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A bstract

In this paper we Introduce a new class of theories which dynam ically break
supersym m etry based on the gauge group SU (n) SU 3) U (1) foreven n.
T hese theores are Interesting In that no dynam ical superpotential is gener—
ated in the absence of perturbations. Fortheexamplke SU 4) SU 3) U (@)
we explicitly dem onstrate that all at directions can be lifted through a
renom alizable superpotential and that supersymm etry is dynam ically bro—
ken. W e derive the exact superpotential for this theory, which exhibits new
and interesting dynam ical phenom ena. For exam ple, m odi cations to classi-
caloonstraints can be eld dependent. W e also consider the generalization to
SUMm) SU@E) U(@d)models Wihevenn > 4).W epresent a renom alizable
superpotential which liftsall at directions. Because SU (3) isnot con ning
In the absence of perturbations, the analysis of supersym m etry breaking is
very di erent in these theories from then = 4 example. W hen the SU (n)
gauge group con nes, the Yukawa couplings drive the SU (3) theory into a
regin e w ith a dynam ically generated superpotential. By considering a sin —
pli ed version of these theories we argue that supersymm etry is probably
broken.
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1 Introduction

A fter a 1ull of about ten years, the number of known m odels which dynam —
ically break supersymm etry has been steadily rising. O ne begins to suspect
that the restricted num ber of theories was prin arily due to a lin ited ability
to analyze strongly nteracting theordes. W ih recent advances in understand—
ing these theordes [Il, 2], progress is being m ade in exploring the larger class
oftheories which can break supersym m etry, leading to severalnew m odels of
supersym m etry breaking [3,4,5,4]. A second problem w ith the search for su-
persym m etry breaking is that theories w ith even a slightly com plicated eld
content can quickly becom e cum bersom e to analyze. This second problam
can stillbe a frustration.

In this paper, we present an interesting nontrivial application of exact
m ethods to analyze a m odel which soontaneocusly breaks supersym m etry.
T he theories that we analyze are based on the gauge group SU (h) SU (3)

U (1). Because the gauge dynam ics are very di erent forn = 4 and n > 4,
we rst consider the gauge group SU (4) SU (3) U (1). The particular
m odels we explore in this paper are based on an idea discussed in Ref. ),
where i was suggested to search form odels which dynam ically break super-
symm etry by taking a known m odel and rem oving generators to reduce the
gauge group. Thism ethod is guaranteed to generate an anom aly free chiral
theory which has the potential to break supersymm etry. There are ssveral
known exam ples of theories w ith a suitable superpotential respecting the less
restrictive gauge sym m etries of the resultant theory, In which supersym m etry
isbroken w ithout runaw ay directions. H ow ever, there is as yet no proofthat
thism ethod w ill necessarily be successfiil.

The SU (n + 3) theories for even n wih an antisym m etric tensor and
n 1 antifindam entals are known to break supersymm etry dynam ically i[7].
In thispaperwe considerm odels based on the reduced gauge group SU (n)
SU@) U@).

U nlike previous m odels In the literature, neither of the nonabelian gauge
groups generates a dynam ical superpotential in the absence of the pertur-
bations added at tree level. Because neither factor generates a dynam ical
superpotential, there isno Im it in which the theory can be analyzed pertur-
batively. Therefore, we derive the exact superpotential for the n = 4 case
which we use to show supersymm etry is broken in the strongly interacting
theory.



TheSU (4) SU (3) U (1) m odelis Interesting for several reasons. F irst,
the dem onstration of supersym m etry breaking involves a subtle interplay be-
tween the con ning dynam ics and the tree-level superpotential of the theory.
Second, thism odel in plem ents the m echanism of £, 6] w ithout ntroducing
additional singlets or potential runaw ay directions. Third, we can lift all the

at directions by a renom alizable superpotential. Fourth, none of the gauge
groups generates a dynam ical superpotential; the elds are kept from the
origin sokly by a quantum m odi ed constrannt.

In addition, the exact superpotentialexhibits severalnovel features. F irst,

elds w ith quantum num bers corresponding to classically vanishing gauge
Invariant operators em erge, and ply the role of Lagrange mulipliers for
know n constraints. Second, we nd that classical constraints can bem odi ed
not only by a constant, but by eld dependent tem s which vanish in the
classical Iim it. Third, elds which are lndependent in the classical theory
satisfy lnear constraints in the quantum theory. By explicitly substituting
the solution to the equation ofm otion forthese elds, we show that quantum
analogs of the classical constraints are still satis ed.

