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G augino condensation in 4-D superstring

m odels
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A bstract

W e study the possibility that supersym m etry is broken via a gaugino

condensate in four dim ensional string theories. W e derive an e�ective

low-energy theory describing the G oldstone m ode associated with the R-

sym m etry breaking driven by gaugino condensation and show that this

gives a description ofgaugino condensation equivalent, at tree level, to

othere�ectiveLagrangian approachesbased on thesym m etriesofthethe-

ory.A study ofthem assgap equation showsthatnon-perturbativee�ects

favourthe appearance ofa gaugino condensate. By m inim izing the e�ec-

tive potentialdescribing both thecondensate and them odulideterm ining

the gauge coupling constantand radiusofcom pacti�cation we show that

largehierarchy m ay occurbetween thegravitino m assand thePlanck m ass

with the existence ofonly one gaugino condensate. Associated with this

isa determ ination ofthe �ne structure constantand the com pacti�cation

scale.

1 Introduction

There has recently been considerable attention focused on the study ofsuper-

sym m etry (SUSY)breakingin thee�ectiveLagrangian obtained from superstring

com pacti�cation [1].Ifoneistoavoid theinclusion ofan explicitm assscaleasso-

ciated with thisbreakingthen itm ustproceed through nonperturbativee�ects[2].

Perhaps the m ostprom ising origin forsuch breaking isvia gaugino condensate

[3,4,5]in the hidden sectorforitcan easily lead to a large hierarchy between

thePlanck and gravitino m ass.Thisisso becausethescaleofgaugino condensa-

tion isexpected to correspond to thescaleatwhich thegaugecoupling constant
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becom esstrong. Ifthe coupling atthe com pacti�cation scale issm allthen,us-

ing therenorm alization group equation,thescaleatwhich thecoupling becom es

largeisexponentially suppressed relativeto theinitialscale.

In ordertostudy theSUSY breakingwhich resultsfrom gauginocondensation

itisnecessary to determ inethee�ective low-energy theory below thescale� gut

ofstring com pacti�cation. M ostanalysesstartby introducing a \truncated su-

perpotential" W =< S�� >,where S isthem odulussuper�eld determ ining the

gauge coupling,g2 = 1

R eS
,atthe com pacti�cation scale,� the gaugino �eld and

thebracketsdenotethevacuum expectation value(v.e.v.).Theform of< S�� >

hasbeen determ ined by dim ensionalanalysis,by instanton calculations[7]and

by im posing an R-sym m etry to the superpotential[5,6,7]. These allrequire

< S�� > tohavetheform cexp(�3S=2b0)wherecisproportionalto�
3

gutand b0
isthecoe�cientoftheg 2=4� term in thebeta-functionassociated with thehidden

sectorgaugegroup.Anotherapproach toparam eterizethegauginocondensateis

via thee�ectiveLagrangian [8].In thisapproach thegaugino bilinearisassigned

to a chiralsuper�eld and its superpotentialis obtained by dem anding that it

givesthecorrectterm sto cancelthetrace,axialand superconform alanom alies.

Thefunctionaldependence ofthegaugino condensate,Y ,on them odulus�elds

S and T isgiven by m inim izing thescalarpotential.

Although these approaches give a generalparam eterization ofthe gaugino

condensate they do not address the dynam icalquestion why a condensate is

energetically favoured.In practicethisisan im portantconsideration forthecon-

tribution tothevacuum energyfrom gauginobindinge�ectscan playasigni�cant

rolein determ ining thestructureofthepotentialand theSUSY breaking e�ects

in the visible sector. In order to study such e�ects it is necessary to evaluate

the nonperturbative e�ects giving rise to gaugino condensation. The com plete

solution is clearly beyond our present-day technology so we are forced to em -

ploy approxim ation m ethods. Here we willapply Nam bu-Jona-Lasinio (N-J-L)

techniques[9]toobtain non-perturbativeinform ation aboutthegauginobinding.

W e start by constructing the e�ective Lagrangian describing the Goldstone

m odethatresultswhen agauginocondensateform sduetothespontaneoussym -

m etry breaking ofR-sym m etry.The form ofthe e�ective Lagrangian describing

the Goldstone m ode is strongly constrained by the requirem ent ofN=1 local

SUSY [10]and we show that this leads to a prediction ofthe dependence of

the gaugino condensate on the m odulus S and T consistent with the previous

approaches m entioned above. However our approach shows that the resultant

tree-levelform with an e�ective four-ferm ion coupling should beradiatively cor-

rected.In non-susy m odelsitisknown that,forsu�ciently strong coupling,such

a 4-Ferm iinteraction drives a ferm ion condensate dynam ically and breaks the

chiralsym m etry spontaneously.By contrast,in theglobalSUSY version [11]the

form ation ofbound statesisnotdynam ically preferred,duetoSUSY.In thelocal

SUSY m odelobtained from 4-D superstring ofinteresthere,a(non-perturbative)

calculation ofthe radiative correctionsvia the Schwinger-Dyson equation shows
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that dynam icalsym m etry breaking is energetically favoured. The e�ective po-

tentialfrom the S and T �eldsisshown to be bounded from below in a sim ple

Orbifold m odeloncetheconstraintsofduality invariance[12,13,14]aresatis�ed

(The inclusion ofthis sym m etry is relevant for �xing the vacuum expectation

value(v.e.v.) ofthem odulusT thatparam eterizesthecom pacti�ed dim ensions).

