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Abstract

Fermionic terms in a class of locally supersymmetric theories called “liberated supergravity” are
nonrenormalizable interactions proportional to inverse powers of the supersymmetry breaking scale
and Planck mass Mp;. This property defines an intrinsic cutoff for liberated supergravities, which
are therefore effective theories valid only below energies that never exceed the cutoff. Requiring
that the cutoff exceeds current theoretical and observational bounds shows that the new scalar
potential terms allowed by liberated supergravity can neither change the cosmological constant
predicted by supergravity by any observable amount, nor give measurable contributions to particle
masses. We show that it is nevertheless possible to define a simple liberated supergravity model
of slow roll inflation valid up to energy scales that are well above the Hubble parameter during
inflation and exceeds observable limits after inflation. The key to constructing a viable model is to
change the supersymmetry breaking scale, from a Planck-scale value during inflation, to TeV-scale

after inflation.
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1 Introduction

Supergravity strongly constraints the form of the scalar potential [1] hence it makes the construction
of specific models of elementary interactions or inflation challenging. The literature on supergravity
inflationary potentials is vast and somewhat unnecessary for this paper, which is devoted instead to
the study of a new model of supergravity, called “liberated supergravity.” [2] As its name suggests,
the scalar potential of liberated supergravity need not be of the special form given in [I]; it is in fact

a completely general function of the scalar fields.

As any other gravity theory, liberated supergravity contains nonrenormalizable interaction, so it is
by construction an effective theory valid only up to a finite cutoff that cannot exceed the (reduced)
Planck scale Ay < 1/V87G = M,y,;. Differently from models where supersymmetry is nonlinearly
realized this scale can be parametrically larger than the supersymmetry (SUSY) breaking scale Mg.
This is also different from the models described in [3, 4], [5 6], where the cutoff is also only required
to be O(Mg). In liberated supergravity, instead, the cutoff can be parametrically larger than Mg,
because the latter is defined through the F and/or D-term expectation values while the former depends
on both the new terms present in the “liberated” scalar potential &/ and the expectation values of the

auxiliary fields.

For a given value of A, the corrections to the scalar potential due to the new terms allowed by
liberated supergravity are severely constrained by our Eq. , which refine and make quantitative
Egs. (3.30)-(3.31) of ref. [2]. These constraints are the first main result of our paper, because they
show that even in the least restrictive case Aqy+ ~ Mg the “liberated” correction to the vacuum energy

are completely negligible. The same is true to liberated corrections to particle masses.

Another question worth asking is whether liberated supergravity can nevertheless produce a slow-

roll inflationary potential with a cutoff well above the Hubble scale (the latter condition is necessary



for the self-consistency of an effective theory of inflation). We answer in the affirmative by exhibiting a
toy model with a simple, explicit potential that can satisfy all constraints. The key feature that makes
it possible to describe Hubble scale physics in our model is a change occurring in the supersymmetry
breaking potential from one that gives a fixed high value Mg > H during slow roll to a no-scale

potential after the end of inflation.

Section II succinctly describes the construction of liberated supergravity in the superconformal
tensor calculus formalism. Section III describes the construction of its fermionic terms and derives
the key inequalities and constraints that any such theory must obey. Section IV presents a toy model

of slow-roll inflation in liberates supergravity.

2 Liberated N = 1 supergravity in superconformal tensor calculus

In this section, we summarize the construction of liberated N' = 1 supergravity [2] using supercon-
formal tensor calculus [7), 8] that will be discussed in more details in [9]. Liberated supergravity was
described in [2] using the superspace formalism, where a Kéhler transformation is introduced to remove
the variation of the action under a super-Weyl rescaling, while a super-Weyl-Kahler transformation is
promoted to an Abelian gauge symmetry to produce the liberated supergravity. In the superconfor-
mal formalism one instead introduces a conformal compensator multiplet, called Sy, which eliminates
the variation while keeping the Kéahler potential invariant under superconformal symmetry. Hence,
differently from the superspace case, we need to define such a gauge transformation independently of

superconformal symmetry.

