l\/zL}\,VL

+iE A r o H +iSL B A H, +i BLE B +iSL B2 g aE,

V2 V2 V2

V2

e = 8 = & - - o
+1—g:Hdr‘7ude—z—l_HkaHd—z%NCABNC+ig—%.NCAVNC

V2 V2

V2

+h,(QTC ', H U +QfC~'r,H,U.+H I 'n0U, ) +hy(u—d)
+h(LTC'1,H,E, +LTC~'r\H,E. +H IC~'r,LE,)

+h,(both H;—H, and E.—N,_)+uH,C~

V=|F|2+%|D|2+Vsoﬂ ’

'nH,+H.c., 2.6)

(2.7

'F | 2= |huQUc +hvENc+y‘Hd k 2+ |thﬁc+heZEc +:u'Hu |2
+ | hH, U +hH,D, |*+h] | Q "rpH, |2 +h}| 0 Tr,H, | 2

+ |hHyE . +h HN, |*+h?|LTr,H, |*+h?|Lr,H,|?, (2.8)
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11D |?= ggE

+%g§ ] ';'Q fé—%ﬁzﬁc_%ﬁjﬁc_z TZ+EzEc+N:NC | ? ’ 2.9
where y=0Q, L, H,, or H; and

Vn=ms,h,0 "rH, U +h,Q "r,H,D . +h L "T1,H,N, +h L "r,H,E +puH r,H;+H.c.)
+m30'Q+miL 'L +m2U U, +m3D D, +m}iNIN +m}E!E,, (2.10)
and finally
Log=mAlC~ "\, +m'ALC "Ag+m"ALC~ A, +H.c. . 2.11)

The Lagrangian differs from the standard model only through the extra contributions of Z’ the new gauge boson, and
the right-handed neutrino. It is important to notice that the extra down-type quark and the extra charged lepton natu-
rally appearing in a SU(2)XU(1)XU(1)-type model pick-up superheavy mass in breaking down from
SU(2)xU(1)XU(1)xU(1) and decouple from the low-energy spectrum.

III. NEUTRAL CURRENT

The first low-energy constraints this model is subjected to are neutral-current bounds. Extensive analyses already ex-
ist; the model presented here is subjected to the bounds merely to restrict the values of the new coupling constants and
the mass of the extra gauge boson Z'.

Corresponding to the original Lagrangian

WJ# +ngFJ#+gZV#J# N (3‘1)
described in detail in the preceding section, one obtains the effective Lagrangian
Gr o
Lg=— [szJz +(g,/8)cos’0yp(Mz /M7 ) JZTE ], 3.2)
where g, =(g? +g%)"2, p=[My, /(M cosfy)]*=1, in the standard model:
Gr=g/(4V2M},) , (3.3)
and
Ji=(cos?0yJ )} —sin®0yJ ), JE=J2—(g tanby /g, (I} +J}) . (3.4)
In the rest of this section the following notation is also used:
g, =8,c080y, E=(M,/My)?, and x =sin’6y, . (3.5)

From Egq. (2.4), the neutral current is then

_ 1=ys - 1—vs _ —¥s
Tay(l—4%x) 3 —3dy(1—21x) > d+4v 3 v
1 _ | I+ 1+ys
—Jey(1-2x) e—2ixuy 3 u+ixdy |—— |d+x 5 e
2
g el 1 l—vs e21- | 1—vs e’ 1 I—ys
Z-x) | -7 - -3 d+<—
+op(1=x)% g2 6| 2 " e | 2 a2t 2 |°
T S [ N WS PO W il ) R
g22 7| 2 z EIPTI L T
- 2 e? 1+ys
gh-£5
g L+7s vl 1_2_2_ 1+7vs .
’ 2 g || 2 (3.6)
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4

=—d(Dayysu+HL—4x)ayu+HL)dy ysd — L

INCHPRYS [ O B O WS S N
g 2 2 [T T2 2
1 1e® |5 1|1
— | ——==1q — |2
T2 T2 | |2
_1j1 1e? yy_ L |1
212 22" 2|2
1 3 e?
+5 |5 -5 5 |evrsd
2 2g
The quark couplings are then defined by
ga 162
u_-1_2 _ ==
€f =t—2x+—=(1—-x)¢ 6g |’ (3.8)
2 e2
€=—1+ix+5(1—x)i |-~ |, (3.9
&b
g’ 1 2 e?
=_2x122(1 ——==, 3.10
€4 3x+g2( x)§ |3 3 g (3.10)
2
g 1 1¢?
e‘,ﬁzgx+g—"2<1 x)E 5—32—3 (3.11)

