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Abstract

In GUT-scale constrained (GUTc) supersymmetric (SUSY) models, the mass of smuon ji; is typically
heavier than that of stau 77, and stau co-annihilation is a typical annihilation mechanism of dark matter.
However, light smuon is more favored by the muon g — 2 anomaly, thus smuon-neutralino loop contribution
to muon g — 2 is usually smaller than that of sneutrino-chargino. Inspired by the latest muon g — 2 results,
we take the GUTc- Next-to-Minimal Supersymmetric Model (NMSSM) as an example, where the gaugino
(Higgs) masses are not unified to the usual parameter M /5 (M), exploring its possibility of light smuon
and its contribution to muon g — 2. After complicated calculations and discussions, we conclude that
in GUTc-NMSSM the smuon can be lighter than stau. In this light-smuon scenario, the contribution of
smuon-neutralino loop to the muon g — 2 can be larger than that of the sneutrino-chargino loop. The
annihilation mechanisms of dark matter are dominated by multiple slepton or chargino co-annihilation. In

our calculations, we consider also other latest related constraints like Higgs data, SUSY searches, dark
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matter relic density and direct detections, etc.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The muon anomalous magnetic moment, also known as muon g — 2 anomaly, has served as a
sensitive probe of new physics for a long time [1, 2]. It refers to the discrepancy of muon magnetic
moment between model-independent experimental measurement and theoretical prediction in the

Standard Model (SM), that is:

Aa, = aZX — aiM, (1)
where the SM value [3]
ax™ =116 591 810(43) x 10~ ()

In August 2023, Fermilab released new measurement results for the muon magnetic moment,
ag = 116 592 059(22) x 1071, 3)

with the deviation from SM value increasing from 4.2¢ released in 2021 to the current 5o [4, 5].

Besides the muon g — 2 anomaly, there are also other theoretical principles or experimental
problems, such as naturalness, grand unification, and dark matter, implying new physics beyond
the SM. Supersymmetry (SUSY) [6-8] predicts a spin-different-by-half partner for each SM
particle, thus can solve these problems naturally and draws a lot of attention from both theorists
and experimentalists. After the muon g — 2 2023 result, several works appear attempting to
interpret the anomaly in different SUSY models [9-15].

In SUSY models, it is known that additional smuon-neutralino, sneutrino-chargino, and
Higgs-lepton loops can contribute to muon g — 2, denoted as a;, ay, and ay respectively. Usually

lag| is much smaller than |a;| or |as

, for the small SM Yukawa couplings between Higgs and
muon leptons. And in GUT-scale constrained (GUTc) superaymmetric (SUSY) models, it is
usually that |a;| < |as| for smuon fi; is typically heavy (heavier than the light stau 71) and
meanwhile a pair of charginos can be lighter [16-22]. So it is interesting to explore under current
related constraints, whether the smuon-neutralino loop can contribute more to muon g — 2 than
the sneutrino-chargino loop, or a; > |a;| in formula.

In this work, we study the unusual case that smuon ji; lighter than stau 7; in light of the
2023 muon g — 2 result, and we do this in the GUTc- Next-to-Minimal Supersymmetric Model
(NMSSM). The NMSSM extends the Minimal Supersymmetric Model (MSSM) by a singlet
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supermultiplet, thus has in addition a singlet-dominated Higgs scalar and a singlino-dominated
neutralino, which results in interesting phenomenology of Higgs and dark matter, and also affect
SUSY searches and muon g — 2 [23-37]. We consider all the related constraints, particularly the
latest 2023 or 2022 results of muon g — 2 by Fermilab [5] and dark matter direct search by LZ [38]
and XENONNT [39]. To focus on the unusual light-smuon scenario we also require the smuon
j11 lighter than the stau 7;. Most parameters are input at the GUT scale, where the Higgs and
gaugino masses are not required to unify as the well-known M, and M, /o parameters in the fully
constrained SUSY models respectively.

The structure of the remaining parts of this paper is outlined as follows. In Sec. II, we provide
an introduction to the smuon sector within the NMSSM and succinctly present the pertinent
analytical equations. Then Sec. III is dedicated to presenting the results of numerical calculations

and discussions. Lastly, our primary conclusions are summarized in Sec. IV.

II. THE SLEPTON SECTORS AND MUON G-2 CONTRIBUTIONS IN NMSSM

With an additional singlet superfield S and discrete Z; symmetry, the NMSSM has its superpotential
Wimssu relate to that of MSSM Wyssuv by [30, 31]:

K A
Winssm = Wwissml, a5 + §S37 “4)

where ) and x are two input parameters of NMSSM. Thus the y term is dynamically generated by
the singlet when it gets vacuum expectation value (VEV) (S), i.e., pier = A(S).

