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A bstract

W e extend the constrained m Inin al supersymm etricm odel CM SSM ) by adding a right—
handed neutrino super eld ( CM SSM ) which decouples close to the GUT scale. W e study the
e ects ofa right-handed neutrino on the low energy soectrum and focuson the predictions for
dark m atter properties. W e pay particular attention to the realization ofthe light (left-handed)
sneutrino which can be the next-to-lightest supersym m etric particke (NLSP) with either the
neutralino or gravitino as the lightest supersym m etric particle (LSP).Notably, for the case
of a neutralino LSP w ith a sneutrino NLSP, there are new Yneutrino coannihilation regions’
which yield the desired themm al neutralino relic density determ ned by W M AP.

PACS:98.80Cqg

1 Introduction

O ne explanation for the tiny m asses of keft-handed neutrinos In the Standard M odel is the seesaw
m echanisn [l]. This is acoom plished through the introduction of a heavy right-handed neutrino.
In this lktter, we extend the constrained m Inin al supersymm etric m odel (CM SSM ) by adding a
right-handed neutrino super eld and study how such a gauge singket eld wih a M a’jprana m ass
close to the grand uni cation (GUT) scale can a ect low-energy phenom enology. The e ects of
a GUT scak righthanded neutrino in the supersymm etric version of the seesaw m echanian on
lepton avor violation and gauge uni cation have been studied R{12]. D i erences between this
m odeland them ore comm only studied CM SSM [13{17] arise due to changes In the renom alization
group equation RGE) evolution. Because the m ass spectra at the Iow energy can be a ected, the
shape and position of the supersymm etric (SUSY ) param eter regions which lead to the desirable
dark m atter relic abundance can change accordingly [18{21]. In m any cases, the change in the low
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energy soectrum sin ply results in a shift of the CM SSM param eters which is necessary to cbtain
the correct relic density. Here, we study the e ects ofa heavy right-handed neutrino on dark m atter
properties and pay particular attention to the role of the light left-handed sneutrinos. W e focus
on a new Yneutrino coannihilation region’ which is found in the CM SSM . This is a distinctive
region of param eter space where the characteristic physical processes Involved which lead to the
desired LSP neutralino them alrelic abundance (ie. sneutrino annihilation and coannihilation) are
di erent from those In the conventionally studied regions In CM SSM , nam ely, regions de ned by
stau coannihilations, stop coannihilations, the A -pole funnel, ocuspoint or hyperbolic branch and
buk regions [13,15,22{24].

Aswe will s, there are regions ofthe CM SSM param eter space In w hich the sheutrino m ass
is driven close to and som etim es below the lightest neutralino m ass. In principle, the sneutrino
is a possblk candidate for dark m atter. However, is relic density is su ciently high only for
relatively large sneutrino masses (& 500 G&V) and even then direct detection experim ents place
strong constraints on the abundance of sneutrinos [ZS]EI . A sa consequence, we w ill consider m odels
where the sheutrino isthe NSLP, with m < m .. Ifthis condition is violated, we w ill In addition
consider m odels w ith a gravitino LSP.

Light keft-handed sneutrinos are also possble in m odels w ith non-universal soft SUSY breaking
scalarm ass, such as the non-universalH iggsmassm odel WUHM ) R7{30], or In m odels w here the
graviio is the LSP with a snheutrino NLSP [31{36]. A sneutrino NLSP In the CM SSM can be
realized w ith eithera gravitino LSP ora neutralino LSP, using only the universal soft-=SU SY breaking
param eters (ncluiding those ofthe right-handed neutrino) and does not rely on any departures from
universality.

W e rst present the m odel and a short description of our num erical analysis procedures in ¥2.
Ourm anh results, the realization of the sneutrino coanniilation regions in the CM SSM are given
in 3 Pllowed by concluding rem arks.

