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Abstract

The anomalous couplings of the top quark and the Higgs boson have
been studied in an effective theory deduced from the minimal supersym-
metric extension of the standard model (MSSM) as the heavy fields are
integrated out. Constraints on the parameters of the model from the
experimental data of R, = I'(Z — bb)/T(Z — hadrons) are obtained.
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1 Introduction

The standard model (SM) has been very successfull phenomenologically, but nevertheless it should be
considered just as an effective theory valid for physics at the electroweak (EW) scale. In higher-energy
regimes new physics beyond the SM must exist. Irrespective to what this new physics might be, it should
be able to give a satisfactory answer to the most fundamental open question of the electroweak physics, that
is, it must explain the origin of the electroweak gauge symmetry breaking [1, 2]. In the SM this is arranged
through the spontaneous symmetry breaking mechanism by introducing a doublet of scalars with a nonzero
vacuum expectation value (VEV). This mechanism, despite its simplisity and economy, has well known
problems, which has enforced theorists and experimenters to look for new physics beyond the SM. Among
the possible ways of extending the SM, supersymmetry is considered as a particularly attractive one. The
minimal supersymmetry extension of the standard model (MSSM) provides an appealing solution to the
gauge hierarchy problem by guaranteeing the perturbative stability of the theory from the electroweak
scale to the Planck scale.

The MSSM contains two complex Higgs doublets, denoted by H,, H, and assigned with opposite
hypercharges Y, (H,) = =Y, (H,) = 1. There are altogether four neutral scalar degrees of freedom, three
of which correspond to physical scalar fields. In the case where C'P is conserved one can define two C P-
even neutral Higgs fields, H, h, and one C'P-odd neutral Higgs field, A. The present experimental bounds
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on the Higgs boson masses set strong restrictions on the parameter space of the CP-conserving MSSM
[3]. Radiative corrections to the lightest C'P-even Higgs boson mass have been computed by using the
renormalization group equation (RGE) method and diagram technique [4], and the resulting upper bound
is 135 GeV, which is not much above the present experimental lower bound of 95GeV (95% CL).

The possibility of C'P violation makes the situation drastically different. There are three main sources
of the C'P violation in the MSSM Lagrangian. The first one is the well known p parameter of the super-
potential, which is in general complex. The second source is constituted by the soft mass terms of the
SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1) gauginos. The third source are the phases of the soft supersymmetry-breaking
mass terms of scalar fermions and of the soft trilinear couplings, which are presented by the matrices
méyUy bR and A, |, ;, respectively. Actually, only the off-diagonal elements of the soft mass matrices can
be complex due to the hermiticity of these matrices. The matrices A, ,, , in contrast can have complex
phases also in their diagonal elements [5]. Not all the phases of these soft SUSY breaking parameters are
physical and lead to the violation of C'P parity. The physical C P phases are restricted by experimental
observations, the most rigorous constraints originating from the measurements of the electron and neutron
electric dipole moments (edm). The present upper limits for these edms are d, < 4.3 x 10727 - cm [6] and
d, < 6.5 x 107%6¢ - cm [7], respectively. Also the edm of H;gg is quite accurately measured, the present
upper limit being d 5, < 9. X 10~%e - cm [8].

It has been deménstrated that the MSSM can be consistent with these constraints in some regions
of the parameter space when suitable cancellations between different contributions occur [9] or when C'P
violation effects are associated with the third generation of squarks only [10]. The mixing of neutral Higgs
bosons in the latter scenario is analyzed in [11, 12, 13, 14]. It is found that the C'P-violating phases and
large Yukawa couplings of the third generation fermions can lead to large mixings among the neutral Higgs
bosons as a consequence of radiative effects. These mixings can drastically change the couplings between
the neutral Higgs bosons and quarks and between the neutral Higgs bosons and gauge bosons, as well as
the self-couplings of the Higgs fields. One consequence of this is that the experimental lower bound on the
lightest neutral Higgs mass is relaxed to 60 GeV, while the predicted upper limit for the lightest Higgs
boson mass remains about 135 GeV.

If the new physics scale is much higher than the EW scale, one would have at the EW scale a great
number of higher-dimensional operators O; (dim(O;) > 4) induced by the beyond-the-SM physics [15, 16,
17, 18]. The resulting effective Lagrangian is of the general form
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Here Ly is the SM Lagrangian, C; are Wilson coefficients, and p,, the energy scale of new physics.
The Wilson coefficients are in general dependent on the new energy scale, but in addition to this all the
higher-dimensional operators in £_,, have a common suppression factor 1 / ,u%v p-

In this paper we shall study anomalous couplings (to use the terminology of [19, 20]), i.e. the couplings
not present in the SM Lagrangian Ly, between the lightest neutral Higgs scalar (h) and the top quark
induced by the new physics of MSSM. We assume that the other Higgs bosons, as well as all supersymmetric
particles, are much heavier than the lightest neutral Higgs particle, so that the corresponding fields can be
integrated out. A well known fact is that the masses of the other two neutral Higgs bosons are approximately
equal to that of the charged Higgs boson (H ™) under the condition m 4+ > my,, and hence one can consider
the lighter Higgs doublet as the SM Higgs field and integrate out the heavier Higgs doublet.

