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A bstract

Supersym m etry is generally broken by the non-vanishing vacuum energy density present

during ination. In supergravity m odels,such a source ofsupersym m etry breaking typi-

cally m akes a contribution to scalar m asses oforder ~m 2 � H2,where H 2 � V=M 2
P is the

Hubble param eter during ination. W e show that in supergravity m odels which possess

a Heisenberg sym m etry,supersym m etry breaking m akes no contribution to scalarm asses,

leaving supersym m etric atdirectionsatattree-level.One-loop correctionsin generallift

theatdirections,butnaturally give sm allnegative squared m asses� � g2H 2=(4�)2 forall

atdirectionsthatdo notinvolve the stop.No-scale supergravity oftheSU(N,1)type and

theuntwisted sectorsfrom orbifold com pacti�cationsarespecialcasesofthisgeneralsetof

m odels.W epointouttheim portanceofthepreservation ofatdirectionsforbaryogenesis.
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Oneofthem orerobustm echanism sforthegeneration ofacosm ologicalbaryon asym m e-

tryisthedecayofthecoherentscalar�eld oscillationsalongatdirectionsin supersym m etric

theories,com m only referred to as the A�eck-Dine (AD)m echanism [1]. It is wellknown

thatin the supersym m etric standard m odeland in supersym m etric grand uni�ed theories,

therearedirectionsin �eld spacein which both theF-and D -term softhescalarpotential

vanish identically.Such a direction wasexplicitly constructed in thecontextofSU(5)in [1]

and generalized to largergutsaswell[2]. Supersym m etry breaking spoilsthe atness,and

oneexpectsthegeneration ofsoftscalarm assesforallscalar�eldsoforderofthesupersym -

m etry breakingscale,~m .A baryon asym m etry can begenerated ifatsom eearly stagein the

evolution oftheUniverse,the�eldsalong theatdirection obtain largevacuum expectation

valuesand can beassociated with a baryon num berviolating operator.Subsequently,when

the expansion rate,given by the Hubble param eter,H ,isoforder ~m ,coherentscalar�eld

oscillationsalong theatdirection carrying abaryon num berbegin.Thedecay ofthescalar

�eld oscillationsresultsin a �nalbaryon asym m etry [1,3].

TheAD scenario outlined aboveisnorm ally im plem ented in thecontextofination [4].

During ination,scalar�eldswith m asses,m < H ,are driven by quantum uctuationsto

largevacuum valueswhich becom ethesourceofthescalar�eld oscillationsonceination is

over.To avoid thewashoutofthebaryon asym m etry by electroweak sphaleron interactions

[5],the scenario worksm osteasily in the fram ework ofa gutlargerthan m inim alSU(5)in

which B � L isviolated,though itispossiblethattheasym m etry can bepreserved even when

B � L isnotviolated [6].Indeed,itispossibletoim plem enttheAD scenarioforbaryogenesis

withoutany additionalbaryon num berviolation beyond thatin thestandard m odelso long

aslepton num berisviolated [7].Here,atdirectionsassociated with lepton num berviolating

operatorscan beused to generatea lepton asym m etry which issubsequently converted into

a baryon asym m etry by sphaleron interactions.

Recently, it has been argued that the sim ple picture ofdriving scalar �elds to large

vacuum valuesalong atdirectionsduring ination isdram atically altered in thecontextof

supergravity [8].During ination,theUniverseisdom inated by thevacuum energy density,

V � H2M 2
P .Thepresence ofa non-vanishing and positivevacuum energy density indicates

thatsupergravity isbroken and softm assesoforderofthegravitinom ass� H aregenerated

[9]. A sim ilar observation was m ade in [10]where itwas noted thatother atdirections,

associated with m oduli,also receive large contributions to their m asses from a non-zero
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vacuum energy density during ination. There itwasargued thatin such casesthere m ay

be no m oduliproblem (a.k.a. Polonyiproblem [11]) involving excess entropy production.