2 The CM SSM M odel

For sim plicity we illustrate our results in a concrete exam ple which inclides one heavy right-handed
neutrino super eld N which we associate with the third generation, ie. we are ignoring avor
m ixings in the neutrino sector. In this case, it is the tau sneutrino which can becom e m uch lighter
relative to itsm ass in the CM SSM . O ur superpotential is

(¢} l C: (¢}
W :WMSSM +YNLHUN +§MNNN (1)

where Wy gssu 1S the standard M SSM superpotential. W e assum e that the soft SUSY breaking
param eters for the right-handed neutrino, such as the soft SUSY breaking scalarm assmy and the
trilinear coupling Ay , also share the universalvaliesin CM SSM attheGUT scakeQgyr - Hence, n
addition to the conventionalCM SSM param eters represented by the universal scalarm ass, gaugino
m ass, trilinear m ass, ratio of the H iggs vevs, and the sign ofthe param eter,

mo;M1;A0;tan ;sign( ); @)

1W e note that this conclusion can be avoided in som e m odels w ith Jepton num ber violation R6].



the CM SSM hastwo m ore Input param eters which we take to be

My Qgur)im (QMZ) 3)

W e specify the right-handed neutrinomassM y attheGUT scake Qgur B, and x the keft-handed
neutrino m ass at the scale of Z boson massQy , . Note that the dom inant contridbutions to them ass
of the right handed sneutrino M  com es from the heavy neutrino massM y rather than from the
electroweak scale soft SUSY breakingm assmy , so that N and N' are decoupled at the energy scale
My .

W e num erically evolve the ull two-Joop RGEs [,11,37,38] including a right-handed neutrino
from the GUT scake Qgur Which is cbtained iteratively assum Ing gauge coupling uni cation,
typically Qguyr 2 10'°GeV) down to the right-handed neutrino m ass scale. Below M y , the
heavy right-handed neutrino is Integrated out and the consequent non-renom alizable termm s in the
Lagrangian are suppressed by My . These non-renom alizable temm s do not have the signi cant
e ects on the m ass spectrum at the elkctroweak scale, with the possbl exception of the light
eft-handed neutrino m ass which receives its only contribution from the din ension ve operator

Ls 3 LH,)LH,) )

Hence, the light neutrino m ass at the electroweak scale isgiven by m Qu,) = hH ,i% and is
taken to be one of our input param eters. W e ncluded the running of the dim ensionfuil param eter

In our num erical treatm ent of RGEsbelow My by m atching those RGE solutions accordingly at
My [B7,38].

3 A Sneutrino NLSP in the CM SSM

In the CM SSM , right-handed charged slkptons are in general lighter than the corresponding left—
handed states because the beta functions of the latter receive contrlbutions from SU (2);, weak
couplings in addition to U (1) hypercharge couplings. T his evolution is seen by the dashed curves
in Fig. [l where we show the running of the soft m ass param eters associated w ith the left-handed
JIepton doublkt, Lj, the right-handed state, i, along wih the U (1) gaugiho m ass, M ;. Starting
wih a common scalarmass at the GUT scale, we see the keft-handed m ass param eter running to
higher values. N ote the m ass eigenstates of the skptons w ill be further solit by L-R m ixing tem s
proportionalto the charged Jepton m ass. Forthis reason, the lightertau skpton ism ostly com posed
of a right-handed com ponent and is often the NLSP in CM SSM m odels.

This conventional picture changes w ith the introduction of a heavy right-handed M ajprana
neutrino. W e can gain insight to the qualitative behavior of the running by follow ing the 1-doop
contrbutions n the RGEs for the squared m asses of the skpton doublkt and the charged right-
handed slepton
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°W e are nterested in the param eter rangeM y = Qgur -
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Figurel: TheRGE evolution ofthe soffm ass param eters corresponding to L3, g, and the gaugino
mass, M ; as a function of renomn alization scale. Initial conditions are setatmy, = m , = 200
GeV andM ; = 300 GeV.The CM SSM evolution is shown by dashed curves whik the CM SSM is
shown by solid curves. In the latter, My = 10° GeV, withm = 0:05 &V . The gaugino m ass and
righthanded skpton are a ected at the two-loop kevelby a righthanded neutrino and these e ects
are not visbk in this gure. Negative values refer to the sign of the m ass—squared values.
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where the y's are Yukawa couplings, g’s are gauge couplings, t= logQ and

X = m{ +m’ +m; +A° )
Xy = mi +mg+m; +Af ®)
S = Tr(mg+m§ 2m[2J mf+m§)+m§u mfld ©)

