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A bstract

W e postulate thatthe orientation ofthe softsupersym m etry-breaking term sin

avorspace isnot�xed by tree levelphysicsatthe Planck scale;itisa dynam ical

variablewhich dependson �eldsthathavenotreelevelpotential.These�eldscan be

thoughtofaseitherm oduliorastheNam bu-G oldstonebosonsofthespontaneously

broken avorsym m etry which isnon-linearly realized by the softterm s. W e show

that the soft term s align with the quark and lepton Yukawa couplings, just as

spins align with an externalm agnetic �eld. As a result,the soft term s conserve

individuallepton num bers and do not cause large avor or CP violations. The

vacuum adjusts so as to allow large sparticle splittings to naturally coexist with

avor conservation. Consequently,the resulting phenom enology is di�erent from

that ofm inim alsupersym m etric theories. W e also propose theories in which the

shape ofthe soft term s in avor space is a dynam icalvariable which depends on

�eldsthathavenotreelevelpotential.Thisdynam ically leadstopartialdegeneracy

am ong sparticlesand furthersupression ofavorviolations.Theideasofthispaper

suggest a connection between the space ofm oduliand the spontaneously broken

avorgroup.
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1. U niversalversus D isoriented Soft Term s

Thesoftsupersym m etry(SUSY)-breaking term s[1,2]areim portantforatleasttwo rea-

sons. First,they are the key ingredientwhich m ade the construction ofrealistic super-

sym m etric theories possible [1]. Second,they are experim entally m easurable quantities

since they determ ine the m asses ofsparticles. In early works,m otivated by the need

to avoid large avorviolations,itwaspostulated thatsoftterm ssatisfy universality [1].

Universality statesthatthe squarksand sleptonsofthe three fam iliesarealldegenerate

in m assatsom escale� MG U T.

Universality hasa geom etricinterpretation which isusefulto appreciate.To do this,

considerthe lim itin which allbutthe gauge couplingsofthe supersym m etric standard

m odelare set to zero. The resulting theory possesses a U(3)5 globalsym m etry which

is called avor sym m etry. The 3 stands for the num ber offam ilies and the 5 for the

num berofSU(3)� SU(2)� U(1)super�eld m em bersin afam ily,which willbelabelled by

A = Q;�U;�D ;L;�E .Theavorsym m etry issim ply a m anifestation ofthefactthatgauge

forcesdo notdistinguish particleswith identicalgauge quantum num bers. Universality

states that the �ve 3 � 3 sparticle squared m ass m atrices m2
A are avor singlets, i.e.

proportionalto the identity.They arespheresin avorspace and they realize the avor

sym m etry in theW ignerm ode.In thispaperwewish tosuggestan alternativem echanism

to universality foravoiding largeavorviolations.

Let� be a high energy scale atwhich supersym m etry breaking occurs and the soft

term saredeterm ined.� can beoftheorderofthePlanck m assM PL { asin supergravity

{ or sm aller, equalto the m ass ofthe m essengers that com m unicate supersym m etry

breaking to the ordinary particles. Our fundam entalhypothesis is that physics at the

scale � �xes the eigenvalues ofthe soft term s m 2
A but leaves their direction in avor

U(3)5 space undeterm ined. In otherwords,the potentialenergy V� ofthe sectorwhich

determ inesthesoftterm satthescale� isavorU(3)5 invariant.V� doesnotdepend on

the U(3)5 angleswhich are atdirectionsofthe potentialand which willbe called here

\m oduli". The m odulideterm ine the direction in which the soft term s point in avor

space. They can be thought ofas the Goldstone bosons ofthe avor group which is

spontaneously broken by thesoftterm sm 2
A them selvesand aretherefore\disoriented" in

avorspace.Therefore,thesim plestway tostateourhypothesisis:thesoftterm srealize

theavorsym m etry in theGoldstonem ode.In contrast,universality statesthatthesoft

term srealizetheavorsym m etry in theW ignerm ode.

Ournextassum ption isthatatenergiesbelow �wehavethem inim alsupersym m etric

particle content3 (along with the decoupled gauge singlet Goldstones/m oduli). W e will

show thatthe orientation ofthe softterm sisdeterm ined by physicsatlowerenergies{

in particulartheavor-breaking ferm ion m asses{ in a calculableway.

A sim ple analogy is to think ofthe soft term s m 2
A as a spin ~s in space and U(3)A

asordinary rotationalinvariance.Them agnitudeof~s isdeterm ined by som eunspeci�ed

\high energy"dynam icstobenon-zero.Thisforcesrotationalinvariancetobreak sponta-

3In section 6 wewillalso discussthe caseofsupersym m etricG UTs.
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neously.~scan pointin any direction untilweturn on an externalm agnetic�eld ~B which

explicitly breakstherotationalinvarianceand forces~sto align parallelto ~B .Noticethat

alignm ent(oranti-alignm ent)ispreferred and them axim alsubgroup possible,SO (2),is

preserved. This com pletes the analogy between ~s and the soft term s on one hand and

between ~B and the ferm ion m asses on the other. Perfect alignm ent would m ean that

the m axim alsubgroup consisting ofthe productofallvectorialU(1)quantum num bers

ispreserved and consequently there isno avorviolation. In the quark sectorsince the

Kobayashi-M askawa m atrix K 6= 1 thisisnotpossible,butthe dynam icswilladjustas

to reduceavorviolations.

