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Abstract

The Iow energy e ective theory ofthe N = 1 supersymm etric SU (5) gauge
theory w ith chiral super elds In the 5 and 10 representations is constructed.
Instead ofpostulating the con nem ent of SU (5) (con ning picture), only the
con nem ent of its subgroup SU (4) is postulated @ iggs picture), and the
e ective elds are SU (4)-singlet but SU (5)-variant. T he classical scalar po-—
tential which ensures unigue supersym m etric vacuum at the classical level
is ncorporated into the K ahler potential of the e ective elds. W e show
that supersym m etry and allother global sym m etry are spontaneously broken.
T he scales of these symm etry breaking and the particle spectrum including
N am bu-G oldstone particks are explicitly calculated, and no large scale hier—

archy is found.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Tt is expected that there are som e unknown dynam ics of the gauge theory by which
the problm s in the standard m odel are solved. For instance, the natural scale hierarchy
is expected in som e class of chiral gauge theories (\tum bling gauge theories") [}, and the
m ass hierarchy of quarks and leptons m ay be explained by virtue of such dynam ics. If
the low-energy supersymm etry which m ay solve the naturalness problem exists, it m ay be
goontaneously broken by the dynam ics of the gauge theory. But, since the non-perturbative
e ect of the gauge theory is hard to evaluate, our e orts for the concrete m odel buiding
have been Iim ited.

The m ethod proposed by Sedberg et al. B{f4] is rem arkable, because it has a strong
power to exactly determm ine the superpotentials of N = 1 supersymm etric gauge theories.
Application of the m ethod to various gauge theories w ill give us further new know ledge
In addition to which has already been discovered on the supersymm etric QCD and so on
B1{[1. E specially, the gauge theories w ith no at direction in the scalar potential should be
extensively studied to understand real physics, since they have unique vacuum where the
supersym m etry m ay be spontaneously broken.

The N = 1 supersymm etric SU (5) gauge theory with chiral super elds in the 5 and
10 representations has been extensively studied. It is well known that the classical scalar
potential ofthis theory hasno at direction, and ensures unique ground state w ith unbroken
gauge symm etry. T he spontaneous breaking of supersym m etry is suggested by the explicit
instanton calculation {31 and the argum ent of the low energy e ective theory [[d]. In
the e ective theory of ref. [[0]] two e ective elds, S tr@ ?) and a TwWw ? ar
Introduced postulating the con nement of SU (5), where W , and denote the chiral
super elds of the SU (5) gauge eld strength, matters n the 5 and 10 rpresentations,
respectively. Tt is argued that the supersymm etry is spontaneously broken by assum ing a
soecial K ahler potential and the general e ective superpotential as far as the symm etry of

the theory allow s. In thispicture all inform ation on the dynam ics is contained In the K ahler



potentialwhich can not be determ ined by the argum ent of the sym m etry.

In this paper we construct an e ective theory from the di erent starting point. W e do
not postulate the con nem ent of SU (5), but its subgroup SU (4). Nam ely, we take H iggs
picture instead ofcon ning picture (com plm entarity [[IfI2])) expecting the gauge sym m etry
breaking of SU (5) ! SU (4). This pattem of gauge sym m etry breaking is suggested in the
non-supersym m etric version of this theory: SU (5) gauge theory with chiral ferm jons in
the 5 and 10 representations []]. In this non-supersym m etric theory the m ost attractive
channel hypothesis suggests a ferm ion pair condensation ofthe channel1l0 10! 5 which
causes the breaking of SU (5) ! SU (4). Below its condensation scale, SU (4) gauge theory
w ih chiral ferm jon In the 4, 4 and 1 representations is considered as the e ective theory,
and the subsequent Q CD —lke condensation of the channel4 4 ! 1 is expected by the
m ost attractive channel hypothesis. The con nem ent of unbroken SU (4) and a hierarchy
between these two condensation scales are expected. A though the expectation of the gauge
symm etry breaking of SU (5) ! SU (4) may not be true In the supersymm etric theory,
we oonstruct the e ective theory postulating the con nement of SU (4), and jastify the
expectation by the result. Nam ely, if the vacuum expectation values of the e ective elds,
which are not SU (5)-sihglkt, support the gauge symm etry breaking ofSU (B) ! SU @), we
can oconsistently acospt this expectation.

