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A bstract

W e study the possbility that supersymm etry is broken via a gaugino
condensate In four dim ensional string theories. W e derive an e ective
Jow -energy theory describing the G oldstone m ode associated w ith the R—
symm etry breaking driven by gaugino condensation and show that this
gives a description of gaugino condensation equivalent, at tree level, to
other e ective Lagrangian approaches based on the sym m etries of the the-
ory. A study ofthem ass gap equation show s that non-perturbative e ects
favour the appearance of a gaugino condensate. By m inin izing the e ec—
tive potential descrbing both the condensate and the m oduli determ ning
the gauge coupling constant and radius of com pacti cation we show that
large hierarchy m ay occurbetw een the gravitino m ass and the P lanck m ass
w ith the existence of only one gaugino condensate. A ssociated w ith this
is a determ mnation of the ne structure constant and the com pacti cation
scale.

1 Introduction

T here has recently been considerable attention focused on the study of super-
symm etry (SUSY ) breaking in the e ective Lagrangian obtained from superstring
com pacti cation [Li]. Ifone is to avoid the inclusion of an explicit m ass scale asso-
ciated w ith thisbreaking then it m ust proceed through nonperturbative e ectsPl.
Perhaps the m ost prom ising origin for such breaking is via gaugino condensate
B,4, 8] in the hidden sector for it can easily kad to a large hierarchy between
the P lanck and gravitino m ass. T his is so because the scale of gaugino condensa—
tion is expected to corresoond to the scale at which the gauge coupling constant
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becom es strong. If the coupling at the com pacti cation scale is sm all then, us—
Ing the renom alization group equation, the scale at which the coupling becom es
large is exponentially suppressed relative to the initial scale.

In order to study the SU SY breaking which results from gaugino condensation
it is necessary to detemm ne the e ective low —energy theory below the scale  gut
of string com pacti cation. M ost analyses start by introducing a \truncated su—
perpotential" W =< S > ,where S is the m odulus super eld detem ining the
gauge coupling, g° = % , at the com pacti cation scale, the gaugiho eld and
the brackets denote the vacuum expectation value (vexv.). The form of< S >
has been determ ined by dim ensional analysis, by instanton calculations [}] and
by inposing an R-symm etry to the superpotential [, 4, 7}]. These all require
< S > to have the form cexp( 3S=2X) where c is proportionalto ;lt and Iy
isthe coe cient oftheg ?=4 temm in the beta-fiinction associated w ith the hidden
sector gauge group . A nother approach to param eterize the gaugino condensate is
via the e ective Lagrangian B]. In this approach the gaugino bilinear is assigned
to a chiral super eld and its superpotential is obtained by dem anding that it
gives the correct tem s to cancel the trace, axial and superconform al anom alies.
T he functional dependence of the gaugino condensate, Y , on them odulus elds
S and T is given by m inin izing the scalar potential.

A though these approaches give a general param eterization of the gaugino
condensate they do not address the dynam ical question why a condensate is
energetically favoured. In practice this is an in portant consideration for the con—
tribution to the vacuum energy from gaugino binding e ectscan play a signi cant
role In detem ining the structure of the potential and the SUSY breaking e ects
In the visbl sector. In order to study such e ects it is necessary to evaluate
the nonperturbative e ects giving rise to gaugino condensation. The com plte
solution is clearly beyond our present-day technology so we are forced to em -
ply approxin ation m ethods. Here we will apply Nambu-Jona-Lasinio N -J-L)
techniques @] to obtain non-perturbative infom ation about the gaugino binding.

W e start by constructing the e ective Lagrangian describing the G oldstone
m ode that results when a gaugino condensate form s due to the spontaneous sym —
m etry breaking of Rsymm etry. The form ofthe e ective Lagrangian describing
the G oldstone m ode is strongly constrained by the requirem ent of N=1 local
SUSY f[I3] and we show that this leads to a prediction of the dependence of
the gaugino condensate on the modulus S and T oconsistent w ith the previous
approaches m entioned above. However our approach show s that the resultant
treelevel form with an e ective four-ferm ion coupling should be radiatively cor-
rected. In non-susy m odels it isknown that, for su ciently strong coupling, such
a 4-Fem i interaction drives a ferm ion condensate dynam ically and breaks the
chiral sym m etry spontaneously. By contrast, in the globalSUSY version [I1]the
form ation ofbound states is not dynam ically preferred, due to SU SY . In the local
SU SY m odelobtained from 4-D superstring of interest here, a (non-perturbative)
calculation of the radiative corrections via the Schw IngerD yson equation show s



that dynam ical sym m etry breaking is energetically favoured. The e ective po—
tential from the S and T elds is shown to be bounded from below in a simpl
0 1bifbld m odel once the constraints of duality invariance {12,13,14] are satis ed
(The inclusion of this symm etry is relkevant for xing the vacuum expectation
value (vewv. ofthemodulusT that param eterizes the com pacti ed dim ensions).
By m Inin izing the full e ective potential for the m oduli and gaugino we show
that a lJarge m ass hierarchy m ay develop, with a reasonabl prediction for the
com pacti cation scale and the value of the ne structure constant.

