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A bstract

W e analyze scenarios in which som e avour ofsneutrino is the next-to-lightest supersym -

m etricparticle(NLSP),assum ing thatthegravitino isthelightestsupersym m etric particle

(LSP) and provides the cold dark m atter. Such scenarios do not arise in the constrained

supersym m etric extension ofthe Standard M odel(CM SSM ) with universalgaugino and

scalar m asses input at the GUT scale. However,m odels with non-universalHiggs m asses

(NUHM )do allow scenarioswith a sneutrino NLSP,which are quite generic. W e illustrate

how such scenarios m ay arise,analyze the possible m etastable sneutrino lifetim e,and ex-

plorethetheoretical,phenom enological,experim entaland cosm ologicalconstraintson such

scenarios.W ealso discussthecollidersignaturesofsuch scenarios,how they m ay bedistin-

guished from neutralino LSP scenarios,and how di�erentavoursofsneutrino NLSP m ay

bedistinguished.
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1 Introduction

In the fram ework ofsupersym m etry with conserved R parity,the lightest supersym m etric

particle(LSP)can have neitherelectrom agnetic norstrong interactions:otherwiseitwould

havebound toconventionalm atterand been detected in searchesforanom alousheavy nuclei

[1].W ithin them inim alsupersym m etricextension oftheStandard M odel(M SSM ),weakly-

interactingcandidatesfortheLSP arethelightestsneutrino ~�,thelightestneutralino�,and

thegravitino ~G.The(left-‘handed’)sneutrino LSP hypothesisisexcluded by a com bination

of neutrino counting at LEP and direct dark m atter searches [2]. Accordingly, general

attention is focused on the neutralino (NDM ) [3]and gravitino dark m atter (GDM )[4,5]

possibilities,and in thispaperweassum ethelatter.

The nextquestion isthe possible natureofthenext-to-lightestsupersym m etric particle

(NLSP)in a GDM m odel. Two naturalpossibilitiesare the othercandidatesforthe LSP,

nam ely the sneutrino and the neutralino,butthe NLSP could equally wellbe charged and

even coloured. Indeed,the lighter stau slepton is a naturalcandidate for the NLSP [6]

within the constrained M SSM (CM SSM ) with gravity-m ediated supersym m etry breaking,

in which the soft supersym m etry-breaking scalar m asses m 0,trilinear param eters A 0 and

gaugino m asses m 1=2 are each assum ed to be universalat a GUT input scale [7,8]. The

lighterstau isalso a naturalpossibility within m inim alsupergravity (m SUGRA),in which

the gravitino m assis�xed:m ~G = m 0,and there isan additionalrelation between trilinear

and bilinearsoftsupersym m etry-breaking param eters[9].Anotherpossibility fortheNLSP

within a scenario with non-universalHiggsm asses(NUHM )[10{14]isthelighterstop [15].

In thispaperwestudy theotherpossibility fortheNLSP within theNUHM with gravity-

m ediated supersym m etry breaking,nam ely the lightestsneutrino,assum ing thatthe grav-

itino provides the cold dark m atter 1. Like other NLSP candidates in gravity-m ediated

scenarios,the sneutrino NLSP within the NUHM is expected to be very long-lived. The

dom inantdecaysofthe otherNUHM NLSP candidatesproduce particleswith copiousin-

teractionssuch ascharged particlesand photons,which are subjectto strong cosm ological

lim its[17].These lim itsarestrong enough to exclude e�ectively alloftheparam eterspace

wherethelightestneutralino istheNLSP [18]2.However,thedom inantdecay m odeofthe

sneutrinois~� ! ~G�,and thecosm ologicallim itson neutrinoinjection arem uch weakerthan

those on theinjection ofphotonsand charged particles[19,20].Therefore thecosm ological

lim itson NUHM ~� NLSP scenariosarerelatively weak,leavingconsiderablescopeforasneu-

1The possibility ofa sneutrino NLSP has also been studied within gaugino-m ediated m odels ofsuper-

sym m etry breaking [16].
2Ifthe gravitino m assism uch lighterthan theneutralino m ass,these lim itsm ightstillbe satis�ed.
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trino NLSP.On theotherhand,thesneutrino m ustappearattheend ofthedecay chain of

every M SSM sparticleproduced ata collider,and theparticlesproduced in supersym m etric

decay cascades provide distinctive experim entalsignatures for a sneutrino NLSP [21]. In

particular,the charged leptons produced in association with a ~� NLSP provide tools for

diagnosing itsavour.

The structure ofthis paperis as follows. In Section 2 we discuss sneutrino properties

within the NUHM ,including itsm assand lifetim e. In Section 3 we discussthe relic abun-

dance ofsneutrinos after freeze-out from a prim ordialplasm a in therm alequilibrium . In

Section 4 weanalyzetheNUHM param eterspaceand identify regionswheretheNLSP m ay

beeitherthe ~�e;� orthe ~��.In Section 5 wediscussthecosm ologicalconstraintson ~� NLSP

scenarios,and show that they are not severe. In Section 6 we discuss som e signatures of

m etastablesneutrinosin di�erentNUHM scenarios,in particularthosewith di�erentlepton

avoursaccom panying the ~� NLSP.Ourconclusionsaresum m arized in Section 7.Calcula-

tionsofthethree-body decay ~� ! ~G� aredescribed in an Appendix.

2 Sneutrino N LSP Properties

W e assum e that the GUT scale is the e�ective input scale at which the soft m asses are

speci�ed,presum ably via som egravity-m ediated m echanism ,and m aketheNUHM assum p-

tionsthatthegaugino m assesareuniversal,asarethesquark and slepton m asses,whereas

thesoftsupersym m etry-breaking contributionstotheHiggsscalarm assesarenon-universal.

W ethen calculatethephysicalsupersym m etric m assparam etersata low energy scalefrom

the running given by the renorm alization-group equations (RGEs). W e assum e that the

right-handed neutrino superm ultiplets,being singlets,getvery largeM ajorana m asses,and

thereforedecouplefrom thelow-energy e�ectivetheory 3.Thesneutrino NLSP discussed in

thispaperisessentially thescalarpartnerofsom eleft-handed neutrino.Theavourofthe

~� NLSP is,however,m odel-dependent,aswediscussbelow.