Our presentation is organized as follows. In Section II, the notations adopted in this work are intro-
duced. In Section IIT we shall describe the method of obtaining the Wilson coefficients by integrating out
the heavy degrees of freedom in the full theory. The numerical analysis of the constraints on the parameter
space from the present experiments, especially by the Ry, data, is given in Section I'V. Section V summarizes



our results. Some lengthy formulae, such as the expressions for the Wilson coefficients and the loop integral
functions, are collected in Appendices.

2 Preliminaries

The most general gauge invariant superpotential, which retains all the conservation laws of the SM, is
given by

W = pey BB+ eh? HEELRY 4 coh QLD + e FE QLD @)

Here ﬁu, H , are the two Higgs superfield doublets, QI and L! are the doublets of quark and lepton
superfields, and U! , D! and R! are the singlet superfields of u- and d-type quarks and charged leptons,
respectively (I=1, 2, 3 is generation index, 7,7 = 1,2 are SU(2) indices). Yukawa coupling constants are
denoted by h,, h; ,. The breaking of supersymmetry happens through the so-called soft terms, which are
in the most general case given by
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Here A% (a =1, 2, -+ 8), Xy (i = 1, 2, 3) and Ap denote the SU(3), SU(2) and U(1) gauginos,

respectively, and A{}JD , are coupling constants of the unit of mass.

Let us define scalar doublets ® and ® 5 as follows:

(o )-(z o)) "

where ﬁd = i0aH} and ¢, = cos 8 ,s, = sinf with tan 3 = v, /v,, the ratio of the VEVs of H,, H,.
With this definition ® is identified as the SM Higgs doublet, consisting of Goldstone bosons and a physical
neutral Higgs field. More explicitly, one can write the two Higgs doublets as

GT o+
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(o) ) o= (o) v
where G, G* denote the Goldstone bosons, HY and HY are the neutral Higgs fields, H* and A are the
physical charged Higgs and C'P-odd neutral Higgs bosons, respectively, and v = |/v? + Ug = 246 GeV.

At the electro-weak scale, the two physical C'P-even neutral Higgs fields are obtained through the mixing
between the fields HY and HY. The masses of the physical Higgs bosons are given by
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In the limit m?{ > m?N the two doublets ® and ® g decouple, the former remaining light and the latter

being associated with a large mass mf{ = miu /s 5Cs-
In the following, we will use the four-component spinor representation for fermions. From the two-

component Wyel spinors Q/JQI, l/JUI, l/JDI, Yy, and l/JHd, we form the following four-component Dirac

fermions:
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with 1/~1Hd = (iaz)de. Similarly, for the SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1) gauginos A%, Xy, Ap can we define the
following four-component Majorana spinors:
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Diagonalizing the soft mass terms is done with help of the sfermion mixing matrices Z, ,, , defined as
T2 _ a2
Z oMy, Z,=m 0
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Zlm; Z, =m; ,
2 P
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where the matrices rﬁé v p on the right-handed side are diagonal.

Finally, we will benefit in our calculations from the following rearrangement identities of the SU(2)
group indices:
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3 The Higgs-top anomalous couplings

In this section we shall discuss the anomalous couplings of the top quark and Higgs bosons. Considering
the suppression of the new physics energy scale, we just keep operators up to dimension-six in the effective
Lagrangian Eq. (1). The top-Higgs anomalous couplings of interest can be classified into three types: the
anomalous couplings involving a left-handed quark, the right-handed top quark and Higgs boson (O, ),
the couplings between the Higgs boson and a left-handed quark (O, ), and the couplings between the Higgs
boson and the right-handed top quark (O,,). After the EW symmetry breaking, these operators produce



not only corrections to the effective couplings Wtb, Xtt, Xbb (X =+, Z, H), but also induce anomalous
couplings such as yHtt, ZHtt. All those effects may be detectable at the Next Linear Collider (NLC) and

at the Tevatron.

In the following subsections we will give the explicit expressions for the contributions of supersymmetric
particles and the heavy Higgs boson doublet to the effective operators mentioned above by deriving the
relevant Wilson coefficients. We will give our results in terms of the following loop integral functions:
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The explicit expressions of these are given in Ref. [21].

3.1 The anomalous couplings O, ,

This class of operators includes the C' P-even operators
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where the covariant derivative D, is given by D, = 0
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For the C'P-even operator O, 4, and for the corresponding C'P-odd operator O, 44, nonzero contribu-
tions to the Wilson coefficients originate from the Feynman diagrams shown in Fig. 1, and they are given
by
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where z,, = mff / /‘?vp' In the full theory, the Feynman diagrams that induce the anomalous couplings
O,p015 O,ya6 should also include diagrams involving virtual SM fields. However, these diagrams have no
contribution to the Wilson coefficients after matching the effective Lagrangian Eq. (1) with the Lagrangian
of the full theory (MSSM) (see below for more details).

For the C'P-even anomalous operators O, ,. (i = 2, 3, 4, 5) and the C'P-odd anomalous operators
O, 0: (1 =17, 8,9, 10), the derivation of the Wilson coefficients leads to relatively tedious calculations.
In Fig. 2 we show the Feynman diagrams, which induce nontrival contributions to the Wilson coefficients
after matching the amplitude of the effective theory with that of the MSSM. In these diagrams, the black
blobs represent the self-energy diagrams of ,q, , t,t,, and ®'® (&) (Fig. 4).

