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We calculate the QCD radiative corrections to the production of the supersymmetric scalar

partners of quarks in et

e~ annihilation. We include both the standard gluonic corrections and the

genuine supersymmetric QCD corrections due to quark-gluino loops, and allow for mixing between
left- and right-handed scalar quarks which leads to the possibility that the two final state particles
have different masses. The corrections are found to be much larger than the ones affecting the

production of spin-1 particles.

PACS number(s): 14.80.Ly, 12.38.Bx, 12.60.Jv

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the best motivated extensions of the standard
model (SM) of the strong, electromagnetic and weak
interactions is supersymmetry (SUSY); for review see
Refs. [1,2]. Supersymmetric theories provide an elegant
way to stabilize [3] the huge hierarchy between the elec-
troweak symmetry-breaking scale and the grand unifica-
tion or Planck scales against radiative corrections, and its
minimal version, the minimal supersymmetric standard
model (MSSM), allows for a consistent unification of the
gauge-coupling constants, in contrast with the nonsuper-
symmetric SM [4]; moreover it offers a natural solution
of the cosmological dark matter problem [5].

The MSSM predicts the existence of scalar partners
to all known quarks and leptons. Since SUSY is bro-
ken, these particles can have masses much larger than
the masses of their standard partners; however, natural-
ness arguments suggest that the scale of SUSY breaking,
and hence the masses of the SUSY particles, should not
exceed ~ 1 TeV. So far, the search for SUSY particles
at colliders has not been successful, and under some as-
sumptions one can only set lower limits of ~ 100 GeV for
squarks [6] and below ~50 GeV for sleptons [7] on their
masses. Higher-energy hadron and ete™ colliders will be
required to sweep the entire mass range, up to ~ 1 TeV,
for the SUSY particles.

For a precise prediction of the production rates of these
particles, radiative corrections (at least those which are
expected to be rather large) should be incorporated. In
particular, because the strong coupling constant is large,
the QCD corrections must be included. The QCD correc-
tions to squark pair production at proton colliders have
been derived recently [8]. For squark production at ete™
colliders, part of the QCD corrections, the ones due to
virtual gluon exchange and real gluon emission in the
case where the squarks have equal mass, can be adapted
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from a result obtained a long time ago by Schwinger [9]
in scalar QED; see also Ref. [10]. However, in the MSSM,
this result is not complete for two reasons. First, it is well
known that the SUSY partners of left-handed and right-
handed massive quarks mix [11] and the mixing will allow
for the two mass eigenstates to be nondegenerate; there-
fore, the Schwinger result must be generalized to allow
for the possibility that the final state squarks have differ-
ent masses (this occurs when they are produced through
s-channel Z-boson exchange). Second, in SUSY theories,
the gluons have also spin-% partners, the gluinos, which
interact strongly with squarks and quarks; the gluino-
quark-squark interaction will induce a new type of QCD
correction which has also to be included (these correc-
tions have been discussed in the equal mass case, and for
the photon exchange only, in Ref. [12]).

It is the purpose of this paper to provide the complete
result for the QCD corrections to squark pair production
in eTe™ annihilation, allowing for the possibility of hav-
ing two squarks with different masses in the final state,
and including both the standard gluonic corrections and
the corrections due to quark-gluino loops.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next sec-
tion, we will first set the notation and exhibit the vari-
ous couplings as well as the tree-level results which will
be relevant to our discussion. In Secs. III and IV, we
will give the analytical results for the standard gluonic
corrections and for the corrections due to quark-gluino
loops respectively; results for the equal mass case will
also be given explicitly. In Sec. V, we will discuss the
magnitude of these QCD effects. A short conclusion is
given in Sec. VI. For completeness, we will list in the Ap-
pendix the scalar one-, two-, and three-point functions
which appear in our results.

II. NOTATION AND TREE-LEVEL RESULTS

The production of squark pairs in e*e~ collisions pro-
ceeds through s-channel photon and Z-boson exchanges.
The interaction of a neutral gauge boson V = v, Z with
squark current eigenstates is described by the Lagrangian

(1]
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Lsgy = —ieA¥ Z eqd; 0udi —
i=L,R

with IgL = +1/2, and e, the weak isospin and the elec-
tric charge (in units of the proton charge e) of the squark,
respectively; s%, = 1—c%, = sin? Oy . As previously men-
tioned, the supersymmetric partners of left- and right-
handed massive quarks will mix [11], the mass eigenstates
G1 and g» being related to the current eigenstates ¢r and

dr by
@1 =4qr coséq + dr sinéq, g2 = —qr, sinéq + Gr cos 0~q .
(2.2)

The mixing angles éq is proportional to the mass of the
quark q. In the case of the supersymmetric partners of
the light quarks, mixing between the current eigenstates
can therefore be neglected. However, mixing between
top squarks can be sizable and allows one of the two
mass eigenstates to be much lighter than the top quark.
Bottom squark mixing can also be significant if the ratio
of the vacuum expectation values of the two Higgs fields
which give separately masses to isospin up and isosopin
down type fermions is very large. After the introduction
of this squark mixing, the coupling between a gauge bo-
son V and two squarks ¢; and ¢; with 7,5 = 1,2 is given
by [the directions of the momenta are shown in Fig. 1(a)]

| o = ——ieeq(k1 + kg)“(sij ,

qiq;v
e
T60,2 = ~ Lo oy (Pt 1 H2) s
ay; = 2(2I3L cos? 5q — ZS%Veq) ,
aze = 2(2I3% sin® 0, — 25y e,) | (2.3)
a12 = az = —2I3Fsin20, .

