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A bstract

W e analyze scenarios in which some avour of sneutrino is the next=to-lightest supersym -
m etric particle (NLSP ), assum ing that the gravitino is the lightest supersym m etric particle
(LSP) and provides the cold dark m atter. Such scenarios do not arise in the constrained
supersym m etric extension of the Standard M odel (CM SSM ) with universal gaugino and
scalar m asses nput at the GUT scale. However, m odels w ith non-universal H iggs m asses
(NUHM ) do allow scenarios w ith a sneutrino NLSP, which are quite generic. W e illustrate
how such scenarios m ay arise, analyze the possible m etastable sneutrino lifetin e, and ex—
plore the theoretical, phenom enological, experim ental and cosn ological constraints on such
scenarios. W e also discuss the collider signatures of such scenarios, how they m ay be distin-
guished from neutralino LSP scenarios, and how di erent avours of sneutrino NLSP m ay
be distinguished.
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1 Introduction

In the fram ework of supersymm etry with conserved R parity, the lightest supersym m etric
particle (LSP ) can have neither electrom agnetic nor strong interactions: otherw ise it would
have bound to conventionalm atter and been detected in searches for anom alous heavy nuclei
[L]. W ithin them Inim al supersym m etric extension of the Standard M odel (M SSM ), weakly—
Interacting candidates for the LSP are the lightest sneutrino ~, the Iightest neutralino ,and
the gravitino G'. The (left"handed’) sneutrino LSP hypothesis is excluded by a com bination
of neutrino counting at LEP and direct dark m atter searches [2]. A ccordingly, general
attention is focused on the neutralino (NDM ) [3] and gravitino dark m atter (DM ) [4,5]
possibilities, and in this paper we assum e the latter.

T he next question is the possible nature of the next=to-lightest supersym m etric particle
(NLSP) in a GDM model. Two natural possibilities are the other candidates for the LSP,
nam ely the sneutrino and the neutralino, but the NLSP could equally well be charged and
even coloured. Indeed, the lighter stau skpton is a natural candidate for the NLSP [6]
within the constrained M SSM (CM SSM ) w ith gravity-m ediated supersymm etry breaking,
In which the soft supersym m etry-breaking scalar m asses m o, trilinear param eters A, and
gaugino masses m -, are each assum ed to be universal at a GUT input scale [7,8]. The
Tighter stau is also a natural possibility w ithin m Inin al supergravity (m SUGRA ), In which
the gravitinomass is xed: m . = m(, and there is an additional relation between trilinear
and bilinear soft supersym m etry-Joreaking param eters [9]. A nother possibility for the NLSP
w ithin a scenario w ith non-universal H ggsm asses (NUHM ) [10{14] is the lighter stop [15].

In thispaperwe study the other possibility for the NLSP w ithin the NUHM w ith gravity—
m ediated supersym m etry breaking, nam ely the lightest sneutrino, assum ing that the grav—
itino provides the cold dark m atterld. Like other NLSP candidates in gravity-m ediated
scenarios, the sneutrino NLSP within the NUHM is expected to be very long-lived. The
dom inant decays of the other NUHM NLSP candidates produce particles w ith copious in—
teractions such as charged particles and photons, which are sub fct to strong coan ological
Iim its [17]. These Im its are strong enough to exclude e ectively all of the param eter space
w here the Iightest neutralino is the NLSP [18]l9. H owever, the dom inant decay m ode of the
sneutrino is~ ! G, and the coan ological lin its on neutrino infction arem uch weaker than
those on the injction of photons and charged particles [19,20]. T herefore the coan ological
Iim itson NUHM ~ NLSP scenarios are relatively weak, leaving considerable scope fora sneu—

T he possibility of a sneutrino NLSP has also been studied w ithin gaugiho-m ediated m odels of super—
symm etry breaking [16].
2If the gravitino m ass ism uch lighter than the neutralino m ass, these lin its m ight stillbe satis ed.



trino NLSP. O n the other hand, the sneutrino m ust appear at the end of the decay chain of
every M SSM gparticle produced at a collider, and the particles produced in supersym m etric
decay cascades provide distinctive experin ental signatures for a sneutrino NLSP [21]. In
particular, the charged leptons produced In association with a ~ NLSP provide tools for
diagnosing its avour.

T he structure of this paper is as follow s. In Section 2 we discuss sneutrino properties
within the NUHM , including itsm ass and lifetim e. In Section 3 we discuss the relic abun-—
dance of sneutrinos after freezeout from a prin ordial plasm a in them al equilibbrium . In
Section 4 we analyze the NUHM param eter space and dentify regions where the NLSP m ay
be efther the ~,, orthe ~ . In Section 5 we discuss the coan ological constraints on ~ NLSP
scenarios, and show that they are not severe. In Section 6 we discuss som e signatures of
m etastable sneutrinos in di ertent NUHM scenardos, in particular those w ith di erent lepton

avours accom panying the ~ NLSP. O ur conclisions are summ arized in Section 7. Calcula—
tions of the threedbody decay ~ ! G are described in an A ppendix.

2 Sneutrino N LSP Properties

W e assum e that the GUT scale is the e ective nput scale at which the soft m asses are
Soeci ed, presum ably via som e gravity-m ediated m echanian , and m ake the NUHM assum p—
tions that the gaugino m asses are universal, as are the squark and slepton m asses, w hereas
the soft supersym m etry-breaking contributions to the H iggs scalar m asses are non-universal.
W e then calculate the physical supersym m etric m ass param eters at a low energy scale from

the running given by the renom alization-group equations (RGEs). W e assum e that the
right-handed neutrino supem ultiplets, being singlets, get very large M a prana m asses, and
therefore decouple from the low -energy e ective theorng . The sneutrino NLSP discussed in
this paper is essentially the scalar partner of som e left-handed neutrino. The avour of the

~ NLSP is, however, m odeldependent, as we discuss below .

3H ow ever, if the decoupling energy scale is signi cantly below the GUT scale, the low -energy spectrum
may be a ected [22]through the RGEs. This e ect is neglected here.



