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A bstract

Ifthegravitino islightand alltheothersupersym m etricparticlesareheavy,wecan

considerthee�ective theory describing the interactionsofitsgoldstino com ponents

with ordinary m atter. To discuss the m odel-dependence ofthese interactions,we

take the sim ple case ofspontaneously broken supersym m etry and only two chiral

super�elds,associated with thegoldstino and a m asslessm atterferm ion.W ederive

the four-pointe�ective coupling involving two m atterferm ionsand two goldstinos,

by explicit integration of the heavy spin-0 degrees of freedom in the low-energy

lim it.Surprisingly,ourresultisnotequivalentto theusualnon-linearrealization of

supersym m etry,where a pairofgoldstinoscouplesto the energy-m om entum tensor

ofthe m atter�elds. W e solve the puzzle by enlarging the non-linearrealization to

includeasecond independentinvariantcoupling,and weshow thattherearenoother

independentcouplingsofthistypeup to thisorderin thelow-energy expansion.W e

conclude by com m enting on the interpretation ofourresults and on their possible

phenom enologicalim plications.
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1. Itisquite plausible thatthe theory offundam entalinteractionslying beyond the

Standard M odelhas a spontaneously broken N = 1 space-tim e supersym m etry (for re-

views and references,see e.g. [1]). However,the dynam icalorigin ofthe energy scales

controlling supersym m etry breaking isstillobscure,and di�erentpossibilitiescan be le-

gitim ately considered. In this paper,following the generalstrategy outlined in [2],we

concentrate on the possibility thatthe gravitino m assm 3=2 ism uch sm allerthan allthe

othersupersym m etry-breaking m asssplittings.In thiscase,the�1=2helicity com ponents

ofthegravitino,corresponding to thewould-begoldstino ~G,havee�ectivecouplingswith

thevariousm atterand gaugesuper�eldsm uch strongerthan thegravitationalones.Ex-

ploiting the supersym m etric version ofthe equivalence theorem [3],in a suitable energy

rangewecan neglectgravitationalinteractionsand de�nea (non-renorm alizable)e�ective

theory with spontaneously broken globalsupersym m etry.

In thisgeneralfram ework,we analyze the low-energy am plitudesinvolving two gold-

stinosand two m atterferm ions. According to the low-energy theorem sforgoldstino in-

teractions[4],such am plitudesarecontrolled by theenergy-m om entum tensorT�� ofthe

m attersystem .Indeed,explicitnon-linearrealizationsofthesupersym m etry algebrahave

been built[5,6],and they precisely reproducethebehaviourprescribed by thelow-energy

theorem s. In the present note,we follow an alternative procedure [2],starting from a

theory wheresupersym m etry islinearly realized,although spontaneously broken,and the

building blocksareallthesuper�eldscontaining thelightdegreesoffreedom .Restricting

ourselvesto energiessm allerthan the supersym m etry-breaking m asssplittings,we solve

theequationsofm otion fortheheavy superpartnersin thelow-energy lim it,and derivean

e�ectivetheory involving only thegoldstinoand thelightStandard M odelparticles,where

supersym m etry isnon-linearly realized. W e �nally com pare the resultsobtained via this

explicitprocedurewith thoseobtained by directconstruction ofthenon-linearlagrangian,

on thebasisofthetransform ation propertiesofthegoldstino and them atter�elds.

A sim ilarprogram hasalready been successfully im plem ented in a num berofcases.In

thesim plecaseofasinglechiralsuper�eld,thee�ectivelow-energyfour-goldstinocoupling

was com puted [7],and the result can be shown to be physically equivalent to the non-

linear realization of[5],in the sense that they give rise to the sam e on-shellscattering

am plitudes. M ore recently,we com puted the e�ective low-energy coupling involving two

photonsand twogoldstinos[2].Ourresultcan beshown tobephysically equivalent,in the

sam esense asbefore,to thenon-linearrealization of[6],where goldstino bilinearscouple

to thecanonicalenergy-m om entum tensorofm atterand gauge�elds.