In the next section we Introduce three e ective elds, two of which are SU (5)-varant.
Since this theory has no at direction, all the e ective elds are the m assive elds exospt
for the N am bu-G oldstone particlkes. W e assum e that globalsymm etry, U (1) R -symm etry)
and U (1), (chiralsymm etry), are com pltely broken, and do not apply the "t H ooft anom aly
m atching condition [L3]. Is is consistently justi ed by the nialresul.

In section the superpotential is uniquely determm ined using the m ethod by Seberg et
al. The non-trivial K ahler potential is introduced to Incorporate the e ect of the classical
scalar potential, by which the diverge vacuum expectation values are forbidden. The K ahler
potential is not uniquely determ ined by the sym m etry, but we assum e m ost sin ple form by

which the quantum scalar potential coincides w ith the classicalone in the Imit of ! O,



where isthe dynam ical scale of SU (5) gauge theory.

In section [V] the vacuum and particle spectrum are exam ined. W e nd unigue vacuum
with nitevacuum expectation valueofe ective elds, wherebothtwoU (1) globalsym m etry
and supersym m etry are soontaneously broken. W e show that two N am bu-G oldstone bosons
appear corresponding w ith the soontaneous breaking of these two global U (1) symm etry,
one N am bu-G oldstone ferm ion appears corresponding w ith the breaking of supersym m etry,
and all the other elds are m assive. A 1l the assum ption on the symm etry breaking are
consistently jasti ed by the resul.

In the last section we discuss the non-trivial K ahler potential, and conclude this paper.

B efore closing this section, we settle the notation. Themetricweuse is (1; 1; 1; 1),
and the -m atrixes orthe two component spinorare ( ) = (1; Hand ( ) = @1; b,
where ?!isthePaulim atrix. The convention on the contraction ofthe index of two com po-

nent spinor is

= - = ; @)
wih -= -— and = ywhere ——=  and = . The integration over the
soinors is de ned as
z z
& =1 & =1: @)

The correspondence between the standard notation by W ess and Bagger [14] and ours is

given In appendix B].

II.EFFECTIVE FIELD S

W e st summ arze the classical properties of the supersymm etric SU (5) gauge theory

w ith chiral super elds in the 5 and 10 representations. T he Lagrangian is w ritten down as

1 Z Z
_ 2 = 2
L=— d trw W + d trw W
8gZ2 -
n o

d2 & yeZVT + tr ye AY e A% T ; (3)



w here g denotes the gauge coupling constant, W —and W  are the chiral super elds of the
SU (5) gauge eld strength com posed by the vector super eld V, and and denote the
chiral super elds ofm atters In the 5 and 10 representations, respectively. At the classical

Jevel this theory has three globalU (1) symm etry

8
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but only two com binations of Q g Ox + 905 Q0 and Qa 305 Q1o are anom aly
free, where Q ’s denote the charge of U (1) rotations. E| The U (1) symm etry de ned by the

chargesQr and Q arecalled U (1)g and U (1), . The chargesofthe eldsW -, and are

as follow s.
Qr Qa
W - 1 0
(7)
9 3
1 1
T he classical scaler potential com es from the D com ponent of the vector super elds,
1
Vp, = —D?? 8
> = 57 ®)
w ith
n o
D*=¢g¢® AY ( T*)'A + tr AYT*A + tr AYA (T3)°
n @)
=g AYTZA +AYTEA )

!The -tem is unphysical in this theory, because there is U (1) symm etry which is explicitly

broken only by the gauge anom aly.