The coefficients describing parity-violating interactions
are

Ci,—Ci1q/2=23g4%8¢— 3858} (3.12)
Cou—Ca/2=23 8784 — 38185 » (3.13)
where
g 1 12
p=—(1-2x)+S(1-x) |>—>=5 |, (.14
gy (3 x)+g2( x)§2 2 gl ( )
2
1 & 1 3 e?
gf=————(1—x)E|——== |, (3.15)
T2 g2 2 2g2
2
1 & 1 5 e?
d==+—(1- ——==1, .1
gi=5+3(1-x) |5 6 o (3.16)
2
1 & 1 e?
d
ga=—7——0=x)|-——— |, (3.17)
4 2 gt 6 g}
2
1 4 ga 1 16’2
gp="——x——(1—x)¥ |- ——— |, (3.18)
23 2 2 2 g2
2
1 2 & 1 1e?
d__ 1 < 2a - =
gy yH3x+=3(1=x) |5 2 (3.19)

Finally the forward-backward asymmetry is given by

1—y
2x)dyd—Livy TS v+3(3)eyyse— (3 —2x)eye
e |_
5 |4YYsu
1
2
e
= |dvvsd
&b
oy L [L_Le |
(3.7
1 & 1 2
L 2 _“_ _ =L
hAA:4 g2 (1—-x)¢ | = 2 3 , (3.20)

L=p or . Following Amaldi et al.,® the experimental
values are displayed in Table II. Based on the values in
this table, the following constraints on g,, g,, and £ are
obtained.

From Eq. (3.8), we find

0<(g,/g,)%€<0.78 . (3.21)
From Egq. (3.9),

0<(g,/8,)%6<0.54 . (3.22)
From Egs. (3.10) and (3.22),

0.016< (g, /g)*6<0.44 . (3.23)
From Egs. (3.11), and (3.22),

0.016< (g, /g)*6<0.55 . (3.24)
From Eq. (3.14),
(8,/8 ) E(1—x)—(g,/g,)xE(1—x)<0.074 . (3.25)

TABLE II. Values of the model-independent neutral-current
parameters compared with the standard-model predictions for
sin%0,, =0.23

Experimental Standard-model
Quantity value prediction

€.(u) 0.339+0.017 0.345
€ (d) —0.429+0.014 —0.427
erlu) —0.172+0.014 —0.152
er(d) —0.011£5:3 0.076
g4 —0.498+0.027 —0.503
gy —0.0441+0.036 —0.045
C,, —0.249+0.071 —0.191
Ca 0.381+0.064 0.340
Co—3Cy 0.19+0.37 —0.039
ht, 0.27240.015 0.25

hi4 0.232+0.026 0.25
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Hence,
(g,/8)%€<0.14 . (3.26)
From Eq. (3.15),
(8,/8)E(1—x)—3(g, /8, )*Ex(1—x) <0.064 . (3.27)
Hence,
(g,/8)*€<0.21 . (3.28)
From the above equations it follows that
g,<0.94g, g,<0.94g , (3.29)
g,<1.3g, g,<0.83g . (3.30)
From Eq. (3.12), we find
0.30(g, /g )*€+0.20(g, /g, *€ <0.02 . (3.31)
From Eq. (3.13),
0.44(g, /g )*6+0.50(g, /g, )’ <0.14 . (3.32)
Equations (3.31) and (3.32) imply
(g,/8)€<0.16 (3.33)
and
(g,/8,)€<0.68 . (3.34)
Equation (3.20) yields
0.39(g, /g *£—0.30(g, /g, )*E<0.12 for p (3.35)
<0.027 for 7. (3.36)
Using Eq. (3.26) implies
(8,/8,)°€<0.30 for p (3.37)
<0.21 for 7. (3.38)

From Eq. (3.25), it then follows that

Mz 2 lix * (1—x())20g7,,4/gb 3 ]/[ 8./8)'61""M -
(3.39)
Using Egs. (3.26) and (3.28) yields
M, >240 GeV . (3.40)

