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W e investigate the e�ects ofhidden m atter condensation on supersym m etry

breaking in supergravity m odelsderived from freeferm ionicstrings.W e�nd that

them inim um ofthee�ective potentialin them odulusdirection dependsstrongly

on only one param eterwhich is�xed by the hidden sector. Fornonpositive val-

ues ofthe param eter the potentialis unstable which constrains realistic m odels

severely. For positive and decreasing values which correspond to m ore and/or

lighterhidden m atter,TR increaseswhereasTI isperiodicand dependson thepa-

ram etervery weakly. Supersym m etry can be broken in the m atterdirection with

a stable vacuum only ifthe �eldswhich give m assto the hidden m atterare light

and havem odulusindependentKahlerpotentials.Then,forawiderangeofm odel

param eters,supersym m etry is m ainly broken by hidden m atter condensation in

the m atterdirection ratherthan by hidden gaugino condensation in the m odulus

direction.
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1. Introduction

There is growing though circum stantialexperim entalevidence for believing

that supersym m etry (SUSY) is a true sym m etry ofNature. IfSUSY exisits,it

m ustbebroken which can only happen nonperturbatively[1]duetothewell-known

nonrenorm alization theorem s[2].Thebestcandidatefordynam icalSUSY breaking

seem stobecondensation e�ectsin thehidden sectorsofsupergravity (SUGRA)[3]

orsuperstring[4]m odels.

SUSY breaking by gaugino condensation[5]in the hidden sectors ofSUGRA

orstring derived SUGRA m odelshavebeen extensively exam ined in theliterature

[6-12].In thisscenario,when thehidden gaugegroup becom esstrong ata hierar-

chically sm allscale�H com pared with thePlanck scaleM P ,gaugino condensates

which break SUSY form . The e�ectsofSUSY breaking in the hidden sectorare

com m unicated to theobservablesectorby gravity and possibly by nonrenorm aliz-

able term sin thesuperpotentialwhich areproportionalto inverse powersofM P .

Thee�ectivenonperturbativesuperpotentialcan beobtained from thesym m etries

oftheunderlyinggaugetheory,i.e.by satisfyingtheanom alousand nonanom alous

W ard identities[7,8]. On the otherhand,one can �nd the e�ective scalarpoten-

tialby sim ply substituting the VEV ofthe gaugino condensate into the SUGRA

Lagrangian[6].A very im portantingredientin thisscenario istargetspaceduality

which is a sym m etry ofthe string to allorders in perturbation theory and also

assum ed to hold nonperturbatively[13].Asa result,thenonperturbative e�ective

superpotentialhas to be invariant under target space duality,a property which

restrictsitspossible m odulidependence severely. The dilaton dependence ofthe

nonperturbative superpotentialis determ ined by the running coupling constant

which isa function ofthedilaton[14].

Fora hidden sectorwithoutm atter,hidden sectorgaugino condensation gives

an e�ectivescalarpotentialwhich hasm inim a orvacua atTR � 1:23 and itsdual

valueTR � 0:81.On theotherhand,thescalarpotentialisnotstablein thedilaton

direction resulting in SR ! 1 [10].Thedilaton potentialcan bestabilized either
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by addingadilaton independentterm tothesuperpotential[10]orby having m ore

than onehidden gaugegroup[9].Thesevacua break SUSY in them odulusbutnot

the dilaton direction,i.e. hFTi6= 0 butgenerically hFSi= 0. In addition,in all

versionsofthisscenario,thecosm ologicalconstantisnonvanishing (and negative).

In string or string derived SUGRA m odels the generic situation is a hidden

sectorwith m atterand notthe pure gauge case. The e�ectofhidden m atteron

SUSY breaking m ust be taken into account unless allhidden m atter m ultiplets

are heavy and decouple atthe condensation scale. Thiscase hasbeen considered

assum ing thatSUSY isnotbroken in the m atterdirection in Refs.[8,15].There,

itwasargued thatthepresenceofhidden m atterdoesnotchangetheresultsofthe

puregaugecasesigni�cantly.In thispaper,wewillshow thatthisisnotsoatleast

in SUGRA derived from free ferm ionic superstrings[16]. The presence ofhidden

m atterwith nonzero m ass(asrequired to have a stable vacuum )hastwo e�ects.

First,itm odi�esthe nonperturbative superpotentialofthe pure gauge case in a

well{known way[8]. Second,aswasshown in Refs. [17,18]itm ay resultin SUSY

breaking in them atterdirection ifthe�eldswhich givem assto hidden m atterdo

notdecoupleatthecondensation scale�H .

In Ref.[18]thee�ectsofhidden m attercondensation on SUSY breaking were

investigated in a generic SUGRA m odelderived from free ferm ionic superstrings.

The F{term s in the overallm odulus and m atter directions were obtained from

the e�ective superpotentialand com pared with each other without �nding the

vacuum (or the scalar, dilaton and m oduliVEVs) by m inim izing the e�ective

scalarpotential.Itwasshown thatSUSY can m ainly bebroken by hidden m atter

condensation in them atterdirection ratherthan by hidden gaugino condensation

in the m odulusdirection. W hetherthe form erorthe latterisdom inantdepends

on theparam etersofthestring orSUGRA m odelsuch asthehidden gaugegroup,

hidden m atter content and their m asses and the vacuum ,i.e. the VEVs forthe

dilaton,m oduliand scalar �elds which are �xed dynam ically. In this paper,we

extend ourpreviouswork by exam ining the e�ectofhidden m attercondensation

on SUSY breaking with or without m atter F{term s again in a generic SUGRA
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m odelderived from freeferm ionicstrings.W em akenoattem pttosolvethedilaton

stabilityorthecosm ologicalconstantproblem s.W eassum ethatthedilatonVEV is

stabilized atS � 1=2bysom em echanism which m aybeeitherofthetwom entioned

above.W eperform ouranalysisby obtaining thee�ective scalarpotentialforthe

di�erentcasesweexam ineand m inim izing itnum erically.

W e �nd thatwhen SUSY isnotbroken in the m atterdirection,the location

ofthem inim a,m axim a and saddlepointsin them odulusdirection depend m ainly

on the param eter d0 = (6N � 2M � t)=4�N . Here N ;M and tare the hidden

gauge group (assum ed to be SU(N )),the num ber ofhidden m atter m ultiplets

in the fundam entalrepresentation and the power of�(T) in the determ inant of

the hidden m atterm assm atrix respectively. In thiscase,TR atthe m axim a and

saddlepointsincreasewith decreasingd0which correspondstom oreand /orlighter

hidden m atter. TR atthe m inim a behave the sam e way except thatin addition

thereappearnew solutionswith sm all(i.e.< 0:2)TR forsm allvalues(i.e.< 1=7)

ofd0.ForallcriticalpointsTI isperiodicand (alm ost)independentofd
0.

W hen SUSY is broken in the m atter and m odulus directions,i.e. there is a

nonvanishing m atterF{term F�i,theresultsdepend on theKahlerpotentialofthe

m atter�eld �i.IfK (�i;�
y

i
)dependson them odulus,thereisnostablem inim um in

theTR direction.On theotherhand,iftheKahlerpotentialof�iiscanonicalthere

arestable vacua forallpositive valuesofd0.The stability ofthe vacuum requires

thatifSUSY isbroken in the m atterdirection,the sam e m atter�eldsm usthave

canonicalKahlerpotentials.In thiscase,TR ;TI atthem inim a behavesim ilarly to

theF�i = 0 casebutnow thereareno new m inim a atsm allTR forsm alld0.This

isa crucialdi�erence because itisexactly atthese pointsthatFT > F�i whereas

forallm inim a with large TR ,F�i > FT form ostofthe m odelparam eter space.