3However,ifthe decoupling energy scale issigni�cantly below the G UT scale,the low-energy spectrum

m ay be a�ected [22]through the RG Es.Thise�ectisneglected here.
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2.1 Sneutrino M ass

In orderto calculate the sneutrino m ass,we �rstlook atthe RGEsofthe slepton sector 4

[23{25]:

dm 2

eLL

dt
=

1

8�2
(� 3g2

2
M

2

2
� g

2

1
M

2

1
� 2S);

dm 2

eeR

dt
=

1

8�2
(� 4g21M

2

1 + 4S);

dm 2

eL3L

dt
=

1

8�2
(� 3g22M

2

2 � g
2

1M
2

1 + h
2

�(m
2

eL3L

+ m
2

e�R
+ m

2

1 + A
2

�)� 2S);

dm 2

e�R

dt
=

1

8�2
(� 4g21M

2

1 + 2h2�(m
2

eL3L

+ m
2

e�R
+ m

2

1 + A
2

�)+ 4S); (1)

where

S �
g21

4
(m 2

2
� m

2

1
+ 2(m 2

eQ L

� m
2

eLL

� 2m2euR
+ m

2

edR
+ m

2

eeR
)

+ (m 2

eQ 3L

� m
2

eL3L

� 2m2etR
+ m

2

ebR
+ m

2

e�R
)): (2)

The S term vanishesand doesnotcontribute in m odelswith universalsoftm assessuch as

theCM SSM .However,fornon-universalm odels,S can befarfrom zero and itscontribution

to theRGEscan besigni�cant.W hen S = 0,and assum ing universalsoftbreaking m asses

forthe L and R sleptonsatthe GUT scale,the R slepton islighterthan the L slepton at

theweak scale.However,sinceS contributesin oppositewaysforL and R sleptons,ifS is

largeand negative,eLL could belighterthan
eLR .Furtherm ore,thereareadditionalD -term s,

m
2

~eL
= m

2

eLL

� cos(2�)m2Z

�
1

2
� sin2�W

�

;

m
2

~�L
= m

2

eLL

+ cos(2�)1
2
m

2

Z; (3)

thatsplitthe sneutrino and charged-slepton m asses. Since cos(2�)< 0 fortan� > 1,the

sneutrino islighterthan itscharged-slepton partner.

Com paring the�rsttwo generationsand thethird generation,weseethatthetau sneu-

trino could be lighterthan the electron and m uon sneutrinosbecause ofthe Yukawa term s

in theRGEs.However,thisisnotalwaysthecase,duetothefactthatm 2
1
could benegative

and large,and we display exam pleslaterwhere the ~� NLSP haselectron orm uon avour.

The lighter stau m ass is also suppressed by o�-diagonalterm s in the m ass m atrix. Thus,

depending on the m odelparam eters,eitherthe tau sneutrino orthe lighterstau m ightbe

lighter.

4Although wewrite the one-loop RG Esforsim plicity,ourcalculationsinclude two-loop contributions.
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Therefore,a sneutrino could bethe NLSP ifS islargeand negative 5.W e see from (2)

thatS isnegativewhen m 2
2
� m2

1
< 0 6,which isnotpossiblein theCM SSM ,forwhich S = 0

by assum ption.W enow study how thism ay occurin theNUHM m odel,using thefreedom

that the Higgs soft supersym m etry-breaking m asses at the GUT scale are not necessarily

equalto m 0,theuniversalscalarm assforsleptonsand squarks.

Theelectroweak sym m etry breaking conditionsm ay bewritten in theform :

m
2

A(Q)= m
2

1(Q)+ m
2

2(Q)+ 2�2(Q)+ � A(Q) (4)

and

�
2 =

m 2
1 � m22tan

2� + 1

2
m 2

�Z (1� tan2�)+ � (1)
�

tan2� � 1+ �
(2)
�

; (5)

where � A and � (1;2)
� areloop corrections[23,24,26]and m 1;2 � m1;2(m �Z)

7.Thevaluesof

theNUHM param etersatQ arerelated to theirvaluesatm �Z through theknown radiative

corrections[23,25,27]c1;c2 and c�:

m
2

1
(Q) = m

2

1
+ c1;

m
2

2
(Q) = m

2

2
+ c2;

�
2(Q) = �

2 + c� : (6)

Solving form 2
1
and m 2

2
,onehas

m
2

1
(1+ tan2�) = m

2

A(Q)tan
2
� � �

2(tan2� + 1� �(2)� )� (c1 + c2 + 2c�)tan
2
�

� �A (Q)tan
2
� �

1

2
m

2

�Z (1� tan2�)� �(1)� (7)

and

m
2

2
(1+ tan2�) = m

2

A(Q)� �
2(tan2� + 1+ � (2)

� )� (c1 + c2 + 2c�)

� �A(Q)+
1

2
m

2

�Z (1� tan2�)+ � (1)

� : (8)

Thecorrection � (2)
� ispositiveand generally ofO (0:1).From herewecan seethatthereare

two possiblewaystogetnegativeS via negativem 2
2� m21:the�rstisby using very large�

2,

and the second isby using very large m 2
A. Ifm

2
A isrelatively sm allwhile �2 isvery large,

5O necould also obtain a lightsneutrino within a supersym m etricSU(5)G UT with di�erentsoftm asses

forthe10 and �5 m ultiplets[20].Anotheralternativeiswithin a gaugino-m ediated supersym m etry breaking

m odel,in which the Higgsm assesareagain di�erentfrom the othersferm ion m asses[16].
6Assum ing that these are the dom inantterm s in S,which is the case for the NUHM that we consider

here.
7O urconvention issuch thatH 1;2 � H d;u,and tan� � v2=v1.
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theHiggsm asses-squared m 2
H 1;2

� m21;2+ �2 m ay benegativeattheGUT scale,which could

lead to a vacuum stability problem [28].

A weak-scalescalarm ass-squared with m 2(M G U T)< 0 generally producesa vev oforder

theweak scalethatdisappearsastheRGEsarerun down to theweak scale.Such negative

m asses-squared arenotdangerous.Itm ay happen,however,thatan instability occursalong

som e F� and D � atdirection. In this case,a negative m ass-squared m ay be large and

stillpresentata renorm alization scale,Q � v [29].M odelsin which the Universe becom es

trapped in such non-Standard M odelvacua areclearly excluded 8.Thispossibility hasbeen

studied in theNUHM along theH 1 � H2 and H 2 � L atdirectionsoftheM SSM [31].W e

delineatebelow regionsin theparam eterplanewherethesevacua m ay beproblem atic.

2.2 Sneutrino Lifetim e

In theGDM scenario used here,thesneutrino NLSP would eventually decay into thegrav-

itino,and thedom inantdecay channelisthetwo-body decay

e� ! eG + � ; (9)

with thedecay rate

�2b =
1

48�

m 5
~�

M 2
Pl
m 2

eG

 

1�
m 2

eG

m 2
~�

! 4

; (10)

where m eG
is the gravitino m ass and M Pl is the Planck m ass: M Pl = 1=

p
8�GN ’ 2:4�

1018 GeV.

W eplotin Fig.1 thesneutrino lifetim e,�~� ’ 1=�2b,asa function ofthegravitino m ass

form ~� = 10;100;500,and 1000 GeV respectively. Note thatwe plotthe lifetim e only for

�m � m ~� � meG � 1 GeV.Clearly,a sm allerm assgap would yield an even longerlifetim e.

W eseethatthesneutrino lifetim ecould belessthan 1 second only when m ~� islarge,orthe

gravitino m assis(m uch)lessthan 1 GeV.On theotherhand,ifthem assgap issm all,the

sneutrino lifetim e can be very long,potentially even longer than the age ofthe Universe,

which is O (1017) s. However,there are cosm ologicaland astrophysicalconstraints on the

possibility ofa sneutrino with lifetim elongerthan theageoftheUniverseatrecom bination

thatwediscussin m oredetaillater.

