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A bstract

W e discuss local R symm etry as a potentially powerfiill new m odel buiding tool
We rst review and clarify that a U (1) R-symm etry can only be gauged in local
and not in global supersym m etry. W e determ ine the anom aly-cancellation conditions
for the gauged R -symm etry. For the standard superpotential these equations have
no solution, ndependently of how m any Standard M odel singlts are added to the
m odel. There is also no solution when we increase the number of fam ilies and the
num ber of pairs of H iggs doublts. W hen the G reen-Schw arz m echanisn is em ployed
to cancel the anom alies, solutions only exist for a large number of singlts. W e
nd m any ancm aly-free fam ily-independent m odelsw ith an extra SU (3). octet chiral
super eld. W e consider in detail the conditions for an anom aly—-free fam ily dependent
U (1)r and nd solutionsw ith one, two, three and four extra singlets. O nly w ith three
and four extra singlets do we naturally cbtain sferm ion m asses of order the weak—
scale. For these solutions we consider the spontaneous breaking of supersym m etry
and the R-symm etry in the context of local supersymm etry. In general the U (1)x
gauge group is broken at or close to the Plandk scale. W e consider the e ects of
the R sym m etry on baryon—and lpton-num ber viclation In supersymm etry. T here
is no logical connection between a conserved R -symm etry and conserved R -pariy.
For conserved R —sym m etry we have m odels for all possibilities of conserved or broken
R parity. M ost m odels predict dom inant e ects which could be cbserved at HERA .

1 Introduction

Supersym m etry com bines eldsofdi erent spin Into supem uliplets. Ik includes the special
possibility of a sym m etry which distinguishes between the ferm jonic and the bosonic com -
ponent ofa N = 1 supersymm etric super eld. Such symm etries are called R -sym m etries
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and they are particular to supersymm etry. A s such, they deserve goecial attention when
considering the in plications of supersymm etry. R -parity can be thought of as a discrete
R symm etry and hasbeen w idely discussed In the context of the m Inin al supersym m etric
standard m odel and its extensions. There is also a considerabl am ount of literature on
global R sym m etries and their phenom enological im plications. Tt is the purmpose of this
paper to reconsider localR -sym m etries in the context of local supersym m etry and to m ake

rst steps towards a realistic model. It is sim ilar in spirit to fI] where we considered a
nonR U (1)°.

R-symm etrieswere rst ntroduced in gbbalsupersym m etry by Salam and Strathdee P}
and by Fayet 3] in order to enforce global kpton—orbaryon-num ber. In the follow ing years,
the discrete symm etry R parity [4]hasbeen in posed to prohbit alldin ension four lepton-
and baryon-num ber violating interactions which arise in the supersym m etric extension of
the Standard M odel. G Iobal R -invariance has been proposed as a solution to the strong
CP-problem [, themu problm [, i1, §], and the problem of the neutron electric dipole
moment {, 9]. G lobal R-nvariance prohibits treedevel gaugino masses. This leads to
the iInteresting possibility that the gaugino m asses are generated radiatively or through a
dynam ical m echanisn and thus predicted [L0, §, 11]. If the gltbal R -symm etry rem ains
unbroken to low energies f] then only the electroweak gaugino m asses can be generated
after SU ), U (1)y breaking. @A biscalar mu-tem must be generated or nserted by
hand in the soft-susy breaking sector.) The radiative gluino m ass is very light 10, 11]
and exclided [12]. A heavy glilo can be cbtained by adding an SU (3). octet chiral
super eld R]. One then loses any prediction for the gluino m ass. This is not very natural
but it is consistent w ith experin ent. H owever, the potential of the scalar com ponent ofthe
octet is necessarily unrestricted and typically breaks SU (3).. If the global R -nvariance is
spontaneously broken [[1] one has an unwanted light pssudo G oldstoneboson. T he gaugino
m asses can stillbe generated radiatively and the gluino is light {i1]. O ne can add explicit
R breaking tem s which give m ass to the axion. However, if these tem s are large this
renders the R -symm etry m eaningless. Recently global R -sym m etries have been seen to
arise in so-called generic m odels of global supersym m etry breaking {L3]. The problem s of
the axion from R -breaking are resolved when embedded Into local supersym m etry through
explicit breaking tem s {14]. Thusm odels w ith globalR -symm etry su er from an axion or
a light gluino problem .

Beyond the inm ediate phenom enological problm of constructing a m odel w ith global
R —sym m etry there is a m ore fundam ental problem . Supersym m etry breaking is necessarily
enbedded In local supersymm etry. Local supersym m etry autom atically includes gravity
and global sym m etries are m ost likely broken by quantum gravity e ects 115]. Thus at low
energies w e do not expect global sym m etries such asbaryon—or lkpton-num ber to be funda—
m ental sym m etries of nature but only sym m etries of the low -energy e ective Lagrangian.
At high-energy we expect all relevant sym m etries to be gauge sym m etries. W e shall thus



Investigate whether an R symm etry can be gauged. W e provide a new local symm etry as
a m odeltbuiding tool.

O ur paper is structured as ollow s. In Section 2 we show that an R -sym m etry can only
be gauged In local supersymm etry. In Section 3 we then consider the conditions for an
anom aly-free gauged R symm etry and nd several solutions. In Section 4 we discuss the
goontaneous breaking of the R -symm etry and of supersymm etry. W e nd the in portant
resul that the R symm etry is always broken at or near the P lanck scale. In Section 5 we
consider the in plications for R -parity violation. In Section 6 we o er our conclisions and
an outlook.

2 R -invariant Supersym m etric T heories

Below we st discuss R -symm etries in global supersym m etry and in the follow Ing subsec-
tion extend the discussion to local supersym m etric theories, where R -sym m etries have not
been aswidely discussed.

2.1 G lobal Supersym m etry

For globally supersym m etric theories the globalR -transform ations are de ned as a trans—
form ation on the super elds P]

Ve %7 ;) ! Vi &x; et ; &);

. ) . 21)
Sitx; ;) ! % Ssix; et ; é);

where Vi is a gauge vector multiplet with components V, ; «, and Dy and S; are keft—
handed chiral super elds w ith com ponents z;; ;, and F;. Thus the G rasan an coordinates
; have non-trivial R charge

ret ;1 d ; a1t é d; 41! et 4 22)

T he latter two transfom ations hold since for G rasan an varables integration is lke di er-
entiation. T he R -transfom ations act on the com ponents of the super elds as

Vi ! Vi s .