In this paper,we discuss an interesting feature that em erges when we consider the

e�ectivelow-energy coupling involving two goldstinosand two m atterferm ions.To m ake

thecaseasclearand sim pleaspossible,weconsideronly onem asslessleft-handed m atter

ferm ion,weturn o� gaugeinteractionsand weim posea globalU(1)sym m etry associated

with m atterconservation1.In contrastwith thepreviouscases,theoutcom eofourcalcu-

1 W ith the given ferm ion content this sym m etry is anom alous,but we can introduce a third chiral

super�eld,associated with aleft-handed antim atterferm ion fc,thatcancelstheanom alywithouta�ecting
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lation turnsoutto bephysically inequivalentto thenon-linearrealization of[6].To solve

thepuzzle,wego back to thesuper�eld construction ofnon-linearrealizationsforgoldsti-

nosand m atterferm ions.W eshow thatwecan add totheinvariantlagrangian,associated

with thenon-linearrealization of[6],asecond independentinvariant,which contributesto

the four-ferm ion interaction underconsideration. The term softhisadditionalinvariant

containing two goldstinoscannotbe expressed in term softhe energy-m om entum tensor

ofthem atterferm ion.W ealso show thatthem ostgeneralform fortheam plitudeunder

consideration can indeed be param etrized,to thisorderin the low-energy expansion,in

term sofonly two supersym m etricinvariants.Aftersom ecom m entson theinterpretation

ofourresultsand on the open problem s,we conclude with som e anticipations[8]on the

possiblephenom enologicalim plications.

2. Asannounced in the introduction,we consideran N = 1 globally supersym m etric

theory containing only two chiralsuper�elds. One ofthem willdescribe the goldstino ~G

and itscom plex spin-0 partnerz � (S + iP)=
p
2.The otheronewilldescribe a m assless

left-handed m atterferm ion f and itscom plex spin-0partner ~f.Accordingtothestandard

form alism [9],and neglecting forthe m om ent higher-derivative term s,the lagrangian is

com pletely speci�ed in term s ofa superpotentialw and a K�ahlerpotentialK . To have

spontaneoussupersym m etry breaking,and to consistently identify ~G with the goldstino,

weassum ethat,atthem inim um ofthescalarpotential,

hF
0
i6= 0; hF

1
i= 0; (1)

where F 0 and F 1 denote the auxiliary �eldsassociated with the goldstino and with the

m atterferm ion,respectively. Itwillnotbe restrictive to assum e thathzi= 0. W e shall

also assum ethath~fi= 0,consistently with an unbroken globalU(1)sym m etry associated

with m atterconservation.

W eproceed by expanding thede�ning functionsofthe theory around thevacuum ,in

orderto identify theterm scontributing to thee�ectivefour-ferm ion interaction involving

two m atterferm ionsand two goldstinos.W ithoutlossofgenerality,wecan write:

w = ŵ(z)+ :::; K = K̂ (z;�z)+ ~K (z;�z)j~fj2 + :::; (2)

where the dots denote term s that are not relevant for our considerations. Taking into

account eqs.(1) and (2),the m ass spectrum ofthe m odelcan be easily derived from

standard form ulae [9]. The goldstino and the m atterferm ion rem ain m assless,whilstall

the spin-0 particles acquire in generalnon-vanishing m asses,proportionalto hF 0i and

expressed in term s ofw,K and their derivatives,evaluated on the vacuum . M oreover,

even in the presence ofnon-renorm alizable interactions,the expansion ofthe lagrangian

any ofthefollowingconsiderations.Also theotherassum ptionscan beeventually relaxed,with no im pact

on ourm ain result.
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in (canonically norm alized) com ponent �elds can be rearranged in such a way that all

the term s relevant for our calculation are expressed in term s of the m ass param eters

(m 2

S
;m 2

P
;~m 2

f
), associated with the spin-0 partners of the goldstino and ofthe m atter

ferm ion,and thescaleF ofsupersym m etry breaking,withoutexplicitreferenceto w and

K :

L =
1

2

h

(@�S)(@�S)� m
2

S
S
2

i

+
1

2

h

(@�P)(@�P)� m
2

P
P
2

i

+ (@� ~f)�(@� ~f)� ~m 2

f
j~fj2

+ i~G ��@� ~G + if�
�
@�f �

1

2
p
2F

[(m 2

S
S + im

2

P
P)~G ~G + (m 2

S
S � im

2

P
P)~G ~G]