The SU () SU (3) U (1) theories for n > 4 are less tractable but
nonetheless very Interesting. W e show that it ispossibl to Introduce Y ukaw a
couplings which lift all classical at directions. W e then consider the low -
energy lim it ofthistheory. The SU (3) gauge group w ithout the perturbative
superpotential is not con ning. However, the SU (n) con ned theory in the
presence of Yukawa ocouplings induces m asses for su ciently many avors
that there is a dynam ical superpotential associated w ith both the SU (3) and
SU () dynam ics. This low-energy superpotential depends non-trivially on
both the strong dynam ical scales of the low -energy theory and the Yukawa
couplings ofthem icroscopic theory. W e consider thism odelw ith and w ithout
Yukawa ocouplings which lift the baryon at directions. In the rst case, the
theory istoo com plicated to sokre. The form ofthe low -energy superpotential
pem itted by the sym m etries is nonetheless quite interesting in that it m ixes
the perturbative and strong dynam ics. In the second case, we can explicithy
derive that supersym m etry isbroken. In either case, there is a spontaneously
broken globalU (1) symm etry, so we conclude this theory probably breaks
supersym m etry and has no dangerous runaw ay directions when all required
Yukaw a couplings are nonvanishing.

T he outline of this paper is as ollows. W e st describbe the SU (4)
SU 3) U (1) m odel classically. In particular, we show that the m odel has



no classical at directions. In Section 3, we analyze the quantum m echanical
theory In the strongly interacting regine. In Section 4, we show that the
m odel breaks supersymm etry. In Section 5, we discuss generalizations to
SUMm) SU@E) U (@) and conclude In the nalsection.

2 The ClassicalSU @) SU @) U (@) Theory

The eld content of the m odel we study is obtained by decom posing the
chiralmultiplets of an SU (7) theory with the eld content consisting of an
antisym m etric tensor and three anti-findam entals into its SU @) SU (3)

U (1) subgroup. The elds are:

A (6;1)6;Qa(1;3) g7 T “@4;3) 1;F 1 4;1) 35Q41153)45

where ;I = 1;2;3 are avorindices, whilke G reek Jkttersdenote SU (4) Indices
and Latin ones correspond to SU (3). In thisnotation (;m ), denotesa eld
that transform s as an n under SU 4), m under SU (3) and hasU (1) charge
dg.

W e take the classical superpotential to be

Wa = A FiF .+ T°%QaF 1+ T%Q0F 2+ T %QusF 5+
0,00 *: 1)

W e will show shortly that this superpotential lifts allD — at directions.

From the fundam ental eldswe can construct operatorswhich are invari-
ant under the gauge symm etries of the theory. W e rst list those which are
invariant under SU (4) SU (3) and subssquently construct operators w hich
arealso U (1) Invarant. Lateron i w illbe in portant to distinguish operators
Invariant under the con ning gauge groups but which carry U (1) charge.

My = T °Q.F 1 0

M4 = T 2Q.F ; 12

X1y = A F:F ;

Xy= (A F; T ST PT 4. O

PfA = A A 12 @)
Yy = A T 20T "Qu; 12



Yy = A T QT ™0y 0

B= <FF  ;Fg KT 3T T © 4 12
= %QaijQck e abe 0
b = 20,1055 Q o 12

T he right hand side colum n indicates the charges of the operators under the
U (1) gauge group. A llother SU (4) SU (3) Invariants can be obtained as
products of these operators. T he classical constraints ocbeyed by these elds
are:

4X1Xox ¢ BPRA =0

Bk IIK B A M ;M 55M 6YisM X gx )= 0

Bk K oo M .M 50M kx 2Y5M 41X gx + 4Y5aM X gx ) = 0
Yyl = 0

1 ..

BE' = P TIM M M = 0

B kinij 2 K3 DKM M j9Xka= 0
M 4Ib4 + M iji: 0

Y GM g+ 2 M 1Y+ 4X b= 0

LK N M M gg Vs = O )

The com plktely gauge invariant elds can be form ed by taking products
ofthe above U (1) charged elds. However, m ost of these com binations tum
out to be products of other com plktely gauge invariant operators. A s an
operator basis we can use the neutral elds from Eq. 2 and E; = M ,4PfA.
T hese operators are sub ect to the ollow Ing classical constraints:

YEEMgb =0
Yib =0
VK UM oM 5Bk Yia = 0

FETM M 55 YiaM kB = 0 @)

T hese constraints ollow from Eq.3. W e have om itted the linear constraints
ollow ing from Eq.3 which de ne additionalunnecessary elds. These oper-
ators cbeying the above constraints param eterize the D — at directions ofthe
theory.



In tem s ofthe Invariants de ned above we can express the superpotential
as
Wcl=X12+M11+M22+M33+b3: (5)

W e now show that this superootential su ces to lift all D — at directions.
Tt is easiest to show this (using the results of Ref. B]) by dem onstrating
that the holom orphic Invarants which param eterize the at directions are
all detem Ined by the equations of m otion (as opposed to param eterizing
the at directions In tem s of the fuindam ental elds). If all holom orphic
Invariants are detem ined, we can conclude that allpotential at directions
are lifted.

W e consider the equations ofm otion corresponding to the classical super-
potential of Eq.J. The equation &% sets X 1, to zero ifwe multiply by A .
Fom Ing all gauge invariant com binations from % we obtain the follow ing.