2. A lignm ent

Considerthesupersym m etricSU(3)� SU(2)� U(1)theorywith m inim alparticlecontent,

whose gauge interactions possess an U(3)5 globalavor sym m etry. As in the standard

m odel,theYukawacouplingsbreakthesym m etry.Inaddition,avorsym m etryisviolated

here also by the softSUSY-breaking term swhich in generallead to phenom enologically

unacceptable contributionsto avor-changing neutralcurrent(FCNC)processes.Letus

concentrate �rston the softSUSY-breaking m assesm 2
A . Ourhypothesisisthatthe m

2
A

are generalHerm itian m atrices whose eigenvalues are �xed at the high scale � where

supersym m etry isbroken,butwhose orientation isa dynam icalvariable determ ined by

physicsbelow �4.ThesoftSUSY-breaking m assesm 2
A arethusprom oted to �elds:

m
2

A ! �A � U
y

A
��AUA A = Q;�U;�D ;L;�E: (2.1)

��A are diagonalm atriceswith real,positive eigenvaluesordered according to increasing

m agnitudeand UA are3� 3 unitary m atrices.

Our fundam entalhypothesis can now be restated: ��A are �xed by physics at som e

very high scale� { say �� M PL,forconcreteness{ whereasUA aredeterm ined only by

lowerenergy physics,nam ely theenergeticsofthesupersym m etricSU(3)� SU(2)� U(1)

theory.Forany given A,letuswrite

UA = exp

 

i
X

�

�
�
�
�
A

!

; (2.2)

where��=2arethegeneratorsoftheavorgroup broken by ��A,in shortthesixgenerators

ofSU(3)=U(1)2. Thus��A can be thoughtofasthe Goldstone bosonsofthe avorU(3)

group thathasbeen spontaneously broken by the ��A VEV.In reality,the�� arepseudo-

Goldstone bosons,because quark and lepton m asses explicitly break avor invariance.

According to ourfundam entalhypothesis the potentialV�(�
�
A)ofthe softterm satthe

scale�isat,sothattheexpectation valueof� �
A isundeterm ined.However,thee�ective

potentialatalowerscales(such asthesupersym m etry scalem s ortheweak scale)receives

4The possibility thatthethird generation Yukawa couplingsdepend on dynam icalvariableswascon-

sidered in ref.[3];sim ilarsuggestionshavealso been proposed in ref.[4].
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quantum corrections from the integration ofuctuations with characteristic m om enta

between � and m s. It is the dynam ics ofthese uctuations that �xes the value of��
A

in such a way that the soft SUSY-breaking m ass term s are aligned with the Yukawa

couplings.

Thenaturalsettingin which tocarry ourdiscussion isprovided by theapproach tothe

renorm alization group introduced by W ilson [5].In hisform alism thee�ectsofquantum

uctuations with characteristic m om enta q2 larger than a given cuto� k2 are included

in a k-dependent e�ective action �k. The scale k can be viewed asthe coarse-graining

scale,beyond which the details ofthe system are not probed. As a result uctuations

with characteristicwavelengthssm allerthan 2�=k areintegrated outand theire�ectsare

incorporated in the couplingsin �k. An exactrenorm alization group equation describes

how thee�ectiveaction �k changesasthescalek islowered and thee�ectsofuctuations

with largerwavelengthsaretaken into account.

In ourproblem k can beidenti�ed initiallywith thehigh scale�wheresupersym m etry

is broken. W e are interested in the e�ect ofuctuations on the shape ofthe potential

Vk(�A)as the scale k is lowered from k = � to k = m s. In appendix A we derive the

equation which describestheevolution ofVk(�A ).Itis

@Vk(�A )

@t
= �

k4

16�2
Strlog

"

1+
~M 2(�A;k)

k2

#

; (2.3)

where t = log(k=�) and ~M 2(�A;k) is the running m ass m atrix of the theory. This

equation,when com bined with theevolution equation fortherunning m assm atrix

@ ~M 2(�A;k)

@t
= � ~M

(�i(k)); (2.4)

describeshow thepotentialevolvesasthecoarse-grainingscaleislowered and uctuations

with sm allercharacteristic m om enta areincorporated in it.The �-function forthem ass

m atrix can be obtained from the �-functions��i ofthe running couplingsofthe theory

�i(k).The boundary conditionsatthescale k = � are given by the assum ed (at)form

ofV�(�A)and thetreelevelform ofthem assm atrix ~M 2(�A;�)= M 2(�A).W ehavenot

taken into accounttheuctuationsoftheGoldstone�elds��
A ,despitethefactthatthey

arem asslessattreelevel.Thereason isthattheircontributionsto thee�ectivepotential

which introduce a non-trivial��A dependence are suppressed by powers of� relative to

theoneswehaveincluded.Thiscan bechecked in perturbation theory ifweusethe�elds
~��A = ��A� which have appropriate m ass dim ensions and consider generalkinetic and

potentialterm s,invariant under non-linear realizations ofthe SU(3)=U(1)2 sym m etry.

The �-functions ��i which are needed for the calculation of� ~M
m ust be consistently

calculated within the schem e that we have introduced. However, in an expansion in

powersofthecouplingsthey can beobtained from standard perturbativecalculations[8]

(atleastto oneloop,whereno schem e dependence isexpected).

Letus�rstconsidereq. (2.3)with constant ~M 2(�A;k)= ~M 2(�A;�)= M 2(�A),for
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which itcan beeasily integrated.Keeping theleading term sin � fork = 0 we�nd

V0(�A)= V�(�A )+
1

32�2
�2StrM 2(�A)+

1

64�2
StrM 4(�A )log

 
M 2(�A)

�2

!