The matching procedure, to which we refer above, is extensively applied in the derivation of the effective
Lagrangian in the hadron physics, especially in the application of the effective Lagrangian to the rare B
decay [22]. The main idea of this procedure is the following. We derive the amplitude corresponding to the
relevant Feynman diagrams both in the full theory and in the effective theory. In both derivations we only
keep the momenta p; of external particles to the second order. Through a comparison of the amplitudes
of the full theory and the effective theory we then obtain the Wilson coefficients of interest.

For a demonstration, let us consider the first diagram of Fig. 2. In the full theory we can write the
amplitude corresponding to this diagram as
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Here A = - — 7, +In4r denotes the ultraviolet divergence (D = 4 — 2¢ is the time-space dimension in the

dlmenswnal regularization scheme), p, . is the scale of new physics, and p and g denote the four-momenta
of the external particles ¢, and ®, respectively. In the full theory the light fields and the heavy fields
co-exist in the Lagrangian. When the heavy degrees of freedom are integrated out and the light fields are
treated as massless, infrared divergences are encountered. They are regulated by the parameter m,.

The amplitude of the corresponding Feynman diagram in the effective theory, presented in Fig. 3, is
given by

hih,hl ) (A—§+1n“N:)(qL<I>)q2tR. (16)

i
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In the operators of the effective theory, only the light fields exist, and the Wilson coefficients do not
depend on their masses. As in the full theory, an infrared divergence emerges here, and it is also regularized
by the parameter m,. As expected, the infrared divergence appearing in the effective theory is the same
as that appearing in the full-theory. By matching the amplitudes Eq. (16) and Eq. (15), one gets rid of
the infrared divergence. After this matching step, we can present the amplitude in its final form:
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The first term in the parenthesis of Eq. (17) contributes to the renormalization of the Yukawa cou-
plings h,;, and it is irrelevant to our present discussion, taking into account the approximation level we
work on. For those diagrams where the inner lines are supersymmetry particles, the Wilson coefficients
of the anomalous couplings can be directly read from the amplitudes, because we integrate out all the
supersymmetry fields in the effective theory.

Now we will turn to show how to obtain the contributions of the self-energy diagrams to the anoma-
lous couplings. As mentioned above, there are three possible self—energy diagrams that contribute to the
coefficients indirectly, namely the self-energy corrections to the ¢, q,, t,t, , and Higgs doublet currents.
For a fermion, the renormalized fields are defined by

1
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where 1, j are generation indices, f0 > fO R re the left- and right-handed bare fields, respectively, f, ., fr,
are the corresponding renormalized ﬁelds and Z, , are the wave function renormalization constants. Ig-
noring the fermion masses, we can write down the counter terms for the fermions in Eq. (18) as follows:
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where p denotes the external momentum of the fermion. In the full theory, we express the bare self-energy
of the fermions as

£L0 = [62.3. + AL+ ijﬂgb ,
R0 = |5, + A% + Blp?|p (20)

where the first term ¢,; represents the Born approximation part and ALR - BLE griginate from raditive
corrections. From Eq. (19) and Eq. (20) one finds the following form for the renormalized self-energies:

SE= 15, + 5 (62T +02, ;) + AL + BLp?)p,
Rlo,+5 (62T +0Z,,,) + A%+ BEp?p. (21)

The explicit expressions of the renormalization constant 7, , depend upon the renormalization scheme,
i.e., the renormalization conditions. Instead of the often-used renormalization schemes, i.e. the minimal



subtraction scheme (M S) or the modified minimal subtraction scheme (M S), we adopt here the physical
renormalization conditions
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The first two conditions mean that the renormalized fields satisfy the equations of motion of free particles
(for massless fermions this is a trivial constraint), and the last two conditions set the residue of the
propagators at the pole equal to unity. In fact, this scheme is just the on-shell renormalization scheme
often used when calculating radiative corrections to electroweak processes [23]. Of course, for high energy
processes we can ignore the fermion mass in our approximation. Using the condition Eq. (22), we achieve
the renormalized fermion self-energies:
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"R _ pR, 2
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We can attribute those terms to the contributions of the high dimension operators ¢, (ilD)qu, th (z’lD)gt R
After the matching of the full and effective theories, there is no contribution to the operators of our
interesting given in Eq. (12) and Eq. (13) from the fermion self-energy diagrams.

For the Higgs sector, the bare self-energies are given as
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where p denotes the momentum of the external particle. In Eq. (24), D, E, F are standard integral
functions that appear in radiative corrections. For the renormalization of the Higgs boson wave function
and mass, we request the renormalized boson self-energy to satisfy the conditions
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It is easy to find the renormalized Higgs field self-energies which meet the conditions of Eq. (25):
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The function Fj, is attributed to the contribution of the high dimensional operator ®f (DMD“)2<I>. After
the matching procedure, this piece will not contribute to the operators in (12) and (13) which we are
interested in. In fact, after the matching the only nonvanishing contributions from the self-energy diagrams
to these operators originate from the integral function F. PR because we integrate the heavy Higgs doublet
out in the effective theory.

After these preparations, we can now derive the Wilson coefficients of the operators O, ., (i =
2, 3, 4, 5)and O, ,, (i =7, 8 9, 10). For clarity, we present their lengthy expressions in Appendix
A.

3.2 The anomalous couplings O,

This class of anomalous couplings includes the effective operators
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where the operators O,,,, O,,, have even CP-parity and O,,, has odd C'P-parity. In Fig. 5, we present
those Feynman diagrams, which induce nontrivial contributions to the Wilson coefficients when matching
the amplitude obtained in the effective theory with that in the full theory (MSSM). The ensuing Wilson
coefficients are collected in Appendix B.