In the preceding, it is assumed that the supersymmetric
corrections include the radiative corrections that the ex-
tra terms will generate. In first approximation, these ra-
diative corrections can be assumed to be additive. Note
that the accuracy in the measurement of e€g(u) in Table
II is about the same as that of €,(u) and €,(d).
Nonetheless, although €;(u) and €,(d) are in close
agreement with the standard-model calculations (which
includes radiative corrections), the experimental value of
the right-handed parameter egz(u) deviates from the
standard-model value. If this deviation is taken seriously
then it is interesting to note that either of Egs. (3.23) or
(3.24) and Eq. (3.30) together yield M, <940 GeV.
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IV. MIXED STATES

In this section the various mixing matrices are listed.
The treatment is similar to that of Haber and Kane.!*®

For the sleptons soft supersymmetric breaking
occurs via the terms m?L 'L, mjN*N,, miE*E,

and m;,,(h,L Tr,H,E ,h L Tr,H,N,). Writing m,
=h,{(H,), it follows that
¢,=ecosl, +E, sinb, , 4.1
e,=—esind, +E, cosb, , 4.2)
where
tan26, =2m,m;,,/(m}f —m}) , 4.3)
M3 =ml+3{(mi+mp)
+H(mE—mi +4m2mi, 1'%, (4.4
N,=%cos8,+N,sinf, , 4.5
N,=—vsinf,4 N cos0, , (4.6)
where
tan20,=2m ms,, /(m} —m}) , 4.7
M§1,2=m3+%[(m£+m,f,)
+(m}—mp+4mim3 )% . 4.8)

For the charged gauginos and Higgsinos, writing
(Hy)=v,, (H,)=v,, 2A A7 =ALAL 42222 ,
the term in the Lagrangian to consider has the form
i(g /V2) v, A Hy+v,AZH,)
+m'AfAy —puHC™'n,H; . (4.9)

From here on it will be assumed that v,=v,=v and
u=0. Now write

Yf=(—ir},H,), j=12, 4.10

Yy =(—ik,,Hy), j=12. 4.11
From Eq. (4.9), one can now write

—yptyT) 0 x' ¢:L +H.c., (4.12)

x 0 ¥
where
m' V2my,

x= myy 0 (4.13)
choose unitary matrices U, V such that

U*xv-'=M,, (4.14)

where M, is a diagonal matrix with non-negative entries.
The mass eigenstates are then

X = G X7 =Uyd;,

and

(4.15)
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Mi=m"+2mjE(m *+2mpm’' )] .

For the neutral gauginos and Higgsinos, U }31}; x Uy,

breaks down to U," since N, acquires a VEV,
(N,)=Vg. Hence the following equations should be
considered:

(4.16)
(4.17)

Ay=(—gAp+8Ay)/(gT+85)""%,
A, =(gAp +81Ay) /(g1 +83)% .

Hence, the part of the Lagrangian to be considered is

igVAL(H,—H,)/V2—ig,VA,(V H,—V,H,)
123 \T—1453 T —1 T

+m'(A,) ' CT Ay +myA,C A, +myuAyA,

(4.18)

1/2_

where gy=glg2/(8%+8%)

In writing Eq. (4.18), it
was assumed that Ky' is much heavier than )\y, }»3,”. One

can then, as usual, break down to the standard model:

Loauer=i(82+82)"* VA, (H,—H,)/V2

+m'[(kz)TC“kz+(ky)TC“1ky] . (4.19)

The mass eigenstates are then

X9=—iA,cosp+(HY—H)sing/V?2 , (4.20)

—iX9=iA,sing+(H Y —H%)cosp/V2 , 4.21)
where

cosp=[M,/(M,+M,)]'"* (4.22)
and

M ,=(MZ+m'?/4)*tm'/2 . (4.23)

If a singlet fermion ¢, is included the other combination
(H 94 HY)/v2 mixes with 1, and both acquire a mass
m, =A,, otherwise (H %+ H %) remains massless. For a
general expression for the neutralino masses see Ref.
15(b).

An explanation is needed for our choice of the ¢, mass
(p). Without including supergravity we do not have a
way of estimating masses. We choose u ~0 for simplicity
of calculation, but also because we expect u, which is as-
sociated with the axion mass to be very small (the invisi-
ble axion). Note that even in supergravity p can be small
(it > 6 GeV in renormalization-group models). In general
this choice simplifies calculations but makes the photino
become massive and decouple from the neutralino mass
matrix. We do not consider this to be a serious problem
since not much is known about ,. Note that even for
10 we will not have a significant contribution to g —2
from the singlet of mass u since we assume p to be small.

