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A bstract

In thispaperwe introduce a new classoftheorieswhich dynam ically break

supersym m etry based on thegaugegroup SU(n)� SU(3)� U(1)foreven n.

These theoriesareinteresting in thatno dynam icalsuperpotentialisgener-

ated in theabsenceofperturbations.Fortheexam pleSU(4)� SU(3)� U(1)

we explicitly dem onstrate that all
at directions can be lifted through a

renorm alizable superpotentialand thatsupersym m etry isdynam ically bro-

ken.W e derive the exactsuperpotentialforthistheory,which exhibitsnew

and interesting dynam icalphenom ena.Forexam ple,m odi�cationsto classi-

calconstraintscan be�eld dependent.W ealsoconsiderthegeneralization to

SU(n)� SU(3)� U(1)m odels(with even n > 4).W epresentarenorm alizable

superpotentialwhich liftsall
atdirections.BecauseSU(3)isnotcon�ning

in the absence ofperturbations,the analysisofsupersym m etry breaking is

very di�erentin these theories from the n = 4 exam ple. W hen the SU(n)

gauge group con�nes,the Yukawa couplingsdrive the SU(3)theory into a

regim e with a dynam ically generated superpotential. By considering a sim -

pli�ed version ofthese theories we argue that supersym m etry is probably

broken.
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1 Introduction

Aftera lullofaboutten years,the num berofknown m odelswhich dynam -

ically break supersym m etry hasbeen steadily rising.One beginsto suspect

thattherestricted num beroftheorieswasprim arily dueto a lim ited ability

toanalyzestronglyinteractingtheories.W ith recentadvancesin understand-

ing these theories[1,2],progressisbeing m adein exploring thelargerclass

oftheorieswhich can break supersym m etry,leadingtoseveralnew m odelsof

supersym m etry breaking[3,4,5,6].A second problem with thesearch forsu-

persym m etry breaking isthattheorieswith even a slightly com plicated �eld

content can quickly becom e cum bersom e to analyze. This second problem

can stillbea frustration.

In this paper,we present an interesting nontrivialapplication ofexact

m ethods to analyze a m odelwhich spontaneously breaks supersym m etry.

Thetheoriesthatweanalyzearebased on thegaugegroup SU(n)� SU(3)�

U(1). Because the gauge dynam icsare very di�erentforn = 4 and n > 4,

we �rst consider the gauge group SU(4)� SU(3)� U(1). The particular

m odelswe explore in thispaperare based on an idea discussed in Ref.[3],

whereitwassuggested to search form odelswhich dynam ically break super-

sym m etry by taking a known m odeland rem oving generatorsto reduce the

gaugegroup.Thism ethod isguaranteed to generatean anom aly freechiral

theory which hasthe potentialto break supersym m etry. There are several

known exam plesoftheorieswith asuitablesuperpotentialrespectingtheless

restrictivegaugesym m etriesoftheresultanttheory,in which supersym m etry

isbroken withoutrunaway directions.However,thereisasyetno proofthat

thism ethod willnecessarily besuccessful.

The SU(n + 3) theories for even n with an antisym m etric tensor and

n � 1 antifundam entalsareknown to break supersym m etry dynam ically [7].

In thispaperweconsiderm odelsbased on thereduced gaugegroup SU(n)�

SU(3)� U(1).

Unlikepreviousm odelsin theliterature,neitherofthenonabelian gauge

groups generates a dynam icalsuperpotentialin the absence ofthe pertur-

bations added at tree level. Because neither factor generates a dynam ical

superpotential,thereisno lim itin which thetheory can beanalyzed pertur-

batively. Therefore,we derive the exact superpotentialforthe n = 4 case

which we use to show supersym m etry isbroken in the strongly interacting

theory.
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TheSU(4)� SU(3)� U(1)m odelisinteresting forseveralreasons.First,

thedem onstration ofsupersym m etry breakinginvolvesasubtleinterplay be-

tween thecon�ning dynam icsand thetree-levelsuperpotentialofthetheory.

Second,thism odelim plem entsthem echanism of[5,6]withoutintroducing

additionalsingletsorpotentialrunaway directions.Third,wecan liftallthe


atdirectionsby arenorm alizablesuperpotential.Fourth,noneofthegauge

groups generates a dynam icalsuperpotential;the �elds are kept from the

origin solely by a quantum m odi�ed constraint.

Inaddition,theexactsuperpotentialexhibitsseveralnovelfeatures.First,

�elds with quantum num bers corresponding to classically vanishing gauge

invariant operators em erge, and play the role ofLagrange m ultipliers for

known constraints.Second,we�nd thatclassicalconstraintscan bem odi�ed

not only by a constant,but by �eld dependent term s which vanish in the

classicallim it. Third,�elds which are independent in the classicaltheory

satisfy linearconstraintsin the quantum theory. By explicitly substituting

thesolution totheequation ofm otion forthese�elds,weshow thatquantum

analogsoftheclassicalconstraintsarestillsatis�ed.

The SU(n)� SU(3)� U(1) theories for n > 4 are less tractable but

nonethelessvery interesting.W eshow thatitispossibletointroduceYukawa

couplings which lift allclassical
at directions. W e then consider the low-

energy lim itofthistheory.TheSU(3)gaugegroup withouttheperturbative

superpotentialisnotcon�ning. However,the SU(n)con�ned theory in the

presence ofYukawa couplings induces m asses for su�ciently m any 
avors

thatthereisadynam icalsuperpotentialassociated with both theSU(3)and

SU(n) dynam ics. This low-energy superpotentialdepends non-trivially on

both the strong dynam icalscalesofthe low-energy theory and the Yukawa

couplingsofthem icroscopictheory.W econsiderthism odelwithandwithout

Yukawa couplingswhich liftthebaryon 
atdirections.In the�rstcase,the

theoryistoocom plicated tosolve.Theform ofthelow-energysuperpotential

perm itted by thesym m etriesisnonethelessquiteinteresting in thatitm ixes

theperturbativeand strong dynam ics.In thesecond case,wecan explicitly

derivethatsupersym m etry isbroken.In eithercase,thereisaspontaneously

broken globalU(1) sym m etry,so we conclude this theory probably breaks

supersym m etry and hasno dangerousrunaway directionswhen allrequired

Yukawa couplingsarenonvanishing.

