
ar
X

iv
:h

ep
-p

h/
96

08
25

4v
1 

 7
 A

ug
 1

99
6

1

Flavor,Com positeness,and Dynam icalBreaking ofSupersym m etry

A.E.Nelsona �

aDepartm entofPhysics,Box 351560,University ofW ashington,Seattle,W A 98195-1560,USA

W eshould betaking advantageofrecentgainsin ournonperturbativeunderstanding ofsupersym m etricgauge

theories to �nd the \standard" m odelofofdynam icalsupersym m etry breaking,and possibly of
avor as well.

Asan illustration ofthepossibilitiesforunderstanding the
avorhierarchy,Idescribe a realistic,renorm alizable,

supersym m etricm odelwith a com positenessscaleof� 1� 3 TeV forthetop quark,thelefthanded bottom quark,

and theup-typeHiggs.Thetop-HiggsYukawa coupling isa dynam ically generated strong interaction e�ect,and

isnaturally large,while the otherYukawa couplingsare suppressed.

1. Introduction: C an SU SY G auge D y-

nam ics Solve O ur P roblem s?

Holom orphy and Duality have taughtusa lot
ofnonperturbativeinform ation aboutlow energy
dynam icsofN = 1supersym m etricgaugetheories
[1]. O ne m ighthope thatthiswould turn outto
be useful in understanding som e long standing
puzzlesin particlephysics.

2. T he G auge H ierarchy P roblem

Dynam icalBreaking ofSupersym m etry (DSB)
atascalewhich isexponentially sm allwhen com -
pared with the Planck scale m P , is a poten-
tially beautifulsolution to the problem of why
the weak scale isso m uch lowerthan the Planck
scale [2]. Untilrecently only 4 exam plesofDSB
wereknown [3,4],noneofwhich yielded arealistic
candidate m odelofparticle physics[3]. W e now
know ofseveralnew m echanism sand m any new
classes of DSB m odels [5{13]. In the last two
years we have learned that supersym m etry can
break dynam ically in m odelswith classically 
at
directions,with non-chiralrepresentationsofthe
gaugegroup,with gaugesingletsuper�elds,with-
out dynam ically generated superpotentials,and
withoutany U (1)R-sym m etry [14].
W hile m any of the new DSB m odels can be

supplem ented with additionalsectorsto yield re-
alistic theories, no really com pelling \standard
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m odel" ofsupersym m etry breaking hasem erged.
Allthe m odels require the addition ofa M SSM
(M inim alSupersym m etric Standard M odel)sec-
torto be realistic.Hidden sectorm odelsare not
renorm alizable orpredictive,and do notexplain
the absence of 
avor changing neutralcurrents
or electric dipole m om ents, while visible sector
gauge m ediated m odelsrequire that,in addition
totheM SSM sector,a\m essengersector"ofnew,
heavy,vector-like quarks and leptons be tacked
on.Still,furtherexploration m ightreveala plau-
sibleDSB m odelwhoselow energy lim itcontains
thestandard m odel,oratleastonewith room in
itsglobalsym m etry group toem bed thestandard
m odelgaugeinteractions,sothatthethem essen-
gersectorcould be avoided.
Note that any interpretation ofthe Ferm ilab

ee

 eventinvolving decay into a gravitino [15{
21]im pliesa ratherlow (< O (100 TeV))super-
sym m etry breaking scale. Since the m essenger
quarksand leptonsshould also have m assin the
30{100 TeV range[6],ifthiseventisa signalfor
a lightgravitino then we havean indication that
the DSB and m essengersectorsarethe sam e.In
factthereareseveralwaysto m ergetheDSB and
m essengersectors[22].

3. Flavor

Even m ore puzzling than the supersym m etry
breakingm echanism istheexplanation forthehi-
erarchy ofquark and lepton m asses and m ixing
angles.Itisintriguing to speculatethatstrongly
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coupled dynam ics could lie behind the genera-
tionalstructure. For instance,in the contextof
supersym m etry,atleastsom eofthe superpoten-
tialcouplingsoftheM SSM m ighthavea dynam -
icalorigin.
A proposalalong these lines wasm ade in [23]

