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Abstract

Information theory has proven to be a worthwhile tool for investigating the impli-
cations of the Higgs sector in the Next-to-minimal supersymmetric Standard Model
(NMSSM) using Higgs information at the Large Hadron Collider assessed through
the entropy constructed by means of the branching ratios of decay channels of the
Higgs boson. The present article focuses on the parameter space of supersymmet-
ric extension with an extra term of gauge singlet in light of various experimental
constraints. Our findings show the most preferred values of m0, m1/2, A0, tanβ,
λ, µeff , neutralino LSP mχ̃0

1
, lightest chargino mχ̃±

1
, singlino mχ̃0

5
, and gluino mg̃

to be around 1.93 TeV, 1.78 TeV, −3.62 TeV, 27.5, 0.012, 665.7 GeV, 0.74 TeV,
0.79 TeV, 11.24 TeV, and 3.70 TeV, respectively, that is compatible with the relic
density of dark matter.
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1 Introduction

The discovery of Higgs Boson in 2012 by the ATLAS and CMS detector at the Large
Hadron Collider (LHC) [1–3] could provide mass to the elementary particles of the Stan-
dard Model (SM) [4]. Although the SM lacks a mechanism that could stabilise the Higgs
mass against the radiative correction and explain the interesting natural phenomena such
as grand unification, baryogenesis, neutrino oscillations, and the existence of dark mat-
ter. Supersymmetry (SUSY) [5–12] is one of the potential extensions of the SM and can
provide the solutions to the aforesaid problems such as providing stability to the Higgs
boson mass against the radiative corrections, giving the viable dark matter candidate, and
explicating the grand unification successfully. One of the models of the extended Higgs
sector such as the Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM) [11–17] can be able
to acquire the 125 GeV Higgs boson that contains the two Higgs doublets contributing
to five Higgs states. In the MSSM, the Higgs boson of 125 GeV would acquire through
the radiative corrections, particularly the stop loops. The µ parameter is introduced
to provide a mass to the complex two SU(2) Higgs doublets Hu and Hd present in the
Lagrangian of MSSM, however, requires to be of the order of electroweak scale.

Therefore, through the extension to MSSM such as the Next-to-minimal supersym-
metric Standard Model (NMSSM) [18, 19] contains an extra term of Higgs singlet field
which could possibly solve the µ problem [20] by generating the µ term dynamically in the
SUSY breaking scale. Furthermore, the Higgs sector of NMSSM consists of seven Higgs
states including three CP-even Higgses, two CP-odd Higgses, and two charged Higgses
through the two Higgs doublets Hu and Hd with one added Higgs singlet field S. This
could also further increase the upper limit of Higgs mass at the tree level along with
the spectrum enhanced with the two scalars Higgs bosons and one fermionic neutralino.
The NMSSM is also successful to address some of the problems such as the Grand uni-
fication and provides the lightest supersymmetric particle (LSP) to be the dark matter
candidate [19]. Moreover, NMSSM has been extensively studied at the LHC [21–27].

In the current study, we will focus on the NMSSM scenario using the information en-
tropy of the lighter CP-even Higgs boson assuming it to be the LHC-observed Higgs boson.
Information entropy has been investigated in particle physics to accomplish remarkable
results. In the study [28], the SM Higgs mass has been evaluated through maximisation
of the product of all its branching ratios relating to the maximum possible decays which
is well in agreement with the LHC observed Higgs mass. Moreover, in Ref. [29], the mass
of the SM Higgs boson was observed through the maximisation of the information en-
tropy constructed using the branching ratios of the SM Higgs boson. Further Maximum
Entropy Principle (MEP) has also been applied in the study of observing new modes
of decay at the LHC related to the Higgs boson [30] and particles [31, 32], studying the
axion mass [33], and successfully investigated the SUSY models [34–36]. In this study,
information entropy is employed to examine the NMSSM scenario in more detail that
could be built using the branching ratios of the Higgs boson predicting a Higgs mass at
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its maximum value. In addition, Higgs entropy could be explored as a tool for predicting
sparticle masses under various experimental constraints.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section II, we explore the NMSSM scenario
related to Higgs boson. In Section III, we investigate the information entropy in the
context of CP-even lightest Higgs boson. In Section IV, we discuss the NMSSM scenario
presented in terms of information theory. In Section V, we conclude our results.