To do this, it is useful to write the invariant actions in the two different formalisms [10]:
Vlp =2 / d*0EV, [S]F = / d*0ES + / d*0ES, (1)

where V is a composite superconformal real multiplet with the Weyl/chiral weights (2,0), S is a
composite superconformal chiral multiplet with Weyl/chiral weights (3,3) while E and £ are the
corresponding D/F-term measure densities [7]. The action must be invariant under a super-Weyl-
Kahler transformation that shifts the superspace densities as £ — Ee?™+2% and £ — £, This

requires that the corresponding superconformal multiplets transform as
Vo Ve P 5 506 (2)

To describe the liberated supergravity in the superconformal formalism, we therefore promote the

super-Weyl-Kahler transformation to a gauge symmetry under which the compensator is inert, so



that the transformation rules are given by

Ko K+6S+6%, W o We = W We o

T — e =125 T 22H4ST g0 G

Wa = € 5 W,,  TONV?) = TW?)e 15742, (3)
where 3 is a chiral superfield, W is the superpotential, W, is the field strength of a real vector multiplet

and T is the chiral projection. With these rules, a Lagrangian of the liberated N' = 1 supergravity
equivalent to that of Ref. [2] is:

WEK)W2(K)
T &) Z )|, @

LNpw = [3?2

In Eq (), we have introduced the notation YV = (SoSoe KEZLINBY w2(K) = W2(K)/V?,
w*(K) = W?(K)/Y? we denoted with U(Z!, Z%) a generic function of the matter chiral multiplets
Z's and with K(Z!,Z") the supergravity Kéhler potential. We also call W, (K) the field strength
multiplet corresponding to the Kéhler potential. By denoting with (w,c¢) the Weyl/chiral weights of
a multiplet we have the following assignment: (1, 1) for Sy, (2,0) for ), (3/2,3/2) for W, (K), (—1,3)
for w?(K), and (0,0) for Z, K(Z!, Z%), T(w?(K)), T(w*(K)),U(Z!, Z"). By assuming that U(z!,7?) is
inert under the gauge symmetry and using w? — w2e 25 +H4E, T(w?) — T(w?), we see that the whole

Lagrangian is invariant under the gauge symmetry, so that it reproduces liberated supergravity.

Next we find the bosonic contribution to the scalar potential. We define a composite superconformal
multiplet N made of the superconformal chiral multiplets Z* = (z¢, Ppx!, F*) (i = 0,1, W, T), which
can be (20 = s, PLXY, F°), (2!, P, x"), W =W, Px", FW)El7 (2T = T(w?), PLx™, FT). The lowest

component N of N, is given by

= wWw -
N = (sosae_K(zl’Z)/3)_2_7?/((2]751)»

(5)

3In superconformally invariant theories there are no dimensionless parameters and the Planck scale is introduced by

the super-Weyl gauge choice T = spsie %/3 = Mgl, where Y is by definition the lowest component of ).
“Here, W(K) denotes the lowest component of the field strength multiplet W?(K). Tt is not the usual superpotential

w.



we get the component Lagrangian by using the D-term formula. It reads as follows:

LNeEw = [N]Deil

S DR R
= ij_( — Duz'DH7 — B 25 5)27,@/961 + FZF])

1 L . o
+5 [Nz‘jk( - XX F* + X’(ﬂzj)x’“) + h-C-]

1 o
JFZNz’jEZXZX]Xle

L - i i L ki g
+ [2\/51/1 : 'Y<NUF X! — NiglZx' - §Niﬂ;x’“>< Xj>

1. - Ly i g
+5iE Ty <N iDo2" + 5 NigX'vox!