�
~m 2

f

F
(~f� ~Gf + ~f ~Gf)�

~m 2

f

F 2

~Gf ~Gf + :::: (3)

In eq.(3),we have used two-com ponentspinorswith the conventionsof[2].The param -

eterF � < w z(K zz)
�1=2 > (lowerindices denote derivatives) de�nesthe supersym m etry-

breaking scaleand hasthedim ension ofa m asssquared.Forsim plicity,wehaveassum ed

F to bereal.W erecallthat,in ouratspace-tim e,F islinked to thegravitino m assm 3=2

by the universalrelation F 2 = 3m 2

3=2
M 2

P
,where M P � (8�G N )

�1=2 ’ 2:4� 1018 GeV is

thePlanck m ass.Finally,thedotsin eq.(3)stand forterm sthatdo notcontributeto the

four-ferm ion am plitudesofinterest2.

Starting from thelagrangian ofeq.(3),we takethelim itofa heavy spin-0 spectrum ,

with (m S;m P ;~m f) m uch larger than the typicalenergy ofthe scattering processes we

would like to study. In thiscase,we can build an e�ective lagrangian forthe light�elds

by integrating outthe heavy states. Asdiscussed in detailin [2],the crucialproperty of

such an e�ectivelagrangian willbeitsdependenceon thesupersym m etry-breaking scaleF

only,withoutany furtherreferenceto thesupersym m etry-breaking m asses(m S;m P ;~m f).

Thisproperty istheresultofsubtle cancellationsam ong thedi�erentdiagram sshown in

�g.1,corresponding to thecontactterm in thelastlineofeq.(3)and to ~f exchange,and

agreeswith generalresults[3{6]concerning low-energy goldstino interactions. Focussing

only on theterm srelevantforourcalculation,weobtain alocalinteraction term involving

two m atterferm ionsand two goldstinos,oftheform

Leff =
1

F 2
[@�(f ~G)][@

�(f ~G)]+ :::: (4)

An alternative derivation ofLeff ispossible,following a technique introduced in [11].

Denoting by � and �f the super�eldsassociated with the goldstino and with the m atter

ferm ion,respectively,wecan im posethesupersym m etric constraints�2 = 0 a and ��f =

0,and solve for the ferm ionic com ponents im posing eq.(1). The result coincides with

eq.(4).

2There areinteraction term sproportionalto < ~K z > and < ~K
z
> ,notexplicitly listed here,thatare

in principle relevant. An explicit com putation shows that their totalcontribution vanishes. This is in

agreem entwith the possibility ofchoosing norm alcoordinates[10],wheresuch term sareabsent.
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Figure1:Diagram m atic origin ofthe four-ferm ion operatorofeq.(4).

3.Could wehavederived thee�ectiveinteraction ofeq.(4)from thenon-linearrealiza-

tionsofthesupersym m etry algebra thathavebeen proposed up to now in theliterature?

To address thisquestion,we recallthatthe non-linearrealization of[5,6]prescribes an

e�ectiveinteraction oftheform

L
0

eff
=

i

2F 2
[~G��@� ~G � (@� ~G)�� ~G]T�� + :::; (5)

whereT�� isthecanonicalenergy-m om entum tensorofthem atterferm ions,

T�� = if��@�f + :::; (6)

and thedotsstand forterm sthatdo notcontributeto theon-shellscattering am plitudes

with two m atterferm ionsand two goldstinos.Com bining (5)with (6),weobtain:

L
0

eff
= �

1

F 2
(~G��@� ~G)(f��@�f)+ :::; (7)

which looksvery di�erentfrom (4).

To check that (4) and (7) are really inequivalent,we concentrate on the scattering

am plitudesfortheprocess3

f f �! ~G ~G ; (8)

even iff ~G ! f ~G,f ~G ! f ~G or ~G ~G ! ff would be equally good processes for this

purpose. W e denote by (p1;p2;q1;q2) the four-m om enta ofthe incom ing ferm ion and

antiferm ion and ofthetwo outgoing goldstinos,respectively.Noticethattheonly helicity

3Thisprocesswasalreadyconsidered byFayet[12],whogavethecorrectscalinglaw ofthecross-section

with respectto the gravitino m assand to the centre-of-m assenergy in the low-energy lim it.
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con�gurationsthatcan contribute to the processare,in the sam e orderofthe m om enta

and in obviousnotation,(L;R;L;R)and (L;R;R;L).