In our convention, the couplings of quarks to the photon
and the Z boson are given by
e ie

. (v — ag7s)

(2.4)

- 4 © u
= —iee ., =-
T taaz dswew

— o73L 2 — o3L
vg = 2" — 4syyeq, ag =217 .

When discussing QCD corrections we will also
need the squark-squark-gluon and squark-squark-gluon-
electroweak gauge boson interaction Lagrangians which
read [1]

- a , p 3 Jo - g

Logq = —ig9sT*gL[q1 O udr + G390 uG2]
(2.5)
Liaiqv = 29s¢Tgq
x Z [qun‘if 4
i=L,R
1
Cw Sw

(Ifi - eqS%V)Zu‘iZQi] .

Swew

1405

<>
z Z (I.?L - eqs%v)‘jsauqi (2.1)

i=L,R

Finally, we need the squark-quark-gluino interaction La-
grangian which, in the presence of squark mixing, is given
by [13]

Ls4q = —iV2gsTq[(1 + a175)d1 + (P2 + G275)d2]5"
+H.c., (2.6)

where gs is the strong coupling constant, T'® are SU(3)¢
generators and 9;,a; are given by

1 - -
= E(COS 0q —sinfy) = @y,

(2.7)

1 ~ ~
i = 5(cos 0q +sinfy) = —0, .

In the Born approximation, the total cross section for
the production of a pair of squarks (possibly with differ-
ent masses when produced through s-channel Z-boson
exchange) §; and §; in eTe™ annihilation, including the
finite width of the Z boson, is given by
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FIG. 1. Feynman diagrams for the QCD corrections to the
decay of a gauge boson into squark pairs: tree-level diagram
(a), vertex (b) and self-energy (c) standard gluonic corrections
and real gluon emission (d), vertex (e) and self-energy (f)
corrections due to quark-gluino loops.
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3/2
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2
_ s Ta
B(e+e — §;G;) = —;——/\ ei&ij - (2.8)

with s = ¢2 = (k1 — k2)? the center-of-mass energy of the ete™ collider and );; the usual two-body phase-space
function:

Nij = —pf—pd)? —auiud, pi;=mg /s. (2.9)
In the case where the mixing between squarks is neglected (as is the case for the supersymmetric partners of light

quarks and for top squark and bottom squarks if the parameter which describes the strength of the non-SUSY trilinear
scalar interactions A;p and the SUSY Higgs boson (Higgsino) mass which also enters trilinear scalar vertices u, are

set to zero) the total cross section for left- and right-handed squark pair production simplifies to [10,13]

2 _ EqVeVqi  $

(a2 +v2)vg, s?

2
- . T
oBlete™ = ¢:g) = —S—ﬂg eg —

with

Vg = Vg, = Vgt Qq; VG = Vjr = Vg — Gq - (2.11)
Note that, as is expected for the production of scalar
particles in ete™ annihilation, the cross section is pro-
portional to the third power of the velocity of the final
squarks, B, = (1 — 4/m?2/s)'/?, and therefore is strongly
suppressed near threshold. The angular distribution is
also typical for spin-zero particle production, it is given
by (6 is the scattering angle)
doB 3
+ - e - 29 B+ — = =
eTe” — ¢;q;) = —sin“fo”(eTe” = §;:q;) -
Jooad @d;) = § ( ;)

(2.12)

In order to include QCD corrections at first order in ag,
one needs to consider the diagrams in Figs. 1(b)-1(e),
the contributions of which will be discussed in the next
two sections.!

III. GLUONIC CORRECTIONS

The first set of O(ags) contributions is due to the stan-
dard QCD gluonic corrections. They consist first on the
interference between the contribution of the tree-level di-
agram Fig. 1(a) and the sum of the vertex correction
Fig. 1(b) and the squark wave function renormalization
Fig. 1(c), where a gluon is exchanged in the squark legs.
These two contributions are separately ultraviolet diver-

2 2 2
8ciy sty s — Mz

1
— 43)In

2568%‘,6‘%‘, (s — M%)z + FzzM% ) (2.10)

f

gent, and these divergences are regulated using the di-
mensional regularization scheme. The sum of the two
contributions is, as it should be, ultraviolet finite but
infrared divergent; this last divergence is regulated by
introducing a fictitious mass mgy for the gluon. One has
also to include the contribution of the bremsstrahlung di-
agrams where a gluon is emitted from the external squark
lines, Fig. 1(d). This contribution is also infrared diver-
gent, but the sum of the virtual and real corrections is
infrared finite as expected. Summing all corrections, the
cross section at O(ag) can be written as
4 as

a(e+e'_ — q.,q']) = O’B(6+e_ - qiqj) [1 + E?Azg] )

(3.1)

_ Vv R
Ay = Aij + Aij ,

where A}; corresponds to the contribution of the virtual

exchange of gluons, and A;-’; to the contribution of gluon
emission from the final state squarks.

