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A bstract

W e consider the M inim alSupersym m etric Standard M odel(M SSM ) withoutim posing re-

lationson the superpartnerm assesthatarise in grand uni�ed theories. Given an arbitrary

pattern ofsuperpartner m asses (consistent with experim entalconstraints),itm ay happen

thatthescalarpotentialisactually unstable,even though allscalarm asses-squared arepos-

itive atthe weak scale M W . Thisism ostlikely to happen ifthe running m ass-squared in

a \at" direction in �eld space becom esnegative atsom e scale Q 0 which iswellbelow the

GUT scale. In this case,either this pattern ofm asses is ruled out,orthere m ust be new

physics(beyond theM SSM )atorbelow thescaleQ 0.

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9510308v1


Theappearanceofsupersym m etry attheelectroweak scaleiswidely regarded asa likely

possibility.Them ainproblem inanalyzingsupersym m etricextensionsoftheStandardM odel

isthehugenum berofnew param eters.Even intheM inim alSupersym m etricStandardM odel

(M SSM ),we m ust specify m ass m atrices for the superpartners;these m asses softly break

supersym m etry,and are arbitrary unless we m ake som e assum ptions abouttheirultim ate

origin.Ofcourse,som eofthese new param etersarerestricted by experim entalconstraints,

in particular,by theabsenceofavor-changing neutralcurrents.Still,itisalwaysnecessary

tom akesom esortofsim plifyingassum ptionsin ordertodealwith therem ainingcom plexity.

One ofthe best m otivated assum ptions is thatofconventionalgrand uni�cation,with

the further assum ption that allsquark and slepton m asses are equalat the grand uni�ed

(GUT) scale [1,2]. However,there are a num ber ofreasons to doubt these assum ptions.

Firstofall,even in a GUT,thereisno reason forthesquark and slepton m assesofdi�erent

generationstobeequal.In addition,superstringm odelsneed notinvolveconventionalgrand

uni�cation,and can in factgivevery di�erentm asspatterns[3].Thelow energy contentof

thetheory isoften enlarged,with extra U(1)gaugebosonsand extra scalars(m oduli�elds),

and ofcourse theirsuperpartners. Also,itm ay be thatsupersym m etry isbroken by extra

strong interactions(technicolor)atrelatively low energies,leading to stillm orecom plicated

scenarios[4].

Ourpurposehereistopointoutthatcertain m asspatternsforthesuperpartnerscannot

arise unless there is new physics (beyond the M SSM ) wellbelow GUT scale. To see this,

considerusing therenorm alization group equationsto run thesuperpartnerm asses-squared

up from theweakscale.Itm ayhappen thatsom esquarkorslepton m ass-squared param eters

becom enegativeatsom escaleQ 0 which iswellbelow theGUT scale,apparently leading to

large and disastrousvacuum expectation valuesforthe corresponding �elds. Ifthisisthe

case,clearly thisregion ofparam eterspace isruled out,orwe m ade a m istake in trusting

the renorm alization group equationsup to the scale Q 0.Thiswould im ply the existence of

new physicsatorbelow thescaleQ 0.However,thereisan im portantcaveat:thecom puted

VEVsarenottrustworthy iftheyarem uch lessthan therenorm alization scaleQ > Q 0 which

wechoosetoem ploy.Thisisbecausetherearelargelogarithm sin theloop correctionswhich

cannotbeabsorbed into therunning param eters.If,on theotherhand,theVEVsturn out

to beroughly equalto (orgreaterthan)Q,then disastrousbreaking ofcolorand/orelectric

chargecan beexpected to occur.

Constraintson the param eterspace (m ostnotably on the softsupersym m etry breaking

trilinear couplings A) arising from the existence ofcharge and/or color breaking m inim a

have been previously considered [5]. As far as we know,however,previous authors have
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considered only directionsin �eld spaceinvolving VEVsofHiggs�elds,whereasthespeci�c

exam pleweconsiderinvolvessquark �eldsonly.

Ouranalysiswilluse m ethodsused previously to study vacuum stability in the M SSM

(e.g.,[6]and references therein). There are two caseswhich can be considered separately.

In the�rst,alltheVEVsappearin directionsin �eld spacein which thetree-levelpotential

has nonvanishing quartic term s. (There m ay also be cubic term s,but these willnot be

qualitatively im portant,and wewillneglectthem forsim plicity.) Schem atically,wehave

V =
1

2
m

2(Q)�2 +
1

4
�(Q)�4; (1)

Thescalarm asses,m 2(Q),area�ected by theirgaugeand Yukawa interactions.Fora given

setofm assesattheweak scale,interactionswith gauginosdrive thescalarm assesdown as

onem ovesto higherenergy scaleswhereastheirYukawa interactionstend to drivethem up

[2]. The Yukawa interactionsare im portantonly forstops(and perhapsforsbottom sand

stausiftan� islarge).Depending on theparticularpattern ofsferm ion m assesattheweak

scale,itm ay happen thatthe interactionswith gauginosin factdrivesm 2(Q)negative,in

which case the scalarpotentialhasa m inim um at� = v(Q)= [� m2(Q)=�(Q)]1=2. W e will

assum ethatm 2(Q)isnegativewhen Q isgreaterthan som eparticularscaleQ 0.