8W hetherthisoccursornotdependson the speci�c cosm ologicalhistory during ination [30,31].
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Figure 1: The sneutrino NLSP lifetim e as a function of m eG
for m ~� = 10;100;500 and

1000 GeV (top to bottom ).

3 C osm ologicalSneutrino D ensity

Assum ing therm alequilibrium in the early Universe,one can calculate the sneutrino relic

density afterdecouplingbutbeforeitsdecay intothegravitino.Thisisdoneby theusualuse

oftheBoltzm ann equation and calculation ofthesneutrino annihilation and coannihilation

crosssections.Thecalculationsareidenticaltothoserequired tocalculatetherelicsneutrino

density ifitistheLSP.

Thepossiblesneutrino-pairannihilation two-body �nalstatesarethefollowing [12]:

InitialState FinalStates

~�i~�
�

i f �f;W + W � ;ZZ;hZ;hA;H Z;H A;hh;hH ;H H ;AA;AZ;H +H � ;W + H � ;H + W �

~�i~�i �i�i
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Ifthesoftm assesforthesferm ionsareuniversalasassum ed here,theelectron sneutrino

isalwaysdegeneratewith them uon sneutrino,and thetau-sneutrino m assm ightbenearby.

In theNUHM casethatweconsiderhere,therecould alsobeothersparticlesthatarealm ost

degenerate with the sneutrinos,such asthe lightest neutralino and chargino,and charged

sleptons. W e listbelow the corresponding coannihilation processesand theirpossible �nal

states:

� Coannihilation with othersneutrino avours:

InitialState FinalStates

~�i~�
�

j �i��j;‘i�‘j

~�i~�j �i�j

� Coannihilation with charged sleptons:

InitialState FinalStates

~‘i~�
�

i f �f0;hH � ;H H �;AH � ;hW � ;H W � ;ZW � ;W � ;W � A

~‘i~�
�

j ‘i��j
~‘i~�j ‘i�j;�i‘j

In the�rstlineabove,thecoannihilation isbetween a sneutrino and a charged slepton

ofthesam egeneration,whereasin thesecond and third linesthey arenotnecessarily

from thesam egeneration.

� Coannihilation with thelightestneutralino:

InitialState FinalStates

�~� �Z;�h;�H ;�A;‘� W + ;‘� H +

and sim ilarly for e��.

� Coannihilation with thelighterchargino:

InitialState FinalStates

�� ~� ‘;‘Z;‘h;‘H ;‘A;�W�;�H �

�+ ~� �W + ;�H +
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and sim ilarly for e��.

In our scenario, the sneutrino NLSP eventually decays into the gravitino before the

currentepoch. Consequently,the gravitino relic density isrelated to the sneutrino density

beforeitsdecay by


 ~G
h
2 =

m eG

m ~�


 ~�h
2 + 
T

~G
h
2
; (11)

where
T
~G
isthecontribution to thegravitino density from therm alproduction afterreheat-

ing,which issensitive to the unknown reheating tem perature TR . W e do notdiscuss this

contribution here. The only constraintwe im pose isthatthe contribution to the gravitino

relicdensity arisingfrom sneutrinodecaydoesnotexceed thevaluesuggested byW M AP [32]

and otherobservations:


D M h
2 = 0:1099� 0:0062: (12)

Hence, we require that the �rst term on the right-hand side of (11) should not exceed

� 0:1223 (the 2-� upper lim it). Because ofthe scaling by the m ass ratio meG =m ~�,even

a large sneutrino density after decoupling could stillbe com patible with the dark m atter

constraintifm eG
� m ~�.

In thiscase,wem ustcheck whethergravitinosarenon-relativisticatthetim estructure

form ation begins,roughly at ts ’ 5� 1011 s,in which case they act in the sam e way as

conventionalcold dark m atter. Ifm 3=2 � m ~�, E 3=2=m 3=2 ’ m ~�=2m 3=2 and E 3=2 scales

subsequently as(�~�=t)
1=2,where �~� isthe sneutrino lifetim e.W e can use Fig.1 to estim ate

whether or notgravitinos willbehave as cold dark m atter. Forexam ple,at the left-m ost

pointofthelowestcurve,gravitinosareproduced relativistically with E 3=2=m 3=2 � 1000,but

the decay occursso early thatthey becom e non-relativistic wellbeforestructure form ation

begins.The sam e isalso true forthe two m iddle curvesin Fig.1.Only forthe leftpartof

thetopm ostcurve(when m ~� = 10 GeV)istherea potentialproblem .However,in thiscase

thesneutrino relicdensity isgenerally already sm allin them odelconsidered here.

4 N U H M Param eter Space

In theCM SSM ,thevaluesofm A and � aredeterm ined bytheelectroweak vacuum conditions

forany given inputvaluesofm 1=2;m 0;A 0 and tan�.However,theconstraintson m A and �

arerelaxed in theNUHM ,with thevaluesofthese param etersbeing related to the degrees

ofnon-universality assum ed forthe Higgssoftm assesm 2
1
and m 2

2
. A generaldiscussion of

the param eter space ofthe NUHM was given in [11{14],which we use here as a starting

pointforourdiscussion.RegionsoftheNUHM param eterspacein which a sneutrino isthe

8



lightestspartnerofany Standard M odelparticlewereidenti�ed in [12],seeforexam ple the

dark blue shaded regionsin Figs.2,3,4,6,8 and 9 ofthatpaper. There,itwasassum ed

thatthe LSP isthe lightestneutralino �,with the gravitino assum ed to be heavy,so that

these light-sneutrino regions were disallowed. However,in this paper we assum e that the

gravitino isthe LSP,so the viability ofthese light-sneutrino regionsm ustbe re-evaluated.

W efocusourdiscussion here on (�;m A)planesofthe typesshown in Figs.4 and 6 of[12],

wherethelight-sneutrino region m ovesto lowerj�jasm A increases.

In general,keeping som e sneutrino species light favours sm allvalues ofm 1=2 and m 0.

However,there is an im portant lower lim it on m 1=2,in particular,due to the LEP lower

bound on the m assofthe lightest M SSM Higgsboson. A sneutrino NLSP region m ay be

found by choosing a m oderate value ofm 1=2 = 500 GeV while keeping m 0 relatively sm all,

e.g.,m 0 = 100 GeV.The resulting m asses ofthe sparticles are shown in Fig.2 assum ing

tan� = 10 and A0 = 0,forvariousvaluesofm A = 200;1000;1500 and 2000 GeV,in panels

(a),(b),(c),and (d),respectively 9.

Asnoted earlier,in regionsoftheNUHM param eterplane(particularly when � and m A

are large),the m asses-squared ofthe Higgsand left-sleptonshave a tendency to run down

to negativevaluesattheGUT scale.Thisallowsforthepossibility thatlargescalevevsbe

excited along the H 1 � H2 orH 2 � L atdirections.Oneexpectsthatthese atdirections

are lifted by som e e�ective operator at or above the GUT scale. The vev along the at

direction issensitivetothefundam entalscaleassociated with thisoperatorand clearlygrows

as that scale is increased above the GUT scale. The reliability ofthis high-scale vacuum

depends also on the one-loop corrections to the scalar potential. This sensitivity can be

characterized by theratioofthetree-levelvev totherenorm alization scale,Q 0,atwhich the

vev disappears(i.e.,the m asses-squared go positive). Here we adoptthe m ostconservative

setofassum ptions,nam ely thattheatdirectionsarelifted attheGUT scaleand thatthe

vev m ustbeoforderQ 0 (� = 1 in thenotation of[31]).Thispreservesthelargestvolum eof

the NUHM param eterspace. Ofcourse the GUT constraintitselfiscosm ology-dependent,

and m ay notbeim portantiftheUniversestartsoutin theweak scalevacuum afterination.