In the CM SSM (aswellasthe CMSSM ) S = 0 at the GUT scak due to the universality of the
soft scalar masses. Deviations from S = 0 are due to the RGE evolution at the two-loop lvel.
Hence, S does not play a signi cant role for our study. This is in contrast to the NUHM 8],
where the non-universality of the H iggs m asses allow s for non—zero hiial values for S. For large
negative contrbutionsto S (eg. when mfld > mﬁu) at the GUT scalk, the keft-handed states will
be driven to values lower than the right-handed state allow ing for the possbility for relatively light
sneutrinos [36]. In the CM SSM, there is a new temn in the above RGEs: 2§§XN , which will
e ectively play the rok of a negative contrlbution to S. W hen the heavy right handed neutrino
massscakeM y isclosetotheGUT scalk, vy willbe Jarge and nyI Xy can a ectthe REG evolution
ofm?  signi cantly tomakem {; snaller than m? . This is shown by the solid curves in Fig. [I.
T his is sin ilar to point C studied In Ref. R0O]. Thus, for certain regions in the CM SSM param eter
oace, the sneutrino m ay be close to or even be below the neutralinomass. Ifm . > m , we could



have a neutralino LSP wih a sneutrmo NLSP.W henm . < m , we will assum e a gravitino LSP
and sneutrino NLSP for reasons discussed above. W e w ill focus on the case of the neutralino LSP
as the wneutrino coannihilation region’ in this context has not been explored before. W e w ill Jater
follow w ith a brief discussion on the gravitino LSP scenario.

W e next discuss the param eter choices necessary for the realization ofa sneutrino N LSPE CFirst,
it isclearthat a sm alluniversal scalarm assm ( is preferred to kesp the sneutrino m ass light as every
scalarm assisa ectedbym . To drivem f3 to low values, weneed large X y and so we should choose
a relatively large value of Ay. Aswe will see, thiswill also Jead to an Increased m ass for the light
Higgs scalar. A an allvalue form ;-, is also preferred because the keft-handed soft m asses are m ore
sensitive to m -, than are their right-handed counterparts. In other words, we w ill expect that the
m ostly right-handed stau eigenstate w illbecom e lighter than the sneutrino at largem ;—, . Finally,
amoderate value ortan should be chosen so that leftright m ixing in the stau m assm atrix does
not push one of the stau eigenstates below the sneutrino m ass. W e note that for those choices of
relatively analltan ;m;-, and m ¢ there is In general a tight constraint from the lower bound on
theHiggsmass, my, > 1144 G&V [39]. However, our choice of relatively Jarge Ay w illhelp alleviate
this problm in part because a large positive value for A, can increase the keftright m ixing In the
stop m ass m atrix which can enhance the stop loop contrbutions to the H iggsm ass. Choosing A o
excessively large, however, causes the H iggs m ass to decrease and also lads to tachyonic squark
and skpton m asses.

W e show selected m ass soectra for both the CM SSM and CM SSM as a function of Ag w ih
tan = 7;m1, = 300GeV,andmy= 200GeV.Weussatopmassm.= 172:6 GeV and a bottom
mymy) 5 = 425 GeV i our analysis @0]. Th the CM SSM , shown in Fig. , we see  rst that
the sneutrino m ass (heaviest of the m asses shown) is relatively Independent of A, as is the lightest
neutralino m ass at roughly m = 120 G &V . The lightest stau eigenstate is prin arily right-handed
and tends to lower values for lJarge A ojwhich then provides a lJarge o -diagonal term in the stau
m assm atrix. For this choice of CM SSM param eters, the H iggsm ass isbelow the LEP lower bound
at Ay = 0 and exceeds the LEP bound forA, & 550 G&V . For reference the LEP bound of 1144
G eV is shown by the thin black Iine. FeynH iggs Bl]was used to calculatemy, .

