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A bstract

W e extend the constrained m inim alsupersym m etric m odel(CM SSM )by adding a right-

handed neutrino super�eld (�CM SSM )which decouplescloseto theG UT scale.W estudy the

e�ectsofa right-handed neutrino on thelow energy spectrum and focuson thepredictionsfor

darkm atterproperties.W epay particularattention totherealization ofthelight(left-handed)

sneutrino which can be the next-to-lightest supersym m etric particle (NLSP)with either the

neutralino or gravitino as the lightest supersym m etric particle (LSP).Notably,for the case

ofa neutralino LSP with a sneutrino NLSP,there are new ‘sneutrino coannihilation regions’

which yield thedesired therm alneutralino relic density determ ined by W M AP.

PACS:98.80.Cq

1 Introduction

One explanation forthetiny m assesofleft-handed neutrinosin the Standard M odelisthe seesaw

m echanism [1]. Thisisaccom plished through the introduction ofa heavy right-handed neutrino.

In this letter,we extend the constrained m inim alsupersym m etric m odel(CM SSM ) by adding a

right-handed neutrino super�eld and study how such a gauge singlet�eld with a M ajorana m ass

close to the grand uni�cation (GUT) scale can a�ect low-energy phenom enology. The e�ects of

a GUT scale right-handed neutrino in the supersym m etric version ofthe seesaw m echanism on

lepton avor violation and gauge uni�cation have been studied [2{12]. Di�erences between this

m odeland them orecom m only studied CM SSM [13{17]ariseduetochangesin therenorm alization

group equation (RGE)evolution.Because them assspectra atthelow energy can bea�ected,the

shape and position ofthe supersym m etric (SUSY)param eterregionswhich lead to the desirable

dark m atterrelicabundancecan changeaccordingly [18{21].In m any cases,thechangein thelow
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energy spectrum sim ply resultsin a shiftofthe CM SSM param eterswhich isnecessary to obtain

thecorrectrelicdensity.Here,westudy thee�ectsofaheavy right-handed neutrinoon dark m atter

properties and pay particular attention to the role ofthe light left-handed sneutrinos. W e focus

on a new ‘sneutrino coannihilation region’which is found in the �CM SSM .This is a distinctive

region ofparam eter space where the characteristic physicalprocesses involved which lead to the

desired LSP neutralino therm alrelicabundance(i.e.sneutrino annihilation and coannihilation)are

di�erentfrom those in the conventionally studied regionsin CM SSM ,nam ely,regionsde�ned by

stau coannihilations,stop coannihilations,theA-polefunnel,focus-pointorhyperbolicbranch and

bulk regions[13,15,22{24].

Aswewillsee,thereareregionsofthe�CM SSM param eterspacein which thesneutrino m ass

is driven close to and som etim es below the lightest neutralino m ass. In principle,the sneutrino

is a possible candidate for dark m atter. However, its relic density is su�ciently high only for

relatively large sneutrino m asses (& 500 GeV) and even then direct detection experim ents place

strongconstraintson theabundanceofsneutrinos[25]1.Asaconsequence,wewillconsiderm odels

where the sneutrino isthe NSLP,with m � < m ~�. Ifthiscondition isviolated,we willin addition

considerm odelswith a gravitino LSP.

Lightleft-handed sneutrinosarealso possiblein m odelswith non-universalsoftSUSY breaking

scalarm ass,such asthenon-universalHiggsm assm odel(NUHM )[27{30],orin m odelswherethe

gravitino isthe LSP with a sneutrino NLSP [31{36]. A sneutrino NLSP in the �CM SSM can be

realizedwitheitheragravitinoLSP oraneutralinoLSP,usingonlytheuniversalsoft-SUSY breaking

param eters(includingthoseoftheright-handed neutrino)and doesnotrely on any departuresfrom

universality.

W e �rstpresentthe m odeland a shortdescription ofournum ericalanalysisproceduresin x2.

Ourm ain results,therealization ofthesneutrino coannihilation regionsin the�CM SSM aregiven

in x3 followed by concluding rem arks.

