arXiv:1809.11082v1 [hep-ph] 28 Sep 2018

FERMILAB-PUB-18-506-T EFI-18-15 WSU-HEP-1806

Supersymmetry and LHC Missing Energy Signals

Marcela Carena,^{a,b} James Osborne,^c Nausheen R. Shah,^c Carlos E. M. Wagner^{b,d} aFermi National Accelerator Laboratory, P. O. Box 500, Batavia, IL 60510, USA bEnrico Fermi Institute and Kavli Institute for Cosmological Physics, University of Chicago, Chicago, IL 60637, USA cDepartment of Physics & Astronomy, Wayne State University, Detroit, MI 48201, USA dHEP Division, Argonne National Laboratory, 9700 Cass Ave., Argonne, IL 60439, USA E-mail: carena@fnal.gov, jaosborne@wayne.edu, nausheen.shah@wayne.edu,

cwagner@anl.gov

Abstract: Current analyses of the LHC data put stringent bounds on strongly interacting supersymmetric particles, restricting the masses of squarks and gluinos to be above the TeV scale. However, the supersymmetric electroweak sector is poorly constrained. In this article we explore the consistency of possible LHC missing energy signals with the broader phenomenological structure of the electroweak sector in low energy supersymmetry models. As an example, we focus on the newly developed Recursive Jigsaw Reconstruction analysis by ATLAS, which reports interesting event excesses in channels containing dilepton and tri-lepton final states plus missing energy. We show that it is not difficult to obtain compatibility of these LHC data with the observed dark matter relic density, the bounds from dark matter direct detection experiments, and the measured anomalous magnetic moment of the muon. We provide analytical expressions which can be used to understand the range of gaugino masses, the value of the Higgsino mass parameter, the heavy Higgs spectrum, the ratio of the Higgs vacuum expectation values tan β, and the slepton spectrum obtained in our numerical analysis of these observables.

Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 ATLAS Event Excesses 3

3 Dark Matter Phenomenology 5

4 Anomalous Magnetic Moment of the Muon 9

5 Flavor Observables 11

6 Low Energy Supersymmetry Explorations 11

7 Conclusions 18

1 Introduction

The Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM) [1–3] provides a well defined extension of the Standard Model (SM). Supersymmetric particles come in the same supermultiplets as the SM particles and hence carry the same quantum numbers as them under the SM gauge groups. Moreover, the dimensionless couplings of the SM particles with the supersymmetric partners are identified with the well known gauge and Yukawa couplings of the standard particles. However, the masses of the supersymmetric particles are determined by supersymmetry breaking parameters that are a priori unknown and should therefore be measured experimentally.

Searches at the LEP experiment have put bounds on most supersymmetric particle masses to be above about 100 GeV (see, for example, Refs. [4, 5]). A notable exception is the bino, the supersymmetric partner of the hypercharge gauge boson, which, due to its lack of couplings to the gauge bosons, could not be easily constrained by measurements at this electron-positron collider [6]. Information on the masses of supersymmetric particles can also be obtained indirectly by flavor physics and by precision measurements. The lack of flavor changing neutral currents implies that scalar supersymmetric mass parameters must be flavor diagonal or be much larger than a TeV [3, 7]. B-physics observables may still be subject to large corrections and, as we shall discuss, can lead to constraints on the charged Higgs as well as the stop and chargino masses. On the other hand, due to fast decoupling properties, precision electroweak observables put only moderate constraints on the supersymmetry breaking parameters [8].

The LHC is currently setting stringent constraints on the strongly interacting sparticles [9–14]. The current bound on the gluino is above a TeV, independent of its decay modes

– 1 – and the mass differences with the other sparticles. Assuming they are approximately degenerate in mass, similar bounds exists on the first and second generation squarks. Bounds on sbottoms are somewhat weaker, whereas the stop masses are bounded to be above about 500 GeV independent of their decay modes. Moreover, the measured value of the Higgs mass demands the average mass of the stops to be O(≳ the TeV scale) [15–21].

Much less is known about the weakly interacting particles, including the superpartners of the hypercharge and weak gauge bosons, the lepton scalar partners, and the heavy Higgs sector. The LHC is starting to be sensitive to these particles and it is expected that by the end of the high luminosity LHC run, the masses of these particles will be probed for values significantly above the LEP bounds.

Recently, the ATLAS collaboration has reported an excess of di-lepton and tri-lepton plus missing energy events [22]. Such final state events are expected to provide the main probes of the production of charginos and neutralinos at hadron colliders [23]. This excess of events has been obtained by using a newly developed Recursive Jigsaw Reconstruction (RJR) method [24, 25], where the missing energy requirements are found to be less severe while maintaining an estimated signal sensitivity comparable to that one of more conventional searches. Moreover, the background in these searches was determined by data driven methods and the overlap of the signal regions with the ones in conventional searches is small. Hence, it is possible that these searches could be sensitive to a region of parameters that lead to no apparent signal events in conventional searches [26, 27]. Furthermore, as we shall discuss in more detail, the GAMBIT collaboration [28, 29] has recently argued that the exclusion limits obtained by the ATLAS and CMS experiments in conventional searches may be relaxed due to the differences between the signatures associated with the simplified model analyzed by the ATLAS and CMS collaborations and those associated with the full low energy supersymmetry model.

Although the excess of events reported by ATLAS cannot be taken as a compelling signal of new physics at this point, we use it as a guide to study the current constraints on the electroweak sector of the MSSM. In particular, by assuming the event excesses reported by the ATLAS collaboration to be a signal of new physics, we determine the necessary MSSM gaugino sector leading to an explanation of the observed signatures. We then combine this information with that provided by the observed dark matter (DM) relic density, the current bounds from DM direct and indirect detection experiments, and the measured value of the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon a_μ. Using all this information we can determine the range of allowed values not only for the gaugino masses (M_1 and M_2), but also for the Higgsino mass parameter (μ), the ratio of Higgs vacuum expectation values (tan β), and the heavy Higgs and slepton mass spectrum. This work shows that all these experimental constraints can be easily satisfied, with the obtention of the DM relic density (assuming it to have a thermal origin) providing the most relevant constraint. We provide analytical expressions that allow an understanding of the dependence of the observables on the supersymmetric mass parameters, as well as a numerical study of the allowed electroweak sector parameter space.

This article is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 we shall discuss the possible interpretation of the ATLAS event excesses. In Sec. 3 we shall review the constraints coming from the

– 2 –

Figure 1. Feynman diagrams for the scenarios targeted by the ATLAS RJR analysis, leading to final states of either two (left) or three (right) leptons plus missing energy. Several of the SRs require an additional ISR jet, shown in light gray.

observed DM relic density and the lack of direct detection of DM interacting with nuclei. We also comment on the indirect detection prospects for this scenario. In Sec. 4 we shall analyze the constraints coming from the measurement of the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon. We briefly comment on flavor observables which may be related to our scenario in Sec. 5. Finally we present a study of the variation of the main observables with the parameters of the model together with a benchmark scenario in Sec. 6, and reserve Sec. 7 for our conclusions.

2 ATLAS Event Excesses

The ATLAS collaboration has recently released a search for chargino-neutralino production in two and three lepton final states employing RJR techniques that target specific event topologies [22]. The analysis was performed on data corresponding to a total integrated luminosity of 36.1 fb^{−1}, and finds excesses of observed events above the estimated background with 2–3σ significance in several signal regions (SRs). This analysis searches for chargino-neutralino pair production, assuming a wino-like production mechanism, and decays with 100% branching ratio into a bino-like lightest supersymmetric particle (LSP) via on-shell W and Z gauge bosons. The excess of events appear in the SRs targeting the low mass, m_{~χ}±_{1 /~χ}0_2 ≲ 200 GeV, and low mass-splitting, Δm ≡ m_{~χ}±_{1 /~χ}0_2 − m_{~χ}0_1 ∼ 100 GeV, region of parameter space. In addition, these low mass splittings kinematically suppress the decay of the second lightest neutralino into a SM-like Higgs and the lightest neutralino, (~χ^0_2 → h ~χ^0_1), independently of the neutralino compositions.

The topologies considered in the analysis are shown in Fig. 1. The four low mass SRs are labeled by the number of final state leptons and whether the search targets events with a hard ISR jet: SR2(3)ℓ_{ISR} require an ISR jet whereas SR2(3)ℓ_{Low} do not. The excess number of events as well as the significance of the excess in each signal region is summarized in Table 1. To estimate the signal cross section, σ(pp → ~χ^±_1 ~χ^0_2), required to produce each excess, we used the binned grids of acceptances and efficiencies for each SR as provided by the ATLAS collaboration [30] together with a linear interpolation between

– 3 –

Signal Region Observed Events BG Events Events above BG Significance (Z)

SR2ℓ_{Low} 19 8.4 ± 5.8 10.6 ± 5.8 1.39 SR2ℓ_{ISR} 11 2.7^{+2.8}_{−2.7} 8.3^{+2.8}_{−2.7} 1.99 SR3ℓ_{Low} 20 10 ± 2 10 ± 2 2.13 SR3ℓ_{ISR} 12 3.9 ± 1.0 8.1 ± 1.0 3.02

Table 1. Expected and observed events for the 2ℓ and 3ℓ SRs, as well as the significance of the excess (Z). The number of observed events, background estimates and significance of the excess are taken from Ref. [22]. The errors on the background show statistical plus systematic uncertainties. The third column has been added to show the estimated number of events above expected background.

bins, assuming a mass difference Δm = 100 GeV. The results are shown in Fig. 2 as solid lines. The bands show the ±1σ uncertainties estimated by propagating the background uncertainties. For reference, we also show the NLO-NLL wino-like ~χ^±_1 ~χ^0_2 production cross section (black dashed line) with a ±1σ uncertainty band [31–33]. The production crosssection of Higgsino-like ~χ^±_1 ~χ^0_2 (not shown) is approximately a factor of 4 smaller. In the MSSM, generically the neutralinos are expected to be admixtures rather than pure states. As such, the pure wino cross section denoted in Fig. 2 should be treated as an upper bound

Figure 2. Signal cross sections that reproduce the observed excesses in each SR as a function of m_χ±_{/χ}0_2 , assuming Δm = 100 GeV, with ±1σ bands obtained by propagating the background uncertainties. The black dashed line denotes the NLO-NLL pure wino-like ~χ^±_1 ~χ^0_2 production cross section with a ±1σ uncertainty band.

