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W e show that a particular \universal" form for the soft-breaking couplings in a softly
broken N = 1 supersymm etric gauge theory is renomn alisation-group invariant through
two loops, provided we in pose one sim ple condition on the dim ensionless couplings. T he
universal form for the trilinear couplings and m ass termm s is identical to that found In
popular derivations of the soft-breaking tem s from strings or supergravity.
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If we take the standard m odel, generalise to two H iggs doublets, supersym m etrise,
In pose R-parity, and add all possble soft supersym m etry breaking tem s then we have
the supersym m etric standard m odel. The resulting theory has an alam ing number of
arbitrary param eters; far m ore than the standard m odel. It is custom ary to assum e that
the plethora of possble independent soft temm s undergo a form of uni cation, at the

sam e scale where the gauge couplings mecst. At this scale it is supposed that the soft
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term s consist sin ply of a comm on scalar m ass, a com m on gaugino m ass, and and
interactions proportional to the analogous tem s in the superpotential; the constants of
proportionality being denoted A and B respectively. T his sim pli cation can be m otivated
to som e extent by appealto N = 1 supergraviyy, and in particular to the idea that the
supersym m etry breaking occurs in a hidden sector and is com m unicated to the cbservable
sector via gravitational interactions (for a review, see [I]). It also arises in superstring
phenom enology 1 1.

In thisnote we attem pt to m otivate a sim ple form for the soft breakings in a di erent

way. W e explore the consequences of in posing that the soft breakings in the theory at the
uni cation scale be form invariant under renomm alisation. In other words we require that
the theory be renom alisable, In the usual sense that countertem s generated by shifting
param eters and elds in the Lagrangian su ce to rem ove the divergences encountered in
perturbation theory. In general, of course, In posing strict renom alisability requires us
to write down all interactions pem itted by the symm etries. W e will nd, however, that
a particular universal om for the sofft-breaking couplings (one which is com patible w ith
the desired pattem of supersym m etry breaking described above) is renom alisation-group
RG ) Invarant at least through two loopsprovided we in pose one sim ple condition on the
din ensionless coupling sector of the theory. T heories w ith this property would have the
attractive feature that the universal form ofthe soft breaking temm s which is presum ably
generated by supersym m etry breaking ofthe underlying supergravity or superstring theory
at orneartheP lanck scale) would be exactly pressrved dow n to the gauge uni cation scale.
The Lagrangian Lgysy W ) is de ned by the superpotential

1 ijk
W =—Ylj i

6 k+§lj i '+Ll ie (l)

J J

Lgysy isthe Lagrangian fortheN = 1 supersym m etric gauge theory, containing the gauge
muliplet fA ; g ( beihg the gaugiho) and a chiral super eld ; with com ponent elds
f i; 19 transfom ing as a (In general reducible) representation R of the gauge group G.



W e assum e that there are no gauge-singlet elds and that G is sin ple. (T he generalisation

to a sam Isin ple group is trivial)) T he soft breaking is incorporated in Lgy , given by
Legs = m?)] * 5+ 2 i ikt }bijij+ vt he @)
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(H ere and elsew here, quantities w ith superscripts are com plex conjugates of those w ith
subscripts; thus ¥ ( ;) ) Aside from the temm s included in Lsp in Eq. @), onem ight
in generalhave ? -type couplings, masstem sor -m ixing tem s (as long as they
satisfy a constraint that quadratic divergences are not produced). However, the soft-
breaking tem s we have included are those which would be engendered by an underlying
supergraviy theory and which are therefore considered m ost frequently in the literature.
T he non-renom alisation theorem tells us that the superpotential W undergoes no

in nite renomn alisation so that we have, for instance
JOE YR kS D kS 9 @)

where is the anom alous din ension for . The onedoop results for the gauge coupling

-function 4 and for are given by

16 2 M =qg%0; and 16 2 @4 =piy; @)

w here
16 °0=TR) 3C G); and (a)
16 “piy = %Yiklyjkl 29°C R )5 (5b)