2 T he �C M SSM M odel

Forsim plicity weillustrateourresultsin aconcreteexam plewhich includesoneheavy right-handed

neutrino super�eld N which we associate with the third generation,i.e.,we are ignoring avor

m ixingsin theneutrino sector.In thiscase,itisthetau sneutrino which can becom em uch lighter

relativeto itsm assin theCM SSM .Oursuperpotentialis

W = W M SSM + yN LH uN
c+

1

2
M N N

c
N

c (1)

where W M SSM is the standard M SSM superpotential. W e assum e that the soft SUSY breaking

param etersfortheright-handed neutrino,such asthesoftSUSY breaking scalarm assm N and the

trilinearcouplingA N ,alsosharetheuniversalvaluesin CM SSM attheGUT scaleQ G U T.Hence,in

addition totheconventionalCM SSM param etersrepresented by theuniversalscalarm ass,gaugino

m ass,trilinearm ass,ratio oftheHiggsvevs,and thesign ofthe� param eter,

m 0;M 1=2;A 0;tan�;sign(�); (2)

1W e note thatthisconclusion can be avoided in som em odelswith lepton num berviolation [26].
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the�CM SSM hastwo m oreinputparam eterswhich wetaketo be

M N (Q G U T);m �(Q M Z
) (3)

W especify theright-handed neutrino m assM N attheGUT scaleQ G U T
2,and �x theleft-handed

neutrinom assatthescaleofZ boson m assQ M Z
.Notethatthedom inantcontributionstothem ass

ofthe righthanded sneutrino M ~N
com esfrom the heavy neutrino m assM N ratherthan from the

electroweak scalesoftSUSY breaking m assm N ,so thatN and ~N aredecoupled attheenergy scale

M N .

W e num erically evolve the fulltwo-loop RGEs[5,11,37,38]including a right-handed neutrino

from the GUT scale Q G U T (which is obtained iteratively assum ing gauge coupling uni�cation,

typically Q G U T � 2� 1016GeV ) down to the right-handed neutrino m ass scale. Below M N ,the

heavy right-handed neutrino isintegrated outand theconsequentnon-renorm alizableterm sin the

Lagrangian are suppressed by M N . These non-renorm alizable term s do not have the signi�cant

e�ects on the m ass spectrum at the electroweak scale,with the possible exception ofthe light

left-handed neutrino m asswhich receivesitsonly contribution from thedim ension �veoperator

L5 3 ��(LH u)(LH u) (4)

Hence,the light neutrino m ass at the electroweak scale is given by m �(Q M Z
) = �hH ui

2 and is

taken to be one ofourinputparam eters. W e included the running ofthe dim ensionfulparam eter

� in ournum ericaltreatm entofRGEsbelow M N by m atching thoseRGE solutionsaccordingly at

M N [37,38].

3 A Sneutrino N LSP in the �C M SSM

In the CM SSM ,right-handed charged sleptons are in generallighterthan the corresponding left-

handed states because the beta functions ofthe latter receive contributions from SU(2)L weak

couplingsin addition to U(1)hypercharge couplings. Thisevolution isseen by the dashed curves

in Fig. 1 where we show the running ofthe softm assparam etersassociated with the left-handed

lepton doublet,L3,the right-handed state,�R ,along with the U(1)gaugino m ass,M 1. Starting

with a com m on scalarm assatthe GUT scale,we see the left-handed m assparam eterrunning to

highervalues.Notethe m asseigenstatesofthesleptonswillbefurthersplitby L-R m ixing term s

proportionaltothecharged lepton m ass.Forthisreason,thelightertau slepton ism ostly com posed

ofa right-handed com ponentand isoften theNLSP in CM SSM m odels.

