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A bstract

W e exam ine the skpton m asses of SUSY LR m odels and how they
change due the presence of light-doubly charged higgs bosons. W e
discover that the m easurem ent of the skpton m asses could bound
and even predict the value of the third generation Yukawa coupling
of Jeptons to the SU R)r Trplts. W e also consider the uni cation
prospects for thism odelw ith the addition of kft-handed, B L = 0
tx:'ap]ets| am odelwe callthe Triplet E xtended Supersym m etric Stan—
dard M odel (TESSM ). Finally, we discuss the changes in the skpton
m asses due to the presence of the SU 2);, triplets.

1 Introduction

W hen the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) com es online in a couple of years,
it is widely believed that it w ill discover a great deal of new physics. This
notion is wellm ot]'yated| the Standard M odel’s H iggs boson must ram ain
light for proper electroweak symm etry breaking and therefore the next new
scale of physics m ust be around a TeV . O ne theory for kesping the H iggs
light is supersymm etry (SUSY ), which is a symm etry between bosons and
ferm jonsfl]. Apart from jast stabilizing the H iggs m ass, the M inin al Su-—
persym m etric Standard M odel M SSM ) gives gauge coupling uni cation and
contains a viable dark m atter candidate| so there is a strong reason to think
that it accurately describbes nature around the TeV Scale.

However, whilk the M SSM is so appealing, it is the m Inin al extension
ofthe Standard M odel and therefore doesn’t naturally contain right-handed
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neutrinos. Since a y is required for the understanding of the neutrino os-
cillations, it m ay be added as a singlkt eld to the m odel. Yet this brings
along wih it a naturalhess problm : the coupling of the neutrino to the
H iggsboson would give t am assm , on the order of the known quarks and
]eptons| a valuie much too large to t the experim entally m easured oscilla—
tion data.

The solution to this quandary is to give vy a large m aprana m ass and
thus use the seesaw m echanisn R] to get a small | mass. The most ap—
pealing way to In plem ent thism echanisn is to extend the gauge group from
SU@B) SUER)Y U@y toSUEB)® SURYy SURx U@dy 1 Gampi)-
T he extension ofthe gauge group addsm ore than Jjust a naturalreason forthe
right-handed neutrino: it also explains why M g M 5:3] and even allow s
this m ass to be predicted4]. M odels utilizing G 352; have been considered
before[y, 16, 7, 18], and it is popular to use SU @)z trplets to achieve the
Seesaw m echanisn . An additional attractive feature is that these m odels au-
tom atically conserve R -parity which allow s a naturaldark m atter candidate.

An interesting artifact of ncliding right-handed triplets is that in m Ini-
m alSUSY LR m odels they result In light doubly-charged particlesid,[9]. This
is due to the expanded global symm etry of the Langrangian m eaning they
only receive m ass from non-renom alizable temm s[10,[11]. Since the doubly—
charged H iggses can survive to the TeV scale, they In uence the renom al-
ization group equations RGESs).

Speci cally, the right-handed triplets m ust couple to the kptons through
the term £, , °L€ to give the lJarge M a prana m ass to the right-handed
neutrinos. This coupling then forces the doubly-charged particles to couple
to the skptons. Since these H iggses survive to the TeV scale, they alter the
slepton RG E s and hence theirm asses[12]].

T he skepton m ass munning is highly dependent on f., and we w ill dem on—
strate in Section[2 that onem ay bound f, by lin its on the stau m ass. Tn fact,
one can do better than bound f.: a m easuram ent of a right-handed selectron
m ass In excess oftheM SSM ’s result, combined w ith a m easuram ent ofthe ~
m ass, would yield a value for the third generation f.. W e think that this is
an im portant resul to em phasize since probing the TeV scale skpton m asses
w ill then yield an Indication of the physics roughly 8 orders of m agniude
higher.

