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G auge m ediation of supersym m etry breaking isdrastically sin pli ed using generic superpotentials
wihout U (1)r symm etry by allow ing m etastable vacua.

B reaking supersym m etry has been a non-trivial task.
A generalargum ent by Nelson and Seberg is that it re—
quires a theory w ith a continuousexact U (1)g symm etry
ifwe assum e that the superpotential is generic @']. In ad-
dition, an argum ent based on the W itten index ig] said
that the theory m ust be chiral. This is because one can
continuously deform a vector-like theory by m ass tem s
to a pure YangM ills theory, which is known to have a

nite W iten index (dual Coxeter number) and hence
supersymm etric vacua. Chirality and U (1)g invardiance
strongly lim it the choice of possible theories that break
supersym m etry. T herefore explicit m odels of supersym —
m etry breaking appear rather special and hence do not
seam likely to com e out from a m ore findam entaltheory
such as string theory. Thisproblem isexacerbated by the
fact that the supersym m etry breaking sector should cou—
ple to the standard m odelm ultiplets to induce soft super-
symm etry breaking param eters n a avor-independent
fashion.

Later, vector-lke m odels were found [_3’]. They evade
the W itten index argum ent because the m ass temm s can
always be absorbed by shifting singlet elds in the the—
ory. T he required superpotential, how ever, is not generic
unless one in poses an exact U (1)g symm etry.

T he requirem ent ofan exact U (1)g symm etry isunfor-
tunate, because exact globalsym m etries are not expected
to exist in quantum theory of gravity such as the eld-
theory lim it of string theory. In addition, embedding a
m odel of supersym m etry breaking into supergraviy re—
quires explicit breaking of U (1) to allow for a constant
term In the superpotential needed for canceling the cos—
m ological constant. Once U (1)g isnot an exact symm e—
try, i is not clear how one can jistify the form of the
superpotential required for supersym m etry breaking.

In this letter, we advocate to discard U (1)x sym—
m etry altogether from the theory, and allow for com —
pletely generic superpotentials. A coording to the N elson {
Seberg argum ent, such a theory would not break su-
persymm etry. Yet, it m ay have a local supersym m etry
breakingm inin um . Supersym m etry isbroken ifthe low —
energy lim it of the supersym m etry breaking sector has
an accidentalU (1)g symm etry, which nonetheless is bro-
ken by its coupling to m essengers. Indeed, we show a
very sin ple class of m odels of this type. The m odels
do not have a fuindam ental singlket eld, elin nating aes—
thetic and various ne-tuning problem s in cosm ology and
preserving the hierarchy. The gauginos and scalars in

the supersym m etric standard m odel sector obtain avor
universal m asses by standard m odel gauge interactions
through loops of the m essengers. G iven the absence of
U (1)r , there isno problem in generating gauginom asses,
and no dangerous R -axion arises.

An explicit m odel that realizes our general philosophy
isa supersymm etric SU N.) QCD w ith m assive vector—
lke quarks Q1 and 9t @i= 1; £);NIn addition, we
Introducem assivem essengers £ and £ and w rite them ost
general superpotential consistent w ith the gauge symm e~
try. This is the entire m odel. The im portant tem s in
the superpotential are given by
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where i3 are coupling constants f_l-g:] (The e ects of
other tem sw illbe discussed later.) For concreteness, we
take themessengers £;f tobeIn 5+ 5 representations
of SU (5) in which the standard m odel gauge group is
em bedded.

Intriligator, Sedberg, and Shih (ISS) pointed out that
supersymm etric SU (N .) Q CD in the freem agnetic phase
N+ 1 N: < 2N.) breaks supersymmetry on a
m etastable Iocalm nimum if the quark m asses m ;5 are
much sm allerthan thedynam icalscale  [. N ote that in
the ISSmodela U (1) symm etry isbroken only down to
Zyy . which prevents the gaugino m asses. In the present
m odel, however, the coupling to the m essengers breaks
i down to Z,, so that the m odel does not have any R
sym m etry beyond R -parity.