1 - 1 1-
+ Nl ) e + N (<R + 350" R.,(Q)

1
6v/2 (%
where Njz, N;ji, and N,z are the derivatives with respect to 22 fori,j = 0,1, W, T: N; = ON/0z'
etc.. The gravitino is denoted by ¢ and other details will be given in [7]. As for the detailed structure

X'+ Nox') ¥ R,,,(Q), (6)

of the fermions x* = Prx!, we find [J]

PLXOa

PLXI7

= AF Ky [(#2")Prx" — F'PLx’]
+ -+ 4+ 7 fermion terms,

Pyt =+ { AJF) Ky [(F27)PrX" — F'PrX”]
— (&5 - BRRAZK — 29+ 14,))

xA4F K7[(d27) Prx" — F*Prx’ ]

P

Pyt =

+ -+ 4+ 9 fermion terms.
(7)
where F = 2K 5 (—0,2'0"#7 + F/F7) and

IF = 20K ;) (—0,2' 0" + FIF7) 4 2K 5 (— (80,2702 — 9,21 (J0r27) + (IF)F7 + F(JFT)) .
(8)

Notice that x* contains not only the fundamental fermions x° and x! but also two composite chiral

fermions x" and x”.

A straighforward useE| of the superconformal tensor calculus then gives the scalar potential in the

5Lp D NigF'F7 ~ Ny FVFW = Y 2L _yFVFW = 72 2 oW W — Y214 = Vy g where we have used

CrCr FW W



form

Vvew = (sospe /32U (2", 7). (9)

The super-Weyl gauge choice T = 80866_K/ 8 = Mpzl = 1 puts the action in the Einstein frame and
reproduces the scalar potential of ref. [2]

VNEw = U(ZI,ET). (10)

This then implies that the total scalar potential generically is
V =Vp+Vr+ VNEw, (11)

where Vp, Vg are the usual D/F-term potentials. The additional contribution to the scalar potential,
VnEw, is an arbitrary function of the z's; since it does not obey any constraint it fully justifies the

name “liberated” for the new class of supergravities introduced in [2].

3 Fermionic terms in liberated A/ = 1 supergravity

In this section, we investigate the fermionic terms in liberated N = 1 supergravity in the supercon-
formal formalismﬂ First of all, focusing only on matter couplings, i.e. looking at terms independent

of 1, we read the following terms from Eq. @

o 1.
L1 = —NijD#ZZD“Z]‘wZO, Ly = —3 iyx’ﬂxj‘wzo,
o 1 R

Lps = —N-—FZFJ} L= —=N.y JF’f‘ 7

F3 i $=0 F4 2 Uk;XX =0

R Y
Lps = §NijEXl(/®IZJ)X ’¢:07
1 - N

Lre = 4Nijkixzxjxkxl’¢:0, Lpr = —ER((A})W:O. (12)

Here, we observe that the fermionic terms in the effective Lagrangian contain couplings to the function

U and its derivatives since N o< U.

The general structure of the fermionic terms can be found as a power series in derivatives of the

composite multiplet N (i.e. Nj, Nz, Niik and Nz‘jI}Z)- The r-th derivative of N, denoted with N(T)Z has

?, 7.

the following generic form

(n)
(r)  _ (r=qtptm+k) _ (aga(k—n)n—2\~di2m U 1—p1 177 1—p2
N1 = q,p;m,k = (90; LRt FA+2m w
(n)
— —(24q1) x—(2+ (k—n) 2K/3\\yd+2m U 1—p11i/l—
= (19 (g + Do+ 1)t @ sy (o) e e,
(13)
Cr = —iKg ~ —%K—‘é’ = —%<7§F2W) = i—w and Cy = I;—V; and Cr is the lowest component of the superconformal

multiplet of T'.
5The detailed derivation will be done in [9].



