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Abstract

We investigate the two loop electroweak corrections to B meson rare decays B — X,v and
BY — ptp~ in the minimal supersymmetry standard model (MSSM) extension with two triplets
and one singlet (TNMSSM). The new particle contents and interactions in the TNMSSM can affect
the theoretical predictions of the branching ratios Br(B — X,v) and Br(B? — u*p~™), and the
corrections from two loop diagrams to the process B — X, can reach around 4%. Considering the
latest experimental measurements, the numerical results of Br(B — X,v) and Br(BY — pu~) in
the TNMSSM are presented and analyzed. It is found that the results in the TNMSSM can fit the
updated experimental data well and the new parameters Ty, k, A affect the theoretical predictions

of Br(B — X,v) and Br(B? — u*pu~) obviously.
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I. INTRODUCTION

After the discovery of Higgs on the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) in 2012, all particles
predicted by the SM have been found. However, there are still some problems that are
difficult to be solved by the SM, such as the non-zero neutrino mass, resonable dark matter
candidates and etc. It indicates new physics is needed to extend the SM. And since B meson
rare decay processes B — X,y and BY — u*u~ are not affected by the uncertainties of non-
perturbative QCD, research on B physics is particularly sensitive to exploring new physical
effects beyond the SM. In Refs. [1-4], the average experimental data on the branching ratios
of B— X,y and BY — u*u~ are provided as

Br(B — X,y) = (3.49£0.19) x 1074,
Br(BY — ptp) = (2.9797) x 1077, (1)

The branching ratios of B — X,y and B — u*p~ predicted by the SM are [5-13]

Br(B — X,v)sm = (3.36 +0.23) x 1074,
Br(B? — ptu)sm = (3.23 £0.27) x 107, (2)

which coincides with the experimental data very well. Therefore, the new physics contribu-
tions to B — X,y and BY — p*pu~ are limited strictly by the accurate measurements on
the processes B — X,y and BY — putpu~.

As one of the most famous extensions of the SM, the B meson rare decay process B — X,y
is analyzed in the MSSM [14-21]. In 1998, Ciuchini presented the QCD corrections to B —
X7 at Next-to-leading order (NLO) in the Two-Higgs doublet model (THDM) [22]. Then,
the two loop QCD corrections was proposed in Ref. [23]. Not only the process B — X7,
there are also many references researching on other B meson rare decay processes in the
THDM [24-29]. Recently, the authors of Refs. |30-40] have discussed the supersymmetric
effects on the B meson rare decay processes. Meanwhile, Long et al present the computation
of the flavor transition process b — s |41]. The authors of Ref. [42] have investigated the
two aspects of hadronic B decays, and then these processes in the case of CP violation have

been discussed [43]. Moreover, many possibilities for searching supersymmetry effects in



different B meson rare decay processes have been proposed [44-46]. When investigating the
processes of rare B decay, the supersymmetry effects are very interesting, and B decay can
be conducive for us to understand the characteristics of the supersymmetry model in detail
while limiting the parameter space [47, |48].

TNMSSM is an extension of Next-to minimal supersymmetric standard model (NMSSM)
containing two SU(2)p triplets with hypercharge +1, where the NMSSM introduces an
additional scalar singlet compared with the MSSM [49]. The new scalar singlet in the
NMSSM is introduced to solve the p problem in the MSSM [50, 51]. However, NMSSM fails
to improve the little hierarchy problem [52-57]. Fortunately, the author of Ref. [49] solved
these problems in the TNMSSM by introducing two scalar triplets which are responsible for
large correction to the lightest physical Higgs mass. The tiny neutrino mass measured at
the neutrino oscillation experiments can be obtained by applying type Il seesaw mechanism
and a discrete flavor symmetry Gy in TNMSSM (i.e. the flavored-TNMSSM) [58]. In this
work, we analyze the two loop electroweak corrections to B — X,y and BY — ptpu~ in
the TNMSSM. Compared with the MSSM, new particle contents and interactions can make
important contributions to the processes.

The paper is organized as follows. The superpotential, the soft breaking terms and the
mass matrices of singly-charged Higgs and CP-even Higgs in the TNMSSM are reviewed
briefly in Sec.Il. Sec.IIl and Sec.IV give the corresponding Wilson coefficients and analytic
expressions for Br(B — X,v) and Br(B? — p*p~). Sec.V analyses the numerical results and
Sec.VI gives a summary. The corresponding matrix elements and the concrete expressions

of the Wilson coefficients are collected in the appendices.

II. THE TNMSSM

There are different versions of TNMSSM, such as the type of a triplet with hypercharge
Y =0 [59-61]. Here we adopt the version of two triplets with hypercharge +1 to keep on
our work. As mentioned before, the TNMSSM contains two SU(2) triplets T ~ (1,3, 1),
T ~ (—1,3,1) with ¥ = 41 and a SM gauge singlet S ~ (0,1,1). For the mass matrices
and the interaction vertexes needed, we encode this version of TNMSSM in SARAH [62-66].



The chiral superfields for quarks and leptons are given by

A
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Q=1 .|~(1/6,2,3), L= ~(=1/2,2,1),
D E
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U~ (-2/3,1,3), D°~(1/3,1,3), E°~(1,1,1), (3)

where we ignore the index of generations and the quantum numbers of U(1)y, SU(2);, and
SU(3)c are indicated in the bracket, respectively. Additionally, the expressions and the

quantum numbers of two Higgs triplets, two doublets and one singlet are assigned as

) Lttt S A S
T=|V? ~(1,3,1), T=|V" | ~(=1,31),
1%, ZT* T, AT-
g HY . (& )
4= ~(—1/2,2,1), H, = ~(1/2,2,1), Sw(O,l,l). (4)
Hy H)

In the previous expressions, 70 and T° are two complex neutral superfields, while 7+, T~
are singly-charged Higgs and 7+*, T~ are doubly-charged Higgs.
The superpotential of the TNMSSM Wirnyssv contains two parts

Wrnmssm = Wassm + Wrs, (5)
with
Whssm = Y, UH, - Q — Y;D°Hy - Q — Y.E°H, - L, (6)
where Wyssm is the superpotential of the MSSM, and Wrg explains the extended scalar
sector including two triplets and a SM gauge singlet,
Wrs = xally- THy+ xuflu - TH, + 55888 4 ASF, - Fy + AcSTH(TT). (1)