For the sake of concreteness, w e discuss the case w ith—
out the m agnetic gauge group N¢ = N, + 1 below, al-
though any No+ 1 Ne < 2N works equally well. At
energiesbelow the dynam ical scale, the non-perturbative
low -energy e ective superpotential is described as E_')']

W gyn = % B:M By detMU ; @)
whereM 9 = 007, B; = 4 5 0F “egl.!and
Bi= i, 4 Q% Q¥e=N_.laremeson,baryon and an-
tbaryon chiral super elds, respectively. In the follow —
ing, we adopt the basis in which the quark m ass m atrix
is diagonal, m j5 = m; iy, with m; real and positive.
W e also assum e that they are ordered asm; > m, >

»; & 0 without loss of generality. Here, we have
taken allm assesdi erent to avoid (potentially) unwanted
N am bu {G oldstone bosons.
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In terms of elds with canonical din ensions S =
M Y= ,b;=B;= V¢ 2 andby= B;= V¢ 2, the dynam —
ical superpotential of Eq. 6'_2) together w ih the quark
mass tem s (the rst tem of Eq. @)) can be written
as i3]

detsH
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ForN¢ > 3, the superpotential term detS is irrelevant
and can be ignored to discuss physics around the origin
s# = 0 [14]. The superpotential of Eq. () then leads to
a localm nmmum at
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where supersymmetry is broken because Fgi3 =

@sW) =m; i 6 0Hri;jé 1. Even though S Y
(i;3%6 1) are classically at directions, they are lifted by
the one-loop Colem an{W einberg potential. As a resul,
the origih 8% = 0 is a Iocalm ninum , wih curvature
mZ, m =16 > fPrallm; m . It islng-lived as long
asm; , where the weakly-coupled analysis of the
Jow —energy theory is valid.

T he existence of a supersym m etry breaking m inin um
of Eq. (:EL') can be viewed as a result of an accidental
(and approxin ate) U (I)r symm etry possessed by the su-
perpotential of Eq. (3) with the R charge assignm ents
R SY)= 2,R (o)) = R (y) = 0, in the lin it of neglecting
the irrelevant term ofdetS¥= Y: 3 | In fact, this acci
dentalU (1) symmetry is also a reason for the origin
s = 0 being them ninum ofthe e ective potential as
a symm etry enhanced point. This picture is corrected
by the coupling of 9 * and Q! to the m essengers and by
higher din ension term s In the superpotential om itted in
Eq. @), which introduce U (1)z violating e ects to the
supersym m etry breaking sector. T hese e ects, however,
can be easily suppressed aswe w ill see later, and the ba-
sic picture described above can be a good approxin ation
of the dynam ics.

At the supersymm etry breaking m ininum ofEq. @)
with S1 slightly shifted due to U (1)g violating e ects),
them essenger eldshaveboth supersym m etric and holo—
m orphic supersym m etry breaking m asses:
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T he usual loop diagram s of the m essenger elds then in—
duce gauge-m ediated scalar and gaugino m asses In the
supersym m etric standard m odel sector, of the m agni-
tude [, 1]

g m ?
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where g represents generic standard m odel gauge cou—
pling constants.

Several conditions for the param eters need to bem et
for the m odel to be phenom enologically successfiil. Even
though not necessary, we regard all the quark m asses
(and the couplings ;5) to be com parable, m ; m (i

), In the num erical estin ates below .

First, wewould likem gy sy to stabilize the electrow eak
scale, and hencemgysy = O (100 GeV 1 TeV). This
corresponds to

m 2

MMp;

100 Tev : )

On the other hand, we would lke the gaugem ediated
contrbution to the scalar m asses dom nate over the
graviy-m ediated piece to avoid excessive avor-changing
processes, lading to m 5, m Mp; < 10 2mgysy -
T herefore,

mM <10%m : (10)

W e also need the m essengers to be non-tachyonic,
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In addition, the analysis of supersym m etry breaking is
valid only ifm is su ciently sm aller than

m < 0 : 12)