2.1 Sneutrino M ass

In order to calculate the sneutrino m ass, we rst look at the RG E s of the slepton sectorH
[23{25]:

dm; = i( 3gMZ gMZ  2S)
dt 8 2 : ' ’
2
—dn;? = 8—12( 4GM [+ 4S);
dmé“ = i( 3gMZ gMZ+h'mZ +mZ +mi+A?) 2S);
dt 8 2 2 ' S & ' ’
2
% = 8—12( 4gM f+ 20’ +mi +mit A%+ 4s); (1)
w here
S g—%(mg m? + 2(m 2 m? 2m2 +m2 +m?2)
4 ®, £ & & &
+ (mf§3L mé3L 2mé + m;R + m; )): 2)

The S tem wvanishes and does not contridbute in m odels w ith universal soft m asses such as
the CM SSM .H owever, for non-universalm odels, S can be far from zero and its contribution
to the RGEs can be signi cant. W hen S = 0, and assum ing universal soft breaking m asses
for the L and R skptons at the GUT scale, the R skepton is lighter than the L slepton at
the weak scale. However, since S contributes in opposite ways for L and R sleptons, if S is
large and negative, §;, could be Iighter than By . Furthem ore, there are additional D -term s,

2 _ 2 1 : .
mg = m e cos(2 )m; > sirf W
2

mI = mg + cos(2 pm; ; (3)

that split the sneutrino and charged—slepton masses. Sihce cos(2 ) < 0 fortan > 1, the
sneutrino is Iighter than its charged-slepton partner.

Com paring the rst two generations and the third generation, we see that the tau sneu-
trino could be lighter than the electron and muon sneutrinos because of the Yukawa tem s
In the RG Es. However, this isnot always the case, due to the fact thatm f could be negative
and large, and we display exam ples later where the ~ NLSP has electron or muon avour.
T he lighter stau m ass is also suppressed by o -diagonal term s in the m ass m atrix. Thus,
depending on the m odel param eters, either the tau sneutrino or the lighter stau m ight be
Iighter.

4A Ithough we w rite the onedoop RG E s for sin plicity, our calculations inclide tw o-loop contributions.



T herefore, a sneutrino could be the NLSP if S is large and negattfeB. W e see from Q)
thatS isnegativewhenm ? m? < OH,whjch isnotpossible in theCM SSM ,orwhich S = 0
by assum ption. W e now study how thism ay occur in the NUHM m odel, using the freedom
that the H iggs soft supersym m etry-doreaking m asses at the GUT scale are not necessarily
equaltom o, the universal scalarm ass for sleptons and squarks.

T he electroweak symm etry breaking conditions m ay be w ritten in the fom :

m2@Q)=m?@Q)+miQ)+ 2 “Q)+ A(Q) (4)

m? mitan® +im?% (1 taf )+
- ; (5)
tan? 1+ @ '

where , and “#) are Ioop corrections [23,24,26]landm, mip(m 4 )H. T he values of
the NUHM param eters at Q are related to theirvaluesatm , through the known radiative
corrections [23,25,27]¢ ;¢ and ¢ :

m2Q) = mi+q;
mg(Q) = m§+ <
Q) = ‘*+c 6)
Solving form ? and m %, one has
m2(1+ tan® ) = mZ(Q)tan? (tan® +1 @) (@+ o+ 2c )tan®
A@)ten®  Smi 0 taf ) © (7)
and
mZ(l+ tan® ) = mZ@Q) ‘(tan® +1+ @) @+ g+ 2c)
A(Q>+§mzz(1 tarf )+ (8)

The correction ) is positive and generally of O (0:1). From here we can see that there are
tw o possible ways to get negative S via negative m % mf: the rstisby using very large 2,

and the second is by using very largem 2 . Ifm 2 is relatively snallwhile 2 is very large,

50 ne could also obtain a light sneutrino w ithin a supersymm etric SU (5) GUT w ith di erent soft m asses
forthe 10 and 5 multiplets [20]. A nother altemative isw ithin a gaugiho-m ediated supersym m etry breaking
m odel, n which the H iggsm asses are again di erent from the other sferm ion m asses [16].

5A ssum ing that these are the dom Inant term s In S, which is the case for the NUHM that we consider
here.

70 ur convention is such that H 12 Hgu,and tan Vo=Vy .



theH ggsmassessquared mj ,  mf,+ “maybenegativeattheGUT scale, which could
Jead to a vacuum stability problem [28].

A weak-scale scalarm ass-squared with m 2(M gyt ) < 0 generally produces a vev of order
the weak scale that disappears as the RG Es are run down to the weak scale. Such negative
m assessquared are not dangerous. Itm ay happen, however, that an instability occurs along
some F and D at direction. In this case, a negative m asssquared m ay be large and
still present at a renomm alization scale, Q v [29]. M odels In which the Universe becom es
trapped in such non-Standard M odel vacua are clearly excluded H . This possibility has been
studied n the NUHM along the H ; H, and H», L atdirectionsoftheM SSM [31]. W e
delineate below regions in the param eter plane w here these vacua m ay be problem atic.

2.2 Sneutrino Lifetim e

In the GDM scenario usad here, the sneutrino NLSP would eventually decay into the grav-
itino, and the dom inant decay channel is the twoJody decay

e ! &+ ; (9)
w ith the decay rate '
1 m?® mé'4
=— 1 —= 3 10
748 M2Zm? m ? 1o
@
(oS
wherem@ is the gravitino mass and M p; is the Planck mass: Mp; = 1= 8 Gy ' 24
10 Gev.
W e plot in Fig.[ the sneutrino lifetine, . ' 1= ,,, asa function of the gravitino m ass

form . = 10;100;500, and 1000 G &V respectively. Note that we plot the lifetim e only for

m m. Mg 1GeV.Clarly,a an aller m ass gap would yield an even longer lifetin e.
W e see that the sneutrino lifetim e could be Jess than 1 second only when m . is Jarge, or the
gravitino m ass is (much) less than 1 G &V .0 n the other hand, if the m ass gap is an all, the
sneutrino lifetim e can be very long, potentially even longer than the age of the Universe,
which is 0 (10'7) s. However, there are cosn ological and astrophysical constraints on the
possbility of a sneutrino w ith lifetim e longer than the age of the U niverse at recom bination

that we discuss in m ore detail Jater.

