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A bstract

W e propose a natural solution to the problem in gauge m ediation. Tt relies on the
logarithm ic dependence of the e ective K ahler potential on the m essenger threshold
super edd X . Thus, and B naturally arise at one and two loops, respectively.
M oreover B has the sam e phase as the gaugino m ass and the supersym m etric CP
problem is solved aswell.
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1 Introduction

G augem ediation [11]{[4]is an attractive realization of low -energy supersym m etry which suc-
cessfully explains the absence of large avor violations. Ttsm ain di culty lies in the gener—

ation of proper values for the higgsinom ass and the H ggsm assm ixing B . Indeed, once
amechanian for generating is found, one generically obtains the relation [5]

; (1)

where F F is the supersym m etry-breaking scale and M is the m essenger m ass. Since soft
term s are characterized by the scalem ¢, F=(16 °M ),whereg,, ocollectively denotes the
gauge couplings, eg. (1) gives the phenom enologically unacceptable prediction that B istwo
orders of m agnitude Jarger than v . This (B ) problam is a characteristic of all theories in
which the soft tem s are derived from the original scale of supersym m etry breaking through
an all param eters, and it is absent In theordes like gravity m ediation [6l].

T hisproblem cannotbe ignored in any realistic construction. Tndeed, it is ratherpointless
to buid m odels of gauge m ediation w ithout addressing the (B ) problam . A fter all, the
m ain m otivation of Jow -energy supersym m etry is to produce a plausible and realistic theory
of electroweak breaking. This cannot be achieved if and B are not of the size of the
other soft term s. T herefore, if we want to derive m eaningfiil phenom enological predictions
or to assess the relative m erit of di erent schem es of supersym m etry-Jbreaking m ediation, we
should consider only m odels of gauge m ediation w ith a proper m echaniam for and B

So far, three kinds of solutions to the (B ) problem in gauge m ediation have been pro—
posed. The rst [5]is to generate at one loop through the D term of a higher covariant-
derivative e ective operator. Such an operator does not generate B, which is induced only
at the next order in perturbation theory. The second class of solutions is based on a new
weak-scale singlet super eld S coupled to the H iggs bilinear in the superpotential. T he cor-
rect pattem of gauge sym m etry breaking can be obtained if one extends them inim alm odel
to Include appropriate couplings between S and the m essengers [4,17] (see also ref. [8]), or
non-renom alizable couplings of S [3], or additional light elds [1l] (see also ref. 9]). Finally,
it was recently suggested [10] that strongly-interacting dynam ics in the hidden sector can
e ciently suppress the din ension-wo soft parameter B w ith respect to the din ension-
one param eter , In the renom alization from high to low energies, thus solving the (B)
problem . In this m echanism , the characteristic m ass spectrum of gauge m ediation in the
squark and slepton sector is com pletely obliterated . Tn this paper, we want to propose a new
solution to the (B ) problam in gauge m ediation.



2 The m echanism

To have one-loop generated ,butnotto B , it is necessary that the e ective action, after

Integrating out the m essengers at one loop, be of the form
Z

d* HyHy £X )+ gXY)+ D?h(X;XY) + hx: 2)

Here D is the supersymm etric covariant derivative and f;g;h are generic filnctions of the
hidden-sector chiral super ed X containing the G oldstino, with background value X =
M + 2F . Themechanism proposed in ref. [5] relies on the third term i eg. (J). Here we
want to exploit the case in which the dependence on X splits Into the sum of holom orphic
and antiholom orphic functions, and use the second term in eg. (Jd) to generate . NoB  is
Induced at the one-loop level].

This problem has a close analogy w ith the generation of soft scalar squared m asses mé .
It is well known that in gauge m ediation there is no one-doop contrlbution to mé , as a
consequence of tw o essential ingredients of the theory. The rst isa chiral reparam etrization
U (1) invariance X ! &' X ,with messenger elds transom ing as ! e ¥ . The
second Ingredient consists in having a m essenger m ass thresholdd fillly determ ined by the
X super eld (indeed themass term isX ). From these two properties we infer that the

one-loop renom alization for the kinetic term of them atter super eld Q m ust be of the form

7 5 .
¢ 1+ T
16 2 2

QY0 ; (3)

where isthe ultraviolet cuto and g som e coupling constant. In the case ofm Inin algauge

m ediation, g = 0 because m atter is not directly coupled to the m essenger sector. H owever,
one Joop-contributions are present in m odels w ith gauge m essengers [12] or in m odels w ith
direct m atterm essenger couplings. In 3. (3), know ledge of the dependence (which is
given by the supersymm etric RG eguations) fully characterizes the structure of the soft
temm s [13]. In particular, we observe that the X dependence in eg. (3) splits into the sum

of a holom orphic and an anti-holom orphic part, and therefore no one-loop mé is generated
oncewe replace X = M + °F ,although A tem s are induced.