h Fig.[2 )], we show the same sst ofmasses in the CM SSM with My = 10" GeV andm =
005 &V .For these param eters, the neutrino Yukawa coupling isyy Qgur) 25andyy My) 138
when Ay = 1100 G&V .At A, close to zero, the sneutrino isheavier than the lighter stau (dom inated
by its right-handed com ponent) as In the CM SSM .A s A jgets large, the com position ofthe lighter
stau eigenstate becom es dom nated by the left-handed com ponent and it along w ith the sneutrino
begin to decrease n mass. W hen A, ism oderately large we see also that the sneutrino m ass falls
below the stau m ass. This behavior is expected because 2y§ Xy , the featured tem in the beta
function ofmi3 shown in Eq. [0, becom es large for a Jarge AJj. The sin ilar behaviors of the
sneutrino and stau m asses n F ig. is expected because of their comm on RGE evolution When
the lighter stau isdom lnated by v,), w ith theirm assdi erence com ing from the keftright m ixings in
the stau m assm atrix and the D -term contridbutions due to the sign di erence In the SU (2) generator.
O nce again, the neutralino m ass is not very sensitive to Ay, and a m ass degeneracy between the
neutralino and sneutrino m asses occurs when A is of order the TeV scale and for which the bound

3W e restrict the ollow ing discussion to > 0.
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Figure 2: The mass soectra as a function of Ag. The CM SSM withmy, = 200 GeV, m -, = 300

GeV,tan =7, > OisshownjnFjg.The sam e m ass spectrum isshowninFjg for the
CM SSM withMy = 10*® Gev,m = 0:05eV.

my > 1144 G&V can be satis ed. T herefore, we expect that sneutrino NLSP coannihilation with a
neutralino LSP can in principle be realized In such param eter regions.

To galn further insight into the region of param eter space or which sneutrino coannihilation
plays an im portant role In detem Ining the neutralino relic density, we exam Ine an exam pl of a
A o;M y ) plane. Fig. 3 is one such exam pl chosen again for our reference point with m ;—, = 300
GeV,mg= 200GeV,andtan = 7.Theneutrnomassis xedatm = 0:05&V.This gureshows
three contours form ass ratios: To the right of the light blue contour (nside the loop), m . < m ..
Inside the dark blue shaded region, the sneutrino becom es the LSP, and to the right of the red
contour (nside the sneutrino LSP region) the stau also becom es lighter than the neutralino. W e
also show the region where the them al relic abundance lies in the range 00975 < v h? < 0:1223
corresoonding to 2 lin it determ ned by W M AP [42], and we can identify the strip lying outside
the sneutrino LSP region as the sneutrino coannihilation strip. A Iso shown are two contours (red
dot-dashed) wherem,, = 1144 G &V . In the region between these curves, the LEP lin it is satis ed.
In the Iower right comer (large Ay and low M y ) and upper portions ofthe gure, the stop becom es
lighter than the neutralino (in the light yellow shaded region) and we see a faint stop coannihilation
strip to the keft of this region. D esp inside this region the stop beocom es tachyonic. At the far right,
the sneutrino becom es tachyonic. This region is shaded pink. For values ofM y sm aller than that
shown, the low -energy m ass spectra com e to resem bl those for the CM SSM because the neutrino
Yukawa ocoupling becom es an all.

The nalset ofplaneswe wish to consider are the m 1—,;m ) planes. In Figs.[4 and[5, we show
exam ples in both the CM SSM and CM SSM respectively. In each case, we have xed tan = 7.
The case orthe CM SSM iswell studied [16,23] and is shown ;n Fig.[4 orA, = 0 and A, = 1100
GeV . The dark red shaded region at low m g, is also excluded as there the LSP is the charged
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Figure 3: TheA, My plne showing the mass ratios form .=m . = 1 (lichtble), m .=m =1
(red) . These ratios decrease towards larger A . The region with m .=m 1 is shaded dark blue.
The thin strip shaded turquoise corresoonds to the sneutrino coannihilation region where the relic
density agrees with the W M AP determ ination. The r=gion to the kft of the r=d dotdashed line
(@t Ay 7 500 GeV) is excluded by the Higgs mass constraint my, > 1144 GeV . There is also a
thin region excluded by the H iggs m ass to the right of the r=d dotdashed curve at hrge Ay. The
rem aining shaded regions are excluded because either the stop is lighter than the neutralino (shaded
Tight yellow ) or the sneutrino is tachyonic (shaded pink). The param eters are sestasm = 005 &V,
mog=200GeV,m;,=300GeV,tan =7, > 0.
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Figure 4: Them;, m, phne in the CM SSM with tan = 7 and Ay, = 1100 GeV . The r=gion

