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Abstract

We investigate the connection between the conservationpEiRy in supersymmetry and the Stueckel-
berg mechanism for the mass generation offthe L vector gauge boson. It is shown that with universal
boundary conditions for soft terms of sfermions in each farai the high scale and with the Stueckelberg
mechanism for generating mass for the- L gauge boson present in the theory, electric charge cortaarva
guarantees the conservation of R-parity in the minifal- L extended supersymmetric standard model.
We also discuss non-minimal extensions. This includesnsides where the gauge symmetries arise with
an additionalU (1), ® U(1)x, whereU (1) x is a hidden sector gauge group. In this case the presence
of the additionalU (1) x allows for aZ’ gauge boson mass with — L interactions to lie in the sub-TeV
region overcoming the multi-TeV LEP constraints. The poissiests of the models at colliders and in dark
matter experiments are analyzed including signals of a l@8s#’ resonance and the production of spin
zero bosons and their decays into two photons. In this medekypes of dark matter candidates emerge
which are Majorana and Dirac particles. Predictions areerfada possible simultaneous observation of

new physics events in dark matter experiments and at the LHC.
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. INTRODUCTION

R-parity is an important symmetry in supersymmetric thesijFor a review seel[1]). In
supergravity theories [2], over most of the parameter spaogodels consistent with the radiative
breaking of the electroweak symmetry, the lightest neutoak found to be the lightest supersym-
metric particle, and this, along with R-parity (definedfas-= (—1)?5+35-L) whereS, B and L
stand for the spin, baryon number and lepton number, reispggtand charge neutrality allows
for the lightest neutralino to be a promising candidate fddadark matter as suggested|in [3].

The question then, is, if indeed R-parity turns out to be asseored symmetry of nature, how
does such a symmetry come about, and how one may guarantéeish@nserved. It is known
that the MSSM with the inclusion of a right handed neutrinog dor each generation, has an
anomaly freeU(1)_,, which can be gaugéd Of course, aJ/(1)z_;, gauge boson must grow
mass otherwise it would produce an undesirable long range fdn the analysis that follows it
is shown that a gaugeB — L symmetry, where the gauge boson develops a mass through the
Stueckelberg mechanism extending the Standard Model ggoge [4] [5, 6] preserves R-parity,
i.e., R-parity does not undergo spontaneous breaking lyrmeadization groups effects under the
assumption of universality of soft scalar masses, chargsawation and in the absence of a Fayet-
lliopoulos D-term. We will later refer to this model as thenimal B — L Stueckelberg Extension
of the MSSM.

The fact that the minimal gaugdél — L. model proposed in this work preserves R-parity, with
mass growth arising from the Stueckelberg mechanism, i®mrast to models with a gauged
B — L where the symmetry is broken spontaneously and thus doesecessarily preserve the
R-parity invariance. Thus the analyses|of [7—12] show thabaRty symmetry, even if valid at the
grand unification scale, could be broken by renormalizagi@mup effects

We will first discuss the minimalB — L) Stueckelberg extension of the Standard Model and

of the minimal supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM). Insthextensions th&’ boson? is

1 A gauged/(1)p_ 1, arises naturally in GUT models such € (10) andEs and in string models.
2 For grand unified models where R-parity symmetry is automsgie [[13]. For analyses where the spontaneous

breaking of B — L occurs see [14, 15], for early work on the spontaneous bngadii R-parity see [16-19] . For

early analyses with R-parity and additional gauge fieldd2€kE
3 For recent dedicated work on hea#{;, , physics see [21, 22].



constrained to be rather heavy, i.e., it lies in the mult#Tange and thus a direct detection may
be difficult. However, this constraint is overcome iral)s_, ® U(1)x Stueckelberg exten-
sion, whereU(1)y is the hidden sector gauge group. Here the Stueckelbergrsgeherates
two extra massive vector neutral bosons, i#&.,.and Z”, one of which would be very narrow
and could lie even in the sub-TeV region, and thus would bessible at the LHC. The mod-
els with massive mediators arise generally via mass miximigkanetic mixing of Abelian gauge
bosonsl|[23—-33]) [34—36] and the mixings are also the sourtdeeso called dark forces [23,25]
- the mixings allow for a portal between the hidden (dark)}t@ecia massive mediators [23-28]
(from which several components of dark matter can arise)thadisible sector where the states
charged under the the Standard Model reside. Specifichycliass of models that we study here
allows for two component (Majorana and Dirac) dark maitt&][Such models with dark forces
have received considerable attention in the context of ésent cosmic anomalies |37,/ 39-41];
for recent additional works on dark sectors see e.g./[45-48]

The organization of this paper is as follows : In ség. (Il) wegose &/ (1) 5, extension of the
Standard Model via the Stueckelberg mechanism. InseftiiBIB — L. Stueckelberg extension of
MSSM is introduced. In sed. (IV) we outline the conditions Reparity to be not spontaneously
broken. In sec[(V) we give a dedicated analysis 6f(a);_, ® U(1)x extension of the MSSM
via the Stueckelberg mechanism and show that the modelatigtigads to a sharg’ prime res-
onance that can be seen at the LHC, and we analyze recentatotsstrom the Tevatron and the
LHC. Here we also analyze the production and decay of new@particles. These scalars are
the real parts of the chiral Stueckelberg superfields, wtteré@maginary part are the axions which
are absorbed giving masses to teand Z”. In sec.[[V]) we show that the model allows for two
component dark matter, one consistingnefitral Dirac dark matter and the other of Majorana
dark matter which produce a relic abundance consistent WthAP [49]. We also explore the
detection possibility of dark matter with the recent linset by the XENON and CDMS collabora-
tions |50/ 51] which allows for direct detection constraitd be connected with the corresponding
constraints on the’ production at colliders. In sed._(VYIl) we give an overviewtashow mod-
els of spontaneous R-parity breaking can be distinguisted the R-parity preservings — L

extensions. Conclusions are given in sec._(VIII).



Il. B —LSTUECKELBERGEXTENSION OF THE STANDARD MODEL

The B — L extension of the Standard Model provides a natural framkewmunderstand the
origin of neutrino masses since the three families of riggmtded neutrinos, needed to cancel all
anomalies, are used to generate neutrino masses. We figtleoal (1) 5_;, Stueckelberg exten-

sion of the Standard Model with the gauge group
SUB)e @ SUR2)L@U)y ®@U(1)5-1 - (1)

The mass growth for th€' (1) z_;, occurs via the Stueckelberg mechanism for which the extnde

Lagrangian is given by

L= L5+ L8+ Low, @)

1 1
Lot =~ 1 CwC" = 5 (MpLCy + 0,0)(MpL.C" + 00), 3)
L8 = v, I Hug. (4)

Here Lg\; is the Standard Model Lagrangialf, = (v, er) and H = io,H*. As usual, the
Standard Model Higgs is/” = (H™, H°). The above Lagrangian is invariant under the- L
transformations

0C, = O\, 00 = —MpA. (5)

Added to the above is a gauge fixing term

1
2%

so that the vector field becomes massive whiledtield decouples. Additionally the interaction

ng = (au,cu + MBLgo-)Q? (6)

Lagrangian
& = gp.CuJ%;, (7)

couples the Stueckelberg fiefd, to the conserved — L vector current/};,. We note that the
B — L gauge fieldC,, has become massive with a mass;; while maintaining thel/(1)z_,
invariance. SinceB — L continues to be a symmetry even after the mass growth of/thes
properties are rather different from the model wherefhe L gauge symmetry is spontaneously

broken through the Higgs mechanism. We will return to thisitater section. It is important



to mention that in this theory the neutrinos are Dirac femsigince there is no way to generate
Majorana masses for right-handed neutrinos as in the cealbBi— L model. This is a natural
consequence coming from the Stueckelberg mechanism.