Form oredetailson thisconstraintsee[31].

In the case ofsm allm A = 200 GeV,shown in panel(a)ofFig.2,we see thatthe GUT

stability constraint(represented by a coupleofverticalblack dotted lines)allowsonly sm all

j�j<� 1:1TeV,farfrom thesneutrino NLSP region which appearswhen j�j>� 2800GeV.W e

alsoseethattheb! s constraint(solid green line)allowsonly�>� 1600GeV and theHiggs

m assconstraint(dashed red)allowsonly � >� � 1000 GeV forthissm allvalueofmA.Note

9W e use m t = 172:6 G eV forouranalysis[33].

9



-3000 -2000 -1000 0 1000 2000 3000
0

100

200

300

400

500

mA = 200

m
as

se
s 

(G
eV

)

µ (GeV)

tan β = 10 ,  m1/2 = 500 ,  m0 = 100 , A0 = 0

χ1

χ2, χ
±

τ1
∼

τ2
∼

νe
∼

ντ
∼

eR
∼

eL
∼

-3000 -2000 -1000 0 1000 2000 3000
0

100

200

300

400

500

mA = 1000

m
as

se
s 

(G
eV

)

µ (GeV)

tan β = 10 ,  m1/2 = 500 ,  m0 = 100 , A0 = 0

χ1

χ2, χ
±

τ1
∼

τ2
∼

νe
∼

ντ
∼

eR
∼

eL
∼

-3000 -2000 -1000 0 1000 2000 3000
0

100

200

300

400

500

mA = 1500

m
as

se
s 

(G
eV

)

µ (GeV)

tan β = 10 ,  m1/2 = 500 ,  m0 = 100 , A0 = 0

χ1

χ2, χ
±

τ1
∼

τ2
∼

νe
∼

ντ
∼

eR
∼

eL
∼

-3000 -2000 -1000 0 1000 2000 3000
0

100

200

300

400

500

mA = 2000

m
as

se
s 

(G
eV

)

µ (GeV)

tan β = 10 ,  m1/2 = 500 ,  m0 = 100 , A0 = 0

χ1

χ2, χ
±

τ1
∼

τ2
∼

νe
∼

ντ
∼

eR
∼

eL
∼

Figure2:Sparticlem assesasfunctionsof� fortan� = 10,m 1=2 = 500GeV,m 0 = 100GeV,

A 0 = 0,m t = 172:6 GeV,m b(m b)
M S = 4:25 GeV,and m A = (a)200 GeV,(b) 1000 GeV,

(c)1500 GeV and (d)2000 GeV,respectively.In panels(c)and (d),the sparticle linesare

truncated atlargerj�jwheresom esneutrino becom estachyonic.Constraintsarerepresented

by verticallines:blackdotted forthe GUT constraint(largerj�jisexcluded);red dot-dashed

shows the Higgs m ass contour at m h = 114:4 GeV, while the constraint using the LEP

likelihood function convolved with theoreticaluncertaintiesin theHiggsm ass(com puted here

using FeynHiggs [34]) is shown by the red dashed line;the (g � 2)� constraint(described

in the text) is shown by the lightblue long dashed lines; and solid green for the b ! s

constraint(sm aller� isexcluded).
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thata Higgsm assof114.4 GeV isfound around � ’ � 300 GeV (dot-dashed verticalline)

forthisvalueofm A ,butcurrenttheoreticaland experim entaluncertaintiesonly providefor

theweakerbound shown by thedashed line.Theanom alousm agneticm om entofthem uon,

(g� 2)�,isreconciled with experim entatthe 95% CL for� >
� 1300 GeV,asshown by the

light blue long-dashed line 10. Therefore,we do not have an allowed region in panel(a),

assum ing theGUT constraintholds.Forlargerm A ,theseconstraintsbecom em orerelaxed,

and an allowed sneutrino NLSP region em erges.

Form A = 1000 GeV,shown in panel(b)ofFig.2,the GUT stability constraintallows

j�j<� 1:5 TeV,the b! s constraintallows� >� 0,and the Higgsconstraintisessentially

unim portant,asaHiggsm assgreaterthan 114.4GeV occursat� >� � 700GeV.The(g� 2)�

constraintissatis�ed in two regions:0< � < 250 GeV and � >� 1900 GeV.W hiletheGUT

constraintisrelaxed,the sneutrino LSP region stillrequires2:4 TeV <
� j�j,where we have

degenerate ~�e;� NLSPs. W e notethataround � = 2:5 TeV severalothersparticlesareonly

slightly heavierthan the ~�e;�,including thelightestneutralino �,the ~eL and ~�L,thelighter

~� and the ~��. Thus,allthese sparticles m ustbe included in coannihilation calculationsof

the ~�e;� abundance.Forlarger�,only ~eL and ~�L m assesstay closeto theNLSP m ass,while

theothersgetlargerm assgaps.

W hen m A isincreased to 1500 GeV,asshown in panel(c)ofFig.2,theGUT constraint

rem ainsatj�j<� 1:5 TeV,very close to the region when the sneutrino isthe NLSP,which

extends from � ’ 1:6 TeV to ’ 2:5 TeV.The lightest sparticles are again the ~�e;�,with

the �;~eL;~�L;~�1 and ~�� again slightly heavier. In thiscase,a theoreticalupperlim iton j�j

arises when the ~�e;� becom e tachyonic 11. In this case,the Higgs constraint requires only

that� >
� � 1300 GeV,and (g� 2)� issatis�ed when 0 < � <

� 400 GeV or� >
� 1700 GeV.

Theconstraintfrom b! s isunim portantatthisvalueofm A.

Finally,in panel(d)ofFig.2wedisplay thesparticlem assesform A = 2000GeV.In this

case,the allowed sneutrino NLSP isthe ~��,for200 GeV <
� j�j<� 1:1 TeV.The � becom es

theNLSP forsm allerj�jin theHiggsino region,and upperlim itsareprovided by theLEP

lowerlim itsdiscussed above. Forthisvalue ofm A ,the di�erencesin m assbetween the ~��

and theheaviersparticlesarerelatively large.NeithertheHiggsm assnorb! s providea

constraint,while(g� 2)� requires0< � <� 600 GeV or� >� 1000 GeV with thelaterhasm ~�

lessthan theLEP lim it.

In these plots,we �nd that sneutrino NLSP has relic density oforder O (10� 3) which

10W e assum e thatthe deviation of(g� 2)�=2 from the standard m odelisbetween 10.7 to 44:3� 10� 10,

the 2 � rangeaccording to [35].
11Hereand in panel(d),wetruncatealltheothersparticlelinesatthisboundary ofthetachyonicregion.

