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1. Introduction

W ith theadventofthe LHC itistim eto review old m odelbuilding issuesleading to

phenom ena which could bediscovered,ordisproved,by theLHC.Supersym m etry (SUSY)

iswidely considered asthe m ostcom pelling new physicsthatthe LHC could discover.It

givesa solution to the hierarchy problem ,leadsto coupling constantuni�cation and has

dark m attercandidates.

Clearly,the standard m odelparticles are not degenerate with their superpartners,

and therefore supersym m 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 eansthattheLagrangian issupersym m etric,butthevacuum stateisnotinvariantunder

supersym m etry.

Furtherm ore,aswas�rstsuggested by W itten [1],wewould likethem echanism which

spontaneously breakssupersym m etry to be dynam ical.Thism eansthatitarisesfrom an

exponentially sm alle�ect,and therefore it naturally leads to a scale ofsupersym m etry

breaking,M s,which ism uch sm allerthan the high energy scalesin the problem M cutoff

(which can be the Planck scaleorthe grand uni�ed scale):

M s = M cutoffe
�c=g(M cu tof f )

2

� M cutoff: (1:1)

Thiscan naturallylead tohierarchies.Forexam ple,theweakscalem W can bedynam ically

generated,explaining why m W =m P l� 10�17 .

In these lectures, we willfocus on the key conceptual issues and m echanism s for

supersym m etry breaking,illustratingthem with thesim plestexam ples.W ewillnotdiscuss

m ore detailed m odelbuilding questions,such asthe question ofhow the supersym m etry

breaking ism ediated to the M SSM ,and whatthe experim entalsignaturesofthe various

m ediation schem es are. These are very im portant topics,which deserve separate sets of

lectures.Also,we willnotdiscusssupersym m etry breaking by Fayet-Iliopoulosterm s[2].

W ewillassum ethatthereaders(and audiencein thelectures)havesom ebasicfam il-

iarity with supersym m etry.G ood textbooksare[3-7].

Asseen from the supersym m etry algebra,

fQ �;Q _�g = 2P� _� ; (1:2)

the vacuum energy

h jH j i/
X

�

�
�Q �j i

�
�2 +

X

_�

�
�Q_�j i

�
�2 � 0 (1:3)
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isan orderparam eterforsupersym m etry breaking.Supersym m etry isspontaneously bro-

ken ifand only ifthevacuum hasnon-zero energy1,

Vvac = M
4
s: (1:4)

In the case ofdynam icalsupersym m etry breaking (DSB),the scale M s is generated by

dim ensionaltransm utation,asin (1.1).

Aswith thespontaneousbreaking ofan ordinary globalsym m etry,thebroken super-

sym m etry charge Q doesnotexistin 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. (The supercharge tries to create a zero m om entum G oldstino,which is not

norm alizable.) In the case ofsupergravity,where the sym m etry (1.2)isgauged,we have

the standard Higgsm echanism and the m asslessG oldstino is\eaten" by the gravitino.

There are m any challengesin trying to im plem entrealistic realizationsofdynam ical

supersym m etry breaking. A �rst challenge,which follows from the W itten index [8],is

thatdynam icalsupersym m etry breaking,where thetruevacuum isstaticand hasbroken

supersym m etry,seem snon-generic,requiring com plicated looking theories. On the other

hand,acceptingthepossibility thatwelivein am etastablevacuum im provesthesituation.

Aseven very sim ple theoriescan exhibitm etastable dynam icalsupersym m etry breaking,

it could be generic [9]. (Particular m odels ofm etastable supersym m etry breaking have

been considered long ago,e.g.a m odel[10],which we review below.)

Anotherchallengeistherelation[11]between R-sym m etryand broken supersym m etry.

G enerically,there isbroken supersym m etry ifand only ifthere isan R-sym m etry.Aswe

willalso discuss,there isbroken supersym m etry in a m etastablestate ifand only ifthere

is an approxim ate R-sym m etry. For building realistic m odels,an unbroken R-sym m etry

isproblem atic.ItforbidsM ajorana gaugino m asses.Having an exact,butspontaneously

broken R-sym m etry is also problem atic, it leads to a light R-axion (though including

gravity can help2).W e arethusled to explicitly break the R-sym m etry.Ignoring gravity,

thisthen m eansthatwe should livein a m etastablestate!

1 In these lectures we focus on globalSUSY, M pl ! 1 . In supergravity we can add an

arbitrary negative constantto the vacuum energy,via � W = const,so the cosm ologicalconstant

can stillbe tuned to the observed value.

2 Including gravity,the R-sym m etry needsto be explicitly broken,in any case,by the � W =

const:,needed to geta realistic cosm ologicalconstant.Itispossible thatthism akesthe R-axion

su� ciently m assive [12].

2



The outline ofthese lectures isas follows. In the next section,we consider theories

in which the supersym m etry breaking can beseen sem iclassically.Such theoriescan arise

as the low energy theory ofanother m icroscopic theory. Various generalpoints about

supersym m etry breaking (orrestoration)are illustrated,via severalsim pleexam ples.

In section 3,wegivea lightning review ofN = 1 supersym m etricQCD (SQCD),with

variousnum bersofcolorsand 
avors. Here we willbe particularly brief. The readercan

consultvariousbooksand reviews,e.g.[6,7,13-16],form oredetails.

In section 4,wediscussdynam icalsupersym m etry breaking (DSB),where thesuper-

sym m etry breaking is related to a dynam icalscale �,and thus itis non-perturbative in

the coupling. Using the understood dynam icsofSQCD,itispossible to �nd an e�ective

Lagrangian in which supersym m etry breaking can beseen sem iclassically.W ewilldiscuss

only fourcharacteristic exam ples,dem onstrating fourdi�erentm echanism sofDSB.

2. Sem iclassicalspontaneous supersym m etry breaking

In thissection we consider theorieswith chiralsuper�elds � a,a sm ooth K�ahler po-

tentialK (�;�)and a superpotentialW (�). Forsim plicity we willignore the possibility

ofadding gauge �elds. A detailed analysis oftheir e�ect willbe presented in [17]. The

K�ahlerpotentialleadsto them etric on �eld space

gaa = @a@aK ; (2:1)

which determ inestheLagrangian ofthescalars

Lscalars = gaa@��
a
@
��

a
� V (�;�)

V = gaa@aW @aW :

(2:2)

Itisclearfrom thescalarpotentialV thatsupersym m etricground states,which m usthave

zero energy,are related to the criticalpointsofW ;i.e.pointswhere wecan solve

@aW (�a)= 0 8a: (2:3)

Ifno such point exists,it m eans that the system does not have supersym m etric ground

states.

However,beforeweconcludein thiscasethatsupersym m etry isspontaneously broken

weshould alsoexcludethepossibility thatthepotentialslopestozero atin�nity.Roughly,

in thiscase the system has \a supersym m etric state atin�nity." M ore precisely,itdoes

nothave a ground stateatall!
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2.1.The sim plestexam ple

Consider a theory of a single chiralsuper�eld X , with linear superpotentialwith

coe�cientf (with unitsofm asssquare),

W = fX ; (2:4)

and canonicalK�ahlerpotential

K = K can = X X : (2:5)

Supersym m etry isspontaneously broken by the expectation value ofthe F-com ponentof

X ,F X = � f.Using (2.2)the potentialisV = jfj2.ItisindependentofX ,so there are

classicalvacua forany hX i.

Supersym m etric theoriesoften have a continuous m anifold ofsupersym m etric vacua

which are usually referred to as \m odulispace ofvacua." However,in the case where

supersym m etry isbroken,such a spaceisnotrobust:thisnonsupersym m etric degeneracy

ofvacua is often lifted once radiative corrections are taken into account. Therefore,we

preferto referto thisspaceasa pseudom odulispace ofvacua.Theexam plewestudy here

isfree,and therefore the space ofvacua rem ainspresenteven in the quantum theory.W e

willsee below exam ples ofthe m ore typicalsituation,in which the classicaltheory has

a pseudom odulispace ofnonsupersym m etric vacua,butthe quantum correctionsliftthe

degeneracy.

The exactly m asslessG oldstino is X ,and itscom plex scalarpartnerX isthe clas-

sically m assless pseudom odulus. Note that there is a U (1)R sym m etry,with R(X )= 2.

ForhX i6= 0 itisspontaneously broken,and the corresponding m asslessG oldstone boson

isthe phase ofthe�eld X .

Deform ing (2.4)by any superpotentialinteractions,say a degree n polynom ialin X ,

leads to n � 1 supersym m etric vacua. For exam ple,ifwe add �W = 1

2
�X2,there is a

vacuum with unbroken supersym m etry athX i= � f=�.Thisdeform ation liftsthepseudo-

m odulispaceby creatingapotentialjf+ �X j2 overit.W ecan alsoseethatsupersym m etry

is not broken from the fact that  X now has m ass �,so there is no m assless G oldstino.

Note also thatany such �W deform ationsof(2.4)explicitly break the U (1)R sym m etry;

the factthatthey lead to supersym m etric vacua illustratesa generalconnection between

R-sym m etry and supersym m etry breaking,which willbedeveloped furtherbelow.
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2.2.The sim plestexam ple butwith m ore generalK�ahlerpotential

Consideragain thetheory ofsection 2.1 with superpotential(2.4),butwith a general

K�ahler potentialK (X ;X ). Ofcourse,this theory is not renorm alizable. It should be

viewed eitherasa classical�eld theory orasa quantum �eld theory with a cuto� �.M ore

physically,such a theory can be the low energy approxim ation ofanother,m icroscopic

theory,which isvalid atenergieslargerthan �.

The potential,

V = K
�1

X X
jfj2 (2:6)

liftsthe degeneracy along the pseudom odulispace ofthe previous exam ple. Let us sup-

pose thatthe K�ahlerpotentialK issm ooth. (Non-sm ooth K signalsthe need to include

additionaldegrees offreedom ,in the low-energy e�ective �eld theory at the singularity.

An exam pleofthiscaseisdiscussed in thenextsubsection.) Forsm ooth K ,thepotential

(2.6)isnon-vanishing,and thusthere isno supersym m etric vacuum .

Before concluding that supersym m etry is spontaneously broken,we should consider

the behavior at jX j ! 1 . If there is any direction along which lim jX j! 1 K
X X

di-

verges,then V slopes to zero at in�nity and the system does not have a ground state.

Iflim jX j! 1 K
X X

vanishes in alldirections,the potentialrises at in�nity and it has a

supersym m etry breaking globalm inim um for som e �nite X . Finally,ifthere are direc-

tionsalong which lim jX j! 1 K
X X

is�nite,thepotentialapproachesa constantalong these

directionsand the globalm inim um ofthe potentialneedsa m ore detailed analysis.

Considerthe behaviorofthe system neara particularpoint,say X � 0.Let

K = X X �
c

j�j2
(X X )2 + :::; (2:7)

with positive c.3 Then there isa locally stable nonsupersym m etric vacuum atX = 0.In

this vacuum ,the scalar com ponent ofX gets m ass m 2
X = 4cjfj2=j�j2. The ferm ion  X

isthe exactly m asslessG oldstino. Note also thatifK (X ;X )dependsonly on X X ,then

there is a U (1)R sym m etry,which is unbroken ifthe vacuum is atX = 0. This ground

state can be the globalm inim um ofthe potential. Alternatively,it can be only a local

3 The param eter � in (2.7) determ ines the scale ofthe features in the potential. W hen this

theory arisesasthelow energy approxim ation ofanothertheory,thisparam eter� istypically the

scale above which the m ore m icroscopic theory isvalid.
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m inim um ,with eitheranotherm inim um oflowerenergy ornom inim um atallifthesystem

runsaway to in�nity.

IfX = 0 isnottheglobalm inim um ofthepotential,thestateatX = 0 ism etastable.

Ifthetheory issu�ciently weakly coupled,thetunneling outofthisvacuum can behighly

suppressed and thisvacuum can bevery long lived.W eseethatitiseasy to �nd exam ples

wheresupersym m etry isbroken in a long lived m etastablestate.(Though wehavenotyet

dem onstrated whatphysicaldynam icsleadsto such featuresin the K�ahlerpotential.)