where

W = —2Ky[x)(B7) - F'X|Kop (P77 )X — F'X"] = Kupl¥! (B7) — F'x7 Koy X N
I = / A 1 . ! a5
—~ K OX'X S | Ko g [(PZ)xT — F7 "] — S Kax XX Ky e XXX ], (14)
W o= (W), (15)

F =2Kp; (—=0uzlorzl + F1F); U™ (0 < n < 4) is the n-th derivative of the function (2!, z%) with
respect to 2!, 2/, which are the lowest component of the matter chiral multiplets; ¢ = ¢1 + ¢2 where ¢,
(g2) is the order of the derivative w.r.t. the compensator scalar so (s§); p = p1 + p2 where p; (p2) is
the order of the derivative w.r.t. the field strength multiplet scalar W (W); m = m; + mo where mq
(ms2) is the order of the derivative w.r.t. the chiral projection multiplet scalar T'(w?) (T'(w?)); k is the
order of the derivative w.r.t. the matter multiplet scalar z’; n is the order of the derivative acting on

the new term U w.r.t. the matter multiplet; ¢ is the total order of derivative w.r.t. the compensator

scalars sg and sg.

To find restrictions on Vygw coming from fermionic terms, we have to identify the most singular
terms in the Lagrangian. These terms can be found using the fact that powers of F in the denominator
may lead to a singularity which gets stronger when m increases by taking more derivatives with respect
to the lowest component of the multiplet T'(w?) as seen from Eq. . Hence, we will investigate the
fermionic terms containing only derivatives with respect to the chiral projection and matter scalar
indices, i.e. T and I, in order to find the terms coupled to U™ that contain the maximal inverse
powers of F. They are those with ¢ = p = 0 and £k = n. We note in particular that if our theory
has a single chiral matter multiplet then the most singular terms are found to be the couplings to the
derivatives proportional to Nps, Nyyprr, Nyvirr While for two or more chiral matter multiplets they

are Npppp. The latter terms vanish identically for a single multiplet because of Fermi statistics.

First of all, let us examine the single matter chiral multiplet case. Due to Fermi statistics, the
possible fermionic terms are proportional only to three tems, 4(©, 4™ and U?), so that the maximal
order of the derivative with respect to the chiral projection that can appear in the Lagrangians scalar
is two and appears in the terms proportional to Npp, Ny, and Ny yppp. To show that such terms

do not vanish consider

um - { 1

FA+2m D) ((Xl)nl (T_24(ﬁ]})K7J(ﬁZJ)>_<iPR)mI)

242
£F2|q:p:07k;:n D T +2m 2

(P02 K 8P| (16)
$=0
where m = my + mo, n = ny + n9, and 2 = m + n. Restoring the mass dimensions by fixing the

super-Weyl gaug (ie. T = Mgl, 50 = 8p = MpleK/G7 P’ = %SQK]PLXI = %MpleK/ﬁKIPLXI, and

"Here, we use the convention of the superconformal formalism that all physical bosonic and fermionic matter fields
have dimensions 0 and 1/2 respectively and F has dimension 2 while the compensator so has dimension 1 [7]. Through
dimensional analysis, we find [D,] = 1,[2"] = 0+ [i],[x'] = % + [i],[F'] = 1 + [i] where i = 0,1, W,T and [0] = 1,[I] =
0,[W]=3,[T]=0.



b, = 0), we obtain

m u(n) T Lo _ n — T -1 m
Lralgmpogon D My*™ = [—2(<xf> (M 4(HF) Ky (927X Pr)™ )

. _ (n)
< (D) <M,;l4(4ﬂ<ﬁf>Ku(az">PRxl>)m2)} L A

0¥ (17)

where we require m, +n, = 1 for a = 1, 2 since we are studying the second derivative term N;; coupled

to x* and Py?. Redefining F to be dimensionless by F — Mgl]:" , We obtain

U™ o0

—4—2m
£F2|q:p:0,k:n D Mpl Firan OF

(18)