Howeverthissolution would requirethattheexpectation valueofthem oduliareunchanged

during and afterination,an unlikely circum stance.The contribution to scalarm assescan

beeasily understood by consideringforexam ple,thescalarpotentialin asupergravity m odel

described by a K�ahlerpotentialG [12],

V = e
G
h

G i(G
�1 )

i

j
G
j � 3

i

(1)

whereG i= @G=@�iand G i= @G=@��i.A positivevacuum energy density,V > 0,needed for

ination,requiresthateG G i6= 0,thusbreaking supergravity,and im pliesthatthegravitino

m ass,m 3=2 = eG =2 6= 0.Typically,scalarsquared m asseswillpick up a contribution oforder

m 2
3=2

� V=M 2
P � H2,thusliftingtheatdirectionsand potentiallypreventingtherealization

oftheAD scenario asargued in [8].Below weusereduced Planck units:M P =
p
8� = 1.

To see this, let us consider a m inim alsupergravity m odelwhose K�ahler potentialis

de�ned by

G = zz
� + �

�
i�

i+ lnjW (z)+ W (�)j2 (2)

where z isa Polonyi-like �eld [13]needed to break supergravity,and we denote the scalar

com ponentsoftheusualm atterchiralsuperm ultipletsby �i.W and W arethesuperpoten-

tialsof�i and z respectively.In thiscase,thescalarpotentialbecom es

V = e
zz�+ ��

i
�i
h

jW z + z
�(W + W )j2 + jW �i + �

�
i(W + W )j2 � 3j(W + W )j2

i

(3)

Included in the above expression for V ,one �nds a m ass term for the m atter �elds �i,

eG ��i�
i= m 2

3=2
��i�

i.Ifz breakssupergravity thisterm isnon-vanishing.Asitappliesto all

scalar�elds(in them attersector),allatdirectionsarelifted by itaswell.

Anotherinstructive way to see the lifting ofatdirectionsisto exam ine the expression

(see,forexam ple [14])forthe trace ofthe scalarsquared m assm atrix (we ignore D -term s

assum ing theinaton isa gaugesinglet),

TrM 2
0 = 2TrM 2

1=2 + 2(N � 1)V + 2m23=2

h

(N � 3)� Gi(G
�1 )

i

j
R
j

k(G
�1 )

k

l
G
l
i

(4)

where (N � 1) is the totalnum ber ofchiralm ultiplets �i,R
j

i = (lndetG)
j

i is the K�ahler

Riccitensor,and TrM 2
1=2

isthe atspace value ofthe trace ofthe chiralferm ion squared
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m assm atrix.In them inim alsupergravity m odeldescribed by eq.(2),G
j

i = �
j

i and R
j

i = 0.

Thusthetracesgive

Tr(M 2
0 � 2M 2

1=2)� + m
2
A + m

2
B � 2m2� = � 4m23=2 + 2(N � 1)

�

m
2
3=2 + V

�

; (5)

guaranteeingasplittingam ongeach ofthechiralm ultiplets� by an am ountm 2
3=2

(neglecting

space-tim ecurvaturecontributionstoferm ion m asses).In (5),m A and m B arethem assesof

thescalarcom ponentsofz,� isitsferm ion com ponent(i.e.,thegoldstino:m � = 2m 3=2 atthe

ground state),and theirm assessatisfy m 2
A + m 2

B � 2m2� = � 4m2
3=2
.Asshown below,a m ore

carefulde�nition ofscalar\m asses" isrequired when weconsidernon-m inim alsupergravity

m odels.

Theaboveargum entscan begeneralized tosupergravitym odelswith non-m inim alK�ahler

potentials. By and large the sam e conclusions hold asclaim ed in [8]. However aswe will

show below,there isa wide classofm odelswith considerable phenom enologicalinterestin

which atdirectionsarenotlifted by supergravity breaking.Indeed,theatnessisensured

by a \Heisenberg sym m etry" [15]ofthekineticfunction in thisclassofm odels.