W e now discuss the e ects of U (1)g violation. T hese
e ects cause hi £SY from the origh, which m ust be
am aller than 4 m forthe ISS analysis to be vald,
and than M Mp= to avold tachyonic m essengers.
Oneorigin ofU (1)z violation com es from higher dim en—
sion term s in the superpotential, om itted In Eq. @:). The
dom nant e ect com es from

2
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These term s m ay destabilize the m lnimum , since they
lead to Iineartem sofSY in the potentialthrough Fg:5 =
m; i [ii:] The squared m asses of S 9 from the one-loop
e ective potentialarem 2, m =16 ?, while the linear
temsare  (ixkMyx =M p1)ST. Therefore, the shifts
of the elds are S 9 16 % ik M p1. Requiring
this to be su ciently am all, we obtain the condition

M Mp;
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Sin ilar conditions can be worked out for even higher or-
der temm s, but they are ratherm ild.

A nother source ofU (1)g violation com es from the cou—
pling of 0% and Q* to the m essengers, which shifts the
miimum ofSY at the oop kvel The e ect ofthem es—
sengers on the S e ective potential can be calculated
by com puting the one-loop C olem an{W einberg potential

arising from the last two tem s ofEq. @):

B gifr+ M £E: as)
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The resulting e ective potential takes the follow ing
generic form

m2 4 ijslj
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where F (x) is a realpolynom ial fiinction w ith the coef-

cients of O (1) up to symm etry factors. The resulting
shifts of S¥ are oforder °m *=M M ?, which are su -
ciently am all if

Zm 1=2 5=2

> .
M " le : @7)
N ote that the coupling to them essengersin Eq. Q-Q') does
not generate a new supersymm etricm inin um . H ow ever,
tuming on the expectation values for them essengersm ay
allow for lowering the vacuum energy, depending on the
com binations ofm ;5 and 33ff. Even if this is the case,
the tunneling to a owerm Inimum at £f mMp= can
easily be m ade suppressed to the level consistent w ih
the longevity of our universe, ifM M p= =~ m =2 372,
Tt is now easy to see that there is a wide
range of parameters that satisfy the conditions
Egs. @:, :_l-Q', :_L-]_;, :_L-gi, :_l-ﬁi, :_L-]') For instance, if we take
ij ijkl 1, 1d’1 Gev, m m 16 Gev
and M 10 Gev, then all the requirem ents are easily
satis ed. Note that the conditions of Egs. ('._1-4_:, :_L-Z;) are
generically rather weak, unless isclose toM p;. This
is because the relevant interactions in Egs. C_l-Z_i, :_1-5) arise
from higher din ension operators suppressed by M p;.
Finally, we discuss if there are any unwanted light
elds in them odel. The form fonic edsin SY (1;96 1)
are m assless In the ISS m odel, but they acquire m asses
here due to the generic tet s in Eq. C_1-§') EEE"] T hey
can decay to standard m odelparticles through their cou-
pling to the m essengers and hence ham lss. There is a
N am bu{G oldstoneboson NG B) ofa spontaneously bro-
ken U (1) symmetry, b b', and is form jonic part—
ner. Exactly massless NGB and ferm ion would be a
radiation com ponent of the universe. Their abundance
is diluted by an order of m agniude due to the QCD
phase transition and is in generalconsistent w ith the con—
straint from the bigbang nuckosynthesis, N < 15 {].
A tematively, they can be made m assive by gauging

U 1)z , or avoided entirely by em ploying an SO N ) or
Sp N ) gauge group for supersym m etry breaking, Instead
0of SU N.). The gravitino is the lightest supersym m et—
ric particle and hence stable if R -pariy is unbroken. It
places an upper lin it on the reheating tem perature {_l-Q'],
which is acoeptable eg., in leptogenesis m odels by non-
them alproduction of right-handed scalar neutrinos {L1].

In summ ary, we advocated gauge m ediation m odels
of supersym m etry breaking w ith generic superpotentials
without U (1)g symm etry. Usihgm etastablem Inina, we

nd a classofphenom enologically successfiilm odelsw ith—

out any elem entary gauge singkt elds. W e nd the sin —
plicity and generality of the m odels quite rem arkable.
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