Letusconsider again the theory with K�ahlerpotential(2.7),butdeform the super-

potential(2.4)to

W = fX + 1

2
�X

2
; (2:8)

taking � asa sm allparam eter.There isnow a supersym m etric vacuum at

hX isusy = � f=�; (2:9)

which isvery farfrom the origin. On the otherhand,for X nearthe origin,we �nd for

the potential

V (X ;X )= (K
X X

)�1 jf+ �X j2 = jfj2+ f�X + f�X +
4cjfj2

j�j2
jX j2+ ::: (X � 0;� � 1):

(2:10)

There isa localm inim um ,with broken supersym m etry,at

hX im eta = �
�j�j2

4cf
: (2:11)

Forj�j�
p
cjf=�j,thissupersym m etry breaking vacuum isvery farfrom the supersym -

m etricvacuum (2.9).The m etastablestate(2.11)can thusbevery long lived.

At�rstglance,thereisa sm allpuzzlewith thebroken supersym m etry vacuum (2.11).

The superpotential(2.8) gives a m ass � to the ferm ion  X ,whereas any vacuum with

broken supersym m etry m usthave an exactly m asslessG oldstino.The G oldstino m ustbe

exactly m assless,regardless ofwhether the supersym m etry breaking state is a localor

globalm inim um ofthe potential.The resolution oftheapparentpuzzle isthat

Z

d
4
�K � K

X X X
F X  X  X (2:12)

and evaluating thisterm in the vacuum (2.11),with F X � � f,exactly cancels the �  

term com ing from the superpotential. So there is indeed an exactly m assless G oldstino,

 X ,consistentwith thesupersym m etry breaking in the m etastablestate.
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2.3.Additionaldegreesoffreedom can restore supersym m etry

Letusconsiderarenorm alizabletheory oftwochiralsuper�elds,X and q,with canon-

icalK�ahlerpotential,K = X X + qq. W e m odify the exam ple ofsection 2.1 by coupling

the �eld X to theadditional�eld q via

W = 1

2
hX q

2 + fX ; (2:13)

where h is the coupling constant. The �eld q gets a m ass from an X expectation value

(an added m assterm �W = 1

2
M q2 can be elim inated by a shiftofX ).There isa U (1)R

sym m etry,with R(X )= 2,and R(q)= 0,and also a Z2 sym m etry q! � q.

The potential

V = jhX qj2 + j1
2
hq

2 + fj2 (2:14)

doesnotbreak supersym m etry.There are two supersym m etric vacua,at

hX isusy = 0; hqisusy = �
p
� 2f=h: (2:15)

The additionaldegreesoffreedom ,q,ascom pared with the exam ple ofsection 2.1,have

restored supersym m etry.

Notethatthepotential(2.14)alsohasasupersym m etry breakingpseudo
atdirection

with hqi= 0,and arbitrary hX i,with V = jfj2. Itre
ects the factthatforlarge X the

q �eldsarem assive,can beintegrated out,and thelow energy theory isthen thesam eas

thatofsection 2.1.The spectrum ofthem assive q �eldsdependson X ,and isgiven by

m
2
0 = jhX j2 � jhfj ; m1=2 = hX : (2:16)

W e see,however,thatthispseudom odulispace hasa tachyon for

jX j2 <

�
�
�
�

f

h

�
�
�
�: (2:17)

In theregion (2.17),thepotentialcan decreasealong thehqidirection,down to thesuper-

sym m etricvacua (2.15).
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2.4.An exam ple with a runaway [18]

Considera renorm alizable theory oftwo chiralsuper�elds,X and Y ,with canonical

K�ahlerpotential,and superpotential

W = 1

2
hX

2
Y + fX : (2:18)

There isa U (1)R sym m etry,with R(X )= 2,and R(Y )= � 2.Thepotentialis

V =
�
�1
2
hX

2
�
�2 + jhX Y + fj

2
: (2:19)

It is im possible for both term s to vanish,so the theory does not have supersym m etric

ground states.Asusual,before concluding thatsupersym m etry isspontaneously broken,

we m ustexam ine forrunaway directions.Indeed,taking X = � f=hY the potentialhasa

runaway direction asY ! 1 :

V !

�
�
�
�

f2

2hY 2

�
�
�
�

2

! 0: (2:20)

There isno staticvacuum ,butsupersym m etry isasym ptotically restored asY ! 1 .

For large jY jthe supersym m etry breaking is sm all,and the m ass ofX is large,so

we can describe the theory by a supersym m etric low-energy e�ective Lagrangian with X

integrated out.Integrating outX in (2.18)we �nd the e�ectivesuperpotential

W eff = �
f2

2hY
(2:21)

which isconsistentwith the R-sym m etry,and leadsto thepotential(2.20).

2.5.O’Raifeartaigh-type m odels

Herewediscussm odelsofsupersym m etry breakingwhich arisein renorm alizable�eld

theories;i.e.unlike the exam ple ofsection 2.2,we willexam ine classicaltheories with a

canonicalK�ahlerpotential(fora recentanalysisofsuch m odelssee e.g.[19]).

The sim plestversion ofthisclassofm odelshasthree chiralsuper�elds,X 1,X 2,and

�,with canonicalK�ahlerpotential

K cl= X 1X 1 + X 2X 2 + �� (2:22)

and superpotential

W = X 1g1(�)+ X 2g2(�) (2:23)

8



with quadratic polynom ials g1;2(�). This theory has a U (1)R sym m etry,with R(X 1) =

R(X 2)= 2,and R(�)= 0.The tree-levelpotentialforthescalarsis

Vtree = jFX 1
j
2
+ jFX 2

j
2
+ jF�j

2
(2:24)

with

� FX 1
= @X 1

W = g1(�); � FX 2
= g2(�); � F� = X 1g

0
1(�)+ X 2g

0
2(�): (2:25)

W e areinterested in them inim a ofthispotential.

W ecan alwayschooseX 1 and X 2 to setF� = 0.But,forgenericfunctionsg1(�)and

g2(�),wecannotsim ultaneously solveg1(�)= 0 and g2(�)= 0,so FX 1
orFX 2

isnon-zero,

and hencesupersym m etry isgenerically broken.Thereisa one-com plex dim ensionalclas-

sicalpseudom odulispaceofnon-supersym m etricvacua,sinceonly onelinearcom bination

ofX 1 and X 2 isconstrained by the condition thatF� = 0. Setting F� = 0 ensures that

the vacuum satis�esthe X 1 and X 2 equationsofm otion,@X i
Vtree = 0. W e stillneed to

im pose@�Vtree = 0,which requiresthath�isolve

g1(�)g
0
1(�)+ g2(�)g

0
2(�)= 0: (2:26)

Expanding to quadraticorderin �X1,�X2,and �� yieldsthe m assm atrix m2
0 ofthe

m assive scalars;the eigenvalues ofthism atrix m ust allbe non-negative,ofcourse,ifwe

are expanding around a (local) m inim um ofthe potential. The ferm ion m ass term s are

given by

L � (X1g
00
1(�)+ X 2g

00
2(�)) � � + (g01(�) X 1

+ g
0
2(�) X 2

) �: (2:27)

Itiseasy to see thatthere isa m asslesseigenvector,corresponding to the m asslessG old-

stino.

Exam ple 1 { the basic O’Raifeartaigh m odel[20]

Asaspecialcaseoftheaboveclassofm odels,consider4 g1(�)=
1

2
h�2+ f,g2(�)= m �.

Itischaracterized by the discrete Z2 sym m etry underwhich � and X 2 areodd.

4 If, instead, g1;2 are even quadratic polynom ials: gi(�) =
1

2
hi�

2
+ fi,a sim ple change of

variablesshowsthatthetheory decouplesto a free� eld which breakssupersym m etry asin section

2.1 and the exam ple ofsection 2.3.
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Forconvenience,letusalso writeitas

W = 1

2
hX �

2
1 + m �1�2 + fX ; (2:28)

where we denote X = X 1,�2 = X 2,and �1 = �. Note that,for m ! 0,the �eld �2

decouples,and what rem ains in (2.28) is the theory ofsection 2.3,which we have seen

doesnotbreak supersym m etry.Form 6= 0,itdoesbreak supersym m etry,asin thegeneral

case discussed above, as there is no sim ultaneous solution ofg1(�1) =
1

2
h�21 + f = 0

and g2(�1) = m �1 = 0. The potentialrises for large �1 and �2,so these �elds do not

have runaway directions. The m inim a ofthe potentialform a one-com plex dim ensional

pseudom odulispace ofdegenerate,non-supersym m etric vacua,with hX iarbitrary.

The equation (2.26)is a cubic equation for �1. The solution with m inim um energy

dependson theparam eter

y �

�
�
�
�
hf

m 2

�
�
�
�: (2:29)

Considerthe casey < 1.Then thepotentialism inim ized5 by F�2
= 0,with value

Vm in = jFX j
2 = jfj2; (2:30)

at�1 = �2 = 0 and arbitrary X .

The ferm ion  X isthe exactly m assless G oldstino. The scalarcom ponent ofX isa

classicalpseudom odulus.Theclassicalm assspectrum ofthe�1 and �2 �eldscan beeasily

com puted.Forthetwo,two-com ponentferm ions,theeigenvaluesare

m
2
1=2 =

1

4
(jhX j�

p
jhX j2 + 4jm j2)2; (2:31)

and forthe fourrealscalarsthe m asseigenvaluesare

m
2
0 =

�

jm j2 + 1

2
�jhfj+ 1

2
jhX j2 � 1

2

p
jhfj2 + 2�jhfjjhX j2 + 4jm j2jhX j2 + jhX j4

�

;

(2:32)

where � = � 1. W e see that,asin (2.16),the spectrum changes along the pseudom oduli

space param eterized by X ;these vacua arephysically distinct.

The param eter y sets the relative size ofthe m ass splittings,corresponding to su-

persym m etry being broken,between (2.31) and (2.32). For y � 1,the spectrum (2.31)

5 There isa second orderphase transition aty = 1,where thism inim um splitsto two m inim a

and a saddle point.Here we willnotanalyze the phase y > 1.See e.g.[9]fora detailed analysis.
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and (2.32)is approxim ately supersym m etric,whereas for y � 1 supersym m etry isbadly

broken.(In particular,fory = 1,thereisa m asslessrealscalarin (2.32)forallX ,whereas

the ferm ions(2.31)are allm assive.)

W e can write (2.28) as W = 1

2
M ij�

i�j + fX , where M =

�
hX m

m 0

�

, and the

supersym m etry breaking can be seen from the factthatdetM = � m2 isnon-zero and X

independent.Thiscan begeneralized to sim ilarm odels,with m ore�elds�i,and M ij such

thatdetM isnon-zero and independentofX [9].

Exam ple 2 { supersym m etry breaking in a m etastable state [10]

W e noted above that the theory (2.23) breaks supersym m etry for generic functions

g1(�)and g2(�),becausewegenericallycannotsolveg1(�)= g2(�)= 0.Letusconsiderthe

caseofanon-genericsuperpotential,wherethereisasolution h�isusy ofg1(�)= g2(�)= 0.

In thiscase,therearesupersym m etricvacua.Therecan still,however,bem etastablevacua

with broken supersym m etry.

Asa particularexam ple,consider

g1(�)= h�(� � m1); g2(�)= m 2(� � m1): (2:33)

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

m odulispace ofsupersym m etric vacua at

h�isusy = m 1 ; hX 2isusy = �
hm 1

m 2

hX 1isusy; (2:34)

with arbitrary hX 1isusy. The equation (2.26) is a cubic equation for �,and this m od-

ulispace ofsupersym m etric vacua corresponds to one root ofthis cubic equation. For

jhm 1=m 2j
2 > 8,thereisalso a pseudom odulispaceofsupersym m etry violating m inim a of

the potentialat

h�1im eta �

�
�
�
�
m 2

hm 1

�
�
�
�

2

m 1 ; hX 2im eta �
hm 1

m 2

hX 1im eta for

�
�
�
�
hm 1

m 2

�
�
�
�� 1 (2:35)

with arbitrary hX 1im eta.Thesem etastablefalsevacua,in which supersym m etry isbroken,

becom eparam etricallylonglived asjhm 1=m 2jisincreased [10].(Thethird rootofthecubic

equation (2.26)isa saddle point.)
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2.6.M etastable SUSY breaking in a m odi�ed O’Raifeartaigh m odel[17]

Letusm odify theoriginal,basicO’Raifeartaigh m odelbyaddingtothesuperpotential

(2.28)a sm allcorrection

W = 1

2
hX �

2
1 + m �1�2 + fX + 1

2
�m �

2
2 (2:36)

with j�j� 1. Thisadded term breaksthe U (1)R sym m etry. Ithasan interesting e�ect:

itleadsto m etastable supersym m etry breaking. A sim ilarm odel,butwith the � term in

(2.36)replaced with 1

2
�m X2 wasconsidered in [21],with sim ilarconclusionsto ourshere.