8W hether this occurs or not depends on the speci ¢ cosn ologicalhistory during in ation [30,31].
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Figure 1: The sneutrino NLSP lifetim e as a function ofm@ form .
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A ssum Ing them al equilbbrium in the early Universe, one can calulate the sneutrino relic
density after decoupling but before itsdecay into the gravitino. T his isdone by the usualuse
of the Boltzm ann equation and calculation of the sneutrino annihilation and coannihilation
cross sections. T he calculations are identical to those required to calculate the relic sneutrino
density if it is the LSP.

T he possible sneutrinopair annihilation twodody nalstates are the follow ing [12]:

nhitial State

FinalStates

ff;,W*W ;Z2Z;hZ;hA;HZ;HA;hh;hH ;HH AAAZG;HTH

ii

;W T H

HYW



If the soft m asses for the sferm ions are universal as assum ed here, the electron sheutrino
is always degenerate w ith the m uon sneutrino, and the tau-sneutrino m ass m ight be nearby.
In the NUHM case that we consider here, there could also be other sparticles that are alm ost
degenerate w ith the sneutrinos, such as the Iightest neutralino and chargino, and charged

sleptons. W e list below the corresponding coannihilation processes and their possible nal
states:

C oannihilation w ith other sneutrino avours:

Initial State | Final States
iy i j;'i'j
"1 i3
Coannihilation w ith charged sleptons:
Initial State | Final States
i~ ff%hH ;HH ;AH ;hWw ;HW ;ZW ; W ;W A
"1~ 197 1

In the rst line above, the coannihilation is between a sneutrino and a charged slepton

of the sam e generation, whereas in the second and third lines they are not necessarily
from the sam e generation.

C oannihilation w ith the lightest neutralino:

Initial State | Final States

~ Z; h; H; A;W*;” H”
and sim ilarly for e .
Coannihilation w ith the lighter chargino:

Tnitial State \ Final States

~ 37 :'mM;'H A, W, H
~ W+; H+



and sin ilarly fore .

In our scenario, the sneutrino NLSP eventually decays Into the gravitino before the
current epoch. Consequently, the gravitino relic density is related to the sneutrino density
before its decay by

m
sh’ = m—@ -h*+ Ih%; (11)
where ! isthe contrbution to the gravitino density from them al production after reheat—

G
ng, which is sensitive to the unknown reheating tem perature Tx . W e do not discuss this

contrlbution here. The only constraint we in pose is that the contribution to the gravitino
relic density arising from sneutrino decay doesnot exceed the value suggested by W M AP [32]
and other observations:

oy h® = 01099 00062 : (12)

Hence, we require that the st term on the righthand side of (1I) should not exceed

0:1223 (the 2- wupper linit). Because of the scaling by the mass ratio mg=m ., even
a large sneutrino density after decoupling could still be com patible w ith the dark m atter
constraint fm o m ..

In this case, we m ust check whether gravitinos are non—<elativistic at the tin e structure
form ation begins, roughly at &, * 5 10! s, .n which case they act in the sam e way as
conventional cold dark matter. If m s, m., BEzo=ms, ' m.=2m;3, and E3., scales
subsequently as ( .=t)'™?,where . is the sneutrino lifetin e. W e can use Fig.[Il to estin ate
w hether or not gravitinos w ill behave as cold dark m atter. For exam ple, at the left-m ost
point of the Jow est curve, gravitinos are produced relativistically w ith Fs_,=m 5, 1000, but
the decay occurs so early that they becom e non-relativistic well before structure form ation
begins. The sam e is also true for the two m ddle curves in Fig.[dl. O nly for the left part of
the topm ost curve (whenm . = 10 G &V ) is there a potential problam . However, in this case
the sneutrino relic density is generally already sm all in the m odel considered here.

4 NUHM Param eter Space

In theCM SSM ,thevaluesofm , and aredeterm ined by the electrow eak vacuum conditions
for any given input values ofm 1, ;m ¢;A( and tan . However, the constraintson m, and

are relaxed In the NUHM , w ith the values of these param eters being related to the degrees
of non-universality assum ed for the Higgs soft massesm § and m 2. A general discussion of
the param eter space of the NUHM was given in [11{14], which we use here as a starting
point for our discussion. R egions of the NUHM param eter space In which a sheutrino is the



TIightest spartner of any Standard M odel particle were denti ed In [12], see for exam ple the
dark blue shaded regions in Figs. 2, 3, 4, 6, 8 and 9 of that paper. T here, it was assum ed
that the LSP is the lightest neutralino , with the gravitino assum ed to be heavy, so that
these Iightsneutrino regions were disallowed. However, In this paper we assum e that the
gravitino is the LSP, so the viability of these light-sneutrino regions m ust be reevaluated.
W e focus our discussion here on ( ;m , ) planes of the types shown In Figs. 4 and 6 of [12],
w here the light-sneutrino region m oves to lower j jasm , increases.

In general, kesping som e sneutrino species light favours an all values of m 1, and mg.
However, there is an in portant lower lim it on m -, , In particular, due to the LEP lower
bound on the m ass of the lightest M SSM H iggs boson. A sneutrino NLSP region m ay be
found by choosing a m oderate value of m ;_, = 500 G €V while keeping m o relatively an all,
eg., my = 100 G&V . The resulting m asses of the sparticles are shown in Fig.[d assum ing
tan = 10 and Ay = 0, for various values of m , = 200;1000;1500 and 2000 G €V , In panels
(@), ®d), (c),and (d),respectiveyH.