and in [24]in which a dynam icalm echanism for
generating the top quark Yukawa coupling was
suggested.In this\quindecuplet"scenario,acon-
�ning SU (2)C gauge theory,has as its low en-
ergylim ita15dim ensionalm ultipletofcom posite
particles,containing the top quark,left-handed
bottom quark, the up-type Higgs, and the left
handed tau anti-lepton. The ordinary SU (3)c �
SU (2)w � U (1)Y gaugeinteractionscanbeem bed-
ded into an SU (5)globalsym m etry ofthestrong
interactions,underwhich thecom positeparticles
transform as5+ 10.Thetop quark Yukawa cou-
pling is generated by a strong coupling e�ect of
con�nem ent [25]and the bottom quark m ass is
generated through an higher-dim ension operator
arising from Planck scale physics. Viable three-
generation m odels,em ploying allor part ofthis
m echanism with the com positenessscale nearto
the Planck scale, were proposed in [24]. How-
ever,the com positenessscale m ustbe very high
orproton decay would betoorapid.Hence,other
than thepostdiction ofqualitativefeaturesofthe
ferm ion m ass hierarchy, these m odels m ake no
predictions.
Here Iwould like to describe a version ofthe

quindecuplet theory in which the proton is sta-
ble,and thecom positenessscaleofthetop quark
can be low,� 1 TeV.The m odelisrealistic and
isa good laboratory to study possiblelow energy
signalswhich could arisefrom com positeness[26].
Them ain di�erencewith them odelof[24]isthat
allcom ponents ofthe � lepton are fundam ental
particles| there isa com posite particle with the
gauge quantum num bers ofthe left handed tau
antilepton butitm ustcarry baryon num ber+ 1
and so is identi�ed as a new,exotic \triquark"
particle,the �E . O ne fam ily ofquarks and lep-
tonsresultsfrom theparticlecontentshown in ta-
ble 1. The N ;N 0;�N ;�N 0 particlesare given large
m asses| and integrating them out willresult in
thenonrenorm alibleoperatorsresponsibleforthe
bottom quark m ass. The �fteen lightcom posite

Table 1
O ne Fam ily Com positeM odel
Preon Field SU (2)C SU (3)c SU (2)w U (1)y

d 2 3 1 � 1=3
h 2 1 2 1=2

n;N ;N 0;�N ;�N 0 2 1 1 0
�d;�D 1 3 1 1=3
�H ,‘ 1 1 2 � 1=2
E 1 1 1 � 1
�e 1 1 1 1

�eldsofthism odelare

q�

�

t

b

�

� dh �t� dd H � hn

D � dn �E � hh ;

(1)

which we identify with the top and left handed
bottom quarks,theup-typeHiggs,and an exotic
\diquark" and \triquark". To getthree fam ilies
them odelistriplicated| threedi�erentSU (2)C ’s
with di�erent com positeness scales are intro-
duced. The quark m ass hierarchy is a result of
the 3 di�erentcom positenessscales.
Here I willbrie
y sum m arize how the m odel

reproducestheparticlem assesand m ixingangles.

3.1. H iggs,D and E m asses

The tree level superpotential contains the
term s

W tree � �
H
hn �H + �

D
dn �D + �

E
hhE : (2)

The�rstterm givestheinfam ous\�"Higgsm ass
term oftheM SSM ,ofsize�H tim esthecom pos-
iteness scale. Hence unless we assum e �H is ex-
trem ely sm allthe com positeness scale � should
not be too far above the weak scale. Sim ilarly,
the second two term s result in D and E m asses
proportionalto �D � and �E �.

3.2. T he Top M ass

Below the con�nem entscale,a superpotential
isgenerated dynam ically forthecom positeparti-
cles[25]

W dynam ical/ q�tH + qqD + �tD �E : (3)

The �rst term ,the top-Higgs Yukawa coupling,
isa nonperturbativee�ectwhich weexpectto be
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large| im plying thattan� could be sm all. Note
thattheD m ustbeassignedbaryonnum ber� 2=3
and the E carriesbaryon num berof1.

3.3. T he B ottom M ass

Thism assm ustcom efrom the term

W e�ective �
1

M
dh�b�H ; (4)

which results in a b-quark Yukawa coupling of
order�=M ,where � is the com positeness scale.
This nonrenorm alizable term results from inte-
grating outthe N ;�N preonsifthe tree levelsu-
perpotentialincludesthe term s

W tree � M N
�N N + �

d
d �N �d+ �

H
hN �H : (5)