– 4 – for ~χ^±_1 ~χ^0_2 production in the MSSM, and may be significantly reduced if |μ| is of the same order as |M_2|.

As can be seen from Fig. 2, the upper region in the low mass window, (m_{~χ}±_{1 /~χ}0_2 , m_{~χ}0_1 ) ∼ (200, 100) GeV, is found to be preferred in order to accommodate all observed excesses. However, for a 200 GeV wino-like chargino-neutralino pair, the NLO+NLL production cross section [31–33] is estimated to be only σ(pp → ~χ^±_1 ~χ^0_2) ≈ 1.8 pb, more than 2.5σ below the lowest estimated signal cross section. The three lepton excesses, however, can be simultaneously accommodated by gaugino masses of approximately 165 GeV, where the wino-like production cross section is estimated to be ∼ 3.6 pb. Hence for this low mass region, the production of mostly wino-like ~χ^±_1 /~χ^0_2 with small Higgsino components can easily be consistent with the excess. For the remainder of this article we focus on the three lepton excesses, which have the greatest significance.

Recently, the GAMBIT collaboration reinterpreted these searches [28, 29], including the effect of the production of the heavy charginos and neutralinos, ~χ^0_{3,4}, ~χ^±_2 , which are mostly Higgsino-like in our scenario. They concluded that due to the differences between the signatures of the full model and the simplified model analyzed by the ATLAS and CMS collaborations, the limits obtained through these experimental analyses, e.g. those obtained in Ref. [26, 27], are not always applicable to the full MSSM model. They also provide likelihood contours from collider data, including not only the ATLAS RJR searches for charginos and neutralinos but also all other conventional searches for charginos and neutralinos at ATLAS and CMS. They showed that regions with chargino masses of about 150 GeV and lightest neutralino masses of about 50 GeV provide the best fit to the collider data. Also preferred are values of |μ| of about 250 GeV. The region of chargino masses of about 200 GeV and lightest neutralino masses of 100 GeV also appears to be among the preferred regions in their fits, as can be understood from our discussion above.

As discussed in the introduction, we shall take the interpretation of these signals as a guidance for the determination of the parameter space of the gaugino and Higgsino mass parameters, in order to study the current experimental constraints on the electroweak sector of low energy supersymmetry models. For the electroweakino sector, although we shall concentrate on the region with chargino masses close to 150 GeV and lightest neutralino masses close to 50 GeV, we shall comment on the phenomenology of heavier chargino and neutralino masses.

3 Dark Matter Phenomenology

The possibility of explaining the observed DM relic density by the presence of a stable LSP is an interesting implication of low energy supersymmetry [34, 35]. As discussed in the previous section, the signal we are considering shows a preference for a light gaugino sector, with the heavier weak gauginos (~χ^0_2, ~χ^±_1 ) mostly wino-like with masses of the order of 160 GeV, to allow for the large value of the production cross sections necessary to explain the excess of events observed by the ATLAS experiment. Moreover, these gauginos should decay into on-shell weak gauge bosons and the lightest bino-like neutralino, implying that the lightest neutralino should be lighter than about 70 GeV.

– 5 –

This range of masses for the lightest bino-like neutralino excludes the possibility of coannihilation with other supersymmetric particles, since either such additional particles are excluded experimentally or their presence would modify the collider signatures. Hence the only natural way of getting the proper relic density is either through resonant annihilation via either the SM-like Higgs or the Z gauge boson, which imply masses for the neutralino close to 60 and 45 GeV, respectively, or via the t-channel interchange of light-sfermions. Since the bino couples to the Higgs and the Z only via its Higgsino components [see Eqs. (3.2) and (3.4) below], |μ| is required to be of the order of a few hundred GeV. For the case of resonant annihilation via the Z gauge boson the neutralino is light enough to allow for unsuppressed decays of the SM-like Higgs bosons into pairs of these particles. However, it turns out that at large values of tan β the coupling of the Higgs to the lightest neutralino is sufficiently small as to prevent a significant branching ratio for this decay mode, even in the case of values of |μ| close to the weak scale.

Regarding the t-channel annihilation possibility, since we are assuming all squarks to be heavy, the only possibility is associated with light sleptons. Given the LHC direct search bounds on sleptons [26, 36], this possibility can only be realized for light staus [37]. If the lightest neutralino has some Higgsino mixing and for large values of tan β, for which the τ Yukawa coupling is enhanced, a consistent relic density may be obtained. In this case, the amplitude for the neutralino annihilation is proportional to [38] A_{~τ} ( ~χ^0_1 ~χ^0_1 → τ^+τ^− ) ∝ μ m_{~χ}0_1 ( μ^2 − m^2_{~χ01} ) m^2_Z s^2_W m_τ tan β v^2 ( m^2_{~τR} + m^2_{~χ01}

) . (3.1)

In general, we shall work in the large tan β regime for two reasons: first, it is easier to accommodate the observed Higgs mass for stop masses at the TeV scale [15–21]. Second, as we shall discuss in the next section, it is easier to accommodate the observed value of the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon in this regime.

We also comment briefly on the indirect detection prospects for the scenario under consideration. Both the Higgs and Z mediated annihilations are p-wave suppressed, and hence will not give rise to any indirect signals. On the other hand, the t-channel exchange of ~τ_R, can have a significant s-wave annihilation at large values of tan β, giving rise to the possibility of current day signals into pairs of τ leptons. Such signals, though interesting, don’t rule out this possibility (see e.g. Refs. [39–41]). There is also the possibility of additional channels contributing to the relic density, as is the case in the next to minimal supersymmetric standard model (NMSSM), where the relic density may be obtained mostly due to the s-wave annihilation of the singlet-like pseudoscalar. In such a case, one may also obtain large signals from present day DM annihilations coming from the galactic center (see e.g. Ref. [42]).

DM scattering with nuclei can provide an efficient probe for the presence of DM in our galaxy [43]. There has been an intensive experimental program looking for the direct detection of DM in the last decades. No clear signal has been found, and the strongest experimental bounds today are coming from the PandaX [44], LUX [45] and XENON1T [46] experiments. A small excess of events has been found in the last round of the XENON1T

– 6 – experiment [47], which although far from being significant, could be a hint of the possible presence of DM with spin independent (SI) scattering cross sections with nuclei of the order of the current limit.

As is well known, the SI scattering cross section of mostly bino DM with nuclei can be easily smaller than the current limits, particularly for negative values of μ × M_1 [48–52]. In the following, we shall briefly discuss the main reason for the preference for negative values of μ × M_1 as well as the possible existence of blind spots [51, 53, 54] for SI direct DM detection within the MSSM.

The coupling of the lightest neutralino to the SM-like Higgs (h) and the heavy non- SM-like Higgs (H) in the decoupling or alignment limit are

g_{h~χ}0_{1 ~χ}0_1 = (g_1N_{11} − g_2N_{12}) (N_{13} cos β − N_{14} sin β) , (3.2) g_{H ~χ}0_{1 ~χ}0_1 = (g_1N_{11} − g_2N_{12}) (N_{13} sin β − N_{14} cos β) , (3.3)

where g_1 and g_2 are the hypercharge and weak gauge couplings, and N_{1j} are the j^{th} electroweak components for the lightest neutralino mass eigenstate, where j = {1, 2, 3, 4} = {bino ( ~B), wino (~W ), down-type Higgsino ( ~H_d), up-type Higgsino ( ~H_u)}. The coupling to the Z gauge boson is instead given by

g_{Z ~χ}0_{1 ~χ}0_1 = g_2 c_W ( N^2_{13} − N^2_{14} ) , (3.4)

where we have assumed the N_{1j} to be real and c_W is the cosine of the weak mixing angle.

Ignoring the wino component of the mostly bino-like ~χ^0_1, the neutralino components are well approximated by the following expressions [38, 42]: N_{12} N_{11} ≈ 0 , N_{13} N_{11} = m_Z s_W sin β μ^2 − m^2_{~χ01} ( μ + m_{~χ}0_1 tan β ) , N_{14} N_{11} = − m_Z s_W cos β μ^2 − m^2_{~χ01} ( μ + m_{~χ}0_1 tan β ) , (3.5)

N_{11} = ( 1 + N^2_{13} N^2_{11} + N^2_{14} N^2_{11}

)_− 1_2 , where m_Z is the neutral gauge boson Z mass, and s_W is the sine of the weak mixing angle. This leads to the following couplings of the lightest neutralino to the Higgs and the Z bosons:

g_{h~χ}0_{1 ~χ}0_1 =

2m^2_Z s^2_W N^2_{11} v ( μ^2 − m^2_{~χ01} ) ( m_{~χ}0_1 + μ sin 2β ) ,

g_{H ~χ}0_{1 ~χ}0_1 = −

2m^2_Z s^2_W N^2_{11} v ( μ^2 − m^2_{~χ01} )μ cos 2β ,

g_{Z ~χ}0_{1 ~χ}0_1 = −

2m^3_Z s^2_W N^2_{11} v ( μ^2 − m^2_{~χ01}

) cos 2β , (3.6)

– 7 – where v = 246 GeV.