On theonehand,from thee�ectivelagrangian ofeq.(4)weobtain theam plitudes:

a(L;R;L;R)= �
(1+ cos�)2s2

4F 2
; a(L;R;R;L)=

(1� cos�)2s2

4F 2
; (9)

where
p
sand � arethetotalenergy and thescattering anglein thecentre-of-m assfram e,

leading to a totalcross-section

�(f�f ! ~G ~G)=
s3

80�F 4
: (10)

On theotherhand,from thee�ectivelagrangian ofeq.(7)weobtain:

a
0(L;R;L;R)=

sin2�s2

4F 2
; a

0(L;R;R;L)= �
sin2�s2

4F 2
; (11)

leading to a totalcross-section

�
0(f �f ! ~G ~G)=

s3

480�F 4
: (12)

W e conclude thatthe two e�ective interactions (4)and (7)lead to the sam e energy

dependence,butto di�erentangulardependences and totalcross-sections. Surprisingly,

thetwo approachesseem to givephysically di�erentresults4.

4.To understand theorigin ofthediscrepancy,wego back to thesuper�eld construc-

tion ofthenon-linearrealization of[6].Thisisgiven in term softhesuper�eld

��(x;�;�)� exp(�Q + �Q )~G �(x)= ~G � +
p
2F�� +

i
p
2F

(~G���� ��� ~G)@� ~G � + :::;(13)

whoselowestcom ponentisthegoldstino ~G,and a super�eld

E �(x;�;�)� exp(�Q + �Q)f�(x)= f� +
i

p
2F

(~G��� � ��
� ~G)@�f� + :::; (14)

whoselowestcom ponentisthem atterferm ion f.In thesim plecaseunderconsideration,

thenon-linearrealization of[6]can beintroduced via thesupersym m etric lagrangian

1

4F 4

Z

d
4
� �2�

2

iE �
�
@�E ; (15)

4The above results can be easily extended to Dirac ferm ions,upon introduction ofa second W eyl

spinor fc. For exam ple,the totalunpolarized cross section �(e+ e� ! ~G ~G ) inferred from (10) would

read s
3
=(160�F 4) and that from (12) s3=(960�F 4). Incidentally,we observe that both results are in

disagreem entwith apreviouscom putation [13],which found �(~G ~G ! e
+
e
� )= s

3
=(20�F 4),corresponding

to �(e+ e� ! ~G ~G )= s
3
=(40�F 4).

5



which leads precisely to the result of eq.(7), as can be easily veri�ed by an explicit

com putation.

The crucialquestion is now the following: are there other independent invariants,

besides (15),that can contribute to the e�ective interaction under consideration? The

answerispositive,sincea second invariantcan beconstructed:

�

F 2

Z

d
4
� �E �E ; (16)

where � is an arbitrary dim ensionless coe�cient. The new invariant (16) gives,am ong

other things,the following contribution to the four-ferm ion e�ective interaction under

consideration:

�L
0

eff
=

�

4F 2
(~G��@�f)(~G��@�f)+ :::; (17)

wherethedotsstandforterm snotcontributingtotheon-shellprocessunderconsideration.

From thecontactinteraction displayed in eq.(17)we obtain thefollowing non-vanishing

am plitudes:

�a
0(L;R;L;R)= �

(1+ cos�)s2

8F 2
; �a

0(L;R;R;L)= ��
(1� cos�)s2

8F 2
: (18)

Sincewehavefoundasecondinvariantcontributingtotheprocess,wem aywonderwhether

an appropriatelinearcom bination ofthetwoinvariantscan reproducetheresultofeq.(9).

Indeed,itisim m ediate to check that,with the specialchoice � = �4,the com bination

L0

eff
+ �L0

eff
reproducesthescattering am plitudesobtained from Leff.