In the full theory, we also include the 1PI diagrams depicted in Fig. 6, where the gray blobs represent
the corresponding diagrams of Fig. 2. However, the contributions from these diagrams disappear as a
result of the matching of the effective theory and full theory amplitudes. In order to demonstrate this,
let us consider an example. From the subsection 3.1 , we find that the contributions of the subdiagram
(framed by the dashed lines) in Fig. 7(a) induce the following term to the effective Lagrangian:
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and z, = |u*/p? Ty, = mil/,ufvp and z, = |m;|*/p2 , (i =1, 2, 3). The definition of the coupling
constants A, and functions Q;(x,y, z) can be found in Appendix D.
In the effective theory, the amplitude of Fig. 7(b) is written as
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where p1, ¢1, g2 denote the four-momenta of the initial right-handed top quark and the Higgs bosons,
respectively. In the full theory, the corresponding amplitude obtains the form
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where ¢, and ¢; (i=1,2,3) denote the C'P-phases of the parameter y and m;, respectively. As already
mentioned before, the first term of Eq. (31) is related to the Yukawa coupling renormalization in the full
theory and it does not affect our computation. While matching Eq. (31) with Eq. (30), we find that the
diagram does not contribute to the Wilson coefficients of the operators O,,. A similar conclusion is true
also for the other 1PI diagrams in Fig. 6.

3.3 The anomalous couplings O,

This class of anomalous couplings includes the effective operators
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(32)

where the last two operators are C P-odd and the others are C'P-even. The Feynman diagrams, which
induce nontrivial contributions to the Wilson coefficients, are presented in Fig. 8. We collect the expressions
for the Wilson coefficients of the corresponding operators in Appendix C.

4 Experimental bounds on the Wilson coefficients

At present, the most rigorous constraint on the Wilson coefficients considered in this work comes from
the decay Z — bb. For an on-shell Z, one can write the general effective vertex Zbb as [19]
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[V}JZ’YM - AbZ VY5 +

I = —
Sy Cw 2m,

4 SbZ(pb - pg)} ) (33)

where s, = sinf,, c¢,, = cosf,,, and p,, p, are the momenta of the outgoing quark and antiquark,
respectively. For the operators listed in Eqs. (12), (13), (27) and (32), SZ = 0. The vector and axial-
vector couplings can be written as

Vi =V ovi?
AZ = AP v 5AF (34)

where VZ’O, AZY represent the SM couplings and 6V;%, §AZ are the new physics contributions. Ignoring
b b b b

the bottom quark mass, the lowest order theoretical prediction on the observable Ry at the Z pole is given

as

T(Z — bb V2OsVZ + ATO5 A7
Rb:FZ( — ) :REM{1+2 TN 5’(1—R§M)}. (35)
(Z — hadrons) (Vb) +(Ab7)

11



With the Born approximation, we can obtain modifications to the couplings VbZ ,AbZ induced by the
new physics operators O ;, and O, ,,. Provided that there is no accidental cancellation between these

contributions, the corrections are given by [20]

28, M, U
SV = 0Af = =2 [C + O] (36)
NP

where v denotes the VEV of the SM Higgs field doublet and m,, is the W-boson mass. From Eq. (35),
we have

mer g (V) + (47°)

SVZ = 6AF = 37
b b (1 _ RbSM)RbSM 2(‘/}7270 + AbZ,O) ( )

The SM prediction on R}, and the most recent experimental value are, respectively, given by [24]:
RPM = 0.21572 + 0.00015, R;™ = 0.21664 + 0.00065 . (38)

If we attribute the difference of these two values to the new physics effects, we get a bound for the new
physics corrections on the R,. At the 1o tolerance we obtain:

0.00012 < AR, < 0.00172 . (39)

Correspondingly, the bound for the Wilson coefficients is

2
—4 (%
3.1 x10 < qu—cqq)(1+2)
NP

<4.5x1073 (40)

with C ;5 = C ey +Cq,. Using the same method, we can also analyze the forward-backward asymmetry,
All’; g of the decay Z — bb. However, our theoretical result indicates that the present experiment data on
this quantity set a weaker bound on the Wilson coefficients than Rj.

The other Wilson coefficients of the operators appearing in the Lagrangian are not constrained by R; on
the Born approximation level. With higher-order approximations, those operators contribute to the gauge
boson self-energies, and thus we can get for them only a rather loose bound with a significant uncertainty.

We can also have loose bounds from the argument of partial wave unitarity [25]:

167 /1
|th<1>1| < 3—\/5(%) ) |Ct<1>1| < 87”/3’
—6.4 < thm <104. (41)

At present, there are no strong experimental constraints on the C'P-odd couplings involving the top quark.

It is well known that the MSSM contains in its general form unfortunately many 'new’ free parameters
in addition to the SM parameters. In order to simplify our discussion, we take the following assumption
to restrict the MSSM parameter space:

e All possible C'P phases are taken to be zero or w. A direct consequence of this choice is that there
are no C'P-odd operators in the effective Lagrangian Eq. (1)

e All Yukawa couplings and the soft breaking parameters are flavor conserving, i.e., the mixing matrices
Zo=2,=2,=1

12



Under these assumptions, the parameters relevant to our discussion are the gauge coupling constants
g1, 92, 93, the higgsino and gaugino masses u, mi, ms, ms, the Yukawa couplings of the third gen-
eration quarks and the corresponding soft breaking parameters h; = hf’}?’, hy = hf;?’, A = A?}?’, Ay =
A33 and the square masses of the heavy Higgs boson doublet and the third generation squarks

mg m2 , m? , m? (I =3). In our numerical analysis, we will disregard the loose bounds from partial

H’ ’ U’ D
wave unQi{carity Ion theI Wilson coefficients C, 4,, C\4;, C, 4, due to the large uncertainties mentioned above.