The outline ofthis paper is as follows. W e �rst describe the SU(4)�

SU(3)� U(1)m odelclassically. In particular,we show thatthe m odelhas
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noclassical
atdirections.In Section 3,weanalyzethequantum m echanical

theory in the strongly interacting regim e. In Section 4,we show that the

m odelbreaks supersym m etry. In Section 5,we discuss generalizations to

SU(n)� SU(3)� U(1)and concludein the�nalsection.

2 T he C lassicalSU(4)� SU(3)� U(1)T heory

The �eld content ofthe m odelwe study is obtained by decom posing the

chiralm ultipletsofan SU(7)theory with the �eld contentconsisting ofan

antisym m etrictensorand threeanti-fundam entalsinto itsSU(4)� SU(3)�

U(1)subgroup.The�eldsare:

A
��(6;1)6; �Q a(1;�3)� 8;T

�a(4;3)� 1; �F�I(�4;1)� 3; �Q ai(1;�3)4;

wherei;I = 1;2;3are
avorindices,whileGreeklettersdenoteSU(4)indices

and Latin onescorrespond to SU(3).In thisnotation (n;m )q denotesa �eld

thattransform sasan n underSU(4),m underSU(3)and hasU(1)charge

q.

W etaketheclassicalsuperpotentialto be

W cl = A
�� �F�1 �F�2 + T

�a �Q a1
�F�1 + T

�a �Q a2
�F�2 + T

�a �Q a3
�F�3 +

�Q a
�Q b2

�Q c1�
abc
: (1)

W ewillshow shortly thatthissuperpotentialliftsallD-
atdirections.

From thefundam ental�eldswecan constructoperatorswhich areinvari-

antunderthegaugesym m etriesofthe theory.W e�rstlistthosewhich are

invariantunderSU(4)� SU(3)and subsequently constructoperatorswhich

arealsoU(1)invariant.Lateron itwillbeim portanttodistinguish operators

invariantunderthecon�ning gaugegroupsbutwhich carry U(1)charge.

M iI = T�a �Q ai
�F�I 0

M 4I = T�a �Q a
�F�I � 12

X IJ = A �� �F�I �F�J 0

X I4 =
1

6
A �� �F�I��
��T


aT�bT�c�abc 0

PfA = ���
�A
��A 
� 12 (2)

Yij = ���
�A
��T
a �Q aiT

�b�Q bj 12
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Yi4 = ���
�A
��T
a �Q aiT

�b�Q b 0

�B = 1

6
�F�I �F�J �F
K �

IJK T�aT�bT
c�abc � 12

�bi= � 1

2
�Q a
�Q bj

�Q ck�
ijk�abc 0

�b4 = 1

6
�Q ai

�Q bj
�Q ck�

ijk�abc 12

Therighthand sidecolum n indicatesthechargesoftheoperatorsunderthe

U(1)gauge group. AllotherSU(4)� SU(3)invariantscan be obtained as

productsoftheseoperators.Theclassicalconstraintsobeyed by these�elds

are:

4X I4X JK �
IJK

� �B PfA = 0

�
ijk
�
IJK (PfA M iIM jJM kK � 6YijM kIX JK )= 0

�
ijk
�
IJK (PfA M 4IM jJM kK � 2YjkM 4IX JK + 4Yj4M kIX JK )= 0

Yi4
�bi= 0

�B�b4 �
1

6
�
ijk
�
IJK

M iIM jJM kK = 0

�B �kijYij � 2�kij�IJK M iIM jJX K 4 = 0

M 4I
�b4 + M iI

�bi= 0

�
ijk
YjkM 4I + 2�ijkM jIYk4 + 4X I4

�bi= 0

�
IJK

�
ijk
M iIM jJM 4K Yk4 = 0: (3)

The com pletely gaugeinvariant�eldscan be form ed by taking products

oftheaboveU(1)charged �elds.However,m ostofthesecom binationsturn

out to be products ofother com pletely gauge invariant operators. As an

operatorbasiswe can use the neutral�eldsfrom Eq.2 and E I = M 4IPfA.

Theseoperatorsaresubjectto thefollowing classicalconstraints:

�
IJK

E JM iK
�bi= 0

Yi4
�bi= 0

�
IJK

�
ijk
M iIM jJE K Yk4 = 0

�
IJK

�
ijk
M iIM jJYk4M lK

�bl= 0 (4)

Theseconstraintsfollow from Eq.3.W ehaveom itted thelinearconstraints

following from Eq.3 which de�neadditionalunnecessary �elds.Theseoper-

atorsobeying theaboveconstraintsparam eterizetheD-
atdirectionsofthe

theory.
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In term softheinvariantsde�ned abovewecan expressthesuperpotential

as

W cl= X 12 + M 11 + M 22 + M 33 + �b3: (5)

W e now show that this superpotentialsu�ces to lift allD -
at directions.

It is easiest to show this (using the results ofRef.[8]) by dem onstrating

that the holom orphic invariants which param eterize the 
at directions are

alldeterm ined by the equations ofm otion (as opposed to param eterizing

the 
at directions in term s ofthe fundam ental�elds). Ifallholom orphic

invariantsare determ ined,we can conclude thatallpotential
atdirections

arelifted.

W econsidertheequationsofm otion correspondingtotheclassicalsuper-

potentialofEq.1. The equation @W

@A
setsX 12 to zero ifwe m ultiply by A.

Form ing allgaugeinvariantcom binationsfrom @W

@Q ai

weobtain thefollowing.