(Note that adding �W = 1

2
b�21 has no physicale�ect; it can sim ply be elim inated by

shifting X by an appropriateconstant.)

The potentialisnow

Vtree = jFX j
2
+ jF�1

j
2
+ jF�2

j
2

(2:37)

with

� FX = 1

2
h�

2
1 + f; � F�1

= hX �1 + m �2; � F�2
= m �1 + �m �2: (2:38)

Because of the m odi�cation of the superpotentialby the last term in (2.36) two new

supersym m etric m inim a appearat

h�1isusy = �
p
� 2f=h; h�2isusy = �

1

�

p
� 2f=h; hX isusy =

m

h�
(2:39)

However,for sm all� and y =

�
�
�
hf

m 2

�
�
�< 1,the potentialnear the previous supersym m etry

breaking m inim um �1 = �2 = 0 isnotm odi�ed a lot.

Strictly,thistheory does notbreak supersym m etry { ithassupersym m etric ground

statesat(2.39).However,thegeneralization oftheeigenvalues(2.32),toinclude�,rem ains

non-tachyonic for
�
�
�X �

m

h�

�
�
�
2

>

�
1

j�j2
+ 1

� �
�
�
�
f

h

�
�
�
�: (2:40)

Therefore,m ost ofthe pseudom odulispace ofvacua ofthe � = 0 theory rem ains locally

stable,and thetachyon existsonly in a neighborhood ofthesupersym m etricvalue(2.39).

In particular,forsm all� and y < 1,theregion nearX = 0 islocally stable.

As � ! 0 the supersym m etry preserving vacua (2.39) are pushed to in�nity until

�nally,for� = 0 they are notpresent,and we are leftwith only the pseudom odulispace

ofnonsupersym m etric vacua.A m ore detailed analysiswillbe presented in [17].

12



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

Our�nalexam plein thissection ism orecom plicated.In involvesseveral�eldstrans-

form ing undera large sym m etry group. The �eldsX i in (2.23)are replaced by a m atrix

of�elds. Apart from the intrinsic interest in this exam ple,it willalso be usefulin our

discussion in section 4.

Considera theory with �elds’,e’,�,and param etersf,with global6 sym m etries

SU (n) SU (N f)L SU (N f)R U (1)V U (1)R U (1)A
’ n N f 1 1 0 1

e’ n 1 N f � 1 0 1

� 1 N f N f 0 2 � 2

f 1 N f N f 0 0 2

(2:41)

W e willtake

n < N f: (2:42)

W e taketheK�ahlerpotentialK to be canonical,and thesuperpotentialis

W = hTr�’ e’ T + Trf�; (2:43)

whereh isa coupling constantand thetraceisovertheglobalsym m etry indices.Thelast

term in (2.43)respectsthesym m etriesin (2.41)becauseofthetransform ation lawsofthe

param eterf.Alternatively,theparam eterf breaksSU (N f)� SU (Nf)toa subgroup,and

breaksU (1)A ,butitdoesnotbreak theSU (n)sym m etry orthe R-sym m etry.

Supersym m etry isbroken when (2.42)issatis�ed.Considerthe F -com ponentof�

� F
y

�
= h’ e’T + f (2:44)

(here we use y even in the classicaltheory because ofthe 
avorindicesof�). Thisisan

N f � Nf m atrix relation.Because of(2.42),the �rstterm isa m atrix ofrank n. On the

otherhand,we can take f to have rank largerthan n,up to rank N f. Therefore,ifthe

rank off islargerthan n,and in particulariff isproportionalto the unitm atrix 1IN f
,

then (2.44)cannotvanish,F� 6= 0,and supersym m etry isbroken.

6 Forourdiscussion in section 4,we willtake the SU (n)sym m etry to be gauged,butIR free.

In thatcase,the U (1)R sym m etry below isanom alous(a linearcom bination ofU (1)R and U (1)A

is anom aly free,but broken by the param eter f),but is restored as an approxim ate,accidental

sym m etry in the IR.Also,the SU (n) D -term s willvanish in the vacua. The results discussed

here willbe com pletely una� ected by the weak gauging ofSU (n)in section 4.
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W hen (2.42)isnotsatis�ed,therearesupersym m etricvacua,asin theexam ple(2.13),

which issim ilarto the case n = N f = 1. The di�erence isthat,when (2.42)issatis�ed,

there are notenough additionaldegreesoffreedom ,’ and e’,at� = 0 to restore super-

sym m etry.

Forsim plicity,wetakef � � h�21IN f
,proportionalto theunitm atrix.Them inim um

ofthe potentialisthen at

V = (N f � n)jh�2j2 (2:45)

and itoccursalong the pseudom odulispace

�=

�
0 0

0 �0

�

; ’ =

�
’0

0

�

; e’ =

�
e’0

0

�

; with ’0e’
T
0 = �

21In; (2:46)

and arbitrary �0,’0 and e’0 (subjecttotheconstraintin (2.46)).The�rstentriesin (2.46)

are the�rstn com ponents,and thesecond are therem aining N f � n com ponents,so e.g.

�0 isa (N f � n)� (Nf � n)square m atrix.The non-zero F term sare F� 0
= h�21IN f �n .

The m asslessG oldstino com esfrom the ferm ionic com ponentsof�0.

2.8.One-loop lifting ofpseudom oduli

Aswe have seen in the exam plesabove,m odelsoftree-levelspontaneous supersym -

m etry breaking generally haveclassicalm odulispacesofdegenerate,non-supersym m etric,

vacua.Indeed,them asslessG oldstinoisin achiralsuper�eld (forF -term breaking),whose

scalarcom ponentisa classicalpseudom odulus.Theexam pleofsection 2.3showsthatthis

isthecaseeven ifthisspaceofclassicalvacua becom esunstablein a region in �eld space.

The exam ple ofsection 2.7 (2.46)showsthatthere can be additionalpseudom oduli. W e

said above that we should use the term \pseudom oduli" space for the space ofclassical

non-supersym m etric vacua,because the degeneracy between these vacua isusually lifted

oncequantum correctionsaretaken intoaccount.In thissection,wereview how thiscom es

about.

W e willbe interested in the one-loop e�ective potential(the Colem 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

V
(1)

eff
=

1

64�2
STr

 

M 4 log
M 2

M 2
cutoff

!

�
1

64�2

"

Tr

 

m
4
B log

m 2
B

M 2
cutoff

!

� Tr

 

m
4
F log

m 2
F

M 2
cutoff

! #

;

(2:47)
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where m 2
B and m 2

F are the tree-levelboson and ferm ion m asses, as a function of the

expectation valuesofthepseudom oduli,and M cutoff isa UV cuto�.In (2.47),M 2 stands

forthe classicalm ass-square m atrix ofthevarious�eldsofthe theory.

W e would liketo m aketwo com m entsaboutthe divergencesin thisexpression:

1.In non-supersym m etrictheoriesthee�ectivepotentialincludesalsoaquarticdivergent

term proportionalto M 4
cutoff STr1Iand a quadratic divergent term proportionalto

M 2
cutoff

STrM 2.They vanish in supersym m etric theories.

2.The logarithm ic divergentterm (logM cutoff)STrM
4 in (2.47)can be absorbed into

the renorm alization ofthe coupling constantsappearing in the tree-levelvacuum en-

ergy V0 (see below).In particular,STrM
4 isindependentofthe pseudom oduli.

Forcom pleteness,we recallthe standard expressionsforthese m asses. Fora general

theory with k chiralsuper�elds,� a,with canonicalclassicalK�ahlerpotential,K = �a�
a
,

and superpotentialW (�a):

m
2
0 =

�
W

ac
W cb W

abc
W c

W abcW
c

W acW
cb

�

; m
2
1=2 =

�
W

ac
W cb 0

0 W acW
cb

�

; (2:48)

with W c � @W =@Qc,etc.,and m 2
0 and m

2
1=2

are2k� 2k m atrices.Notethat

STrM 2 = 0 (2:49)

W e willbe interested in situations where we integrate out som e m assive �elds � a

whose superpotentialislocally oftheform

W = 1

2
�a

M ab�
b + :::; (2:50)

where M ab can depend on variousm assless�eldsX . Integrating out� a leadsto the one

loop e�ectiveK�ahlerpotential

K
(1)

eff
= �

1

32�2
Tr[M M

ylog(M M
y
=M

2
cutoff)]: (2:51)

Ifthe supersym m etry breaking issm all,we can use the e�ective K�ahlerpotentialto �nd

thee�ectivepotential.Forexam ple,ifM ab dependson onepseudom odulusX ,thee�ective

potentialis

Vtrunc = (K
eff X ;X

)�1 j@X W j2: (2:52)

However, as we willdiscuss below, (2.52) gives the correct expression for the e�ective

potential(2.47)only to leading orderin FX = � @X W

K
ef f X ;X

.(Itisveri�ed in [9]that(2.52)
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and (2.47)agree to order O (FX F X ).) Higherpowers ofFX arise from term s in the low

energy e�ective Lagrangian with m ore superspace covariantderivatives,e.g.term softhe

form Z

d
4
� H (X ;X )(D X )2 + c:c: (2:53)

forsom efunction H (X ;X ).They cannotbeignored when thesupersym m etry breaking is

large.Thefulle�ectivepotential(2.47)includesallthese higherordercorrections.

Exam ple 1 { the theory ofsection 2.3

Asa�rstapplication,wecom putetheone-loop potentialon thesupersym m etry break-

ingpseudom odulispacem entioned in section 2.3.RecallthatthisspaceexistsforX outside

ofthe range (2.17)where there is a tachyon,so we lim itourselves to jX j2 > jf=hj. W e

treat the pseudom odulus X as a background,and use the m asses (2.16)in (2.47). This

yields

V
(1)(jX j)=

1

64�2

h

� 2jhfj2 logM 2
cutoff � 2jhX j4 logjhX j2

+ (jhX j2 � jhfj)2 log(jhX j2 � jhfj)+ (jhX j2 + jhfj)2 log(jhX j2 + jhfj)

i

=
jhfj2

32�2

"

log

�
�
�
�

hX

M cutoff

�
�
�
�

2

+
3

2
+ v(z)

#

z �

�
�
�
�
f

hX 2

�
�
�
�

v(z)�
1

2

�
z
�2 (1+ z)2 log(1+ z)+ z

�2 (1� z)2 log(1� z)� 3
�
= �

z2

12
+ O (z4);

(2:54)

where the shiftby 3

2
isforlaterconvenience.

The potential(2.54) lifts the degeneracy along the pseudom odulispace. It is an

increasing function ofjX j.ItpushesX into theregion (2.17);i.e.toward theregion with a

tachyon (wheretheexpression (2.54)no longerm akessense).From there,thetheory falls

into itssupersym m etric vacua (2.15).

W e willnow use this sim ple exam ple,and result (2.54),to clarify and illustrate a

num beroftechnicalpoints.Sim ilarstatem entswillapply to otherexam ples.

Letusclarify the nature ofthe sem iclassicallim it.W e takeh ! 0 (the coupling h is

IR free)with f;X ;q� h�1 (and thereforez � h0).In thislim ittheclassicalLagrangian,

based on canonicalK�ahler potentialand the superpotential(2.13),scales like h�2 . The
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one loop corrections,in particular (2.54),are oforder h0. W e can neglect higher loop

term s,which are orderh2 and higher.