In SM the charged leptons can be left- and right-handed, while the neutral neutrinos can only
be right-handed. So in NMSSM, there can be two charged sleptons and one neutral sneutrino in

each generation. The mass matrix for the charged sleptons can be written as

M- M} +(sin*0w—3 )m%cos23 my,(Ap,—utans3) | 5)

' mu(Ag—ptanf)  ME—msin*fycos23
where ¢ = 1,2, 3 is the generation index, M|, Mg, are the soft masses of left- and right-handed
sleptons respectively, and Ag, is the trilinear couplings in the slepton sector. For each generation,
the left- and right-handed charged sleptons can mix to form two mass-eigenstate ones. To be
convenient in this work, we also call the lighter one in the second (third) generation smuon (stau).

In NMSSM, the SUSY partner gauginos, Higgsinos, and singlinos with the same quantum

numbers also mix into neutralinos and charginos. For the neutral sector, {B, WO, H o0 H 3, S } mix
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into five neutralinos {)Z?}, with 7 = 1,...,5, in mass-increasing order. For the charged sector,
{W#, H*} mix into two pairs of charginos {xF}, with i = 1,2, also in mass-increasing order.
Thus the bino, wino, up- and down-type Higgsino, and singlino components in the 7’th neutralino
can be denoted as | N;1|?, | Nio|?, | Nis|?, | Nis|?, and | N;s|? respectively. Similarly, the wino and
Higgsino components in the 7’th charginos can be denoted as |Cj;|? and |Cy|* respectively. The
lightest SUSY particle (LSP), the 1st neutralino ! in this work, served as dark matter.

The contribution of smuon-neutralino loop to muon g — 2, denoted as a;, can be expressed as
[40]:

M _ My L |2 R |2
au 1671'2 ; { 6m%m(1 o xim)4 (|nzm‘ + |nzm| )

My L R 2
- 2 . 3Re (nzmnzm) (1 = Ty T 22imIn xzm) ) (6)

m2 (1 — i)

while that of the sneutrino-chargino loop, a;, can be expressed as [40]:

LT my L2 R2
o 1672 - 6m12;ﬂ(1 — yk)4 (|Ck’ + |Ck| )

x (24 3yx, — 6y; + i, + 6yeln yy)
M

L _R 2
_mRe (crer) (3 —dyk + v+ 2Inyy) | (7)

Here, m,, mg,,, my, mgo and My represent the masses of muon, smuons, sneutrinos, neutralinos
and charginos, respectively. And the mass ratios z;,, = mfz? /mz and y = m% /m?  originate
from the loop integrals, and the indices ¢ = 1,...,5, & = 1,2, and m = 1,2 are from the
neutralinos, chargino, and smuon, respectively. The variables nl , nf  cZ and cff are related

to the couplings and mixing matrixes in the neutralino, chargino, and smuon sectors, respectively.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this work, we first explore the parameter space within the GUTc-NMSSM using the public
code NMSSMTools 6.0.0 [41-43]. This exploration is conducted under a set of experimental

and theoretical constraints to ensure the robustness and reliability of our results. The parameter
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space we explored are:

0<A<03, |k <0.7,

1 <tanf < 80, |Ap| < 10 TeV,

My, | M|, |Ms| < 1 TeV,

| Ms|, [Ax], [Axl, [perr| < 20 TeV, @®)

where M, and A, represent the unified sfermion masses and trilinear couplings in the sfermion
sector, and M » 3 denote the non-universal gaugino masses at the GUT scale. Calculations of the
non-universal Higgs mass at GUT scale are carried out using minimization equations, with A, &,
and o = A(S) as the input parameters at SUSY scale.

The constraints we impose in our analysis encompass the following aspects:

(1) A SM-like Higgs boson of around 125 GeV, with signal strengths consistent with the latest
data, evaluated by HiggsSignals-2.6.2 [44, 45].
(i) Exclusion limits in searches for additional Higgs bosons at LEP, Tevatron, and LHC,
imposed by HiggsBounds-5.10.2 [46-48].
(iii) Upper limits on dark matter relic density with uncertainty 242 < 0.131 [49-51], and direct
detections [38, 39], which are calculated with micrOMEGASs [53, 54] in NMSSMTools.
(iv) Exclusion limits from SUSY searches implemented in SModelS-v2.3.2 [55-58], including
these of electroweakinos in multilepton channels [59, 60], gluinos, and first-two-generation
squarks [61], etc.
(v) The combined experimental result of muon g — 2 in 2023 [5].

(vi) Theoretical constraints, e.g., vacuum stability and the absence of a Landau pole below the

GUT scale [43].

In addition, we also require smuon lighter than stau to focus on the light smuon scenario.

In Fig. 1, we project the surviving samples on the A, versus M3 planes, with colors indicating
Aay,, the lighter stop mass mj;, (middle) and Higgsino mass parameter zi.g (right), respectively.
From this figure, one can see that the mass parameter of gluino | M| and Higgsino |u.| should be
large, which also lead to heavy stop (m;, 2 1.5 TeV) and non-SM doublet-dominated Higgs (with
mass parameter M = 1.5 TeV). The sign of p.¢ is obviously not symmetric over that of Mj.

