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W e construct realistic supergravity m odels w here supersym m etry breaking arises from the D -tem s
of an anom alous U (1) gauge sym m etry broken at the P lanck scale. The m odel has the attractive
feature that the gaugino m asses, the A and B tem s and them ass splittings betw een the like-charged
squarks ofthe rst two generations com pared to their average m asses are all suppressed. A sa resul,
the electric dipole m om ent of the neutron as well as the avor changing neutral current e ects are
predicted to be naturally sm all. These m odels predict naturally the expected value of the -tem
and also have the potential to qualitatively explain the observed m ass hierarchy am ong quarks and

Jeptons.
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Supersymm etric extensions of the standard m odel
M SSM ) have been the focus of intense theoretical activ—
ity due to the fact that they provide a natural solution to
the problem of stability ofthe weak scale under quantum
corrections E.']. Since experin ental observations require
supersym m etry to be broken, it is essential to have a
know ledge of the nature and the scale of supersym m etry
breaking in orderto have a com plete understanding ofthe
physical in plications of these m odels. At the m om ent,
we lack such an understanding and therefore it is in —
portant to analyse the various w ays that supersym m etry
breaking can arise and study their consequences, in the
hope that one can gain som e insight into this problem .
T here are how ever severalhints from the study ofgeneral
class ofM SSM which could perhaps be usefilin such a
discussion. Two particular ones that rely on the super-
sym m etric sector ofm odelare: (i) naturalsuppression of

avor changing neutralcurrents FCNC ) which require a
high degree of degeneracy am ong squarks ofdi erent a-
vor and (i) stringent upper lin is on the electric dipol
m om ent ofthe neutron WEDM ) which In ply constraints
on the gaugho massesaswellason the A and B tem s
of M SSM i:a*]. In this ltter we take the ponnt of view
that the above conclusions m ay be telling us som ething
about the nature of supersym m etry breaking. If this is
true, then it is in portant to isolate those SUSY breaking
scenarios which realize the above properties n a sin ple
m anner and study their in plications. Tt hasbeen already
pointed out that the recently discussed gauge m ediated
SUSY breakingm odels Ej] seam to have these properties.
In this ketter, we study another class ofm odels w ith the
sam e property and analyse its consequences.

An inportant Ingredient of the m odels, we are inter—
ested in, is the existence of an anom alous U (1) gauge
symm etry whose linearD -term com bined w ith an appro-—
priate superpotential for the hidden sector elds leads
to supersymm etry breaking. This SUSY breaking is fed

down to the visble sector EZJ:] both by the D term aswell
as by the supergravity e ects. It was shown by Dvali
and Pom arolin Ref. EI] that in the resulting theory, the
gaugino m asses are suppressed. Ik was also conctured
that the FCNC and CP violating e ects in these m odels
are suppressed. In this paper, we construct fiill realis—
tic versions of this m odel, which have the feature that
relative squark m assdi erence (petween the lke-charged
squarks of the rst two generations) o m Z=m 2, the
gaugino m asses reltive to the average squark m asses
m =m4 aswellas =mq4 and A=m 4 are all am all,
w ith the suppression characterized by a comm on param —
eter ’/ 10 2. This leads to the desirable property that
FCNC e ectsand SUSY CP e ects in the electric dipole
mom ent, d° of the neutron are suppressed to an accept—
able level. The suppression of d is also due to the fac—
tor unlke In Ref. -'_[Zl] K eeping the above properties,
we oconstruct two m odels, which di er n the way the
electroweak symm etry breaking arises and the qualita—
tive pattem of ferm ion m asses is predicted. In the st
m odel, the electrow eak symm etry breaking arises at the
tree levelwhereas In the second one, it arises purely out
of radiative corrections as in the usualsupergravity m od—
els. Furthem ore the rstm odelhas the property th the
down quark and charged lgpton m asses arem uch am aller
than the up quark m assesofthe corresponding generation
whereas in the second one, the quark m ass hierarchy is
In m ore detailed qualitative agreem ent w ith observations.
Let us brie y outline the rst m odel before proceeding
to extract its im plications for the M SSM and ilustrate
how the afore-m entioned properties com m on to both the
m odels em erge. At the end, we discuss the second m odel,
which shares all the properties w th the rst m odel ex—
cept the prediction for the ferm ion m ass hierarchies and
the way the electroweak symm etry breaking is induced.
A s already alluded to, the crucial feature of the m odel
is the existence of a U (1) gauge group, which is anom a-
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Ious. The U (1) group m ay be assum ed to em erge from