We then find § = 8 + 4m by trivial dimensional analysis because the Lagrangian has mass dimension
4. Then, since 2 = m + n, we find that the most singular term is

UM a6

2(n—4)
Lp2lg=p=o=n O My" F2(i—n) F

: (19)

Next we consider the general case with several multiplets. We shall focus on the fourth derivative
term denoted by N;;z7, which gives a four-fermion term. Also, we have to consider the four-fermion
product made only of the chiral fermions with ¢ = 0,1, T because they do not contribute one power
of the F-term F in the numerator, which would reduce the number of inverse power of the F-term
F. This is because the overall factor of "V contains such linear dependence. The effective fermionic
Lagrangian reads then as follows:

um /1 P _
Lrslompmomn D T WV (500 (AT 2(IF) Koy (97 Pro')™ ). (20)

After the super-Weyl gauge fixing we obtain

s2+am) U™ AN 4o 7\m
£F6‘q:p:0,k:n D) Mpl( * )ﬁ.4+2mWW<Z(XI) (4Mpl4(ﬁ]:)KiJ(ﬁzj)PRX> )

U
~ 4 (9)
~ cMy = o O -

(21)
where O(1) < ¢ < O(10%). After doing the same dimensional analysis as in the single-multiplet case,
we obtain 6 = 8 + 4m and

u(n) 1(84-2m)
Fa+2m OF ' (22)

—4-2m
£F6’q:p:0,k:n > CMpl
Then, since 4 = m + n, we can write the most singular terms as

o6y U™ 2(8—n
L F6|g=p=0k=n D chl( )ﬁ2(6—n) O;g ( )), (23)

Since we are going to use liberated supergravity to describe time-dependent backgrounds such

as slow-roll inflation we need to look more closely at the structure of F. From its definition F =



2K17 (—0u2'0"27 + F1F7), we find F = 2Kp; (3127 + F'F7) > 0 whenever spatial gradients can be
neglected. We see that the most singular behaviors of the fermionic terms arises when 2/ = 0.
By expanding F around a static vacuum and reserving the notation F for the expectation value

<K ;F TF7 >, the effective Lagrangian can finally be rewritten as

e For the single chiral matter multiplet case,

n—4 u(n) -n
Lralq—p—okn D M4 Y =T (6=, (24)

e For two or more chiral matter multiplets,

2(n—6 u(n) 2(8—n
Lrsl=p=nken O ¢ M"Y S O, (25)

where O(1072) < ¢ < O(1).

The effective operators we obtained are generically nonzero even after considering possible can-
cellations due to Fermi statistics or nonlinear field redefinitions. As an example we can take terms
containing x*. They are made of two composite chiral multiplets x" and x” and these produce terms
that do not vanish on shell (i.e. imposing #Prx’ ~ 0 for matter fermions). For instance, in a theory
with only one matter chiral multiplet (z, Prx, F'), we have W = —2Kz,[{( z)Q—F*ﬁz}(XPRx)—i—{F*Q—
F*32}(xPrX)] + 2Kz Ksz. (82 — F*)(XPrX)(XPrX), and W = (W)*, so that WW = 4K2,(|dz|* +
|F|?)||dz — F*|>(xPrx)(xPrx). Hence, looking at the possible fermionic terms from Lp;, when
i=z7=z(ie. q=p=m=0,k=n=2), we get

L TQU(Q)WW(? oMz —TQU(2)4K4 9212 + |F|?)||Fz — F*|2(0,20"2) (3 Pry) (Y P
P2 T (0u2072) = 7P AR (1027 + [F)Pz = F[7(0,20"2) (X PLx) (XPRX)-

(26)

It is easy to see that this operator does not vanish on the mass shell of the matter scalars, [z ~ 0.
As another example, from Lgo we get terms containing up to three matter fermions when we consider

g=m=p=0k=n=1Lp=p=1

uv1 . um N - i
F4 iwxﬁPRXW ~ T F4 4ng(ﬁ"r)( 2)(XPrX)PL(@z — F )2X’3—fermion terms T