M ultiplying @%"13 by Q.5 gives

M 3= 0;
sin ilarlky ﬁ;r@QEL we obtain

al;2

M12=0 M22+b3=0 M32 b2=0
M21=0 M11+b3=0 M31 bl=0

Next, wem ultiply the sam e equationsby ...T °T °A to dbtain
Xas=0 Yot 2X14= 0 Yy, 2Xp5 = O:
A Iso, by muliplying @@Q_Lai by Q. PfA weget
E;= 0:

N ext, from @?Qﬂ Q. we cbtaih that

b = 0:

W e obtain the ram aining equations from @@FL . They are:
I

Mz Xp3=0 Mo+ X33=0 M3 =0
E2+ 4Y14: 0 El 4Y24: 0 Y34: 0



The only solution to these equations sets all operators to be zero. T herefore,
our theory does not have at directions.

In Ref. ] it was argued that theories which have no at directions, but
pressrve an anom aly free R symm etry break supersym m etry soontaneocusly
ifthe U (1)zx symm etry is spontaneously broken in the vacuum . T his follow s
because there would be a m assless pssudoscalar, which is unlkely to have a
m assless scalarpartner. T he superpotential of E .7, preservesan R symm etry
under which the R chargesare R @) = RF3) = 0, R 1) = R F,) = 1,
RQ:1)=RQ2)=3RQ3)=3RQ)= $andRT)= £.Alkhough
this sym m etry is anom alous w ith respect to the U (1) gauge group, if it is
goontaneously broken, the associated G oldstoneboson isnonethelessm assless
5o the argum ent ofRef. Q] should still apply.

N otice that the classical equations of m 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 pem it such a supersymm etric solution, so that

supersym m etry is broken.

3 The Quantum SU @) SU @) U (1) Theory

In this section we w illderive the exact superpotentialofthe SU (4) SU (3)
U (1) theory. The fact that it ispossible to detemm ine the exact superpotential
of the theory will enabl us to prove that supersymm etry is dynam ically
broken.

B efore proceeding, we list the global sym m etries ofthem icroscopic elds,
which areusefulwhen constraining the form ofthe exact superpotential. The
global sym m etries are:

U@)a U@d) U@ U@d) SUEk, U@d), SUR),, Udk
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
Fr| O 0 0 1 3 0 1 0
Q;| O 0 0 0 1 1 3 0

3l o 1 4 0 1 3 1 2
8l 2 0 3 3 1 0 1 0

The only invariants under all global symm etries ncluding U (1) are A =



X1gXgq ¥= 2andB =BpPfA= §.

W enow identify the proper degrees of freedom . To do o, it is convenient
to rsttakethelm it 4 and construct SU (3) invariant operatorsw hich
are m esons and baryons form ed from the SU (3) charged elds, and then to
construct the SU (4) bound states ofthese elds. T his gives us the spectrum
which m atches anom alies of the originalm icroscopic theory, lndependent of
the mtio 3= 4.

Below the SU (3) scale, the theory can be described by an SU (@) theory
w ith an antisym m etric tensor and four avors. These four avors are

1
Fa=c T T PT © 4o
F, =T %Q.; i= 1;2;3
F, =T °Qa.; ()
T he three rem alning antifindam entalsare ¥ ;, I = 1;2;3, the origihal elds.
The SU (3) antbaryons are the b'’s ofEq.2, which are singktsunder SU (4).

T he four- avor theory w ith an antisym m etric tensor has been described
in Ref. fiJ]. The con ned states ofthe SU (4) theory are

PfA = A A
My=F,F
Xig=A FFg
Yy=A F,F,

1 ijk1
B = ﬁFl FijFl s
1 IJK L
B = QF IF JF KF L . (7)

Here the indices i and I range from 1 to 4. Note that B;M 44, and M i are
eldswhich vanish classically. H owever, anom aly m atching ofthem icroscopic
theory to the low-energy theory requires the presence of these elds. Fields
other than B ;M 4 and M i corresoond to operators introduced In Eqg. Q
T he Jow -energy theory consists of the elds listed n Eq.2 and thenew elds
B;M4,and M .
In order to construct the superpotential it is again convenient to consider
the Im it 5 4. Below the 3 scale, there isan SU (4) theory w ith four



avors and an antisym m etric tensor together w ith the con ning SU (3) su-
perpotential of Ref. {Il]. The superpotential for the our- avor SU (4) theory
wih an antisymm etric tensor has been descrdbbed in Ref. [[(Q]. W e deter-
m ined the coe cients in the superpotential of Ref. [[0]by requiring that the
equations of m otion reproduce the classical constraints.