whereA ,A arethe scalar com ponents of the chiralsuper elds and ,and T ¢, TZ and
T}, denote the generators o£SU (5) forthe 5, 5 and 10 representations, respectively. It is
wellknown that A = 0and A = 0 is the unigue solution of the stationary condition of
this potential, and classical vacuum is supersym m etric.
Tt is ram arkable that no gauge Invarant superpotential can be written down. Since
all the gauge invarant holom orphic polynom ial com posed by the chiral super elds and
vanish, we can not consider non-trivial superpotential even the non-renom alizable one.
This fact seam s to m ean that the generation of the superpotential by the quantum e ect
can not be expected. O n the other hand, the explicit non-perturbative calculation suggests
that the supersym m etry is spontaneously broken (1. T herefore, it is lkely to in agine that
the super elds and are not the good physical eldsbelow the scale (dynam ical scale
0ofSU (5) gauge theory), and the low energy e ective theory w ih di erent elds (com posite
elds) should be considered. The superpotential in the e ective theory will lift up the
vacuum , and supersym m etry is spontaneously broken. ﬂ
Now we consider what e ective elds are appropriate In this theory. Since we do not
know the symm etry of the exact vacuum unlke in the case of supersymm etric QCD , we
must assume i. Namely, if we assum e both or one of U (1) or U (1), symm etry is the
symm etry of the vacuum , the e ective elds must satisfy "t Hooft anom aly m atching con—
dition [[3]. It is shown in ref. [l4] that if both U (1) and U (1), symm etry is assum ed
as the symm etry of the vacuum , m any e ective elds w ih com plicated quantum num bers
have to be Introduced. Such e ective elds describe the particlkes which couple with the
com plicated high din ensional com posite operators in the original theory. This situation is
In plausble, because the dynam icsw illm ake light com posite particlkes which couple w ith low
din ensional operators. In this paper we assum e that both U (1)z and U (1), symm etry are
20 f course, we can also in agie that the com plicated K ahler potential triggers the spontaneous

breaking of supersym m etry in both the original and e ective theories [E].



goontaneously broken, and there is no m assless ferm ions exospt for the N am bu-G oldstone
ferm jon due to the spontaneous breaking of supersym m etry. T herefore, 't H coft anom aly
m atching condition is not im posed. T his assum ption must be justi ed by the result of the
analysis.

A s explained In the previous section, the con nem ent of SU 4), a subgroup of SU (5),
is assum ed rather than the con nem ent of SU (5) itself. This is also the assum ption which
m ust be justi ed by the result ofthe analysis. T he quiding principle to Introduce the SU (5)
variant e ective elds is as ollow s.

W e ntroduce only the e ective elds which coupl with the Lorentz invarant bi-linear
operators com posed by the three elds , and W in the orighal theory. In addition, we
assum e that the e ective elds are in the an allest representations of SU (5) in each bilnear

com binations. N am ely, we consider the ollow ng e ective elds.

e 10 10! 5
Y, 9y 5 10! 5 10)
S tr W -W 24 241" 1

T he operator corresponding 5 5 ! 10 wvanishes, since the super elds com m ute each

other. Furthem ore, since we assum e the con nem ent of SU (4), only the SU (4)-sihglkt

parts of each e ective elds are ntroduced as the e ective elds. W e Introduce three elds
X XFT% Y Yios; S; 11)

asthe e ective eldsbelow the scale
This gquiding principle is supported by the follow ing argum ents. The classical scalar

potentialeq.@) can be written like

gzh i
Yma Yma
AYT;A  AYTA 4+

Vb >
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10;10;5)7,( A A )'( A'AY),  10;10;50 38 A )T+ A2)

where



1 12
(10;10;5) = > fC,10)+ C,(10) C.(G)g= X 13)

1
(10;10;50) = > fC,(10)+ C,(10) C,(GO0)g= ; 14)

ol w

and C, (r) denotes the coe cient of the second C asin ir Invarant of the representation r of

SU (). ﬁ The m ethod of the auxiliary eld can be usad to introduce the e ective elds.

1 i
Vp ! % (10;10;5 )Z'( A A ) ( AR,
1 ' n 5 ~on o
+5 @0;10:5) g AA ) Ay g A'AY), Ay,
+
l l i y
= 3 (10;10;5 )Z'AXAXi
g 1n iny i YaY ©
= (10;10;5 )Z' ( AA )A],;+Ay ( AAY),
+ ; 15)

where A} denotes the scalar com ponent of the e ective eld X *. This result shows that
if the coe cient  is positive, the classical squared m ass of the e ective eld becom es
positive, and it is worth considering. The e ective eld in the 50 representation can not
be considered, sihce (10;10;50) < 0, and its classical squared m ass is negative. The sam e
argum ents are true for the e ective eldscompossd by and . Theeective ed Y ; is
worth considering, since  (5;10;5) = £ > 0, but the e ective eld in the 45 representation
can not be considered, since  (5;10;45) = % < 0.

From thisargum ent we obtain the classical scalar potentialw ritten by the e ective elds

Ay and Ay .
Venssial = xAY Ay + vAVA ;! BT+ AT 16)

where x 24 (10;10;5)and y £ (5;10;5). The nom alization of the e ective elds

X and Y isdetem ined in this argum ents.

