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ABSTRACT

W e investigate the e ects of hidden m atter condensation on supersym m etry
breaking in supergravity m odels derived from free ferm ionic strings. W e nd that
them Ininum ofthe e ective potential In the m odulus direction depends strongly
on only one param eter which is xed by the hidden sector. For nonpositive val-
ues of the param eter the potential is unstable which constrains realistic m odels
severely. For positive and decreasing values which correspond to m ore and/or
lighter hidden m atter, Tr Increases whereas Tt is periodic and depends on the pa-
ram eter very weakly. Supersym m etry can be broken in the m atter direction w ith
a stable vacuum only ifthe elds which give m ass to the hidden m atter are light
and have m odulus independent K ahler potentials. T hen, fora w ide range ofm odel
param eters, supersymm etry is m ainly broken by hidden m atter condensation in
the m atter direction rather than by hidden gaugino condensation in the m odulus
direction.
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1. Introduction

There is grow ing though circum stantial experim ental evidence for believing
that supersymm etry (SUSY) is a true symm etry of Nature. If SUSY exisits, it
m ust be broken which can only happen nonperturbatively [L] due to the welkknown
nonrenom alization theoraem sP]. Thebest candidate for dynam icalSU SY breaking
seam s to be condensation e ects in the hidden sectors of supergravity (SUGRA ) [B]
or superstring @] m odels.

SUSY breaking by gaugiho condensation b] in the hidden sectors of SUGRA
or string derived SUG RA m odels have been extensively exam Ined in the literature
[6-12]. In this socenardio, when the hidden gauge group becom es strong at a hierar-
chically snallscale y compared with the P lanck scale M p , gaugino condensates
which break SUSY fom . The e ects of SUSY breaking in the hidden sector are
com m unicated to the observable sector by graviy and possibly by nonrenom aliz—
abl temm s in the superpotential which are proportional to inverse powers ofM p .
T he e ective nonperturbative superpotential can be obtained from the sym m etries
ofthe underlying gauge theory, ie. by satisfying the anom alous and nonanom alous
W ard dentities[7,8]. On the other hand, one can nd the e ective scalar poten—
tialby sin ply substituting the VEV of the gaugino condensate into the SUGRA
Lagrangian [6]. A very In portant ingredient in this scenario is target space duality
which is a symm etry of the string to all orders in perturbation theory and also
assum ed to hold nonperturbatively [L3]. A s a resul, the nonperturoative e ective
superpotential has to be invariant under target space duality, a property which
restricts its possible m oduli dependence severely. T he dilaton dependence of the
nonperturbative superpotential is detem ined by the running coupling constant
which is a function of the dilaton [14].

For a hidden sector w ithout m atter, hidden sector gaugino condensation gives
an e ective scalar potentialwhich hasm lnima orvacua at Ty~ 123 and itsdual
value Tg 081. On the otherhand, the scalarpotential isnot stable in the dilaton
direction resulting in Sg ! 1 [L0]. The dilaton potential can be stabilized either



by adding a dilaton Independent termm to the superpotential [L0] orby having m ore
than one hidden gauge group O]. These vacua break SUSY in them odulusbut not
the dilaton direction, ie. W't 16 0 but generically HF'gi= 0. In addition, in all

versions of this scenario, the coan ological constant is nonvanishing (and negative) .

In string or string derived SUGRA m odels the generic situation is a hidden
sector w ith m atter and not the pure gauge case. The e ect of hidden m atter on
SUSY breaking must be taken into acoount unless all hidden m atter m ultiplets
are heavy and decoupl at the condensation scale. This case has been considered
assum Ing that SUSY is not broken in the m atter direction in Refs. [B,15]. There,
it was argued that the presence ofhidden m atter does not change the results of the
pure gauge case signi cantly. In thispaper, we w ill show that this isnot so at least
In SUGRA derived from free ferm ionic superstrings[l6] . The presence of hidden
m atter w ith nonzero m ass (as required to have a stable vacuum ) has two e ects.
First, it m odi es the nonperturbative superpotential of the pure gauge case In a
well{known way B]. Second, aswas shown in Refs. [L7,18] it may result in SUSY
breaking in the m atter direction ifthe eldswhith give m ass to hidden m atter do

not decouple at the condensation scale g .