T his fam iliar result suggests a sin ple approach to address the B problem ofgaugem edi-
ation. Let us suppose that the ordinary (non-R ) Pecceid uinn (PQ ) sym m etry under w hich
H ,H 4 has non—zero charge is broken, and yet no -termm appears in the superpotential. T his
property m ay be enforced in a technically natural way thanks to the non—renom alization

IThis possbility was also comm ented In footnotes in refs. [4,[11]], but no dynam ical m echanian was
proposed.



theorem . Tt may also arise In a m ore natural way by assum Ing analyticity of the spurion
that breaks PQ [14]or, in a fully natural way, by an additional R -sym m etry under which
H H4 hascharge 6 2, for nstance H Hgqk = 0. The Jast two cases lead to rather plausble
In plem entations In gravity m ediation of the m echanism of ref. [6]. Let us also assum e that
the two essential ingredients of m inin al gauge m ediation are preserved: U (1)y invardiance
and a m essenger m ass threshold fully characterized by X . T hen, after the m essengers have
been integrated out, by pow er counting we should in general expect a one-loop contrlbution

to the K ahler potentia 7

4 gz X YX

16 2]11—2 HHqg+ hxcs; (4)

w here gj Indicates a com bination of superpotential couplings. Thisgenerates butnotB ,
which will be induced only at higher orders.

The di culty with this approach is that the above result w ill never arise from a purely
trilinear superpotential. T his is because of the presence of the \trivial" R -sym m etry under
which all elds, including X , carry charge 2=3, thus in plying gj = 0. In order to explicitly
break the trivial R symm etry som e din ensionfiil coupling m ust be introduced. By sin ple
pow er counting, gg m ust be generated by the com bined e ect of supertyenom alizable and
non-renom alizable Interactions. T hen, In order to obtain a sizeable , the ultraviolet cuto
associated w ith the non—renom alizable scale m ust be very close to the otherm ass scales, a

situation which is not very prom ising form odel building.

However, this di culty can be circum vented if the PQ symm etry is broken through a
m assive singlet super eld S related to the H iggs bilinear H (H 4 by its equation of m otion.
Tn this case, R symm etry and renom alizability do not forbid the term SM { In (X ¥X = 2y in
the K ahler potential, and the m echanism can go through. Here M | is a param eter related
to the S m ass, which m ust be sn aller than M , but can be m uch larger than the weak scale

v .

To give a concrete exam ple, let us consider one singlet super eld S and two pairs of chiral

messengers = ( 1; 2)and = ( 1; »)with superpotential
M, ,
W = SHqu+ 78 + (Ml‘l‘ S) 1 2+X 1 1+ 2 2 - (5)

W ithout loss of generality, we can take the coupling constants and tobereal. Thism odel

hasaU (1) iwvarianceX ! e'X (with ; and , carrying charge 1) and them essenger

°In global supersymm etry the divergent temm vanishes because H (H 4 is holom orphic. However, this is
not the case as soon as the H iggs is coupled to a non—trivialbackground, as in the case of supergravity where
the presence of the superconform alcom pensatorm akes the operator non-holom orphic. T his is analogous to
the non-m inin algravitationalcoupling ofa el to theRicciscalar “R , which is logarithm ic divergent. In
M inkow skibackground the divergence vanishes asR = 0, but it is present in a curved background R & 0).



threshold isdetermm ined by X , ifwe assum e that them ass param etersM ; , are of com parable

size, but much sm aller than the m essenger m ass, M ; M, M .

Tntegrating out them essenger eldsat the scaleM generates a one-loop e ective K ahler
potential [15]

Z
1 . y M M
Ke=l62dTrMM]n > (6)
HereM isthe ( eld-dependent) m essenger m assm atrix, de ned as
X
W= M ; M = 0 X ; M + S: (7)

Com puting the eigenvalues of M M and expanding in powers of j =¥ Jj (consistently w ith
ourassumption M ; M ),we nd that the relevant tetm sin K . are given by

Z

2 . 4

5 5 X ¥YX

K. = a’ jﬁ]nj(j+ jjz+::: = a*  ?sY¥sh
16 2 2 6j< j 16 2 2
! 5 #
XyX M yM]_ 2 M{Sz+ h:C:
+ MYS+ hx: In + — + + oo (8)
2 3X ¥X 6X ¥YX

Here we have speci ed the case In which each () 1sa fundam ental (antizfundam ental)

representation of SU (5).

