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A bstract

W e propose a naturalsolution to the � problem in gauge m ediation. Itrelies on the

logarithm ic dependence ofthe e�ective K �ahler potentialon the m essenger threshold

super�eld 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 issolved aswell.

http://arxiv.org/abs/0711.4448v1


1 Introduction

Gaugem ediation [1]{[4]isan attractiverealization oflow-energy supersym m etry which suc-

cessfully explainstheabsenceoflargeavorviolations.Itsm ain di�culty liesin thegener-

ation ofpropervaluesforthehiggsino m ass� and theHiggsm assm ixing B �.Indeed,once

a m echanism forgenerating � isfound,onegenerically obtainstherelation [5]

B =
B �

�
’

F

M
; (1)

where
p
F is the supersym m etry-breaking scale and M isthe m essenger m ass. Since soft

term sarecharacterized by thescale ~m � g2
S M
F=(16�2M ),wheregS M collectively denotesthe

gaugecouplings,eq.(1)givesthephenom enologically unacceptableprediction thatB istwo

ordersofm agnitude largerthan ~m .This�(B )problem isa characteristic ofalltheoriesin

which thesoftterm sarederived from theoriginalscaleofsupersym m etry breaking through

sm allparam eters,and itisabsentin theorieslikegravity m ediation [6].

Thisproblem cannotbeignored in anyrealisticconstruction.Indeed,itisratherpointless

to build m odels ofgauge m ediation without addressing the �(B ) problem . After all,the

m ain m otivation oflow-energy supersym m etry isto producea plausibleand realistictheory

ofelectroweak breaking. This cannot be achieved if� and B are not ofthe size ofthe

othersoftterm s. Therefore,ifwe wantto derive m eaningfulphenom enologicalpredictions

ortoassesstherelativem eritofdi�erentschem esofsupersym m etry-breaking m ediation,we

should consideronly m odelsofgaugem ediation with a properm echanism for� and B �.

So far,three kindsofsolutionsto the �(B )problem in gaugem ediation have been pro-

posed. The �rst[5]isto generate � atone loop through the D term ofa highercovariant-

derivativee�ectiveoperator.Such an operatordoesnotgenerateB �,which isinduced only

atthe nextorderin perturbation theory. The second class ofsolutionsisbased on a new

weak-scalesingletsuper�eld S coupled to theHiggsbilinearin thesuperpotential.Thecor-

rectpattern ofgaugesym m etry breaking can beobtained ifoneextendsthem inim alm odel

to include appropriate couplingsbetween S and the m essengers[4,7](see also ref.[8]),or

non-renorm alizablecouplingsofS [3],oradditionallight�elds[1](seealso ref.[9]).Finally,

itwas recently suggested [10]thatstrongly-interacting dynam ics in the hidden sector can

e�ciently suppress the dim ension-two soft param eter B � with respect to the dim ension-

one param eter �,in the renorm alization from high to low energies,thus solving the �(B )

problem . In this m echanism ,the characteristic m ass spectrum ofgauge m ediation in the

squark and slepton sectoriscom pletely obliterated.In thispaper,wewanttoproposeanew

solution to the�(B )problem in gaugem ediation.
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2 T he m echanism

To haveone-loop generated �,butnotto B �,itisnecessary thatthee�ective action,after

integrating outthem essengersatoneloop,beoftheform

Z

d
4
�HuH d

�
f(X )+ g(X y)+ D

2
h(X ;X y)

�
+ h:c: (2)

Here D � isthe supersym m etric covariantderivative and f;g;h are generic functionsofthe

hidden-sector chiralsuper�eld X containing the Goldstino,with background value X =

M + �2F. The m echanism proposed in ref.[5]relieson the third term in eq.(2). Here we

wantto exploitthe case in which the dependence on X splitsinto the sum ofholom orphic

and anti-holom orphicfunctions,and usethesecond term in eq.(2)to generate�.No B � is

induced attheone-loop level1.

Thisproblem hasa closeanalogy with thegeneration ofsoftscalarsquared m asses ~m 2

Q
.

