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1. Introduction

W ih the advent ofthe LHC it is tin e to review old m odelbuilding issues leading to
phenom ena which could be discovered, or disproved, by the LH C . Supersym m etry (SUSY )
is widely considered as the m ost com pelling new physics that the LHC could discover. Tt
gives a solution to the hierarchy problem , leads to coupling constant uni cation and has
dark m atter candidates.

C learly, the standard m odel particles are not degenerate w ith their superpartners,
and therefore supersymm etry should be broken. To preserve the appealing features of
supersym m etry, this breaking m ust be spontaneous, rather than explicit breaking. This
m eans that the Lagrangian is supersym m etric, but the vacuum state is not invariant under
supersym m etry.

Furthem ore, aswas rst suggested by W itten [I], we would like them echanisn which
soontaneously breaks supersym m etry to be dynam ical. Thism eans that it arises from an
exponentially an all e ect, and therefore it naturally leads to a scale of supersymm etry
breaking, M g, which ismuch am aller than the high energy scales in the problem M cytors
(which can be the P lanck scale or the grand uni ed scale):

c=g ™ cutof f )2

Mg=Mytoree M cutorf * 1)

T hiscan naturally lead to hierarchies. Forexam ple, theweak scalem y can be dynam ically
generated, explainihgwhy my =mp; 1017 .

In these lectures, we will ocus on the key conceptual issues and m echanisn s for
supersym m etry breaking, illustrating them w ith the sim plest exam ples. W ew illnot discuss
m ore detailed m odel building questions, such as the question of how the supersym m etry
breaking ism ediated to the M SSM , and w hat the experin ental signatures of the various
m ediation schem es are. These are very Im portant topics, which deserve separate sets of
lectures. A Iso, we w ill not discuss supersym m etry breaking by Fayet-Tliopoulos tem s 2].

W e willassum e that the readers (and audience in the lectures) have som e basic fam il-
iarity with supersymm etry. G ood textbooks are [3+1].

A s seen from the supersym m etry algebra,

fO ;0 g=2P _; 12)
the vacuum energy

h #3i/  Q ji‘+ 0ji’ 0 13)



is an order param eter for supersym m etry breaking. Supersym m etry is spontaneously bro—
ry
ken ifand only if the vacuum has non-zero energy?,

Vyac = M RE (1:4)

S

In the case of dynam ical supersym m etry breaking O SB), the scale M ¢ is generated by
din ensional transm utation, as in @.1).

A sw ith the spontaneous breaking of an ordinary global sym m etry, the broken super—
symm etry charge Q does not exist in an in nite volum e system . Instead, the supersym —
m etry current S exists, and its action on the vacuum creates a m assless particle { the
G oldstino. (T he supercharge tries to create a zero m om entum G oldstino, which is not
nom alizable.) In the case of supergravity, where the symm etry {12) is gauged, we have
the standard H iggsm echanism and the m assless G oldstino is \eaten" by the gravitino.

T here are m any challenges in trying to In plem ent realistic realizations of dynam ical
supersym m etry breaking. A rst challenge, which ©llows from the W itten index [], is
that dynam ical supersym m etry breaking, where the true vacuum is static and has broken
supersym m etry, seem s non-generic, requiring com plicated looking theories. O n the other
hand, acoepting the possibility that we live In a m etastable vacuum im proves the situation.
A s even very sin ple theories can exhibi m etastable dynam ical supersym m etry breaking,
it could be generic [@]. (Particular m odels of m etastable supersym m etry breaking have
been considered Iong ago, eg.am odel [10], which we review below .)

A nother challenge isthe relation [I1]between R -sym m etry and broken supersym m etry.
G enerically, there is broken supersym m etry if and only if there isan R-symm etry. Aswe
w il also discuss, there is broken supersym m etry in a m etastable state if and only if there
is an approxin ate R-symm etry. For building realistic m odels, an unbroken R -sym m etry
is problem atic. Ik forbids M a prana gaugino m asses. H aving an exact, but spontaneously
broken R-symm etry is also problem atic, i leads to a light R-axion (though including
graviy can he]p:f:) . W e are thus led to explicitly break the R -sym m etry. Ignoring gravity,
this then m eans that we should live In a m etastable state!

! I these Jctures we fcus on global SUSY, M1 ! 1 . In supergravity we can add an
arbitrary negative constant to the vacuum energy, via W = oonst, so the cosn ological constant
can stillbe tuned to the cbserved value.

2 Including gravity, the R -sym m etry needs to be explicitly broken, In any case, by the W =
const:, needed to get a realistic cosm ological constant. It is possible that this m akes the R -axion

su clently m assive [_1-2]



T he outline of these lectures is as llows. In the next section, we consider theories
In which the supersym m etry breaking can be seen sam iclassically. Such theordes can arise
as the low energy theory of another m icroscopic theory. Various general points about
supersym m etry breaking (or restoration) are illustrated, via several sin ple exam ples.

In section 3, we give a lightning review ofN = 1 supersymmetricQCD (SQCD ), w ith
various num bers of colors and avors. Here we w illbe particularly brief. T he reader can
consul various books and review s, eg. B/1/13-16], ©rm ore details.

In section 4, we discuss dynam ical supersym m etry breaking O SB), where the super-
sym m etry breaking is related to a dynam ical scale , and thus it is non-perturbative in
the ocoupling. U sing the understood dynam ics of SQCD, it ispossble to nd an e ective
Lagrangian In which supersym m etry breaking can be seen sam iclassically. W e w i1l discuss
only four characteristic exam ples, dem onstrating four di erent m echanism s ofD SB.

2. Sem iclassical spontaneous supersym m etry breaking

In this section we consider theories w ith chiral super elds 2, a sm ooth K ahler po—
tentialK (; ) and a superpotential W ( ). For sin plicity we w ill ignore the possibility
of adding gauge elds. A detailed analysis of their e ect willbe presented in [17]. The

K ahler potential leads to them etric on eld space
TJaz = @a0@zK ; @2:1)

w hich detem ines the Lagrangian of the scalars

-
Lscalars = gaE@ °@ V(i)
_ _ (22)
V =g°%Q, W RzW :
Tt isclear from the scalarpotentialV that supersym m etric ground states, w hich m ust have
zero energy, are related to the critical points of W ; ie.points where we can solve

QW (%)=0  8a: 2:3)

If no such point exists, it m eans that the system does not have supersym m etric ground
states.

H ow ever, before we conclude in this case that supersym m etry is spontaneously broken
we should also exclude the possibility that the potential slopes to zero at in nity. Roughly,
in this case the system has \a supersym m etric state at In nity." M ore precisely, it does
not have a ground state at all!



2.1. The sim plkst exam pk

Consider a theory of a single chiral super eld X , with linear superpotential w ith

coe cient £ (W ith units ofm ass square),
W = fX; 2:4)

and canonicalK ahler potential

K =Kcan=X_X: (2:5)

Supersym m etry is spontaneously broken by the expectation valie of the F-com ponent of
X,Fyxy = f.Ushg (2 2) the potential is V = 3. It is independent of X , so there are
classical vacua for any hX i.

Supersym m etric theories often have a continuous m anifold of supersym m etric vacua
which are usually referred to as \m oduli gpace of vacua." However, in the case where
supersym m etry isbroken, such a space is not robust: this nonsupersym m etric degeneracy
of vacua is often lifted once radiative corrections are taken into account. T herefore, we
prefer to refer to this space as a pseudom oduli space of vacua. T he exam ple we study here
is free, and therefore the space of vacua rem ains present even in the quantum theory. W e
w i1l see below exam ples of the m ore typical situation, in which the classical theory has
a pseudom oduli space of nonsupersym m etric vacua, but the quantum ocorrections lift the
degeneracy.

T he exactly m assless G oldstino is g , and its com plex scalar partner X is the clas-
sically m assless pseudom odulis. Note that there isa U (1)g symmetry, with R X ) = 2.
ForhX i& 0 it is spontaneously broken, and the corresoonding m assless G oldstone boson
is the phase ofthe eld X .

D eform ing {2.4) by any superpotential interactions, say a degree n polynom ialin X ,
leads to n 1 supersym m etric vacua. For example, if weadd W = % X?, there is a
vacuum w ith unbroken supersymm etry athiX i=  f£= . T his defom ation liffts the pseudo-
m oduli space by creating a potential ¥+ X J over it. W e can also see that supersym m etry
is not broken from the fact that x now hasmass , so there is no m assless G oldstino.
Note also that any such W defom ations of (2.4) explicitly break the U (1) g symm etry;
the fact that they lad to supersym m etric vacua illustrates a general connection between

R -sym m etry and supersym m etry breaking, which w illbe developed firther below .
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2.2. The sin plest exam pk but with m ore general K ahler potential

C onsider again the theory of section 2.1 w ith superpotential {2 4), but w ith a general
Kahler potential K X ;X_) . O f course, this theory is not renom alizable. Tt should be
viewed either asa classical eld theory orasa quantum eld theory with a cuto .M ore
physically, such a theory can be the low energy approxin ation of another, m icroscopic
theory, which is valid at energies larger than

T he potential,

_ 1 o
vV = Kxx_jff 2:6)

lifts the degeneracy along the psesudom oduli space of the previous exam ple. Let us sup—
pose that the K ahler potential K is sm ooth. (Non-am ooth K signals the need to include
additional degrees of freedom , In the low -energy e ective eld theory at the singularity.
An exam ple of this case is discussed in the next subsection.) For an ooth K , the potential
©.6) is non-vanishing, and thus there is no supersym m etric vacuum .

Before concluding that supersym m etry is spontaneously broken, we should consider
the behavior at X j! 1 . If there is any direction along which lim x 5 ; K, di-
verges, then V slopes to zero at in nity and the system does not have a ground state.

Ifling 4 1 K vanishes In all directions, the potential rises at in nity and it has a

XX
supersym m etry breaking globalm ninum f©or some nite X . Finally, if there are direc—
tionsalongwhich lim i 3 1 K, ¢ is nite, the potential approaches a constant along these
directions and the globalm Inin um ofthe potential needs a m ore detailed analysis.

C onsider the behavior of the system near a particular point, say X 0. Let

— C —
K =XX _—_2(XX)+:::; 2:7)
JJ

w ith positive ¢ Then there is a Iocally stable nonsupersym m etric vacuum at X = 0. In
this vacuum , the scalar component of X getsmassmZ = 4cfF=j 3. The fermion

is the exactly m assless G oldstino. Note also that if K (X ;X ) depends only on X X , then
there isa U (1) symm etry, which is unbroken if the vacuum isat X = 0. This ground
state can be the globalm inimum of the potential. A lfematively, it can be only a local

3 The parameter in KZ:.?) detemm ines the scale of the features In the potential. W hen this
theory arises as the low energy approxim ation of another theory, this param eter is typically the

scale above which the m ore m icroscopic theory is valid.
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m inin um , w ith either anotherm inim um of lowerenergy ornom inin um at all ifthe system
runs away to in niy.