A s noted earlier, iIn regions of the NUHM param eter plane (particularly when andm
are large), the m assessquared of the H iggs and leftsleptons have a tendency to run down
to negative values at the GUT scale. This allow s for the possibility that large scale vevs be
excited along the H ; H, orH, L atdirections. O ne expects that these at directions
are lifted by som e e ective operator at or above the GUT scale. The vev along the at
direction is sensitive to the findam ental scale associated w ith this operatorand clearly grow s
as that scale is increased above the GUT scale. The reliability of this high-scale vacuum
depends also on the one-loop corrections to the scalar potential. This sensitivity can be
characterized by the ratio of the treedevel vev to the renom alization scale, Q o, at which the
vev disappears (ie., the m assessquared go positive). Here we adopt the m ost conservative
set of assum ptions, nam ely that the at directions are lifted at the GUT scale and that the
vevmustbeoforderQy ( = 1 in the notation of [31]). T his preserves the largest volum e of
the NUHM param eter space. O f course the GUT constraint itself is coan ology-dependent,
and m ay not be im portant if the U niverse starts out in the weak scale vacuum after in ation.
Form ore details on this constraint see [31].

In the case of snallm, = 200 G &V, shown in panel (a) of Fig.[d, we see that the GU T
stability constraint (represented by a couple of vertical black dotted lines) allow s only am all
j j< 11 Tev, far from the sneutrino NLSP region which appearswhen j j~ 2800G eV .W e
also secethattheb! s constraint (sold green line) allowsonly = 1600 G eV and the H iggs
m ass constraint (dashed red) alows only  ~ 1000 G &V for this an all value of m, . Note

‘Weusen t= 1726 GeV for our analysis [33].
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Figure 2: Sparticlem assesas functionsof fortan = 10,m;_, = 500G&V,my= 100G€&V,
Apg=0,m.=1726GeV,mmM°= 425GeV,andm, = (a) 200 GeV, (b) 1000 GeV,
(c) 1500 GeV and (d) 2000 G &V, regpectively. In panels (c) and (d), the spartick lines are
truncated at larger j jwhere som e sneutrino becom es tachyonic. C onstraints are represented
by vertical Iines: black dotted for the GUT constraint (larger j jis excluded); red dotdashed
shows the Higgs mass contour at my, = 1144 G&V, whik the constraint using the LEP
Tikelihood function convolved with theoretical uncertainties in the H iggs m ass (com puted here
using FeynHiggs [34]) is shown by the red dashed line; the (g 2) oonstraint (described
in the text) is shown by the light blue Iong dashed lines; and solid green for the b ! s
constraint (amaller is excluded).
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thata Higgsmassof 1144 G &V is found around ' 300 G &V (dot-dashed vertical line)
for thisvalue ofm , , but current theoretical and experin ental uncertainties only provide for
the weaker bound shown by the dashed line. T he anom alousm agnetic m om ent of them uon,
(g 2),isreconciled with experin ent at the 95% CL for > 1300 Ge&V, as shown by the
Iight blue long-dashed ]jne. T herefore, we do not have an allowed region In panel (a),
assum Ing the GUT constraint holds. For lJargerm , , these constraints becom e m ore relaxed,
and an allowed sneutrino NLSP region em erges.

Form, = 1000 GeV, shown In panel (b) of Fig.[d, the GUT stability constraint allow s
j3j< 15Tev,theb! s consmamlmtallws > 0,and the Higgs constraint is essentially
unin portant,asa H iggsm assgreater than 1144 G €V occursat -~ 700GeV.The (g 2)
constraint is satis ed in two regions: 0< < 250G eV and > 1900G &V .W hiletheGUT
constraint is relaxed, the sneutrino LSP region still requires 2:4 TeV < 7 J, where we have
degenerate ~, NLSPs. W e note that around = 235 TeV several other sparticles are only
slightly heavier than the ~, , hcluding the Ightest neutralino , the e, and ~ , the lighter
~ and the ~. Thus, all these gparticles m ust be included in coannihilation calculations of
the ~,; abundance. For larger ,only & and ~; m asses stay close to the NLSP m ass, whilke
the others get larger m ass gaps.

W hen m , is increased to 1500 G €V , as shown in panel (c) of Fig.[d, the GUT constraint
remains at § §< 15 TeV, very close to the region when the sneutrino is the NLSP, which
extends from " 16 TeV to ’ 25 TeV. The Ightest sparticles are again the ~,; , wih
the ;& ;~;~ and ~ again slightly heavier. Tn this case, a theoretical upper Iim it on j j
arises when the ~,;, becom e tachyonicl]. In this case, the H Iggs constraint requires only
that > 1300GeV,and (g 2)issatisedwhen O< < 400Ge&V or > 1700GeV.
The constraint from b! s isunim portant at this value ofm, .

Finally, .n panel (d) of F g.FAwe display the sparticlem asses form , = 2000 G &V . In this
case, the allowed sneutrino NLSP isthe ~ , for 200 GeV < j §j< 11 TeV.The becomes
the NLSP for an aller j jin the H iggsino region, and upper lim its are provided by the LEP
lower lim its discussed above. For this value ofm , , the di erences in m ass between the ~
and the heavier sparticles are relatively large. Neither the H iggsm assnorb ! s providea
constraint, while (g 2) requires0< < 600G &V or > 1000 G eV with the later hasm .
less than the LEP Iim it.

In these plots, we nd that sheutrino NLSP has relic density of order O (10 ) which

9% e assum e that the deviation of (g 2) =2 from the standard m odel is between 10.7 to 44:3 10 '°,
the 2 range according to [35].

1H ere and i panel (d), we truncate all the other sparticle Jnes at this boundary of the tachyonic region.
Slightly m ore stringent upper lin its on j jcom e from the lower lim itson m . provided by LEP [36,37].