Slightly m orestringentupperlim itson j�jcom efrom the lowerlim itson m ~� provided by LEP [36,37].
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is wellbelow the W M AP lim it. This m eans thatm ost ofthe gravitino dark m atterm ust

be produced by som e othersources,e.g.,by reheating. W e take coannihilation e�ectsinto

account for the relic density calculation. However, in contrast with the neutralino LSP

case,coannihilationsdo notalwaysreduce the �nalrelic density. Sneutrino coannihilation

with the lightest neutralino would indeed generally increase the relic density,while that

with charged sleptons m ightreduce it. In the form er(latter)case,the e�ective sneutrino

crosssection isaveraged with theweaker(stronger)annihilation crosssection ofneutralinos

(charged sleptons). The relatively sm allrelic density ofthe sneutrino com pared to thatof

theneutralinocan beattributed generically tothefactthatthesneutrinoisascalarparticle,

ratherthan a M ajorana ferm ion.In Fig.2(d),forexam ple,since them assgapswith other

sparticlesarerelativelylarge,thecoannihilation e�ectsarenotm axim al,buttherelicdensity

isstillsm all.

To geta m ore com prehensive view ofthe NUHM param eterspace,we display in Fig.3

som e contourplotsin selected (�;m A)planes. In panel(a),we choose tan� = 10,m 1=2 =

500 GeV,m 0 = 100 GeV and A 0 = 0.Thispanelthereforeincludesand extendsthespeci�c

exam plesshown in Fig.2. W e plotthe regionswhere the lighterstau,the rightselectron,

som e sneutrino orthe lightestneutralino isthe NLSP.Atlarge j�j,the electron-sneutrino

isthe NSLP and isshown by the regionsshaded dark blue. Atlarge m A and sm allerj�j,

the NLSP becom es the tau-sneutrino (shaded light blue). Above these regions,the white

area correspondsto an unphysicalregion whereoneorm oreofthesparticleshasa negative

m ass-squared atthe weak scale. Below these regions,in m ostofthe area,itisthe lightest

neutralino which isthe NLSP.Atlower m A and relatively sm allj�j,we see regionswhere

the lighter stau (shaded brick red),or the right selectron (shaded orange) is the NLSP.

At even sm aller j�jthe NLSP is a higgsino-like neutralino. The narrow turquoise shaded

region isthatin which 
N LSPh
2 iswithin two � oftheW M AP value.(Recallthat,with the

gravitino asthe LSP,thisisnotthe dark m atterrelic density.) Regionssurrounded by the

strip (which havehigher
N LSPh
2)m ightalso beperm itted ifm eG

� m N LSP,and regionsnot

surrounded by the strip (which have lower 
N LSPh
2) would certainly be perm itted by the

dark m atterconstraint.Asonecan seetheseregionstrack very closely thedegeneracy lines

between theneutralino and oneofthefoursparticleswheretherelicdensity iscontrolled by

coannihilationsorthefunnelregion where2m � ’ m A (Thecontour2m � = m A isshown by

thethin blueline.).

The Higgs m ass contour of114.4 GeV (red dot-dashed line) excludes � <
� � 700 GeV.

However, ifone uses a likelihood analysis for the Higgs m ass and allows for theoretical

uncertaintiesin the calculation ofm h,thisconstraintisrelaxed and m ostofthe displayed
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Figure 3: Som e (�;m A)planes in the NUHM for (a) tan� = 10,m 1=2 = 500 GeV,m 0 =

100 GeV,and A 0 = 0;(b)tan� = 10,m 1=2 = 500 GeV,m 0 = 100 GeV,and A 0 = 1000;(c)

tan� = 10,m 1=2 = 500 GeV,m 0 = 300 GeV,and A 0 = 0;(d)tan� = 40,m 1=2 = 500 GeV,

m 0 = 100 GeV,and A 0 = 0. In each case,we used m t = 172:6 GeV and m b(m b)
M S =

4:25 GeV.Contoursand shading are described in the text.
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regionisallowed,asshown byreddashedline.Theb! s constraint(shadedgreen)excludes

sm allm A and preferspositive �. However,thisconstraintisunim portantin thispanelat

large m A. The GUT constraintisrepresented by a black dotted line: itexcludeslarge j�j

and essentially alloftheelectron-sneutrino NLSP region forthissetofparam eters.Finally,

thelightpink shaded region bordered by a black solid linerepresentstheregion favored by

(g� 2)�. The verticaldashed black linescorrespond to the chargino m asscontoursof104

GeV and exclude very sm allvaluesofj�j.

In panel(b),we display a case with A 0 = 1000 GeV,with the otherparam eterschosen

to bethesam easin (a).W eseethatthestau NLSP region becom esbiggerand thereisno

longera right-selectron NLSP region.In thewhiteregion interiorto thestau NLSP region,

the stau hasgone tachyonic atthe weak scale,which isproblem atic. W e also see thatthe

b ! s constraint becom es stronger,especially for negative �. However,the qualitative

featuresofthesneutrino NLSP band atlargej�jand/orm A aresim ilar.Thisfeatureisalso

retained in panel(c),where the larger value m 0 = 300 GeV is chosen,and also in panel

(d),in which a largervaluetan� = 40 ischosen.In panel(c)(which now extendsto higher

valuesofm A),there isno longera charged NLSP.In panel(d),we see again a region with

a right selectron NLSP.The GUT constraint in this case constrains only the lower right

corneroftheplaneshown,and allowspartoftheelectron-sneutrino region.TheB s ! �+ ��

constraint(orangedashed line)excludesa region with sm allm A [38].

W econcludethatthepossibility ofa sneutrino NLSP isquitegenericin theNUHM ,and

certainly notm uch lessplausible than the lighterstau. Thisisin contrastto the CM SSM ,

whereastau NLSP isagenericfeatureatlargem 1=2 and sm allm 0,butthereisnopossibility

ofa sneutrino NLSP.

5 C osm ologicalC onstraints on a Sneutrino N LSP

Thecosm ologicalim pactofalong-lived sneutrino dependson itslifetim e 12.Ifthesneutrino

decays during orafterBig-Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN),itcould alter predictions forthe

light-elem entabundances.Ifthesneutrinodecaysaround orafterthetim eofrecom bination,

itcould distorttheblackbody spectrum oftheCM B.Ifthesneutrino decaysata very late

tim e,itse�ectm ightbe seen on the di�use neutrino and photon spectra. The production

ofrelativistic neutrinos by sneutrino decays could also change the equation ofstate and

thereforetheevolution history oftheUniverse [39].

Although the sneutrino isneutral,and itsdom inant two-body decay channelproduces

12See [19]and referencestherein.
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only a neutrino and the gravitino,which are also neutral,there could stillbe a signi�cant

e�ecton BBN ifthesneutrino decaysduring orround afterthetim eofBBN [19,20,40,41].