string theories. W e w ill assum e that the anom aly is can—
celled by the G reen-Schwarz m echanisn . Sihce the U (1)

is anom alous, ie. TrQ 6 0, a Fayet-TIlliopoulos tem

which is a linearD -term is always generated as a quan-—
tum e ect. W e further assum e that there is a pair of
hidden sector elds denoted by .+ and which have
U (1) charges+ 1 and 1 respectively and that the elds
of the standard m odel also carry U (1) charges. It is the
assignm ent ofthe U (1) charges to quark super elds that
help in the solution ofthe FCNC and CP problem sand in
qualitatively explaining the ferm ion m ass hierarchy. W e
w il ilustrate the technique w ith the help of two m od-
els. In the rst one, the left-handed quark and lpton

doublkts Q , L are all assum ed to have the U (1) charge
g and the sihglkt eldsu®, d° and e have charge o; the
two Higgs elds of M SSM , H, and Hg4 are assum ed to
haveU (1) charges g &and 1+ g+ o respectively. W e
will show that dem anding that the superpotential lead
to Q H 4d° type tem s xes the value of g+ q°. N ote that
both the superpotentialW and theK ahlerpotentialK of
the m odelm ust be invariant under the anom alous U (1)
symm etry. The superpotential isW = Wo+ W, + W5,

w here
Wo=m . H
Wl= huQHuuc;
2
W,= (aQH4d"+ hLH C1ec)M >
P

+

+ QH,u° — +

b
In the above equation, the ellipses denote allother higher
din ensional term s allow ed by the gauge symm etry and,
aswew illseebelow , m ake very an allcontributionsto the
e ects isolated below . The rsttem W , xesqg+ =
1=2. In what Pllows we will consider the assignm ent
where g= ¢’ = 1=4. The param eterm is chosen to be of
the order of the weak scale.

Let us now write down the K ahler potentialK (z;;z; )
for the elds of the m odel generically indicated by z;. It
can be w ritten asthe sum oftwo tem s: one that involves
thebilineartemm softhe form z, z; and a second piece that
nvolves m ixed temm s which are strongly constrained by

the U (1) symm etry.

K=§0+K1;
Ko= .55
i
Y
Ki= HyHq—— + hx:+
MP‘

In order to proceed further, we have to write down
the potential of the m odel Involving the scalar elds
; H2; H and isolate the vacuum state. The part

u’
of the potential containing the and , eldsreads

v=m?@G.:¥+3 %)
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Before discussing the m inim ization of the full potential,
Jet us consider the part of V setting H) = HJ = 0. k is
easy to see that itsm ininum breaks supersymm etry as
well as the anom alous U (1) gauge symm etry w ith K]
m2 1=2
52

g

;hioi=0 )
1=2

m 2
2
g

Ifwe parameterize = MZ,, rm M p +, we have

h i’ 1=2Mp‘a_nth+i’ =mMop - A ssum ing
that -tem is induced by loop e ects, one can estim ate
2 2
_ g°TrOM 2,

Ef,"_d] =95, 7 s O that can be assum ed to be of
order 10 2. It was pointed out in ref. [f!] that the gaug—
nom asses are generated in thism odelby superpotential

tem s of type W W :

2
M2

. As a resul, one gets

gaugino m asses to be m m.

From theK; term in the K ahlerpotential supergraviy
e ects induce a -tem by m eans ofthe G udiceM asiero
m echanisn t_é]. Indeed, K; induces at low energy the
operator
Z y
a* HyHq——; 5
Lly ©)

@) B

giving rise to a -tem ,with = 2m . Notice that
the corresponding B ~term in the potential is not induced
at order , even though it willbe generated by radiative
corrections when running from the P lanck scale down to
the weak scale.

