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We perform a detailed study of the various decay channels of the heavy charged and neutral gauge
bosons (W and Zp, respectively) in a left-right supersymmetric framework. The decay branching ratios of
the Wy and Zy bosons depend significantly on the particle spectrum and composition of the super-
symmetric (SUSY) states. We consider several combinations of mass spectrum for the SUSY particles
to facilitate the decay of theses heavy gauge bosons into various combinations of final states. Finally,
we choose two benchmark points and perform detailed collider simulations for these heavy gauge bosons
in the context of the high energy and high luminosity run of the Large Hadron Collider. We analyze two
SUSY cascade decay channels, mono-W + E7 and mono-Z + Er, along with the standard dilepton and
dijet final states. Our results show that the existence of these heavy gauge bosons can be ascertained in the
direct decay channels of dilepton and dijet, whereas the other two channels are required to establish the

supersymmetric nature of this model.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The recent discovery of the Higgs-like scalar boson at
the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [1] has essentially
completed the particle spectrum of the standard model
(SM). The measured properties of this Higgs-like scalar are
consistent with the minimal choice of the scalar sector, as in
the SM, with small uncertainties while they still comfort-
ably allow for an extended scalar sector. The Higgs boson,
through the spontaneous symmetry breaking mechanism, is
responsible for generating masses for the charged fermions,
the W and Z bosons, and the Higgs boson itself.' The Higgs
boson mass, though, is a very finely tuned parameter in
the SM framework and one needs to further extend the SM
with new particles or additional symmetries in order to
understand the large cancellations required for the observed
Higgs boson mass. There are also a number of other
experimental observations that lead us to believe that the
SM is only an effective low energy theory with new physics
coming in at higher energies. Numerous new physics
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'Neutrinos are massless in the SM framework. The generation
of neutrino masses requires an extended framework beyond the
SM (BSM) and is an important motivation for BSM scenarios.
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models have thus been suggested to address the short-
comings of the SM.

Left-right supersymmetric (LRSUSY) models [2] are a
class of well-motivated extensions of the SM as they can
provide answers to a number of unresolved issues in the
SM. These are actually the supersymmetric (SUSY) ver-
sions of the left-right symmetric (LRS) models [3], where
the SM gauge group is extended to Ginp = SU(3), X
SU2), x SU(2)g x U(1)g_,. This extended gauge sym-
metry facilitates the preservation of parity symmetry at high
scales. The observed parity asymmetry in the SM is
generated as the LR symmetry is spontaneously broken
at some scale v much above the electroweak (EW)
symmetry breaking scale. Parity being a good symmetry
in these models can potentially solve the strong CP
problem [4] without introducing an additional Peccei-
Quinn symmetry [5]. The gauge structure in LR models
also naturally requires the presence of right-handed neu-
trinos that can help generate light neutrino masses through
the seesaw mechanism [6]. SUSY models, on the other
hand, provide an elegant solution to the hierarchy problem.
On top of that, if R parity is conserved, as is the case in this
paper, the lightest SUSY particle (LSP) becomes stable
and can be a good dark matter (DM) candidate. Combining
the merits of both LRS and SUSY models, one gets a very
attractive LRSUSY framework that warrants a careful
examination as is discussed in detail in this paper.

A variety of LRSUSY models have been discussed
in literature with different scalar sectors for the symmetry
breaking mechanism [7,8]. The one we consider here is
the minimal LRSUSY model with automatic R-parity
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conservation [9] where the right-handed symmetry is
broken by scalar triplet fields as they acquire nonzero
vacuum expectation values (VEVs). This VEV is also
responsible for generating the Majorana masses for the
right-handed neutrinos that eventually help generate light
neutrino masses. The spontaneous breaking of the right-
handed symmetry gives rise to an additional charged gauge
boson W5 and a neutral gauge boson Z, whose masses are
also at the same scale. The discovery of these gauge bosons
could be one of the strongest indication towards the
existence of left-right symmetry. Experimental searches
for these heavy gauge bosons have been performed by the
ATLAS and CMS collaborations in various final states with
leptons, jets, and/or missing transverse energy (£7), which
have helped put bounds on their masses. The CMS search
using 36 fb~! of proton-proton collision data collected at a
center-of-mass (c.m.) energy of 13 TeV sets the exclusion
limit for a heavy neutral gauge boson mass M, > 4.5 TeV
[10] in the dilepton channel for the sequential standard
model (SSM). The ATLAS search puts stronger exclusion
limit M, > 5.1 TeV for 139 fb~! in the same dilepton
channel [11,12]. Searches at the ATLAS and CMS for
heavy charged gauge boson W’, decaying to zv (with
hadronic decay of 7), set lower bound as My, 2 4 TeV
[13,14]. The most stringent mass limit on a heavy charged
gauge boson (W), on the other hand, comes from the CMS
collaboration for an integrated luminosity of 35.9 fb~! at
/s =13 TeV energy and is given as My, > 5.2 TeV
[15,16] in the lepton + £ final state for the SSM. This
limit, however, does not hold for our analysis as we have
chosen the masses of the right-handed neutrinos to be
heavier than the Wy boson. Thus the lepton + E; cross
section in the final state for Wy decay is extremely small in
our case, resulting in no significant bound from this
channel. Another recent analysis from the ATLAS collabo-
ration [17] gives a mass bound of My, > 3.6 TeV using
37 fb~! integrated luminosity at 13 TeV CoM energy in the
dijet (g¢’) final state. The mass limit of 3.6 TeV was
obtained by assuming a W — ¢¢’ branching ratio (BR) of
75%. For our analyses, on the other hand, this BR could
vary from around 50%—90% for different benchmark points
(BPs), which significantly affects the results. The heavy
right-handed Wy bosons decaying into top and a bottom
quark searches at /s = 13 TeV by the CMS collaboration
also provide a mass limit of My, > 2.6 TeV [18]. This
limit however is much weaker compared to the dijet decay
channel. On top of this, all these experimental searches
have been performed for the charged and neutral heavy
gauge bosons decaying directly into SM particles. For
LRSUSY models this is not true at all, since these particles
can also decay into SUSY particles, which eventually
decay into SM particles and the LSP giving rise to
completely new signals.

Phenomenological studies of heavy gauge bosons and
their possible discovery channels have also been discussed

in several papers. Analysis of the SUSY decays of a heavy
7' boson was discussed in Ref. [19], wherein the partial
decay widths into all SM and minimal supersymmetric
standard model (MSSM) channels were computed and
studied in the context of CDF and DO experiments for a
few grand unified theory (GUT)-inspired U(1)" scenarios.
There have been studies on how the presence of exotic
particles and their superpartners could affect the mass limit
for the neutral gauge boson in generic Eq models [20]. The
discovery and measurement of the properties of sleptons,
binos, and winos through the production and decay of
heavy Z’ boson into these particles in the extended MSSM
with an additional U(1) gauge symmetry has been studied
in Ref. [21]. Multilepton (n = 2, 4) final state searches
through pp — Z' — xx, where x = 1, 75, U etc., in the
context of LHC were carried out for the GUT-inspired
models in [22-25]. The stability analysis of the electroweak
potential and corresponding bounds in LRSUSY were
studied in Ref. [26]. The CMS eejj excess was explained
in the LRSUSY framework [27,28] via the decay of a heavy
charged gauge boson.

In this paper, we perform a detailed study of the heavy
charged and neutral gauge bosons in a LRSUSY framework
with several decay channels in the context of present and
future collider experiments. The choice of the right-handed
neutrino masses being larger than the heavy gauge bosons
significantly changes the allowed decay channels for these
particles. We observe that the decay BR of the Wy and Zj
bosons depends significantly on the particle spectrum and
composition of the SUSY particles (mainly charginos and
neutralinos). We thus choose our BPs to encompass all
possible compositions for charginos and neutralinos with
and without mixing among the fields in the gauge basis.
Several combinations of mass spectrum for the SUSY
particles are chosen to facilitate the decay of the heavy
gauge bosons into various combinations of final states for a
more comprehensive study of their properties. This gives us
a good understanding of each interaction and how it affects
the final decay BR of the heavy gauge bosons. First we
consider an almost pure one component LSP, keeping all the
squarks and sleptons heavier than both the Wi and Zg
bosons, such that the heavy gauge bosons cannot decay into
final state squarks and sleptons. This allows us to explore
their SUSY decays with final states consisting of only
charginos and neutralinos. Next we consider the case where
the LSP is composed of a significantly mixed state of
gauginos and Higgsinos. Finally we allow the squarks and
sleptons to be light as well, maximizing the SUSY decay BR
for the heavy gauge bosons. Several new decay channels are
opened up in some of these cases, which provide completely
new collider prospects to search these heavy gauge bosons.
These new decay channels can also alter the heavy gauge
boson mass limits and allow for new possibilities to discover
SUSY particles at the LHC. They have not been discussed
previously in the literature, which motivates us to analyze
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this model in the context of high luminosity and high energy
LHC experiments.

The discovery prospect of SUSY particles at the LHC is
severely constrained by the direct production cross section
of these particles. The production cross section falls rapidly
as the mass of the particles increases, and hence this
translates into upper limits on the masses of SUSY particles
that may be discovered at the LHC. The presence of heavy
gauge bosons can help mitigate this problem as they can
decay into final states with SUSY particles that would
otherwise evade detection at the LHC. We analyze four
different final states in the context of high luminosity LHC
(HL-LHC) and high energy LHC (HE-LHC) experiments.
Two of these channels are the standard search channels
used for heavy resonance searches—dilepton + E; final
state and dijet + F7 final state. These channels can have
large significances in specific benchmark regions in the
context of the LHC at 14 and/or 27 TeV energies with
integrated luminosity of 3000 fb~!. The other two final
states arise from the cascade SUSY decays of the heavy
gauge bosons resulting in final states with mono W + E
and mono Z + £;. These signals have already been studied
at the LHC for DM searches to constrain them but they
have so far not been considered as a search channel for
heavy gauge bosons. Our analysis of these final states
though gives promising results as a discovery channel for a
Wpx or Zi boson in the LRSUSY framework. We find a
large number of events with significance greater than 5¢ in
these new mono-X (X = W, Z) plus E; channels through
one-step cascade decays, with X decaying into leptonic
final states only.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II
we present the details of the model and derive expressions
for the masses and relevant interactions for all the particles.
Section III gives all the different cases that are important for
the heavy gauge bosons decays. Here we consider various
possible mixings in the neutralino and chargino sectors that
affect the Wy and Z, BR. We also change the masses of the
squarks and sleptons to be heavier or lighter than the gauge
bosons so as to study the variation of their decay BRs in
each case. The possible collider signals arising from the
SUSY decays of the heavy gauge bosons are analyzed in
Sec. IV. Here we first study the familiar dilepton and dijet
final states for the heavy gauge boson decays. We then
analyze a mono W + F7 and a mono Z + Fr final state
and how they can be used to search for these heavy
particles. Finally we conclude in Sec. V with a discussion
of our results. All the relevant interactions of the Wy and
Zgr bosons leading to their decays are provided in the
appendixes.

II. MINIMAL LRSUSY MODEL WITH
AUTOMATIC R PARITY

Left-right symmetric models have an extended gauge
symmetry that is SU(3) x SU(2);, x SU(2)g x U(1)g_,-

The chiral fermion sector consists of three families of quark
and lepton superfields given as

— (")~ (3.2.1.)

Q_ <d)~< s & 75)5
o o
Q - <—uC>N<3 71729_§>5
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L= ( ¢ ) ~(1,1,2,1), (1)
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where c stands for the charge conjugation and the numbers
in brackets are their SU(3)., SU(2)., SU2)g, U(1)p_,
gauge quantum numbers, respectively.

The minimal Higgs sector required for a consistent
symmetry breaking mechanism, generation of quark and
lepton masses, and mixings and preservation of an unbro-
ken R-parity symmetry is given as

A
A1,3,1,2) = | V2 :
& -2
Vi
g0
Ara-y=| " |
G
5 5
AC(1,1,3,-2) = | 2 |
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i o+
5
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G

The SU(2) triplet Higgs field A°(1, 1,3, —2) is respon-
sible for breaking the SU(2); x U(1)z_, symmetry into
U(1)y as its neutral component acquires a nonzero VEV.
The coupling of this triplet field with the right-handed
neutrinos generates their Majorana masses as well. For a
SUSY model, an extra SU(2) triplet field A(1, 1,3, +2)
is also required for anomaly cancellation, and two SU(2),
triplet fields A(1,3,1,2) and A(1,3, 1, —2) are needed for
parity conservation. Two bidoublet fields @,(1,2,2,0) are
required to generate the quark and lepton masses and
mixings through Yukawa interactions. The simpler case of
one bidoublet field, as is considered in our analysis, cannot
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produce the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) mix-
ing angles. In such a scenario, the CKM mixing
angles could arise from soft SUSY breaking terms as
discussed in Ref. [29]. The authors in Ref. [29] have
chosen their parameters with squark masses of 700 GeV
and significantly lighter gluinos, but this choice is ruled
out from current experimental bounds [30,31]. It can
however be seen from their analysis that we can still
obtain the required CKM mixing angles with much
heavier squarks and gluino masses by choosing appro-
priate values for the soft SUSY breaking parameters, the
u parameter and tan f.

The singlet field S(1, 1, 1, 0) is required to decouple the
SUSY breaking scale from the right-handed symmetry
breaking scale. In the absence of the singlet, the SUSY
breaking scale and the right-handed symmetry breaking
scale become equal to each other; hence the singlet S is
needed in order to decouple the two scales allowing the
right-handed symmetry breaking scale to be higher than the
SUSY breaking scale.