The idea that the light doubly-charged H iggs bosons change the RGEs
also com pels one to ask ifuni cation is preserved, which we address in Sec-
tion[3. T he authors of [12] considered this and resorted to adding m ore H iggs



doublts. W e adopt a di erent tactic and use B L = 0 trplkts. The rea-
son for our approach is that the doubly-charged H iggses alter the RGE s for
hypercharge but not the left-handed coupling. Thus | rmuns quickly whilke
» runs slow Iy, and it is necessary to Include particles that w ill change the
eft-handed coupling’s munning w hik not a ecting the hypercharge running.
Further com plications arise In uni cation from requiring right-handed
coupling ram ain perturoative. W e nd in Section |3 that i willonly rem ain
perturbative up until about 10*? G eV . D ue to this, we focus our discussion
of uni cation on G augeM ediated SUSY breaking scenarios.

2 Slepton M assesw ith LightD oubly C harged
H iggses

In this section we consider a m inin al extension of the M nin al Supersym —
m etric Standard M odel M SSM ) to include doubly-charged H iggs super elds
DC).W e dub the resultingmodeltheM SSM +DC .From the view point of
the M SSM , the doubly-charged particlkes are sinply singkts of all but the
hypercharge group with Y = 4, where Qgy = Iy + .

Since thise ective theory isa general low energy result ofwellm otivated
high energy theories, it would be very Insightful to investigate its low energy
properties. W e exam Ine these details here, adding to the work done in [12].
W e also use this section as a springboard into the Section [3, which willhave

sim ilar phenom enology.
In order to facilitate this Investigation, we begin w ith the appropriate
expressions de ning thism odel. The DC are denoted as and ** i

the follow ng superpotential and corresponding SU SY breaking potential:
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W here, asusual, generational, colorand isospin ndices havebeen suppressed.

W e choose to explore the m ass spectrum in the gaugem ediated SUSY
breaking (GM SB) scenario (for a review see [1,113]) which congctures that
SUSY breaking is communicated from some hidden sector to the m atter
sector via ordinary gauge interactions. O ne usually assum es that these m es-
senger elds form N 5 copies of com plte 5+ 5 representations of SU (B) at a
scale M  essr the m ass of the m essenger particles. G augino and scalarm asses
atM  ess are then proportionalto = ﬁ ,where iF' 1 isam easure 0fSU SY
breaking. The bene ts of GM SB scenarios are: i) their predictability ( ve
param eters: tan , sgn , and the three just m entioned) and ii) their Jack of
potentially dangerous avor violating temm s. Furthem ore, in this scenario
the lightest supersymm etric particke (LSP) is the gravitino/goldstino which
places phenom enological Im portance on the next-to LSP, the NLSP | usually
the lightest neutralino or stau.

W e obtain our resuls in both m odels by munning gauge and yukawa cou—
plings from the scale corresponding to themass ofthe Z ™M ;) up to the
m essenger scale with gaugino and scalars m asses bassed on GM SB bound-
ary oconditions. W e then run down from M pess tO M sysy 1 TeV, where
the tree levelm inin ization conditions are used to solve orband . Thes
m Inin ization conditions are the sam e In both m odels. W e do all running at
the one-loop kevel. W hile m ore rigorous scheam es exist[l4]], our interests are
In the slkeptons, the 2 Iightest neutralinos, and the lightest chargino m asses
which are adequately reproduced In this scheme. W e com pared our M SSM
valuesto ISA JET [L5] and the di erence was atm ost 3% . Furthem ore, these
errorsm ostly cancelasour Interest lies In the relative di erencesbetween the
M SSM and M SSM +DC.

M otivated by the an all yukawa values for the rst and second generation
quarks and lptons, the yukawa 3 3 m atrix, in generation space, can be
replaced by a scalar coupling for the third generation only. W hile this is a
com m on practice In theM SSM , it also works for the new yukawa coupling £,
based on results from muoniim oscillationsand avorviolating decays([L6,117]
(which constrain allbut the com ponentl2]) .