This conventionalpicture changes with the introduction ofa heavy right-handed M ajorana

neutrino. W e can gain insight to the qualitative behaviorofthe running by following the 1-loop

contributions in the RGEs for the squared m asses ofthe slepton doublet and the charged right-

handed slepton

d

dt
m

2

L3
=

1

16�2

�

2y2�X � + 2y2N X N �
6

5
g
2

1
M

2

1
� 6g2

2
M

2

2
�
3

5
g
2

1
S

�

+ ::: (5)

2W e areinterested in the param eterrangeM N � Q G U T .
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Figure1: TheRGE evolution ofthesoftm assparam eterscorrespondingto L3,�R ,and thegaugino

m ass,M 1 as a function ofrenorm alization scale. Initialconditions are setatm L3
= m �R = 200

GeV and M 1 = 300 GeV.The CM SSM evolution isshown by dashed curveswhile the �CM SSM is

shown by solid curves. In the latter,M N = 1015 GeV,with m � = 0:05 eV.The gaugino m assand

right-handed slepton are a�ected atthe two-loop levelby a right-handed neutrino and these e�ects

are notvisible in this�gure.Negative valuesreferto the sign ofthe m ass-squared values.

d

dt
m

2

�R
=

1

16�2

�

4y2�X � �
24

5
g
2

1
M

2

1
+
6

5
g
2

1
S

�

+ ::: (6)

wherethey’sareYukawa couplings,g’saregaugecouplings,t= logQ and

X � = m
2

L3
+ m

2

�R
+ m

2

H d
+ A

2

� (7)

X N = m
2

L3
+ m

2

N + m
2

H u
+ A

2

N (8)

S = Tr(m 2

Q + m
2

D � 2m 2

U � m
2

L + m
2

E )+ m
2

H u
� m

2

H d
(9)

In the CM SSM (aswellasthe �CM SSM ) S = 0 atthe GUT scale due to the universality ofthe

soft scalar m asses. Deviations from S = 0 are due to the RGE evolution at the two-loop level.

Hence,S does not play a signi�cant role for our study. This is in contrast to the NUHM [28],

where the non-universality ofthe Higgsm asses allowsfornon-zero initialvaluesforS. Forlarge

negative contributionsto S (eg. when m 2

H d
> m 2

H u
)atthe GUT scale,the left-handed stateswill

bedriven to valueslowerthan theright-handed stateallowing forthepossibility forrelatively light

sneutrinos [36]. In the �CM SSM ,there is a new term in the above RGEs: 2y2N X N ,which will

e�ectively play the role ofa negative contribution to S. W hen the heavy right handed neutrino

m assscaleM N isclosetotheGUT scale,yN willbelargeand 2y2N X N can a�ecttheREG evolution

ofm 2

L3
signi�cantly to m ake m 2

L3 sm allerthan m 2

�R
. Thisisshown by the solid curvesin Fig. 1.

Thisissim ilarto pointC studied in Ref.[20].Thus,forcertain regionsin the�CM SSM param eter

space,thesneutrino m ay be close to oreven bebelow the neutralino m ass.Ifm ~� > m �,we could
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have a neutralino LSP with a sneutrino NLSP.W hen m ~� < m �,we willassum e a gravitino LSP

and sneutrino NLSP forreasonsdiscussed above.W ewillfocuson thecase oftheneutralino LSP

asthe‘sneutrino coannihilation region’in thiscontexthasnotbeen explored before.W ewilllater

follow with a briefdiscussion on thegravitino LSP scenario.

W enextdiscusstheparam eterchoicesnecessary fortherealization ofasneutrino NLSP3.First,

itisclearthatasm alluniversalscalarm assm 0 ispreferred tokeep thesneutrinom asslightasevery

scalarm assisa�ected bym 0.Todrivem
2

L3
tolow values,weneed largeX N and soweshould choose

a relatively large value ofA 0.Aswe willsee,thiswillalso lead to an increased m assforthe light

Higgsscalar.A sm allvalueform 1=2 isalso preferred becausetheleft-handed softm assesarem ore

sensitive to m 1=2 than aretheirright-handed counterparts.In otherwords,wewillexpectthatthe

m ostly right-handed stau eigenstate willbecom e lighterthan the sneutrino atlarge m 1=2.Finally,

a m oderatevaluefortan� should bechosen so thatleft-rightm ixing in thestau m assm atrix does

notpush one ofthe stau eigenstatesbelow the sneutrino m ass. W e note thatforthose choicesof

relatively sm alltan�;m 1=2 and m 0 there isin generala tightconstraintfrom the lowerbound on

theHiggsm ass,m h > 114:4 GeV [39].However,ourchoiceofrelatively largeA 0 willhelp alleviate

thisproblem in partbecause a largepositive value forA 0 can increase the left-rightm ixing in the

stop m assm atrix which can enhance the stop loop contributionsto the Higgsm ass. Choosing A 0

excessively large,however,causes the Higgs m ass to decrease and also leads to tachyonic squark

and slepton m asses.