Without losing generality, we assume mg = my = mp, A; = Ay, m1 = mo = mg in our numerical
computations. Setting p,, = 1000 GeV, m, = 500 GeV, m; = mg = mg = 500 GeV, A; = 4, =
100 GeV, we obtain constraints set by Eq. (40) on the soft breaking parameters. In Fig. 9, we plot the
values of m, = m, = m,, versus the parameter y with (a) tan 8 = 2, and (b) tan 8 = 40, where the
gray regions are allowed by the condition for U2Cq e(142) / u?vp set by Eq. (40). From this plot we observe
that the restriction set on the parameter space with tan 8 = 40 is more rigorous than that with tan 5 = 2.
As tan 8 = 2, the contribution from the supersymmetric box diagrams varies from negative to positive
gradually, then tends to zero after its maximum as m, = m;, = m, increase from 200 GeV. When
mg, =m, =m, > 1.3 TeV, the contribution is definitely less than 10~*. Beside those box diagrams, C,,
also receives a contribution from the heavy Higgs doublet. Under our choice about the parameter space, the
Higgs contribution to the Wilson coefficient U2qu)1 /,uiP is proportional to {1/‘5&112 06— (mb/mt)4tan2 B}.
Taking the bottom quark mass m, = 4.5 GeV and top mass m, = 174 GeV, this contribution is about
5 x 107* for tan3 = 2. As tanf increasing, the contribution of the heavy Higgs doublet is strongly
suppressed and less than 10~7 for tan 3 = 40. The fact can help us understanding why very massive
supersymmetry particles are allowed by the experimental bound for tan 5 = 2 (Fig. 9(a)), whereas the
most part of the parameter space is excluded by the bound except a narrow band at the neighborhood of
w =0 for tan 5 = 40 (Fig. 9(b)).

In the figures discussed above, we have considered the 1o tolerance for the experimental data. Since
the central value of the experimentally measured Ry is only about one standard deviation away from
the SM prediction, this sets a lower bound on the C ;. , which is positive and very close to zero as
shown in Eq.(40). Certainly, very massive supersymmetry particles are excluded by this condition in the
large tan 8 case. In fact, considering the practical situation of the experiments, we may relax the lower
bound on the C, ez 1O —9 X 1075, while the upper bound remains unchanged (this is just only slightly
beyond the standard deviation). In Fig. 10 we plot m, = m;, = m, versus u by using the constraint
—5x107° < U2Cq<1>(1+2) /,uirp < 4.5 x 1073, One can see that the allowed parameter region is drastically
enlarged in comparison with the case of the strict 1o tolerance for the large tan .

Now, we discuss the operators O, , corrections to R, in the MSSM. Taking p = m; = 500 GeV (i =
1, 2, 3), we plot AR, versus squark masses mg = m,, = my, with tan 8 = 2, 40 in Fig. 11. The gray
band is the experimentally allowed region at the 1o tolerance. When the scalar quark mass is less than
700 GeV, the supersymmetric box diagrams determine the leading contribution and results in a negative
AR,, the corresponding parameter space is excluded by Eq. (39). As the parameters m, = m, = m,
increase, the supersymmetric contribution turns to be positive, then tends to zero after the maximum.
With tan 8 = 2, the correction of the heavy Higgs doublet to the AR, is about 2.3 x 1074, and plays
the leading role when m, = m, = m, > 1.3 TeV. For tan § = 40, the total corrections from the Higgs
and supersymmetric sectors to R, do not satisfy Eq. (39), because the contribution of the heavy Higgs
doublet is strongly suppressed. For —p = m; = 500 GeV (i = 1, 2, 3), the plot is similar to Fig. 11
and not shown in the context. Taking m; = 500 GeV (i = 1, 2, 3), m, = m;, = m, = 500, 1000 GeV,
and tan 3 = 2, 40, we present AR, versus the parameter p in Fig. 12. For m, = m;, = m, = 500 GeV
(dot- and dot-dashed-lines), the corresponding parameter space is excluded by the condition Eq. (39) due
to the negative supersymmetry contribution. With m, = m, = m, = 1 TeV and tan 8 = 2 (solid-line),

AR, satisfies the condition Eq. (39) when > —700 GeV. As for the case m, = m, =m, =1 TeV and

13



tan 8 = 40 (dashed-line), the new physics correction to AR, is excluded by the 1o tolerance experimental
bound except the region neighboring ;1 = 0 GeV. Finally, we investigate the new physics prediction on
AR, with the assumption m, = m, = m, = |u|. Choosing m; = 500 GeV (i = 1, 2, 3), tan 3 = 2, 40,
we plot AR, versus the parameter m, = m;, = m, = |p| in Fig. 13. For the case tanf = 40, the
correction to AR, exceeds the lo tolerance experimental bound. As tanf = 2 and p > 800 GeV, the
new physics prediction on AR, satisfies this bound because of the relatively large contribution from the
heavy Higgs. In those analyses the experimental bound with 1o standard deviation are adopted. After we
relax the condition (Eq. 39) slightly, the more massive supersymmetry particles are also permitted by the
corresponding experimental bound.