Thus,we conclude thatwhen F�i 6= 0,the dom inantSUSY breaking m echanism

ishidden m attercondensation in them atterdirection ratherthan hidden gaugino

condensation in them odulusdirection.W ealso�nd that,whetherm atterF{term s

vanish ornot,ford0� 0,there isno m inim um in theTR direction ,i.e.TR ! 1

which gives FT = 0 (and F�i = 0). Requiring a stable vacuum in the m odulus
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direction constrainsthehidden sectorsofpossiblerealisticm odelsseverely.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In Section 2,wegivethefeatureswhich are

com m on to allrealisticSUGRA m odelsderived from freeferm ionicstrings.These

include the m atterand m odulicontent,the superpotential,the Kahlerpotential

and thesupersym m etricvacuum around thePlanck scale.In Section 3,wereview

SUSY breakingbyhidden gauginocondensation in thepuregaugecase.Thee�ects

ofhidden m attercondensation withouta m atterF{term areconsidered in Section

4.W em inim izethee�ectivescalarpotentialnum ericallyand �nd thatthepresence

ofhidden m atterm odi�esthe pure gauge case resultssigni�cantly. In Section 5,

we exam ine hidden m attercondensation e�ectsin the presence ofa nonvanishing

F{term in the m atterdirection. W e consider two cases: m atterwith a m odulus

dependent Kahler potentialand with a canonicalone. W e �nd the conditions

underwhich them atterorm odulusF{term dom inatesSUSY breaking.Section 6

containsa discussion ofourresultsand ourconclusions.

2. Supergravity m odels derived from free ferm ionic strings

The low{energy e�ective �eld theory lim itofsuperstringsisgiven by N = 1

SUGRA m odelswith agaugegroupand�eld content�xed bytheunderlyingstring.

The string derived SUGRA m odelis de�ned in addition by three functions: the

KahlerpotentialK ,the superpotentialW and the gauge function f[3]. SUGRA

derived from free ferm ionic strings have som e generic features which we outline

below. These can also be considered as assum ptions about the string m odels

which we exam ine in this paper. W e consider a SUGRA m odelderived from a

freeferm ionicsuperstring [16]with thefollowing properties:

a)Thespectrum oftheSUGRA m odelwhich isgiven by them asslessspectrum

ofthesuperstringisdivided intothreesectors.The�rstoneistheobservablesector

which containsstateswith chargesunderthe Standard M odelgauge group. The

second one,thehidden sector,containssingletsoftheStandard M odelgroup which

arem ultipletsofthehidden gaugegroup.Thesetwo sectorsareconnected only by
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nonrenorm alizableterm sin thesuperpotential,gravityand gauged U(1)swhich are

broken around thethePlanck scale.Therefore,oncethegauged U(1)sarebroken

the two sectorsare connected only by interactionsproportionalto inverse powers

ofM P .The third sectorgenerically containsa large num berofm atter�elds(�i)

which are Standard M odeland hidden gauge group singlets. �i are connected to

theobservableand hidden statesonly through gaugeU(1)s(in addition to gravity

and nonrenorm alizable interactions which are proportionalto inverse powers of

M P ).Therefore,�ibehavee�ectively ashidden m atteroncetheU(1)sarebroken.

Throughoutthepaperwecallthe�elds�im atter(notobservableorhidden).Itis

theF{term softhese�ithatweareinterested in when weexam ineSUSY breaking

in them atterdirection.

b) The hidden sector contains one (or m ore) SU(N ) (or other nonabelian

gauge) group(s) with M copies ofm atter (hi;�hi) in the vector representations

N + �N . In the following, we consider only the one gauge group case since in

realistic m odelspartofthe hidden gauge group m ustbe broken by VEVs which

areessentialforobtainingCKM m ixing[19].In anycaseourresultsarenotchanged

by the introduction ofadditionalhidden gauge groupswith m atter. The case of

m ultiple hidden gauge groups has been extensively exam ined in Ref. (15). The

net e�ect ofadditionalhidden gauge groups is to stabilize the dilaton potential

which we assum e in the following. The hidden m atterstatesobtain m assesfrom

nonrenorm alizableterm s,W n,ofthetypegiven in Eq.(2)below.Thisisessential

since a supersym m etric gauge theory with m asslessm atterdoesnothave a well{

de�ned vacuum [20].Asaresultofthenonrenorm alizableterm s,thehidden m atter

m ass m atrix is nonsingular and the m odelhas a stable vacuum . In addition,

M < 3N so thatthe hidden gauge group isasym ptotically free and condensesat

thescale�H � M P exp(8�
2=bg2)whereb= M � 3N .

c)Realisticfreeferm ionicstringsgenericallyhaveanum berofuntwisted m oduli

in theirm assless spectrum . These show up in the low{energy SUGRA m odelas

�eldswhichdonotappearinthesuperpotentialtoanyorderinperturbationtheory.

Onem odulialwayspresentin allstring m odelsisthedilaton.Theexacttypeand
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num beroftheotheruntwisted m odulidepend on theboundary conditionsforthe

internalferm ionsand are m odeldependent[21]. In realistic free ferm ionic string

m odels one can have up to three T type and three U type m oduli,one pair for

each com pacti�ed torus(sector).In thefollowing wewillassum eto haveonly one

untwisted m oduluswhich istheoverallm odulusT forsim plicity.Thus,wewilldeal

with targetspace duality underonly theoverallm odulusT.Itisstraightforward

to generalizethiscaseto theonewith any num berofuntwisted m oduliofeitherT

orU type. On the otherhand,there are free ferm ionic stringsforwhich som e or

alltori(sectors)do nothave any m oduli.M atter�eldsarising from these sectors

havecanonicalKahlerpotentialswhich do notdepend on m oduli.

d)Thesuperpotentialisgiven by

W = W 3;obs + W 3;hid + W n + W np; (1)

where the cubic superpotentialW 3 isdivided into two parts: one which contains

only theobservablestatesand theotheronly thehidden states.W n givesthenon-

renorm alizable term s(n > 3)in the superpotentialand W np givesthenonpertur-

bativecontributionsdueto gauginoand m attercondensation in thehidden sector.

Duetothesupersym m etricnonrenorm alization theorem s[2],theonly correction to

thestring treelevelsuperpotentialisW np.Notethatthere areno renorm alizable

interactionsbetween observableand hidden m atterarisingfrom thesuperpotential.

W e assum e thatthe sam e istrue also for�i and the Standard M odelstates. W e

also take the gauge function f�� = S��� atthe string tree level[14]. Neglecting

thestring oneloop correctionsto f�� do notchangeourresultsqualitatively.

e)Thenonrenorm alizable(ordern > 3)term sin thesuperpotentialaregener-

ically oftheform

W n = cnghi
�hj�j1�j2 :::�jn� 2

�(T)2n�6 M 3�n
v ; (2)

and areobtained from theworld{sheetcorrelators

An � hV
f

1
V
f

2
V
b
3
:::V

b
ni; (3)
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which satisfy allthe selection rulesdue to the localand globalchargesand Ising

m odeloperators as given by Ref. (22). In Eq. (2),cn are calculable num erical

coe�cientsofO (1)and �(T)= e��T=12
Q

n(1� e�2�nT )istheDedekind eta func-

tion. In free ferm ionic strings,m odularweightsofm atter�eldsunderthe overall

m odulus T,are given by the sum
P

3

i= 1Q ‘i where Q ‘i give their R charges[23].

A generic feature offree ferm ionic stringsisthatallm atter�elds�i and hi have

m odularweights �1. Thus,the cubic superpotentialW 3 is autom atically target

space m odularinvariant. Nonrenorm alizable term sW n are rendered m odularin-

variantby m ultiplying them by therequired powersof�(T)which hasa m odular

weightof1=2.In Eq.(2)the powersof�(T)and M v (� M P to be de�ned later)

aresuch thattheterm W n hasm odularweight�3 and dim ension 3 asdictated by

dim ensionalanalysisand targetspace m odularinvariance.Note thatthese term s

contain both observableand atleastapairofhidden sectorstates.Oncethe�elds

�igetVEVs(in orderto havea supersym m etric vacuum atM P asa resultofthe

anom alous D{term as we willsee below),they give m asses to the hidden states

hi;
�hi.Consequently,allthen > 3 term softhetypegiven by Eq.(2)can beseen

as hidden m atter m ass term s. (In general,there can also be term s ofthe form

cn�i1�i2 :::�in,i.e. nonrenorm alizable term s with only observable �elds. These

vanish in standard{like m odels [17]and we assum e that they are not present in

thefollowing.Elim ination ofthese term sisclosely related to discrete sym m etries

which protect light quark m asses[24]. Ifthey do exist,they m ay destabilize the

SUSY vacuum and break SUSY atvery large scaleswhich isphenom enologically

a disaster.)

f)TheKahlerpotential(attreelevel)isgiven by (for�i<< T)