2 Higgs bosons in the NMSSM

We have taken into account NMSSM or (M+1)SSM specified as the MSSM supple-

mented with an extra gauge singlet chiral superfield Ŝ. The scale invariant renormalisable
superpotential for the NMSSM [18,19] containing the renormalisable couplings is charac-
terized by

W = W�µ
MSSM + λŜĤu · Ĥd +

1

3
κŜ3, (1)

where the first term, W�µ
MSSM, defines the Yukawa couplings the same as in the MSSM

superpotential, µ term in the MSSM is substituted by the above second term that is
produced dynamically through a vacuum expectation value (VEV) s of singlet superfield

Ŝ forming a supersymmetric mass term µeff = λs, in which λ represents a coupling among

Ŝ, Ĥu (up type Higgs superfield) and Ĥd (down type Higgs superfield) and the third term

denotes a cubic self-coupling in Ŝ in which the dimensionless coupling parameter κ is added
in order to have Z3 invariance. Here, the µeff is of the order of the SUSY breaking scale,
that fixes the µ problem of the MSSM. The soft-SUSY breaking masses and couplings
included in the Lagrangian of the NMSSM are given below [18,19]

−LNMSSM

soft =
1

2

(
M1λ̃1λ̃1 +M2λ̃

i
2λ̃

i
2 +M3λ̃

a
3λ̃

a
3 + h.c.

)
+m2

Q̃
|Q̃|2 +m2

U |ŨR|2 +m2
D̃
|D̃R|2 +m2

L̃
|L̃|2 +m2

Ẽ
|ẼR|2

+m2
Hu

|Hu|2 +m2
Hd

|Hd|2 +m2
S |S|

2

+huAuŨ
c
RQ̃ ·Hu − hdAdD̃

c
RQ̃ ·Hd

−heAeẼ
c
RL̃ ·Hd + λAλ SHu ·Hd +

1

3
κAκS

3 + h.c.. (2)

The first line describes the gaugino mass terms Mi representing its respective couplings
λ̃1, λ̃

i
2 (i = 1, 2, 3), and λ̃a3 (a = 1, ..., 8) corresponds to the U(1)Y , SU(2), and SU(3)

gauginos, respectively. The second line contains squarks and sleptons mass squared terms
of 3×3 Hermitian matrices asm2

Q̃
,m2

U ,m
2
D̃
,m2

L̃
, andm2

Ẽ
while the third line represents the

terms of the Higgs mass squared, m2
Hu

and m2
Hd
, and singlet mass squared, m2

S. Further
hu,d,e, λ, and κ correspond to dimensionless Yukawa couplings whereas A parameters
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represent a mass dimension trilinear scalar interaction. Trilinear interaction terms (Aλ

and Aκ) and soft-SUSY breaking mass term related to the singlet have been included to
the NMSSM soft-SUSY breaking Lagrangian besides the MSSM one. In this Lagrangian,
the SU(2) doublets correspond to

Q̂ =

(
ÛL

D̂L

)
, L̂ =

(
ν̂L
ÊL

)
, Ĥu =

(
Ĥ+

u

Ĥ0
u

)
, Ĥd =

(
Ĥ0

d

Ĥ−
d

)
, (3)

and the products of these SU(2) doublets can be specified as,

Ĥu · Ĥd = Ĥ+
u Ĥ

−
d − Ĥ0

uĤ
0
d . (4)

In addition to the MSSM particles, NMSSM consists of PR = −1 Weyl fermion i.e.
singlino, PR = +1 a real and a pseudo scalar. The neutralino sector has also been
impacted by the newly added terms to the NMSSM where the four MSSM neutralinos
combine with the singlino S̃, odd R-parity, to produce five neutralinos. The neutralino
mass matrix is 5 × 5 instead of 4 × 4 in the MSSM under the gauge-eigenstate basis
ψ0 = (B̃, W̃ 0, H̃0

d , H̃
0
u, S̃) which could be given as

MÑ =


M1 0 −g′vd/

√
2 g′vu/

√
2 0

0 M2 gvd/
√
2 −gvu/

√
2 0

−g′vd/
√
2 gvd/

√
2 0 −λs −λvu

g′vu/
√
2 −gvu/

√
2 −λs 0 −λvd

0 0 −λvu −λvd 2κs

 (5)