A specialclassofthesem odelsareno-scalesupergravitym odels,thatwere�rstintroduced

in [16]and havetherem arkableproperty thatthegravitinom assisundeterm ined atthetree

leveldespite the fact that supergravity is broken. No-scale supergravity has been used

heavily in constructing supergravity m odelsin which allm assscalesbelow thePlanck scale

aredeterm ined radiatively [17],[18].Indeed,thedecouplingofthegravitinom assfrom global

supersym m etry breaking in theobservablesectorwasused toderivem odelswith a gravitino

m ass atthe Planck scale forthe case [19]g � 0 and within a few ordersofthatscale for

the case [27]W i � 0,with phenom enologically acceptable supersym m etry breaking in the

m attersector.A largegravitino m assallowsa su�ciently early decay ofthegravitino,thus

avoiding [20]potentialcosm ologicalproblem s associated with the gravitino [21]. In this

context,them oduliproblem scan also beresolved [22].M any inationary m odelshavealso

been considered in thecontextofno-scalesupergravity [23].Thesem odelsem ergenaturally

in torus [24]or,for the untwisted sector,orbifold [25]com pacti�cations ofthe heterotic

string.

W ewillconsiderthepossibility thattheinaton isoneofthe�i orisa \hidden sector"

�eld. Thuswe introduce the setofchiral�eldsz;�i;ya,with ya in the hidden sector,and
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de�nethe\Heisenberg sym m etry" asfollows[15],

�z = �
�
i�

i
; ��

i= �
i
; �y

a = 0; (6)

where�iarecom plex param etersand ��i theircom plex conjugates.Theinvariantsunderthis

sym m etry aretheya and thecom bination

� � z+ z
� � �

�
i�

i
: (7)

Letusassum e thisisa sym m etry ofthe kinetic function in the K�ahlerpotential. W e also

requirethatthe�eld zdoesnothaveacouplingin thesuperpotential.Then them ostgeneral

K�ahlerpotentialbecom es

G = f(�)+ lnjW (�)j2 + g(y); (8)

wherethesuperpotentialW isa holom orphicfunction of�i only.

To analyze the resulting theory,we �rstlook atthe kinetic term softhe chiralscalars.

In term softheoriginal�eldsz and �i,thekineticterm sarewritten as

K = f
00j@zj2 + f

00
�
i
@z@�

�
i + f

00
�
�
j@z

�
@�

j + (f00��j�
i� f

0
�
i
j)@�

j
@�

�
i: (9)

where 0denotesdi�erentiation with respectto �.To \diagonalize" thekinetic term so that

chiralscalarsdo nothave m ixing kinetic term s,we rewrite the kinetic term sin term sof�

de�ned in Eq.(7)and a U(1)current[26,27,28]

I� = i(@�z� @�z
�)� i(�i@��

�
i � �

�
i@��

i); (10)

and they read as

K = f
00
h

(@�)2 + (I�)
2
i

� f
0j@�ij2: (11)

Therefore,weregard � and �i asindependentdegreesoffreedom ratherthan z and �i.

W e are now at the stage to write down the scalar potential. Following the general

de�nition (1)and m atrix inversion [29],

V = e
f(�)+ g(y)

" 
f02

f00
� 3

!

jW j2 �
1

f0
jW ij

2 + ga(g
�1 )abg

b

#

: (12)

Itisim portantto noticethatthecrossterm j��iW j2 hasdisappeared in thescalarpotential.

Becauseoftheabsenceofthecrossterm ,atdirectionsrem ain ateven duringtheination.
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A detailed discussion ofthe dynam ics of� �eld during ination can be found in Ref.[29]

fora speci�c choice off = (3=8)ln� + �2.The no-scale m odelcorrespondsto f = � 3ln�,

f02 = 3f00and the�rstterm in (12)vanishes.Thepotentialthen takestheform

V = e
g
h

e
2

3
fjW ij

2 + e
f
ga(g

�1 )abg
b
i

; (13)

which ispositivede�nite.Therequirem entthatthevacuum energy vanishesim plies

hW ii= hgaiatthe m inim um . Asa consequence � isundeterm ined and so isthe gravitino

m assm 3=2(�).