Since the experimental data constrain the coefficients C g, , strongly, the operators O g, , have only
negligible effects on the measurements at the proposed future colliders [19]. Other operators will produce
the observable effects in the next generation colliders. In the associated production of the Higgs boson
and top quark pair ete™ — tt h, the C' P-even operators will affect the energy and angular distributions of
the final state particles [20]. Through the measurements of various distributions, such as do/dE,, do/dE,
and do/dcosf, (E,, E, denote the outgoing energy of the top quark and Higgs boson respectively, 6, is
the angle of three-momentum of the outgoing Higgs boson with respect to the electron beam direction),
we can obtain useful information about the operators. The constraints on the C'P-odd operators can be
obtained through measuring various C'P violation observables in this process. In the process eTe™ — tt,
we can analyze the effects of the operators on various polarized top-quark production cross sections. On
the other hand, more strict constraints on the supersymmetry parameter space will be set by more precise
measurements on the widths of Z — bb and the top quark decays. All of these will provide valuable
information for the search of supersymmetry particles on the future colliders.

It should be stressed that the above numerical analysis is performed under special assumptions about the
MSSM parameter space. For example, we assume that all the parameters are real and flavor-conserving, the
universal soft parameters are: m, = m, = m,, A; = Ay, m1 = mz = m3. In a practical phenomenology
analysis, those priori conditions should be dismissed. Nevertheless, it is quite obvious that the experimental
data on Ry set significant bounds on the parameter space even in a more general case than that we have
considered here.

5 The Summary

We have considered in this work the anomalous couplings between top quark and Higgs boson induced
by the MSSM when the heavy Higgs doublet and all supersymmetry fields are integrated out. An essential
assumption made here is that there is only one neutral Higgs boson with the electroweak mass, the other
Higgs particles are much heavier. We have derived the Wilson coefficients of the relevant higher dimensional
operators in the ensuing effective theory. We have also studied numerically the constraints set by the
experimental results for R, = I'(Z — bb) /T(Z — hadrons) on the parameters of the MSSM.
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A The Wilson coefficients for the operators O, ,. (i =2, ---,5, 7, ---, 10)
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Just as in the appendix A, the sum with the generation indices I, J, K is implied.

C The Wilson coefficients for operators O, (i =1, --- 6)

The Wilson coeflicients for those operators are written as
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Bt 5+ (T 0 6+ )Pl )

+Z_ZQ Z'2567'1'2 (hT ZT) (ZUh ) [nHzC2112(xu’xi7$U )+ 82‘02212 (l‘ﬂ,l‘“$UI)}

_':212( 1>i2596177 (hTDZL)?&I(ZDh ) {nHzC;12($u7$i’xD1)

2
+Cﬂ6212(xﬂ,x“x } 2567-(2 Z x 1Ly Ly QJ)
q=U,D

g% V,2
_1287'('2 ;DFqJJUS(x .Z'z,qu, QJ)?

— 2301 1 D 1
0@5 N 230471‘2 [ ( Z F Cll? xi’$QJ) +4893C112( Ly, Q ) + 36 ;DAQ 116112 a7’ I»“':U‘ZJ )}
= q
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i c 3 21
+ 115272 ;D '212 Xq,IJK [FZ 9i D1211 (mi,le 1Ly, xQK)
q=U, =1,

21 i b 1
+4893D,,,, (xB’xQI’xq‘]’xQK )} + 3972 Z Xq,IJKD1211 (xﬂ’qu’xQJ’qu)
q=U,D

4
. 91 B 231 1130
_1—28877251“29 ZL Cm(xﬂ,xl,a:

_ﬁ ZU:D Zéﬂg?é’ﬁi (niz!), (2.h,),00 @202,
q=U,D1=1,

QI)

2
- 91 L-Tgy B[P o0
+Z2567T2 Z (—=1)2 ZYq {Fq’IJUg)(:Ew:EQJ,:EqI,:El)—2F D (xu,xl,:nql,a:@])}

¢, 1J 1111
q=U,
. 395 1_p4 [ B2 F 0
_Z1287T2 Z (—1)2 Z{Fq,”Ug,(xu,xQJ,:EqI,xQ) —2qu”271111(mu,xQ,:EqI,:EQJ)} ,
q=U,
AB .
_ ~1 27301 241
Cq<1>6 - 2302;_2( Z (_1)2 g; FZ Cllz(xQI7xiaxQJ) +48936112($QI,1’3,1’QJ))
i=1,2
i 118 P2 2 9¢ 1
s > (DT[N () FRRX,, DL (57,7, T, )
11527 o=U.D P

4
92 ¢B =3I 21130
58022 Zg; C(z,, x,x

2 ¢ 1 J
—48g3 X D (x37$Q1’$qJ’$QK)]+2167T Q 1

¢, IJK 1211

or)

2 2
. 919
—zizgjzyg[él(fgl—l—{i)l)o (z,,2,,2,,2

3847‘(2 1111 QI)

_((Cz - 3,23) L1y Sin(‘p2 - 901) - 2[651 - 552])U4(xwx17x27xg21 )}

1 |
s X (—1)27 7% Z(_1)zgi25§i(hTUzj])y(ZUhU)BCQU(;gw;gi,%[)