After diagonalisation of the above matrix, the mass eigenstates are χ̃0
1, . . . , χ̃

0
5, from which

the lightest one is considered as the LSP as well as the good candidate for the dark matter
and would be written as

χ̃0
1 = N11B̃ +N12W̃

0 +N13H̃
0
d +N14H̃

0
u +N15S̃, (6)

where N1j corresponds to matrix elements of the diagonalization matrix and sum of ma-
trix elements,

∑
|N1j|2 = 1. The masses of gaugino are achieved by means of M1, M2,

andM3 soft SUSY-breaking mass parameters whereas the masses of higgsino are acquired
with the help of the µ parameter. The NMSSM contains an extra fermion term singlino
which is the fifth neutralino. Through the mixing of Higgsinos and singlino (fermionic
superpartners correspond to Higgs fields) with the gauginos (fermionic superpartners cor-
respond to gauge bosons) producing five neutral fermions termed neutralinos while two
charged fermions termed charginos. In the NMSSM, the Higgs fields include the two
Higgs doublets along with Higgs singlet S. The impact of substituting a µ term with the
dynamic field S, the correction to the Higgs mass at tree-level, through an extra F-term
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proportional to λ in the scalar potential, has been increased by an amount

∆(m2
h) ≤ λ2v2 sin2(2β). (7)

Due to an additional singlet superfield contribution in the Higgs sector, the number of
Higgs bosons has raised to seven, namely three neutral CP-even, two neutral CP-odd,
and two charged Higgs bosons.

The Higgs potential would be achieved with SUSY gauge interactions, soft SUSY
breaking, and F -terms as follows [18,19]

VHiggs =
∣∣λ (H+

u H
−
d −H0

uH
0
d

)
+ κS2 + µ′S + ξF

∣∣2 + (m2
Hu

+ |µ+ λS|2
) (∣∣H0

u

∣∣2 + ∣∣H+
u

∣∣2)
+
(
m2

Hd
+ |µ+ λS|2

) (∣∣H0
d

∣∣2 + ∣∣H−
d

∣∣2)+ g21 + g22
8

(∣∣H0
u

∣∣2 + ∣∣H+
u

∣∣2 − ∣∣H0
d

∣∣2 − ∣∣H−
d

∣∣2)2
+
g22
2

∣∣H+
u H

0∗
d +H0

uH
−∗
d

∣∣2 +m2
S|S|2 +

(
λAλ

(
H+

u H
−
d −H0

uH
0
d

)
S +

1

3
κAκ S

3

+m2
3

(
H+

u H
−
d −H0

uH
0
d

)
+

1

2
m′2

S S
2 + ξS S + h.c.

)
(8)

with g1 and g2 are associated with U(1)Y and SU(2) gauge couplings, respectively. Neutral
three CP-even and two CP-odd Higgs bosons are produced as a result of the mixture of
the neutral components of the two Higgs doublets and singlet. The neutral Higgs doublets
and singlet in terms of components can be attained through the expansion of the Higgs
potential in terms of vu, vd, and s which would be written as

H0
u = vu +

HuR + iHuI√
2

, H0
d = vd +

HdR + iHdI√
2

, S = s+
SR + iSI√

2
. (9)

where index R and I signify for CP-even and CP-odd states, while vu, vd, and s denote
the real neutral VEVs. The mixing of real parts of Singlet Higgs field S and Higgs doublet
H0

u and H0
d form CP-even Higgs bosons whereas the mixing of imaginary parts of these

Higgs fields produce CP-odd Higgs bosons. The lower mass limit on lightest chargino
from LEP searches puts a lower limit of 100 GeV on µ [18].