T he outline ofthe paper is as ollow s. In Section 2 we Introduce the structure
ofthe e ective Lagrangian in the hidden sector ofa four din ensional superstring
theory and the consider the expected form of the gaugino condensate. By way
ofm otivation we discuss in Section 3 the N -J-L analysis of ferm ion condensation
In the non-supersymm etric case. In Section 4 we derive an e ective Lagrangian
which describbes the G oldstone m ode of broken R-symm etry and show that it
Jeads to a param eterisation of the gaugino condensate equivalent, at tree level,
to previous approaches. W e conclude this section w ith a calculation ofthe 1 loop
corrections. In Section 5 we discuss the N-J-L. analysis In the locally supersym —
m etric case and show that, taking the constraints of duality into account, there
isa stablem nimum atwhich the scale of SUSY breaking is determm Ined. Section
6 presents our conclusions.

2 Thee ective Lagrangian in D = 4 superstrings

The e ective D = 4 superstring inspired m odel [}] is a N=1 supergraviy (sugra)
[[d] with at least two gaugesinglet moduli S and T as well as an unspeci ed
num ber of gauge chiralm atter super elds. The N=1 sugra is speci ed by two
functions, the K ahlr potential, G, and the gauge kinetic function, £. In the
sin plest case a singke (1,1) modulus super eld T determm ines the radius of the
com pacti ed space. The K ahlerpotential is given by (here and henceforth we set

Mpanak = 1)

1
G=K hE¥ ) @)

whereK = n(S+ S)+ 3In@T + T 2 73’; F),’; are the (untwisted) chiral
super elds and W is the superpotential that depends on the chiral super elds.
T he gauge coupling constant is given in tem s ofthe realpart of the gauge kinetic
fiinction, g = Ref, and at the com pacti cation scale i is just g 2 = ReS.

As we will discuss in Section 5.1 the orm of the superpotential should be
restricted by the m odular nvariance of the underlying string theory. In order to
m ake contact w ith previous results we rst discuss in Section 4 the non-m odular
Invarant form (equivalent to dropping the contrilbutions ofthe K aluza K kein and
w inding m odes) and subsequently determ ine the full m odular nvariant form in
Section 5.1.



It isbelieved that a gaugino condensation w ill form at a scale where the gauge
coupling constant becom es strong. This scale is determ ined by the renom aliza—
tion group equation and at the one loop lvel it is

2 2 ReS=bg
o] gute (2)

w ih
S @3)
9t < ReSReT >

the com pacti cation scale. From dim ensional analysis or instanton calculations
we know that the gaugino condensate, if it occurs, should be proportional to

2 . N ote that gaugino condensation, if i form sbelow the com pacti cation scale,
is largely a eld theory phenom enon com ing from the strong YangM ills gauge
forces in the hidden sector farbelow the scale of string excitations. The di erence
from usual YangM ills theory lies in the fact that the gauge coupling is itself
a dynam ical variable (@2 / ReS). The value of the vev for the modulus S
determm ines the value of the gauge ocoupling at the com pacti cation scale and
hence the m agniude of the hierarchy.

Here we wish to discuss whether non-perturbative e ects favour a gaugino
condensate and to determ ine the e ective potential forthe S eld. T he approach
weeamn ploy is rstto construct thee ective Lagrangian describing the light degrees
of freedom below the scale at which the gauge coupling becom es strong. If the
e ect of this Interaction is to generate a gaugiho condensate, the R -symm etry
under w hich the gaughos transform w ill be spontaneously broken. The e ective
Lagrangian below . willthen describe the G oldstone m odes associated w ith this
goontaneous symm etry breaking and the stability or otherw ise of the system to
such breaking can be discussed In tem s of these elds. This approach closely
parallels the procedure adopted in the N -J-L. m odeland by way ofm otivation we

rst discuss how the analysis prooeeds in the non-supersym m etric case.