The coupling of the Higgs bosons to up and down quarks are given by g_{ddh} = m_d √ 2 v , (3.7) g_{uuh} = m_u √ 2 v , (3.8) g_{ddH} = − m_d √ 2 tan β v , (3.9) g_{uuH} = m_u √ 2 tan β v , (3.10)

where m_u and m_d are the up and down quark masses. In the above, we have ignored the finite corrections to the Higgs couplings coming from the decoupling of squarks and gluinos [55–59] since they are small in the region of parameters we are interested in, where |μ| is much smaller than the squark and gluino masses.

In the region of parameters we are investigating, the cross section for SI direct detection is controlled predominantly by the exchange of the Higgs bosons. Also including the approximate contributions due to heavy squarks and taking the limit m^2_{~χ01} ≪ μ^2 for a predominantly bino-like LSP, the SI cross section for the scattering of DM off protons is given by (similar expression holds for scattering off neutrons) [42, 51, 54]

σ^{SI}_p ≃

4m^4_Z s^4_W m^2_pm^2_r πv^4μ^4

N^4_{11} [ − ( F^{(p)}_d + F^{(p)}_u

) (m_{~χ1} + μ sin 2β) m^2_h − ( −F^{(p)}_d +

F^{(p)}_u tan^2 β ) μ tan β cos 2β m^2_H − F^{(p)}_u ( m_{~χ}0_1 + μ/ tan β ) + F^{(p)}_d ( m_{~χ}0_1 + μ tan β ) 2m^2_{~Q} 2 , (3.11)

with F^{(p)}_u ≡ f^{(p)}_u +2×^2_{27} f^{(p)}_{T G} ≈ 0.15 and F^{(p)}_d = f^{(p)}_{T d} +f^{(p)}_{T s} +^2_{27} f^{(p)}_{T G} ≈ 0.14, m_p is the proton mass, m_r = m_pm_{~χ}0_1 /(m_p + m_{~χ}0_1 ) is the reduced mass, and m_{~Q} is the common squark mass. Since F^{(p)}_u ≈ F^{(p)}_d , in the large tan β limit this expression becomes proportional to

σ^{SI}_p ∝ m^4_Z μ^4 [ 2(m_{~χ}0_1 + 2μ/ tan β) 1 m^2_h

+ μ tan β 1 m^2_H

+ (m_{~χ}0_1 + μ tan β/2) 1 m^2_{~Q} ]_2 . (3.12)

It is hence clear that the cross section is reduced for negative values of μ × m_{~χ}0_1 , where we shall assume m_{~χ}0_1 ≃ M_1 to be positive, where M_1 is the bino mass parameter. Consequently, while positive values of μ tend to lead to conflict with the current bounds from the PandaX, XENON1T and LUX experiments, negative values of μ easily lead to consistency with these constraints in the large tan β regime. Depending on the values of the neutralino mass, the heavy Higgs boson mass, the squark masses and tan β, the SI cross section may be close to the current bound, or may be efficiently suppressed in the proximity of blind spots that occur when [42, 51, 54] 2 ( m_{~χ}0_1 + 2 μ tan β ) 1 m^2_h ≃ −μ tan β ( 1 m^2_H + 1 2m^2_{~Q} ) . (3.13)

– 8 –

Finally, Eq. (3.12) shows a strong dependence of the SI cross section with the value of |μ|, a behavior that is related to its dependence on the square of the Higgsino components.

The spin dependent (SD) cross section, instead, depends only on the coupling to the Z [60, 61], and hence to the difference of the squares of the up and down Higgsino components. From the expression given in Eq. (3.6), one can see that

σ^{SD} ∝ m^4_Z μ^4 cos^2(2β) , (3.14)

where we have again assumed that μ^2 ≫ m^2_{~χ01} . Hence, in the large tan β regime and for |μ| sufficiently large, the SD cross section is suppressed by four powers of μ, without any other strong parametric suppression. This behavior should be contrasted with the SI cross section which, in spite of its overall suppression by only two powers of μ, may be further suppressed due to a reduction of the neutralino coupling to the 125 GeV Higgs boson together with interference effects. As we will show, for negative values of μ, and |μ| sufficiently large to avoid the SD cross section limits, the SI cross section tends to be below the current experimental bounds on this quantity. However, it can come closer to the current limits depending on the precise value of tan β and m_H .

4 Anomalous Magnetic Moment of the Muon

The anomalous magnetic moment of the muon is a very relevant quantity since it may be measured with great precision and is sensitive to physics at the weak scale. The theoretical prediction within the SM may be divided in four main parts

a_μ = a^{QED}_μ + a^{EW}_μ + a^{had}_μ (vac. pol.) + a^{had}_μ (γ × γ) , (4.1)

where a_μ ≡ (g_μ − 2)/2. The first term a^{QED}_μ represents the pure electromagnetic contribution, and is known with great accuracy, up to five loop order [62]. The second term denotes the electroweak contributions, which are known at the two-loop level, and are about (153.6 ± 1.) × 10^{−11} [63]. The hadronic contributions contain the largest uncertainty in the determination of a_μ. While the vacuum polarization contributions can be extracted from the scattering process of e^+e^− to hadrons and are of order of (7 × 10^{−8} [64–66]), the so-called light by light contributions a^{had}_μ (γ × γ) cannot be related to any observable and have to be estimated theoretically. These are estimated to be about 105 × 10^{−11} [67] and hence of the order of the electroweak contributions.

Overall, the theoretical calculation of a_μ in the SM [68] differs from the result measured experimentally at the Brookhaven E821 experiment [69] by

δa_μ = a^{exp}_μ − a^{theory}_μ = 268(63)(43) × 10^{−11} , (4.2)

where the errors are associated with the experimental and theoretical uncertainties, respectively. The discrepancy, of order 3.5σ, is of similar size as the electroweak contributions and hence can be potentially explained by new physics at the weak scale. The E821 experimental result will be tested by the upcoming Muon g − 2 Experiment at Fermilab [70].

– 9 –

In the supersymmetric case the most relevant contributions are associated with the interchange of charginos and the superpartners of the neutral second generation leptons (sneutrinos) [71–78]. Assuming that there are no large mass hierarchies in the supersymmetric electroweak sector, one can write, approximately, δa_μ ≃ α 8πs^2_W m^2_μ ~m^2 Sgn(μM_2) tan β ≃ 130 × 10^{−11} ( 100 GeV ~m )_2 Sgn(μM_2) tan β , (4.3)

where α is the electromagnetic fine structure constant, and ~m is the characteristic mass of the weakly interacting sparticles. This implies that for tan β of order 10 (20), the overall weakly interacting sparticle mass scale must be of order 250 GeV (350 GeV) in order to explain the current discrepancy between theory and experiment.

In our work, we shall consider chargino and slepton masses that are quite different from each other and hence, it is relevant to provide an analytical understanding of the behavior of a_μ in that parameter regime. In the relevant approximation where |μ|^>_∼ 2|M_2|^>_∼ 4M_W and m^2_{~ν}^>_∼ μ^2, one gets, δa_μ ≃ − 3α 4πs^2_W m^2_μ m^2_{~ν} M_2μ tan β μ^2 − M^2_2 { [f_1(x_1) − f_1(x_2)] + 1 6 [f_2(x_1) − f_2(x_2)] } , (4.4)

where the first term inside the curly brackets corresponds to the chargino contributions, the second term to the neutralino contributions, x_1 = M^2_2 /m^2_{~ν} and x_2 = μ^2/m^2_{~ν} . In addition,

f_1(x) =

1 − 4x/3 + x^2/3 + 2 log(x)/3 (1 − x)^4

, (4.5) and f_2(x) =

1 − x^2 + 2x log(x) (1 − x)^3

. (4.6)

In the above we have ignored the small hypercharge induced contributions. It is important to note that for x ≪ 1, f_1(x) is negative and increases logarithmically in magnitude, f_1(x) ≃ 1+8x/3+2(1+4x) log(x)/3, whilef_2(x) tends to one, namely f_2(x) → 1+2x(3/2+ log(x)). On the other hand, in the limit of x → 1, f_1(x) → −2/9 and f_2(x) → 1/3. In general, as stressed above, the lightest chargino contribution is dominant, but the heavier chargino and the neutralino contributions have the opposite sign to the lighter chargino one, providing a significant reduction of the anomalous magnetic moment with respect to the one obtained considering only the lightest chargino contribution. We also note that Eq. (4.4) is symmetric under the interchange of μ and M_2, and is indeed valid also in the region in which the second lightest neutralino is Higgsino like, |M_2|^>_∼ 2|μ|^>_∼ 4M_W , and m_{~ν}^>_∼ |M_2|. Let us stress that while the reduction of the SI cross section is obtained for negative value of μ × M_1, the explanation of the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon demands positive values of μ × M_2. Hence, a simultaneous explanation of the absence of DM direct detection signals and of the measured value of a_μ may be naturally obtained for opposite values of the hypercharge and weak gaugino masses, namely M_2 × M_1 < 0.

– 10 –

5 Flavor Observables

As was mentioned in the introduction, B-physics observables may be subject to large corrections which should be studied in order to determine the viability of a given low energy supersymmetry scenario [7, 79, 80]. In the large tan β regime, the most relevant observables are the rate of (b → sγ), (B^+ → τ^+ν) and (B_s → μ^+μ^−), which have been measured by the BABAR, Belle and LHCb collaborations [81–84]. The (b → sγ) decay amplitude is affected by a charged Higgs loop contribution [85, 86], proportional to m^2_t /m^2_{H±} , as well as a stop-chargino loop contribution [87–90], proportional to A_{~t} ∝ m^2_t A_tμ m^4_{~t} tan β , (5.1)

where A_t is the stop mixing parameter and m_{~t} is the characteristic stop mass.