In this lim i, the superpotential has to be the sum of the contributions

from SU (3) and SU (4) dynam ics. T he exact superpotential is therefore of
the formm :

W =b3+X12+M11+M22+M33+—5 Mi4bi B +
3
1 .
f@;B) YR 24BX ;X g1 XY+ 6B YV, Y 24BBPAA +
3 4

PP EIM M Mk My 12 P M X R @)

where £ is an as yet undetem Ined function of the symm etry nvariants A

3 4 restrict the superpotential up to a function of A and B . However,
a negative power series n A orB would In ply unphysical sihgularities, since
there isno lin it In which the number of avors in the SU (4) theory is lss
than the num ber of colors. O n the other hand, a positive power series In A
or B would not correctly reproduce the Ilim it where 4 3. In this lim it
one has an SU (4) theory with an antisym m etric tensor and three avors,
which yields a quantum m odi ed constraint §]. Observe the am azing fact
that the B equation ofm otion which involves the superpotential from both
the SU (3) and SU (4) tem sexactly reproducesthisSU (4) quantum m odi ed
constraint. This isonly true w ith no furtherm odi cation ofthe second tem .
In fact, this iswhat pem itsusto x the relative coe cient ofthe two tem s
In parentheses. Thus we conclude that £ @ ;B) 1.

W e stress again that each ofthe eldsB ,M iy, and M 44 vanish classically.

In the quantum theory, theB eld actsasa Lagrangem ultiplier forthe three

avor SU (4) quantum m odi ed constraint. The M 3 and M 44 equations of
m otion are

UK @AM oM M g 6%M 41X gk )= 6 51 )
UK @AM oM M g 2%M X gx + AY M X g ) = 2 Sb

T he lnear equations orb' and ' can be understood by the fact that they
appear asmass tem s orM 44 and M 1. The equations of m otion in Eq. 9

8



can be Interpreted as quantum m odi ed constraints ofa three avor SU (4)
theory w ith the scales related through the b-dependent m asses.

It is a nontrivial check on the superpotential of Eq. § that all classical
constraints have a quantum analog and vice versa. The quantum m odi ed
constraints volving b and I are derived by substituting in the solution to
their equation ofm otion. The quantum m odi ed constraints are:

4% 14X 5 WK BPfA = 2 (10)
Bk K pen M oM oM 6YsM X gx ) = 6 el 1)
Bk 9K o gAM M 50M ik 2YpM 41X 5k + 4Y34M X gx ) = 2 2bi 12)
LK ik M M g Yia = 2BM 41X o ¥ 3)

B kinij o kij 1JK aM yXga=  2MuM g kijy gx I (14)

while the rem aining constraints are not m odi ed. The Interesting thing to
cbserve in the above equations is that the quantum m odi cations do not
sin ply Involve addition of a constant to the classical eld equations. The
quantum m odi cation can be eld dependent. The classical lim it is recov—
ered in Egs. 3, 14 because B and M y are elds which vanish classically.
W ithout a tree-level superpotential M ;, is set to zero by the b equations of
motion. However, M 4 can be non-vanishing in the presence of a treelevel
superpotential. The quantum m odi cations in Egs. 11, 12 do not contain
classically vanishing elds, but are proportional to 4, which ensures the
correct classical Iim it. This eld dependent m odi cation of constraints is a
new feature which is not present when analyzing sin pl nonabelian gauge
groups.

Note that ve of our constraints Egs. 10, L1 and 12) can be interpreted
as the quantum m odi ed constraints on the m oduli space ofan SU (4) gauge
theory wih an antisymm etric tensor and three avors. Sudch a theory is
obtained in ssveral Iim its. If 4 3 one trivially has a three avor SU 4)
theory with an antisymm etric tensor. On the other hand, if 3 4 and
any singlk b is non-vanishing one also has a three avor SU (4) theory w ith
its corresponding quantum m odi ed constraint.

W hen deriving the constraints in Egs.10-14 from the exact superpotential
we frequently encounter expressions containing inverse powers of 4. Such
termm sare singularin the Iim itwhen 3 isheld xedand 4 ! 0. Thisistrue
even for expressions containing the eldsB ;M i and M 44, since they vanish
only nthelmitwhen 3! 0.Therefreallsuch term smust and do cancel.



4 D ynam ical Supersym m etry B reaking

In the low -energy description ofourm odelthe SU (4) and SU (3) gauge groups
are con ned and the only rem aining gauge group istheU (1). ThisU (1) does
not play any role in supersym m etry breaking; its purpose is to lift som e clas-
sical at directions. Unlke previous exam ples of dynam ical supersym m etry
breaking, the superpotential can be com pletely analyzed in a regin e where
there are no singularities, either due to a dynam ically generated superpoten—
tial present In the initial theory, integrating out elds, or particular lim its.
If the theory breaks supersym m etry, it is sin ply of O 'R aifeartaigh type [I1].
In this section, we show that this is the case; there is no consistent solution
of the F — atness equations for the exact superpotential of Eq. §.
We rstassumethat B 6 0. Then the @@ij equation ofm otion in plies

1
Yi5 = EXK LM M 55 PR 15)

P lugging this expression into the @(;% equation ofm otion, we obtain

2 1 ..
. M oy M MM g Xgp PVEE = 0:
3 4 3 1B

However, by using the -2 = 0 equation I the above expression we arrive

QP fA
at a contradiction.
Next we assume that B = 0,butB $ 0. W e can now solve for X using
theequatjon@f(%= 0

h i
Xyy = (0w o)+ 48 My My e (16)

= 00

Then we multiply this equation by P M ¥M ;M ;. The Yy equation of
m otion sets the left hand side to zero, whike the P fA equation ofm otion sets
the second tem on the right hand side to zero. T herefore,

ijk 1334 _ (.