M ultiplying @W

@Q a3

by �Q aj gives

M j3 = 0;

sim ilarly for @W

@Q a1;2

weobtain

M 12 = 0 M 22 + �b3 = 0 M 32 �
�b2 = 0

M 21 = 0 M 11 + �b3 = 0 M 31 �
�b1 = 0:

Next,wem ultiply thesam eequationsby �abcT
�bT
cA ����
�� to obtain

X 34 = 0 Y24 + 2X 14 = 0 Y14 � 2X24 = 0:

Also,by m ultiplying @W

@Q ai

by �Q aPfA weget

E I = 0:

Next,from @W

@Q a

�Q a weobtain that

�b3 = 0:

W eobtain therem aining equationsfrom @W

@F � I

.They are:

M 13 � X23 = 0 M 23 + X 13 = 0 M 3I = 0

E 2 + 4Y14 = 0 E 1 � 4Y24 = 0 Y34 = 0
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Theonly solution totheseequationssetsalloperatorsto bezero.Therefore,

ourtheory doesnothave
atdirections.

In Ref.[9]itwasargued thattheorieswhich have no 
atdirections,but

preserve an anom aly free R sym m etry break supersym m etry spontaneously

iftheU(1)R sym m etry isspontaneously broken in thevacuum .Thisfollows

because therewould bea m asslesspseudoscalar,which isunlikely to have a

m asslessscalarpartner.ThesuperpotentialofEq.1preservesanR sym m etry

under which the R charges are R(A) = R(�F3) = 0,R(�F1) = R(�F2) = 1,

R(�Q 1)= R(�Q 2)=
5

3
,R(�Q 3)=

8

3
,R(�Q )= � 4

3
and R(T)= � 2

3
. Although

this sym m etry is anom alous with respect to the U(1) gauge group,ifit is

spontaneouslybroken,theassociatedGoldstonebosonisnonethelessm assless

so theargum entofRef.[9]should stillapply.

Notice that the classicalequations ofm otion in our theory have a so-

lution only where all�elds vanish. In the next section we show that the

quantum theory does not perm it such a supersym m etric solution,so that

supersym m etry isbroken.

3 T he Q uantum SU(4)� SU(3)� U(1)T heory

In thissection wewillderivetheexactsuperpotentialoftheSU(4)� SU(3)�

U(1)theory.Thefactthatitispossibletodeterm inetheexactsuperpotential

ofthe theory willenable us to prove that supersym m etry is dynam ically

broken.

Beforeproceeding,welisttheglobalsym m etriesofthem icroscopic�elds,

which areusefulwhen constrainingtheform oftheexactsuperpotential.The

globalsym m etriesare:

U(1)A U(1)�Q U(1)T U(1)�F SU(3)�FI U(1)�Q i
SU(3)�Q i

U(1)R

A 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0
�Q 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0

T 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
�FI 0 0 0 1 3 0 1 0
�Q i 0 0 0 0 1 1 3 0

�5
3

0 1 4 0 1 3 1 � 2

�8
4

2 0 3 3 1 0 1 0

The only invariants under allglobalsym m etries including U(1)R are A =
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X IJX K 4�
IJK =�8

4
and B = �B PfA=�8

4
.

W enow identify theproperdegreesoffreedom .To do so,itisconvenient

to�rsttakethelim it� 3 � �4 andconstructSU(3)invariantoperatorswhich

arem esonsand baryonsform ed from the SU(3)charged �elds,and then to

constructtheSU(4)bound statesofthese�elds.Thisgivesusthespectrum

which m atchesanom aliesofthe originalm icroscopic theory,independentof

theratio �3=�4.

Below theSU(3)scale,thetheory can bedescribed by an SU(4)theory

with an antisym m etric tensorand four
avors.These four
avorsare

�F�4 =
1

6
��
��T

�a
T

b
T
�c
�abc;

F
�
i = T

�a �Q ai;i= 1;2;3

F
�
4
= T

�a �Q a; (6)

Thethreerem ainingantifundam entalsare �F�I,I = 1;2;3,theoriginal�elds.

TheSU(3)antibaryonsarethe�bi’sofEq.2,which aresingletsunderSU(4).

The four-
avortheory with an antisym m etric tensorhasbeen described

in Ref.[10].Thecon�ned statesoftheSU(4)theory are

PfA = ���
�A
��
A

�

M iI = F
�
i
�F�I

X IJ = A
�� �F�I �F�J

Yij = A
��
F



i F
�
j���
�

B =
1

24
F
�
i F

�

j F



k F
�
l���
��

ijkl

�B =
1

24
�F�I �F�J �F
K �F�L�

��
�
�
IJK L

: (7)

Here the indicesiand I range from 1 to 4. Note thatB ;M 44 and M i4 are

�eldswhichvanishclassically.However,anom alym atchingofthem icroscopic

theory to the low-energy theory requiresthe presence ofthese �elds.Fields

other than B ;M 44 and M i4 correspond to operators introduced in Eq.2.

Thelow-energy theory consistsofthe�eldslisted in Eq.2 and thenew �elds

B ;M 44,and M i4.

In ordertoconstructthesuperpotentialitisagain convenienttoconsider

the lim it�3 � �4. Below the �3 scale,there isan SU(4)theory with four
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avorsand an antisym m etric tensortogetherwith the con�ning SU(3)su-

perpotentialofRef.[1].Thesuperpotentialforthefour-
avorSU(4)theory

with an antisym m etric tensor has been described in Ref.[10]. W e deter-

m ined thecoe�cientsin thesuperpotentialofRef.[10]by requiring thatthe

equationsofm otion reproducetheclassicalconstraints.

In thislim it,the superpotentialhasto be the sum ofthe contributions

from SU(3)and SU(4)dynam ics. The exactsuperpotentialistherefore of

theform :

W = �b3 + X 12 + M 11 + M 22 + M 33 +
1

�5
3

�

M i4
�bi� B

�

+

f(A ;B)�
1

24�5
3�

8
4

�

24B X IJX K L�
IJK L + 6 �B YijYkl�

ijkl
� 24B �B PfA +

PfA�ijkl�IJK L
M iIM jJM kK M lL � 12�ijklYijM kIM lJX K L�

IJK L
�

; (8)

where f is an as yet undeterm ined function ofthe sym m etry invariants A

and B,and i;I = 1;:::;4.Therefore,thesym m etriestogetherwith thelim it

�3 � �4 restrictthe superpotentialup to a function ofA and B.However,

a negativepowerseriesin A orB would im ply unphysicalsingularities,since

there isno lim itin which the num berof
avorsin the SU(4)theory isless

than thenum berofcolors.On theotherhand,a positive powerseriesin A

orB would notcorrectly reproduce the lim itwhere �4 � �3. In thislim it

one has an SU(4) theory with an antisym m etric tensor and three 
avors,

which yields a quantum m odi�ed constraint[4]. Observe the am azing fact

thatthe B equation ofm otion which involvesthe superpotentialfrom both

theSU(3)and SU(4)term sexactlyreproducesthisSU(4)quantum m odi�ed

constraint.Thisisonly truewith nofurtherm odi�cation ofthesecond term .