¢=U,D i=1,2
g% BBl F 0
_Z2567T2 Z }/q |:Fq,IJU5(:BH’xQJ’:EqI’x1) - 2Fq,]JD1111 (xu7xl7$ql7xQ(]):|
g% E,2 F 0
! 12872 Z {Fq,IJU5(xH’ Lo T ,) = 2Fq,IJD1111 (xu’ Los Ty T, )} :

D The coupling constants and loop functions

The loop functions are defined as
2
PH($7y) = —B?Ys(ﬂj‘,y) + 3811,4($7y) - 5812'5($,y) ;

Ql(x7y7z) = Cfgg(x7y7z) +yc?31(x7y7z) +ZC?13(‘T7y7Z) Y

21

(44)



Qa(w,y,2) = Cl,, (w,y,2) +yCl,, (x,y, 2) + 2C},, (2,9, 2) ,

Q3(2,y,2) = C}, (2,4, 2) + 2Cy, (2., 2) + 2C, (2., 2)

Qu(w,y,2) = C2,, (2,y, 2) + 2Cy,, (2,y,2) + 2C}, (2,y, 2)

Qs(2,y,2) = Cop, (w,y,2) + 2C2, (2,y,2) — 4C},, (2,y,2) ,

Qs(2,y,2) = C}, (2,y,2) + 2C1,, (2,9, 2) + 2C0,, (2,9, 2) ,

Qr(w,y,2) = C},, (x,y,2) +2C}, (2,y,2) ,

Qs(x,y,2) = 461121(x,y, z) — 2C1231 (x,y,2) — C1222 (x,y,2) + y(2C1131 (x,y,2) + Cll22 (z,y, z))

Qg(x7y7 ) Cglu(x7y7 )+61112($ yvz)
QlO(xaya ) 62212('% Y,z )+2C§11(‘T Y,z ) 462111(‘T7y72)

Ui(z,y,z,w) = 2D1211(a;,y,z,w) +D11121 (x,y,z,w) ,

Us(x,y, z,w) = 1111(:17 Y, 2, W) — D12211(:17 Y, Z, W) —Dfm(x,y, zZ,w) — D12112(:17,y,z,w)
Us(z,y,z,w) = Dlm(az Y, Z,w) —l—Dlm(x Y, 2, W) +D1112(az,y,z,w)

Ug(z,y, z,w) = 1211(3: Yy zZ,w) — Dllm(x,y,z,w)

Us(x,y,z,w) = 1121(:17 Y, z,w) + sz (z,y,2,w) (45)

The coupling constants are
En = VT, ((CB — s7)Re(hy, )33 cos(py + ;) — Im(hy, )35 sin(p, + %‘)) ,(i=1, 2),
& = VT, (Im(hy )ss(c] — 57) cos(p + @) + Rel(hy Jss sin(p, + @) . (i=1,2)

652 = S5C3/ T T COS(‘PM + (Pi) ) (Z =1, 2) y

552‘ = 55C, /T, T sin(py + i), (i=1, 2),
77?1 = qu + 28 Ca/ LT, COS(C}DM + 902) ) (Z =1, 2) 5
nfn = i‘xu + 28 Ca\/ T, T, COS(‘:D,LL + QDZ) ) (Z =1, 2) )

7751- =, +4s,¢,/T, T, cos(pp + i), (=1, 2),
Ryi 13 137 . .
Ay, =V (Re 237 (2] ] ) 7] cos(pu + i) — Tm |23 (21 )| sin(p, + (Pi))  (i=1, or2)
137 . 13 ‘
= m(Re {Zgl (Zghg) } sin(p, + i) + Im [Zgl (Zghg) } cos (¢, + cpz)) , (i=1, or2)

A% = ez (24 (b ), (b)) 21

1J Q Q\"8
AP =1Im|2} (2] (2 (bl h, )  +5) (h;hD)zQ)”ngs} 7
AL, R 20)21) . K, ~tm((0 27 20)
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|
A2, =mm[(z,h,)" (z,0,0) 2])" (2,0,)"
AV = nge[(zDhD)Tgl (ZDhDhLZ;)” (ZDhD)J?’] ,
AD = szlm[(ZDhD)Tgl (2,h,h}, ZL)U(ZDhD)J?’] :
ry = \/:E_<Re Ex (ZUAUZQ)T”zﬂ cos i — Tm |23 (ZUAUZQ)WZJﬂ sin ) (i=1, or 3)
= \/:E_<Re Esd (ZUAUZQ) 20 sing, +Im[2% (2,4, 2,) " 28] cos i), (=1, or3)

+Im | (hf ZT) (ZDADZQ)I (Zghg)‘]?’} cos gou> :
r,,, =Re[(h,2,), (ZUAUZQ)T 273 ey /T, cos gy + 5,/ cos o1 |
+Im|(h, 2,), (2,A,2, )Uz[{?’][ TSIy — 8/ sin g,
M = v {Re|(w 2,), (2,4, 2,), 20 cos o+ T (1, 2,), (2,4, 2,), 20 s .
Ty, =Im|(h, )3I(ZUAUZQ) 2 |eav/Trcos  + 5,/ cos |
—Re|(h, Z,), (ZUAUZQ) 2P [eavmrsing, — 5, /Esing)
. :cﬁ\/zn_{lm{(hUZ ) (ZUAUZQ)UZ[{?’] cos o — Re|(h, Z,, ) (ZUAUZQ)T z)?] singou},
T, =Re|(hf21) (2,A,2,) 2Z1]s,(c, /&, cospu+ s,y cos o)
~Im|(bf 21) (2,A,2,), Z1%]s,(c, vasing, —s,Esing) (i =1, 2),
I, =Re[(hl2]), (2,A,2,), 215, (covmsing, — s, /& sing:)