K (S;Sy;T;Ty
;�i;�

y

i
)= �log(S + S

y)� 3log(T + T
y)�

X

i

(T + T
y)ni�i�

y

i
; (4)

whereS;T and �iarethedilaton,(overall)m odulusand m atter�eldsrespectively

andniisthem odularweight(underT)ofthem atter�eld�i.Therearealsom odels

in which som e sectors do nothave any m oduli. M atter�eldscom ing from these
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sectorshavecanonicalKahlerpotentialswhich donotdepend on them odulus.The

presenceofsuch m atter�eldswillbecrucialforstablizingthescalarpotentialwith

m atterF{term sin Section 5.Them odulusand m atter�eldsin Eq.(4)arein the

\supergravity basis" and are related to the m assless string statesby well{known

transform ations[25,26].

g)The string vacuum issupersym m etric atthe Planck scale,M P and atthe

levelofthe cubic superpotential. This is guaranteed by satisfying the F and D

constraintsobtained from thecubicsuperpotentialW 3 (which istrilinearin �iand

hi)and the localcharges ofthe states. As we saw above,allnonrenorm alizable

term s in the superpotential,W n,contain hidden m atter bilinears. As a result,

W 3 doesnotgetany higherordercorrectionsaslong asthe hidden gauge group

doesnotcondenseat�H << M P and W 3 istheexactsuperpotentialuntilhidden

sectorcondensation. The setofF and D constraintsisgiven by the following set

ofequations[17]:

D A =
X

i

Q
A
ijh�iij

2 =
�g2

192�2
Tr(Q A)

1

2�0
; (5a)

D
j =

X

i

Q
j

i
jh�iij

2 = 0; (5b)

hW 3i= h
@W 3

@�i
i= 0; (5c)

where �i are the m atter �elds and Q
j

i
are their localcharges. �0 is the string

tension given by (2�0)�1 = g2M 2

P
=32� = g2M 2

v and Tr(Q A) � 100 generically

in realistic string m odels. Eq. (5a)isthe D constraintforthe anom alousU(1)A

which is another generic feature offree ferm ionic string m odels [27]. Note that

the anom alous D{term arises at the string one loop leveland therefore contains

a factorofg2 = 1=4(S + Sy). W e see thatsom e Standard M odelsinglet scalars

m ustgetPlanck scaleVEVsofO (M v=10)in ordertosatisfy Eq.(5a)and preserve

SUSY around the Planck scale. Then, due to the other F and D constraints

m ost ofthe other SM singlet scalars also obtain VEVs ofO (M v=10). In this
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m anner,allgaugeU(1)swhich connect�iand hi;�hito theStandard M odelstates

are broken spontaneously at the high scale O (M v=10). In addition,the scalar

VEVsbreak targetspaceduality spontaneously sincethey carry m odularweights.

These corrections to W 3 when they becom e nonzero,(i.e. when hidden m atter

condensates�ij = hi
�hj form )m odify thecubiclevelF constraintsin Eq.(5a)and

m ay destabilize the originalSUSY vacuum in the m atterdirection aswasshown

in Ref.(17).

3. H idden sector gaugino condensation

Theleading candidateforSUSY breaking in string derived SUGRA ishidden

sectorgaugino condensation[5].In thissection,we review thesim plestpossibility

which isgaugino condensation in a hidden sectorwith a puregaugegroup i.e.no

hidden m atter.Asm entioned previously,realisticstringm odelsgenerically contain

hidden m atterin vectorlike representations. This m ore com plicated case willbe

discussed in thefollowing sections.Ourpurposein reviewing thepuregaugecase

isto introducethebasicconceptsand ournotation.

In thisscenario,dueto therunning ofthecoupling constant,thehidden gauge

group condensesaround thescale �H � M P E xp(8�
2=bg2),resulting in a gaugino

condensate.Thenonperturbativee�ective superpotentialforthegaugino conden-

sate Y 3 can beobtained from thesym m etries(W ard identities)ofthe underlying

gaugetheory to be[7,8]

W np =
1

32�2
Y
3
logfexp(32�2S)[c�(T)]6N Y 3N g; (6)

where c is a constant. W np has m odular weight �3 as required since Y 3 and S

havem odularweights�3and 0respectively.Allthe�eldswhich appearin W np are

scaled by M v.Thecom positegaugino condensatesuper�eld Y
3 can beintegrated

outby taking the atlim itM P ! 1 atwhich gravity decouples. In this lim it,
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SUGRA reducesto globalSUSY whosevacuum isgiven by

@W tot

@Y
= 0: (7)

Thesolution totheaboveequation givesthegauginocondensatein term sofS and

T

1

32�2
Y
3 = (32�2e)�1 [c�(T)]�6 exp(�32�2S=N ); (8)

resulting in thenonperturbativesuperpotential

W np(S;T)= 
(S)h(T); (9)

with


(S)= �N exp(�32� 2
S=N ); (10a)

h(T)= (32�2e)�1 [c�(T)]�6 : (10b)

Thee�ectivescalarpotentialdueto W np isgiven by

V = jFSj
2
G
�1

SSy + jFTj
2
G
�1

TT y � 3eK jW j2; (11)

where G = K + logjW j2,W = W np (W 3 = 0 in vacuum from Eq. (5))and the

F{term sare

Fk = e
K =2(W k + K kW ); (12)

fork = S;T. Using the above form ula we �nd (from now on we use the notation

S = SR + iSI and T = TR + iTI)

FS =
1

(2SR)
1=2(2TR)

3=2
h(T)

�


S �



2SR

�

; (13)

10



and

FT =
1

(2SR)
1=2(2TR )

3=2

(S)

�

hT �
3h

2TR

�

: (14)

Substituting theaboveF{term sinto Eq.(11)givesthescalarpotential

V =
1

16SR T
3

R
j�(T)j12

�

j2SR
S � 
j2 + 3j
j2
�
T2

R

�2
ĵG 2j

2 � 1

��

; (15)

where Ĝ 2 = G 2 � �=TR and G 2 isthesecond Eisenstein function given by

G 2(T)=
�2

3
� 8�2

X

n

�1(n)e
�2�nT

: (16)

�1(n)isthesum ofthedivisorsofn and G 2(T)arisesdueto

@�(T)

@T
= �

�(T)

4�
G 2(T): (17)

Ĝ 2(T)isa regularized version ofG 2(T)which hasm odularweight�2 (in contrast

G 2(T)doesnothavea well{de�ned m odularweight)[11].Thevacuum isobtained

by m inim izing the scalar potentialwith repect to S and T. Ifany ofthe F{

term s given by Eqs. (13)and (14) are nonzero in the vacuum ,SUSY is broken

spontaneously.Itiswell{known thattheconditionforam inim um intheS direction

isgiven by[10]

SR 
S � 
= 0: (18)

Note that the m inim um in the S direction does not depend on the m odulus T.

W ith 
(S) given by Eq. (10a) one �nds that there is no (�nite) m inim um or

(stable) vacuum since the solution to Eq. (18) requires SR ! 1 . This is the

dilaton stability problem and wewillnottry to solveitin thispaper.Ithasbeen

noted that the dilaton potentialcan be stabilized with a realistic dilaton VEV,

i.e. SR � 1=2 either by adding a constant term to 
(S)[10]or by having m ore

than one hidden gauge group[15]. W e stressthatthe condition forthe m inim um

in the S direction autom atically insuresFS = 0 which we willassum e to hold in

thefollowing.
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Them inim ization in them odulusdirection gives

@V

@T
=

3

32�SR T
3

R

1

j�(T)j12
fĜ 2[j2SR 
S � 
j2 + 3j
j2

�
T2

R

�2
ĵG 2j

2 � 1

�

]

+
TR

�
j
j2[2ĵG 2j

2 + TR Ĝ
�
2
Ĝ 2T + TR Ĝ

�
2T Ĝ 2]g = 0: (19)

The�rstterm in thecurly bracketsvanishesdueto FS = 0.From Eq.(19)wesee

thatthe m inim um in the m odulus direction is independent ofthe dilaton S. In

addition,itisalsoindependentofthehidden gaugegroup orN .Thecriticalpoints

ofthe potentialV in Eq. (15)have been investigated [10]. There are m axim a at

(TR ;TI)= (
p
3=2;1=2+ n)and saddle pointsat(TR ;TI)= (1;n)which aregiven

by the solutionsto Ĝ 2(T)= 0. (Here n isan integer.) Both atthe m axim a and

saddlepointsFT = 0sinceFT / Ĝ 2(T)asitisseen from Eq.(14).Them inim aare

given by solutionsto Eq.(19)which arenotsolutionsofĜ 2(T)= 0.They areat

(TR ;TI)= (� 1:23;n)and itsdual(TR ;TI)= (� 0:81;n)which giveFT 6= 0.The

m axim a and saddlepointsappearattheself{dual(or�xed)pointsoftargetspace

duality due to the factthat Ĝ 2 transform scovariantly undertargetspace duality

(orhasawell-de�ned m odularweight)and m odularfunctionsalwayshavezerosat

these �xed points.The m inim a,on theotherhand,arenotatthe �xed pointsof

targetspaceduality.Therefore,targetspaceduality which isspontaneously broken

by thevacuum m anifestsitselfby thepresenceoftwo m inim a which areconnected

to each otherby targetspaceduality.

