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G augem ediation ofsupersym m etry breakingisdrastically sim pli�ed usinggenericsuperpotentials

withoutU (1)R sym m etry by allowing m etastable vacua.

Breaking supersym m etry has been a non-trivialtask.

A generalargum entby Nelson and Seiberg isthatitre-

quiresa theory with acontinuousexactU (1)R sym m etry

ifweassum ethatthesuperpotentialisgeneric[1].In ad-

dition,an argum entbased on the W itten index [2]said

thatthe theory m ustbe chiral.Thisisbecause one can

continuously deform a vector-like theory by m assterm s

to a pure Yang-M ills theory,which is known to have a

�nite W itten index (dual Coxeter num ber) and hence

supersym m etric vacua. Chirality and U (1)R invariance

strongly lim it the choice ofpossible theoriesthatbreak

supersym m etry. Therefore explicitm odelsofsupersym -

m etry breaking appear ratherspecialand hence do not

seem likely to com eoutfrom a m orefundam entaltheory

such asstringtheory.Thisproblem isexacerbated by the

factthatthesupersym m etry breaking sectorshould cou-

pletothestandard m odelm ultipletstoinducesoftsuper-

sym m etry breaking param eters in a avor-independent

fashion.

Later,vector-like m odels were found [3]. They evade

the W itten index argum entbecause the m assterm scan

alwaysbe absorbed by shifting singlet�elds in the the-

ory.Therequired superpotential,however,isnotgeneric

unlessone im posesan exactU (1)R sym m etry.

Therequirem entofan exactU (1)R sym m etry isunfor-

tunate,becauseexactglobalsym m etriesarenotexpected

to exist in quantum theory ofgravity such as the �eld-

theory lim it ofstring theory. In addition,em bedding a

m odelofsupersym m etry breaking into supergravity re-

quiresexplicitbreaking ofU (1)R to allow fora constant

term in the superpotentialneeded forcanceling the cos-

m ologicalconstant.O nceU (1)R isnotan exactsym m e-

try,it is not clear how one can justify the form ofthe

superpotentialrequired forsupersym m etry breaking.

In this letter, we advocate to discard U (1)R sym -

m etry altogether from the theory, and allow for com -

pletelygenericsuperpotentials.AccordingtotheNelson{

Seiberg argum ent, such a theory would not break su-

persym m etry. Yet,it m ay have a local supersym m etry

breaking m inim um .Supersym m etry isbroken ifthelow-

energy lim it ofthe supersym m etry breaking sector has

an accidentalU (1)R sym m etry,which nonethelessisbro-

ken by its coupling to m essengers. Indeed,we show a

very sim ple class of m odels of this type. The m odels

do nothavea fundam entalsinglet�eld,elim inating aes-

theticand various�ne-tuningproblem sin cosm ologyand

preserving the hierarchy. The gauginos and scalars in

the supersym m etric standard m odelsectorobtain avor

universalm asses by standard m odelgauge interactions

through loops ofthe m essengers. G iven the absence of

U (1)R ,thereisnoproblem in generatinggauginom asses,

and no dangerousR-axion arises.

An explicitm odelthatrealizesourgeneralphilosophy

isa supersym m etric SU (N c)Q CD with m assive vector-

like quarks Q i and �Q i (i= 1;� � � ;Nf). In addition,we

introducem assivem essengersf and �f and writethem ost

generalsuperpotentialconsistentwith thegaugesym m e-

try. This is the entire m odel. The im portant term s in

the superpotentialaregiven by

W tree = m ij
�Q
i
Q
j
+

�ij

M Pl

�Q
i
Q
j �ff + M �ff; (1)

where �ij are coupling constants [12]. (The e�ects of

otherterm swillbediscussed later.) Forconcreteness,we

take the m essengersf;�f to be in 5 + 5
� representations

ofSU (5) in which the standard m odelgauge group is

em bedded.

Intriligator,Seiberg,and Shih (ISS)pointed outthat

supersym m etricSU (N c)Q CD in thefreem agneticphase

(N c + 1 � Nf < 3

2
N c) breaks supersym m etry on a

m etastable localm inim um ifthe quark m asses m ij are

m uchsm allerthan thedynam icalscale�[4].Notethatin

theISS m odela U (1)R sym m etry isbroken only down to

Z2N c
which preventsthe gaugino m asses.In the present

m odel,however,the coupling to the m essengers breaks

it down to Z2,so that the m odeldoes not have any R

sym m etry beyond R-parity.