() Ci)0 s zg ! exp (in; )zj;

L e E e Lt epfish Doy @3
KR ) =P KRR Fi ! eX:pf:l.(ﬁl 2) gFi:

Dk ! Dk;

W e see that all gauginhos transform non-trivially and with the sam e charge. The scalar
ferm ions transform di erently from their form ionic superpartners as we expect for an R —
symm etry. H owever, di erent chiral superm ultiplets w ill in generalhave di erent R -charge,



and R -transfom ations are m ore general than lpton— or baryon-number. The action for
the superpotential 7
d gs); @4)

is Invariant provided that the superpotential transform s as
g ! e® giy); 2.5)

under the transfom ation @.0). Here we have m ade use of @J). W e see that the super-
potential transform s non-trivially. This is one essential fact of R -sym m etries. T he kinetic

tem s of the vector and scalar m ultiplets are of the fom
Z h i Z Z
& & sV)ys;+ FwWwW o+ dFWW 2 6)

where
W =D @'D &); W =D%e"D &); @.7)
are autom atically invariant under €.1), ie.
W ! e'W ; W_! W : @ 8)
In this paper, we focus on the possibility of locally R -sym m etric theories. H owever, aswe
now discuss it is not possbl in globally supersym m etric theordies to prom ote the global

R -invariance to a Jocalone. An easy way to see this is to notice that when the R -param eter
becom es x-dependent then the transform ations @ J) change to

| ol @ ; g e (2.9)

which is a special form of a Jocal superspace transfom ation.
In m ore detail, one can also see this from Eq.2.3) which in plies that all gaugios have
R charge, including the R -gauginos. If the R-symm etry is to becom e a local sym m etry
then the R gauge vector boson V® will have to couple to the R -gauginos * in the form @
—R . —R .

L @ i&VY) [+ @ +iRVT) L (2.10)
since the opposite chirality gauginos have non-trivial and opposite R charge ©.3). The
above equation m plies the coupling

L & s “VE; 11

in the Lagrangian which is an axial interaction and is not present in the action 2.6). Tn
order to construct a supersymm etric Lagrangian containing @.11) we must consider its
supersym m etric transform ation. t contains the tem 5

oA - RFpRvR = VEVEFR; 212)

IThe Iower ndex (L;R) on the gaugiho is the chirality and the upper index R ndicates the gauge

group .
2W em ake use of the identity =g +g g + 1 5.



R contains FR . is the

since the supersym m etric variation of the gaugino tem
In nitesin al param eter of the supersym m etry transform ation. The above term can not be
cancelled w ithout departing from the setting of global supersym m etry.

From Eq.{2.3) i is clear that the R-symm etry generator R does not commute w ith
the supersym m etry generator Q . In the literature this is quoted as an argum ent that an

R -symm etry can not be gauged. Explicitly we have [1:6]
R ;R]=1i(5) Q : @13)

Thus R-symm etry is an extension of supersymm etry with the chiral generator and the
extension is a graded Lie A lgebra. If the R generator of a globally R -supersym m etric
theory is prom oted to a local symm etry then the above equation can only hold if the
transform ation param eters of the supersym m etry algebra are x-dependent, ie.Q is the
generator of a Jocal transform ation.

T husR -sym m etries are intin ately connected w ith supersymm etry: a locally R -invariant
theory can only be constructed in a locally supersym m etric fram ew ork; in glolal supersym —
m etry only gbalR -sym m etries can be constructed.

2.2 Local Supersym m etry

In Jocalsupersym m etry the eld content isextended to include a spin 2 gravion and a soin
% gravitino. From Eq.@.3) we generalize the R symm etry to the graviton multipkt as

a ! & ;
!' exp( i 5)

(214)

axially to the gravitino, the gauginos, and the chiral ferm ions. It was rst noticed by
Freedm an [17] that the axial gauge vector can couple to the gauginos and the gravitinos in
an Invariant way in local supersymm etry. The vardation of @.11) is then cancelled by the
variation of the tem .
1. _ 1 — R R .
e L= p—z F ; @215)

in the action shnce contains gzx VR 5 . Later, Das et al {[[B] extended the Fayet—
Tliopoulos m odel 19] of global supersym m etry to local supersymm etry. They found that
the abelian gauge theory was chiral and just that of Freedman [17]. These results 17,
18] were reproduced in R0] ncluding the gravitational auxiliary elds. Stelle and W est
R1] then derived the action for the Fayet-Tlliopoulos tem in local supersymm etry in the
superconform al fram ework 4]

7
d'xd* Ee V", 2 16)



where E isthe superspace determm nant and  isthe constant ofthe F Itemm . T he expression
£.16) is mvariant under the U (1)z gauge transfom ations
R R l Ky
v Y A ); D_=0; 247)
SR
E ! Ee ' : (218)

The superspace determ inant transform s non-trivially. In Ref.[l7] it was shown that this
Inpliesa U 1)y charge % for the gauginos and the gravitino. In the previous section we
had a globalR -charge + 1 for the gauginos which corresoonds to the choice = % .

Barbieri et al. R3] extended this analysis to include m atter elds in a general super-
potential. In the superconfom al fram ework an Invariant superpotential is constructed by
Introducing a com pensating superconfom alchiralm uliplet Sy which transform sunder the
U (1) gauge group as

So! e+i So; So! e’ Sqs (2.19)

and such that the m atter m ultiplets transform as’
S;! e®: 5; St &M 5§ (2 20)

wih U (1)g charge n;. Then the action

h i
969 _ i @21)

is Invariant under the gauge transform ations (2.7)—(2.9) provided
g ! e* gsy: (222)

The superpotentialhasa net U (1)z charge just as n Eq.2.5). W e cbtain the sam e charge
+2 again for the choice = % Thus it is found that the generalization of the Fayet-
Tliopoulos term to Jocal supersym m etry leads to a gauged R -sym m etry !

In Ref.P4] Ferrara et al. showed that any R -invariant gauged action can be put into
the canonical orm of local supersymm etry RH]. The m ost general Lagrangian w ith Jocal

R-symm etry W ih not m ore than 2 derivatives for the com ponent elds) and local super—
symm etry is given by P4]

10 v R olng qVR, 24V .
L = > Soe 9*Y Sy Sy (ST Y )e™ )D
+ D(Si)SS]F F SOW W k[ G)WSE +he: 2 23)

where W ; is the eld strength of the vector multiplet V¥, a propagating gauge eld, and
where the function  is Invariant under £20). W isthe eld strength of other (non R-)

3N ote that the chiral elds S; transform wih andnotwih . Thusg(S i)g (Si) isnot R -invariant.



gauge groups, eg. of SU (2), . To convert £23) into the fam iliar supergravity form , we
rst rescale the com pensating multiplet Sq

So ! Sog 3; ©24)

which reducesthe rsttwotemsin @23) to
2

—i . R
(Si7S '€ V&I

O~ W

16_
5Aglsos0 + Bk (2 25)