Asa�rstcom m entontheinterpretation ofourresults,wewould liketostressthatthere

isno reason to believe thatthe resultofeq.(4)ism ore fundam entalthan the standard

resultofeq.(7). The im portantfactto realize isthat,since two independentinvariants

can beconstructed,both ofwhich contributeto thee�ectivefour-ferm ion coupling under

consideration,thereisanam biguityinthee�ectivetheorydescription,param etrized bythe

coe�cient� in eq.(17).Atthelevelofthelinearrealization,thisam biguity iscontained

in the coe�cientsofhigher-derivative operators,which are notincluded in the standard

K�ahlerform ulation ofeq.(2). Notice also thatthe new term (17)scaleswith F exactly

astheterm (7),which providesthecoupling with T��.They both contain two derivatives

and giveriseto am plitudeswith thesam eenergy behaviour.Therefore,in thelow-energy

expansion ofan underlying fundam entaltheory,they are on equalfooting. M oreover,

the new supersym m etric invariant (16) gives rise only to term s containing at least two

goldstinos,withoutm odifying thefreem atterferm ion lagrangian.

Also,our results m ay adm it a geom etricalinterpretation5. Using the equations of

m otion and som e Fierz identities,we can rewrite the contribution (17) to the e�ective

lagrangian as

�L
0

eff
=

�

8F 2
(i����� � �

��
�
��)[(@� ~G)��(@� ~G)](f��f)=

�

8F 2
(S� + T

�)(f��f); (19)

5W e thank S.Ferrara fordiscussionsand suggestionson thispoint.
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where

S
�
� i�

����(@� ~G)��(@� ~G); T
�
� ��

��(@� ~G)�
�(@� ~G); (20)

which suggestsa possible coupling ofthem attercurrentto a non-trivialtorsion term for

thegoldstino m anifold.

5. Are (15)and (16)the only independentinvariantsthatcontribute to the e�ective

four-ferm ion coupling underconsideration,orare there others? To answerthisquestion,

we look forallthe localsupersym m etric operatorsthatrespectthe U(1)globalsym m e-

try associated with m atterconservation,and contribute to physicalam plitudeswith two

goldstinos and two m atter ferm ions that grow at m ost as s2. Such operators have di-

m ension d � 4,where the counting takesinto accountan overallfactor1=F 2,necessarily

associated with thetwo goldstinos.W edo notconsideroperatorswith d > 4 becausethe

corresponding am plitudesare suppressed by furtherpowersofenergy. Since we willuse

the super�elds as building blocks,we recallthat the m atter super�eld E has d = 3=2.

Forthe goldstino,itisconvenientto considerthe rescaled super�eld �=
p
2F,which has

d = �1=2.In thisway,thegoldstino�eld ~G alwaysappearsin thecom bination (~G=
p
2F).

Throughout this section we willuse units such that
p
2F = 1: the appropriate powers

ofF can be recovered at the end,sim ply by counting the goldstino �elds. Finally,the

integration m easured4� hasd = 2,and an additionalunitisassociated with each explicit

space-tim ederivative acting on thesuper�elds.

The lowest-dim ensional operator containing two m atter-ferm ion and two goldstino

com ponent �elds is a d = 2 four-ferm ion term ofthe kind f ~G f ~G=F 2. Is this allowed

by supersym m etry? In term sofsuper�elds,alltheoperatorsconsidered herecontain pre-

cisely one m attersuper�eld E and one conjugate m attersuper�eld E . In the absence of

explicitspace-tim ederivatives,thed = 2invariantsrequiresix goldstino super�elds.Such

operatorsvanish identically becauseoftheGrassm ann algebra,which allowsnom orethan

fourgoldstinosuper�elds.Foreach explicitspace-tim ederivative,twoadditionalgoldstino

super�eldsareneeded to keep theoveralldim ension constant,and thepreviousargum ent

stillapplies.Thereforeno locald = 2 invariantisallowed by supersym m etry.

