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Abstract

The hidden sector of heterotic M-theory vacua whose gauge bundle contains an
anomalous U(1) factor is discussed in detail. The mathematical formalism for
computing the inhomogeneous transformation of the dilaton and Kéhler moduli
axions under an anomalous U(1) transformation is presented. Along with matter
multiplets, which transform homogeneously under U(1), the relevant part of the
U(1) invariant low energy hidden sector Lagrangian is presented and analyzed.
A detailed mathematical formalism is given for rotating these field to a new
basis of chiral superfields with normalized kinetic energy and a diagonal mass
matrix. It is shown that the scalar and fermionic components of one such chiral
superfield give rise to a massive U(1) vector superfield, whose mass is composed of
both anomalous and Higgs contributions associated with the inhomogeneous and
homogeneous transformations respectively. Two explicit examples are presented,
the first with vanishing and the second with non-zero Fayet-Iliopoulos term. The
canonically normalized hidden sector Lagrangian given here is restricted to gauge
interactions only. A study of higher order interactions of the moduli and matter
multiplets, as well as the coupling to supergravity, will be presented elsewhere.
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1 Introduction

Heterotic M-theory, first introduced in [1] and discussed in detail in [2, 3], is eleven-
dimensional Horava-Witten theory [4,5] dimensionally reduced to five-dimensions
by compactifying on a Calabi-Yau (CY) complex threefold. The five-dimensional
heterotic M-theory consists of two four-dimensional orbifold planes separated by a
finite fifth-dimension; specifically, a real one-dimensional manifold of the form S!/Z.
The two orbifold planes, each with an Eg gauge group, are called the observable and
hidden sectors respectively [1-3,6,7]. By choosing a suitable CY threefold, as well as an
appropriate holomorphic vector bundle [8] on the CY compactification at the observable
sector, one can find realistic low energy N = 1 supersymmetric particle physics models.
A number of such realistic observable sector theories have been constructed. See, for
example, [9-23]. Similarly, by choosing a holomorphic gauge bundle at the hidden
wall, one can obtain a variety of low energy hidden sector particle physics theories. It
is essential, however, that having specified the observable sector bundle, the hidden
sector bundle must satisfy a number of specific, and non-trivial, constraints. These
constraints have been specified in detail in [24-26], and greatly reduce the allowed low



energy theories of the hidden sector. Appropriate hidden sector vector bundles, and
their low energy particle physics theories, have been studied far less frequently and
with less detail. See, for example, [27-33]. Several of these admissible hidden sectors
have gauge bundles which contain an “anomalous” U(1) factor [34-36]. For example,
this has been accomplished within the context of the so-called B — L MSSM theory
[37—43], using only a single line bundle in the hidden sector [26,33]. Such low energy
hidden sector theories can, in principle, contain important new physics; for example,
having particles in their spectrum that can act as candidates for “dark matter” in
cosmological theories. It follows that a detailed study of the hidden sector spectrum
and interactions in realistic heterotic M-theory vacua is potentially important. That
is the motivation for the present paper. For specificity, we will work within the context
of hidden sector gauge bundles that contain a single anomalous U(1) factor in their
structure group.

Although various aspects of anomalous U (1) properties have been studied, they
are usually within the context of the observable sector [44,45], or relatively specific
contexts that are not directly hidden sectors in a realistic heterotic M-theory vacuum
[27,31,32,46-49]'. Here, we will construct the general mathematical structure of
realistic hidden sectors with an anomalous U(1) in the structure group. Specifically,
the general formalism for both the inhomogeneous anomalous transformations of the
axions associated with both the dilaton and the Kéahler moduli of an arbitrary CY
threefold will be derived and added to the usual homogeneous transformations of the
low energy matter fields of the hidden sector compactification. The relevant portion
of the U(1) invariant low energy effective Lagrangian will be specified, as will the
associated Kéahler potentials, Kéhler metrics and Killing vectors of the moduli and
matter fields. It will then be shown that, using a specific redefinition of fields, a
Lagrangian with canonically normalized kinetic energy terms as well as a diagonal
mass matrix can be produced. Using this formalism, we can compute the general
anomalous and Higgs mass of the U(1) gauge multiplet and, having done so, specify
the effective relevant Lagrangian for the remaining low mass chiral superfields.

Specifically, we do the following. In Section 2, we give a brief summary of a) the
analysis of the Green-Schwarz mechanism [51] that leads to inhomogeneous trans-
formations of the axions associated with the dilaton and Kéahler moduli scalar fields
and b) present the effective Lagrangian for the dilaton, moduli and matter chiral
superfields—as well as the gauge connection and associated gaugino—invariant under
the spontaneously broken anomalous U(1) super-gauge transformation. The result
of rotating these fields to a specific basis with canonical kinetic energy and diagonal
mass terms is presented and analyzed. In Section 3, we take a specific vacuum in
which the Fayet-Iliopoulos term vanishes and, hence, the low energy matter fields do
not have vacuum expectation values. The physical ideas presented in Section 2 now

"In [50] the authors study yet a different scenario, in which each sector contains an anomalous
U(1).



greatly simplify and we discuss the results in detail. The formalism for another specific
vacuum, but now with a non-vanishing Fayet-Iliopoulos term, is presented and analyzed
in Section 4. In this case, the matter scalars have non-vanishing vacuum expectation
values and, hence, the results are more complicated, Following an initial discussion, we
simply present the relevant final results. In Appendex A, we give a detailed analysis
of the Green-Schwarz mechanism in both ten-dimensions, its dimensional reduction to
four-dimensions and a derivation of the associated inhomogenous transformation of
the dilaton and Ké&hler moduli axions. Finally, in Appendix B we present a detailed
mathematical analysis of the the relevant portion of the effective Lagrangian involving
chiral superfields, as well as the gauge connection and gaugino, that is invariant under
an anomalous U(1) gauge transformation. The superfield rotation to a canonically
normalized Lagrangian with a massive U(1) vector superfield as well as massless chiral
moduli/matter superfields is presented in detail.

The formalism presented in this paper will be used, in conjunction with heterotic
M-theory cosmological theories, such as [52-54], to explore potentially new types of
dark matter—composed of hidden sector moduli [55,56] and matter fields, both scalars
and fermions. This work will be presented elsewhere.

2 Anomalous U (1) Hidden Sectors

We consider ten-dimensional Horava-Witten theory [4,5] compactified to five-dimensional
heterotic M-theory vacua on a Calabi-Yau threefold X. The compactified theory
consists of two four-dimensional orbifold planes, the observable and hidden sectors
respectively, separated by a finite one-dimensional interval of the form S'/Zs. In this
paper, we will focus on the hidden sector only.

2.1 Hidden Sector Gauge Bundle

The hidden sector gauge bundle has a structure group of the form
G =¢® xUu@), (2.1)

where U(1) is the structure group of a line bundle L appropriately embedded into the
hidden sector Eg gauge group. If h%! is the number of harmonic (1,1) forms on X,
then L is defined as

L=0x@,...,0"" (2.2)

where 1%, i = 1,...,hY?! are integers. The G is the structure group of a possible
additional bundle factor. This G factor will not play a role in our analysis and,
henceforth, we will ignore it. The gauge group of the hidden sector low energy effective



theory is then the commutant of U(1) in Eg of the form
H? =1® xu(). (2.3)

Here H(®) depends on the explicit embedding of U(1) into Es. Of course, U(1) ¢ H®?)
since U(1) commutes with itself. We will denote the U(1) gauge connection and its
Weyl spinor gaugino superpartner by As, and Aa respectively. The spectrum of chiral
superfields in the low energy effective theory is the following.

2.2 Moduli Chiral Superfields

We first discuss the superfields associated with the moduli of the Calabi-Yau threefold
X, the modulus of the fifth-dimension S!/Zs interval, and the modulus associated with
the position of an internal five-brane. There are two types of moduli for the threefold
X; namely, the Kédhler and complex structure moduli respectively. However, as shown
in [28,48], the complex structure moduli are always stabilized at the compactification
scale and, therefore, are absent from the 4D low energy effective theory. Henceforth,
we will ignore them. The relevant Kihler moduli a*,i = 1,...,hY!, the S'/Z5 interval
modulus R and internal five-brane modulus z = % + A combine to form the real part
of the scalar components of three types of chiral superfields; namely the dilaton S,the
Kihler superfields 7% and the five brane moduli Z. Following [27,57] (see also [32] for
the weakly coupled string result and [58] for a detailed derivation), the expressions for
the complex scalar components of these superfields, in the presence of five-branes, are

S =V + megW;tiz? + i[a + QWeSW/iXiZQ] ,

T'=t'4+2ix', i=1,...,ht", (2.4)

Z = Wit'z + 2iW;(—n'v + x'2) ,
where o
_ Ra’
RVAVER

W; specifies properties of the internal five-brane and d;;; are the intersection numbers

1 o .
V= édijkala]ak, t* (2.5)

for X. Note that the complex components of S, 7% and Z contain axionic scalars
o, X' and n*, for i = 1,..., h"!, respectively, in addition to the a’, Rand z = % + A
moduli presented above. All of these moduli, axions and parameters were defined and
discussed in detail in [26]. Finally, as presented in [27,57], the Kéhler potentials for
the scalar components of these moduli are

_ - Z+27)?
Ke— r2m(5+ 8- Feg ZH2)"
S Ky n< + QGSWi(Tl—l—Tz))’

1 S . _
Kr = —ry?° 1n<48d,~jk(r + THY(T7 + T9)(TF + T’“)) ,



It is important to note that the moduli superfields are uncharged under the low
energy U(1) gauge group and, hence, do not transform homogeneously under U(1).
However, as we will show, they do transform inhomogenously under an anomalous
U(1) gauge transformation.