W[

g e *Vig(sy)

U sing the ivariance of the denom lnator of the rst term in €.25) under gauge transfor-
m ations (ncluding the R -ones), the dencm inator can be rew ritten in the form

g Be™=V &V )g@6y) ; 2 26)

provided that g satis es the property ©22). Here g is the gauge coupling of the non-R
gauge groups. In them inin al form ulation of supergravity the term s in £.25) take the fom
3 . 3 3
5 S0S0e™®  + Boki @27
which In plies that .
1 (Si;S @ RV 29V
2 . 1
3 g6g Blen wview)

(2 28)

3

Then all the results of P5] hold except covariant derivatives include V® i The function
G (zi;z}) can be expressed in the form

. 1 . .
G (z;2") = 3Jn(§ @i;z)) hye)g @) 229)

T he non-invarance ofthe term In ¥ (z;)g (z;) junder R ~transfom ations in plies the appear-
ance of the FayetTlliopoulos term In the potential. T his follow s because the D ~temm of the
R-multiplet

i i

’ 4

)niZi: (2 .30)
g

3} G;inizi= % G
has a constant piece as a consequence of the hom ogeneity of the superpotential g
I'lj_Zj_g,.i: 3 g: (2 -31)

W e will see in Section ¥4 that this termm is very inportant when considering the scalar
potential. Tt Jeads to a cosm ological constant of order ? which must be cancelled by an
appropriate tem . Aswe will see this xes the scale of U (1)g breaking.

4See the addendum in f_Z-é_l'] for the special case where the superpotential vanishes.



So farwe have started w ith a superpotential g, holom orphic in z; and a K ahler potential
. W hen constructing an R —invariant Lagrangian we explicitly included term s coupling VR
to allgauginos (incluiding the R -gaugino) and the gravitino. W e then showed how g and
can be combined to G. For illustration, we reverse this procedure and start with aN = 1
locally supersym m etric action characterised by a function G of the form (229) and where
the superpotential g (z;) is hom ogeneous of degree 3 . To cbtain the physical couplings we
perform the reverse chiral rotations

g
L - - L7 1, - - 7 Li! - Lis 2.32)
g
Then the coupling of the vector VR to the scalars is of the form
D z = @ Zi aniVRZi: (2.33)
T he coupling to the spinors ; ofthe chiral super elds is given In tem s of G by
k i3 1 3 i
1iBz5 g Gyt EG;}(G; ) + G5 LiB r: (2.34)
Fornom alized kinetic energies G,é = % fthjsgjyesan e ective V® coupling to the spinors
of the chiral super elds of J

D =8 a @Oy 3 WE s (2 35)

The gaughos and gravitinos have \na ve" weight zero In the G om ulation. This can be
seen in particular from the rotations @.34) which apparently change the weights of the
ferm jonic elds. Thus the covariant derivative contains no gauge eld V ® . However, the

11l coupling is given by

! B ! GD ! D i 3VR 2 36)
— Ju— . Zi= _— _— .
> 5 L RO, > L R > L o7
1 1 l i
e Z . D + = GiD z; =
4 8 7]
s D i 3VR 2 37)
—e - :
2 5 1Gr > L

where we have m ade use of £.31). Therefore, as before, the charge of the gaugios and

gravitinos is % . N ote that this applies to allgauginos, lncliding the R -gaugino itself. Thus

thereisa ® ®V® coupling eventhough U (1); is an abelian gauge group. The spinors i1

have R charge (n; - ) and their scalar superpartners z have charge n;. These num bers

2
coincide w ith the ones used in the global case for = % so that any tem in the super-

P
potential g must satisfy n; = 2 and the superpotential can not contain a constant tem
because of £ 37). Throughout the rest of the paperwe x the convention to

=—: (2.38)

5W e neglect here couplings to other gauge elds.



2.3 Superconform al A pproach

To understand what m ade gauging the R -sym m etry possbl we consider the em bedding in

the superconfom al approach. T he superconform al group has the generators
PniMuniKniD)i ©Q ;S ); A: @39)

The st set of Pur generators form the conform algroup of translations, rotations, confor-
m alboosts and dilatations. T he second set oftw o are the ferm Jonic generators of supersym —
m etry and the \superpartner" ofK , . The Jast (bosonic) generator A is a continuous chiral
U (1) symm etry. However, there is no corresponding kinetic term and thus no propagating
gauge boson.

Superconfom al graviy isbased on gauging the superconform algroup and then adding
constraints on the eld strengths corresponding to P, ;M nn, and S . The constraints
are solved orthe M ,n;Kn ;7 and S gauge elds and the transformm ations of the gauge

elds are modi ed so that the constraints are preserved. In Eq.(223) we presented the
superconform al action w ith an additionalU (1) gauge group denoted by W z . This action
thus contains two extra U (1)’s beyond those contained in the W ,namely U (1)z and the
U (1), ofthe superconform algroup.

M ultiplets transform under the full superconform algroup. T he com pensating m ultiplet
So In @.19) transfom s under both the U (1) and superconiom al transfom ations. Under
the chiral A transformm ations S; transform s as

i
—NiZi a (2 .40)

AZi = 5
i 3
A iL = E(ni > ) L a 241)

where z; and ; are the scalar and spinor com ponents of the chiralm ultiplets S;. Reducing
the superconfom al to superpoincare invariance is done by xing the real and In agihary
part of z;, the soinor  (the com ponentsofSy) andb (the gauge eld ofdilatation). This,
however, will also break the U (1)x Invariance. But a lnear combination ofU (1) and the
chiral generator A w ill survive; the resulting group we again callU (1); . T he transfom ed
So In 2.24) isneutralunderthe new U (1)z gauge group as can be seen from Egs.(2.19) and
£23). F ixing the superconform algauge on the transform ed S, breaks the superconfom al
group to the superpoincare but kaves the U (1) Invariant.

3 Conditions for the C ancellation of A nom alies

3.1 Fam ily Independent G auged R -sym m etry

W e have seen In the last section that it is only possible to construct a gauged R -invariant
theory In the fram ew ork of locally supersym m etric theordes. To build a realistic m odel the



new U (1)r gauge symm etry should be anom aly-free. To be speci cwe shalltaketheN = 1
Jocally supersym m etric theory to have the gauge group

Gsy U@r SUQE SURL U@d)y ULk 3d)

which is that of the Standard M odel extended by U (1) . The matter chiralmuliplets
are taken to be the quarks, kptons and a pair of H iggs doublets w ith the addition of G gy
singkts, N ; and z, . These m ultiplets are denoted by

L: (1;2; 3:D; E : (1;1;15e); Q : Bi2igid;
U Gl 5 D : (3;1;5;d); H : (1;2; 3;h); 32)
H : (1;2;3:h); N : (1;1;0;n); Zn : (1;1;072,);

w here we have indicated In parenthesesthe G gy ,and U (1) quantum num bers, resoectively.
The U (1) quantum numbers are for the chiral ferm ions. The bosons w ill have num bers
shifted by one unit, eg. for the slepton doubkt it is 1+ 1 (cf. Eq.@3)).