IfX = 0 isnottheglobalm Inimum ofthe potential, the stateat X = 0 ism etastable.
Ifthe theory is su ciently weakly coupled, the tunneling out ofthisvacuum can be highly
suppressed and this vacuum can be very long lived. W e see that it iseasy to nd exam ples
w here supersym m etry isbroken in a long lived m etastable state. (T hough we have not yet
dem onstrated what physical dynam ics leads to such features in the K ahler potential.)

Let us consider again the theory w ith K ahler potential @.4), but deform the super-
potential {.4) to

W = £fX + % x?; 28)

N

taking asa anallparam eter. T here isnow a supersym m etric vacuum at
WX igusy =  £=; (2:9)

which is very far from the origin. On the other hand, for X near the origin, we nd for
the potential

_ _ _ 4¢SS
VEX)= Kp) E+ Xﬁ=jff+fX+fX+Cffjj<f+::: ® 0 1):
J3
(2:0)
There isa localm inin um , w ith broken supersym m etry, at
. Bk
X ip eta = : @d1)

4cf
For j j P cif= 7 this supersym m etry breaking vacuum is very far from the supersym —
m etric vacuum @.9). The m etastable state @.11) can thusbe very long lived.

At rstglance, there isa sn allpuzzle w ith the broken supersymm etry vacuum @ .17).
The superpotential @.8) gives a mass to the fermion y , whereas any vacuum w ith
broken supersym m etry m ust have an exactly m asskess G oldstino. The G oldstino m ust be
exactly m asslkess, regardless of whether the supersym m etry breaking state is a local or

globalm inimum of the potential. T he resolution of the apparent puzzle is that
Z

d* K K. ,xFx x x (2:12)

and evaluating this term in the vacuum 2.11), with Fy f, exactly cancels the
term com Ing from the superpotential. So there is indeed an exactly m assless G oldstino,
x » consistent w ith the supersym m etry breaking in the m etastable state.



2.3. Additional degrees of freedom can restore supersym m etry

Let us consider a renom alizable theory oftwo chiralsuper elds, X and g, w ith canon-
icalK ahler potential, K = X X + . W e m odify the exam ple of section 2.1 by coupling
the eld X to the additional eld gvia

W = thX o + £X; 213)

where h is the coupling constant. The eld g getsamass from an X expectation value
(@Gn added massterm W = %Mq2canbee]jmjnatedbyashjﬂ:ofX).TherejsaU(l)R
symmetry, with R X )= 2,andR (@) = 0,and alsoca Z, symmetry g ! d.

T he potential

V = hXogf + $ho + £F 2:14)

does not break supersym m etry. T here are tw o supersym m etric vacua, at

P
MX iguey = 0;  hoieuey = 2f=h: (2415)

T he additional degrees of freedom , g, as com pared w ith the exam ple of section 2.1, have
restored supersym m etry.

N ote that the potential @.14) also has a supersym m etry breaking pseudo at direction
wih hgi = 0, and arbitrary iX i, with V. = ¥ F. It re ects the fact that for large X the
g elds arem assive, can be integrated out, and the low energy theory is then the sam e as

that of section 2.1. The spectrum ofthem assive g elds depends on X , and is given by
mi=HhxFf +Hfj ; m_,=hX: 2:16)
W e see, however, that this pssudom oduli space has a tachyon for
il
X ¥ < o @:17)

In the region @.I7), the potential can decrease along the hgi direction, down to the super-

symm etric vacua {2.15).



2.4.An exampk wih a runaway f1§]

Consider a renom alizable theory of two chiral super elds, X and Y , with canonical
K ahler potential, and superpotential

W = 1hx?Y + £X : 2:18)
ThereisaU (1)g symmetry, with R X )= 2,and R (Y )= 2. The potentialis
_ 1 2 2 2, .
V = shX + hXY + £7: (2:19)

It is Im possible for both tem s to vanish, so the theory does not have supersym m etric
ground states. A s usual, before concluding that supersym m etry is spontaneously broken,

we must exam ine for runaw ay directions. Indeed, taking X = f=hY the potentialhasa
runaway direction asY ! 1 :
£2 7
v!: —— ! 0: 220
2hy 2 ( )

T here is no static vacuum , but supersym m etry is asym ptotically restored asY ! 1 .
For large ¥ jthe supersymm etry breaking is am all, and the mass of X is large, so
we can describe the theory by a supersym m etric low -energy e ective Lagrangian w ith X
integrated out. Integrating out X in €.18) we nd the e ective superpotential
£2
2hy

Wers = 221)

which is consistent w ith the R -sym m etry, and leads to the potential {2 20).

2.5. 0 'Raifeartaigh-type m odels

Here we discussm odels of supersym m etry breaking w hich arise in renomm alizable eld
theordes; ie. unlke the exam ple of section 22, we w ill exam ine classical theories w ith a
canonicalK ahler potential (for a recent analysis of such m odels see eg. 13]).

T he sin plest version of this class ofm odels has three chiral super elds, X 1, X 5, and

, with canonicalK ahler potential

Ka= X 1X1+ XX+ 2 22)

and superpotential
W =X1g9:( )+ X25() @223)



w Ith quadratic polynom ials g;;» ( ). This theory hasa U (1)s symmetry, with R X 1) =
R X3)= 2,and R ( )= 0. The treelevel potential for the scalars is

Vieee = Fx, 3+ Fx, 3+ F 3 224)

w ith

Fxy, = QW =g (); Fx,=ag(); F =X:90()+X,g(): 2 25)

W e are Interested In them inim a of this potential.

W e can alwayschooseX; and X, tosstF = 0. But, or generic functions g; ( ) and
92 ( ), we cannot sin ultaneously solveqg; ( )= Oand g, ( ) = 0,s0Fx, orFyx, isnon-zero,
and hence supersym m etry is generically broken. T here is a one-com plex din ensional clas—
sical pseudom oduli space of non-supersym m etric vacua, since only one linear com bination
of X1 and X , is constrained by the condition that ¥ = 0. Setting F = 0 ensures that
the vacuum satis es the X ; and X , equations ofm otion, @x ,Viree = 0. W e still need to
Inpose @ Viree = 0, which requires that h i solve

g () ( )+ g ()gy ()= 0: 2 26)

E xpanding to quadratic order n X;, X,,and yields the m ass m atrix m% of the
m assive scalars; the eigenvalues of this m atrix m ust all be non-negative, of course, if we
are expanding around a (local) m inimum of the potential. The ferm ion m ass temm s are
given by
o) o0 0 0 . .
L &Kior ( )+ X295 () t @) x, T R() x,) @27)

Tt is easy to see that there is a m assless eigenvector, corresponding to the m assless G old-
stino.

Exampk 1 { the kasic O 'Raifeartaigh m odel 0]
LN}
A sa specialcase ofthe above class ofm odels, consider? g ()= %h 24 f,()=m
Tt is characterized by the discrete Z, symm etry under which and X, are odd.

4 If, instead, g1;2 are even quadratic polynom ials: gi( ) = %hi  + f;, a sinple change of

variables show s that the theory decouplesto a free  eld which breaks supersym m etry as in section
2.1 and the exam ple of section 2.3.



For convenience, let us also w rite it as
W =21hX f+m ; ,+ £X; (228)

where we denote X = X7, o, = X,,and ; = . Notethat, orm ! 0, the eld
decouples, and what rem ains in {2 28) is the theory of section 2.3, which we have seen
does not break supersymm etry. Form € 0, it doesbreak supersym m etry, as in the general
case discussed above, as there is no sim ultaneous solution of gy ( 1) = %h % + £ =0
and g2 ( 1) = m 1 = 0. The potential rises for Jarge 1 and ;, so these elds do not
have rmunaway directions. The m InIn a of the potential form a one-com plex dim ensional
pseudom oduli space of degenerate, non-supersym m etric vacua, w ith hX i arbirary.

The equation {2.26) is a cubic equation or ;. The solution with m ininum energy
depends on the param eter

Yy — (229)
m
L]
Consider the case y < 1. Then the potential ism inin ized? by F , = 0, with value
Vo= Fx = £5; (2:30)

at 1= ,= 0andarirary X .
The ferm ion ¢  is the exactly m assless G oldstino. T he scalar com ponent of X isa
classicalpseudom odulus. T he classicalm ass spectrum ofthe 1 and , eldscan be easily

com puted. For the two, two-com ponent ferm ions, the eigenvalues are

1 p
mi_, = X3 hX T+ am 7)?; 2:31)

and for the four real scalars the m ass eigenvalues are

mi= el hepeltxd 1 REFe2 REDX I+ ARIIX T4 KT
(2:32)
where = 1. W e see that, as in '(2.16), the spectrum changes along the pseudom oduli
Soace param eterized by X ; these vacua are physically distinct.
T he param eter y sets the relative size of the m ass spolittings, corresponding to su—
persym m etry being broken, between @.31) and {2.32). Fory 1, the spectrum @.31)

> There is a second order phase transition at y = 1, where thism ininum splitsto twom inim a

and a saddle point. Here we w illnot analyze the phasey > 1. See eg. 5_9] for a detailed analysis.
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and @.37) is approxin ately supersymm etric, whereas fory 1 supersymm etry is badly
broken. (Ih particular, ory = 1, there isam assless real scalar in @.34) rallX , whereas

the ferm jons @.31) are allm assive.)

. o hX
We can write 28) as W =%Mij13+fx,whereM = " IT(; , and the
supersym m etry breaking can be seen from the fact that detM = m? is non—zero and X

independent. This can be generalized to sin ilarm odels, withmore elds *,andM ;5 such
that detM isnon—zero and independent of X [_-SI].

Exam pk 2 { supersymm etry breaking in a m etastablk state [L(]

W e noted above that the theory ©23) breaks supersymm etry for generic functions
g ( )and g, ( ), becausewe generically cannot solveqg; ( ) = g, ( ) = 0. Letusconsider the
case ofa non-generic superpotential, w here there isa solution h ig,sy 0ofg; ( ) = g2 ( ) = 0.
In this case, there are supersym m etric vacua. T here can still, how ever, bem etastable vacua
w ith broken supersym m etry.