Here, we also neglect the index of generations. From Eq.(€l), we could find that there are
only two MSSM Higgs doublets coupled with fermion multiplet via Yukawa coupling. Then,

the general soft breaking terms are given by

—Loote = myy, | Hy|* + mi; |Hal* + mg|S|? +m3Te(|T|?) + m3Te(|T)?)
_ 1
+m22|Q\2 +mE U +m3| D + (Tn, STe(TT) + ThSH, - Hy + gTHS3
~T,Hy-TH, — Ty,Hy - THy + T, ;;Q; - HUE — Ty;Q; - HiDS + H.c.), (8)
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where

H,-Hy=H;H; — HYH], 9)
Hy-THy=2H; HITY — (H)*T® — (H;)*T*, (10)
H, -TH, = 2H HT~ — (H°*T° — (H})*T. (11)

When the Z3 symmetry is imposed, the p term only forms after the singlet S has obtained
a vacuum expectation value (VEV) vg as p = %)\’Us. The coefficients in the Higgs sector
are assumed to be real in the following calculations.

The SU(2), @ U(1)y electroweak symmetry breaking occurs when the neutral parts of
Higgs fields obtain the VEVs

1 1

1 _ 1 — —
T = —(vp + RT° +4iST°), T° = —(vp + RT° +i3TY),

\/5( T ) \/5( T )

S = —(vs + RS +iS9). (12)

=
V2
Meanwhile, the VEVs of the triplets must to be small to avoid large p parameter correc-

tion [49] and the VEV of the singlet is required to be large for generating a large p term
like the case in the NMSSM [50]. In the TNMSSM, the mass of Z gauge boson reads

1 1
M = 7097 + 93) (v + vg + dvp + 4up) = 2 (91 + g2)v°, (13)

where ¢; and go represent the gauge coupling constants of U(1)y and SU(2);, respectively.
It will be seen from this that due to the triplets, the electroweak symmetry breaking VEV
for the doublets compared to MSSM is changed as

v =/v2 + 03 + 403 + 4v2 ~ 246 GeV. (14)

Minimizing the Higgs scalar potential

oV._ov _ov. _ov. v (15)
e Ovg  Ovr  Ovp  Ovg

we can deduce the squared mass matrices of the neutral Higgs and singly-charged Higgs.

In the basis (Hy, H}*, T~,TT*) and (H,*, H},T—* T%), the squared mass matrix for
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singly-charged Higgs can be expressed as

* * *

¥ mz ) mTJ“*H;’*

meHf,* m Tin,

a Hy HP"Hy
* *
o | Mu;ad Mafrai Mp-gr Mgt

_ _ *
My p—w Mpreg—e Mp-T—x My ap

de*T+ mH;rv*T+ mp-p+  Mp+7+

The 4 x 4 squared mass matrix in Eq.(I8]) can be diagonalized by the unitary matrix Z# :
ZTME 2T = M2 (17)

Then, we can get three mass eigenstates (Hi, H, HY) for singly-charged Higgs and one
state GF for the massless Goldstone boson. Therefore, the TNMSSM has two more singly-
charged Higgs due to the triplets, with respect to MSSM. These new defined singly-charged
Higgs will bring contributions to loop corrections for B — X,y and B? — ptu~.

At tree level, the squared mass matrix for CP-even Higgs is given in the basis (RHY,
RH?, RS, RTC, RTO) as
Myop9 Myopy Mgyy Mroyg9 Mo
Myopy MaYH) MSH TToH) T
2 _
M, = Mmpgos Mpys Mgs  Mgos  Mgog | - (18)

Mmygoro Mpyro Mgro Mporo Migoro

m H9TO Mmpogo Mggo Moo TNToT0
The corresponding matrix elements of the squared mass matrices for singly-charged Higgs
and CP-even Higgs are collected in Appendix A.

Including the leading-log radiative corrections up to two loops for stop and top sector |67

69], the mass of the SM-like Higgs boson can be written as

mp = y/(mf,)? + Amg,

Ao = 374 21 2+ L (U samag) (7 + %)),
t= log%—?, X, = %45(1 — %]\?45%)’ (19)



where mj, is the lightest tree-level Higgs boson mass, ag is the running QCD coupling
constant, Mg = /m;m;, is the geometric mean of the stop masses m; ,, m; is the top
quark pole mass, and 4, = A, — pcot § with 4, = T, 33 being the trilinear Higgs stop
coupling.

In the basis (@, ug) and (CZL, d r), we can obtain the squared mass matrices for Up-Squark

and Down-Squark as

o oomb
m% _ muLuL muRuz , (20)
Mapay, Magay,
m: . mb -
mp=| el (21)
Mg d;, Mdpds,
where
1 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 2 2yt
Qruy — _ﬂ(_392 + gl)(QUT - 2UT — Uy + Ud) + 5(2mq + UuYuYU>7

Maya;, = %(\/ivuT w + Yu(2xuvavr — Avgus)),

Mg, = %g%(%% — 203 — v+ 3 + %(Qmi +02Y, YD),

my, g, = —2—14(393 +97)(20F = 2vp — v+ vg) + %( mg + vgY [ Ya),
My, g = %(\@vde + Ya(2xavavr — Avyvs)),

1 1
M ds = ng(—QU% + 203 4+ v2 —v3) + 5(2m§ + vﬁYdeT). (22)

III. RARE DECAY B — Xy

The effective Hamilton for the transition b — s at hadronic scale can be described by

4G 6 10
Heff = _TQF‘/t:V;b [Clof + 0205 + Z Oz + Z(CZOZ + C’LIO;)
i=3 =7
+ Y (o + o)) (23)
i=S,P

From the Refs. [70-75], O;(i = 1,...,10,5, P) and O}(i =7, ..., 10, S, P) are defined as

Of = (ELWHTGUL)(ﬂLfVuTabL> ) Og = (gLfY,U«uL)(raLfyubL) )
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FIG. 1: The one loop Feynman diagrams contributing to B — X, in the TNMSSM.