11



iswellbelow the W M AP Imm it. This m eans that m ost of the gravitino dark m atter m ust
be produced by som e other sources, eg., by reheating. W e take coannihilation e ects into
account for the relic density calculation. However, in contrast w ith the neutralino LSP
case, coannihilations do not always reduce the nal relic density. Sneutrino coannihilation
with the lightest neutralino would indeed generally increase the relic density, while that
w ith charged sleptons m ight reduce it. In the form er (latter) case, the e ective sneutrino
cross section is averaged w ith the weaker (stronger) annihilation cross section of neutralinos
(charged sleptons). The relatively an all relic density of the sneutrino com pared to that of
the neutralino can be attributed generically to the fact that the sneutrino isa scalar particle,
rather than a M ajprana ferm ion. In Fig.[2(d), for exam ple, since the m ass gaps w ith other
Sparticles are relatively large, the coannihilation e ectsare notm axim al, but the relic density
is still an all.

To get a m ore com prehensive view of the NUHM param eter space, we display in Fig.[3
som e contour plots In selected ( ;ma ) planes. In panel (a), we choose tan = 10, m -, =
500GeV,my= 100G eV and Ay = 0. This panel therefore Includes and extends the speci ¢
exam ples shown In Fig.[d. W e plot the regions where the lighter stau, the right selectron,
som e sneutrino or the Iightest neutralino is the NLSP. At large j j, the electron-sneutrino
is the NSLP and is shown by the regions shaded dark blue. At largem , and snaller j
the NLSP becom es the tau-sneutrino (shaded light blue). Above these regions, the white
area corresponds to an unphysical region where one orm ore of the gparticles has a negative
m asssquared at the weak scale. Below these regions, in m ost of the area, it is the Iightest
neutralino which is the NLSP.At lowerm , and relatively am all j j, we see regions where
the Iighter stau (shaded brick red), or the right selectron (shaded orange) is the NLSP.
At even analler j jthe NLSP is a higgsino-like neutralino. The narrow turquoise shaded
region is that n which yrsph? iswithin two oftheW M AP value. (Recall that,with the
gravitino as the LSP, this is not the dark m atter relic density.) R egions surrounded by the
strip (which have higher ypsph®)m ight also be pem dtted ifm ,  mypsp ,and regions not
surrounded by the strip (which have Iower ypsph?) would certainly be pem itted by the
dark m atter constraint. A s one can see these regions track very closely the degeneracy lines
between the neutralino and one of the four sparticles w here the relic density is controlled by
coannihilations or the funnel region where 2m ' m (Thecontour2m = m, is shown by
the thin blue line.).

The Higgs m ass contour of 1144 G &V (red dotdashed line) excludes < 700 GV .
However, if one uses a likellhhood analysis for the H iggs m ass and allow s for theoretical
uncertainties in the calculation of m,, this constraint is relaxed and m ost of the displayed
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Figure 3: Some ( ;m, ) plnes in the NUHM for (a) tan = 10,m;-, = 500G&V,mgy =

100GeV,andAg= 0; b)tan = 10,m;, = 500GV, my= 100GeV ,and Ay = 1000; (c)
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425 G eV . Contours and shading are described in the text.
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region isallowed,asshown by red dashed Iine. Theb ! s constraint (shaded green) excludes
an allm , and prefers positive . However, this constraint is unin portant in this panel at
largem . The GUT constraint is represented by a black dotted line: it excludes large j
and essentially all of the electron—sneutrino N LSP region for this set of param eters. F nally,
the Iight pink shaded region bordered by a black solid line represents the region favored by
(g 2). The vertical dashed black lines correspond to the chargino m ass contours of 104
G &V and exclude very sm all values of j .

In panel (b), we digplay a case with Ay = 1000 G €V , w ith the other param eters chosen
to bethe sameasin (a). W e see that the stau NLSP region becom es bigger and there is no
Jonger a right—selectron NLSP region. In the white region interior to the stau NLSP region,
the stau has gone tachyonic at the weak scale, which is problam atic. W e also see that the
b ! s constraint becom es stronger, especially for negative . However, the qualitative
featuires of the sneutrino NLSP band at large j jand/orm , are sim ilar. This feature isalso
retained In panel (c), where the larger valuem ; = 300 G &V is chosen, and also in panel
(d), in which a lJarger value tan = 40 is chosen. In panel (c) (which now extends to higher
values of m 5 ), there is no longer a charged NLSP. In panel (d), we see again a region w ith
a right selectron NLSP. The GUT constraint in this case constrains only the lower right
comer of the plane shown, and allow s part of the electron-sneutrino region. TheB, ! °
constraint (orange dashed line) excludes a region with anallm 5 [38].

W e conclude that the possibility of a sneutrino NLSP is quite generic in the NUHM , and
certainly not much less plausible than the Iighter stau. This is iIn contrast to the CM SSM ,
where a stau NLSP isa generic feature at largem ;-, and an allm g, but there isno possibility
of a snheutrino NLSP.

5 Coam ological C onstraints on a Sneutrino N LSP

T he coam ological in pact of a long-lived sneutrino depends on its lifetin e . If the sneutrino
decays during or after B ig-Bang Nuckosynthesis (BBN ), it could alter predictions for the
Tight—elem ent abundances. If the sneutrino decays around or after the tim e of recom bination,
it could distort the blackbody spectrum of the CM B . If the sneutrino decays at a very late
tin e, its e ect m ight be seen on the di use neutrino and photon spectra. T he production
of relativistic neutrinos by sneutrino decays could also change the ejuation of state and
therefore the evolution history of the Universe [39].

A Tthough the sneutrino is neutral, and its dom inant twodody decay channel produces

125ee [19]and references therein.
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only a neutrino and the gravitino, which are also neutral, there could still be a signi cant
e ect on BBN if the sneutrino decays during or round after the time of BBN [19,20,40,411].
If the m ass gap is su ciently large, the decay of the sneutrino produces high-energy, non—
them al neutrinos. Through scattering processes w ith the background particles, such as

it osme )o@ G ), it sme ! T4 and i+ ez ! °
neutrinos transfer som e parts of their energies to charged particles. The nalstate particles
m ay then photodissociate or hadrodissociate the elem ents already produced by standard
BBN processes. In the case of the charged pion, it can alter the neutron-to-proton ratio

if it occurs at the beginning of BBN . There can also be energy transfer through elastic

+ , the energetic

scattering w ith electrons and positrons: ;+ e ! 4+ e ,and the high-energy e m ight
then initiate electrom agnetic show ers. H ow ever, at the epoch of interest (when their energies
are O (1) M &V ) the electron and positron num ber densities are already low . T herefore these
processes can be neglected.