The nonzero VEVs of various fields are denoted as

<¢(l),> = Uy,»
(@#3) =va,  (S) =0, 3)

with the hierarchy among them chosen as vy, 7 > v, >
v,, vg. The right-handed symmetry breaking scale is
chosen larger than the SUSY breaking scale as we want
the superpartner masses to be lighter than the heavy Wp
and Zy gauge bosons. For simplicity, the left-handed &°
and &° fields do not get any VEVs and hence the neutrino
masses do not get any contribution from type-II seesaw.
This choice is a consistent one as it can also be shown that
the left-handed triplet fields do not get any induced VEV
in this model.

The Yukawa couplings in the model are given by the
superpotential

| 4gy (vk + Tg) 0 —4grgy(vh + V%)
M = 3 0 gv* DrgrV*
—4grgy(vk + T%)  agr?V?  gR(4vk + 403 +1?)
where 2

2
Wy — Z(YE/)QTTZ(I)J-”QQC + YE”LTTzq)szLC)
=

+ iJ—ZCLTrzAL + i%LCTrzACLC. (4)

Here Y/ and Y7 are the lepton and quark Yukawa
coupling matrices, respectively, while f is the Majorana
Yukawa coupling matrix responsible for generating large
Majorana masses for right-handed neutrinos. The trans-
formation of various fields under parity symmetry is given
BsP->P L ASAT A AT, S585,0—- 0, L - L,
0 — 6, along with W* — W%*. Additionally the Yukawa
superpotential is invariant under parity if the Yukawa
coupling matrices Y7 and Y] are Hermitian and f¢ = f.
The up quarks, down quarks, charged leptons, neutrino
Dirac, and right-handed Majorana neutrino masses are
given as

M, = YSI])UMI n Ygiz)vuz’ M, = YS]])Udl + YéZ)Udz,

Mf = Ygl)’Udl + YEZ)UdZ, M? = Ygl)vul + Y52>Uu2,
Mpg = fug, (5)

respectively. Thus it is easy to see that two bidoublet Higgs
fields are needed to generate the CKM mixings as other-
wise the up- and down-type quark mass matrices would
become proportional to each other at the tree level. As has
been discussed earlier, the one loop corrections arising
from the soft SUSY breaking terms can help obtain the
correct quark masses and generate the CKM mixings even
with one bidoublet scalar in this scenario. We thus consider
the simplified version of the model with one bidoublet
scalar for our analysis.

The gauge sector of the model has an extra charged Wy
and a neutral Z, gauge boson. The mass-squared matrices
for the neutral gauge boson M3 in the basis (B, W3, Wag)
and the charged gauge boson M2, in the basis (W, W) are
given as

M2 1 g G29RrV1 V2
) W — A

2 G2grV1V2 g}%@”%e + 277%3 + 1’2), ’

(6)

=2+ 1}5 = 174.1 GeV while gy, g,, and gy are the gauge coupling constants corresponding to the

U(l)g_,, SU(2),, and SU(2), gauge groups, respectively. The mass eigenvalues of the heavy gauge bosons can be

obtained as

1

M3y, =3 G20 + 25+ 12),

1
M%R ~

5 (9 + g0)[4(vk + %) + v2cos" O], (7)
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where cos? 0 = g%/(g% + gv). In getting these masses
we have neglected the mixing between the left- and
right-handed charged gauge bosons and neglected terms
of order v*/v% or higher. The SM gauge bosons have
their usual expressions with the effective U(1), hyper-
charge coupling identified as g = g2g5/(g% + gv). The
ratio of the heavy gauge boson masses can be approxi-
mately written as [2]

My, N V20r/ 92
My, \/(91?/92)2 — tan” Oy

where Oy, is the Weinberg angle. This relation shows
that the ratio gz/g, should always be larger than tan 0y,.

The most general superpotential for the Higgs sector is
given as

(8)

VF:

_ X
W=S {Tr(iAA) + Tr(A°A°A°) + ETr(<I>T12<iI>rz) - MZ]

T [MAA T ppACAC + g (q>T12q>rz)]

+‘§S2+§S3, )

where 1¢ = A%, u; = p5 while A9, M, u and pg are all real
from the conservation of parity symmetry. The Higgs

potential derived from this superpotential consists of F-terms,
D-terms, and soft supersymmetry breaking terms. So we have

VHiggs =Vr+Vp+ Vsoris (10)

with each of the terms being

_ - A 2
Tr(AAA) + Tr(A°A°A°) + ETr((DTTQCI)TZ) - M? + pgS + «S?

+ Tr[[py A + ASAP + |uy A + ASA? + [ AC + 2*SAC)?
+ [ A + A*SAC)?] + Tr|u® + A'SO|?, (11)

2 3
Vp = %Z ITr(2AT7,A + 2AT7,A + @7, ®)[?
a=1

2 3

+ %RZ ITr(2A¢T 7, AC + 28T 7, A + D 7,®T)|?

a=1

2
n %V ITr(ATA — ATA — ACTAC + ACTAC)P2, (12)

Vot = mITr(ATAC) + m3Tr(ATAC) + m3Tr(ATA) + m3Tr(ATA)
+ m2|S|* + m2Tr(®T®) + [AA;STr(AA + A°A€) + H.c.]
+ [/?,/A}L/STI‘((I)T’IQq)Tz) + HC] + (/?.C,{MZS + HC) + (/l_gBSsz =+ HC)
+ [ B  Tr(AA) + p; By Tr(A°A°) 4+ uBTr(®T1,®1,) 4 kA S + Heell. (13)

The minimization of the scalar potential proceeds as

avHiggs
“ e, 14
' a¢’ di=v; ( )
W L (B34 02) + BT =208 — 03+ D)) + VIO + o) + 4 + m},
R 23
- j’/[Ud(/lcvR@R - MZ) + vs{_zﬂvu + vd(:us + kv?)}] - 211(1(’05/1/14/1/ + IMB) =0, (15)
W L R0E— 02) + (27 + 203 — o2 + 02)} + Vv + 24, + m)
R 23

— M, (ugvg + kv? + 200 — M?) — Nvg(v? + v2)} = 20, (v, /Ay + uB) = 0, (16)
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ov 1 :
25" = E@R{Zg%/(@%? - vk) + gr(20% — 205 — 05 + vi)} + V2052210, + m3 + 13)
+ A%0g(vg + v3) + A vR(=A v v, + pyvy + kvg — M?) + vp(v,4A, + i B,) =0, (17)
v 1 20,2 _ 2 2 (_Hi2 2 _ 2 .2 V2 c 2, 0
550 %”R{ZQV(”R — D) + gr(=20k + 20 — vy + v3) } + V20R(24°pov5 + my + 413)
+ ADp(=A vgv, + psvg + kvg — M) + 2% 0g (0 + v5) + Dp(0,4A; + iB,) = 0, (18)
ov c 7 c 2 =2 1( 2 2 !
55 = V2{2vgTg(2kvy + uy) + Aps (V% + 03) + ph (v + ;) — X (2kvg + pg)vgv, }

- (zkvs + IM‘\‘)I‘/[2 + ’Icﬁ + UR’I_}R’IAA + U‘v{(zkvs +ﬂs)(/’ls + kvs) + zﬂst + 3v‘vak
+ 22 (0% 4 v2) + A% (vh + V%) + m: — 2v40, Ay} = 0. (19)

A. Particle masses

In this section we calculate the masses of the particles in various sectors of our LRSUSY model.

1. Higgs sector

The mass-squared matrices for the charged and neutral Higgs bosons can be obtained from the scalar potential. The
minimization conditions in Egs. (15)—(19) provide further constraints on the parameters in the model. The singlet (), the
bidoublet (), and the right-handed triplets (A¢ and A°) can mix with each other while the left-handed triplets (A and A)
get decoupled since they do not acquire any VEVs. Here we only consider the sector consisting of the right-handed triplets,
the bidoublet, and the singlet as these are important for our analysis of the heavy right-handed gauge bosons.

After electroweak symmetry breaking, the mass-squared matrix for the singly charged Higgs fields can be expressed as a
4 x 4 matrix in the basis (6,5, by, Pf) as

* 1 25 2 =
méc—éﬁ m(_s(__(sﬁ _\/_ngURvu —\/—EgRUdvR
ZJ—— M <ot L gdog L o
5 B 5 5¢ 5 5¢ \/E RYR%u \/E RYdYR 20
Mm = L 2 0pv, —=ghvpv m m* ' (20)
_— —= -+
\/igR R%u \/ng R%u [N s
- L @vop =grvv M -4+ M-+
B IRVAVR 5 9RVAVR 3, i

where

Mgt = (9 + Gr) Tk — Gy vk + mi + (A0, + )’
M5t = _Q%URDR +/16(_’1/Ud1]u + p v+ k”% + ACURT]R - M2) + UsﬂAl +/"TBZ7
g5 = gy(=Dk + V&) + grv +m3 + (205 + ua)*,

1 _
n%;@,:(ﬂ%g4—uy—%z{ggﬁﬁ—%vﬁ)+¢ﬁ(—20%—%2v%4—Uﬁ%—v@}—%nﬁ,

l l 2 Sy 2 ! (g% +9%?)
My-gr = A (05 = V040, + kvg + Avg0g — M?) + 20, 'Ay + 2uB + 5 Vb

1 _
My g = (Nvy + u)? —|—Z{g§(v§ + v2) + gx(20% — 20% + 3+ v2)} + mi.

The singly charged fields in the left-handed triplets get decoupled and are not important for our analysis. As a result they
have not been included here. The 4 x 4 mass-squared matrix in Eq. (20) can be diagonalized by the transformation

Uty U = M1y diag> Where UP™ stands for the rotation matrix for the singly charged Higgs fields. This gives two
physical mass eigenstates (Hy, Hy) for the charged scalar fields while the remaining two states (G, G5') become the

massless Goldstone bosons. These massless degrees of freedom are eaten up by their corresponding gauge bosons W+ and
Whx, respectively, to give them mass.
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The mass-squared matrix for the doubly charged scalar fields is given by a 2 x 2 matrix in the basis (5Cﬁ, Scﬁ). This can
be written as

M .—— o ++ m’_‘c__ .
Mge—=zct+ M5t
where
92
My = (20 + 208 =8 12) + BT = o)+ (20, + s

Mgzt = A (usv5 = A0, + kvg + AvgDg — M?) + v AA; + i B,,
2
M5t = ‘%R (20% — 20v% — v + v2) + g} (vk — V%) + m3 + (A0, + po)?.

It can be shown that this doubly charged Higgs mass-squared matrix, upon diagonalization, admits a negative eigenvalue
that is unphysical as it gives rise to a tachyonic state. This problem can however be solved by including the radiative
corrections to the doubly charged Higgs boson mass that make it positive [8,9]. A numerical analysis of the one-loop
corrections to the doubly charged Higgs boson mass in this model has been performed in Ref. [26]. Figure 5 of Ref. [26]
shows the different contributions to the doubly charged Higgs boson mass where one can easily see that the contribution
from the (s)lepton and (s)neutrino sector (denoted by the dotted blue line in the figure) is always negative in this case. An
analytical expression for this contribution has also been derived in Ref. [8], which shows that it can be positive or negative
depending on the ratio of the slepton mass to the right-handed neutrino mass. If the right-handed neutrino is heavier than the
slepton, the correction is always negative while it can become positive if the slepton mass is slightly larger than (greater than
1.65 times) the right-handed neutrino mass. Thus the one loop corrected doubly charged Higgs boson mass is highly
dependent on the chosen mass spectrum for the BSM particles and can be made consistent with the experimental bounds.

The CP-even neutral scalars consist of the real part of the neutral Higgs fields. The mass-squared matrix for these fields in

the basis (Re[5“’], Re[5°'], Re[#], Re[¢?]. Re[S]) is given as

m 550 5L.0 mgfo 5L.0 m ¢(2) 5L0 m ¢? 550 m s, 5£0
m 550 (—SCU m 5”0 SCO m (/)g 550 m & ? 3"0 m SSCO
2 -
mp = | Moy Moy Malgy  Mgogy Mgy | (22)

Mg M3og0  Mglgs  TMglg) Mgl

n..o

s's  Mets  Mags Mgis s

The matrix elements are defined as

>
gy = (6T = 13 = 203+ 42) = G (=30 + 1) + 470 + i+ (20, + )
myos0 = A4 (22°vgTg + pyv5) = Avgv, + kvg = M?} = 2(gy, + gi)vRTg + 0,44, + uiBa,

2
msaz0 = gy (3vg — Tg) + %’* (=20% + 60k — vy + v3) + 22Tk + m3 + (A0, + ),

Mo g9 = =2 A VRV, — GRV4 TR, Mo g9 = =2 DR, + gRV4VR,
)
mgogy = A%v5 + (Avg +p)* + % (303 = v2) + gh(—20% + 20% + 303 — v2) + m2,
Mo g = =200k + gRVRY,, Mo g = =2 vyR — GRURVY,
2, 2
_'_
M40 = =X (ugvg + kv? =20 v, + Avgg — M?) — 20,4/ Ay — 2uB — w VU,

2 2
mgog = {405 + (v, + )’} —%(—M% +07) —%R(—%ﬁ +20% — 305 + v}) + m3,
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Mmoo = 20Dp(Av + ) + A0 (2kv, + py) + vRAA;,
Moo = ATR(2kvy + p) + 22°0p (A0 + py) + DpAA;,
myos = =2 (2kvs + pg)v, + 42X vg(Avg + p) + v, Ay,
mypg = =N (2kvg 4+ pg)vg — 4N (Avg + pu)v, + vV Ay,
mgg = m3 + A°{2kvgvg + A (v + V%) } + 54k3v2 + M {-2kv,v, + X (v3 + v3)}
+ w2 + k(18u v, — 6M?) 4 2u B, + 60,kA,.