T he boundary conditions for GM SB [1,[13] are:

M,= — 3
1 3)

a 2
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for gauginos, scalars, and tci]jnaaE a tem s resgpectively We have used the
traditional nom alization g; = %go, and C_ is the quadratic Casin ir in—
variant) .

The RGEs for a general SUSY LR can be found in [18], and we utilize
those (W ih approprate changes). Upon m Inin al investigation ofthe RGEs,
it becom es clear that | = ji w il get a large contrdution due to the DC.
T his translates Into a lJarger value at M , o5, and hence largerm ass boundary
conditions forM ; and the right-handed scalarm assesm . andm  (com pared
to the M SSM values). However, M ; will decrease quickly as it is evolved to
M gysy , and will have a value com parabl to that in the M SSM ; the scalar
m assesw illactually Increase. Thisw illnot be true forthe soft-breakingm ass
of the stau if £, is Jarge, as this will cause the m ass to decrease. Below we
list the relevant RG E s and boundary conditions:
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where t= Jncf—O wih Q the RG scalk.
The relevant m ass om ulae, which are the same In the M SSM and the
extension considered here are:

m~=
|
mi3+y2v§+5§ 1 2 (Vﬁ '\(21) Pl—z(avd % VY) w0)
@ v Yy) mZ + y*vi 20 %)
2 2 3
mg =mEe ¢ o1va Y (1)

W herem .., is the soft m ass for the third generation slkepton isospin dou-—
blt, m .. isthe soft m ass for the third generation skpton isospin singlet, v,
is the vev ofthe up-type higgs and vy is the vev of the dow n-type higgs. The
Iighter eigenstate of Eq. [10) is typically called ~, the heavier ~ . M ass ex—
pressions for the rem aining skptons, charginos and neutralinos can be found
n [L].

Forthe standard GM SB param eterswe choose the Snowm ass point SP S8:

= 100TevV,tan = 15 Ns5= 1,Mpess = 200 TeV, sgn = +1 [19], and
Q = 1 TeV;Q being the scak at which them asses are quoted . Furthem ore,
the extended m odel contains the additional param eters £, ,and b . The
boundary condition b = 0 isused at M e, and does not have much
a ect on the m asses of nterest here. W ith this n m Ind, we st present
Soartickemasses (n GeV ) attwo di erent £. M ; ) boundary condition values,
but a constant = 800 (Tablk[). The tabl con m s signi cant mass
di erences as qualitatively discussed earlier.

To further illim inate the dependence ofm ., on £, we nclude F igure(d],
which shows mass values at di erent tan values. The straight lines are
the M SSM values and the curves w ith the correpsonding pattem are the
m atching M SSM +D C values. The Iower bound is from LEP II searches for
NLSP staus R0] and would serve as a lim it on f. given a value oftan and

A ccording to Figure[ll, or £, 0:5 the stau m ass drops below the neu-—
tralino m ass indicating a transition from neutralino NLSP to stau. Such a
scenario is possbl in the M SSM  for larger values of tan  and low values
0fN 5 indicating that ifan NLSP stau is discovered outside of this range, it
would hint at the validity of this m odel| an exciting possbility. Figure



Sparticle | MSSM |MSSM+DC | Percent | MSSM+DC | Percent
fo= 041 D i erence fo.= 06 D i erence
~ 163 183 12% 118 28%
~ 369 371 1% 371 1%
& 171 191 12% 191 12%
e, 367 369 1% 369 1%
~ 358 360 1% 360 1%
~e 358 361 1% 361 1%
~8 132 128 3% 128 3%
~8 264 259 2% 259 2%
~ 263 258 2% 258 2%

Tablk l: Sparticemassesfor = 100TeV,tan = 15, Ns5= 1,M e = 200
TeV andsgn = +1,f.= 01 and 0:6 and = 800 GeV .Thesemasses are
reported n GeVsatM gygy - Percent di erences are included for the purpose
of easy com parison.

show swhith regionsofthe {f. plane produce a stau NLSP and the sam e is
done in Figure[@but on a tan {f. plne.