w ith the relic density in agreesm ent with W M AP data is shown by the turquoise strip corresponding
to stau coannihiltions. A description of the curves and shaded regions is given 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 determm ination. In the lkft panel, we
show the chargino m ass contour at 104 G&V (bolack dashed) 3] and the H iggs m ass contour at
1144 G&V (red dot-dashed) . R egions to the right of these lines have Jargerm asses. A s one can see,
when A, = 0, the H iggs m ass constraint is quite strong and excludes gaugino m assesm ;-, < 480
G eV .W hike the H iggsm ass constraint is relaxed at large A (@s discussed earlier), for an all values
ofm ;_,, one of m ore of the sparticlks is tachyonic. This area is shown by the pink shaded region
in the right panel of Fig. [4. W e also see the good relic density region tend upwards in m o near
the tachyonic stop area. Here, the relic density is controlled by stop coannihilations. T his region,
however is excluded by measuraments of the b ! s branching ratio as indicated by the green
shaded strip. The area to the right of the green shaded area is consistent at the 2 level w ith the
the constraints com ing from theBR b ! s )= (355 024'37%) 10 * B4,45] and the current
experin ental upper bound BR B¢ ! + ) < 4:7 10 ® [¥5,46]. The LEP oonstraints on the
chargino and H iggs m asses only exclide portions of the tachyonic area when Ay = 1100 G&V and
are not shown here. Finally, we have also plotted contours of the anom alous m agnetic m om ent of
themuon,a = (@ 2) =2whicth correspond to a deviation ofa from the standard m odelprediction
@302 88) 10 '° @7]. Shown by the thin black curves are the 1, 2, and 3  upper and Iower
bounds. In the right panelonly the 2 and 3 lower bounds are visbl. That is, within the inner
curve, a iswihin 2 and within the outer curve, it iswihin 3
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Figure 5: Them ., m, plne in the CM SSM wih same CM SSM param eter values used in F ig.
[4 and in addition: My = 10" GeV,m = 005 &V . The sneutrino is the lightest standard m odel

superpartick in the dark blue shaded r=gion and at slight higher values ofm 3, we nd the sneutrino
co-annihilation region.

W hen the right handed neutrino is lncluded in our analysis, the m ;—,;m o) plane show s new
features n the CM SSM as seen n Fig. [H. W e use the sam e param eter set and in addition
XMy = 10 GeV andm = 005 &V . The shadings here are identical to those shown for the
CM SSM w ith the exception of a new region shown shaded dark blue corresponding to the area
wherem . < m . The thin blue lne ssparates regions where the ratiom .=m . is< 1 (to the kff)
and > 1 (to the right). Smallm ;, is still excluded as spartickes there becom e tachyonic. W e
see that the stau coannihilation strip is perturbed upwards In m ( where the relic density becom es
controlled by sneutrino coannihilations rather than stau coannihilations. At still an allerm i, the
relic density strip becom es vertical when stop coannihilation is dom nant though this region is
exclided by b! s .Ourpreferred sneutrino NLSP region is in agreem ent w ith the deviation in a
at about the 25 Ilevel. In provem ents In the accuracy of the theoretical predictions as well as the
experin ental data such as the clari cations of the discrepancies between e e and  based data
would be usefiil to justify/falsify som e of these param eter regions.



4 D iscussion

In addition to the change of the positions and shapes of the acceptable param eter regions In the

CM SSM ocom pared w ith those iIn the CM SSM , we see the stau coannihilation region is extended to
the sheutrino coannihilation region when the sheutrino becom es lighter than the stau. Such regions
do not occur In CM SSM because the kft-handed sneutrino cannot be the NLSP w ith ism ass close
to the neutralino LSP.One m ay wonder if the stau coannihilation still plays an in portant roke in
the sneutrino coannihilation region when the m ass of the stau is still close to the sneutrino m ass
m. m.>m . In fact, the sheutrino coannihilations, rather than the stau coannihilations, tum
out to be very robust in reducing the LSP neutralino abundance. For instance, et us pick the point
my= 180 GeV,mi, = 365 GeV in Fig. [ where the LSP neutralino abundance is h? = 0:07
withm. = 166GeV, m. = 165G&V andm = 152 GeV. Ifwe arti cially shut o sneutrino
coannihilation processes in our num ericalcode,  h? increases to 0:350 while the shutting-o ofthe
stau coannihilation only changes h? to 0:126.