A. Virtual corrections

Summing the vertex correction and the squark wave
function renormalization contributions, which as previ-
ously mentioned are separately ultraviolet divergent, one
obtains, for the interference between the tree level dia-
gram and the ones of Fig. 1(b) and 1(c) [after normalizing
to the Born term and factorizing out 4ag /3],

1
_M'LZ_I‘L5+A1]/2

1/2
ij

1—p? —p? =2

il
Vo, Milkj 1
Az]_ln 21_2+A1/2(1—“12
9 -/
ij
1
+ 1/2(1
ij

1—p? —p?+ 22
— u? —;z;‘f) (ln 7 J ln,us +Fi‘;

3.2
2pip; (3.2)

!There are also contributions from diagrams involving the quartic squark interaction, which is proportional to g%. However,
these contributions are nonvanishing only for the exchange of the longitudinal component of the Z boson, and since the initial

electrons are nearly massless, they can be safely neglected.
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with the scaled variable ,ug = mz /s where my is a fictitious gluon mass introduced to regularize the infrared divergence.
The ultraviolet and infrared finite function Fl‘]’ is given by

1 1—
FY = 3[n*(1 - 1) - In’(=31) — In*(1 - y2) + In*(—)] + 2In yijl In(y1 — y2)

-1
+1n(—y1)In(=y2) — In(1 — 1) In(1 — y2) + 2Li, ( CE ) — 2L, <—y1 ) , (3.3)
Y1 — Y2 Y1 — Y2

with Li, the usual Spence function defined as Lix(z) = — fol dt In(1 — xt)t~! and the variables Y1/2 given by
1
Y12 = 5(1 +pd—pl )‘:j/z) . (3.4)

Note that the term in the second line of Eq. (3.2) (up to a coefficient (1 — pu? — p?)/s) is just the Passarino-Veltman
[14,15] scalar three-point function in a particular case:

. /2
2 1.2 ~ ~ 1 J g 4
Co(ki, k3, 8,Mg,, mg,Myg,) = W (2 In 2k Inpg + Fj; (3.5)

the general form of which is given in the Appendix.
B. Real corrections

In terms of the momenta of the particles in the final state [k is the four-momentum of the gluon], the amplitude
squared of the process ete™ — §;§;g is given by

4g%e*
M (ete™ = Gidig) = 55 |e26,; —
IM(eTe™ = 4:d;9) % T 82 2 s MZ | 256sh,cly (s— MB)Z+ LM}

€qVeijbij 8 (a2 +v2)a}; s*
3s q
2,2 s2u? 2 2 s2(puf +pl -1
x {8—/\17 ( SH By 28, 2% (i + 15— 1) . (3.6)

(k1 k)2 " (kz-k)2 ki -k  kp-k ' (ki-k)(kz- k)

Note that, as a consequence of gauge invariance, the amplitude for the sum of the three diagrams of Fig. 1(d) should
vanish when multiplied by the four-momentum of the gluon; this provides a good check of the calculation.

The integrals over the three-body phase space in the general case where the masses of the two squarks are unequal
(and where both the soft and hard bremsstrahlung contributions are added up) can be found, for instance, in Ref. [16].
Again, after normalizing to the Born term and factorizing out 4as /37, one obtains, for the real corrections Ag with

i # 7

Af = #[2 In? Ao — In? A\; — In® Ay 4 2Lip(1 — AZ) — Liz(1 — A2) — Liz(1 — A2)]
ij
+A3ij/2 [%Ai,-/z(l +u?+p2) + p2lndg + plln g + u,?,@mo] a4+ 1“:1—;2“?1“2
+1—;‘:§—figln)\1 + [—————1 _i‘i/; “ 0o~ 1| In #gigﬂ? @+ "12]/: E3) 1n xo (3.7)
with
Ao = 2;% (L= =i+ 7)), Mp= %m(l Fup?- N7 (3.8)

Note that Af; has the same infrared divergence as A}; but with the opposite sign so that, as it should be, the sum of
the two contributions A;; = Al‘; + Aﬁ is infrared finite.