It is wellknown that in gauge m ediation there is no one-loop contribution to ~m 2

Q ,as a

consequenceoftwo essentialingredientsofthetheory.The�rstisachiralreparam etrization

U(1)X invariance X ! ei’X ,with m essenger �elds transform ing as ��� ! e � i’ ���. The

second ingredient consists in having a m essenger m ass threshold fully determ ined by the

X super�eld (indeed the m assterm isX ���). From these two propertieswe inferthatthe

one-loop renorm alization forthekineticterm ofthem attersuper�eld Q m ustbeoftheform

Z

d
4
�

�

1+
g2

16�2
ln
X yX

�2

�

Q
y
Q; (3)

where�istheultravioletcuto� and g som ecoupling constant.In thecaseofm inim algauge

m ediation,g = 0 because m atterisnotdirectly coupled to the m essengersector.However,

one loop-contributionsare presentin m odelswith gauge m essengers[12]orin m odelswith

direct m atter-m essenger couplings. In eq.(3),knowledge ofthe � dependence (which is

given by the supersym m etric RG equations) fully characterizes the structure ofthe soft

term s[13]. In particular,we observe thatthe X dependence in eq.(3)splitsinto the sum

ofa holom orphicand an anti-holom orphic part,and therefore no one-loop ~m 2

Q isgenerated

oncewereplaceX = M + �2F,although A term sareinduced.

Thisfam iliarresultsuggestsa sim pleapproach to addresstheB problem ofgaugem edi-

ation.Letussupposethattheordinary (non-R)Peccei-Quinn (PQ)sym m etry underwhich

H uH d hasnon-zero chargeisbroken,and yetno �-term appearsin thesuperpotential.This

property m ay be enforced in a technically naturalway thanks to the non-renorm alization

1This possibility was also com m ented in footnotes in refs.[4,11], but no dynam icalm echanism was

proposed.
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theorem . It m ay also arise in a m ore naturalway by assum ing analyticity ofthe spurion

thatbreaksPQ [14]or,in a fully naturalway,by an additionalR-sym m etry underwhich

H uH d hascharge6= 2,forinstance[H uH d]R = 0.Thelasttwo caseslead to ratherplausible

im plem entationsin gravity m ediation ofthem echanism ofref.[6].Letusalso assum e that

the two essentialingredients ofm inim algauge m ediation are preserved: U(1)X invariance

and a m essengerm assthreshold fully characterized by X .Then,afterthem essengershave

been integrated out,by powercounting weshould in generalexpecta one-loop contribution

to theK�ahlerpotential2
Z

d
4
�
g2
e�

16�2
ln
X yX

�2
H uH d + h:c:; (4)

whereg2
e�
indicatesacom bination ofsuperpotentialcouplings.Thisgenerates� butnotB �,

which willbeinduced only athigherorders.

The di�culty with thisapproach isthatthe above resultwillneverarise from a purely

trilinearsuperpotential.Thisisbecause ofthepresence ofthe\trivial" R-sym m etry under

which all�elds,including X ,carry charge2=3,thusim plying g2
e�
= 0.In orderto explicitly

break the trivialR-sym m etry som e dim ensionfulcoupling m ust be introduced. By sim ple

powercounting,g2
e�
m ustbegenerated by the com bined e�ectofsuper-renorm alizable and

non-renorm alizableinteractions.Then,in ordertoobtain asizeable�,theultravioletcut-o�

associated with thenon-renorm alizablescale m ustbevery closeto theotherm assscales,a

situation which isnotvery prom ising form odelbuilding.

However,this di�culty can be circum vented ifthe PQ sym m etry is broken through a

m assive singletsuper�eld S related to the HiggsbilinearH uH d by itsequation ofm otion.

In thiscase,R-sym m etry and renorm alizability do notforbid theterm SM
y

1
ln(X yX =�2)in

the K�ahlerpotential,and the m echanism can go through. Here M 1 isa param eterrelated

to theS m ass,which m ustbesm allerthan M ,butcan bem uch largerthan theweak scale

~m .

Togiveaconcreteexam ple,letusconsideronesingletsuper�eld S and twopairsofchiral

m essengers�= (� 1;�2)and �� = (��1;��2)with superpotential

W = �SH uH d +
M 2

2
S
2 + (M 1 + �S)��1�2 + X

�
��1�1 + ��2�2

�
: (5)

W ithoutlossofgenerality,wecan takethecouplingconstants� and � tobereal.Thism odel

hasa U(1)X invarianceX ! ei’X (with �1 and ��2 carrying charge� 1)and them essenger

2In globalsupersym m etry the divergentterm vanishes because H uH d is holom orphic. However,this is

notthecaseassoon astheHiggsiscoupled to a non-trivialbackground,asin thecaseofsupergravity where

thepresenceofthesuperconform alcom pensatorm akestheoperatornon-holom orphic.Thisisanalogousto

thenon-m inim algravitationalcoupling ofa �eld to theRicciscalar�2R,which islogarithm icdivergent.In

M inkowskibackground the divergencevanishesasR = 0,butitispresentin a curved background (R 6= 0).
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threshold isdeterm ined by X ,ifweassum ethatthem assparam etersM 1;2 areofcom parable

size,butm uch sm allerthan them essengerm ass,M 1 � M2 � M .