A ssum Ing that the DCs are hard to detect, an additional Indicator for
this m odel would consist of a m easuram ent of &y m ass that is heavier than
expected. Such a measurem ent w ill be possble at a future lnear collider
such as the ILC but would depend on cascade chains at the LHC . A s long
as f. isnot at a value such that the ~ mass is at itsM SSM value, the m ass
of ~ could also hint at the presence of light D C s. E ither way, m easuring the
m ass of ~ willyield a value for £, a param eter which has in plications in the
neutrino sector.

D etection ofthe D C s them selves would be a an oking gun for thism odel.
Pairproduction is possbl either at the LHC (through quark annihilation)
or at the ILC . Each boson would then decay into two lke-signed taus at one
vertex and two like-sign taus of opposite charge at the other vertex. Back—
ground for this four tau signal should be m anageable[l2]. D etection of the
corresoonding higgsinos would also be possible through the sam e processes;
how ever, these would decay into a tau and a stau.

G eneralGM SB phenom enology, which is applicable in thism odel, can be
broken down into casesbased on HF i. For am allvalues, 100 TeV or lss, the
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Figure 1: The lightest stau m ass as a function of £, in the M SSM (straight
lines) and M SSM +D C (curves). The shaded region is exclided by LEP II.
T he graph clearly dem onstratesthat fora given tan and there isan upper
bound on f..

NLSP willdecay inside the detector. Between 100 to 1000 T&V , it w ill decay
in the detector but w ith a displaced vertex| which would yield inform ation
about I i. IfHF i is greater than 1000 TeV, the NLSP decays outside the
detector and therefore acts as the LSP, but only from a detector viewpoint
and not from a cosn ological one [l]. If the stau is the NLSP, this socenario
w il yield ionized tracks| a distinct signal of a long-lived charged particle.
LEP IT has lower bounds for this at about 81 G &V 21]].

D ecaysofan NLSP stau w illproducem issing energy+ . Stausw illm ost
likely be a product ofpairproduced heavier skptonsdecayingto ¥! ~+ + 1
hence giving rise to a nal signal of four taus plus m issing energy. At the
LHC this would be acoom panied by Fts. A lthough co-NLSP right-handed
skptons are also a possbility In som e parts of the param eter space, In the
case of nterest here| larger f, value| thisw ill not occur.

For further discussions In thism odel see [12] and In general GM SB see
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Figure 2: Thisplt show s the dividing line between a neutralino LSP and a
stau LSP as a function oftan and f. for = 100 T&V . N otice that larger
values of £. favora ~ LSP.

[13,1]. For an all values of f, the neutjﬁ]jno| which ism ostly bjno| is the
NLSP and ism ost likely decay m ode is to a photon and gravitiho. At a lin—
ear collider, decays of 8 Inside the dectorw illyield two photonsplism issing
energy w ith rem ovable standard m odel (SM ) badckgrounds. T he photons in
this case m ake detection of SUSY particles easier than the neutralino LSP
case, which only produces m issing energy. D etection at the LHC could pro—
ceed through skpton pair production via valence quark interactions. These
would eventually decay Into 2 photons + m issing energy + Jptons and j?ts|
although a m ore dom inant m ode would be through a m ixed or pair produc—
tion of squark and gliino and decaying to 2 photons + m issing energy +
Fts.
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Figure 3: Thisplot dem onstrates the regions de ning a neutralino LSP and
a stau LSP as a function of and f. fortan = 15. A ~ LSP occurs for
higher f. values.

3 Uni cation

T he gauge coupling uni cation ofm odelsw ith D C H iggseshasbeen discussed
[12], and i was pointed out that the couplings m ay be chosen to unify at
around 10'? Ge&V; however, when [12] considered uni cation, the authors
chose to have two additional H iggs doublets at 10 TeV . W e w ill present an
alremative solution that m aintains the usualtwo H iggsdoublkts at low scales
and requires the additional particle content to have m asses at the TeV scale.