U sing this fact, the PfA equation of m otion, and the expression for Xy y

in Eq.1§ we get that %lB = L, which again m eans that the equations of
- 3

m otion are contradictory.

10



Finally we assume that B = B = 0. Then the @@;(WIJ equation ofm otion
In plies
ljleijM kIM = O

forallT;J except I = 3;J = 4. M ultiplying the @[;WIJ equation ofm otion by
ew

apm SJuation ofm otion we get that

M ;1M 55 and using the

ijkl]y.[ le 32 = 0:

ew
M

2 equation ofm otion yields

U sing these resuls the

i3

3 % ijlejkM sX g1 YKL = 0
3 4
M ultiplying this equation by M j; InpliesM 3, = 0, which is n contradiction
w ih the % equation of m otion. Thus we have shown that this SU (4)
SU 3) U (1) modelbreaks supersym m etry dynam ically. Since there are no
classical at directions, there should not be runaw ay directions in thism odel.
Having presented a general proof of supersym m etry breaking, we now

give a sin pler proof that applies only In a restricted region of param eter
Foace. Assum e that 3 is the largest param eter in the theory. The e ective
superpotential just below the ; scak is

W = P+ A F.F,+ F,Fi+ ,F,F,+ sF,;F 3+

F, F,; b detF ; a7)

wu—u| =

where we use the notation from Eqg. § and we introduced explicitly the
Yukawa couplings and ;;,;. In tem s ofthe canonically nom alized elds,
1;2;3 arem ass param eters.
Next, we Integrate out three of the four avors to arrive at an SU (@)
theory with one avor and a superpotential

W =Db+ iF F,b: (18)
- F,F, B
3

To describe the dynam ics ofthe one- avor SU (4) theory, it isusefulto de ne

the e ective one- avor SU (4) scake ™3, which isproportionalto ; ; 3 3 5.

11



Below the e ective 7, scale there is a dynam ically generated temn , so the
Jow -energy superpotential is

W=+ 1M b+ " (19)
g 44 PﬂM44 14

where M 44 = F 4F, . There are no solutions to the equations of m otion.
N ote that the potential runaw ay direction is ram oved by the U (1) D — atness
condition. Therefore supersymm etry is dynam ically broken. Observe that
supersymm etry breaking in this lin i has two sources. F irst the superpo-—
tential generated by the SU (3) and SU (4) gauge groups together does not
have a supersymm etric m nimum . Second, a Yukawa term In the tree level
superpotential is con ned into a sngke eld which is also a source of super-
symm etry breaking. In fact, the treeJdevel Yukawa tem s have three di erent
In portant roles in this analysis. They lift the at directions, they yield m ass
tem s forthe SU (4) eldsafter SU (3) is con ning, and they also contrdbute
to supersym m etry breaking by the lineartem . T he fact that there isa quan-
tum modi ed constraint in the 4 3 Iim it of the theory does not seam
to play a m apr roke In the dynam ics of supersym m etry breaking.
By symm etries, it can be shown that this sin pler proof neglects power
corrections proportional to
|
5P A M 44

4( g)z

k

This re ects the fact that here we are studying the e ective theory treating

5 as lJarge. The B! equation ofm otion together w ith the fact that there are
no at directions in ply broken supersymm etry even w ith these corrections
ncorporated.

5 SUM) SU@B U@ Theories

In this section we generalize the SU (4) SU 3) U (1) modelto SU (n)
SU (3) U (1), with n even. There are ssveral Interesting features of the
dynam ics of these theories. W ithout a tree-level superpotential the SU (3)
group is not con ning. However, the Yukawa couplings of the treedevel su—
perpotentialbecom em asstem swhen the SU (n) group con nes. Thesem ass

12



tem s drive the SU (3) group Into the con ning regin e aswell. Con nem ent
can change chiral theories nto non-chiral ones. In this exam pl Yukawa
couplings becom e m ass tem s. In fact, the quantum m odi ed constraint as-
sociated w ith the SU () group of the nnitial theory does not appear to play
an essential role in the dynam ics of supersym m etry breaking. A nother in-—
teresting phenom ena is that even if we ram ove som e of the couplings from
the superpotential, so that some at directions are not lifted, these direc-
tions tum out to be liffted in the quantum theory. In particular, once the
Yukaw a couplings tum Intom asstem s, the SU (3) antibaryon directions are
autom atically lifted.

A s In Section 2, we cbtain the eld content for these m odels by decom —
posing the eldsofthe SU (n + 3) theory wih an antisym m etric tensor and
n 1 antifiindamentalsto SU M) SU 3) U @Q):

H ' 2 HLe+0.@03) 20+ T @33 »
m 1O ! F:@1) 3+ Qai@i3)ns (20)
where ;1= 1;::5n 1.