4. H idden sector gaugino and m atter condensation

Asm entioned inSection2,freeferm ionicstringsgenericallyhavehidden sectors

which contain m atterhi;�hi in the vectorlike representationsofthe hidden gauge

group.In addition,therearegenericobservablem atter�elds�iwhich givem asses

to hidden m atter. In thissection,we repeatthe stepsofthe previousone taking

into accountthe e�ectsofhidden m attercondensation.W eassum e thatSUSY is

notbroken in the m atterdirection,i.e. F�i = 0. The case where F�i 6= 0 willbe

exam ined in thenextsection.
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In the presence ofhidden m atter,when the hidden gauge group condensesat

�H ,m attercondensates�ij = hi
�hj form in addition to gaugino condensatesY 3.

The nonperturbative e�ective superpotentialobtained from the W ard identities

and m odularinvariancebecom es[7,8]

W np =
1

32�2
Y
3
logfexp(32�2S)[c0�(T)]6N �2M

Y
3N �3M

det�g� trA�; (20)

wherec0isa (new)constantand A isthehidden m atterm assm atrix given by the

n > 3 term sin Eq. (2). W np hasm odularweight�3 asrequired since A and �

have m odularweights�1 and �2 respectively. The lastterm correspondsto the

sum ofallthe n > 3 term s in Eq. (2). The observable m atter �elds �i which

give m assesto hidden m atterappearonly in the m assm atrix A.In the atlim it

M P ! 1 ,gravity decouplesand one getsa globally SUSY vacuum atwhich (in

addition to Eqs.(5a-c))

@W tot

@Y
=
@W tot

@�
= 0; (21)

where W tot= W 3 + W np.W ecan replace W tot in Eq.(21)by W np since W 3 does

not contain Y 3 or �. The n > 3 term s,W n which are the hidden m atter m ass

term s,are already included in W np through trA�. The solutionsto Eq. (21)are

used to obtain thecom posite�eldsY 3 and � in term sofS;T and A

1

32�2
Y
3 = (32�2e)M =N �1 [c�(T)]2M =N �6 [detA]1=N exp(�32�2S=N ); (22)

and

�ij =
1

32�2
Y
3
A
�1
ij
: (23)

Eqs.(22)and (23)areused to elim inatethecom posite�eldsin W np

W np(S;T)= 
(S)h(T)[detA]1=N ; (24)

where


(S)= �N exp(�32� 2
S=N ); (25a)
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h(T)= (32�2e)M =N �1 [c�(T)]2M =N �6
: (25b)

detA isa productofm assterm sgiven generically by Eq.(2).Thus,withoutany

lossofgenerality,wecan assum ethatithastheform

detA = kS
�r
R
�
si
i
�(T)t r;s;t> 0; (26)

where the S dependence isobtained from the relation g2 = 1=4SR (atthe string

treeleveland forleveloneKac{M oody algebras).Theparam etersr and tcan be

expressed in term softhem orefundam entalones,hidden sectorparam etersN ;M

and the orderofnonrenorm alizable m ass term s n fora given m odel. �i denotes

any m atter�eld which appearsin detA and siisitspower.k isa constantofO (1)

which isgiven by theproductoftherelevantcn in Eq.(2).In fact,thisistheform

ofdetA which wasobtained from theexplicitm odelofRef.(17)with r= 7,t= 22

and si = 1;5 depending on the �eld �i. (In general,detA isa sum ofterm slike

thatin Eq.(26).) W eseethatthereisa new S and T dependence in W np dueto

detA. The new S dependence doesnotchange the resultsofthe previoussection

qualitatively.Thescalarpotentialstillhasam inim um only atS ! 1 which needs

tobestabilized and FS = 0duetothem inim ization condition.On theotherhand,

thenew T dependenceleadsto qualitativeand quantitativechangesaswewillsee

below.

Now,therearetwopossibilities:either�iareheavierthan �H ,i.e.m �i >> �H

and they decouple at�H orthey are lighter than �H ,i.e. m �i < �H and they

rem ain in the spectrum . In this section,we assum e the form er which has two

consequences.First,since�idecoupleatthecondensation scaleonecan substitute

theirVEVseverywhereand forgetaboutthem .Second,thereisnoSUSY breaking

in the �i direction,i.e. F�i = 0. The second case in which �i are light willbe

exam ined in the next section. Then,�i do notdecouple and becom e dynam ical

�eldslike S and T.In both caseswe assum e thatthe hidden m atterstateshi;�hi

do notdecouplefrom thespectrum at�H sinceotherwiseobviously therecan only

begaugino condensation.
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In W np alltheinform ation aboutthem attercondensates,�ij,and theobserv-

able �elds�i iscontained in the term detA. W hen m �i >> �H and �i decouple,

one sim ply substitutesthe VEVsh�iiobtained from the solution to the F and D

constraints in detA. �i are longer dynam ical�elds since at the scale �H these

heavy �eldscannotbe excited butsim ply sitattheirVEVs.In thissense,�i are

sim ilarto thecom posite�eldsY 3 and � which arealso elim inated from W np.All

�idoistogivem assestothehidden m atterstateshi;�hithrough theirVEVs.Asa

result,in thiscasetheonly e�ectofm attercondensates� ij isto changethescale

ofthegaugino condensate Y 3 through detA.

Using Eq.(12)weobtain forthedilaton F{term

FS =
e�� i�

y

i
=4TR

(2SR)
1=2(2TR )

3=2
h(T)[detA]1=N f
S �




2SR
+ 
(log[detA]1=N )Sg: (27)

The �rsttwo term sin thecurly bracketsaretheusualonescom ing from gaugino

condensation. The last term gives the contribution ofthe m atter condensates

(through detA)to FS.Assum ing theaboveform fordetA weget

@(log[detA]1=N )

@S
= �

r

N SR
: (28)

Itiseasy to see thatthisadditionalterm can beabsorbed into a rede�nition ofb

and doesnotchangetheFS orthedilaton potentialqualitatively.Onceagain the

dilaton hasa runaway potentialwith SR ! 1 which should bestabilized by som e

m echanism .

FortheF{term in them odulusdirection we�nd

FT =
e�� i�

y

i
=4TR

(2SR )
1=2(2TR )

3=2

(S)[detA]1=N fhT �

3h

2TR

+
�i�

y

i

4T2

R

h + h(log[detA]1=N )Tg: (29)

AsforFS,the�rsttwoterm sin thecurly bracketsarisefrom gauginocondensation

whereas the last two com e from m atter Kahler potentialK (�i;�
y

i) and hidden
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m attercondensation respectively. From Eq. (26)fordetA we obtain forthe last

term

@(log[detA]1=N )

@T
= �

t

4�N
G 2(T): (30)

Com bined with thepowerof�(T)in h(T)in Eq.(25b),2M =N � 6,thesetwo

term sm odify thebehaviorin them odulusdirection.TheF{term in them odulus

direction isnow given by

FT =
e�� i�

y

i
=4TR

(2SR)
1=2(2TR )

3=2

(S)[detA]1=N h(T)d0

 

G 2(T)�
3

2TR d
0
+

�i�
y

i

4T2

R
d0

!