A s a particular exam ple, consider
g()=nh ( mip); g ()=my( mip): @:33)

(This theory was rst analyzed in [10] and was recently reexam ined in [19].) There is a

m oduli space of supersym m etric vacua at

hml

h isusy =m; 7 hX 2isusy = hX lisusyr' 2:34)

m

with arbitrary hX 1isysy . The equation @26) is a cubic equation ©r , and this m od-
uli space of supersym m etric vacua corresoonds to one root of this cubic equation. For
$m ;=m ,F > 8, there is also a pseudom oduli space of supersym m etry violating m inin a of

the potential at
2
. mo . hml . hml
h 11y cta m ; hX 23 eta hX 13 eta for 1 (2:35)
hm ; m, m,

w ith arbitrary BX 1 iy eta - T hesem etastable false vacua, In which supersym m etry isbroken,
becom e param etrically long lived as him 1 =m , jis ncreased [1Q]. (T he third root ofthe cubic

equation @26) isa saddle point.)
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2.6. M etastabke SUSY breaking in a m odi ed O 'Raifeartaigh m odel [L7]

Let usm odify the original, basic O 'R aifeartaigh m odelby adding to the superpotential

2.28) a sm all correction
W =121hx f+m | ;+fX + 1 m} (2:36)

wih jj 1. Thisadded temm breaks the U (1x symm etry. It has an interesting e ect:
it Jleads to m etastable supersym m etry breaking. A sim ilarm odel, but w ith the tem in
©.36) replaced with £ m X? was considered in R1], w ith sim ilar conclusions to ours here.

N ote that adding W = %b f has no physical e ect; it can sin ply be elim inated by
shifting X by an appropriate constant.)
T he potential is now
2 2 2
Vtree:ij-"fl]-l'fz] 2:37)
w ith
?X=%h§+f,' _Fl=hX 1+ m 5y ?2=m 1+ m o (2:38)

Because of the m odi cation of the superpotential by the last term In € 36) two new
supersym m etric m inin a appear at
hoidwsy = | 26hi  Naduey = — 269hi MK duey = - 2:39)
However, foramall andy = Iﬁ—g < 1, the potential near the previous supersym m etry
breakingm ininum 1= , = 0 isnotmodi ed a lot.
Strictly, this theory does not break supersymm etry { it has supersym m etric ground
states at {2.39) . H ow ever, the generalization ofthe eigenvalues ©.32), to include , rem ains

non-tachyonic for

m 2 1 f
— > —+1 - : (2:40)
h i3 h

T herefore, m ost of the pseudom oduli space of vacua ofthe = 0 theory rem ains locally

stable, and the tachyon exists only in a neighborhood of the supersym m etric value @.39).
In particular, or snall and y < 1, the region near X = 0 is locally stable.

As ! 0 the supersymm etry preserving vacua 239) are pushed to in nity until

nally, or = 0 they are not present, and we are left with only the psesudom oduli space
of nonsupersym m etric vacua. A m ore detailed analysis w illbe presented In {L7].

12



2.7. Supersym m etry breaking by rank condition [9]

Our nalexam ple in this section ism ore com plicated. In involves several elds trans-
form ing under a large symm etry group. The eldsX ; In €23) are replaced by a m atrix
of elds. Apart from the intrinsic interest in this exam ple, i will also be usefiil in our
discussion in section 4.

Consider a theory with elds’, ', , and param eters £, w ith g]obal5 sym m etries

SU () SUgf)L SUWNg)g U@y U@r U@Qha

! n N ¢ 1 1 0 1
e n 1 N ¢ 1 0 1 (241)
1 N ¢ N ¢ 0 2 2
£ 1 N ¢ N ¢ 0 0 2
W e will take
n< N¢: (242)

W e take the K ahler potential K to be canonical, and the superpotential is
W = hTr &' + Trf ; (2:43)

where h is a coupling constant and the trace is over the global sym m etry indices. T he last
tem in @.43) respects the symm etries in {2 .41) because of the transform ation law s of the
param eter f . A ltematively, the param eter £ breaksSU N¢) SU (Nf) to a subgroup, and
breaks U (1)a , but it does not break the SU (n) sym m etry or the R-sym m etry.
Supersymm etry isbroken when (2.42) is satis ed. C onsider the F -com ponent of

FF=nh'el +f (2 :44)

(here we use y even In the classical theory because of the avor ndices of ). This is an
N¢ Nf matrix relation. Because of ©.47), the rst term isamatrix of rank n. On the
other hand, we can take f to have rank larger than n, up to rank N ¢. T herefore, if the
rank of £ is Jarger than n, and in particular if £ is proportional to the unit m atrix I, ,
then @.44) cannot vanish,F 6 0, and supersymm etry is broken.

® For our discussion in section 4, we willtake the SU (n) sym m etry to be gauged, but IR free.
In that case, the U (1)r symm etry below is anom alous (a linear com bination ofU (1) and U (1)a
is anom aly free, but broken by the param eter f), but is restored as an approximn ate, accidental
symm etry In the IR . A Iso, the SU (n) D termm s w ill vanish in the vacua. The resuls discussed
here w illbe com pletely una ected by the weak gauging of SU (n) in section 4.
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W hen @.47) isnot satis ed, there are supersym m etric vacua, as in the exam ple @.13),
which is sin ilar to the casen = N¢ = 1. The di erence is that, when @.47) is satis ed,
there are not enough additional degrees of freedom , / and &, at = 0 to restore super-
symm etry.

For sin plicity, we take £ h? L . » proportionalto the unit m atrix. Them inin um
of the potential is then at

V=0 nh?¥ (2:45)
and it occurs along the pseudom oduli space

0 O 14 r
- ;oor= i k= 0 i wih 'oel= L @46

and arbitrary o,’ o and &, (sub Fct to the constraint in {2.46)). The rstentriesin ©2.46)
are the st n com ponents, and the second are the rem aining N ¢ n com ponents, 0 eg.

0o Isa N¢ n) N n) square m atrix. The non—zero F tennsareFo=E_2]Ian.
The m assless G oldstino com es from the ferm ionic com ponents of .

2.8. O ne—Jop lifting of pseudom oduli

A swe have seen in the exam ples above, m odels of tree-level spontaneous supersym —
m etry breaking generally have classicalm oduli spaces of degenerate, non-supersym m etric,
vacua. Indeed, them assless G oldstino isin a chiralsuper eld (forF -temm breaking), whose
scalar com ponent is a classical pssudom odulus. T he exam ple of section 2 .3 show s that this
is the case even if this space of classical vacua becom es unstable in a region In  eld space.
T he exam ple of section 2.7 @.46) show s that there can be additional pseudom oduli. W e
said above that we should use the term \pssudom oduli" space for the space of classical
non-supersym m etric vacua, because the degeneracy between these vacua is usually lifted
once quantum corrections are taken into acoount. In this section, we review how thiscom es
about.

W e will be interested in the one-loop e ective potential (the C olem an-W einberg po—
tential) for the pseudom oduli (such as X ), which com es from com puting the one-loop
correction to the vacuum energy

M 2
STr M ‘log———
" R !4 2:47)
1 m ]23 m %
64 2

. _
eff — 64 2

4 4 .
Tr mg ]ngi Tr mg ]ngi H
cutof £ cutof £
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where mé and mé are the treeldevel boson and fermm jon m asses, as a function of the

expectation valies of the pseudom oduli, and M o,rorr 52UV cuto . In @ 47),M ? stands

(g

for the classicalm asssquare m atrix of the various elds of the theory.
W e would like to m ake two com m ents about the divergences in this expression:
1. In non-supersym m etric theoriesthe e ective potential includes also a quartic divergent
term proportional to M C‘lutof ¢ STrIl and a quadratic divergent term proportional to

M 2. ..STrM %. They vanish in supersymm etric theories.

2. The logarithm ic divergent tem (logM cutore) STYM ¢ in ©.47) can be absorbed into
the renom alization of the coupling constants appearing in the treelevel vacuum en-—
ergy Vo (see below ). In particular, STrM * is independent of the pseudom odul.

For com pleteness, we recall the standard expressions for these m asses. For a general
theory with k chiral super elds, 2, w ith canonicalclassicalK ahler potential, K = a_a,
and superpotentialW ( 2):

—ac —abc —ac
W W W W W W 0
m2 = ~ £ mi,= b G (2:48)
W ach W acW 0 W acW

with W @W =@Q°, etc., andm% andmi= are 2k 2k m atrices. N ote that

2
STrM 2= 0 2:49)

W e will be interested in situations where we integrate out some m assive elds @

whose superpotential is locally of the form

b

W =12 *Ma %+ ::3; (2:50)

where M ,, can depend on variousm assless elds X . Integrating out ® leads to the one
loop e ective K ahler potential

g b = ! TrM M YlogM M Y=M 2 )1z 2:51)
eff 3 2 g cutof £/ 1°

If the supersym m etry breaking is an all, we can use the e ective K ahler potentialto nd
the e ective potential. Forexam ple, ifM .3, dependson one psesudom odulisX ,the e ective
potential is

Verune = K oop y ) Bx W F: (2:52)

However, as we will discuss below, @.53) gives the correct expression for the e ective

W isveri ed in [] that @353)
eff X ;X

potential € 47) only to kading order in Fy =
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and @47 agree to order O Fyx Fy ).) Higher powers of Fy arise from tem s in the low
energy e ective Lagrangian w ith m ore superspace covariant derivatives, eg. tem s of the

fom 7

d H ®X;X)DX )+ ce: 2:53)

for som e finction H (X ;X ). They cannot be ignored when the supersym m etry breaking is
large. The fille ective potential @ 47) includes all these higher order corrections.

Exampk 1 { the theory of section 2.3
A sa rstapplication, we com pute the one-loop potentialon the supersym m etry break—
Ing pseudom oduligpacem entioned in section 2 .3. Recallthat this space exists forX outside
of the range @.17) where there is a tachyon, so we lin it ourselves to X ¥ > ¥f=hj. We
treat the pseudom odulus X as a background, and use the masses £.16) n @.47). This
yields
h

v®P(x 9= 2hfiogM Zorr 2hX Joghx F

64 2 .

i

+ (j’lij j’lsz]og(:hxf hfj)+ (hX ﬁ+ :hij log (hX f+ hf)
" #

2
£ hX 3
_2 jz o g —— + =+ v(z)
32 Mcutoff 2
f
Z
hXx 2

v (2) }z2(1+z)zlo 1 2 f _ z 4y,
> g+ 2)+2° @ zfbgl 2 3= S+0Eh;

(2:54)
w here the shift by % is for Jater convenience.

The potential {2.54) lifts the degeneracy along the pseudom oduli space. It is an
increasing function of X J. EkpushesX into the region @.I7); ie.toward the region with a
tachyon (where the expression (2.54) no Iongerm akes sense). From there, the theory falls
into its supersym m etric vacua @.15).

W e willnow use this sinple exam ple, and result @©.54), to clarify and illustrate a
num ber of technical points. Sin ilar statem ents w ill apply to other exam ples.

Let us clarify the nature ofthe sam iclassical lim it. W etakeh ! 0 (the coupling h is
IR free) with £;X ;g h?! (and thereforez  H). In this lin it the classical Lagrangian,

based on canonical K ahler potential and the superpotential @.13), scales likeh ? . The
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one loop corrections, in particular @.54), are of order h®. W e can neglect higher loop
tem s, which are order h? and higher.