By m inim izing the fulle�ective potentialforthe m oduliand gaugino we show

that a large m ass hierarchy m ay develop,with a reasonable prediction for the

com pacti�cation scaleand thevalueofthe�nestructureconstant.

Theoutlineofthepaperisasfollows.In Section 2weintroducethestructure

ofthee�ectiveLagrangian in thehidden sectorofa fourdim ensionalsuperstring

theory and the consider the expected form ofthe gaugino condensate. By way

ofm otivation wediscussin Section 3 theN-J-L analysisofferm ion condensation

in the non-supersym m etric case. In Section 4 we derive an e�ective Lagrangian

which describes the Goldstone m ode ofbroken R-sym m etry and show that it

leads to a param eterisation ofthe gaugino condensate equivalent,attree level,

to previousapproaches.W econcludethissection with a calculation ofthe1 loop

corrections. In Section 5 we discussthe N-J-L analysisin the locally supersym -

m etric case and show that,taking the constraintsofduality into account,there

isa stablem inim um atwhich thescaleofSUSY breaking isdeterm ined.Section

6 presentsourconclusions.

2 T hee�ective Lagrangian in D = 4 superstrings

The e�ective D=4 superstring inspired m odel[1]isa N=1 supergravity (sugra)

[10]with at least two gauge-singlet m oduliS and T as wellas an unspeci�ed

num ber ofgauge chiralm atter super�elds. The N=1 sugra is speci�ed by two

functions, the Kahler potential,G,and the gauge kinetic function,f. In the

sim plest case a single (1,1) m odulus super�eld T determ ines the radius ofthe

com pacti�ed space.TheKahlerpotentialisgiven by (hereand henceforth weset

M P lanck = 1)

G = K � ln(
1

4
jW j2) (1)

where K = ln(S + �S)+ 3ln(T + �T � 2 j’i j
2),’i are the (untwisted) chiral

super�elds and W is the superpotentialthatdepends on the chiralsuper�elds.

Thegaugecouplingconstantisgiven in term softherealpartofthegaugekinetic

function,g�2 = Ref,and atthecom pacti�cation scaleitisjustg�2 = ReS.

As we willdiscuss in Section 5.1 the form ofthe superpotentialshould be

restricted by them odularinvarianceoftheunderlying string theory.In orderto

m akecontactwith previousresultswe�rstdiscussin Section 4 thenon-m odular

invariantform (equivalentto dropping thecontributionsoftheKaluza Klein and

winding m odes)and subsequently determ ine the fullm odularinvariantform in

Section 5.1.
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Itisbelieved thatagauginocondensation willform atascalewherethegauge

coupling constantbecom esstrong.Thisscale isdeterm ined by therenorm aliza-

tion group equation and attheoneloop levelitis

�2

c = �2

gute
�R eS=b 0 (2)

with

�2

gut=
1

< ReSReT >
(3)

the com pacti�cation scale. From dim ensionalanalysisorinstanton calculations

we know that the gaugino condensate,ifit occurs,should be proportionalto

�3

c.Notethatgauginocondensation,ifitform sbelow thecom pacti�cation scale,

is largely a �eld theory phenom enon com ing from the strong Yang-M ills gauge

forcesin thehidden sectorfarbelow thescaleofstringexcitations.Thedi�erence

from usualYang-M ills theory lies in the fact that the gauge coupling is itself

a dynam icalvariable (g�2 / ReS). The value ofthe vev for the m odulus S

determ ines the value ofthe gauge coupling at the com pacti�cation scale and

hencethem agnitudeofthehierarchy.

Here we wish to discuss whether non-perturbative e�ects favour a gaugino

condensateand to determ inethee�ectivepotentialfortheS �eld.Theapproach

weem ployis�rsttoconstructthee�ectiveLagrangiandescribingthelightdegrees

offreedom below the scale atwhich the gauge coupling becom esstrong. Ifthe

e�ect ofthis interaction is to generate a gaugino condensate,the R-sym m etry

underwhich thegauginostransform willbespontaneously broken.Thee�ective

Lagrangian below �c willthen describetheGoldstonem odesassociated with this

spontaneoussym m etry breaking and the stability orotherwise ofthe system to

such breaking can be discussed in term s ofthese �elds. This approach closely

parallelstheprocedureadopted in theN-J-L m odeland by way ofm otivation we

�rstdiscusshow theanalysisproceedsin thenon-supersym m etric case.

3 T he non-supersym m etric N -J-L m odel

The non-SUSY N-J-L m odelstartswith a four-ferm ion interaction described by

theLagrangian given by [9]

L = i� 
�@� +
1

4
g
2((�  )2 � (� 
5 )

2) (4)

orin two com ponentnotation 1

L = i(� L�
�
@� L + � R �

�
@� R )+ g

2 � L R � R  L: (5)

1W e de�ne � R ;L = 1

2
(1� 
5) ;

� R � ( R )
y

0
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Hereg2 isa dim ensionalcoupling,g2 = h2=�2,whereh isa dim ensionlessand �

isthe m assscale atwhich the new physics generating the four-ferm ion interac-

tion appears. The theory hasa U(1)L 
 U(1)R chiralsym m etry ofindependent

phase rotationsoftheleftand righthanded ferm ion com ponents.Eq.(5)can be

rewritten in term sofan auxiliary scalar�eld �,

L = i(� L�
�
@� L + � R �

�
@� R )� j�j2 + g�

� � R  L + g�� L R (6)

and by itsclassicalequation ofm otion � isidenti�ed with g� R  L. Elim inating

� justgiveseq.(5).