Here
T®R)ap = TtRaRs); CG)ae = facofecp and C R)5= RaRa)y: (6

The onedoop -functions for the soft-breaking couplings are given by

16 2 h(l)ijk _ Uijk + Ukij + Ujki; (7a)
16 2[ Ty =w Y+ 20° Ra)ytrRam 2); (7o)
16 2 MH = vy v (70)
16 2 V= 2%0M ; (79)
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w here

gik = piilpk 4 yilx k. (8a)
vil = pilp kl_l_ %YijlYlm B ily jl; 8b)
51 pan ¢ 2y3 , L+ ipa 2yn jor ¢ 2yq
W= EYiqu m=)"n + EY Ypan @M 7)7 5+ 2Y5pqY 7 fm 7))y
+ hypgh®? 8°M M C R)7y; 8c)
w ith
X1 = h¥*y, + 4aM g°c R)Y: )

O ur assum ption that the group G is sem isim ple In pliesthat thetrRam ?Jtem h Eqg. o)
is zero, while the absence of gauge singlets m eans that (for instance in Eq. {8k)) we have

Yj_jkbjk = Yj_jk I* = 0: (lO)

W e then claim that the conditions

hi* = ™y, (11la)
241 _ 1 1 2, i,
(m )j_g(l 162§gQ)MM 7 (11b)
. 2 .
b = 5M g 11lc)

are RG Invariant through at last two loops, provided we in pose the condition
: 1 :
Py = 5gZQ e (12)

(T he idea of seeking relations am ongst dim ensionless couplings which are pressrved by
renom alisation hasbeen explored in the coupling constant reduction programm e of Zin —
mem ann et ali].) W e rst demonstrate the RG invariance of the conditions Eq. @1).
T he Invariance of Eq. {14) requires

ik

= oy yPoM Lymom o ymEoM F oyt (13)

T he strategy we adopt to verify equations such asEq. (13) is to sin plify the -functions
and anom alous din ensions as ollows: rstly weuseEq. {2) to replace P *; by Q . W e also
use Egs. {11) to replace h'*, m ? and b wherever they occur. Having done this, we nd

that any occurrences of Yi1Y 1, C R),C G) orT R) can be w ritten in tem s of P and Q
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according to Eq. (). W e can now use Eq. (12) again if necessary to replace P by Q . For
instance, we nd, applying our strategy of in posing the condition Eq. (1a) n Eq. @),
and using Egs. &8), @2),

Xi= MY¥vy,, +49°M C R)Y

2 .
ngM o

(14)

Henceforth we shall sin ply assum e that this procedure is followed where possible. For
instance, from Egs. (83), 4),we nd

Uik = g’gM Yk (15)

which, using Egs. (/a;d), ensures that Eq. (13) is satis ed at one loop. The RG invariance
of Eq. {I11) requires that

.1 1 2 4 i
(n2)5= 5@ 7753901 M +M (u)] 77539 QMM ) (16)
At one loop we readily nd, from Egs. (/b), ©d),
Wih=MM @5 ! Q YyY
I ) 16 239 P @7
4, 1 2 . )
= oMM (£ ~Yya¥Y *;
3 7 1623

which, with Egs. (/b;d) inpliessEq. @14) at one loop. (T he additional, twoJoop tem in
Eq. I7) willbe required later.) Finally, for the RG invariance of Eq. {{1¢) we need

13 2 i3 ik .
o= 5l T G Tem O, a8)
From Egs. k), {I4), we obtain

v = §g2QM ; 19)

which, using Egs. {/c;d), leads inm ediately to Eq. {18) at one loop. F inally, it behoves us
to check that the condition Eq. (12) is itselfRG invariant. T his am ounts to the condition

1 - . - . 2 )
> n Ymlejkl+ Y Ty g+ Ay BT 1Y km 4g 4C R)"y = 59 sQ Tyi 20)

which is easily veri ed at one loop using Egs. @). T he fact that the conditions Eq. 1),

@:2) are preserved by renom alisation at one loop seem s to us ram arkable enough; how ever,
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they are actually preserved even at the two-loop levelaswell. Thetwo-loop -functions for
the din ensionless couplings were calculated in Ref. B]; they can be w ritten in the form

a6 %)* P =29c G0 29°r’Cc )P @la)

16 %)* W= [ Yy, Y"PY 29°C R)Py L, P", + 2g°C R)50; (21b)

where Q and P*j are given by Eq. §),and r= s -

T he calculation ofthetwo-loop —fiinctions for the soft breaking couplings raises inter—
esting issues conceming the use of dim ensional reduction in non-supersym m etric theories
[@1.