Next,we wantto understand the dependence on the UV cuto� M cutoff. W e de�ne

the running coupling

f(�)= fbare

 

1+
jh2j

64�2

 

3

2
+ log

�2

M 2
cutoff

!

+ O (h4)

!

; (2:55)

where we have setan additive constantto a convenientvalue.In term softhisrunning f

the potential(2.54)isindependentofthe UV cuto� M cutoff

V (X )= jf(jhX j)j2
�

1+
jh2j

32�2
v(z)+ O (h4)

�

: (2:56)

Here f(� = jhX j)istherunning coupling (2.55)atthescale ofthe m assive�eldsq.

Equivalently,we can rem em ber that in supersym m etric theories there is only wave-

function renorm alization.Thepotentialarisesfrom FX ,and thereforeattheleading order

only ZX can a�ectthepotential.Therenorm alization off in (2.55)can beunderstood as

com ing from ZX ,as

V = Z
�1

X
j@X W j2 + �nite= Z

�1

X
jfj2 + �nite: (2:57)

W e thushave

�
@V

@lnM 2
cutoff

= 
X jfj
2 =

1

64�2
StrM 4 + O (h2); (2:58)

where we recognize 
X astheanom alousdim ension ofX .

A specialsituation ariseswhen thesupersym m etry breaking m asssplittingsaree�ec-

tively sm all. This happens when z � jf=hX2j� 1;i.e.either for sm alljfj,orfor large

jX j.Expanding (2.54)we�nd

V � jfj2 +
jhfj2

32�2

"

log

�
�
�
�

hX

M cutoff

�
�
�
�

2

+
3

2

#

+ O (h4)= jf(hX )j2: (2:59)

Thiscan be interpreted asarising from renorm alization ofthe K�ahlerpotential

K ren = jX j2 �
jhX j2

32�2

 

log

�
�
�
�

hX

M cutoff

�
�
�
�

2

�
1

2

!

+ O (jhj4): (2:60)

Notethatthisexpression forthe renorm alized K isvalid also forf = 0,where supersym -

m etry isnotbroken along them odulispace param eterized by hX i.
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W eshould also com m entthatsinceasX ! 0 thecoupling constanth isrenorm alized

to zero,the expression (2.60) becom es accurate for sm allX (though stilloutside ofthe

tachyonic range(2.17)).

W ehavejustseen thatforsm allz wecan study a supersym m etric low energy theory

with superpotentialW = fX and an e�ective K�ahlerpotentialgiven by (2.60).Thisisa

specialcase ofthe discussion above aboutthe K�ahlerpotential(2.51).Using M = hX in

in (2.51)and W = fX ,the approxim atee�ectivepotential(2.52)agreeswith (2.59).

Asdiscussed around (2.52),thesupersym m etrice�ectivepotential(2.52)isvalid only

when the supersym m etry breaking is sm all. The correct one-loop e�ective potentialis

given by (2.47)(which in oursim pleexam pleisgiven by (2.54)),whetherornotthesuper-

sym m etry breaking issm all. In general,additionalcontributionswhich are notincluded

in (2.52)arehigherordersin jfjin (2.54)(i.e.thefunction v(z)in (2.54)).

Exam ple 2 { the basic O’Raifeartaigh m odel(section 2.5)

W e now com pute the one loop correction to the pseudom odulus potential in the

O’Raifeartaigh m odel,exam ple1 ofsection 2.5.Theclassical
atdirection oftheclassical

pseudom odulusX islifted by a quantum e�ective potential,Veff(X )[22].

W eagain treatthepseudom odulusX asa background.Theone-loop e�ectivepoten-

tialVeff(X )isgiven by theexpression (2.47),using theclassicalm asses(2.31)and (2.32).

Asfollowsfrom the R-sym m etry,Veff(X )dependsonly on jX j.W e �nd thatthe poten-

tialVeff(X )isa m onotonically increasing function ofjX j,with the following asym ptotic

behavioratsm alland largejX j:

Veff(X )=

8
<

:

V0 + m 2
X jX j2 + O (jX j4) X � 0

jfj2
�

1+ 
X

�

log

�
�
�

hX

M cu tof f

�
�
�
2

+ 3

2

�

+ O (h4;
logjX j

jX j4
)

�

X ! 1
(2:61)

where the constantsare

V0 =jfj
2

"

1+
jh2j

32�2

 

log
jm j2

M 2
cutoff

+
3

2
+ v(y)

!

+ O (h4)

#

y =

�
�
�
�
hf

m 2

�
�
�
�

v(y)=
1

2

�
y
�2 (1+ y)2 log(1+ y)+ y

�2 (1� y)2 log(1� y)� 3
�
= �

y2

12
+ O (y4)

m
2
X =

1

32�2

�
�
�
�

h4f2

m 2

�
�
�
��(y)+ O (h4)

�(y)=y�3
�
(1+ y)2 log(1+ y)� (1� y)2 log(1� y)� 2y

�
=
2

3
+ O (y2)


X =
jhj2

32�2
+ O (h4):

(2:62)
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The function v(y)isasin (2.54)butitsargum enthere,y,depends only on the coupling

constants,and isindependentofthepseudom odulusX .Recallthatwetaketheparam eter

y,de�ned in (2.29),to be in therange 0� y � 1.

Asin thepreviousexam ple,thesem iclassicallim itish ! 0 (thecoupling h isIR free)

with f;X ;�1;2 � h�1 and m � h0 (and therefore y � h0).

Also,asin thatexam ple,the running coupling constant

f(�)= fbare

 

1+
jh2j

64�2

 

3

2
+ log

�2

M 2
cutoff

!

+ O (h4)

!

; (2:63)

rem ovesthe dependence on the UV cuto� M cutoff

V (x)=

�
V0 + m 2

X jX j2 + O (jX j4) X � 0

jf(hX )j2 + ::: X ! 1

V0 = jf(m )j
2

�

1+
jh2j

32�2
v(y)+ O (h4)

�

:

(2:64)

Let us discuss the e�ective potentialin the two lim its X � 0 and jX j! 1 . The

sign ofthe m asssquare in (2.62)ispositive,signaling thatthe potentialhasa m inim um

atX = 0. The behaviorforlarge X isdom inated by the renorm alization group running

ofthe e�ective coupling constant at the scale jhX j,which is the scale ofthe m asses in

the problem .Finally,itiseasy to show using the fullexpression from (2.47)thatthe one

loop potentialis m onotonic between these two lim its,and therefore X = 0 is the global

m inim um ofthe potential.

Again,asin thepreviousexam ple,fory � jhf=m2j� 1,thesupersym m etry breaking

issm all.Then,thee�ectivepotentialcan alternativelybecom puted in thesupersym m etric

low-energy e�ective theory,with K given by (2.51)and W = fX ,leading to the e�ective

potential(2.52).The potential(2.47)appliesm oregenerally.

Forexam ple,expanding around the m inim um atX = 0,(2.52)only reproduces the

leading orderterm in the expansion in y � 1 form 2
X in (2.62). Itfailsto reproduce the

answerforlargervaluesofy,e.g.

m
2
X =

jh3fj

16�2
(log4� 1) for jhfj= jm j2 ; y = 1: (2:65)

On the otherhand,even ify isnotsm all,the higher order F term s are insigni�cant far

from theorigin ofthepseudom odulispace,and indeed therethetruncated potential(2.52)

agreeswith thefulle�ectivepotential(2.61):

V
(1) ! 


(1)

X
log

 

jhX j2

M 2
cutoff

!

jfj2 forhX large: (2:66)

19



Let us now consider the m odi�ed m odelofsection 2.6,where we add 1

2
h��22 to the

superpotential(2.36). As we saw,there are then two supersym m etric states at (2.39),

and there can also be a m etastable state near X = 0. Including the � correction to the

m asseigenvalues,the one-loop potential(2.47)now hasa linearterm in X (a tadpole)at

X = 0,with coe�cientO (�). The quadratic term in X isnotm uch changed by the O (�)

correction,so the upshotisa localm inim um oftheone-loop potentialatX � �.

To sum m arize thisexam ple,we found in section 2.6 thatthe theory with nonzero f

and � hasa classicalpseudom odulispaceofnonsupersym m etricvacua,which issensiblein

the range (2.40)(which includesthe region around X = 0),where there are no tachyonic

m odes. Now we have shown thatthe one-loop e�ective potentialliftsthispseudom oduli

space,and stabilizes X near the origin. For� � 1,the tachyonic direction down to the

supersym m etricvacua (2.39)only appearsatlargeX ,so them etastablevacuum nearthe

origin,with broken supersym m etry,can beparam etrically long lived.

Itisstraightforward to repeatthe com putation ofthe one-loop e�ectivepotentialfor

the m odelwhere supersym m etry is broken by the rank condition (section 2.7). Again,

we set f = � h�21I, and then we �nd that m ost ofthe degeneracy along the classical

pseudom oduli space (2.46) is rem oved by the one-loop e�ective potential(2.47). The

m assesofthe
uctuationsof�,’ and e’,asa function ofthe pseudom oduliin (2.46),are

found to be sim ilarto those ofthe O’Raifeartaigh m odelgiven in (2.31)and (2.32),with

m 2 = hf � � h�2 (so y = 1 in (2.29)).TheSU (n)gauge�eldsdo notcontributeto (2.47),

since their spectrum is supersym m etric to this order. Up to sym m etry transform ations,

the vacua arefound to beat

�=

�
0 0

0 0

�

; ’ = e’ =

�
�1In
0

�

: (2:67)

The vacua (2.67) spontaneously break the globalsym m etry,G ! H . Associated with

that,the vacua (2.67) actually form a com pact m odulispace ofvacua,M vac = G =H ,

param eterized by the m asslessG oldstone bosons. Since thisspace ofvacua isassociated

with an exactglobalsym m etry breaking itisrobust,and the degeneracy isnotlifted by

higher order corrections. In particular,these vacua cannot becom e tachyonic. The one-

loop potentialcom puted from (2.47)givesnon-tachyonicm assestoallotherpseudom oduli,

so the vacua (2.67)are truelocalm inim a ofthee�ective potential[9].
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2.9.Relation to R-sym m etry [11]

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

m eansthatwecannotsolvealltheequations

@aW (�)= 0 foralla = 1:::k. (2:68)

ButifW isa generic superpotential,then (2.68)involvesk equationsforthe k quantities

�a,so generally they can allbe solved. Non-R 
avorsym m etriesdo nothelp. Consider

forexam plea globalnon-R U (1)sym m etry.Then,theequations(2.68)can bewritten as

k� 1 independentequationsfork� 1 independentunknowns,asseen by writing

W = W (ta = �a�
�q a =q1
1 ) a = 2:::k: (2:69)

(qa istheU (1)charge of�
a).Butifthere isan R-sym m etry,then we can write

W = Tf(ta = �a�
�r a =r1
1 ) T = �

2=r1
1 ; (2:70)

(ra istheR-chargeof�
a),and then in term sofT and ta forgenericf theequations(2.68)

setT = 0 which isa singularpoint.Away from T = 0 theequationsareover-constrained:

they arek equationsfork� 1 independentunknowns,so generically they cannotbesolved.

Exceptionsoccureitherfora non-generic f,orwhen a solution with T = 0 and therefore

�1 = 0 is allowed. This is the case when r1 = 2 and allother ra = 0. Then there is a

k� 2 dim ensionalspaceofsupersym m etricvacua,at�1 = 0,f(�a)= 0.(M oregenerally,

thereareexceptionalcaseswith supersym m etry unbroken for�eldsattheorigin,when all

�elds,forwhich theK�ahlerpotentialissm ooth,havenon-negativeR-chargeslessthan 2.)

These observations about the relation between R-sym m etry and supersym m etry

breaking �twith the exam plesabove.

Thesim plesttheory(section 2.1)with W = fX hasan R-sym m etry and broken super-

sym m etry.Addinge.g.�W = 1

2
�X2 breakstheR-sym m etry,and restoressupersym m etry.

Thisisalso trueforitsgeneralization with m orecom plicated K ofsection 2.2,which

dependsonly on X X .IfK dependsseparately on X and X (notonly through thecom bi-

nation X X ),thetheory doesnothavean R-sym m etry butsupersym m etry isstillbroken.