This scalar matrix can be diagonalized by the rotation matrix Z* as Z#m#% z" = m?, diag- We choose the numerical values

of the parameters in such a way that the lightest component becomes the SM-like Higgs boson. We calculate the radiatively
corrected Higgs mass up to two loops for the top and stop sector as given in the Ref. [8]. The theoretical error in Higgs
boson mass calculation allows for a mass range of 122-128 GeV [32]. In our study, the lightest mass eigenstate for the
CP-even Higgs boson is mostly composed of the bidoublet scalar fields. This is quite natural as the bidoublet fields are
responsible for the EW symmetry breaking once they acquire nonzero VEVs at that scale.

Similarly, the imaginary component of the neutral Higgs fields produces the pseudoscalar (CP-odd) states. Their mass-

squared matrix in the gauge basis (Im[5¢’], Im[5°'], Im[¢3], Im[¢?], Im[S]) is given as

M o0 M.o o  =AVvgv, —ANvgog M o

5°s¢ S5¢
M 50 M50 —AAVgv, AN vg0p Mgz

m3 = | —AAvgv, Ao, M yo40 M g4 Mgy |, (23)
A Vv =2V v, 0p M go40 M g 40 M40
Mo Mo M s M g5 Mg

where the elements of the above matrix are

Mo 0 = gy (—vk + %) + g%g ( = 20k — 03+ vi) + AP0k + mi + (v + w)?,

M os0 = —piBy +ic(/1’vdv — psvs — kv + M?) — v A,

Mos0 = gy (vg — %) + gR (2vR 20% — v + v3) + A20% + m3 + (A0, + uy)?,

M yo40 = P+ (Vog +p)? +g42 (v7 = va) + %TR

M¢g¢(}] = l (,USUS + k’l)s + /IC’UR'I_JR - MZ) + 21) /IIAI —|— 2/43

(20% — 20% — vi + v3) + m2,

92
4

M o = A0R(2kvs + p) — AA; v,
Mz_ﬁfos = /ICDR(zkvs + ﬂs) - AAADR’
M¢25 = —/1/1),‘ (2kvs + ﬂs) + 2’0,4/1/14/1/,

M¢?¢?:/1’2yfl+(l’vs+y)2+ (v2—02) + gR(ZvR 20% — v+ v2) + m2,

M o5 = =A04(2kvs + p) + 20,4 Ay,
Mgg = m% — 22kvgtg + A2 (v% + 0%) + 18k202 + 2V kvgv, + A* (V3 + v3) + 42
+ 2k</4svs + M2) - 2/'ts s 6vskAk'

This pseudoscalar mass-squared matrix can be diagonalized by the rotation matrix Z* as Z4m% Z4" = m3 diag- After rotating

the gauge fields into mass basis, we get three physical mass eigenstates A, A,, and A;. The remaining two neutral states

(GY, GY) become the massless Goldstone bosons that are absorbed as the longitudinal components of the corresponding
gauge bosons Z and Zp, respectively.
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2. Sfermion sectors (ity,iig), (e1,eg), and (Dy, k) gauge basis, respectively.
Thus, one can write the mass-squared matrices for the

The sfermions in our model consist of the scalar super-
squarks as

partners of the up- and down-type quarks and charged and
neutral leptons. The existence of a right-handed neutrino
and hence its superpartner is guaranteed by the extended ) Maa,  Ma,a,

gauge symmetry in this model, which leads to all the mg = (mf m ) (24)
sfermion mass-squared matrices (including sneutrinos) a
being 6 x 6 matrices in general. We calculate the mass- e me
squared matrices for the scalar down-type squarks, up-type m? — ( A iy it ) (25)
squark, charged slepton, and sneutrino in the (ZJL,EZR), " t '

where each matrix element is itself a 3 x 3 matrix given as

r 2 2

g -~ g
i, = a0+ My + 5 0= 0R) + 2 (03 - ).
%
6
mg g = 5a1ﬂ2[(llvs +/‘)yuyq - Ud’Iqu]’

r 2 2
9v _ 93
My, ;. = 5(11/}1 v%yqy§ + MZQL + F(U%e - U%e) + Z( 5— 2)]

M, = 6“2/”2 U?lyqu + M2QR + (1_}123 - Ulz?) +

>
9v - g _
Magii: = Oy viyly, + MZQR + Fv(v,% —v3) + SZR (20% — 20% — v2 + vé)] ,
mﬁLﬁ; = 5a1ﬂz [_Ud(l,”s + ﬂ)yq + thqu]' (26)

Here o, @y, 1, and p, represent the color indices. These 3 x 3 matrices in general can be nondiagonal with the off-diagonal
elements allowing for mixing between the various flavors. We do not consider a flavor violating process in our study and
hence, for simplicity, we just consider the case where the matrices are diagonal and their elements are real.

Similarly, the slepton mass-squared matrices are given as

my >« ms >
m? = ( T ) (27)

m

2.8 Rk
my g« My, p,
2 L
m: = N 28
‘ < ; v, Moo, > 2
L¥YR R¥R
with the matrix elements in the slepton sector being
2 2
9v - 9
Mg, zr = 7‘/ (0% — v3) + f(”ﬁ —03) + vyl + M3,
2 2
9 - IR /-
megey = 2 (v = 13) + % (20 = 20 = o + o) + BTy + M,
Mz ep = yl(i/vs +/’£)Uu - UdTylﬂ
2 2
9v - 9
Mg, p; = 7‘/ (7% — vk) + Zz(vtzi — ) + vy +Mi,,

2 2

= g - g -
My, = DS+ 7‘/ (vg — Dk) + ZR (20 = 20% — v + v3) + vay[ yi + Mg,
My, 5, = =Y10a(Xvg + p) + 0, T

LVR

The sfermion mass matrices, namely, the down squarks, up squarks, charged sleptons, and sneutrinos given in
Egs. (24)—(28), can be diagonalized by the rotation matrices UPY, UYL, UFE, and UYE, respectively.
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3. Electroweakino sectors can be a good dark matter candidate. The electroweakinos
are also very important for our study as the primary SUSY
decay channels for the heavy gauge bosons will be into
these particles, as is seen in the next section.

The particle spectrum of our model allows for a large
number of physical chargino and neutralino states (together
referred to as electroweakinos from here on), which arise SOl
from the mixing of the charged and neutral gauginos and The chargino mass matrix in the basis (Wg. WL.0% . ¢7)
Higgsinos, respectively. Since R parity is naturally con- and (W;{, W;Sﬁjg) can be written as
served in this model, the lightest neutralino is stable and

|

w w -
M 0 \/§9R Ur 9rVa W?e_
y L MM w;
m, =(Wz W; & ¢7) 0 N B 92u - | (29)
V2R 0 Xugtuy O i)
9RVy Gy 0 (Avs +p) 2

It is easy to see that this chargino mass matrix is asymmetric and can only be diagonalized by a biunitary transformation
with my_gipe = U me;{c URP' . Please note that the left-handed triplet Higgsinos remain decoupled from these charginos and
neutralinos due to the left-handed triplet Higgs boson not acquiring any VEV. Hence we have a total of eight neutral
electroweakinos that mix among each other in the gauge basis

(B, W, 9,55, 49, 4%, 9), (30)
with their corresponding mass matrix as
M, 0 0 Moo V24, vr 0 0 0
w 5 1
0 M 0 \/EQR UR mgco"}v‘g m(zgfw‘g 3 9RVu 0
0 0 MY 0 0 Sqva m ~ 0
d)IWL
Mmoo V29rTg 0 0 M=o 0 0 Avg
m, = a5 55 (31)
\/Eg vUR m;v‘g 50 0 M= 050 0 0 0 ADR
R
1 o _
0 m@@g 59204 0 0 0 M50 A,
0 \/Lingu m%t}o 0 0 M50 0 =Ny,
L1
0 0 0 Avg ATg N,  =MNv,  mgs
Here
m~~o=—\f2917 m— :—\/Egv m. =0 = A0, + m—~— :—Lgv
03¢ vUR» ngs"o RUR» 505 s T M2, WO 2 RVd>
1 !/
m;ﬁ? = _75927}141 m(}g(}ﬁ? = _(A' Vs +:u)’ mgy = (2kvs +ﬂs)' (32)

This matrix is diagonalized by the Z/N rotation matrix as m; gi,, = Z/Vm,Z/V ", Also in this model, it is possible to get two
types of doubly charged chargino particles, one from the SU(2), triplet and another from SU(2) triplet sectors. These do
not mix among each other, resulting in the left-handed triplets being quite massive while the right-handed doubly charged
Higgsinos can remain light [33] with a mass of

M)?ii = AC’UX + . (33)
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III. HEAVY GAUGE BOSON DECAYS FOR
DIFFERENT LSP COMPOSITIONS

In this study, we mainly concentrate on the heavy Wy
and Zy gauge bosons. Depending on the numerical values
of the additional gauge couplings gg, gy and the vacuum
expectation values, i.e., the minimum of the potential in the
particular scalar field directions (except the singlet scalar
field), the masses of these gauge bosons could change. In
the presence of light LRSUSY particles, and if kinemat-
ically allowed, these heavy gauge bosons can decay to
these particles with a significantly high branching fraction.
In order to estimate these BSM decays, we choose the
parameters in such a way that all the sparticle sectors are
sufficiently heavy except the electroweakinos [see Eq. (30)]
so that the heavy gauge bosons can only decay into these
light electroweakinos. We specifically focus on this sector
as the SUSY decays of the heavy gauge bosons is
maximum here. First, we consider different benchmark
points where the light electroweakinos are primarily
composed of only one type of fermionic fields (a particular
type of gaugino or Higgsino). Then we allow for mixing
between the various fermionic states such that the decay
branching fractions of the gauge bosons can change
significantly. We also vary the masses of the squarks
and sleptons so as to open up the gauge bosons decay
channels into sfermionic final states. Thus in this section
we study a host of scenarios with various possible final
states for the heavy gauge boson decays and study the
corresponding decay BRs.

A systematic study of the heavy gauge bosons decay
channels requires one to deal with a large number of free
parameters in the minimal LRSUSY model that has been
considered in the paper. The experimentally measured
particle masses and other low energy observables can be
used to constrain the Yukawa sector of the model to a
certain extent. The scalar couplings, on the other hand, have
some bounds coming from the measured Higgs boson

TABLE 1.
is in GeV2.

properties. We further require the lightest neutralino to be
the LSP as it can then be a good dark matter candidate. Yet
there are a large number of free parameters in the model,
most of which do not have any significant effect on our
results. We thus keep the numerical values of these
parameters constant for the rest of our analysis as can be
seen in Table I. Varying the rest of the parameters, we
consider different field combinations for the electrowea-
kino sector while also varying the sfermion masses to study
the corresponding gauge boson decays.

A. Case-1: Single component LSP

We first identify the parameter spaces where the LSP is
mostly composed of only one type of component among
the neutral fermion fields in the basis given in Eq. (30). We
make sure all other SUSY particles are much heavier so that
the heavy gauge bosons do not decay into these states. It
can be seen from Eq. (7) that the mass of the neutral Zg

boson always remains \/2(1 + g%gy°) times heavier than
the mass of the Wy boson. We keep the numerical values

of the VEVs fixed at v, = 173.457 GeV, v; = 15 GeV,
vg = 7300 GeV, vg = 3730 GeV, and v, = 1000 GeV
and the gauge couplings gy = 0.36, g, = gr = 0.64.
Thus the masses of the heavy gauge bosons remain
unchanged at My, =5.25TeV and My, = 8.5 TeV
throughout this section. One could also choose different
values of the VEVs and the gauge couplings to get different
gauge boson masses. We however choose relatively heavy
masses for the gauge bosons to evade the experimental
bounds [12,16,18]. As discussed earlier, we have fixed the
numerical values of a number of parameters in the model,
which are shown in Table I. Note that the large values of the
right-handed Yukawa couplings f%; in the table result in the
right-handed neutrinos being heavier than the Wy boson
mass. Thus it is impossible for the heavy gauge bosons to
decay into right-handed neutrino final states. The dominant

These parameters remain fixed throughout this section. The unit of the mass parameter is in GeV and mass squared

Parameters

Mfim = Mgm =108, Mgm =2.50 x 107, Mfi,m = Mg,m =108, ij,m =2.90 x 107,
M3, 1 =9.60 x 107, M3, 5, =9.20 x 107, M3, 33 = 9.0 x 107, M3, =9.20 x 107, M3, = 9.10 x 107, M7 533 = 9.0 x 107,

Vi =3.34x 1075, y, 5, = 0.007, y;33 = 0.118, T}" = T3, = T2

yiij =0=T}, for i # j,

= —100,

Vg1 = 1.45 x 10_5, Vg2 = 00073, Yg33 = 10006, TY‘II = T%g = Tﬁz = —100,

Yaij =0 =T}, for i # j, » »
< =14, f5, = 1.6, f$, = 1.8, T, = T}, = T4; = —100,
¢ =0=T[ fori#j.

A'=0.10, k = 1.8,

WiBy = —=2000, u,B, = 103, M> = —108, AC, = 10%, 24, = =100, kA, = 10*, YA, = =350, M; = 6000,
v, = 173.457, v, = 15, vg = 7300, Tz = 3730, v, = 1000, gy = 0.36, g, = g = 0.64
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TABLEII. The LSP is mostly composed of only one type of component among the neutral fermion fields in the basis given in Eq. (30).
M; (7i = 7Y ,. 77 stands for the masses of the electroweakinos for these benchmark points. It is to be noted that the other parameters are
fixed as in Table I. The decay into BSM particles having branching ratios less than 0.0001% is not included here.