In analogy to the 4-3-1 cass, SU (n) SU (3) U (1) invariants are:

MJ'I = T aQaiFI
XIJ = A FIFJ
1
X = %A““l:::A“FI Cwe T ORT 2T
Y; = A" l:in:AfST 2%Q,,T PO,
bij = QaQbchj abe
E; = L ANt iniA 2T 2QUF (21)

W e consider the follow Ing superpotential:

W = X12+X34+:::+Xn 3;f12+b23+b45+:::+:bﬂ 2,.1+
M11+M22+:::+Mn 1n 1. (22)

O bserve the relative shifts in the indicesbetween the X and b operators. O ne
can check that not all at directions are ram oved w ithout such a shift in the
indices.

To dem onstrate that all at directions are lifted, one can use the same
m ethod as described In Section 2. In this exam ple, we require Jooking not
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only at Iinearequations In the atdirection elds,butalso higher orderequa—
tions, In order to dem onstrate that no at directions ram ain in the presence
of the treeJlevel superpotential above.

W e rstusethe Q; and F; equations ofm otion (contracted with Q. and
F;). Onewillthen nd potential at directions which are labeled by i =
1;3;5;:::;2n=4] 1wih equalvaluesofXyy 1;05 1+030 2) = e din 207
where j= 1;2;3;:::; 0 2)=2 lJabelsnonvanishing X andb eldswhich are
equal along the at direction. Here, by K] we denote the greatest integer
lessthan x, whikwede nem Jnh 1+ (m 1) M od n. There is another set
of potential at directions of the form X 24,05+ )50 20 = 235 1;05 1+ 950 2)7
where again 3= 1;2;3;:::; 0 2)=2 and i= 1;3;5;:::;2h=4] 1. In the
case when n = 4k and i= k, two potential at directions described above
are equalto each other, so they represent jist one at direction. A ltogether,
there are (n 2)=2 potential at directions. One of these 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 elds by suitably contracting the T equations ofm otion. These
equations can be shown to have only the trivial solution where all elds
vanish. W e have veri ed this explicitly In the casesn = 6;8;10; and 12, but
we expect this m ethod to generalize.

One can also verify that the superpotential above preserves two U (1)
symm etries, one of which isan R symm etry which is anom alous only with
resoect to the U (1) gauge group. From the quantum m odi ed constraint i
can be shown that at least one of these U (1) symm etries is soontaneously
broken. Since the theory has no at directions and soontaneously breaks a
U (1) symm etry, we expect that supersym m etry is broken.

T here isa possibility how ever that in the strongly Interacting regin e there
isapoint at which supersym m etry is restored. W enow consider the quantum
theory and argue that it is lkely that supersym m etry is broken.

W ithout a treedevel superpotential the SU (3) group is not con ning for
n> 4 shceN¢ > SN.. We choose to use elds transform ing under SU (3)
Instead of the SU (3) Invariant operators. The D - atness conditions can
then be In posad explicitly. A though in principle one could use holom orphic
Invariants to param eterize the D — at directions, the naive application ofthis
m ethod would Jead to incorrect results at points of the m oduli space where
these nvariants vanish {12]. A Yfhough with carefiil choice of holom orphic
Invariants this problem can be circum vented, in practice it is sin pler to use
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the charged elds when the gauge group is not con ning.

The SU (n) group has three avors and an antisym m etric tensor. T here-
fore SU (n) is con ning and gives rise to a quantum m odi ed constraint as
described in Ref. §]. The SU (n) invariants are:

X3 = A F.Fg

m; = T °F

PAA = L AT A 2

Ya = A" linat T PT S @3)

together w ith the eds Q. and Q .;-
T he superpotential below the , scak is

12 n 3n 2 23 abc
W = X12+ ciit Xn 3m 2+ QaQbZQC3 + it
n 2;1 abc 11_ a e n 1n 1_a
QaQb;n 2Qc1 + leal+ it mn 1Qa;n 1+
n 2
a b c Ipely 1
n apeMgmpmy Xy 22:Xg .1, » 'PfA
a cee I 2n
yam le 1,13 10:X I, 2In 1 1 no 14 n ’ (24)

where isa Lagrangem ultiplier and we have explicitly lncluded the coupling
constants in the treeJdevel superpotential. In term sofSU (n) invariants, som e

ofthe tem s In the above superpotentialare st masstemsfor n 1) a-
vors of SU (3), which drive SU (3) into the con ning phase. In the pressnce

of these perturbations, nonperturbative SU (3) dynam ics w ill generate a su—
perpotential. Sin ilar results are ound In Ref. [[3]. W e stress again that in

the underlying theory these interactions are Yukawa couplings and not m ass

tem s.