Thisshowsthatwecan havebroken supersym m etry withoutR-sym m etry.Hereithappens

because thesuperpotentialisnota generic function ofX .

The addition oflight�elds asin section 2.3 preserves the R-sym m etry,butrestores

supersym m etry. Thisdem onstratesthathaving an R-sym m etry doesnotguarantee that
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supersym m etry isbroken. This exam ple realizesthe exceptionalcase,r1 = 2,ra6= 1 = 0,

m entioned above.

The exam ple of section 2.4 has a U (1)R sym m etry, and indeed there is no static

supersym m etricvacuum .Butthereisa runaway direction,along which supersym m etry is

asym ptotically restored.Thisillustratesthe need to stillcheck forrunaway directions.

The O’Raifeartaigh type m odelsofsection 2.5 have an R-sym m etry,and broken su-

persym m etry for generic g1(�) and g2(�). The exam ple 2 there,with non-generic g1(�)

and g2(�),illustratesthathaving an R-sym m etry doesnotguaranteebroken sym m etry,if

the superpotentialisnotgeneric.

The deform ation (2.36) of the O’Raifeartaigh m odel in section 2.6 breaks the R-

sym m etry,and indeed restoressupersym m etry. However,forsm all� there isan approxi-

m ateR-sym m etry which isrelated to supersym m etry breaking in them etastable state.

Finally,the m odelsbased on the rank condition ofsection 2.7 have an R-sym m etry

and correspondingly they have broken supersym m etry,forn < N f. (Forn � Nf,super-

sym m etry is not broken,by a generalization ofthe com m ent following (2.70) about the

case r1 = 2,with allotherra = 0.) Asm entioned in footnote 6,we willlaterdiscussthis

m odelwith the SU (n)sym m etry gauged,butIR free.The U (1)R sym m etry isthen only

an approxim ate sym m etry.Correspondingly,the supersym m etry breaking (with n < N f)

willbe in m etastablevacua [9].

To sum m arize,generically there is broken supersym m etry ifand only ifthere is an

R-sym m etry. There is broken supersym m etry in a m etastable state ifand only ifthere

isan approxim ateR-sym m etry.Forrealisticm odelsofsupersym m etry breaking,we need

to break the R-sym m etry,to get gaugino m asses. To avoid having a m assless R-axion

if the sym m etry is spontaneously broken it should also be explicitly broken. G ravity

e�ectscan help [12],butignoring gravity,weconcludethatrealisticand genericm odelsof

supersym m etry breaking requirethatwe livein a m etastablestate.

3. Supersym m etric Q C D

In this section we willdiscuss the dynam ics ofsupersym m etric QCD (SQCD) for

variousnum bers ofcolorsand 
avors. Thissection willbe brief. W e refer the reader to

the booksand reviewsofthesubject,e.g.[6,7,13-16],form ore details.
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3.1.Super Yang-M illstheory { N f = 0

A pure gauge theory ischaracterized by a scale �. Atenergy oforder�,itcon�nes

and leadsto nonzero gluino condensation,breaking a discrete R-sym m etry.

ForSU (N c)gaugetheory we de�ne thegauge invariantchiraloperator

S � �
1

32�2
TrW �

W � =
1

32�2
Tr

�
�� + :::+ ��(1

2
F
��
F�� + :::)

�
; (3:1)

which can be interpreted asa \glueball" super�eld. Here we follow the W essand Bagger

notation [3]where �� � ����.The dynam icsleadsto gaugino condensation:

hSi=
1

32�2
hTr��i= (�3N c)

1

N c (3:2)

where branches ofthe fractionalpower in (3.2) represent the values in the N c di�erent

supersym m etric vacua. The theory has an anom aly free Z2N c
discrete sym m etry (left

unbroken by instantons),and (3.2)im pliesthatitisspontaneously broken to Z2.

The N c supersym m etric vacua with (3.2) are those counted by the W itten index,

Tr(� 1)F = N c [8].Since�� isthe�rstcom ponentofthechiralsuper�eld S,theexpecta-

tion values(3.2)do notbreak supersym m etry.

Therelation (3.2)isexact.Thiscan beseen by prom oting � to an expectation value

ofa background chiralsuper�eld [23,24],which isassigned charge R(�)= 2=3 to account

fortheanom aly.Thereisno correction to (3.2)com patiblewith thisR chargeassignm ent

and holom orphy7.

The gaugino condensation can berepresented asa nontrivialsuperpotential

W eff = N c(�
3N c)

1

N c : (3:3)

Com m ents:

1.The superpotential(3.3)isindependent of�elds. Itism eaningfulwhen coupling to

supergravity,orif� isa background �eld source.

2.Equation (3.3)can beused to �nd thetension ofdom ain wallsinterpolating between

these vacua labelled by k1 and k2 [26]

Tk1;k2 =

�
�
�N c(�

3N c)
1

N c (e
2� ik1
N c � e

2� ik2
N c )

�
�
�: (3:4)

7 Thenon-zero valueofthecoe� cientin (3.2)can besetto onein a particularrenorm alization

schem e.See [25]fordiscussion,and com parison with variousinstanton calculations.
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3.Thinking of3N clog� asa source forthe operatorS � TrW 2
� we can �nd

hSi=
1

3N c

@log� W eff = (�3N c)
1

N c : (3:5)

4.Using thisobservation wecan perform a Legendretransform to derivetheVeneziano-

Yankielowiczsuperpotential[27]

W eff(S)= N cS(1� logS=�3): (3:6)

Itshould be stressed thatS isnota light�elds and therefore thisexpression isnot

a term in the W ilsonian e�ective action.Itisa term in the 1PIaction and therefore

it can be used only to �nd hSi and tensions ofdom ain walls. However,there is no

particle-likeexcitation (e.g.a glueball)which isdescribed by the�eld S.

3.2.Sem iclassicalSQCD

W e considerSU (N c)gaugetheory with N f quarksQ and N f anti-quarks eQ .

The gaugeand globalsym m etriesare

SU (N c) [SU (N f)L SU (N f)R U (1)B U (1)R U (1)A ]

Q N c N f 1 1 1� N c

N f
1

eQ N c 1 N f � 1 1� N c

N f
1

(3:7)

Here the globalsym m etriesare denoted by [:::]. The U (1)A sym m etry isanom alousand

the othersym m etriesareanom aly free.W e also assign chargesto the coupling constants:

regarding them asbackground chiralsuper�eldsleadsto usefulselection rules[23],

SU (N c) [SU (N f)L SU (N f)R U (1)B U (1)R U (1)A ]

m 1 N f N f 0 2N c

N f
� 2

�3N c�N c 1 1 1 0 0 2N f

(3:8)

Herem isa possiblem assterm thatwecan add,W tree = Trm eQ Q ,and � isthedynam ical

scale,related to the running gaugecoupling as

�3N c�N f = e
� 8� 2

g2 (� )
+ i�

�
3N c�N f : (3:9)

Instanton am plitudescom e with the factorof�3N c�N f ,and theirviolation ofthe U (1)A

sym m etry isaccounted forby the charge assignm entin (3.8).
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Asseen from (3.9),the theory isUV free forN f < 3N c,i.e. g
2(�)! 0 for� � j�j.

On the otherhand,forN f � 3Nc,the theory isIR free,i.e. g2(�)! 0 for� � j�j(for

N f = 3N c the beta function vanishesatone loop,butattwo loopsitisIR free).

In therestofthissubsection,we takeW tree = 0.The classicalpotentialisthen

V �
X

a

(D a)2 =
X

a

(Tr(Q Ta
Q
y � eQ �

T
a eQ T ))2 (3:10)

(Ta aretheSU (N c)generators).Itleadsto
atdirectionswhich werefertoastheclassical

m odulispace ofvacua M cl. As is always the case,M cl can be understood in term s of

gauge invariant m onom ialsofthe chiralsuper�elds,and the lightm oduliin M cl can be

understood asthe chiralsuper�eldsthatare leftuneaten by theHiggsm echanism .

ForN f < N c up to gaugeand 
avorrotations,M cl isgiven by [28]

Q = eQ =

0

B
@

a1

a2

:

aN f

1

C
A : (3:11)

Its com plex dim ension is dim C M cl = N 2
f. The gauge invariant description is M cl =

fM
f

eg
= (eQ Q T )

f

eg
g,f;eg = 1:::N f. The gauge group is broken on M cl as SU (N c) !

SU (N c � Nf).The classicalK�ahlerpotentialon M cl is

K cl= 2Tr
p
M yM : (3:12)

(To see that, write the D-term equations as Q yQ = eQ T eQ �, and use it �nd M yM =

Q � eQ y eQ Q T = (Q �Q T )2. Then the K�ahler potentialis trQ yQ + treQ y eQ = 2tr
p
M yM .)

Thisissingularneartheorigin.Asalways,singularitiesin thelow-energy e�ectivetheory

signalnew light�elds,which should be included fora sm ooth description ofthe physics.

HerethesingularitiesofK cl occuratsubspaceswheresom eoftheSU (N c)=SU (N c� Nf)

gaugebosonsbecom e m assless,and they need to be included in the description.

ForN f � Nc wehavedim C M cl= 2N cN f� (N2
c � 1).Up togaugeand 
avorrotations

[28],

Q =

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

a1

a2

:

aN c

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

; eQ =

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

ea1

ea2

:

eaN c

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

; jaij
2� jeaij

2 = independentofi:

(3:13)
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The gauge invariant description is given by the �elds M = eQ Q T ,B = Q N c (contracted

with the epsilon-sym bol), eB = eQ N c,subjectto variousclassicalrelations,

M cl= fM ;B ;eB jCi(M ;B ;eB )= 0g: (3:14)

ThefunctionsCi,giving theclassicalrelations,areofcoursecom patiblewith thesym m e-

tries(3.7),including U (1)A .Forexam ple forN f = N c,we have [29]

M cl= fM
f

eg
; B ;eB jdetM � B eB = 0g; (3:15)

where the constraint follows from detM = detQ deteQ = B eB . The spaces (3.14),for

allN f � Nc,are singular at the origin,M = B = eB = 0,because it is possible to set

allCi = 0,and also allvariations �Ci = 0 there. The classicalinterpretation is that

the SU (N c) gauge �elds,which are m assless at the origin,need to be included for the

low-energy e�ective theory to benon-singular.

ForN f > N c,am ong otherconstraints,the N f � Nf m atrix M = eQ Q T satis�es

rank(M )� Nc classically: (3:16)

3.3.Adding large quark m assterm s

Consideradding quark m asses,via the tree-levelsuperpotential

W tree = Trm eQ Q
T � Trm M : (3:17)

Forlargem (m oreprecisely,theeigenvaluesofm arem uch largerthan j�j)wecan integrate

outthequarksand thelow energy theory isapuregaugetheory.Itsscale�L isdeterm ined

atoneloop as

�
3N c

L
= detm �3N c�N f : (3:18)

G luino condensation in thistheory leads,asin (3.3),to

W eff = N c(detm �3N c�N f )
1

N c ; (3:19)

itfollowsfrom holom orphy and sym m etriesthat(3.19)isthe exacte�ective superpoten-

tial.The superpotential(3.19)can be interpreted aspartofthe generating functionalfor

correlation functions,with the m assm in (3.17)acting asthe source forthe operatorM ,
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and log�3N c�N f as the source for the operator S � TrW�W
� [24,30]. W e can thus use

(3.19)to �nd

hM isusy = @m W eff = (detm �3N c�N f )
1

N c

1

m

hSisusy = @
log�

3N c� N f W eff = (detm �3N c�N f )
1

N c :

(3:20)

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

vacua.NotethatthereareN c solutionsin (3.20),di�ering by a N c-th rootofunity phase,

which correspond to the Tr(� 1)F = N c supersym m etric vacua ofthe low-energy super-

Yang-M illstheory. The result(3.20)isvalid forallN f. Itisinteresting to note that,for

N f > N c,the m atrix hM iin (3.20)doesnotsatisfy the classicalconstraint(3.16)ofthe

theory with m assless 
avors;however,taking m ! 0 in (3.20) does bring hM i back to

M cl.