W e shall assum e that the superpotential n the ocbservable sector has the form

g® = hJLEH + hJ)QDH + h)Q.UH + hyNHH ; 33)

where hg ; hp ; hy are the generation m ixing Yukawa couplings and hy is an additional
Yukawa coupling. So at this stage we assum e the theory conserves R parity. W e have
added theterm NH H Instead of HH asin theM SSM , In order to incorporate a possbl
solution to the mu-problem via a vacuum expectation value < N > . The singlkts z, only
couplk In the hidden sector. The only requirem ent that com es from R -invariance on the
orm of g©’ is that it should transform with a global phase under the R ~transfom ations
as n Eq.©22). This in plies that

l+ e+ h = 1; (34)
g+d+h = 1; 3.5)
g+ u+h = 1; (3.6)
n+ h+h = 1: (3.7)

W ehave em ployed our convention @.38). The 1 correspondsto ¥ n; = 2 shcewe are now
considering the fem ionic charges, which are shifted by 1, ie. F (nf + 1) = 2 as seen from
Eq.€3). At this stage we have also assum ed that the R <charges are fam ily independent,
eg.h=LkL=5L=1

SihcetheU (1)z gaugeboson isa propagating gaugeboson, wem ust consider the relevant
anom aly conditions. These severely constrain the R -numbers appearing in Eq.34). W e
shall require the U (1)§ anom aly, and the m ixed U (1)g U @)y, U@x SU (), and
U Q)x SU (3)c anom alies to vanish. The hypercharge anom alies are satis ed by our

10



choice 0of U (1)y charges. The equations for the absence of the U (1)y U (1)z anom alies

give
C; TrY’R = 0; 38)

TrYR? = 0; 39)

TrR® = 0: (3.10)

T hese can be rew ritten in temm s of the R -quantum num bers as

3[11+ + lat 2u+ 1d]+ l(h+ h) 0 B11)
= e+ — —u+t - = = ;
2 61" 3" 3 2
3 P+ f+F 20+ &F] hP+n® = 0; 312)
X
3pP+ e+ 6 + 3u’+ 3]+ 2h’+ 2R’ + 16+ n°+ z2 = O: 3.13)

In the last equation the tetm 16 = 13 + 3 is due to the 13 gauginos present in our m odel
(SU @)c :8,5U ), :3,U @)y :1,and U (1)z :1) aswell as the gravitino. T he gravitino

R charge 1. The absence ofthem ixed U (1) SU (), anom alies In plies the condition
Co TresypegR = 05 314)
w here the trace is 1im ited to the non-trivial SU (2) muliplets. This is evaluated as

3[ll+ 3 1+ l(h+ h)+ 2= 0: (3.15)
2 2ET S )

T he constant 2 isdue to the SU (2) gauginhos. For an arbitrary group SU (N ) the trace over
the product of the ad pint representation generators is ust N . Sim ilarly the absence ofthe
mixed U (1)r SU (3)c anom alies In plies

Cs TresupgR = 0; 3.16)
where now the trace is 1im ited to non-trivial SU (3)c multiplets,
1 1
3g+ —u+ =d]+ 3= 0: 347)
2 2
T he cancellation of the m ixed gravitationalanom aly P@] requires
TrR = 0; (3.18)

where the trace is taken over all states because of the universality of the gravitational
coupling. This in plies

X
321+ e+ 6g+ 3u+ 3d]+ 2(h+ h) 8+ n+ Zn = O: (3219)

11



Theterm 8= 13 21 isduetothe 13 gaugihosaswellasthe gravitino. In the gravitational
anom aly the gravitino contrioution is 21 tim es the gaugino contrbution P118 To solve

seven Egs. @8A4)-@.6), 81, 1), B.13),and G.I7) ©m a decoupled system with the
seven unknowns J;e;q;u;d;h; and h. It is straight forward to show that these equations
are lnoom patdbl and do not have a solution. This is lndependent of whether we replace
the NHH tem by HH in the superpotential. Therefore we conclide that when the R -
num bers of the elds are fam ily ndependent the U (1) extension of the supersym m etric
standard m odel is anom alous.

T here are severalw ays around thisproblem ofwhich we shallin tum discussthree. F irst,
we shall consider whether the anom aly can be cancelled by the G reen Schwarz m echanism
R81. Second, we shall consider adding additional eldswhich transfom non-trivially under
G sum , and third we shall consider a fam ily-dependent U (1)g .

32 G reen-Schwarz Anom aly C ancellation

The G reen-Schwarz m echanian of anom aly cancellation relies on coupling the system to a

Inearmultiplet B ; ; )whereB isan antisymm etric tensor. The eld strength ofB
is given by
H =dB; 320)
and
B=B dx "“dx; 321)

isa two—fom . In order to cancel the m ixed gauge anom alies the action forB  isnotgiven
by H 2, which is gauge and Lorentz invariant, but instead by H 2. H is classically gauge and

Lorentz non-invariant and is given by

=5 1Y% 1L, B 22)
Here
YM : 2 3
! = Tr@da+ A% 323)
L 2 3
1T = w(dl + 5! ); (G 24)
A = gA%T%dx : (3 25)

T r is a trace over the gauge group and tr is a trace over the Lorentz C 1i ord algebra. A is
a one-fom and T?# are the generators ofSU (3)., SU 2),,U 1)y ,and U 1)z, whike

1 ab
! = 5' abdX 7 (3'26)

®W e thank D .Castano, D .Freedm an, and C .M anuel for pointing out to us the di erence i the anom aly

version of this paper.
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is the soIn connection one-fom .

T he non-nvariant part of the gauge transfom ations ofH ? are of exactly the sam e form
as the m ixed gauge anom alies C1;C,; and C3 of the previous subsection. The com bined
action is gauge invariant, ie. the transfom ation of H 2 cancels them ixed gauge anom alies,
provided

&S, 627
Here the k; are real constants which take into account the di erent nom alization of the
gauge group generators. In string theories the k; are the KacM oody lkevels of the gauge
algebra. In alnost all string m odels we have k, = k3. M ost string m odels have been
constructed at kevel k = 1 for non-abelian groups. k; is not necessarily integer.