N ext, we want to understand the dependence on the UV cuto M  ytorr- W € de ne
the running coupling

_ 1?3 3 ’ 4
()= fare 1+ a2 §+]O9M27 +0{®7) ; (@:55)

cutof £

where we have set an additive constant to a convenient value. In termm s of this running £

the potential @.54) is independent ofthe UV cuto M curors

23
V X F(hx 9F 1+ 32 vz)+ 0 h?) : 256)
Here £ ( = HX J is the running coupling €.55) at the scale ofthe m assive elds q.

Equivalently, we can rem em ber that in supersym m etric theories there is only wave—
function renom alization. T he potential arises from Fy , and therefore at the leading order
only Zy can a ect the potential. The renom alization of £ n 2.55) can be understood as

com ing from Zyx , as

V=2,RWF+ nie=2," £F+ nite: 257)
W e thus have

v ‘40 m); 2 58)

@mM 2 64 2 !

cutof £

w here we recognize yx asthe anom alous din ension ofX .
A special situation arises when the supersym m etry breaking m ass solittings are e ec—
tively an all. This happens when z F=hX?7 1; ie. either for sm all £ j or for large

¥ 3. Expanding £.54) we nd

2
+

;hfbg hX

A SR +0 0') = £ox)F: 2:59)

N w

M cutof £

This can be interpreted as arising from renom alization of the K ahler potential
|

; 2
X hX 1
X f 3 J log — > +0 (hi): (2:60)

ren
32 2 M cutof £

N ote that this expression for the renom alized K isvalid also for £ = 0, where supersym —
m etry is not broken along the m oduli space param eterized by X i.
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W e should also comm ent that sinceasX ! 0 the coupling constant h is renom alized
to zero, the expression @.60) becom es accurate for snall X (though still outside of the
tachyonic range £.17)).

W e have jist seen that for smallz we can study a supersymm etric low energy theory
w ith superpotential W = £X and an e ective K ahler potential given by @.60). This isa
special case of the discussion above about the K ahler potential @51). UshgM = hX in

in @5%) andW = £X , the approxin ate e ective potential 2.57) agreesw ith 259).

A sdiscussed around {2.52), the supersym m etric e ective potential @ 52) isvalid only
when the supersymm etry breaking is am all. The correct oneloop e ective potential is
given by {.47) which in our sin ple exam ple isgiven by {2.54)), whether or not the super-
symm etry breaking is an all. In general, additional contributions which are not included

in @57) are higher orders in £jin {2.54) (ie. the function v (z) In @.54)).

Exampk 2 { the kasic O 'Raifeartaigh m odel (section 2.5)

W e now oom pute the one loop correction to the psesudom odulus potential in the
O 'R aifeartaigh m odel, exam ple 1 of section 2.5. The classical at direction ofthe classical
pseudom odulus X is lifted by a quantum e ective potential, Verr X ) RZ].

W e again treat the pseudom odulus X as a background. T he one-loop e ective poten—
tialVers X ) is given by the expression ©47), using the classicalm asses £.31) and @.33).
A s follow s from the R-symm etry, Vers X ) depends only on X j. W e nd that the poten—
tialVers X ) is a m onotonically increasing function of X j w ith the follow ing asym ptotic
behavior at an aé]l and large X 7

<Vot+tmi XF+0XT X 0
Vers X ) = "y 2 : (2:61)
=t : jf:f l+ X ]Og Mc}l)ioff + % + O (]34;10:;? j) X ! 1
w here the congtants are | "

1*3J in ¥ 3

\]0=jfj2 1+ 32 2 bngutoff+_+v(Y) +O(h4)

hf
YT 2
()—} 1+ y)Y g+ y)+y?Q yflbgd y) 3= y—2+0(4)
vyl =3 vy Y ogl+y)+y y) log y - 3 y 2£2)
) 1  h'f? .
mX:322 m2 (Y)"‘O(h)

2

W=y’ @+y’bgl+y) @ yibg@d vy 2y=§+0(y2)

hi
x=322+o(h4)2
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The function v(y) isas in ©.54) but its argum ent here, y, depends only on the coupling
constants, and is independent ofthe psesudom odulus X . Recallthat we take the param eter
y,de ned in £29),tobeintherange0 y 1.

A s in the previous exam ple, the sam iclassical lm it ish ! 0 (the coupling h is IR free)
with £;X; 1, h' andm H (and thereorey H).

A Iso, as In that exam ple, the running coupling constant

|

0y 3 2

~+lg—— +00"Y ; (263)

2 2
64 2 M cutof £

£()= frare 1+

ram oves the dependence on the UV cuto M cutofs

Vo+m2XF+0oXF) X 0
Fhx)F+ X ! 1
h*3
32 2

V X) =
(2:64)

Vo=F m)F 1+ vy)+ 0 h*)

Let us discuss the e ective potential in the two lim its X Oand X j! 1 . The
sign of the m ass square in @.63) is positive, signaling that the potential has a m inin um
at X = 0. The behavior or large X is dom inated by the renomm alization group running
of the e ective coupling constant at the scale hX j which is the scale of the m asses in
the problem . F inally, it is easy to show using the ull expression from @.47) that the one
loop potential is m onotonic between these two lim its, and therefore X = 0 is the global
m inin um of the potential.

A gain, as in the previous exam ple, ory hf=m?j 1, the supersymm etry breaking
isam all. Then, the e ective potentialcan altematively be com puted in the supersym m etric
low energy e ective theory, with K given by @ 51) and W = £X , kading to the e ective
potential {.57). The potential {2.47) applies m ore generally.

For exam ple, expanding around them ninum at X = 0, {2.57) only reproduces the
leading order term in the expansion in y 1 fDrmi in @.63). It fils to reproduce the
answer for larger values ofy, eg.

n? = £

16 2
On the other hand, even ify is not am all, the higher order F' tem s are insigni cant far
from the origin ofthe pseudom oduli space, and indeed there the truncated potential £.53)

agrees w ith the fill e ective potential @.61):
|
hx §

2
M cutof £

ogd 1) or  hfj= ind ; y=1: 2 :65)

D g £§  Prhx lamge: (2:66)
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Let us now consider the m odi ed m odel of section 2.6, where we add %h % to the
superpotential @.36). As we saw, there are then two supersymm etric states at ©.39),
and there can also be a m etastable state near X = 0. Including the correction to the
m ass eigenvalues, the one-loop potential @.47) now hasa lineartem in X (a tadpol) at
X = 0,wih coe cient O ( ). The quadratic term in X isnot much changed by the O ( )
correction, so the upshot isa localm Inim um of the oneJdoop potential at X

To sum m arize this exam ple, we found in section 2.6 that the theory w ith nonzero £
and hasa classical pseudom oduli space of nonsupersym m etric vacua, which is sensible In
the range {2.40) (which includes the region around X = 0), where there are no tachyonic
m odes. Now we have shown that the one-loop e ective potential lifts this pseudom oduli
soace, and stabilizes X near the origin. For 1, the tachyonic direction down to the
supersym m etric vacua {2.39) only appears at large X , so the m etastable vacuum near the
origin, w ith broken supersym m etry, can be param etrically long lived.

It is straightforw ard to repeat the com putation of the one-loop e ective potential for
the m odel where supersymm etry is broken by the rank condition (section 2.7). Again,
we sst £ = h 21, and then we nd that most of the degeneracy along the classical

pseudom oduli space {2.46) is rem oved by the oneloop e ective potential €A47). The

m asses of the uctuationsof ,’ and %, as a fiinction of the pseudom oduliin (2.46), a
found to be sin ilar to those of the O 'Raifeartaigh m odelgiven in €.31) and {£.32), with

= hf h? (coy= 1in £29)). TheSU (n) gauge eldsdo not contribute to @.47),

since their spectrum is supersym m etric to this order. Up to symm etry transfom ations,

the vacua are found to be at

8 ; = tk= ](;_I’n : 2:67)
The vacua (2.67) spontaneously break the global symmetry, G ! H . Associated with
that, the vacua {2.67) actually orm a com pact m oduli space of vacua, M .. = G=H ,
param eterized by the m assless G oldstone bosons. Since this space of vacua is associated
w ith an exact global sym m etry breaking it is robust, and the degeneracy is not lifted by
higher order corrections. In particular, these vacua cannot becom e tachyonic. T he one—
Joop potentialcom puted from {2.47) gives non-tachyonicm asses to allother pseudom oduli,

so the vacua {2.64) are true localm inin a of the e ective potential @].
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2.9. Rehtion to R-symmetry [11]

Consider a generic theory and ask for a condition for broken supersymm etry. This

m eans that we cannot solve all the equations
QW ()=0 foralla= 1:::k. (2:68)

But ifW is a generic superpotential, then {.68) involves k equations for the k quantities

®, 0 generally they can allbe solved. NonR avor symm etries do not help. Consider
for exam ple a globalnonR U (1) symm etry. Then, the equations @.68) can be w ritten as
k 1 independent equations fork 1 independent unknowns, as seen by w riting

Ww=w = 2 7% a= 2:::k: 2:69)

(@, isthe U (1) charge of ?). But ifthere is an R -sym m etry, then we can w rite
Wo=TE@E= 2 777 T= 77, (2:70)

(r; istheR-charge of ?), and then in tem sof T and t* forgeneric £ the equations 2.68)
et T = 0 which isa singularpoint. Away from T = 0 the equations are over-constrained:
they are k equations fork 1 independent unknow ns, so generically they cannot be solred.
E xceptions occur either for a non-generic £, orwhen a solution with T = 0 and therefore
1 = 0 isallowed. This isthe cass when r; = 2 and allotherr, = 0. Then there isa
k 2 dim ensional space of supersymm etric vacua,at 1= 0,£f( ;)= 0. M ore generally,
there are exogptional cases w ith supersym m etry unbroken for elds at the origin, when all
elds, forwhich the K ahler potential is an ooth, have non-negative R -charges less than 2.)
These observations about the relation between R-symm etry and supersym m etry
breaking tw ith the exam ples above.
The sim plest theory (section 21) with W = f£X hasan R-symm etry and broken super—
symmetry. Addingeg. W = % X ? breaks the R -sym m etry, and restores supersym m etry.
T his is also true for its generalization w ith m ore com plicated K of section 2 2, which
depends only on X X . IfK depends separately on X and X (ot only through the com bi-
nation X X ), the theory does not have an R -sym m etry but supersym m etry is still broken.
T his show s that we can have broken supersym m etry w ithout R -sym m etry. H ere i happens
because the superpotential is not a generic finction ofX .
T he addition of light elds as in section 2.3 preserves the R -sym m etry, but restores

supersym m etry. T his dem onstrates that having an R -sym m etry does not guarantee that
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supersym m etry is broken. This exam ple realizes the exceptionalcase, r1 = 2, ra61 = O,
m entioned above.