To m otivate our solution, we rst note that the DC H iggs bosons only
a ect hypercharge| causing a drastic Increase In the running. Sihce we w ish
to unify to G 35,1 thispresents am a prproblam : ifthe left—and right-handed
couplings run the sam e way, then both w ill run too slow Iy and force Bi to
be non-perturabtive or even less than zero at the right-handed scale. This

is because the hypercharge w ill run so quickly that it will be very close to

10



the ¥eft-handed coupling at uni cation, which im plies it is close to the right—
handed ocoupling, and since the B L coupling is the di erence, it is close
to, or less than, zero.

O ne way to evade this problm isto abandon the parity symm et1:y| and
wih i Gravity M ediated SUSY breaking m odels. The best candidate is
then G auge M ediated SUSY breaking (GM SB), which will allow the right-
handed and left-handed couplings to run di erently. W hilke an in provem ent
(see Figure[4)), the two couplings do not diverge quickly enough and so the
problm rem ains.
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Figure 4: The rmunning of the gauge couplings for the M SSM +DC. The
horizontal axis is t = log;, ( =G &V). The higher scale theory is assum ed
to be SU (B), SU (B since SO (10) is not a viable option. Notice that
whil \uni cation" can be achieved, 2Rl is negative there, and thus non-—
perturbative well before uni cation. The Jabelty s = log;, g2  indicates
the scale where the M essenger particles becom e in portant.

Since it is the \slowness" of the left-handed coupling that is the issue,
it becom es necessary to nd a m eans to m ake this coupling run faster whike
not In uencing the other couplings. It is also desired to m ake , run much
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faster, so a particke In a representation higher than the fundam ental should
be added. W e choose to add the sin plest higher representation: B L =
0, SU (Q), trplkts. W e name this the Trplt Extended Supersymm etric
Standard M odel (TESSM ), and its particle content is shown in Tablkl[Z. The
couplings can then bem ade to unify In two ways.

SU (3)° SU (2}, U @y
Q 3 2 +§
u® 3 1 2
de 3 1 +§
L 1 2 1
e’ 1 1 +2
H, 1 2 +1
Hy 1 2 1
1 2 4
A 1 2 +4
a 1 3 0

Tablk 2: The particke content of the TE SSM

The rst example ofuni cation is shown in Figure [J where all the G 355,
couplings unify at a scale ofM gyr = 13 102 GeV .This scale is fartoo low
for SO (10) (due to proton decay constraints), but any group that conserves
baryon numberwould su ce. To achieve this scenario it is only necessary to
add one ¥ = 0 triplt, so In this sense it is the m nim alm odel and the one
on which we will ocus our detailed analysis (Section [4).

A tematively, the couplings m ay unify to SU (O);, SU Bk | since we
have already abandoned the parity sym m etry, thisgroup is attractive because
it requires the gauge couplings to be unequal at the the uni cation scale[22].
Taking this as our ultin ate unifying group, we m ay approach the problem
as allow Ing right-handed uni cation at vg and then SU (5)% uni cation at
M ¢y ; however, it is quickly realized that vg * M y S0 it m akes sense to take
w =My.

G iven these conditions, the couplings then unify atM y = v = 25  10¢
Gev (Figureld). To realize this uni cation requires the inclusion of two
B L = 0 trplktsto them odel, thusm aking it in som e sense \lessm nin al"
than the previous scenario.

12
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Figure 5: The running of the gauge couplings for the M SSM + D C and one

additional SU 2);, trplet using G auge M ediated SUSY breaking. T he hori-

zontalaxis ist= log;, ( =G&V). The U (1) couplings have been nom alized
2

using the SU (5) scheme: 1 = % % BL = 5 srL. The couplings unify

at t,yr = 12:1 and the right-handed scale is at &, = 10:9. The labels

t = logy g5 and thes = b9y, MGmef]ss Indicate the respective scales w here

the Y = 0 triplkts and the M essenger particles becom e in portant.