W e integrate out the heavy eld to obtain the ef-
fective potential of the light elds. M inim ization with
respect to gives

m2
—

1 3
3 f= +3.7F 5ﬁ3f+5ﬁ§f 5 ®)

Thee ective potentialofthe elds ( 4 ;H {;H ) isatthe
kading order in m =M 72,

ve=om®i.Femg #F e mp 33T
m% HSH§+ hc: + D tems;
. 3
mﬁd=jj2+ §m2+mg;
2 1
@ mflu=jj7' Em2+mg;
mi=B : )

w here w e have indicated by "D -tem s" the usualD -tem s
com ing from SU ) U (1) and m3 denotes the super—
sym m etry soft-breaking term s com ing from supergraviy,



m?2 n? . A novel feature of thism odel is that the eld
H S gets vacuum expectation valie (VEV ) already at the
tree level sincem §  isnegative at high scales. Since B is
not generated at order , to get the correct value of M ZZ
attheweak scale requiresm ofthe orderofa few hundred
G &V or kss. It isthen clear that there isa potential con—

ict between the desirable value of HH %1 and the above
prediction for the gaugino m ass unless we choose a suf-

clent large coupling °. Furthem ore, we do expect the
renom alization group equations to reduce the m 12{ , as
we go down to the weak scale from the P lanck scale. In
any case, this m odel would lean m ore towards a larger
tan sector ofthe M SSM . In the second m odel that we
present, the VEV ofH 8 arises purely from radiative cor-
rections due to s di erent U (1) charge assignm ent and
no such constraint on tan or ° ®llow . W e also notice
that a VEV of order Of% is induced for the eld .
when taking into acocount supergraviy e ects.

Let usnow look at other param eters of the theory. Tt
is clear from the the Eq. (1) that A, m whereas
Agq = 0 to order . In fact ncliding the higher order
term s in the superpotential and the K ahlr potential it
iseasy to see that A4 ’m whikeB 3=2m 2). Note
how ever that these are the values at the P Janck scale and
they w ill evolve to higher values at the weak scale. It is
how ever In portant to note that both the valies ofA and
B rem ain oforder atm ost since the value ofB at weak
scale is proportional to m | tin es the renomn alization
logarithm factor and sim flarly for A. Finally we note
that the second termm in the superpotential W, is the
one responsible for the down quark and charged lepton
m asses. Substiuting the VEV’s for the eld, it is
easy to see that there is an autom atic suppression of in
the down quark and charged lpton Yukawa couplings.
If one chooses hy,e of the sam e order as the up quark
couplings, then this will explain why m g, e, My, a
property shared by the second and the third generation
ferm ions.

F lavor Changing Neutral Current E  ects

Let us now discuss the FCNC e ects n this m odel
To study this, we note that squark m asses mé (both
kft and right handed types) receive two contrbutions:
a universal contrbution from the D -tem which is of or-
der m 2 and a non-universal contrbution from the su-
pergravity K ahlr potential of order F? =M 7. ne.
A s both these contrbutions are extrapolated from the
P lanck scale down to the weak scale the pattem of the

rst tw o generation squark m asses rem ain practically un—
changed w hereasthem asses ofthe stop receive signi cant
contributions. It was noted in 1_2] that In order to sat—
isfy the present observations of FCNC e ects (such as
K° K° mixihg), the m ixings between the s and the
& squarks (le. m ;) In the avor basis or the squark
m ass di erences between the rst two generations in the
m ass basis must satisfy a stringent constraint. In the

avor basis, it is given by (see Dugan et al, In '@']),

4 2
Tn r:niff 6 10852aI . W e have assum ed the phases

In our m odel to be arbitrary; therefore the m ost strin—
gent constraint com es from the CP wviolating part of the
K° K%massmatrix. Tn ourm odel, m 2& arises purely
from the supergraviyy e ects are of order m? and the
above FCNC constraint is satis ed if ’ 10 ? or so.
Thus ourm odelcon m s the concture ofRef. @:].
E Jectric dipole m om ent of the neutron

T he electric dipolem om ent of the neutron df in super-
sym m etric m odels have been discussed in severalpapers
ij.] and i is by now wellknown that the gluino inter-
m ediate states in the loop graph contrbuting to the d
gives a contrbution which is som e three orders ofm ag—
nitude larger than the present experin ental upper lim it
for generic values of the param eters. The situation is
di erent in ourm odel since we see that a num ber of pa—
ram eters of the m odel such as the gluino m asses, the A
and B are down by powers of . In order to see the In —
pact of this on the NEDM , we will again consider the
charge assignm ent for the st m odel where the K ahler
potential nduced m ass splittings in the squark m asses
are oforder m?. Forthe gluino contrbution, we borrow
from the calculation ofK izukuriand O shino [}], which
gives:

o 2e 5 . ) )
dn= 3 (sin Ay sin cot ]j)
!
2
m 1 m
— I — ®)
mgm m*,
where , = 4, , Is the di ererence between the

phases ofthe A term and the gluinom ass. W e have kept
only the up quark contribution since n ourm odelA 4

A, ;m 4 denotes them ass of the heavlFE ofthe two eigen-
states. Since In thismodel, m , ' m andmg " m,
one ndsthat I’ . Thisladstod ’ 4= 3204,
Here we have used the fact that A m; “m . For

’ 10 2, this gives an additional suppression of 10 3
over the prediction of generic param eter values of the
M SSM as required.