O, = (5,9b,) > _(@"0) , O, = (5,7.T%,) > (77" T"q) ,
q q
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07 - 1672 (SLO-’WbR)F“ ’ O; - 167‘(‘2 (SR uva)Fu
gs CL a,urv S [l a,urv
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e? _ e2
09 B ?(SLWHZ)L)ZW“Z ) O/ g ( Rfy,ub )lfyul )
;2 - > , S e?
OIO = ?(SLVMZ)L)Z,}/ '}/5l ) OIO = ?( R’Yub )l’}/ ’75[
T
Oy = 7o, (5,011, O = T, (3,b,)11
e? - 2 o
Op = —167T2mb(SLbR)l’}/5l s O; = 167T2mb(SRbL)l’}/5l s (24)

where g, represents the strong coupling, F* is the electromagnetic field strength tensor,
G" is the gluon field strength tensor, and 7% (a = 1, ...,8) are the SU(3) generators.

As shown in Fig. [Il, the main one loop Feynman diagrams contributing to the process
B — X,v in the TNMSSM are mediated by newly defined up-squarks, singly-charged Higgs
and charginos. Compared to the MSSM, these new definitions of particles will affect the



FIG. 2: The relating two loop diagrams in which a closed heavy fermion loop is attached to virtual

W= bosons or H*, where a real photon or gluon is attached in all possible ways.

prediction of the process B — X,v. In the TNMSSM, the one loop Wilson coefficients
corresponding to Fig. [ are Céfl])\,P(uEW), C’éf’])vp(uEW), C'é,c])vp(,uEW) and C’éfi])vp(,uEW) and
their concrete expressions can be obtained from Appendix B.

At two loop level, we consider the corrections from closed fermion loop in Fig.[2l In Fig. 2]
new defined neutralinos, charginos and doubly-charged chargino in the TNMSSM bring new
contributions to B — X,y compared to the MSSM. Then, the two loop Wilson coefficients
CPNp(ew), CaNp(new), CPp(new) and CYN¥L(pew) from Fig. B are also collected in
Appendix B.

In addition, Csgnp(pew), Céynp(ew), Cinp(tew), Cenp(pew) are Wilson coeffi-
cients of the process b — sg in the TNMSSM, which can make contributions to the process
b — sy through the QCD running. Similarly, the Wilson coefficients of the process b — sg

at EW scale can be written as

Csgnp(EW) = [C§?J)VP(MEW) + C§,CJ)VP(MEW)]/ Qu + C&Np(1Ew) + Canp(pew),
Cynp(ew) = Csg np(pew)(L < R), (25)

where @, = 2/3.
Based on Wilson coefficients above, the branching ratio of B — X,y in the TNMSSM

can be given by
Br(B — X.7) = R(|Cry(m)* + N(E,)) , (26)

where the overall factor R = 2.47 x 1073, and the nonperturbative contribution N(E,) =
(3.6 £0.6) x 1073[76]. C7,(up) is defined as

Cry(tn) = Cry s (te) + Crnp(n), (27)
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where we choose the hadron scale p;, = 2.5 GeV and at NNLO level the SM contribution is

Cry,50m (1) = —0.3689 [76-79]. The Wilson coefficients for new physics at the bottom quark

scale can be written as [80, 81]

Crnp(y) = 0.5696C7 np(ppw) + 0.1107Cs np(Ew),

where

a b c d
Crvp(ew) = CX%p(pew) + CENp(new) + Cihp(uew) + O3 p(1pw) +
a b c d
C;(NP(MEW) + C;(,J\)TP(:UJEW) + C;(,]\)fP(:uEW> + C;(,J\)TP(:UJEW) +
C;/,VNP(:UEW) + C;/,VNHP(HEW)a

Csnp(ew) = Csgne(pew) + Chy np(pew) + Canp(pew) + Canp(tew).

IV. RARE DECAY B° — utu~

(28)

(29)

Fig. B shows the main one loop vertex and box diagrams contributing to the process

B? — ptpu~ in the TNMSSM. In Fig. Bl newly defined up-squarks and pseudo-scalar Higgs

bosons will make new contributions to the branching ratio Br(B? — u* ™) compared to the

MSSM. Considering Fig. Pl and Fig. B the Wilson coefficients corresponding to the process

B — pTu~ at the EW scale can be written as
\/_SWCW [

dmye3 VsV
_I_CS NP (IUEW) _I_ Cé*?]Z{p (IUEW) _I_ Cslifp (ILLEW):|’

C; NP(ILLEW) = Cs NP(IU’EW)(L A R)v

\/78WCW

C'S,NP (II"LEW) Cgle (/’I’EW) _'_ CSNP (/’I’EW) _'_ Cpr (/’I’EW) _'_ Cgle (/’I’EW)

C

+CO () + CO () + CEY (1),

CI/D NP (IU’EW) = _CP,NP (/’I’EW)(L A R)7

V25,,C g’ {
64m2e3VEVy

+CO)  (thene) + CLO (fheng) + O (1)

Cywp (o) = Co xp (i ) (L > R),

CQ,NP (:U’Ew) = 0(5) (:U’ ) + C(6 (:uEw) + 09(:7]\)]'13 (:U’Ew) + Cééj\);p (:U’Ew)

9,NP 9,NP

10

P,NP (MEW) 4mb63‘/;ts‘/;€b {C(,) (MEW) + C (/’I’EW) + CI(}NP (MEW) + CP4NP (/’I’EW)
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FIG. 3: The one loop vertex and box diagrams contributing to BY — p*u~ in the TNMSSM.

V2s,,¢,4°
Cromr (Bow) = Sy 4W26V§VV; " (CO s (ew) + CO (o) + CD () + CE (fny)

+CO L () + CL0 L () + CY (1))

10,NP

c! (IUEW) = _OIO,NP (IUEW)(L A R) (30)

10,NP
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Cef5SM|CefS.SM|Cef1.SM _y (g2)| ced F5M

—0.304 | —0.167 4.211 —4.103

TABLE I: At hadronic scale p = m, ~ 4.65GeV, Wilson coefficients from the SM to NNLL

accuracy.