Integrating outthem essenger�eldsatthescaleM generatesa one-loop e�ectiveK�ahler

potential[15]

K e� = �
1

16�2

Z

d
4
� Tr

�

M
y
M ln

M yM

�2

�

: (6)

HereM isthe(�eld-dependent)m essengerm assm atrix,de�ned as

W = ��M �; M =

�
X �

0 X

�

; � � M1 + �S: (7)

Com puting theeigenvaluesofM yM and expanding in powersofj�j=jX j(consistently with

ourassum ption M 1 � M ),we�nd thattherelevantterm sin K e� aregiven by

K e� = �
5

16�2

Z

d
4
�

 

j�j
2
ln
jX j

2

�2
+

j�j
4

6jX j
2
+ :::

!

= �
5

16�2

Z

d
4
�

"

�
2
S
y
S ln

X yX

�2

+ �

�

M
y

1
S + h:c:

�
 

ln
X yX

�2
+
M

y

1
M 1

3X yX

!

+
�2
�

M
y2

1
S2 + h:c:

�

6X yX
+ :::

#

: (8)

Herewehave speci�ed thecasein which each � (��)�llsa fundam ental(anti-fundam ental)

representation ofSU(5).

AfterreplacingX = M + �2F,thelogdivergentterm in eq.(8)generatesasuperpotential

linear in S but no S tadpole in the scalar potential, because ofthe speciallogarithm ic

functionaldependence on X yX . Once we integrate out S and use its equation ofm otion

S = � �HuH d=M 2,thisterm gives

� = 5��
M

y

1

M 2

�
F

16�2M

� y

: (9)

By assum ing M 1 and M 2 have com parable size and also � � � � gS M we have � � ~m �

g2
S M
F=(16�2M ).Sincethelog divergentterm doesnotinducean S tadpolein thepotential,

thereisno one-loop contribution to B �.Two-loop contributionsarehoweverexpected from

double logarithm ic renorm alizations ofthe K�ahler potential. Indeed,a sim ple calculation

using thetechnique ofref.[13]showsthat3

B =

�
16

5
g
2

s +
6

5
g
2 +

2

3
g
02
� 2�2

�
F

16�2M
; (10)

3Forsim plicity weassum ethatthecoupling � isthesam eforthedoubletand thetripletin them essenger

m ultiplet.Also,weassum ethatX isa non-propagating background �eld.Theseassum ptionscan be easily

relaxed and do notalterthe discussion.Seeref.[7]forgeneralresults.
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and thereforeB � iscorrectly predicted to beoforder ~m 2.

On the other hand,the �nite part ofthe linear term in S in eq.(8) generates an S

tadpole,giving a contribution

B = �
1

3

�
�
�
�

M 1

M

�
�
�
�

2
F

M
: (11)

Therefore,aslongaswetakeM 1=M
<
� gS M =(4�),the�nitecontribution toB � willbesm aller

than thetwo-loop e�ectsand itcan beneglected.

From eq.(8)we also inferthatan S2 term in the K�ahlerpotentialisonly generated by

�nite contributions and therefore itissuppressed by M 2

1
=M 2. This can be understood by

considering a bookkeeping R-sym m etry,where S and M 1 carry thesam e charge.Theterm

generated in theK�ahlerpotentialm ustbeoftheform S2M
y2

1
and thereforeitissuppressed

in thelim itM 1 � M .

Thisexam pleillustrateshow itispossibleto generatea one-loop � term ,whileensuring

that no B � term is induced at the sam e perturbative order. Notice that the low-energy

theory atthe weak scale hastheusual�eld contentofthe m inim alsupersym m etric m odel.

W hile m essengersare integrated outatthe scale M ,the singletS hasa m assM 2,and we

areassum ing M � M 1;2 � ~m .