T he resuls are as follow s[-T.]{ ELQ]:

i
(16 2)2 W= pily,  ymeky oy Bly, nmPR ag?M v HPC R, PR,
2g°U e R)* 1+ g* @hPt aM Yy PUhe R)F0 Y Py Y PRRX Y,
+ ks D+ ks J); (22a)
2,2 )3 b 2y L mpj 1 Jpm 2,1 1 JIm 2.\p
a6 ) [, 2ri= Mm*)i YmnY +§YijY m )n+§Yj.an m =)~
+ Yﬂanrp(m2)lr+ h_ﬂnhjlp )
1
+4PM M C R), Pit+ 268 Ry ) sRam )P, PO,
. . 1 . .
+ 29°M C R)®; I, hy,YI®P X", > YimY ® 4 29°C R)P; T, W,
+12g°M M C R)0 + 49'sc R)?; + hwxy 22b)
h
a6 2)2 BH = ply, ymed 2 iy, peed o yily, gre
i
. . . . 1 ..
+49°M C R) *P 7, p) Py, ,Y™PI4 EYljlY]mn P
29°C R)%V+ g°C R)%Y T o8
+ 29" % M F)c R)Q + @GS 9); (22¢)
a6 2)2 ¥ = 8gfc G)oM 4rlc ®)5PIM + 2rlxiic R) (22d)
where
Sas = Mm?)5RaRz)y MM CG)as: (23)

T he expressions given in Eq. £2) (and i particular Eq. £2})) correspond to the use
of a particular subtraction schem e whereby the m ass of the -scalars decouples from the

evolution of the other param eters. For a discussion, see refs. 8], L0].
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Attwo loopswe nd, applying the usual procedure to Egs. 1), @2d),

. 2 .
16 2)2 (2)1j= §g4Q2 1j; (4a)
2
ae % o= $90% (24b)
8
16 )2 2 = Sg'o’m : (240)

Now we can go on to check the RG invariance of Egs. (1) to two-oop order. Using

Egs. 4), @8) n Eq. £28),we nd

s 10 -

Inserting Egs. {24a;¢), and @3) into Eq. (13), we inm ediately verify the two-Joop RG —
L

invariance ofEq. {118). Now using Egs. 14), @7) n Eq. €24), we cbtain

@6 2)2( “

m

. . 14 )
D= 40PM M ( Yyov e SIC R 26)

Hence, from Egs. (7b), @7), @6), we dotain

. 1 4
o) m oMM —g5°0): @7)

Usihg Egs. @), @7), €4¢), @d), @) in Eq. @§), we see that Eq. ((1b) isRG invariant

throughtw o loops. Using Egs. @4), @9, @2), 4) mn Eqg. £2¢),we nd

. 56 .
(16 2)2 b(z)lj — _g4Q2M lj:

27 @8

On substituting Egs. @8) and @4a;¢) into Eq. @8), we sce that Eq. {I1¢) iSRG invariant
at two loops. Fially, using Egs. {4a;b), we verify Eq. @0) at two loops, ensuring the
RG invariance of Eq. (12) at this level. T hus we have dem onstrated the RG invariance of
Egs. (1) and @12) through two loops.

W e tum now to the possbility of constructing realistic m odels satisfying our con—
straints. The m ain im pact on low -energy physics, is that from Eq. f11) we have (in the
usualnotation) a universal scalarm assm g and universalA and B param eters related (to

lowest order in g°) to the gaughomassM as ollow s:

1

my= p—gM ; (29a)

A= M; (29b)
2

B= -—-M: (29¢)
3
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Evidently it w illbe interesting to explore the region of the usual supersym m etric standard
m odel param eter space consistent with Eq. ©9); current experin ental constraints will
probably not rule out the scenario per se, but the various superpartner m asses w ill be
m ore tightly correlated than in the usual approach.