2.3 Matter Chiral Superfields

In addition to the dilaton and Kéahler moduli, the hidden sector low energy effective
theory contains matter chiral superfields whose fermions are associated with the zero-
modes of the 6D Dirac operator. These can be determined, for example, using the
Euler characteristic of powers of the associated bundle, as discussed in [59]. Unlike the
moduli superfields, these matter superfields generically transform homogeneously under
both the #?) and U(1) subfactors of the low energy gauge group. In this paper, for
simplicity, we restrict our discussion to the fields which transform non-trivially under
U(1), but are H®@) singlets. We specify such matter superfields as C*, L =1,..., N,
and denote their U(1) charges by Q”. That is, under an infinitesimal U(1) gauge
transformation

6pCt = —iQtcto=ktko, L=1,... N, (2.7)

where 6 = 6(z) is an infinitesimal parameter. Finally, as presented in [3,57], the Kéhler
potential associated with the matter superfields is given by

Katter = BKZKT/EIQLMCLCM ) (28)

where G; ;7 is an unspecified, generically moduli dependent, Hermitian matrix on the
H' cohomologies associated with the C* matter fields in the hidden sector. In this
paper, we will, for simplicity, assume that G; y; is a constant matrix.

2.4 Anomalous U(1)

Importantly, we henceforth assume that the line bundle L and its embedding into Eg
are chosen so that the charges Q” lead to an anomalous gauge 3-point function. As
is well-known, in string theory this anomaly can be removed by the Green-Schwarz
mechanism [51]. The associated U(1) structure group of L is then referred to as an
“anomalous” U(1) and has a number of important properties. The most relevant for
this paper is the fact that the Green-Schwarz mechanism induces an inhomogenous
transformation in both the dilaton, the Kéhler moduli and the five-brane modulus
discussed above, even though they are uncharged under U(1). The Green-Schwarz
mechanism for an anomalous U (1) and the resulting inhomogenous transformations for
the dilaton, Kéhler moduli and five-brane mudulus are presented in detail in Appendix
A. Here we simply state the results. We found that under an infinitesimal anomalous
U(1) gauge transformation, the scalar parts of these moduli transform as



595 = _2¢wae§e%(§,@§2)zi n Wiliz2)9 = kg,
6T = —2iaegenl'0 =k , i=1,... h"" (2.9)
607 = —2iaeser, Wil 20 = k70 .

The U(1) homogenous gauge transformation of the matter scalars C*, L =1,..., A/
was presented in (2.7) and remains unchanged for an anomalous U(1). That is, under
an anomalous U(1) gauge transformation

6pCt = —iQtcto=ktko, L=1,... N. (2.10)
The explicit vectors kg, k:i;,,, kz and k%, defined by these transformations, that is

ks = —2i7me%e%<%ﬂi(2)li + Wiliz2> ,

ky = —2ia656%I/V,~lzz ,
ks = —iQtC*

can be shown to be the Killing vectors on the space of all moduli and the matter chiral
superfields.

2.5 Hidden Sector Lagrangian

Having presented all the moduli and the relevant matter chiral superfields in the
hidden sector, along with their transformation properties under the anomalous U(1)
gauge group, one can now present the complete Lagrangian of the low energy effective
field theory. We begin by explicitly writing all these chiral superfields in terms of their
component fields as

SZ(vaS’FS)a

T' = (T, ), i=1,..., Kb

: (T, 97, Fr), i (2.12)
Z=(Z,vz,Fz),

ct =ty Fby, L=1,....N.

The transformations of the scalar components of these superfields under the anomalous
U(1) were presented in the previous section. Considering these transformations, one



defines the following covariant derivatives for the scalar components

D,S = 3,5 — Aks ,
DT =0,T" — Ak, i=1,....h%"
D,Z = 0,7 — Aykz ,
D, Ct=0,Ct — AL, L=1,....N.

(2.13)

Finally, we recall that the complete Kihler potential for S, T%, Z and C* fields is
given by
K = KS + K7 + Kmnatter y (214)

where Kg, K7 and Kpatter Were given in (2.6) and (2.8). Given all this information,
one can now write the most general 4D Lagrangian for the superfields S, 7%, Z and C*
in the hidden sector that is invariant under anomalous U(1) gauge transformations.
The relevant terms in the four-dimensional effective action are

L5 = gssDuSD"'S = grir DuTiD“TE — 977D, ZD"Z — chcMD;LCLD“C'M
(_gSTiDuSD“Ti _ gSZDILSDMZ — gTiC‘LD/_LTiDHCYL o ngf,D#ZD“Ti + hC)

+ [~igssvsPUL — g b VA — ig2 2020, — igeren v PN 4 -
+ ﬂ{gsgks)éws + gssksats + g Kp AT + grips KR o)

+ gzzkz)\glbz + gzzkz otz + Jorom kéA&/JMT +9crgm ]_fg[)‘ﬂ/)é + .. ]

oW oW

) 1 92
— e\ - PR L, — 22Pp? T ——— .
32 gt e =5 P scren ey

4g
(2.15)

In the above expression, we show all the non-zero scalar kinetic terms, including
“cross-terms” of the type gg7: D, S DHT*. The dots represent cross-terms in the fermion
kinetic functions, as well as in their couplings to the gaugino field, which we omit
for brevity. They are completely analogous to the scalar cross-terms, however. In
Appendix C we give the expressions for the Kéahler metrics—ggg, 97i7i, 972, 9oL,
9sTi> 957> 9rich, 9z7i— obtained after differentiating the Kéhler potential with respect
to the fields S, T%, Z and CL.

FIY = ot Ay — 0¥ Al is the field strength associated with the anomalous U(1) on
the hidden sector and g is the U(1) gauge coupling on the hidden sector, given by [26]

TAGUT
. 2.16
aRefg ( )

% =
It follows from expression (2.15) that the scalar potential energy is given by

V=Vp+Vp, (2.17)



where the D and F' terms are

+ 2 o K2K /3 B aW aV_V
V 927) VF = eMnT gLM@CL aC'M (218)
respectively. First consider Vp. The moment map P is defined by
oK e oK oK
= ikspe + ik o ik + kG 2.1
P ZS&S+1T8TZ+ZZGZ+ZCGCL (2.19)

Using (2.14), we have

0K aK 5 1

S~ 9S T 23V

OK aKT + aKS + a[(matter
or:  oTt T oT"

dijra’a® 1 Y erri dijralak exikr/3 ~ I

=- —~ | — ZCECM :
3RV AV 1RVes 3 o  (220)
8£ _0Kg  megz

0Z — 0Z  2K3V

0K _8Kmatter _ e”iKT/BgLMCM .

ocLt — acy,

. Therefore, using the Killing vector expressions from (2.11), we find that

2
_ __UeSR mes R ( 2 i
P = 2R2 RV <u(L) + Vi/3 +z W l )
_ RK2Kr/3 aESeR > L
+ Gre™t T 1+ w(L ctc 2.21
e (1 ) ) (221
2
_ a€ser mes R (2 2 LAM
where
w(L) = dipliala® (2.22)
is the tree level expression for the slope of the line bundle L and we have defined the
metric )
aege
Gro=G eHZKT/?)( L_|_7A R L>' 2.23
LM LM Q 12RV2/3M( ) ( )

Next, consider Vr. The perturbative superpotential W can be shown to be

independent of the dilaton and the K&hler moduli [1,2,60]. As a result, only terms

proportional to gg\i are potentially non-vanishing. However, one cannot generically

form a gauge invariant superpotential out of the matter fields C'* which produce a U (1)



anomaly, as in our case. Therefore, our hidden sector does not contain a perturbative
contribution to the superpotential and, hence,

Vi = eniKT/ngLMaag\i% 0. (2.24)

It follows that the scalar potential of the effective theory is simply
1

2.6 Supersymmetric Vacua

In order for the vacuum to be N = 1 supersymmetric, it is necessary for the vacuum
expectation values of the fields S, T%, Z and C* to satisfy the D-flatness condition

V=Vp=0 = (P)=0 (2.26)

or equivalently, from (2.19), that

0K, 0K, . 0K ;0K

It is important to note from (2.11) that kg, kz and k% are functions of the modulus
z = % + A and the matter fields CL respectively and, hence, these parameters must be
evaluated at their vacuum expectation values as well.

At this point, it is useful to define the so-called Fayet-Iliopoulos (FI) term within
our present context. The FI term is defined to be

0K, 0K . 0K
FI: Z<k5‘£> +Z<kT8T7'> +’l<kza7>

) R
_ aesep mesR 1 (2) 2\
C 2k3V2BR <”<L) MRTEYE (ﬁi + Wiz >l> : (2.28)

that is, the part of (P) that is independent of the matter field VEVs (CL). Note that
the moduli dependent parameter from the expression for the FI term, such as V and
R, have fixed values inside the vacuum we have just described. The reader should be
aware that we dropped the VEV bracket notation for brevity. Expression (2.27) can
now simply be written as

FI +i( 0. (2.29)

0K
kGomr)

oC
The value of the FI term, whether it is vanishing or non-vanishing, will play an
important role below in categorizing specific vacua. However, for the remainder of this

section we will leave the FI term unspecified.



To continue, let us expand the moduli and matter scalar fields as
S=(S)+6S, T =(TH+6T", Z=(2)+6Z, Ct=(Cl)+sCt, (2.30)

where the VEVs (S), (T%), (Z) and (CL) satisfy the D-flatness condition (2.27).
Inserting this into Lagrangian (2.15), one can compute the effective Lagrangian
involving the scalar fluctuations 65, 677, §Z and §CT, as well as their fermionic
superpartners. This process is discussed in detail in Appendix B. Here, we will simply
present the results.