: (2.5)

Thisthe standard one loop resultforthe e�ective potential. Form ostofthe evolution

from k = � to k = 0 described by eq.(2.3),we have ~M 2=k2 � 1 and the logarithm can

beexpanded around one,so that

@Vk(�A )

@t
= �

k2

16�2
Str ~M 2(�A ;k)+

1

32�2
Str ~M 4(�A ;k) ::: (2.6)

Forconstant ~M 2 thisapproxim ation leadsto

Vk(�A)= V�(�A)+
1

32�2
(�2

� k
2)StrM 2(�A )+

1

64�2
StrM 4(�A)log

 
k2

�2

!

: (2.7)

Com parison with eq.(2.5)indicatesthatthepartoftheevolution with k2 <�
~M 2 sim ply

takesinto accountthreshold e�ectswhich lead to the decoupling ofthe m assive m odes.

As a result the m asses replace k2 as an e�ective infrared cuto� in the logarithm . The

quadratic contribution,on which our discussion is based,is una�ected by the approxi-

m ation.W ereplace,therefore,eq.(2.3)by eq.(2.6)and neglectthe second term in the

r.h.s.

W eusetheperturbativeexpressionsofref.[8]forthe�-functions��i.Thisisexpected

to be a good approxim ation forthe sm allcouplingsrelevant forourinvestigation. The

generalform oftheperturbative�-function is

� ~M
=

1

16�2
�
(1)

~M
+

1

(16�2)2
�
(2)

~M
:::; (2.8)

where only the �rst two loop contributions are considered. Starting from the above

expression we can iteratively derive an approxim ate solution ofeq. (2.4) for the sm all

values ofj�tj=16� 2 = jlog(m s=�)j=16�
2 ’ (32 � 37)=16�2 which are relevant for our

problem .Theleading term saregiven by

~M 2(�A;k)= M
2(�A ) + 1

16�2
�
(1)

M log
�
k

�

�

+ 1

(16�2)2
�
(2)

M log
�
k

�

�

+ 1

2(16�2)2

h

�
(1)

�i
@�

(1)

M =@�i
i

log
2
�
k

�

�

::: (2.9)

The�-functionsareevaluated atk = � in term softhetree-levelvaluesofthecouplings

and m asses. The last term in the second line ofthe above expression results from the

quadratic term in the Taylorexpansion of ~M 2. Forthe quantity in the square brackets

sum m ation overiisassum ed and ��i (which isin generala m atrix)m ustbesubstituted

atthe point where the derivative with respect to �i is taken in the expression for�
(1)

M .

Theintegration ofeq.(2.6)isnow straightforward.W e�nd

Vm s
(�A)= V�(�A)+

�2

32�2
Str

�

M
2
�

1

32�2
�
(1)

M
+

1

1024�4

h

�
(1)

�i
@�

(1)

M
=@�

i
� 2�

(2)

M

i�

:(2.10)
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As we have already pointed out the r.h.s. ofeq. (2.10)m ust be evaluated in term s of

the tree-levelvalues ofthe param eters �i at the scale �. W e also need to express the

m ass m atrix ofthe theory in term s of�i. Ourtreatm ent is sim pli�ed by the fact that

the Higgs�eld hasnotyetdeveloped an expectation value atk = �.The com plications

arising from thenon-zero Higgs�eld expectation valueatlow scalesareneglected in our

approxim ation. The induced errorissm all,asthe m ostsigni�cantcontributionsin the

integration ofeq.(2.6)com efrom scalesk � �.

W estartby considering theslepton and Higgsm assm atrices,which aregiven by

M
2

e;u;d =

0

B
@

m 2
L;Q ;Q 0

0 m 2
�E ;�U ;�D

1

C
A (2.11)

and

M
2

H =

0

B
@

m 2
H u

+ �2 B y

B m 2
H d

+ �2

1

C
A : (2.12)

Theterm StrM 2 in ther.h.s.ofeq.(2.10)givesa ��A -independentcontribution.Theone

loop �-functionsform A and m 2
H u;d

which arerelevantforthediscussion oftheorientation

ofthe ��A �elds can be obtained from ref. [8]. W e list only the parts which rem ain

��A-dependentafterthetraceistaken:

Tr�
(1)

m 2

L

= Tr
h

m 2
L�

y
e�e + 2�yem

2
�E
�e + �ye�em

2
L

i

+ (��A � indep:) (2.13)

Tr�
(1)

m 2

�E

= Tr
h

2m 2
�E
�e�

y
e + 4�em

2
L�

y
e + 2�e�

y
em

2
�E

i

+ (��A � indep:) (2.14)

Tr�
(1)

m 2

Q

= Tr
h

m 2
Q (�

y
u�u + �

y

d�d)+ (�yu�u + �
y

d�d)m
2
Q + 2�yum

2
�U
�u + 2�

y

dm
2
�D
�d

i

+ (��A � indep:) (2.15)

Tr�
(1)

m 2

�U

= Tr
h

2m 2
�U
�u�

y
u + 4�um

2
Q �

y
u + 2�u�

y
um

2
�U

i

+ (��A � indep:) (2.16)

Tr�
(1)

m 2

�D

= Tr
h

2m 2
�D
�d�

y

d + 4�dm
2
Q �

y

d + 2�d�
y

dm
2
�D

i

+ (��A � indep:) (2.17)

�
(1)

m 2

H u

= 6Tr
h

m 2
Q �

y
u�u + �yum

2
�U
�u

i

+ (��A � indep:) (2.18)