Thetreelevelpotential

V0 = j�j2 (7)

is sem ipositive de�nite and the m inim um is at � = 0, i.e. no condensation

state.Theone-loop correctionsareproperly taken into accountby theColem an-

W einberg result[18]

V1 = �
1

8�2

Z

d
2
pp

2
ln(p2 + m

2

F ): (8)

Integrating eq.(8)outusing a m om entum -spacecuto�,becausetheinteraction is

non-renorm alizable,oneobtains

V1 = �
�4

16�2
(x + x

2
ln(

x

1+ x
)+ ln(1+ x)) (9)

with

x =
m 2

F

�2
=
4g2j�j2

�2
: (10)

Thescalarpotentialisthen thesum ofV0 and V1 and itisgiven by

V =
�4

16�2
(
2

�
x� x� x

2
ln(

x

1+ x
)� ln(1+ x)) (11)

with

� =
g2�2

8�2
: (12)

From eq.(11)itiseasy to seethattheextrem um condition is

@V

@��
= ��(

1

�
� 1� xln(

x

1+ x
))= 0: (13)

Provided V hasanegativeslopeattheorigin eq.(13)adm itsanon-trivialsolution

which isdynam ically preferred.Thisispossibleonly for

� =
g2�2

8�2
> 1; (14)
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i.e.a strong coupling constant.In thiscaseeq.(13)gives

1=
g2�2

8�2
(1+

m 2

F

�2
ln(

m 2

F =�
2

1+ m 2

F =�
2
)) (15)

which isthe fam iliarm assgap equation thatcould have been derived from the

interaction ofeq.(4).Notethatthissolution isnecessarily non-perturbativesince

itequatestreeleveland oneloop contributions.Itisstraightorward toshow that

itam ountstoanon-perturbativesum m ation offerm ion bubblegraphs,which are

dom inantin thelargeN c lim itwhereN c isthenum berofcolours.

Thesolution correspondstothecasewhere� acquiresav.e.v.andtheU(1)L


U(1)R chiralsym m etry ofthe Lagrangian eq.(4)isbroken to U(1)L+ R . In this

case the associated Goldstone m ode m ay be identi�ed with the �eld � which,

through quantum e�ects,acquiresa kineticterm L k and becom esa propagating

�eld.Itm ay beseen thatL + Lk isthee�ective Lagrangian describing thelight

(Goldstone)degreesoffreedom ,appropriatebelow �,togetherwith theferm ion

�eld. The e�ective potentialcalculated using this Lagrangian just reproduces

theresultsusing them orefam iliarSchwinger-Dyson equation following from the

originalLagrangian eq.(4). Thusthe e�ective Lagrangian describing the would-

beGoldstonem odeprovidesaconvenientway ofim plem enting theN-J-L schem e

forsum m ing theleading term sin thelargeN c lim it.

4 A n e�ective Lagrangian description ofgaug-

ino condensation

W eturn now to thesuperstring inspired N=1 sugra m odel.Asin thecaseofthe

N-J-L m odelwelookforaform ulation thatparam eterizesthegauginobilinearby

aclassically non-propagatingauxiliary �eld which atthequantum levelbecom es

the Goldstone m odeassociated with the breaking ofa continuoussym m etry. In

thiscase,however,the form ation ofthe originaltheory in term sofan auxiliary

�eld m ustbem adeconsistentwith localSUSY.

4.1 T he broken R -sym m etry G oldstone m ode

For gauginos,in the absence ofsuperpotentialterm s,there is an R sym m etry

which isspontaneously broken ifa gaugino condensate form sleading to a Gold-

stonem ode.In thiscasetheauxiliary �eld � describing thiswould-bem odem ust

beem bedded in a chiralsuper�eld � which iscoupled in a supersym m etric way.

ForasuperpotentialW andgaugekineticfunctionf dependingonanauxiliary

chiralsuper�eld �= (�;�;h),where�;�;h arethescalar,ferm ion and auxiliary

�eld com ponents,the term s in the N=1 sugra lagrangian involving these �elds

6



are(suppressing allgaugeindices)[10]:

Laux =
1

2

@W

@�
h �

eK =2

4

@f

@�
��R�Lh + (

1

2
� L � 
W

i
�Li�

1

2
e
K =6

W
ij��R i�Lj

+
1

4
e
2K =3��R �Lf

ij ��R i�Lj �
1

4
e
K =2

f
i
�Li

� L � 
��R�L + h:c:) (16)

where �L represents the gaugino �eld2 (with kinetic term Lk =
i

2
Ref ��
�@��),

 the gravitino �eld,�i the ferm ion com ponent ofthe chiralm atter super�eld

’i and W i �
@W

@zi
with zi the scalarcom ponentof’i. The classicalequation of

m otion for� yield

i)�L
�h

1

2

@W

@�
=
eK =2

4

@f

@�
��R �L

ii)�L
��

� L � 
 (
1

2

@W

@�
�
eK =2

4

@f

@�
��R�L)+ e

K =6(
eK =2

4

@fi

@�
��R �L �

1

2

@W i

@�
)��R i= 0

and

iii)�L
��

@V

@�
= 0 (17)

with V = L � Lk and Lk thekineticLagrangian.