—|—Im[(hLZT) (ZUAUZQ) ng?,}sﬁ(cﬂ\/@cos(pu+sﬂ\/:n_icos<pi) (=1, 2),
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31 (Z‘IAUZQ)IJZJJB} o8 (p“} ’

[
Dar
FZ =s.c a:u{ e[(hTZT) (Z AQZQ)UZEJJ?’} sin ¢,
)
FD’;U = —Re{(hLZL)gI (ZDADZQ)UZ;;J?’} cy (sm/@cos Pu + Cy\/T; COS 4,0,-)
+Im[(h};Z£)3I ZDADZQ IJZ;;JB]CB (sﬁ\/ﬁsin P — C44/T; 80 4,0,-) ,

FD:;J = —Re{(hLZ};)gI(ZDADZQ)UZEJB} (SBMSin Pp — C44/T,; Sin 4,0,-)
[

—Im (hEZZ_))?J (ZDADZQ)UZEJJ?’}% (sﬁ\/ﬁcos P+ C44/T, COS cpi) ,

X =52 Re(2(2,A,2,)1 (2,4, 2,) K 2K5)

X =s2Im(2P(Z,A, 2,1 (2,A,2,) K25

X = XqRe((hUzQ)3I(ZquzQ)T”(ZquZ )JK(Z;hL)?’I) L (q=U, D; x, =52, xp =),
x5 = Xqu((hUZQ)3f(quqZQ)T”(ZquZQ)JK(zghj})31) L (q=U, D; x, =%, xp =),
X', . =xRe|2Z (ZquZQ)jJ (2,A,2,) 21 (a=U, D xy =2, xp = 2)

X', = x,Im[23 (ZquZQ)L 2,A,2,) 29 (a=U. Di xy =52 xp =€) |

X =xRe|(niz)) (2,4,2,) (2,4,2,) (21h,) ].(0=0UD:x, =5 v, =)

X7 = x,Im|(hf 2

q,ITK
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Figure 1: The Feynman diagrams inducing nontrivial contributions to the Wilson coefficients of the oper-
ators O, ,, and O

q®1 tqP6
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Figure 2: The Feynman diagrams inducing nontrivial contribution to the Wilson coeflicients of the operators
O,p0: (i=2, ---, 5, 7 ---,10) in the full theory.
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Figure 3: The Feynman diagram corresponds to the first diagram of Fig. 2 in the effective theory.
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Figure 4: The Higgs self-energy diagrams which induce nonzero contributions to the Wilson coefficients of
operators Eq. (12) and Eq. (13).
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Figure 5: The Feynman diagrams which induce nontrivial contributions to the Wilson coefficients of the
operators O,,, (1 =1, 2, 3).
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L

Figure 6: The one-particle-irreducible (1PI) Feynman diagrams which are related to the Wilson coefficients
of the operators O,,. (i = 1, 2, 3) in the full theory, the gray bulbs represent the diagrams of Fig. 2.

tPi

31



Figure 7: The 1PI Feynman diagrams related to the Wilson coefficients of the operators O,,, (i =1, 2, 3)

in (a) the full theory, (b) the effective theory.
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Figure 9: The constraint from the anomalous coupling O

set by the Ry experimental data with 1o

q®1,2

tolerance,on the soft breaking parameters m, = m;, = m,, versus the y parameter in the superpotential

with m; = mg = mg = 500 GeV, A; =

Ap =100 GeV, m,, =500 GeV and (a) tan 5 = 2; (b) tan 8 = 40.
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Figure 10: Relaxing the lower bound to —5x 1075 and keeping the upper bound unchanged as in Eq.(40), the
constraint from the anomalous coupling O, , on the soft breaking parameters m, =m;, = m,, versus the

1 parameter in the superpotential with m; = mg = mg = 500 GeV, A; = A, = 100 GeV, m,, = 500 GeV
and (a) tan 8 = 2; (b) tan 8 = 40.
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Figure 11: Taking g = m; = 500 GeV (i =1, 2, 3), A; = Ap = 100 GeV, m, = 500 GeV, AR, versus

squark masses m, = m,, = m, with tan = 2 (solid line) or tan § = 40 (dashed line).
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Figure 12: AR, versus the parameter p with m; = 500 GeV (i = 1, 2, 3), A = A, = 100 GeV, m,, =
500 GeV, and (a) solid-line: m, = m;, = m, = 1 TeV, tanf = 2, (b) dashed-line: m, = m, =

my, = 1 TeV, tan 3 = 40, (c) dot-line: m, = m;, = m, = 500 GeV, tan3 = 2, (d) dot-dashed-line:
mg, =m, =m, =500 GeV, tan S = 40.
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Figure 13: Under the assumption m, = m, = m, = |p|, AR, versus the parameter p. The other
parameters are taken as m; = 500 GeV (i =1, 2, 3), A; = A, = 100 GeV, m, = 500 GeV and tan = 2
(solid-line) tan 8 = 40 (dashed-line).
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