Subdom inant three-and fourdbody sneutrino decay channels can also be In portant, even
though their branching ratios are relatively am all. This is because these decays produce
charged and/or strongly-interacting particles directly. T hese e ectshad been studied in [19],
w here it was found that the e ects of the three-and fourdbody decays are negligible if their
collective branching ratio is less than about 10 °. To estin ate this branching ratio, we
calculate the decay rate for the follow ing process

e! &+ + ; (13)

w hich occurs through neutralinos exchange, w ith the photon produced via the photino con-
tent of the neutralinos. T his provides an estin ate of the total m ultibody decay rate that
should be accurate to w ithin an order of m agnitude. T he detailed calculation can be found
n the A ppendix.

To gauge the possible in pact of the BBN constraint, we exam ine the tau sneutrino NLSP
region In Fi.[2(d), where the sneutrino m ass varies from the LEP lower lin it of about
40 GeV up to about 100 GV .W e rst consider thecasem -, = 500G eV ,my = 100 G&V,
tan = 10,A; = 0O and m, = 2000 Ge&V shown in the top two panels of Fig.[4. Panel
(@) show s the threebody-decay branching ratio for various values ofm o = 1;10;30 GeV,
corresponding to e lifetin es> 10° s. W e see that the branching ratio is always very an all,
falling below 10 ° throughout the range of param eter space considered. T his is consistent
w ith the results of [20]which also nds a an all hadronic fraction when the sneutrino m ass
is < 100 G &V . Thus, according to the analysis of [19], the threebody e decay is too snall
to a ect signi cantly the successful results of BBN .

15



. tanB:10, ml/2:500, m0:lOO,A0:O tanB:].O, m1/2:500, m0:100,A0:0

10° T T T T T T T 10710 TR T T |RARALAMASY MAM Aaas Masa )
10711 -
= <
g @
x e
S 1074 1> 10712 4
= >
(8] >
g 1S
S
m 10713
10»8 LAAAMS RARALAAAA) RRARLRARAS RAMALARAR) RAAMLEARAS MEAALAAARS RARAEARARY RAAAL MM MMM} 10 i i i i i
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 8 9 100 10 20 30 4 55 6 7 8 9 100
my (GeV) my (GeV)
ta.nB=40,m:U2=500,m0=100,A0:0 tanB:40,m1/2:500,m0:100,A0:0
10 T T T 1010 r T r
10 5 E
1075 4 ] r\_:
2 < 1075 \/ 3
5 % :
= Q
c  10%4 1> 10 B i
= >
[} 1>
% = 10 5 E
m E
107+
10 15 - .
Mg = 30 E
Mp = 1300 mu = 1300
108 . . . 10716 T T T
10 100 200 10 100 200
mg (GeV) mg (GeV)

Figure 4: Explration of the BBN constraints on sam pk tau-sneutrino NLSP points with

> 0: (top)m1, = 500GV, my = 100G&V,tan = 10,Ag = 0andm, = 2000 G&V
[cf, Fig.[2(d)] and (bottom ) m 1, = 500 GeV,m, = 100 GeV, tan = 40, A, = 0 and
ma = 1300 GeV [cf, Fig.[3(d)]. Panels (a, c) disphy the three--ody-decay branching ratios,
and panels (b, d) the ~ ., relic density.
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A Ithough the hadronic branching ratio is expected to be sn all, BBN nevertheless sets a
Iim it on the density of snheutrinos at the tim e of decay. Fora 100 G €V sneutrino, all lifetim es
are safe so Iong as the quantity

YM.= _h® (365 10°Gev) (14)

is less than O (10 ) GeV forBy, = 10 ° and less than O (10 °) forBy, = 10 ® where Y. is
the ratio of the num ber density of sneutrinos to entropy, n.=s. In panel (b) of Fig.[d, we
display the sneutrino relic density follow ing freeze-out but prior to decay asY.M .. W e see
that Y.M . isalways below about 10 ! GeV ,with a largedip atm . 45 G &V due to the
Z resonance In sneutrinopair anniilation (with a smallerdip atm . 60 G &V due to the
h resonance). Thus, the sneutrino density is far below the range where BBN constraints
becom e m portant for the range of the threebody branching ratio shown in panel (a) of
Fi.[4.

T he lower panels of F i.[4 display the threebody branching ratio and Y.M . for another
cae:mi, = 500GV, myg=100GeV,tan = 40,A0= O0Oandm, = 1300G&V .Wesen
panel (c) that the threebody branching ratio is an aller than 10 © ©orM . < 110 GeV, and
alvays< 3 10°.Panel (d) shows that Y.M . is, again, always below about 10 ' Ge&V .In
this case, the prom Inent dip due to the light h resonance in sneutrinopair annihilation, and
the directchannel 72 resonance is less in portant. This di erence from the previous case is
due to the larger value of tan

T hese exam ples are indicative that the sneutrino LSP regions in the NUHM param eter
Space are generally safe from BBN constraints. W e next check other possible constraints on
decaying sneutrinos.

W hen the high-energy decay neutrinos are themm alized, their energy is transferred and
converted to radiation. If the sneutrinos decay after about z = 10’ (corresponding to a
lifetin eof 1:8 10 s), then the photonsproduced m ight not have a chance to them alize, and
could show up as distortion of the CM B blackbody radiation spectrum . T hese constraints
were also consdered In [19] where it was found that for lifetin es between 107 and 10%3s,
the upper lim it on Y.M . is roughly 10 ° (10 7) GeV for By, = 10 (10 °). Thus in the
param eter space we are Interested in, this too is never a serious constraint.