The e�ective theory describing the interaction of� isspeci�ed once W and

f are given. The e�ectsofgauge boson-gaugino interaction willbe to generate

an e�ectivefourferm ion vertex.Theform factorforthisvertex vanishesrapidly

above �c asthe gauge coupling becom esweak and isessentially constantbelow

�c forthegaugesectoriscon�ned and allm assesareoftheorder� c.

Ifwe dem and that the e�ective theory given in term s ofthe auxiliary �eld

� generatesthis4-Ferm iinteraction then theform oftheW and f areuniquely

determ ined (up to a constant),

W = m
2
�; (18)

f = �ln(�=�)+ S (19)

wherem and � arem assparam etersand � isa dim ensionlessconstant.From the

classicalequation ofm otion eqs.(17)the scalarcom ponentofthe auxiliary �eld

� isgiven in term softhegaugino bilinearby

� =
eK =2�

2m 2

��R�L; (20)

2Again wede�ne �R ;L = 1

2
(1� 
5)�;

��R � (�R )
y

0
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while the ferm ion com ponentvanishesatthe classicallevel. The third equation

ofeqs.(17)isan extrem um condition on the scalarpotentialand once the one-

loop corrections are included itis justthe m ass gap equation. As we willnow

show,this choice ofW and f leads to an e�ective four-ferm ion interaction of

thedesired form oncetheauxiliary �eld iselim inated by itsclassicalequation of

m otion,eq.(20).

4.2 Tree levelpotential

Fora puregaugetheory in thehidden sectorthetreelevelscalarpotentialis[10]

V0 = �(3e�G + hSh
S(G �1 )SS + hTh

T(G �1 )TT) (21)

where hS and hT are the F-term s ofthe chiralsuper�elds S and T.In general

they aregiven by

hi= e
�G =2

G i+
1

4
fi
��R�L � G

jk

i ��R j�Lk �
1

2
��R iG j�

j

L: (22)

SUSY willbebroken ifeitherhS orhT develop a non-vanishing v.e.v..From the

structure ofV0 eq.(21)one can see thatitispossible to have broken SUSY and

zero cosm ologicalconstant((G �1 )ij arenegative),unlike in globalSUSY.

The ferm ion partner of the auxiliary �eld hi (with i=S or T) with non-

vanishing v.e.v. willgive rise to the Goldstino �eld. It is easily recognized as

thecom bination offerm ionsthatcoupleto thegravitino [10]

� L � 
 �L

with

�L = (
1

8
f
i��R�L � e

�G =2
G
i)�Li+

i

2
gG

i
T
j

izj�L:

In localSUSY the Goldstino willbe eaten by the gravitino which willacquire a

m ass

m
2

3=2 =
1

4
e
�K jW j2: (23)

W em ay now apply thisform alism to thechoiceofW and fgiven in eq.(18)and

eq.(19).In thiscasetheF-term sfortheS and T �eldsare

hS = e
�G =2

G S +
1

4
fS
��L�R

hS = e
�G =2 (1+ Sr=�)

Sr
; (24)

hT = e
�G =2 3

Tr
(25)
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with Sr = S + �S and Tr = T + �T.

Thetreelevelscalarpotentialisthen

V0 = m
2

3=2H (26)

with

H = (1+
Sr

�
)2 (27)

and thegravitino m assgiven by

m
2

3=2 =
m 4j�j2

4SrT
3

r

: (28)

In term softhegaugino �eld thescalarpotentialis

V0 =
�2H

16(Ref)2
j��0R�

0

Lj
2 (29)

wherethefactorof(Ref)2 in thedenom inatorin eq.(29)appearsbecausewehave

rescaled the gaugino �eldsappearing in thisequation to have canonicalkinetic

term s.Thuswehave shown thata choiceofW and f in eqs.(18)and (19)leads

to a four-ferm ion interaction asdesired.

The form we have derived depends on the param eters �,m ,and �. Since

(cf.eq.(20))m 2� isproportionalto ��� which on dim ensionalgroundswe expect

to havethev.e.v./ �3

c (ifitdevelopsone),weobtain using eq.(19)

m
2
� = m

2
� e

�R eS=�
e
R ef=� � �3

c: (30)

Itisthen naturally to chose � = 2b0=3 and m = � = �gut (di�erent choices of

m ;� are possible aslong asthe relation ofeq.(30)is satis�ed). As we willsee

this identi�cation is consistent with previous param eterizations ofthe gaugino

condensateand with theone-loop running ofthegaugecoupling constant.