In the above, a kinetic mixing term is possible leading to aegalized mass and kinetic mix-
ings for a massivé/(1) which will then generally mix with the SM sectar [23,/52] wiethe
hypercharge vector bosds mixes via both mass and kinetic mixings|[23]. One then diadjeas
the Stueckelberg mass and kinetic mixing together [52],[54],[55]. A further generalization to

multiple U(1)s reads

1 Ny €:s 1 Ns Ny
L5 =g 2 S VwVi =3 2 (Bt 3 ManVim ) ®
ijyi n=1 m=1

with Ny Abelian vectors andVg axions, whereB3, = V,,; and the other vector fields correspond
to either hidden or visible gauge symmetries. Recent woiikis multiple additionall/(1)s have
indeed been discussed recently [37, 52, 56],[40—42]. Oalyars is restricted to non-anomalous
extension of the Standard Model (for the anomalous case.ge4¢53-59]). In the analysis that
follows we will assume the kinetic mixing is absent and iast@éwvestigate the pure Stueckelberg
sector in the absence of mass mixing of the hyperchBrgeth the Stueckelberg sector. For recent
works on the Stueckelberg Mechanism see e.g. [43—-45, 6@@Bjor early work in the context

of strings see [64].

1. B— L STUECKELBERG EXTENSION OF THE MSSM

Here we construct the minimé&l(1) z_;, extension of the MSSM using the Stueckelberg Mech

anism. The supersymmetric extension of Edq|. (4) is
Ls, = (MprC + Sst + Sat)lo22 (9)

whereC = (C,, A\c, D¢) is the gauge vector multiplet fdv (1) 5_;,, and the Stueckelberg mul-
tiplet is Sy, = (p + i0, ¥y, Fis) Wherep is a scalar whiles is the axionic pseudo-scalar. The

supersymmetrized gauge transformations undetifigz_, are

6prC = Cpr +Cpr, 051Ss = —Mprlar , (10)



where( is an infinitesimal chiral superfield. Next we couple the ahimatter fieldsb,; consisting

of quarks, leptons and Higgs fields of MSSM. These couplimggaen by
'Cmatter = (imngBLQBLCq)m|92§2 (11)

where(Qg;, = B — L and the sum is implicit over the chiral multipletsand the interaction term
of Eq. (1) couples thé& — L vector field to fermions. We focus on the bosonic part of themrded

Lagrangian which is given by

Lepinfo,1] = —%CWCW - % %LCEL - %(@P)Q - %M%LPZ
—\Duﬁ'P — g Mpr p flQprfi — % [; J?Z‘TQBLQBLJFi] i : (12)
The superpotential of th8 — L extended theory is simply
W = uH,Hy+ Y [ViQH,u¢ + YyQHyd" + Y, LHye® + Y, LH,°]. (13)

gen

Aside from the ternt, LH,v° Eq.(13) is the superpotential of MSSM but without the terhrat t
violate R-patrity.

IV. R-PARITY CONSERVATION

As pointed out earlier, while the Stueckelberg mechanisregymass to th& — . gauge boson,
the Lagrangian of the theory, after the mass growth, st &3 — L symmetry and hence a
conservation of R-parityR = (—1)?%+35-1) = (—-1)?% M. Here M denotes matter parity, which
is +1 for Higgs and gauge superfields, and for all matter chiral superfields). This conservation
of R-parity in the minimalB — L Stueckelberg extensions is in contrast to models wher&thd,
gauge symmetry is broken by a Higgs mechanism and where ierglethhe mass growth of the
B — L gauge boson could break tiie— I, symmetry and thus R-parity invariance is also lost. For
example, for the model of E4.(1L3), a VEV growth for the scéileld in ther; multiplet will break
B — L invariance and generate a mass for the- L gauge boson. However, a VEV growth for
vy also violates R-parity invariance which then removes thenaéino as a possible candidate for
dark matter. Specifically, for example, in EQ.{13) the VEWwth of 7f generates the terthH,

which breaks R-parity. However, in the minim&l— L Stueckelberg extension of MSSM even
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after the mass growth of the — L gauge boson R-parity is maintained and the R-parity viotati

interactions such aBH,,, LLe¢, Q) Ld¢, ucd°d® are all forbidden in the superpotential.

A. Scalar Potential and R-Parity Conservation

We wish to show here that with a Stueckelberg mechanism fasnganeration thé& — L
symmetry not only remains unbroken at the tree level buhfmthat this invariance is not violated
by radiative breaking in the minimal model. We give now thelugion of this result which is
rather straightforward. We exhibit below the potentialluting just one generation of leptonic
scalar fields in the model consisting pfr, €, e, ¢ (An extension to 3 generations is trivial).
Assuming charge conservation so thjgf = 0 = (&), etc., and including soft breaking, the

potential that involveg, o andr© fields is
1 1 17 ~CT ~C
Vsi—Br = 5 (MEL + mi) p? + M20TD 4+ M2

2
+ L (5415 — 7'9)" + g Mpr p (7157 = 919,
+ P H D P + [PH | + [00°])

1 S| _
— (g + ) (HLP — [HaP)IP)* + 2 (6 + ™) 7"

8
+ (—p Y, HY oo + A,Y, 00 H? + h.c.) (14)
where we have uselz(e) = Qpr(v) = —1 and wheren,, M;, andM;. are soft masses. The

relevant part of the potential is then

V= ZgonVSt—BL + Vassm, (15)

and where as is familiar

Viussm = (|uf* +mi ) H? + (|ul* +m3 )| H|” — (Bup Hy Hy 4 h.c.)

1
(67 + ) (HY? = |HYPY. (16)

We begin with universal boundary conditions for the RGEs.nMe that the RG evolution fav/;
andM; are identical sincéU(2), ® U(1)y symmetry is unbroken down to electroweak scale. If

M? turned tachyonic it would lead to VEV formation for the figldiolating charge conservation
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and thus we disallow this possibility. Sinceande lie in the sameSU(2), multiplet the same
holds for ther field, i.e., it too does not develop a VEV. This can be seen fiioenone loop RG

sum rule connecting the sneutringnass and the selectron mass

M2 — M2 = cos(28) Mg, + 62

v,e’

(17)

Whereéi6 is difference of the mass squares of the fermions (and isiéalg negligible compared
to W mass term the largest of which occurs tor~ 7 which is still negligible). Thus the right
hand side of Ed.(17) is positive definite for any range:f 5 in the perturbative domain in the
RG analysis. As a consequence, if the mass squareoés not turn tachyonic, this also holds for
the mass square ofand(7) = 0. Thus with(é¢) = 0 = (7) = (&°) , and integrating on thefield,

we get the following potential fop®

Q%Lm%
2(Mpy, 4 m?)
The last term above is negligible in size compared to therdérens since it involves the Yukawa

Y,. Thus the coupling between this sector and the MSSM sectothe F° field is negligible.