(27)

Lrys D Tz

Back to the results in Egs. and , the general effective Lagrangians can be cast in the form

o1y U™ 5=a(6-n))

Lp= M= _ )T PRl E for Nmat = 1, o8)
e 26 U (M 5=2(s-n)) for Nppat > 2
€ Mpl F2(6-n) F O Nmat = 4.

where O(1072) < ¢ < O(1); Nyar and Ay are defined to be the number of chiral multiplets of matter,

7

and the cutoff scale of our effective theory, respectively.



If we demand that our effective theory describe physics up to the energy scale A.,: we obtain the

following inequalities:

2(4—n) My 2 _
F —= where 0<n <2 for Npye = 1,
u(n) < Acut (29)
F26-n) (Ap) where 0<n <4 for Ny, > 2.
cut

A conventional definition of the supersymmetry breaking scale Mg is in terms of F-term expectation

value so we define M3 = M;ll}" , so the constraints on U™ become

M 8(4—n) M 2(4—n)
<S> ( pl) where 0<n <2 for Nye =1,
() <

M, A
S MZ«Z 8(6—n) A;ult 2(6—n) (30)
(JWpl> (Acit> where 0<n <4 for Ny > 2.

Equation is the crucial one in our paper, as it constrains precisely the new function ¢/ introduced
by liberated N' = 1 supergravity. The constraint depends on the reduced Planck scale M, the
supersymmetry breaking scale Mg, Aey and the number of chiral multiplets of matter in the theory.
Of course, when we push both the cutoff and supersymmetry breaking scales to the reduced Planck

scale, i.e. Agys ~ Mg ~ My, we obtain a model-independent universal constraint

vn: U™ <1 (31)

A model where supersymmetry is broken at the Planck scale is hardly the most interesting. In the
more interesting case that Mg < M, we need the constraints again, so we need to first determine
how many matter chiral multiplets we have in our theory. The constraints will then depend only on

our choice of Ay and Mg.

In the rest of this section we will examine the constraints in two cases. The first is the true,
post-inflationary vacuum of the theory. To make a supergravity theory meaningful we want it to be
valid at least up to energies Ay = Mg. The second is slow-roll inflation. In this case we must have

Acyt = H, with H the Hubble constant during inflation.

For the post-inflationary vacuum the interesting regime is when Mg is relatively small, say Mg ~
10 TeV ~ 10_15Mpl and the effective theory is valid up to an energy scale not smaller than Mg, i.e.
Aoyt 2 Mg. If Ay < Mg liberated supergravity would be a useless complication, since in its domain

of validity supersymmetry would be always nonlinearly realized. In the post-inflationary vacuum, for



the single matter chiral multiplet case, the constraints thus give for

Ms\™ ( My\°® -
U < () (p — 4O <10 3607 39
Mg \** [ My\° _
U < () <” — UM ~ 107770, 33
(2) Ms 0 My ! (2) 180
uv < | —-= — = U\ ~ 107, 34
~ (Mpl> <Ms> (34

Notice that U3, U* are not restricted. For two or more matter chiral multiplets, the constraints are

given by

12
) — YO ~ 107710, (35)

~_
B
oo

7N

~—
_:
SEEE EE

10
> — UM ~ 1072, (36)

5 £ &

Ny
=
AN
7~ N 7N 7N
2
~_
w
Do
7N\

8
> — U ~ 107360, (37)

From the constraints on U} and U@, we find that the liberated scalar potential contributes only a
negligibly small cosmological constant and negligibly small corrections to the mass terms of the chiral
multiplet scalars. For the single chiral multiplet case, restoring dimensions we get a vacuum energy
density

U <1070 (38)

and scalar masses

M. S My /U] =1070M,,. (39)

These constraints become even tighter if the theory contains more than one chiral multiplet, but the
ones we obtained are already so stringent as to rule out any observable contribution to the cosmological
constant and scalar masses from the new terms made possible by liberated supergravity. We can say
that Eqgs. already send liberated supergravity back to prison after the end of inflation.