3 Higgs Information and the NMSSM

The information theory [37, 38] is employed to measure the uncertainty of a state
by using Shannon’s [39] entropy or information entropy. In other words, it is a lack of
information, a disorder resulting in an increasing amount of entropy or randomness. It is
fundamentally a theory of probabilities in which each probability stands for the ignorance
of an event where the probability distribution includes information on each event. As
such the amount of information or entropy is considered to be the expected value for the
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event’s random variable where the information is regarded as negative with respect to
the logarithm of the probability distribution. The probabilities range from zero to one,
and the sum of all probabilities equals one since each event is mutually independent and
exhaustive. Probabilities are associated with uncertainties in the system. Since probable
events are linked to less information or less uncertainty, more information is provided by
rarer events. If the outcome of an event is already known, it produces zero information or
zero entropy. Maximum entropy is an equilibrium state producing maximum information
or maximum uncertainty. Using the maximum entropy principle (MEP), one can estimate
the best value of the variable of the probability distribution constructed using Shannon’s
entropy. The MEP has been discussed in detail for the analysis of the Higgs boson
concerning models such as CMSSM [34], NMFV with CMSSM [35], and Split-SUSY [36].

For the current work, we have taken into account Shannon’s entropy estimating
through branching ratios of decay channels of the Higgs boson, namely h→ γγ, h→ γZ,
h→ ZZ∗, h→ WW ∗, h→ gg, h→ ff̄ with f ∈ {u, d, c, s, b, e, µ, τ}, h→ AA. We exam-
ine an ensemble consisting ofN -independent Higgs bosons concerning the information the-
ory that might decay into aforementioned decays modes of branching ratio Brj(mh) con-

tributing to its respective probability p
j
(mh), pj

(mh) ≡ Brj(mh) =
Γj(mh)

Γ(mh)
, where Γj(mh)

denotes partial decay width corresponding to jth decay channel, Γ(mh) =
∑nj

j=1 Γj(mh)
considers the total decay width of Higgs that decays to all decay channels, and nj refers
to the total number of decay channels of the Higgs boson. The probability of each Higgs
boson of the concerned ensemble decays to its possible decay channels in the form of the
multinomial distribution, which could be written as [29]

P{mj}(mh) =
N !

m1!...mnj
!

nj∏
j=1

(pj(mh))
mj , (10)

where
∑nj

j=1Brj = 1,
∑nj

j=1mj = N , mj denotes the number of Higgs bosons decay in jth

mode. The Shannon entropy would be written as [29]

S(mh) = −
N∑

{mj}

P{mj}(mh) lnP{mj}(mh). (11)

Hence an asymptotic expansion of the aforementioned entropy would be specified as [29]

S(mh) ≃
1

2
ln

(
(2πN e)nj−1

nj∏
j=1

pj(mh)

)
+

1

12N

(
3nj − 2−

nj∑
j=1

(pj(mh))
−1

)
+O

(
N−2

)
.

(12)
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Constraint Observable Experimental Value Source

LEP mχ̃0
1,2,3,4

> 0.5 mZ [40]

mχ̃±
1,2

> 103.5 GeV [40]

mh > 114.4 GeV [41]

PO BR(B0
s → µ+µ−) (3.0± 0.4)× 10−9 [42]

DM Ωχh
2 0.1197± 0.0022 [43]

Table 1: Experimental measurements of the different observables employed in this study.

4 Numerical Analysis

In this section, we conduct extensive random scan sampling in the parameter space
of NMSSM within the context of information theory. Information theory considers a tool
for assessing the mass of the Higgs boson by means of the branching ratios of its decays.
This can further be used to successfully estimate the masses of other sparticles. We have
performed a detailed random scan of free parameters as discussed in the following limits

• m0 ∈ [100, 3000] GeV,

• m1/2 ∈ [100, 4000] GeV,

• A0 ∈ [−3000, 0] GeV,

• tan β ∈ [1, 30],

• λ ∈ [0.01, 0.3],

• κ ∈ [0.05, 0.3],

• µeff ∈ [100, 3000] GeV,

wherem0 andm1/2 represent common scalar and gaugino masses at GUT scale, A0 denotes
common trilinear coupling at GUT scale, µeff ≡ λs an effective Higgsino mass parameter
at SUSY scale with λ depicting the coupling of the Higgs doublets with the Higgs singlet at
SUSY scale and s denotes the VEV of Higgs singlet, κ denotes the dimensionless coupling
parameter, and tan β indicates the ratio of VEVs of up- and down-type Higgs doublets
(vu/vd). We assume Aλ and Aκ equal to zero.