�
(1)

m 2

H d

= Tr
h

6m 2
Q �

y

d�d + 6�
y

dm
2
�D
�d + 2m 2

L�
y
e�e + 2�yem

2
�E
�e

i

+ (��A � indep:); (2.19)

where �e;u;d are the Yukawa m atrices. W e choose a basisin which the the m atrices�e;u

arediagonaland related to theobservableferm ion m assm atricesatlow energiesthrough

�e = m e=v1,�u = m u=v2,where v1;2 arethe the Higgs�eld expectation values.Then �d

isgiven by �d = m dK
y=v1,with K theCKM m atrix and m d diagonal.The traceof�

(1)

M

can now beeasily evaluated,with theresult

Str�
(1)

M
= Tr

h

8�ye�em
2
L + 8�e�

y
em

2
�E
+ 14(�yu�u + �

y

d�d)m
2
Q + 14�u�

y
um

2
�U
+ 14�d�

y

dm
2
�D

i

:

(2.20)
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Letasconsiderthe�rstterm in ther.h.s.oftheaboveexpression.Starting from the

de�nitionsofeqs.(2.1),(2.2)we�nd forsm all��
L

Tr(�ye�em
2

L)= �
X

�

(��L)
2
X

i> j

j�
�
ijj

2
1

v21

�
��Li� ��Lj

� �

m
2

ei� m
2

ej

�

+ O (�3); (2.21)

with m 2
i the charged lepton m assesordered according to increasing m agnitude. Clearly

the e�ective potential,as it is given by eqs. (2.10),(2.20),(2.21) has a m inim um at

��L = 0.Thesam e conclusion can beeasily reached forA = �E .The resultUL = U �E = 1

hastheim portantconsequence thatthee;�;� lepton num bersareseparately conserved.

Since slepton and lepton m assm atricesare parallel,they both preserve the sam e U(1)3

sym m etry and individuallepton num ber violating processes like � ! e do not occur

in this theory. Com plete alignm ent ofthe squark-quark sectors is not possible due to

the presence ofthe Kobayashi-M askawa m atrix. The softterm sm 2
�U
,m 2

�D
align with the

quark m ass m atrices m 2
u,m

2
d respectively,while m

2
Q alignswith the linear com bination

m 2
u + K m 2

dK
y.In thisway FCNC processesareadequately suppressed.

The predicted m assesofthe pseudo-Goldstone bosons��A can be com puted from the

e�ective potentialofeqs.(2.10),(2.20),(2.21).W e�nd theapproxim ateexpression

m
2

��
A
=

m 2
s

(16�2)2

X

i> j

j�
�
ijj

2
(m 2

A i� m2A j)

m 2
weak

; (2.22)

wherem A i arethem assesofferm ionsin thesuper�eld A,and wehaveassum ed thatthe

sparticlesplittingsareoftheorderm s and approxim ated theKobayashi-M askawa m atrix

by theunitm atrix.Thepseudo-Goldstonem assesareproportionaltothescaleofthesoft

term sm s,and totheYukawacouplings,which explicitly breaktheavorsym m etry.They

rangeroughly between (10� 3� 1)GeV.Thecouplingsofthepseudo-Goldstonebosonsto

theparticlesofthem inim alsupersym m etric standard m odelareextrem ely weak asthey

aresuppressed by m s=�.

Thequadraticm om entum dependencein eq.(2.6)showsthatthealignm entisdeter-

m ined by the behaviorofthe theory atenergiesjustbelow the scale �. Thisfeature is

notappealing since itintroducesa sensitivity to the detailsofthe high-energy physics.

In view ofthisitisnotappropriateto think oftheGoldstones/m oduliasdeterm ined by

low-energy physics.Unfortunately thisultravioletsensitivity isbound to frustrateallat-

tem ptstoconvertparam etersofthesupersym m etrictheory{through theirdependenceon

m oduli{ to dynam icalvariablesofthe low-energy theory. Itoriginatesin the quadratic

dependence ofthe energy on the cut-o�,a feature present in theories ofsoftly-broken

low-energy supersym m etry5.

3. A lignm ent ofthe A-term s

The triscalarA-term s break both supersym m etry and chirality;thus they resem ble the

softm assesm 2
A in one sense and the Yukawa couplingsin another. Consequently there

5Sim ilarobservationswerem ade in ref.[9].
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arethreepossibilities:

a) The �rst is that the A-term s are disoriented and independent ofm 2
A . They can be

param etrized as

A a = Va �� a
�Va; (3.1)

with a = e;u;d. �� a isthediagonalm atrix oftheeigenvaluesofA a,and Va,�Va areunitary

m atrices,analogousto UA ,which include new Goldstone �elds ��a,
���a whose valuesare

postulated tobeundeterm ined by thepotentialV� atthehigh scale�.Theirexpectation

values at low scales are determ ined by the m inim um ofthe potentialofeq. (2.10),in

which the additional�elds��a,
���a now appear. The term proportionalto Str�

(1)

M in the

r.h.s.ofeq.(2.10)isA a-independentand doesnotdeterm ine�
�
a,
���a.Onehasto evaluate

the last two term s which do depend on A a and can �x the values of��a,
���a. M aking

use ofthe results ofref. [8]for�
(1)

�i
,�

(2)

�i
we conclude thatallthe term s which depend

quadratically on A a, e.g. TrA yA�y�, com e with a positive sign in the potentialand

anti-align the A-term swith the Yukawa couplings. This stillim plies the existence ofa

U(1)3 sym m etry { approxim ate for quarks,exact for leptons { which suppresses avor

violations. However,the term s linearin A a,e.g. TrA�
y,which are proportionalto the

gauginom asses,align theA-term swith theYukawacouplings,irrespectively oftheirsign.