3T he operator correspond to the channel10 10 ! 45 vanishes because of the Bose statistics of

the super ed.
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T he nom alization ofthe e ective eld S is determm Ined in the next section.

IIT.SUPERPOTENTIAL AND KAHLER POTENTIAL

Three e ective chirml super elds X , Y and S wih charges

QOr Qa

X 2 2
18)

Y 8 2

S 2 0

are introduced in the previous section. W e construct the e ective theory using these elds
which is e ective below the scale . Since the eldsX and Y are not covariant under the
SU (5) transfom ation, the SU (5) invarant Lagrangian can not be constructed. Im agihe that
the theory in which only theheavy SU (5)=SU (4) gaugebosons (SU (5)=SU (4) gaugebosons
and would-be N am bu-G oldstone bosons) are integrated out, but H iggs is not integrated out.
The theory we want to construct is neither the \lnear -m odel" nor \non-linear -m odel"
for SU (5) gauge symm etry breaking, but \lnear -m odel" for the breaking of the global
symmetry U L)z , U (1)a and supersymm etry. T herefore, the invariance under all anom aly—
free global sym m etry is postulated.

T he superpotential isuniquely detem ned using the m ethod by Sederg et al. B{f1. The
product X Y $3 is the unique independent holom orphic product which is invariant under
U (1)g and U (1) transfom ation, and S is the unigue Independent holom orphic quantity
which is nvariant under U (1), transfomm ation wih U (1) charge 2. ﬂ T herefore, the

general form of the superpotential is

13

W =Sf 19)

XyYss3

4T he superpotentialm ust have U (1)g charge 2 in our notation



w ith a general holom orphic function f£. Note that the power of , 13, which com es from
the din ensional analysis, is just the coe cient ofthe 1-loop —function ofthe SU (5) gauge
coupling. In the weak coupling limi, ! O, this superpotential m ust coincide w ith the

gauge kinetic term in the perturbatively-calculated W ilsonian action of the original theory

1
Lgage , o= -h Pt w W+ ho: ©0)
T herefore,
l 13 : 13 :
W = S I +Sf ; 21
64 2 XYS3 xys3 ' =

where £ is a holom orphic function with lm,, ( £(z) = 0. Here we take the nom alization
S tr@® -W ). M oreover, if we assum e that the m assless degrees of freedom are only the
N am bu-G oldstone particles, and all of them are described by the e ective elds already
Introduced, the function £ should not have the singularities, and it is a constant. The

constant is absorbed to the rede nition of . Thus, we cbtain

1 13 l
W = S In
64 2 Xyss

@2)

T his is the unigue superpotential w ithin our postulations.
W e can cbtain a scalar potential from the superpotential of eq.@3) assum ing a naive

K ahler potential

K nawe = izx X + %YYY + %SYS; (23)
w here the nom alization com es from thatthee ective eldsX and Y , and S have din ension
2 and 3, respectively. But the solution of the stationary condition of the scalar potential
isMgi! Oand My A1 ! 1 wih Ih( P=hay iy iAgi’) = 3 (supersymm etric
vacuum ). This solution isnot acosptable, because Ay iand hAy i should notbecom e in niy
by virtue of the classical potential of eq.{I§). The e ect of the classical potentialm ust be
Included. It is not the supersym m etric treatm ent to sim ply add the classical potential to

the quantum potential, because the classical potential is the explicit soft breaking tem of

10



supersymm etry. It is also inpossbl to inclide the classical e ect as a constraint in the
superpotentialusing the Lagrangem ultiplier like in the supersymm etricQCD with N = N,
because this theory hasno at direction in the scalar potential. T he rem aining possibility
is to consider the non-trivial K ahler potential.

T he non-trivialK ahler potential of the form
K XYX;YYY;S¥S)=Ky X¥YX )+ Ky YY)+ Kg (SYS) 24)

m odi es the equation ofm otion of the auxiliary elds ofeach e ective eldsas

" #, " !#
Qw @ @K
Fy = — — X)———— 25
* @x @XYX) . )@(XYX) )

and so on, where [ ] denotes to take the scalar com ponent. T he scalar potential is given by

n nw nw #
ew 7 ew 7 ew 7

W e consider the K ahler potential

1

Ky ®X)= SE&X )ey- 7 @7)
1

Ky @Y)= —£®"Y)c,- ; 28)
1

K (8YS) = —48yS; 29)

with two realparam eters Cx and Cy , where a function f (z), is de ned by

f() )é. ( l)n a2n22n+l . ) 113 3 - (30)
7 s -, L. 2, 2.2,
R @n+ 1) "2'2"2" 2" ’
and it satis es
!
d df (z). 1
— z = : 31
dz dz 1+ a?z? GL)

The function F is the generalized hypergeom etric finction. Note that the naive K ahler
potential is contained n Ky and Ky asthe rsttem ofthe expansion.