The superpotentialin eq.(5),which de�nesthe exam ple presented here,isnon-generic,

in the sense thatitdoesnothave the m ostgeneralform consistentwith sym m etries. The

addition ofa S3 term isinconsequentialforourm echanism ,becauseitonly shiftshSiby an

am ountO (~m 2=M 1;2),butleavesthe param eters� and B � in eqs.(9)and (10)unchanged.

W ith the introduction ofan S3 term in the superpotential, in the lim it M 1;2 ! 0 this

m odelsm oothly interpolateswith the NM SSM with singlet-m essengercouplingsstudied in

ref.[7]. Since M 1;2 determ ine the m assofS,the NM SSM containsa weak-scale singletin

thelow-energy spectrum ,which isabsentin ourm odel.

On the other hand,the appearence in the superpotentialofa linear term in S with

coe�cient O (M 2

1;2) would invalidate our results. Indeed,since S and M 1 m ust carry the

sam equantum num bers,a linearterm M 1M 2S in thesuperpotentialcannotbeforbidden by

sym m etry argum ents. Ofcourse,non-generic superpotentials are technically natural,and

the particular form ofeq.(5) could be the consequence ofsom e specialdynam ics at the

cut-o� scale.Nevertheless,itisinteresting to investigateifitispossibleto constructm odels

in which the form ofthe superpotentialis dictated by sym m etry. In the next section we

illustratesuch an exam ple.
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3 T he m odel

The m odelinvolves two singlet super�elds S,N and two pairs ofchiralm essengers � =

(�1;�2)and ��= (��1;��2)with superpotential

W = N

�

�H uH d +
�1

2
S
2
� M

2

S

�

+ �S��1�2 + X
�
��1�1 + ��2�2

�
: (12)

The superpotentialin eq.(12) has the m ost generalform invariant under a globalU(1)X

sym m etry with charges[X ]X = 1,[�1]X = [��2]X = � 1,and an R-sym m etry underwhich

[N ]R = 2 and allm essenger �elds (� i and ��i)carry charge one. Since H uH d haszero R-

charge,a bare superpotential�-term isforbidden. The appearance ofH uH d in the K�ahler

potentialishowevernotconstrained,thusallowing thegeneration of� oncesupersym m etry

isbroken4.W eom itted thebilinearsN S and ��1�2 by im posing a Z2 parity underwhich S,

�1 and ��1 areodd.Theinclusion oftheseterm sareinconsequentialforourm echanism and

theZ2 parity isnotstrictly necessary.

Afterintegrating outthem essengersatthescaleX ,wecan expressthekineticterm for

S as

K = ZS

�
X ;X

y
�
S
y
S; ZS

�
X ;X

y
�
= 1�

5�2

16�2
ln
X yX

�2
; (13)

where ZS isthewave-function renorm alization ofS.The kinetic term becom escanonically

norm alized by rede�ning

S ! Z
� 1=2

S

�

1�
@lnZS

@X
F�

2

��
�
�
�
X = M

S: (14)

The superpotentialand the soft-breaking potential, below the m essenger scale M , then

becom e

W = N

�

�H uH d +
�1

2
S
2
� M

2

S

�

; (15)

Vsoft = ~m 2

S jSj
2
+
�
A S�1N S

2 + h:c:
�
; (16)

where

~m 2

S = �
@2lnZS

@lnX @lnX y

�
�
�
�
X = M

FF y

M M y
; A S =

@lnZS

@lnX

�
�
�
�
X = M

F

M
: (17)

The soft scalar m ass ofN can be ignored,working at the leading order in ~m =M S. The

4Thesituation hereparallelsthenaturalim plem entation ofthem echanism ofref.[6]in supergravity.By

R-sym m etry there isno H uH d superpotentialterm . Howeverthe allowed D-term [�y�H uH d]D ,with � the

chiralcom pensator,givesriseto the right� and B once F� 6= 0.
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m inim um ofthepotentialisattained at

hN i = �
A
y

S

�1
+ O

�
~m 2

M S

�

; (18)

hSi =

r
2

�1
M S

�

1+
jA Sj

2 � ~m2S

2�1M
2

S

�

+ O

�
~m 3

M 2

S

�

: (19)

In term s ofthe vacuum expectation value ofN and S, we can express � = �hN i and

B � = � �hFN i,whereFN = � @W y=@N y.Asa result,weget� and B asfollows,

� = �
�

�1
A
y

S
; (20)