Forthesakeofconcreteness,wediscussthecasewith-

out the m agnetic gauge group N f = N c + 1 below,al-

though any N c + 1 � Nf <
3

2
N c worksequally well. At

energiesbelow thedynam icalscale,thenon-perturbative

low-energy e�ective superpotentialisdescribed as[5]

W dyn =
1

�2N f �3

�
�B iM

ij
B j � detM

ij
�
; (2)

where M ij = �Q iQ j,B i = �ii1���iN c
Q i1 � � � QiN c=N c!and

�B i = �ii1���iN c

�Q i1 � � ��Q iN c=N c!arem eson,baryon and an-

tibaryon chiralsuper�elds,respectively. In the follow-

ing,we adoptthe basisin which the quark m assm atrix

is diagonal,m ij = � mi�ij,with m i realand positive.

W e also assum e that they are ordered as m 1 > m 2 >

� � � > mN f
> 0 withoutlossofgenerality.Here,we have

taken allm assesdi�erenttoavoid (potentially)unwanted

Nam bu{G oldstonebosons.

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0612186v1


2

In term s of �elds with canonical dim ensions Sij =

M ij=�,bi = B i=�
N f �2 and �bi = �B i=�

N f �2 ,the dynam -

icalsuperpotentialof Eq.(2) together with the quark

m ass term s (the �rst term of Eq.(1)) can be written

as[13]

W ISS =
�biS

ij
bj �

detSij

�N f �3
� mi�S

ii
: (3)

ForN f > 3,the superpotentialterm detSij isirrelevant

and can be ignored to discussphysicsaround the origin

Sij = 0 [14].ThesuperpotentialofEq.(3)then leadsto

a localm inim um at

b= �b=

0

B
B
B
@

p
m 1�

0

...

0

1

C
C
C
A
; S

ij
= 0; (4)

where supersym m etry is broken because FS ij =

� (@S ijW )� = m i�ij� 6= 0 fori;j 6= 1. Even though S ij

(i;j6= 1)areclassically atdirections,they arelifted by

the one-loop Colem an{W einberg potential. As a result,

the origin Sij = 0 is a localm inim um ,with curvature

m 2

S ij � m �=16�2 forallm i � m .Itislong-lived aslong

as m i � �,where the weakly-coupled analysis ofthe

low-energy theory isvalid.

The existence ofa supersym m etry breaking m inim um

of Eq.(4) can be viewed as a result of an accidental

(and approxim ate)U (1)R sym m etry possessed by thesu-

perpotentialofEq.(3) with the R-charge assignm ents

R(Sij)= 2,R(bi)= R(�bi)= 0,in the lim itofneglecting

the irrelevantterm ofdetSij=�N f �3 . In fact,this acci-

dentalU (1)R sym m etry is also a reason for the origin

Sij = 0 being the m inim um ofthe e�ective potentialas

a sym m etry enhanced point. This picture is corrected

by the coupling ofQ i and �Q i to the m essengersand by

higherdim ension term sin the superpotentialom itted in

Eq.(1),which introduce U (1)R violating e�ects to the

supersym m etry breaking sector. These e�ects,however,

can beeasily suppressed aswewillseelater,and theba-

sicpicturedescribed abovecan bea good approxim ation

ofthe dynam ics.

At the supersym m etry breaking m inim um ofEq.(4)

(with Sij slightly shifted dueto U (1)R violating e�ects),

them essenger�eldshaveboth supersym m etricand holo-

m orphicsupersym m etry breaking m asses:

M m ess = M +
�ij�

M Pl

hS
ij
i’ M ; (5)

and

Fm ess =
�ij�

M Pl

FS ij =
�m �2

M Pl

; (6)

where

�m �
X

i6= 1

�iim i: (7)

Theusualloop diagram softhem essenger�eldsthen in-

duce gauge-m ediated scalar and gaugino m asses in the

supersym m etric standard m odel sector, of the m agni-

tude [6,7]

m SU SY ’
g2

16�2

�m �2

M M Pl

; (8)

where g represents generic standard m odelgauge cou-

pling constants.

Severalconditionsforthe param etersneed to be m et

forthem odelto bephenom enologically successful.Even

though not necessary, we regard allthe quark m asses

(and thecouplings�ij)tobecom parable,m i � m (�ij �

�),in the num ericalestim atesbelow.

First,wewould likem SU SY tostabilizetheelectroweak

scale,and hence m SU SY = O (100 G eV � 1 TeV). This

correspondsto

�m �2

M M Pl

� 100 TeV: (9)

O n the other hand,we would like the gauge-m ediated

contribution to the scalar m asses dom inate over the

gravity-m ediated piecetoavoid excessiveavor-changing

processes,leading to m 3=2 � m �=M Pl
<
� 10�2 m SU SY .

Therefore,

m M <
� 10

�4
�m �: (10)

W e also need the m essengersto be non-tachyonic,

M
2
>

�m �2

M Pl

: (11)

In addition,the analysis ofsupersym m etry breaking is

valid only ifm issu�ciently sm allerthan �:

m <
� 0:1�: (12)

W e now discussthe e�ectsofU (1)R violation. These

e�ectscauseshiftsofS ij from theorigin,which m ustbe

sm allerthan � 4�
p
m � forthe ISS analysisto be valid,

and than � M M Pl=�� to avoid tachyonic m essengers.