2.7 Massive U(1) Vector Superfield

We begin by considering the purely scalar field part of Lagrangian £ given in (2.15);

that is

— 955DuSDS — gpigy DT DMV — g,5,D,ZD*Z — gy D, CEDHCM

(=97 DWSD*T" — 952D, SD"Z — gpicr D, T'DHCF — 9,7 D, Z DT + he) — %ﬁ .
(2.31)

Expanding the scalar fields around their VEVs as in (2.30), it is clear that the kinetic
energy terms for 6.5,07", 6Z and C* are not canonically normalized. Following the
notation of Appendix B, let us write

624 A=1,...,N = §5,61",62,6CF, N=2+h"'+N (2.32)
and define new complex scalar fields €4, 4 = 1,..., N as linear combinations of the
524

¢4 = [U1625 . (2.33)

As shown in Appendix B, the matrix [U] can indeed by chosen so that the kinetic
terms for all of the €4 fields are canonically normalized. However, this matrix is not
unique. Be that as it may, it is convenient to specify the first row of this matrix such
that -
el = (9aBk") s 4
(9cpkCkP)

Using (2.11) and (C.8), it is straight forward to show that the kinetic term for ¢! is
—8,101& and, hence, is canonically normalized. Complex field ¢! defined in (2.34)
is chosen for the following two reasons.

To begin with, let us consider the potential energy Vp = % goP? defined in (2.25).
Expanding the scalar fields as in (2.30) and choosing their VEVs such that (P) = 0, it
follows that

(2.34)

1 .
L> —§<g§)57’2 = —2(g3g45k k") 4% | (2.35)

10



where scalar field ¢ is given by

. 5B . >, A
Z<7fA9AB>5ZT - Z<kBgAB>5ZT

<9ABkAEB>

b= (2.36)

Secondly, writing out the part of the kinetic terms in (2.31) that, because of the covari-
ant derivatives, involve the gauge connection either linearly as Ay, or quadratically as
Ay, Ab, one finds that

£5 2/ {945k kB0 Al — (9apk"KP) A5 Ay (2.37)
where 7 is a real scalar field given by

Ay 028 Byt

(90DkCED>

The role of n is more subtle, but very important—as we will demonstrate momentarily.
Having defined and motivated the two real fields ¢ and 7, we can now explain our
choice of (2.34) for the complex field &', It is simply that

¢=n+io. (2.39)

Using the fact that the kinetic term for ¢! is canonically normalized to unity, it follows
that
— 0uE 0" = ~0,00"6 — DD . (2.40)

Combining the first term (2.40) with the D-term potential (2.35), it follows that
LD ~0,00"p — 2(g3g 5k KD )¢? (2.41)
and, hence, ¢ is a real scalar field arising in the Lagrangian with mass

my =1/ 2(93945KKP) . (2.42)

Next, combining the second term in (2.40) with (2.37), it follows that

A 0 o
LD —(gapk?k") (A2u - %) (Ag - —77_,) : (2.43)
(94BKAK5) (9.4pKk4KP)

11



Redefining the field to A, ., Via the gauge transformation

)
by = Agy — —— (2.44)

<9ABkA%B>
it follows that, adding the gauge kinetic term in (2.15), (2.43) simply becomes
— 328" Pow — {94k KP) Az A} (2.45)

where we have dropped the prime on As,. That is, the scalar field 7 is simply the
Goldstone boson which is gauged away and disappears from the Lagrangian. As shown
in Appendix B, the gauge field then acquires a mass given by

ma =/ 2(93945k"kP) . (2.46)

Note that this is identical to the scalar mass presented in (2.42).
Let us now consider the fermion quadratic terms in Lagrangian (2.15). These are

— igggs YL — igrip b PV —ig,202P0Y, — igorom vt DY + -
+V2 [gsgksA§¢s + gsskshats + grip KRS + gropi KAl + gz 2k N7
_ . - i
+ggz2kz oz + gorem kBN + goram R AavG + .| — ?Azﬂkg :
2
(2.47)

As discussed in Appendix B, the fermions are rotated into the physical, canonically
normalized states using the same [U g‘] matrix as for the scalar fields; that is

Wi = [Ug]y" . (2.48)

As mentioned above, this matrix is not completely specified with the exception of the
first row. It follows from (2.34) that
7.B
gagk
P = _{9a5k7) P (2.49)

<90chk5>

As with the scalar ¢!, let us now examine the terms in the Lagrangian involving the
canonically normalized fermion @bg We find that, adding the gaugino kinetic term in
(2.15),

. i — A A
Lo —iptdpg’ - g—gwxé +4/ 2<g§gABkAkB>(w§T<g—; + @béé) . (250)

12



Defining the Dirac spinor

U= (A;{é@) , (2.51)

(2.50) can be written as

LD VPV + 1/2(g3g 45kAkB) IV . (2.52)

Hence, V¥ is a Dirac spinor in the Lagrangian with mass

my = \/2(93945KEP) . (2.53)

Note that this is identical to the scalar and gauge connection masses given in (2.42)
and (2.46) respectively.

Combining all of the results of this Section, we conclude that the scalar field ¢, the
massive gauge field Ag, and the Dirac spinor ¥ together form the component fields of
a massive Abelian vector superfield of the form

(6, Aoy, 0) (2.54)

my =ma =my = \/2(g3945k*kB) . (2.55)

Using the expressions for g, 5 and k4 given in (C.8) and (2.11) respectively, we find

with mass

that the squared mass of this vector superfield can be expressed as

m?A = mznom + m?natter ’ (256)
where
2 TOGUT o 2 2 4 [ Tirj ”26% (2)7i i 2)\?
manom = aRef2 8(1 656R |:gZ§ll =+ W(IBZ l — Wll z ) j| (257)

is the “anomalous” mass due to the inhomogeneous transformation of the S and 71"
axions and

A - -1 - (L
m?natter = 7-[-O[ﬂ26&421[{71/3gL]\74<61L><C’]M> <QLQM + 76”656%@]\/{ H( ) )

aRefs 3 RV2/3
R 2 K2Kr/3 _
TOGUT, 292 4 [ 2 Ty , L p(L) ernr _ Ly AM
+ aRef, 8a“eg€eR <f<;4gijll + 3<4RV2/3 3 Grar{C)(C™)
_ TOGUT o vy L AN
= Lo I

(2.58)

13



is the usual mass generated by the Higgs mechanism associated with non-zero VEVs of
the matter scalars C*. Note that in the above expression we have defined yet another
metric,

} aege%
3 RV2/3

4994 2 Tqigj 1/ w(lL) ?
—i-ga 656R<H4gijll +§ 1EV25 )

which is different that the metric G y; defined in eq. (2.23). Once again, we have, for
simplicity, dropped the VEV bracket notation for the moduli dependent parameters,

QLM +

! _ KQKT3 _
Gl =Gy

(L)

(2.59)

such as V, R, and fo, in the above expressions.
We conclude that the chiral superfield with components (¢!, 1/}%) becomes part of
the massive vector multiplet and is no longer in the light effective Lagrangian.

2.8 Low Mass Effective Lagrangian

For any valid choice of the rotation matrix [Ué], there remain A = 2,..., N massless
chiral superfields with components (£4, 1[1?). Their low energy Lagrangian is simply
given by

N _
Loy ( — 9, EMmEN — iw?@w?T) . (2.60)
A=2

We will discuss this massless low energy Lagrangian, extended to include interaction
terms, in future publications.

The content of this Section is rather generic, allowing for an arbitrary number of
Kshler moduli and matter scalars CL. It is meant as a more descriptive discussion of
Appendix B. However, it is useful to give a specific example for a vacuum with a small
number of Kéhler moduli and a calculable set of matter fields, as well as a specific
choice of the FI term. We will do this in the next two Sections.

3 A Specific Hidden Sector with FI=0

To begin, let us consider CY threefolds with three Kéhler moduli; that is, we henceforth
choose h''! = 3. Therefore, the chiral superfields that appear in this Section are S,
Tt i = 1,2,3, Z and, for the time being, an arbitrary number of matter chiral
superfields CE, L =1,...,N. We say “for the time being” because, given an explicit
hidden sector vacuum with h! = 3, the number of matter superfields can be explicitly
calculated. For example, in the hidden sector of the B — L MSSM vacuum presented
in [26] and [33], which indeed has h%! = 3, we showed that A/ = 58.

Second, recall that for the hidden sector vacuum to be N = 1 supersymmetric, it
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is necessary for the vacuum expectation values of the scalar fields S, 7%, Z and C* to
satisfy the D-flatness condition

V=Vp=0 = (P)=0 (3.1)

or, equivalently, from (2.29) that

=0, (3.2)

where FI is the Fayet-Iliopoulos term defined in (2.28) by

FI :i(ks%> + i (kb

0K ., OK
o) T2 g7)

(3.3)

In this Section, we will explicitly choose the VEVs (S), (T%),i = 1,2,3 and (Z) so
that the Fayet-Iliopoulos term vanishes. It then follows from (2.28) that

, .
___0esCR mesB 0@ e 2\ |
Fl= - o oihh (u(L) + T (82 + Wiz )z) ~0. (3.4)

Note from (2.21) that for vacua with a vanishing FI term
(chy=0, L=1,....N. (3.5)
It then follows from (2.11) that
(kL) = —iQt(cty=0, L=1,....N (3.6)

and, hence, many of the generic expressions in Section 2 greatly simplify. Henceforth,
in this Section, the VEVs of the scalar fields satisfy

(Y 40 (T #0,(Z)#0, i=1,2,3,

(Cry=0, L=1,...,N. (3.7)