Ifthe m assgap issu�ciently large,the decay ofthe sneutrino produceshigh-energy,non-

therm alneutrinos. Through scattering processes with the background particles,such as

�i+ ��j;BG ! (e� ;�� ;�� ),�i+ ��i;BG ! �+ + �� and �i+ e
�

i;BG ! �0 + �� ,the energetic

neutrinostransfersom epartsoftheirenergiesto charged particles.The�nal-stateparticles

m ay then photodissociate or hadrodissociate the elem ents already produced by standard

BBN processes. In the case ofthe charged pion,it can alter the neutron-to-proton ratio

ifit occurs at the beginning ofBBN.There can also be energy transfer through elastic

scattering with electronsand positrons: �i+ e� ! �i+ e� ,and the high-energy e� m ight

then initiateelectrom agneticshowers.However,attheepoch ofinterest(when theirenergies

areO (1)M eV)theelectron and positron num berdensitiesarealready low.Thereforethese

processescan beneglected.

Subdom inantthree-and four-body sneutrino decay channelscan also beim portant,even

though their branching ratios are relatively sm all. This is because these decays produce

charged and/orstrongly-interactingparticlesdirectly.Thesee�ectshad been studied in [19],

whereitwasfound thatthee�ectsofthethree-and four-body decaysarenegligibleiftheir

collective branching ratio is less than about 10� 6. To estim ate this branching ratio,we

calculatethedecay rateforthefollowing process

e� ! eG + � + ; (13)

which occursthrough neutralinosexchange,with thephoton produced via thephotino con-

tentofthe neutralinos. Thisprovidesan estim ate ofthe totalm ulti-body decay rate that

should beaccurateto within an orderofm agnitude.Thedetailed calculation can befound

in theAppendix.

Togaugethepossibleim pactoftheBBN constraint,weexam inethetau sneutrinoNLSP

region in Fig.2(d),where the sneutrino m ass varies from the LEP lower lim it ofabout

40 GeV up to about100 GeV.W e �rstconsiderthe case m 1=2 = 500 GeV,m 0 = 100 GeV,

tan� = 10,A0 = 0 and m A = 2000 GeV shown in the top two panels ofFig.4. Panel

(a)shows the three-body-decay branching ratio forvariousvalues ofm eG
= 1;10;30 GeV,

corresponding to e� lifetim es>� 105 s.W e see thatthe branching ratio isalwaysvery sm all,

falling below 10� 6 throughoutthe range ofparam eterspace considered. Thisisconsistent

with the resultsof[20]which also �ndsa sm allhadronic fraction when the sneutrino m ass

is<� 100 GeV.Thus,according to the analysisof[19],the three-body e� decay istoo sm all

to a�ectsigni�cantly thesuccessfulresultsofBBN.
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Figure 4: Exploration ofthe BBN constraints on sam ple tau-sneutrino NLSP points with

� > 0: (top) m 1=2 = 500 GeV,m 0 = 100 GeV,tan� = 10,A0 = 0 and m A = 2000 GeV

[cf,Fig.2(d)]and (bottom ) m 1=2 = 500 GeV,m 0 = 100 GeV,tan� = 40,A0 = 0 and

m A = 1300 GeV [cf,Fig.3(d)].Panels(a,c)display the three-body-decay branching ratios,

and panels(b,d)the ~�(�;e)relic density.
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Although thehadronicbranching ratio isexpected to besm all,BBN neverthelesssetsa

lim iton thedensity ofsneutrinosatthetim eofdecay.Fora100GeV sneutrino,alllifetim es

aresafeso long asthequantity

Y~�M ~� = 
 ~�h
2
� (3:65� 10� 9 GeV) (14)

islessthan O (10� 11)GeV forB h = 10� 3 and lessthan O (10� 8)forB h = 10� 6 where Y~� is

the ratio ofthe num ber density ofsneutrinos to entropy,n~�=s. In panel(b)ofFig.4,we

display the sneutrino relic density following freeze-outbutpriorto decay asY~�M ~�. W e see

thatY~�M ~� isalwaysbelow about10� 11 GeV,with a large dip atm ~� � 45 GeV due to the

Z resonance in sneutrino-pairannihilation (with a sm allerdip atm ~� � 60 GeV due to the

h resonance). Thus,the sneutrino density is far below the range where BBN constraints

becom e im portant for the range ofthe three-body branching ratio shown in panel(a) of

Fig.4.

ThelowerpanelsofFig.4 display thethree-body branching ratio and Y~�M ~� foranother

case:m 1=2 = 500 GeV,m 0 = 100 GeV,tan� = 40,A0 = 0 and m A = 1300 GeV.W esee in

panel(c)thatthe three-body branching ratio issm allerthan 10� 6 forM ~� < 110 GeV,and

always< 3� 10� 5.Panel(d)showsthatY~�M ~� is,again,alwaysbelow about10� 11 GeV.In

thiscase,theprom inentdip dueto thelighth resonancein sneutrino-pairannihilation,and

the direct-channelZ resonance islessim portant. Thisdi�erence from the previouscase is

dueto thelargervalueoftan�.

These exam plesare indicative thatthe sneutrino LSP regionsin the NUHM param eter

spacearegenerally safefrom BBN constraints.W enextcheck otherpossibleconstraintson

decaying sneutrinos.

W hen the high-energy decay neutrinosare therm alized,theirenergy istransferred and

converted to radiation. Ifthe sneutrinos decay after about z = 107 (corresponding to a

lifetim eof1:8� 107 s),then thephotonsproduced m ightnothaveachancetotherm alize,and

could show up asdistortion ofthe CM B black-body radiation spectrum .These constraints

were also considered in [19]where it was found that for lifetim es between 107 and 1013s,

the upper lim it on Y~�M ~� is roughly 10� 9 (10� 7) GeV for B h = 10� 3(10� 6). Thus in the

param eterspaceweareinterested in,thistoo isnevera seriousconstraint.

W hen the sneutrino and gravitino m ass are nearly degenerate,the sneutrino lifetim e

m ightbevery long(>� 1013 sasseen in Fig.1).Ifthesneutrinoshavedecayed afterthetim e

ofrecom bination,they willproducea di�useneutrino and photon background.In principle,

thereisthen a very strong constraintfrom waterCerenkov detectorsplacing an upperlim it

on Y~�M ~� oforder 10� 12 � 10� 15 GeV [40]. However, these detectors lose sensitivity for
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neutrino energiesbelow about10GeV [42].Thusweagain donotexpectasevereconstraint

placed on theparam eterspaceofinterest.

6 Signatures ofM etastable Sneutrinos at C olliders

W e have seen in the previoussectionsthata sneutrino NLSP isa generic possibility in the

NUHM .Itwould bem etastable,sothatitsdecayswould notbeseen atcolliders,butthelate

decays ofrelic sneutrinos are notexcluded by the available cosm ologicalconstraints. The

m assofsuch a sneutrino NLSP m ightbe aslow asthe LEP lowerlim it[36,37].Asa non-

decaying neutralparticle,the sneutrino would have a m issing-energy signature atcolliders.

Distinguishingthesneutrinofrom otherpossibleoriginsofsuch eventswould requireasearch

fortheheavierstatesthatdecay into thesneutrino insidethedetector.

