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Abstract

It is known in previous literature that if a Wess-Zumino model with an R-symmetry
gives a supersymmetric vacuum, the superpotential vanishes at the vacuum. In this
work, we establish a formal notion of genericity, and show that if the R-symmetric
superpotential has generic coefficients, the superpotential vanishes term-by-term at a
supersymmetric vacuum. This result constrains the form of the superpotential which
leads to a supersymmetric vacuum. It may contribute to a refined classification of R-
symmetric Wess-Zumino models, and find applications in string constructions of vacua
with small superpotentials. A similar result for a scalar potential system with a scaling
symmetry is discussed.

1 Introduction

The relation between R-symmetries and supersymmetry (SUSY) breaking [1] in generic Wess-
Zumino models [2, 3, 4] is described by the Nelson-Seiberg theorem [5] and its several recent
extensions [6, 7, 8, 9], including counterexamples with generic parameters and special R-
charge assignments [10, 11, 12, 13]. This lore has manifested in the study of both SUSY
phenomenology [14, 15, 16, 17, 18] and string phenomenology [19, 20, 21, 22, 23]. The
notion of genericity in these results usually refers to genericity of parameters, which is also
related to the notion of naturalness. A property, such as the existence of a SUSY vacuum,
is a generic prediction of the model if it happens everywhere or in an open region of the
parameter space. The prediction is thus robust to small changes of parameters from a
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particular point in the parameter space, and no fine-tuning is needed. Although non-generic
R-charges are mentioned in counterexamples to the Nelson-Seiberg theorem, they are more
properly described as special R-charge assignments satisfying certain conditions [12]. We
therefore focus on generic parameters in this work.

In this work, we consider one possible formalization of genericity, and show that de-
manding that a property holds generically can lead to additional properties of the model. In
particular, we show that at a SUSY vacuum from a generic R-symmetric Wess-Zumino model,
every term of the superpotential vanishes individually. Thus each term of the superpotential
must contain at least one field with a zero expectation value. This result may contribute
to a refined classification of R-symmetric Wess-Zumino models, and find applications in
string constructions of vacua with small superpotentials. The proof can be generalized to
any generic function which takes a fixed value at a stationary point. We discuss a scalar
potential system with a scaling symmetry as an example.

The rest of this paper is arranged as follows. Section 2 reviews the result that a SUSY
vacuum from an R-symmetric Wess-Zumino model implies a vanishing superpotential. Sec-
tion 3 gives a formal notion of genericity used in this work. Section 4 proves the result of
a term-by-term vanishing superpotential at a SUSY vacuum from a generic R-symmetric
Wess-Zumino model. Section 5 discusses implications and generalizations of the result.

2 SUSY vacua from R-symmetric models

In a Wess-Zumino model, a SUSY vacuum corresponds to a solution to the equations

∂iW =
∂W

∂φi
= 0, (1)

where W = W (φi) is a function named the superpotential for a set of scalar fields {φi}. In
the superspace formalism, W is promoted to be a holomorphic function for a set of chiral
superfields {Φi}, and appears in the SUSY action as

SW =

∫
d4xLW = −

∫
d4x

(∫
dθαdθαW + c.c.

)
. (2)

An R-symmetry acts non-trivially on the Grassmann numbers θα. In N = 1 SUSY, a
continuous R-symmetry is assumed to be U(1)R. The R-charge for θα is conventionally set
to 1. Thus the Berezin integral

∫
dθα has R-charge −1, and W must have R-charge 2 to

make the SUSY action invariant under the R-symmetry. Each field φi has R-charge r(i), thus
the form of W is constrained so that each term must be an R-charge 2 combination of fields.
A finite transformation of U(1)R gives

R̂(ζ)θα = eiζθα, R̂(ζ)φi = eir(i)ζφi, R̂(ζ)W = e2iζW, ζ ∈ R. (3)

Taking an infinitesimal U(1)R transformation at ζ = 0, we have

d

dζ

∣∣∣∣
0

R̂(ζ)W = 2iW = ∂iW
d

dζ

∣∣∣∣
0

R̂(ζ)φi = ir(i)φi∂iW. (4)
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Thus the following identity is satisfied for any R-symmetric superpotential:

W =
1

2
r(i)φi∂iW. (5)

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain a bound on the superpotential [24]:

|〈W 〉| = 1

2
|〈r(i)φi∂iW 〉| ≤

1

2

√
r2(i)〈φ∗

iφi〉〈(∂jW )∗∂jW 〉 =
1

2
faf, (6)

where the R-axion decay constant fa and the Goldstino decay constant f are defined as

fa = ‖r(i)〈φi〉‖ =
√
r2(i)〈φ∗

iφi〉, (7)

f = ‖〈∂iW 〉‖ =
√
〈(∂iW )∗∂iW 〉. (8)

At a SUSY vacuum, field expectation values satisfy ∂iW = 0. So we have W = 0 according
to either Eq. (5) or Eq. (6) [24, 25].