Therefore,depending on whethertheterm slinearorquadraticin A a dom inateweexpect

alignm ent or anti-alignm ent. Either possibility guarantees avor conservation as either

oneim pliesan approxim ateU(1)3 sym m etry.Theform ersituation occursifthegaugino

m assism uch biggerthan theA-term s;and thelatterin theoppositecase.

b)A second possibility isthattheorientation oftheA-term sisgiven bythesam em atrices

UA thatoccurin m 2
A,i.e.

A e = U
y

L
�� eU �E A u = U

y

Q
�� uU �U A d = U

y

Q
�� dU �D : (3.2)

In this case the orientation ofthe UA is �xed by the dom inant one loop e�ects ofthe

previoussection and one hasto hope thatthe frozen param eters �� a com m ute with the

corresponding m assm atricesm a.

c) Finally,a third possibility is that the A a them selves are frozen param eters; this is

identicalto whathappensin the m inim alsupersym m etric standard m odeland one has

again to hopethattheA a com m utewith thecorresponding �a.

Forthe restofthe paperwe shallassum e thatthe A-term scom m ute with the corre-

sponding Yukawa m atricesand do notcausesigni�cantavorviolations.

4. Flavor V iolating Processes

The �rstconsequence ofthe resultsofthe previoussectionsisthat,asa resultofalign-

m ent,allthreelepton num bersareindividually conserved.Thisisobviously notpossible

in the quark sector,since the up and down quarksthem selvesdo nothave parallelm ass

m atrices6.The quark avorviolationsarebestdiscussed by going,via a super�eld rota-

6Alignm ent as a solution ofthe avorproblem in supersym m etic theories was also considered,in a

di�erentcontext,in ref.[10].
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tion,to the quark Yukawa eigenbasiswhere both up and down m assesare diagonaland

thesquark Yukawashavetheform :

M
2

u =

0

B
@

m 2
u + Sy��Q S + D uL

�� u +
�

tan �
m u

�� u +
�

tan �
m u m 2

u +
�� �U + D uR

1

C
A

M
2

d =

0

B
@

m 2
d + K ySy��Q SK + D dL

�� d + �tan�m d

�� d + �tan�m d m 2
d +

�� �D + D dR

1

C
A (4.1)

Allavor violation is contained in S and K . The o�-diagonalelem ents ofS are m uch

sm allerthan thoseoftheKobayashi-M askawa m atrix:

S23 ’ K cb

m 2
b

m 2
t

� 2� 10� 5

S13 ’ K ub

m 2
b

m 2
t

� 2� 10� 6

S12 ’
jK usK

?
csm

2
s + K ubK

?
cbm

2
bj

m 2
c

� 5� 10� 3 ; (4.2)

and therefore they do notsigni�cantly a�ectFCNC processes,although they m ay con-

tribute to CP-violating processes. Then,in the approxim ation S = 1,allnew avor

violationsoccurin the D L sector,ascan be seen from the squark m assm atricesin Eq.

(4.1).

The m oststringentconstraintcom esfrom the contribution ofsquark-gluino loopsto

therealpartoftheK 0 � �K 0 m ixing:

�
�m K

m K

�

~g

=
f2K B K

54

�2s

M 2
~g

Re(X ) (4.3)

X �
X

i;j

K isK
?
idK jsK

?
jd f

 
m 2

Q i

M 2
~g

;
m 2

Q j

M 2
~g

!

(4.4)

f(x;y)�
1

x� y

"
(11x+ 4)x

(x� 1)2
logx �

15

x � 1
� (x ! y)

#

; (4.5)

where fK = 165 M eV isthe kaon decay constant,B K param etrizesthe hadronic m atrix

elem ent, and M ~g is the gluino m ass. Assum ing M 2
~g = m 2

Q and keeping the leading

contribution in thesquark m asssplitting,one�nds

Re(X )=
sin2�c

6
D

2

21 ; (4.6)

where�c istheCabibbo angleand

D ij �
m 2

Q i
� m2Q j

m 2
Q i

: (4.7)
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Ifwe require thatthegluino contribution in Eq.(4.3)doesnotexceed theexperim ental

valueof�m K =m K ,weobtain theconstraint:

D 21 < 0:1
m Q

300 GeV
: (4.8)

Thesquark-gluino contribution to theim aginary partofK 0 � �K 0 m ixing isgiven by:

(j�j)~g =
m K

�m K

f2K B K

108
p
2

�2s

M 2
~g

Im (X ) (4.9)

W ith thesam eapproxim ation used before,weobtain

Im (X )=
1

3
jK usjjK ubjjK cbjsin� D 32D 21 ; (4.10)

where � is the CP-violating phase in the Kobayashi{M askawa m atrix. This does not

exceed theexperim entalvalueforj�jif

q

D 21D 31 <
m Q

300 GeV
: (4.11)

Thereisnosigni�cantconstraintcom ingfrom B 0� �B 0 m ixingand,in thelim itS = 1,

thereisno new gluino-m ediated contribution to D 0 � �D 0 m ixing.