The presence of the m inim um at � = v(Q) can be trusted only if it is stable with

respectto radiativecorrections;in general,attheone-loop leveltheseareoftheform �V �

v(Q)4ln[v(Q)2=Q 2][7].Hence,them inim um at� = v(Q)istrustworthy ifv(Q)’ Q,where

theone-loop correctionscan safely beassum ed to besm all.Thus,thebestvalueofQ to use

istheonewhich yieldsv(Q)= Q.IfQ 0 islarge,then itcan happen thatthisequation has

no solution.Thisindicatesthatthetrue,renorm alization-group invariantvalueoftheVEV

iszero. In general,however,we usually �nd thatthere is,in fact,a solution to v(Q)= Q,

and thism eansthateither(1)thepattern ofsuperpartnerm asseswhich resultsin anonzero

VEV isruled out,or(2)new physicsm ustappearatorbelow thescaleQ,new physicswhich

som ehow forcestheVEV back to zero.

The analysis outlined above is som ewhat com plicated,since there are m any directions

in �eld space to check. Luckily,we �nd thatthe strongest constraints arise in the second

case: directions in �eld space for which �(Q) = 0 for allQ. This case is the sim plest to

analyze,and the M SSM has,in fact,m any such \at" directions. Letusdenote by m 2
k
(Q)

the m ass-squared along one ofthese atdirections. Then ifa negative m 2
k
(Q)isfound for

Q greater than som e value Q 0,the potentialis unbounded below for large �eld values in

theatdirection.Thisunboundednessm ightstillbecured,butonly by nonrenorm alizable

term sin thescalarpotential,such asVN R(�)� M 4� n�n,wheren > 4,and M isa new m ass
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scale(e.g.,thePlanck m assoran interm ediatescale)corresponding to new physics.In this

case,the�eld willacquirea VEV

v(Q)� M
(n� 4)=(n� 2)[� m

2

k
(Q)]1=(n� 2) (2)

and forM > Q 0,therewillusually bea solution ofv(Q)= Q.

There are m any atdirectionswhich in principle m ustbe checked. W e concentrate on

a particularexam ple,the direction ~ur

R = ~s
g

R = ~bbR � v(Q)[8]. W e expectthisdirection to

provideparticularly strongbounds,asitinvolvesonly squarks(whosem assesrun fasterthan

the sleptonsdue to theirstrong coupling to gluinos)and itdoesnotinvolve the stop m ass

(whoserunning isslowed by Yukawa interactions).Forthiscasewehavem 2
k
= m 2

~uR
+ m 2

~sR
+

m 2
~bR
,whoserenorm alization group equation is

Q
dm 2

k

dQ
=

1

8�2

�

� 16g2
3
M

2

3
�
8

3
g
2

1
M

2

1
+ 2h2b

�

m
2

~qL
+ m

2
~bR
+ m

2

H 1
+ A

2

b

��

; (3)

whereg1 isthestandard m odelU(1)coupling,M iisagaugino m ass,hb isthebottom -quark

Yukawa coupling,and A b isthebottom -quark trilinearm ixing param eter;wehaveneglected

term sinvolving �rstand second generation Yukawa couplings1.ThefullsetofRGEscan be

found,forexam ple,in [2,9,10].Iftan� (theratio ofthetwo HiggsVEVs)isnottoo large,

then hb issm all,and theterm proportionalto h2b hasa nearly negligiblee�ect.W eseethat,

asQ increases,m 2
k
decreases,and m ay becom enegative.

Eq.(3) can be solved in closed form by m aking use ofthe one-loop relations M i(Q) /

g2i(Q) and g2i(Q 1) = g2i(Q 2)=[1� big
2
i(Q 2)ln(Q 1=Q 2)=(8�

2)]with b3 = � 3 and b1 = +11.

Assum ing thatthe physical(propagatorpole)squark m assesentering m 2
k
are lessthan the

gluino m assM 3 and thebino m assM 1,then thesolution ofeq.(3)is

m
2

k
(Q)= m

2

k
�

2

�2
g
2

3
(M 3)M

2

3
ln(Q=M 3)

(

1+ 3g2
3
(M 3)ln(Q=M 3)=(16�

2)

[1+ 3g23(M 3)ln(Q=M 3)=(8�
2)]

2

)

�
1

3�2
g
2

1
(M 1)M

2

1
ln(Q=M 1)

(

1� 11g2
1
(M 1)ln(Q=M 1)=(16�

2)

[1� 11g21(M 1)ln(Q=M 1)=(8�
2)]

2

)

(4)

where allm asses on the right-hand side are physical(propagator pole) m asses. The only

undeterm ined factorsare g23(M 3)and g
2
1(M 1),which depend on the fullspectrum ofsuper-

partnerm asses(via threshold e�ects).