When the FI term vanishes, the D-term stabilization mechanism fixes a combination
of the real parts of the dilaton, the Kéhler moduli and the five-brane modulus only.
The D-flatness condition determines a so-called “vanishing slope surface” in the moduli
space—see [26] for a detailed account. The moduli can take values within this subspace
only. Equivalently, one linear combination of the moduli has been fixed and in reality,
the effective has one less modulus. Fixing the VEVs of remaining moduli would require
an additional moduli stabilization mechanism [28,66], which however, is beyond the
scope of this work. The matter superfields C* have vanishing scalar VEVs but
are otherwise independent. For example, since <k:é> = 0, the mixing terms of the
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matter fermions wé with the U(1) gaugino Ay in Lagrangian (2.15) vanish. Hence,
to canonically normalize the chiral superfields and diagonalize their mass matrix,
one need only consider the superfields S , T ‘i =1,2,3 and Z. The matter chiral
superfields CL decouple and can be treated independently. Therefore, we will ignore
them until the end of this Section. That is, to obtain the canonically normalized low
energy spectrum, we use the results of Appendix B with z4 = (S, T, T%,T3,Z) only.
Following Appendix B, we perturb the moduli fields around their VEVs, such that

S=(S)+6S, T =(T+6T", Z=(Z)+6Z. (3.8)

We then rotate the basis composed of these scalar perturbations, as well as their
fermionic superpartners, g, 1 and 1z respectively, into a new basis (fA,¢é4), for
A=1,...,2+ hb! = 5. As shown in Appendix B, the change of basis is achieved via
a rotation matrix [U ﬁ], which is the same for both the scalars and the fermions, such
that

3
¢ =US+) UMT 4 UMZ, A=1,....5,

=1 (3.9)

3
Ui = Uf'ps + > U + Uz -
=1

The form of the rotation matrix [UF] is given by (B.25) in Appendix B. For the specific
vacua of this Section, consisting of one dilaton, three Kahler moduli fields and one
five-brane modulus, [U f | is a 5 x 5 matrix. As discussed in Appendix B, only the first
row of this matrix is determined. The elements of this row have the form

(Ui \Uy U3 ,U; ,Ug) =

where the indices, B,C = 1,...,5 run over the moduli S,7',72,73,Z. In this
notation,

kB = (kg, kb, k2, k., ky), kP = (ks, kb, k2, k3, ky) . (3.11)

For specificity, we compute these matrix elements using the expressions for the
Kahler metrics, derived in Appendix C, and the expressions for the Killing vectors
ks, kY, k%, k3. and kz from (2.11). We find that

_ 3 — — )
_ gSS'kS + Zi:j 9st1i k‘%l” + gSZkZ 8‘1/'2 7T"'fS(,BiQ) + WiZZ)ll

7.B _ 2
(945KAKP) \/’@2193;”“ 4 % (ﬂi@)li _ WiliZQ)

Ui

)

16



I y . | , _
grisks + Y_y gripikh + grizkz  w3gEV + el Wiz (B + W22l

Ul =
’ 1.B 2
(945KkAKB) \/ TMJ + % n Es (ﬂ@)lz _ WiliZZ)
1 9zsks + E?:j 97T /%JT + 9zzkz 8‘1,2 T esz(,@( + W22l
Us = — =- ~ . (312)
(945KAKB) \/ Tlllj + 3 i 65 (»31‘(2)li - Wili22>

where ¢ = 1,2, 3. The remaining four rows contain 20 complex coefficients u‘g?)T Lg that
are not specified. As we will discuss in detail below, these coefficients are subject to a
number of non-trivial constraints which will determine all but six of them. For the
time being, however, let us consider only the component fields in the supermultiplet
(€1, wg)fsince they are are completely specified given the matrix elements shown above.
As discussed in Section 2, complex scalar field ¢! naturally decomposes as

¢ =n+i¢ (3.13)

Using expressions (2.38) and (2.36) respectively—as well as the Killing fields kg, ki, kz
given in (2.11) and the moduli space metrics presented in Appendix C, now restricted
to 7,7 = 1,2, 3—the scalar field components are given, to linear order in eg, by

aes (ﬁ?) + Wiz2)l’a + 2639 T X

77 =
A /ﬁig%l’lﬂ

which forms the longitudinal degree of freedom of the massive vector boson Ay, and

+ O(é2) , (3.14)

semes (B + Wiz )UisV + n2gLiit
¢ = +0(e3) , (3.15)

,//ug%lil]

which is the scalar component of the massive gauge vector supermultiplet. Note that,

for simplicity, we have dropped the VEV bracket notation from these final expressions
for all moduli dependent quantities. We will continue to do this in every final result
throughout the rest of this section. Note that at order e%, the five brane axion and
the five-brane scalar perturbation 6z enter the definitions of ¢ and n as well.

Similarly, the fermion ¢% is a linear combination of the fermionic parts of the chiral
moduli multiplets. Using the expressions for the Killing fields kg, k%, kz given in
(2.11) and for the moduli space metrics presented in Appendix C, now restricted to
1,7 =1,2,3, we find that

) Tz TES (BZ-(Q) + Wiz )l Ys + /<c4ngJ¢:'F ,
Y = + O(eg) - (3.16)

A //<a4g£.lllﬂ
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As discussed in Section 2, wg combines with the gaugino Ag to form a massive Dirac
Al
U= < 2/<192>> . (3.17)
Ve
As discussed in Section 2, the masses of the fields ¢, Aa,, and ¥ are all identical
and, hence, they form the components of a massive vector superfield

fermion

(¢, Agy, V) (3.18)

whose mass is given in (2.55). Using the expressions for g, 5 and k4 given in Appendix
C and (2.11) respectively, we find that the squared mass of this vector superfield can
be expressed as

m?A = mgnom + m?natter ’ (319)

where it follows from (2.57) that

2 _ TAQUT ¢ 2 2 4 T (2)i 2)?
manom = aRef2 8CL ESGR lll‘] + W <,8 ll ) :| (320)
is the “anomalous” mass due to the inhomogeneous transformation of the S and 7"
axions, and from (2.58) that

m

?nattcr = 0 ) (321)

since for vacua with FI=0, the VEVs of the matter fields C* all vanish. That is, for
vacua for which FI=0, the mass of the vector supermultiplet (3.18) is due entirely to

the inhomogeneous anomalous U(1) transformations of the S and T* axions,
In Appendix B, we have shown that the row vectors of the matrix [U f] for
A =23,4,5 can be written in the form

g,uA:< sp)uf  lorp)nf  lorep)uf  lomp)nf  lozp)uf )
= \ViseuFa) Jleseubad) JloscufaG) \lgpcufaG) \/(gpcutug)
(3.22)

where the indices B,C = 1,...,5 run over the moduli S, 7%, T? T3, Z and there are
20 complex coeflicients ugg 4? which cannot, a priori, be determined. It follows that
the rest of the canonically normalized states, namely

fA: (95 Bﬂﬁé S+Z _{9iplud ST +

_\-B
u
. <£IZB>BAé YA
(gpcuatiz) 1V gBCuAuA (9Bcuata)

for A = 2,3,4,5, form massless chiral supermultiplets together with their femionic

(3.23)
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superpartners,

3
(9s3)85 (97i )5 i (925)05
it = —ISBIUA_qpg 4 TiBIUA_ i 4 A_qhy 3.24
€7 JopeuBng ;g}\/@30u3u3> T JomeuRad) - (3.24)

In the absence of an explicit moduli stabilization mechanism to fix all of the moduli

VEVs to specific values, these states, which are orthogonal to the fields ¢! and 1/)%,
represent flat directions in the theory with Kéhler potential

K¢ = 2+ €6 4 gl 4 07 (3.25)

The 20 complex coefficients ug?)T 2? cannot be determined in the absence of an additional
potential which can completely specify the VEVs of all the moduli fields. However,
these 20 vector parameters are not independent. The row vectors presented in (3.22)

define the column vectors of the inverse matrix [U%]~! given by
i

(9pcufug)
o7

(9pcufug)

T
Ua

, A=2345. (3.26)

‘E:"
b
Il
o
ov}
Qi
w 8 o
N
Sl
=

See eqns. (B.25) and (B.20). The orthogonality conditions developed in Appendix B,
and presented in eqns. (B.21) and (B.23), constrain the sets of parameters which need
to be fixed by the additional stabilization mechanism.

One of these constraints is already embedded in the form of the column and row
vectors; namely that they have normalize to unity.

(g-ua)-wa=1. (3.27)

These equations show that the 20 parameters we have introduced in (3.22) and (3.26),
can be expressed in terms of only 16 independent parameters. When we further
demand that these vectors are each orthogonal to the first row of the [U%] matrix
defined in (3.10), that is

(g-k)-wa=0, (3.28)

we reduce the number of free parameters further, to only 12. We have defined the

—_
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vector

which projects the scalar perturbations 85, §7%, §Z onto the direction of ¢!'. Finally,
demanding that ug, us, us and us are also orthogonal to each other, such that

(9-ua)-up=0, if A#B, (3.30)

we are left with only six free parameters. This result agrees with the formula derived
in (B.24), for N = 5. The rotation matrices [U¥] and [U¥]~! can be expressed in
terms of these six parameters after solving the orthogonality constraints (3.27), (3.28)
and (3.30). Adding a moduli stabilization mechanism could eliminate these degrees of
freedom from the system, leaving the mixing matrices [U¥] and [UF]™! completely
determined.

Having computed all of the mass eigenstates corresponding to D-term stabilization
with FI=0, we are ready to express the Lagrangian of the associated low-energy theory.
We find that

= = 1
LD —0,¢0"¢ — mid® + VPV + My WV — — F,, ™ —

1 2
my A, A*
493 2(g3)

5

5 — —
= 0,401 =N ip eyt — e iT3G, D, CEDICM — ieriRr g, Lyl pyMt 4
A=2

A=2
(3.31)

Note that we have included the kinetic terms for the matter fields (C¥, "), which,
for the reasons discussed above, have thus far been ignored in the calculations in this
Section. Furthermore, as done throughout this paper, we have omitted any interaction
terms—preferring to focus on kinetic and mass terms only. As discussed previously, the
masses mg, my and my are all equal with their square given in (3.20). The vector
boson is defined in the ”unitary” gauge

A= 4, O (3.32)
V (9pckPEC)

However, for simplicity of notation, we have dropped the " in (3.31). To conclude, we
have found that the effective theory of this hidden sector contains a massive vector
supermultiplet, formed by a real scalar, a vector boson, and a Dirac fermion, as well as
four massless chiral multiplets (¢4, ¢é4), for A =2,3,4,5. The (7, fields are massless
matter fields on the hidden sector which do not mix with the dilaton and moduli fields.
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They potentially play, however, a significantly different role in vacua for which the
Fayet-Iliopoulos term is non-vanishing. We briefly discuss this in the following Section.