C. Equal squark mass case

In the case where the two scalar particles in the final state have equal masses, the previous expressions simplify
considerably. In terms of the velocity of one of the final squarks one would have, for the virtual and real corrections,



1408 A. ARHRIB, M. CAPDEQUI-PEYRANERE, AND A. DJOUADI 52

2 _ _ 32 2 _
sz—lnp.g[1+1+'3 ! ﬂ]—2+ln1 p~_148 ln1 B

i 28  1+8 4 B 1+83
1442 1-5 21-8 -8
+ 3 [Ll (1'*‘[3) —In 1+,8+lnﬁln +,3+ 3:! (3.9)
1+8%2 1-p8]  3+78% 3-632-p3* 1-3
Aﬁ:ln;@[l%— 28 ln1+ﬁ]+ 252 + 45° ln1+ﬂ—-4lnﬂ

+2ln1_4'82 + 1457 [SL (1 ﬁ) + 2Li, (—L'—ﬁ) -"—2—§1n21"ﬂ

B 1+ 1+4 3 4 1+p
1-82. 1-p 28 1-p3 43 1-4
+1In 152 1n1+,8+ln1+ﬁln1+ﬂ+21n(1+’8)21n1+ﬁ]. (3.10)

Adding these two contributions, one obtains the total gluonic QCD corrections to squark pair production in the equal
mass case

2 2 3 2 s ~ ,
Aij:%l-'ﬂ-zﬁ +3m 4B ~amp mfﬂs g lni+g+1+ﬁﬁ
. (1-p08 . 1-7 Je] 1+’3 1-8
) [4L12(1+ﬁ)+2mz (‘m)“‘“ﬂh‘ 5Ty h‘m] ' (3.11)
—

This result is in agreement with the one obtained by  which, up to an error of less than 2%, reproduces the
Schwinger [9] for scalar QED, once a misprint in his Eq. exact result.
(5.4-132) has been corrected; see also Ref. [10].

Let us study the behavior of this correction in the
two limiting situations # — 1 or 0. In the limit where
the squark mass is much smaller than the center-of-

IV. GLUINO CORRECTIONS

mass energy, 3 — 1, the QCD correction approaches Let us now discuss the supersymmetric corrections due
the value A;; — 3; i.e., it is four times larger than the tf’ quark-gluino loops. They consist of‘the vertex correc-
QCD corrections to the production of massless spin—% tion where the partner quark and a gluino are exchanged,
quarks. In the opposite limit 8 — 0, i.e., for squark Fig. 1(e), and of the contribution of the squark wave func-
masses near the production threshold, one obtains a cor- tion renormalization, Fig. 1(f). In the general case where
rection A;; — m2/(28)—2, which exhibits the well-known  squark mixing is present, leading to two final particles
Coulomb singularity near threshold; in this case the per- with different masses, the expressions of these contribu-
turbative analysis is no longer reliable and one has to tions are rather complicated.
take into account nonperturbative effects as discussed in
Ref. [17]. .

Finally, let us note that the expression Eq. (3.11) can A. Vertex correction

be interpolated by the Schwinger formula [9]

The contribution of the quark-gluino vertex correction
I | . . s

Aij ~ — — =(1+0) (7r2 —6) (3.12) to the coupling of the Z boson to a pair of squarks ¢;g;
28 4 can be written as

e = [auk +2%gre| (4.1)
w 3w

where

0% = vg(9:0; + @:a;){g"[(2m2 + 2m2 — M2, — m2 )G+ ('ﬁl —m2,)C;;]
+k#[(2m2 + 2m) + ], + W2 )CH + (mqi - mgj)C'i; +2m2CY + B%(s,m?2,m?2)|}
+aq(B:d; + a:0;){g*[(2m] — 2m} — Ml — M2 )CY + (M2, — m2)C5]
+k#[(2m3 — 2m] + Wl 4+ W2 )CE + (M2, — m2)C; + 2mICY; + B%(s,mZ, m)]}
+21mgmaqH[2vg(5:0; — G:8;)Cj; — ag(¥:d; — a;9;)C]

+2imgmaktvg (5:9; — @:a;)(2C + CF) (4.2)
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where, in terms of the scalar two-point and three-point functions B® and C° which are given in the Appendix, the
functions 05 = Ci(ﬁzf‘;‘,,ﬁzz,,s, Mg, Mg, Mg) are given by

q;
1 m3, —m2
i i (R0 (2 0 ~2 2
Cii=-— 28/\1‘]'{ s 2[BO(n},, m3, m3) — B®(m] m2) + (m3, —md ) Ci ]
+B°(m2,,m2,m2) + B®(m2, ,m2,m2) — 2B°(s,mZ,m?) + (2m? — 2m? — m? —m?2)C; } (4.3)
- 1 2ME, + 25 =8 oy, 022 ~2 2 2 =2\~0
Ci.‘i = 255 P (B (in’mg’mq) —-B (mq,"mg’mq) + (mq; ~—an_,')c’ij]
'r'r'zg, _"'hg‘ 0/,~2 2 2 0(,~2 2 m2 0 2
+—'s—’[B (g, » Mg, mg) + B (g, , g, mg) — 2B°(s, m ymg) + (2 m2 — 2/} —m - ) o] (4.4)

Note that while Ci“;- is symmetric in the interchange of ¢; and ¢;, Ci; is antisymmetric and vanishes in the equal
mass case. Note also that only the terms proportional to k* = k! + kb are ultraviolet infinite (only the two-point
function BP is divergent), this has to be expected since the one-loop induced terms proportional to g* = ki — kb
(they are absent at the tree level), cannot be renormalized.