Theeasiestway to seethattheLagrangian (12)preservestheatdirection isto look at

theequation ofm otion ofthe�elds�i.In theinationary universe,itreadsas

��i+ 3H _�i+ �ij�
_�j_� �

ef+ g

f0

" 
f02

f00
� 3

!

W iW
� �

1

f0
W ij(W j)

�

#

= 0; (14)

wheretheconnection �ij� isde�ned below.Sincetheatdirection ischaracterized byW i= 0,

W ij = 0,itiseasy to see thata constant�i satis�esthe equation ofm otion forany values

of�i along theatdirection.

Itisprobably also usefulto look atthee�ectivem assterm forthequantum uctuations

during ination.Forde�niteness,we restrictourselvesto the no-scale case in the following

discussion.Theusualprocedureofthecovariantexpansion around thebackground �eldsis

asfollows.W estartfrom thegeneralaction

I[�]=

Z

d
4
x
p
� g

�
1

2
g
��
G ��(�)@��

�
@��

� � V (�)

�

; (15)

and expand the�eldsas

�
� = �

�
0 + �

� �
1

2
����

�
�
 + O (�3): (16)

Hereand below,theindices�;�;:::refergenerically to�,�i;��i,and theChristo�elsym bol

��� isderived from them etricG ��(�)on the�eld space.W eobtain

I[�]= I[�0]+

Z

d
4
x
p
� g

h

g
��
G ��@��

�
0D ��

� � @�V �
�
i

+
1

2

Z

d
4
x
p
� g

h

g
��
G ��D ��

�
D ��

� + R ����

�
�
g
��
@��

�
0@��

�

0 � (D�@�V )�
�
�
�
i

+O (�3): (17)
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The covariant derivative is de�ned by D ��
� = @��

� + ����
. The last term contains the

e�ective term m assterm fortheuctuation ��,

(m 2)�� = D �@�V = @�@�V � ����@�V; (18)

and itstracegivesthe�eld reparam etrization invariantresult(4),with R
j

k =
1

3
(N + 1)G

j

k in

theno-scalecase.W enow look attheuctuation �iofthe�i�elds.In ourcase,however,we

assum e thatthe � �eld isconstantduring ination and do notuse the equation ofm otion

forthe� �eld.Ifweused theequation ofm otion,the� �eld would rolldown thepotential,

and thepotentialidentically vanishesin thelim it� ! 1 .Itisusually assum ed thathigher

ordercorrectionsto thepotentialstopsthisrun-away behavior,and � willbe�xed atsom e

point.How thism ay explicitly berealized willbediscussed below.Following thisstandard

approach and regarding the � �eld asa constant,we do notallow a uctuation for�.This

in turn m eans�� � �
�

ij�
i�j=2 = 0+ O (�3):Then the linearterm in the �� doesnotvanish

in I[�],butprecisely cancelsthe second term �
�

ij@�V in (m 2)ij. The e�ective m assterm is

hence just @i@jV . Then it should be clear from the explicit form ofthe potentialV that

thereisno additionalm assterm to theatdirection even during ination.�

A naturalquestion arisesasto whetherhigherordercorrectionsm odify theform ofthe

K�ahlerpotential,thereby lifting the atdirection. Indeed,only the kinetic energy partof

ourK�ahlerpotentialrespectstheHeisenberg sym m etry,which isbroken by gaugecouplings

aswellasby the superpotential. However,an explicitone-loop calculation showsthatthe

gravitationalinteractionspreserve the Heisenberg sym m etry [15]. Therefore,the only pos-

sible contribution to the m assofthe atdirectionscom e from eithergauge interactionsor

superpotentialcouplings that contribute to the renorm alized K�ahler potential. Using the

generalresults [14,30]for the one-loop corrected supergravity lagrangian,we obtain,as-

sum ing thatination isdriven by an F-term ratherthan a D -term (the resultissim ilarif

hD i6= 0):

�

m
2
�j

i
=

ln(�2=�2)

32�2

(

hiklh
�jkl

"

�hV i+ m
2
3=2

 

5
f02

f00
+ 2

f0f000

f002
� 10�

f04

f002

! #

� 4�
j

ig
2
aC

a
2(R i)

"

�hV i+ m
2
3=2

 
f0f000

f002
� 2

! # )

; (19)

�Fora m oregeneralchoiceoff(�)asin [29],thepotentialm ay nothavethisrun-away behaviorfor�.In

thiscase,� willsettle to itsm inim um during ination,and V� vanishesthere.Therefore,the e�ective m ass

term isalso just@i@jV in the m oregeneralcaseaswell.
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wherethevacuum energy hV iand thegravitino m assm 3=2 aretheirvaluesduring ination.

