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Ifwe take the standard m odel,generalise to two Higgs doublets,supersym m etrise,

im pose R-parity,and add allpossible soft supersym m etry breaking term s then we have

the supersym m etric standard m odel. The resulting theory has an alarm ing num ber of

arbitrary param eters;farm ore than the standard m odel. Itiscustom ary to assum e that

the plethora of possible independent soft term s undergo a form of uni�cation, at the

sam e scale where the gauge couplings m eet. At this scale it is supposed that the soft

term sconsist sim ply ofa com m on scalarm ass,a com m on gaugino m ass,and �3 and �2

interactions proportionalto the analogous term s in the superpotential;the constants of

proportionality being denoted A and B respectively.Thissim pli�cation can bem otivated

to som e extent by appealto N = 1 supergravity,and in particular to the idea that the

supersym m etry breaking occursin a hidden sectorand iscom m unicated to theobservable

sector via gravitationalinteractions (for a review,see [1]). It also arises in superstring

phenom enology[2][3].

In thisnoteweattem ptto m otivatea sim pleform forthesoftbreakingsin a di�erent

way.W eexploretheconsequencesofim posing thatthesoftbreakingsin thetheory atthe

uni�cation scale be form invariantunderrenorm alisation.In otherwordswe require that

the theory be renorm alisable,in the usualsense thatcounter-term sgenerated by shifting

param etersand �eldsin the Lagrangian su�ce to rem ove the divergencesencountered in

perturbation theory. In general,ofcourse,im posing strict renorm alisability requires us

to write down allinteractionsperm itted by the sym m etries. W e will�nd,however,that

a particularuniversalform forthe soft-breaking couplings(one which iscom patible with

thedesired pattern ofsupersym m etry breaking described above)isrenorm alisation-group

(RG )invariantatleastthrough two loopsprovided weim poseonesim plecondition on the

dim ensionless coupling sector ofthe theory. Theories with thisproperty would have the

attractivefeaturethattheuniversalform ofthesoftbreaking term s(which ispresum ably

generated by supersym m etry breakingoftheunderlyingsupergravity orsuperstringtheory

atornearthePlanck scale)would beexactlypreserved down tothegaugeuni�cation scale.

The Lagrangian LSU SY (W )isde�ned by the superpotential

W =
1

6
Y
ijk�i�j�k +

1

2
�
ij�i�j + L

i�i: (1)

LSU SY istheLagrangian fortheN = 1supersym m etricgaugetheory,containingthegauge

m ultipletfA �;�g (� being the gaugino)and a chiralsuper�eld � i with com ponent�elds

f�i; ig transform ing as a (in generalreducible) representation R ofthe gauge group G.
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W eassum ethatthereareno gauge-singlet�eldsand thatG issim ple.(Thegeneralisation

to a sem i-sim ple group istrivial.) The softbreaking isincorporated in LSB ,given by

LSB = (m 2)
j

i�
i
�j +

�
1

6
h
ijk
�i�j�k +

1

2
b
ij
�i�j +

1

2
M �� + h:c:

�

(2)

(Here and elsewhere,quantities with superscripts are com plex conjugates ofthose with

subscripts;thus�i � (�i)
�.) Aside from the term sincluded in LSB in Eq.(2),one m ight

in generalhave �2��-type couplings,  m assterm sor� -m ixing term s(aslong asthey

satisfy a constraint that quadratic divergences are not produced). However, the soft-

breaking term swe have included are those which would be engendered by an underlying

supergravity theory and which aretherefore considered m ostfrequently in the literature.