B =
~m 2

S � jASj
2

A
y

S

: (21)

Thesoftparam etersin eq.(17),evaluated ata renorm alization scaleequalto them essenger

m assM ,aregiven by

~m 2

S = �
2

�

35�2 � 16g2s � 6g2 �
10

3
g
02

� �
�
�
�

F

16�2M

�
�
�
�

2

; (22)

A S = � 5�2
�

F

16�2M

�

: (23)

In term soflagrangian param eters,� and B areexpressed as

� =
5��2

�1

�
F

16�2M

� y

; (24)

B =

�
16

5
g
2

s +
6

5
g
2 +

2

3
g
02
� 2�2

� �
F

16�2M

�

: (25)

The m odelpresented introducesno CP problem .In the low-energy lagrangian ofgauge

m ediation,onecan m akeallsuperpotentialparam etersrealby a super�eld rotation,leaving

two possible CP invariants:arg(M �
�
A)and arg(M �

�
B ). W hile A vanishesatthe m essenger

scale,theparam eterB hasthesam ephaseofthegaugino m assM �,eq.(25),and both CP

invariantsarezero.

To sum m arize,the low-energy theory hasthe sam e �eld contentofthe m inim alsuper-

sym m etric m odelwith � = O (~m ) generated at one loop and B � = O (~m 2) generated at

two loops. Allsoftterm s,other than � and B �,have exactly the usualform dictated by

gauge m ediation. In particular,(asopposed to the exam ple discussed in sect.2),no new

contributionsto ~m 2

H u;d
exist.

Thesuperpotentialin eq.(12)isvery sim ilartothatofthem odelin ref.[5].Nevertheless,

the m echanism presented in this paper and the one ofref.[5]are conceptually di�erent,
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although both generate � atone loop and B � attwo loops. One crucialdi�erence is the

presenceoftheU(1)X sym m etry in ourm echanism which dictatestheform oftheoperatorin

theK�ahlerpotential,H uH dlnX
yX ,asopposed to theoperatorH uH dD

2f(X ;X y)ofref.[5].

Because ofU(1)X ,the � term in ourm echanism hasexactly the sam e origin asthe other

softterm sofgaugem ediation,i.e.thelogarithm icdivergence in theultravioletcuto�.The

second im portantdi�erenceconcernsthegenericity ofthesuperpotential.In them echanism

ofref.[5],thenecessary kineticm ixingbetween X and thesingletsuper�eld coupled toH uH d

m akesitim possible to exclude thedangeroussuperpotentialterm X H uH d using sym m etry

argum ents. In our m echanism ,this is possible because the singlet N ,which participates

in the interaction N H uH d,is not directly coupled to the m essengers. Therefore the form

ofthe superpotentialin eq.(12) is the m ost generalcom patible with its sym m etries. As

a byproduct ofthe factthatN isnotdirectly coupled to m essengers,we also obtain that

our�-generation m echanism doesnotm odify the usualgauge-m ediation expression forthe

Higgssoftterm s.

4 C onclusions

W ehavepresented asim plem echanism which solvesthe� problem in gaugem ediation.The

� term islinked to a logarithm icdivergentrenorm alization in theK�ahlerpotential.Thanks

to the logarithm ic dependence on the Goldstino super�eld X ,the B � term arises only at

two loops.Thereason forthissuppression isbasically thesam ethatforbidsone-loop scalar

squared m asses in gauge m ediation,allowing forone-loop gaugino m asses and (depending

on the m odel) trilinear couplings. New (gauge singlet) states are present with a m ass,

determ ining the scale ofPQ sym m 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 thenew statesareheavy,with an e�ective theory which containsonly thedegreesof

freedom ofthe m inim alsupersym m etric m odel. The softterm sare exactly those ofgauge

m ediation,with � and B � param etrically ofthecorrectsize.No extra contributionsto the

softterm softheHiggssectorarepresent.Thereareno new CP-violating phasesassociated

to� orB � and thereforethebenign propertiesofgaugem ediation with respecttoavorand

CP arefullypreserved.Them echanism presented herecan beinterpreted asageneralization

to gaugem ediation ofthem echanism proposed in ref.[6].

W ethank F.Riva and P.Slavich forusefuldiscussions.HK wassupported by theABRL

GrantNo.R14-2003-012-01001-0and theCQUeST ofSogangUniversity with grantnum ber
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