W e show selected m assspectra forboth the CM SSM and �CM SSM asa function ofA0 with

tan� = 7;m 1=2 = 300 GeV,and m 0 = 200 GeV.W eusea top m assm t= 172:6 GeV and a bottom

m b(m b)
M S = 4:25 GeV in ouranalysis[40]. In the CM SSM ,shown in Fig. 2(a),we see �rstthat

thesneutrino m ass(heaviestofthem assesshown)isrelatively independentofA 0 asisthelightest

neutralino m assatroughly m � = 120 GeV.The lighteststau eigenstate isprim arily right-handed

and tendsto lowervaluesforlarge jA 0jwhich then providesa large o�-diagonalterm in the stau

m assm atrix.ForthischoiceofCM SSM param eters,theHiggsm assisbelow theLEP lowerbound

atA 0 = 0 and exceedsthe LEP bound forA 0 & 550 GeV.Forreference the LEP bound of114.4

GeV isshown by thethin black line.FeynHiggs[41]wasused to calculatem h.

In Fig.2(b),weshow thesam esetofm assesin the�CM SSM with M N = 1015 GeV and m � =

0:05eV.Fortheseparam eters,theneutrinoYukawacouplingisyN (Q G U T)� 2:5and yN (M N )� 1:8

when A 0 = 1100GeV.AtA 0 closetozero,thesneutrino isheavierthan thelighterstau (dom inated

by itsright-handed com ponent)asin theCM SSM .AsjA 0jgetslarge,thecom position ofthelighter

stau eigenstate becom esdom inated by theleft-handed com ponentand italong with thesneutrino

begin to decrease in m ass. W hen A 0 ism oderately large we see also thatthe sneutrino m assfalls

below the stau m ass. This behavior is expected because 2y2N X N ,the featured term in the beta

function ofm 2

L3
shown in Eq. 5,becom es large for a large jA 0j. The sim ilar behaviors ofthe

sneutrino and stau m assesin Fig.2(b)isexpected becauseoftheircom m on RGE evolution (when

thelighterstau isdom inated by ~�L),with theirm assdi�erencecom ingfrom theleft-rightm ixingsin

thestau m assm atrixand theD-term contributionsduetothesign di�erencein theSU(2)generator.

Once again,the neutralino m assisnotvery sensitive to A 0,and a m ass degeneracy between the

neutralino and sneutrino m assesoccurswhen A 0 isofordertheTeV scaleand forwhich thebound

3W e restrictthe following discussion to �> 0.
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Figure 2: The m ass spectra as a function ofA 0. The CM SSM with m 0 = 200 GeV,m 1=2 = 300

GeV,tan� = 7,� > 0 isshown in Fig.2(a).The sam e m assspectrum isshown in Fig.2(b)forthe

�CM SSM with M N = 1015 GeV,m � = 0:05 eV.

m h > 114:4 GeV can besatis�ed.Therefore,weexpectthatsneutrino NLSP coannihilation with a

neutralino LSP can in principleberealized in such param eterregions.

To gain further insight into the region ofparam eter space for which sneutrino coannihilation

plays an im portant role in determ ining the neutralino relic density,we exam ine an exam ple ofa

(A 0;M N )plane. Fig.3 isone such exam ple chosen again forourreference pointwith m 1=2 = 300

GeV,m 0 = 200GeV,and tan� = 7.Theneutrinom assis�xed atm � = 0:05eV.This�gureshows

three contoursform assratios:To the rightofthe lightblue contour(inside the loop),m ~� < m ~�.