To analyze the low-energy theory, we Introduce an additional avor of
SU (h) withmass .W edo thisbecause the SU (n) quantum m odi ed con—
straint or equivalently anom aly m atching show s that SU (3) m ust be broken
below the scak , in the origmhal theory. W ith an additional avor, the
origin of m oduli space is pem itted and SU (3) can ram ain unbroken. This
pem its us to derive the con ning superpotential w ith two m assless SU (3)

avors. A though the correct theory isonly recovered nthelmi ! 1 ,we
will analyze the theory n the regine < , and hope one can extrapolate
the conclusion that supersymm etry is broken {14].
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T he superpotential w ith the additionalm assive SU (n) avor is:

_ 12 n 3n 2
W - X12+ ...+ Xn 3;n 2+
23 abc n 2;1 abc
Q.00 + ot QaQpn 2Qa +
11 a n 1,y 1_a 4
miQg, + it m_ Qan 1+ m +
a b c d e Ip Iy
— PAmymym myXng 202X ;1 abed +
n
ab_ c d e I =2 Ip =
Y mIlm IZX 514 1:: X I, 1I, abcd o+ BXI112 10X I, 1In o+
BY®y™ , ,+ BBPMA ; @5)

where the variables are as de ned in Eq.23 with an extra SU (n) avor and

B = T 18T 2PT 3¢p 44p 5 6 ... n 1 on N
B = F 14 tF o In Ipadn 1:tog

yat = T 12 24A34:::An 1 n e

Yab — abcyC: (26)

Theextra SU (0) avorisdenotedby F % andF ,,and , isthe dynam ical
scale of the four- avor SU (n) theory. Here we have not bothered to estab—
lish the correct coe cients in the last tetm In parentheses, since they are
irrelevant In the forthcom ing analysis.

To arrive at the true low-energy theory, one would integrate out n 3
avors, at w hich point a superpotential is generated involving 3 forthe four
avor theory. Upon Integrating out the two rem aining heavy avors, one

would generate a com plicated superpotential, involring both the Yukawa
couplings and the dynam ical scales , and ;. It is however technically
di cult to explicitly perform this procedure because of the nonlinear temm s
Induced by the baryon operators In the treedevel superpotential.

If we instead constrain the form of the low-energy superpotential w ith
symm etries and lin its, we nd that the analysis ram ains quite com plicated,
becausem any tem sare pem itted by the sym m etries and physicallin its. W e
deduce the allowed tem s by Introducing a param eter ~3; which transform s
under anom alous global sym m etries associated w ith the rotation ofeach eld
carrying SU (3) gauge charge in the niialm icroscopic theory. A tematively,
we can de ne 3 for the two avor theory, where all heavy avors have
been integrated out. The parameters ~5 "det( T)= 2 ! and ! have the
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sam e charge under all anom alous symm etries so we can describe the low

energy dynam ics In tem s of either one. W e also see that if we consider ™3

as a fundam ental nite param eter of the iniial theory, sihqularities in the

Yukawa couplings * arepem itted when we express the result in term s ofthe

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

couplings becom e m ass tem s in the SU (h) con ned theory, and appear In
them atching of 3 acrossm ass thresholds.

E xam ples of tem s pem itted by all sym m etries and lim its are:

7 13

-3

I211'1 1 ( J'I)2

(X )(n 4):2PﬂM 4 .
IJ IyaYa4I
14 ij\2
() _ 1
3 n 6)=2
—X 1 X 17) PfAA ;
I21n 1 ( JI)4 n (YaYa4)(YaM ralx)'

where ’sare the coe cients ofthe baryon operators QQ ;Q 5,and T ofthe
TF:Q; temm s In the treedevel superpotential, but the index structure is not
soeci ed. These temm sm ix the e ects of the strong dynam ics w ith the tree-
level superpotential, which is purely a consequence of Integrating out heavy

elds. T his does not violate the confcture of Refs. I, 15], which states that
the couplings ofthe light elds are notm ixed into the dynam ically generated
superpotential.

B ecause of the com plicated superpotential, the analysis of the full theory
isdi cul. W ew illtherefore consider a sin pler version ofthe theory, n which
the baryon couplings, 3, are zero. This sinpli ed superpotential does not
lift all at directions classically, w hich m ight lead to runaw ay directions in the
quantum theory. O ne can show that these ram aining classical at directions
can be param eterized by the baryon operators by;. However, in the SU (n)
con ned theory, these eldsarenot at, since the termm s proportionaltom i,
which are Yukawa couplings In the classical theory, are m ass term s in the
con ned theory. In this case, there is a potential for the baryon eldswhich
drives them towards the origin, and the baryon at directions are lifted in
the quantum theory. This is sin ilar in spirit to what was ound in Ref. fl.
In that exam ple how ever, a quadratic constraint becom es a linear constraint
so the at direction is ram oved; here we sin ply see that the SU (n) con ned
superpotential is such that the baryon eldsarenot at. However there isa
caveat to this analysis which we discuss shortly.

In this Im it it is sim ple to integrate out the heavy avors and arrive at
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the low -energy theory. T he resulting superpotential is

1
— a4 I dy g Ip widn
W = o 1 yamnm le 15 1:: X In 2In 1 + BXI1I2 1:: X I, 1In
n

+BY®y, + BBPRA + mi+ X4 i+ P02

n 3n 2
7
3

+ :
(Ya4Ya)(mﬁQb) (Ya4Qa)(m2Yb)

@7

This superpotential clearly breaks supersymm etry sihhcem © appears only in
theterm m?. Since the scales ofthe SU (n) theory w ith and w ithout extra

avor are related by 2" '= 2", thispresum ably in plies that supersym —
m etry breaking is characterized by 2" ' in the origihal theory.