Ve = M20°T0° + (T59)2 + |V, |2 | HOv¢ 2. (18)

Now in the RG analysis there are no beta functions to fui negative and the quartic term is
positive definite so the potential is bounded from below. €&guently the potential cannot support
spontaneous breaking to generate a VEV for the fi€ldnd thus(v¢) = 0. Further, the extrema

equation forp gives

_ 9. Mpr, A .
(p) = 7M129L T2 <1/ ve — i > 0, (19)

and sincelr) = 0 = (), one also hagp) = 0. Thus there is no spontaneous symmetry breaking
in the system and thB — L and consequently an R-parity is preserved. We add that tiletisin
here is rather different from the Stueckelberg extensiotr®duced in|[4-6] where receives a
non-vanishing VEV. In/[4=6], a non-vanishing VEV fpmwould arise due the Stueckelberg sector
mixing with theU (1), sector of MSSM. In contrast in the minim& — L extension analyzed
here there is no mixing with th& (1), sector, and thus there is no VEV growth far Thus the
entire mass growth in th€ (1) z_; sector occurs via the Stueckelberg mechanism. If we include

a Fayet-lliopoulos D term [65] then effectively the potahfor 7¢ is replaced by

2

2
gnpm
VVC_MZ peipe IO P (petpe Y, |2 HOv¢|? 20
+2(M%L—|—m%)( T+ NIHT (20)



For the case whe# is negative a VEV growth fog° is possible and R-parity can be broken
spontaneously. While an FI D-term naturally arises whenitig) is anomalous the inclusion of

an FI term for a non-anomalod& 1), which is the case we discuss, is superfluous, and we exclude
it from the minimal model. Thereforét is apparent that R-parity is always conserved within the
minimal Sueckelberg B — L extension of the MSSM.

The analysis above follows with (minimal) universal bourydeonditions on the soft scalar
masses. However, since the nature of physics at the Plamad scstill largely unknown one
should consider non-universalities as well. In this case will have additional contribution to
the mass squares of scalar masses| [66, 67]. The analysi€ptdbsiders a contribution td/2.

arising from7'r(Q g, m?) with
SprL = TT(QBLmQ) = 2(Mé - Mi) + (Mfc - Mdgc) + (MEC - Mi), (21)

under the constrairifr(Y'm?) = 0, where

Sy =Tr(Ym?®) = My, — M, + > (M3 —2M7. + M2, — M7 + M2.). (22)

gen

With the universal boundary conditions for only each fanolye hasSz;, = 0. This can be
achieved in minimal supergravity models where all scalagehthe same soft mass term, or in
SO(10) or Eg scenarios where the boundary conditions tell us that athgtens of one family
should have the same soft mass term. However, with non-gaivboundary conditions one will
have in generabs;, # 0. With inclusion ofSp;, one could in principle turd/2. negative. Such a
situation is achieved with inclusion of specific constraimt the analysis of [68]. However, such
constraints are not generic and the positivify. may still be broadly valid even with inclusion of

non-universalities of soft parameters.

Now there are stringent bounds on an ex®ra- L type gauge boson. One finds [69]
My /gL > Mpr ~ 6 TeV, (23)

which implies that folyz;, ~ 1 the B — L type Z’ boson lies in the several TeV region. Witt¥a
of this mass scale, detection at LHC-7 may be difficult, ba&bause of energy considerations and
luminosity. Further, with the constraint as given by Eg)(88me of the other phenomenological

implications of the model associated with the spin 0 and %pd;ectors will also be difficult to
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test. In what follows, we uncover a model which maintainsgtret R-parity invariance of the
minimal Stueckelberd? — L extensions, even after mass growth of fhe- L gauge bosons, but

with testable implications that are far more rich.

V. U(l)p—r ® U(1)x STUECKELBERG MODEL

As indicated in the last section, thH€ boson of the minimaB — L model may be difficult
to detect because of its heavy mass. We consider now an extesfshe model of the previous
section which overcomes this constraint and produceés which is much lighter but still has
B — L interactions with matter. This extension includes a hidskectorU (1) x which is anomaly
free but allows for a mixing between the visible and the hidglectors. The extended gauge group

reads:
SUB)e®@SUR),@U(1)y @U(1)p_r @U(1)x . (24)

Thus we have Stueckelberg mass growth in the Abelian seizdhg interaction
Lo = /d29d29 [(My X + MyC + S+ S)?
+(M{X + MyC + 8"+ 5)], (25)
where the model is invariant under the extended gauge tramations

(SX(X,S,S/,C) = (€X+€X,—M1€X,—M{€X,O)
op(C, S, S, X) = (epr + €pr, —Msepr, —Maepy,, 0) (26)

whereex 5y, are infinitesimal chiral superfields. One can compute thesmaerix for thel/ (1) x
and theU (1) -, gauge vector bosons by going to the unitary gauge which irbéisés X, C,
gives
M2 + MP? M, M + M{ M.
MM, + MM, — M2+ M}
Here M|, M} are the mixing parameters and in the limit tdt, A/, — 0 we have that the masses

of the X, C, bosons aré\/;, M,. The diagonalization gives us two massive vector bosonstwhi

11



ff T(Z = ff)apLMy T(Z" — ff)/apLMzgn

EZFEZ-_ sin®6fpr/3 cos? 0pr,/3
Ve, vy, sin?0pr,/3 cos? 0pr,/3
qq(q #t) fssin0pr/9 fscos?0pr/9
tt fsfizsin?0p1,/9 fsfi.zncos®0pL/9

TABLE I: The decay widths of theZ’ and of theZ” bosons into leptons and into quarks in #€l) y ®
U(1)p—r, Stueckelberg model wheres, = g%, /4w and fs = (1 + %) and forV = Z', Z”, one has

2 4 2
fur = (+ 2201 ),

we may callZ’, Z” where

Xﬂ = COS QBLZ:L + sin QBLZZ,

CH = —SiIl@BLZ/:—FCOSQBLZZ. (28)
We consider now the case of small mixing, i.&f;, M} < M, M, which impliestan 5, < 1.
For small mixings theZ’ boson lies mostly in the hidden sector with a small compopenpor-
tional totan f;, in the B — L sector while the opposite holds fa@f’. HereZ” lies mostly in the
B — L sector with a small component proportionaktm 6z, in the hidden sector.

Since X, lies in the hidden sector and has no couplings to the visix¢os matter, the only
couplings ofZ’, Z" to the visible sector arises because of the couplings,db the visible sector
matter. Using the couplings @f, one finds the couplings df’ andZ” to the fermiong f;) to be
of the form

Lz zn = (ﬁV”gBLQBLfi)[— sin QBLZL + oS HBLZ,:/]- (29)

In the context of E.(29) the constraint of EqJ(23) gives sgparate conditions, i.e.,

MZ’/gBL > sinHBL X (6 TGV),
Mz”/gBL > COSQBL X (6 TGV) (30)

It is clear that the constraint on th€ is now considerably weakened relative to the constraint of

Eq.(23) if the mixing anglé g, is small and one can have
My < 1TeV, Stueckelberg U(l)p_p ®@ U(1)x. (31)
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DZero com =1.96 TeV
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Lower Mass Resonance (the Z prime)
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o.Bre™e) b
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LHC com =7 TeV
ATLAS (1.08,1.21) fb "t (ee,up)
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Z prime mass GeV

FIG. 1: Upper panel: An exhibition aof (pp — Z') - Br(Z' — e*e™) vs the mass of th&’ resonance in
the Stueckelberd/(1)p_r ® U(1)x extension of MSSM at the Tevatron. Heyg;, = 0.35 andsin6py,
takes on the values01, 0.05 from the bottom to the top curves in the plot. The analysismes that theZ’
decay into the hidden sector is suppressed. Lower panelsdime analysis at LHC-7 wittin 65, taking

on the values (0.01,0.02,0.03,0.05) from the bottom curvbé top in that order.