W hen the sneutrino and gravitino m ass are nearly degenerate, the sneutrino lifetim e
m ght be very long (> 10" sas seen in Fig.[0l). If the sneutrinos have decayed after the tim e
of recom bination, they w ill produce a di use neutrino and photon background. In principle,
there is then a very strong constraint from water C erenkov detectors placing an upper Iim it
on Y.M . of order 10 ** 10! GeV [40]. However, these detectors lose sensitivity for
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neutrino energies below about 10 G &V [42]. Thuswe again do not expect a severe constraint
placed on the param eter space of interest.

6 Signatures of M etastable Sneutrinos at C olliders

W e have seen in the previous sections that a sneutrino NLSP is a generic possibility in the
NUHM .Itwould bem etastable, so that itsdecays would not be seen at colliders, but the Jate
decays of relic sneutrinos are not excluded by the available coan ological constraints. T he
m ass of such a sneutrino NLSP m ight be as Iow as the LEP lower lin it [36,37]. As a non—
decaying neutral particle, the sneutrino would have a m issing-energy signature at colliders.
D istinguishing the sneutrino from other possible origins of such events would require a search
for the heavier states that decay into the sneutrino inside the detector.

Coviand Kram 1 [21] have studied several scenarios w ith a sneutrino NLSP assum Ing
the follow ing m ass hierarchies. (@)m. > m > m . : In this case, neutralino decays into a
neutrino and sneutrino are invisible, and the signatures of such decay chains resem ble those in
a conventional neutralino LSP scenario. However, ifm > m . +m ,theneutralino can decay
into ! ~ff%where the ff’pairissoft ifthemassgap issmall. (b)m > m.>m. :in
this case, besides the invisble + e decay m ode, the neutralino can undergo cascade decays
that m ght be detectable, such as + ~. (c)m > m, > m. > m. : In this case, there
are additional decay channels w ith neutralino decay into an electron and a selectron which
subssquently decays into leptons and a tau-sneutrino. Heavier sparticles m ight decay via
the lightest neutralino, but they m ight also decay directly into the e ,eg., via , ! + e,
or via sleptons, eg., ! + ~;~ le+ £+ £O

W e see from F ig.[J that there are several possible scenarios for the sparticlem ass spectrum
In theNUHM ,which aredistinct from the standard CM SSM spectrum aswenow enum erate.

l.m >meg >m.__>m.>m. :

T his is the m ass hierarchy seen In panel (d) of Fig.[d for largerm » . The neutralino

can decay into

! e + e

~ + (15)
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which, for the rstm ode, would be followed by

e ! ~+ £+ f
~ + e+

"’1"1‘ e+

the second m ode by

and the third m ode by
o R (18)

Tn the case of the two-body neutralino decay to stau and tau, the decay rate is

a
mi+m*+m? 2@mZ+ m?m?+ m?m?)
I~ 4 -
( 1 ) TR
(TrF+ £oF)m?+m? m?) 2(CCy+ CrCym m
; (19)

where C ,Cy are the left and right couplings in the neutralinotau-stau vertex. T here

are sin ilar expressions are for the other twodody decay m odes.

2Z.m >m. >m.>Mg >mMm.:
T his hierarchy occurs for m ore Interm ediate values of m 5, when j jis large as seen in
panels (b) and (c) ofFjg. . The neutralino 2-body decay m odes would be the sam e
as in the previous case, although w ith di erent branching ratios. H ow ever, the cascade

decays are in generaldi erent. In this case, we would have

~ ~+ fO04

13T he viability of such m odels would require som e action to conform w ith the GUT constraint, eg., by
constraining in ationary coam ology.
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e+ e+

e + et
~F ot
~ + e+ (20)
~ ! g4+ e+
& + et
ot ot
~t et 21)
and
e | ~+ % f: (22)
.For large tan , eg. tan = 40 as shown I paneld of Fig.[3, and large j 5, the

thirdgeneration sleptons get larger m asses through the Yukawa couplings. Thus we
havem > m, > m. for the Ightest sparticles. In this case, the neutralino cascade

decays becom e sim pler,

! e + e

et e (23)
which, for the rstm ode, would be ollowed by
e | ~+ % £; (24)
w hilst the second m ode is Invisible.

. There are also other possibilities for narrow er region of param eter space, near w here
the masses cross each other in Fiy.[d: @) m. > m. > m, > m > m.; (©)

m. >m.>m >mMeg >m.;and (C)m. >m >m.>Mg >mM..

W e extract from these exam ples a few generic features. A s in the cases of m any other

scenarios beyond the Standard M odel, particularly within the general fram ework of super-
symm etry, them ost prom inent signature of a sneutrino NLSP scenario is likely to bem issing

energy. However, there would in general be accom panying signatures that would enabl a
sneutrino NLSP scenario to be distinguished from other possibilities. Speci cally, one ex—
pects to see also events w ith m issing energy accom panied by leptons. T he precise nature of
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this supplam entary signature would, however, depend on the nature of the sneutrino: ~ ;~
or ~.,and on the hierarchy of heavier sparticle m asses.
Tn particular, the relative m ultiplicities of di erent charged leptons would depend on the

avour of the Invisble e, and hence be a usefiil tool for dentifying it. Concretely, iIn cases
w here the parent sparticle hasno lepton avour,aswould nom ally be the case atthe LHC,
each ~ NLSP woul be accom panied by an unm atched or ,and each ~, NLSP would
be accom panied by an unm atched electron, or corresgponding neutrino. In general, there
would be additional lepton-antilepton pairs w ith m atched avours.

7 Summ ary

W e have analyzed in this paper the possibility of a sneutrino NLSP in NUHM m odels w ith
a gravitino LSP. T his possibility does not exist in the CM SSM , but is quite generic In the
NUHM , aswe have illustrated w ith various speci ¢ exam ples. T he sneutrino m ight well be
the ~ ,butthe ~ and ~. are also possible candidates for the NLSP.A sneutrino NLSP would
bem etastable and sub Fct to coan ological constraints on lJate-decaying particles, but we have
shown that these are notdi cult to regpect. T here are variousdi erent possible scenarios for
the spectrum of sparticles heavier than the sneutrino, w hich would have distinctive signatures
at colliders. Tn addition to events w ith m issing energy carried away by the invisible e, there
would also be events w ith accom panying charged leptons. The avours of such leptonswould
help dentify the avour of the sneutrino NLSP.