The rate of the decay (B^+ → τ^+ν) is affected mostly by tree-level charged Higgs contributions [91], which may be large in the region of low charged Higgs masses and large values of tan β. The decay amplitude receive corrections that grow like tan^2 β (ignoring the loop corrections to the Yukawa couplings), but are suppressed by 1/m^2_{H±} . As we shall discuss, the LHC is already putting strong constraints on the heavy Higgs masses, which efficiently suppress the corrections to this observable in the region of parameters we shall concentrate on. Finally, the corrections to the amplitude of the decay process (B_s → μ^+μ^−) grow with tan^3 β, but similar to the corrections to the amplitude for (b → sγ), the loop corrections depend on the precise parameters in the heavy squark sector [92]. The stop contributions are proportional to 1/m^2_{H±} and are suppressed for small values of μA_t/m^2_{t̃} .

In the region of parameters we shall work on, where μ ≪ m_{~t}, m_{~b}, these flavor observable corrections tend to be small. Moreover, for negative values of A_t × μ, which we adopt in this work, there are interesting cancellations between the chargino and charged Higgs contributions to (b → sγ). At very large values of tan β ≃ 60, however, the corrections proceeding from the stop-chargino contributions may be very large, inducing unacceptable corrections to the (b → sγ) and (B_s → μ^+μ^−) rates for the stop mass parameters we present in our benchmark parameter set in Table 2. However, these corrections can be brought under control by pushing the squark masses to larger values while simultaneously reducing the value of A_t to keep consistency with the Higgs mass. Moreover, these loop induced flavor observables may be affected by corrections induced by small, flavor violating gluino couplings [7, 93]. Since in this work we are mostly interested in the electroweak sector of the theory, we shall assume a proper value for these flavor observables and we will not expand further on the analysis of the flavor properties of the theory.

6 Low Energy Supersymmetry Explorations

As validation for our theoretical expectations outlined above, we explore as an example the MSSM’s ability to simultaneously fit the ATLAS three lepton excess, DM relic abundance, and the muon’s anomalous magnetic moment while avoiding direct detection constraints. We perform numerical scans using micrOMEGAs (version 5.0.4) [94, 95]. To avoid generic

– 11 –

Figure 3. Contours of ~χ^±_1 ~χ^0_2 production cross sections (solid black) and m_{~χ}0_2 (dashed white) in the μ vs. M_2 plane for tan β = 20. All other parameters are fixed to the BM values shown in Table 2.

bounds from squark and gluino searches, we set their soft masses to 2 TeV. Following the direct detection and a_μ discussions of Secs. 3 and 4, we require μ, M_2 < 0 and M_1 > 0, and choose soft slepton masses M_{~L} ≲ 500 GeV. Finally, the SM-like Higgs mass is required to be between 124–126 GeV. Parameters not labeled in the following figures are set to benchmark (BM) values presented in Table 2.

We first stress that when considering the LHC production cross section for electroweakinos, unlike the simplified case targeted by the ATLAS and CMS experiments, there can be relevant Higgsino components in χ^0_2 and χ^±_1 in the MSSM. This, in general, leads to a reduction of the signal cross section compared to pure wino-like production. To account for this, we calculated the MSSM production cross section to NLO accuracy using

Prospino2 [96]. As expected, larger values of |μ| lead to larger values of the LHC cross

section due to the larger wino component of the chargino and second lightest neutralino. This is shown in Fig. 3, where we present the signal cross sections for the production of the second lightest neutralino in association with the lightest chargino at the LHC in the M_2 vs. μ plane for tan β = 20. We note here that since the Higgsino components of a mostly wino-like neutralino are only weakly dependent on tan β [38], the plot shown will not be modified significantly by varying tan β. The mass of the almost degenerate ~χ^0_2/~χ^±_1 pair is denoted by the white dashed lines, whereas the color coding shows the values of the LHC production cross section. Black labeled contour lines for the production cross section are also provided to guide the eye. Fig. 3 shows that while the dependence on μ is mild, there is a strong dependence of the cross section on M_2. This is due in part to the fact that in

– 12 – this regime of parameters the chargino mass is predominantly governed by M_2. Equally important is the fact that the pure wino cross section is approximately a factor four larger than the pure Higgsino one. This in turn implies that the conventional LHC search bounds on the electroweakino masses become significantly weaker under the inversion of the mass hierarchy between winos and Higgsinos, and in fact a pure Higgsino-like chargino/neutrlino pair is barely constrained by current LHC analyses. This can be seen for example from Fig. 32 (b) in Ref. [97], by comparing the 95% C.L. excluded cross sections with the cross sections for the production of pure Higgsino neutralino/chargino pairs [31–33].

As discussed in Sec. 2, in this work we target the signal with the highest significance, which comes from the SR3ℓ_{ISR} search with an estimated signal cross section σ(pp → ~χ^±_1 ~χ^0_2) ∼ 3 pb. Although, as can be seen from Fig. 2, this value of the cross section is about 1σ lower than the central value of the cross section necessary to explain the excess in the signal region SR3ℓ_{ISR}, it is in better agreement with the bounds coming from conventional trilepton searches at ATLAS and CMS [26, 27]. From Fig. 3, it can be seen that a 3 pb signal can be accommodated easily in the MSSM for values of m^0_{~χ2} /m^±_{~χ1} ∼ 150-170 GeV. On the other hand, for heavier masses ∼ 200 GeV, cross sections of the order of 1.6 pb can be obtained in the MSSM for values of |μ| of a few hundred GeV. Although such cross sections would only explain two thirds of the tri-lepton event excess found in the RJR analyses, they would be more consistent with the observed excess in the two lepton channel and they would lead to no tension with the results of conventional searches.

Regarding the compatibility of the signal excess in the RJR analysis with existing searches for charginos and neutralinos at the LHC, we reiterate that in Ref. [29] the GAM- BIT collaboration analyzed the effects of the production of the relatively light ~χ^0_{3,4}, ~χ^±_2 states generically present in the MSSM in the region of parameters we are investigating. They concluded that the inclusion of these heavier neutralinos and charginos, in combination with the reduced ~χ^±_1 ~χ^0_2 production cross section associated with sizable Higgsino mixing, effectively reduces the tension between the RJR study and previous analyses which set exclusion limits based on a simplified model. It is certainly an intriguing possibility which appears to favor a signal interpretation of the RJR analysis.

Next we focus on the region of parameters where a phenomenologically viable DM candidate may be obtained consistent with the signal events at the LHC. The upper left panel of Fig. 4 shows the region of the μ − m_{~χ}0_1 plane that can accommodate the observed relic abundance Ω_{CDM}h^2 = 0.12 ± 50%. As expected, we obtain only the Higgs resonance region (m_{~χ}0_1 ∼ 60 GeV) for tan β = 10 (red shaded region), tan β = 20 (green shaded region), and tan β = 60 (blue shaded region), and the Z resonance region (m_{~χ}0_1 ∼ 45 GeV) (purple shaded region), which in the large tan β regime is only weakly dependent on tan β. We note that the RJR signal is optimized for mass splitting between m_{~χ}0_2 /m_{~χ}±_1 and m_{~χ}0_1 ∼ 100 GeV, such that regardless of the couplings, the decay (~χ^0_2 → h~χ^0_1) is kinematically forbidden, while (~χ^0_2 → Z ~χ^0_1) is 100%. Hence, the Higgs and Z resonance regions would correspond to m_{~χ}0_2 /m_{~χ}±_1 ∼ 165 or 145 GeV, respectively.

As explained in section 3, for the heavier m_{~χ}0_2 /m_{~χ}±_1 ∼ 170–200 GeV, which would prefer m_{~χ}0_1 ∼ 70–100 GeV, the only mechanism in the MSSM for obtaining an observation-

– 13 –

Figure 4. Top left: Regions in the μ − m_{~χ1} plane that produce a relic abundance Ω_{CDM}h^2 = 0.12 ± 50% for different values of tan β. The red, green and blue regions correspond to tan β = 10, 20, and 60, respectively (corresponding to the Higgs resonance), while the purple region corresponds to the Z resonance which is approximately independent of tan β. The lower gray shaded region is excluded by SD constraints set by LUX, which are again approximately independent of the value of tan β for moderate to large values of tan β. The three remaining plots show contours of the SI scattering cross section σ^{SI}_p in the M_H –μ plane for tan β = 10 (top right), 20 (bottom left), and 60 (bottom right) with fixed m_{~χ}0_1 = 61.7 GeV. The narrow black regions are excluded by SI constraints set by XENON1T. Other parameters are fixed to the BM values shown in Table 2.

ally consistent thermal relic density in the scenario under study would be the t-channel interchange of light staus, with masses of the order of the lightest chargino mass. An example of such a scenario would be the addition of ∼ 200 GeV right-handed staus [38, 98]. All other sleptons may be kept heavy in order to fulfill the collider and g − 2 constraints. We have checked that consistency with the relic density and all other phenomenological constraints may be obtained for tan β ≃ 100. Such large values of tan β may be acceptable provided there are large corrections to the bottom Yukawa coupling [55–57, 99], keeping the perturbativity of the bottom sector up to high scales [100, 101]. We note that consistent relic density for a heavier slepton spectrum may be also be obtained in the NMSSM, where either co-annihilation with singlinos [102] or resonant annihilation through a singlet-

– 14 – like pseudoscalar [42] may provide the necessary mechanisms without much impact on the collider or direct detection data.