M ovingtod = 3,theonlyindependentoperatorwithoutexplicitspace-tim ederivatives

and (Pauli)�-m atricesisE � E � � 2,up to an overallherm itean conjugation. However,

thisoperatorvanishesbecause oftheGrassm ann algebra.Theresultisunchanged ifdif-

ferentLorentzstructuresareconsidered,with any num berof�-m atricesand ����� tensors

inserted.Adding explicitspace-tim e derivativesrequirestheinclusion ofadditionalgold-

stinosuper�elds,and theGrassm ann algebraforcesthecorrespondingoperatorstovanish.

No d = 3 invariantisperm itted 6.

W eareleftwith thed = 4 invariants.First,weconsiderthecaseofno explicitspace-

tim e derivatives. If�-m atrices are also excluded,then the only possibility is the new

6O fcourse,by releasing therequirem entofm atterconservation orby adding additionalm attersuper-

�elds,d = 3 invariantsareallowed.They contain m assterm sforthe m atterparticles.
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invariantE �E �ofeq.(16).M oreover,itisnotdi�culttoseethat,thankstowell-known

propertiesofthe �-m atrices,expressions involving an arbitrary num ber of�’sand �����

tensorsalwaysreduceto theinvariantofeq.(16).

W hen one space-tim e derivative isadded,the independentinvariantscontaining only

one� are,up to integration by partsand herm itean conjugation:

S1 = (@��)�
�� E � E �;

S2 = �� �� E (@��)E �;

S3 = (@��)�
�
E E � �

2

;

S4 = �� �
E E (@��)�

2

;

S5 = �� �
E E � �(@ ��);

S6 = E �
�
E �(@��)�

2

;

S7 = �� �� �(@ �E )E �;

S8 = �� �
E �(@�E )�

2

;

S9 = (@�E )�
�� � 2

E �;

S10 = (@�E )�
�
E �2 �

2

: (21)

TheinvariantsS1;:::;S6 donotproduceterm swithoutgoldstino�elds.W ehaveexplicitly

evaluated the term s containing two m atter ferm ions and two goldstinos,m aking use of

integration by partsand ofthe equationsofm otion. The term sgenerated by S5 and S6

vanish. Those produced by S1 and S3 coincide,up to overallfactors,with the operator

ofeq.(17). The term scom ing from S2 and S4 are proportionalto (f@� ~G)(f@
� ~G). The

contributionsofthisfour-ferm ion interaction to thehelicity am plitudesforff ! ~G ~G are

howeveridentical,up to overallfactors,to thoseinduced by theoperator(17).Therefore,

theinclusion oftheinvariantsS1;:::;S6 m erely am ountstoarede�nition oftheparam eter

� in theam plitudesofeq.(18).

The invariantsS7;:::;S10 give rise also to a term proportionalto the m atter-ferm ion

kineticterm in thelagrangian.In particular,S10 istheinvariantthatoccursforam assless

ferm ion according to theprescription ofrefs.[5,6],and thatwasalready discussed in the

previous section [see eq.(15)]. W e have explicitly expanded the invariants S7;:::;S9

up to term scontaining two goldstinos. Then we have evaluated,foreach invariant,the

contributionstothehelicity am plitudesfortheprocessff ! ~G ~G.Oncethenorm alization

ofthekineticterm forthem atterferm ionisproperlytakenintoaccount,such contributions

are exactly the sam e asthose originated from the invariantS10,despite the occurrence,

in the interm ediate stepsofthecom putations,ofnew four-ferm ion operators.Therefore,

any com bination ofS7;:::;S10,such that the m atter kinetic term in the lagrangian is

canonically norm alized,gives rise to the physicalam plitudes given in eq.(11),with no

free param eters. This exhausts the case ofone space-tim e derivative and one �-m atrix.

Alltheinvariantsobtained by adding �-m atricesand ����� tensorscan bereduced to the

invariantsS1;:::;S10 by using propertiesofthe�-m atrices.
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Thenextcaseinvolvestwo space-tim ederivativesacting on thesuper�elds.Theinde-

pendentinvariantswith no �’sare,up to integration by partsand herm itean conjugation:

S11 = E (@��)E (@
��)� 2 �

2

;

S12 = E (@��)E � �
2 �(@ ��);

S13 = E � E � �(@ ��)�(@
��): (22)

They produce an interaction ofthe type (f@� ~G)(f@
� ~G),asin the case ofthe invariants

S2;S4.Aswehaveseen,thisdoesnota�ecttheparam etrization ofthephysicalam plitudes

provided by eq.(18).New invariantscan beobtained by adding two �-m atrices.W ehave

checked thatthe corresponding physicalam plitudesare stillgiven by eq.(18). M ore �’s

and ����� tensorsdo notgenerateindependentinvariants.