However, Z” is still heavy sincecosg;, ~ 1 for small6z. In Tablef]) we give the decay
widths of theZ’ and Z” bosons into leptons and into quarks. The relative strentine 2’
decay into quarks and leptons provides a distinctive sitprahis model. Thus, for example, the
ratio of the branching ratios df’ into charged leptons vs into quarks (except itthois given by
BR(Z' — (*47)/BR(Z" — qq) = 6/(5(1 + a5/m)). Further, in this model the decay width of
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C | 5/t 6, =005
o [P | Gg, =035
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LIJ15;“
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di-lepton invariant mass (GeV)

FIG. 2: Exhibition of a 500 Ge\Z’ resonance in the Stueckelbel1)s_; ® U(1)x model at LHC-7
with a variable luminosity from 5fb! to 20fb~! with a Pr cut on leptons o’y > 30 GeV. Currently the
LHC has analyzed- 1fb—! of luminosity. For aZ’ resonance of 500 GeV with;, = 0.05 andgpr, ~ gy

the LHC would need about 5f8 to begin to see ang’ effect. With a very optimistic 20fb', the Z’ signal

will be strong andZ’ should be visible with the mixings and masses of the sizeudisad.

theZ’ andZ” are related by
L(Z = 3, fif)
L(Z" =32 fifi)
Eq.(32) implies that for theZ’ mass in the sub TeV range, and tH& mass in the range above
6 TeV, andtan 0, < 1 consistent with Ed.(23), the ratio of the decay widthsZ6f/s of Z” can
be vastly different, i.e., a decay width af in the MeV range vs the decay width &f’ in the

My
MZ// ’

= tan2 QBL (32)

hundreds of GeV range. Thus while théwill be a very narrow resonance, tb# will be a very
broad resonance.

It is also instructive to check the contribution of the newenactions to the muon anomalous
moment which is now measured very accurately [70] so thattnent error in the determination
is given byA(g, — 2) = 1.2 x 107, The contribution of theZ’ and of theZ” bosons to the

14



anomalous moment is given by

2 2 2 2
gprm S QBL Ccos QBL
Alg, —2) = K . 33
0 =2D=% |3, T s, (33)

Using the LEP constraint of EQ.(B0) one finds that the coatiiims of the new interactions is
m2

Alg, —9) < —m
(90 =2) < 12720M2,

(34)
and a substitution oMz, ~ 6 TeV gives a rather small contribution, i.é\(g, —2) < O(1) x
10~!2. Remarkably in this case the LEP constraint of Ed.(30) mngfer than the constraint arising

from the very precise measurementygf— 2.

A. Production of Vector Resonances

The fact that th&Z’ boson could have a low mass has important phenomenologipitations.
From Tabl€{l) we note that the decay width of theboson is proportional tein? 65, and since
sin gy, is small, the decay width is relatively small, i.e., with tiiass of theZ’ in the sub TeV
region, its decay width would be in the MeV range and thus tiske&kelbergZ’ is a very narrow
resonance. A narrow resonance of this type should be tesitalsbllider experiments much like
the hypercharge Stueckelbergon which the D@ currently has experimental bounds[71]. et
the decay of the Stueckelbef into leptonic channels will be much more than in the hadronic
channels because the branching ratios are proportion@te L)?. Thus one can discriminate
a B — L StueckelbergZ’ boson by a study of its branching ratios. Such a resonande teu

produced in the Drell-Yan process at the LHC and the Tevatian

pp(pp) = Z' — 0, qq. (35)

In Fig. (1) we show the predictions for th& cross section times the branching ratio imtc:~
intheU(1)s- ® U(1)x extension of the Standard Model. Cross sections and evers e
calculated by implementing the couplings into PYTHIA andSP|32,/73]. The bottom panel
shows the limits on the production cross sectiond@p — Z' — ee) at\/s = 7 TeV with the
recently released- 1 fb~! run [74]. For these curves we takg; to be have the same value as

the hypercharge gauge couplipg and we letsin 6z, run from0.01 to 0.05. The cross section
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for other values of the produgts;, sin 65, can be estimated by the scaling in the cross section
which at theZ’ resonance scales likg;, sin” 5. The top panel gives a similar analysis for
the Tevatron using the D@ data wisiv /fb of integrated luminosity [71] . From the analysis of
Fig.(1) we observe that at present the Tevatron bound istasmtrong as the present LHC bound.
However, the LHC will surpass the Tevatron very soon. IndéeelZ’ produced in the model can
exist with a much lower mass [5,16,/ 75, 76] than #lanodels presently excluded by ATLAS [74]
and CMS[77]. In Figl(R) we display the number of events asnation of the di-lepton invariant
mass. Here one finds that with an optimistic choice of an iateg luminosity of 20fb! the
number of dileptonic events in excess of 30 in the peak masaril should be visible. Thus a
7' mass of 500 GeV with a mixing anghg;;, = 0.05 andgg;, = gy is a promising candidate for

discovery.

B. Production and Decay of the Scalars p and p’

In addition to theZ’ phenomenology there are other sectors where new phenoraaraise.
One of these relates to the scalar componggtandpg;, of S + S and ofS’ + S’ that remain in
the bosonic sector aftéf’ and Z” gain mass by the Stueckelberg mechanism. These fields mix

with the D-terms so that one has the following set in the Lagian
ppL(MiDpr, + MyDx) + px(MiDpr, + MyDx). (36)
Elimination of the D-terms gives the following mass matnxhepy andpp;, basis

o2 B ME + MP +m% MM + MyM)} 37)
spin 0] — )
PO MM MMy MP M2+,

where we have also included the soft contributions to masesy andpz;,. We note that the
structure of the spin zero mass squared matrix given by Byji¢3lifferent compared to the mdss
matrix given by Eq[(27). The reason for this is that while #eetor mass squared matrix arises
directly from the Stueckelberg term Hq.{25), the mass sepiaratrix of Eq[(3]7) arises from the
mixing given by Eq[(36). The mass matrix of Eq)(37) gives twass eigenstatgsandp’ with
eigenvalues/, and)M, . The mass parametekg;, M/, can define the mixing and when the mixing
is small,M? — M7 +m% andM}, — M3 +m3; . With M, in the sub TeV rangé/,, may have
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a mass in the several TeV range. These mass eigenstatesharduaes ofpy andpg; so that

px = cos O p+sinby; p' andppr, = —sin by, p + cos bz, p'. For the case when the soft terms
are absent, the eigenvalues of the mass squared matrix @7#xds are identical despite the very
different looks of the matrices of EQ.(27) and Eql(37). T¢tas be seen by the following unitary

transformation

UTMZ 0 gU = M, (38)

spin 0]’
where the unitary matrix that connects the spin 1 and spint@ixria given by

CoS sin I M!
U_ ¢ sing tane = Mh - M,

= . (39)
—siné cosé My + M,

This result shows that the eigenvalues for the matriegs, ,, andMZ , ; are the same in the
limit of vanishing soft masses for the scalars. Now it is assd that all the matter fields in
the visible sector do not carry ariy(1) y quantum numbers, i.eQ)x = 0 for quarks, leptons
and the Higgs fields. Further, following the analysis of §B¢.it is straightforward to establish
that the quartic ternjo<"o¢)2 has a positive co-efficient in the scalar potential. Thuseamgain
since there are no couplings in the model to tiff. negative, there is no spontaneous violation
of R-parity also in this extended model while tiie— I gauge boson develops a mass via the
Stueckelberg mechanism.