Fork, = k3 (not necessarily = 1) the anom aly cancellation conditions are com patible if
and only if

C,=C;+ 6: (328)
A s in reference RY], we can sim plify the equations by assum ing that

C, 3
- = Zi 329)
C: 5

which corresponds to the choice sin® , = £ at the uni cation scale. In this case

Ch 15; (3.30)

C2 = C3 = 9: (3.31)

Then the anom aly cancellation equations can all be expressed In tem s of one varable
= % lbeyond the quantum num bers of the sihglet elds g . The ram aining equations

are
3, X
80+ oI+ oz = 0; (3.32)
19 35 X
— 241+ g1°2+§1°3+ z2 = 0; (333)

w here we have added the contrbution of the lnearm ultiplet ( 1) to both equations.

T hese equations have no rational solution for zero or one singlt. W e have perform ed a
num erical scan forthree singltsw ith chargesm =6; andm an Integerbetween 200 and 200
and found no solution. It is not clar whether the situation would In prove ifwe allow for
di erent but realistic values for C ,=C, as the equations becom e very com plicated. String
m odels have also been constructed for leveltwo K acM oody algebras. W e have considered
the cases k;, = 2k3 and k; = 2k,. The equations are of sim ilar form to those above. T here
are no rational solutions for one or two singlkts.

W e conclude that it isnot possble to cancel the anom aly via the G reen-Schw arz m ech—

anisn with a gn all num ber of singlkts.
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3.3 Non-Singlet F ield E xtensions

W e want to brie y nvestigate what possible extensions of the eld content could kad to
an anom aly—free fam ily independent R -sym m etry. F irst, we consider eldsw hich transfom

under the electroweak gauge group. In order to m aintain the anom aly cancellation in the
Standard M odelwe allow for extra generations (N4 is the num ber of generations) and pairs
of H iggs doublkts N} . The ssven decoupled anom aly equations lead to the equation

3N
= b, (3 .34)
N, + 3

Ng

T his has no positive Integer solutions. W e thus consider the case of an extra SU (3)-octet
chirmlsuper ed O . with Ggy U 1)z quantum numbers (8;1;0;0.). O ctet extensions have
also been considered, for exampl in B0, §]. The anom aly equations for 317) and G.19)

change, they are now

1 1

3g+ §u+ 5d]+ 3+ 30 = 0; @35

3pP+ €+ 6 + 3u’+ 31+ 2h’+ 2’ + 16+ n°+ z + 83 = 0; (336)
X

3R1+ e+ 6g+ 3u+ 3d]+ 2+ h) 8+ n+ Za + 80, = 0: @37)

T he seven Independent equations are now in eight variables and have a solution In tem s
oftwo variables which we choose to be 1and g,

h = (Q+e+l); h= l+te 1; q-= 2 3L

2, 4 2 2 (3.38)

d = §+ §l+ ey u = 5 gl e n = l,' O: =

T he ram aining equations nvolving the singlts are then given by
X
321+ e) 19+ zi = 05 (339)
3 x* 3

321+ e)” + 13+ z; = O: (3.40)

1
i

For zero or one singkt this has no rational solution. W e perform ed a num erical scan for
sihglet charges between 20 and 20 in steps 0of1/6. W e found no solution for two or three
singkts. W e found m any (sixty-six) solutions w ith four singkts. Here we present three
solutions w ritten in tem s of the quantum numbers Q1+ €;21;22;23724) ¢

47 25

T; —; —i:3;13); (3.41)
3 3
11 7 25 25
(=i 1l;—i—i—=); (342)
3 33 3
1 20 47 47
(=i 200—;—i—) (3.43)
3 33 3

Note in Eq.{3.38) that the form jonic com ponent of the octet chiral super eld hasR ~charge
1 and thus the spin zero com ponent has R charge 0. T herefore when supersymm etry is
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broken the soft-supersym m etry breaking tem s In the scalar potential involving only the
FoIn zero octet are unconstrained. Such a potential typically breaks SU (3).. W e do not
consider these solutions any firther.

34 Fam ily D ependent G auged U (1) Sym m etry

The Standard M odel has three generations which are only distinguished by their m ass.
C karly this structure requires an explanation. O ne possibility is that the di erence in the
fam ilies are explained by a horzontal symm etry at very high energies. Thus In general
we expect at high energies the electron to have di erent gauge quantum numbers from the
m uon or the tau and sim ilarly for the quarks. Only at low energies are the gauge quantum

numbers in the e ective theory fam ily independent. W e shall see in Section 4 that R—
symm etries are broken close to the Planck scale. In accordance w ith this philosophy we
thus expect the R -sym m etry to be fam ily-dependent aswell. In this section we investigate
the conditions for an anom aly-free fam ily-dependent R -symm etry. W e shall denote the
R quantum number of the m atter elds by e;;L;q;u;, and d;, i= 1;2;3. M otivated by
the successes of the work on symm etric m ass m atrices B1] we shall assime a leftright
symm etry forthem atter elds

Qr (&) =Qr (%) (3.44)
Here a isa avour ndex. In particular we have
e=1; w=d=qg; i= 1;2;3: (345)

A lso motivated by the structure of the quark and lpton m asses we shall assum e that
only the elds ofthe third generation enter the superpotential. T he superpotential for the
observable sector is then given by

g®’ = h’LsEsH + h’Q3DsH + h’Q3UsH + hyNHH : (3.46)

Them asses orthe rst and ssoond generation w illbe generated after the breaking of som e
symm etry, possbly the R symm etry. W e shall here not further consider the problem of
ferm ion m ass.

The anom aly cancellation equations w illkesp the sam e form as .n Egs.34)- 3.19) but
w ith the factor of 3 outside the quark’s and lepton’s contributions replaced by 3 f: , and

these equations reduce respectively to

3 11 1
5(]1+]2+]8)+€(q1+qe+o:8)+5(h+h) = 0; 347)

"A frer we subm itted this paper El_d] also considered coloured tripletsD = (3;1; %), D = (3;1;%) and
obtain anom aly-free solutions.
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h* h* = 0; (348)

X
3+ L+ E)+ 2@+ g+ )+ 2h’+2n° 8+n’+ z = 0; (3.49)
1 3 1
5(]1"']2+]8)+5(Qﬂ+%+%)+§al+h)+2 = 0; 3.50)
2ttt x)t3 = 0; (351)
X
3G+ L+ B+ 12+ g+ )+ 20+ h)+ 16+ n+ Zn = O (352)
T he requirem ent that the superpotential has hom ogeneous weight two gives
2L+ h = 1; (3.53)
n+h+h = 1; 3.54)
2+ h = 1; (3.55)
2¢+h = 1 (3.56)
Combining all these equations we get
h=h = 1; =L=0;
. ’ X 18 ] ’ (357)
L = 5 L; @= G+ a) n= 1:
The only rem aining equations to solve are B8.52) and 3.49) which sim plify to
4511(11 5) 54 (o + 3)+ 15, % 5 . 0 358)
2 2 a|™T T g . '
X 43
Zg = —: (3.59)

W e s=e that at least one singlet m ust be added. For one extra singkt we nd two Indepen—
dent solutions:

Gioilin) - (18,143 6l 5.50)
ql-’%’ ’ 3I 6 14 2’ ’ M
@ikikik) = ( %, 7’19) 3.61)
q.’%’ ’ 3 4 6 4 4 2 .