For the squarks the results will be similar to Egs.
(4.1)—-(4.8) inclusive. Thus

#,=u cosf, + U, sinf,, , (4.24)
#1,=—usinf, + U,.cosb, , (4.25)
where

tan20, =2m,m; ,(m§—m¢) , (4.26)

m,=h,(H,) , (4.27)
and

d,=d cosf,+d_sinf, , (4.28)

d,=—dsinf,+d cosb, , (4.29)
where

tan20, =2myms,, /(m§—mp) , (4.30)

myg=hy(H;) . 4.3

V. g —2 OF THE MUON

The collection of additional graphs due to the present
model are displayed in Fig. 4. Consider the term calcu-
lated from the graphs of the form

ie

2m#

F(qZ)EaanBu . (5.1)

Then the muon anomaly is defined by

a,=(g—2),/2=F(0) . (52)

Since the anomalous magnetic moments are so accu-
rately measured, it is essential for any major change in
particle theory that one must check that the addition of
new particles will not adversely affect the present theoret-
ical success. The present experimental value!® from the
last CERN g —2 experiment is

FIG. 4. One-loop diagrams contributing to (g —2),.
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a,(expt)=1165922(9)x 107", (5.3)

where the number in parentheses represents the error in
the last significant figure. The Weinberg-Salam
standard-model contribution is'’

a,(WS)=1.95(1)X 107°. (5.4)

Contributions from supersymmetry should be of the same
order of magnitude as the standard-model contribu-
tions.'® Thus this should be detectable by the new gen-
eration of (g —2), experiments proposed at BNL and No-

vosibirsk.
J

2
(vLv) g
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The graph in Fig. 4(d) was first considered by Fayet.!’

In addition, the graphs in Figs. 4(a) and 4(e) are con-
sidered by Ellis, Hagelin, and Nanopoulos?® and by Gri-
fols and Mendez.?! Additionally, the graph in Fig. 4(f) is
considered by Barbieri and Maiani.?? Finally Kosower,
Krauss, and Sakai?® also considered the graphs in Figs.
4(b) and 4(c). Figure 4(g) is the QED and standard-model
contributions.?* Figure 4(h) can be neglected since it in-
volves the neutrino mass and the free parameter y which
can be assumed to be small. The new contributions of
this model are given by Figs. 4(i), 4(), 4(k), 4(1), and 4(m).
The results are as follows.

From Figs. 4(a) and 4(i),

P v {cosp_cosp , [cos’a, F'(x ;) +sin’a,F'(x,, )] +sing_sing , [cos’a F'(x ;) +sin*a,F'(xy)]} , (5.5
where
2
2 | 1—5x4, —2x} 6x} ms
F'(xy,)= L = L X |» X = 5.6
k 2 (1—x,,,)° (1—xz,)* km m? 5.6)
From Figs. 4(b), 4(c), 4(j), and 4(k),
(v, W,H) gha . 2 2 : 2 2
a, =——8?{sm+¢_cos¢[cos a F(x,)+sin‘a F(x,,)]+sing_cosd , [cos’a F(x ;) +sin“a F(x,)]} , (5.7
where
2
Flx;,)=—2 T — 2oy nx x a7 (5.8)
T my [ Omxg? Umxg) T T md '
From Fig. 4(e),
(Z) g’ 2 2 2
a,f' =———=>—->—{cos*Blcos’a,G'(x ;) +si G'(x4)
B 2477200829»;/[ Bl m 11 na,G (x;); ]
+sin’Bcos’a,G'(x ;) +sin’a,G'(X5,) (L —sin®0y + 2sin*6y)] (5.9)
where
Gy = | B =X B (5.10)
km m%m 2(1—ka )3 (l—ka )4 km km m%m .
From Fig. 4(f),
(N,I"I)_ . . .
a, 2" =+ 2rtcos, sin2B{(cos’a,cos26 , +sin’a,2 sin?6, )[G(x )+ G(x ;)]
+ (sin’e,c0s20 y 4 cos’a,2 sin%60 , )[G(x )+ G (x,,)1} , (5.11)
where
2
l+xk Zxk mﬁ
G(xy,, )= L - = —Inx , = d
k my | (=xp)? (1=, ) km > Fhom m? .12
From Fig. 4(1),
2, .2 4 2 2
5 g1+8
alf) =— 481r22 gi tan*6 [ cos’,G'(x,)+sin’a,G'(x,)] + -;; 2tan’0y, —1 ]
1 1
X [sin’a,G'(x)+cos’a,G'(x,)] , (5.13)
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where
2
m? | 245x, —x} 3x, Ma,
G'(xy)=—" 3 FInx, |, xe=——
m35 | 2(1—x;) (1—x;) m3
From Fig. 4(d),
o _ _ a 1 1
a# 127 mﬁ + miz
From Fig. 4(g),
2 2
(2) g m ) . 4
af)=——="———+(—1-2sin"0y, +4sin"0y,) .
# o 487%cos’0y, m3 u u
From Fig. 4(m),
2, .2 4 2
, 8it8im? || g g
(Z') 4 2
=—————+ | |2 | tan*Gy, + | | tan“Op —1| .
# 487 mi | | & o 1 o

