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Dynamical Supersymmetry Breaking with Ty Theory
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We demonstrate that the supersymmetry is dynamically broken in the four-dimensional SU(N)
gauge theory coupled to a strongly-coupled superconformal theory 7. This is a direct generalization
of the model of supersymmetry breaking on deformed moduli space in supersymmetric QCD with

an SU(2) gauge group.

I. INTRODUCTION

Before the discovery of asymptotic freedom in Yang-
Mills theory, there was no ultraviolet (UV) Lagrangian
which describes the dynamics of hadrons such as pi-
ons and nucleons. However, the non-existence of La-
grangian did not stop people from studying hadron dy-
namics. The assumption of approximate global sym-
metry SU(2);, x SU(2)g x U(1) spontaneously broken
to SU(2) x U(1) allows us to deduce many properties
of hadron dynamics via techniques such as current al-
gebra and effective field theory. It is also possible to
gauge a subgroup of the global symmetry, U(l)gm C
SU(2)r x SU(2)g x U(1), of such a theory without a La-
grangian (at least in those days). This construction leads
to very important dynamical consequences, such as pion
decay to photons, generation of mass difference between
charged and neutral pions, etc. Much of the calculation
can be done without the UV Lagrangian which is QCD.

Similarly, there are theories which have no known La-
grangian description (at least for now) but nevertheless
have been found to exist theoretically. One of them is
the Ty theory [1] which was discovered in the study of
dualities of N'=2 supersymmetric theories. One of the
most important properties is that it has the global fla-
vor symmetry SU(N) x SU(N) x SU(N) in addition to
some R-symmetries. Then we can consider N'=1 super-
symmetric systems in which a subgroup of the global
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symmetry is coupled to N'=1 vector multiplets. Many
dynamical properties of such theories have been under-
stood. Instead of experimental data which was available
in the case of hadron physics, we can rely on the power of
supersymmetry (SUSY) and duality to study these sys-
tems.

In this paper, we demonstrate that these theories with-
out known Lagrangian descriptions are not only theoret-
ically interesting, but also can have applications in phe-
nomenology. We construct a new model of dynamical
supersymmetry breaking using the T theory. In fact,
when N = 2, the Ty—2 theory is just a set of eight free
chiral multiplets in the trifundamental representation of
SU(2) xSU(2)xSU(2) € U(8), and our model is the same
as the model of supersymmetry breaking on deformed
moduli space of A/ = 1 supersymmetric QCD proposed
in [2,13]. Therefore our model can be regarded as a direct
extension of their model from SU(2) to SU(N). Having
such an application to SUSY breaking, it might not be
totally nonsense to hope that the T theory might be
discovered even in future experiments.

II. THE MODEL OF SUPERSYMMETRY
BREAKING

Let us first recall some properties of the T theory.
The Ty theory is an N'=2 superconformal field the-
ory (SCFT) which has the global symmetry SU(N)4 X
SU(N)p xSU(N)ec xU(1)g x SU(2) g, where the last two
are the R-symmetry of the A'=2 superconformal algebra.
In the language of N'=1 supersymmetry, this theory in-
cludes, among others, the chiral operators pa, pp and pc
transforming in the adjoint representations of SU(N)4,
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SU(N)p and SU(N)¢, respectively. They have the scal-
ing dimension two, and satisfy the chiral ring relation

trplhy = trply = trpg, (1)

where k=2,..., N.

When N = 2, the T theory is a set of eight free
chiral multiplets @;,igic in the trifundamental represen-
tation of SU(2)4 x SU(2)p x SU(2)¢, and the operators
pa are given by (1a)lt = Qi,ipic Q74'7' where the in-
dices of Qi 4ipio are raised and lowered by using the com-
pletely anti-symmetric tensor e?474 etc. The operators
(B,c are given in a similar manner, and a direct compu-
tation shows that the relation (dJ) is satisfied in this case.
However, for N > 3, we cannot interpret ;14 g ¢ as being
composites of more fundamental operators.