The example of section 24 has a U (1)r symm etry, and indeed there is no static
supersym m etric vacuum . But there is a runaw ay direction, along which supersym m etry is
asym ptotically restored. T his illustrates the need to still check for runaw ay directions.

The O 'Raifeartaigh type m odels of section 2.5 have an R -sym m etry, and broken su-
persymm etry for generic g; ( ) and g, ( ). The exam ple 2 there, w ith non-generic g; ( )
and g, ( ), lustrates that having an R -sym m etry does not guarantee broken sym m etry, if
the superpotential is not generic.

The deform ation @.36) of the O ‘Raifeartaigh m odel in section 2.6 breaks the R-
sym m etry, and indeed restores supersymm etry. However, for sm all there is an approxi-
m ate R -symm etry which is related to supersym m etry breaking in the m etastable state.

F inally, the m odels based on the rank condition of section 2.7 have an R -sym m etry
and corresoondingly they have broken supersymm etry, forn < N¢. Forn Ng¢ , super—
symm etry is not broken, by a generalization of the comm ent Hllow ing ©.70) about the
casery = 2,wih allotherr, = 0.) Asmentioned in footnote 6, we w ill Jater discuss this
m odelw ith the SU (n) symm etry gauged, but IR firee. The U (1) symm etry is then only
an approxin ate sym m etry. C orresoondingly, the supersym m etry breaking wWih n < N¢)
willbe in m etastable vacua Q].

To summ arize, generically there is broken supersymm etry if and only if there is an
R-symm etry. There is broken supersymm etry in a m etastable state if and only if there
is an approxin ate R -sym m etry. For realistic m odels of supersym m etry breaking, we need
to break the R-symm etry, to get gaugino m asses. To avoid having a m assless R -axion
if the symm etry is spontaneously broken it should also be explicitly broken. G ravity
e ects can help [12]], but ignoring gravity, we conclide that realistic and generic m odels of
supersym m etry breaking require that we live in a m etastable state.

3. Supersym m etric Q CD

In this section we will discuss the dynam ics of supersymm etric QCD (SQCD ) for

various num bers of colors and avors. This section will be brief. W e refer the reader to

the books and review s of the sub $ct, eg. [6/1;13416], for m ore details.

(W
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3.1. Super YangM ills theory { N¢ = 0

A pure gauge theory is characterized by a scale . At energy of order , it con nes
and leads to nonzero gluino condensation, breaking a discrete R sym m etry.

For SU (N .) gauge theory we de ne the gauge invariant chiral operator

1
= 2TrW W = = 2Tr + ot Z;F F o+ :) ; (341)

which can be interpreted as a \glueball" super eld. Here we ©ollow the W ess and B agger

notation 3]where . The dynam ics leads to gaugino condensation:
Bi= —trr i= (M) (32)
i= r i= ©)Ne .
32 2

where branches of the fractional power in (3J) represent the values in the N . di erent
supersym m etric vacua. The theory has an anom aly free Z,y _ discrete symmetry (left
unbroken by instantons), and 32) in plies that it is spontaneously broken to Z ;.

The N . supersymm etric vacua with (34) are those counted by the W itten index,
Tr( 1f = N, Bl. Since isthe rst com ponent of the chiral super eld S, the expecta—
tion values 3J) do not break supersym m etry.

The relation @ J) is exact. This can be seen by prom oting to an expectation value
of a background chiral super eld R3,24], which is assigned charge R ( ) = 2=3 to account
for the anom aly. T here is no correction to {3J) com patible w ith thisR charge assignm ent
and holom orphy:z: .

T he gaugino condensation can be represented as a nontrivial superpotential

1
Wers = Ng( Ne)ie: (3:3)

Comm ents:
1. The superpotential (3.3) is independent of elds. It ism eaningfilwhen coupling to
supergraviy, or if isa background eld source.
2. Equation (33) can be used to nd the tension of dom ain walls interpolating betw een
these vacua labelled by k; and k, R§]

aN L L 2k 2 ik,
Ty, = Nco( 77°)¥e (@ Ve eve ) : (34)

7 The non—zero value of the coe  cient in (_3-_.2) can be set to one in a particular renom alization

schem e. See i_2-'_3] for discussion, and com parison w ith various instanton calculations.
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3. Thinking of 3N . log as a source for the operator S T 2 wecan nd

, 1 3 1
MSi= — Gy Weer= (0)7e: 3:5)

C

4. U sing this observation we can perform a Legendre transform to derive the Veneziano—
Y ankielow icz superpotential 27]

Were(S)= NS (@  logS=3): (3:6)

It should be stressed that S is not a light elds and therefore this expression is not
a tem in the W ilsonian e ective action. It is a term in the 1P I action and therefore
it can be used only to nd hSi and tensions of dom ain walls. H owever, there is no

particle-like excitation (e4g.a glieball) which is described by the eld S.

3.2. Sem iclhssical SQCD

W e consider SU (N ) gauge theory with N quarksQ and N ¢ antiquarks &.
T he gauge and global sym m etries are

SUWN:) BUWNg), SUWNg)g Uds U@dr U@Dal

0 N . N ¢ 1 11 g 1 (3:7)
® N . 1 N ¢ 1 1 g; 1
Here the global sym m etries are denoted by [:::]. The U (1)a symm etry is anom alous and

the other sym m etries are anom aly free. W e also assign charges to the coupling constants:
regarding them as background chiral super elds leads to usefiil selection rules R3],

SU N ) [SU_CNf)L SUWN¢g)g U@s UDr U@al
m 1 N ¢ N ¢ 0 25 2 (3:8)

We N 1 1 1 0 0 2N ¢

Herem isapossblemassterm thatwecan add, W ee = Trm Q , and isthe dynam ical
scale, related to the running gauge coupling as

g 2 .
We Mo g g7y h Me N, (3:9)

Instanton am plitudes com e w ith the factor of N¢ ¥ ¢, and their violation of the U (1)a
symm etry is accounted for by the charge assignm ent in (3.8).

24



Asseen from (39), the theory isUV free orN¢ < 3N, ie. g?( ) ! 0 for 3
On the otherhand, orN¢ 3N, the theory is IR free, ie. g?( ) ! 0 Pr 5 (or
N ¢ = 3N . the beta function vanishes at one loop, but at two loops it is IR fiee).
In the rest of this subsection, we take W yee = 0. The classical potential is then
X X
v O*)?=  @TrQT*QY ¢ T°¢T))’ (3:10)
a a
(T® arethe SU (N .) generators). It lkeadsto at directionsw hich we refer to as the classical
m oduli space of vacua M ;. As is always the case, M .; can be understood in temn s of
gauge invariant m onom ials of the chiral super elds, and the light moduliin M ; can be
understood as the chiral super elds that are left uneaten by the H iggsm echanian .
ForN¢ < N up to gauge and avor rotations, M ; is given by R8§]

0 1
a1
B a c
0=¢=0 2 K : (3:11)
aN

Tts complex dimension isdimc M o = Nf2. T he gauge Invariant description is M ; =

a f
e
SU N. N¢).TheclassicalKahlrpotentialon M ; is

= &o" );g, f;g = 1:::N¢. The gauge group is broken on M ; as SU (N.) !

P
K= 2Tr MM : (3:12)

(To see that, write the D term equations as QYQ = ¢TE® ,and use &t nd M M =
b
Q0 &'®0T = @ Q7)%. Then the Kahler potential is trQ¥Q + tr&¥® = 2tr M ¥YM .)

T his is singular near the origin. A s always, singularities In the low -energy e ective theory
signalnew light elds, which should be included for a sm ooth description of the physics.
H ere the singularities of K ; occur at subspaces where som e ofthe SU (N .)=SU (N, Ng¢)
gauge bosons becom e m assless, and they need to be included in the description.

ForN ¢ No.wehavedinc M o= 2N N¢ (NC2 1). Up togauge and avor rotations
B8l
ai

az

; ;¥ BF = independent ofi:

e@HEEm ©

(3:13)
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T he gauge invariant description is given by the eldsM = &Q7T,B = QV¢ (contracted
w ith the epsilon-symbol), B = &V <, sub fct to various classical relations,

M o= 1fM;B;BjC;M ;B;F)= 0g: (3:14)

T he functions C;, giving the classical relations, are of course com patible w ith the symm e-
tries (371), ncluding U (1)a . Forexample ©rN¢ = N, we have 9]

M o= fM@f; B;8jdetM  BE = 0g; (3:15)

where the constraint ollows from detM = detQ det@® = BE. The spaces 3.14), or
allN ¢ N., are singular at the origih, M = B = B = 0, because it is possble to st
allC; = 0, and also all variations C; = 0 there. The classical interpretation is that
the SU (N.) gauge elds, which are m assless at the origin, need to be included for the
low -energy e ective theory to be non-singular.

ForN¢ > N, am ong other constraints, theN¢ Ne¢ matrixM = QT satis es

rank ™M ) Ng classically: (3:16)

3.3. Adding large quark m ass term s

Consider adding quark m asses, via the tree-level superpotential
Wiree = Trm&QY TrmM : (3:17)

Forlargem (m oreprecisely, the eigenvaluiesofm arem uch largerthan j ) we can integrate
out the quarks and the low energy theory isa pure gauge theory. Itsscale 1 isdetemm ined
at one loop as

Me = detm  MNe Nt (3:18)

G luino condensation in this theory leads, as in {3.3), to

Weee = No(etm Mo N £)ic; (3:19)

it ©llow s from holom orphy and sym m etries that {3.19) is the exact e ective superpoten-—

tial. The superpotential (3.19) can be interpreted as part of the generating fiinctional for
correlation functions, w ith them assm in @.17) acting as the source for the operatorM ,
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and log 3N¢ N ¢ a5 the source for the operator S T W 4,30]. W e can thus use
G.19) to nd

. 21
MM iguey = @nWerr = (detm Mo M 5)ie —
m (320)
We N oyFy .

hgj-susy = @]og e NeWers = (detm

T he subscript em phasizes that these are the expectation values in the supersym m etric

vacua. N ote that there are N . solutions in 320), di ering by a N .-th root ofunity phase,
which correspond to the Tr( 1f = N. supersymm etric vacua of the low -energy super—
YangM ills theory. The result B20) is valid for allN ¢ . It is interesting to note that, for
N> N, thematrix M 1 in {320) does not satisfy the classical constraint 3.14) of the
theory with m assless avors; however, takingm ! 0 in @20) does bring WM i back to
M 1.

Perform ing a Legendre transom between m and M , we can use §.19) to derive the
1P I e ective action

3N, N ¢ I=MN. N ¢)

W = N _ + T M : 321
eff ™M )= N £) et m ( )

Onem ight be tem pted to interpret @21) also asa W ilsonian e ective action for the light
eld M . However, aswe w ill discuss below , this is not always correct.
Finally we can introduce the eld S into 321) by perform ing a Legendre transfom
w ith respect to its source Iog ¢ ¥ ¢ to nd BIL]

gNe Nt detM

Were™ ;S)=S N Nf) Ilog N + TmM : (322)

Again, this expression can be used to nd the expectation values 320) and to study
dom ain wall tensions, but it should not be viewed as a term in a W ilsonian e ective
action.