LSP type Benchmark points

Branching ratio of Wy, Zp into different BSM fields

WE — BSM

Zr - BSM

la. Wino-R (95%) M, =60 TeV, My, = 60 TeV,
My, = —2250,
py = =12 TeV, py =20 TeV, u = —16 TeV,

A¢=-12,4=-0.2, k=0.03,

My = 3464 GeV, My = 13.93 TeV,
My = 984.25 GeV

Ib. Wino-R (95%) M, = 60 TeV, M, |, = 60 TeV,
My = —2250,
M2w£l,€11 = —955, puy = —12 TeV, y, =20 TeV,

u=-16TeV, 1 =-12, 1 =-0.2, k= 0.03,

Mg =346.4 GeV, My = 13.93 TeV,
My =3465 GeV

2. Higgsino-(¢; »)

M, =60 TeV, My, ,, = 60 TeV,
(49.9% each) T

My, 1y = 60 TeV,
U, = —12 TeV, puy =20 TeV, y = —0.2 TeV,
¢ =—12, 2 =—0.04, k = 0.03,

My =239.9 GeV, My = 240.1 GeV,
My =240 GeV

3. Higgsino-(A}gz)

M, =60 TeV, My, ,, = 60 TeV,
(57.7 and 41.6%) '

My, 1y = 60 TeV,
e =—12, uyy =1 TeV, u=0TeV,
A6 =-0.078, /' = —1.7, k = 0.03,

My =920 GeV,

My = 1.265 TeV, M,. = 1.284 TeV,
' M =922 GeV

26.80% (Wi — 7t

0.01% (W& — ZH¥)

0.01% (Wi — A, WF)
0.01% (Wx — H3W*)

282% (Wi — 70t
0.01% (Wi — ZH7T)
0.01% (Wi — A,W™)
0.01% (Wi — H3W¥)
9% (Wi = 0%t)
9% (Wi = 75%1)
0.01% (W — ZHY)

0.01% (W — A, W¥)
0.01% (Wi — H3;W¥)

10.37% (Wi — 775

10.37% (Wi — %)

20.84% (Wg = 7T 7+5)

49% (Wi - 7579
0.01% (W — A, W)
0.01% (Wig — H3W™)

23.46% (Zg — 71 77)

23.7% (Zg — 777

7.96% (Zg — 7973

7.96% (Zg = 77 71)

31.16% (Zg — 7979

1.72% (Zg = 7T 71)
4.56% (Zg = 73 75)

8.61% (Zg = 7¥F7*F)

contribution to the LSP from each fermion field is shown in
Table II and is discussed in detail below.

1. Binolike, SU(2),, winolike, or singlinolike LSP

One can consider the case where the neutralino LSP is
mostly composed of B, W9, or . As is quite evident from
the neutralino mass matrix given in Eq. (31), a bino(wino-
L)-type LSP would require one to choose a small value of
the parameter M, (M?;L). Similarly one can adjust A’s and
u’s to get a singlinolike LSP. These scenarios result in the
BR of heavy gauge bosons decaying into BSM particles

being almost negligible and do not give rise to any new
decay channels. The heavy gauge bosons here almost
entirely decay into SM particles resulting in no new signals,
and hence are not discussed in detail.

2. SU(2), winolike LSP
As a consequence of the right-handed symmetry being
broken above the SUSY breaking scale, one can choose
different values of the soft SUSY breaking terms for the
charged and the neutral components of the SU(2), wino
fields. The parameter M?;R can thus be adjusted to get a
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neutralino LSP primarily consisting of a neutral SU(2),
wino (or wino-R) field. Again, in this case, due to the off-
diagonal (2,4) and (2,5) entries in the neutralino mass
matrix [v/2gx7x and v/2grvg respectively as can be seen
from Eq. (31)], the lightest neutralino mass My >

2.29 TeV for any positive value of M?g,'e for our chosen
parameters. Similarly for positive values of the parameters
Ml‘f’? (i =1, 2), the wino-Rlike chargino mass remains
M)?li > 1.11 TeV due to the off-diagonal (1,3) and (3,1)
terms in the chargino mass matrix given in Eq. (29). In fact
if all the three soft terms are equal and positive, the
chargino mass always remains lighter than the neutralino
mass for an SU(2), winolike LSP. Thus we are compelled
to choose either negative or unequal numerical values for
M}*(i = 1-3). To analyze the distinct regions in the
parameter space, we choose two corresponding BPs 1(a)
and 1(b) as shown in Table II. The right-handed neutrinos,
squarks, and sleptons masses are all heavier than the Wp
and Zy boson masses so these final states are absent here.

For BP 1(a) and 1(b) we keep the numerical value of
M;‘;R = —2250 GeV the same while the charged wino-R

soft masses M ‘ﬁk =M ;VzR are chosen to be —2250 GeV for
BP 1(a) and —955 GeV for BP 1(b). This gives us a lightest
chargino mass of 984.25 and 346.5 GeV for the two cases,
respectively. The lightest neutralino mass remains at
346.4 GeV for all the three benchmarks we have considered
here. The W — 797{ and Z; — y{j channels open up
for these two BPs, resulting in significant branching
ratios into these decay channels. Both these cases have
similar couplings for Wz, which come out
~(0.56P; +0.58P;) while the Zp7i7{ coupling is
~(0.50P; + 0.53P), where P; and Py are the left and
right chiral projection operators of the fermions. As a result
the branching ratio of W — 737 is around 26.8% while
Zgr — ¥y remains around 23.46% for both BP 1(a) and
1(b) as can be seen from Table II. The branching ratios to
the other Higgs boson and/or vector boson final state decay
channels remain negligibly small.

3. Bidoublet Higgsino-like LSP

We now consider the case where the LSP is primarily
composed of the bidoublet Higgsino fields. This can be
achieved by choosing a relatively small value for the off-
diagonal bidoublet Higgsino cross term |’%vs +5| while
keeping the other mass terms in the neutralino mass matrix
quite large. As the diagonal mass terms for ¢! and ¢9 in the
m; matrix are 0, their entire mass comes from the off-
diagonal term mentioned above. This results in two light
neutralino mass eigenstates that are almost degenerate in
mass and composed of maximally mixed states of Jb? and

558 while their mixing with the other states is negligibly
small. Hence, both the LSP and the next-to-lightest SUSY

particle (NLSP) arise from an equal mixing (~49.9%) of 47)?
and ¢9, with their masses being 239.9 and 240.1 GeV,
respectively. The lightest chargino also primarily consists
of bidoublet charged fields and has a mass of 240 GeV.
Our choice of parameters (the BP 2 in Table II) directly
affects the tree-level and loop-level Higgs mass; we thus
slightly modify the numerical value of XA, to get the
lightest Higgs mass of M;, = 125 GeV.

The branching ratio of Wi — %1 and Wi — 777
becomes identical (9% in each channel) since their cou-
pling strengths (~0.31P; 4+ 0.31Py) are also equal here.
This is because the composition of 7! and 79 is almost the
same. The @?&)?ZR and (iﬁ%ng terms in the gauge basis
appear with equal and opposite sign couplings and as a
result, in the mass basis, the Zz707 and Z79%5 couplings
vanish in this case. This fact can also be seen from
Eq. (B16). Hence, these are suppressed (as y;, has tiny
contributions from the other neutral Higgsino and gaugino
fields) and the corresponding decay BRs remain negligibly
small. However, the vertices Zp7%5 and Zp7iy{ have
quite large couplings resulting in a sizable branching ratio
of around 8% in each of these channels.

4. Right-handed triplet Higgsino-like LSP

The SU(2) triplet Higgsino-like neutralino LSP can be
obtained by adjusting the value of the parameter p,, 1, and
v, appearing in the (4,5) and the (5,4) matrix elements of
the neutralino mass matrix given in Eq. (31). We change u,
and A° while keeping v, constant. As these parameters
directly affect the tree-level Higgs mass, we adjust the loop-
corrected and tree-level Higgs mass by appropriately
choosing the value of the M, /g, A'Ay, u, and A’ parameters
to achieve a lightest Higgs boson mass of 125 GeV. In this
case, we can get large splitting between the neutralinos 79
and )?g due to the large off-diagonal (2,4), (2,5), (4,2), and
(5,2) elements of the neutralino mass matrix [see Eq. (31)].
This also allows us to have quite different contributions

from 5 and SCO in the 7 eigenstate unlike the previous
case of bidoublet Higgsinos. We present this case as BP 3 in
Table II. The light neutralino masses are M = 920 GeV

and M = 1265 GeV while the lightest chargino mass is
My = 1284 GeV for this benchmark point. An important

consequence of our chosen benchmark point is that the
doubly charged Higgsino also remains light here as it is
a part of the same fermion multiplet that gives the LSP in
this scenario. We get the mass of the doubly charged
Higgsino M= = 922 GeV.

As 7Y, 79, and 7 are all composed of right-handed triplet
states, their couplings with Wy are relatively large com-
pared to other cases. The coupling strengths of W,%)??)?li
vertex are ~0.45P; + 0.39P while that of W5 7977 vertex
is ~0.39P; + 0.45Pp [see the second term of both the lines
of Eq. (A12)] for the BP 3. Thus the branching ratios of
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Wi — A7 and Wi — 7977 are almost the same here and
equal to around 10.37% each. The doubly charged fermion
being light allows an additional decay channel for W —
7175+ and gives an even larger branching ratio of 20.84%
for this channel owing to the larger coupling of the
Wiyl 75+ vertex as given in Eq. (A13).

The neutral Z boson has several possible decay chan-
nels with electroweakino final states in this case. The
55" Z and 55"z r terms in the gauge basis appear with
equal and opposite sign as in the previous case. Hence the
ZpiV) and Zp75%9 couplings are again small due to
cancellations in the mass basis. On the other hand, the
Zr — 775 channel has a large branching ratio of 31.16%
due to a large coupling of ~0.61P; + 0.61P; [see
Eq. (B16)] in this vertex. The Z — 7i7{ remains quite
small at around 2%. A sizable 8.61% branching in the
channel Z — 77T 7 is also obtained in this scenario.

B. Case II: Mixed LSP

In the previous section, we analyzed the regions of the
parameter space where the major contribution to the LSP

TABLE IIL

was primarily coming from only one type of component of
the neutral gaugino or Higgsino fields. In this section, we
discuss the parameter space where the LSP consists of two
type of components [see Eq. (30)] and study its effect on the
heavy gauge boson decay channels. As before, the rest of
the BSM particle spectrum (squarks, sleptons, right-handed
neutrinos, etc.,) have been kept much heavier to make sure
that the heavy gauge bosons do not decay into them. Cases
with dominant contribution to the LSP from two gaugino
fields are shown in Table III while the cases with mixed
gaugino and Higgsino fields relevant for our study are
presented in Table IV. The Higgsinos, as well, can mix
among each other, resulting in the LSP being composed of
equal parts coming from the bidoublet fields and the right-
handed triplet fields. The choice of parameters leading to
this mixed Higgsino-like LSP is given in Table V. We now
present a detailed discussion of each of these cases.

1. Combination of bino, wino L, and/or singlino

The LSP comprising a mixture of the bino, wino-L field,
and/or singlino can be found by adjusting the parameters

M, M%L, A6, A, k, and u,. As has been discussed earlier,

The LSP is mostly composed of only two type of the neutral fermion fields in the basis given in Eq. (30). The other

parameters are fixed as in Table I. The decay into BSM particles having branching ratios less than 0.0001% is not included here.

LSP type Benchmark points

Branching ratio of W, Zg
into different BSM fields

Wi — BSM Zz — BSM

1. Bino (49.5%) and

wino R (49.5%) M3Mg1f22,11 = —2250,

p, = —12 TeV, p, =20 TeV, u = —16 TeV,
26 =—12, 1 =-02, k= 0.03,

My =998.7 GeV, My = 1.681 TeV,
1 2

My: = 984.1 GeV

2. Wino L (49.5%) and

wino R (49.5%) M3, 1, = —2067.6,

p, = —12 TeV, py = 20 TeV, u = —16 TeV,
2 =-12, 2 =-02, k=003,

My = 502.4 GeV, My = 526.2 GeV,

My =502.5 GeV

3. Wino R (49.5%) and

singlino (49.5%) M:?;Rzz || = —6500

py = =5 TeV, y, =20 TeV, y = —16 TeV,
=12, =-02, k=24,

My = 1.66 TeV, My = 5.56 TeV,

M. = 4.83 TeV
1

M, = =300, My}, ;, = 60 TeV,

M, =60 TeV, My, |, = 502.51,

M, =60 TeV, My}, = 60 TeV,

15.83% (Wi — 07+ 2334% (Zg — 7775

9.26% (W — 79%1)
0.01% (Wi — ZHY)
0.01% (Wi — A\ W)
0.01% (Wi — H;W*)

14.68% (Wi — 75977) 23.35% (Zg = 75 75)

12.18% (Wi — #575)
0.01% (W — ZH?)
0.01% (Wi — A, W*)
0.01% (Wi — HyW¥)

0.1% (Wi — P07+ 0.1% (Zg = 71 7t

0.1% (Wi = 7577)
0.01% (W — ZHY)
0.01% (Wi — A\ W)
0.01% (Wi — H;W*)
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the heavy Wy and Zy gauge bosons do not have significant
couplings to either a bino, wino L, or singlino. Thus, the
decay of these heavy gauge bosons into the light neutra-
linos is again almost nonexistent in these cases and is not
discussed further.