In fact,thisiswhatperm itsusto �x therelativecoe�cientofthetwo term s

in parentheses.Thusweconclude thatf(A ;B)� 1.

W estressagain thateach ofthe�eldsB ,M i4,and M 44 vanish classically.

In thequantum theory,theB �eld actsasaLagrangem ultiplierforthethree


avorSU(4)quantum m odi�ed constraint. The M i4 and M 44 equationsof

m otion are

�
ijk
�
IJK (PfAM iIM jJM kK � 6YijM kIX JK )= 6�8

4
�b4 (9)

�
ijk
�
IJK (PfAM 4IM jJM kK � 2YjkM 4IX JK + 4Yj4M kIX JK )= 2�8

4
�bi

The linearequationsfor�bi and �b4 can be understood by the factthatthey

appearasm ass term sforM 44 and M i4. The equations ofm otion in Eq.9
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can beinterpreted asquantum m odi�ed constraintsofa three 
avorSU(4)

theory with thescalesrelated through the�b-dependentm asses.

It is a nontrivialcheck on the superpotentialofEq.8 that allclassical

constraintshave a quantum analog and vice versa. The quantum m odi�ed

constraintsinvolving �bi and �b4 arederived by substituting in thesolution to

theirequation ofm otion.Thequantum m odi�ed constraintsare:

4X I4X JK �
IJK

� �B PfA = �8

4 (10)

�
ijk
�
IJK (PfAM iIM jJM kK � 6YijM kIX JK )= 6�8

4
�b4 (11)

�
ijk
�
IJK (PfAM 4IM jJM kK � 2YjkM 4IX JK + 4Yj4M kIX JK )= 2�8

4
�bi (12)

�
IJK

�
ijk
M iIM jJM 4K Yk4 = 2B M 4IX JK �

IJK (13)

�B �kijYij � 2�kij�IJK M iIM jJX K 4 = � 2Mi4M jI�
kij
X JK �

IJK (14)

while the rem aining constraints are notm odi�ed. The interesting thing to

observe in the above equations is that the quantum m odi�cations do not

sim ply involve addition ofa constant to the classical�eld equations. The

quantum m odi�cation can be �eld dependent. The classicallim itisrecov-

ered in Eqs.13,14 because B and M i4 are �elds which vanish classically.

W ithouta tree-levelsuperpotentialM i4 issetto zero by the�b
i equationsof

m otion. However,M i4 can be non-vanishing in the presence ofa tree-level

superpotential. The quantum m odi�cations in Eqs.11,12 do not contain

classically vanishing �elds,but are proportionalto � 4,which ensures the

correctclassicallim it. This�eld dependentm odi�cation ofconstraintsisa

new feature which is not present when analyzing sim ple nonabelian gauge

groups.

Notethat�veofourconstraints(Eqs.10,11 and 12)can beinterpreted

asthequantum m odi�ed constraintson them odulispaceofan SU(4)gauge

theory with an antisym m etric tensor and three 
avors. Such a theory is

obtained in severallim its.If�4 � �3 onetrivially hasa three
avorSU(4)

theory with an antisym m etric tensor. On the otherhand,if�3 � �4 and

any single�bisnon-vanishing one also hasa three 
avorSU(4)theory with

itscorresponding quantum m odi�ed constraint.

W hen derivingtheconstraintsin Eqs.10-14from theexactsuperpotential

we frequently encounter expressions containing inverse powers of�4. Such

term saresingularin thelim itwhen �3 isheld �xed and � 4 ! 0.Thisistrue

even forexpressionscontaining the�eldsB ;M i4 and M 44,since they vanish

only in thelim itwhen �3 ! 0.Thereforeallsuch term sm ustand do cancel.
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4 D ynam icalSupersym m etry B reaking

Inthelow-energydescription ofourm odeltheSU(4)andSU(3)gaugegroups

arecon�ned and theonly rem aininggaugegroup istheU(1).ThisU(1)does

notplay any rolein supersym m etry breaking;itspurposeistoliftsom eclas-

sical
atdirections.Unlike previousexam plesofdynam icalsupersym m etry

breaking,the superpotentialcan be com pletely analyzed in a regim e where

thereareno singularities,eitherdueto adynam ically generated superpoten-

tialpresentin the initialtheory,integrating out�elds,orparticularlim its.

Ifthetheory breakssupersym m etry,itissim ply ofO’Raifeartaigh type[11].

In thissection,weshow thatthisisthecase;thereisno consistentsolution

oftheF-
atnessequationsfortheexactsuperpotentialofEq.8.

W e�rstassum ethat �B 6= 0.Then the @W

@Yij
equation ofm otion im plies

Yij =
1

�B
X K LM iIM jJ�

IJK L
: (15)

Plugging thisexpression into the @W

@X IJ
equation ofm otion,weobtain

(�3S�
4

T � �
3

T�
4

S)+
8

�5
3�

8
4

B X ST �
2

�5
3�

8
4

1

�B
�
ijkl

M iM M jN M kSM lTX K L�
M N K L = 0:

However,by using the @W

@PfA
= 0 equation in the above expression we arrive

ata contradiction.