4.3 C onnection w ith param eterisations of the gaugino

condensate

From eqs.(26-28)weseethatav.e.v.for�,correspondingtogauginocondensate,

willbreak SUSY giving thegravitino a m ass.Itisworth rem arking atthispoint

thatthechoice� = 2b0=3 m eanstheform ofthescalarpotentialgiven by eq.(26)

isidenticalto thatobtained by the \truncated" approach [5,6,7]in which the

e�ects ofthe gaugino condensate are included \by hand" by including in the

superpotentialtheterm W = �3

gutexp(�3S=2b0).Theform ofthissuperpotential

was(uniquely)determ ined bythecondition thatitshould transform undertheR-

sym m etry in theappropriateway fora gaugino bilinear.UndertheR-sym m etry

�L ! e
�i�
�L (31)

9



S ! S �
i4b0

3
�: (32)

The S transform ation eq.(32)cancelsthe anom alousterm (�L = b0
3
� F~F,where

~F is the dualtensor ofF) com ing from the gaugino bilinear. In the approach

adopted here when a gaugino condensate form s � willbe the Goldstone m ode

associated with the spontaneous breaking ofthis R-sym m etry. Since the con-

struction leading to eq.(29)respectsboth the underlying R-sym m etry and local

SUSY itm ustduplicatetheseresultsobtained in the\truncated"approach which

rely on the R-sym m etry. Thuswe m ay understand the origin ofthe highly con-

strained form ofeqs.(18)and (19)leading to thepotentialofeq.(29)asfollowing

from consistency with thesym m etriesofthesystem .

In fact,it is easily seen that the e�ective theory described by eq.(18),(19)

and � = 2b0=3 transform scorrectly underthe R-sym m etry and itisanom alous

free.From theR-transform ation ofthegaugino eq.(31)wededucethat

� ! e
�i2�

� (33)

and thegaugekineticfunction transform sas

f ! f � i2�� (34)

leaving thee�ectiveLagrangian invariant.

Itisthen ofno surprise thatby a sim ple reparam etrization ofthe auxiliary

�eld � weobtain thee�ectivesuperpotentialderived by im posing thatthetrace,

axialand superconform alanom alies cancelat the one-loop approxim ation. In

thisapproach an e�ective superpotentialPeff isgiven by [8,13,15,16]

Peff =
1

4
Y (S +

2b0

3
ln(Y=�03)) (35)

where the scalarcom ponentofY isidenti�ed with the gaugino condensate. Its

functionaldependenceon S isobtained by m inim izing thescalarpotentialand it

isproportionalto �3

c.

Aswe said before,we m ay sim ply casta superpotentialP asin thisform by

de�ning

P = �m 2
� + f��w

�
w
� (36)

with f given in eq.(19) and w the gauge covariant chiralsuper�eld (which has

�� asitsscalarcom ponent). Then by using the equation ofm otion for� (� =

�ww=m2)and rescaling theauxiliary �eld �,oneobtains

P =
m 2e

�
�
0(S + �ln(�0=�3); (37)

which is proportionalto the superpotentialused in the \e�ective" superpoten-

tialapproach,eq.(35). Clearly the e�ects ofthe gaugino bilinear on the gauge
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couplingobtained from eq.(19)and (30)can beinterpreted astheone-loop renor-

m alization ofthegaugecoupling given by

g
�2 (�c)= g

�2 (�gut)+ 2b0ln(�c=�gut) (38)

and since the beta-function is related by supergravity to the axial,trace and

superconform alanom alies[15],thisenforcesthe\e�ective"superpotentialeq.(35)

to takeprecisely thesam efrom asin eq.(37).

4.4 T he fullE�ective potential

As we have seen,the e�ective Lagrangian expressed in term s ofthe would-be

Goldstoneboson correctly param eterisestheform ofthegaugino condensatede-

rived by otherm ethods.W hatthisconnection showsisthatthese analysesjust

givethe\treelevel"form ofthee�ectivepotentialdescribingthegauginoconden-

sateand that(cf.Section 3 )radiativecorrectionsm ustbeincluded.Indeed the

purpose ofdeveloping thisform alism wasto allow usto study non-perturbative

e�ectsin thestrong hidden sectorcoupling using theN-J-L m ethod.W eproceed

by calculating the� dependenceofthee�ectivepotential,V.If,atthem inim um

ofV,� developsavacuum expectation valueitwillsignalthatagauginoconden-

sate isdynam ically preferred,corresponding to the breaking ofsupersym m etry.

To the extentthatexpressing the theory in term softhe auxiliary �eld � isjust

a re-param eterisation ofthetheory ourresultswillbeexact.

Aswehaveseen,elim inating � leadstoaLagrangian involving afour-ferm ion

interaction. Such a four-ferm ion interaction m ay be expected to occur due to

(non-perturbative) gauge interactions involving gauge boson and gaugino ex-

changewith coe�cient/ � �1

c .Herewechooseto param eterisethestrong gauge

interaction in term softhisfourferm ion interaction ratherthan theprim arygauge

and gaugino couplings. W e are then able to perform the non-perturbative sum

ofthese interactionscorresponding to the sum ofallferm ion bubble graphs. In

thisway we can get,albeitincom plete,inform ation aboutthe dynam icsofsuch

non-perturbative e�ects. W e �nd that they can have a dram atic e�ect on the

structure ofthe e�ective potentialallowing fora stable non-trivialm inim um for

� corresponding to a supersym m etry breaking solution with a largem asshierar-

chy. Thisdem onstratesthe im portance ofincluding the binding e�ectsand,at

the very least,should encourage e�ortsto perform a m ore com plete sum m ation

ofsuch e�ects.