From the discussion preceding Eql(38) , it is clear that thlel fix has no coupling with the
visible sector whileoz;, has couplings of the forrleLMpBLfiQBLfi. One then has the following

interactions ofp andp’ with sfermions

Epf”;f = —SiHG/BLgBLMlﬁTQBLﬁp+ CoS elBLgBLMl]EZTQBL]Eip/- (40)

Eq.(40) allows the decay of th€ /') via its couplings to the sfermions. If kinematically allodve
p(p’) will decay into leptons 75 or into jets + £ where EZ'*** contains at least two neu-
tralinosy” (herey? is the lightest neutralino (LSP) of tié&(1) 5, ® U(1)x combined sector - see
sec.[V])). However, an interesting situation arises wharhass op(p’) is smaller thar2M, .. In

this casep(p’) cannot decay into the final states with 2 LSPs and only theydento the Standard

Model particles are allowed. Such decays can occur via laopsthe final states will consist of
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FIG. 3: Diagrams giving rise to the production of the Studlo&ey scalarsp, o’ at the lowest order.

qq, fifa WW, ZZ,~Z, ~v. There are many diagrams that contribute. The dominanteleeant
to the model we study here with real scala@ndy’ are the gluon fusion diagrams (see Fig.(3)).
From Eq.[40) the interactions pfandy’ to the mass diagonal squarks are given by the follow-

ing interaction

Lipia = —9pMcos(205) (@i — i) — 9,Mi sin(205,) (ldaip + dhvin)
+ (p— p',—sinflg, — cosfpr). (41)

with the B — L dependance encoded via
1 Y
9p = ggBL sin 0, (42)

and where runs over the squark flavors. Now while thgy' vertices allow couplings with squark
mass eigenstates, where the two states couple to are ditheame state or different states, the
gluino only couples to squark states, where both statesthaveame mass. Thus in Eqg.(41) only
the interaction terms proportional tos 26 enter in the gluon fusion diagram. As such, the decay

width of thep to gluons is given by

2 27713772 2
o gpasMle _1\1l+a ~ L1<Tai>
Plp—=99)= "5 5— :21:2( 1) cos(203) mZ (43)
with ro; = M7 /(4m? ), andL:(r) is a loop function defined by[78]
arcsin?(/7) r<l1
L) =r 2l = f(r)]. f(r) = B (44)
—i(log%—iw) , r>1.
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As a consequence of the symmetry of gauge interactions snénak

M3

775 ot 05T (p = 99). (45)
p

I'(p' — gg) =

Further the partonic production cross sectionp @ given by

2

220702
. 9,0 M o .
(99 = p) = 5 M} > (=) cos(205)rai L (rai)| 0(1— M2/3). (46)
a=1,2;i

The hadronic production cross section relevant to the bdfarg at the LHC iso(pp — p) and is
given by a convolution with the parton distribution functsfor the gluon, which at leading order

in the narrow width approximation is given by

d PP

o(pp = p)(s) = T,—25(99 = p)- (47)

Here/s is thepp center-of-mass energy, = Mj/s, anddL?/dr is given by
1
i [ e Q) a8)
wheref, , is the parton distribution function for finding the gluoniihs a proton with momentum
fraction x at a factorization scal€. A numerical analysis shows thatpp — p) can lie in the
range O(1000) fb in the most optimal part of the parametecesjiar producing the.

The final decay modes of thecan produce visible signatures at the LHC, and branchingsrat
will generally be different from the Standard Model Highs,. Thushgy has both tree level
decays into the final statés, 77, cé as well as decays via loop diagrams ipto W W, ZZ, Z~, v.

For a Higgs boson mass ©60 GeV, dominant decays modes are the tree level decay modes wit
bb decay being almost 80%. Among the loop decays the dominaatydegg and sub-dominant
decays aréV' I/ (off shell) and~~ at a Higgs mass of 100 GeV. Now suppose the tree decays
of the Higgs were suppressed, then the decay of the Higgs will have a branching ratio of

~ 2.5 x 1072, The decay of the parallels this case since there are no tree decays of. tmethe
analysis below we will use the above branching ratio to gedgproximate estimate ofy event

for thep decay. An analysis gfp — p at the LHC at,/s = 14 TeV is given in Figl(#). One finds
that the cross section at/, = 100 GeV for the maximal case witt¥;;, gp1) = (7/2,1.2) is

~ 100fb. At 200 fb~! of integrated luminosity at the LHC afs = 14 TeV, one will have2 x 10°
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FIG. 4: A display of the production cross sectiofpp — p) from gluon fusion as a function of the mass
of the Stueckelberg scalarat the LHC with,/s = 14 TeV for several combinations @f;, andgp;, for
the case which maximizes the production for the MSSM seftor 26;| = 1, i.e. |A;| tan 8 = |p| . From
bottom to top the curves havé’s; , gsr) = (7/6,0.65), (7/2,0.65), (7/2,1.2), where the top curve is
close to the theoretical upper limit on the production. Thklappears at the point wherd,, /(2m;, ) = 1

and the analysis has the other squarks and the gluino mugkehézan the lighter stop.

p events whenl/, = 100 GeV. UsingBR(p — ) = 2.5 x 1072 one finds~ 5000 v~ events
before kinematic and efficiency cuts. We note that the plotmming from they~ signal will
be monochromatic carrying roughly half the mass of the decpparticle. Thus the~ signal
arising from the decay of thewould be distinguishable from they signal from the Higgs decay
if the masses of the two are significantly separateg.mass ofl00 GeV would imply a2’ mass
of also 100 GeV assuming no soft terms in {heector. AZ’ mass of 100 GeV is consistent
with the current data if either the mixing andlg;, is small or theZ’ decays dominantly into the
hidden sector (see Séc.(VlI B)). We note also that while thesnoitheZ’ and the mass gf are
the same in the absence of soft breaking termsfdhe couplings of theZ’ to fermions and of
p to squarks can be of very different sizes. This is apparemh fEq.[39). Hence the possibility
arises of being able to discover both thand theZ’. However it is also quite possible that only
one resonance may be visible depending on the overall siteedbtueckelberg masses and the

individual couplings of the two states.
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The production cross section fpp — p, p/ bears resemblance to the analysis of [12] and is
closely related to canonical Higgs production (see e.g, T but is restricted by the form of
the couplings as given in thB — L Stueckelberg extension. We add that recently several mmodel
with scalars have been studied in the literature which cadyre large production enhancements
relative to the SM higgs production (see e.g! [80-83]). Thedpction of p does not receive
enhancements of the size studied above, but neverthelesspdoduce event rates that can be
measured at the LHC-14 with larger luminosity as was detailgove.

We note that very recently the LHC has put new constraintdheratiowed mass of the Stan-
dard Model Higgs Bosonhgy;. Preliminary analyses based on those reported at EPS 2@lL1 an
at Lepton-Photon 2011 [84] imply that the SM Higgs boson hasaas below~ 145 GeV. The
above result is compatible with the SUGRA models which tgtycindicate a Higgs mass below
~ 140 GeV. Because the production ¢f relative to thehg,, differs markedly via their cou-
plings, as discussed above, the production of the two fiedd#dde distinguished with sufficient
luminosity. This is possible if thég,; resonance and theresonance are sufficiently separated
in mass. In addition, because the production & weaker tharhgy;, the golden channels such
asZZ, WW remain available wherégy; has been ruled out to have such a mass. Searches for

M, ~ (200 — 500)GeV will however have to wait for upgraded luminosity at the LHC.