T he scalar potential is obtained as

11



v = 4 AxAyA§.+32+ ? ﬁsf+ ﬁsf
(64 ) 13 64 22 AxF AT
C; AsT C{ PsT
(64X2)2 —px T+ (64Y2)2 AESEE (32)

T he last two tem s are the contribution of the non-trivialK ahler potential.

The two param eters Cy and Cy are determ ined so that the potential ofeq.{33) coincides
w ith the classicalone, eq.@(4), n ! 0 lini. The rsttwo tem s of the potential sinply
vanish in this Imm it, but the last two tem s seem to be singular. A s taking the Im i,
the vacuum expectation value of the e ective eld takes the place of its dynam ical degree
of freedom , and the e ective eld decouples. W e assum e that the e ective eld S rstly
decouples because of its Jargest vacuum expectation value, though this should be justi ed
by the result. The vacuum expectation valie of S is proportionalto 3, and the coe cient
r is lndependent of , but it dependson C x and Cy . Therefore, we can detem ine these
tw 0 param eters by the condition

2 2

rCxiCy) = x; rCyxiCy) = y: 33)

S S e S

(64 2)? (64 2)?
In practice, we replace theparam etersCx andCy by x , y and r, and iteratively solve the
stationary condition ofthe scalar potential changing the value of r until nding the solution

hAsi: r 3.

Iv.VACUUM AND MASS SPECTRUM

Now we solve the stationary condition of the potential of eq.{37). By usig the phase
rotation of U (1)g and U (1), , the vacuum expectation values of Ay and Ay can be taken
as real positive. The vacuum expectation value of A g can have the in aghary part, but it
is dynam ically set to zero. Substituting As = As £ S~ Ito the potential, we cbtain the

potential for ¢ as

= 2, (34)




Therefore, h si = 0, and the vacuum expectation value of As also can be taken as real
positive.

T he stationary conditions on the three real positive valuablesAy ,Ay and Ag are

4 Ay AyAZ ' 2 n? x A2

2 —_ -

(64 2)2 5 Y e rpgaz T enx T 0 )
4 3 ! 2 2 2

AyAyA} AZ Az ,

T S5t ras TRt O (36)
| |
34 AgAyAd 2. A%z a% x A2 ¢ AZ

G4 2y 13 Yeary az Tar T etk t AT 60

resoectively, where two param eters Cxy and Cy are replaced by the two known param eters
x and vy, and an unknown param eter r.
A Ythough i is di cult to get the com plete analytical solution of these conditions, an
analytical relation

A = 2HA y i? a8)
YT 64 22 (), 1= B 3

is obtained. W e substitute this relation into eqs.@) and ), and num erically solve them .

W e nd the solution
Myi’ 047)%; HMyi’ ©041)?; Mmgi’ (031)°%; (39)

Inunitof with r= 0:03. Notethat consistently r= 003’ M i’ 0031, and the vacuum
expectation value of the e ective eld A ¢ is the largest one, nam ely, A5 i™ > Ay it >
My i,

T his solution is consistent w ith the assum ption of breaking SU (5) ! SU (4), since the
e ective eld X , which is a component of the SU (5)<wvariant e ective eld In the 5 rp-
resentation, cbtains the vacuum expectation valie. Tt can be considered that the vacuum
expectation value of the e ective eld Y is caused by the dynam ics of the e ective SU 4)
gauge theory below the scale of the breaking of SU (5) triggered by 'X 1 & 0. The as-

sum ption on the breaking of the globalU (1) U (1) symmetry is also con med. Since