Perform ing a Legendre transform between m and M ,we can use (3.19)to derive the

1PIe�ectiveaction

W eff(M )= (N c � Nf)

�
�3N c�N f

detM

� 1=(N c�N f )

+ Trm M : (3:21)

Onem ightbetem pted to interpret(3.21)also asa W ilsonian e�ectiveaction forthelight

�eld M .However,aswe willdiscussbelow,thisisnotalwayscorrect.

Finally we can introduce the �eld S into (3.21)by perform ing a Legendre transform

with respectto itssource log�3N c�N f to �nd [31]

W eff(M ;S)= S

�

(N c � Nf)� log
SN c�N f detM

�3N c�N f

�

+ Trm M : (3:22)

Again,this expression can be used to �nd the expectation values (3.20) and to study

dom ain walltensions, but it should not be viewed as a term in a W ilsonian e�ective

action.

3.4.N f < N c m assless
avors[28]

W e have seen thatthe classicaltheory hasa m odulispace ofsupersym m etric vacua

M cl.W enow explorethelow energy e�ectiveLagrangian alongM cland exam inewhether

asuperpotentialcan begenerated there.Thesym m etries(3.7)constrain thesuperpotential

to beoftheform [32]

W dyn /

�
�3N c�N f

detM

� 1=(N c�N f )

: (3:23)
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Therefore,wefacea dynam icalquestion ofdeterm ining thecoe�cientin (3.23).Notethat

(3.23)isnon-perturbative,becauseofthepositivepowerof� � exp(� 8�2=(3N c� Nf)g
2).

Recallthatthegaugegroup isHiggsed to SU (N c� Nf)on theclassicalm odulispace.

ForN f = N c � 1,the gaugegroup iscom pletely Higgsed,and then there are �niteaction

(constrained)instantonswhich generate (3.23). ForN f < N c � 1,(3.23)isinstead asso-

ciated with gaugino condensation in the unbroken SU (N c � Nf){ thatisthe reason for

the fractionalpowerin (3.23). Finally,com paring with (3.21)we see thatthe coe�cient

in (3.23)m ustbeN c � Nf

W dyn = (N c � Nf)

�
�3N c�N f

detM

� 1=(N c�N f )

: (3:24)

For N f � Nc,(3.23) does not m ake sense. For N f = N c,the exponent diverges.

ForN f > N c,the constraint(3.16)im pliesdetM = 0. Therefore,forN f � Nc m assless


avors,the quantum theory hasa m odulispace ofinequivalentvacua.

3.5.N f = N c m assless
avors[29]

Here the vacuum degeneracy cannot be lifted by W dyn,so the m odulispace is still

param eterized by the gauge invariant �elds M ,B and eB . But the classicalconstraint

(3.15)they satisfy ism odi�ed (consistentwith the sym m etries(3.7)and (3.8))

M qu = fM
f

eg
;B ;eB jdetM � B eB = �2N cg: (3:25)

Notethatthisisa nonperturbative e�ect,proportionalto a positivepowerof�.So,asis

appropriate,the deform ation isim portantonly nearthe origin,and isnegligible atlarge

�elds, relative to �,where the theory is weakly coupled. Indeed, the power in (3.25)

is precisely that associated with a one instanton correction to the constraint in (3.15).

The constraint (3.25) can be seen from (3.20),which for N f = N c has detM = �2N c,

independentofm .(One can introduce sourcesforthe operatorsB and eB ,to getthe full

constraint (3.25).) The space M cl in (3.15) was singular at M = B = eB = 0,but the

space (3.25)is everywhere sm ooth. The only light degrees offreedom ofthe low-energy

e�ective theory arethe m oduliof(3.25).

Thetheory with them odi�ed constraintcan bedescribed using a Lagrangem ultiplier

X and a superpotential

W = X (detM � B eB � �2N c); (3:26)

butitshould be stressed thatthisisnota term in a W ilsonian action. There isno light

�eld X and sim ilarly,the m ode ofM ,B and eB which isproportionalto detM � B eB are

notlight.However,(3.26)isstilla usefulway to im plem entthe constraint.
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3.6.N f > N c [33]

The vacuum degeneracy ofthe theory with m assless 
avors again cannot be lifted

by W dyn. M oreover,for allN f > N c,the classicalm odulispace constraints (3.14)can-

notbe deform ed because no deform ation would be com patible with holom orphy and the

sym m etries in (3.7)and (3.8). So there is a quantum m odulispace ofvacua,coinciding

with the classicalm odulispace (3.14),M q = M cl.The singularity ofthese spacesatthe

origin indicatesadditional,m asslessdegreesoffreedom there.Theirnature isclari�ed by

a duality.

The originalSU (N c)theory,with N f 
avors,isdualto anothergauge theory based

on the gaugegroup SU (n = N f � Nc)with spectrum of�eldsand couplings

SU (n) [SU (N f)L SU (N f)R U (1)B U (1)R U (1)A ]

’ n N f 1
N c

n
1� n

N f
1

e’ n 1 N f � N c

n
1� n

N f
1

� 1 N f N f 0 2 n

N f
� 2

f 1 N f N f 0 2� 2n

N f
2

�3n�N f 1 1 1 0 0 2N f

(3:27)

(again,the group in [:::]isa globalsym m etry)with canonicalK forthe �elds’, e’,and

�,and superpotential

W = hTr�’ e’ T + Trf�: (3:28)

As we willdiscuss,the coupling f isproportionalto the m ass ofthe electric quarks. In

particular,ifm = 0 in the electric theory,then f = 0 in the m agnetic theory. U (1)A in

(3.27)isanom alousbuttheothersym m etriesarenot.Thescale e� ofthem agnetictheory

can betaken to be thesam e asthe � oftheelectric theory,aswe indicate in (3.27).

W erefertotheoriginaltheory (3.7)aselectricand to(3.27)asm agnetic.Thisduality

between theelectricand them agnetictheoriesstatesthatthesetwo di�erenttheorieshave

thesam eIR behavior.Betteragreem entbetween thetwo theoriesisobtained ifwem odify

the K�ahlerpotentialby higherorderterm s.

Com m ents:

1.The anom aly free sym m etriesofthe electricand the m agnetic theoriesare the sam e.

All’tHooftanom aly m atching conditionsofthese sym m etriesaresatis�ed.

2.The relationsbetween thevariablesoftheelectric and m agneticdescriptionsare

M = eQ Q T = ��� ; B = Q
N c = �

n�2N c�N f ’
n (3:29)
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with som e dim ensionlessconstants� and �. (Below we willdeterm ine �.) Itiseasy

to check that the identi�cation ofoperators (3.29) is consistent with the anom aly

free sym m etries. (An alternative description was given in [13],where the scales of

the electric and m agnetic theories were taken to be di�erent; the descriptions are

equivalent,asreviewed,e.g.in [9].)

3.For 3

2
N c < N f < 3N c,the electric and m agnetic theories are both UV free, and

they di�erin theUV.Thetwo di�erentUV freestarting points
ow undertherenor-

m alization group (RG )to the sam e interacting RG �xed pointin the IR.A detailed

discussion ofthisRG 
ow can befound,e.g.in [16].

4.ForN c + 2 � Nf �
3

2
N c the m agnetic theory isIR free,with irrelevantinteractions.

The UV free electrictheory 
owsatlong distance to theIR free m agnetictheory.

5.ForN f = N c+ 1wecan stillusethevariablesin (3.27)butwithoutthem agneticgauge

�eldsand with theaddition ofa term proportionalto det� to thesuperpotential[29].

6.Turning on m ass term s Trm Q eQ = Trm M in the electric theory is described by

adding to the m agnetic superpotential��Trm �. W e willanalyze itin detailin the

nextsubsection.

3.7.Adding sm allm assterm s

W e again add (3.17)

W tree = Trm eQ Q T = Trm M (3:30)

but this tim e we take the m asses (eigenvalues ofm ) sm allcom pared with j�j. Now,we

should be able to reproduce the expectation values (3.20) from our low energy e�ective

theory.

ForN f < N c,thelow energy theory hasW exact = W dyn + W tree,which givesprecisely

the superpotential(3.21). The Legendre transform in (3.20)ensures that setting F
y

M
=

� @M W exact = 0 yieldstheN c supersym m etric vacua athM igiven in (3.20).

As we m entioned above,for N f � Nc,(3.21) is not m eaningfulas a superpotential

on the m odulispace. Rather,it should be viewed as a superpotentialon a larger �eld

space,where M isarbitrary ratherthan subject to (3.16),and which ism eaningfulonly

fornonzero m . Aswe are going to discuss,the dualtheory providesan interpretation of

this.

ForN f = N c (3.21)doesnotm ake sense. Instead,we can �nd hM iusing the super-

potential(3.26).
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For N f = N c + 1 we have to add (3.21) to the superpotential(as com m ented after

(3.29)).

ForN f > N c + 1 the m eaning of(3.21)isslightly m ore subtle.Considerm oving the

�eld � � M away from itsexpectation value. The superpotential(3.28)givesm assesto

thedualquarks’.Using an expression like(3.3)forgluino condensation in them agnetic

gaugegroup leadsto

W = n(hN f det�� 3n�N f )
1

n : (3:31)

wherewesetthescalesofthem agneticand electrictheoriesto bethesam e�.Thisagrees

with (3.21)provided

h
N f det�� 3n�N f = (� 1)N f �N c

detM

�3N c�N f
(3:32)

which �xesthecoe�cient� in (3.29)

M = (� 1)
1�

N c
N f h��: (3:33)

Correspondingly,thecoe�cientf in (3.28)isrelated to the electricm assby

f = ��m = (� 1)
1+

N c
N f m h�: (3:34)

4. D ynam icalsupersym m etry breaking

W ewillnow considerfourtypicalexam plesofDSB.Thecom m on featureoftheseex-

am plesisthatatlow energiesthey can begiven asem iclassicalsupersym m etricdescription

asin theexam plesin section 2.The�rstthreeexam pleswhich arebased on thedynam ics

ofN f < N c,N f = N c and N f > N c were found in the 80s,90sand 00srespectively.The

fourth exam ple,which isbased on thedynam icsofN f = 0,allowsusto easily convertany

exam plein section 2 to a m odelofDSB.

M any other exam ples ofDSB are known. Som e ofthem are strongly coupled and

do not adm it a sem iclassical supersym m etric description involving an e�ective K�ahler

potentialand an e�ective superpotential(exam ples are SU (5)or SO (10)gauge theories

with a singlegeneration ofquarksand leptons[34,35]).In othersituationsthequestion of

supersym m etry breaking is inconclusive (e.g.an SU (2)gauge theory with m atter in the

fourdim ensionalrepresentation [36]).In addition,m anyvariantsoftheexam plesbelow are

known and they exhibitvariousinteresting features(see,e.g.[37-47]). Additionalreview

and referencescan be found in e.g.[48,49,6,7]
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4.1.The (3,2)m odel[38]

The gaugegroup is

SU (3)� SU (2) (4:1)

and wehavechiralsuper�elds:Q in (3;2),eu in (3;1),edin (3;1),L in (1;2).ForW tree = 0,

theclassicalm odulispace isgiven by arbitrary expectation valuesofthe gaugeinvariants

X 1 = Q edL ; X 2 = Q euL ; Z = Q Q eued: (4:2)

Both gaugegroupsareHiggsed on thisclassicalm odulispace.W eadd to them odela tree

levelsuperpotential

W tree = �Q edL = �X 1: (4:3)

This theory has a U (1)R sym m etry,with R(Q )= � 1,R(eu) = R(ed) = 0,R(L)= 3. A

crucialaspect of(4.3)is that it lifts allofthe classicalD-
at directions. Therefore,the

theory doesnothave any runaway directions.

Using the globalsym m etries (including those under which the couplings,treated as

background chiralsuper�elds,arecharged),theexactsuperpotentialforthe�elds(4.2)is

W exact =
�7
3

Z
+ �X 1: (4:4)

The �rst term in (4.4)is W dyn,which is generated by an SU (3)instanton. This theory

dynam ically breakssupersym m etry8.