Inside the dark blue shaded region,the sneutrino becom es the LSP,and to the right ofthe red

contour(inside the sneutrino LSP region)the stau also becom eslighterthan the neutralino. W e

also show theregion wherethetherm alrelicabundanceliesin therange0:0975< 
D M h
2 < 0:1223

corresponding to 2� lim itdeterm ined by W M AP [42],and we can identify the strip lying outside

the sneutrino LSP region asthe sneutrino coannihilation strip. Also shown are two contours(red

dot-dashed)wherem h = 114:4 GeV.In theregion between thesecurves,theLEP lim itissatis�ed.

In thelowerrightcorner(largeA 0 and low M N )and upperportionsofthe�gure,thestop becom es

lighterthan theneutralino(in thelightyellow shaded region)and weseeafaintstop coannihilation

strip to theleftofthisregion.Deep insidethisregion thestop becom estachyonic.Atthefarright,

the sneutrino becom estachyonic. Thisregion isshaded pink.ForvaluesofM N sm allerthan that

shown,the low-energy m assspectra com e to resem ble those forthe CM SSM because the neutrino

Yukawa coupling becom essm all.

The�nalsetofplaneswewish to considerarethe(m 1=2;m 0)planes.In Figs.4 and 5,weshow

exam plesin both the CM SSM and �CM SSM respectively. In each case,we have �xed tan� = 7.

The case fortheCM SSM iswellstudied [16,23]and isshown in Fig.4 forA 0 = 0 and A 0 = 1100

GeV.The dark red shaded region at low m 0 is also excluded as there the LSP is the charged
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Figure 3: The A 0 � M N plane showing the m ass ratios for m ~�=m ~� = 1 (lightblue),m ~�=m � = 1

(red). These ratios decrease towards larger A 0. The region with m ~�=m � � 1 is shaded dark blue.

The thin strip shaded turquoise corresponds to the sneutrino coannihilation region where the relic

density agrees with the W M AP determ ination. The region to the leftofthe red dot-dashed line

(atA 0 ’ 500 GeV) is excluded by the Higgs m ass constraintm h > 114:4 GeV.There is also a

thin region excluded by the Higgs m ass to the rightofthe red dot-dashed curve atlarge A 0. The

rem ainingshaded regionsare excluded because eitherthe stop islighterthan the neutralino (shaded

lightyellow)orthe sneutrino istachyonic (shaded pink).The param etersare setasm � = 0:05 eV,

m 0 = 200 GeV,m 1=2 = 300 GeV,tan� = 7,� > 0.
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Figure 4: The m 1=2 � m 0 plane in the CM SSM with tan� = 7 and A0 = 1100 GeV.The region

with the relic density in agreem entwith W M AP data isshown by the turquoise strip corresponding

to stau coannihilations.A description ofthe curvesand shaded regionsisgiven in the text.

stau. W e also see the characteristic stau coannihilation region which tracks the boundary where

m � = m ~�. Here,the relic density agrees with the W M AP determ ination. In the left panel,we

show the chargino m ass contour at 104 GeV (black dashed) [43]and the Higgs m ass contour at

114.4 GeV (red dot-dashed).Regionsto therightoftheselineshavelargerm asses.Asonecan see,

when A 0 = 0,the Higgsm assconstraintisquite strong and excludesgaugino m assesm 1=2 < 480

GeV.W hiletheHiggsm assconstraintisrelaxed atlargeA 0 (asdiscussed earlier),forsm allvalues

ofm 1=2,one ofm ore ofthe sparticlesistachyonic. Thisarea isshown by the pink shaded region

in the rightpanelofFig. 4. W e also see the good relic density region tend upwards in m 0 near

the tachyonic stop area. Here,the relic density iscontrolled by stop coannihilations. Thisregion,

however is excluded by m easurem ents ofthe b ! s branching ratio as indicated by the green

shaded strip.The area to therightofthe green shaded area isconsistentatthe2� levelwith the

the constraintscom ing from the B R(b! s)= (3:55� 0:24+ 0:12
� 0:13)� 10� 4 [44,45]and the current

experim entalupper bound B R(B s ! �+ �� ) < 4:7� 10� 8 [45,46]. The LEP constraints on the

chargino and Higgsm assesonly exclude portionsofthe tachyonic area when A 0 = 1100 GeV and

are notshown here. Finally,we have also plotted contoursofthe anom alousm agnetic m om entof

them uon,a� = (g� 2)�=2which correspond toadeviation ofa� from thestandard m odelprediction

(30:2� 8:8)� 10� 10 [47]. Shown by the thin black curves are the 1,2,and 3 � upperand lower

bounds. In the rightpanelonly the 2 and 3 � lowerboundsare visible. Thatis,within the inner

curve,a� iswithin 2� and within theoutercurve,itiswithin 3�.
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Figure5:The m 1=2 � m 0 plane in the �CM SSM with sam e CM SSM param etervaluesused in Fig.