W e wish to point out that the above suppression de—
pends on the fact that Q 1;uf;d{ allhave nonzero U (1)
charge. Ifon the other hand, d° and u® had zero charge,
their dom inant m ass would com e from the supergraviy
eectand,asaresult,mic mic ' m?. The the above
gluino oontt%utjon to d5 would then be less suppressed
by a factor~ ~ ratherthan 37?).

A second m odel:

W e next present an altemative charge assignm ent
which qualitatively explains the observed m ass hierar-
chy of quarks whilke keeping all other -suppressions of
the various param eters of the m odel unchanged. W e
choose Q3, u§ and H, to have zero U (1) charge, but
all other quarks have charge + 1 asdoesH 4. T his charge
assignm ent for the H ;g allow s the K ahler potentialtem
K1 in Eg. (2) so that the suppression of the -tem is



m aintained as In the st model. M oreover, only the
Yukawa coupling Q 3H ,u§ is allowed without any sup-—
pression from the factor explaining why the top quark
has largem ass i_é]. O n the other hand, the other Yukawa
couplings are suppressed w ith powers of qualitatively
explaining why their m asses are so much am aller than
the top quark m ass. T he superpotential for such a the-
ory can be w ritten as:

2

h33Q 3H yu§ + h3,0Q 3H ¢S + h33Q3H yu§

Mop Mop -
2 3

+ hi50 iH uu?M—Z + hng iH ad§ )
P P

where i;jgooverl, 2 and a goesoverl, 2 and 3 and are
generation indices. T hey lead to the follow ing kind ofup
and down quark m assm atrices.

0 p_1
P -
My=m, & “"A (L0)
1
and
0 1
3=2 3=2
Mg=m,@ 32 3=2 A, (11)

wherem ;,; arem ass param eters related to the v, ;4 and
the Yukaw a couplings. T hispattem predictsthatm, = 0
and mg ' me In the down sector, my ' My,
ms’ ~ mpandmg = 0, which ®r ' 10 ? roughly
corresponds to observations. Sim ilar considerations can
be applied to the lgptons. O ther than to note this quali-
tatively interesting prediction, we do not want to pursue
the detailed predictions of thism odel for ferm ion m asses
and m ixings here. H owever, we want to point out an in-
teresting feature ofthem odelthat H,, VEV arisespurely
from radiative corrections (and not at the tree level as
the st class ofm odels) and is therefore not locked to
the value of m . A s far as the A tem is concemed, it is
clearly suppressed by powers of which depend on then
generation indices; for instance, AY; = m,AS, = *~“m
and so on. In this case the d; ism ore highly suppressed
than the rstm odel
A few comm ents are In order regarding various aspects

of the m odel:

(i) The low energy e ective theory contains all elds ex—
cept the and all com ponents of the eld . have
m asses of orderm and they do not m ix with the other
Higgs eldseven though the U (1) symm etry is broken.
(i1 D i erent versions of our theory w ith other charge as—
signm ents are possible. But one has to be careful not
to assign negative U (1) charges to the quarks or lep-—
tons since that w ill lead to breaking of color and electric
charge.

i) The gravitino m ass in this m odel is of the order of

“wwvam =M ? . or kssand i arisessonce the . eldac-
quiresa VEV due to supergravity e ects.

(iv) The m odel has the feature that one can choose the
K ahler potential and the superpotential w th arbirary
num ber of higher dim ensional tem s as long they are
U (1) Invariant and yet our resutsw ill rem ain unchanged.
T he higher order term s induce sm all corrections dow n by
higher powers in

In conclusion, we have dem onstrated w ith two exam —
ples that it is possble to construct interesting realistic
supersym m etric m odels of quarks and lptons using the
idea that an anom alous U (1) gauge sym m etry is respon—
sble or generating supersym m etry breakdown. These
m odels have the additional attractive feature that they
solve several ne tuning problem s of the M SSM  associ-
ated wih FCNC e ects and elctric dipol m om ent of
the neutron. They also give desirable values for the A,
the B and the param eters and also have the potential
to qualitatively explain ferm ion m ass hierarchies.
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