For� � 1,the vacuum isatlarge expectation value forthe �elds. Since the gauge

groups are Higgsed at a high energy scale,their running coupling is weak. Because the

theory isweakly coupled forthe�eldsin thislim it,wehaveK � Kclassical,so theK�ahler

potentialisundercontrol.Itisthen easy to �nd thatthe�eld expectation valuesand the

vacuum energy density atthe m inim um are

v � �3=�
1=7 ; V = M

4
S � j�10=7�4

3j (4:5)

8 A quick way to see that is to note that W dyn pushes Z away from the origin,which spon-

taneously breaks the U (1)R sym m etry. There is thus a com pact m odulispace ofvacua,whose

m odulusisthem asslessG oldstoneboson.Ifsupersym m etry wereunbroken,theG oldstone boson

would have a scalar superpartner,which would lead to a non-com pact m odulispace -but that

cannotbe the case,because W tree liftsallofthe classical
 atdirections[34].
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(the precise coe�cientcan be com puted,using K = K cl).Note that,to justify K � Kcl,

we need v � �3 and also v � �2, and the latter condition requires �3 � �1=7�2.

In addition to the m assless G oldstino,there is a m assless G oldstone boson,because the

vacuum spontaneously breakstheU (1)R sym m etry.

The above analysisis valid when �3 � �2. As seen from the expressions above,in

thislim ittheSU (2)gaugedynam icsscale�2 doesnotappeardirectly in theapproxim ate

answers(4.5).The SU (2)gauge group isweakly coupled atthe scale �3,and the role of

theSU (2)gaugesym m etry issim ply to restrictthepossiblesuperpotentialcouplings,and

its classicalgauge potentiallifts certain directions in �eld space thus avoiding runaway.

Thefactthat�2 doesnotenterinto(4.4)�tswith thefactthattheSU (2)gaugegroup has

N f = N c.So,asreviewed in section 3.5,itdoesnotcontributeto W dyn,butinstead leads

to the quantum m odi�ed m odulispace constraint [29]of(3.25). The quantum m odi�ed

m odulispace isneglected in theanalysisabove,and thatisjusti�ed when � 3 � �2.

On theotherhand,in thelim it�2 � �3,theSU (2)group becom esstrong �rstin the

RG 
ow to theIR,and itisthen essentialto include thequantum m odi�ed m odulispace

constraint. Below the scale �2,the light �elds are q = Q L=� 2,in the 3 ofSU (3),and

eq = Q 2=�2,and eu and ed,allin the 3,subject to the quantum constraintqeq = �2
2. The

constraintbreaksSU (3)toSU (2)0� SU (3),atthescale�2,and qand eqareHiggsed.The

�eldseu and ed each decom poseas3;3 ! 2 + 1 underSU (3)! SU (2)0,so wehaveSU (2)0

with N f = 1 
avor,plus two singlets. In the lim it,we obtain a superpotentialwhich is

sim ilarto (4.4),but with a di�erent interpretation ofthe term s. In particular,the �X 1

term isinterpreted as��2
2Sd,where Sd isthe SU (2)

0 singletfrom ed.In the �1=7�2 � �3

lim it,theSU (2)0� SU (3)dynam icsisinsigni�cant,and wehaveM 4
S = �j�2�4

2j,where� is

a positiveO (1)K�aherpotentialcoe�cient,K � 1

�
SdSd thatcannotbedirectly calculated

[50].

4.2.M odi�ed m odulispace exam ple [50,51]

ConsidertheSU (N c)theory with N f = N c and add �eldsS
ea
a,band

eband a superpo-

tential(up to coupling constants)

W tree = trS eQ Q T + bdeteQ + ebdetQ : (4:6)

Classically Q = eQ = 0. In the quantum theory we get the e�ective superpotential(see

(3.26))

W effective = trSM + beB + ebB + X (detM � B eB � �2N c) (4:7)
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which breaksSUSY.Thisbreaking isdynam ical.Itdependson theIR con�nem entofthe

N f = N c theory,from quarksand gluonsin the UV,into the com posite �elds M and B

and eB in theIR and on thequantum deform ation ofthe m odulispace by �2N c in (3.25).

Letusspecializeto N f = N c = 2,wherethefundam entalsand anti-fundam entalscan

be written as2N f = 4 fundam entalsQ fc,f = 1:::4,c= 1;2. The gauge invariantsare

U fg = Q fcQ gd�cd,in the 6 ofthe globalSU (4)�= SO (6)
avorsym m etry. To em phasize

thatitisan SO (6)vectorwe willalso expressitas

~V = (V 1 =
1

2
(U 12 + U

34);V 2 =
i

2
(U 12 � U

34);:::): (4:8)

The quantum m odulispace constraint(3.26)forthiscaseis[29]

PfU = U
12
U
34 � U

13
U
24 + U

14
U
23 = ~V �~V = �4

: (4:9)

W e add singlets ~S,also in the 6 ofthe global
avorSO (6),with superpotential

W tree =
1

2
hSfgQ

fc
Q
gd
�cd = 2h~S �~V ; (4:10)

whereSfg isrelated to ~S asin (4.8)and thefactorof2 arisesfrom thischangeofnotation.

Unlike (4.6)(4.7),here we have explicitly exhibited the coupling constant h. There is a

conserved U (1)R sym m etry,with R(Q )= 0,and hence R(~V )= 0,and R(~S)= 2.Because

F ~S
= � 2h~V ,the constraint(4.9)im pliesthatF~S

6= 0,so SUSY isbroken.

Letusanalyzeitin m oredetail.W estartwith theclassicaltheory.Thesuperpotential

coupling 1

2
hSfgQ

fcQ gd�cd lifts allthe 
at directions with nonzero Q . So the classical

m odulispaceisthespaceof~S.M oving faroutalong these
atdirectionsthefundam ental

quarks are m assive and can be integrated out. The low energy SU (2)gauge theory has

scale �6
L = �4h2~S �~S,and itsgluino condensation generates

W low = 2(�6
L)

1=2 = 2

�

h
2�4~S �~S

� 1

2

: (4:11)

Using thesym m etriesand holom orphy itiseasy to seethat(4.11)isexact.Now itisclear

thatforany nonzero ~S thesuperpotentialisnotstationary,and thepoint~S = 0 issingular

and needsto be exam ined in detail.

Before we conclude that supersym m etry is broken away from the origin we have to

exam inethepotentialatin�nity tom akesurethatthereisnorunaway.Usingtheclassical

K�ahlerpotentialfor ~S which iscanonical,the superpotential(4.11)leadsto

Vcl= 4jh�2j2
~S �~S

j~S �~Sj
: (4:12)
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Dependingon thedirection in thespacethisexpression eitherdivergesatin�nity orasym p-

totesto a constant4jh�2j2.Itisstraightforward to includetheoneloop correction to this

expression.Thissituation isvery sim ilarto the discussion around (2.54).The fundam en-

talquarksQ are m assive and theirloop leadsto logarithm ic correctionsto the potential

which m akesitgrow atin�nity. W e conclude thatthe pseudo
at directionswith broken

supersym m etry in (4.12)islifted and pushesthe system to sm allervaluesof~S.

W hen jh~Sj� j�jthesuperpotential(4.10)givesthequarkssm allm assesand theycan-

notbeintegrated outso easily.Butthen wecan useourunderstanding ofthem acroscopic

theory,wheretheSU (2)gauge�eldsand m atterofthem icroscopictheory arereplaced in

the IR with the �elds ~V ,subjectto the constraint(4.9).W e solvethisconstraintas

~V = �(
p
�2 � ~v2;~v); (4:13)

where~v isan SO (5)vector. W e willassum e thatj~vj� j�j. Thisassum ption isvalid up

to sym m etry transform ations near the origin ofthe classicaltheory,where we expect to

�nd ourground state. Sim ilarly,we write ~S � (S1;~s),where~s isan SO (5)vector. Then

(4.10)is

W = 2h�S 1

p
�2 � ~v2 + 2h�~v� ~s� 2h�2S1 � hS1~v

2 + 2h�~v� ~s: (4:14)

The K�ahlerpotentialforthe�eldsS1,~s,and ~v issm ooth,and can betaken to be

K = S1S1 + ~s� ~s+
1

�
~v� ~v+ O (

1

j�j2
); (4:15)

where � isan O (1)coe�cientthatwe cannotdeterm ine.

Up to sym m etry transform ations,thevacua havearbitrary hS1i,and ~v = ~s= 0.This

leadsto a seven realdim ensionalpseudom odulispace.Itsdim ensionsincludethetwo non-

com pactdirectionsgiven by hS1i,and �verealG oldstonebosonslivingon SO (6)=SO (5)�=

S5,com ing from com ponentsof~v and ~s.

W e can integrate outthe m assive m odesof~v to �nd an e�ective superpotential.For

~s = 0 it is W eff = 2h�2S1,and m ore generally,it is given by W eff = 2

�

h2�4~S �~S

� 1

2

which agreeswith (4.11).

Supersym m etryisbroken by� FS1
= 2h�2 6= 0.SinceFS1

isgenerated bydim ensional

transm utation,the supersym m etry breaking isdynam ical.The m asslessG oldstino com es

from S1.

W e should now exam ine how this pseudom odulispace 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(4.15) by noticing that it is a m ulti-�eld analog ofthe y = 1

O’Raifeartaigh m odel. The one-loop potential(2.47)liftsthe degeneracy and leads to a

supersym m etry breaking m inim um at ~S = 0 [52].Atthisvacuum the globalSO (6)sym -

m etry isspontaneously broken to SO (5)by theconstraint(4.9),buttheU (1)R sym m etry

isunbroken.So thereisa �verealdim ensional,com pactspaceofsupersym m etry breaking

vacua,given by theG oldstone boson m anifold SO (6)=SO (5)�= S5.

Forh � 1,wecan havelargeS1 and stillusethelow energy e�ectivetheory provided

jhS1j� j�j� jS 1j: (4:16)

In this lim it,the behavior ofthe one-loop potential(2.47),com puted in the low-energy

e�ective �eld theory,asym ptotesasin (2.66)to

V
(1) ! 


(1)
m acro log

 

j2hS1j
2

M 2
cutoff

!

j2h�2j2: (4:17)

Aswehavereviewed,thedependenceon M cutoff can beabsorbed intotherenorm alization

ofh.Thecoe�cientin (4.17)istheanom alousdim ension ofthepseudom odulus,com puted

in the m acroscopic theory. Itdepends on the O (1)unknown constant� in (4.15). Since



(1)
m acro > 0,the potential(4.17)isan increasing function ofjS1j.

On the other hand,as we rem arked above,ifj�j� jhS 1j,then,we should instead

use the m icroscopic theory. The resultforthe potentialissim ilarto (4.17),though with

a di�erent, but again positive,num ericalcoe�cient 

(1)

m icro for the one-loop anom alous

dim ension ofS1,com puted from the m icroscopic Q �elds running in the loop [53]. W e

cannotcom pute the potentialin the interm ediate range,jhS1j� j�j,butin allcalculable

regionsthe potentialslopestoward theorigin,S1 = 0.

Deform ing the m odel

Consideradding a U (1)R breaking,butSO (6)invariant,term

�W = 1

2
�~S

2 (4:18)

to (4.10). Adding this to (4.11) or (4.14),the theory has a �ve com plex dim ensional,

non-com pact,m odulispace ofsupersym m etric vacua

~S = �
2h

�
~V ; ~V

2 = �4
: (4:19)
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For j�j� j�j,the �elds ~S are heavy and can be integrated out. The low energy theory

issim ply the SU (2)theory with fourm asslessdoubletsand no superpotential(the cubic

couplingsof(4.10)do notlead to a quarticsuperpotentialwhen ~S isintegrated out).This

hasa m odulispace which isreproduced by (4.19).

Forj�j� j�j,the ~S �eldsarelight,and need to beincluded in thelow energy theory;

i.e.we add (4.18)to (4.14).Aswe take � ! 0,the SUSY vacua (4.19)run o� to in�nity.

In addition to these supersym m etric ground statesatlargej~Sj,we stillhave the com pact

m odulispaceofsupersym m etry breaking vacua discussed following (4.14),with ~S nearthe

origin.Forj�j� j�jthesem etastable,supersym m etry breaking statesarevery long lived.

Finally,as� ! 0 the supersym m etric statesdisappearfrom the Hilbertspace and we are

leftwith only them etastable states.