The constraints during inflation instead can be easily satisfied if during inflation the supersymmetry
breaking scale is very high, say Mg = M. In that case, U ©) < O(1). After inflation the “worst case
scenario” constraints coming from Eq. with Nyt > 2 and Mg = 10_15Mpl are

vn o U™ < 10712061, (40)
A simple way to satisfy all these constraints is to choose a no scale structure for the supersymmetric

part of the scalar potential. This ensures the vanishing of the F-term contribution to the potential

independently of the magnitude of the F-terms.
Vi =% (G1G1 G5 - 3) =0, (41)

10



The total scalar potential is then given by V = Vp + Vygw. Thanks to the no-scale structure, we can
have both Mg ~ My and U ~ g2 ~ 10710 during inflation.

Our scenario has Mg = M) during inflation and Mg = 10_15Mpl at the true vacuum in the post-
inflation phase, so we see that to satisfy all constraints a transition between the two different epochs

must occur, for which the scale of the composite F-term F changes from O(M,;) to O(1075M,).

4 A minimal model of single-field and slow-roll inflation in liberated

N = 1 supergravity

In the previous sections we have argued that liberated N’ = 1 supergravity can be an effective field
theory for describing the inflationary dynamics while at the same time satisfying all the constraints
if a transition that changes the supersymmetry breaking scale at the end of inflation is allowed.
Note that due to the no-scale structure, the scalar potential is given only by an eventual D-term
supersymmetric potential Vp and the “liberated” term . In this Section we present an explicit
minimal model of single-field, slow-roll inflation in liberated A/ = 1 supergravity which obeys the

inequality H < Acyt = My = 1.

To begin with, let us consider a chiral multiplet 7' with Kéhler potential K (T,T) = —3In[T + T

and a constant superpotential Wy. Then, the supergravity G-function [I] is given by
G=K+In|W|?=-3In[T + T] + In Wy + In Wp. (42)

It automatically produces a no-scale structure in which the F-term potential vanishes identically:
Ve =0.

Next, let us find the canonically normalized degrees of freedom of the theory. From the kinetic

term corresponding to the G function (42)), we read

3 _
Lx = ——==0T0T
YT @y
= L(aReT)Q + L(almT)z
~ 4(ReT)? 4(ReT)?
1 1 /573
= 5(8X)2 + 5672 2I%(0¢)?, (43)
where we have used the following field redefinition
L /273 ¢
T = ReT +ilmT = ZeV 3 4 44

Note that the Zo symmetry x — —yx is already explicitly broken by the kinetic Lagrangian, while the

symmetry ¢ — —¢ is unbroken. However, even the latter symmetry will be broken by the inflationary

11



potential. The field y is always canonically normalized while ¢ has a canonical kinetic term only at
x =0.

The composite F-term is given by F = eGGTGTTGT after solving the equation of motion for
the auxiliary fields F'/. For our G function we obtain an exponentially decreasing function F =
SIWol2/(T+T)? = 3|W0\26_3\/%X. This is what we want to get a viable supersymmetry breaking
mechanism. The reason is that we look for a supersymmetry breaking scale during inflation Mg ~
M, = 1, while the final scale should be parametrically lower than the Planck scale —for instance
M éf = 10_15Mpl. To achieve this large difference of scales, the vacuum expectation value of the field
x should change during the phase transition. On the other hand, the cutoff scale of our model can

remain O(M,;) both before and after the phase transition.

We will achieve this with a potential that changes from (¢ # 0,x = 0) during inflation to x #
0, = 0 after inflation. We will also choose ¢ as the inflaton field and x as the field that controls the

supersymmetry breaking scale.