VI. NEUTRAL DIRAC AND MAJORANA COMPONENTSOF DARK MATTER
A. Majorana Dark Matter

TheU(1)p-r ® U(1)x Stueckelberg extension of MSSM have new implications fentature
of dark matter. Specifically in the neutralino sector we hiavaddition to the MSSM neutralinos,
extra gauginos and stinos, where the stino is the analogtleedfiggsino. Thus from the gauge
supermultipletsX = (X,, Ax, Dx) andC = (C}, A\¢, D) we can construct two gaugino states
which we label as\y, Az,. Similarly from the chiral multipletsS + S and S’ + S’ we can
construct two higgsino states;, 1»s.. These four neutralino states in the Stueckelberg sect@ ha

no mixings with the MSSM neutralinos. Thus the neutralineswatrix in thd/ (1) x @ U(1)p_1,
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extension of MSSM has the form

Mg| 0
Mnoutralino = : 2 (49)
O4xa | Mussm
Specifically the neutralino mass terms in thél) xy ® U(1)z_, sector are given by
c£res — 7T M, 7, (50)
ZT = (¢S; ¢S’7 AB—L7 AX)? (51)

where thet x 4 sub-block of theU/ (1), ® U(1)x sector has the form (omitting for simplicity
the soft terms)
0 My M,
L s T Bl (52)
mT 02><2 M{ M2
4x4

2x2

We can diagonalize the neutralino mass matrix inilthi¢) x ® U(1)z_,, sector by an orthogonal

transformationZ = OX so that

XTo"M,0Xx = diag(myg, myo, My, my0). (53)

Xg’ X7?

Now the generalization of the matter Lagrangian reads
Loatter = (I)me%BLQBLC-F?gXQXX(I)m|92§2 ’ (54)

and gives a coupling of the typ&B_Lfoz, Where(fL,fL) are a chiral fermion and a chiral
scalar, which leads to couplings of the Stueckelberg sewatralinos with matter of the form
ngsz (k = 5 — 8). Thus we note that even though the neutralino mass matrig doehave a
mixing between the MSSM and the Stueckelberg sectors, thieati@o in the Stueckelberg sector
can decay into the least massive supersymmetric particd)lwhich may lie in the MSSM
sector. The way it occurs is as follows: The neutralings(k = 5 — 8) have fermion-sfermion
interactions as indicated above, while the neutralinoshie MSSM also have similar type
interactions. If the mass,» > m,o we will have decays of the type) — ﬁfi — fifod + -,
Thus there is only one stable Majorana supersymmetricgbarin the combined MSSM and

Stueckelberg system. On the other hand if, for examyg]és the lightest neutralino then the LSP
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will lie in the Stueckelberg sector. In this case tift = x? would be a dark matter candidate
(the notation st denotes stueckelberg and does not impfgrerece of the stino component over
the gaugino component). Its properties are expected torbiasito those of the bino LSP of
the MSSM. For the case of a thermal relic, the annihilationy@fwill occur via the t-channel
squark exchange so that (dropping the superscript O frora bB) x«. + xs« — fif;, as wells
Xst + fMSSM — SM SM’, x« + xmssm — SM SM’, where the last two cases indicate that the
the coannihilations will generally occur_[25], [59],|40fo¢ a review seel[85]). For the direct
annihilations, unlike the annihilation of MSSM neutralgadhere areno direct channel 7 or
Higgs pole exchange diagrams and consequently final states suthl&s 77, ZH, HH are
absent at the tree level. For the case of co-annihilatioissghmodified. Ifp is of low mass, as
discussed in the previous section, the stop should bevehatight to accommodate a signal pf

In this case the relic density can be satisfied via stop cdhdations [96].

Next, we discuss the the direct detection\q@f. Specifically there ar@o t-channel Higgs
or Z pole exchange contributions to the direct detection rates fiar ¢hse at the tree level. As
pointed out in Ref.[[86, 87] it is important to include cobtrtions arising in the spin independent
scattering cross section from the twist-2 operators
fofmy 3 3 fufret Y (e +a@) g+ (55)
q=u,d,s q=u,d,s,c,b
where the additional terms are suppressed#y ¢(2) are matrix elements and are givenlin/[87].

Specificallyggl) is given by, in the limit of massless quarks

M aZ + b?
(1) ~ Xst q q 56
9o = - MZ R 2 (56)

Xst

wherea? + b2 = g3, Q%; = g3,/9. In addition, there are terms of si2e,__, , . fofr, (Where
fq: frq are given ini[86, 88, 89]). Here terms fij that are proportional toz + b?] are suppressed
by a factor of 4 relative tq;\" [87]. Terms inf, also contairu — b2 o g3, Q% sin 26; and
are ultra suppressed by the smallness of the squark mixiglg afor the case when the, , is
relatively close in mass tay;, up to correction in the light quark masses, there is an erdraent
in the Sl cross section[37]. Utilizing this effect, for magsitting of order 30-100 GeV, one easily

sees detectable size Sl cross sections for squark massesdha accord with LHC limits (see
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Stueckelberg Majorana Dark Matter
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FIG. 5: Spin independent,; neutralino-proton cross section vs the Stueckelberg akudr mass for the
case when the Stueckelberg neutralino is the LSP. Exhilsitdad spin independent cross section for several

combinations of\ ~ m;— M, (in units of GeV). The current limits from XENON-100 are aksxhibited.

Fig.(3)). At even smaller mass splittings, the models arstrained by XENON. We have verified
using micromegas| [90] that the small mass splitting betwberLSP and the squarks can lead
to cross sections of the size we find. In this case the relisilenan be brought in accord with
WMAP from co-annihilatons. In particular the squarks in thidal state annihilations play a large
role in reducing the relic abundance. There is also mixirgg tierives from rotating between the
chiral fermion in the Stueckelberg multiplet. We considee bptimal case where in the mass
diagonal basis, the lighter of the two mass eigenstateseiotie which couples via the larger
mixing. Thus we have taken the mixing in the gaugino stind@eos ¢, — 1, and have fixed
gsr = 0.65 in Fig.(8). The result of a large scattering cross sectioesdequire an LSP above
around (500-600) GeV to be consistent with the current Brfidm the LHC [91-95].
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B. Dirac Dark Matter

Additional matter fields in the form of Dirac fermions (anethsupersymmetric counter parts,
two chiral scalars) can exist in tli&(1) y sector which have only vectorial couplings to the gauge
field X* and a mass for the Dirac fermions can be generated via terthg isuperpotential [37].
As seen already, after mixing of tiie — L gauge field_* with the field X*, two mass eigenstates
7' andZ" arise in the mass diagonal basis each of which Have L type couplings with the SM

fields. In addition, the interaction of the dark sector Difiatd with theZ’, Z” is given by
Lp= D’V“(CZ/DZZL + CZ”DZZ)D- (57)

The interaction vertices with the Dirac particlP) with the visible sector quarks and leptons enter

through the vector mixings so that

Czp = gxQxcosbpr, Czip=gxQxsinbpy . (58)

The dark sector Dirac field can constitute dark matter. itable and electrically neutral. Since the
model we consider has two components of dark matter, theréditadensityQ4? will be shared by
the neutralino and Dirac particles. In the analysis we asstinat the dark matter densities, o,
for the two components in the galaxy are proportional tortrespective relic densities such that

sum is the total cold dark matter (CDM) density

QO
D20 Qupuh2= QR + Qph. (59)

Ox QX 7 (Majorana) (Dirac)

The annihilation cross section 6fD into quarks and leptons via th, Z” poles is given by
oppssf = Ap | Py — Pyl (60)

where the poles and couplings enter as

P, = (S — M\2/ + iFVMV)_l, V = (Z/, Z//), (61)

2 [ 2
A = = -~ (2M 2 _— 2
va 487T8 ( D+S)( mf+8) 4M%_S@7 (6 )
9, = 9BLQBL r9xQx sin20py,, (63)
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and wheres = 4M3% /(1 — v?/4), © = O(s — 4m?), andN; = (1,3) for (leptons, quarks). The
relevant partial/’, Z” decay widths were given in Table (1) . In addition tffe Z” can decay into
the Dirac sector:

leg% 2M% 4M%) 1/2
F / n — . 1 1 - 64
A P - M2, M2, ’ (64)

where®© = O(My — 2Mp) andgp = gxQx cosfpr. The partial decay width of th&” is ob-
tained withM; — Mz» andcosf;, — sinfp;, in Eq.(64). The relic density can be calculated
by integration over the poles. For the technique of integgabver a pole see [97—99]. The relic

density for the 2 components of dark matter can be calcu[8&dvhere for the Dirac component

TF.D 1.07 x 10° GeV~!
Qph? = CpJ;t, J:/ § o) hh g de, Cp =2 X . (65)
D DYp D ] - < >DD—>ff D /_Q*Mpl
In Fig. (8) we exhibit a satisfaction of the relic density kit the WMAP constraint so that
M
St — D
RDlraC MZ/ / ) (66)

where the black bands in Fid.] (6) show a presumed fractiohefthe total relic abundance.