; (31)

whered0= (6N � 2M � t)=4�N which givesthescalarpotential

V =
e�� i�

y

i
=2TR

16SR T
3

R
j�(T)j8�d

0
j[detA]1=N j2fj2SR
S � 
�

2
r

N
j2

+ j
j2

 

4d02T3

R

(3TR � �i�
y

i
)
jG 2(T)�

3

2TR d
0
+

�i�
y

i

4T2

R
d0
j2 � 3

!

g: (32)

W eseethatthee�ectofhidden m attercondensatesand theirm assterm sissim ply

tochangethefunction Ĝ 2(T)toG 2(T)� 3=2TR d
0+ �i�

y

i=4T
2

R d
0whered0is�xed by

thehidden gaugegroup (N ),them attercontentofthehidden sector(M )and the

hidden m assterm s(t)in Eq.(26).Them atterVEVsh�iiare�xed by theF and

D{term softheofthesuperpotentialto be� M =10 attheperturbativelevel.The

additionalnonperturbativescalarpotentialism uch sm allerthan theperturbative

oneand thereforecannotchangethem atterVEVsby m uch.Any supersym m etric

string vacuum containsa large num ber(ofO (10))ofVEVsand therefore forour

calculationswe take h�i�
y

i
i� 0:2. W e have num erically checked thatourresults

are notsensitive to the exactvalue and num berofthe VEVsaslong asthey are

nonzero and in a realisticrange.

Note that,as expected,for M = t= 0 and h�ii = 0,G 0
2
(T) ! Ĝ 2(T) and

the potentialin Eq. (32) reduces to the pure gauge result given by Eq. (15).
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In com plete analogy with the pure gauge case,now the behaviorin the m odulus

direction isdeterm ined by thefunction G 2(T)� 3=2TR d
0+ �i�

y

i
=4T2

R
d0.M inim izing

in thedilaton direction,we�nd that

@V

@S
/ 
S �




2SR
� 
(log[detA]1=N )S; (33)

which m eansthatFS = 0 in vacuum asin thepuregaugecase.

The m inim ization condition in the T direction now reads (de�ning G 0(T) =

G 2(T)� 3=2TRd
0+ �i�

y

i
=4T2

R
d0)

@V

@T
=
e�� i�

y

i
=2TR

16SR T
3

R

j[detA]1=N j2

j�(T)j8�d
0 fd0G 0

2
[j2SR
S � 
�

2
r

N
j2 + j
j2

�
4d02T2

R

3
jG 0

2
j2 � 3

�

]

+
2d0TR

3
j
j2[2jG 0

2
j2 + TR G

0�
2
G
0
2T + TR G

0�
2TG

0
2
]g= 0; (34)

com pared to Eq. (19). W riting Eq. (34) we m ade the approxim ation 3TR �

3TR � �i�
y

i
for sim plicity. The num ericalanalysis was perform ed for the exact

potentialwithoutthissim pli�cation.The�rstterm in thecurly bracketsvanishes

becauseFS = 0 in thepresence ofhidden m atter.

Them axim a and thesaddlepointsofV which weregiven by thesolution to

Ĝ 2(T)= G 2(T)�
�

TR
= 0; (35)

in thepuregaugecasearenow given by thesolution to

G
0(T)= G 2(T)�

3

2TR d
0
+

�i�
y

i

4T2

R
d0
= 0: (36)

NotethatG 0(T)doesnothavea well{de�ned m odularweight(i.e.nota m odular

function likeĜ 2(T))duetotheVEVsof�iinthem atterKahlerpotentialK (�i;�
y

i
)

and detA which break targetspaceduality spontaneously.Asaresult,thesepoints

are no longerthe �xed pointsoftargetspace duality butsim ply solutionsofEq.
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(36). Also,we see that the location ofthe m axim a and saddle points depend

m ainly on the param eterd0and noton the string m odelparam etersN ;M and t

separately. In addition,there is a weak dependence on the scalar VEVs h�i�
y

i
i

(�xed to be� 0:2)which wehavenum erically found to benotim portant.

W e �nd that as d0 decreases,i.e. the hidden m atter content (M ) increases

and/or the hidden m asses decrease (tincreases),TR at the m axim a and saddle

pointsincrease.Them axim aofthepuregaugecaseat(1;n)arenow at(TR m ax;n)

whereTR m ax isgiven in Table1 forsom evaluesofd
0.Thesaddlepointswhich for

thepuregaugecasewereat(
p
3=2;1=2+ n)arenow given by (TR sp;1=2+ n)where

TR sp are given forthe sam e valuesofd0 in Table 1. Itiseasy to see from Table

1 thatasthere ism ore hidden m atter(increasing M )and/orthe hidden m asses

becom esm aller(largert)them axim a and saddlepointsappearatlargervaluesof

TR . Note thatthe value ofTI dependson d0very weakly since the m inim ization

condition forTI (and notT given by Eq.(34))isalm ostd0independentbecauseat

them inim um d0TR is(alm ost)constant.W ealsoseethattheTI valuesareperiodic

with a period of1 sincethem odularfunctionswhich appearin thee�ectivescalar

potential,�(T)and G2(T),areperiodicfunctionsofTI with thesam eperiod.

The m inim a ofthe pure gaugecase which were at(� 1:23;n)and (� 0:81;n)

arenow given by thesolutionstoEq.(36)which arenotzerosofG 0(T).Again the

TR atthe m inim um m ainly dependson d0ratherthan on N ;M and tseparately.

A num ericalstudy ofthescalarpotentialgivesthevaluesin Table1 fortheTR m in

for som e values ofd0. W e see that TR m in increases with decreasing d0 but at

sm all(i.e. < 1=7)values ofd0 a new m inim um with very sm all(i.e. < 0:2)TR

appears in addition to the one with large TR . Once again,as for the m axim a

and saddle points,TI atthe m inim a areperiodicand (alm ost)independentofd
0.

Now however,contrary to the pure gauge case,the m inim a fora given d0are not

connected toothersbytargetspaceduality transform ations.Thisisbecausetarget

spaceduality isspontaneously broken by theVEVsof�iwhich resultsin a scalar

potentialwhich doesnothave a well{de�ned m odularweight. Note also thatthe

m inim um for the case with no hidden m atter,i.e. M = t= 0,in Table 1 does
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notreproduce the pure gauge resultbecause ofthe Kahlerpotentialterm forthe

scalars�iin thepotential.

W hen d0� 0,we �nd thatthere isno m inim um in them odulusdirection,i.e.

TR ! 1 .The reason isthe change ofsign in the exponentialofTR which com es

from �(T). In this case one also gets FT = 0 so there is no SUSY breaking in

the m odulusdirection. Unless TR isstabilized,one doesnothave a well-de�ned

vacuum and cannot obtain SUSY breaking. This is a new stability problem in

addition to the one forthe dilaton. Com pared to the dilaton case,this result is

m uch m oredi�culttom odifysincethem odulusdependenceofthenonpertirbative

superpotentialisstronglyconstrained duetotargetspaceduality.In ordertoavoid

this situation,we require d0 > 0 or6N � 2M � t> 0 which severely constrains

the hidden sectors ofpossible realistic m odels. W ithout hidden m atter m asses,

i.e. t= 0,d0> 0 alwayssince thisisrequired forthe asym ptotic freedom ofthe

hidden sector. ForM copiesofhidden m atterin the fundam entalrepresentation

N + �N ,using Eq. (26)fordetA and Eq. (2)forthe m atterm assterm s,we have

t=
P M

i= 1(2ni� 6)where ni isthe orderatwhich the m assterm appearsin the

superpotential.Requiring thatthehidden m atterrem ainsin thespectrum around

the condensation scale �H ,we getn � 7� 8 orlargerthusgiving t� 10M .The

condition forstability in theTR direction loosely becom es3N � 5M > 0 which is

a ratherstrong condition on thehidden sectorofrealisticm odels.Ofcourse,M is

thenum beroflighthidden m atterm ultipletsand nottheiroverallnum ber.A given

stringm odelcannotberuled outon thebasisofthem asslessstringspectrum using

the above condition since som e orallofthe hidden m attercan getlarge m asses

and decoupledueto m atterVEVs.Onceallhidden m assesarefound though,the

above condition m ust be satis�ed in order to get realistic SUSY breaking and a

stablevacuum in them odulusdirection.

W eseethatthem inim um ofthee�ectivescalarpotentialisnotata�xed point

oftargetspace duality neitherforthe pure gauge case (due to K (�i;�
y

i
))norfor

the case with hidden m atter (due to detA). This is a result ofthe spontaneous

breaking oftarget space duality by the scalar VEVs. On the other hand,it is
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well{known thatfree ferm ionic strings correspond to orbifold m odels form ulated

atthe�xed pointsoftargetspaceduality i.e.TR = 1(in unitsofM v).How should

oneinterprettheaboveresultsobtained from thelow{energy e�ective�eld theory?