4 A Specific Hidden Sector with FI # 0

In the previous Section, we studied the hidden sector of heterotic vacua compactified on
a CY threefold with k™! = 3; that is, with moduli chiral superfields S, 7%, i = 1,2, 3 and
Z. The low energy matter spectrum consisted of chiral superfields CL.L=1,....N.
Importantly, however, we explicitly chose the scalar component VEVs (S), (T*) and
(Z) to be such that the Fayet-Iliopoulos term vanished; that is, FI=0. In that case,
(P) = 0—and, hence, the vacuum is N = 1 supersymmetric—if and only if the VEVs of
the matter scalar fields all satisfy (C) =0,L =1,...,N.

In this Section, we again consider the hidden sector of heterotic vacua compactified
on a CY threefold with A% = 3, with moduli chiral superfields S, T%, i = 1,2,3, Z
and matter spectrum C’L, L=1,...,N. However, we now chose the scalar component
VEVs (S), (T%) and (Z) to be such that the Fayet-Iliopoulos term is non-zero; that
is, FIz£0. In this case, (P) = 0—and, hence, the vacuum is N = 1 supersymmetric—if
and only if the FI term is cancelled by at least one of the matter scalar fields having a
non-vanishing VEV; that is, generically (C%) #0,L = 1,...,N. More specifically, let
us return to the theoretical analysis outlined in Section 2. It follows from (2.28) that,
in the present case,

, X
_ aesep mesR /o (2) 2\
e <M(L) + 05 (8% +wiz?)i ) £0 . (4.1)

Then we learn from (2.21) that (P) =0 =

2 A
_ _oesch s o L i
2kIV2ISR (“(L) RV (8 + wiz >l> +Gpp(CCMy=0.  (4.2)

At this point, to further simplify our equations, we make the following mild
assumptions. It was shown in [61,62] that bundle deformations can be used to shift
the vacuum into a region of moduli space in which the first order terms in the linear
expansion in the string coupling are much smaller than the terms which appear at
tree-level. Assuming that we turn on the VEVs of the C'* fields in such a region, we will
find that the Killing vector kg, which corresponds to the dilaton field and appears only
after we include the one-loop Green-Schwarz anomaly cancellation term, is negligible
compared to the Killing vectors of the Kahler moduli and the C* matter fields, that
is, k’T and ké respectively. Therefore, we will henceforth take kg = 0. Furthermore,
we will also neglect five-brane effects which, similarly, only appear at higher orders in
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es in the effective theory. The D-flatness condition (4.2) then simplifies to

aege? =
—mu@) + G (Ch(CY) =0. (4.3)
Recall that p(L) = djjpl'a’ a* is the expression for the tree-level slope of the line
bundle L with an anomalous U (1) structure group. Let us now consider the F-flatness
condition. Since, in this Section FI # 0, the superpotential term, which contains the
matter fields C'”, now becomes relevant. Turning on VEVs for the C fields deforms
the hidden sector line bundle, breaking the anomalous U(1) symmetry. In this case,
the F-flatness condition does play an important role, as it restricts the space of the
possible line bundle deformations, or the so called “branch structure”; see [61,62].

Within this context, one can then repeat the analysis of Section 3 using the
formalism presented in Section 2 and Appendix B. Since the VEVs of the matter
scalars fields are now non-vanishing, the associated chiral superfields CL now mix with
S and T as shown in Lagrangian (2.15). Here, we will not explicitly carry out the
field redefinitions required to normalize the kinetic terms and to diagonalize the mass
matrix. Instead, we will simply state the results. We find that the complex scalar field
¢! associated with the first row of the [U] matrix is again given by

g=n+io, (4.4)

where, using the expressions for k% and ké given in (2.11) and the scalar field metrics
given in Appendix C, we find from (2.38) that

daeseqghlind + 3Gy ((CL>5CM - <OM>5CM)

n= O (45)

A2 EehgLil + Gy (CTYCM)

ij

forms the longitudinal degree of freedom of the massive vector boson A, and from
(2.36) that

%
Q
no
(@)
o
(@)
mrb
Q
e
=
_|_
Q
h
=
Q
=
a
=

is the scalar component of the massive gauge vector supermultiplet. Note the use of the
scalar metrics Gy and G, -, defined in the equations(2.23) and (2.59), respectively.
Similarly, the fermion wél is a linear combination of the fermionic parts of the chiral
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moduli and matter multiplets. We find that

Ziaese%g;‘gliwép +iG g (CMYpT

vE = _ —
A ehg it + G Ly (CF)(CY)

(4.7)

As discussed in Section 2, ¢§ combines with the gaugino Ao to form a massive

U= (%{é@)) . (4.8)

We find that the masses of the fields ¢, Ag,,, and ¥ are all identical. Hence, as discussed
in Section 2, they form the components of a massive vector superfield

Dirac fermion

(¢7 A2,LL7 \Il) (49)
whose squared mass is given by
ma& = mgnom + m?natter’ (410)

where, using (2.57),

8maGuT
m2 ~ (22

anom — W a ESG%gglilj) (411)

is the “anomalous” mass due to the inhomogeneous transformation of the T axions,
and from (2.58)

Miatter = "o 2 26 Ll CHHCY) (4.12)
is the usual mass generated by the Higgs mechanism associated with non-zero VEVs
of the matter scalars CL.

We conclude that the chiral superfield with components (¢!, 1/1%) becomes part of
the massive vector multiplet and is no longer in the light effective Lagrangian. Finally,
the non-interacting part of the low energy Lagrangian for the remaining zero mass
canonical superfields (£4, 1/)?) ,A=2 ..., N is given by

N —
Loy ( — 9, EMmEN — mg‘ang”) . (4.13)
A=2
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A Anomaly Cancellation Mechanism

At lowest order in string coupling, the bosonic part of the string frame Lagrangian
takes the following form [5,59]

1 1
Shet = =5 "2 [R+4dqﬁ/\*¢— —HA*H
2670 J Mug 2 A1
1 a/ ( . )
- e 2tr(FiL AxF1) + e 2te(Fo AxFa) .
2610 4 J My

In the above action, ¢ is the 10D dilaton, F; = dA; —iA; A A; is the field strength on
the observable sector, Fo = dAs — iAs A As is the field strength on the hidden sector
and H is the heterotic three-form strength

/

H=dB® - %(WYM —wy) . (A.2)

B®) is the Kalb-Ramond two-form. wy s and wy, are the Chern-Simons three-forms
defined in terms of the gauge potentials A;, A2 and the spin connection €2 by

dwyn = trF} + trFs |

A3
dwy, = trR? . (A.3)
From the kinetic term of the three-form H in (A.1), that is
1
Skin = ———5- / e 20 H AxH | (A.4)
4'%10 Mio
we obtain
Skin = T2 12 e~29104B? A xdB?)
K
o 10 Y Mo (A5)
+ — / (trF2 + trF2 — trR?) A B + 0(?) .
810 J Mo
To obtain the result above we have used integration by parts and the duality
dB(ﬁ) = 6_2¢ *10 dB(Z) s (AG)

which relates the Kalb-Ramond two form B® to a six-form B©).

Let us now assume that on the 6D compactification manifold of each sector we
turn on a bundle with structure group G(®, o = 1, 2, such that the unbroken gauge
group in 4D is H(®). We can then write the ten-dimensional gauge field strengths F<,
as F = F* 4+ ['“, where F® is the external four dimensional part taking values in the
low energy gauge group H(® and F* denotes the internal six-dimensional part, which
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takes values in the structure group G(® of the bundle. We do a similar decomposition
for the gauge potentials A® = A® + A, In the present work, we turn on a non-abelian
bundle G on the observable sector, leading to a low energy group HW) in four
dimensions. However, on the hidden sector, we turn on a G? bundle which contains
a U(1) sub-bundle. Note that there is a U(1) factor in both the internal structure
group of the hidden sector bundle, and in its effective theory. This type of U(1) factor
leads to an anomaly in the effective theory which is canceled via the four dimensional
equivalent of the well-known ten dimensional Green-Schwarz mechanism [51]. Such a
U(1) is called an “anomalous” U(1) [34-36,59]. We denote by f the U(1) field strength
associated to the U(1) gauge connection from the low energy theory on the hidden
sector, and by f the internal U(1) field strength.
Now note that the second term in (A.5) can be expressed as

!/

8% /M (trF2 + trF2 — trR%) A B©)
10
O/ 10 i ) ) .
=7 / (trF2 + 60 F?2 4 2te(FLFY) + trFg + toFy + 2tr(FyFy) — trR?) A BO)
K10 J Mg

(A7)

On the observable sector tr(F} Fy) vanishes, because the non-abelian group G(!) and
its commutant do not share any generators of Eg. On the other hand, on the hidden
sector, because of the presence of the “anomalous” U(1), we get

tr(FoFy) = (tr Q*) fAF#0=4daf A f, (A.8)

where @ is the Fg generator that the U(1) bundle and the low energy U(1) connection
share. Keeping this cross-term only, we then find

1

| eOH AKH
4/4510 Maio

Skin =
(A.9)

a/

1 / ~2610 1 13(2) ) / (6)
D ——5 e “P10dBY A*xdB\Y 4+ —5— 8a(f Nf)ANBY .
4/€%0 Mo 8“%0 Mo ( 3

In this paper we will consider the compactification manifold is a Calabi-Yau (CY)
threefold X. For the purpose of reducing from 10D to 4D, by integrating over the
Calabi-Yau X, it is convenient to use a basis of Kihler (1,1)-forms w;, i = 1,..., h%!
and their Hodge duals & such that

/ wi NI =7 (A.10)
X

Following [47] (see also [31,57]) we reduce the first term in the sum shown in (A.9)
from 10D to 4D leads to the kinetic terms of the dilaton axion o and of the Kahler
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axions x*, given by

My
where
2 1
K198 = qy72
2 T dijt” dijit "t djn t ™" (A.12)
/{/491'5 =

St Bth  (2)?(dyptitith)2

are the dilaton and Kahler moduli metrics, respectively.
Furthermore, dimensionally reducing the second term in the sum in (A.9) leads to
a coupling between the Kéahler axions and the U(1) gauge field A, given by

Sn © [ Sacsch gf I (L) Ad A (A.13)
My

Note that this coupling cannot exist unless the hidden sector contains an anomalous
U(1). In the following, we will show that we can also find a coupling between the
dilaton axion ¢ and the U(1) vector field in 4D, which, however, has a different origin
inside the 10D theory.