The non-renorm alisation theorem tells us that the superpotentialW undergoes no

in�nite renorm alisation so thatwe have,forinstance

�
ijk

Y
= Y

ijp

k
p + (k $ i)+ (k $ j); (3)

where  is the anom alous dim ension for �. The one-loop results for the gauge coupling

�-function �g and for are given by

16�2�(1)g = g
3
Q ; and 16�2(1)ij = P

i
j; (4)

where

16�2Q = T(R)� 3C (G ); and (5a)

16�2P i
j =

1

2
Y
ikl
Yjkl� 2g2C (R)ij: (5b)

Here

T(R)�A B = Tr(R A R B ); C (G )�A B = fA C D fB C D and C (R)ij = (R A R A )
i
j: (6)

The one-loop �-functionsforthesoft-breaking couplingsaregiven by

16�2�
(1)ijk

h
= U

ijk + U
kij + U

jki
; (7a)

16�2[�
(1)

m 2]
i
j = W

i
j + 2g2(R A )

i
jtr[R A m

2]; (7b)

16�2�
(1)ij

b
= V

ij + V
ji
; (7c)

16�2�
(1)

M
= 2g2Q M ; (7d)
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where

U
ijk = h

ijl
P
k
l+ Y

ijl
X

k
l; (8a)

V
ij = b

il
P
k
l+

1

2
Y
ijl
Ylm nb

m n + �
il
X

j
l; (8b)

W
j
i =

1

2
YipqY

pqn(m 2)jn +
1

2
Y
jpq

Ypqn(m
2)ni+ 2YipqY

jpr(m 2)qr

+ hipqh
jpq

� 8g2M M
�
C (R)ji; (8c)

with

X
i
j = h

ikl
Yjkl+ 4M g

2
C (R)ij: (9)

Ourassum ption thatthegroup G issem i-sim pleim pliesthatthetr[R A m
2]term in Eq.(7b)

iszero,while theabsence ofgauge singletsm eansthat(forinstance in Eq.(8b))wehave

Yijkb
jk = Yijk�

jk = 0: (10)

W e then claim thatthe conditions

h
ijk = �M Y

ijk
; (11a)

(m 2)ij =
1

3
(1�

1

16�2

2

3
g
2
Q )M M

�
�
i
j; (11b)

b
ij = �

2

3
M �

ij (11c)

areRG invariantthrough atleasttwo loops,provided we im pose thecondition

P
i
j =

1

3
g
2
Q �

i
j: (12)

(The idea ofseeking relations am ongst dim ensionless couplings which are preserved by

renorm alisation hasbeen explored in the coupling constantreduction program m e ofZim -

m erm ann etal.[4].) W e �rst dem onstrate the RG invariance ofthe conditions Eq.(11).

The invariance ofEq.(11a)requires

�
ijk

h
= ��M Y

ijk � M 
i
m Y

m jk � M 
j
m Y

im k � M 
k
m Y

ijm
: (13)

The strategy we adoptto verify equationssuch asEq.(13)isto sim plify the �-functions

and anom alousdim ensionsasfollows:�rstly weuseEq.(12)to replaceP i
j by Q .W ealso

use Eqs. (11)to replace hijk,m 2 and b wherever they occur. Having done this,we �nd

thatany occurrencesofYiklY
jkl,C (R),C (G )orT(R)can bewritten in term sofP and Q
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according to Eq.(5).W e can now use Eq.(12)again ifnecessary to replace P by Q .For

instance,we �nd,applying our strategy ofim posing the condition Eq.(11a) in Eq.(9),

and using Eqs.(5b),(12),

X
i
j = �M Y

ikl
Yjkl+ 4g2M C (R)ij

= �
2

3
g
2
Q M �

i
j:

(14)

Henceforth we shallsim ply assum e that this procedure is followed where possible. For

instance,from Eqs.(8a),(14),we�nd

U
ijk = �g2Q M Y

ijk (15)

which,using Eqs.(7a;d),ensuresthatEq.(13)issatis�ed atoneloop.TheRG invariance

ofEq.(11b)requiresthat

(�m 2)ij =
1

3
([1�

1

16�2

2

3
g
2
Q ][�M M

� + M (�M )�]�
1

16�2

4

3
g�gQ M M

�)�ij: (16)