Consequently, the presence of µeff in the order of electroweak scale solves the µ-
problem. Considering above-mentioned six free parameters, we use NMSSMTools (v6.6.0)

[44–46] to generate the SUSY spectrum in which MicrOMEGAs would also be used to
measure the observables such as BR(B0

s → µ+µ−), Ωχh
2, spin-independent, and spin-

dependent cross sections, the mass of Higgs boson and its branching ratios (involve exotic
decays).
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Figure 1: Entropy vs lightest CP-even Higgs boson (left) and lightest CP-odd Higgs boson (right) correspond-
ing to various constraints. The blue solid line includes the constraints of LEP data on Higgs boson, neutralino
and chargino masses, the black dashed line includes the constraints of LEP data and B-Physics, and the red
dotted line taking into account the constraints of LEP data, B-Physics, and the relic density of dark matter.

Information entropy can be able to estimate using Eq. 11 considering an ensemble ofN -
independent Higgs bosons which allow decaying into its allowed decay modes, namely h→
γγ, h→ γZ, h→ ZZ∗, h→ WW ∗, h→ gg, h→ ff̄ where f ∈ {u, d, c, s, b, e, µ, τ}, h→
AA. Then Higgs entropy can be further used to estimate the mass of the parameters. The
information entropy would be a function of the Higgs mass mh only marginalised on other
parameters followed by scaling with a normalising factor 1/Smax. The parameter space
has been restricted with LEP data on masses of Higgs boson, neutralino and chargino such
as mh > 114.4 GeV, mχ̃0

1,2,3,4
> 0.5 mZ and mχ̃±

1,2
> 103.5 GeV, respectively, branching

ratio of B-Physics BR(B0
s → µ+µ−), and the relic density of the dark matter Ωχh

2 at 2.5σ
confidence level as mentioned in Table 1. Our results described in Figures 1–4 taking into
consideration the constraints as follows (a) LEP, (b) LEP+PO, and (c) LEP+PO+DM.
Here, the blue solid line shows the mass limit from LEP data on Higgs boson, neutralinos
and charginos, the black dashed line signifies the constraint on LEP data and B-Physics,
and the red dotted line includes the constraints on LEP data, B-Physics, and the relic
density of neutralino dark matter.

We present the plots to illustrate the variation of information entropy with CP-even
Higgs boson and CP-odd Higgs boson in Figure 1, with neutralino, chargino, and gluino
in Figure 2, with stops, sbottoms, and staus in Figure 3, and with free parameters in
Figure 4. It is to be noted that the SM-like Higgs is in good agreement with the LHC
measured Higgs mass. The associated values of m0, m1/2, A0, tanβ, λ, µeff , lightest CP-
odd Higgs boson mA1 , LSP neutralino, singlino, lightest chargino, gluino, lightest stop
and lightest stau at maximum entropy against the LEP constraints are observed to be
3.46 TeV, 2.28 TeV, −3.77 TeV, 28.1, 0.018, 685.9 GeV, 95.2 GeV, 1.49 TeV, 11.35 TeV,
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1.61 TeV, 4.48 TeV, 2.83 TeV, and 4.15 TeV, respectively, while the corresponding values
are found to be 3.49 TeV, 2.10 TeV, −3.82 TeV, 28.6, 0.01, 701.3 GeV, 110.2 GeV, 1.48
TeV, 10.71 TeV, 1.74 TeV, 4.45 TeV, 2.86 TeV, and 4.14 TeV, respectively, in concern
of LEP data and B-Physics branching ratio. The corresponding values for the above-
described parameters are obtained to be 1.93 TeV, 1.78 TeV, −3.62 TeV, 27.5, 0.012,
665.7 GeV, 110.3 GeV, 0.74 TeV, 11.24 TeV, 0.79 TeV, 3.70 TeV, 0.83 TeV, and 1.19
TeV, respectively, after taking into account constraints of LEP data, B-Physics branching
ratio, and the relic density of neutralino dark matter.

It is worth noting that in our work, the CP-odd Higgs boson is observed as being the
lightest among the Higgs bosons [47]. The mechanisms of dark matter constraints has
been discussed in Ref. [48]. The observed parameters values and the sparticles masses
after taking into account the constraint of relic density of dark matter along with various
constraints in our work preferred the stop, chargino, as well as focus point coannihilation
regions satisfying their respective conditions given in Ref. [48]. It is noteworthy that the
LSP neutralino would observe a mass below a TeV. It is to be noted that the value of µeff

is observed under a TeV, thereby solving the problem of µ. The most preferred values of
sparticles masses of the parameters are mentioned in Table 2.