We consider the T theory coupled to AN'=1 vector
multiplet by gauging the SU(N)¢ flavor symmetry, and
also coupled to two gauge singlet chiral multiplets Mx
(X = A, B) transforming in the adjoint representations
of SU(N)x by the following superpotential term

W = =datrMapas+AptrMpug. (2)

The global non-anomalous symmetry of this UV theory
is SU(N) 4 xSU(N)p x U(1) g where U(1)g is the same as
the U(1)g symmetry of the N'=2 R-symmetry of the T
theory. The operators p4, g are neutral under this U(1)g,
and due to the superpotential, M4 p has charge 2 under
this U(1)g. The couplings A4 and Ap are dimensionless
because the scaling dimensions of pua p are two. When
N = 2, this superpotential is exactly the one used in
12, 3].

As shown in [4], the operators of the Ty theory neutral
under SU(N )¢ are polynomials of g and pp. The con-
straints (1) are deformed by the dynamics of the SU(N )¢
gauge group as

trph — trphy = NA2N RN, (3)

This quantum deformation in the theory without the
gauge singlet fields M4 g was proposed in [4] and checked
by 't Hooft anomaly matching and by the consistency
with the results of N=1 SUSY QCD with Ny = N fla-
vors when an appropriate vacuum expectation value is
given to pa. In the case of N = 2 where (ua)j? =
Qininic Q747 and (1p)]? = Qi,inic Q™77 one can
check that (B) is just a rewriting of the more famil-
iar deformed moduli constraint det M — BB = A% of
Ny =N =2 8SUSY QCD [5].

The form of the constraints is not changed by the cou-
pling to the gauge singlet fields as can be seen from the
R-charge assignment. Therefore the effective low energy
superpotential is

W =—-datr Mapa+ Aptr Mpup

N
Xy,
+ 1;2 7(“ i — trplp — NAPNGRY) (4)

where we have introduced the Lagrange multipliers X§.
The F-term conditions of M4 and Mp, which require
na = pp = 0, cannot be satisfied due to the quantum
deformation term. Thus the supersymmetry is sponta-
neously broken. When N = 2, this effective superpoten-
tial is exactly the one considered in |2, 13] and our super-
symmetry breaking mechanism is a direct generalization
of the one in |2, 3] to SU(N).

III. ABSENCE OF THE RUN-AWAY

To show that the supersymmetry breaking vacuum
found in the previous section is stable, we need to check
that there is no runaway behavior.

A. Pseudo-moduli space

First of all, we identify the pseudo-moduli direction by
neglecting quantum corrections to the Kéhler potential of
M4, . By the contribution of the F-components of M4
and Mp in the effective superpotential (), the potential
is bounded as

V> Vi = Al te(phypa) + sl tr(phps)
N
F
+(Z ?k (trphy — trply — NAPNPN) +cc), (5)
k=2

where Fj is the F-component of Xj. Let us study the
minimum of V), obtained by solving

N
1
fo— —
0= |/\A|2:“j4 +1§2Fk (HA t— NtrﬂA 1> , (6)

N
_ 1 _
0=pluh =Y Fi (u’fg AL 1) , (7
k=2
0=truh —trph — NA2NGEN, (8)

and their complex conjugates. From the above equa-
tions, it follows that [MLuﬂA] = [uTB,uB] = 0. There-
fore, pa p can be diagonalized by using the SU(N)4 p
transformations, so that we can parametrize the di-
agonal components as pg = diag(pa1,---,pa,n) and
up = diag(pp 1, , B n). Then, Vis is now

N N
Var = [Aal? Z il + A/ Z sl
i=1 =1
> N (IAaf?|det pal® + gl det sl ¥ ), (9)

where we have used the general inequality % sz\il a; >

a1
(Hi\il ai) " , for a; > 0, whose equality holds if and only

ifalz---zaN.