3 The non-supersym m etric N -J-L. m odel

The non-SUSY N-J-L m odel starts w ith a four-ferm ion interaction described by
the Lagrangian given by [g]

1
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or in two com ponent notation *
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Here ¢° is a din ensional coupling, g = h?= ?, where h is a din ensionless and

is the m ass scale at which the new physics generating the four-fermm ion Interac—
tion appears. The theory hasa U (1), U (1)z chiral symm etry of independent
phase rotations of the Jeft and right handed ferm fon com ponents. Eq.{§) can be
rew ritten In tem s of an auxiliary scalar ed ,

L=1i(, @ ¢+ g @ g) j_?f"'g R .t9 1 R ©)

and by is classical equation of motion isidenti ed with g g 1 . Elim inating
Jast gives eq. ) .
T he tree level potential

Vo= 3% )
is sem Ppositive de nite and the mnnmmum isat = 0, ie. no condensation
state. T he one-loop corrections are properly taken into account by the C olem an—

W einbery result [§]

1 2

Vi= g5 dpPphE +mp): ®)

Integrating eq.@) out using a m om entum -space cuto , because the interaction is
non-renom alizable, one obtains

4
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T he scalar potential is then the sum 0ofVy and V; and i is given by

42 2 X
Vv = e 2(—x X x]n(l+ X) In@+ x)) 11)
w ith 92 )
= 3 5 12)

From eq.(ll) it is easy to see that the extremum condition is

Qv 1 X
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P rovided V has a negative slope at the origin eq.{13) adm its a non-trivial solution
which is dynam ically preferred. T his is possibble only for

_g-

> L (14)



ie. a strong coupling constant. In this case eq.{13) gives
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which is the fam iliar m ass gap equation that could have been derived from the
interaction ofeq.@) . N ote that this solution is necessarily non-perturbative since
it equates tree level and one loop contributions. Tt is straightorward to show that
it am ounts to a non-perturbative sum m ation of ferm ion bubble graphs, which are
dom nant in the large N . lin i where N . is the num ber of colours.

T he solution correspondstothecasewhere acquiresavewxv. andtheU (1)

U (1)g chiral symm etry of the Lagrangian eq.) isbroken to U 1)y g . In this
case the associated G oldstone m ode m ay be identi ed with the eld whidh,
through quantum e ects, acquires a kinetic term L, and becom es a propagating

eld. It may be seen that L + L is the e ective Lagrangian describing the light
G odstone) degrees of freedom , approprate below , together w ith the ferm ion

eld. The e ective potential calculated using this Lagrangian just reproduces
the resuls using the m ore fam iliar Schw ingerD yson equation follow ing from the
origihal Lagrangian eq.f). Thus the e ective Lagrangian descrbing the would-
be G odstone m ode provides a convenient way of in plem enting the N J-L, schem e
for sum m Ing the kading tem s in the hrge N, 1im it.

4 An e ective Lagrangian description of gaug-
ino condensation

W etum now to the superstring insgoired N=1 sugra m odel. A s In the case ofthe

N -J-L. m odelwe ook fora form ulation that param eterizes the gaugino bilinear by

a classically non—propagating auxiliary eld which at the quantum levelbecom es

the G oldstone m ode associated w ith the breaking of a continuous symm etry. In

this case, however, the form ation of the original theory in tem s of an auxiliary
eld must be m ade consistent w ith local SUSY .

4.1 The broken R symm etry G oldstone m ode

For gauginos, In the absence of superpotential tem s, there is an R symm etry
which is spontaneously broken if a gaugino condensate fomm s keading to a G old-
stonem ode. In this case the auxiliary eld describing thiswoulddbem odem ust
be embedded in a chiralsuper eld which is coupled In a supersym m etric way.

Fora superpotentialW and gauge kinetic function £ depending on an auxiliary
chimlsuper eld = ( ; ;h),where ; ;h arethe scalar, ferm ion and auxiliary
eld com ponents, the temm s in the N=1 sugra lJagrangian involring these elds



are (suppressing allgauge indices) {[Q] :
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where ; represents the gaugiho el (v ith kinetic term Ly = sRef @ ),

the gravitino eld, ; the fem jon com ponent of the chiral m atter super eld
rsand W %Vl with z' the scalar com ponent of ’ ;. The classical equation of
motion for yield
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wih V = L Ly and Ly the kinetic Lagrangian.
The e ective theory describing the Interaction of is speci ed once W and
f are given. The e ects of gauge boson-gaugino interaction w illbe to generate
an e ective four ferm ion vertex. The form factor for this vertex vanishes rapidly
above . as the gauge coupling becom es weak and is essentially constant below
¢ for the gauge sector is con ned and allm asses are of the order ..