A s particle physics em barks on the study of the TeV scale w ith the LHC ,m uch unknown
physics w ill surely be revealed. Supersymm etry is occasionally regarded as a known un-
known'’ in the sense that, whereas we do not know w hether it existswe think we know what
it would look like if it does exist. T his paper ram inds us that supersym m etry should rather
be regarded as an ‘unknown unknown’, in the sense that not only do we not know whether
it exists, but we also do not know what it would look lke. In the conventional “%known
unknown’ scenario, the LSP is the lightest neutralino and supersym m etry would produce
m issing-energy events. T he latter would also be the signature of a scenario w ith a gravitino
LSP with a neutralino NLSP, at least in gravity-m ediated scenarios. However, once the
Pandora’s box’ of a gravitino LSP has been opened, m any other NLSP candidates y out.
In addition to the relatively fam iliar case of the Iighter stau and the m ore radical case of the
Tighter stop, there are other possibilities including the sneutrino NLSP scenarios discussed
here. A 1l of these scenardios have distinctive features, as illustrated here, so the LHC and
subssquent experin ents have good progpects for detecting and distinguishing between the
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various ‘unknown unknowns’. No ‘unknown unknown’ stone should be left untumed in the

search for supersym m etry.
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A ppendix: Sneutrino T hree-B ody D ecay
W e calculate here the radiative sneutrino threebody decay
~P)! P+ k)+ G (Pe) (25)

that m ay arise through the photino content of the neutralino, as illustrated in the diagram
below .

&
T he invariant am plitude for this decay is
M BCL L elrarm ki ] Pe) () (26)
= u m ; H ’
Mo me) R E ¢
P
whereMp1= 1= 8 Gy isthePlnck mass,m; m o,
g k+ B 27)
and the dim ensionless couplings are
92
B ?—E(O 21 tan g Oqy) (28)
Ci 01,008  + Ozj_Sjn W . (29)
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Ignoring the neutrino m ass, we get

P 8k pX C,CBB;
3MZ, i, @ mi)g  md)
( .
k h i
= mf 2P e D+P plm; )
G
]
+2k Qe D+ k @@ g) (30)

U s the D alitz param etrization m 1, B+ Po,m s p+pwithp =Ps, =k, ;3= p,

we get
P k =2m3i, md) (31)
k p =im3, (32)
P p =%(M > mi, mi) (33)
k g =2imi, m) (34)
P g =:M° mj) (35)
P g =:mi+m3) (36)
and
o =mi,: (37)

H ereafter, we abbreviate our notation by de ning M m. and m g m

T he resulting partial decay rate is [37]
1 1

d = S5 Fdm?,dm 2, (38)

This can be integrated analytically using the follow ing integration boundaries —form 35: 0

and M?,M 2+ m2mZ mi, MmZ)m?,and ormi,:mZ toM ?. The result is

! OSSO G B+ L)+ L) (39)
= LJ)+ LJ)+ ;J)+ 1 ;
768 MM > a (173 p(177)+ L(3;0)+ Li(13]
w here
n n ##
2 2 7 o 2
. m + m3 X (lrj) . M
L (;3) > XV =M md)+ oL — (40)
¢ (mm5) ja=1 a H}'G .
1 X i M 2
I,(1;9) - . 210y 2 2y, gm —
mg(mamy)° a o Mg
1 1
0(1;7) M2 E ; (41)



(i9) M m{)® @& mi)
L33 mZmim? m%) ., a * ¢ *
" ##
2 2
+ O(i;j)]n' 2 ; 14
G my

L(&;3) T(G:;

(42)

(43)

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

singularity when i= j,because I, + Iy is of the form

f(a;b) £ (b;a) 1

a’ o2 a b
and in thiscase,withm; = m j,we get
L+ Iq !
+ =
mgm§
u’ 2 u® 4 2 u’
2— + ( 13ml 26)_+ ( 35ml llml 6 25)—
7 6 5
u4
+( 49m¢  24mf ¢ 9m? 24)Z
u3
+( 35m¢  25m® ¢ 15mf 5 7m? 233
U.2
+( mP®  1om® 4, 1om® 5 8mi 4, Sm? 22)7
+ (7m i2+ 3m }_0 6 21'{1]6_ 4 Bmf 3 3mi 2 2 1)U
+Gmit+4mt? s+ 3m s+ 2m? 44 md 5 mi; 29 hu
M2 m
(mi6+m}4 6+m}2 5+m%O 4+m§ 3+mf 2+m‘i1 1+mf 0)—
u=m?
T he auxiliary functions are
A 8 4
0(1;3) 3mm jm ;M
1(373) mm;@meM *+ 6M ‘mg)  3miM
2 (173) gmSM 4+ 6M “m&  mum (BmE + 16M ‘m & + 6M ‘m )
5 (173) mm;(8mg + 124 “mg)  3md 16M’mg  eM‘mg
£ (15 3) mm;M ¢ 6mg)+ 8m + 12M “m
5(1;3) M*  6mg 2mm M °
6(113) msm 4 2M2
7(1;3) 1;
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X7
0 (179) mi* L (47) (54)
a=0
X7 2 1
L (455) N G5 (55)
a=1
2 (1;3) 2Imi% + 15m % 5+ 10m¢ s+ 6m; *+ 3m{ 5+ (56)
5 (49) 35mé+ 20m S g+ 10m§ s+ 4m? 4+ s (57)
2 (159) 35mé + 15m$ g+ SmZ s+ (58)
5 (1;9) 2Im{ + 6m? 5+ 5 (59)
6 (1;9) Tmi + (60)
7(1;3) 1: (61)
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