Coviand Kram l[21]have studied severalscenarios with a sneutrino NLSP assum ing

the following m asshierarchies. (a)m ~� > m � > m ~��: in thiscase,neutralino decaysinto a

neutrinoandsneutrinoareinvisible,andthesignaturesofsuch decaychainsresem blethosein

aconventionalneutralinoLSP scenario.However,ifm � > m ~��+ m �,theneutralinocan decay

into � ! � ~��f �f
0,wherethef �f0pairissoftifthem assgap issm all.(b)m � > m ~� > m ~��:in

thiscase,besidestheinvisible� + e� decay m ode,theneutralino can undergo cascadedecays

thatm ight be detectable,such as� + ~�. (c) m� > m ~eL > m ~� > m ~��: in this case,there

are additionaldecay channelswith neutralino decay into an electron and a selectron which

subsequently decays into leptons and a tau-sneutrino. Heavier sparticles m ight decay via

the lightestneutralino,butthey m ightalso decay directly into the e�,e.g.,via �2 ! � + e�,

orvia sleptons,e.g.,�2 ! � + ~�;~� ! e� + f + �f0.

W eseefrom Fig.2thatthereareseveralpossiblescenariosforthesparticlem assspectrum

in theNUHM ,which aredistinctfrom thestandard CM SSM spectrum aswenow enum erate.

1.m � > m ~eL > m ~�e > m ~� > m ~��:

Thisisthe m asshierarchy seen in panel(d)ofFig.2 forlargerm A. The neutralino

can decay into

� ! ~eL + e

~�e + �e

~�1 + �

~�� + �� (15)

18



which,forthe�rstm ode,would befollowed by

~eL ! ~�e + �f0+ f

~�1 + e+ �

~�1 + �e + ��

~�� + e+ ��

~�� + �e + �; (16)

thesecond m odeby

~�e ! ~�1 + �e + �

~�1 + e+ ��

~�� + �e + ��

~�� + e+ �; (17)

and thethird m odeby

~�1 ! ~�� + �f0+ f (18)

In thecaseofthetwo-body neutralino decay to stau and tau,thedecay rateis

�(� ! ~�1 + �) =

q

m 4
� + m 4

� + m 4
~� � 2(m2�m

2
~� + m 2

�m
2
� + m 2

�m
2
~�)

32�m 3
�

�
�

(jCRj
2 + jCLj

2)(m 2

� + m
2

� � m
2

~�)� 2(CLC
�

R + CRC
�

L)m �m �

�

; (19)

whereCL,CR aretheleftand rightcouplingsin theneutralino-tau-stau vertex.There

aresim ilarexpressionsarefortheothertwo-body decay m odes.

2.m � > m ~�� > m ~� > m ~eL > m ~�e:

Thishierarchy occursform oreinterm ediate valuesofm A when j�jislargeasseen in

panels(b)and (c)ofFig.2 13.Theneutralino 2-body decay m odeswould bethesam e

asin thepreviouscase,although with di�erentbranching ratios.However,thecascade

decaysarein generaldi�erent.In thiscase,wewould have

~�� ! ~�1 + �f0+ f

13The viability ofsuch m odelswould require som e action to conform with the G UT constraint,e.g.,by

constraining inationary cosm ology.
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~eL + e+ ��

~eL + �e + �

~�e + �e + ��

~�� + e+ � (20)

~� ! ~eL + e+ �

~eL + �e + ��

~�e + �e + �

~�e + e+ �� (21)

and

~eL ! ~�e + �f0+ f: (22)

3.For large tan�,e.g. tan� = 40 as shown in paneld ofFig.3,and large j�j,the

third-generation sleptons getlargerm asses through the Yukawa couplings. Thus we

have m � > m ~eL > m ~�e forthe lightestsparticles. In thiscase,the neutralino cascade

decaysbecom esim pler,

� ! ~eL + e

~�e + �e (23)

which,forthe�rstm ode,would befollowed by

~eL ! ~�e + �f0+ f; (24)

whilstthesecond m odeisinvisible.

4.There are also otherpossibilities fornarrowerregion ofparam eterspace,nearwhere

the m asses cross each other in Fig.2: (a) m ~�� > m ~� > m ~eL > m � > m ~�e; (b)

m ~�� > m ~� > m � > m ~eL > m ~�e;and (c)m ~�� > m � > m ~� > m ~eL > m ~�e.

W e extractfrom these exam ples a few generic features. Asin the cases ofm any other

scenariosbeyond the Standard M odel,particularly within the generalfram ework ofsuper-

sym m etry,them ostprom inentsignatureofasneutrinoNLSP scenarioislikely tobem issing

energy. However,there would in generalbe accom panying signaturesthatwould enable a

sneutrino NLSP scenario to be distinguished from otherpossibilities. Speci�cally,one ex-

pectsto seealso eventswith m issing energy accom panied by leptons.Theprecise natureof
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thissupplem entary signaturewould,however,depend on thenatureofthesneutrino:~��;~��

or~�e,and on thehierarchy ofheaviersparticlem asses.

In particular,therelativem ultiplicitiesofdi�erentcharged leptonswould depend on the

avourofthe invisible e�,and hence be a usefultoolforidentifying it. Concretely,in cases

wheretheparentsparticlehasno lepton avour,aswould norm ally bethecaseattheLHC,

each ~�� NLSP would beaccom panied by an unm atched � or��,and each ~�e;� NLSP would

be accom panied by an unm atched electron,� orcorresponding neutrino. In general,there

would beadditionallepton-antilepton pairswith m atched avours.

7 Sum m ary

W ehaveanalyzed in thispaperthepossibility ofa sneutrino NLSP in NUHM m odelswith

a gravitino LSP.Thispossibility doesnotexistin the CM SSM ,butisquite generic in the

NUHM ,aswe have illustrated with variousspeci�c exam ples.The sneutrino m ightwellbe

the~��,butthe~�� and ~�e arealsopossiblecandidatesfortheNLSP.A sneutrinoNLSP would

bem etastableand subjecttocosm ologicalconstraintson late-decayingparticles,butwehave

shown thatthesearenotdi�culttorespect.Therearevariousdi�erentpossiblescenariosfor

thespectrum ofsparticlesheavierthanthesneutrino,which would havedistinctivesignatures

atcolliders.In addition to eventswith m issing energy carried away by theinvisible e�,there

would alsobeeventswith accom panyingcharged leptons.Theavoursofsuch leptonswould

help identify theavourofthesneutrino NLSP.

Asparticlephysicsem barkson thestudy oftheTeV scalewith theLHC,m uch unknown

physics willsurely be revealed. Supersym m etry is occasionally regarded as a ‘known un-

known’in thesensethat,whereaswedo notknow whetheritexists,wethink weknow what

itwould look likeifitdoesexist.Thispaperrem indsusthatsupersym m etry should rather

beregarded asan ‘unknown unknown’,in thesense thatnotonly do we notknow whether

it exists,but we also do not know what it would look like. In the conventional‘known

unknown’scenario,the LSP is the lightest neutralino and supersym m etry would produce

m issing-energy events.Thelatterwould also bethesignatureofa scenario with a gravitino

LSP with a neutralino NLSP,at least in gravity-m ediated scenarios. However,once the

‘Pandora’sbox’ofa gravitino LSP hasbeen opened,m any otherNLSP candidatesy out.