2. Combination of wino R and a bino, wino L or singlino

The three benchmark points in Table III represent the
cases where the LSPs are all composed of around 50% from
the SU(2); wino, which does interact quite significantly
with the heavy gauge bosons. BPs 1, 2, and 3 in Table III
give a lightest neutralino LSP 79 consisting of ~50%
wino R and ~50% from either a bino, wino-L, or singlino
field, respectively. The lightest chargino 7; in BP 1 and 3
primarily consists of charged wino-R fields. Thus for these
two points the decay of the Wi — 7977 and Wi — 7977 is
quite significant with a BR around 16% and 9%, respec-
tively. The coupling strengths of the vertices W77 and
W7 become almost half compared to the coupling
strength of the W 7977 vertex in the pure wino-R case that
was discussed earlier. The couplings become half due the
mixing of the wino R with the other gaugino fields,
resulting in a change of the mixing angles in Z/" appearing
in the vertices [see Eq. (A12)] leading to W,% boson decay

into electroweakinos. As the combination of the lightest
chargino 7; remains almost similar as in the wino-R case,
the Z boson here decays significantly into 77" with a BR
of around 23.5%. For BP 2 it is actually the second lightest
chargino 75 that is coming from the charged component
of the SU(2) wino. Also in this case, Wy thus decays
into 7579 and 7575 with BR of around 15% and 12%,
respectively, while the Z boson decays into 7375 with a
BR of around 23.5%.

3. Combination of gauginos and Higgsinos

The only interesting cases here are the ones where the
bidoublet or SU(2), triplet Higgsinos mix with the wino-R
state as the other cases are very similar to pure Higgsino
LSP, only with reduced branchings into SUSY final states.
We show these points in Table I'V.

BP 1 in Table IV represents the case where the bidoublet
Higgsinos mix with the wino R to form the lightest
neutalino )”((1) consisting almost 30% of each, gZO, z?)g and
W . In order to get the LSP with almost equal contributions
from the two bidoublet Higgsinos and the wino R we had to
make sure that all the mass terms related to these states
remained small. This in turn results in two other neutralino
states remaining light. The LSP 79 has a mass of 207.2 GeV

TABLE IV. The bidoublet or triplet Higgsinos mix with the wino R to form the lightest neutalino.

Branching ratio of W, Zg
into different BSM fields

LSP type

Benchmark points

Wi — BSM Zr — BSM

1. Higgsino-(¢b, ») (36%, 26%)
wino R (26%)

2. Higgsino-(Ax?) (80%, 10.0%)
and wino R (6.0%)

M, =60 TeV, My, = 60 TeV,
w
M33{€22,11 = —2345,

i, = —12 TeV, py = 20 TeV, y = —0.2 TeV,

A¢=-12, ¥ =-0.04, k = 0.03,

My = 207.2 GeV, My = 2462 GeV,
My = 304.2 GeV
My =237.4 GeV, My; = 1077 TeV

M, =60 TeV, My}, = 60 TeV,
MY, = —2250,

uy = =34, uy =1 TeV, u=0TeV,

¢ =—0.078, X = —1.7, k = 0.03,

Mg =761.6 GeV, My = 1.69 TeV,
Mgy =170 TeV
M =1.69 TeV, M. =277 GeV

426% (W5 — 77+ 4.19% (Zg = 107

3.08% (Wi — 7%7)
8.06% (Wi — 7))
6.6% (W — 7577)
14.4% (Wi — 7235%75)

2.06% (Zg = 7979
6.38% (Zg = y1 75
20.15% (Zg — 737+

0.01% (Wi — ZHY)
0.01% (Wi — A\ W)
0.01% (Wi — H3W™)

730% (Wi = 758 1.77% (Zg = %70
7.30% (W5 — 79%77%)
6.44% (Wi = 3)  5.83% (Zg = 7579
03% Wi = 23)  581% (Zg = Ji77)

6.90% (Wi — 7*%7F) 11.01% (Zg — 754777)

2.76% (Zg = 7079

0.01% (W& — ZH¥F)
0.01% (W& — A, W)
0.01% (W& — HyW)
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for our chosen parameters. The next lightest neutralino 79 is
mostly coming from the bidoublet fields and has a mass of
246.2 GeV. The next heavier member in the neutralino
spectrum j3 gets a large contribution from the wino-R field
and has a mass of 304.2 GeV. The chargino 75 primarily
consists of a charged component of wino-R field, whereas
77 consist of bidoublet fields. They have masses in the
same order as the neutralino masses as expected. Thus a
number of different channels open up for the Wy and Zy
decay albeit with smaller branching ratios compared to the
pure Higgsino or pure wino-R case. However, the total
branching into final state BSM particles becomes large
since a host of new decay channels have now opened up.
The largest non-SM decay of Wy is in the Wz — 7375
channel with 14.4% BR (much smaller than the pure wino-
R case with BR of 26.8%) due to the mixing suppression in
the neutralino and the chargino sectors. Similarly the
Wi — 7),7{ channels are smaller here as can be seen
in Table IV. A few other new combinations of neutralino
plus chargino final states open up due to the smaller mass of
the electroweakinos in this case. We find the total branching
of Wx into BSM final state particles to be roughly 36.6%.
Notably the Wi — 7575 channel is very small since there
is no direct W W} ® coupling in the gauge basis and only
arises from mixings that are quite small. Similarly Z has a
number of possible decay channels including Z — 7979,
Zr = 0, Zr = 77T, and Zp - 75y with 4.2%,
2.1%, 6.4%, and 20.15% BR in each channel, respectively.
The coupling strength of the vertex Zp7ijys is again
slightly smaller than the pure wino-R (here 75 is wino-
R dominated) case due to its mixing with Higgsino states in
this case.

One can adjust the parameters M 3‘2’*, A, A¢, and p, to get
neutralino LSP that consists of neutral fermionic compo-
nents wino R and two Higgsino from triplet fields. In this
case, it is not possible to get 33% contribution to the LSP
from each of the fields due to the large off-diagonal (gy v,
JrURs gy Vg, and grp) terms in the neutralino mass matrix
[see Eq. (31)]. We represent this as BP 2 and the
corresponding contributions of each of these fields are
shown in Table IV. Similar to the previous case with
light triplet, the doubly charged chargino remains light
here as well. We get the light neutralino and chargino
particles masses as M)?? =761.6 GeV, M;(g = 1.69 TeV,
My = 1.7TeV, My = 1.69 TeV, My =277, and
M- = 0.922 TeV for this choice of BP. The 7} and 7}
are both coming from a combination of the triplet and the
wino-R fields. The lightest chargino 77 has around 90%
Higgsino components from the triplet and 6% from SU(2) 5
wino component. The decay channels for the Wy and the
Zy fields are given in BP2 of Table IV. As the 73,73,
and 7** are mostly coming from the triplet sector, the
corresponding decay of the heavy gauge bosons into these

particles remains large. The partial decay widths (and hence
the branching ratios), though, are slightly smaller compared
to the case with the pure triplet Higgsino LSP due to larger
mixing with the SU(2), wino.

4. Combination of bidoublet and triplet Higgsinos

We discuss a parameter choice where the contribution to
the LSP is mainly coming from the mixing between the
bidoublet and right-handed triplet Higgsino fields. In this
case, we get four light neutralinos having masses
My =236 GeV, My =240 GeV, My = 246.5 GeV,
and My = 4.25 TeV. Here 7Y and 79 are composed of

25% from each of the Higgsino fields; 79 is almost entirely
coming from the bidoublet field while %} is from the
triplet fields. The lightest chargino mainly has charged
bidoublet Higgsino contribution with M = 240 GeV and

the second lightest chargino state is mainly from the triplet
Higgsino with mass M. = 1.77 TeV. The light doubly
charged chargino arising from the SU(2) triplet Higgsino
has M)?ii =2.16 TeV.

A host of new decay channels for the heavy gauge
bosons decaying into these light electroweakinos are
obtained here. The W77 and Wi z¥¥7; couplings are
given in Egs. (A12) and (A13) while the Zg7079, Zp7i 7} »
and Zgy™t 7T are presented in Eqs. (B16)~(B18). Since
the gauge bosons couple more strongly with the triplets
compared to the bidoublets, the branching ratio of 7**75 is
quite large of the order of 8.29%, respectively. As stated
earlier, 75 and 7** are mostly coming from the triplet fields.
However, Wy, into 7975 are negligible due to the mass of the
final states. Similarly Zp decays involving )?2 in the final
state are much larger than the others. All the important BSM
decay channels of the heavy gauge bosons for this case are
given in Table V. Combining all these channels, the total
branching ratios of the W5 and Zy bosons into BSM final
states become 49.93% and 50.54%, respectively, which are
larger than the scenarios with almost pure bidoublet or triplet
Higgsino-like LSP.

C. Case-III: Pure LSP and a light pair of squarks

In the previous sections, the squarks and sleptons masses
were larger than the W and Z masses so that their decays
into final state squarks and sleptons were kinematically
disallowed. We now study the effect of low mass sfermions
on the possible decays of the heavy gauge bosons. In order
to achieve this, we significantly decrease the values of the
soft masses M, and M, for the squarks and sleptons so
that they are light enough for the heavy gauge bosons to
decay into these particles. The small top squark mass
significantly affects the Higgs boson loop-corrected mass
and we have to adjust the parameters M, and Mg (T3
remains small to avoid the color breaking minima along
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TABLE V. Combination of bidoublet and triplet Higgsinos: The LSP are composed of 25% from each of the Higgsino fields.

LSP type Benchmark point

Branching ratio of W%, Zp into different BSM fields
W% — BSM Zr — BSM

1. Higgsino-(¢; , and Ag?)
(~25% each) M3”§’f22,11 =60 TeV,
py = —12 TeV, py =

A¢=-1.16, 4 =

M)?? =236 GeV, My 7= 240 GeV,

Mo—2465GeV

-i =240 GeV M~f = 1.74 TeV

M, =60 TeV, My, ,; = 60 TeV,

—1 TeV, up=-0.2 TeV,
—0.04, k = 0.03,

4.98% (Wi — 7+ 4.8% (Zg = 1079

7.21% (Wi —>}(2)(1 +)
2.62% (Wi = 7577)
4.31% (Wi _’Xl)fzi)
7.5% (WR —>;(3)(3:)
8.29% (Wi — 7*77)
0.01% (W — H;W*)

2.28% (Zg = 7973
5.40% (Zgx = 7379
1.59% (Zg = 7579
5.66% (Zg = 7T 77)
2.09% (Zg = i3 73)
10.01% (Zg — 77575

0.01% (Wi — ZH7T)
0.01% (Wi — A,W#)

0.01% (Zg — HyA,)

the squark-field directions [34-36]) to account for this
change. One has to choose a reasonably large 7”7 for this,
resulting in the left-handed squarks becoming quite massive
(more than My, /2). The right-handed squarks though can
remain light since the corrections to the right-handed squarks
coming from the triplet VEV through the D-term are
negative for our choice of parameters. Thus the heavy gauge
bosons can decay into these right-handed squark final states.
We change the values of the soft mass-squared terms
M, Mg, M7, and M7 to get lighter (O(1) TeV) squarks
|

and sleptons. Therefore the heavy vector boson decays into
final state squarks and sleptons are kinematically allowed.
It must be noted here that the heavy sneutrino masses have
not been altered and hence sneutrino final states are still
absent. The relevant heavy gauge boson couplings with the
squarks and sleptons are given in Egs. (A2), (B4), (B7),
and (B5). It is easy to see that these coupling strengths are
proportional to the momentum of the final state particles.
Hence the decay widths significantly depend on the
momentum of the final state particles, which are

= _
|pcm| -

Here My is the gauge boson mass and M, = are the
squark or slepton masses. The masses of the hght up-type
squarks (primarily consisting of right-handed squark fields)
remain always larger than the light down-type squarks (also
right-handed) for our choice of parameters due to the
opposite sign contribution from the SU(2), D-term. This
term is additive for the m;, a, term while it is subtractive for
the m;_ -

Let us consider the benchmark point where we have a
binolike, SU(2), winolike, and singlinolike LSP. We keep
the numerical values of all the parameters the same except
we now choose MqL i = Mg =16 TeV? (i=1, 2),
M, 53 = 16and M7, 5y = 12 TeVZ, and M7, ;= My, =
9.6 TeV? (i =
mass my = 1TeV while the other two are m;_

1, 2, 3) to get the lightest down-type squark
= 2.6 TeV.
The lightest up-type squark mass my; = 2.2 TeV while
my,, = 4.1 TeV. The charged slepton masses are m; =

U3
2.02 TeV, ms, = 2.02 TeV, and ms, = 2.5 TeV. These

1
4 4 4 2 g2 2 112 2 2
0 \/MV + MY+ MY = 2M M2 - 2M M2 - 2M2 M2

(34)

|
relatively light squarks and sleptons are mostly composed
of the right-handed fields. All other squark and slepton
masses remain heavier than 3.0 TeV. Hence the Wy boson
decays into i; plus d; (i =1, 2, 3) final state particles
become accessible while slepton final states are still
forbidden owing to the large sneutrino masses. We find
that the decay channels of the Wy boson into squarks
(Wk — §;q;*) each has a BR of around 0.1% due to the
mass and W% 4; § ; coupling strength. The Zg boson, on the

other hand, can decay into the final states with @i}, d;d;,
or é;e; (i=1, 2, 3) particles. We get roughly ~10%
branching in the final state Zi,-Zi}“ channels while the final
state ii;ii;, €;€; decay channels are suppressed due to their
small couplings and larger masses. We show the total
branching ratio into the final state squarks in Table VII.
Also in this case, the masses of the neutralinos and
charginos remain almost the same as case 1 in Table II.

The Wy and Z; boson decays into a combination of 7!
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TABLE VI. The remaining parameters are fixed as in Table I. The electroweakino masses remain the same as the

single component LSP in Table II.