Atone loop we readily �nd,from Eqs.(7b),(8c),

W
i
j = M M

�(4P i
j �

1

16�2

2

3
g
2
Q YiklY

jkl)

= g
2
Q M M

�(
4

3
�
i
j �

1

16�2

2

3
YiklY

jkl);

(17)

which,with Eqs.(7b;d)im pliesEq.(16)atone loop. (The additional,two-loop term in

Eq.(17)willberequired later.) Finally,forthe RG invarianceofEq.(11c)weneed

�
ij

b
= �

2

3
(�M �

ij + M 
i
k�

kj + M 
j
k�

ik): (18)

From Eqs.(8b),(14),we obtain

V
ij = �

8

9
g
2
Q M �

ij
; (19)

which,using Eqs.(7c;d),leadsim m ediately to Eq.(18)atoneloop.Finally,itbehovesus

to check thatthecondition Eq.(12)isitselfRG invariant.Thisam ountsto thecondition

1

2

�


i
m Y

m kl
Yjkl+ 

m
jY

ikl
Ym kl+ 4Y ikl


m
lYjkm

�

� 4g�gC (R)
i
j =

2

3
g�gQ �

i
j; (20)

which iseasily veri�ed atone loop using Eqs.(4). The factthatthe conditionsEq.(11),

(12)arepreserved by renorm alisation atoneloop seem stousrem arkableenough;however,
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they areactually preserved even atthetwo-loop levelaswell.Thetwo-loop �-functionsfor

the dim ensionlesscouplingswere calculated in Ref.[5];they can be written in the form

(16�2)2�(2)g = 2g5C (G )Q � 2g3r�1 C (R)ijP
j
i (21a)

(16�2)2(2)ij = [�Yjm nY
m pi� 2g2C (R)pj�

i
n]P

n
p + 2g4C (R)ijQ ; (21b)

where Q and P i
j aregiven by Eq.(5),and r= �A A .

Thecalculation ofthetwo-loop �-functionsforthesoftbreakingcouplingsraisesinter-

esting issuesconcerning the use ofdim ensionalreduction in non-supersym m etric theories

[6].

The resultsareasfollows[7]{[10]:

(16�2)2�
(2)ijk

h
= �

h

h
ijl
Ylm nY

m pk + 2Y ijl
Ylm nh

m pk � 4g2M Y
ijp
C (R)kn

i

P
n
p

� 2g2U ijl
C (R)kl+ g

4(2hijl� 8M Y
ijl)C (R)klQ � Y

ijl
Ylm nY

pm k
X

n
p

+ (k $ i)+ (k $ j); (22a)

(16�2)2[�
(2)

m 2]
j
i =

�

�

h

(m 2)i
l
Ylm nY

m pj +
1

2
Yilm Y

jpm (m 2)ln +
1

2
Yinm Y

jlm (m 2)pl

+ YilnY
jrp(m 2)lr + hilnh

jlp

+ 4g2M M
�
C (R)jn�

p
i+ 2g2(R A )

j
i(R A m

2)pn

i

P
n
p

+
�

2g2M �
C (R)pi�

j
n � hilnY

jlp
�

X
n
p �

1

2

�

YilnY
jlp + 2g2C (R)pi�

j
n

�

W
n
p

+ 12g4M M
�
C (R)jiQ + 4g4SC (R)ji

�

+ h:c:; (22b)

(16�2)2�
(2)ij

b
=

h

�bilYlm nY
m pj � 2�ilYlm nh

m pj � Y
ijl
Ylm nb

m p

+ 4g2M C (R)ik�
kp
�
j
n

i

P
n
p �

�

�
il
Ylm nY

m pj +
1

2
Y
ijl
Ylm n�

m p
�

X
n
p

� 2g2C (R)ikV
kj + g

2
C (R)ikY

kjl
Ylm nb

m n

+ 2g4(bik � 4M �
ik)C (R)jkQ + (i$ j); (22c)