4 and in addition: M N = 1015 GeV,m � = 0:05 eV.The sneutrino is the lighteststandard m odel

superparticlein the dark blueshaded region and atslighthighervaluesofm 0,we �nd the sneutrino

co-annihilation region.

W hen the right handed neutrino is included in our analysis,the (m 1=2;m 0) plane shows new

features in the �CM SSM as seen in Fig. 5. W e use the sam e param eter set and in addition

�x M N = 1015 GeV and m � = 0:05 eV.The shadings here are identicalto those shown for the

CM SSM with the exception ofa new region shown shaded dark blue corresponding to the area

where m ~� < m �. The thin blue line separatesregionswhere the ratio m ~�=m ~� is< 1 (to the left)

and > 1 (to the right). Sm allm 1=2 is stillexcluded as sparticles there becom e tachyonic. W e

see thatthestau coannihilation strip isperturbed upwardsin m 0 where the relic density becom es

controlled by sneutrino coannihilationsratherthan stau coannihilations. Atstillsm allerm 1=2 the

relic density strip becom es verticalwhen stop coannihilation is dom inant though this region is

excluded by b! s.Ourpreferred sneutrino NLSP region isin agreem entwith thedeviation in a�
ataboutthe2.5� level.Im provem entsin theaccuracy ofthetheoreticalpredictionsaswellasthe

experim entaldata such as the clari�cations ofthe discrepancies between e+ e� and � based data

would beusefulto justify/falsify som eoftheseparam eterregions.
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4 D iscussion

In addition to the change ofthe positionsand shapesofthe acceptable param eterregionsin the

�CM SSM com pared with thosein theCM SSM ,weseethestau coannihilation region isextended to

thesneutrino coannihilation region when thesneutrino becom eslighterthan thestau.Such regions

do notoccurin CM SSM becausetheleft-handed sneutrino cannotbetheNLSP with itsm assclose

to the neutralino LSP.One m ay wonderifthe stau coannihilation stillplaysan im portantrole in

the sneutrino coannihilation region when the m assofthe stau isstillclose to the sneutrino m ass

m ~� � m ~� > m �. In fact,the sneutrino coannihilations,ratherthan the stau coannihilations,turn

outtobevery robustin reducing theLSP neutralinoabundance.Forinstance,letuspick thepoint

m 0 = 180 GeV,m 1=2 = 365 GeV in Fig. 5 where the LSP neutralino abundance is
�h
2 = 0:107

with m ~� = 166 GeV,m ~� = 165 GeV and m � = 152 GeV.Ifwe arti�cially shut o� sneutrino

coannihilation processesin ournum ericalcode,
�h
2 increasesto0:350whiletheshutting-o� ofthe

stau coannihilation only changes
�h
2 to 0:126.

In addition to the sneutrino coannihilation region with the neutralino LSP we have been dis-

cussing,we�nd awiderparam eterregion with 
h 2 < 0:104atsm allerm 0;m 1=2 wherethesneutrino

islighterthan theneutralino.Thisisthedarkblueshaded region in Fig.5.A sm allrelicabundance

ofsneutrinosisexpected because sneutrinoscan annihilate e�ciently through s-wave channels.In

thisregion,however,thesneutrino m ay betheLSP ifthereisanothersourcefordark m atter[25].

On theotherhand,thesneutrino m ay betheNLSP ifweassum ethatthegravitino istheLSP.In

thiscase,the sneutrino willdecay into gravitinosand the gravitino dark m atterabundance 
 ~G
h2

now becom es


 ~G
h
2 =

m ~G

m ~�


 ~�h
2 + 
T

~G
h
2 (10)

In addition to the �rstterm representing the contribution from the decay ofthe NLSP sneutrino,

there isa therm algravitino relic abundance contribution 
T
~G
h2 originating from the therm alpro-

duction during thereheating era afterination which isheavily m odeldependent4.