Now, unlike the cases studied previously with the Stueaglbnass growth, here the dark
Dirac fermion does not carry a milli-charge and is electihcaeutral. The reason the Dirac
fermion is neutral is because there is no mixing of the Stekekg gauge field with the hyper-
charge vector boson. Because of its electrical neutratithuanlike a milli charged patrticle it cannot
be stopped by the atmosphere or by dirt and rock in the Eaftbré& reaches an underground
detector. The effective Lagrangian describing the sdatjesf a dark Dirac fermion from a quark,
in the limit of low momentum transfer, is given W,z = Cny”Dq%q. The corresponding spin
independent D-proton cross section is

2
si_ Pop o 1 1 2
=g - 67
TDp T T <M§, T, Mg,Mg,,) ’ (67)

whereG = gp, sin0pLgxQx cosOpr, andup, is the reduced mass.
Interestingly, for mixing of the size considered in Figl,(§in 6z, € [0.01,0.05]) and for
natural size couplinggx = gpr. = O(gy) and@x = +1 one obtains a spin independent cross

sections which are of the size
opr ~ 107" em® My ~ (200 — 300) GeV. (68)
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FIG. 6: An exhibition of the relic density of the Dirac compan of dark matter for various values &8¢ . .
which is the ratio the Dirac dark matter mass to the Stueekglsd’ mass. The black bands represent about
half the relic abundance. For the analysis wediy, = 0.35,g9x = 0.1,Qx = 0.5 . The (blue/darker)
curves have theZ’ mass running in the range 200-500 GeV in steps of 100 GeV. W that for fixed
couplings, as\{z, gets heavier the curves become more narrow. The (mageghtafl) curves correspond
to My = 250 GeV with 657, = (0.02 — 0.05). Similarly, asfp; becomes progressively smaller for
otherwise fixed couplings and fixeéd mass, the curves become more narrow. The right panel is ge ca
when theZ’ decays mostly into the hidden sector Dirac fermions, itds the case wher&’ — DD is
kinematically allowed and in this case the dileptonic sigra the LHC will be depleted. The left panel is
the case wherg’ — DD is kinematically disallowed and in this case thewill decay exclusively into the

SM particles and thus the dileptonic signal from the progesss Z’' — *1~ will be visible.

Since Mp > my, pp, ~ my, o—f}; is essentially independent @ff,. However, compatibility
with the WMAP data for the thermal relic density, restridte tratio B!, ~ 1/2. Using this

constraint the spin independent cross sectifhfor the case\/7, > M, is given by

2 2
ST 12%5) 2 1 ~ 12%5) 2 1
oDy = G ML, 62 1T (69)

which now has a very strong dependence on the Dirac mass. Uinerical size ofaf;; as a

function of the Dirac mass is exhibited in Fig.(5), and thalgsis shows that the% predicted
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FIG. 7: lllustrative curves. At any given point on this plbete exists a funnel where the relic density can
be satisfied for perturbative size coupling via the relicgigninvariant RS, . . The particular values of the
parameters on thes curves &fg; = .001,g9x = 0.1,Qx = 1/2), (g = 0.01,9x = 0.5,Qx = 1), and

(0L = 0.05,gx = 1/2,Qx = 1), wheregpy, = 0.35 andR3t =~ 1/2.

by the model is accessible in the XENON experiment. In facgfeen values ofjz;, 051, gx @ x
the current limits from XENON2100 already put lower limits tre Dirac mass. We can also use
the current upper limit oa>? from the XENON100 experiment which gives’ = 7 x 10~%° cn?

for a WIMP mass of 50 GeV, to put a general constraint@y M3 so that

|G|/M3 <3x 1078 (Mpin GeV). (70)

We note again that the preceding analysis is very diffemembfthe previous Stueckelberg analyses
where the Dirac fermion in the hidden sector develops a wftilirge. As already pointed out this
arises in models where one mixes the Stueckelberg gauge botothe hypercharge gauge field.
In this case the scattering of the Dirac fermion from a quaitkivave not only theZ’ pole in the
t-channel but also & boson pole and a photon pole as well. In the present modéf thied the

photon pole are both absent. The Dirac dark matter candislalectrically neutral.

As mentioned earlier, fakl, ~ 2Mp, the relic density will always be satisfied for perturbative

size couplings. Foh, < 2Mp but close t@ M, the Z’ signal will manifest at colliders and the
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My 0Pl (0 = (0.03)) 0Pl (05 = (0.06))

GeV cm? cm?

200 1.9<10~# 7.5x10~%
300 3.%10~% 1.5x10~%
400 1.2<107% 4.7x1074
500 4.8<10746 1.9x1074

TABLE II: Approximate values of the spin independent saattg cross section for the Dirac component
of dark matter for sample models. The second and third cotuhavefz;, = (0.03,0.06) respectively.

The first row is on the edge of the discovery limits from thelbENON and the Tevatron data and is
being probed by the LHC. For a given dark matter mags ~ 2Mp in order to satisfy(Qh?)waiap.

Model parameters are otherwise fixed as in Figure(4). Thallmidolumn of this table corresponds to the
blue/dark curves in Fig. (7), while the magenta/light regi®found to be constrained by the XENON data.
Models consistent with the relic density constraint andXE&NON constraint are therefore favored if the
relic density is satisfied closer to the pole which is obtdifer relatively smaller coupling and/or larger

My

relic density can also be satisfied. However, for the cilse > 2Mp, while the relic density
can be satisfied, th&’ signal becomes suppressed due to the branching ratio iethittden
sector overtaking the branching ratio in the visible seatothe presence of mass and kinetic
mixings [100]. In addition, the Breit-Wigner enhancemefhtihe annihilation of Dirac particles in
the halo[41] can be operative very close to the pole and th@nimg three possibilities become

simultaneous observables:

1. Observation of a very light and narrai vector boson in the dilepton channel at the LHC

(see also [5]).

2. Observation of the flux of positrons via Satellite data YA A/FERMI) [101] from the
Breit-Wigner Enhancement in the dark matter annihilationse galactic halo [41] consis-
tent with WMAP datal[49].

3. Relic abundance of dark matter split between a neutralivtbdark Dirac (see also [37]) .
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4. Observational prospects for the corresponding Darkd@@mponent in direct detections
experiments such as XENON (analyzed here for the neutrd Daac particle via the

Stueckelberg mechanism).