Finally,having m orethan two derivativesrequiresm orethan six goldstino super�elds

and theGrassm ann algebra doesnotallow to build non-vanishing com binations.

In conclusion,assum ingm atterconservation,them ostgeneralam plitudesforprocesses

involving two goldstinos ~G and two m assless m atterferm ions f can be param etrized in

term sofonly two supersym m etricinvariants.The�rstone,eq.(15),isnorm alized by the

requirem ent ofproviding a canonicalkinetic energy forthe m atter system . The second

one,eq.(16),bringsafreeparam eter� in theexpression oftheam plitudes.Noadditional

invariantisrequired,atleastwhen only twogoldstinosarepresent.Thisrestrictstheform

ofthehelicity am plitudes.Forinstance,thegeneralam plitudesfortheprocessff ! ~G ~G

arejustthesum ofeqs.(11)and (18),

aG E N (L;R;L;R)=
1

F 2

�

tu �
�

4
su

�

; aG E N (L;R;R;L)=
1

F 2

�

�tu +
�

4
st

�

; (23)

where(s;t;u)aretheusualM andelstam variables[t= �(s=2)(1� cos�);u = �(s=2)(1+

cos�)],and thecorresponding totalcross-section is

�G E N (f �f ! ~G ~G)=
(8+ 10� + 5�2)s3

3840�F 4
: (24)

Noticethatthecross-section (24)ism inim ized for� = �1,with �m in = s3=(1280�F 4).

6.W econclude with som erem arkson theinterpretation,thepossibleextensionsand

thephenom enologicalim plicationsofourresults.

Itwould beinteresting to seehow ourresultscan beinterpreted within thefram ework

ofsupersym m etriccurrentalgebra,which wassuccessfully used forthe�rstderivationsof

supersym m etric low-energy theorem s[4].W e see a suggestive analogy with thetextbook

caseofpion-nucleonscattering(see,e.g.,section19.5of[14]),wherethee�ectivelagrangian

consistsoftwoindependentterm s,onecom pletely controlled by thebroken SU(2)� SU(2)

sym m etry and theotheronecontaining theaxialcoupling gA asan arbitrary param eter.
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Itwould be also interesting to generalize ourfram ework by including gauge interac-

tions,and m ake contactwith therecentresultsof[15].Atthe leveloflocalfour-ferm ion

operators,theargum entsoftheprevioussection arenota�ected by thepresenceofgauge

interactions7.However,non-localfour-ferm ion operatorscan in principlebegenerated by

photon exchange,and thisconsiderably com plicatesthediscussion.W eleavethistofuture

investigations[8]. Since the processe+ e� ! ~G ~G m ay be used to extracta lowerbound

on the gravitino m assfrom supernova cooling (forrecentdiscussions,see [2,15,16]),we

expecta furtherclari�cation ofthisim portantphenom enologicalissue.

W hen extended to observable processes and realistic m odels,our results have other

im portantphenom enologicalim plications.Considerforexam plethereaction ff ! ~G ~G,

which probably givesthebestsignatureofavery lightgravitinoathigh-energy colliders,if

alltheothersupersym m etric particlesareabovethreshold.Also in thiscase,theexplicit

integration oftheheavy superpartnersgivesresults[8]thatdi�erfrom thoseobtained [17]

from the non-linearrealization of[6]. In ouropinion,itwould be im portantto provide

ourexperim entalcolleagueswith a generalfram ework to search fora superlightgravitino

in a m odel-independentway,and wehopeto develop thispointsoon.

7In particular,ourproofim pliesthattherearenod = 2localsupersym m etricoperatorscontributingto

e
+
e
� ! ~G ~G in thelim itofvanishing electron m ass.Ifpresent,theseoperatorswould becharacterized by

a dim ensionfulcoupling M 2,whereM isan independentm assscale,possibly arising from theunderlying

fundam entaltheory.
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