Branching ratio of W%, Z into different BSM fields for the common choice of
=16 TeV? (i =1, 2) and M, 33 =4 TeV? and M 5, = 12 TeV?

2 _ a2
M i = Mg

LSP type Wi — BSM

Zr > BSM

<1% (W§ = Y ii,d;)
0.1% (Wi — ZH7)

0.1% (Wi — A, W¥)
0.1% (Wi — HyW™)

Wino R (3b) 26.80% (Wi — 7%t
< 1% (Wi = Y i;d;)
0.01% (W — ZH})
0.01% (W& — A, W)
0.01% (W& — HyW*)

Bino, wino L, singlino

9.03% (Wg — 7t

9.03% (Wg — 7%7)
< 1% (Wi = Y i;d;)
0.01% (Wx — ZHY)
0.01% (Wi — A;W*)
0.01% (Wi — H3W*)

Higgsino-(¢ )

10.37% (Wi — 207+
10.35% (Wi — 207+

Higgsino—(A}gz)

20.84% (Whm — 777+

< 1% (W§ = > ii;d;)
0.01% (Wx — ZHY)
0.01% (Wi — A,W™)
0.01% (Wi — H3W¥)

10% (Zg = >_ d.d;)
< 1% (ZR g Zﬁ,ftl)

21.01% (Zg — 77 77)
9% (ZR g Za,a,)
< 1% (ZR g Zﬁtﬁl)

7.07% (Zg = 7979

7.07% (Zg = 77 71)
14% (Zg — Y. d:d))
<1% (Zg = > ii;it;)

29.01% (Zx — 7979
1.61% (Zg = 7T 77)

8.04% (Zg = 7¥F7*F)

6% (ZR d Za,gl,)

and 77 final states remain negligibly small as discussed
before. Thus the only BSM decays of the heavy gauge
bosons are into the light squarks in this case.

The left-handed winolike LSP primarily consists of W9
gauge boson fields. We use similar numerical values of
the parameters as in the previous case to get the lightest
down-type squark with m; = 1 TeV. The decay width and
branching of the heavy vector bosons Wy and Zy into the
final state squarks remain almost similar as in the previous
binolike LSP case.

The choice of BP 1(a) and 1(b) in Table II [with SU(2),
winolike LSP] can also admit light squarks by choosing
appropriate values of Mé 1. and M?]R.ii‘ These give almost
similar decay width of the heavy vector bosons W and Zp
into the final state squarks as discussed above. As a result,
the branching of Wi — 77 remains the same while the
Zgr — 7i¥T channel decreases by ~3%.

Since A, u,, and u have different numerical values for
the choice of BP 2 and 3, we use the same M}, ;; and My ;
to get the lightest squark mass m; = 1 TeV. The Higgs-
like scalar mass remain 125 GeV. Also in these cases, the

decay width into new final state squark channels remains
almost the same and hence the branching ratios of both
the SM and BSM, i.e., combination of neutralinos and/or
charginos final state, have changed as can be seen in
Table VI

IV. COLLIDER SIGNATURE OF THE
HEAVY GAUGE BOSONS

The decay modes of the heavy gauge bosons into pairs of
leptons or jets can be considered a direct probe of these
heavy gauge bosons in the context of collider searches. It
has already been studied in the literature for various kinds
of models with extra gauge bosons [12,16—18]. Multilepton
final states arising through Wj mediated processes have
also been considered in the context of dark matter studies in
LRSUSY models [37,38]. The heavy gauge bosons in our
model can also have significant branching ratios into final
states involving quarks and charged leptons. Processes
involving right-handed neutrino final states though are
absent here due to these particles being heavier than the
heavy gauge bosons. Hence, similar to the previous studies,
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TABLE VIL

The branching fraction of relevant processes for these benchmark points to analyze the mono-X (X = W, Z) plus E; and

dilepton signatures through the cascade and direct decay of the heavy gauge bosons. The other input parameters and the heavy gauge
bosons masses are fixed as in the previous section.

LSP type

Benchmark points for collider analysis

Branching ratios for major decay channels

W% decays

Zp decays

1. Wino R (95%) BP1

M, =60 TeV, My, = 60 TeV,
My, 1) = —2250 GeV,
uy = —12 TeV, p, =20 TeV, y = —16 TeV,
2 =—-12,2=-02, k = 0.03,

26.80% (Wi — 07t

24.20% (W}, — ud)

24.20% (W§ — c5)

24.20% (W}, — tb)
0% (Wi — Iv)

23.46% (Zx — 777+

8.82% (Zr — uit)
13.40% (Zp — dd)
8.82% (Zz — ct)
13.40% (Zg — s5)

My = 346.4 GeV

My: = 98425 GeV

M, = 1393.2 GeV
Mo =1.88 x 10* GeV

2. Higgsino-(A,lgz)

(57.7 and 41.6%) BP2 M?;Ifzz,ll — 60 TeV,

ug =—12TeV, up =1TeV, u=0,
¢ =-0.078, ' = —1.7, k = 0.03,

M)?(]) =920 GeV
M- = 1184 GeV
M, = 1265 GeV
M)?ii =922 GeV

M, =60 TeV, My, = 60 TeV,

8.82% (Zg — 11)
13.40% (Zy — bb)
4.10% (Zg = U, L = e, p)

0.01% (Wi — ZHY)
0.01% (Wg — A|W¥)
0.01% (Wi — H;W™)

Other relevant decays 100% (7 — 7)W*)

Zg decays
31.16% (Zz — 7979
1.72% (Zg = 7T 7)

Wi decays
10.37% (W& — 2075
10.37% (W& — 275

8.61% (Zx — 7TF7F)
5.60% (Zp — ui)
8.51% (Zgr — dd)

5.60% (Zp — cc)
851% (Zi — 5%)

5.60% (Zp — 1)
8.51% (Zyx — bb)
2.66% (Zg — 11, 1 = e, y)

20.84% (W — 7T 7+5)
16.06% (W3 — ud)
16.06% (W} — c5)
16.06% (W}, — tb)

0% (W} — )
0.01% (Wi — ZHY)
0.01% (Wi — A,W™)
0.01% (Wi — H;W*)

Other relevant decays
4.10% (75 = 7ih)
95.90% (79 — 7VZ)
85% (7 — 7AW
15% (7 — WHpt5)
18.68% (7t — 7ily)
62.57% (7** - 7fud)
18.75% (7** — 7)1

one can probe the gauge bosons in the LRSUSY model in
the dilepton and dijet final states. However, in the presence
of light supersymmetric particles, various other decay
channels with significant branching are also present. It
would be interesting to study these new channels involving
the light electroweakinos as they may reveal interesting
features of this model in the context of collider searches.
These may even be helpful in suggesting new direction to
search for these extra gauge bosons. To address these
questions, we analyze several possible decay channels for
the heavy gauge bosons in the context of the HL-LHC with

/s = 14 TeV energy and a luminosity of 3000 fb~! and
the HE-LHC with 27 TeV CoM energy and luminosity of
3000 fb~!. Before we discuss the new SUSY decay
channels, we first analyze the familiar dilepton and dijet
final states arising from the decay of the heavy gauge

bosons in our model.
We consider two benchmark points (BP1 and BP2) in

Table VII corresponding to two distinctly different com-
positions for the LSP. In both of these two BPs, the
electroweakino masses are taken around a TeV so that

075010-19



BHATTACHERIEE, KHAN, and PATRA

PHYS. REV. D 100, 075010 (2019)

1000 f *~ee___
oL N S
N N
N ol NN T T
EC S N
% ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
- N N e S
>h 1 B
G —— alpp-Wi)s=14Tev
1
g 01F a(pp->We),Vs =27TeV
51
—— 0(pp~Zg)\s=14TeV
0.01
_____ a(pp->Zr)\[s=27TeV
0.001
3 4 5 6 7 8
My, [TeV]
FIG. 1. Production cross section for the heavy Wy and Zp

bosons at the 14 and 27 TeV LHC experiment.

one could avoid the present experimental constraints. The
BPs are chosen such that the heavy gauge bosons have
significant decay BRs into SUSY final states as they are
also used later in our analysis of SUSY decays of W and
Z bosons.

The gauge bosons are produced via the s-channel quark-
quark scattering processes. The production cross sections
of the heavy gauge boson as a function of their masses are
shown in Fig. 1 for the 14 and 27 TeV c.m. energies at the
LHC. We also list the respective production cross sections
for gauge bosons masses of My, = 5.25 TeV and M, =
8.5 TeV in Table VIII, as those are the ones we consider
extensively for our analysis. We use SARAH-4.8.6 [39,40] to
get the input codes for SPheno-4.0.3 [41,42] and MadGraph-2.3.3
[43]. The SPheno software helps to produce the particle
spectrum. Using this spectrum in the MadGraph-2.3.3, we
calculate the production cross section of the heavy gauge
bosons. We use MadGraph-2.3.3 to generate the signal as well
as background events and PYTHIA-6.4.28 [44] for showering
and hadronization. All generated signal and background
events are processed through a fast simulation package
Delphes-3.4.1 [45] and we choose the ALTAS configuration
card for the analysis.

A. Dilepton searches

The major contributions to the dilepton final states from
the heavy gauge bosons in this model are coming from the

TABLE VIII. Production cross sections of the heavy gauge
bosons with mass My, =5.25 TeV and M, = 8.5 TeV at
/s = 14 and 27 TeV, respectively.

Cross section in [fb]

SI. no. Processes 14 TeV 27 TeV
1 pp = Wi 1.72 67.39
2 pp — Zg 1.05x 1073 0.673

Zr bosons decaying into the same-flavor opposite-sign
(SFOS) leptonic final states with BRs of 4.04% and 2.66%
for BP1 and BP2, respectively. The charged gauge boson
Wy decaying into leptonic final states Wi — lv, [ = e, u is
negligibly small due to the heavier right-handed neutrinos
as was discussed earlier. We thus analyze the dilepton
(electron or muon) final state signals at the 14 and 27 TeV
LHC to investigate the possibility of identifying possible
dilepton signal from the Z; decays in this model. The
events are selected with each isolated lepton (electron or
muon) having transverse momentum pr larger than
30 GeV. Also the candidate electron (muon) is required
to satisfy a rapidity cut || < 2.5.

Several SM processes can contribute as background for
the dilepton signal arising from the decay of the Z boson.
Among them, the pp — Z/y* — Il channel becomes
dominant due to the presence of virtual photon mediated
processes. The other processes like pp — ZZ(Z — I,
Z - wp), pp>ZW(Z-1U,W->1), pp—>WW(W- ),
and pp — ti(t > Wbh) also add to the SM background.
Invariant mass distribution for the signal and background
events are shown in Fig. 2 for LHC energy of /s =
14 TeV (left) and /s = 27 TeV (right). One can under-
stand the shape of the invariant mass distribution as a
consequence of the lepton smearing and final state
radiation.

In our analysis, a significant contribution to the
dilepton background events can also arise from the
pp — jj where the jets j can fake as leptons (0.5% into
electron, and 0.1% into muon). In fact, the jets faking
lepton background for p’} > 20 GeV become larger than
the pp — Z/y* — Il events due to their large production
cross section. It could effectively be reduced by the large
p§ cut on the selected background events. The signal
events pp — Zp — [l though are also affected by the
same p’. cut. We have thus selected only the signal as well

as the background events with p#l > 1 TeV. The signal
region 8.0 < M, < 8.8 TeV is used to further reduce
the backgrounds and optimize the signals. In this signal
region with pl>1TeV, the pp — VV, f background
becomes almost negligible. The number of signal and
background events after implementing these cuts are
shown in Table IX.

The expected number of signal events for both BP1 and
BP2 at the 14 TeV run of the LHC with luminosity L =
3000 fb~! becomes less than unity because of the small
production cross section (see Table IX). However, for the
LHC run at 27 TeV with L = 3000 fb~!, the dilepton final
state channels produce a large number of signal events
satisfying all the above-mentioned cuts. The significance of
the signal over background (\/LE for S, B > 3) attains a value
of 13.45(8.87) for BP1(BP2) for the HE-LHC. Hence,

one can use these results to discover/exclude the heavy Zz
boson through this channel.
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FIG. 2. The invariant mass distribution of the SFOS pair of leptons. The signal as well as the backgrounds are selected with
ph > 30 GeV (I = e, u) and |5| < 2.5. The purple and blue lines stand for the signal pp — I events corresponding to BP1 and BP2,
respectively, whereas the backgrounds are indicated by the green and magenta lines. The left plot is in the context of the LHC at 14 TeV
and right plot is for 27 TeV. The integrated luminosity 3000 fb~! remains the same for all these processes.

In these searches, only the Zp — Il, (I = e, u) decay
modes have been considered. However, the Zp — 77 can
potentially enhance the signal as 7 can give one lepton
(electron or muon) in the final state through its decay via
the virtual W boson. This contribution remains small as the
final state electron or muon can come via the decay of the
virtual gauge bosons, which is suppressed by the branching
and the chosen selection and optimization cuts p}. > 1 TeV
and 8.0 < M;; < 8.8 TeV. The number of events coming
from the 7z channel at the 14 TeV run of the LHC is always
less than one event and not considered further. On the other
hand, the number of events for the Z, — 77 channel can be
enhanced by 0.002(0.00) for BP1(BP2) at 27 TeV LHC and
the corresponding significance for BP1 and BP2 remains
the same.