All of the Wilson coefficients calculated above are gauge invariant and the concrete ex-
pressions on the right side of Eq.(30) are collected in Appendix B. In addition, the Wilson
coefficients can also be evolved from EW scale pgy down to hadronic scale u ~ my by the
renormalization group equations. For obtaining hadronic matrix elements conveniently, we

define effective coefficients as [72]

epp 4w 1 4 20 80
Cil = —Cr = 20— 50— 56— G,

s

1 10
cell = —”C8 +Cs = 5 Ca+ 2005 — 5-Co,

e 471' e 47
Csh = —Cy+Y(h, Cfff = —Cho,
Qs g
e 47
0/7,1;{9,10 = a—Clm,g,m- (31)

The Wilson coefficients at hadronic energy scale from the SM to Next-to-Next-to-
Logarithmic (NNLL) accuracy are shown in Table I. And the renormalization group equa-

tions are written as

ﬁ;\;p ,U /J“O)ﬁNP(/J“O) )
" (1) = O (11, 110)C . (110) (32)

with
T e e e e
81\713 - (Cl ney T CﬁNP’C7{VfP’ Csjzc\ffp’ ngzcvfp B ( ) C1of£P) ’
nT & & & &
ﬁN (C; leif’ C; leif’ Cé leif’ Cio 1\{1{) ’ (33)
and
2 1 a(p)
U, ~1— |—In—"L|7OT
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Iy 1 ‘ R
U'(p, pro) = 1 — [2—50 In %}7/(0” ’ (34)

where Ref. [82] provided the anomalous dimension matrices as

—45 0 =30 0 -3 ooz
20 0 3 00 F T 2O
00 0 %o 2 B 5 -820
N i B -

0 _ 00 0 - 0 2 82 T 820 |
00— o4 zoamoum o _mm g
00 0 0 00 ¥ 0 0 0
00 0 0 00 -2 2 0 0
00 0 0 00 0 0 0 0
00 0 0 00 0 0 0 0
2000

S0 _| 5 500 (35)
0 000
0 000

Based on the Wilson coefficients above, the branching ratio of B — pu~ can be given

by

3 Tpo | M2 4m?2
Br(B — pfu) = == S — L 36

where Mpo = 5.367GeV denotes the mass of neutral meson BY and 7p0 = 1.466(31)ps

denotes its life time. Moreover, the squared amplitude can be written as

IMG|? = 16GH Vi Vis P Mo || F5* + | Fp + 2m,, F3 7). (37)
with
. apwl) MM )
F§ = : —
§= e e fm(Cs = C5), (38)
apw (i) my M y
FS — s _
P e (G = Ch), (39)
s Apw U e e
7y = ) p Lot ) — Ot ), (40)
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where fgo = (227 £8)MeV denote the decay constants.

V. NUMERICAL ANALYSES

This section provides the numerical discussion of the branching ratios of B meson
rare decays B — X,y and BY — utp~ by considering the latest multiple experimental
constraints of particles. It includes that the SM-like Higgs mass m;, is keeped around
125.25 GeV, the neutralino mass is limited to more than 116 GeV, the chargino mass is
limited to more than 1100 GeV, the slepton mass is limited to more than 700 GeV and the
squark mass is maintained at the TeV order of magnitude [1,183-90]. Additionally, the first
two generations of squarks are strongly constrained by direct searches at the LHC [91, [92].
However, compared to the previous two generations, the mass of the third generation squark
which can affect the mass of SM-like Higgs do not suffer strong constraints. Therefore we
take mg; = mg = diag(2,2,m;) TeV, and the discussion about the observed Higgs signal in
Ref.[93] limits m; £ 1.5 TeV. For simplicity, we also choose Ty, , = Vi, , Au, 4, Auy, = 1 TeV.
As a key parameter, T;,, = A; affects the SM-like Higgs mass and the numerical calculation
obviously. In order to obtain reasonable numerical results, we need to find some sensitive
parameters for discussion. Similarly to the MSSM [94], the new physics contributions to the
branching ratios Br(B — X,v) and Br(B? — u*p~) are also depended on tan 3, A; and
singly-charged Higgs mass. Moreover, according to their great impacts on singly-charged
Higgs mass, neutralino mass and chargino mass, we found three other new parameters x,
A and Ty that can affect Br(B — X,v) and Br(B? — p*u~) in the TNMSSM. We will
plot the relational and scatter diagrams and explore the effects of these parameters on the
branching ratios and the allowed ranges between A\, x and T).

By considering the experimental constraints described above, we adopt the parameters

in the following numerical calculation as

Xd=Xu=0.1, Ar =06, tan 3 =5, M; =1 TeV, m; = 1.6 TeV,

My =p=12TeV, T\, =T, = =500 GeV, T, = =300 GeV, Ty, = 100 GeV. (41)
To illustrate the effects of A; and tan § on the branching ratios, we take A = 0.4, kK =

14
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FIG. 4: (a) Br(B — Xyv) and (b) Br(B? — u*pu™) versus A; for tan 8 = 10 (solid line), tan 3 =
25 (dashed line), tan 8 = 40 (dotted line), where the gray area denotes the experimental 1o inter-

val.

0.6, Ty = 100 GeV and plot the graph of Br(B — X,v) and Br(B? — u*u~) varying with 4,
in Fig. @ for tan 5 = 10 (solid line), tan 3 = 25 (dashed line), tan = 40 (dotted line). The
gray area denotes the experimental 1o bounds in Eq.(). Fig.H{(a) shows that Br(B — X,7)
decreases with the increasing of A; and the slope of evolution is steeper as tan g is bigger.
In Fig. B(b), we can see that the variation relationship between A; and Br(B? — pu™) is
almost the shape of parabolic. Moreover, when tan /3 is bigger, A; is limited strongly in the
smaller range by the experimental data on Br(B? — pu™). It will be seen from this that
the new physics can provide the considerable contributions to Br(B? — u*pu~) for large
tan 5 and A;.