In Ref. [18] the e ects ofhidden m atter condensation on SUSY breaking were
Investigated in a generic SUGRA m odel derived from firee form ionic superstrings.
The F {tem s in the overall m odulus and m atter directions were cbtained from
the e ective superpotential and com pared with each other without nding the
vacuum (or the scalar, dilaton and moduli VEV s) by m inin izing the e ective
scalar potential. Tt was shown that SUSY can m ainly be broken by hidden m atter
condensation In the m atter direction rather than by hidden gaugiho condensation
In the m odulus direction. W hether the fom er or the latter is dom inant depends
on the param eters of the string or SUGRA m odel such as the hidden gauge group,
hidden m atter content and their m asses and the vacuum , ie. the VEV s for the
dilaton, m oduli and scalar elds which are xed dynam ically. In this paper, we
extend our previous work by exam Ining the e ect of hidden m atter condensation

on SUSY breaking with or without m atter F {tem s again in a generic SUGRA



m odelderived from free ferm ionic strings. W em ake no attem pt to solve the dilaton
stability orthe coan ologicalconstant problem s. W eassum e that thedilaton VEV is
stabilized at S  1=2 by som em echanian which m ay be either ofthe twom entioned
above. W e perform our analysis by obtaining the e ective scalar potential for the

di erent cases we exam ine and m Inin izing it num erically.

W e nd that when SUSY is not broken in the m atter direction, the location
ofthem inim a, m axin a and saddk points in the m odulus direction depend m ainly
on the param eter = (6N 2M t)=4 N . Here N;M and t are the hidden
gauge group f(@ssumed to be SU (N )), the number of hidden m atter m ultiplets
In the fundam ental representation and the power of (') in the detem inant of
the hidden m atter m ass m atrix respectively. In this case, Tg at the m axim a and
saddke points ncrease w ith decreasing d°which corresponds tom ore and /or lighter
hidden m atter. Tg at the m inin a behave the sam e way except that in addition
there appear new solutionswith small (ie. < 02) Tgx for an allvalues (ie. < 1=7)

of & For all critical points T is periodic and (aln ost) independent of d°.

W hen SUSY is broken In the m atter and m odulus directions, ie. there is a
nonvanishing m atterF {tem F _, the results depend on the K ahler potentialofthe
matter ed ;. IfK ( ;5 3.17) dependson them odulus, there isno stablkem ninum in
the Ty direction. O n the otherhand, ifthe K ahlrpotentialof ; iscanonicalthere
are stabke vacua Pr all posttive values of d°. T he stability of the vacuum requires
that If SUSY isbroken in the m atter direction, the sam e m atter elds must have
canonicalK ahlerpotentials. In this case, Tr ;T1 at them Inim a behave sim ilarly to
theF , = 0 case but now there areno new m inima at amallTy for snalld’. This
is a crucial di erence because it is exactly at these pointsthat Fr > F | whereas
forallminina with lJarge Tg, F |, > Fp formost of the m odel param eter space.
Thus, we conclude that when F | 6 0, the dom inant SUSY breaking m echanism
is hidden m atter condensation in the m atter direction rather than hidden gaugino
ocondensation in them odulusdirection. W ealso nd that, whetherm atterF {tem s
vanish or not, or d° 0, there isnom nimum in the Ty direction , ie. Tg ! 1

which gives Fr = 0 (@and F |, = 0). Requiring a stable vacuum in the m odulus



direction constrains the hidden sectors ofpossible realistic m odels severely.