Also shown in the upper left panel of Fig. 4 is the region excluded by the SD cross section constraints, which are almost entirely driven by the Z ~χ^0_1 ~χ^0_1 coupling and hence depend only weakly on tan β [c.f. Eqs. (3.6) and (3.14)]. We use the SD limits set by PICO- 60 for ~χ^0_1–p scattering and LUX for ~χ^0_1–n scattering, which are σ^{SD}_p ≈ 4 × 10^{−5} pb [103] and σ^{SD}_n ≈ 2 × 10^{−5} pb [104], respectively, and we verified that the bounds on σ^{SD}_n provide the strongest constraints in our region of parameters. These SD cross section constraints demand the value of |μ| to be larger than about 270 GeV. Large values of |μ|, on the other hand, are disfavored by the requirement of obtaining the observed relic density. One obtains an upper bound of |μ| of about 500 GeV, independently of the resonant region, which becomes more stringent for lower values of tan β in the Higgs resonant region. In particular, the combination of the relic density and SD cross section constraints rules out values of tan β < 10 in the Higgs resonant annihilation region.

The remaining panels show the SI direct detection cross section for m_{~χ}0_1 = 61.7 GeV in the μ − m_H plane for tan β = 10 (upper right), 20 (lower left), and 60 (lower right), where the regions excluded by current XENON1T results are denoted in black. We use the current SI limit set by XENON1T, σ^{SI <}_∼ 6 × 10^{−11} pb [47]. We see that in this region of parameters the SI cross section tends to be naturally smaller than the current experimental limit. The behavior of the SI cross section may be easily understood by the approximate formulae, Eqs. (3.12) and (3.13). The yellow and red bands show the presence of blind spots, where the SI cross section is significantly reduced and may be below the neutrino floor and beyond the reach of near future experiments. Beyond these regions, the SI cross sections may be probed by the current and near future experiments, but they rarely exceed 10^{−11} pb. Although one would naturally expect larger cross sections for larger values of tan β, the presence of blind spots tends to suppress the SI cross section to values below 10^{−11} pb even for tan β = 60, unless the heavy Higgs bosons take values significantly larger than or below the TeV scale. We note that the results shown in these plots are only weakly dependent on the value of m_{~χ1} , as long as m^2_{~χ1} ≪ μ^2. Whereas the precise location of the blind-spot in the μ − m_H plane does depend on m_{~χ1} , the qualitative behavior of the SI cross section discussed remains the same.

Let us stress that heavy Higgs masses below a TeV are currently disfavored by searches for heavy resonances decaying to tau lepton pairs [105, 106]. These constraints, however, may be avoided for tan β^<_∼ 20. Indeed, for scenarios with light electroweakinos like the one we are analyzing, the limit on the heavy Higgs mass is lower. For tan β = 10, due to the relatively small coupling of the τ lepton to the heavy Higgs bosons, it becomes of the order of |M_2| + |μ|, but becomes stronger, increasing to about 900 GeV, for values of tan β = 20 [107]. At tan β = 60, the bound is about 1.5 TeV, excluding the region with large SI cross sections at the left of the blind-spot band in Fig. 4 at this values of tan β. Moreover, precision measurements of the properties of the SM-like Higgs demand the heavy Higgs bosons to be heavier than about 600 GeV in this regime. Hence, if the small excess observed by XENON1T [47] were a signal of the presence of DM, within this scenario it would lead to the preference for Higgs masses of the order of 600 GeV–1 TeV

– 15 –

Figure 5. Regions of parameter space that produce the observed excess in the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon. Solid lines denote consistency with the current experimental values, while shaded regions show 1σ variations. Left: The M_2 and μ dependence for several choices of the slepton soft mass parameter M_{~L} and tan β = 20. Right: The M_{~L} and μ dependence for several values of tan β and M_2 = −172 GeV. Other parameters not shown are fixed to the BM values shown in Table 2.

and 10^<_∼ tan β^<_∼ 20 (with larger values of the heavy Higgs mass for larger values of tan β), or for Higgs masses ≳ 2 TeV for tan β = 60. As shown in the left-hand upper panel of Fig. 4 this would lead to a preference for the Z-resonance annihilation region for the smaller tan β values.

Finally, Fig. 5 shows the region of parameter space that accommodates the observed deviation of the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon with respect to the SM prediction. The left panel of Fig. 5 shows the preferred values of M_2 and μ for different values of the slepton masses, and tan β = 20. For simplicity, we have assumed equal soft supersymmetry breaking parameters for left- and right-handed sleptons, characterized by M_{~L} ≃ M_{~ν} . The solid lines denote the values of μ leading to agreement with the observed value of a_μ, while the shaded bands show the range of μ consistent with the current 1σ experimental uncertainty on this quantity. Overall, the dependence of a_μ on the supersymmetry breaking mass parameters is in agreement with our general expectations based on Eqs. (4.3) and (4.4). Lighter (heavier) sleptons imply larger (smaller) preferred values of |μ|, with values of |μ| in the range 200–500 GeV for this value of tan β and slepton masses at the weak scale.

The right panel of Fig. 5 shows the dependence of the preferred values of the slepton masses and the Higgsino mass parameter for different values of tan β and M_2 = −172 GeV. While values of tan β = 10 demand values of these parameters of the order of 200-300 GeV, the slepton masses can be significantly larger for values of tan β = 60. In particular, for tan β = 60 and |μ| = 300 GeV, slepton masses of the order of 500 GeV (700 GeV) are consistent with the central experimental value (a deviation of one standard deviation with

– 16 – respect to the central value).

Let us comment that as can be seen from the right panel of Fig. 5, for small values of the slepton masses, M_{~L} < |μ|, which are not described by Eq. (4.4), there is a turning point in the contours of constant a_μ, which tends to lower values of |μ|. This is induced by an increase of the contribution of neutralinos compared to the one of charginos. Also, the right-handed slepton contribution become relevant in this regime. Such light righthanded sleptons, however, are being constrained by the LHC, which is putting relevant bounds on slepton masses [26, 36]. For instance, the bound on degenerate first and second generation left and right handed sleptons decaying into leptons and missing energy is about 520 GeV. In our setup, however, only the right-handed sleptons decay directly into leptons and missing energy. The left-handed sleptons instead decay first into chargino and secondlightest neutralino states, which as we discussed before, decay into weak gauge bosons and missing energy. Hence, the bounds on these sleptons are expected to be significantly weaker than the ones associated with the decay into just leptons and missing energy. Regarding the limit on the right-handed sleptons, the collective cross section of first and second generation sleptons with mass of about 520 GeV is about 1 fb, while the one of 400 GeV right-handed sleptons is also about 1 fb and hence at the edge of the LHC limit. However, since the right-handed sleptons do not play an important role in determining a_μ, it is enough to make them a few tens of the GeV heavier to easily avoid the current LHC limits, without affecting any of the essential features of this scenario.

As a concrete example, we present a BM parameter set satisfying all of the constraints discussed above. The MSSM parameters are shown in Table 2 for tan β = 20, and the associated mass spectrum (generated with SuSpect2 [108], including radiative corrections) is shown in Table 3. The NLO production cross section in the MSSM corresponding to our BM masses is σ(pp → χ^±_1 χ^0_2) = 2.92 pb , (6.1)

for the sum of ~χ^+_1 ~χ^0_2 and ~χ^−_1 ~χ^0_2 production. The lightest neutralino annihilates via the Higgs resonance, giving a relic abundance of

Ω_{CDM}h^2 = 0.121 , (6.2)

while the cross sections for SI and SD direct detection are

σ^{SI}_p = 6.82 × 10^{−13} pb , σ^{SD}_p = 1.70 × 10^{−5} pb , σ^{SI}_n = 4.70 × 10^{−13} pb , σ^{SD}_n = 1.33 × 10^{−5} pb .

(6.3)

Finally, the MSSM contribution to the muon’s anomalous magnetic moment is estimated to be a^{MSSM} μ = 248 × 10^{−11} . (6.4)

The production cross section required to accommodate the central value excesses in the three lepton searches at ATLAS for (m_{~χ}±_{1 /~χ}0_2 , m_{~χ}0_1 ) = (165, 61.7) GeV is approximately 4 pb (c.f. Fig. 2). While our BM cross section remains ∼ 1σ below this central value, we again stress that this may alleviate some tension with previous analyses. We note that lower values of m_{~χ}±_{1 /~χ}0_2 , as preferred for ~χ^0_1 resonant annihilation to the Z boson, generally

– 17 –

Param. [GeV] Param. [GeV] Param. [GeV] Param. [GeV]

μ -300 M_2 -172 M_{~L} 400 M_H 1500 M_1 63.5 M_3 2000 M_{~Q} 2000 A_t 3000

Table 2. Benchmark values of MSSM input parameters for micrOMEGAs with tan β = 20. The squark and slepton soft masses are degenerate between generations and chiralities.

Part. m [GeV] Part. m [GeV] Part. m [GeV] Part. m [GeV]

h 125.84 ~χ^±_1 165.0 ~ν_e 395.0 ~u_R 2069.8 H 1500.03 ~χ^±_2 333.6 ~ν_μ 395.0 ~u_L 2069.5 H_3 1500.00 ~τ_1 389.5 ~ν_τ 395.0 ~d_R 2070.3 H^± 1502.38 ~τ_2 415.0 ~g 2129.2 ~d_L 2071.0 ~χ^0_1 61.7 ~e_R 402.4 ~t_1 1927.7 ~s_R 2070.3 ~χ^0_2 164.8 ~e_L 402.6 ~t_2 2131.6 ~s_L 2071.0 ~χ^0_3 314.2 ~μ_R 402.4 ~b_1 2067.1 ~c_R 2069.8 ~χ^0_4 331.2 ~μ_L 402.6 ~b_2 2074.1 ~c_L 2069.5

Table 3. Benchmark mass spectrum generated from the input parameters of Table 2.

improve the consistency with the trilepton RJR searches at the expense of increasing the tension with previous analyses. Regarding the direct detection cross sections for our BM point, while they are sufficiently suppressed to evade current limits, they may be probable in the near future through SD interactions. Lastly, we see that the resulting value of a_μ is well within 1σ of the currently observed experimental value.