To see the effects of A\, k, and T) on the branching ratios, we first take A = 0.4, tan g =
5, A; = 0.5 TeV and plot the graph of Br(B — X,y) and Br(B? — u*u~) varying with
T\ in Fig. B for K = 0.4 (solid line), k = 0.5 (dashed line), x = 0.6 (dotted line), respec-
tively. Then, we take T\ = 100 GeV, tanf = 5, A, = 0.5 TeV and plot the graph of
Br(B — X,v) and Br(B? — u*pu~) varying with x in Fig. B, for A\ = 0.9 (solid line), \ =
0.7 (dashed line), A = 0.5 (dotted line), respectively. The gray area denotes the experimen-
tal 1o bounds. Fig. Bl shows that Br(B — X,v) and Br(B? — u*u~) increase with the

decreasing of T\ when T), is negative and the three lines mix together for large 7). Thus it
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FIG. 5: (a) Br(B — Xgv) and (b) Br(B? — utu™) versus Ty for & = 0.4 (solid line), &

0.5 (dashed line), x = 0.6 (dotted line) when A = 0.4. The gray area denotes the experimental 1o

interval.
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FIG. 6: (a) Br(B — X4v) and (b) Br(BY — utu~) versus k for A = 0.9 (solid line), A

0.7 (dashed line), A = 0.5 (dotted line) when T\ = 100 GeV. The gray area denotes the experi-

mental 1o interval.

can be seen that the smaller x is taken, the smaller range of T is limited and large T can get
rid of the influence of x. In Fig. Bl(a), Br(B — X,v) decreases gradually with the increasing
of k and k is less affected by A\. However, from Fig. B(b), Br(B? — pTu~) decreases dra-
matically near kK = 0.4 for A = 0.5, k = 0.6 for A = 0.7 and k = 0.9 for A = 0.9 respectively.

It indicates that A has strong limitations on x and the limitations will be discussed in the
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FIG. 7: The comparison graph of two loop (solid lines) result and one loop (dashed lines) result

when A = 0.7, T, = 100 GeV, where the gray area denotes the experimental 1o interval.

following by drawing scatter plots.

Meanwhile, for comparing and reflecting the specific differences between one loop and
two loop corrections to B — X,y and BY — utpu~, we take T\ = 100 GeV, A = 0.7 and plot
the graph of Br(B — X,v) and Br(B? — p*u~) varying with & in Fig. [l The solid and
dashed line denote two loop and one loop predictions respectively. Fig.[7(a) shows that, the
relative corrections from two loop diagrams to one loop corrections of Br(B — X,v) can
reach around 4%, which can produce a more precise prediction on the process B — X 7.
In Fig. [[(b), we can see that the two lines almost overlap which shows that the two loop
corrections are negligible compared with one loop corrections. Therefore, in the analysis of
the numerical calculations above, we always use the more precise two loop predictions.

Now, for revealing how A\, k, and T be constrained by the experimental measurements
of B meson rare decays, we scan the sensitive parameters under the consideration of the
experimental constraints above and Br(B — X,v), Br(B? — u*u~) within one standard

deviation. The random ranges of input parameters are as follows:

tan f = (1,40), A = (0.01,0.99), ~ = (0.01,0.99),
w=(1.1,1.5) TeV, Ty = (—1,1) TeV, A; = (—4,4) TeV. (42)

Then, we plot the allowed ranges of k versus A, T versus A and k versus T\ in Fig. [
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FIG. 8: Scanning the parameter space in Eq.[#2) and keeping Br(B — X,v), Br(B? — utp~™) in

the experimental 1o interval, the allowed ranges of Kk — A (a), T — A (b), T — & (c) are plotted.

Fig.Bl(a) shows that the vast majority of points are concentrated in the areas k > A and the
number of points gradually decreases as k < A. In Fig. B(b), we can find that the density
of points decreases with the increasing of A and this phenomenon is more obvious when
A > 0.6. As shown in Fig. [§(c), the negative range of T) is gradually limited when x < 0.6.
In conclusion, maintaining Br(B — X,v) and Br(B? — u*p~) within the experimental 1o

interval prefers A, k in the range A < 0.6, x > 0.6 and positive T).
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VI. SUMMARY

B meson rare decays are sensitive to the searching on new physics beyond the SM. In
this paper, we investigate the two loop electroweak corrections to the processes B — X,
and BY — p*p~ in the TNMSSM which extends the MSSM with two triplets and one
singlet. Under the consideration of the constraints from the observed Higgs signal and the
updated experimental data of the branching ratios, the numerical results indicate that the
corrections from two loop diagrams to the process B — X,v in the TNMSSM can reach
around 4%, which can produce a more precise theoretical prediction. Moreover, the new
physics effects in the TNMSSM can fit the experimental data for the rare decays B — X v
and BY — pTu~, and the corresponding parameter space is limited strictly by considering
Br(B — X,v) and Br(B? — p*u~) in the experimental 1o intervals. The new parameters
A\, k&, Ty in the TNMSSM have great impacts on the theoretical predictions of Br(B —
Xsy), Br(BY — ptp~) and maintaining Br(B — X,y) and Br(B? — u*u~) within the

experimental 1o interval prefers A, x in the range A < 0.6, k > 0.6 and positive T).
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Appendix A: The corresponding matrix elements

The matrix elements of the squared mass matrix for singly-charged Higgs can are given
by

1 1
~g3(tan® B2 + 203 — 20%) — 5)\2 tan® Su]

2
My— - = £TA tan fvg — \/§TdeT + 1

d a 2
1
+ATXUsVr — 2Xd VT + —>\ tan B(kvE — Apvror + 2vs(Xavr + Xu¥r)),

1
Mgty = 7o n5<2\[Tws + ga tan B(v2 — 202 + 202) — 2tan B(2V2T, vy + N3
—2A7xuvsvr +AXGUE) + 2M(50§ — Agvrvr + 2(xavr + XuUr)Vs)),
1 2A 2
Mo = 1(2\/§TAT tan 8'vs — gavg + 2950F + 26Ar tan f'vg — 20507 + %
2Xu 22T,
—2tan fAv; (A tan 3 — ﬂ) + tan? Bvﬁ(—M + g5 — 4x2)),
vt vt
1, 221,03 V2T p v
M+ sp+ = Z(—TTX” + g3(v3 — tan® Bv3 + 202) + Q(taT;’S
kArvi  AMgptan v, 5 o  tanfvivg
g g Ajvz — 2xqvs + T(Q)\Xd + tan SArxL))),