If we dem and that the e ective theory given in tem s of the auxiliary eld
generates this 4-Fem i interaction then the form ofthe W and f are uniguely
determm ined (up to a constant),

W =m? ; 18)

f= In(=)+S 9

wherem and aremassparametersand isa dim ensionless constant. From the
classical equation ofm otion egs.{l7]) the scalar com ponent of the auxiliary eld
is given in temn s of the gaugino bilinear by

K =2
= .

R L7 (20)
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while the ferm ion com ponent vanishes at the classical level. T he third equation
of egs.{l7) is an extremum condition on the scalar potential and once the one-
Joop corrections are ncluded it is just the m ass gap equation. A s we w ill now

show, this choice of W and f leads to an e ective four-fem ion interaction of
the desired form once the auxiliary eld is elin lnated by its classical equation of
m otion, eq.20) .

4.2 Tree level potential
For a pure gauge theory in the hidden sector the tree level scalar potentialis {10]
Vo= Be® +hsh®G ")f+ hyh™ G ')I) @1)

where hgy and h; are the F-tem s of the chiral super elds S and T . In general
they are given by
_ 1 : 1 .
hi=e®?G,+ Zfi R 1 Gi' Ry Lk > riGj 1 ° 22)
SUSY willbe broken ifeither hg or hy develop a non-vanishing vexy.. From the

structure of V, eq.@1) one can see that it is possble to have broken SUSY and
zero cosm ological constant (G *? )% are negative), unlke In global SUSY .

The ferm ion partner of the auxilary eld h; wWih =S or T) wih non-
vanishing vewv. will give rse to the Goldstino eld. It is easily recognized as
the com bination of ferm ions that couple to the gravitino {10]

w ith .
1.; G=2 ~ 1 L o~im
L= (gf R L € G it EgG Tizy ¢
In local SUSY the G oldstino willbe eaten by the gravitino which will acquire a

m ass 1
m§=2=ZeK W Fe 23)

W emay now apply this form alism to the choice of W and fgiven i eq.{l§) and
eq.(l%). In thiscase theFtem s forthe Sand T elds are

L, 1+ 8,=

hg = e®™ 5= ) (24)
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3
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withS, =S+ SandT,=T+ T.
T he tree Jevel scalar potential is then

Vo=m3H 26)
w ih
Sr,
H= 1+ —) (27)
and the gravitino m ass given by
4
m
m2,= 3 7, 28)
45,T3

In temm s of the gaugiho eld the scalar potential is

> 29)

o

|
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where the factor of R ef )? in the denom inator in eq.€9) appearsbecause we have
rescaled the gaugiho elds appearing in this equation to have canonical kinetic
term s. Thus we have shown that a choice of W and £ in egs.{18) and ({9) leads
to a our-fem ion interaction as desired.

The form we have derived depends on the parameters ,m, and . Since
(cfeq.@0)) m? is proportional to which on dim ensional grounds we expect
to have thevev./ 2 (if i develops one), we obtain using eq.{13)

m2 — m2 eReS: eRef: i: (30)
It is then naturally to chose = 2Bh=3 andm = = gt (dierent choices of
m; are possblk as Iong as the relation of eq.(3Q) is satis ed). Aswe will see
this identi cation is consistent with previous param eterizations of the gaugino
condensate and w ith the one-Joop running of the gauge coupling constant.

4.3 Connection with param eterisations of the gaugino
condensate

From egs.2628) we seethatavew. or , corresponding to gaugino condensate,
willbreak SUSY giving the gravitino a m ass. It is worth rem arking at this point
that the choice = 2lg=3 m eans the form of the scalar potential given by eq.28)
is ddentical to that obtained by the \truncated" approach §, §, 1] in which the
e ects of the gaugiho condensate are included \by hand" by including in the
superpotentialtheterm W = ;utexp ( 35=2Iy). The form ofthis superpotential
was (uniquely) detem Ined by the condition that it should transform undertheR -
symm etry in the appropriate way for a gaugino bilinear. Under the R -sym m etry

L!et g @1



i4h,
3

The S transfom ation eq.(32) cancels the anomalustem ( L = % FF, where

F is the dual tensor of ') com Ing from the gaugino bilinear. In the approach
adopted here when a gaugino condensate form s  will be the G oldstone m ode
associated with the spontaneous breaking of this R-symm etry. Since the con—
struction leading to eq.¢9) respects both the underlying R -symm etry and local
SUSY itm ust duplicate these resuls obtained in the \truncated" approach which
rely on the R-symm etry. Thus we m ay understand the origin of the highly con—
strained form ofegs.fl8) and {19) kading to the potential ofeq.9) as ollow ing
from oconsistency w ith the symm etries of the system .