Without loss of generality, we can assume that |A4| <
|[Az|.- Then one can see that the minimum of the right-
hand-side of (@) under the constraint det u4 — det up =
(—=1)N=1A2N  which can be derived from tr % — tr uh =
NAZNGEN His at det ppa = (—1)V~1A2YN and det up = 0.
When |A4| = |Ap|, the vacuum with A < B is also
allowed, but it does not affect the following analysis in
any way. Taking into account the relation tr p% = tru%
for k < N — 1, and that the equality in (@) holds when
lpaa|l = -+ = |pan| and |up1| = -+ = |upn|, we
conclude that the minimum of V), is realized at

na :AQdiag(luwu"' 7WN71)7 pup =0, (10)

up to transformations by SU(N)a, where w = e2™/V,

The value of Vj; at that point is
Vit |min = N|AGAY. (11)
The full potential becomes equal to Vi if the F-term

conditions of p 4 p are satisfied. That is, the inequality
in (@) is saturated if and only if

N
1 _
0=—AaMa+ ) Xy (u’j, P ek 1) , (12)

N
k=2
N 1
OZABMB—ZXk (u%_l —Ntru%_l) . (13)
k=2

From ([I0) and (3]), we obtain Mp = 0. The equation
(I2) says that M4 is diagonal and traceless. X} can then
be solved, and are linear combinations of M4 j.

In summary, the pseudo-moduli space up to flavor ro-
tations is parameterized by the diagonal entries of M4,

My =diag(Man, - ,Man), (14)

with one constraint Zf\il Ma,; = 0, and other vevs can
be expressed in terms of M4 ;. The potential is

V = N|M3AY (15)

in this direction and in particular constant.

B. Corrections to the pseudo-moduli

So far we took the Kéhler potential of M4 p is canon-
ical. Let us take the quantum corrections to the Kahler
potential into account. We compute the corrections at
the leading order of Ay < 1. We need to perform this
computation in the region where M, ,; are much larger
than the dynamical scale of the SU(N)¢ gauge theory, to
make sure that the potential shows no runaway behavior.
In this region, we can neglect the effect of SU(N)¢ gauge
interaction.

From the superpotential interaction (2l), we obtain the
leading order correction to the effective action of M4 as

= Set O IAAIQfd4xd4y(FMA)Z(3{)(FX4A)§(y)
*((pa)a(@)(1a)a(®) +---, (16)

where Fjr, is the F-component of the chiral multiplet
M 4, and the ellipsis denotes supersymmetric completion
of the term explicitly written. We are using Euclidean
signature here.

To evaluate the expression above, we need to know the
two-point function of two u’s. When |z — y| < |Ma| ™1,
the effect of the nonzero vev of M4 can be neglected.
Then the correlation function is simply that of the Tx
theory. Since p14 has the scaling dimension two, we have

()2 (@) ()5 () ~ cle — y|~169%6,;  (17)

with a positive coeflicient ¢, thanks to the unitarity of
the theory. In fact pa sits in the conserved current su-
permultiplet, and the precise value of ¢ is known to be
proportional to N [1].

When |z — y| > |Ma|™!, M4 acts as a mass deforma-
tion of the Ty theory leading to a mass gap; this will
lead to the behavior the two-point function:

((pa)a (@) (1)

We will study this point in more detail below, and let us
continue assuming its validity.

For the purpose of computing the potential, we may
take Far, to be independent of the space-time coordi-
nates. Then (@) gives

QI S

(y)) ~ exponentially suppressed. (18)

— Set D [Aal? féUv<\w—y\<\M4|’1 d*xd*ytr(FTF)c|lx —y|~*
= —2m2c|]A\4|? [ d*z tr(FTF)log(euv|Mal), (19)

where eyy is the UV cutoff. Therefore, the kinetic term
of Fr, including the tree level term and a counterterm is
given as [1 — 272c|Aa|? log(euv|Mal) + 6] tr(FTF). Here
0 is a counterterm of the kinetic term, which is chosen
to cancel the divergent term logeyy. Using this, the
potential (I8) in the pseudo moduli space is modified to

V > [1 4 2n%c|Aa|? log(|Mal/urc)] NIAZAY, (20)

where prg is a renormalization scale determined by eyv
and 6. This prefactor containing large logarithm can be
improved by renormalization group by taking urg to be
of order |M 4| and evaluating the parameters A4 and A at
this renormalization scale. See [6] for details. Reflection
positivity of unitary quantum field theory ensures that
the constant ¢ is positive. Then this potential is loga-
rithmically increasing for large |M 4], and hence there is
no runaway behavior.