The result of a vanishing W is general for any R-symmetric W which gives a SUSY
vacuum, and does not depend on whether W is generic or not. It is possible to arrange
several nonzero terms which add up to zero. For example, consider the superpotential

W = aX1 + aX2 + bX1Y
2 + bX2Y

2 = (X1 +X2)(a+ bY 2) (9)

with the R-charge assignment

r(X1) = r(X2) = 2, r(Y ) = 0. (10)

It gives two infinite set of SUSY vacua at

X1 = −X2 ∈ C, Y = ±
√
−a/b (11)

with degeneracy on a complex one-dimensional subspace of theX1-X2 space. Generic nonzero
values of a, b, X1 and X2 make all terms of W nonzero, but these terms add up to zero, and
W = 0 is satisfied at a SUSY vacuum. However, the coefficients of W are not independent,
so W is not generic in this example. In the following sections, we are to show that such
cancellation between terms does not happen in generic models: every term of W must vanish
at a SUSY vacuum from a generic R-symmetric W .

3 A formal notion of genericiy

To establish a formal notion of genericity in a general model, we suppose that the model is
described by a set of parameters {cα}. This description is applicable, but not limited, to the
Wess-Zumino models in this work. Consider a property represented as a function F (cα) on
the parameter space, such that F (cα) = 0 is satisfied if and only if the model with parameters
at the point cα possesses the relevant property. The property is a generic prediction of the
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model if we have F (cα) = 0 in an open region near a certain parameter point c
(0)
α , which is

usually determined by experiments. The property is therefore robust to a small perturbation
of parameters from the point, and no fine-tuning is needed.

Most physics models have their dynamics described by a set of continuous variables {φi},
such as coordinates, wave functions or fields. The equations of motion are expressed in
these variables, and their solutions give the states and evolution of the physics system. The
property of our interest depends both explicitly on parameters cα, and on expectation values
〈φi〉 = φi(cα) which depend on cα. A perturbation of cα causes a shift of φi(cα). The notion
of genericity is then expressed as

F (φi(c
(0)
α ), c(0)α ) = F (φi(c

(0)
α + δcα), c(0)α + δcα) = 0, ∀δcα s.t. |δcα| < ε, (12)

where ε is the radius of a neighborhood of c
(0)
α in which the model retains the property.

Assuming the functions F (φi, cα) and φi(cα) are at least once differentiable at c
(0)
α , which is

true for most physics systems, Eq. (12) then implies

dF

dcα

∣∣∣∣
c
(0)
β

=

(
∂F

∂cα
+
∂F

∂φi

∂φi
∂cα

)∣∣∣∣
c
(0)
β

= 0. (13)

Note that Eq. (13) is only a necessary condition for genericity. In case that F (φi, cα) and

φi(cα) are analytical functions at c
(0)
α , the equivalent condition for Eq. (12) should be

dnF

dcnα

∣∣∣∣
c
(0)
β

= 0, ∀n ∈ Z≥0. (14)

Just as happens in Eq. (13), the total derivative in Eq. (14) can also be replaced by partial
derivatives using the intermediate variables φi.

Note that our notion of genericity takes the parameter space as postulated in the model.
We do not discuss how the model and its parameter space are constructed. In the usual
procedure of model building, a model is generic if its action, Lagrangian or potential includes
all renormalizable terms compatible with the presumed symmetries of the theory. We do not
require such an assumption in the following proof.

4 SUSY vacua from generic R-symmetric models

Consider a continuous family of superpotentials, specified by a set of complex coefficients
{cα} taking values in a continuous parameter space. The superpotential is constructed from
a set of terms {pα(φi)} allowed by a certain set of conditions including the R-symmetry, and
cα are the coefficients of the linear combination of these terms:

W (φi, cα) = cαpα(φi). (15)

In a renormalizable Wess-Zumino model, pα(φi) are monomials of {φi} up to cubic, but here
we only need to assume that each term pα(φi) is at least once differentiable with respect to
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φi at the vacuum. Thus W is at least once differentiable with respect to both φi and cα at
the vacuum.