Let us add, that just recently, the 730 kg days of the CRE$®hark Matter Search was
released/ [102]. Two preferred regions are reported on, aredsoch region appears close to the
CoGeNT preferred region [103]. Very low mass neutralinckdaatter with MSSM field content
and cross sections of the size needed to explain the CoGaeNiaaiconsistent with the collider
constraints|[104]. This result has been confirmed by the LHi@ its updated constraints on the
SUSY Higgs sector [105], wherein largen 5 and low mass SUSY Higgs of the size needed to
explain the spin-independant scattering are further eexlu The preferred region reported by
CRESST-II with heavier dark matter mass may be accommodateal thermal relic with relic
density satisfied via the Z-pole in the MSSM. Such could axigle non-universal gaugino masses
at the the high-scale (see [93]) leading to WIMP masses ¢tn48 GeV. The far boundary of the
CRESST-II20 region terminating close to 55 GeV may also be achieved witb density satisfied
via the Higgs pole (see the analysis|of [106]). A dedicatedyam®s with the new constraints on the
SUSY Higgs sector from the LHC [105] would be needed to makeoeerdefinitive statement -
however the CRESST-II results at these potential dark nmaésises do not correspond to reported
event rates with CDMS or XENON [50, 51]. The extended modas$slwe discuss can produce
spin independent cross sections with larger cross secti@msthat of the MSSM via the Dirac
component of Dark Matter (see Fig.(7)).

VII. DISCRIMINATING STUECKELBERG FROM MODELSWITH SPONTANEOUSBREAK -
ING

One may discriminate between the Stueckelberg mass growth/ — L gauge boson in the
models discussed here and other models where the mass donirie B — L. gauge boson occurs
by spontaneous breaking. In the above, we have alreadysdiedihe mass growth ofia — L
gauge boson by the Stueckelberg mechanism. For the casethihenass growth occurs via
spontaneous breaking there are two possibilities: (i) spwous symmetry breaking 0f(1)5_,,

occurs violating R-parity invariance, (i) spontaneousnsyetry breaking ofU(1)z_, occurs
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without violating R-parity invariance. We discuss these tases below individually.

A. Spontaneous Symmetry Breaking of B — L and R-parity Violation

The simplest example of this is when we consider the supenpiat of Eq[18). Let us
assume that the potential of thé field is such that it develops a VEV. In this case one will
have a spontaneous breaking of not oaly— L but also of R-parity as indicated by the term
LH,(r¢) in Eq.(13) afterc® develops a VEV. In the mass diagonal basis it will lead to othe
R-parity violating terms, i.e.LLe® and@Q Ld¢. Here the LSP is no longer stable and specifically
the neutralino cannot be a dark matter particle. Furth@Gesthe neutralino is not stable, the
signals of supersymmetry for this case will be very difféaranhhadron colliders. Specifically if
the neutralino decays inside the detector, there will be mssimy energy signatures which are
the typical hallmarks of supersymmetry signatures withd®tg symmetry. Further, for the case
when there is a spontaneous breaking of R-parity symmetythe VEV growth of the right
handed sneutrino, there will be D term contributions to tept®n squared masses proportional
to g%, (7°)*[7]. Such terms are absent for the case when the mass gromthé® — L gauge

boson occurs preserving R-parity invariance as discusskeivb

B. B — L Modédsfor R-parity Conservation

We further consider now the possibility thBt— L symmetry is broken but a residual R-parity
symmetry still persists. This is indeed possible followthg general line of reasoning of [107]
(see als0.[108]). Thus consider additional fields in thethsach as a vector like multiplet which
has theSU(3)c ® SU(2), ® U(1)y ® U(1)5_1 quantum numbers as follows

®~ (1,1,0,—-Qpr), ®~ (1,1,0,QpL). (71)

Let us suppose that one manufactures a potential so that \6EWation for the fieldsb and ®
occurs. In this cas8 — L will be broken. However, as long 8B — L) is an even integer R-parity

will be preserved. This means that the residual theory velleha”, R-parity symmetry. Thus, for
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example, the VEV formation of a scalar field wigh3 — L) = £2 will violate B — L but preserve
R-parity. In the process of the mass mass growth of@he L gauge boson, one combination of
the imaginary parts ob? and®° will be absorbed while there would three spin zero fields: 2 CP
even and one CP odd (the part orthogonal to the imaginarg p&adt® and®° which is absorbed)
Higgs field. In contrast for th& (1) 5_;, ® U(1)x model discussed here, one is left with only two
additional scalarsyy, psr, Or p, p/, which are both CP even. Specifically there is no additional
CP odd Higgs boson for the Stueckelberg models. So this gesva discrimination between the
two models.

There are several interesting and distinguishing featoeéseen thé/ (1), ® U(1)x model
and theU(1)z_;, model. This difference can be seen by comparinglEf.(23) v@8By Thus in
Eq.(23) one finds that the mass growth dfa L gauge boson by spontaneous breaking or by the
Stueckelberg mechanism would require the gauge boson tergeheavy. Thus fogz; ~ 1, one
will typically have a mass of thé& — L gauge boson to be greater than 6 TeV [69,/109]. In
contrast, from Eq<.(30) we find that in th&1)x ® U(1)s-, model, there are two extra massive
gauge bosons beyond what one has in the Standard Model. Agbeavier one, i.e., thé¢’ gauge
boson, is indeed several TeV in mass. HoweverAhkoson we discuss can be much lighter, and
can lie in the few hundred GeV range. Thus the observationafidying Z’ with decay branching
ratios characteristic of  — L gauge boson will be a clear indication of the Stueckelberdeho

involving mixing of U(1) x andU (1) 5, discussed here.

VIII. CONCLUSION

In this work we have proposed the Stueckelberg mechanisiihéomass growth of & — L
gauge bosont was then shown that under the constraints of charge conservation and the absence
of a Fayet-1liopoulos D term, that R-parity cannot be spontaneously broken in the minimal model
of radiative el ectroweak symmetry breaking. The above is in contrast to models where the mass of
the B — L gauge boson is generated by the Higgs mechanism throughBkeadfmation for the
field ¢ which breaks R-parity.

A comparison to the case where tBe- L. symmetry is spontaneously broken but the R-parity

symmetry is preserved was also given and its distinguistaatures from the Stueckelberg mass
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growth for the B — L gauge boson are uncovered. Further, we analyz&dlay ® U(1)s_1
Stueckelberg extension of MSSM where a massgi®oson withB — L interactions can lie in
the sub TeV region, i.e}{; < 1 TeV. The observation of &’ in the sub TeV region wittB — L
guantum numbers deduced via branching ratios into chamgetdns will provide a test of the
U(1)x ® U(1)p_r, Stueckelberg extension discussed here.

Other tests of the proposed Stueckelberg models were asostied. This includes an analysis
of the production and decay of the Stueckelberg spin 0 bpsshich has only loop decays into
SM final states via sfermion loops. An interesting decay efhs into vy was analyzed and
shown to have the possibility of observation at the LHC with= 14 TeV.

With hidden sector Dirac fermions in thé(1)y ® U(1)p_, Stueckelberg extension, two
component dark matter manifests, with one component bethgredhe MSSM neutralino or the
Stueckelberg neutralino and the other component beingatral Dirac fermion. An analysis
of the relic density for the Stueckelberg neutralino and $itieeckelberg neutralino-proton spin
independent cross section were also discussed. An anafythsie second dark matter component
consisting of the Dirac fermion as dark matter was also gmmea it was shown that the current
XENON100 data already puts constraints on the Dirac ferrm@ss and mixing angles. The
constraints from the XENON100 data and the LHC data on thelomys of theZ’ boson and
dark Dirac fermion were shown to be comparable, both of wihiitit the mixing of theB — L
and dark sector. Thus the proposed model produces LHC akdttter signals at mass scales

that are accessible to such experiments and will be testdtefuas the new data comes in.
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