Finally, we would like to reiterate that the excess of events observed in the ATLAS RJR analysis is interesting but cannot be yet taken as a significant signal of new physics. We present this BM point only as an example of the possible parameters in the electroweak sector consistent with current data. Quite generally, we show that if future LHC data provides a confirmation of electroweakinos at the weak scale, it is not difficult to fulfill other observational and experimental constraints as well. Accommodating the observed relic density is generically the most stringent requirement.

7 Conclusions

Despite a lack of any conclusive evidence for its presence at the weak scale, supersymmetry remains a well motivated extension of the SM, and may answer many open questions in particle physics. In this article we have presented a study of the current constraints on the electroweak sector in low energy supersymmetry models. As an example, we have taken gaugino and Higgsino mass parameters that can be consistent with a new physics interpretation of recent event excesses in the ATLAS search for electroweakinos using the RJR method. The large cross sections associated with these excesses imply that the second

– 18 – lightest supersymmetric particle must be light, with a mass below about 200 GeV and with a large wino component.

Overall, collider and DM relic density constraints lead to masses for the lightest chargino and neutralinos of 150 GeV^<_∼ m_{~χ}±_{1 ,~χ}0_2^<_∼ 200 GeV and 45 GeV^<_∼ m_{~χ}0_1^<_∼ 100 GeV, respectively. The lower range of masses for the chargino and second lightest neutralino, of about 150 GeV, and of the lightest neutralino, of order 50 GeV, leads to consistency with the most significant events excesses, associated with trileptons plus missing energy. Moreover, for this range of masses the observed relic density may be obtained through the resonant annihilation of the lightest neutralino via either the SM-like Higgs or the Z-gauge boson. On the other hand, the higher chargino mass range, of about 200 GeV, and lightest neutralino masses, of about 100 GeV, allows for a better description of the dilepton plus missing energy events, but at the price of worsening the description of the trilepton plus missing energy ones. Barring non-thermal mechanisms, the only way of obtaining the observed relic density for heavy squarks and the lightest neutralino in this range of masses in the MSSM is through the interchange of light staus, with mass close to 200 GeV and large values of tan β ≃ 100. This may be also obtained in simple extensions of the MSSM, like the NMSSM, without affecting the phenomenological signatures we analyze in this work.

Consistency with the observed relic density and the current bound on the SD cross section requires values of 500 GeV^>_∼ |μ|^>_∼ 270 GeV. The smaller values of |μ| ≃ 300 GeV also lead to lower LHC production cross sections, reducing the tension with the bounds coming from conventional searches, while allowing 1σ consistency with the RJR analysis. The heavy Higgs sector remains at energy scales of the order of 1 TeV and provides a reduction of the SI cross section rate, which is naturally below the current bounds on this quantity. Values of the SI cross section close to the current experimental bound may be obtained for values of 10^<_∼ tan β^<_∼ 20 and 500 GeV^<_∼ M_H^<_∼ 1TeV, which may also be probed at the LHC through heavy Higgs decays to di-tau searches in the near future. Moreover, values of tan β^>_∼ 10 and left-handed sleptons with masses of the order of 200– 500 GeV are required to explain the observed anomalous magnetic moment of the muon. Negative values of μ × M_1 and positive values of μ × M_2 are able to accommodate the current constraints on the SI cross section and the observed anomalous magnetic moment of the muon, respectively. Squarks and, in particular, gluinos, remain significantly heavier than the weakly interacting particles. This, together with the information on the weak gaugino masses discussed above, favors schemes with highly non-universal gaugino mass parameters.

We stress that most of the conclusions of this work remain valid even if the LHC production cross sections of ~χ^±_1 ~χ^0_2 are lower than the one suggested by the ATLAS RJR analysis. For a given chargino mass and value of |μ|, such lower cross sections would be associated with larger values of |M_2|. The behavior of the relevant observables may be understood by noticing that in the relevant region of parameters the g −2 results, Eq. (4.4), are invariant under the interchange of M_2 and μ. Moreover, for a given value of M_1, the DM relic density and its SI and SD interaction cross sections depend only on the value of μ. Hence, all the results presented here are easily extrapolated to the case of larger |M_2| and can be understood from the analytical expressions and numerical results shown in this

– 19 – article.

In summary, this work has shown that the electroweak sector of low energy supersymmetry models can be naturally compatible with the observed DM relic density, the absence of direct DM detection signals, and the observed value of a_μ. Combined with a new physics interpretation of the recent event excesses reported by the ATLAS collaboration in the RJR analysis, this consequently leads to a consistent picture in which the characteristic mass parameters of the gaugino, Higgsino, heavy Higgs, and slepton sectors may be determined. The study we have performed is useful to understand the behavior of DM and (g_μ − 2) observables for electroweakino masses of a few hundred GeV, even if these ATLAS event excesses were not confirmed. The analysis of the complete run II LHC data set, together with improvements in the determination of the range of SI and SD cross sections and the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon will further probe this attractive, beyond the standard model physics scenario in the near future.

Acknowledgments

This manuscript has been authored by Fermi Research Alliance, LLC under Contract No. DE-AC02-07CH11359 with the U.S. Department of Energy, Office of Science, Office of High Energy Physics. The United States Government retains and the publisher, by accepting the article for publication, acknowledges that the United States Government retains a non-exclusive, paid-up, irrevocable, world-wide license to publish or reproduce the published form of this manuscript, or allow others to do so, for United States Government purposes. Work at University of Chicago is supported in part by U.S. Department of Energy grant number DE-FG02-13ER41958. Work at ANL is supported in part by the U.S. Department of Energy under Contract No. DE-AC02-06CH11357. NRS and JO are supported by Wayne State University and by the U.S. Department of Energy under Contract No. DESC0007983. MC, NRS and CW would like to thank the Aspen Center for Physics, which is supported by National Science Foundation grant PHY-1607611, for the kind hospitality during the completion of this work. We would like to thank Y. Bai, D. Cinabro, T. Effert, H. Gray, R. Harr, P. Huang, P. Jackson, D. Liu, J. Liu, D. Miller, A. Petridis and X. Wang for useful discussions and comments.

References

[1] H. P. Nilles, Supersymmetry, Supergravity and Particle Physics,

Phys.Rept. 110 (1984) 1–162.

[2] H. E. Haber and G. L. Kane, The Search for Supersymmetry: Probing Physics Beyond the Standard Model, Phys.Rept. 117 (1985) 75–263.

[3] S. P. Martin, A Supersymmetry primer, hep-ph/9709356.

[4] ALEPH collaboration, R. Barate et al., Search for supersymmetric particles in e^+e^− collisions at √ s up to 202-GeV and mass limit for the lightest neutralino, Phys. Lett. B499 (2001) 67–84, [hep-ex/0011047].

– 20 –

[5] DELPHI collaboration, J. Abdallah et al., Searches for supersymmetric particles in e+ ecollisions up to 208-GeV and interpretation of the results within the MSSM, Eur. Phys. J. C31 (2003) 421–479, [hep-ex/0311019].

[6] H. K. Dreiner, S. Heinemeyer, O. Kittel, U. Langenfeld, A. M. Weber and G. Weiglein, How light can the lightest neutralino be?, eConf C0705302 (2007) SUS06, [0707.1425].

[7] F. Gabbiani, E. Gabrielli, A. Masiero and L. Silvestrini, A Complete analysis of FCNC and CP constraints in general SUSY extensions of the standard model, Nucl. Phys. B477 (1996) 321–352, [hep-ph/9604387].

[8] D. M. Pierce, J. A. Bagger, K. T. Matchev and R.-j. Zhang, Precision corrections in the minimal supersymmetric standard model, Nucl. Phys. B491 (1997) 3–67, [hep-ph/9606211].

[9] ATLAS collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., Search for squarks and gluinos in final states with jets and missing transverse momentum using 36 fb^{−1} of √ s = 13 TeV pp collision data with the ATLAS detector, Phys. Rev. D97 (2018) 112001, [1712.02332].

[10] CMS collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Search for natural and split supersymmetry in proton-proton collisions at √ s = 13 TeV in final states with jets and missing transverse momentum, JHEP 05 (2018) 025, [1802.02110].

[11] ATLAS collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., Search for supersymmetry in final states with missing transverse momentum and multiple b-jets in proton-proton collisions at √ s = 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector, JHEP 06 (2018) 107, [1711.01901].

[12] ATLAS collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., Search for top-squark pair production in final states with one lepton, jets, and missing transverse momentum using 36 fb^{−1} of √ s = 13 TeV pp collision data with the ATLAS detector, JHEP 06 (2018) 108, [1711.11520].

[13] CMS collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Search for top squarks decaying via four-body or chargino-mediated modes in single-lepton final states in proton-proton collisions at √ s = 13 TeV, 1805.05784.

[14] CMS collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Searches for pair production of charginos and top squarks in final states with two oppositely charged leptons in proton-proton collisions at √ s = 13 TeV, Submitted to: JHEP (2018) , [1807.07799].

[15] M. Carena, S. Gori, N. R. Shah and C. E. M. Wagner, A 125 GeV SM-like Higgs in the MSSM and the γγ rate, JHEP 03 (2012) 014, [1112.3336].