Firstnotethattheoverallm odulusT in thesupergravity basisthatappearsin the

low{energy scalarpotentialisrelated to theoverallm odulusts in thestring basis

by[11,25,26]

ts =
Tc� T

�Tc+ T
; (37)

where Tc = 1. Thusatthe �xed pointoftargetspace duality T = 1 the VEV of

them odulusin thestring basisvanishes,ts = 0.Thisis�nesincem odulus�eld ts

isthecoe�cientoftheexactly m arginaloperator

:yi!i::�yi�!i: i= 1;:::;6 (38)

which deform s the originaltwo dim ensionalfree ferm ionic string action. Here

yi;!i;�yi;�!iaretheinternalworld{sheetferm ionswhich describethecom pacti�ed

six dim ensionalm anifold in the ferm ionic language[21,25].ForT = 1,ts = 0 and

one has a free ferm ionic string as expected. Once T 6= 1,we get a nonzero ts

and thereforethefreeferm ionicstring isdeform ed by theaboveAbelian Thirring

interaction. Consequently, one should understand the result ofthis section as

follows. Hidden gaugino and m attercondensation and the scalar VEVsproduce

an e�ectivescalarpotentialwhich perturbstheinitialvalueofthem odulusto the

valuesofTR m in given in Table1fordi�erentvaluesoftheparam eterd
0.Asaresult,

the free ferm ionic string is perturbed by the above Abelian Thirring interaction

with the coe�cientgiven by the value ofthe m odulusin the string basists. The

low{energy m odelwith the scalar VEVs,hidden m asses and hidden m atter and

gaugino condensatesisnotdescribed by the originalfree ferm ionic string butby

onewhich isperturbed by thecorresponding exactly m arginaloperator.

5. SU SY breaking by hidden m atter condensation
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In thissection weconsiderthesecond casem entioned abovein which m �i < �H

and �i rem ain in the spectrum . Then,�i should be treated as dynam ical�elds

sim ilar to S and T since they can be excited due to their sm allm asses. Now

W = W (S;T;�i)where from Eq. (24)allthe �i dependence isin the term detA

which arisesduetothem attercondensates�ij.In thiscase,in addition toFS and

FT,one should also evaluate F�i since itcan be nonzero in the vacuum resulting

in SUSY breaking in them atterdirection.Itm ay also bepossibleto break SUSY

m ainly by hidden m atter condensation in the m atter direction rather than by

hidden gaugino condensation in the m odulusdirection,i.e. F�i > FT in vacuum .

W e considertwo cases depending on the Kahlerpotentialofthe m atter�elds�i

whose F{term sarenonzero.First,we investigate thee�ective potentialwhen the

m atterKahlerpotentialdependson the m odulusasgiven by Eq. (4). Then,we

repeatthe sam e analysisform atterwith canonicalKahlerpotential. Both cases

and a m ixtureofthetwo arepossibledepending thedetailsofthestring m odel.

The hidden m attercondensates,through theterm detA,induce an F{term in

them atterdirection,�i

F�i =
e�� i�

y

i
=4TR

(2SR)
1=2(2TR )

3=2
[
(S)h(T)[detA]1=N

�

 

si

N �i
+

�
y

i

4TR

!

+ (W 3�i + K �iW 3)]: (39)

Thisistheresultobtained in Ref.(17)wherethee�ectofm attercondensation on

F�i due to hidden m atterm assterm swasexam ined. The lasttwo term ssim ply

give the contribution com ing from the cubic superpotentialwhich vanishes for

the solution to the F and D constraints in Eqs. (5a-c)before the hidden gauge

group condenses. Generically the F and D at solutions give h�ii � M v=10,a

scale which is set by the coe�cient ofthe anom alous D{term in Eq. (5a). The

nonperturbative scalarpotentialalso containsthe scalars�i butsince itism uch

sm allerthan thetreelevelpotentialweassum ethatitdoesnotm odify theVEVs

of�i appreciably. Therefore,we set the second paranthesis above to zero. W e
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see thatforrealistic valuesofsi and N (i.e.ofthe sam e orderofm agnitude)the

�rst term in the second paranthesis in Eq. (39) (which corresponds to the W k

piecein Fk)dom inatesthesecond onewhen h�ii� M v=10 unlessTR isvery sm all

(i.e. < 0:01). In orderforthese two term sto canceleach other,one needseither

h�ii� M v and TR � 1 orh�ii� M v=10and TR � 0:01and a considerableam ount

of�netuning.F�i obviously arisessolely from m attercondensation sinceitsorigin

isthehidden m atterm assterm trA� in Eq.(20).

In Ref. (17),it was shown that F�i m ay be nonzero in vacuum once W n or

hidden m atterm assterm sare taken into account. The reason isthat,the n > 3

term s give corrections to the cubic superpotential,W 3,which m odify the cubic

levelF constraints.Forlargeordersn thesecorrectionsturn theF constraintsinto

an inconsistentsetofequations.Asa result,thenew setofF constraintsup to a

given ordern > 3,cannotbesolved sim ultaneously forany setofscalarVEVs.In

particular,atthe m inim um ,there isalwaysa nonzero F�i forsom e �i and SUSY

isspontaneously broken in the m atterdirection. The am ountofSUSY breaking

in them atterdirection given by F�i dependson theparam etersofthem odelsuch

asM ;N ;tand si.

W e stress that �i are connected to the squarks and sleptons either through

gravity orthebroken gaugeU(1)s.(W eneglectthenonrenorm alizableinteractions

which do nota�ectourresults.) Since the U(1)sare broken atthe high scale of

O (M v=10),interactions of�i with the squarks and sleptons are suppressed by

O (10=M v)and thusarealm ostasweak asgravity.Therefore,thism echanism has

allthecharacteristicsofhidden sectorsupersym m etry breaking ratherthan visible

sectorsupersym m etry breaking[28].

Now,forF�i 6= 0 (and FS = 0),when the Kahlerpotentialof�i isgiven by

Eq.(4),thescalarpotentialbecom es

V =
e�� i�

y

i
=2TR

16SRT
3

R
j�(T)j8�d

0
j[detA]1=N j2j
j2f�2TR j

si

N �i
+

�
y

i

4TR
j2
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+

 

4d02T3

R

(3TR � �i�
y

i
)
jfG 2(T)�

3

2TR d
0
+

�i�
y

i

4T2

R
d0
j2 � 3

!

g: (40)

Them inim um in them odulusdirection isgiven by

@V

@T
=
e�� i�

y

i
=2TR

32�SRT
3

R

j[detA]1=N j2j
j2

j�(T)j8�d
0 fd0G 0

2
[j
si

N �i
+

�
y

i

4TR
j2 +

�
4d02T2

R

3
jG 0

2
j2 � 3

�

]

�
j�ij

2

8T2

R

� j
si

N �i
+

�
y

i

4TR
j2 +

2d0TR

3
j
j2[2jG 0

2
j2

+ TR G
0�
2
G
0
2T + TR G

0�
2TG

0
2
]g = 0; (41)

whereweused 3TR � 3TR � �i�
y

i in theaboveexpression forsim plicity.W estress

thatthenum ericalm inim ization wasperform ed withoutthissim pli�cation.

Com pared tothepreviouscase,thenonzeroF�i m odi�esthee�ectivepotential

by the �rstterm in the curly bracketsin Eq. (40). The behaviorin the m odulus

direction is altered signi�cantly due to the m odulus dependence ofthe m atter

Kahler potential. A num ericalanalysis shows that the above potentialdoes not

have a m inim um in the TR direction (at least for realistic values ofthe m odel

param eters).Thus,thereisastability problem in them odulusdirection ifF�i 6= 0

and them atterKahlerpotentialdependson them odulus.Thisstability problem

arisiesbecauseofthe�rstterm in thecurly bracketsin Eq.(40),i.e.them odulus

dependent m atter Kahler potential. For realistic values ofF�i (which are given

by 3 < si=N �i< 30)and otherm odelparam eters,thisterm destroysthem inim a

we found fortheF�i = 0 case in the previoussection.Thisiseasy to understand

since the new term isgiven (forTR > 0:5 which istrue forallm inim a)by �TR

tim esalargenum berofO (10)which isenough toelim inatethem inim a.In lightof

theaboveresult,sincewewanta potentialwhich isstablein theTR direction,we

willassum ethatF�i = 0 forallm atter�elds�iwith a m odulusdependentKahler

potential.