3.4. T he Light Q uark M asses

In ordertogivethecharm and up quarksm ass,
itisnecessary thatthem odelbetriplicated{that
is two m ore con�ning SU (2) groups,which get
strong atscales�1 and �2 respectively,produce
two m ore sets of 15 light com posite particles.
Theseincludethe�rstandsecond quarkdoublets,
the �u and the �c, with dynam ical couplings to
two additionalcom posite up-type Higgses. The
latter,as wellas the additionalD and E parti-
cles,willcom binewith elem entaryparticlestoget
large m asses oforder �1;2,however o�-diagonal
superpotentialcouplings to the down-type Hig-
gseswillcausethe heavy up-type Higgsesto m ix
with the lightestH by am ountsoforder�3=�2,
�3=�1.Thelightup-typeHiggsisactuallyam ix-
ture of the three com posite Higgses{which ex-
plains the charm and up m asses as dynam ical
e�ects. The com positeness scale for the second
fam ilyquarksis> 200TeV| thoseofyou whoare
refugeesfrom extended technicolorm odelbuild-
ing willrecognizethisscaleasbeing high enough
to keep the m odelsafe from overly large K � �K
m ixing.
The down and strangequark m assesarisein a

m anner sim ilar to the bottom quark m ass. The
num ber of doublets for each of the SU (2)’s is
chosen such that ifallthe SU (2) couplings are
equalatshortdistanceand thedi�erancein con-
�nem entscalesisdueentirely to di�erentm asses
M 1;2;3 forthe three setsofheavy preons,we ob-
tain the naturalorderofm agnitude relationsfor

quark m assesand m ixing angles

m d=m s �
p

m u=m c � �12 � (M 2=M 1)
(1=3)

m s=m b �
p

m c=m t � �23 � (M 3=M 2)
(1=3)

�13 � (M 3=M 1)1=3 :

(6)

The M i’scan be chosen such thatthese allwork
to within a factorof2 or3.

3.5. Lepton M asses

Since the leptons and the down-type Higgs
are both fundam ental particles, renorm alizable
lepton-Higgs couplings are allowed. The lepton
m ass hierarchy could be put in by hand. How-
everwork isin progresson an attem ptto explain
the lepton Yukawa coupling hierarchy via large
anom alousdim ensions,induced by a superpoten-
tialcouplingofthelepton doubletstothestrongly
coupled preonsh;N 0;�N 0 [22].(Thiscan be done
in a way consistentwith baryon and lepton num -
bersym m etries.)

3.6. Supersym m etry and Electrow eak

Sym m etry B reaking

A low scaleforthem essengersectorispreferred
in this m odel. If the supersym m etry breaking
is com m unicated above the com positeness scale
ofthe second fam ily,(as in hidden sector m od-
els with supergravity as the m essenger,) then
strongrenorm alization e�ectswillensurethatthe
�rst two generation squark m asses are not de-
generate. Furtherm ore the squark m asses will
align with theup-typeratherthan thedown-type
quark m asses. Thusunlessthe �rsttwo fam ilies
ofsquarksareratherheavy,hidden sectorsuper-
sym m etry breaking willnecessarily lead to overly
largeK � �K m ixing.
A supersym m etry breaking sectorsuch asone

ofthe gauge m ediated DSB m odelsofref.[6,15]
can easily be appended to this m odel,resulting
in arealisticpicturewith nolarge
avorchanging
neutralcurrents.
As usualthe Higgs potentialand electroweak

sym m etry breaking is determ ined by the super-
sym m etrybreakingsector.However,unlikein the
usualgaugem ediated scenario,theup-typeHiggs
is a com posite,and its supersym m etry breaking
m assisnoteasilypredicted.Itisconcievablethat
tan� could belessthan 1,even in a gaugem edi-
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ated scenario.

3.7. Experim entalTests

W ith a su�ciently low third fam ily and Higgs
com positenessscale,[26,22]detectabledeviations
from thestandard m odelcould befound in the�
param eter,B � �B m ixing and CP violation,the
Z ! b�b rate,and the rate and the lepton dis-
tributions and polarization for b ! s‘+ ‘� . A
rem arkable feature ofthe quindecuplet m odelis
an approxim ateSU (6)globalsym m etrywhich al-
lowsallofthese e�ects to be predicted in term s
oftan�and a singlestronginteraction coe�cient
[26].Futureprecision m easurem entsofHiggsand
top couplings would also show sm alldeviations
from the standard m odel.

4. C onclusions

There stillrem ains m uch exploration to do of
strongly coupled supersym m etric gaugetheories.
Both dynam icalsupersym m etrybreakingand the
ferm ion m ass hierarchy could potentially be ex-
plained with new stronginteractions.Itisencour-
aging thatconstruction ofrealisticsupersym m et-
riccom positem odelsispossible.Although Ihave
no exam ple,itisespecially tem pting to speculate
that the sam e new strong interactions could ac-
countforboth thegaugeand 
avorhierarchies|
thatdynam icalsupersym m etry breaking willoc-
cur in som e (yet to be discovered) com posite
m odel of quarks and leptons which also sheds
lighton the 
avorpuzzle.
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