Thetreelevelpotentialfor�,given by eqs.(26-28),

V0 =
m 4j�j2

4SrT
3

r

(1+
Sr

�
)2 (39)

is clearly sem ipositive de�nite,as in the N-J-L m odel,and the m inim um is at

� = 0 which im pliesthatthereisno gaugino condensateand no SUSY breaking
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at tree level. This is consistent with the observation ofCasas3 et al.[19]that

gaugino condensation asusually param eterised doesnotoccurin m odelswith a

singlehidden sectorgaugegroup factor.Howeverwehaveargued itisessentialto

go beyond treelevelto includenon-perturbativee�ectsin thee�ectivepotential

which m ay allow fora non-trivialm inim um even in the sim ple case ofa single

hidden sector gauge group. This non-perturbative sum (equivalent to the NJL

sum ) is readily obtained sim ply by com puting the one loop correction to V.

If these destabilise the potentialthe resultant m inim um willcorrespond to a

cancellation oftreeleveland one-loop term swhich,asnoted above,isnecessarily

non-perturbativein character[20].

The one-loop radiative corrections m ay be calculated using the Colem an-

W einberg one-loop e�ectivepotential,

V1 =
1

32�2
Str

Z

d
2
pp

2
ln(p2 + M

2) (40)

where M 2 represents the square m assm atricesand Str the supertrace. V1 can

beintegrated to give

V1 =
1

64�2
�4
StrJ(x) (41)

with

J(x)= x+ x
2
ln(

x

1+ x
)+ ln(1+ x) (42)

and

x =
M 2

�2
: (43)

Sincethe4-Ferm iinteraction isnon-renorm alizableweregularizeitbyintroducing

a m om entum spacecuto� � thatshould beidentify with thecondensation scale

eq.(2).Thesupertracestrofa function Q(M 2)isde�ned by

strQ(x)= 3trQ(M 2

A )+ trQ(M 2

S)� 2trQ(M 2

F )+ 2Q(4m 2

3=2)� 4Q(m 2

3=2) (44)

where M 2

A ;S;F are the (m ass)2 m atricesforvectors,scalarsand spin=1/2 �elds.

The 2Q(4m 2

3=2
)term isthe contribution ofthe spin=3/2 particle,the gravitino,

and �4Q(m 2

3=2
)isdueto thegaugecondition  R � 
 = 0.

Thescalarm assesfortheS and T �eldsare

m
2

S = 4m 2

3=2; (45)

m
2

T = 8m 2

3=2H : (46)

In calculating the scalar m asses one has to take into account that the scalar

kinetic term sarenot(and can notbe)in a canonicalform .The ferm ion m asses

can beread o� oftheN=1 sugra Lagrangian.Therelevantterm sare

LF M =
1

2
��R iB

ij
�Lj + h:c: (47)

3O nceduality sym m etry isincluded thescalarpotentialisno longersem ipositivede�niteat

treelevelbutthereisno solution forreasonablevaluesofthe gaugecoupling constant
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with

B
m n = m 3=2(G

m
i G

n
j)

�1=2 [D ij +
1

4�
(4fij � 4G

ij

k (G
�1 )klf

l� (Ref)�1 fifj)] (48)

and

D
ij = G

ij � G
i
G
j � G

ij

k (G
�1 )klG

l
: (49)

Using W and f ofeqs.(18)and (19)theferm ion m assesarethen theeigenvalues

of

(B nm )= m 3=2

 
2Sr
�
�

S2r
4�R ef

p
3=2

p
3=2 1

!

: (50)

Finally thegaugino m assisgiven by

m
2

g = m
2

3=2

�2H 2

4(Ref)2
: (51)

These are the supersym m etry breaking m asses following from the gaugino

condensate. In addition we should allow for a supersym m etric contribution to

them assofthehidden sectorstatesgenerated by thestrong hidden sectorforces

which (in analogy with QCD) m ay be expected to be con�ning. Ofcourse we

are unable to determ ine these m assesand so we proceed by exam ining the vari-

ouspossibilities. The �rstpossibility isthatthe gaugino condensate form sata

scale above con�nem entand there isa dom ain in which the statesare correctly

described by thegaugebosonsand gauginoswith theonly m asscom ing from the

gaugino condensate as calculated above (It is thought the equivalent situation

m ay occurin QCD with chiralsym m etry breakingoccurringbeforecon�nem ent).

In thiscasewem ay now com pute,using eqs.(39-51),theoneloop potential.Al-

ternatively con�nem ent m ay occur at,or above,the condensate scale. In this

casetheradiativecorrectionsshould becom puted using thecon�ned spectrum of

states.Lackingknowledgeofthisspectrum wem ay stilltry toestim atetheresult

by usingtheaveragedescription ofthesestatesin term sofgluonsand gluinosbut

allowing forthecon�nem ente�ectsby giving them a com m on (supersym m etric)

m ass.W ewilldiscussboth thesecasesin thenextsection.

5 D ynam icalbreaking ofSU SY

W e are now in a position to determ ine whetheritisenergetically favourable for

a gaugino condensateto form .From eqs.(41-46)itisclearthatin orderto have

a SUSY breaking solution to thegap equation

@

@�
(V0 + V1)= 0 (52)

the negative contribution from the ferm ion loopsm ustdom inate (note thatthe

contribution to the one-loop scalarpotentialfrom each individualm assive state

13



isa m onotonic function ofthe m ass(fora �xed cuto�)being zero only forvan-

ishing m ass). In thislim itsince the (supersym m etry breaking)gaugino m assin

eq.(51)isproportionaltog2 astronggaugecouplingconstantwillbedynam ically

preferred,i.e. g�2 = Ref << 1. Asitstandsthe one-loop potentialwillgo to

�1 forRef = 0.Thisisan unphysicalsingularity which willberem oved when

non-perturbative e�ectsare included foritcorrespondsto in�nite coupling. As

we discussed in Section 4 the value ofRef isnota free param eterforitde�nes

theinitialfourferm ion interaction used tode�nethestrongbindinginteraction in

theN-J-L approach wehaveadopted to study gaugino condensation (cf.eq.(29).