It seem s that there cannot be a nonzero m atter F{term which results in a

stable potentialin the TR direction. This is not so as we willnow show. As

23



wesaw above,thesourceoftheproblem isthem odulusdependentm atterKahler

potential.Therefore,thesim plestsolution isto�nd m atterwith aKahlerpotential

which doesnotdepend on them odulus.In fact,therearem atter�elds(which we

denote�iagain forsim plicity)with canonicalKahlerpotentialsi.e.

K (�i;�
y

i
)= �

X

i

�i�
y

i
: (42)

These are untwisted m atter�elds which arise from sectors with alltheir m oduli

projected outdueto thetwistsofthebasisvectorswhich de�nethefreeferm ionic

string m odel[21]. For exam ple,ifthere are four com plex world{sheet ferm ions,

there is one sector with no m oduliand allm atter �elds arising from this sector

have canonicalKahler potentials. Ifthere are six com plex world{sheet ferm ions

alluntwisted m oduliare projected out. Then,alluntwisted m atter �elds have

canonicalKahlerpotentialswhich istheoptim alcase.

In thisoptim alcase,when thereareno untwisted m oduli,them atterF{term

becom es

F�i =
e�� i�

y

i

(2SR )
1=2(2TR )

3=2
[
(S)h(T)[detA]1=N

�

 

si

N �i
+

�
y

i

M 2
v

!

+ (W 3�i + K �iW 3)]: (43)

The only di�erence between the above form ula and Eq. (39) is in the Kahler

term in frontand thesecond term in theparanthesiswhich areindependentofthe

m odulus.Thee�ective scalarpotentialbecom es

V =
e�� i�

y

i

16SRT
3

R
j�(T)j8�d

0
j[detA]1=N j2j
j2fj

si

N �i
+

�
y

i

M 2
v

j2

+

�
4d02T2

R

3
jG 2(T)�

3

2TR d
0
j2 � 3

�

g (44)

W eseethat,duetothem odulusindependentKahlerpotential,theproblem atic

factor(K
�i�

y

i

)�1 = �2TR isabsentin thiscase. Now the m inim um ofV depends

24



on the value ofF�i in addition to the param eter d0. From Eq. (39)we see that

this is �xed by the com bination si=N �i. In Table 2,we give the m inim a ofthe

scalar potentialfor som e values ofd0 and three realistic values ofF�i given by

(si=N �i)
2 = 10;102;103.W e�nd thatthelocation ofthem inim a doesnotdepend

strongly on si=N �ibetween thesevalues.SinceK �i�
y

i

and F�i do notdepend on T

(exceptfortheKahlerpotentialterm ),thee�ectofa nonzero F�i isto changethe

�3term in thescalarpotentialto(si=N �i)
2� 3.From Table2,weseethatsim ilarly

to the F�i = 0 case,asd0 decreases,i.e. asthere ism ore hidden m atterand/or

hidden m atterbecom eslighter,TR atthem inim a increase.Also asexpected,TI is

periodic and dependson d0very weakly. The m ain di�erence which iscrucialfor

ourpurposesistheabsenceofthem inim a with sm allvaluesofTR forsm allvalues

ofd0. Note thatnow there are no m inim a connected to the onesin the table by

targetspaceduality,i.e.T ! 1=T becausethepotentialin Eq.(44)doesnothave

a well{de�ned m odularweight.From Table2,wealso see thatthevalueofTR at

the m inim a fora given d0 increasesslowly with the value ofF�i. In addition,as

in the F�i = 0 case,ford0� 0 the scalarpotentialin Eq. (39)isunstable in the

TR direction.Therefore,wem ustrequirethatthehidden sectorsatis�esd0> 0 or

loosely 3N � 5M > 0 asbefore.

One can also have a m ixed case, i.e. som e of the m atter �elds (�i) have

Kahlerpotentialswhich depend onm oduliwhiletherest( i)havecanonicalKahler

potentials.In thiscase,forreasonsofstability in theTR direction,weassum ethat

F i
6= 0 whereasF�i = 0.Thescalarpotentialisnow given by

V =
e�� i�

y

i
=2TR

16SRT
3

R
j�(T)j8�d

0
j[detA]1=N j2j
j2f�j

si

N  i
+

 
y

i

M 2
v

j2

+

 

4d02T3

R

(3TR � �i�
y

i
)
jfG 2(T)�

3

2TRd
0
+

�i�
y

i

4T2

R
d0
j2 � 3

!

g: (45)

The m inim a ofthe potentialin the m odulus direction are given in Table 3

forthree valuesofsi=N  i asbefore. W e �nd thatthe resultsare very sim ilarto

the previouscase given in Table 2. Once again asd0decreasesTR atthe m inim a
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increasewith no sm allTR m inim a arising atsm alld0.TI isalm ostindependentof

d0and periodic asbefore. Asbefore,TR atthe m inim um (fora given d0)slightly

increases with the value ofthe m atter F{term . The two cases give qualitatively

thesam e resultswith sm allquantitative di�erenceswhich arenotim portant.W e

conclude thatthe presence ofm atterwith m odulusdependent Kahlerpotentials

doesnota�ectourresultsaslong astheirF{term svanish.

W e �nd that,the scalar potentialhasstable m inim a when F�i 6= 0 if�i are

m atter�eldswhoseKahlerpotentialisindependentofthem odulus.Thepresence

ofotherm atterwith m odulusdependentKahlerpotentialsdoesnotalterthequal-

itativeresultsaslong asthey do nothavenonzero F{term s.Forourpurposesthe

m ostim portantnum ericalresultisthe absence ofm inim a with TR < 0:2 forthe

F�i 6= 0 case. Thiswillplay an im portantrole when we exam ine the direction of

SUSY breaking in �eld space.

In the presence ofdynam icalm atter�i,one can ask severalquestions. First

we see from Eq. (31)thatthere are two contrubutions to FT;one from gaugino

condensation and theotherfrom m attercondensation.W hataretherelativem ag-

nitudesofthese? In particular,can them attercondensate contribution dom inate

that ofthe gaugino condensate in FT? (W e rem ind that F�i arises solely from

m attercondensates.) A sim pleanalysisshowsthatthegaugino condensation con-

tribution islargerif6N � 2M � t> 0 and vice versa forallvaluesofTR atthe

m inim um .NotethatthetwocontributionsenterFT with oppositesigns.W efound

abovethatunlessthiscondition holdsthereisno stablem inim um in theTR direc-

tion and both FT and F�i vanish.Thus,in allcaseswith a stablem inim um in the

TR direction,the hidden gaugino condensation contribution to FT islargerthan

thatofthe hidden m attercondensation. Forsm allvaluesof6N � 2M � t,when

thereisa largenum berofhidden m atterm ultipletsand/orthey arelight,thetwo

contributionsarecom parable.On theotherhand,forlargevaluesof6N � 2M � t

thegaugino condensation contribution isdom inant.

Thesecond and m oreim portantquestion isforwhatrangeofm odelparam eters
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N ;M ;si;tetc. and vacuum (i.e. TR ;TI)does one ofthe F{term s dom inate the

other,i.e. FT >> F�i or vice versa? The relative m agnitude ofthese two F{

term sgivesthedirection ofSUSY breaking in �eld space(assum ing asbeforethat

FS = 0). Ifallm atter �i have canonicalKahlerpotentials,from Eqs. (31)and

(39)we�nd theratio

FT

F�i
=
N �i

si
d
0

�

G 2(T)�
3

2TR d
0

�

; (46)

whereasforthem ixed casewehave

FT

F�i
=

�
4N �iTR d

0

N j�ij
2 + 4TR si

�  

G 2(T)�
3

2TR d
0
+

�i�
y

i

4T2

R
d0

!

: (47)

Using Eq.(46)forthecasewith only canonicalKahlerpotentials,we�nd that

form ostvaluesofTR atthe m inim a in Table 2,F�i > FT. Forexam ple,forthe

two lim iting valuesofTR in the table,i.e. TR � 0:8 and TR � 4:7 we obtain 0:2

and 0:04 fortheratio FT=F�i (assum ing N = siforsim plicity).Forsm allervalues

ofd0which giveslargerTR theratio becom eseven sm aller.Ofcourse,theratio of

F{term salso dependson thevalueofN =siwhich wetook to beone.Forexam ple,

at TR � 0:8 ifN > 5si one gets FT > F�i. This becom es m ore di�cult when

thereism oreand/orlighterhidden m atter.Then,d0issm allwhich giveslargeTR

and this requires a large ratio ofN =si which is very di�cult (ifnot im possible)

to realize. Forexam ple,forTR > 1 one needs N > 10si orN > 10 in orderto

get FT � F�i. On the other hand,the rank ofthe hidden gauge group is � 11

which shows that this case is m arginalwhereas forlargerTR ,FT < F�i always.