Nextwe assum e that �B = 0,butB 6= 0. W e can now solve forX using

theequation @W

@X IJ
= 0:

X M N =
�5
3
�8
4

8B

h

(�3M �
4

N � �
3

N �
4

M )+ 48�ijklYijM kM M lN

i

: (16)

Then we m ultiply thisequation by �ijkl�IJM N M kIM lJ. The Yij equation of

m otion setsthelefthand sideto zero,whilethePfA equation ofm otion sets

thesecond term on therighthand sideto zero.Therefore,

�
ijkl

M iIM jJ�
IJ34 = 0:

Using this fact,the PfA equation ofm otion,and the expression for X M N

in Eq.16 we getthat @W

@B
= � 1

� 5

3

,which again m eansthatthe equationsof

m otion arecontradictory.
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Finally we assum e thatB = �B = 0. Then the @W

@X IJ
equation ofm otion

im plies

�
ijkl

YijM kIM lJ = 0

forallI;J exceptI = 3;J = 4.M ultiplying the @W

@X IJ
equation ofm otion by

M iIM jJ and using the
@W

@PfA
equation ofm otion wegetthat

�
ijkl

M i1M j2 = 0:

Using theseresultsthe @W

@M i3
equation ofm otion yields

�
i3
�

1

�5
3�

8
4

�
ijkl

YjkM lJX K L�
3JK L = 0:

M ultiplying thisequation by M i4 im pliesM 34 = 0,which isin contradiction

with the @W

@b
3 equation ofm otion. Thus we have shown that this SU(4)�

SU(3)� U(1)m odelbreakssupersym m etry dynam ically.Sincethereareno

classical
atdirections,thereshould notberunaway directionsin thism odel.

Having presented a generalproofofsupersym m etry breaking,we now

give a sim pler proofthat applies only in a restricted region ofparam eter

space.Assum e that�3 isthelargestparam eterin thetheory.The e�ective

superpotentialjustbelow the�3 scaleis

W = �b3 + 
A
�� �F�1 �F�2 + �1F

�
1
�F�1 + �2F

�
2
�F�2 + �3F

�
3
�F�3 +

1

�5
3

�

�F�4F
�
i
�bi� detF�i

�

; (17)

where we use the notation from Eq. 6 and we introduced explicitly the

Yukawa couplings
 and �1;2;3.In term softhecanonically norm alized �elds,

�1;2;3 arem assparam eters.

Next,we integrate out three ofthe four 
avors to arrive at an SU(4)

theory with one
avorand a superpotential

W = �b3 +
1

�5
3

�F�4F
�
4
�b4: (18)

Todescribethedynam icsoftheone-
avorSU(4)theory,itisusefultode�ne

thee�ectiveone-
avorSU(4)scale ~�5
4
,which isproportionalto�1�2�3�

5
3
�8
4
.

11



Below the e�ective ~�4 scale there is a dynam ically generated term ,so the

low-energy superpotentialis

W = �b3 +
1

�5
3

M 44
�b4 +

 
~�5
4

PfA M 44

! 1

2

; (19)

where M 44 = �F�4F
�
4
. There are no solutions to the equations ofm otion.

Notethatthepotentialrunaway direction isrem oved by theU(1)D-
atness

condition. Therefore supersym m etry is dynam ically broken. Observe that

supersym m etry breaking in this lim it has two sources. First the superpo-

tentialgenerated by the SU(3)and SU(4)gauge groupstogetherdoesnot

have a supersym m etric m inim um . Second,a Yukawa term in the tree level

superpotentialiscon�ned into a single �eld which isalso a source ofsuper-

sym m etry breaking.In fact,thetree-levelYukawa term shavethreedi�erent

im portantrolesin thisanalysis.They liftthe
atdirections,they yield m ass

term sfortheSU(4)�eldsafterSU(3)iscon�ning,and they also contribute

tosupersym m etry breakingby thelinearterm .Thefactthatthereisaquan-

tum m odi�ed constraintin the � 4 � �3 lim itofthe theory doesnotseem

to play a m ajorrolein thedynam icsofsupersym m etry breaking.

By sym m etries,it can be shown thatthissim pler proofneglects power

correctionsproportionalto

 


2�biPfA M 44

�4(�5
3)
2

! k

:

Thisre
ectsthefactthatherewe arestudying thee�ective theory treating

�3 aslarge.The�b
4 equation ofm otion togetherwith thefactthatthereare

no 
atdirectionsim ply broken supersym m etry even with these corrections

incorporated.

5 SU(n)� SU(3)� U(1)T heories

In thissection we generalize the SU(4)� SU(3)� U(1)m odelto SU(n)�

SU(3)� U(1),with n even. There are severalinteresting features ofthe

dynam ics ofthese theories. W ithouta tree-levelsuperpotentialthe SU(3)

group isnotcon�ning. However,the Yukawa couplingsofthe tree-levelsu-

perpotentialbecom em assterm swhen theSU(n)group con�nes.Thesem ass

12



term sdrivetheSU(3)group into thecon�ning regim easwell.Con�nem ent

can change chiraltheories into non-chiralones. In this exam ple Yukawa

couplingsbecom em assterm s.In fact,thequantum m odi�ed constraintas-

sociated with theSU(n)group oftheinitialtheory doesnotappearto play

an essentialrole in the dynam ics ofsupersym m etry breaking. Another in-

teresting phenom ena isthateven ifwe rem ove som e ofthe couplings from

the superpotential,so that som e 
at directions are not lifted,these direc-

tions turn out to be lifted in the quantum theory. In particular,once the

Yukawa couplingsturn into m assterm s,theSU(3)antibaryon directionsare

autom atically lifted.

Asin Section 2,we obtain the �eld contentforthese m odelsby decom -

posing the�eldsoftheSU(n + 3)theory with an antisym m etric tensorand

n � 1 anti-fundam entalsto SU(n)� SU(3)� U(1):

! A
��( ;1)6 + �Q a(1;�3)� 2n + T

�a( ;3)3� n

(n � 1) ! �F�I( ;1)� 3 + �Q ai(1;�3)n; (20)

wherei;I = 1;:::;n � 1.