The contribution to the coupling of the photon can be straightforwardly derived from the previous expressions by
setting to zero the terms proportional to ag; a further simplification is obtained by noting that #,9; + @,G2 = 0 and

discarding the terms proportional to ¢* in the equal mass case (since we are interested in the interference with the

Born amplitude, these give rise to k- q = 771.31 — ﬁzgz terms which vanish in this case); one obtains
u : u 4o, ST
Fij = —ieeq |k"6;; + 37 F (4.5)

with
L% = kM (0:0; + @:8;5)[(2m3 + 2m3 + 2, + w2 )Cif + 2m5CY + B°(s,m3,m2)]6;;
+21mgmg (5:7; — a:d;)[k* (2C;; + C?j) +2¢4Cj] . (4.6)

Note that for 7 # j, the contribution éI';; does not vanish alone (because of the terms in the second line of the previous

expression: since the two masses 7,4, and 7n,, are not equal, this leads to k- q = 31 - ’Iﬁgz # 0), and this poses the

problem of gauge invariance at the photon vertex; however, the leftover piece in the amplitude q,,JFfj,

9u0T3; ~ 2(k - @)Cj5 + (k- q)CF; + 2¢°Cy5 = BO(1hg,, g, mg) — B (g, g, mg) (4.7)
[
is antisymmetric in the interchange of ¢ and j so that the g1 — (148211)2%G, + 6Z12G2 ,
sum g, 6%, +q,0;, which enters in the physical process, - 12~ -
vanishes and the v§;§> is indeed gauge invariant. This 92 - (~1 + 6?22) @2+62nq, (4.8)
feature also provides a good check of the calculation. 0q — 04 + 06,

Under the substitution 0~q — 5,1 + 65,1, the couplings a;;
B. Counterterms transform as a;; — a;j + da;;, with

One has then to include the renormalization of the
squark wave function. In the general case where squark
mixing is allowed, this renormalization is a bit more com- (4.9)
plicated than usual; this is because the wave functions Says = (azz2 — ay1) Jéq
of the two squarks are not decoupled. In addition one
has also to renormalize the mixing angle 6,. Taking into The full counterterms can then be included by shifting
account the mixing, the renormalization of the squark  the couplings a;; in I‘fj of Egs. (4.1) and (4.5) by an
mass functions and the mixing angle 0 can be performed  amount
by making the following substltutlons in the Lagrangian
Eq. (2.1): a;j = aij + Aayj (4.10)

6(111 = 20125§q, 60,22 = —2a1255q 5
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with

Aayy = 0a11 + a116Z11 + 20126231
Aazy = dazz + 0226223 + 20126712 ,

1
Aarz = das + 5012(5Z11 +0Z22) + 0110212 + a22022; .
(4.11)

One has then to choose a renormalization condition
which defines the mixing angle 6, [and hence a5 through
Eq. (4.9)]. We choose this condition in such a way
that the total quark-gluino QCD correction to the vertex
Z,41q> vanishes at zero-momentum transfer q% = 0; daiz
will be then given by

4 1 1
dayp = — [3 C:TS (T2 4+ Ta1)]qz=0 + 5012(5211 + 6Z32)

+a116Z12 + 22672 (4.12)

In the on-shell scheme, where the renormalized squark
propagators are such that their poles are at p? = m? and
the residues at the poles are equal to unity, the countert-
erms 6Z;; read

8211 = E’u(mé.), 0232 = zz(m )
(4.13)
0Z12 = —‘21‘2‘(—(]22)“, 022 = % ’
2 —m?2 c —mg
92 q1 1 q2

where ¥;;(m?) and Zf;(m?) = 0%;;(p?)/0p?|p2=m2 are
given by

4a3 o
%i;(p%) = 5 = {(B:8; + 4:5)[A°(m5) + A°(my)
+(m§ + mq - pz)BO(p ’ vag)]
+21igmg (0:0; — @:a;)B°(p?, ™3, m2)} (4.14)
and
4 .
D4(0?) = —5 {57 + @) [Bo(p?, 1, m3)
+(p* = mg — mg) By (p?, 10, m)]
—2mginng (02 — a2) By (p*, mZ,m2)}  (4.15)

where A° and BP are the scalar one-point and two-point
functions which can be found in the Appendix.

C. Case of vanishing mixing angle

In the case where the mixing angle is set to zero, as is
the case for the SUSY partners of the light quarks and
for top squark and bottom squark when A;, = p = 0,
the situation simplifies considerably. One has just to con-
sider separately left- and right-handed squarks, include
the vertex correction (with equal squark masses) and the
squark wave-function renormalization (with the ones of
G and ¢z now decoupled). The sum of these two contri-
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butions is finite and no mixing angle renormalization is
needed.