B. Dijet searches

The heavy gauge bosons Z and Wy both can decay
directly into two quarks giving rise to dijet final states that
we study in the context of 14 and 27 TeV LHC experi-
ments. An experimental search for the heavy gauge bosons
has already been performed [17] in the dijet channel and

here we follow a similar strategy. The events are selected
with at least two anti-k, jets with jet cone size 0.4 and
having transverse momentum py greater than 1 TeV. Also
the candidate jet is required to satisfy a pseudorapidity cut
of |y| <2.5. Similar to the dilepton search, the dijet
invariant mass distribution M;; can be a useful probe to
search for Wy and Zp gauge bosons. The dominant SM
background for the dijet signal arises from the pp — jj
process. Other processes including pp — VV, V=W, Z,
and 77 also add to the SM background but these contribu-
tions are extremely small and can be safely neglected. The
invariant mass distribution of the signal as well as back-
ground events is shown in Fig. 3 for LHC energy /s =
14 TeV (left) and /s = 27 TeV (right). The purple and
blue dotted lines indicate the hadronic decay of the Wpg,
whereas the purple and blue solid lines are those for the Z
gauge boson. A signal region 4.2 < M;; < 5.3 TeV has
been used to optimize the significance for the Wj gauge
boson search. In this choice, the expected number of
signal events attains values of 1067.25 (705.99) for BP1
(BP2) at 14 TeV LHC with L = 3000 fb~!. The signifi-
cances become 1.18(0.78) due to the large irreducible SM

TABLE IX. The signal as well as the backgrounds are selected with p’ > 1 TeV (I = e, ) and |5| < 2.5 to reduce the background
contribution. The signal pp — Z; — Il and the background are obtained after optimization cuts 8.0 < M, < 8.8 TeV. The dijet (jet
misidentified as lepton) background is also reduced by these choice of selection p}. > 1 TeV and optimization 8.0 < M; < 8.8 TeV.

SM background for the signal pp — Zp — I Total signal events Significance
Energy [TeV]  pp—Z/y' >l  pp—jj ZZ WZ WW 1 BPI BP2 BPI BP2
14 0.009 0.001 0 0 0 0 0.0037 0.0025 e
27 0.88 2.18 0 0 0 0 23.51 15.51 13.45 8.87
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The dijet invariant mass distribution and the signal process pp — Wi — jj are denoted by doted purple and blue lines.

Whereas the solid line stands for the pp — Zr — jj. The left plot is drawn in the context of the LHC at 14 TeV and right plot for 27 TeV.
The integrated luminosity 3000 fb~! remains the same for all these processes. The dominant SM background pp — jj distribution is
indicated by the brown line. Here in these plots, the signal as well as the background are selected with p}. > 1 TeV and |7| < 2.5 along

with the jet’s con size 0.4.

background events with large number of events N, ,_,;; =
8.178 x 10*. At the 27 TeV LHC with a luminosity of
3000 fb~!, the signal events increase to 4.129 x 10*
(2.753 x 10*) for BP1 (BP2) while the background events
become 3.172 x 10°. This results in an increase of the signal
to background significance to 23.19 (15.46) for BP1 (BP2),
respectively, in this case.

A more stringent cut on the signal and background
regions with p§ > 1.5 TeV for the Wy search can result in
a better significance. Though this cut reduces the signal as
well as background events, the background is affected more
since the signal jets are arising from the decay of a heavy
resonance and can have larger py. If we choose the same
signal region 4.2 < M;; < 5.3 TeV as before, the signal
significances attain values of 1.77 (1.17) for 14 TeV LHC
with L = 3000 fb~! while the same becomes 33.67 (22.42)
for 27 TeV LHC with L = 3000 fb~! for BP1 (BP2)
parameter space. The corresponding numbers are quoted
in Table X.

The large mass of the Zp boson results in a small
production cross section at the 14 TeV LHC. Thus the

expected numbers of the signal pp — Zp — jj events with
pp>1TeV at the 14 TeV LHC with L = 3000 fb~!
remain small as can be seen in the distribution plot in
Fig. 3. For a favorably chosen signal region with a dijet
invariant mass 7.15 < M i < 8.65 TeV, the expected num-
ber of events is negligible compared to around 8000
background events at the 14 TeV LHC with 3000 fb~!
luminosity. The expected numbers for 27 TeV LHC
are found to be around 300 signal events compared to
6.542 x 10* background events. Hence the significances
are extremely poor and one is not able to identify a Zg
boson in this case. As before, we can try to increase the
required py of the jets to check if the signal significance
improves. We select the signal and background events with
p§ > 3 TeV. This yields only one expected signal event
compared to about 200 background events at the LHC
14 TeV (see Table XI). However, the expected number
as well as the significance increase at 27 TeV with
L = 3000 fb~!. The number of signal events is found to
be 260.12 (166.32) and the corresponding significance
attains a value of 1.42 (0.91) for BP1 (BP2). Hence, we

TABLE X. Total number of events of the signal pp — W% — jj and SM background with p§ > 1.5 TeV and |5| < 2.5 along with
cone size of 0.4 at the 14 and 27 TeV run of the LHC with L = 3000 fb~" obtained after the optimization cut 4.2 < M;; < 5.3 TeV.

SM background for the signal Wi — jj Total signal events Significance
Energy [TeV] pp = jj 77 wZz ww it BPI BP2 BPI BP2
14 2.895 x 10° 0 0 0 0 952.681 632.021 1.77 1.17
27 1.215 x 10° 0 0 0 0 3.711 x 10* 2.471 x 10* 33.67 22.42
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TABLE XI. Total number of events of the signal pp — Z; — jj and background with p-} > 3 TeV along with cone size 0.4 at the 14
and 27 TeV run of LHC with L = 3000 fb~! are obtained after the optimization cut 7.15 < M jj <8.65 TeV.

SM background for the signal Zp — jj Total signal events Significance
Energy [TeV] pp — Jjj YA wZz ww tt BP1 BP2 BP1 BP2
14 297.34 0 0 0 0.40 0.26 e
27 3.334 x 10* 0 0 0 260.12 166.32 1.42 0.91

need large energy and luminosity to observe signatures of
such a heavy 8.5 TeV neutral gauge boson through the dijet
final state channel in this LRSUSY model.

In the above analysis, anti-k;, jets with cone size 0.4 have
been considered and the corresponding invariant mass
distribution was shown in Fig. 3 for the selected events
with pJ. > 1 TeV and || < 2.5. It is important to note that
if we increase the jets’ cone size to 1.0, the number of
events corresponding to the signal as well as the back-
ground increases by ~20%. Hence the significance is
enhanced by ~10%.

We are now ready to discuss the various SUSY
decay channels for the heavy gauge bosons and their
implications in the context of the LHC experiment. The
presence of light SUSY particles in the spectrum allows
the heavy gauge bosons to decay into these light states,
which can lead to interesting new channels. The branching
fraction of the heavy gauge bosons decaying into light
electroweakinos can be quite large depending upon the
choice of LRSUSY parameters. The charginos and neu-
tralinos produced from the decay of heavy gauge bosons
can themselves undergo cascade decays giving rise to final
state leptons and jets with the LSP remaining undetected.
Thus these signals are quite different compared to conven-
tional search channels due to the presence of large missing
energy in the final state. A large ensemble of final states can
arise from the SUSY decays of the heavy gauge bosons.
Here we mainly focus on the leptonic cascade decay modes
arising from the mono-X + E; (X = W, Z) channels [46]
in the context of the HL-LHC and HE-LHC experiments.
The main motivations for choosing these channels are as
follows:

Wi Xt

W=

Y4

(a)

(1) These final states are well understood as they have
already been experimentally studied in the context
of dark matter searches by the ATLAS and CMS
collaborations [47,48].

(i) We restrict ourselves to leptonic decay channels for
the SM gauge bosons as these produce relatively
clean channels that are easy to identify in a hadron-
rich environment like the LHC experiment.

Figure 4 depicts a couple of examples where the heavy
gauge boson SUSY decays can lead to final states with a
SM gauge boson plus large £;.

One can also encounter relatively complex cascade
decays, with multiple decay chains in between, which
may eventually lead to final states with multiple leptons
and jets along with large missing transverse energy. As
an example let us consider the following decay chains
Wi = 777 or Zg — 77, with 75+ — 2H{* or
755 = 7EW*, and finally Hf* — [F[* while 7 - W70
with W* — [*y,/qq’. The detailed collider analysis of
these channels is beyond the scope of the current paper
and is not discussed here.

For our collider analysis we chose two benchmark points
as was discussed before. The first benchmark point BP1 is
optimized for the mono-W + E; searches, where the lightest
neutralino and the lightest chargino are SU(2), wino
dominated. In BP1, BR(7{ — 7IW*) = 100% and the total
contribution coming from W to 77! is about 26.8%. Our
second benchmark point, BP2, is more suitable for the
mono-Z + [y searches where both 79 and 79 are substan-

tially consisting of Higgsino components 5 and SCO of the
triplet Higgs bosons while the lightest chargino 77 is also

Y4

(b)

FIG. 4. Mono-X + E; (X = W, Z) channels through one-step cascade of the heavy gauge bosons.
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Higgsino (triplet) dominated. Thus the BR(WE — 7%7{) is
only around 10.37% while BR(Zz — 7979) = 31.16%"
and BR(79 = Z + 79) = 95%.

C. Mono-X plus missing transverse energy

Events with a single W/Z boson accompanied by large
missing transverse energy constitute a very clean and
distinctive signature in new physics searches at the
LHC. This topology has been thoroughly analyzed by
both the ATLAS and CMS collaborations [47,48], mainly
in the context of DM searches. In this work, we follow
these search channels to probe the heavy gauge bosons for
the chosen benchmark points. We present these searches for
the future collider perspective, assuming the LHC will
operate at the CoM energies of /s = 14 and 27 TeV with
an integrated luminosity of 3000 fb~!.

1. Mono-W + Ey searches

We perform a search for the heavy charged gauge bosons
Wx in events where a W boson is produced through one-
step cascade decay [see Fig. 4(a)] of the chargino 7;". Here
we only consider the leptonic decay channel of the W
boson (W — v, | = e, p).

The signal event would be characterized by the presence
of a high p; lepton (electron and muon) and a large Ey
imbalance due to the undetected escaping neutrino and
lightest neutralinos. The search strategy reported in
Ref. [47], which focused on the DM searches, has been
followed with suitable modifications aimed to optimize the
signal significance. The event is selected with one isolated
lepton (electron or muon) having transverse momentum py
greater than 400 GeV. The lepton isolation criteria are
the same as in the previous case. Also the candidate
electron (muon) is required to satisfy the rapidity cut
|7] < 2.5. The main discriminating variable used in this
search is the transverse mass defined as M; =

\/2plTET(1 —cosAqﬁl’ﬂ(r), where plT is the transverse

momentum of the charged lepton and A¢, ¥ is the differ-

ence in azimuthal angle between the lepton transverse
momentum and missing transverse energy Ey.

One of the main sources of SM background is the
pp — lv+ jj production channel. Besides, processes like
VV (V =W, Z), t1, etc., also contribute to the background.
Among the VV processes, the contribution comes from
Z7Z = llvww, WZ — lvwy, and WW — [vlv channels where
the additional charged leptons get misidentified or remain
unreconstructed.

The transverse mass and missing energy distribution for
the number of signal S as well as background B events at
/s =14 TeV (left) and 27 TeV (right) with integrated

*The large coupling of Z, with the neutralinos is due to them
being triplets of SU(2)g in this case.

luminosity L = 3000 fb~' are shown in Figs. 5 and 6,
respectively. The purple and blue solid lines indicate the
signal events for BP1 and BP2, respectively. In general, the
direct decay of the heavy charged boson can also give final
state with one lepton plus missing energy (for example,
W% — lv) but this channel is absent for the chosen
parameter spaces in this model. Hence, we do not observe
any peak in the M distribution at My, ~ 5.25 TeV. This is
a major difference of this model compared to the other
models. In both the figures, the dominant SM pp — lvjj
background is represented by the red line, whereas the
green line is for the SM pp — VV(V = W, Z) background.
The pp — ff remain almost O for the chosen signal regions
(see Table XII); hence it is not demonstrated in these
figures. The number of events are calculated as S,B =
€AcL, where €, A stand for the efficiency and acceptance
for the signal or background events, ¢ indicates the cross
section of the final state events, and luminosity is denoted
by L.

Several combinations of selection variables M, and Er
are investigated. Among them, a signal region with 1.75 <
My <3.0TeV and Er > 0.95 TeV is chosen, which
yields the most efficient optimization of signal significance.
The expected number of signal and background events in
this region are shown in Table XII. The expected number of
the signal events for BP1 at the 14 TeV run of the LHC with
luminosity L = 3000 fb~! is 24.12. This number remains
less than unity for BP2. The LHC run at 27 TeV with L =
3000 fb~! gives a large number of signal events, 1096.73
for BP1 and 42.5 for BP2 due to large production cross
section. The SM pp — [vjj process background remains
dominant at 14 TeV as well as 27 TeV even after the
optimization cuts. The pp — V'V background is negligibly
small compared to the pp — [vjj process. It is to be noted
that the jet faking lepton (assuming 0.1% to electron and
0.5% to muon [49]) in the pp — jj channel also gives
additional contribution to the background. It is found to be
22.5 and 936.2 events at 14 and 27 TeV, respectively, for

similar optimization cuts with 1.75 < M#ﬂ(r < 3.0 TeV
and Fr > 0.95 TeV. Signal significance attains a value
of 0.54 for BP1 at 14 TeV while it becomes 5.83 at 27 TeV.
The expected number for the significance of BP2 at 14 TeV
as well as 27 TeV remains less than unity. The signal
events and corresponding significance for BP1 indicate
that the heavy gauge bosons could be discovered at the
HE-HL-LHC. Or one can exclude this parameter space if
we do not get any signal at a future collider. The BP2
demands that one needs higher energy collider with high
integrated luminosity to discover or exclude such a region.