AfterreplacingX = M + 2F ,the Jog divergent tem in eg. (8) generates a superpotential
Iinear n S but no S tadpole in the scalar potential, because of the special logarithm ic
functional dependence on X YX . Once we integrate out S and use its equation of m otion
S = H.H 4=M ,, this term gives

M7 F Y

=5 — : 9
M, 16 2M ©)

By assum Ing M ; and M , have com parabl size and also g we have 1103
g?, F=(16 M ). Since the log divergent term does not induce an S tadpole in the potential,
there is no one-loop contribution to B . T wo—loop contributions are how ever expected from
double logarithm ic renom alizations of the K ahler potential. Indeed, a sin ple calculation
using the technique of ref. [13] show s tha

16 6, 24 5 F

B = —g§+—g+—g

29 ———; 10
5 5 3 16 M 1o

3For sin plicity we assum e that the coupling  is the sam e for the doublet and the triplet in them essenger
multiplet. A 1so, we assum e that X is a non-propagating background eld. T hese assum ptions can be easily
relaxed and do not alter the discussion. See ref. [1] for general results.



and therefore B is correctly predicted to be of orderm 2.

On the other hand, the nite part of the linear term In S in eg. (8) generates an S
tadpole, giving a contribution

B =

M 2

1
11
( )

F
vk

wl

T herefore, as long aswe takeM =M < g;, =(4 ),the nitecontrbution toB willbe sn aller
than the two—doop e ects and it can be neglected.

From ej. (8) we also infer that an S? tem i the K ahler potential is only generated by
nite contributions and therefore it is suppressed by M #=M ?. This can be understood by
considering a bookkeeping R -symm etry, where S and M ; carry the sam e charge. T he term
generated in the K ahler potentialm ust be of the form $2M 52 and therefore it is suppressed
nthelmitM; M.

T his exam ple illustrates how it is possible to generate a one-loop tem , while ensuring
that no B tem is induced at the sam e perturbative order. Notice that the low -energy
theory at the weak scale has the usual eld content of the m inim al supersym m etric m odel.
W hile m essengers are integrated out at the scale M , the singlet S hasamassM ,,and we

are assum ing M M, .

T he superpotential in eg. (3), which de nes the exam pl presented here, is non-generic,
In the sense that it does not have the m ost general form consistent w ith symm etrdes. The
addition ofa S° term is inconsequential for ourm echanism , because it only shifts hSi by an
amount O (m?=M ;,), but leaves the parameters and B in egs. (9) and (I0) unchanged.
W ith the introduction of an S® term in the superpotential, in the Imit M ,, ! 0 this
m odel an oothly interpolates w ith the NM SSM w ith singlet-m essenger couplings studied in
ref. [1]. Slhce M ;, detemm ine themass of S, the NM SSM contains a weak-scale singlet in
the low -energy spectrum , which is absent in ourm odel.

On the other hand, the appearence in the superpotential of a linear term in S with
coe clent O (M 12,,2) would Invalidate our results. Indeed, since S and M ; must carry the
sam e quantum num bers, a linear term M M ,S in the superpotential cannot be forbidden by
symm etry argum ents. O f course, non-generic superpotentials are technically natural, and
the particular form of eg. (3) could be the consequence of som e special dynam ics at the
cuto scale. Nevertheless, it is interesting to investigate if it is possible to construct m odels
In which the form of the superpotential is dictated by symm etry. In the next section we
llustrate such an exam ple.



3 Them odel

The m odel involves two singlet super elds S, N and two pairs of chiral m essengers =
(15 2)and = ( 1; »)with superpotential

W =N Hqu+ 3152 MSZ + S 1 2+X 1 1+ 2 2 . (12)

T he superpotential in eq. (I2) has the m ost general form invariant under a globalU (1)
symmetry with charges X k¥ = 1,[ 1%k = [ 2k = 1, and an R -symm etry under which
IN § = 2and allmessenger eds ( ; and ;) carry charge one. Since H ,H 4 has zero R —
charge, a bare superpotential —temm is forbidden. The appearance of H H 4 In the Kahler
potential is how ever not constrained, thus allow ing the generation of once supersym m etry
is broken]. W e om itted the bilinearsN S and ; , by In posing a 7, parity under which S,
1 and 4 areodd. The inclusion of these term s are Inconsequential for ourm echanisn and

the Z, parity is not strictly necessary.