13



the vacuum expectation valie ofthe e ective led S m eans the gaugino pair condensation,
the spontaneous breaking of supersym m etry is expected through K onishianom aly [3]. In
fact, the vacuum energy density is not zero, Veacuum /| (0:6)* in unit of . The vacuum
energy density is the order param eter of supersym m etry breaking w ith absolite nomm aliza—
tion. Taking Ay i as the order param eter of gauge symm etry breaking, we nd that both
supersymm etry and gauge sym m etry are spontaneously broken at aln ost the sam e scale.
Them ass spectrum ofthe e ective elds can be explicitly calculated. On boson elds, it

is convenient to consider the non-linear realization ofthe globalU (1)z U (1)a symm etry
Ay = xeixz ;i Ay = YeiY7 ;i Ag = 2 seiSﬁ 7 (40)

where y ;s and x ;s are the realscalar elds with din ension one. By substituting this

expression to the scaler potential of eq.(33), we cbtain

8 | 9
4 < X Y 3 2 2:
V=(642)2 n —+3 + = (x+ y+3s)
4 2 2! % v
S S 2 2 2 2
"y 3 TmaxTtmoa )
X Y
Themassm atrix orthe elds x y,s is given by
0 1 0 1
B x C B 1l13¢c
B ¢ , B
Lo L w2k 2o 2§ @2)
m ass 2 X Y S E Y ’ (64 2)2%113
@ A @ A
s 339

Two of three elgenvalues are zero which are corresoonding to the N am bu-G oldstone bosons
ofU (1) and U (1), breaking, and rem aining eigenvalueism ? = 22 2=(64 %)’ (0:0074 )Z2.
T he an allness of this value can be understood by considering that it is corresoonding to the
m ass of the pseudo-N am bu-G oldstone boson due to the anom alous globalU (1) symm etry
breaking.

Themassmatrix forthe elds y ;s can be obtained by di erentiating the potential of

eq.{d) .

14



0 1
B c
E ‘¢
Rl T
Lhass = - X Y S MaE y G 7 43)
? i £
S
where M 7 isgiven by
0 ( 1
1y ag
B 2t ad &
E 3 2A g C
B 1 AgAy A3
B4 A :
B L) + (64 ?)?ZE ARy
E h@ExAyA])+3 r
B AZ
B ( e
B 2 Lo+ 2 ¢
B A? al
B 3 22 5
I E 1 2y2_y a2 Ashy 2y 44
61 27 ) + 64 EF A o
B + (64 )" -AgAy
B h@xAyAZ)+3 r o}
B — s G
B A o
B (
B
1 1
B 2 37 T ar
E 3 2A g 3 2A 5
AgA A3 AgA a3
g o +64 9?7 FAL+ AL ©
+ (64 2)222 A Ay  + (64 %)?ZLAGA
8 ( )" 2-AsAx ( ) 2z sy 3@y AyAl) g\

Ag
Here isssttounity,andA yx ,Ay and A denote the vacuum expectation values ofeq.9).
T hough the analytic expression ofthem assm atrix is very com plicated, its three eigenvalues

can be num erically estin ated as
mZ’ (0457% (0:73)%; 15)%; 45)

In unit of . No large hierarchy is realized, but all are rather heavy.
T here are two contrdbutions to the m asses of the ferm jon com ponents, X 7 y and
2 4, ofthe e ective chiral super elds, X , Y and S, respectively, where all ’s have din en—
sion 3=2. O ne com es from the superpotential, and another com es from the K ahler potential.

T he superpotential of eq.@3) gives the m ass m atrix

<

w - = W
Lmass_ 2 X Y S M

(46)

'_\
@EIWIH . ©
=
I
OO0 =
+
oy
o}
~
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0 1
3 4 3 3
B msi taxi Pyi &
. 1 B | s o
M" = B . sl 0 & @7)
64 28 hAXl I’JAXl2 %
3 ’hAgi
O S

Mhy i Ay 12
Them assm atrix em erged from the K ahler potential of eq.{24) has diagonal from . Sihce
the K ahlr potential for S is naive one, there is no contrbution to the massof 5. The

contrbution to them asses of reamaining y and y is

E , .