In this analysis, only the W — [v, (I = e, u) decay modes
have been considered. However the W — zv, can also
enhance the signal as tau can give one lepton (electron or
muon) in the final state through its decay, e.g., 7 — Wu,,
W — [v. It could be quantified as follows. Using the same
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FIG. 5. The event selection criteria of the signal and background requires at least one lepton (e or y) in the event, with each lepton
having p} > 400 GeV and || < 2.5. The total number of the signal of events for the process pp — 11+ Er (I = e, u) through the
cascade (indicated by the purple and blue lines) of the Wj gauge boson in the context of the LHC at (a) 14 TeV and (b) 27 TeV with
integrated luminosity 3000 fb~!. The other purple and blue dotted lines stand for the additional signal events through another cascade
decay process pp — Wg — th, t — Wb, W — [v. The number of events with 1/ + J final state in this channel remains less than unity
as the lepton isolation cut significantly wanes the signal. The dominant SM pp — [vjj background is indicated by the red line, whereas
the green line stands for SM pp — VV(V = W, Z). The contribution comes from ZZ — llvv, WZ — lvwv, and WW — Ilvlv channels
where the additional charged leptons get misidentified or remain unreconstructed.

selection and optimization cuts p’ > 400 GeV, 1.75 <  BPI1. Whereas the number of events for these channels goes
ity o to 9.35 (0.02) for BP1 (BP2) at 27 TeV LHC and the

M7"" <3.0 TeV, and Er > 0.95 TeV, it is found that the significance corresponding to BP1 and BP2 attains values

number of events at the 14 TeV run of the LHC with  of 14,61 and 0.57, respectively.

luminosity L = 3000 fb~! is enhanced by 0.91 (0.001) for The [v final state can also come through another cascade

BP1 (BP2). The significance now becomes 0.88 for the  decay process with pp — Wy — th, t = Wh, W — Iv.
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FIG. 6. The transverse missing energy distribution for the signal pp — 11+ E; (I = e, u) and background events at (a) 14 TeV and
(b) 27 TeV with integrated luminosity 3000 fb~!. The selection criteria of the events and color coding for the shown lines are the same as
in Fig. 5.
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TABLE XII

The event selection criteria of the signal and background require at least one lepton (e or i) in the event, with each lepton

having p’. > 400 GeV and || < 2.5. The total number of events of the signal and background at the 14 and 27 TeV run at the LHC with
L = 3000 fb~! is obtained after the optimization cuts 1.75 < M; < 3.0 TeV and E; > 0.95 TeV. The jet faking lepton pp — jj
channels also add to the background. It is found to be 8.77 and 17.39 at 14 and 27 TeV, respectively for the similar optimization cuts

175 < M;ﬂlT <3.0 TeV and E; > 0.8 TeV.

W + E;, W — Iy, final state through charginos 77

SM backgrounds Total signal events Significance
Energy [TeV] W - Iy zZ wz ww 1t BP1 BP2 BP1 BP2
14 758.63 0.02 0.15 2.04 0 24.12 0.60 0.87
27 5577.42 7.08 19.59 23.93 0 1096.73 425 14.6 0.56

It can be seen from the BPs that the branching of the
heavy charged gauge boson into the top-bottom quark final
state is quite large. Also these particles are emitted almost

back to back and remain boosted with p%” ~2 TeV for
My, = 5.25 TeV. Hence the separation AR, between the
final state bottom quark and lepton (both coming from
decay of the top quark) becomes very small. It can also be
understood from the parton level distributions shown in
Fig. 7. The AR;, distribution of the bottom quark and
lepton is demonstrated in Fig. 7(a) while the correlation
plot between the final state lepton transverse momentum
against ARy, is shown in Fig. 7(b). As the charged lepton
isolation demands that there is no other charged particle
with py > 0.5 GeV within a cone of AR < 0.5, the number
of lepton events in the final state passing this criterion is
extremely small. Furthermore, the selection cut of p} >
400 GeV also significantly decreases the events at the
analysis level. The isolation and selection criteria decrease
the final state lepton events by ~85%. The remaining

number of lepton events can be identified as the purple
points on the upper and right side of the black dashed lines
in the Fig. 7(b). The corresponding transverse mass and
missing energy distribution of these events for the BP1
(dotted purple line) and BP2 (dotted blue line) are shown in
Figs. 5 and 6, respectively. This cascade decay process can
thus contribute to our signal events though the enhance-
ment in the signals remains negligible. Further, a simple
b-jet veto will completely kill these events at the analysis
level.

2. Mono-Z + Fy searches

We perform a search for the heavy neutral gauge boson
Zr in events where a Z boson is produced through one-step
cascade decays [see Fig. 4(b)] of the neutralino ;?g. Here
we assume that the Z boson decays leptonically (Z — /1,
[ = e, u). These events also contain significant missing
transverse energy coming from the LSP 7).
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(a) The ARy, parton level distribution for the signal pp — Wj; — th, t - Wb, W — lv events in the parton level at
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The event selection criteria of the signal and background require at least two leptons (e or y) in the event, with each lepton

having p’. > 30 GeV and |5| < 2.5. The total number of events for the signal process pp — 21 (I = e, u) through the cascade and direct
decay (indicated by the purple and blue lines) of the Z gauge boson in the context of the LHC at (a) 14 TeV and (b) 27 TeV with
integrated luminosity 3000 fb~!. The dominant SM pp — VV, V = W, Z backgrounds are indicated by the green line.

The events are selected with two SFOS isolated electrons
or muons with transverse momentum p; larger than
30 GeV satisfying |[M;; — M,| < 15 GeV. Here M,; stands
for the invariant mass of the SFOS leptons pair and
M7 =91.1876 GeV is the SM Z boson mass. The
isolation criteria are the same as in the previous cases.
The charged lepton candidates are required to be within a
pseudorapidity range of |n| < 2.5 [48]. The transverse
missing energy distribution F7 can be a useful probe to
search for the Zp gauge boson. Here processes like
pp = ZZ(Z - 1,Z - vb), pp = ZW(Z > lI,W - lv),
and pp - WW(W — lv) can add to the SM background
if additional charged leptons get misidentified or remain
unreconstructed. Also other reducible backgrounds like
pp — tt, t > Wb, W — [v may also produce two leptons
and jets in the final state. The missing energy distribution
for the signal as well as background events at a c.m. energy
of /s = 14 TeV and /s = 27 TeV (right) with luminosity
L = 3000 fb~! are shown in Fig. 8. Please note that the

TABLE XIII.

signal events for BP1 are 0 as BR(Zz — 79%3) =0 in
this case. The blue line indicates the signal events dis-
tribution for the choice of BP2. The other lines (cyan and
green) stand for the SM backgrounds. Also in this case, a
signal region Fr > 0.107 TeV is used to optimize the
significance. The expected signal and background events
are shown in Table XIII. We find that all these SM
processes including pp — jj (where jets fake as leptons)
backgrounds remain small for LHC run at 14 TeV for
these signal regions. Also the number of signal events
remains small due to the small production cross section
o(pp — Zg) =0.001 fb at this energy. However, the
expected number of signal events for BP2 becomes 7.26
for the LHC run at 27 TeV with integrated luminosity
L = 3000 fb~!. The corresponding dominant background
from pp — VV goes to 3.0. The signal significance thus
comes out to be 4.2. It is clear from this section that the
expected numbers for BP1 can give an indication of a heavy
charged boson, whereas BP2 can give hints for the heavy

The event selection criteria of the signal and background require at least two leptons (e or y) in the

event, with each lepton having p’ > 30 GeV and |5| < 2.5. The total number of events of the signal and
background at the 14 TeV and 27 TeV run of LHC with L = 3000 fb~! are obtained after the optimization cut
Fr > 0.107 TeV. The pp — jj (where jets fake as leptons) background becomes negligibly small for the
optimization cut £7 > 0.107 TeV along with |[M;; — M| < 15 GeV. The signal events always remain ~0 for BP1

as BR(Zg — 779) ~ 0.

Z+ Er, Z — 1l final state through 79

SM backgrounds Total signal events Significance
Energy [TeV] z7Z wz ww 1t BP1 BP2 BP1 BP2
14 0.0 0.02 0 0 0.01 e
27 1.39 1.59 0 0 7.26 4.2
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neutral gauge boson. Hence these cascade decay channels
may lead to discovery or exclusion of these heavy gauge
bosons through mono-X (X = W, Z) plus £ final state
searches in the context of the HL-LHC and HE-LHC.

Similar to the previous cases, only the Z — I, (I = e, )
decay modes have been considered. However the Z — 77
can also enhance the signal as taus can give two SFOS
leptons by decaying into electrons or muons. Using the
same selection and optimization cuts of |M; — M| <
15 GeV and £ > 0.107 TeV, it is found that the number
of events at the 14 TeV run of the LHC with luminosity
L = 3000 fb~! remains the same for BP2, whereas the
number of events increases by 0.1 at 27 TeV LHC. Hence it
is clear that the enhancement remains relatively small even
if the tau leptons in the final state are considered.

The SFOS lepton pair final state can also come through
the cascade decay process with pp - Zp — 11, t - Wb,
W — [v. It can be seen from the BPs that the branching of
the heavy neutral gauge boson into the pair of top quark final
state is quite large (see Table VII). As was already discussed
in the mono-W plus E; searches, the isolation criteria of
leptons significantly wane the number of events arising from
top quark decays at the detector level. Furthermore, a b-jet
veto completely removes any events in the final state and
hence the enhancement in this channel remains negligible.

The process pp — Zg = 7177 with 7 — W7 and
W — Iv can also provide SFOS lepton pair plus missing
transverse energy in the final state. The branching of the
heavy neutral gauge boson into a pair of charginos (77) is
around 24% for BP1 and 2% for BP2 (see Table VII).
The main discriminating variables important in this search

are the transverse mass M IT’ of the leptons and the missing
transverse energy F;. For our analysis we choose the
same selection cuts for the signal and background V'V,
tt (V=W, Z) as discussed before. Further we impose

200 < M} <3000 GeV, M% >200GeV and E7 > 600 GeV
optimization cuts to maximize the signal significance. It is
found that the number of events at the 27 TeV run of the
LHC with luminosity Z = 3000 fb~! becomes less than 1
for BP1, whereas the number of events goes to 1.22 for BP2
and the total background attains a values of ~90. We find
the corresponding significance 0.129 for BP2. It is to be
noted that the number of signal events remains negligible at
14 TeV LHC due to the small production cross section.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have performed a detailed study of the
heavy gauge boson decays and corresponding collider
phenomenology in a minimal left-right supersymmetric
model with automatic R-parity conservation. In our chosen
scenario, the LR symmetry is broken in the SUSY limit,
making the additional Wy and Zy gauge bosons heavier
than the SUSY particles. The heavy gauge bosons can thus
decay into these SUSY states. We have studied the possible

decay modes of the Wy and Zp bosons into lighter
electroweakinos and sfermions. In our initial analysis,
the sfermions were kept heavier than the right-handed
gauge bosons so as to prevent their decay into sfermion
final states. Our results show that the heavy gauge bosons
decaying into electroweakinos are strongly dependent on
the composition of these states. We have thus considered all
possibilities where the lightest neutralino (also the LSP in
our model) is almost entirely composed of only a single
type of gaugino or Higgsino state. The decay width of the
heavy gauge bosons into these lighter electroweakinos
becomes significant for the cases where the neutralino is
either composed of the right-handed wino or is mostly
composed of the Higgsino superpartner of bidoublet or
triplet scalar. We then looked at the cases where the LSP
can be a mixture of various Higgsino and gaugino states.
Again, significantly large branching ratios for the heavy
gauge boson decays were obtained for light neutralino
states composed of a mixture of right-handed winos and
Higgsinos. Allowing the sfermions to be lighter than these
gauge bosons opened up new decay channels with the
sfermions in the final state. The BR for these channels
though remained quite small except for the Z decays into
down-type squarks. These extra decay channels can sup-
press the heavy gauge boson direct decays into SM
particles and can potentially change the measured exper-
imental bounds on their masses. Additionally, these decays
can also suggest new collider signatures hinting towards the
existence of the supersymmetric LR model.

We have performed detailed collider analysis of several
SUSY and non-SUSY decays of the heavy gauge bosons in
the context of HL-LHC and HE-LHC with c.m. energy of
14 and 27 TeV, respectively. We have analyzed the familiar
dilepton and dijet channels arising from the direct decays
of the Wy and Z; bosons. We have also studied their one-
step SUSY cascade decays into mono-W + FE; and mono-
Z + Fy final states. These signals have already been probed
experimentally in the context of dark matter searches but not
been considered as possible search channels for the heavy
gauge bosons. To explore this possibility, we study the
mono-X + £ (X = W, Z) final states where the X particles
decay leptonically. The leptonic final states produce rela-
tively clean signals that are easy to identify in a hadron-rich
environment like the LHC experiment. We have chosen two
benchmark points—BP1, which is more suited for the mono-
W + E; search, and BP2 for mono-Z + F; analysis. We
have further optimized the selection cuts in order to enhance
the signal significance over the SM backgrounds.

Our study shows that the dilepton final state gives
promising results for the discovery of the heavy Z; boson
at the HE-LHC while the dijet channel is better suited to
search for Wy bosons. Even if a heavy gauge boson is seen
in these channels, the supersymmetric nature of the model
still remains hidden. The mono-X + E; channels, in con-
junction with the dilepton and dijet channels, will not only
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be able to tell us about the existence of these heavy gauge
bosons, but it can also provide significant hints towards the
existence of SUSY particles.
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