In addition to therelatively fam iliarcaseofthelighterstau and them oreradicalcaseofthe

lighterstop,there are otherpossibilitiesincluding the sneutrino NLSP scenariosdiscussed

here. Allofthese scenarios have distinctive features,as illustrated here,so the LHC and

subsequent experim ents have good prospects fordetecting and distinguishing between the
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various‘unknown unknowns’.No ‘unknown unknown’stone should be leftunturned in the

search forsupersym m etry.
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A ppendix: Sneutrino T hree-B ody D ecay

W ecalculateheretheradiativesneutrino three-body decay

~�(P)! �(p)+ 
�(k)+ eG

�(PG ) (25)

thatm ay arisethrough the photino contentoftheneutralino,asillustrated in thediagram

below.

~�

�

�0i


eG

Theinvariantam plitudeforthisdecay is

M =
� iBiCi

4M Pl(q
2 � m2i)

�u(p)PR(=q+ m i)� [=k;�]	
�(PG )�

�(k); (26)

whereM Pl= 1=
p
8�GN isthePlanck m ass,m i� m�0

i
,

q� k+ PG (27)

and thedim ensionlesscouplingsare

B i � �
g2
p
2
(O 2i� tan�W O 1i) (28)

Ci � O1icos�W + O 2isin�W : (29)
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Ignoring theneutrino m ass,weget

jM j
2

=
8

3

k� PG

M 2
Pl

X

i;j

C �

jCiB
�

jB i

(q2 � m2i)(q
2 � m2j)

=

(
k� PG

m 2
G

h

2(PG � q)(p� q)+ (PG � p)(mim j � q
2)
i

+2(k� q)(p� q)+ (k� p)(mim j � q
2)
o

: (30)

UsetheDalitzparam etrization m 12 � p1 + p2,m 23 � p2 + p3 with p1 = PG ,p2 = k,p3 = p,

weget

PG � k = 1

2
(m 2

12
� m

2

G ) (31)

k� p = 1

2
m

2

23 (32)

PG � p = 1

2
(M 2

� m
2

12 � m
2

23) (33)

k� q = 1

2
(m 2

12
� m

2

G ) (34)

p� q = 1

2
(M 2

� m
2

12) (35)

PG � q = 1

2
(m 2

12
+ m

2

G ) (36)

and

q
2 = m

2

12
: (37)

Hereafter,weabbreviateournotation by de�ning M � m~� and m G � meG .

Theresulting partialdecay rateis[37]

d�=
1

(2�)3

1

32M 3
jM j

2
dm

2

12
dm

2

23
: (38)

Thiscan be integrated analytically using the following integration boundaries-form 2
23: 0

and (m 2
12
M 2 + m 2

12
m 2

G � m4
12
� M 2m 2

G )=m
2
12
,and form 2

12
:m 2

G to M 2.Theresultis

�=
1

768�3M 2
Pl
M 3

X

i;j

C �

jCiB
�

jB i

2
(Ia(i;j)+ Ib(i;j)+ Ic(i;j)+ Id(i;j)); (39)

where

Ia(i;j) �
m 2

i + m 2
j

m 2
G (m im j)

4

"
7X

a= 1

�a(i;j)

a
(M 2a

� m
2a
G )+ �0(i;j)ln

"
M 2

m 2
G

##

; (40)

Ib(i;j) �
1

m 2
G (m im j)

2

"
6X

a= 1

�a+ 1(i;j)

a
(M 2a

� m
2a
G )+ �1(i;j)ln

"
M 2

m 2
G

#

� �0(i;j)

 
1

M 2
�

1

m 2
G

! #

; (41)
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Ic(i;j) �
1

m 2
G m

4
i(m

2
i � m2j)

"
7X

a= 1

�a(i;j)

a

�

(M 2
� m

2

i)
a
� (m2G � m

2

i)
a
�

+�0(i;j)ln

"
M 2 � m2i

m 2
G � m2i

##

; (42)

and

Id(i;j)� Ic(j;i); (43)

where the auxiliary functions � and � are de�ned below. Note that there is no actual

singularity when i= j,becauseIc+ Id isoftheform
 
f(a;b)

a2
�
f(b;a)

b2

!
1

a� b
(44)

and in thiscase,with m i= m j,weget

Ic+ Id =
1

m 2
G m

2
i

"

� 2
u7

7
+ (� 13m2i � 2�6)

u6

6
+ (� 35m4i � 11m2i�6 � 2�5)

u5

5

+(� 49m6i � 24m4i�6 � 9m2i�5 � 2�4)
u4

4

+(� 35m8i � 25m6i�6 � 15m4i�5 � 7m2i�4 � 2�3)
u3

3

+(� 7m10i � 10m8i�6 � 10m6i�5 � 8m4i�4 � 5m2i�3 � 2�2)
u2

2

+(7m 12

i + 3m 10

i �6 � 2m6i�4 � 3m4i�3 � 3m2i�2 � 2�1)u

+(5m 14

i + 4m 12

i �6 + 3m 10

i �5 + 2m 8

i�4 + m
6

i�3 � m
2

i�1 � 2�0)lnu

� (m16i + m
14

i �6 + m
12

i �5 + m
10

i �4 + m
8

i�3 + m
6

i�2 + m
4

i�1 + m
2

i�0)
1

u

�M 2
� m 2

i

u= m 2

G
� m 2

i

:(45)

Theauxiliary functionsare

�0(i;j) � � 3mim jm
8

G M
4 (46)

�1(i;j) � mim j(8m
6

G M
4 + 6M 2

m
8

G )� 3m8G M
4 (47)

�2(i;j) � 8m6G M
4 + 6M 2

m
8

G � mim j(3m
8

G + 16M 2
m

6

G + 6M 4
m

4

G ) (48)

�3(i;j) � mim j(8m
6

G + 12M 2
m

4

G )� 3m8G � 16M 2
m

6

G � 6M 4
m

4

G (49)

�4(i;j) � mim j(M
4
� 6m4G )+ 8m 6

G + 12M 2
m

4

G (50)

�5(i;j) � M
4
� 6m4G � 2mim jM

2 (51)

�6(i;j) � mim j � 2M 2 (52)

�7(i;j) � 1; (53)
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and

�0(i;j) �

7X

a= 0

m
2a
i �a(i;j) (54)

�1(i;j) �

7X

a= 1

am
2(a� 1)

i �a(i;j) (55)

�2(i;j) � 21m10i + 15m 8

i�6 + 10m 6

i�5 + 6m 4

i�
4 + 3m 2

i�3 + �2 (56)

�3(i;j) � 35m8i + 20m 6

i�6 + 10m 4

i�5 + 4m 2

i�4 + �3 (57)

�4(i;j) � 35m6i + 15m 4

i�6 + 5m 2

i�5 + �4 (58)

�5(i;j) � 21m4i + 6m 2

i�6 + �5 (59)

�6(i;j) � 7m2i + �6 (60)

�7(i;j) � 1: (61)
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