It is well known that the heterotic 10D theory exhibits gravitational, gauge and
mixed gauge-gravitational anomalies resulting from anomalous hexagon diagrams
at one-loop in string perturbation theory. Non-factorisable anomalies vanish by
themselves and the factorizable ones are canceled by adding a one-loop counter term.
The Green-Schwarz anomaly canceling one-loop counter term is given by

1
. B@ A X, A.14
Sas 182r)a /Mw NXg, (A.14)

where the eight-form Xg defined as

1 1 1
X :i(tr]—'f)z + Z(tr}"%)2 - Z(trff)(trjfg)
(A.15)
1 2 2 oy Lopa 1 2\2
— —(trFj + tr.F3) (trR%) + <trR* + — (trR*)“ .
8 8 32
As shown in [32], splitting further each field strength into its internal and low-energy
parts, one can find that the Green-Schwarz term contains a term of the type

2
1 _ 1 _ 1 -
§ - B(® L F2 _ ZtrR2 Al
s 2 a=1 4(27T)3O/ Mo : tr( ¢ Oé) |:4(27T)2 <tr “ 2trR 7 ( 6)
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where the sum runs over the observable and the hidden sectors. We have already
explained that for our observable sector, tr(Fy Fy) vanishes, while on the hidden sector,
which contains an anomalous U(1) symmetry, tr(FyFh) = 4a(f A f). Then, (A.16)
becomes

Sas D 4(27:)30//%0 4aBPD A f A f[ e ! 2 (trF2 - trR2>] (A.17)

Reducing (A.16) from 10D to 4D by integrating over the Calabi-Yau X, we find a
term which couples the dilaton axion to the U(1) gauge field in 4D:

Sas D / 2943 ﬂae?ge%&-aci(L) ANdxg A, i=1,...,h"", (A.18)
My

where 3% are the integer charges on the hidden sector under consideration

B 1 1 —o 1 -, ‘
Bi = ~ i 1(2n)? /X<trF2 - 2trR > Awj . (A.19)

The coupling between the dilaton axion and the U (1) gauge field appears at one-loop in
string theory, when the term responsible for the cancellation of the hexagonal diagrams
in the Eg x Fg heterotic theory is included.

Combining (A.11) and (A.18), we find the following action for the dilaton axion

Se = —/ gg5 do N xado + / 9g5 2mackeRBioct (L) Adxy A
M4 M4

(A.20)
= /M d*z/=g ggg [~0,00" 0 + 2maegenfil'o(0,AM)] |
4
whereas for the Kéahler axions, after we combine (A.11) and (A.13), we get
Sy = —/ 4g£ dx' A *4dxj +/ Saeges g;‘g X’L{(L) Ndxq A
M Ma (A.21)

:/ d*ay/— 49”[ DX OMx i+ 2aegeRlx ((%A“)

The couplings of the axions o, X! to the anomalous U(1) gauge field in the effective
theory induces transformation laws for these axions under the U(1) symmetry.
Equations (A.20) and (A.21) have the generic form

S, = / d*zv/—g { 9ab0up" 0" p* — 29 Q" p" (9, A" )}
(A.22)
—/ d4$\ﬁ[ 9ab0pup™ 0" p* + 29 Q" (0, )A“}
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where the index a runs over the dilaton and the h'!' Kihler moduli, that is a =
S, T, ... ,Thl’l. We have used integration by parts to obtain the second line. The
coefficients Q% can be read off from (A.20) and (A.21). They depend on the coupling
parameters eg and eg which, generically, depend on the values of the moduli. However,
when evaluating these coefficients in our context, the values of the moduli are assumed
fixed at a specified supersymmetric vacuum. Therefore, within our context, the coupling
coefficients eg, eg and, hence, Q% are non-dynamical fields and can be considered
to be constants. Similarly, we assumed that the moduli space metric g,z is fixed at
the vacuum; that is, g,; = (g,3)- Perturbations of the metric around the vacuum are
neglected in this analysis. It can be also be shown that higher order contributions
(O(a)) lead to terms of the type —Q2A*A,, for a = S, T, ..., Th": see discussions
in [47,63]. These can be added to the generic action in (A.22) to obtain

Sp= " d433v —9g [—(6“pa)2 +2Q%(Oppa) A" — QEAMAM]
4

(A.23)
[ dtoyi0ue ~ QuAE
My
If the anomalous U(1) symmetry of the low energy theory is gauged and the gauge
vector field A* transforms as
AF — AP 4+ 9H0 | (A.24)

then it can be shown that the action S, is gauge invariant only if the scalar fields p®
transform as
Pt — p + Q%0 . (A.25)

In the transformations above, § = 6(z) is an arbitrary gauge parameter. Comparing
the generic case shown in equation (A.22), to the actions (A.20) and (A.21), involving
the dilaton axion the and Kahler axions respectively, we learn that the axions in our
low energy theory have the following transformations under the anomalous U(1):

c—0+Q%, Q°=—makerBilt,

X' —=xX'+Q0, Q =-—maegepl', i=1,...,h" .

These set of axions represent the imaginary components of the dilaton moduli S
and the Kéhler moduli 7. As shown in Section 2, the expressions for these fields in
the presence of five-branes are

S=V+ WESWiti(% + )\)2 +1 [a + 27765W¢Xi22] ,

Th =t +2ix", i=1,...,h"", (427)

where W; and ); specify properties of the internal five-brane. Hence, the S and T*
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moduli have the following transformations under U(1):

605 = iQ"0 + 2imesQ'W;2%0 = kg0,

6T  =2iQ0 =ki0, i=1,... A", (4.28)
where we have defined
ks = iQ" + 2iegQ'W;22
= —2imacheh (18 + Wili2?) (A.29)
kr = 2iQ" = —2iaeseRl’, i=1,...,h"".
Note that the five-brane modulus,
Z = Witlz + 2iW;(—n'v + x'2) , (A.30)

contains the Kéahler axions in the definition of its imaginary component. Therefore,
the five-brane modulus transforms inhomogenously under under U(1) as well,

80Z = 2iW;2Q'0 = k0 | (A.31)

where we defined
ky = 2iW;2Q" = —2iaesezWil'z . (A.32)

Hence, we have obtained the inhomogenous gauge transformations of the S, 7% and Z
moduli fields, and defined them in terms of the Killing vectors kg, k% and kz.

B Invariant Moduli/Matter Lagrangians under Anoma-
lous U (1) Transformations —General Formalism

The effective theories we are interested in discussing in this paper are best analyzed
using the formalism of the non-linear N = 1 SUSY o—model; see, for example, the
analysis shown in [64]. The role of this Appendix is to outline the generic characteristics
of this formalism, for a set of chiral superfields which transform under an anamolous
U(1) symmetry. We will consider a set of N complex chiral superfields Z4, with
scalar, fermionic and auxiliary field components (zA, VA F A), coupled to the same
U(1) gauge supermultiplet. We will formulate the F-term and D-term stabilization
conditions and, hence, show that, in general, the D-term stabilization mechanism can
lead to non-zero VEVs for the scalar components and, consequently, to the formation
of a massive U (1) vector superfield.
We begin our general analysis by assuming a Kéhler potential K (z, Z) and a Kéhler
metric
gap = 040K (2, 2) , (B.1)
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which has a Lie group of symmetries generated by holomorphic Killing vectors. Un-
der these symmetries, the components of the chiral multiplets have the following
infinitesimal transformations [64, 65]:

6ozt = kA( )0,

oo™ = (B) $P0 (B.2)
10%k(2)4

oot = 2 oo - s,

The vectors k(z), k4(Z) are related to real scalar moment map P(z, z), such as
kA = —ig"PosP(z,2), kY =—ig"Po,P(z,2) . (B.3)
Inverting the expressions above we get
P(Z,2) = ik 04K (2,7) = —ik0 1K (2, %) . (B.4)

In the following we will show that the D-term flatness condition is naturally expressed
in terms of this moment map.