[16] T. Hahn, S. Heinemeyer, W. Hollik, H. Rzehak and G. Weiglein, High-Precision Predictions for the Light CP -Even Higgs Boson Mass of the Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112 (2014) 141801, [1312.4937].

[17] P. Draper, G. Lee and C. E. M. Wagner, Precise estimates of the Higgs mass in heavy supersymmetry, Phys. Rev. D89 (2014) 055023, [1312.5743].

[18] E. Bagnaschi, G. F. Giudice, P. Slavich and A. Strumia, Higgs Mass and Unnatural Supersymmetry, JHEP 09 (2014) 092, [1407.4081].

[19] J. Pardo Vega and G. Villadoro, SusyHD: Higgs mass Determination in Supersymmetry, JHEP 07 (2015) 159, [1504.05200].

[20] G. Lee and C. E. M. Wagner, Higgs bosons in heavy supersymmetry with an intermediate m_A, Phys. Rev. D92 (2015) 075032, [1508.00576].

– 21 –

[21] H. Bahl, S. Heinemeyer, W. Hollik and G. Weiglein, Reconciling EFT and hybrid calculations of the light MSSM Higgs-boson mass, Eur. Phys. J. C78 (2018) 57, [1706.00346].

[22] ATLAS collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., Search for chargino-neutralino production using recursive jigsaw reconstruction in final states with two or three charged leptons in proton-proton collisions at √ s = 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector, 1806.02293.

[23] H. Baer, C.-h. Chen, F. Paige and X. Tata, Trileptons from chargino - neutralino production at the CERN Large Hadron Collider, Phys. Rev. D50 (1994) 4508–4516, [hep-ph/9404212].

[24] P. Jackson, C. Rogan and M. Santoni, Sparticles in motion: Analyzing compressed SUSY scenarios with a new method of event reconstruction, Phys. Rev. D95 (2017) 035031, [1607.08307].

[25] P. Jackson and C. Rogan, Recursive Jigsaw Reconstruction: HEP event analysis in the presence of kinematic and combinatoric ambiguities, Phys. Rev. D96 (2017) 112007, [1705.10733].

[26] ATLAS collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., Search for electroweak production of supersymmetric particles in final states with two or three leptons at √ s = 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector, 1803.02762.

[27] CMS collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Combined search for electroweak production of charginos and neutralinos in proton-proton collisions at √ s = 13 TeV, JHEP 03 (2018) 160, [1801.03957].

[28] GAMBIT collaboration, A. Kvellestad, Global fits of the MSSM with GAMBIT, in 39th International Conference on High Energy Physics (ICHEP 2018) Seoul, Gangnam-Gu, Korea, Republic of, July 4-11, 2018, 2018. 1807.03208.

[29] GAMBIT collaboration, P. Athron et al., Combined collider constraints on neutralinos and charginos, 1809.02097.

[30] ATLAS Collaboration, “Auxiliary Material: Search for chargino-neutralino production using recursive jigsaw reconstruction in final states with two or three charged leptons in proton-proton collisions at 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector.”

https://atlas.web.cern.ch/Atlas/GROUPS/PHYSICS/PAPERS/SUSY-2017-03/.

[31] LHC SUSY Cross Section Working Group, “Cross sections for various Sub-process - 13 TeV.”

https://twiki.cern.ch/twiki/bin/view/LHCPhysics/SUSYCrossSections#Cross_sections_for_various_S_AN2.

[32] B. Fuks, M. Klasen, D. R. Lamprea and M. Rothering, Gaugino production in proton-proton collisions at a center-of-mass energy of 8 TeV, JHEP 10 (2012) 081, [1207.2159].

[33] B. Fuks, M. Klasen, D. R. Lamprea and M. Rothering, Precision predictions for electroweak superpartner production at hadron colliders with Resummino, Eur. Phys. J. C 73 (2013) 2480, [1304.0790].

[34] G. Jungman, M. Kamionkowski and K. Griest, Supersymmetric dark matter, Phys. Rept. 267 (1996) 195–373, [hep-ph/9506380].

[35] M. Drees and M. M. Nojiri, The Neutralino relic density in minimal N = 1 supergravity, Phys. Rev. D47 (1993) 376–408, [hep-ph/9207234].

[36] ATLAS collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., Search for electroweak production of supersymmetric states in scenarios with compressed mass spectra at √ s = 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector, Phys. Rev. D97 (2018) 052010, [1712.08119].

– 22 –

[37] CMS collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Search for supersymmetry in events with a τ lepton pair and missing transverse momentum in proton-proton collisions at √ s = 13 TeV,

1807.02048.

[38] A. Pierce, N. R. Shah and K. Freese, Neutralino Dark Matter with Light Staus, 1309.7351.

[39] K. Hagiwara, S. Mukhopadhyay and J. Nakamura, 10 GeV neutralino dark matter and light stau in the MSSM, Phys. Rev. D89 (2014) 015023, [1308.6738].

[40] T. Han, Z. Liu and S. Su, Light Neutralino Dark Matter: Direct/Indirect Detection and Collider Searches, JHEP 08 (2014) 093, [1406.1181].

[41] Fermi-LAT collaboration, M. Ackermann et al., Searching for Dark Matter Annihilation from Milky Way Dwarf Spheroidal Galaxies with Six Years of Fermi Large Area Telescope Data, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115 (2015) 231301, [1503.02641].

[42] C. Cheung, M. Papucci, D. Sanford, N. R. Shah and K. M. Zurek, NMSSM Interpretation of the Galactic Center Excess, Phys. Rev. D90 (2014) 075011, [1406.6372].

[43] M. W. Goodman and E. Witten, Detectability of Certain Dark Matter Candidates, Phys. Rev. D31 (1985) 3059.

[44] PandaX-II collaboration, X. Cui et al., Dark Matter Results From 54-Ton-Day Exposure of PandaX-II Experiment, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119 (2017) 181302, [1708.06917].

[45] LUX collaboration, D. S. Akerib et al., Results from a search for dark matter in the complete LUX exposure, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118 (2017) 021303, [1608.07648].

[46] XENON collaboration, E. Aprile et al., First Dark Matter Search Results from the XENON1T Experiment, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119 (2017) 181301, [1705.06655].

[47] XENON collaboration, E. Aprile et al., Dark Matter Search Results from a One Tonne×Year Exposure of XENON1T, 1805.12562.

[48] J. R. Ellis, A. Ferstl and K. A. Olive, Reevaluation of the elastic scattering of supersymmetric dark matter, Phys.Lett. B481 (2000) 304–314, [hep-ph/0001005].

[49] J. Ellis, A. Ferstl and K. A. Olive, Exploration of elastic scattering rates for supersymmetric dark matter, Phys. Rev. D 63 (Feb, 2001) 065016.

[50] H. Baer, A. Mustafayev, E.-K. Park and X. Tata, Target dark matter detection rates in models with a well-tempered neutralino, JCAP 0701 (2007) 017, [hep-ph/0611387].

[51] P. Huang and C. E. M. Wagner, Blind Spots for neutralino Dark Matter in the MSSM with an intermediate m_A, Phys. Rev. D90 (2014) 015018, [1404.0392].

[52] P. Huang, R. A. Roglans, D. D. Spiegel, Y. Sun and C. E. M. Wagner, Constraints on Supersymmetric Dark Matter for Heavy Scalar Superpartners, Phys. Rev. D95 (2017) 095021, [1701.02737].

[53] C. Cheung, L. J. Hall, D. Pinner and J. T. Ruderman, Prospects and Blind Spots for Neutralino Dark Matter, JHEP 1305 (2013) 100, [1211.4873].

[54] A. Crivellin, M. Hoferichter, M. Procura and L. C. Tunstall, Light stops, blind spots, and isospin violation in the MSSM, JHEP 07 (2015) 129, [1503.03478].

[55] R. Hempfling, Yukawa coupling unification with supersymmetric threshold corrections, Phys. Rev. D49 (1994) 6168–6172.

– 23 –

[56] L. J. Hall, R. Rattazzi and U. Sarid, The Top quark mass in supersymmetric SO(10) unification, Phys. Rev. D50 (1994) 7048–7065, [hep-ph/9306309].

[57] M. Carena, M. Olechowski, S. Pokorski and C. E. M. Wagner, Electroweak symmetry breaking and bottom - top Yukawa unification, Nucl. Phys. B426 (1994) 269–300, [hep-ph/9402253].

[58] M. Carena, S. Mrenna and C. E. M. Wagner, MSSM Higgs boson phenomenology at the Tevatron collider, Phys. Rev. D60 (1999) 075010, [hep-ph/9808312].

[59] M. Carena, S. Mrenna and C. E. M. Wagner, The Complementarity of LEP, the Tevatron and the CERN LHC in the search for a light MSSM Higgs boson, Phys. Rev. D62 (2000) 055008, [hep-ph/9907422].

[60] P. Agrawal, Z. Chacko, C. Kilic and R. K. Mishra, A Classification of Dark Matter Candidates with Primarily Spin-Dependent Interactions with Matter, 1003.1912.

[61] M. Freytsis and Z. Ligeti, On dark matter models with uniquely spin-dependent detection possibilities, Phys. Rev. D83 (2011) 115009, [1012.5317].

[62] T. Kinoshita and M. Nio, Improved α^4 term of the muon anomalous magnetic moment, Phys. Rev. D70 (2004) 113001, [hep-ph/0402206].

[63] A. Czarnecki, B. Krause and W. J. Marciano, Electroweak corrections to the muon anomalous magnetic moment, Phys. Rev. Lett. 76 (1996) 3267–3270, [hep-ph/9512369].

[64] T. Kinoshita, B. Nizic and Y. Okamoto, Hadronic Contributions to the Anomalous Magnetic Moment of the Muon, Phys. Rev. D31 (1985) 2108.