34.N¢ < N. masskss avors P8

W e have seen that the classical theory has a m oduli space of supersym m etric vacua
M (1. W enow explore the Iow energy e ective Lagrangian alongM .; and exam ine w hether
a superpotentialcan be generated there. T he sym m etries {3.7) constrain the superpotential

to be of the form [32]
3N, N ¢ 1=N¢ N ¢)

W / — : 323
dyn detM ( )
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T herefore, we face a dynam ical question of determ ining the coe cient in (3 23). N ote that
(3 23) is non-perturbative, because of the positive pow er of exp( 82=(Q3N. Nf)g?).

R ecall that the gauge group isH iggsed to SU (N, N¢) on the classicalm oduli space.
ForN¢ = N. 1, the gauge group is com pletely H iggsed, and then there are nite action
(constrained) instantons which generate {323). ForN¢ < N. 1, {323) is instead asso-
ciated w ith gaugino condensation in the unbroken SU (N . N¢) { that is the reason for
the fractionalpower in 323). Finally, com paring w ith (321) we see that the coe cient
in B23) mustbeN. Ng

3N. N ¢ 1= N ¢)

W = N EE—— : 324
dyn (N c £ ) detM ( )

For N ¢ Ne, 323) does not m ake sense. For N¢ = N, the exponent diverges.

ForN;: > N, the constraint 3.16) inpliesdetM = 0. Therefore, orN¢ N, m assless
avors, the quantum theory has a m oduli space of inequivalent vacua.

35.Nf = N. masskss avors 9]

Here the vacuum degeneracy cannot be lifted by W gyn, S0 the m oduli space is still
param eterized by the gauge invariant elds M , B and B¥. But the classical constraint
(3.15) they satisfy ism odi ed (consistent w ith the symm etries (3.7) and B.9))

M g = fMé;B;]?jdetM BE = Neg: (325)

N ote that this is a nonperturbative e ect, proportional to a positive power of . So, as is
approprate, the deform ation is im portant only near the origin, and is negligble at large
elds, relative to , where the theory is weakly coupled. Indeed, the power In (325)
is precisely that associated with a one instanton correction to the constraint in 3.13).
The constraint 325) can be seen from @20), which HrN¢ = N, hasdetM = Ne,
independent ofm . (O ne can introduce sources for the operators B and ¥, to get the fll
constraint 825).) The space M . n @.15) was shgularatM = B = B = 0, but the
space (325) is everywhere am ooth. The only light degrees of freedom of the low -energy

e ective theory are the m oduliof B25).
T he theory w ith them odi ed constraint can be described using a Lagrange m ultiplier
X and a superpotential
W =X detM BB  MNe); (326)

but it should be stressed that this isnot a termm in a W ilsonian action. T here is no light
eld X and sim ilarly, them ode of M ,B and B which is proportional to detM BE are
not light. However, 326) is stilla usefulway to inm plem ent the constraint.
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3.6.N¢ > N, [33]

The vacuum degeneracy of the theory wih m assless avors again cannot be lifted
by W gyn - M oreover, or allN¢ > N, the classicalm oduli space constraints (3.14) can-
not be deform ed because no deform ation would be com patible w ith holom orphy and the
symm etries in B3.1) and {3.8). So there is a quantum m oduli space of vacua, coinciding
w ith the classicalm oduli space 3.14),M 4= M ;. The sihgularity of these spaces at the
origin indicates additional, m assless degrees of freedom there. T heir nature is clard ed by
a duality.

The original SU N .) theory, wih N ¢ avors, is dual to another gauge theory bassd
on the gaugegroup SU n = N¢ N;) wih spectrum of elds and couplings

SU () SU N ¢£)1 SU N ¢)r U (1)s U (1)r U 1)al
¢ v

’ n N ¢ 1 . 1§ 1

e n 1 N ¢ e 1 2 1
— £ 327
1 N ¢ N ¢ 0 25 2 27

£ 1 N ¢ N ¢ 0 2 2

3n N ¢ 1 1 1 0 0 2N ¢

(again, the group in [:::] is a global sym m etry) w ith canonicalK forthe elds’, &, and
, and superpotential
W =hTr "&" + Trf : 328)

A s we will discuss, the coupling £ is proportional to the m ass of the electric quarks. In
particular, ifm = 0 in the electric theory, then £ = 0 in the m agnetic theory. U (1) in
(327) is anom alous but the other sym m etries are not. T he scale © of the m agnetic theory
can be taken to be the sam e asthe of the electric theory, aswe indicate n (3 27).

W e refer to the originaltheory (3.7) aselectric and to {327) asm agnetic. T his duality
between the electric and the m agnetic theories states that these tw o di erent theories have
the sam e IR behavior. B etter agreem ent betw een the tw o theories is obtained ifwem odify
the K ahler potential by higher order tem s.

Comm ents:

1. The anom aly free sym m etries of the electric and the m agnetic theories are the sam e.

A 11 "tH ooft anom aly m atching conditions of these sym m etries are satis ed.

2. The relations between the variables of the electric and m agnetic descriptions are

M =@QT= ; B=QNC= n ZNcNf,n (3:29)
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w ith som e din ensionless constants and . Below we willdetemm ine .) It is easy
to check that the identi cation of operators B29) is consistent with the anom aly
free symm etries. (An altemative description was given in [I3], where the scales of
the electric and m agnetic theories were taken to be di erent; the descriptions are
equivalent, as reviewed, eg. in 1.

3. For %NC < N¢ < 3N, the ekctric and m agnetic theories are both UV free, and
they di erin the UV .Thetwo di erent UV free starting points ow under the renor-
m alization group RG) to the sam e interacting RG xed point In the IR . A detailed
discussion ofthisRG ow can be found, eg.in [6].

4.ForN.+ 2 Nf 3N themagnetic theory is IR free, with irrelevant interactions.
The UV free electric theory ow s at long distance to the IR firee m agnetic theory.

5.ForN¢ = N .+ 1 wecan stilluse the variables in {3 27) but w ithout them agnetic gauge

elds and w ith the addition ofa term proportionalto det to the superpotential R9].

6. Tuming on mass tetms Trm Q& = TrmM in the electric theory is described by
adding to the m agnetic superpotential Trm . W e willanalyze it In detail In the
next subsection.

3.7. Adding sm allm ass term s

W e again add (3.17%)
Wiree= Trm QT = TrmM (3:30)

but this tin e we take the m asses (eigenvalies ofm ) anall compared with jj. Now, we
should be able to reproduce the expectation values (320) from our low energy e ective
theory.

ForN¢ < N, the Iow energy theory hasW cxact = W gyn + W tree, Which gives precisely
the superpotential $21). The Legendre transorm in {320) ensures that setting F} =

& W exact = 0 yields the N . supersymm etric vacua at M igiven in {320).

Aswementioned above, orN¢ N, 821) is not m eaningfiil as a superpotential
on the m oduli space. Rather, it should be viewed as a superpotential on a larger eld
space, where M is arbitrary rather than sub fct to (3.16), and which ism eaningfulonly
for nonzero m . A swe are going to discuss, the dual theory provides an interpretation of
this.

ForN¢ = N. {321) does not m ake sense. Instead, we can nd HM i using the super-
potential (326).
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ForN¢ = N.+ 1 we have to add {321) to the superpotential (as comm ented after

B29).
ForN¢ > N.+ 1 themeaning of (3.21) is slightly m ore subtle. C onsider m oving the
eld M away from its expectation value. T he superpotential (328) gives m asses to
the dual quarks ’ . U sing an expression like 3.3) for gliino condensation in the m agnetic
gauge group leads to
W o=n@'fdet "Ny, (3:31)
w here we set the scales of the m agnetic and electric theories to be the sam e . T hisagrees
ih @21) provided

detM

N 3n N _ N B
hiedet %= (1) Vo5 (3:32)
which xesthe coe cient in (329}
M =(1 "fh : (3:33)
C orrespondingly, the coe cient f in (328) is related to the electric m ass by
1+ e
f= m=( 1) "*mh : (3:34)

4. D ynam ical supersym m etry breaking

W e willnow consider four typicalexam ples ofD SB .The comm on feature of these ex—
am ples isthat at low energies they can be given a sam iclassical supersym m etric description
as In the exam ples in section 2. The rst three exam pleswhich are based on the dynam ics
0fN¢g < N.,Nfg=N.,and N¢ > N, were found in the 80s, 90s and 00s regpectively. The
fourth exam ple, which isbased on the dynam ics ofN ¢ = 0, allow s us to easily convert any
exam ple In section 2 to am odelofD SB .

M any other exam ples of D SB are known. Som e of them are strongly coupled and
do not adm it a sam iclassical supersym m etric description involving an e ective K ahler
potential and an e ective superpotential (exam ples are SU (5) or SO (10) gauge theories
w ith a single generation of quarks and leptons [34,35]). In other situations the question of
supersym m etry breaking is inconclusive (eg.an SU (2) gauge theory w ith m atter in the
fourdin ensional representation 3§]). In addition, m any variants of the exam plesbelow are
known and they exhibit various interesting features (see, eg. 37447]) . Additional review

and references can be found i eg. [4§49,4/1]
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4.1. The (3,2) model [38]

T he gauge group is
SU (3) SU @) (4:1)

and wehave chiralsuper elds: Q .n (3;2),e 1 3;1),&n B;1),L In (1;2). FOrW ree = 0,
the classicalm oduli space is given by arbitrary expectation values of the gauge invariants

X,=0Q8&L ; X, = QeL ; 7 = QQe&: 42)

B oth gauge groups are H iggsed on this classicalm oduli space. W e add to them odel a tree
level superpotential
Wiee= Q&L= Xgq: 4:3)

This theory hasa U (1) symmetry, with R Q) = I,R@=R&®&=0,RL)= 3.A
crucial aspect of (4.3) is that it lifts all of the classical D — at directions. T herefore, the
theory does not have any runaw ay directions.

U sing the global sym m etries (incliding those under which the couplings, treated as
background chiral super elds, are charged), the exact superpotential for the elds @ 2) is

7
3

W exact = ?+ Xq: 4:4)
The rsttem in @4) isSW g4yn, which is generated by an SU (3) instanton. This theory
dynam ically breaks supersym m etryré .