As we promote this Killing symmetry to a gauge symmetry, with parameter
0 — 6(x), we introduce a U(1) gauge supermultiplet (A,, A, D) with gauge coupling
constant g. The next step is to define covariant derivatives for the fields in the IV
chiral multiplets Z4 = (24,44, F4),

'DMZA = 8“2‘4 — AukA ,
Dz = 0,2% — A k? (B.5)

Dt = ot — 4,8

These covariant derivatives are used to build a Lagrangian with IV chiral superfields
ZA, which is invariant under the gauged anomalous U (1) symmetry. The result is

5 s 1 f
LD —gapDuz"DH2" —ig, g Pyl — fWN ~ gz V295K ATt

V2Rt — Lgzpt g8 Y oy

A,B=1,...,N .
2 g 8ZA6,zB ) ) ) )

(B.6)

The coupling g = g(z) is the U(1) gauge coupling. It can be expressed in terms of the
holomorphic gauge kinetic function f(z) as

9212) — Ref() . (B.7)
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The scalar potential contains a D-term potential Vp, defined in terms of the real
moment maps and an F-term potential Vp, defined in terms of the superpotential
W(Z). B
A5 OW OW
024 978

Unbroken supersymmetry requires both D-term and F-term potentials to vanish.

1
Vp 4+ Ve = 592732 +g (B.8)

These requirements are also called the D-flatness and F-flatness conditions. More
explicitly, in a supersymmetric vacuum

ow
P)=0, (z—)=0, A=1,...,N. B.9
Py =0, (5 (B.9)
In general, these conditions alone do not fix all the VEVs of the scalar fields z4 of
the system. They do, however, restrict the possible range that the VEVs of the scalar

fields 24 can obtain. The D-flatness condition can be written
(P) = (k!(2)04K(2,2) ) = 0. (B.10)

The condition above does not lead to particularly interesting effects if the effective
theory contains only chiral fields which transform homogeneously under the U(1)

A and hence, the D-term potential

symmetry. Indeed, when this is the case, k% ~ z
always vanishes when the values of the scalar fields are equal to zero. Such scalars
would not aquire non-zero VEVs. On the other hand, if the theory contains fields
which transform inhomogenously under the U(1) symmetry, the D-flatness condition
can lead to non-trivial VEVs of the scalar fields.

Let us assume that among the fields 24 we find some which do transform inho-
mogenously under U(1). In the following we will prove that in a D-flat, non-trivial
vacuum, a massive vector supermultiplet is always produced. To display this process,
we expand the scalar fields around the vacuum z4 = (24) 4+ §24. Note that fixing the
VEVs (z4) results in fixing an expectation value for the z-dependent Killing vectors,
as well as for the z-dependent Kéhler metric g4 5 and the gauge coupling g. We use
the notation

TA( 2 TA (=
z=(z) ’ <k (Z)> k (Z) 5=(3) ) (Bll)
2,2=(z),(2Z) > (9(2)) = g(z)’z:<z> :

(k(2)) = K(2)]

(948(2,2)) = 9a5(2,2)

which means that the metric and the Killing vectors are evaluated in the vacuum
delimited by the D-flatness condition.

In N =1 SUSY, the massive vector multiplet has one spin-0 component, two spin—%
components and one spin-1 component [65,67]. More specifically, these components
are: a real scalar, a massive vector boson and a Dirac fermion. Next, we will attempt
to identify the origin of each of these elements.
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e Massive real scalar ¢:

Expanding around the (assumed non-trivial) vacuum defined in (B.10) we get:

oP

9P 9P
0z4

(%szé : (B.12)

0P = ()62 +
Now, inverting the equations from (B.4) we find
0P =ikAgup, O0aP =—ikPg.s, (B.13)
and therefore, we express the perturbation of the moment map as
5P = i(kBg,5)62" — i(k2g,5)028 = —21/ (gu5kAkB)¢ . (B.14)
In the expression above, we defined a scalar field ¢, as
i<kA9AB>§ —i(kBgap) 2%

<9AB]€AEB>

b= (B.15)

Hence, we found that as we expand around the vacuum, we obtain the following
expression for the potential energy

£~ 8NP — NP +0P) = 3 (g?)0P" = 255k RP)?
(B.16)
which is a mass term for the real scalar ¢. The field ¢ has a canonically normalized
kinetic term in the Lagrangian. To prove it, it is best to rotate the basis of scalar
perturbations {624} into a new basis of scalars {¢4}, which have canonically
normalized kinetic energy. We interpret the fields €4, A =1,..., N to be the
true mass eigenstates of the system. However, in the vacuum defined by the
D-flatness condition, only one such eigenstate, which we denote by &', becomes
massive. The rest of the scalars €4, A =2,..., N fields remain massless.

The two sets of fields, {¢4} and {024}, A=1,..., N, are related by the rotation
matrix U, such that

¢t = [Ulges" & = Ur)geE” B.17)
64 =[Upe?, ozt = [U)EE”
We demand that after the rotation, the fields €4 have canonically normalized

kinetic energy and therefore

(g45)0,0220"578 = (g, p) U AU YB0,6C04EP = 5050,C0" €, (B.18)
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which is possible only if

(gap)lU AU = 60p - (B.19)

The condition shown above is not enough by itself to determine all the elements

of the rotation matrix. One possible ansatz for the rotation matrix [U~1]3,

which solves (B.19), is

(k) u Uy
\/<9A1§kAEB> \/<9A}§u2 Uuy) <9ABuNﬁ1§]>
(k?) u3 uN
[U—l]g _ V/(9a5kAkP) \/(9AB“‘24172B> (wapuf) | = (E yU2; -ty M) )
(kN) ulf uy
V(aashikP) | [(g, pusa’ (gapunaR)
(B.20)
The matrix can be expressed as a set of column vectors (k,u,), n =2,...,N,

as shown above (note that we considered u; = k). After solving the D-flatness
condition shown in (B.10), we can fix the vector k of the matrix only. The
reason for this ansatz, as well as the physical implications that follow, will
become apparent later. The rest of the column vectors in this matrix, u,, n =
2,..., N cannot be completely determined in the absence of yet another vacuum
stabilization potential in the theory. They not are not entirely unconstrained,
though. They are orthogonal to the vector k. To prove this, we write condition
(B.19) in terms of the elements of the matrix shown above and obtain

(gABkAWE =01, =0 for nef2,...,N]. (B.21)

The index n runs over the subscript of the column vectors (@ Y ey M) We
introduce the tensor product (g,5k?) = (g - k) 5, which defines the contravariant
vector (g - k), and write

(gapk™aZ = (- k)5u8 = (g9 k) - T = 61 - (B.22)

Note that we have introduced the dot product between the vectors (g - k) and
Un. The expression in (B.22) represents a set of N — 1 equations that express
the orthogonality between each of the N — 1 column vectors u,, n =2,..., N
and the vector k. This set of orthogonality relations is not the only one we
obtain; remember that we demand that all the N fields ¢4 have canonically
normalized kinetic terms; that is, condition (B.19) constraints the set of vectors
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Up, N =2,..., N to be orthogonal to each other and have unit length:

(gAB>ufﬂ§L:(g-un)-@:5nm:1 if n=m, for n,mel2,...,N]|.
(gAB>u;?ﬂ§L:(g-un)-@:5nm:0 if n#m, for n,me][2,...,N].
(B.23)

We have defined the tensor product g4zusl = (g - un) 5, which defines the N — 1
contravariant vectors (g - uy).

The total number of undetermined matrix entries within the set of N —1 column
vectors u,, n =2,..., N is N—1x N. We have shown that these parameters are
not completely independent, however. The orthogonality constraints significantly
reduces the number of degrees of freedom of the system. N — 1 constraints arise
because these N —1 column vectors have unit length (|u,| = 1). The requirement
that these N — 1 column vectors are orthogonal to each other, as well as to the
fixed direction k introduces another set of %N (N — 1) constraints. Therefore,
the real number of independent free parameters, “hidden” in the matrix (B.20)
is actually equal to

Naot = (N = )N = (N = 1) = S(N ~1)
(B.24)

- %(N—l)(N—2) .

The inverse matrix U can be inferred from the condition UU ! = 1y, together
with the orthogonality requirement shown in (B.21) and (B.23):

(g1 2k™) _ (g22k") _ . (gnak?)
V(aapkAkB)  \/(gapk?EB) V/{(9a5kAkB) .
90)  _loan)  _ loniud) 9-k
[U]g — \/<9AB“§4”L_L2B> \/(9,4]3’“&47123) (9apusas’) = g-u2 . (B.25)
(g 474%) (92 574%) (gn 4740) g un
VigasudaB)  \Jlgapupab) (9apusaf)

As shown above, we can write this matrix as a set of row vectors g - k, g - uy, for

n=2,...,N, which were first encountered in the orthogonality relations (B.22)
and (B.23). As mentioned previously, the U matrix combines the set of N scalar
linear perturbations around the vacuum, 624, into a set of N physical states, £4.
However, the D-flatness condition shown in (B.10) determines only the first row
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of this matrix and hence, we can determine exactly one physical state:

(B.26)

It is now time to reveal why we have chosen the ansatz shown in eq. (B.25) and
(B.20) for the matrix U and its inverse, respectively. Let us first split the field &*
into its real and imaginary parts. Using the definition of ¢!, one can then check
that we can find the following expression

2B =B\ 524
(QABkA>6T + <9ABI€B>6T

Re¢! = AL :
(9aBkAkE) : )
_ _ B.27
. z 1. 2A
1 Z(<9ABkA>¥ - <9ABkB>5T>
Im¢ = —
<9ABk‘AkB>

We have recovered the field ¢ = Im¢?, first defined in eq. (B.15), which represents
the direction in which we develop the quadratic potential shown in (B.16). This
quadratic potential is responsible for stabilizing the theory to a supersymmetric
vacuum.

Note that both fields ¢ and n have canonically normalized kinetic terms, that is
LD —0#513“51 = —0u,90"p — 0,nd'n . (B.28)

Combining the kinetic terms of the scalars with the quadratic potential shown
in (B.16) it follows that

LD —0,00"¢ — 0und*'n — 0,640"E" — 2(g%g a5k kP)? , A=2,... N.
(B.29)
We see that the D-term potential produced a mass term for the scalar ¢,

my = 1/ 2(g2g sk kP) | (B.30)

while the other N — 1 scalars €4 remained massless. After it aquires a mass, ¢
becomes the real scalar component of a supersymmetric massive vector multiplet.