S ! 32)

In fact, it is easily seen that the e ective theory described by eq.(8), @9)
and = 2k=3 transfom s correctly under the R -symm etry and it is anom alous
free. From the R ~transform ation of the gaugino eq.(31) we deduce that

1oe® (33)
and the gauge kinetic function transfom s as
£f! £ 12 (34)

Jleaving the e ective Lagrangian invariant.
It is then of no surprise that by a sin ple reparam etrization of the auxiliary
eld we obtain the e ective superpotential derived by im posing that the trace,
axial and superconformm al anom alies cancel at the one-loop approxin ation. In
this approach an e ective superpotential P o¢¢ is given by [B, 13,15, 14]

1 2
Perr= Y S+ %Jn = %)) (35)

w here the scalar com ponent of Y is identi ed w ith the gaugino condensate. Its
finctional dependence on S is obtained by m nin izing the scalar potentialand it
isproportionalto 2.

Aswe sald before, wem ay sin ply cast a superpotential P as in this om by
de ning
P m? +f ww 36)

wih f given in eq.({9) and w the gauge covariant chiral super eld which has
as its scalar com ponent). Then by using the equation of motion for ( =
ww=m?) and rescaling the auxiliary eld ,one obtains

2
p="C0g4 m(%?; 37)

which is proportional to the superpotential used in the \e ective" superpoten—
tial approach, eq.(35). Clarly the e ects of the gaugio bilinear on the gauge

10



coupling obtained from eg.{lY) and (30) can be interpreted as the one-oop renor-
m alization of the gauge coupling given by

(=97 (gu)+ 2In( = gup) (38)

and since the beta-function is relhted by supergraviy to the axial, trace and
superconform alanom alies [L5], thisenforces the \e ective" superpotentialeq.B5)
to take precisely the sam e from as in eq.@37).

44 The fullE ective potential

A s we have seen, the e ective Lagrangian expressed in tem s of the would-be
G oldstone boson correctly param eterises the form of the gaugino condensate de—
rived by other m ethods. W hat this connection show s is that these analyses just
give the \tree kevel" form ofthee ective potential describing the gaugino conden—
sate and that (cf. Section ::3 ) radiative correctionsm ust be nclided. Tndeed the
purpose of developing this form alisn was to allow us to study non-perturbative
e ects in the strong hidden sector coupling using the N -J-1, m ethod. W e procead
by calculating the dependence ofthe e ective potential, V . If, at the m inin um
ofV, developsa vacuum expectation value it w ill signalthat a gaugino conden—
sate is dynam ically preferred, corresoonding to the breaking of supersym m etry.
To the extent that expressing the theory in tem s of the auxiliary eld is jast
a reparam eterisation of the theory our resuls willbe exact.

A swe have seen, elin nating ladsto a Lagrangian involving a four-ferm ion
Interaction. Such a four-fermm jon interaction m ay be expected to occur due to
(non-perturbative) gauge Interactions involving gauge boson and gaugino ex—
change w ith coe cient / cl . Here we choose to param eterise the strong gauge
Interaction in termm softhis four ferm ion interaction ratherthan the prin ary gauge
and gaugino couplings. W e are then ablk to perform the non-perturbative sum
of these interactions corresponding to the sum of all ferm ion bubble graphs. In
thisway we can get, albeit lncom plkte, Inform ation about the dynam ics of such
non-perturbative e ects. W e nd that they can have a dram atic e ect on the
structure of the e ective potential allow ing for a stable non-trivialm Ininum for
corresponding to a supersym m etry breaking solution w ith a large m ass hierar-
chy. This dem onstrates the in portance of including the binding e ects and, at
the very least, should encourage e orts to perform a m ore com plete sum m ation
of such e ects.

The tree kevel potential for , given by egs.24-28),
m?y ¥ S

Vo = 1+ —)? 39
0 4SrTr3( ) 39)

is clearly sam jpositive de nite, as n the N-J-L. m odel, and the m ininum is at
= 0 which in plies that there is no gaugiho condensate and no SU SY breaking

11



at tree Jevel. This is consistent with the ocbservation ofCasasl?I et al.fl9] that
gaugino condensation as usually param eterised does not occur in m odels with a
single hidden sector gauge group factor. H owever we have argued it is essentialto
go beyond tree level to include non—perturbative e ects In the e ective potential
which may allow for a non-trivialm ininum even in the sin ple case of a sihgle
hidden sector gauge group. T his non-perturbative sum (equivalent to the N JL
sum ) is readily obtained simply by com puting the one loop correction to V.
If these destabilise the potential the resultant m ninum will correspond to a
cancellation of tree level and one-loop term s which, as noted above, is necessarily
non-perturbative n character 201.