Both solutions have z = 4—23 . In the next section we shall discuss the breaking of super-
symm etry and of the gauged R-symm etry. W e w ill see that this solution is unsatisfactory
In m any respects. The charge of the singlkt z is positive which leads to an unacoesptable
cosn ological constant. W e also see that som e of the ferm ionic charges of the cbservable
elds (@i;L;h;h) are less than 1; the bosonic charges are then negative. The potential
then requires ne-tuning in order to guarantee weak-scale sferm ion m asses.
Fortwo additional shglktswe ndm any solutions. The two solutionsw ith the sn allest

Th jvalues are

( 1 ) ( 61 113 1 7 6 55) (3.62)

rQrarbrzirzZ = —r I r ) .

Si2e) 1722 3 6 > >

( 11 ) (61 131 6 17 7 57) (3.63)
i%ibikiziz) = (i —i 6i—i Ti—): .

®iae) 1722 3 6 5 >



T hese solutions have negative singlet charges which m akes it possible to cancel the coan o—
logicaloonstant. However, g orgp < 1. W e scanned the three singlet case for approprate
solutions and found one. The ferm jonic charges are given by

1 1 115 203
f@imix); Gik;L); (zrzrz3)g= ( 1; 5;0);(5;2;0);( ?;26;?) : (3.64)

There are three fiirther physically distinct solutions obtained by the interchanges g $ o
and ; $ L .W e study this solution in m ore detail in the next two sections. H owever, this
solution has very large singlet charges and has a gauge invariant hidden-sector superpo-
tential w ith very large powers of the singlet elds. W e thus also studied the foursinglkt
solutions.

For four singlkts we nd very many solutions. The solutions with cbservable eld
ferm jonic charges greater than 1 can be classi ed In two sets of twelve and ten classes
a= 1; 5 ; n= 6;u36;n6 0 (3.65)

5
g = - 1 ; n= 06;u36;n6 4;0;4 (3.60)
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6
Physically distinct solutions are again obtained by the interchange g $ g and ; $ L.

tem L.H E; In the superpotential n contradiction to our assum ption of dom inant third
generation H iggs Yukawa couplings. Aswe willsee In Section § the solutionswith g = 1
lead to the sin ultaneous presence of L;Q 5D and UiD , D, in the superpotential. In m ost
cases this leads to an unacceptable kevel of proton decay. T he exceptions are discussed in
B2]. W e thus ©cus on the solutions (.66). In Tabk 1 we present the com plkte charges of
one representative of each of the ten classes.

In the next section we shalldiscuss the breaking of supersym m etry and R -symm etry for
the three singlkt solution ofEq.3.64) and the foursinglkt solutions of Tablk 1.

4 Supersymm etry and R -sym m etry B reaking

To have a realistic m odel both supersymm etry and R -symm etry must be broken at low

energies. Since we have a locally supersym m etric theory, it is possibbl to break supersym —
m etry soontaneously. T he easiest way is to utilize a hidden sectorwhose elds are singlets
w ith respect to the Standard M odel gauge group . D epending on w hether the R -sym m etry
and supersymm etry are to be broken sinultaneously or not, (the bosonic com ponent of)

these singlets would have or not have non-trivial R -num bers. In the case of a gauged R -
symm etry we have shown that anom aly free m odels are not possible for Ieptons and quarks
w ith fam ily Independent R -numbers. W hen we allow for fam ily dependent R -num bers for
the Jeptons and quarks whilke m aintaining a left—right sym m etry, we cbtain m any solutions,
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The R -num ber of the superpotential is 2, and a Fayet-Tlliopoulos term is necessarily
present in the D tem of the scalar potential. The gz part of this il

2

1, N 4
% G nzzmt 5 41)

and we have a coan ological constant of the order of the P lJanck scale. In a realistic m odel
we must avold giving the squarks and skptons superheavy masses [34], otherw ise super-
symm etry would be irrelevant at low -energies. T hus to lowest order the condition

- 4
< n;z'zi> + — = 0; @42)

mustbe satis ed. Asshown in §{], the rstorder correctionsw illoforder ( m %)%, wherem

is the supersym m etry scake oforder 10° 10°GeV . From Eq.@.) it should be clearthat at
Jeast one chiral super eld m ust have negative (posonic) R charge. In a realisticm odelonly

the singlkts should get a vev at the P landk scale. W e thushave the necessary requirem ent of
a negatively charged singlet (ferm ionic charge<  1). This lead us in the previous section to
reect the onesinglkt solution. In the generalm inin ization of the potentialwe also expect
negatively charged cbservable chiral super elds to get a vev. In the previous section we

thus In posed the additional constraint that the cbservable eldshave sam ipositive bosonic

charges. This lead us to the three-and foursinglet solutions.

T he bosonic com ponents of the only threesinglet solution are given by

112 209 3
@iz2723) = ( 7;27;7); ga=0;L= >t “23)
W e have chosen z;;2z,;z3 such that z; < 2z, < z3. For a realistic m odel we must have
<z > 0 (). The most general polynom ial w ith R <charge 2 for such three singlkts is

given by

1
Claizizs) = 5 a(2)(2)(2)°+a(2)” (%) (%)° 44

a1 44
(

tas(z)P (z) ()P + ar(z)* () onn o 4.5)

W e have only ntroduced the P lanck scale. W e take the arbirary param eters a, = O (1).
W e can not break supersymm etry via the Polonyim echanism {33] since a constant is
not R -invarant. Instead we nd the above superpotential su cient. W hen we take at least
three non-zero param eters a, in g° then it is possble to nd solutions for which the total
potential V is positive sem ide nite w ith the value zero at the m inimum , and where the

8H ere we have assum ed that the kinetic energy ism inin aland of the form
2

y = 7zizi+ e
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D —tem is also zero at them ininum . For this we must of course ne-tune the param eters
3y -

In this case the R -gauge vector boson m ass is of the order of the Planck mass. The
total superpotential is then taken to be of the formm

g= ;22 + g° Sy); @ 6)

where g€ is the dbservable sector superpotential which only depends on the Standard
M odel super elds S; and is given by @.3).
Them ost generalpotential in a locally supersym m etric theory w ith chiralm ultiplets S,

1 1
vV = —¢& 6.'* 6.G” 3 +§q2Ref1 GI(T z)a GPT z)p : @

4 i po@Ti

For the threesinglet m odel we thus cbtain the dependence of the R symm etry D -termm on

71720723 As
1 22 112 _ 209 4 2

gég 3 TJZHQ"' 273 % + ?:Zﬁ"‘ — 438)
From the form of ¢° it is clear that there is no symmetry In z;;2z,;2; and their vevs will
be unequal. For the D-tem to vanish at the m ininum we must have J,j < %, and
¥33< %jzlj. By netuning the param eters a, it m ight be possbl to arrange or 7, j
Z3 %jzljsothatjzlj Pl—gl.Then ifwe start w ith the naturalP lanck scalke %, the e ective
valie of ® willbe ®s, wherem , = & 2 1Y sofordero 10°Gev).