For 1, the vacuum is at large expectation value for the elds. Since the gauge
groups are H iggsed at a high energy scale, their running coupling is weak. Because the
theory isweakly coupled for the elds in this lim it, we have K Kclassica1lr SO the K ahler
potential is under control. It is then easy to nd that the eld expectation valies and the

vacuum energy density at them inimum are

voos=T g v=Mg o 3T 5] @:)

& a quick way to see that is to note that W 4yn pushes Z away from the origin, which spon-
taneously breaks the U (1)r symm etry. There is thus a com pact m oduli space of vacua, whose
m odulus is the m assless G oldstone boson. If supersym m etry were unbroken, the G oldstone boson
would have a scalar superpartner, which would lead to a non-com pact m oduli space —but that
cannot be the case, because W tree lifts all of the classical at djlectjons-r_[é_'él].
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(the precise coe cient can be com puted, using K = K ;). Note that, to justify K Keiy
we need Vv 3 and also v 2, and the latter condition requires 3 =7 .
In addition to the m assless G oldstino, there is a m assless G oldstone boson, because the
vacuum spontaneously breaks the U (1)g symm etry.

T he above analysis is valid when 3 2. As seen from the expressions above, in
this 1m it the SU (2) gauge dynam ics scale , doesnot appear directly in the approxim ate
answers (4.5). The SU (2) gauge group is weakly coupled at the scale s, and the role of
the SU (2) gauge sym m etry is sin ply to restrict the possible superpotential couplings, and
its classical gauge potential lifts certain directions in eld space thus avoiding runaw ay.
The fact that , doesnotenter into @.4) tsw ith the fact that the SU (2) gauge group has
N¢ = N.. So, as reviewed in section 3.5, it does not contribute to W 4y, , but instead leads
to the quantum m odi ed m oduli space constraint R9] of B25). The quantum m odi ed
m oduli space is neglected in the analysis above, and that is jasti ed when 5 2.

On the otherhand, n thelim it , 3,the SU (2) group becom es strong rst in the
RG ow to the IR, and it is then essential to inclide the quantum m odi ed m oduli space
constraint. Below the scale ,, the light eldsarer g= QL= ,, in the 3 ofSU (3), and
g= Q%= ,,and e and &, all in the 3, subfct to the quantum constraint qg = % The
constraint breaks SU (3) to SU (2)° SU (3),atthescale ,,and gand gare H iggsed. The

eldse and & each decom pose as 3;3! 2+ 1lundersSuU 3) ! SU ()% so we have SU (2)°
wih N¢ = 1 avor, plus two singlkts. In the lin i, we obtain a superpotential which is
sim ilar to (4.4), but with a di erent interpretation of the temm s. Tn particular, the X ;
term is interpreted as  3S4, where Sy isthe SU (2)° singlet from & In the ™7 , 3
lim it, the SU ©)° SU (3) dynam ics is insigni cant, and wehaveMS4 = j 2 gj,where is
a positive O (1) K aher potential coe cient, K 15454 that cannot be directly calculated
B

42.M odi ed m oduli space exam pk (60,511

Consider the SU (N ) theory with N = N, and add elds S?,band%and a superpo—
tential (Up to coupling constants)

W iree = trSEQT + bdet® + BdetQ : (4:6)
Classically Q = & = 0. In the quantum theory we get the e ective superpotential (see

W effoctive = trSM + L€ + BB + X (detM BE 2Ney @)
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which breaks SUSY . Thisbreaking is dynam ical. Tt depends on the IR con nem ent ofthe
N ¢ = N, theory, from quarks and glions in the UV, into the com posite eldsM and B
and B in the IR and on the quantum deform ation ofthem oduli space by 2M¢ in B25).

Let us specialize toN ¢ = N, = 2, where the fundam entals and anti-findam entals can
be written as 2N ¢ = 4 fundamentalsQf¢, f = 1:::4,c= 1;2. The gauge invariants are
Ut = QfeQ9? 4, in the 6 ofthe globalSU (4) = SO (6) avor symm etry. To em phasize
that it isan SO (6) vector we w ill also express it as

v = (Vl= %({J12+ U34);V2 = 51@12 U34);:::): 4:8)

T he quantum m oduli space constraint (26) for this case is P91
PfU = Uty uBu+utuP=v v= “: 4:9)
W e add singlets S, also In the 6 of the global avor SO (6), w ith superpotential
1 fc d
W tree = Ehsng Q9% 4 =2hS V; (4:10)

where S¢4 isrelated to S asin (4.8) and the factor of 2 arises from this change ofnotation.
Unlke (4.6) (4.7), here we have explicitly exhibited the coupling constant h. There is a
conserved U (1)g symmetry, with R @)= 0,and henceR (V)= 0,and R (S) = 2. Because
Fs = 21V, the constraint @.9) mpliesthat F, 6 0, so SUSY is broken.

Letusanalyze it In m ore detail. W e start w ith the classicaltheory. T he superpotential
coupling %thgQ fegad 4 lifts all the at directions with nonzero Q . So the classical
m oduli space is the space 0of S. M oving far out along these at directions the fundam ental
quarks are m assive and can be Integrated out. The Iow energy SU (2) gauge theory has

scak ¢ = “*h?S S, and isgliino condensation generates

[SIE

Wy =2(2)72=2n1n* ‘s s 4:11)

U sing the sym m etries and holom orphy it is easy to see that {4.11) isexact. Now it is clear
that for any nonzero S the superpotential is not stationary, and the point S = 0 is singular
and needs to be exam ined in detail.

Before we conclude that supersym m etry is broken away from the origin we have to
exam ine the potentialat in nity to m ake sure that there isno runaway. U sing the classical

K ahler potential for S which is canonical, the superpotential @.IT) Jeads to

S S

Va = 4h 2j2 -
B S3

(4:12)
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D epending on the direction in the space thisexpression eitherdivergesat In nity or asym p—
totes to a constant 4h 2F. It is straightrward to nclude the one loop correction to this
expression. This situation is very sin ilar to the discussion around {2.54). T he fundam en—
tal quarks Q are m assive and their loop leads to logarithm ic corrections to the potential
which m akes it grow at in nity. W e conclude that the pseudo at directions w ith broken

supersymm etry in (4.12) is lifted and pushes the system to sm aller values of S .

W hen hSj j jthe superpotential (4 .10) givesthe quarkssm allm assesand they can—
not be integrated out so easily. But then we can use our understanding of the m acroscopic
theory, where the SU (2) gauge elds and m atter of the m icroscopic theory are replaced in
the R with the eldsV, subct to the constraint @.9). W e solve this constraint as

v (T @13)
where v isan SO (5) vector. W ewillassum e that j J J. This assum ption is valid up
to symm etry transformm ations near the origin of the classical theory, where we expect to

nd our ground state. Sin ilarly, we write S (S1;8), where s isan SO (5) vector. Then
@.10) is .
W=2nS; 2 +#+2hv 8 2h°S; hS¥ +2hwv s: 4:14)

The K ahler potential for the elds S, 8, and v is am ooth, and can be taken to be

_ 1 - 1
K=5S;1+8 8+v w+ O—.(?); 4:15)
J3J

where isan O (1) coe cient that we cannot detem ine.

Up to symm etry transform ations, the vacua have arbitrary hS,i, and v= s= 0. This
leads to a seven realdim ensionalpsesudom oduli space. Its din ensions inclide the two non—
com pact directions given by hS;i, and wve realG oldstone bosons livingon SO (6)=S0O (5) =
S°, com ing from com ponents of v and s.

W e can integrate out the m assive m odes of v to nd an e ective superpotential. For
1

8= 01t isW s = 2h 23S, and m ore generally, it is given by W cr¢ = 2 h? ‘s s
which agreeswith @.11).

Supersym m etry isbroken by ?sl =2h 26 0. SinceFs, isgenerated by dim ensional
tranan utation, the supersym m etry breaking is dynam ical. The m assless G oldstino com es
from S;.

W e should now exam Ine how this pseudom oduli space is lifted in the quantum the—
ory. This is easily done using the low energy theory based on the superpotential (4.14)
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and the K ahler potential @ .15) by noticing that it is a muli- eld analog of the y = 1
O 'R aifeartaigh m odel. T he one-loop potential @.47) lifts the degeneracy and leads to a
supersym m etry breaking m ninum at S = 0 B2]. At this vacuum the global SO (6) sym —
m etry is spontaneously broken to SO (5) by the constraint 4.9), but the U (1)g symm etry
isunbroken. So there isa wve realdim ensional, com pact space of supersym m etry breaking
vacua, given by the G oldstone boson m anifold SO (6)=S0O (5) = S°.

Forh 1, we can have lJarge S; and stilluse the low energy e ective theory provided

hs:j Jj Bk (4:16)

In this lin it, the behavior of the one-loop potential {2.47), com puted in the low -energy

e ective eld theory, asym ptotesas in (2.66) to

Ph %+ 4:17)

A swe have review ed, the dependence on M ouorr Can be absorbed into the renom alization
ofh. Thecoe cient in (4.17) isthe anom alousdin ension ofthe pseudom odulus, com puted

in the m acroscopic theory. Tt depends on the O (1) unknown constant i #.15). Since
A ro > 0, the potential @.17) is an increasing function of H1 3.
On the other hand, as we ram arked above, if j j $hS 1 7j then, we should instead

use the m icroscopic theory. The result for the potential is sin ilar to (4.177), though w ith
M

a di erent, but again positive, num erical coe cient ;.

for the one-loop anom alous
din ension of S;, com puted from the m icroscopic Q  elds running in the loop B3]. W e
cannot com pute the potential in the intermm ediate range, hS;j J jbut n allcalculable

regions the potential slopes tow ard the origin, S; = 0.

D eform ing the m odel
Consider adding a U (1) breaking, but SO (6) Invarant, tem

w o= 1s° (4:18)

to @.I0). Adding this to @.11) or @.14), the theory has a ve complex din ensional,

non-com pact, m oduli space of supersym m etric vacua

2h 5 4
S = v ; Ve = H (4 :].9)
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For j j j j the elds S are heavy and can be integrated out. The low energy theory
is sin ply the SU (2) theory w ith four m asslkess doublets and no superpotential (the cubic
couplings of (4.10) do not lead to a quartic superpotentialwhen S is integrated out). T his
has a m oduli space which is reproduced by @.19).

Forj j JjtheS eldsare light, and need to be Included in the low energy theory;

ie.weadd (418) to @.I4). Aswetake ! 0,the SUSY vacua {419) run o to in nity.
In addition to these supersym m etric ground states at large F 7 we stillhave the com pact
m oduli space of supersym m etry breaking vacua discussed ollow ing @4.14), w ith S near the
origin. For j j J jthesem etastable, supersym m etry breaking states are very long lived.
Finally,as ! 0 the supersymm etric states disappear from the H ibert space and we are
left w ith only the m etastable states.