(16�2)2�
(2)

M
= g

2

�

8g2C (G )Q M � 4r�1 C (R)ijP
j
iM + 2r�1 X i

jC (R)
j
i

�

; (22d)

where

S�A B = (m 2)ij(R A R B )
i
j � M M

�
C (G )�A B : (23)

The expressions given in Eq.(22) (and in particular Eq.(22b)) correspond to the use

ofa particularsubtraction schem e whereby the m assofthe �-scalars decouples from the

evolution ofthe otherparam eters.Fora discussion,see refs.[9],[10].
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Attwo loopswe �nd,applying theusualprocedure to Eqs.(21),(22d),

(16�2)2(2)ij = �
2

9
g
4
Q
2
�
i
j; (24a)

(16�2)2�(2)g = �
2

3
g
5
Q
2
; (24b)

(16�2)2�
(2)

M
= �

8

3
g
4
Q
2
M : (24c)

Now we can go on to check the RG invariance ofEqs.(11) to two-loop order. Using

Eqs.(14),(15)in Eq.(22a),we �nd

(16�2)2�
(2)ijk

h
=
10

3
g
4
Q
2
M Y

ijk
: (25)

Inserting Eqs.(24a;c),and (25) into Eq.(13),we im m ediately verify the two-loop RG -

invariance ofEq.(11a).Now using Eqs.(14),(17)in Eq.(22b),we obtain

(16�2)2(�
(2)

m 2)
i
j = 4Q g2M M

�(�YiklY
jkl+

14

3
g
2
C (R)ij): (26)

Hence,from Eqs.(7b),(17),(26),weobtain

(�
(1)

m 2 + �
(2)

m 2)
i
j =

1

16�2
Q g

2
M M

�(
4

3
�

1

16�2

28

9
g
2
Q ): (27)

Using Eqs.(10),(27),(24c),(7d),(4)in Eq.(16),we see thatEq.(11b)isRG invariant

throughtwo loops.Using Eqs.(14),(19),(12),(4)in Eq.(22c),we �nd

(16�2)2�
(2)ij

b
=
56

27
g
4
Q
2
M �

ij
: (28)

On substituting Eqs.(28)and (24a;c)into Eq.(18),weseethatEq.(11c)isRG invariant

at two loops. Finally,using Eqs. (24a;b),we verify Eq.(20) attwo loops,ensuring the

RG invariance ofEq.(12)atthislevel.Thuswe have dem onstrated the RG invariance of

Eqs.(11)and (12)through two loops.

W e turn now to the possibility ofconstructing realistic m odels satisfying our con-

straints. The m ain im pacton low-energy physics,is thatfrom Eq.(11) we have (in the

usualnotation)a universalscalarm assm 0 and universalA and B param etersrelated (to

lowestorderin g2)to thegaugino m assM asfollows:

m 0 =
1
p
3
M ; (29a)

A = �M ; (29b)

B = �
2

3
M : (29c)
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Evidently itwillbeinteresting to exploretheregion oftheusualsupersym m etricstandard

m odelparam eter space consistent with Eq.(29); current experim entalconstraints will

probably not rule out the scenario per se,but the various super-partner m asses willbe

m oretightly correlated than in theusualapproach.

Itfollowsfrom ourresultsthatifP i
j = Q = 0,(guaranteeing thatthe dim ensionless

coupling�-functionsarezerototwoloops)then soft-breakingcouplingsrelated by Eq.(29)

willalso havevanishing �-functions,leading to thepossibility of�nitesoftly-broken super-

sym m etrictheories.Thishasalreadybeen pointed outattheone-loop levelin Ref.[11]and

atthetwo-loop levelin Ref.[9].In Ref.[11]itwasrem arked thatEqs.(29a;b)areconsis-

tentwith thepattern ofsoft-breaking term swhich em ergesfrom supersym m etry breaking