1
e = My = Z(g% tan Bv3 + 2V 2T\wg — 2\ (—Kv% + Atan Bv3 + Apvrvg)),

* _ . 1 2 _
My g = My g = mvd(gsz — 2(Arxa + Axy tan B)vg),

U

" 1
mT+»*H;* =My-r+ = Evd(—élTXd + \/§(g§vT + 2x4(A tan Bug — 2xqvr))),

vg(—4tan BT, + 2V2A\x,vs + V2tan Bup(gs — 4x2)),

. 1
My gt = Myghrp-x = 4
Mgt = Mypptoeps = 2\/—(92 tan Sur — 2vg(Axa + tan SAzrxw)),

Mg e = Mp-pt = 5(\/§TATU3 + gavpvp — Ap(—kKvE 4+ Atan Bu) + Arvrog)), (A1)

where tan 8 = :’)—’; and tan ' = ==,
T

The matrix elements of the squared mass matrix for CP-even Higgs are written as

1
~((g* + 8x3)v3 + 2tan fugN — 2AAr tan B tan 'v3),

Mgy = g
mHSHS 4((9 + Xu),Ud + tanﬁ T anﬁ UT)?
1
Mpygpo = Z((—g2 +4)2?) tan fv3 — 2ugN + 2\Ap tan B'v3),
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1 tan fv? 1
mssz—( 5d(l’+\/§T)\+2n)+—
2 Vg Vs
+V2Twg + 4K%02),

(Arxavivp + V2T, tan B'v3)

-1
Mmgpy = —vd(\/ﬁtan BTy — 2X%vg + 2tan fn + 2 tan fAkvg + 2Arxqv7),

2
T
Mmgpo = — \A/%d —vg(Avg(k — Atan 5) +n + x),
1
mpopo = g* tan® v + m(ﬂTATUSUT — V2T, v + kApvivg

+ tan ﬁv§(2>\xdvs + tan BArx,vs — AArv7)),

Moo = %(2\/§Txd — g*tan f'vp + Atan B(Agvp — 2xqvs) + Stan B'x3vr),

=

Mporo = 5 g* tan B tan B'vp + AMpvp — 2\ qvs — 2tan BArY,vs),

V2
Mpogo = g 0% + % tan f'vg(V2T s, + kAvg) + i(—\/itan2 BT, v3
+Arxqvivs + Atan v (— tan B/ Arvp 4+ 2x4vs)),
Mmpogo = %vd(g%T + My tan 8 tan B'vp — 2A7xqvs — 2Ax, tan fug),
1
Moo = ivd(Q\/itan BTy, + A(Artan Bog — 2x,vs) — tan Bop(g® — 8x2)),
mggo = Ajvsvp — %taﬂ B'op(V2Th, + 26A1vs) — %Udz(ATXd + 2 tan SAxu),

1
Mmpogo = 5(—\/§TATUS — 2g% tan B'v3 — kArvE + Mg tan o3 + 2tan f'A%02), (A2)

where ¢* = g? + g2, N = V2T + kAvg 4 2 \xgtan f'vp + 2\ x,v7, © = Apx, tan Btan vz,

n = Avp(tan 8'xq + Xu)-

Appendix B: The corresponding Wilson coefficients
The one loop Wilson coefficients for the process B — X,y are written as

a 82 1
C;J)VP(,U/EW) = Z 262%‘46{501};;5%0?];@ [_13(xUj7xH;) + [4(xuj7xH;>] +
H; juj s

My,
W;Cé;§ujclg;bﬁj [_Il(xuw xH;) + ‘[3(xuj7 xH;)]}v (Bl)
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2

b S

Cé,])VP(,uEW> = Z 362‘2/‘/217{ C[}} suzclgfbﬂi[_ll(x“i’xH;) +2[3(xuuxH]7)
H: ju;

mul
_]4(xui7 xH; )] +

L L
- CH gulCH;bqji []1(Iuiva;) - ]2(xuwa;)

_]3(xuiva;)]}7 (B2>

2
() _ Sw L
Crnp(new) = U+Z Se%vm{ ClirCirrye [F Iz wys) + Lilays oy )] +

J L
- cmxj Cligg [Pl o) + Iy oyl (B3)

2
d S
CiRep(pmw) = Z e {20U+SX Cripg- =@y wye) + 2D, - )

U+ 262‘/; ‘/tb
m. —
_]4(:EX;,93U]+)]+ ﬂjb Clrt oy Cirmp [y 70) = Dy 7))
~I(z, )]s (B4)
i X p(uew) = CyQp(new)(L < R), (€ = a,b,c,d), (B5)

where C’)L(’f , denote the constant parts of the interaction vertices about particles XY Z, L
and R represent the left and right-handed parts respectively.

2
Denoting z; = %2—, the concrete expressions for I(k = 1,...,4) can be given as:
w

1+ Inzy  zilnzy — z9lne,

D@, ) = (22 — 1) (g —21)?
Doy, 22) = — 1+ Inxq B r1lnzr, — zolnw,
’ ($2 - 56’1) ($2 - 551)2 ’
Loy, 29) = 1[3 + 2wy 23y + dwlnay 2z3nr, 222Inwy }
ST g (x9 — 1) (xg — x1)2 (g —x1)® (w9 —mp)3 ]
L1 29) = 1[11 +6lnzy 15+ 18w,y 622 + 1823Inz,
’ 41 (zg — 1) (xg — 11)? (xg — 11)3
625Inz, — 6x§1nx2} (B6)
(w2 — 21)*

Assuming My, M0 3> My, the two loop Wilson coefficients for the process B — X,y

can be given by

1 9 R 9 11 -1 -1
C’7NP fEW) ; 8—{ )—(gxﬂ +|CW*>’<?XT‘ )[P(§7174—87m,17$t

l X

)+
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wwW
Csvp(tew)

CYNp(uew) =

Conp(ew) =

P o ot 1) H (Ol s Ol + Ol
i xgxﬂ{ﬂfﬁ RS =l
0] + 5 Ch s OOt = Clapr ) 2 o)}
+O“LX++ ok Rxoxﬂ (B7)
(05*;,>2 (Ol + Cly o s R X0X+)P(I21 ;j 112 1‘411 ) +
(Co—s0 Civmsont — Gt O o +)P(ll6 274 0,0,1,7,)}
+cb Ij‘*x** ~ob RXO o (BS)
3 Cozamy {[R(CE 0 CL Ch ., O
o WV2mtmam Vi H R W T R YW )-