5 2
To be honest we must stress that studying such potentials is a very di cult task and
needs a carefil analysis. W e shallassum e that z;;2,;z3 O ¢) wih ooe cients less than
one, so that when these elds are Integrated out one gets<  2g’>= m,.
By integrating the hidden sector elds z;;z,;z3; one obtans the e ective potentialas a

function of the light elds z;. The general form of the e ective potential is [35]
. . 1, .
Verr = Bpftmimfem. @it @ 39+ het S @ 205 @9)

where § is related to g© through a multiplicative factor depending on the details of the
hidden sector. Sim flarly orA and m ¢ which isgiven by m; =< ?g’> . Th the observablke
sector the singlet N has R number 2, one can show that N can acquircea <N >= O (m )
because it also contrdbutes to the D tem . This can be seen explicitly by m inin izing the
e ective potential

v = jg;if + mijlez +mg (Zi ,'i+ (A 3)<§+ h:C:)
1 2 1 2
+§92H °H +H °H +§g02HH H H
2

G@sF+ P57+ PsH+ a7+ £8:,5H 0 @20
1

1 3

X
+Eg§ 2N F+ .
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T he above potential has R breaking tem s present in § and zig;i. Together w ith the tem s
nm2¥F they break supersymm etry softly. W e can use the treeJevel e ective action plus
the renom alization group equations to nd the radiative corrections and the R -breaking
e ects present.

T he three singlet solution isproblem aticw ith the UD D ocouplings asw illbe clear In the
next section. Therefore we must consider the four singlet solutions which we required to
avoid such a problm . T he superpotentials for the ten di erent classes are given n Tablk 2.

A s before we have to tune the param eters a, so that the potential is positive de nite
and so that ;5577 O ¢) with coe clents less than one so as to lnduce a scake such
that < 2g°>=m = O (10°Ge&V). The e ective potential takes the sam e form as in the
three singlkt case, but w ith di erent R -num bers for the squarks and slkptons.

Tt is possble to add direct gaugino m asses because the action contains the tem
€66, f x5 & @a1)

which for the canonical choice of the kinetic energy becom es

12 5 . %
ZeTZiZ (g;l+ ?zlg)f AR R 4a2)
Thus ifwe choose
f = f (%) (4213)
where, e g. we can take
£ @)= g’(z) (414)

which will induce direct gaugino m asses of order < 2g’>= 0 fm ) at the tree level. It is
clear that gaugino m asses w ill also be induced by radiative corrections {10, 11].

5 A pplications to R parity V iolation

W hen extending the Standard M odel to supersym m etry new din ension four Yukawa cou-
plings are allowed which violate baryon—and lpton-number. W hen determm ining our solu-
tionsto the anom aly equationsw e have explicitly assum ed that the superpotential conserves
R parity and that all these term s were forbidden. H owever, thiswasm erely a working as—
sum ption, shoe we arem ainly interested in an anom aly—free supersym m etric m odelw ith a
gauged R -symm etry and the superpotentials B83) (fam ily-independent) or 3.46) (fam ily—
dependent) posad the m nim al num ber of constraints. W hether R, is conserved or not
should only depend on gauge symm etries at the high energy scalk. Therefore, we now
investigate which R, violating tem s are allowed in the anom aly-free m odels 3.64,3.66) .
In order to detemm ine the allowed superpotential tem s we m ust consider the charge
com binations of the leptons and the quarks. W e shalldenote by 1= (4;L;Lk), and g =
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@ ;p;k) the s=t of fam ily dependent ferm ionic lepton and quark charges. For the three
singlet m odel they are given .n Eq.(3.64). For the four singlkt case we had twenty m odels
wih g= ( 1; %;O) and ten modelswih g = ( %; %;O). T he corresponding Jeptonic
charges are given in Tabl 3. In allthree-and oursinglket modelsh = h= 1.

T he possble dim ension four tem s are

LiLsEx; LiQsDyx; UDsDy; ~LiH; 6d)

where ~ is a din ensionfiil param eter. The indices i; j;k are generation indices and we
have suppressed the gauge group indices. In the rst term wemust have i€ Jj due to an
antisymm etry in the SU (2); indices. Sim ilarly, in the third term we must have j 6 k
due to the SU (3). structure. W e have included the last term because the symmetry U (1)g
distinguishes between the leptonic super elds L; and the Higgs H and thus can not be
rotated away. In our notation and w ith the leftright symm etry the U (1) charges of the
above tem s are given by

Or CiLsEy) = L+ L+ &k 1; 62)
Or LiQO3Dx) = L+ g+ g 1; 63)
Qr UDsDx) = g+ g+ & 1; 6 4)

Qr @LiH) = L+h O: 65)

The last equality In each line is the requirem ent on the femm ionic charges for U (1)g gauge
Invariance. The L;H tem isdi erent just because we are considering the ferm ionic charges.
T he super eld chargesmust add to + 2 for all tem s.

Forthe three singlet solution we obtain the follow ingGgsy U (1)r additionaldin ension—
four tem s

LLE : none (5.6)
LOD : Li0:D2;L:Q2D1;L3Q0:D3;L3Q3D1;L3Q2D,; .7
UDD : U3D 1D 3;U2D2D3; (5.8)

LQOD and UDD tem s together can lad to a dangerous kvel of proton decay. Recently
Carlson, Roy and Sher {32] studied the proton decay rates from all possble com binations.
They found that som e of the above combinations are m ore weakly bound than expected.
But for exam ple the product of Yukawa couplings for the operators U,D ,D 3 and LQD is
restricted to be am aller than 10 ° . W e thus exclude the three singlet solution. Sin ilarly we
also exclude the four sihglet solutionswith g = 1. This is the reason why In the previous

5

section we restricted ourselves to the case g = .