Thus we jast showed that if the SU (n) gauge group is con ning, super-
symm etry is broken. Had supersym m etry not been broken, this would have
been a good assum ption, since all operators nvolving elds transform Ing un—
der the SU (n) are driven to the origin by the classical potential. Because
supersymm etry is broken, it is conceivable that the true vacuum is in the
H iggs, rather than the con ning phase. Nonethelkss, we still expect super-
symm etry to be broken since there are no classically at directions In the
theory. In this case however, the b operators are not lifted by the superpo—
tential. O nce the e ect of supersym m etry breaking and the K ahler potential
are included, the b elds presum ably have a nontrivial potential. W e have
not analyzed whether or not this can give rise to runaway directions, should
the H iggs phase prove to be the true vacuum .

Having argued that supersymm etry is probably broken or Y = 0, we
hope that by including the ram aining couplings, w hike lifting the at direc—
tions, does not Introduce a supersymm etric m lnimum . W e expect that the
argum ents presented above Indicate that supersym m etry isbroken In the fiill
SU @) SU@E) U Q) theores.

6 Conclusions
W e have explored a new class oftheories based on a product group, In which
neither gauge group generates a dynam ical superpotential in the absence of

perturbations. N onetheless by exploring the exact superpotential, we could
explicitly dem onstrate that supersym m etry isbroken in the SU 4) SU @3)
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U (1) model. W e also found interesting phenom ena in the exact superpooten—
tial, which were discussed In Section 3. For the SU (n) SU (3) U @)
m odels, we have found that the exact superpotential is quite com plicated.
However, in theories with 3 = 0, we could dem onstrate supersymm etry
breaking w ith the addition of an extra avor of SU (n). In this theory, we
also found a large num ber of classically at directions which are lifted In the
quantum m echanical theory. This is due to the fact that when SU (n) con—

nes, som e of the Yukawa couplings In the tree-level superpotential tum into
m ass tem s. T his drives the SU (3) group into the con ning region and also
lifts som e ofthe classical at directions. A Ithough the particularexam plewe
studied in this paper involved a gauge group which had a quantum m odi ed
constraint, this fact does not seem essential to supersymm etry breaking in
the SU (n) SU 3) U (1) models, and the sam e m echanisn should apply
m ore generally.

T hat such interesting features appear in a airly straightforward exam ple
seem s Indicative of future possbilities. A though the classical theory is con—
structed according to \standard" rules, n that one can lift all at directions
and soontaneously break an R symm etry, the breaking of supersym m etry
is m ore subtlke than In previous m odels. Verifying that supersymm etry is
broken in the full strongly Interacting theory is com plicated because of the
presence ofm any elds, even w hen the strong dynam ics iswellunderstood. Tt
m Ight be thought that the above properties are su cient for supersym m etry
breaking; however it is not clear to us that there cannot exist a point In the
strongly interacting theory at which supersym m etry ispreserved. U Ein ately
it would be Interesting if it can m ore rigorously be shown that m odels w ith
the above properties necessarily break supersym m etry.

Another intriguing observation is that the theories based on an exist—
Ing supersym m etric theory w ith generators rem oved from the origihal gauge
group wih a su ciently general superpotential seem to pemn it supersym —
m etry breaking w ith no dangerous at directions. In this paper, we have
explored an exam pl distinct from previous ones in which the subgroup of
the Initialgauge group is a product group forw hich neither group generatesa
dynam ical superpotential. W e have shown that supersym m etry is broken in
this case as well, and presum ably m any other exam ples can be constructed
along these lines and analyzed w ith the full power of recent developm ents
In strongly Interacting gauge theories. It would be worthwhilk to analyze
these theordes, and also to see whether it can be proven in general that theo—
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ries constructed in this fashion with a su ciently general superpotentialw ill
break supersymm etry w ithout runaway directions.

W e have not addressed the issue of the applicability of our m odels to
visble sector scenarios. In the SU @) SU (3) U (1) m ode], the original
theory can preserve a globalSU (2) symm etry, and theSU (n) SU 3) U (1)
m odel preserves a global U (1) (in addition to the R symm etry). Since we
have not analyzed the vacuum ofour theories in detail, we have not checked
w hether any of the global sym m etries of the classical theory were preserved
by the supersym m etry breaking vacuum . The SU (n) SU (3) U (1) theordes
wih 3 = 0 perhaps suggest interesting possibilities, since there are m any

elds which seem to play no rok in supersymm etry breaking. There is a
possbility that gauge and/or global symm etries in this or sim ilar m odels
are keft unbroken. It m ight be possbl to allow for m ore direct couplings
between the supersym m etry and visble sectors in this case.
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