The constraintsfrom FCNC on ourm odelare m uch m ilderthan those on a general

supersym m etric SU(3)� SU(2)� U(1) theory with m inim alparticle content and non-

universalfrozen soft-term s[11].Thereason isthatin ourtheory,justasin thestandard

m odel,avorviolationsareproportionaltotheKobayashi-M askawaangles;however,they

are also suppressed by the large sparticle m asses. Therefore,our contributions to rare

processescan com petewith thestandard m odelcontributionsonly ifthelatterhavelight

quark suppressions,asin �m K =m K where(�m K =m K )SM � GF m
2
c.

Itisnoteworthy thatwedonotobtain any constraintsfrom either�! eor�.These

provide by farthe strongestconstraintson generalsupersym m etric m odels.In ourcase,

�! e vanisheswhereas�issm allbecauseitisproportionalto theJarlskog invariantJ

ofthestandard m odeland isfurthersuppressed by sparticlem asses.Theonly signi�cant

constraintwehaveisfrom �m K Eq.(4.8).Itcan beaccounted forin severalways.One

isby invoking heavy gluinos,which cause thesquark m assesto approach oneanotherin

theinfrared.Furtherm ore,in Sect.5,we willshow how thedynam icsofthem odulican

adjustto renderthesquarksofthetwo heavy generationsdegenerate.

W e end with a cosm ologicalcaveat. Because the m odulicouple very weakly with

strength � M
� 1

PL ,they do note�ciently lose energy.Asa result,they do notreach their

m inim a in sim plecosm ologies[12],unlessthey happen toaccidentally startoutneartheir

vacuum . Recently, there have been a revivalofsuggestions [13]on how to solve the

problem and to allow the m odulito cosm ologically relax to their ground state. Such a

m echanism isclearly necessary to ensure avoralignm ent.Even m ore,itisnecessary to

ensurethattheUniverse isnotoverclosed by coherentoscillationsofthem oduli.
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5. Plastic Soft Term s

In previous sections we have conjectured that the potentialV� at the scale � where

SUSY is broken leaves the orientation ofthe soft term s undeterm ined,but �xes their

eigenvalues.In thissection we wish to relax thelatterhypothesis.W eenvisage thatthe

supersym m etry-breaking dynam icsat� providethelow-energy theory with a constraint

which �xestheoverallscalem s butdoesnotnecessarily freezeallthreeeigenvalues.Som e

functionsoftheeigenvaluescan correspond to atdirectionswhich rem ain undeterm ined

untilweturn on theYukawacouplings.Ofcourse,ourpostulatethatthesupersym m etry-

breaking m echanism respects the avorsym m etry requiresthatthe constraintsthat�x

m s haveto beavorsinglets.

Letusconsiderthecaseofvanishing left-rightm ixingsin thesquark and slepton m ass

m atrices and focus on the �elds � de�ned in eq. (2.1). (For this section we drop the

subscriptA.) Suppose thatthe dynam icsatthe scale � �xesthe two lowest-dim ension

avor-singletoperators:

Tr�= T ; Tr� 2 = T2 ; (5.1)

whereT2 and T2 arenum bersoforderm
4
s.

These are two constraintson three eigenvalues,thusone com bination ofeigenvalues

rem ains a atdirection whose VEV willbe determ ined by low-energy physics in a cal-

culable way. Itiseasy to identify the atdirection. The above constraintsare notjust

SU(3) invariant,but are SO (8) invariant,and they force the spontaneous breakdown

SO (8)! SO (7),giving rise to seven Goldstone bosons. Six ofthem are a consequence

ofthe breaking SU(3)! U(1)2 and can be identi�ed with the �elds�. The seventh is

the new atdirection � which allowsthe eigenvalues of� to slide along a valley which

preservestheaboveconstraints.

The�eld � satisfying Eq.(5.1)can beexpressed as

�= TU
y

�
1

3
� x(cos��8 + sin��3)

�

U ; (5.2)

where�3;8 arethetwo diagonalGell-M ann m atrices,U denotesan SU(3)=U(1)2 rotation,

and

x �

s

3T2 � T2

6T2
; 0� x �

1
p
3
: (5.3)

Ourassum ption isthatthesix param eterscontained in U and theangle�aredynam ical

variables,related to at directions ofthe m oduli�elds. The soft term � is not only

\disoriented" in avorspace,butisalso \plastic",sincethepattern ofeigenvaluescan be

deform ed.Plasticity isdisorientation in SO (8)space.In contrasttoSU(3),SO (8)allows

rotationsin the�3 � �8 plane.

The e�ective potentialfor� isgiven by eqs. (2.10),(2.20),and itsm inim um occurs

forcos�’ 1:Thisim pliesthatthevacuum hasan approxim ateSU(2)� U(1)sym m etry

which insuresthedegeneracy ofthesoftm assesofsam echargesparticlesbelongingtothe

two lightestgenerations.Consequently,m 2
Q 1

and m 2
Q 2

areapproxim ately equal,and this
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providesforthedesired suppression oftherealpartofK 0�
�K 0 m ixing.Plasticity can be

extended to theA-term sand,asdiscussed in section 3,they can align oranti-align with

the Yukawas,depending on whetherthe gaugino m assism uch largerthan the A-term s

orviceversa.

6. M inim alU ni�cation

Untilnow wehavebeen working underthehypothesisthatbelow thescale�,wherethe

supersym m etry breakdown occurs,wehavethem inim alsupersym m etricSU(3)� SU(2)�

U(1)particle content. W e now considerthe possibility thatthe theory below � issom e

m inim alsupersym m etric GUT.