The onedoop radiative corrections m ay be calculated using the Colem an—
W einberg one-loop e ective potential,
z

Vv, = Str EFpp’hE’+ M ?) (40)

32 2
where M 2 represents the square m ass m atrices and Str the supertrace. V; can
be Integrated to give

= * 41
Vis o7 SEI) (41)
w ih <
J(x)= x+ x°In ( )+ In (1+ x) 42)
1+ x
and
M2
X= —: 43)

Since the 4-Fem iinteraction isnon-renom alizable w e regularize it by Introducing
amomentum space cuto  that should be identify with the condensation scale
eq.{2) . The supertrace str of a function Q M #) isde ned by

StrQ )= 3trQ M )+ trQ M 2) 20 M F)+ 20 dm3,) 40 m3,) (44)

where M 7 . . are the (mass)” m atrices for vectors, scalars and spin=1/2 elds.
The 20 (4m §:2> termm is the contribution of the spin= 3/2 partick, the gravitino,

and 4Q (m3_,) is due to the gauge condition g = 0.
The scalarmasses forthe S and T elds are
mZ=4m?,; 45)
m2 =8mZH: (46)

In calculating the scalar m asses one has to take into acoount that the scalar
kinetic term s are not (and can not be) in a canonical form . The ferm ion m asses
can be read o ofthe N=1 sugra Lagrangian. T he relevant tem s are

1y

LFM = 5 RiB J L]+ hec: (47)

30 noe duality symm etry is included the scalar potential is no longer sem jpositive de nite at
tree Jevelbut there is no solution for reasonable values of the gauge coupling constant

12



w ith

U N -
B™® = m., (GTG§)1—2D13+4—(4f13 4G,) G ')ffY Ref) TEEY)] @8)

and 3
DP9=6Y G'G7 G G ')eh: 49)
Using W and f ofegs.f18) and {19) the ferm ion m asses are then the eigenvalues
of
2S. 52 p§ 2 !
B")=miy p_* Ref : ©0)
3=2 1

F inally the gaugino m ass is given by
5 ZH 2

m_= mgzzm : (51)

g

These are the supersymm etry breaking m asses follow ing from the gaugiho
condensate. In addition we should allow for a supersym m etric contribution to
the m ass of the hidden sector states generated by the strong hidden sector forces
which (in analogy wih QCD ) may be expected to be con ning. O f course we
are unable to detem ine these m asses and so we proceed by exam ining the vari-
ous possibilities. The rst possibility is that the gaugino condensate fom s at a
scale above con nem ent and there is a dom ain In which the states are correctly
described by the gauge bosons and gauginos w ith the only m ass com ing from the
gaugino condensate as calculated above (It is thought the equivalent situation
may occur n Q CD w ith chiral sym m etry breaking occurring before con nem ent).
In this case wem ay now com pute, using egs.39-51), the one loop potential. A -
tematively con nem ent m ay occur at, or above, the condensate scale. In this
case the radiative corrections should be com puted using the con ned soectrum of
states. Lacking know ledge ofthis spectrum wem ay still try to estin ate the result
by using the average description of these states in tem s ofglions and gliinosbut
allow Ing for the con nem ent e ectsby giving them a comm on (supersym m etric)
m ass. W e will discuss both these cases In the next section.

5 D ynam icalbreaking of SU SY

W e are now In a position to detemm ine whether it is energetically favourable for
a gaugio condensate to om . From egs.@1-'46) i is clear that in order to have
a SUSY breaking solution to the gap equation

@

the negative contrbution from the ferm ion loops must dom nate (ote that the
contribution to the one-doop scalar potential from each ndividualm assive state
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is a m onotonic finction ofthemass (fora xed cuto ) belhg zero only for van—
ishing m ass). In this lin it sihoe the (supersym m etry breaking) gaugino m ass in
eq.(51) isproportionalto g? a strong gauge coupling constant w illbe dynam ically
preferred, ie. g2 = Ref << 1. As it stands the one-loop potential will go to