A fter Integrating out the m essengers at the scale X , we can express the kinetic term for

S as
52  X¥X

16 2 e 2
where Z g is the wave-function renom alization of S . T he kinetic term becom es canonically

K =725 X;XY 8Ys; Zs X;XY =1

; (13)

nom alized by rede ning

- @Iz
=2 Sp o2
@X

S: (14)

X =M

T he superpotential and the softbreaking potential, below the m essenger scale M , then

becom e
W =N HHq+ ?182 M2 ; (15)
Ves=m2 BT+ Ag NS?+ hx: ; (16)
w here )
@°Inz FEY Qhz F
w2 = S ; Ag = ° — (17)
EhX@hXY, , MMY @mX ,_, M

The soft scalar mass of N can be ignored, working at the leading order n m=M 5. The

4T he situation here parallels the natural in plem entation of the m echanisn of ref. [@] in supergravity. By
R -sym m etry there isno H H 4 superpotential term . However the allowed D-term [ ¥ HyHg4)b ,with the
chiral com pensator, gives rise to the right and B onceF 6 0.



m Inimn um of the potential is attained at

AY m 2
Wi= ——=+0 — ; (18)
1 s
t— 3 2 3
2 v v
i = Mg 1+j*572S +0 — (19)
1 2 M ; M ¢
In tem s of the vacuum expectation value of N and S, we can express = N i and
B = hFy i, where Fy = Q@WY=@NY.Asaresult,weget andB asollows,
- —aY; (20)
1
2 5
m
B = Siymz 1)
AS

T he soft param eters in eq. (17), evaluated at a renom alization scale equal to the m essenger

massM , are given by

10 F
2 2 2 @
mwg = 35 16 6 — ; 22
5 ¢ o Z9" o (22)
As = 2 £ (23)
° 16 2M
In term s of lJagrangian param eters, and B are expressed as
5 2 F Y

= ; 24
~ e ; (24)

l6 , 6, 2, 5 F
B = —gs+ —=g°+ — 2 _— 25
5gS 5g Bg 16 °M (22)

The m odel presented introduces no CP problm . In the low-energy lagrangian of gauge
m ediation, one can m ake all superpotential param eters realby a super eld rotation, leaving
two possible CP invariants: argM A ) and argM B ). W hile A vanishes at the m essenger
scale, the param eter B has the sam e phase of the gaugihomassM , eg. (29), and both CP

Invariants are zero.

To summ arize, the low -energy theory has the same eld content of the m inin al super-
symmetric modelwith = O (m ) generated at one Ioop and B = O (m ?) generated at
wo loops. All soft tem s, other than and B , have exactly the usual form dictated by
gauge m ediation. In particular, (as opposed to the exam ple discussed in sect.[d), no new
contrbutions tom = exist.

T he superpotential in eg. (12) is very sin ilar to that of them odel in ref. [5]. N evertheless,
the m echanism presented in this paper and the one of ref. 5] are conceptually di erent,



although both generate at one loop and B at two loops. One crucial di erence is the
presence of the U (1)x symm etry in ourm echanian which dictates the form of the operator in
the K ahler potential, H yH 4 InX YX , as opposed to the operatorH ,H 4D ?f (X ;X ¥) of ref. [H].
Because of U (1) , the tem in our m echanism has exactly the sam e origin as the other
soft term s of gauge m ediation, ie. the logarithm ic divergence in the ultraviolet cuto . The
second Im portant di erence concems the genericity of the superpotential. Tn the m echanism
ofref. [4], the necessary kineticm ixing between X and the singlet super eld coupled to H (H 4
m akes it In possible to exclude the dangerous superpotential term X H H 4 using sym m etry
argum ents. In our m echanian , this is possible because the singlet N , which participates
In the interaction N H ,H 4, is not directly coupled to the m essengers. T herefore the form
of the superpotential in eq. (I2) is the m ost general com patible with its symm etrdes. As
a byproduct of the fact that N is not directly coupled to m essengers, we also obtain that
our -generation m echanism does notm odify the usual gaugem ediation expression for the
H iggs soft tem s.

4 Conclusions

W e have presented a sin plem echanisn which solves the problem in gaugem ediation. The

term is linked to a logarithm ic divergent renomm alization in the K ahler potential. T hanks
to the logarithm ic dependence on the G odstino super ed X , the B temm arises only at
two Joops. The reason for this suppression is basically the sam e that forbids one-loop scalar
squared m asses In gauge m ediation, allow Ing for one-loop gaugino m asses and (depending
on the model) trilinear couplings. New (gauge sihglet) states are present with a mass,
determm Ining the scale of PQ symm etry breaking, which can be arbitrarily chosen between
the weak scale and (slightly below ) the m essenger scale. W e have focused on the case in
which the new states are heavy, w ith an e ective theory which contains only the degrees of
freedom of the m inin al supersym m etric m odel. T he soft termm s are exactly those of gauge
mediation,with and B param etrically of the correct size. N o extra contrdbutions to the
soft term s of the H iggs sector are present. T here are no new CP -violating phases associated
to orB and therefore the benign properties of gaugem ediation w ith respect to avor and
CP are fully preserved. Them echanism presented here can be Interpreted as a generalization
to gauge m ediation of the m echanian proposed in ref. [6l].
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