� � hV i is the appropriate infrared cut-o� in the loop integral,and � is the cuto� scale

below which the e�ective supergravity Lagrangian given by the K�ahlerpotentialeq.(8)is

valid;� = 1 in m any m odelsbutcan be lowerifthe inaton isa com posite �eld. The h’s

areYukawa coupling constantsga;C
a
2(R i)arethecoupling constantand m atterCasim irfor

the factorgauge group G a,and the param eter�;�;are m odeldependent. In the no-scale

casef = � 3ln�,theresult(19)reducestoy

�

m
2
�j

i
=
ln(�2=�2)

32�2
hV i

h

�hiklh
�jkl� 4��

j

ig
2
aC

a
2(R i)

i

: (20)

Ifthe inaton isone ofthe �i (�0 6= 0),� = � = 2

3
. Ifthe inaton isin the hidden sector

(ya 6= 0),� < 0; � = 1 ifthe inaton isnotthe dilaton s : hsi= g�2 . Ifthe inaton is

thestandard string dilaton,� = � = � 1.In allbutthelastcasethem assesarenegativeif

gaugecouplingsdom inateYukawa couplings.In thefollowing weassum etheinaton isnot

thedilaton.

There are severalinteresting points in the above form ulae. First ofall,higher order

e�ects are always suppressed by the typicalone-loop factor 1=(4�)2. The vacuum energy

is related to the expansion rate by H 2 = (1=3)hV i, and hence the typicalm ass of the

at directions is m 2 ’ 10�2 H 2 during ination. W hile these one-loop m asses are sm all

enough to generate classical�elds on large scales during ination,they are too large to

allow su�cientgrowth due to quantum uctuationsin orderto generate a sizeable baryon

asym m etry.Duringination,quantum uctuationsin h�2ibegin togrow in tim easH 3t=4�2

[31]up toalim itingvaluegiven by h�2i= 3H 4=8�2m 2.Duringination,thelow m om entum

m odesoftheseuctuationswillbeindistinguishablefrom a classical�eld with an am plitude

�0 ’
q

h�2i.In the(AD)m echanism forbaryogenesiswith ination,thebaryon asym m etry

produced is[4]

nB

s
�

��0
4
m I

3=2

M X
2
M P

5=2 ~m
<
� 1012(

�0

M P

)4 (21)

where m I � 10�7 M P isthe inaton m ass,M X � 10�3 M P isthe scale associated with the

baryon num ber violation, ~m � 10�16 is the susy breaking scale when V = 0,i.e. after

ination,and � isa m easure oftheCP violation and in thiscase can easily beO(1).If�0
2

yIn the context ofstring theory,Eq. (20) is valid in m ore realistic m ulti-m odulino-scale m odels that

describethe untwisted sectorsfrom orbifold com pacti�cations.
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were given by the m axim um value ofthe uctuations generated by ination,then �0
2
�

6H 2 � 10�13 M 2
P and too sm allan asym m etry would result. However,as we have seen in

eq. (20),forallscalarm atter�eldsaside from stops,the contribution to the m asssquared

is negative as the Yukawa couplings are sm aller than the gauge couplings. Thus any at

direction notinvolving stops,willhave a negative contribution atone-loop withoutan ad

hoc choice ofthe param eters.z Now,even though uctuationswillbegin the growth of�0,

the classicalequations ofm otion soon take over. The classicalequations ofm otion drive

�0 as(� m2)twhich issm allerthan the quantum growth only forH t< H 4=m 4. Then for

H t> H 2=(� m2),the classicalgrowth of�0,becom esnonlinear� H e�m
2t=3H ,and �0 will

run o� to its m inim um determ ined by the one-loop corrections to �4,which are again of

orderV . An explicit one-loop calculation [14,30]shows thatthe e�ective potentialalong

theatdirection hasa form

Veff �
g2

(4�)2
hV i

 

� 2�2log

 
�2

g2�2

!