O neorigin ofU (1)R violation com esfrom higherdim en-

sion term sin thesuperpotential,om itted in Eq.(1).The

dom inante�ectcom esfrom

�W =
�ijkl

M Pl

�Q
i
Q
j �Q

k
Q
l
=
�ijkl�

2

M Pl

S
ij
S
kl
: (13)

These term s m ay destabilize the m inim um , since they

lead tolinearterm sofSij in thepotentialthrough FS ij =

m i�ij� [8].Thesquared m assesofS
ij from theone-loop

e�ectivepotentialarem 2
S ij � m �=16�2,whilethelinear

term sare � (�ijkkm k�
3=M Pl)S

ij. Therefore,the shifts

ofthe �elds are �S ij � 16�2�ijkk�
2=M Pl. Requiring

thisto be su�ciently sm all,weobtain the condition

�ijkk�
2

M Pl

<
� m in

�

0:1(m �)
1=2

;10
�2 M M Pl

��

�

: (14)
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Sim ilarconditionscan beworked outforeven higheror-

derterm s,butthey areratherm ild.

AnothersourceofU (1)R violation com esfrom thecou-

pling ofQ i and �Q i to the m essengers,which shifts the

m inim um ofSij atthe loop level.Thee�ectofthem es-

sengers on the Sij e�ective potentialcan be calculated

by com puting theone-loop Colem an{W einberg potential

arising from the lasttwo term sofEq.(1):

W m ess =
�ij�

M Pl

S
ij �ff + M �ff: (15)

The resulting e�ective potential takes the following

genericform

�V �
�m 2�4

16�2M 2
Pl

F

�
�ij�S

ij

M M Pl

�

; (16)

where F (x)isa realpolynom ialfunction with the coef-

�cients ofO (1) up to sym m etry factors. The resulting

shiftsofSij areoforder�3m �4=M M 3
Pl
,which are su�-

ciently sm allif

M >
�
�2m 1=2�5=2

M 2
Pl

: (17)

Notethatthecouplingtothem essengersin Eq.(15)does

notgeneratea new supersym m etricm inim um .However,

turningon theexpectation valuesforthem essengersm ay

allow forlowering the vacuum energy,depending on the

com binationsofm ij and �ij
�ff.Even ifthisisthe case,

the tunneling to a lowerm inim um at �ff � m M Pl=� can

easily be m ade suppressed to the levelconsistent with

the longevity ofouruniverse,ifM M Pl=� >� m 1=2�3=2.

It is now easy to see that there is a wide

range of param eters that satisfy the conditions

Eqs.(9,10,11,12,14,17). For instance, if we take

�ij � �ijkl � 1,� � 1011 G eV,m � �m � 108 G eV

and M � 107 G eV,then allthe requirem entsare easily

satis�ed. Note that the conditions ofEqs.(14,17) are

generically rather weak,unless � is close to M Pl. This

isbecausetherelevantinteractionsin Eqs.(13,15)arise

from higherdim ension operatorssuppressed by M Pl.

Finally, we discuss if there are any unwanted light

�eldsin the m odel.The ferm ionic�eldsin S ij (i;j6= 1)

are m asslessin the ISS m odel,butthey acquire m asses

here due to the generic term s in Eq.(13) [15]. They

can decay to standard m odelparticlesthrough theircou-

pling to the m essengersand hence harm less. There isa

Nam bu{G oldstoneboson (NG B)ofa spontaneously bro-

ken U (1)B sym m etry, b1 � �b1, and its ferm ionic part-

ner. Exactly m assless NG B and ferm ion would be a

radiation com ponent ofthe universe. Their abundance

is diluted by an order of m agnitude due to the Q CD

phasetransition and isin generalconsistentwith thecon-

straintfrom thebig-bangnucleosynthesis,�N �
<
� 1:5[9].

Alternatively, they can be m ade m assive by gauging

U (1)B ,or avoided entirely by em ploying an SO (N c) or

Sp(N c)gaugegroupforsupersym m etrybreaking,instead

ofSU (N c). The gravitino is the lightest supersym m et-

ric particle and hence stable ifR-parity isunbroken. It

placesan upperlim iton the reheating tem perature[10],

which isacceptable e.g.,in leptogenesism odelsby non-

therm alproduction ofright-handed scalarneutrinos[11].

In sum m ary, we advocated gauge m ediation m odels

ofsupersym m etry breaking with genericsuperpotentials

withoutU (1)R sym m etry.Using m etastablem inim a,we

�nd aclassofphenom enologicallysuccessfulm odelswith-

outany elem entary gaugesinglet�elds.W e�nd thesim -

plicity and generality ofthe m odelsquite rem arkable.
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