4 TripletExtended Supersym m etric Standard
M odel

The Higgs sector of TESSM has been discussed previously in R3], though
the addition of left-handed triplts was ad hoc. The authors of R3] do a
thorough analysis of the vacuum structure and H iggsm asses; however, since
they do not assum e any higher scale physics, their param eters are largely
unoonstrained. O ur nvestigations show that the assum ption of uni cation
lin its the param eter space to exclude the soenarios considered In 23].

To see the origins of these constraints, we start w ith the superpotential

W =Wyssm+pc + W 12)

13



30 b

Figure 6: The munning ofthe gauge couplings for TESSM havingtwo Y = 0
triplets. The horizontal axis is t = log;, ( =G€V). The theory uni es to
SU O)g, SU Ok atty = 114. The labelst = gy s and tyes =
Iog;, "= indicate the respective scales where the Y = 0 tripkts and the
M essenger particles becom e in portant.

where
We= Tr*+iyH! , Hg 13)

and the soft breaking temm s
Vesr =m?Trj §+ b Tr 2+ iaH! , Hy+ he. 14)

These new temm sm odify the M SSM m Inin ization conditions, but, m ore In—
terestingly, add the new oonstjﬁjn@

) 5 1, 1V 1v? 1 _
42+ m?+ 2b + YV + ——y —— y +-a sh2 =0 (15)
4 2V 2v 2
1 . P 0 p- 0 P .
Weassimehi=v= 2, H; = w= 2,and Hj = vy= 2;theVEVsbeing real

Furthem ore we take the standard v, = vsin and vq = vcos .
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A dditionally, they alter the stability requirem ents to Include
4%+m?> 92b 7 16)

E Jectrow eak precision m easurem ents in ply thatv v, so that the temm s
nvolving v=v in Eq. [159) are much larger than the SUSY breaking scalk.
GM SB, m eanw hile, predicts that the trilinear A -tem s are very an all, and
S0 approxin ately zero. Rew riting Eq. [15) kesping only the in portant tem s

(and assum ing sin 2 1,y 1) gives
5 1V 1v
4 “+Db +-—— =0 @)
2v 2v

The last tem is Jarge and positive, and forcesb to be negative w ith a large
m agnitude (since com es with temm s of opposite sign, its contributions
m ostly canceleach other) . W ith jb jlarge, the stability condition ofEq. [16)
requires that  also be large (given m?  MZ, ., ). It is therefore necessary
forthenew Y = 0 tripletstobe \heavy", and ournum erical analysis indicates
they are around 5 TeV .

W e consider now the skpton m asses. The expressions for their m asses
rem ain the same asM SSM +D C exospt for the stau m ass m atrix, which is
now given by

21 2 G ¥) Fsavat;yywv vy
. 2
YY WV %Y mZ + Jy 73 X\
18)

m 7 Vﬁ
Va

SN

+
+

T he munning forthesem asses is slightly m ore com plicated than mM SSM +DC,
but we handk i in a sin ilar m anner. The com plication is due to the new
m inin ization condition and two new param eters: b and . Because ofthe
above m entioned constraints on we choose it tobe 5 TeV at M gysy and
use the new m Inin ization condition to solve forb . The RGE s are derived
using R4l].

T he resulting right-handed skpton soectrum isvery sin ilartoM SSM +D C.
The left-handed skptons, however, now get an Increase to their boundary
condition value which results in a higher skpton mass. W e display these
masses in Tabk [d or the SPS8 point: = 100 TeV, M pess = 200 TeV,
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Ns= 1,tan = 15and sgn = +1. We also choose £, = 01, = 800
GeV,andy = 0d. M asss are reported In GV at M gygy , and there are
no signi cant changes to m asses w ith changes in y . Changes w ith f. are as
m entioned in Section [2. The two lightest neutralinos as well as the lightest
chargino do not experience any signi cant changes to their values.