Sim ilar regions with a sneutrino NLSP and gravitino LSP can be found in the NUHM [36].

However,there isan im portantdi�erence between thoseregionsand the oneswe arediscussing in

the �CM SSM .In theNUHM ,thesneutrino can becom e the lighteststandard m odelsuperpartner

when j�jislarge.Asdiscussed earlier,thisoccurswhen S islargeand negative.Thisoften results

in softHiggsm assesm 2

H u;H d
< 0 attheGUT scale.Thism ay lead to problem sofvacuum stability

atlow energies[49].Thisisnevera problem in the�CM SSM .

Finally,letusbriey com m enton theprospectsforthecollidersignalsforthesneutrino NLSP

scenarios. The sneutrino can be directly produced,for instance,via the o�-shellgauge bosons

q�q! Z 0 ! ~�~��;q�q0! W � ! ~�~l�;~��~lattheLHC ore+ e� ! Z 0 ! ~�~�� attheILC [50].TheNLSP

sneutrino howeverdecaysinvisibly into theLSP neutralino � via ~� ! �� with thedecay rateof

�~�! �� =
g2

16�
jX

�
�j
2
m ~�

�

1�
m 2

�

m ~�

� 2

(11)

4W ereferthereaderto thepreviousliteratureforthecosm ologicalconstraintscom ing from Big Bang Nucleosyn-

thesisand theerasureofthesm allscalestructureatthegravitinodecoupling eraasthoseconstraintsareanalogously

applicableto the �CM SSM [33,36,48].
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where X �
� = (N 11tan�W � N 12)=

p
2 (N is the neutralino m ixing m atrix in the (~B ; ~W 0; ~H 0

d
; ~H 0

u)

basis). In addition to this invisible two-body decay of~�,there are also 4-body �nalstate decay

channels such as ~� ! l+ � �ff0 (�ff0 = ��l� ;�ud). The production ofa sneutrino via a virtualW at

the LHC isfollowed by ~l! l�,so thatan isolated hard charged lepton with m issing energy can

resulteven though thelargebackground from thedirectW decay isproblem aticto distinguish this

signal[51]. A potentially m ore prom ising processcan be the search ofsneutrinos from two-body

leptonic decaysofthe pair-produced charginosin e+ e� collisionsattheILC,which could possibly

givea characteristicdecay lepton energy spectra with thecontrollablebackgrounds[52,53].

Forthegravitino LSP,on theotherhand,theNLSP sneutrino decaysinto theLSP gravitino ~G

with a decay rate

�
~�! ~G �

=
1

48�

m 5

~�

M 2

pl
m 2

~G

 

1�
m 2

~G

m 2

~�

!
4

(12)

In thesegravitinoLSP scenarios,thesneutrino NLSP typically would notdecay within thedetector

fortheparam eterrangeofinterest.Collidersignaturesareim printed in thedecaysfrom theheavier

statesintothesneutrino,and thedecaysoftheheavierneutralinosand charginosintothesneutrino

have been studied [34,36,54{56]. The detailed study ofthe collider signatures for the sneutrino

NLSP in the �CM SSM howeverdepend on the neutrino m assstructure which we did notexplore

in thisletter.Itwould beofgreatinterestto seehow such acceleratorsignalscan berelated to the

GUT scaleseesaw m echanism and isleftforfuturework.

W ehaveshown thattheGUT scaleseesaw m echanism can play an im portantrolein low-energy

phenom enology, and in particular the properties ofdark m atter. Even though a right-handed

neutrino isintegrated outatitsheavy m assscalecloseto theGUT scale,itcan signi�cantly a�ect

theRGE evolution ofthem assspectra dueto a largeneutrino Yukawa coupling.W eexam ined the

‘sneutrino coannihilation region’in which we obtain the correctrelic density ofa neutralino LSP

with a left-handed sneutrino NLSP.
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