In analogy to the4-3-1 case,SU(n)� SU(3)� U(1)invariantsare:

M iI = T
�a �Q ai

�F�I

X IJ = A
�� �F�I �F�J

X I =
1

6
A
�n �n� 1 :::A

�4� �F�I��n :::�1T
�3aT

�2bT
�1c�abc

Yi = A
�n �n� 1 :::A

�4�3T
�2a �Q aiT

�1b�Q b

�bij = �Q a
�Q bi

�Q cj�
abc

E I = ��n :::�1A
�n �n� 1 :::A

�2�1T
�a �Q a

�F�I (21)

W econsiderthefollowing superpotential:

W = X 12 + X 34 + :::+ X n� 3;n� 2 + �b23 + �b45 + :::+ �bn� 2;1 +

M 11 + M 22 + :::+ M n� 1;n� 1: (22)

Observetherelativeshiftsin theindicesbetween theX and�boperators.One

can check thatnotall
atdirectionsarerem oved withoutsuch a shiftin the

indices.

To dem onstrate thatall
atdirections are lifted,one can use the sam e

m ethod asdescribed in Section 2. In thisexam ple,we require looking not

13



onlyatlinearequationsin the
atdirection �elds,butalsohigherorderequa-

tions,in orderto dem onstratethatno 
atdirectionsrem ain in thepresence

ofthetree-levelsuperpotentialabove.

W e�rstusethe �Q i and �Fi equationsofm otion (contracted with �Q k and
�Fj). One willthen �nd potential
at directions which are labeled by i=

1;3;5;:::;2[n=4]� 1with equalvaluesofX2j� 1;(2j� 1+ i)jj(n� 2) = �b2j;(2j+ i)jj(n� 2),

wherej= 1;2;3;:::;(n � 2)=2 labelsnonvanishing X and�b�eldswhich are

equalalong the 
at direction. Here,by [x]we denote the greatest integer

lessthan x,whilewede�nem jjn � 1+ (m � 1)M od n.Thereisanotherset

ofpotential
at directions ofthe form X 2j;(2j+ i)jj(n� 2) = �b2j� 1;(2j� 1+ i)jj(n� 2),

where again j = 1;2;3;:::;(n � 2)=2 and i= 1;3;5;:::;2[n=4]� 1. In the

case when n = 4k and i= k,two potential
atdirectionsdescribed above

areequalto each other,so they representjustone
atdirection.Altogether,

there are (n � 2)=2 potential
at directions. One ofthese 
at directions

is lifted trivially by the A equation ofm otion. To see that the rem aining


at directions are lifted requires obtaining quadratic equations in the 
at

direction of�eldsby suitably contracting theT equationsofm otion.These

equations can be shown to have only the trivialsolution where all�elds

vanish.W ehaveveri�ed thisexplicitly in thecasesn = 6;8;10;and 12,but

weexpectthism ethod to generalize.

One can also verify that the superpotentialabove preserves two U(1)

sym m etries,one ofwhich isan R sym m etry which isanom alousonly with

respectto the U(1)gauge group. From the quantum m odi�ed constraintit

can be shown that atleast one ofthese U(1) sym m etries is spontaneously

broken. Since the theory hasno 
atdirectionsand spontaneously breaksa

U(1)sym m etry,weexpectthatsupersym m etry isbroken.

Thereisapossibilityhoweverthatinthestronglyinteractingregim ethere

isapointatwhich supersym m etry isrestored.W enow considerthequantum

theory and arguethatitislikely thatsupersym m etry isbroken.

W ithouta tree-levelsuperpotentialtheSU(3)group isnotcon�ning for

n > 4 since N f >
3

2
N c. W e choose to use �eldstransform ing underSU(3)

instead of the SU(3) invariant operators. The D-
atness conditions can

then beim posed explicitly.Although in principleonecould useholom orphic

invariantsto param eterizetheD-
atdirections,thenaiveapplication ofthis

m ethod would lead to incorrectresultsatpointsofthe m odulispace where

these invariants vanish [12]. Although with carefulchoice ofholom orphic

invariantsthisproblem can becircum vented,in practiceitissim plerto use

14



thecharged �eldswhen thegaugegroup isnotcon�ning.

TheSU(n)group hasthree
avorsand an antisym m etric tensor.There-

fore SU(n)iscon�ning and givesrise to a quantum m odi�ed constraintas

described in Ref.[4].TheSU(n)invariantsare:

X IJ = A
�� �F�I �F�J

m
a
I = T

�a �F�I

PfA = ��n :::�1A
�n �n� 1 :::A

�2�1

ya = A
�n �n� 1 :::A

�4�3��n :::�1T
�2bT

�1c�abc (23)

togetherwith the�elds �Q a and �Q ai.

Thesuperpotentialbelow the�n scaleis

W = �
12
X 12 + :::+ �

n� 3;n� 2
X n� 3;n� 2 + �

23 �Q a
�Q b2

�Q c3�
abc+ :::+

�
n� 2;1 �Q a

�Q b;n� 2
�Q c1�

abc + �
11
m

a
1
�Q a1 + :::+ �

n� 1;n� 1
m

a
n� 1

�Q a;n� 1 +

�
�n � 2

3n
�abcm

a
I1
m

b
I2
m

c
I3
X I4I5 :::X In� 2In� 1

�
I1:::In� 1PfA �

yam
a
I1
X I2I3 :::X In� 2In� 1

�
I1:::In� 1 + �2n

n

�

; (24)

where� isaLagrangem ultiplierand wehaveexplicitly included thecoupling

constantsin thetree-levelsuperpotential.In term sofSU(n)invariants,som e

oftheterm sin theabovesuperpotentialarejustm assterm sfor(n � 1)
a-

vorsofSU(3),which drive SU(3)into the con�ning phase.In the presence

ofthese perturbations,nonperturbative SU(3)dynam icswillgeneratea su-

perpotential.Sim ilarresultsarefound in Ref.[13].W estressagain thatin

theunderlying theory theseinteractionsareYukawa couplingsand notm ass

term s.