5 Summary and Conclusions

In the current study, we have explored the NMSSM scenario in the light of Higgs
entropy built using its Higgs branching ratios corresponding to allowed decay modes taking
into consideration of LEP data, B-Physics, and dark matter relic density. Moreover, Higgs
entropy makes it possible to estimate the masses of the parameters. We have presented the
variation of information entropy versus masses of Higgs, masses of neutralino and chargino,
masses of squarks, and parameters in Figures 1–4. Considering the information-theoretic
approach, in the concern of LEP data constraints, the corresponding values of m0, m1/2,
A0, tanβ, λ, and µeff are found to be 3.46 TeV, 2.28 TeV, −3.77 TeV, 28.1, 0.018, 685.9
GeV while in the consideration of constraints from LEP data and B-physics branching
ratios, the corresponding values are observed to be 3.49 TeV, 2.10 TeV, −3.82 TeV, 28.6,
0.01, 701.3 GeV. After taking into account LEP data, B-Physics, and dark matter relic
density, the corresponding values of the above-mentioned parameters are found to be 1.93
TeV, 1.78 TeV, −3.62 TeV, 27.5, 0.012, 665.7 GeV. The corresponding mass values of
SM-like Higgs boson mh, lightest CP-odd Higgs boson mA1 , mass neutralino LSP mχ̃0

1
,

lightest chargino mχ̃±
1
, singlino mχ̃0

5
, and gluino mg̃ are expected to be 125.2 GeV, 95.2

GeV, 1.49 TeV, 1.61 TeV, 11.35 TeV, and 4.48 TeV, respectively, under the constraints of
LEP, 125.4 GeV, 110.2 GeV, 1.48 TeV, 1.74 TeV, 10.71 TeV, and 4.45 TeV, respectively,
after taking into account the LEP and B-physics branching ratio, and 125.5 GeV, 110.3
GeV, 0.74 TeV, 0.79 TeV, 11.24 TeV, and 3.70 TeV, respectively, under the constraints
of LEP, B-Physics and dark matter relic density. It is worth noting that the observed
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mass of the Higgs boson is in good accord with the experimentally measured value of the
Higgs boson at the LHC (mh = 125.25± 0.17) [40]. Our study indicates that the mass of
neutralino LSP and µeff are observed to be 0.74 TeV and 0.69 TeV, respectively, (below
a TeV) after taking into account various constraints and the relic density of dark matter.

Parameter
Constraints

LEP LEP + PO LEP + PO + DM

m0 3.46 3.49 1.93
m1/2 2.28 2.10 1.78

A0 − 3.77 − 3.82 −3.62
tanβ 28.1 28.6 27.5
λ 0.018 0.01 0.012

µeff (GeV) 685.9 701.3 665.7

mh (GeV) 125.2 125.4 125.5
mH1 23.12 23.16 8.82
mH2 15.67 15.71 9.75

mA1 (GeV) 95.2 110.2 110.3
mA2 23.68 23.68 9.22
mH± 23.31 23.53 9.69

mχ̃0
1

1.49 1.48 0.74

mχ̃0
2

2.48 1.62 0.77

mχ̃0
3

1.54 1.55 1.16

mχ̃0
4

2.09 2.1 2.27

mχ̃0
5

11.35 10.71 11.24

mχ̃±
1

2.33 2.36 0.79

mχ̃±
2

1.61 1.74 1.57

mg̃ 4.48 4.45 3.70

mτ̃1 4.15 4.14 1.93
mτ̃2 6.17 6.16 1.19
mt̃1

2.83 2.86 0.83

mt̃2
4.07 4.09 3.23

mb̃1
4.09 4.08 3.19

mb̃2
4.61 4.55 3.6

Table 2: Allowed NMSSM parameters and its respective spectrum corresponding to maximum entropy. The
masses are in TeV unless otherwise specified.
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Figure 2: Entropy vs masses of gauginos corresponding to various constraints. The color scheme is same as
the Figure 1.
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Figure 3: Entropy vs masses of squarks corresponding to various constraints. The color scheme is same as
the Figure 1.
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Figure 4: Entropy vs parameters corresponding to various constraints. The color scheme is same as the
Figure 1.
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