The real part of ¢!, which we denote 7 = Re¢! also plays an important role in
the theory. In the next part we will show that n is the Goldstone scalar which
becomes the longitudinal degree of freedom of the massive vector boson A*. All
other N — 1 states €4, remain undetermined. We know, however, that they must
be orthogonal to the direction in which we develop a potential, and hence, they
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remain as flat directions in the theory. The role played by the matrix U and its
inverse, therefore, is to project the field perturbations around the supersymmetic
vacuum into these N physical eigenstates £4.
Massive vector boson A*:
From the covariant derivative of the scalar field we get a mass term for the vector
boson
L C—gupDuzDFE8 = —g, 5D, ((z4) + 624)DH((2P) + 625)

= ~950u02"0"52" + g4 p(k*)0,627 + (k7)0,62) Ay — (945K EP) 444,

— —gap0,622 08078 + 24/ (gupkARB)O A" — (gapk kB AP A, .

(B.31)

We combined the terms linear in OH(SZA, 6H52A into the field

Ay 0z Byt
n = (948K") %5 + (945K7) 3 7 (B.32)

(94K kD)

which we first encountered in eq. (B.27). We can now write (B.31) in the form

LC— gABD#ZAD“ZB =

= o =00 + 20/ (g kAR Om AP — (g 45k KDY AP A,

Oun n o#n

= <9ABkA’_fB> Ap— I Y
<9ABkAkB> <9ABkAkB>

= —(gupkAEP) AL A .
(B.33)

In the above expression, we have used the “unitary gauge” to define the field

A=A, - __Om (B.34)
<9ABkAEB>

We found that after the scalar fields 2* aquire VEVs, 9,1/1/(9.4554kB) becomes
the longitudinal component of a now massive vector field AL. The field n plays
the role of a Goldstone boson “eaten” by the vector boson.
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Including the kinetic energy term of the vector boson we have

1 v A7.B
LD —4—92FWF“ —(gapk?kP)A, A"
1 Y A o
= *WFWF# - <9ABk3AkB>AuAu o= m124 = 2<g2gABkAkB> .

(B.35)

Note that we have dropped the prime on Asg, for simplicity. The dots represent
higher order interaction terms obtained after expanding the gauge kinetic function
around its fixed value in the vacuum.

Massive Dirac fermions W:

The Lagrangian shown in (B.6) contains cross couplings between the gaugino A
and the fermions 1. After the fields z4 obtain VEVs, these couplings mix the
gaugino with the chiral fermions into a new mass eigenstate. We have

£.C V2ga5) (KNP + V2g,45) () PN =200, 5kARP) (TN + M)

2(g2g 45k kB) U
(B.36)

To obtain the last expression, we had to define:

X/ (g) (9.a5k")¢ (g.apk")0"T
\11:( wi | and vi= Ry = A (ga)
¢ \/ ( gABkAkB \/ (945kAKD)

We learned that when we evaluate the cross couplings in the newly defined
vacuum, a single linear combination of fermions, called wg, combines with the
existing gaugino to form a massive Dirac spinor, Examining eq. (B.37), we learn
that the state d}é is a linear combination of the N fermions ). Note that we
can use the same rotation matrix U, defined for the scalars, to express this linear
combination.

¢ =[UThd?, v =[Ulhw?. (B.38)

What this shows is that the fermion eigenstate w% corresponds to the scalar
eigenstate ¢! They belong in the same chiral supermultiplet (61,1#%) This
chiral supermultiplet becomes massive after the system is stabilized into a
supersymmetric vacuum, but is absorbed into a massive vector multiplet. The
imaginary component of ¢!, ¢, becomes the real scalar component of this vector
multiplet. We have also shown that 7, the real component of ¢!, becomes the
longitudinal degree of freedom of the massive vector boson A,. We are left to
discuss the fermionic component of this vector multiplet, and show that it has
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the same mass as the field ¢, a direct consequence of unbroken supersymmetry.

We found a mass term for a Dirac fermion ¥: 1/2(g2g 4 5kAkB)U¥. To determine

the mass of ¥, we have to ensure its kinetic energy is canonically normalized. We
have already seen that the fields &' and 1/;% are defined with the same rotation
matrix U. In fact, we form other N — 1 chiral multiplets with the same rotation
matrix. These eigenstates, however, pair into massless multiplets (£4,%a¢),
t=2,...,N. We write

A=[UpL, A=2-.. N,
P L (B.39)
w& _[U]B ) B_17 7N'

In terms of the new fermion eigenstates, the kinetic term of the chiral fermionic
fields 1* becomes

—igapV VTP — —ig U A NBUE IR = —isopulduls . (B.40)

where we made use of the property of the matrix U ! of diagonalizing the metric,
as shown in (B.19). We learn that the massive field 1/15, as well as the massless
fermions wg , for A=2,..., N have canonically normalized kinetic terms, which
was to be expected. We can therefore write the following Lagrangian for the
fermions (neglecting interactions)

. . )\ A
Lo — iy’ — iacdvf’ — HAINT +1/2(g2g, gk AEP) ( el — + U >)

= (0P — il + 1\ 2(g20apk RB)IY , A=2,.
(B.41)
T
This is the equation of motion for a Dirac fermion of the form ¥ = (A {p<g>>7

with mass My = 1/2(g2g45k“kB), and N — 1 massless Weyl spinors \II?.

In conclusion, we found that after we fix the a linear combination of the VEVs of
the scalar fields z* to obtain a supersymmetric vacuum, we obtain a massive vector
multiplet, containing a real scalar, a massive vector boson and a Dirac fermion. That
is,

(¢, Ap, V) (B.42)

The real scalar and the fermions are linear combinations of fields which receive mass
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terms after we fix the VEVs of the scalars and expand around the vacuum:

. B 3 >, A
Z<kA9AB>6ZT - Z<kBQAB>5ZT

<9AB]€AE’B>

o=

(B.43)

All components of the massive vector multiplet have the same mass,

mag = Mq/ = m¢ =1/ 2<g2gABkAl_§B> s (B.44)

as expected, since we fixed the vacuum to be supersymmetric, with Vp = 0.

Furthermore, we found that the effective theory contains another N — 1 massless
chiral multiplets (£4,94), for A = 2,---N. These chiral components are given by
the linear combinations given in (B.39). The scalar components ¢4, A =2,..., N are
linear combinations of the scalar perturbations around the vacuum, which, however,
receive no mass terms. A D-term potential develops in the direction of the ¢4 scalar
only, while the rest of the states €4, A =2,..., N, which are orthogonal to it, remain
flat.

Having computed all the mass eigenstates after the D-term stabilization, we are
ready to express the complete Lagrangian of the low-energy theory. We find

_ _ 1 1
LD —=0,00"¢p — m35¢2 + VPV + Mg ¥ — 4792].7‘w/1.7';w _ 2<92>m124AuAM
al I (B.45)
3 0u6a0 0 = ibacdM -, A=2, N,
A=2 A=2

We have omitted the interaction terms. The masses my, My and my4 are equal, as
shown in eq. (B.44). The vector boson is defined in the ”unitary” gauge.

C Kahler metrics
The complete Kéhler potential for the S, T?, Z and C* fields is given by
K = KS + KT + Kmatter ) (Cl)

where

72r (Z + Z)? >7

Kg=—-k?In(S+8— —eg— =/
5= n( * SWAT + T

1 L o _
K&:wmegm@wTWW+WWﬂ+WO,

2Kr/3 LAM
Kmatter =eM v/ gLMC ¢ '

(C.2)
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The first derivatives of the Kéhler potential with respect to S, T%, Z and C* are

0K O0Kgs 1 1 o)
as o g_m 7422\ 9x2V .
05 05 g(s+8-gesp) 2V
Teo WilZ42)? ,
OK _OKt > @) RAOKT Tl it (C.4)
dijra’a’ 1 o digra’a emikr/3 _ AL AM
B 4KZRV2/3 4K3VW€SZ 4 4RV2/3 3 gLMC cr (C5)
reg—Zr2)
aiK _0Ks _ SWi(Ti+T%) | TEsZ (C6)
oz 07 s Z+7)2 =521 .
K3 <S +5 - 565%) 2k5V

8K 8Krna er —

_ tter _ e“ZKT/SgLMCM ' 1)

oct — aCy,

The second derivatives of the Kihler potential with respect to S, T%, Z and C are

Jog = 32Ki _ 1
S5 7 5995 K2 <5 15— %es%)z
1
“a
K geSWi%
IS = 9riag K2 (S +9 - ges%y
_ 8/@21‘/27.‘.65,22“/1‘ ,
9z5 = aa;g(s - W_GSV% 2
K2 (S + S5 ges%>
TESZ
Z 7 7\ 2
Iriz = 82‘22'2(2 - msm{mg;%?; - ”esmgﬁs (m((ZT:;%
mesWiz 7T2G%Wiz3

T ARV(WtE) 8KV
(C.8)
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0’K
griTi =

oTioTI
(2+2)? a2 2y, (Z+2)*
. PKr mesW;W; J W) TEsWiW; (W (T )]
- OTiOTI x.._ (Z+2) 5 22 \?
/ii(S‘FS—jESW(TkJ'_Tk)) Iii(S—f—S—é S%)
292 K2Kr/3 _ 2 KIK7/3 _
Kk10° K efanT 1 ~nr . KIOKT K2OKT et L AN
— -C~C : — -CHC
oroTi 3 oL T or ori 9w
: 2 2
resWiW,z2 w2 W;, W24 1/ d;pala” eraKr/3 o
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In the above, we have defined
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Of course, we also have
9sti =915+ 95z =925 > Yzri =9riz > and go i =grice - (C.10)
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