To analyze the low-energy theory,we introduce an additional
avor of

SU(n)with m ass�.W edo thisbecause theSU(n)quantum m odi�ed con-

straintorequivalently anom aly m atching showsthatSU(3)m ustbebroken

below the scale �n in the originaltheory. W ith an additional
avor,the

origin ofm odulispace isperm itted and SU(3)can rem ain unbroken. This

perm its usto derive the con�ning superpotentialwith two m assless SU(3)


avors.Although thecorrecttheoryisonlyrecovered in thelim it� ! 1 ,we

willanalyze the theory in the regim e � < �n and hope one can extrapolate

theconclusion thatsupersym m etry isbroken [14].
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Thesuperpotentialwith theadditionalm assive SU(n)
avoris:

W = �
12
X 12 + :::+ �

n� 3;n� 2
X n� 3;n� 2 +

�
23 �Q a

�Q b2
�Q c3�

abc + :::+ �
n� 2;1 �Q a

�Q b;n� 2
�Q c1�

abc+

�
11
m

a
1
�Q a1 + :::+ �

n� 1;n� 1
m

a
n� 1

�Q a;n� 1 + �m
4

n +

1

�2n� 1
n

�

PfA m
a
I1
m

b
I2
m

c
I3
m

d
I4
X I5I6 :::X In� 1In�abcd�

I1:::In +

Y
ab
m

c
I1
m

d
I2
X I3I4 :::X In� 1In�abcd�

I1:::In + B X I1I2 :::X In� 1In�
I1:::In +

�B Y ab
Y
cd
�abcd + B �B PfA

�

; (25)

wherethevariablesareasde�ned in Eq.23 with an extra SU(n)
avorand

B = T
�1aT

�2bT
�3cF

�44A
�5�6 :::A

�n� 1�n�abc��1:::�n
�B = �F�1I1 :::

�F�n In�
I1:::In�

�1:::�n

Y
a4 = T

�1aF
�24A

�3�4 :::A
�n� 1�n��1:::�n

Y
ab = �

abc
yc: (26)

Theextra SU(n)
avorisdenoted by F �4 and �F�n,and �n isthedynam ical

scale ofthe four-
avorSU(n)theory. Here we have notbothered to estab-

lish the correct coe�cients in the last term in parentheses,since they are

irrelevantin theforthcom ing analysis.

To arrive atthe true low-energy theory,one would integrate outn � 3


avors,atwhich pointasuperpotentialisgenerated involving � 3 forthefour


avor theory. Upon integrating out the two rem aining heavy 
avors,one

would generate a com plicated superpotential, involving both the Yukawa

couplings and the dynam icalscales �n and �3. It is however technically

di�cultto explicitly perform thisprocedure because ofthe nonlinearterm s

induced by thebaryon operatorsin thetree-levelsuperpotential.

Ifwe instead constrain the form ofthe low-energy superpotentialwith

sym m etriesand lim its,we�nd thattheanalysisrem ainsquitecom plicated,

becausem anyterm sareperm itted bythesym m etriesandphysicallim its.W e

deduce the allowed term sby introducing a param eter ~�3 which transform s

underanom alousglobalsym m etriesassociated with therotation ofeach �eld

carrying SU(3)gaugechargein theinitialm icroscopictheory.Alternatively,

we can de�ne � 3 for the two 
avor theory, where allheavy 
avors have

been integrated out. The param eters ~�9� n
3 det(�iI)=�2n� 1

n and �7
3 have the
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sam e charge under allanom alous sym m etries so we can describe the low

energy dynam icsin term sofeitherone. W e also see thatifwe consider ~�3

as a fundam ental�nite param eter ofthe initialtheory,singularities in the

Yukawacouplings�iI areperm itted when weexpresstheresultinterm softhe

low-energy �3,since the appropriate ratio is�nite. In essence,the Yukawa

couplingsbecom e m assterm sin the SU(n)con�ned theory,and appearin

them atching of�3 acrossm assthresholds.

Exam plesofterm sperm itted by allsym m etriesand lim itsare:

�7
3

�2n� 1
n

�ij

(�iI)2
(X IJ)

(n� 4)=2PfA M
4

I

1

yaY
a4
;

�14
3

�2n� 1
n

(�ij)2

(�iI)4
X In(X IJ)

(n� 6)=2PfA
1

(yaY
a4)(yaM

a
n)
;

where�ij’sarethecoe�cientsofthebaryon operators �Q �Q i
�Q j,and �

iI ofthe

T �FI �Q i term sin the tree-levelsuperpotential,butthe index structure isnot

speci�ed.Theseterm sm ix thee�ectsofthestrong dynam icswith thetree-

levelsuperpotential,which ispurely a consequence ofintegrating outheavy

�elds.ThisdoesnotviolatetheconjectureofRefs.[1,15],which statesthat

thecouplingsofthelight�eldsarenotm ixed intothedynam ically generated

superpotential.

Becauseofthecom plicated superpotential,theanalysisofthefulltheory

isdi�cult.W ewillthereforeconsiderasim plerversion ofthetheory,inwhich

the baryon couplings,�ij,are zero. Thissim pli�ed superpotentialdoesnot

liftall
atdirectionsclassically,which m ightlead torunawaydirectionsinthe

quantum theory.Onecan show thattheserem aining classical
atdirections

can be param eterized by the baryon operators�bij. However,in the SU(n)

con�ned theory,these�eldsarenot
at,sincetheterm sproportionaltom iI,

which are Yukawa couplings in the classicaltheory,are m ass term s in the

con�ned theory.In thiscase,thereisa potentialforthebaryon �eldswhich

drives them towardsthe origin,and the baryon 
atdirections are lifted in

the quantum theory. Thisissim ilarin spiritto whatwasfound in Ref.[5].

In thatexam plehowever,a quadraticconstraintbecom esa linearconstraint

so the
atdirection isrem oved;herewesim ply seethattheSU(n)con�ned

superpotentialissuch thatthebaryon �eldsarenot
at.Howeverthereisa

caveatto thisanalysiswhich wediscussshortly.