In m inim al supersym m etric GUTs the gauge sym m etry is increased to SU(5) or

SO (10)and thenum berofchiralm ultipletsdecreases.Thism eansthattheavorgroup is

nolongerU(3)5,butitissm aller:U(3)�5� U(3)10 in thecaseofSU(5),and justU(3)16 for

SO (10).Ifwealso assum ethatthesoftterm sareasm inim alaspossible,nam ely singlets

undertheGUT group,then wehavea very constrained system with a sm allavorgroup

and asm allnum berofparam etersin thesoftterm s.Arethereenough m oduli/Goldstones

availableto align su�ciently and avoid problem swith avorviolations?

Forsim plicity,letusdiscussthem inim alSO (10)m odelin which theYukawa coupling

superpotentialbetween theordinaryferm ionsin the16 representation and theHiggs�elds

H u;d is

W Y = 16�u16H u + 16K �dK
T
16H d : (6.1)

For sim plicity,we willignore the A trilinear term s and write the soft supersym m etry-

breaking Lagrangian as:

LSoft =
m 2

s

F
16

y
U
y��U16 : (6.2)

Thecrucialdi�erencebetween thism inim al-GUT case,with gauge-singlet�,and the

previousSU(3)� SU(2)� U(1)analysisisapparentfrom Eq.(6.2).Now thereisjustone

U available,instead of5,to do allthe alignm entsnecessary to reduce avorviolations.

ItisclearthatU willalign � parallelto m u,since m u givesthe largestcontribution to

the energy. Thisim pliesthatallsparticle m assm atriceswillbe parallelto m u,whereas

thedown-quark and charged-lepton m assm atriceswillbem isaligned from m u by angles

oftheorderoftheKobayashi-M askawa angles.

Thus,unless sleptons are highly degenerate in m ass,�L;R ! eR ;L transitions are

proportionalto a m ixing angleK e� = K us ’ sin�c and occuratan unacceptablerate.In

SU(5)only the right-handed sleptons are m isaligned from the lepton m assm atrix,and

theam plitudefor�L ! eR +  isagain proportionalto theCabibbo anglesin�c ’
q

d=s.

Ofcourse,m inim alSO (10)and SU(5)theorieshave a problem : they predictm d = m e

and thisisthe reason why they give �! e proportionalto
q

d=s. Howevereven ifwe

extend thetheory �a la Georgi{Jarlskog,the�! e am plitudeisstillproblem atic,being

proportionalto
q

e=�.
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The reason for this failure is that in m inim alsupersym m etric GUTs with m inim al

GUT-invariantsoftterm s,the few available softterm sjustalign with m u,leaving som e

m ism atch between down quarksand squarksand m oreim portantly between leptonsand

sleptons. Thiscauses di�culties with individuallepton violating processes,which were

notoriginally presentin supersym m etric GUTswith universality atM G U T.

The problem could be cured in m ore com plicated GUTs with a larger avor struc-

ture,necessary perhapsto explain theferm ion m asspattern,which would allow form ore

freedom in thelow-energy alignm entofthesoft-breaking m asses.

A strong degeneracy between the �rsttwo generationsofsleptonsand down squarks

suppressesthem ostdangerousprocessesand could thereforerepresentan alternativeso-

lution. In the previous section we have shown thatthis occurs in the plastic soft-term

scenario and thedegeneracy ofthesparticlesofthe�rsttwo generationsispredicted.The

dynam icsoftheplasticsoftterm scuresthediseasein thedynam icsofthedisoriented soft

term s:in GUTsthelargeup-typequark Yukawa couplingsforcethesleptonsto m isalign,

butinsurethatthe�rsttwogenerationsarealm ostdegeneratein m ass.Thedecay�! e

can stilloccurvia virtual~� exchange,and itsrateisjustbelow thepresentexperim ental

lim it. Interesting e�ectsin lepton-num berviolating �-decayscan be present. The plas-

tic GUT scenario allowstherefore the construction ofphenom enologically viable m odels

which are predictive and representpossible alternativesto the m inim alsupersym m etric

standard m odelwith universalboundary conditionsatM G U T.

7. C onclusions

W e proposed \disorientation" asan alternative to universality forsuppressing avorvi-

olation in supersym m etric theories. Universalsoftterm srealize the avorsym m etry in

the W ignerm ode. Disoriented softterm srealize itin the Nam bu-Goldstone m ode;this

allowslargesparticlesplittingsand hastheappealthattheabsenceofavorviolationsis

a consequence ofa dynam icalcalculation.

TheGoldstoneparticlescan bethoughtofaseithertheconsequenceofaspontaneously

broken avor sym m etry or perhaps could be identi�ed with som e ofthe at directions

(m oduli)thatfrequently occurin supersym m etric orsuperstring theories. In the latter

case there would be an im portantconnection between the space ofthe m oduliand the

avorgroup.

W hy did ourm echanism work? Prom oting som eoftheparam etersofthelow-energy

theory to �elds allowed us to exploitnature’s preference forstates ofm axim alpossible

sym m etry.Thisisthereasonwhy:thespin alignswith anexternalm agnetic�eld,preserv-

ing SO(2);sleptonsalign with leptons,preserving individuallepton num berconservation

U(1)3;squarksalign {asm uch aspossible{ with the quarks,preserving an approxim ate

U(1)3;the7th goldstoneboson oftheplasticscenario choosesto relax atitsspecialvalue

where the sym m etry is enhanced to SU(2)� U(1) and pairs ofsparticles are degener-

ate. Nature’s frequent preference for states ofhigher sym m etry fully accounts for our

m echanism forthe suppression ofavorviolation. M ore im portantly,itleadsusto new
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supersym m etricphenom enology and thepeacefulcoexistenceofsplitsparticlesand avor

conservation.