Sparticle | M SSM | TESSM Percent
f.= 01 | Dierence
~ 163 183 12%
~ 369 385 4%
e 171 191 12%
e 367 381 4%
~ 358 375 5%
~e 358 372 4%

Tabl 3: Sparticemassesfor = 100TeV,tan = 15, Ns5= 1,M e = 200
TeV andsgn = +1,f.= 04, = 800Ge&V andy = 0:d at1l TeV In both
the M SSM and TESSM . Percent di erences are Included for the puypose of
easy com parison. Allmassesare in GeV .

T he slepton signatures at colliders are very sim ilar to those m entioned In
Section [Z; how ever, for low values of f. allofthe slepton m assesw illbe higher
than the M SSM values. Thism ight be m isconstrued as a larger value of
unless skpton m asses can be com pared to neutralino and chargino m asses
which willbe at theirM SSM values).

As fortheM SSM higgs sector, there w illbe no new radiative m ass cor—
rections 23,125,126, 277]; how ever, the higgs sector is cbviously expanded and
there isa new vev, h i. Thisvev is constrained by the param eterto be lss
than about 1:7 G&V [17], so we take it to be around 1 G &V . The extended
H iggs sector is com posed of a neutral scalar H ©, a neutral pseudo-scalarB %,
and two singly charged scalarsH ¥, and H *,. These eldswillnot m ix very
much with theM SSM eldsbecause ofthe large  value. Tn Tablkl[d we take
a quick peek at their typical tree levelm asses for the param eters used in the
skepton table.

Tt is worth noting that there is one charged eld that is degenerate w ith
the scalar and one degenerate with the pssudo-scalar. This relation will
hold to a good extent even after radiative corrections because these elds
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HiggsBoson | M ass
(Tev)

H° 0:742

B° 142
HY 0:742
HY, 142

Tabl 4: AddiionalH iggsm asses (rported at 1 TeV ) n TESSM for = 100
TeV,tan = 15,N5= 1, Mpess= 200TeV, son = +1, £, = 04, =5
TeV andy = 01

do not signi cantly couple to the top sector. Their only coupling to the
top/stop is from their m ixing with the M SSM H iggs sector, which is very
an all. Still, the lighter elds can be paired produced via W boson fusion
and have electroweak-m agnitude cross sections at the LHC . If produced,
they willdecay Into M SSM higgs elds or two electrow eak bosons depending
on the size of y . Signatures In linear colliders for this m odel are discussed
n 23,126,127].

5 Conclusion

W e have oconsidered an extension of the M SSM w ith light doubly-charged
higgsbosons. W e showed that the right-handed skpton m asses In this case
will be signi cantly di erent In this m odel and veri cations of these m ass
deviations at a lnear ocollider will be a good signal for this m odel| even
if the doubly charged higgses that cause these m ass di erences are beyond
the reach of future acoelerators. In addition, the param eter space for a stau
N LSP isgreaterthan in the standard gaugem ediated susy breaking scenario,
In plying that if the stau is found to be the NLSP (@nd N5 and tan are
Jow ), then thism odel could be an accurate description of TeV range physics.
Furthem ore, m easurem ents of the lightest stau m ass, regardless of w hether
it isthe NLSP ornot will, will x the value of f. and this has in plications
in neutrino physics.

W e also showed that thism odelhas uni cation in two di erent schemes
by adding left-handed triplets. T he resulting phenom enology forthis T E SSM
m odel nclides all of the features of the M SSM +D C, but ism ore rich w ith
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heavier left-handed skptons and an expanded higgs sector. T he vev of the
additional higgses is suppressed by the  param eter, which lads to rigid
constraints on the param eters. Thise ectively forces half of the new higgses
to be well outside the reach of future colliders, but potentially leaves the
other halfwithin the LHC s grasp (depending on the param eters).
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