+ �
2

!

+ O (hV i)2; (22)

where � isthe cuto� ofthe e�ective supergravity theory,and hasa m inim um around � ’

0:5�. Also thisisconsistentbecause thise�ective potentialisonly oforder� hV ig2=(4�)2

and is a sm allcorrection to the inaton energy density which drives the ination. Thus,

�0 � MP willbegenerated and in thiscasethesubsequentsferm ion oscillation willdom inate

theenergy density and a baryon asym m etry willresultwhich isindependentofinationary

param etersasoriginally discussed in [1,3]and willproducenB =s� O (1).

Finally,as noted above,in order to realize the scenario presented here in the no-scale

case,we need a m echanism to stabilize the �-�eld. In no-scale m odels,typically hV i =

0;m 2
3=2

6= 0 attheground state.Thereforeitisvery plausible thatthereisa solution with

hV i� ln(�2=m 2
3=2
)m 4

3=2
=32�2 � m 2

3=2
during ination.Underthisassum ption,theoneloop

corrections[14]givea contribution

�V = �
1

32�2

h

�m
4
3=2ln(�

2
=m

2
3=2)+ O (V 2)

i

; (23)

zW e do notneed to choosea particularsetofparam etersbecause the atdirection ispreserved attree-

level,and the one-loop correction isa sm allperturbation. In m odelswhere the atdirectionsare lifted at

treelevel,onehasto add by hand tree-levelterm slike�G = cj�j2j j2 to theK �ahlerpotential,and im pose[8]

c< 0,where isthe inaton,in orderto generatea totalnegativesquared m ass(in m inim alsupergravity,

the tree levelsquared m assesthat are generated during ination are positive as seen in eq.(5)). However,

thisisan O (1)e�ect,and one hasto be carefulnotto spoilthe positivity ofthe potentialand the kinetic

term s.Forinstance,onehasto im pose� 1< c< � 2=3 forthe caseofthe inaton potentialin [32].
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with m 2
3=2

/ ef(�),and � is m odel-dependent. If�0 is the inaton,� = 14,for a hidden

sectorinaton yo,� = 13{21.x Fora hidden sectorinaton,V / ef(�)and therequirem ents

thatV + �V > 0;m 2
� > 0,give give the condition 3=2 > ln(�2=m 2

3=2
)> 1 which could be

considered asa�netuningcondition.Actually,thesevaluescorrespond toresultsfound (see,

e.g.[18,27])in m odelswherethesym m etry breaking potentialisgenerated by condensation

ata scale�.Foran inaton � 0;V / ef(�)=3,and them 2
� m assisalwayspositive;positivity

ofthe one-loop corrected potentialrequires only ln(�2=m 2
3=2
) > 5=3 Once the positivity

requirem ents are satis�ed,we obtain m 2
� � hV i,which issu�cientto assure thatination

can occurin thefalsevacuum .

In sum m ary,we have shown that although it is a relatively generalproperty that at

directionsreceive tree-levelm assesduring ination,thisconclusion doesnotapply to thea

classofm odelswhich possessa Heisenberg sym m etry. Thisclasscontainsthe phenom eno-

logically interesting no-scalesupergravity m odelsaswelltheform sofsupergravity expected

from string theory truncations. W e have also shown that although at directions rem ain

atatthe tree-levelin thisclassofm odels,one-loop correctionsupsetthe atnessand we

expect that for allat directions which do not involve stops,a negative m ass squared is

generated reulting in large expectation valuesalong the atdirections,leading,in turn,to

(AD)baryogenesisalong thelinesoriginally suggested.
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xIfthere are N h additionalhidden sector scalarswith m assesoforderm 3=2,� ! � + N h;here we set

N h = 0:
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