The coupling of the photon and the Z boson to a pair of
squarks including the quark-gluino vertex correction and
the wave-function renormalization, will read, at O(as),

. 405 1
i = —teeq(ky + ka2)* (1 + §7~A7> ,
Zq-'fii = —(’Uq + aQ)(kl + ka)*

dew sw
4&51 z
2ESCA ,
(1+3 T 2 ”)

where in the case of the Z boson, the upper sign is for ¢ =
1 = L and the lower sign for ¢ = 2 = R; the corrections
factor AZ is given by

(4.16)

AZ _o|z2 YqFeq 2 ~ 2
Aii—2[mg+m +vqiaq q]C++2mgCO

+Bo (s, m ,m )

(mz—mg—m)B'(m mZ,m2) .

Bo(m m mz)

(4.17)

For the correction to the photon vertex, one just has to
replace v, by e, and set a,=0 in the previous equation;
one obtains

A7 = Ay = 2(m2 + W2 + m2)Cy + 2m2Co

+Bo(s,m2,m2) — Bo(m2,m2,m?)
(m2 — mq —m )Bo(m m mg) (4.18)

In terms of the two- and three-point scalar functions By
and Cy, the function C in the equal mass case simplifies
to [18]

1 P
Cy = @[Bo(mg,m;‘;, ) By (s, m mz)
+(m2 —m2 — m?2)Co) (4.19)

Note that the correction to the Z-squarks vertex can be
written as

AZ = Ay + 5, _dag/vg 20,

0i; =
1z aq/vq

(4.20)
which exhibits the fact that for the superpartners of the

light quarks, where one can set my = 0, one would have
AZ A7 = Ay.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section we will discuss the magnitude of these
QCD corrections, restricting ourselves to the case of van-
ishing mixing angle (and hence, to the case of degenerate
final state squarks) for which the numerical analysis is
simpler.

First of all, Fig. 2 shows the magnitude of the QCD
correction factor A;; due to virtual gluon exchange and
real gluon emission, as a function of the velocity of the
final squarks, 8. As previously mentioned, A;; rapidly
increases from the value A;; = 3 for massless squarks



100

FIG. 2. The QCD correction factor A;; due to virtual gluon
exchange and real gluon emission as a function of the velocity
of the final squarks 3. The two squarks are assumed to be
degenerate in mass.
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(i-e., By = 1) to reach an infinite value near the produc-
tion threshold (8, = 0). Close to the latter value, per-
turbation theory is no more reliable and nonperturbative
effects have to be taken into account.

_ In Figs. 3 and 4, we display the QCD correction factor
A;; due to quark-gluino exchange as a function of the
squark masses and for two center-of-mass energy values;
Vs = Mz (Fig. 3) and /s = 500 GeV (Fig. 4). While
for the SUSY partners of light quarks, only one type of
correction A;; [in Figs. 3(a) and 4(a)] is present, three
types of corrections are needed for the scalar partners of
the top quark: AJ; [in Figs. 3(b) and 4(b)] for photon
exchange and AZ for Z boson exchange and for both the
left-handed and right-handed squarks [in Figs. 3(c), 4(c),
and Figs. 3(d), 4(d), respectively].

As representative values of the gluino mass, we have
chosen Ty = 5 GeV, 100 GeV, and 250 GeV for energies
reached at the CERN ete™ collider LEP and my = 5
GeV, 100 GeV, and 500 GeV at /s = 500 GeV. We have
allowed for the possibility that the gluinos might be very

o ;
(a)
-1}
Ay ) Pt 1
-3 ’./"
-"
.I
.I
al ‘," FIG. 3. The QCD correction factors due
. A . - = = o = to virtual quark-gluino exchange as a func-
10 s 2 tion of the squark mass and for selected val-
™ ues of the gluino mass at s = Mz: Ay
for the partners of light quarks (a), A}, for
0.065 pPr—————————— T "] degenerate top squarks (b) and AZ for the
---------------------------------- left-handed (c) and right-handed top squarks
0.06F (b) { (d). The full line is for m,=250 GeV,
the dashed line for m,=100 GeV, and the
0.055 I dot-dashed line for m,=5 GeV.
A:y' 0.05 } 1
0.04a5
0.04 p
0.035 b
0.03 53 15 20 25 30 35 20 25



A. ARHRIB, M. CAPDEQUI-PEYRANERE, AND A. DJOUADI 52

FIG. 3. (Continued).
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light, mg ~ 5 GeV. Indeed, present experimental data
do not exclude this scenario and a recent analysis [19]
shows that gluinos with masses in the 3-5 GeV range
are still allowed.?2 In this case, the bounds on squark
masses derived from searches for events with a large miss-
ing transverse momentum at hadron colliders [6] might
be invalidated,® and, thus, the only valid bounds on these
masses would come from the negative searches of squark
pairs in Z decays [7]. These bounds, in fact, will possibly
be altered by the inclusion of the QCD corrections that
we computed here, and this motivates our discussion of
these contributions for LEP 100 energies.