Itisonly forsm allTR thatFT can be naturally largerthan F�i. This isdue to

the very sharp increase (in absolute value) ofG 2(T) with decreasing T. These

are exactly the m inim a which appear for sm alld0 when F�i = 0 as we saw in

theprevioussection.Now,however,when F�i isnonvanishing,we �nd thatthese

m inim a disappeardue to the m odi�cation ofthe �3 term in the scalarpotential

by thejsi=N �ij
2 factor.Asa result,fora widerangeofparam etersN ;M ;si;tand
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�i � M v=10 we �nd thatF�i > FT. Repeating the above analysisforthe m ixed

caseusingEq.(47)and theresultsfrom Table3wegetessentially identicalresults.

Thism eansthattheratio oftheF{term s,FT=F�i,isnotsensitiveto thepresence

ofm atterwith m odulusdependentKahlerpotentialaslong asthese do nothave

nonzero F{term s.

Thee�ectofthem atterF{term issm allonly when (si=N �i)� 1 and then the

�3 factorisnotchanged by m uch. Thissituation issim ilarto the F�i = 0 case

and there arem inim a with sm allTR forsm alld0.From Eq.(46)we �nd thatfor

(si=N �i)� 1,FT isthedom inantSUSY breaking e�ectifthevacuum isgiven by

the m inim um with the sm allTR and notthe large one. Assum ing �i � M v=10,

thism eansthatN � 10si. ForFT to be dom inant,we need atleastan SU(10)

hidden gauge group and also that each scalar appear in the determ inant ofthe

hidden m atterm assm atrix only once.Aswerem arked in thepreviousparagraph,

thisisa m arginalcaseatbestwhich coversa sm allpartoftheparam eterspace.

6. C onclusions and discussion

In this paper,we investigated the e�ects ofhidden m atter condensation on

SUSY breaking in SUGRA m odelsderived from free ferm ionic strings. W e found

thatthelocationofthecriticalpointsofthee�ectivescalarpotentialdependm ainly

on oneparam eter,d0= (6N � 2M � t)=4�.HereN ;M and tgivethehidden gauge

group,thenum berofhidden m atterm ultipletsandthepowerof�(T)in detA where

A is the hidden m atterm ass m atrix respectively. The otherparam eter which is

given by theVEVsofthescalar�eldswhich givem asstohidden m atterwastaken

to be �i�
y

i
� 0:2 since there are in generala large num ber ofscalar VEVs with

O (1=10)(in unitsofM v)�xed by theanom alousD{term .W enum erically checked

thatallourresultsdepend very weakly on thevalueof�i�
y

i
aslongasitisnonzero

and in a realisticrange.

W hen SUSY is not broken in the m atter direction,we found that as d0 de-

creases,i.e. when there ism ore and/orlighterhidden m atter,TR atthe m axim a
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and saddlepointsofthee�ectivescalarpotentialincreasesuch thatd0TR isabout

constant. Contrary to the case ofa hidden sector with a pure gauge group,the

m inim a and saddlepointsdo notappearatthe�xed pointsoftargetspaceduality

sincethisisspontaneously broken by thescalarVEVswhich givem assestohidden

m atter. TR atthe m inim a also increase with decreasing d0butforvaluessm aller

than � 1=7 new m inim a with sm allTR appear. TI atallthe criticalpoints are

periodic since the m odular functions which enter the scalar potentialare so. In

addition,TI atthese points depend very weakly on d0. W hen d0 � 0,we found

thatthereisno stablem inim um in theTR direction,i.e.TR ! 1 .Thisstability

problem ism uch m ore severe than the one forthe dilaton since the m odulusde-

pendence ofthe e�ective nonperturbative superpotentialisseverely restricted by

targetspace duality.In orderto avoid thisproblem ,realistic m odelsm ustsatisfy

d0> 0 or6N � 2M � t> 0 which isa strong restriction on theirhidden sectors.

Onecannotruleoutstring m odelson thebasistheirm asslessspectrum sincepart

or allofthe hidden m atter can get large m asses from scalar VEVs. Thus,the

above condition should be used only forthe partofthe hidden sectorwhich does

notdecouplefrom thetheory atthecondensation scale.

W hen SUSY isalso broken in the m atterdirection,i.e. F�i 6= 0 in addition

to FT 6= 0,the resultsdepend on the Kahlerpotentialofthe m atter�elds�i. If

K (�i;�
y

i
)dependson m odulithere isno stable m inim um forthe scalarpotential

in the TR direction. This is true for allm atter �elds which arise from sectors

with m oduli. In order to get a stable potential,one m ust assum e that allsuch

m atter�elds have vanishing F{term s. This can happen ifthey do notenter the

hidden m assm atrix and therefore have vanishing F{term sdue to the cubic level

constraints. On the other hand,there are m odels in which som e or allsectors

are without m oduli. In that case,the Kahler potentialofm atter �elds com ing

from these sectors is canonical. W e �nd that the scalar potentialhas a stable

m inim um in the presence ofnonzero m atterF{term sifthey correspond to �elds

with canonicalKahlerpotentials.Thepresenceofadditionalm atterwith m odulus

dependentKahlerpotentialsdoesnotdestroy thestability aslongastheirF{term s
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aszero.Thebehaviorofthecriticalpointsisvery sim ilarto thecasewith F�i = 0

as is seen from the Tables 1,2 and 3. W e also �nd that the dependence ofthe

m inim a on thevalueofF�i isweak.

W hen F�i 6= 0,the m ost im portant num ericalresult for our purposes is the

absence ofm inim a with sm all(i.e. < 0:2)TR . As a result ofthis,we �nd that

for a wide range ofm odelparam eters F�i > FT. Only for N > 5si with very

little hidden m atter or for N > 10si,FT � F�i. W e conclude that for m ost of

the param eter space SUSY is m ainly broken by hidden m atter condensation in

the m atterdirection ratherthan by hidden gaugino condensation in the m odulus

direction.

W e saw that in the presence ofm any hidden m atter m ultiplets with sm all

m asses,the m inim a ofthe scalar potentialare at large (> 1) TR . Vacua with

large TR are desirable for obtaining large string threshold corrections[29]to the

running coupling constantsoftheStandard M odelgaugegroup.Itiswell{known

that string uni�cation occurs around 1017 GeV which is an order ofm agnitude

larger than the scale predicted by the m inim alsupersym m etric extension ofthe

Standard M odel. This discrepancy can be elim inated without introducing extra

statesonly by having largestring threshold correctionswhich requirelargeTR .As

wesaw above,largevaluesofTR ,which arevery di�culttoobtain withouthidden

m atter,occur naturally when there is hidden m atter which condenses. One can

alsoturn thisargum entaround and �nd therangeofTR required togetuni�cation

ofcoupling constantsfrom string threshold corrections.Thiswillgivetherealistic

range ofd0 which in turn gives possible values ofthe string m odelparam eters

N ;M ;tetc. However,a given value ofd0doesnot�x the param eterssince there

aredi�erentcom binationsofthem which resultin thesam ed0.

Atthe TeV scale,theonly way to �nd outthe direction ofSUSY breaking in

�eld space isto exam ine the sparticle m asses(orsoft{SUSY breaking param eters

in general). It is well{known thatthese exhibit distinct patterns when SUSY is

broken dom inantly in thedilaton orthem odulidirections[30].Fortheform erthe
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soft{SUSY breaking m asses are allequalwhereas for the latter they depend on

the m odularweightsofthe observable �eldsand in generalare notequalto each

other.Onecan extend these ideasto SUSY breaking in the m atterdirection and

�nd the behaviorofsoft{SUSY breaking m assesin thiscase. Thiswould require

inform ation aboutthe dependence ofobservable m atterKahlerpotentialson the

�elds�i. Forobservable m attercom ing from the twisted sectorsthe form ofthe

Kahlerpotentialhasbeen conjectured to have a sim ple dependence on �i[31]. It

istherefore plausible thatSUSY breaking by hidden m attercondensation in the

m atterdirection leadstoa pattern ofsparticlem asseswhich di�ersfrom theother

two. In that case,one would be able to look for signs ofthis SUSY breaking

m echanism around theTeV scale.
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