In Section 2, it is shown that a SUSY vacuum from an R-symmetric Wess-Zumino model
always implies a vanishing superpotential. If we demand that the existence of a SUSY
vacuum is generic, the resultant vanishing superpotential is also generic. Taking W as the
function F representing this generic property of SUSY vacua, we have

dW

dcα

∣∣∣∣
c
(0)
β

=

(
∂W

∂cα
+
∂W

∂φi

∂φi
∂cα

)∣∣∣∣
c
(0)
β

= 0, (16)

where c
(0)
α is a parameter point yielding a SUSY vacuum at φi(c

(0)
α ). Since ∂iW = ∂W

∂φi
= 0 is

satisfied at the SUSY vacuum, our notion of genericity leads to

∂W

∂cα

∣∣∣∣
c
(0)
β

= pα(φi(c
(0)
β )) = 0. (17)

Thus every term of the superpotential Eq. (15) vanishes individually at the SUSY vacuum.
The result which we have just proved can be verified by models in literature. For example,

a deformed Polonyi model [1] has the superpotential

W = aX + bXY 2 (18)

with the R-charge assignment
r(X) = 2, r(Y ) = 0. (19)

It gives two SUSY vacua at
X = 0, Y = ±

√
−a/b. (20)

The simplest counterexample model [10] has the superpotential

W = aX + bXPQ+ cX2A+ dPA2 (21)

with the R-charge assignment

r(X) = 2, r(P ) = 6, r(Q) = −6, r(A) = −2. (22)

It gives a set of SUSY vacua at

X = A = 0, PQ = −a/b (23)

with degeneracy on a complex one-dimensional submanifold in the P -Q space. Note that
a vacuum at Eq. (20) keeps the R-symmetry unbroken and a vacuum at Eq. (23) breaks
the R-symmetry with nonzero a and b. One can check that W vanishes term-by-term at
the SUSY vacua from both models. The result proven in this section does not depend on
whether the R-symmetry is spontaneously broken at the vacuum or not.
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5 Discussion and Generalizations

In this work, using the formal notion of genericity established in Section 3, we proved that the
expectation value of a generic R-symmetric superpotential vanishes term-by-term at a SUSY
vacuum. This result constrains the form of an R-symmetric Wess-Zumino model which leads
to a SUSY vacuum: each term of the superpotential must contain at least one field with a
zero expectation value. Such a constraint may lead to new extensions of the Nelson-Seiberg
theorem, contribute to a refined classification of R-symmetric Wess-Zumino models, and find
applications in string constructions of W = 0 SUSY vacua [26, 27, 28, 29, 30] as the first
step toward vacua with small superpotentials [31].

Although our discussion is based on R-symmetric Wess-Zumino models, the features
needed for the proof are just that the superpotential W takes a fixed value at a SUSY
vacuum satisfying ∂iW = 0, and that W (φi, cα) and φi(cα) are at least once differentiable at
the vacuum. The proof can thus be generalized to any generic function which takes a fixed
value at a stationary point. As an example of such generalizations, consider an action in
d-dimensional space-time with a scalar potential term

S =

∫
ddxV (φi). (24)

If there is a symmetry which acts non-trivially on space-time coordinates, the volume element
ddx may transform as a non-trivial one-dimensional representation under the symmetry. One
example of such a non-trivial symmetry is the scaling symmetry

Ŝ(λ)x = λx, λ ∈ R+. (25)

The volume element transforms as a charge-d representation, i.e., Ŝ(λ)ddx = λdddx. If the
system possesses this scaling symmetry, the potential V must have scaling charge −d to
make the action invariant. A similar argument to the one in Section 2 shows that V = 0
holds at a stationary point satisfying ∂iV = ∂V

∂φi
= 0. Now we assume that V is at least once

differentiable with respect to its coefficients cα, which take generic values near c
(0)
α . Taking

V as the function representing the generic property V = 0, the procedure in Section 4 leads
to

∂V

∂cα

∣∣∣∣
c
(0)
β

= 0. (26)

Thus the expectation of a generic scalar potential with a scaling symmetry vanishes term-by-
term at a stationary point. We expect that this result may find applications in scale-invariant
systems such as conformal field theory, phase transitions and critical phenomena, chaos and
turbulence, and so on.
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