In thislim ititissim ple to integrate outthe heavy 
avorsand arrive at
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thelow-energy theory.Theresulting superpotentialis

W =
1

�2n� 1
n

�

yam
a
nm

4

I1
X I2I3 :::X In� 2In� 1

�
I1:::In� 1 + B X I1I2 :::X In� 1In�

I1:::In

+ �B Y a4
ya + B �B PfA

�

+ �m
4

n + �
12
X 12 + :::+ �

n� 3;n� 2
X n� 3;n� 2

+
�7
3

(Y a4ya)(m
b
n
�Q b)� (Ya4 �Q a)(m

b
nyb)

: (27)

Thissuperpotentialclearly breakssupersym m etry since m 4
n appearsonly in

theterm �m 4
n.SincethescalesoftheSU(n)theory with and withoutextra


avorarerelated by �� 2n� 1
n = �2n

n ,thispresum ably im pliesthatsupersym -

m etry breaking ischaracterized by �2n� 1
n in theoriginaltheory.

Thuswe justshowed thatifthe SU(n)gauge group iscon�ning,super-

sym m etry isbroken.Had supersym m etry notbeen broken,thiswould have

been agood assum ption,sincealloperatorsinvolving �eldstransform ingun-

der the SU(n) are driven to the origin by the classicalpotential. Because

supersym m etry is broken,it is conceivable that the true vacuum is in the

Higgs,ratherthan the con�ning phase. Nonetheless,we stillexpectsuper-

sym m etry to be broken since there are no classically 
at directions in the

theory. In thiscase however,the�boperatorsare notlifted by the superpo-

tential.Oncethee�ectofsupersym m etry breaking and theK�ahlerpotential

are included,the �b �elds presum ably have a nontrivialpotential. W e have

notanalyzed whetherornotthiscan giveriseto runaway directions,should

theHiggsphaseproveto bethetruevacuum .

Having argued that supersym m etry is probably broken for�ij = 0,we

hope thatby including the rem aining couplings,while lifting the 
atdirec-

tions,doesnotintroduce a supersym m etric m inim um . W e expectthatthe

argum entspresented aboveindicatethatsupersym m etry isbroken in thefull

SU(n)� SU(3)� U(1)theories.

6 C onclusions

W ehaveexplored anew classoftheoriesbased on aproductgroup,in which

neithergaugegroup generatesa dynam icalsuperpotentialin the absence of

perturbations. Nonethelessby exploring the exactsuperpotential,we could

explicitly dem onstratethatsupersym m etry isbroken in theSU(4)� SU(3)�
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U(1)m odel.W ealso found interesting phenom ena in theexactsuperpoten-

tial, which were discussed in Section 3. For the SU(n)� SU(3)� U(1)

m odels,we have found that the exact superpotentialis quite com plicated.

However,in theories with �ij = 0,we could dem onstrate supersym m etry

breaking with the addition ofan extra 
avorofSU(n). In thistheory,we

also found a largenum berofclassically 
atdirectionswhich arelifted in the

quantum m echanicaltheory. Thisisdue to the factthatwhen SU(n)con-

�nes,som eoftheYukawa couplingsin thetree-levelsuperpotentialturn into

m assterm s.ThisdrivestheSU(3)group into thecon�ning region and also

liftssom eoftheclassical
atdirections.Although theparticularexam plewe

studied in thispaperinvolved a gaugegroup which had a quantum m odi�ed

constraint,this factdoesnotseem essentialto supersym m etry breaking in

the SU(n)� SU(3)� U(1)m odels,and the sam e m echanism should apply

m oregenerally.

Thatsuch interesting featuresappearin a fairly straightforward exam ple

seem sindicativeoffuturepossibilities.Although theclassicaltheory iscon-

structed according to \standard" rules,in thatonecan liftall
atdirections

and spontaneously break an R sym m etry,the breaking ofsupersym m etry

is m ore subtle than in previous m odels. Verifying that supersym m etry is

broken in the fullstrongly interacting theory iscom plicated because ofthe

presenceofm any�elds,even when thestrongdynam icsiswellunderstood.It

m ightbethoughtthattheabovepropertiesaresu�cientforsupersym m etry

breaking;howeveritisnotclearto usthattherecannotexista pointin the

strongly interactingtheory atwhich supersym m etry ispreserved.Ultim ately

itwould be interesting ifitcan m orerigorously beshown thatm odelswith

theabovepropertiesnecessarily break supersym m etry.

Another intriguing observation is that the theories based on an exist-

ing supersym m etrictheory with generatorsrem oved from theoriginalgauge

group with a su�ciently generalsuperpotentialseem to perm it supersym -

m etry breaking with no dangerous 
at directions. In this paper,we have

explored an exam ple distinct from previous ones in which the subgroup of

theinitialgaugegroup isaproductgroup forwhich neithergroup generatesa

dynam icalsuperpotential.W ehave shown thatsupersym m etry isbroken in

thiscase aswell,and presum ably m any otherexam plescan be constructed

along these lines and analyzed with the fullpower ofrecent developm ents

in strongly interacting gauge theories. It would be worthwhile to analyze

thesetheories,and also to seewhetheritcan beproven in generalthattheo-
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riesconstructed in thisfashion with a su�ciently generalsuperpotentialwill

break supersym m etry withoutrunaway directions.

W e have not addressed the issue ofthe applicability ofour m odels to

visible sector scenarios. In the SU(4)� SU(3)� U(1) m odel,the original

theorycan preserveaglobalSU(2)sym m etry,and theSU(n)� SU(3)� U(1)

m odelpreserves a globalU(1) (in addition to the R sym m etry). Since we

havenotanalyzed thevacuum ofourtheoriesin detail,wehavenotchecked

whetherany oftheglobalsym m etriesoftheclassicaltheory were preserved

bythesupersym m etry breakingvacuum .TheSU(n)� SU(3)� U(1)theories

with �ij = 0 perhapssuggestinteresting possibilities,since there are m any

�elds which seem to play no role in supersym m etry breaking. There is a

possibility that gauge and/or globalsym m etries in this or sim ilar m odels

are left unbroken. It m ight be possible to allow for m ore direct couplings

between thesupersym m etry and visiblesectorsin thiscase.
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