1 Notethatforthisatdirection wehavea cancellation oftheU(1)D -term swhich m ustbeincluded for

generic patternsofscalarm asses.These contributionsare absentin G UT m odels,where one assum esthat

the scalarm assesareallequalatsom escale[2,10].
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W e have solved the fullset ofRGEs num erically,and in �g.(1),we show contours of

constantv(Q)= Q in the m k=
p
3{M 3 plane;note thatthe m k=

p
3 isthe root-m ean-square

average ofthe three relevant squark m asses. W e have taken �3(M Z) = 0:12,A b;t = 0,

the higgsino m ass param eter � = 1000GeV,tan� = 3,and the pseudoscalar Higgs m ass

m A = 400GeV.W e have actually run the RGE’sforseveralsetsofparam eterchoices,and

we �nd negligible variation with respect to A;�,and tan�,iftan� <
� 10. Also,we have

taken M 1 = M 2 = M 3 as an illustrative choice;our results are not atallsensitive to the

valueofM 2,and sensitiveto thevalueofM 1 only ifM 1 � M 3.Furtherm ore,wehavetaken

VN R(�) =
1

6
M � 2�6 with M = M Pl = 1:2� 1019GeV.The value ofv(Q) which labels the

contoursdependson thischoice,roughly asv(Q)/ M 1=2,so thatlowering M im pliesnew

physicsata lowerscale. However,the location ofthe upperm ostcontourdoesnotdepend

on M .Above thiscontour,there isno solution ofv(Q)= Q,and so there isno unphysical

m inim um ofthe scalar potential; these values ofm k and M 3,given by the approxim ate

form ula

m k=
p
3>� 0:7M 3 (5)

forM 3 < 2000GeV,areallowed.Below thiscontour,thereisa solution ofv(Q)= Q,and so

eitherthesevaluesofm k and M 3 areruled out,ornew physicsm ustappearatorbelow the

scaleQ (which dependson thechoiceofVN R).Them ostexcitingpossibility istheeventually

experim entaldiscovery ofsquarksand gluinoswith m asseswhich do notsatisfy eq.(5),as

thiswould predictnew physics(beyond theM SSM )atorbelow thecorresponding valueof

Q shown in �g.(1). Note that based on our constraint,we do not expect to �nd squark

m asses with m k lower than ourlowest contourlabeled 103 GeV,aswe do notexpect new

physicsbelow thisscale.In addition,forM < M Plourconstraintson m k arestrengthened.

Sim ilarconstraintscan also be found forothercom binationsofsquarksand sleptonsalong

otheratdirections.

Ourconstraintinvolvesfairly largesquark m asses,and thesecan havecosm ologicalcon-

sequences.W em ustensurethatthelightestsupersym m etric particle(LSP)hasan e�cient

annihilation channel,so thattheirrelicm assdensity doesnotoverclosetheuniverse.Ifthis

particle isa gaugino,annihilation via squark and slepton exchange isthe dom inantm ech-

anism ,and so the squarks and sleptons cannot allbe too heavy [11]. The large sferm ion

m assesim plied by ourconstraintslead to a relicdensity ofgauginos
e�h
2 � 1 unlesseither

som e com bination ofsquark and slepton m asses are light while stillsatisfying the bound

on m k or there is signi�cant m ixing am ong the stops providing us with a relatively light

stop. (Thispossibility requiresofcourse thatthe LSP isheavierthan the top quark [12].)

Thus,the com m only m ade ansatz oftaking equalsquark and slepton m asses atthe weak
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scale iscosm ologically excluded unlessm e� > m t and we have a lightstop. W hen the LSP

is a higgsino,for which annihilation through interm ediate sferm ions is not as im portant,

thesecosm ologicalrestrictionsdonotapply.However,fora Higgsino LSP,
e�h
2 � 1,unless

m e�
>
� 1 GeV.

To conclude,we have identi�ed a new constraint on supersym m etric m odels which do

notinclude conventionalgrand uni�cation.Thesparticle m assesattheweak scalem ustbe

such that the squark and slepton �elds do not acquire large VEVs. Charge and/or color

breaking m inim a can occurifa squark orslepton m ass-squared becom esnegative atsom e

scale Q 0. Directions in �eld space forwhich the quartic term vanishes (which are in fact

com m on in supersym m etric m odels) are particularly susceptible to the form ation oflarge

VEVs.In general,ifthee�ectivepotentialatscaleQ predictsa VEV ofa squark orslepton

�eld v(Q)such thatv(Q)= Q,then new physicsm ustappearatorbelow thisvalueofQ.
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Figure C aptions

Fig.1) Contoursofconstantv(Q)= Q asa function ofthegluino m assM 3 and the

root-m ean-square average squark m ass m k. W e take a non-renorm alizable

operatoroftheform VN R = 1

6
�6=M 2

Pl
to stabilizethescalarpotentialathigh

scales. Successive contours represent an increase by a factorof10 in v(Q).

Regionsbelow acontourareforbidden unlessnew physicsappearsbelow that

scale.Thereareno solutionsto v(Q)= Q forv >� 1010GeV.
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