W ehave found thatthedynam icsofalignm entoccursatlargescalesand issensitive

to detailsofPlanckian physics.In lightofthis,isdisorientation betterthan universality?

Both are strong hypotheseswhich rely on the existence ofan approxim ate sym m etry in

a sub-sector ofthe fulltheory. W hich is better can only be decided in the context of

a com plete theory which addressesthe fullavorproblem and explainsferm ion m asses.

Only then can we see how the softterm savoid being directly infested with large avor

violationsfrom Planckian physics.
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A ppendix A :T he evolution equation for Vk

W eareinterested in thee�ectofuctuationson theshapeofthepotentialVk(�A)asthe

scalek islowered from k = �tok = m s.Forthisreason weintroducean e�ectiveinfrared

cuto� term R k(q
2)in them om entum integrationsappearing in theloop contributionsto

thepotentialVk(�A).Thisterm preventstheintegration ofm odeswith m om entaq2 <� k2.

Thee�ectivepotentialatoneloop isnow given by

Vk(�A )= V�(�A)+
1

2

Z

�

d4q

(2�)4
Strlog

h

q
2 + R k(q

2)+ M
2(�A)

i

: (A.1)

In theform ulation by C.W etterich [6]thecuto� term ischosen as

R k(q
2)=

Zkq
2f2k(q

2)

1� f2k(q
2)
: (A.2)

Thefunction

f
2

k(x)= exp

�

� 2a

 
q2

k2

! b�

(A.3)

can be used forthe im plem entation ofa sharp orsm ooth cuto� through an appropriate

choice ofthe two free param etersa;b. Zk isa k-dependentm atrix in �eld space whose

precise de�nition is given in the following. An ultraviolet cuto� � is assum ed for the

m om entum integration. Notice thatfork = � the one loop contribution autom atically

vanishes. In the lim it k ! 0 the cuto� term R k(q
2) is rem oved and the integration

reproducesthestandard oneloopresultforthee�ectivepotentialwithoutacuto�.Taking

thepartialderivativeofVk with respectto t= log(k=�)resultsin theevolution equation

@Vk(�A )

@t
=
1

2

Z
d4q

(2�)4
Str

@R k

@t

h

q
2 + R k(q

2)+ M
2(�A)

i� 1
: (A.4)

The m om entum integration is infrared and ultraviolet �nite as the integrand deviates

signi�cantly from zero only forq2 ’ k2.Therenorm alization group im provem entconsists

in substituting therunning m assm atrix M 2(�A ;k)fortheclassicalone,and m ultiplying

q2 by the wavefunction renorm alization ofthe various�eldsZ k.Thistakesinto account

thefactthatthechangein thee�ectivepotentialwhen uctuationswith m om entaq2 ’ k2

are incorporated in itinvolves the fullpropagatorofthe theory atthe scale k. W e can

now identify them atrix Zk appearing in thede�nition ofeq.(A.2)with thewavefunction

renorm alization. Notice thatthe t-derivative ofR k includesa contribution proportional

to the anom alousdim ension ofthe �elds�= � @(logZk)=@t. Itcan be checked thatthe

explicit Zk-dependence can be incorporated in the de�nition ofthe renorm alized m ass

m atrix ~M 2(�A;k) = Z
� 1

k M 2(�A ;k). The integralin the r.h.s. ofeq. (A.4) cannot

be easily com puted for generalvalues ofthe param eters a;b appearing in eq. (A.3).

However,in thelim itofa sharp cuto� b! 1 them om entum integration can becarried

out explicitly. M oreover,the contribution proportionalto � can be neglected,as it is

suppressed by1=b.Asaresult,thee�ectofthewavefunction renorm alizationiscom pletely
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absorbed in therunning oftherenorm alized m assm atrix ~M (�A;k).The�nalexpression

fortherunning ofthepotentialis

@Vk(�A)

@t
= �

k4

16�2
Strlog

"

1+
~M 2(�A ;k)

k2

#

: (A.5)

A few rem arksareduein orderto clarify som estepsin ourderivation:

1)Even though wewereled toeq.(A.5)through an intuitivewayam oreform alderivation

ispossible[6].Thek-dependente�ectiveaction �k forscalar�eldscan beobtained from

the partition function through the usualLegendre transform ation,ifthe infrared cuto�

term ofeq. (A.2)isadded to the classicalaction so thatlow m om entum m odesdo not

propagate. An exactrenorm alization group equation describesthe evolution of�k with

k [6].Thisequation leadsto eq.(A.5)forthepotential.Forferm ionsthediscussion pro-

ceedsalong parallellines.A m odi�ed ferm ion propagatorisused,so thatthem om entum

integrationsarecuto� in theinfrared [7].Forthediscussion ofsupersym m etric theories

thechoice ofcuto�sterm sforscalarsand ferm ionsm ustpreserve thesupersym m etry at

allscales.Thisisaccom plished in thelim itb! 1 thatwehaveconsidered [7].

2)The m atrix Zk appearing in eq. (A.2)includesthe wavefunction renorm alization for

scalarand ferm ion �elds.W ehaveim plicitely assum ed thattheferm ionicpartofthem a-

trix involvesthesquareoftheterm which renorm alizestheferm ion �eld.Thisisapparent

from theway therenorm alized m asses ~M arede�ned.
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