Notethatthesetheoriesprovideexam plesofnonchiraltheoriesthatdynam icallybreak

supersym m etry.How isthatcom patible with the W itten index [8]? The argum entbased

on the W itten index relies on adding m ass term s to the theory and tracking the super-

sym m etric statesasthe m assisrem oved. In thisproblem we can add two possible m ass

term s. First,we can add m ass term s for the fundam entalquarks. This is done in the

e�ective theory by adding ~m �~V to the superpotential. Butthishasno e�ectbecause ~m

can be absorbed in a shiftof~S.Second,ifwe add (4.18),~S ism assive.Forlarge m assit

leadsto the non-com pact m odulispace ofsupersym m etric states(4.19). Forsm allm ass

wealso �nd thecom pactm odulispaceofsupersym m etry breaking m etastablestates,and

as� ! 0 thesupersym m etric statesdisappearfrom theHilbertspaceand supersym m etry

isbroken.

4.3.M etastable statesin SQCD [9]

ConsiderSQCD with N c + 1� Nf <
3

2
N c,with sm allquark m asses

jEigenvalues(m )j� j�j: (4:20)

The range ofN f is such that the m agnetic dual[33]ofsection 3.6 is the IR free,low-

energy e�ective�eld theory.W ethusanalyzethegroundstatesin them agneticdual,with

superpotential

hTr�’ e’ + ��Trm �: (4:21)
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Thisisthesam e asthe theory westudied in (2.41)(2.43)with the identi�cation9

��m = f: (4:22)

Forsim plicity,wewilltakem (and thereforealso f)to beproportionalto theunitm atrix,

thuspreserving the globalSU (N f).

Asdiscussed following (2.41),thislow energy theory hasa supersym m etry breaking

m inim um (2.67).Allnon-G oldstonem odeshavenon-tachyonicm assesthere,from theone-

loop potential,which iscom puted via (2.47)in the low-energy dualtheory.The factthat

them agnetictheory isIR free ensuresthathigherloopsaresuppressed,and in particular

cannotinvalidatethe resultsfrom the one-loop potential.

W e thus conclude that SQCD has m etastable dynam icalsupersym m etry breaking

vacua.In term softhem icroscopicelectricSQCD theory,theDSB vacua (2.67)havezero

expectation value forthe m eson �elds,hM i= 0,and non-zero expectation value ofsom e

baryon �elds,hB i6= 0 and heB i6= 0,which follow from thenon-zero h’iand he’iin (2.67).

In term s ofthe IR dualm agnetic theory,these vacua are sem i-classical,but in term s of

the m icroscopic,electricSQCD they arenot,they arestrongly quantum -m echanical.

Asnoted after(2.67),thesupersym m etry breaking vacua (2.67)spontaneously break

theglobalsym m etries,from G = SU (N f)� U (1)B to H = SU (N f � Nc)� SU (Nc)� U (1).

Associated with that,there isa com pactm odulispace ofvacua,the m anifold ofm assless

G oldstone bosons10, M vac = G =H . Note that the DSB vacua have an assortm ent of

m assless�elds: the G =H G oldstone bosonsand a num berofm asslessferm ionsincluding

theG oldstino,which com efrom theferm ioniccom ponentsofthe�elds� 0 in (2.46).This

isto becontrasted with thenaiveexpectation thatthereshould beno m assless�elds(and,

in particular,no candidate G oldstino for DSB to occur),since the quarks Q allhave a

m assm ,and thelow-energy SYM getsa m assgap.Thedualm agnetictheory showsthat

thisnaiveexpectation isincorrect.

SQCD also has N c supersym m etric vacua,with m ass gap and hM i� h�i6= 0,and

hB i = heB i = 0. These supersym m etric vacua arise from the e�ective interaction (3.31)

9 TheglobalvectorU (1)sym m etry in (2.41)isnorm alized di� erently than thebaryon num ber

sym m etry in (3.27). Also,the U (1)R sym m etry in (3.27)isanom aly free butitisbroken by the

m assterm ,while in (2.41)we took U (1)R to preserve the term linearin � butitisanom alous.

10 In various generalizations ofthis exam ple,these com pact m odulispaces ofD SB vacua can

supporttopologicalsolitons,which can be (m eta)stable,see [54]fora fullerdiscussion.
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which,asexplained earlier,areobtained from gluino condensation in them agnetictheory.

Thus,in term softhem agneticdualtheory,supersym m etry isnon-perturbatively restored,

in a theory that breaks supersym m etry at tree-level. Indeed,from the point ofview of

the theory (2.41)(2.43),the R-sym m etry is anom alous and is explicitly broken (this is

m anifest with the interaction (3.31)),and therefore supersym m etry is restored. As long

asN f isin the free m agnetic range,N f <
3

2
N c,the supersym m etry restoring interaction

(3.31)isirrelevantattheDSB vacua near�= 0.Then theDSB and theSUSY vacua are

su�ciently separated forthe DSB vacua to be m eaningful.

The sm allm asscondition (4.20)hasthe following usefulconsequences:

1.Itensuresthattheanalysiswithin thelow-energy e�ective�eld theory (them agnetic

dual)isvalid:thesuperpotentialcoupling f � m � isthen safely below theUV cuto�,

�,ofthem agnetic dualtheory.

2.It ensures that e�ects from the m icroscopic (electric) theory do not invalidate the

m acroscopicanalysisofsupersym m etry breaking and theoneloop stabilization ofthe

vacua (2.67).A way to see thisisto note thatthe one-loop potentialgivesall(non-

G oldstone)pseudom odulim asssquaresoforderjfj� jm �j(m uch asin (2.65))which

isnon-analytic in the superpotentialcoupling f � m �. Thisre
ectsthe factthatit

com esfrom integrating outm odeswhich becom em asslessin thislim it.On theother

hand,any e�ectsfrom them icroscopictheory m ustbeanalyticin m ,and then (4.20)

ensuresthatsuch e�ectsaresubleading to (2.65).

3.The condition (4.20)also ensures thatthe supersym m etric vacua (3.20)can be seen

in them agnetice�ectivetheory,asthen (3.20)issafely below itscuto�,jhM ij� j�j.

4.Itensuresthatthem etastablestateisparam etrically long lived.Thetunneling prob-

ability is� exp(� Sbounce),where Sbounce � �� 4=Vm eta,with �� the separation in

�eld space between the m etastable and the supersym m etric vacua,and Vm eta = M 4
s.

Forsm allm asses(4.20),Sbounce isparam etrically large,and thusthem etastableDSB

vacua can be m ade param etrically arbitrarily long lived.

Thiskind ofDSB appearsgeneric.Itexistsalso in sim ilarSO (N c)and SP (N c)gauge

theories [9],and m any generalizations ofit were found recently (see e.g.[55-64]). Also,

theearly universefavorspopulating theDSB vacua overtheSUSY vacua.Onereason for

thatisthelargedegeneracy oftheG oldstoneboson m odulispaceofDSB vacua,versusthe

discrete N c m ass gapped supersym m etric vacua. Another reason is that the DSB vacua

are closer to the origin ofthe m odulispace than the supersym m etric vacua,and thatis

favored by the therm ale�ective potential[65-68].
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4.4.Naturalizing (retro�tting)m odels[21,60]

As we stressed in the introduction (around equation (1.1)), in order for a m odel

ofsupersym m etry breaking to be fully natural,allscales which are m uch sm aller than

the UV cuto� M cutoff should arise via dim ensionaltransm utation. To be fully natural,

theLagrangian cannothaveany super-renorm alizable (relevant)operators,since they are

naturally ofordera positive power ofM cutoff. The Lagrangian should have only renor-

m alizable (m arginal) operators and non-renorm alizable (irrelevant) operators,which are

suppressed by inversepowersofM cutoff.Any needed relevantoperatorsshould then arise

dynam ically,with exponentially suppressed coe�cients,asin (1.1).

A sim ple way to achieve that is the following. Consider an \unnaturalm odel" of

supersym m etry breaking likeoneofthem odelsin section 2,with superpotentialterm slike

W tree � fO1 + m O 2,where O 1 is som e dim ension one operator,O 2 is a dim ension two

operator,and f � �2. W e wantthe m assscalesm and � to be m uch lessthan M cutoff.

Such a m odelcan easily be naturalized (orretro�tted)by rem oving these couplingsfrom

the theory and replacing them with interactionswith the operatorS � � TrW2�=32�
2 of

som e added,butotherwise decoupled,pure Yang-M illstheory (with no charged m atter):

Z

d
2
�

"

�
8�2

g2(M cutoff)
+

a1

M cutoff

O 1 +
a2

M 2
cutoff

O 2

#

S; (4:23)

wherea1;2 aredim ensionlesscoe�cientsoforderone,sothecouplingsin (4.23)arenatural.

The pure Yang-M illstheory entering in (4.23)has a dynam ically generated scale �,

which satis�es� � M cutoff,asin (1.1).Forenergiesbelow thescale �,the added Yang-

M ills theory becom es strong and leads to gaugino condensation hSi= �3. Substituting

thisin (4.23)we �nd
Z

d
2
�

"

a1�
3

M cutoff

O 1 +
a2�

3

M 2
cutoff

O 2

#

: (4:24)

Thus we generate super-renorm alizable couplings in the superpotential with �2 �

�3=M cutoff � M 2
cutoff and m � �3=M 2

cutoff � M cutoff.Forexam ple,theO’Raifeartaigh

m odelofsection 2.5 can be naturalized by replacing (2.28)with

Z

d
2
�

"

1

2
hX �

2
1 +

 

�
8�2

g2(M cutoff)
+

a1

M cutoff

X +
a2

M 2
cutoff

�1�2

!

S

#

: (4:25)
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M ore generally,we can use couplingslike (4.23)with di�erentgauge groupsorwith

couplings with higher powers of W �. This way, every unnaturalm odelcan be easily

naturalized.

This naturalization procedure is not unique. A given m acroscopic theory can be

naturalized in m ore than one way. Consider,forexam ple,the m acroscopic m odelsbased

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

term in (2.43)with 1

M cu tof f
Tr�TrW 0

�
2,whereW 0

� isthe�eld strength ofsom eotherpure

Yang-M illstheory,with scale�0;thisleadsto f � �03=M cutoff.Alternatively,wecan �rst

view thistheory asthelow energy approxim ation ofaSQCD theory,asin section 4.3.This

theory isnotyetfully naturalbecause ofthe existence ofthe quark m assterm m TreQ Q T

in the Lagrangian. As in (4.22),thisleads to f � m �,which is dynam ical,but notyet

fully naturalbecause we need (4.20),jm j� j�j� M cutoff.Itcan be m ade fully natural

by replacing the m assterm ofthe UV lagrangian with 1

M 2

cu tof f

TreQ Q T TrW 0
�
2 [63]. This

leadsto m � �03=M 2
cutoff,so jm j� j�jisnatural,and f � �� 03=M 2

cutoff.

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

M
�1

cutoff
. For exam ple, in (4.25) we did not consider higher dim ension operators like

X
2

M 2

cu tof f

W 2
�. As another exam ple,gluino condensation in (4.25) does not sim ply replace

�

� 8�
2

g2
+ X

M cu tof f

�

S with X

M cu tof f
�3.M ore precisely,following theanalysisin section 3.1,

foran SU (N c)gaugetheory itreplacesitwith

N c�
3 exp

�
X

N cM cutoff

�

� Nc�
3 +

X

M cutoff

�3
; (4:26)

where we neglected higherorderterm sin M
�1

cutoff
in thelatterexpression.

This expansion in powers ofM
�1

cutoff
is signi�cant. It is wellknown that one can

triggersupersym m etry breaking by coupling a chiralsuper�eld to a Yang-M illstheory via

higher dim ension operatorsand using gluino condensation [69-71]. This usually leadsto

runaway behavior,asisclearfrom the�rstexpression in (4.26).However,sincewecontent

ourselveswith �nding supersym m etry breakingonly in am etastablestate,wecan focuson

a particularregion in �eld space and ignore possible vacua elsewhere in �eld space. This

focusing on a region in �eld space isachieved by the expansion in M
�1

cutoff
we m entioned

above.Therefore,thisnaturalization procedureleadstoacceptable,m etastable,dynam ical

supersym m etry breaking.
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