Fig. 2 shows the surviving samples on the A, versus M;3 (left and middle), and tan/3 versus

m 4 (right) planes, with colors indicating m 4 (left), tan 8 (middle), and Br(Bs; — p* ™) (right),
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FIG. 1. Surviving samples in the Ay versus M3 planes with colors indicating the SUSY contributions to

muon g-2 Aay, (left), lighter stop mass m;, (middle) and higgsino mass parameter p (right), respectively.
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FIG. 2. Surviving samples in the Ag versus M3 (left and middle), tanf versus the CP-odd Higgs mass
m 4 (right) planes. The colors indicate m 4 (left) planes, tanf (middle), and Br(Bs — p*p~) (right),

respectively.

respectively. From the left and middle planes, one can see that tan S > 1, and the rare decay
ratio B, — u*p~ is obviously related to M, and tan 8. From the right plane, one can see that
the correlation between muon g — 2 and Aq versus M3 is not obvious. But one can see that most
large-Aa,, samples are located in small- A, regions.

Fig. 3 shows the surviving samples in the a; versus a; (left), Mgo VErsus my (middle), and
Mg+ VErsus my (right) planes, with colors indicating Aa,, (left), a; (middle), and a; (right),
respectively. From this figure, one can see that for most samples in the light-smuon scenario,

SUSY contributions to muon g—2 mainly come from the smuon-neutralino loops. The smuon-neutralino
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FIG. 3. Surviving samples in the a; versus aj (left), Mg Versus my (middle), and Mg+ Versus my (right)

planes, with colors indicating Aa,, (left), a; (middle), and a; (right), respectively.
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LSP (upper middle), wino component (upper right), and LSP relic density (Q2h2), respectively.
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FIG. 5. Surviving samples in the lighter smuon mass mj, versus LSP dark matter mass mzo (left) and the

lighter chargino mass m 2 (right) planes, with colors indicating LSP relic density Qh2.

contribution a; can be 2 ~ 50 x 107!, while the sneutrino-chargino one a; can be positive or
negative. There are obvious correlations between aj; and the mass plane of smuon-neutralino, and
also between a; and the mass plane of sneutrino-chargino. For most samples, the light chargino
mass 7m.+ is smaller than the muon-sneutrino mass m;,. But there are also some samples with

the opposing relation. We also checked that the light charginos are wino-dominated.

In the first four plots in Fig. 4, surviving samples are projected on the planes of M; versus
M, with color denoting mass, bino and wino components, and relic density (RD) of the lightest
neutralino y?, respectively. The last two plots show dark matter relic density on the mass planes of
Mgo versus mz and Mg+ respectively. From the upper plots, one can see that the lightest neutralino
XY, or LSP, is bino- or wino-dominated. They also bear out the relation between gaugino masses
at GUT and EW scale: when ! is bino-like, mgo & 0.4M;; when X! is wino-like, mgo ~ 0.8Ms.
Combined with the lower left plane, one can see that when RD is sufficient, the LSP )2(1) should
be bino-like. With mass lighter than about 500 GeV, the wino-like LSP always gets small RD.
From the last two plots, one can see all low-RD samples (Qh? < 0.02) are with {0 and Y7
mass-degenerate, while there are some sufficient-RD samples without Y mass-degenerate 7; or
Xi. That means there are some annihilation mechanisms other than the usual stau or chargino

co-annihilation.

Since smuon is lighter than stau, we investigate the annihilation mechanisms caused by light
smuon. In Fig. 5 we project surviving samples in smuon versus LSP (left), muon sneutrino

(middle), and light chargino mass (right), with colors indicating LSP RD QA2. From the right



plane, one can see that all small-RD samples are with the smuon heavier than light chargino )Zli,
while there are also sufficient-RD samples with smuon lighter than Y. From the left plane, one
can see that there are also sufficient-RD samples with mass-degenerate ;i and LSP. Combined
with the three planes, one can know that for sufficient-RD samples there can be complicated

mult-slepton co-annihilation mechanisms caused by light smuon.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, in light of the latest muon g — 2 result, we focus on light smuon in the GUT-scale
constrained (GUTc) NMSSM. We first scan the parameter space, considering a series of related
constraints, including muon g — 2, Higgs data, non-SM Higgs and SUSY searches, dark matter
relic density and detections, etc. We also require mj;, < ms to ensure the unusual light-smuon
scenario, for in the usual case of GUTc-SUSY models stau is heavier than smuon. Then with the
surviving samples, we investigated phenomenological aspects such as their parameter space, mass
spectrum, muon g — 2 contributions, dark matter annihilations, etc. After complicated analysis,
we get the following conclusions in GUTc-NMSSM: (i) Smuon can be lighter than stau with
non-universal gaugino masses. (ii) The SUSY contributions to muon g — 2 can be dominated by
the smuon-neutralino loops with light smuon. (iii) The annihilation mechanisms of dark matter

are dominated by multiple slepton or chargino co-annihilation.
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