At LEP 100, the QCD correction factors due to
the contributions of quark-gluino loops are displayed in

*Note that, even this window could be sufficient to allow
for a substantial modification of the running of the strong
coupling constant [20] which is the original motivation for the
renewed interest in this scenario.

3This is because of the fact that squarks will dominantly de-
cay into light gluinos, which lose a very large fraction of their
energy in QCD radiation before they decay [19], therefore
leading to a soft missing transverse momentum spectrum.

Fig. 3(a) to 3(d) for three values of iy, = 5 GeV, 100
GeV, and 250 GeV. They are practically constant and
rather small, [AY| < 1, except for the scalar partners of
light quarks and for m, = 5 GeV, in which case Al varies
from —4 for my ~ 10 GeV to —1.2 near the production
threshold. The reason is that for large internal particle
masses, as is the case at this energy for the other two val-
ues of mg4 and for the top quark for which we took a mass
of my = 175 GeV [21], the correction is proportional to
the inverse of the mass squared; this ensures the proper
decoupling of the amplitude in this limit.

For the production of squark pairs at a future high-
energy ete™ collider with a center-of-mass energy of
Vs = 500 GeV, the QCD correction factors are displayed
in Figs. 4(a) to 4(d) for three values of my, = 5 GeV, 100
GeV, and 500 GeV. These factors are larger than in the
previous case, especially for the scalar partners of top
quarks. This is due to the fact that the top mass (as well
as a gluino mass of 100 GeV) is no more much larger than
the beam energy and the contributions do not decouple
yet. However, the corrections are still relatively small
except in the light gluino window, and in some cases of
gluino masses of the order of 100 GeV. Note that the dips
in some of the curves correspond to the opening of the
g — q + g channel.
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The QCD corrections to the cross section can be read-
ily obtained by replacing in Eq. (2.9), the bare couplings
eq and vg, with their renormalized values of Egs. (4.16)—
(4.18) (to include the corrections originating from quark-
gluino loops) and multiplying the bare cross section by a

|

Ao = ﬁeJre_ - qi{ji) -1=
oBete™ — §:d:)
with

_ €qUelg, s
2 2 o nAf2
8cyy sy s — M3

doy =
7i 128s%,ch, (s — M32)?

On the Z resonance, one can neglect the photon exchange
and the interference between v and Z exchanges, and the
expression of Ao simplifies to

o(e+e_ - 7Z > (']',li,,)
oBete™ = Z — §;:4;)

Ao = -—1=§a—§(Aii+AiZi).

™

(5.3)

In the case of the SUSY partners of light quarks, é; =

4(15
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factor [1 + 4as/(3m)Aj;] as in Eq. (3.1) (to include the
standard gluonic corrections). Writing as in Eq. (4.20),
AiZi = Ai,- + &i, one obtains for the QCD corrected cross
section normalized to the Born term

- 1«
[Aii + Ay + 55ii50ii] (5.1)

24 2),2 2
€qUelq, s (ag + vi)va, d

- + . (5.2)

8c¥, 5%, s — M2 25653, chy (s — M2)2

f

0 and, independently of the center-of-mass energy, one
simply has

Ao = 0’(e+e"' - qzq~1)

— _ 4 ag
T oB(ete = §:d:)

T3

The deviation from unity of the QCD corrected cross

section normalized to the Born cross section as a func-
tion of the squark masses and for the previous choices

-0.5 N,
-1
-1.5 A

-2

-2.5

-1

FIG. 4. The QCD correction factors due to virtual quark-gluino exchange as a function of the squark mass and for selected
values of the gluino mass at /5 = 500 GeV: A;; for the partners of light quarks (a), A;’z for degenerate top squarks (b) and AZ
for the left-handed (c) and right-handed top squarks (d). The full line is for 7, = 500 GeV, the dashed line is for 7, = 100
GeV, and the dot-dashed line for gy = 5 GeV.
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of the gluino masses is displayed in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6 for
center-of-mass energies of, respectively, /s = Mz and
/s = 500 GeV. In these figures, we have used for the
strong coupling constant the value ag(M%) ~ 0.12 as
determined from various measurements in Z decays [22];
at an energy of 500 GeV, the coupling will run down to
as ~ 0.11.

As one might expect from the previous discussion, the
largest part of the QCD corrections is due to the stan-
dard gluonic corrections. The effect of the gluino-quark
loops at LEP energies is important only in the case of the
partners of light quarks when the gluino is very light, es-
pecially for small squark masses where the correction can
even flip sign. At 500 GeV, the effect of gluino masses of

0_6,(0)

-0.1

FIG. 5. The deviation from unity of the
fully QCD corrected cross section normalized
to the Born cross section as a function of the
squark masses and for selected values of the
gluino mass at v/s = Mz: for the partners of
light quarks (a), and for the left-handed (b)
and right-handed top squark (c). The full
line is for My = 250 GeV, the dashed line for
mg = 100 GeV, and the dot-dashed line for
mg =5 GeV.