Z\S(CLffo +CL Ox + -|—CR —0 +CR7 < +)}(21 i +%J(m12/V

H, X9, Hy X5x; 64 288
M}s,m?)) + [@R(cg,_ Ol +CRWOX+CL )
-1 1
L R R L 2
19(Chi ot Civsons T Chicsans Crvsont )| (137 — 577/ (i
2 L L R R
MH{;E’mt» - [%(C ;X°X+CW*>ZQX+ Ch Hy >2°x+0 X°x+) -
16
Z\Y(CL;—E) +CL —0 + CR;X0X+CR —o +)}(m _J(mlz/V
2 L R
M i mt)) [%(C 7—0 + W —0 + _CHk >_(0X+ W —0 +) -
1 1
. R R L
(i o Ctsant ~ Ctzaont Civ-songt) (5 + 137 (i
2 L,R L,R
MH;;t,mt)>}+CW (H ) <—>CW*(H )X(J)X:L’ (Bg)
Chgumiy

%(CL - +CL - +—|—CR - +CR - +)—
{ [ Hy X9x~W=xix; H X9~ W=x9x

4\/_7r2mdmejd

+ +
Xi XGHy,

Hy X3x; Hy X35x;

Z%(CL770 +CL 70 + "‘CR -0 + —0 +)}(8\/1§ mW7M2i7m§>) +
_I_

[%(Cll—o +CR S0+ +CR -0 +CL 0 +)

Hy X5, X5X; Hy X5 X)X
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; L R R L 2 2 2
Z%(CH;xg?ijW*x;)xj +CH*>‘<2ijW*>29xj)] (—\/_J( W’MHi’mt)) T
L L R R
[%(CH;XSXTCW*X%? Cu X?XfCW*X‘}XT) B
—1
~ L L R R 2 2
Z%(CH;XB?xfCW*XB?Xf CH,;X?XZ*CW*XE?XT)} (ﬁj(mw’ MH?’ M )) *
L R R L
[%(CH;X?XI*CW*X?&* + CH’X?X? CW*)‘(?X?) T
1
(L R L 2
Z\S(CH;X?XT wosoxt T CHk XX W*)Z‘}Xf” (4 2J(mW’
2 2 L,R L,R
MH?’mt))} + CW*(H;)xij & CW*(H;)X‘J)-X?' (B10)
The concrete expressions for P and J are given by:
2nd oy — 2hInd x
pi,j(xblé) =1 : 2 2a
1 — X2
8,011(1'1 Iz) 82021(371 932)
P ) Y 7 ) X Y ':C = : ’ _'_ : ’
(Y1: Y2, Y3, Y1, T1, T2) = 41 . g
530:’,,1(551,952)jL 8404,1(1'1,552)
’ o} * oxi ’
x — x
Tz, 5) = o, — P20 T8) ~ Praln 20) (B11)

at — a3
where mp runs all m, =, m,o.
7 J

The one loop Wilson coefficients for the process B? — pTu~ are written as

C’ g+ T C’ ©
1) _ Spt Sut [ ~R L
CSNP(IU’EW) - Z 2(771% _m%) [ Uingf >2JfSX;C'X sU; GQ(SL’U,x :t T i)
Ui,X;,X;,S:hl,Al
+Me MO O O 5 Ga(ag, oy, 0 )]
g k

C/f ++C S/,L+|:

cho ol CR o Gy(zps, T, Ty
2(mb m?2) 3 Suk ™~ ubH; 2(951{}#53#5 .

H; 5uj

o

H;,Uj,uk,S:hl,Al
R R R
i, M, Of Ot s Ot =G (2, Ty, w0, )
L
C SN+ + C SN+

G
2(mb—m§) Q(Z'U,Z'il’i)

[CB_ _CL_ _CR

Uisx; ~ X5 Sxi, X sUs

Cg])\fp (ILLEW) = Z

pr} 7X7,,S:hl,Al

+M, iM iCstfCR Sxi CR _Gl(in,ijE,:Bxg)}

—Cl g + C
Spt p=Spt [ ~R L )
" Z 2(m§ —m%) CH S Ca S“kcﬁka-*Gxfo’x“j’xuk)
H;,uj,uk,S:hl,Al
R R R
+mu3mukCH Su; C Sukcuka Gl(zﬁf’xuj7IUk):|7 (B12)
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1
(2) _ - R R
CS,NP (How) = Z 2 2) My, CEwH]?t Cnin;f CSH;ALHIjE G1 (2, T xH]f)
wi, Hy Hyy S=h, Ay

(CL Sut + C S;fF)

1
+ Z 72(7%2 _mz)mxliCR C b CSUjUkGl(ZEX?E,ZBUj,ZL'Uk)
XE,0;5,0%,5=hi, A, b s
(CL Sut +C S;fr)
1
Cﬁlp(%w) - Z 2(mg — 7,,12)7”'1111'05z C* bHiCSHiH"—LGl(xu L $Hi)
ui, HE HE S=hy Ay b s
( CL Sut + CR S,u*)
1 R R
T2 ™ e O Cso,0. 61 (B 2,0 7,)
Xiivﬁﬁﬁkyszhl,Al b s
(—Clgur + Clgh), (B13)
c® - “Cwssit ron oG 2 Ck
Dulion) = 3 s Ol Of e Gal 1, 1g2) = 2moma Gl
’lLi,Hk ,S:hl,Al
Cé;H]bel ('TUN 1, .Z’sz)} (C;f*S;ﬁ + C S;ﬁ)
—Clys
3 o WESHE .
01(3)1)\”3 (II"LEW) - :tz 2(m§ —m ) [C sWEu, Cu H:E G2(xu17 1 xH*) - memUzCEW:‘:ui
ui,H ,S:hl,Al
oG (s 1y )| (—Cl gy + O g0, (B14)
_CWﬂESH.i
Cgizip (/”LEW) = Z mcj}i ézwibGQ(zuia xH;-t’ ]-)(C/f;suﬁ» _I_ C S/J;F)
wi, HE, S=h;, A, b S
(4) _CWiSHji R L R
Cspr(/”LEW) = Z Q(mg _ m%’)chJi Cu WibGQ(zu ?xHi 1)( C —Sut + C Su+)