N ote that these theories provide exam ples ofnonchiral theories that dynam ically break
supersym m etry. How is that com patile w ith the W itten index [B]? T he argum ent based
on the W iten index relies on adding m ass tem s to the theory and tracking the super-
sym m etric states as the m ass is rem oved. In this problem we can add two possble m ass
term s. First, we can add m ass temn s for the fundam ental quarks. This is done in the
e ective theory by addingm V to the superpotential. But this has no e ect because m
can be absorbed in a shift of S. Second, ifwe add @.18§), S ism assive. For large m ass it
leads to the non-com pact m oduli space of supersym m etric states {4.19). For sn allm ass
we also nd the com pact m oduli space of supersym m etry breaking m etastable states, and
as ! 0 the supersym m etric states disappear from the H ibert space and supersym m etry

is broken.

4.3. M etastabke states in SQCD [9]

Consider SQCD with N+ 1  N¢ < %Nc,with an all quark m asses

£ igenvaluesm )j J I (4 20)

The range of N is such that the m agnetic dual B3] of section 3.6 is the R free, low -
energy e ective eld theory. W e thus analyze the groundstates in the m agnetic dual, w ith
superpotential

hTr " e+ Trm : (421)
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T his is the sam e as the theory we studied in @.41) @.43) with the identi cation®

m = f: 422)

For sim plicity, we willtakem (and therefore also f£) to be proportionalto the unitm atrix,
thus preserving the globalSU N ¢).

A s discussed follow ing @.41), this Jow energy theory has a supersym m etry breaking
m inimum {.67).2A Ilnon-6 oldstone m odes have non-tachyonicm asses there, from the one—
loop potential, which is com puted via @.47) in the low -energy dualtheory. T he fact that
the m agnetic theory is IR firee ensures that higher loops are suppressed, and in particular
cannot invalidate the results from the one-loop potential.

W e thus conclude that SQCD has m etastable dynam ical supersym m etry breaking
vacua. In tem s of the m icroscopic electric SQ CD theory, the D SB vacua @.67) have zero
expectation value for themeson elds, M i= 0, and non—zero expectation value of som e
baryon elds,hlBi6 0 and h¥i6 0, which follow from the non-zero i i and heiin @.67).
In tem s of the IR dualm agnetic theory, these vacua are sam iclassical, but in tem s of
the m icroscopic, electric SQ CD they are not, they are strongly quantum -m echanical.

A s noted after {2.67), the supersym m etry breaking vacua ©.67) spontaneously break
the globalsymm etries, from G = SU N¢) U (1 toH = SUN¢ N.) SU®N.) U Q).
A ssociated w ith that, there is a com pact m oduli space of vacua, the m anifold ofm assless
G oldstone bosonsl}-g:, M yac = G=H . Note that the DSB vacua have an assortm ent of
m asskess elds: the G=H G oldstone bosons and a num ber of m assless ferm ions including
the G oldstino, which com e from the fermm jonic com ponents ofthe elds o in (2.46). This
isto be contrasted w ith the naive expectation that there should be nom assless elds (and,
iIn particular, no candidate G oldstino for D SB to occur), since the quarks Q all have a
massm , and the low-energy SYM getsam assgap. T he dualm agnetic theory show s that
this naive expectation is incorrect.

SQCD also has N . supersym m etric vacua, with m ass gap and M i hi# 0, and
IBi= H¥i= 0. These supersymm etric vacua arise from the e ective interaction B.31)

° The globalvectorU (1) symm etry in é_2-_.zl_]-.:) isnom alized di erently than the baryon num ber
symmetry n $27). Also, theU (1)z symmetry in (327) is anom aly free but it is broken by the
m ass tem , while in (2-_.-4_31;) we took U (1)r to preserve the term linear in but it is anom alous.

10 m various generalizations of this exam ple, these com pact m oduli spaces of D SB vacua can

support topological solitons, which can be (m eta) stable, see E_S-ff] for a fuller discussion.
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w hich, as explained earlier, are obtained from gluino condensation in the m agnetic theory.
T hus, In tem s of the m agnetic dualtheory, supersym m etry is non-perturbatively restored,
In a theory that breaks supersymm etry at treedevel. Indeed, from the point of view of
the theory @.41) @.43), the R-symm etry is anom alous and is explicitly broken (this is
m anifest w ith the interaction @.31)), and therefore supersymm etry is restored. A s long
asN ¢ is in the free m agnetic range, N ¢ < %N <, the supersym m etry restoring interaction
(331) is irrelevant at the D SB vacua near = 0. Then the D SB and the SUSY vacua are

su ciently separated for the D SB vacua to be m eaningfiil.

The sn allm ass condition {4 20) has the ©llow ing usefiil consequences:

1. It ensures that the analysis w thin the low -energy e ective eld theory (the m agnetic
dual) isvalid: the superpotential coupling £ m isthen safely below theUV cuto ,

, of the m agnetic dual theory.

2. It ensures that e ects from the m icroscopic (electric) theory do not invalidate the
m acroscopic analysis of supersym m etry breaking and the one loop stabilization of the
vacua 2.67). A way to see this is to note that the one-loop potential gives all (non-—
G oMdstone) pseudom odulim ass squares oforder ¥j fn jmuch asin €.65)) which
is non-analytic in the superpotential coupling £ m . This re ects the fact that i
com es from Integrating out m odes w hich becom e m assless in this 1im it. O n the other
hand, any e ects from them icroscopic theory m ust be analytic in m , and then @ 20)
ensures that such e ects are sublkading to £.65).

3. The condition @20) also ensures that the supersym m etric vacua 3.20) can be seen
in the m agnetic e ective theory, as then B20) is safely below itscuto , M ij J 3

4. Tt ensures that the m etastable state is param etrically long lived. T he tunneling prob—
ability 35 exp( Sounce), Where Spounce *=Viy eta, with  the separation in

eld space between the m etastable and the supersym m etric vacua, and Vy, eta = M ;1 .

For am allm asses {4.20), Spounce iS param etrically Jarge, and thus them etastable D SB

vacua can be m ade param etrically arbitrarily long lived.

Thiskind ofD SB appears generic. It existsalso in simn ilarSO N ) and SP (N .) gauge
theories [§], and m any generalizations of it were found recently (see eg. B3+%4]). A lso,
the early universe favors populating the D SB vacua over the SU SY vacua. O ne reason for
that is the lJarge degeneracy ofthe G oldstone boson m oduli space ofD SB vacua, versus the
discrete N . m ass gapped supersym m etric vacua. A nother reason is that the D SB vacua
are closer to the origin of the m oduli space than the supersym m etric vacua, and that is

favored by the them ale ective potential [p5-68].
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4 4. Naturalizing (retro tting) m odels [21,60]

As we stressed In the introduction (around equation (.1)), n order for a m odel
of supersym m etry breaking to be fully natural, all scales which are much an aller than
the UV cuto M qutors should arise via dim ensional tranan utation. To be fully natural,
the Lagrangian cannot have any super-renom alizable (relevant) operators, since they are
naturally of order a positive power of M .uiorf - T he Lagrangian should have only renor—
m alizable m arginal) operators and non-renom alizable (irrelevant) operators, which are
suppressed by inverse pow ers ofM .utors - ANy needed relevant operators should then arise
dynam ically, w ith exponentially suppressed coe cients, asin (1.1).

A sinpl way to achieve that is the follow ing. Consider an \unnatural m odel" of
supersym m etry breaking like one ofthem odels in section 2, w ith superpotential tem s like
W tree fO; + mO,, where O, is som e din ension one operator, O, is a din ension two
operator, and £ 2. Wewant themass scalesm and tobemuch lssthan M cyroff -
Such a m odel can easily be naturalized (or retro tted) by rem oving these couplings from
the theory and replacing them w ith interactions w ith the operator S Trw?=32 2 of
som e added, but otherw ise decoupled, pure YangM ills theory W ith no charged m atter) :

7 " #

g ? a a
& L _o,+ 2 0, S; 423)

2 2
g ™ cutoff) M cutof £ M cutof f

where a; ;, are din ensionless coe cients oforder one, so the couplings in (4 23) are natural.

T he pure YangM ills theory entering in @ 23) has a dynam ically generated scale ,
which satis es M curoffsasin (D). For energies below the scale , the added Yang-
M 1ills theory becom es strong and leads to gaugino condensation hSi= 3. Substituting
thisin @23) we nd " 4
O, : @ 24)

3 3

ai az

a 01+ —
M cutors M Sieore

Thus we generate superrenom alizable couplings in the superpotential with 2

3 2
=M cutof £ M

cutof

- andm M 2. or M yeors . Forexam pl, the O 'Raifeartaigh
m odel of section 2.5 can be naturalized by replacing {2.28) w ith

" Voo#
Z g 2 a
2 L 82
d 5 + X + > 1 2 S (425)
g° M cutors) M cutor s M cutof £

N
oy
e

=N
+
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M ore generally, we can use couplings like (4 23) with di erent gauge groups or w ith
couplings w ith higher powers of W . This way, every unnatural m odel can be easily
naturalized.

T his naturalization procedure is not unigque. A given m acroscopic theory can be
naturalized in m ore than one way. Consider, for exam ple, the m acroscopic m odels based

on the rank condition of section 2.6. One way to naturalize them is to replace the last

tem in {2.43) with Cultoff Tr TrW °?,whereW ° isthe eld strength of som e other pure
YangM ills theory, w ith scale ; this leadsto £ BM curors - A tematively, we can  rst
view thistheory asthe low energy approxin ation ofa SQ CD theory, as in section 4 3. This
theory is not yet fiilly naturalbecause of the existence of the quark m ass term m Tr@&Q *

in the Lagrangian. Asin @27), thislkadsto £ m , which is dynam ical, but not yet

fully naturalbecause weneed (420), 0 J3 M curore. It can bem ade filly natural

by replacing the m ass term of the UV lagrangian w ith 5 A —Tr&Q T Trw %2 §3]. This

cutof f

ladstom B C2utoffl SO Jn J J Jisnatural, and £ P gutoff :

T hroughout this analysis, we have viewed the theory in an expansion in powers of

1
cutof f °

X° W 2. As another exam plk, gliino condensation i (@ 25) does not sin ply replace

M For example, In @25) we did not consider higher din ension operators lke

84 X gywith —% — 3.M ore precisely, ©llow ing the analysis in section 3.1,

g2 M cutofs M cutofs

foran SU (N .) gauge theory it replaces it w ith

N. °exp _* Ne I S 3, (4 26)
NcM cutors M cutore
w here we neglected higher order term s in M cultoff In the latter expression.

This expansion in powers of M cjtoff is signi cant. It is well known that one can
trigger supersym m etry breaking by coupling a chiral super eld to a YangM ills theory via
higher din ension operators and using gluino condensation §9-</1]. T his usually leads to
runaw ay behavior, as is clear from the rst expression n & 26). H owever, since we content
ourselvesw ith nding supersym m etry breaking only in a m etastable state, we can focus on

a particular region in eld space and ignore possble vacua elsswhere In eld space. This

1

cutoff WEM entioned

focusing on a region in eld space is achieved by the expansion in M
above. T herefore, thisnaturalization procedure leadsto acceptable, m etastable, dynam ical

supersym m etry breaking.
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