1 forRef = 0. This is an unphysical shqgularity which w illbe rem oved when
non-perturbative e ects are ilncluded for it corresponds to In nite coupling. As
we discussed In Section 4 the value of Ref isnot a fiee param eter for i de nes
the initial four ferm ion interaction used to de ne the strong binding Interaction in
the N -J-L approach we have adopted to study gaugino condensation (cf. eq.29).
Below the scal of gaugino condensation the e ective four fem ion interaction
m ust have the fom % ( Y, c= 0 (1), where the condensation scale . isalo

the con nem ent scale. This willbe true provided Ref ( )]! 1 eq.£9) reachesa
maxinum \frozen" value Ref]’ = <. Asmay be seen from egs.(19),20) and
@30) the residual ambiguity in Ref pacmm eterised by ¢ corresponds to an ambi-
guity n detem ningm?  (@nd hence ) in tem sof , relatively unin portant
when considering w hether a condensate w ill form . W e In pose this physically m o—
tivated condition as a reasonable param etrization of the strong coupling e ects
which must elim Inate the unphysical divergence associated w ith the vanishing of
Ref and which we are presently unable to calculate .

Unfortunately this still does not cure the problm ofan unbounded potential
forthepotentialstillgoesto -1 along the direction in which a gaugino condensate
form s with T, the m odulus setting the radius of com pacti cation, in the lim it
T ! 0. Clarly this is physically unacceptable. A s we will see this problam
m ay be traced to an nadequate treatm ent of the e ective potential in the region
T ! 0 (the large radius 1im it) which can be corrected by dem anding the potential
to be nvariant under the space duality symm etry. T he origin of this problem is
that n the T ! 0 Im it corresponding to the large radius R) lim it K aluza K Jein
modeswithmasses 1=R? cannotbe neglcted in w riting the low -energy e ective
Lagrangian. Recent work has shown {12, 21, 24, 13, 14] that the e ect of these
m odes m ay be included by constructing a superpotential Invariant under space
duality symm etry which is known to hold for com pacti ed string m odels, and so
to sudy the T ! 0 lin it we tum now to the inclusion of these K aluza-K lein
e ects.

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

Space duality is a symm etry of the string Lagrangian and it is found to all orders
in perturbation theory R2,13,14]. Incorporating this symm etry in the e ective
D = 4 theory, one has to in pose duality invariance on the K ahler potential eq. )
and the gauge kinetic function f.

Underthissymm etry theS eld ram ains invariantwhilkethe T eld transformm s
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as an elam ent ofthe SL (2,Z2) group,

T i
T! —m (63)
1T+
wih ; ; ; 2 and = 1. The superpotential must transform as a
m odular function ofweight 3,
W (T)
W ! — 54
T) AT+ (54)

The general fom for the T dependeQnoe InW (T) isgiven in temm s of (T') the
D edekind eta—fiinction ( (T)= g™~ (1 ' );qT)= exp( 2 T)),wih mod-
ularweight 1/2,and P (T ) , a polynom ialofthe absolute invariant function j(T).

The ocom pacti cation scale should also be rede ned so that it is m odular
nvariant
ot ! = (55)
T < ReSReT > j (T)4
W ih these m odi cations the e ective N=1 sugra m odel and the gauge kinetic
function are m odular invariant. W e tum now to a consideration of how these
e ects change of the locally supersymm etric N-JL model. In place of egs. (18)

and @6) the superpotential and the tree kevel scalar potential are now given by

W =m? °() ; (56)
Vo= m3H 67)
w ith
3T7 Sr .,
H = 12 ,T)F+ @A+ =) 3: (58)

é\z (T) istheE isenstein m odular form w ith m odularweight 2. Sihce Vg ism odular
Invariant we only need to consider T 1.

Them nmum ofV isnow wellde ned. A gaugino condensate is energetically
favoured, wih  acquiring a valie to m inim ize Ref. A s discussed above this
correspondsto Ref = =cm; and

JF= 2e8 " g ™r (59)

or << cm, wehave
3

= % (60)

2
gut

U sing this identi cation the scalar potential given by

Ve = Vg + V3

H 2 n m 2
Vige = & = g2+ v. 61
tot C(4SrTr3j 2 32 ( g)) 1 (61)
with J given in eq.{@2),V,” the one-loop potential forthe S and T chiralsuper elds
and ng4 the din ension of the hidden sector gauge group.
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5.2 D eterm ination ofthe Supersym m etry B reaking scale

W e have now oconstructed the m odular invarant potential which detem ine the
values forthe S and T elds and hence the hierarchy relating m 5, tomp (the
P lanck m ass). W e start with the st case discussed above In which con nem ent
m asses are neglkcted. The scalar potentialeq. (61) can bem inin ized num erically.
Atthem nimum themodulusS is