@2Kx _I_l()(yX) @3Kx

¥X )2 2 vx )3 @W
LK _ %(X X)) @ X X)E x Y ~ + he:
m ass @ (XYX) @K x @X X —
@XYX) @EXYX)
@%K y 1 @3K * +
7+_(YYY) Y @W
(Y Yy )? 2 @Y YY)3
+-b . e L oy ¢’ ¢ v_thes (48)
- Yy
QYYy) (YY)@(YYY)

where h i denotes to take the vacuum expectation value of the scalar com ponent. Since the

function f (z), satis esthe sinplk omula

dzf(z)a + }Zd3f (z)a _ a’z . 49)
dz? 2 dz3 1+ a2z2)2’
we obtain
Ko _ 1 CymyiMgi= © 1 C{myiMgi= *° the:  60)
meS 64 214 CihAgit=8 ¥ - 64 21+cClmagit=8 Y T "
T herefore, totalm ass m atrix becom es
0 1
3 4 3 3
) E Wi By i Byl %
_ B 3 2 il C 2y if= 8 .
M ” 2% . e 1+C;§mx " 0 o (51)
3 0 ZhASilcjhAYi“:SA
Ay i By 2 1+4CZmy if= 8

O ne can easily check that thism assm atrix has one zero eigenvalue, which is corresponding
to the N am bu-G oldstone ferm ion of supersym m etry breaking, by using the stationary con-
ditions of egs.(39), B4) and @1) with C;, = (64 *)* x x=r". The other two eigenvalues

are num erically given by
m " 033; 0:091; (62)

In uni of . There isno large hierarcy.
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V.CONCLUSION

An e ective theory of the supersymm etric SU (5) gauge theory wih chiral super elds
In the 5 and 10 representations is constructed w ithin two in portant postulations. One
In portant postulation is on the sym m etry breaking of the gauge and global sym m etry. W e
postulate the spontaneous gauge sym m etry breaking ofSU (5) ! SU (4) and con nem ent of
SU (4). It isalso postulated that the globalsymmetry U 1)z U (1)a is com pletely broken.
Basing on thispostulation, the e ective eldswhich arenot SU (5)-singlet but singlet under
the transfom ation of its subgroup SU (4) are introduced w ithout in posing "t H ooft anom aly
m atching condition. The postulation on these symm etry breaking is consistently Justi ed
by the resul.

A nother in portant postulation is to introduce the non-trivial K ahler potential so that
the quantum scalar potential coincides w ith the classicalone n the Imit of ! 0. k is
notable that the st tem of the expansion of the Introduced K ahler potential is the naive
one which gives nom alkinetic tem s of the com ponent elds.

T he K ahler potential Introduced in this paperm ay be the unique one which satis es the

conditions:
1. Coincide w ith the naive K ahler potential in the lin it ofweak eld strength,
2. Scalar potential colncides w ith the classical one in the lim i of weak coupling.

W e can try to introduce the K ahler potential by which the classical scalar potential is
trivially Incorporated into the quantum scalar potential. Such K ahler potential m ust have

the form
K XX ;YYY;SYS)=Kys KX ;SYS)+ Kys (YYY;SYS); (53)

and the equation ofm otion of the auxiliary elds ofeach e ective eldsbecom e

h ih e i h e ih ih i
ew_ d Y Kxs Kxs ew_ Y
vy _ . eX  @(8YS) (,81 S)zevs @X YX )€ (SYS) @s X .S .
FX - 1T ITIT I IT J_2 4 (54)

@XYX) & X)@(XYX) @@©Ys) & S)@(SYS) @XYX)R(SYS) K ¥X 5¥S]
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and o on. The potential given by eg.[{24) becom es extrem ely com plicated one, and som e
undesirable tem s, which are singular In the Iim it of ! 0 keeping the dynam ical degrees
of freedom ofX and Y alive, willem erge.

Them ass spectrum ofthee ective eldswhich describe com posite particles are exp licitly
calculated. It is analytically shown that the three N am bu-G oldstone particles which is cor-
resoponding w ith the spontaneous breaking of supersymmetry and U 1)z U (1), symm etry
appear In the spectrum . There is no large scale hierarchy in the m ass spectrum , but we
can see that bosons exoept for the (pseudo-)N am bu—-G oldstone bosons are heavier than the
ferm ions.

Tt is expected that the m ethod developed in this paper is applied to the other (chiral)
gauge theories wih no at direction, and som e new dynam ics are found, by which the

problem s of the standard m odel are solved.
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APPENDIX A:NOTATION

Follow Ings are the correspondence between the notation by W ess and Bagger @] and

ours.

On them etric and soinors:

mn

= g : @al1)
W B
= = : @z)
W B W B
(™) _ = () _; (")~ = () : @3)
W B W B

18



A 4)

@A>S)

@A 6)

@)

A 8)

@9)
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