It ollow s from our resuls that ifP ij = Q = 0, (Quaranteeing that the din ensionless
coupling -finctions are zero to two loops) then soft-breaking couplings related by Eq. 29)
w illalso have vanishing —functions, leading to the possibility of nite softly-broken super-
sym m etric theordes. T hishas already been pointed out at the one-loop levelin Ref. fll]and
at the two-loop levelin Ref. ]. In Ref. {11] it was rem arked that Egs. (29a;k) are consis-
tent w ith the pattem of soft-breaking tem swhich em erges from supersym m etry breaking
in the hidden sector of an underlying supergravity theory w ith a \m inim al" K ahler poten—
supergraviy theories m otivated by superstring theory, where supersym m etry breaking is
assum ed to occurpurely via a vacuum expectation value for the dilaton B131. M ore general
soenarios Involving vacuum expectation values for otherm oduli elds are also possible. To
be more speci ¢, we llow Ref. B] in concentrating on the m odulus T whose classical
value gives the size of the m anild, and param etrising the ratio of the auxiliary eldsF S
and FT frthe dilaton S and ©r T by an angle {so that characterises the extent to
which supersym m etry-breaking is dom nated by S or T . W e also sin plify still further by
assum ing a vanishing cosm ological constant and by ignoring string loop corrections, and
also the phases of FS and FT . In this m ore general case, the gaugino m ass is related to
the gravitino m assm 3 by M = p§m 3 sin , and the soft-breaking param etersmy and A
are still given by Egs. £9a;b), while B is either given by 3]

P
M @1+ “3sjn + cos )

B = P 30)
3sin
orfi2)
2M
B=pe—:; (31)
3sin

depending on whether the tem is generated by an explicit -tem in the supergravity
superpotential, or by a special termm in the K ahler potential. In the rst case the value
= % reproduces our constraint Eq. {£9¢); however, in the second case there is no value
of which is consistent w ith this constraint.
In addition to Eq. £9), we also need to to inpose Eq. (12) as a condition on the
theory at the uni cation scale. It is not clear at present how such a constraint would
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naturally em erge from string theory. The soecial case P ij = Q = 0, corresponding, as
we have rem arked, to twoJoop nite theories, was tabulated in Ref. f13]. They found a
fair num ber of possibilities, Including a few of phenom enological interest: in particular a

sin ple SUs m odel f14] f5].
W e can anticipate, therefore, that it will be possible to construct uni ed m odels
satisfying Eq. f2). The obvious try is a simple generalisation of the nite SUs model

rst analysed in ref. [14]. T he superpotential is

W = %A ;5 10;104H + By 10s5H +C H 24H + D 24° (32)

wherei;j:1l:::xand ; :1:::y sothatwehave x generations, y setsofH iggsm uliplets
# + H) and a single adpint (24). It is straightforward to write down Eq. (@2) for this
m odel; tracing on all indices we obtain the relations:

j%f+§j:f=g2y §+éQ ; (33a)
:Bf+§£f=g2y §+ 1—12Q ; (33b)

BF="x g+ 1—12Q ; (330)
3pf+2pf=ox %6+§Q ; (33d)
£9D2+ c?=g 10+?13Q : (33e)

where here Q = 2x+ y 10. It is easy to show, however, that Egs. 83) do not have a
solution unless Q = 0, which corresponds to the nite case. This outcom e is not generic,
however, and it is easy to m odify the theory so as to produce candidate theories that
do satisfy Eq. {12), ©or exam ple by including one or m ore sets of 10 + 10 multiplets.
It rem ains to be seen, however, whether there exists a com pelling uni ed theory w ith
universal soft breaking tem s. M eanw hile, if we con ecture that such a theory leads to the
sam e low energy physics as the supersym m etric standard m odel, we can at least explore

the consequences of Eq. (_2:9) for the superparticle spectrum . W e w ill report on these
calculations elsew here.
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