Adding these contributions we obtain the following.
The total W-ino—charged-Higgsino contribution is

wwi _ 8 2

2
s = 96,”.2 r'nnfy +%{COS¢+COS¢_[COS“2avF(_xn )F(x” )+F(X21 )SinzaV]

+sing_ sing_[cos’a,F(x ;) + F(x,,)sin’a,]}
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(5.14)

(5.15)

(5.16)

(5.17)

—£{sing_ cosd_[cos’a,F(x,;)+sin’a F(xy,)]+sing_cosd , [cos’a F(x,,)+sin*a,F(x,)]} | .

Note that this contribution becomes zero in the exact supersymmetric limit. This contribution is what is expected in

the ordinary SU(2) X U(1) SUSY. The restrictions of the masses of m_ and m ;, are the same as in Ref. 22.

Similarly the Z-ino—neutral-Higgsino contribution is

2ZH g’ M 2sint,, +4sin*d,)
= —— -_— -_— W
# 487m%cos’0y, | m2 u

—2{cos’B[cos’a,G(x},)+sin’a,G(x,,)]
+sin’B[cos’a,G(x ;) +sin’a,G(x )1} ( —sin’0y, + 2 sin’0y,)

3 g 2 2 ) ‘2
+ 3sin2B(cos’a,cos"0y, +sin“a,2 sin“Gy, )

X {[G(x1;)+G(x ;) ]+ (sin’a,cos’y +cos’a,2 sin’0y, [ G(x,, )+ G(x)]} |

This is again the standard supersymmetric SUSY contribution and it is negligible ( ~ 10~ for all m zo Mg, m, > 20
GeV. Note that these contributions appear to be the same order of magnitude as the usual Weinberg-Salam contribu-

tions ( ~10~%) but have the opposite sign. The only new contribution is the one from the Z'Z’ graph:

2
= Py g 4[0082(1“(;()61 )+sin2aﬂG(x2 )]+ (28" 2—1 )[sinza”G(xl )+cosza#G(x2 )]

z’z g
a,

2
+38"H1-28" DG x)+Gxy)]+ (g g =D |
z
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where g''=(g /g, )tandy,. We have studied this contribu-
tion for Mz =250 GeV in two extreme cases cosa, =1
(one smuon dominating) and

L
vz

In both cases the contribution aZ#" is very small, less
than 10~° for mﬁ=20-—200 GeV, m;=20-200 GeV.
This is due in part to the smallness of m_/m 2 but most-
ly to cancellations that occur between the Z ' and the Z’
parts, cancellations that become exact in the unbroken-
supersymmetry limit. It is expected that because of the
nature of the cancellations, the smallness of af'z "is a
feature common to all SU(2)XU(1) supersymmetric
models.

cosa, = =mﬁ2) .

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND PROSPECTS

This paper presents an extension of the standard super-
symmetric model. It has a few attractive features: it can
be obtained from breaking down E¢. In addition, it pro-
vides a satisfactory solution to the two problems that
plague superstring phenomenology: baryon-number con-

servation and smallness of neutrino mass.!> The model is
presented in some detail and then subjected to some
rigorous constraints of the low-energy phenomenology:
neutral currents bounds and the anomalous magnetic mo-
ment of the muon.

While the former imposes the bound M, >240 GeV
(and possibly, the more speculative one M, <1 TeV) the
latter presents no restrictions on the parameters of the

model. o
Further work on the restrictions imposed on the model

is in progress, as well as investigations about the interest-
ing signatures of this type of model in e Te ~ and pp.
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