Finally let us discuss where the actual position of the
vacuum is likely to be. The most likely possibility is that
the vacuum is at M4 = 0, where the U(1)g symmetry is



unbroken. Using the low energy effective field theory of
ta B and My g, we can calculate the Coleman-Weinberg
potential near the point M4 = 0, as was done in the N =
2 case in [7]. We have not done this computation in our
theory, but the theorem of [§] tells us that the potential
minimum of this effective theory is at the point where
the U(1)gr is not broken, because p4,p has R-charge 0
and M4 p has R-charge 2. It is likely that this point is
the global minimum in the full theory.

C. More on Eq. (I8)

Let us study the long distance behavior of the two-
point function of y ([I8) in more detail. Let us first con-
sider the case of N = 2, where s ~ QQ is a composite of
free chiral multiplets as mentioned above. By the super-
potential ([2), the @ fields get masses of order | M 4|. Then
the correlation function ((QQ)(z)(QQ)*(y)) is exponen-
tially suppressed as exp(—|Mal|z —y|) at long distances.

For N > 3, we use an N'=2 duality of the Ty theory [1].
The SU(N )¢ gauge group plays no role in the discussion
and we neglect it. Let us consider the Ty theory coupled
to a quiver gauge group SU(N—1)-SU(N—-2)—---—=U(1),
where the SU(N — 1) gauge fields are coupled to the sub-
group of one of the three SU(N)’s, say SU(N)¢c. Then
this theory is dual to the Lagrangian field theory given
by the quiver SU(N)4 — SU(N); —--- — SU(N)y_2 —
SU(N)p. The SU(N)4 and SU(N)p are the flavor
groups of the Ty theory, and SU(N); (i =1,--- ,N —2)
are gauge groups. There are bifundamental hypermul-
tiplets between two adjacent SU(NN) gauge groups. In
the dual side, the operator ps is really given as a
composite of quarks Q,Q which are bifundamentals of
SU(N)4 x SU(N);. So we have pus ~ QQ and the
vev of M, gives masses to these quarks. Then (I])

is justified as in the N = 2 case, as far as the cou-
pling constants are all finite. The weak coupling limit of
SU(N —1)—SU(N —2)—---—TU(1) corresponds roughly

to an infinite coupling limit of the dual theory, but we
expect no phase transition in the behavior in this limit
because of the A'=2 supersymmetry.

In the above calculation, we argued that the dual

4

quarks @, Q get masses of order |M 4| since they are cou-
pled as tr M4QQ in the superpotential. However, in the
dual quiver theory, there is the adjoint chiral field ®; of
the gauge group SU(NN); which is coupled to the quarks
as tr ®;QQ. If the vev of ®; happens to be such that
some of the quarks are almost massless, the correlation
function at |z —y| > |Ma|~! behaves as ¢/|z — y|~*. We
consider it to be unlikely; note that in the deformed mod-
uli space ([B]), the Coulomb moduli fields of the Ty theory
are fixed somewhere, so the vev of ®; cannot be freely
chosen. Even if it happens, the constant ¢’ is smaller
than ¢ because at least some of the quarks are mas-
sive and the number of massless quarks are reduced in
the infrared (IR). Then one can see that there is a UV
contribution to the kinetic term of Fjs, proportional to
(¢ — ) 1og(|M4]) with ¢ — ¢ > 0. Assuming that the
IR contribution is not so bad as to spoil this UV con-
tribution, the logarithmic increasing of the potential is
not changed. For example, if the correlation function is
cutoff in the IR at the dynamical scale A, then (20) is
valid just by replacing ¢ — ¢ — .
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