In addition to the sneutrino coannihilation region with the neutralino LSP we have been dis—
cussing, we nd a wider param eter region with h 2 < 0:104 at sm allerm ¢;m 1—, where the sneutrino
is Iighter than the neutralino. T his is the dark blue shaded region in F ig.[H. A am all relic abundance
of sneutrinos is expected because sneutrinos can annihilate e ciently through swave channels. In
this region, how ever, the sneutrino m ay be the LSP if there is another source for dark m atter R5].
O n the other hand, the sneutrino m ay be the NLSP ifwe assum e that the gravitino is the LSP. In
this case, the sneutrino w ill decay Into gravitinos and the gravitino dark m atter abundance C;hz
now becom es

me

ch?= - B (10)

In addition to the st tem representing the contribution from the decay of the NLSP sneutrino,
there is a them al gravitino relic abundance contribution éhz origihating from the them al pro-—
duction during the reheating era after in ation which is heavily m odel dqoendent@ .

Sin ilar regions with a sneutrino NLSP and gravitiho LSP can be found in the NUHM [36].
However, there is an in portant di erence between those regions and the ones we are discussing in
the CM SSM .In the NUHM , the sneutrino can beocom e the lightest standard m odel superpartner
when j jis large. A s discussed earlier, this occurs when S is Jarge and negative. T his often resuls
In soft Higgsm assesmﬁu;Hd < 0attheGUT scak. Thismay kad to problem s of vacuum stability
at Jow energies [49]. This isnever a problem in the CM SSM .

Finally, ket usbrie y comm ent on the progoects for the collider signals for the sneutrino N LSP
soenarios. The sneutrino can be directly produced, for instance, via the o —shell gauge bosons

a! z2°! ~~;qf! W ! ~I;~TattheLHC ore'e ! Z°! ~~ attheILC [B0]. The NLSP
sneutrino how ever decays Invisbly into the LSP neutralno via ~ ! w ith the decay rate of
2
g m *
.1 = — m. 1 — 11
X7 — (1)

‘W e refer the reader to the previous literature for the cosn ological constraints com ing from B ig B ang N ucleosyn—
thesis and the erasure ofthe an all scale structure at the gravitino decoupling era as those constraints are analogously
applicable to the CM SSM [33,36,48].
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where X = Ni;tan y N12)=p§ (N is the neutralino m ixing m atrix in the ;W %;H;H70)
basis). In addition to this invisble twobody decay of ~, there are also 4-body nal state decay
channels such as ~ ! I £ff° f£f°= 1 ;ud). The production of a sneutrino via a virtualW at
the LHC is Pllowed by I'! 1 , so that an isolated hard charged lpton with m issing energy can
result even though the large background from the direct W decay is problem atic to distinguish this
signal Bl]. A potentially m ore prom ising process can be the search of sneutrinos from two-body
Jeptonic decays of the pairproduced charginos .n €" e collisions at the ILC, which could possbly
give a characteristic decay lpton energy soectra w ith the controllabl backgrounds [B2,53].

For the gravitino LSP, on the other hand, the NLSP sneutrino decays Into the LSP gravitino G
w ith a decay rate

|
c 4

L _m> 1 mé 12
¢ "I MZnZ T w2 2

In these gravitino LSP scenarios, the sneutrino NLSP typically would not decay w ithin the detector
forthe param eter range of interest. C ollider signatures are in printed in the decays from the heavier
states into the sneutrino, and the decays of the heavier neutralinos and charginos Into the sneutrino
have been studied [B4,36,54{56]. The detailed study of the collider signatures for the sheutrino
NLSP in the CM SSM however depend on the neutrino m ass structure which we did not explore
in this ketter. It would be of great Interest to see how such acoelerator signals can be related to the
GUT scalk seesaw mechanian and is keft for future work.

W e have shown that the GUT scale seesaw m echanisn can play an in portant role In low -energy
phenom enclogy, and In particular the properties of dark matter. Even though a right-handed
neutrino is Integrated out at its heavy m ass scale close to the GUT scale, it can signi cantly a ect
the RGE evolution ofthe m ass spectra due to a Jarge neutrino Yukawa coupling. W e exam ined the
‘neutrino coannihilation region’ in which we obtain the correct relic density of a neutralino LSP
w ith a eft-handed sneutrino NLSP.
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