[65] M. Davier, A. Hoecker, B. Malaescu and Z. Zhang, Reevaluation of the Hadronic Contributions to the Muon g-2 and to alpha(MZ), Eur. Phys. J. C71 (2011) 1515, [1010.4180].

[66] K. Hagiwara, R. Liao, A. D. Martin, D. Nomura and T. Teubner, (g − 2)_μ and α(M^2_Z ) re-evaluated using new precise data, J. Phys. G38 (2011) 085003, [1105.3149].

[67] J. Prades, E. de Rafael and A. Vainshtein, The Hadronic Light-by-Light Scattering Contribution to the Muon and Electron Anomalous Magnetic Moments, Adv. Ser. Direct. High Energy Phys. 20 (2009) 303–317, [0901.0306].

[68] Particle Data Group collaboration, C. Patrignani et al., Review of Particle Physics, Chin. Phys. C40 (2016) 100001.

[69] Muon g-2 collaboration, G. W. Bennett et al., Final Report of the Muon E821 Anomalous Magnetic Moment Measurement at BNL, Phys. Rev. D73 (2006) 072003, [hep-ex/0602035].

[70] Muon g-2 collaboration, A. Chapelain, The Muon g-2 experiment at Fermilab, EPJ Web Conf. 137 (2017) 08001, [1701.02807].

[71] R. Barbieri and L. Maiani, The Muon Anomalous Magnetic Moment in Broken Supersymmetric Theories, Phys.Lett. B117 (1982) 203.

[72] J. R. Ellis, J. S. Hagelin and D. V. Nanopoulos, Spin 0 Leptons and the Anomalous Magnetic Moment of the Muon, Phys.Lett. B116 (1982) 283.

[73] D. A. Kosower, L. M. Krauss and N. Sakai, Low-Energy Supergravity and the Anomalous Magnetic Moment of the Muon, Phys.Lett. B133 (1983) 305.

– 24 –

[74] T. Moroi, The Muon anomalous magnetic dipole moment in the minimal supersymmetric standard model, Phys.Rev. D53 (1996) 6565–6575, [hep-ph/9512396].

[75] M. S. Carena, G. Giudice and C. Wagner, Constraints on supersymmetric models from the muon anomalous magnetic moment, Phys.Lett. B390 (1997) 234–242, [hep-ph/9610233].

[76] A. Czarnecki and W. J. Marciano, The Muon anomalous magnetic moment: A Harbinger for ’new physics’, Phys.Rev. D64 (2001) 013014, [hep-ph/0102122].

[77] J. L. Feng and K. T. Matchev, Supersymmetry and the anomalous magnetic moment of the muon, Phys.Rev.Lett. 86 (2001) 3480–3483, [hep-ph/0102146].

[78] S. P. Martin and J. D. Wells, Muon anomalous magnetic dipole moment in supersymmetric theories, Phys.Rev. D64 (2001) 035003, [hep-ph/0103067].

[79] W. Altmannshofer, A. J. Buras, S. Gori, P. Paradisi and D. M. Straub, Anatomy and Phenomenology of FCNC and CPV Effects in SUSY Theories, Nucl. Phys. B830 (2010) 17–94, [0909.1333].

[80] W. Altmannshofer, M. Carena, N. R. Shah and F. Yu, Indirect Probes of the MSSM after the Higgs Discovery, JHEP 1301 (2013) 160, [1211.1976].

[81] BaBar collaboration, J. P. Lees et al., Measurement of B(B → X_sγ), the B → X_sγ photon energy spectrum, and the direct CP asymmetry in B → X_{s+d}γ decays, Phys. Rev. D86 (2012) 112008, [1207.5772].

[82] Belle collaboration, A. Abdesselam et al., Measurement of the inclusive B → X_{s+d}γ branching fraction, photon energy spectrum and HQE parameters, in Proceedings, 38th International Conference on High Energy Physics (ICHEP 2016): Chicago, IL, USA, August 3-10, 2016, 2016. 1608.02344.

[83] Belle collaboration, I. Adachi et al., Evidence for B^− → τ^−ν̄_τ with a Hadronic Tagging Method Using the Full Data Sample of Belle, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 (2013) 131801, [1208.4678].

[84] LHCb collaboration, R. Aaij et al., Measurement of the B^0_s → μ^+μ^− branching fraction and effective lifetime and search for B^0 → μ^+μ^− decays, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118 (2017) 191801, [1703.05747].

[85] J. L. Hewett, Can b → sγ close the supersymmetric Higgs production window?, Phys. Rev. Lett. 70 (1993) 1045–1048, [hep-ph/9211256].

[86] M. Misiak and M. Steinhauser, Weak radiative decays of the B meson and bounds on M_H± in the Two-Higgs-Doublet Model, Eur. Phys. J. C77 (2017) 201, [1702.04571].

[87] R. Barbieri and G. F. Giudice, b → sγ decay and supersymmetry,

Phys. Lett. B309 (1993) 86–90, [hep-ph/9303270].

[88] M. Ciuchini, G. Degrassi, P. Gambino and G. F. Giudice, Next-to-leading QCD corrections to B → X_sγ: Standard model and two Higgs doublet model, Nucl. Phys. B527 (1998) 21–43, [hep-ph/9710335].

[89] G. Degrassi, P. Gambino and G. F. Giudice, B → X_sγ in supersymmetry: Large contributions beyond the leading order, JHEP 12 (2000) 009, [hep-ph/0009337].

[90] M. Carena, D. Garcia, U. Nierste and C. E. M. Wagner, b → sγ and supersymmetry with large tan β, Phys. Lett. B499 (2001) 141–146, [hep-ph/0010003].

– 25 –

[91] W.-S. Hou, Enhanced charged Higgs boson effects in B^− → τ anti-neutrino, mu anti-neutrino and b → τ anti-neutrino + X, Phys. Rev. D48 (1993) 2342–2344.

[92] A. J. Buras, P. H. Chankowski, J. Rosiek and L. Slawianowska, ΔM_{d,s}, B^0d, s → μ^+μ^− and B → X_sγ in supersymmetry at large tan β, Nucl. Phys. B659 (2003) 3, [hep-ph/0210145].

[93] M. Carena, A. Menon and C. E. M. Wagner, Minimal Flavor Violation and the Scale of Supersymmetry Breaking, Phys. Rev. D79 (2009) 075025, [0812.3594].

[94] G. Belanger, F. Boudjema, A. Pukhov and A. Semenov, MicrOMEGAs: A Program for calculating the relic density in the MSSM, Comput. Phys. Commun. 149 (2002) 103–120, [hep-ph/0112278].

[95] G. Belanger, F. Boudjema, A. Pukhov and A. Semenov, micrOMEGAs: Version 1.3, Comput. Phys. Commun. 174 (2006) 577–604, [hep-ph/0405253].

[96] W. Beenakker, R. Hopker and M. Spira, PROSPINO: A Program for the production of supersymmetric particles in next-to-leading order QCD, hep-ph/9611232.

[97] ATLAS Collaboration, “Auxiliary Material: Search for electroweak production of supersymmetric particles in final states with two or three leptons at √ s = 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector.”

https://atlas.web.cern.ch/Atlas/GROUPS/PHYSICS/PAPERS/SUSY-2016-24/#auxstuff.

[98] M. Carena, S. Gori, N. R. Shah, C. E. M. Wagner and L.-T. Wang, Light Stau Phenomenology and the Higgs γγ Rate, JHEP 07 (2012) 175, [1205.5842].

[99] J. Guasch, W. Hollik and S. Penaranda, Distinguishing Higgs models in H —¿ b anti-b / H —¿ tau+ tau-, Phys. Lett. B515 (2001) 367–374, [hep-ph/0106027].

[100] J. Hisano and S. Sugiyama, Charge-breaking constraints on left-right mixing of stau’s, Phys. Lett. B696 (2011) 92–96, [1011.0260].

[101] M. Carena, S. Gori, I. Low, N. R. Shah and C. E. M. Wagner, Vacuum Stability and Higgs Diphoton Decays in the MSSM, JHEP 02 (2013) 114, [1211.6136].

[102] S. Baum, M. Carena, N. R. Shah and C. E. M. Wagner, Higgs portals for thermal Dark Matter. EFT perspectives and the NMSSM, JHEP 04 (2018) 069, [1712.09873].

[103] PICO collaboration, C. Amole et al., Dark Matter Search Results from the PICO-60 C_3F_8 Bubble Chamber, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118 (2017) 251301, [1702.07666].

[104] LUX collaboration, D. S. Akerib et al., Limits on spin-dependent WIMP-nucleon cross section obtained from the complete LUX exposure, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118 (2017) 251302, [1705.03380].

[105] ATLAS collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., Search for additional heavy neutral Higgs and gauge bosons in the ditau final state produced in 36 fb^{−1} of pp collisions at √ s = 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector, JHEP 01 (2018) 055, [1709.07242].

[106] CMS collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Search for additional neutral MSSM Higgs bosons in the ττ final state in proton-proton collisions at √ s = 13 TeV, JHEP 09 (2018) 007, [1803.06553].

[107] H. Bahl, E. Fuchs, T. Hahn, S. Heinemeyer, S. Liebler, S. Patel et al., MSSM Higgs Boson Searches at the LHC: Benchmark Scenarios for Run 2 and Beyond, 1808.07542.

[108] A. Djouadi, J.-L. Kneur and G. Moultaka, SuSpect: A Fortran code for the supersymmetric

– 26 – and Higgs particle spectrum in the MSSM, Comput. Phys. Commun. 176 (2007) 426–455, [hep-ph/0211331].

– 27 –