S

8 1
C

S’ (62)
Ng
and the gravitho (m ass)? is
2 4105 16 5 B 35 =4k
ms, = (g) gl72 e " 63)

where ¢ is the proportionality constant n Ref = cmcp (we will take it to be one

(dle.c= 1)). Asseen in eq.(62) and (63) the value of the gravitino m ass ishighly
dependent on the one-oop beta function by and ny. Nevertheless it is very inter-
esting that for certain values of by and ngy one can obtain a phenom enologically
accsptable solution w ith the existence of only one gaugino condensate. P revious
attem pts to cbtain realistic values for the gravitino m ass 24, 25,'19] needed at
Jeast two gaugino condensates w ith di erent gauge groups and either an inter—
m ediate scale and/or the presence ofm atter elds w ith non-vanishing vewv. As
we have em phasised the di erence occurs because these analyses did not include
the radiative corrections to the e ective potential corresponding to the strong
gaugino binding e ects.

W em ay dem onstrate that a Jarge hierarchy m ay occurw ith reasonable choices
for the hidden sectorm ultiplet content by m eans ofa sin pl exam pl. W e choose
the gauge group SU (5) in the hidden sector togetherw ith 6 hidden sector ferm ion

elds in the findam ental representation (g = (GN 7f)=16 2 oran SU (N ) group
with ns ferm ion elds In the fundam ental representation) . In this case the values
ofthe di erent elds, condensation scale and gravitino m ass are

ReS = S,.=2= 2:65;

ReT = T,=2= 825;
2=19910";
m3,=12410%: (64)

Thisgivesa valuieofm 5, = 249G eV Porthegravithomassand .= 8:9310" GeV
for the condensation scale both of which are phenom enoclogically realistic. The

corresponding value for the gauge coupling at the com pacti cation scalk is g° =
1
2:65 °
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A s discussed above con nem ent e ectsm ay cause the spectrum determm ining
one loop e ects to di er from that used above so we tum to a consideration of
how these e ectsm ay alter our conclisions. Sihce we do not know the details of
this spectrum we w ill assum e that, as an average of these e ects, the states will
geta comm on (supersymm etric) m assm ., wWhich we expect to be proportionalto
the condensation scale M oon = @ ). W e can now m Inin ize the scalar potential
Including these con nem ent e ects. At them ininum the value ofthem odulus S
and the gravitino m ass are:

S

1 1
S, 8 —eg—r-—————
ng 1 aln@2)

a

Lr 2y (65)

my,=m5, 1 alh(

a
wihm3_, given in eq.(63). W e see from eq.(65) that thee ectsofthe con nement
m ass is to shift (ncrease) the vewr. of S. Clarly it is still possible to obtain
phenom enologically interesting results for reasonabl values ofa (ie.a 0O (1)).

In allthe solutions so far obtained the value of the potential at the m nin um
is negative corresponding to a non-vanishing coam ological constant of order g,
m any orders of m agnitude larger than present bounds. This problem is shared
by all attem pts to generate supersym m etry breaking and we have nothing new
to add to the discussion. It is possible to cancel the cosn ological constant by
m odifying the superpotential and ne tuning but we postpone a discussion of
this and of the in plications of the supersym m etry breaking discussed here for
them oduliand scalar elds to a subsequent paper R6].

6 Conclusions and Sum m ary

If gaugino condensate form s in a N=1 supergraviy theory supersymm etry will
be broken. T he condition that the G oldstone m ode, associated w ith the soonta-
neous breaking of the R sym m etry by the gaugino condensate, be coupled in an
N=1 locally supersymm etric way lads to a highly restricted form of the e ec-
tive Lagrangian describing thism ode. W e have determm ined this Lagrangian and
dem onstrated that it leadsto a description ofthe e ective potentialdescribing the
gaugho condensate equivalent to the \truncated" and \e ective" superpotential
approaches.

H ow ever, the description in temm s ofthe G oldstonem ode show sthat thee ec—
tive potential should be corrected by radiative e ectswhich m ay present approach
allow s for the study of the gap equation and it was found that a strong e ective
coupling between the gauginos is dynam ically preferred and a gaugino conden—
sate energetically favoured. A fler Inposing a cut-o on the e ective coupling
consistent w ith din ensional analysis we determ ine the ne structure constant at
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the com pacti cation scale as well as the m agnitude of the hierarchy between the
graviino and the P lanck m asses. They are largely determ ined by the -function
and dim ension of the hidden sector gauge group. D i erent phenom enologically
Interesting solutions are possibl and we showed, as an exam pl, how a choice

based on a SU (5) group gave very reasonable values both for the gauge coupling
and the m ass hierarchy.

Thework ofA M .hasbeen supportedby U N A M . M exioo) andORS U K .).
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