Below the scale ofgaugino condensation the e�ective four ferm ion interaction

m usthave the form c2

� 2
c

(���)2,c= O (1),where the condensation scale �c isalso

thecon�nem entscale.Thiswillbetrueprovided [Ref(�)]�1 in eq.(29)reachesa

m axim um \frozen" value [Ref]�1 = c

� c
. Asm ay be seen from eqs.(19),(20)and

(30)the residualam biguity in Ref param eterised by c correspondsto an am bi-

guity in determ ining m 2� (and hence���)in term sof�3c,relatively unim portant

when considering whetheracondensatewillform .W eim posethisphysically m o-

tivated condition asa reasonable param etrization ofthe strong coupling e�ects

which m ustelim inatetheunphysicaldivergenceassociated with thevanishing of

Ref and which wearepresently unableto calculate.

Unfortunately thisstilldoesnotcuretheproblem ofan unbounded potential

forthepotentialstillgoesto-1 alongthedirection inwhich agauginocondensate

form s with T,the m odulus setting the radius ofcom pacti�cation,in the lim it

T ! 0. Clearly this is physically unacceptable. As we willsee this problem

m ay betraced to an inadequatetreatm entofthee�ectivepotentialin theregion

T ! 0(thelargeradiuslim it)which can becorrected by dem andingthepotential

to beinvariantunderthespace duality sym m etry.The origin ofthisproblem is

thatin theT ! 0 lim itcorresponding to thelargeradius(R)lim itKaluza Klein

m odeswith m asses� 1=R 2 cannotbeneglected in writingthelow-energy e�ective

Lagrangian. Recentwork hasshown [12,21,22,13,14]thatthe e�ectofthese

m odesm ay be included by constructing a superpotentialinvariantunderspace

duality sym m etry which isknown to hold forcom pacti�ed string m odels,and so

to study the T ! 0 lim it we turn now to the inclusion ofthese Kaluza-Klein

e�ects.

5.1 Space-D uality sym m etry and the e�ective potential

Spaceduality isasym m etry ofthestring Lagrangian and itisfound toallorders

in perturbation theory [22,13,14].Incorporating thissym m etry in thee�ective

D=4 theory,onehasto im poseduality invarianceon theKahlerpotentialeq.(1)

and thegaugekineticfunction f.

Underthissym m etry theS �eld rem ainsinvariantwhiletheT �eld transform s

14



asan elem entoftheSL(2,Z)group,

T !
�T � i�

i
T + �
(53)

with �;�;
;��Z and �� � �
 = 1. The superpotentialm ust transform as a

m odularfunction ofweight-3,

W (T)!
W (T)

(i
T + �)3
: (54)

The generalform forthe T dependence in W (T)is given in term s of�(T)the

Dedekind eta-function (�(T)= q1=24
Q

n(1� qn);q(T)= exp(�2�T)),with m od-

ularweight1/2,and P(T),apolynom ialoftheabsoluteinvariantfunction j(T).

The com pacti�cation scale should also be rede�ned so that it is m odular

invariant

�2

gut!
1

< ReSReT > j�(T)j4
(55)

W ith these m odi�cations the e�ective N=1 sugra m odeland the gauge kinetic

function are m odular invariant. W e turn now to a consideration ofhow these

e�ects change ofthe locally supersym m etric N-J-L m odel. In place ofeqs.(18)

and (26)thesuperpotentialand thetreelevelscalarpotentialarenow given by

W = m
2
�
�6 (T)�; (56)

V0 = m
2

3=2H (57)

with

H =
3T2

r

4�2
ĵG 2(T)j

2 + (1+
Sr

�
)2 � 3: (58)

Ĝ 2(T)istheEisenstein m odularform with m odularweight2.SinceV0 ism odular

invariantweonly need to considerT � 1.

Them inim um ofV isnow wellde�ned.A gauginocondensateisenergetically

favoured,with � acquiring a value to m inim ize Ref. As discussed above this

correspondsto Ref = �c=cm P and

j�j2 = �
2
e
�S r=�e

� c=cm p (59)

for�c << cm p wehave

� =
�3

c

�2

gut

: (60)

Using thisidenti�cation thescalarpotentialgiven by

Vtot = V0 + V1

is

Vtot = �4

c(
H �2

c

4SrT
3

rj�j
12
�

ng

32�2
J(
m 2

g

�2

c

))+ V
0

1
(61)

withJ given ineq.(42),V 0

1
theone-looppotentialfortheS andT chiralsuper�elds

and ng thedim ension ofthehidden sectorgaugegroup.
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5.2 D eterm ination ofthe Supersym m etry B reaking scale

W e have now constructed the m odularinvariantpotentialwhich determ ine the

valuesforthe S and T �eldsand hence the hierarchy relating m 3=2 to m P (the

Planck m ass).W estartwith the�rstcasediscussed abovein which con�nem ent

m assesareneglected.Thescalarpotentialeq.(61)can bem inim ized num erically.