in thehidden sectorofan underlying supergravity theory with a \m inim al" K�ahlerpoten-

tial.Even m oreinterestingly,Eqs.(29a;b)areidenticalto relationswhich arisein e�ective

supergravity theoriesm otivated by superstring theory,where supersym m etry breaking is

assum ed tooccurpurely viaavacuum expectation valueforthedilaton[2][3].M oregeneral

scenariosinvolving vacuum expectation valuesforotherm oduli�eldsarealso possible.To

be m ore speci�c,we follow Ref.[3]in concentrating on the m odulus T whose classical

valuegivesthesizeofthem anifold,and param etrising theratio oftheauxiliary �eldsF S

and F T for the dilaton S and for T by an angle �{so that � characterises the extent to

which supersym m etry-breaking isdom inated by S orT.W e also sim plify stillfurtherby

assum ing a vanishing cosm ologicalconstantand by ignoring string loop corrections,and

also the phasesofF S and F T . In thism ore generalcase,the gaugino m assisrelated to

the gravitino m assm 3

2

by M =
p
3m 3

2

sin�,and the soft-breaking param etersm 0 and A

arestillgiven by Eqs.(29a;b),whileB iseithergiven by[3]

B = �
M (1+

p
3sin� + cos�)

p
3sin�

(30)

or[12]

B =
2M

p
3sin�

; (31)

depending on whetherthe � term isgenerated by an explicit�-term in the supergravity

superpotential,or by a specialterm in the K�ahler potential. In the �rst case the value

� = 4�

3
reproducesourconstraintEq.(29c);however,in the second case there isno value

of� which isconsistentwith thisconstraint.

In addition to Eq. (29),we also need to to im pose 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 specialcase P i
j = Q = 0,corresponding,as

we have rem arked,to two-loop �nite theories,was tabulated in Ref.[13]. They found a

fairnum berofpossibilities,including a few ofphenom enologicalinterest: in particulara

sim ple SU5 m odel[14][15].

W e can anticipate, therefore, that it willbe possible to construct uni�ed m odels

satisfying Eq.(12). The obvious try is a sim ple generalisation ofthe �nite SU 5 m odel

�rstanalysed in ref.[14].The superpotentialis

W =
1

2
A ij�10i10jH � + B ij�10i�5j �H � + C��

�H �24H � + D 243 (32)

wherei;j:1:::x and �;� :1:::y so thatwehavex generations,y setsofHiggsm ultiplets

(H + �H )and a single adjoint(24). Itisstraightforward to write down Eq.(12)for this

m odel;tracing on allindicesweobtain the relations:

jAj2 +
8

5
jC j2 = g

2
y

�
8

5
+
1

9
Q

�

; (33a)

jB j2 +
6

5
jC j2 = g

2
y

�
6

5
+

1

12
Q

�

; (33b)

jB j2 = g
2
x

�
6

5
+

1

12
Q

�

; (33c)

3jAj2 + 2jB j2 = g
2
x

�
36

5
+
1

3
Q

�

; (33d)

189

5
D

2 + C
2 = g

2

�

10+
1

3
Q

�

: (33e)

where here Q = 2x + y � 10. It is easy to show,however,thatEqs.(33) do not have a

solution unlessQ = 0,which correspondsto the �nite case. Thisoutcom e isnotgeneric,

however,and it is easy to m odify the theory so as to produce candidate theories that

do satisfy Eq.(12), for exam ple by including one or m ore sets of 10 + �10 m ultiplets.

It rem ains to be seen, however, whether there exists a com pelling uni�ed theory with

universalsoftbreaking term s.M eanwhile,ifweconjecturethatsuch a theory leadsto the

sam e low energy physicsasthe supersym m etric standard m odel,we can atleastexplore

the consequences ofEq.(29) for the super-particle spectrum . W e willreport on these

calculationselsewhere.
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