A function U producing a correct inflationary dynamics is
1
U=a(l—e VIR o)), (45)
where «, 8,7, 0 are arbitrary positive constants.

Next, we assume that the mass m, of x is greater than the Hubble scale H during inflation; this is
necessary to describe a single-field slow-roll inflation governed only by the inflaton field ¢. Hence, we

impose that during inflation mi = ao > H?. Since a ~ H? ~ 10710, the condition reduces to o > 1.

We must also analyze the vacuum structure of the potential. First of all, we explore the minima
with respect to x. By computing g—z)’({ = 0 and defining Viyr = a(1 — e_\/%‘z’)2 we find that during
inflation (where ¢ # 0) the equation of motion for y is given by oxVinr = 0 so it gives a unique
minimum at y = 0. On the other hand after inflation we have ¢ = 0 and V;,s = 0, so the equation of
motion gives a flat potential in y. The final position of the field x is then determined either by the
initial conditions on y or by small corrections to the either the liberated supergravity potential U or
to V. We will describe the explicit forms of such corrections in a forthcoming paper [9]. Here we
content ourselves with pointing out that the simple potential already achieves the goal of making

the final supersymmetry breaking scale different from Mfg

Before studying supersymmetry breaking we notice that a deformation of the scalar potential such
as U was obtained using an off-shell linear realization of supersymmetry in [§]. Therefore, for the new
term to be consistent, supersymmetry must be broken as usual by some nonvanishing auxiliary field
belonging to the standard chiral multiplets and moreover the Kahler metric of the scalar manifold must
be positive [8]. So, in spite of the presence of the new term U, the analysis of supersymmetry breaking

is completely standard. Since the supersymmetry breaking scale Mg comes from the positive potential
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part Vi, as shown in the Goldstino SUSY transformation §.Prv = %V+PL€ that is constructed with
the fermion shifts with respect to the auxiliary scalar contributions [7], we have

3|Wol?

_ G TT~_ il
Vi =e"GrG GT_(T+T)3

= 3|W0|2€_3 2/3X.
(46)

During inflation we demand that the initial supersymmetry breaking scale is My, so we identify

Mz' 2 )
Wy = ( \/%) and therefore V, = (M§)4673V 2/3x_ Because x = 0 during inflation we indeed have

V=020 = (M) = 1> H? = O(10710M2).

On the other hand, we want to get a much smaller SUSY breaking scale M g R~ 10_15Mpl around
the true vacuum at the end of inflation. Thus, at the true vacuum (i.e. x = C and ¢ = 0) where
U =0, we get Vi|y=cp—o ~ (ME)re3V23C = (Mé)‘l. From this, we find where the location of the

true vacuum in the x direction should be (recall that x is a flat direction after inflation)

M:
C = 8111 S

47
e (47)

where M g is a free parameter, which we set to be approximately 10~'° in Planck units.

The proposed potential I/ vanishes after inflation hence it already trivially satisfies the constraints
1) So all we need to do is to check that it also satisfies . Using F = 3 2/3x | which gives
Mi = My = 1 during inflation (xy = 0), we first have L{(")| oK e 3m\ﬁx(’)( ly=0 = O(1).
Using Eq. , we find Or = V6(—i0, + e*\/ﬁxax) and 0y = V6(i0y + e \/27X8X). Note that

™ y=0 = 8&28%1/{ (T,T)|y=o0 where n = k+1. In particular, since the functional dependence on y does
not produce any singularity at xy = 0, it is sufficient to check that 8”1/[ < O(1). Thus, because the
dependence on ¢ is solely given by the Starobinsky inflationary potential, i.e. V ~ a(1— \/27¢) we
will get that its derivatives are always less than the coefficient «, thanks to the decreasing exponential
factor e~V2/3¢, This implies that the constraint is automatically satisfied since a ~ 10710 < O(1).

So, all consistency conditions can be satisfied by a liberated supergravity potential.
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