1‘0 1‘5 2.0 25 30 35

40

Ao

1‘0 1‘5 2‘0 2‘5 30 35

my,

40



the order of 100 GeV is also significant and in general,
reduces the size of the QCD correction.

For large values of the gluino mass, the quark-gluino
contribution decouples and only the “standard” gluonic
contributions are left out. In this case, even for squark
masses very small compared to the center-of-mass energy
of the collider, the QCD corrections enhance the cross

52 QCD CORRECTIONS TO SCALAR QUARK PAIR PRODUCTION ... 1415

section by more than 15%. The correction increases with
the squark mass, and already for 3,=0.5, one has a cor-
rection of more than 50%. These corrections are therefore
much larger than the ones affecting the pair production
in ete™ collisions of spin 1/2 particles with the same
mass [23].

(a)

Ao

250

FIG. 6. The deviation from unity of the
fully QCD corrected cross section normal-
ized to the Born cross section as a function
of the squark masses and for selected values
of the gluino mass at /s = 500 GeV: for
the partners of light quarks (a), and for the
left-handed (b) and right-handed top squarks
(c). The full line is for 7y = 500 GeV, the
dashed line is for iy = 100 GeV, and the
dot-dashed line for gy = 5 GeV.

mye,

250
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VI. SUMMARY

In this paper, we have calculated the QCD radiative
corrections to the production of the supersymmetric part-
ners of quarks in ete™ collisions. We have taken into ac-
count the mixing between left- and right-handed scalar
quarks, and this led us to treat the case where the two
final state particles have different masses. We included
both the standard gluonic corrections consisting of vir-
tual gluon exchange and real gluon emission (which, in
the limiting case where the scalar particles are degen-
erate in mass, have been calculated a long time ago by
Schwinger for scalar QED) and also the genuine SUSY
QCD corrections due to quark-gluino loops (which do not
appear in scalar QED). For both types of corrections,
complete analytical expressions were given in the general
case.

We have then discussed the magnitude of these QCD
corrections in the case of vanishing mixing angle. We

have shown that the corrections due to quark-gluino
loops are important only when the gluinos have relatively
small masses, and in this case, particularly for the pro-
duction of the partners of light quarks. For large gluino
masses, these corrections decouple as they should, and
only the contributions due to gluon exchange and real
gluon emission are left in this limit. The latter correc-
tions are very important since, even for massless squarks
where they are minimal, they enhance the cross section
by more than 15%, four times as much as the QCD
corrections affecting the production of spin—% massless
quarks.
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APPENDIX: SCALAR LOOP INTEGRALS

In this appendix we collect expressions that allow us to evaluate the loop functions that appear in Sec. IV. The
scalar one-, two-, and three-point functions Ag, By, and C, are defined as

Ao(mo) = (g / k2 il

im? —m2+ie’
(2rp)n—* d"k
B ) 3 = ) 7 EEE)
o(s,m1,m3) im2 (k2 —m3 + i€)[(k — q)2 — m2 + i€] (A1)

d*k

2 n—4
Co(m1, mz, m3) = ( ,u.)2 /
im

[(k —p1)? — m? + i€][(k — p2)? — m2 + i€] (k2 — m2 + 4€)

Here n is the space-time dimension and p the renormalization scale. After integration over the internal momentum

k, the function Ay is given by [yg is Euler’s constant]

2 2
Ao(mo) = m[1+ Ao, Aj= —— —yp+In(4r) +In £ . (A2)
4—n m;
The function By and its derivative with respect to s, Bj, are given by
1 mi-—mi m2 =z,-—=z_ T_
Bo(s,my,ma) = ~(A1+ Ag) +2+ 2 _2]p 2 4 T+ T . I
0(3 mi mz) 2( 1+ 2) + 24 %8 Dmf + 4s 0g.’l,‘+ ,
2 _ .2 9 (m2 — m2)2 — 2 2
B(’)(S,ml,mz):—’}‘ |:2+f_n2_ﬂlnﬁ _(m1 m3) s(mf +mj) lnm-—_:| (A3)
2s s Ty —T_ Ty
with
zi=s—mf—m§:{:\/sz—2s(m§+m§)+(m§—m§)2 . (A4)

Note that the z1 can be complex; however, we have ignored the imaginary parts of B, and By, since they are not
relevant for us: to next-to-leading order we are only interested in the interference between the (real) tree-level and

one-loop amplitudes.

We also need the three-point scalar function Cy which can be written in integral form as

1 Yy
Co(rh%,ﬁzg,s,ml,mz,m3) = —-j dyf dw[ay2 +bz? + cey + dy + ex + f]_1 ,
0 0

(A5)



52 QCD CORRECTIONS TO SCALAR QUARK PAIR PRODUCTION . .. 1417
where
a=m§, b=3s, ¢c=—s, d———m%——m%—mg, e=m?2—m2, f=m2—ic. (A6)

The full analytical expression of Cy in terms of Spence functions can be found in Ref. [15].
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