For the ten models of Tabk 1 we nd the Pllow ng sets of gauge Invariant R -parity
violating dim ension-four tem s

I: L;L3:E3;L;:03D3
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ITI :

L,L3E;

IV : L10:D3;L:Q03D5;

V : L,0.D3;L103D1; ©.9)
VII: 1L:0,D,;
VIIT: 1,Q1D,;L1Q,D1;

X L.H :

W hen determm Ining solutions to the anom aly equationswe had an additional set of solutions
under the interchange ; $ L and g $ & . W e can thus obtain a further set of allowed

R “parity violating m odels

1° LyL3E3; L,Q3D s
111° L,LsE,
v L,02D 37 L203D 5
v ©® L,0:D3;L203D ;5
wv® L:0:D3;L:03D;;
v L;02D3;L1Q3D 35
V®:  L,01D3;L,QsD1; (5.10)
v® L202D3;L,03D 55
v 171° L1Q:D1;
v I1® L,0:D y;
A L2Q2D 2;
v II11° L,01D2;L,Q2D 45
x © L,H :

W e nd the interesting pont that we have m odels with only LLE type couplings, others
wih only L;H or LOD oouplings. W e also have three sets IT;V I;IX where R parity is
conserved. Thus there is no logical connection between a conserved R -symm etry and the
status of R pariy. They are lndependent concepts.

TheL;,H tem hasa dinensionful coupling ~ sin ilar to the tem oftheM SSM . Its
natural valie in our Jocal supersymm etric models is ! . At low energies, we can rotate
away this tem and thus generate LLE ;LQD interactions which are strongly constrained
experin entally [B7]. These bounds translate nto ~ < O ). In order to avoid a further
hierarchy problem we require the absence of L;H tem s and therefore exclude the m odels
X ;X O,

Interestingly enough, m ost of the models (I;I1% IV; =3IV ®, v; 5V ®, v IT; 25V II®,
V III;V I119 predict sizeable L;,Q D 5 interactions. The rst set leads to resonant squark
production at HERA which hasbeen investigated in detailin B§]. T his should be cbservable
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with an integrated lum inosity of about 100pb! for squark m asses below 275G eV . The
seocond set also lead to observable signalsat HERA even forvery am allcouplings asdiscussed
n BYI.

W e point out that only in m odel I we have addiional term s L;H N . These conserve
R parity provided N is interpreted as a right-handed neutrino. L;H N is a D irac neutrino
m ass and requires a very am all Yukawa coupling. W e thus excludem odel I.

Tt is interesting to note that eventhough for the Higgs Yukawa ocouplings the third
generation is dom nant this is not necessarily the case for the R, violating interactions.

6 Conclusion

Thepurpose ofthispaperhasbeen to takea rst step towardsm odelbuilding w ith a gauged
R symm etry. W e have discussed in detailthat an R -sym m etry can only be gauged in local
supersym m etry since it does not com m ute w ith the supersym m etry generator. W e showed
that electrow eak extensions of the m inim al superpotential do not lead to an anom aly-free
theory, ndependently of the num ber of standard m odel singlkts added. W e found anom aly—
free fam ily-independent R -sym m etric m odels by adding an SU (3). octet chiral super eld.
This however typically breaks SU (3).. W e then discussed In detail the fam iky-dependent
anom aly-free R symm etry. M aking assum ptions based on m ass m atrix considerations we
found solutions w ith one, two, three and four additional singlets. W e discarded the one-
and two-singlt solutions based on the symm etry breaking pattem. For the three— and
foursinglet solutions we analysed the gauge- and supersymm etry breaking. The U (1)g
symm etry is necessarily broken near the P lJanck scale because ofthe Fayet—Tlliopoulos tem .
This could naturally lead after sym m etry breaking to an expansion param eter of order the
W olfenstein param eter which is required for a dynam ical generation of the correct m ass
m atrix structure. W e generated the supersymm etry scale of order the weak-scale because
of the large powers in the superootential. The large powers were determ ined by the R—
symm etry.

W e have allowed for the possibility of a solution to the mu problem via an additional
singkt. But there is no potential for this singkt. W e shall show :n 1] how a proper
solution to the m u-problem can be obtained.

In the last section we discuss in detail the R, violating structure of our m odels. W e

nd that R-symm etry and R -parity are disconnected concepts. W e exclude a large class
of our m odels because they lead to an unacosptabl level of proton decay. T he rem aining
solutions typically predict LOD R -party violation which could be observed at HERA .

W e expect gauged R -sym m etries to be a usefiilm odelbuilding tool In the future.
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Tablk 1: Fem ionic charges of the ten foursinglet solutions

=3 L,a=L=0.
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I = @ () () () ala) (%) (z)( %)

tas( z)%( 2) (%) ( z)*+ as( 2)° ( 2)? ( z)° ( %)?)

o 3= @ (z) () (z)(z)+ a(z) (z) (%)
tas( z)’( ) ( z)?( z)P+ as( 2)°( %) ( 2)0)

IT P= @z () () (z)+a( z) () m)?( =)
+as( z)°( z)( z)®+ as ( z)°( %) ( z)°( %))

v 3= @ (z)(z)((z)*(z)+a( 2)°( ) ( z)*
+az(z) (z)' ((z)’+a(2)(2)°( %)’ (7))

\ = @ (z2)’ (%)’ () (2’ + a(z2) (%) (2)(z)°

+az( z)P ()0 z)+ a( z)P0( %) ( z))

VI 3= @ ( z)?(z)°(z)+ ay( z2)°( z)
tas(z)°(z)8(z)" + as( z) ()P ( ) ( z)°)

VI | 3= @ (z)(z)°(z)+a( z)(%)?(z)°
tas( 2)° () (2)°( z)°+ as( 2)°( 2)*( z) (%)

VvIIT| 3= @ (z)3(z)°(z)+a(z)(z)3(z)°

+as( z)°( 2) (%) ( z)*+ as( 2)°( 2)°( )° (7))

X FP= @ (z)' (2w z)lP+az) () (%) (7))
tas(z) ()7 (z)(z)+as((2)°( 2)M( %) ()

X 3= @ z) () ()t a( z) () z) (=)’
+as( z) ()00 z)* (z)' + as(z)°( z)°( z)?)

Tabl 2: R -nvarant superpotentials for the ten di erent classes of anom aly—-free solutions
wih ¢ = 2.W ehave only kept the Jowest four tem s.
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M odel | Lepton Charges

I 1= ( 1;2;0)
s I= ( 2i%50)
o | 1= ( 3;3;0)
Y 1= ( 3;%;0)
v I= ( £:3:0)
VI | 1= ;30

v 1= %;1—63;0)
VII |1= £;2;0)

D)4 1= ;3;0)
X 1= (1;3;0)

Tabl 3: Leptonic fem ionic charges of the ten foursinglket solutionsw ith ¢ = % .
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