Atthem inim um them odulusS is

Sr ’
8�

c

s
1

ng
(62)

and thegravitino (m ass)2 is

m
2

3=2 ’
4
p
2

c3
(
16

3
)3

b
9=2

0

S
17=2
r

e
�3S r=4b0 (63)

where c isthe proportionality constantin Ref = � c

cm p
(we willtake itto be one

(i.e.c= 1)).Asseen in eq.(62)and (63)thevalueofthegravitino m assishighly

dependenton theone-loop beta function b0 and ng.Neverthelessitisvery inter-

esting thatforcertain valuesofb0 and ng one can obtain a phenom enologically

acceptablesolution with theexistence ofonly onegaugino condensate.Previous

attem ptsto obtain realistic valuesforthe gravitino m ass[24,25,19]needed at

least two gaugino condensates with di�erent gauge groups and either an inter-

m ediatescaleand/orthepresenceofm atter�eldswith non-vanishing v.e.v.As

wehaveem phasised thedi�erenceoccursbecausetheseanalysesdid notinclude

the radiative corrections to the e�ective potentialcorresponding to the strong

gaugino binding e�ects.

W em aydem onstratethatalargehierarchy m ayoccurwith reasonablechoices

forthehidden sectorm ultipletcontentby m eansofasim pleexam ple.W echoose

thegaugegroup SU(5)in thehidden sectortogetherwith 6hidden sectorferm ion

�eldsin thefundam entalrepresentation (b0 = (3N �
nf

2
)=16�2 foran SU(N)group

with nf ferm ion �eldsin thefundam entalrepresentation).In thiscasethevalues

ofthedi�erent�elds,condensation scaleand gravitino m assare

ReS = Sr=2= 2:65;

ReT = Tr=2= 8:25;

�2

c = 1:99 10�13 ;

m
2

3=2 = 1:24 10�32 : (64)

Thisgivesavalueofm 3=2 = 249GeV forthegravitinom assand�c = 8:931011GeV

forthe condensation scale both ofwhich are phenom enologically realistic. The

corresponding value forthe gaugecoupling atthe com pacti�cation scale isg2 =
1

2:65
.
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Asdiscussed above con�nem ente�ectsm ay cause the spectrum determ ining

one loop e�ectsto di�erfrom thatused above so we turn to a consideration of

how thesee�ectsm ay alterourconclusions.Sincewedo notknow thedetailsof

thisspectrum we willassum e that,asan average ofthese e�ects,the stateswill

getacom m on (supersym m etric)m assm con which weexpecttobeproportionalto

thecondensation scale(m con = a�c).W ecan now m inim izethescalarpotential

including thesecon�nem ente�ects.Atthem inim um thevalueofthem odulusS

and thegravitino m assare:

Sr ’ 8�

s

1

ng

1
q

1� aln(1+ a
a
)

m
02

3=2 = m
2

3=2(1� aln(
1+ a

a
))3=2 (65)

with m 2

3=2
given in eq.(63).W eseefrom eq.(65)thatthee�ectsofthecon�nem ent

m ass is to shift (increase) the v.e.v. ofS. Clearly it is stillpossible to obtain

phenom enologically interesting resultsforreasonablevaluesofa (i.e.a � O (1)).

In allthesolutionsso farobtained thevalueofthepotentialatthem inim um

isnegative corresponding to a non-vanishing cosm ologicalconstantoforder�4

c,

m any ordersofm agnitude largerthan present bounds. Thisproblem isshared

by allattem ptsto generate supersym m etry breaking and we have nothing new

to add to the discussion. It is possible to cancelthe cosm ologicalconstant by

m odifying the superpotentialand �ne tuning but we postpone a discussion of

this and ofthe im plications ofthe supersym m etry breaking discussed here for

them oduliand scalar�eldsto a subsequentpaper[26].

6 C onclusions and Sum m ary

Ifgaugino condensate form sin a N=1 supergravity theory supersym m etry will

bebroken.Thecondition thattheGoldstonem ode,associated with thesponta-

neousbreaking oftheR sym m etry by thegaugino condensate,becoupled in an

N=1 locally supersym m etric way leads to a highly restricted form ofthe e�ec-

tive Lagrangian describing thism ode.W ehave determ ined thisLagrangian and

dem onstrated thatitleadstoadescription ofthee�ectivepotentialdescribingthe

gaugino condensateequivalentto the\truncated" and \e�ective" superpotential

approaches.

However,thedescription in term softheGoldstonem odeshowsthatthee�ec-

tivepotentialshould becorrected byradiativee�ectswhich m aypresentapproach

allowsforthestudy ofthegap equation and itwasfound thata strong e�ective

coupling between the gauginosis dynam ically preferred and a gaugino conden-

sate energetically favoured. After im posing a cut-o� on the e�ective coupling

consistentwith dim ensionalanalysiswedeterm inethe�nestructureconstantat
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thecom pacti�cation scaleaswellasthem agnitudeofthehierarchy between the

gravitino and thePlanck m asses.They arelargely determ ined by the�-function

and dim ension ofthe hidden sectorgauge group. Di�erent phenom enologically

interesting solutions are possible and we showed,as an exam ple,how a choice

based on a SU(5)group gavevery reasonablevaluesboth forthegaugecoupling

and them asshierarchy.

TheworkofA.M .hasbeen supported byU.N.A.M .(M exico)andORS(U.K.).
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