(B15)

Cryr +CEy [
_Q(mb - mv)

Céiz;p (IUEW) = Z

UVX ,xk WV

—I—MXfMXiC~ ,CL Vxe CX ST, G (g, ) Ty T i)}

_ 50{%){3 CR Vi Cx .0,G2(Tg,, £ )

+ Z C,V“++C,W+
£V —2(mj —my;)

1
[ - 501}%‘: CRVukCL H;tG2(xH;t7xuj‘7 xuk)

Uk S

25



L
—i—mu]mukC’Hi C' VukC' Hj:Gl(.]}'Hi xuj,xuk)}

L
O 1) = Y CVNCV“*[-lcR R

10,NP _2(mb _mv) 5 f]ingf X Vg g —sU; G2($Uax i x i)

UZX ’Xk vV
+M, iM iC _CE _Cck Gi(zg,, T i)}

stj XJVXk stU
L
—Cl e + Oy

L T

1
|- 5 it 0, Covus Crpotr= Ga(E it Ty 7o)

m u
Hi ,uj,uk,V 14
R L L
—l—mujmukCHi_ C; VukcﬁksHiiGl(llin:t,Zlﬁ'uj,l’uk)}, (B16)

Cé6Np (IUEW) = Z

+ .+
i B SV

Cry+CF
Vil ~ e Vit ok LoFLC
. + 5+ Go(Ty, , Tyt, Tt
4(m3 —m?) suH ~ubH; ~'VH Hy 2(Tu, H Hk)

Cl oy +CE
Vit “Vut AR L L y y
4(m§ _ m%/) Csin C)Z;thkCVUjUkG2(xX;E7xUj’xUk)u

Xl:-t;U'»~k,
—Cl oy +Cly
Cl((?)NP (Hpw) = Z 4(77;% _ m%,) a CslleiC bHiCVHiHiG2(Iu axHi xHi>

—CO e F Oy

* Z 4(mb

R L - o
—mi) Cone, Cxzocn, Ovi, 0, G2 (T 20,0 2 ),

Cly +C%y e

_2(mb - m%/)

R
mym.,, CL HiC HiCVHiHiGl(l’u,l’Hi Z'Hi)

Cryp +CRy

Fn )

R R . _ -

cr p=Vpt CRfV +
Z —QEllmb — ;;L%/)“ mbmulC— C, bHiCVH:tH:EGl(,Z’u ’:L'Hi IH:E)

+ .+
wi, HE H SV

L
Ch oy = CR e

+ > 5
X;‘:)Ujv[}k;v _2(mb - )

R R o - ~

(B17)

cr ++C, .

L
Osul C_ bHiC WiHiGl(l'ul,Iw,l’Hi)

wi HEV N mV)
—Cl oy +CEy e
Cl(Z)NP(MEW) = > 2(775 — ) Emy, Cly = CE bHiC WiHiGl(l'ul,Iw,l’H:t)
w, HE v b 4

k
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(B18)

Cryr +Cy

2(mb - m%,)

CfgSNP (ME\?V) = Z

ui,H;.E,V

R
My, C C bWiCVWngGl(xumfoaxW)a

—Cly+ +CF
Cl((?NP (i) = Z 2(‘@2+ 2 )v,ﬁ

my —m
ui,H;,E,V b 4

Csu Hi Cu bWiCVWiHiGl(fL’u 7*THi xW)

(B19)

9) _ R L L R
CQ,NP (IU’EW) - Z CsUX CX;Q:M+51(Cﬂ,Dle:tC iUlb + CM le:tC iUlb)
U;, Xi,xki 7y
G4(xf]i7 xxjiv ‘Txf’ xf/l)7
1
9) _ _ R L L R L
ClO,NP (How) = Z 8C§Uixjtc>zjm+ﬂl(c- +CF Xi0b Cp*fxlecfoib)
UpXi Xf oy

G4(Jf0i, .Z’X;l: ) xin’ xf/l)7
1

9) — _ = R R
C'S,NP ('U’EW) - Z 2M iM jEC’SUZX:‘:C' i,u+u (C,u foc Us;b + Cﬁ*f/lec)_(fUib)
G3(x0i?x _i,l’ iaxﬂl)a
9) — _- L L R R
CP’NP(,UJEW) = Z M iM iCEleiC :tu+,/( Cﬂ,ﬂleCﬁUibJrCM szkicikiUib)
Ui,xj[,xkiyvl
Gs(rg,, Tk ks T3), (B20)
CO (ppw) = Y Lor Coon(Co gz, Chp o + Co e, Oy 1)
9,NP Hew) = 8 su; H i bHi izx lHi,qu ﬁ*chtz/l DZH;E;LJr
ui,Hji,H;t,ﬁl
G4(xui7xH?t7'rHi7'rI/l)7
(10) _ ralit L L R L
ClONP(IuEW)_ Z Csul C bHi(C ~HEv C;Hi;ﬁ Cp*H;EulCDlH]iqu)
ui,H;,E,H]:CE,Vl
G4(xuiafo>l’H;t>l’w)> (B21)
(11) R R
CS NP (ILLEW Z iH;tCﬂibWiCﬂfwil/lC’ HiM+G4('T’lLi7 xH;t7xW7 xV[)?
u; Hj 7
CM) () = — > 1OR Clw+CF cE Ga( ), (B22)
P,NP HPew) = 2 §uiHJi a bW~ p— Wy ’Hiu+ 4$“t’xHi LW Ly,
+
u;, H 1
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where V' denotes photon v, Z boson and Cpyy, Cioyyo, Cptyr + denote the vector parts of
J J T i
the corresponding interaction vertex.
The two loop Wilson coefficients for the process B? — utpu~ are written as

R S

2
my, L 2 R 2

1.2
o 1287452,
11 -1 -1 . ) R 0 011
P%’Z’E’@’l’xt)+(|CW’>2?XZ-+| - |CW*>29_XZTL| ) Dy (zw, ) +
1 1 -1 1
R Lx L Rx
(CW*X?erCW*X?x:F + OW*X?X;LCW*X?X;L)P(E> Za ﬁa Ma ]-7 zt) +
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The concrete expressions for Gi(k = 1,...,4) are written as
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