T he paper is organized as follow s. In Section 2, we give the features which are
comm on to all realistic SUGRA m odels derived from free ferm ionic strings. These
Include the m atter and m oduli content, the superpotential, the K ahler potential
and the supersym m etric vacuum around the P Janck scale. In Section 3, we review
SU SY breaking by hidden gaugino condensation In the pure gauge case. Thee ects
ofhidden m atter condensation w thout a m atter F {term are considered in Section
4. W em inin ize the e ective scalarpotentialnum erically and nd that the presence
of hidden m atter m odi es the pure gauge case resuls signi cantly. In Section 5,
we exam Ine hidden m atter condensation e ects In the presence of a nonvanishing
F {termm In the m atter direction. W e consider two cases: m atter with a m odulus
dependent K ahler potential and with a canonical one. W e nd the conditions
under which the m atter orm odulus F {temm dom inates SUSY breaking. Section 6

contains a discussion of our resuls and our conclisions.

2. Supergravity m odels derived from free ferm ionic strings

The low {energy e ective eld theory lim it of superstrings isgiven by N = 1
SUGRA m odelsw ith a gauge group and eld content xed by the underlying string.
T he string derived SUGRA m odel is de ned In addition by three functions: the
Kahler potential K , the superpotential W and the gauge function f B]. SUGRA
derived from free fermm jonic 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 odel derived from a
free ferm donic superstring [16] w ith the ollow Ing properties:

a) The spectrum ofthe SUGRA m odelw hich isgiven by them assless spectrum
ofthe superstring isdivided into three sectors. The st one isthe cbservable sector
which ocontains states w ith charges under the Standard M odel gauge group. The
second one, the hidden sector, contains singlets ofthe Standard M odelgroup which
arem uliplets of the hidden gauge group. T hese two sectors are connected only by



nonrenom alizable tem s in the superpotential, gravity and gauged U (1)swhich are
broken around the the P lanck scale. T herefore, once the gauged U (1)s are broken

the two sectors are connected only by interactions proportional to Inverse powers
ofM p . The third sector generically contains a large num ber of m atter elds ( ;)

which are Standard M odel and hidden gauge group singlkts. ; are connected to
the obsaervabl and hidden states only through gauge U (1)s (in addition to gravity
and nonrenom alizabl Interactions which are proportional to inverse powers of
M p ). Therefore, ;behave e ectively ashidden m atter once the U (1)s are broken.

T hroughout the paperwe callthe elds ;m atter (ot cbservable orhidden). Ik is
the F {tem softhese ; thatwe are interested In when we exam ine SUSY breaking
n the m atter direction.

b) The hidden sector contains one (or more) SU (N ) (or other nonabelian
gauge) group (s) with M oopies of m atter (hj;hi) in the vector representations
N + N . In the follow ng, we consider only the one gauge group case since in
realistic m odels part of the hidden gauge group m ust be broken by VEV s which
areessential orobtaining CKM m ixing[19]. In any case our results are not changed
by the introduction of addiional hidden gauge groups w ith m atter. The case of
muliple hidden gauge groups has been extensively exam ned n Ref. (15). The
net e ect of additional hidden gauge groups is to stabilize the dilaton potential
which we assum e in the follow ng. The hidden m atter states obtain m asses from
nonrenom alizable temm s, W ,, of the type given in Eq. ) below . This isessential
since a supersym m etric gauge theory w ith m assless m atter does not have a well{
de ned vacuum R0]. A sa resul ofthe nonrenom alizable tem s, the hidden m atter
m ass m atrix is nonsingular and the m odel has a stable vacuum . In addition,
M < 3N so that the hidden gauge group is asym ptotically free and condenses at
thescal 5 Mpexp@® *Zog®) whereb=M 3N .

¢) R ealistic firee ferm donic strings generically have a num ber ofuntw isted m oduli

in their m asskess spectrum . These show up in the low {energy SUGRA m odel as
eldsw hich do not appear in the superpotential to any order In perturoation theory.
Onem oduli always present In all string m odels is the dilaton. T he exact type and



num ber of the other untw isted m oduli depend on the boundary conditions for the
Intemal ferm ions and are m odel dependent R1]. 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 ocom pacti ed torus (sector). In the follow ing we w ill assum e to have only one
untw isted m oduluswhich isthe overallm odulus T for sim plicity. T hus, wew illdeal
w ith target space duality under only the overallm odulus T . It is straightforward
to generalize this case to the one w ith any num ber of untw isted m oduliofeither T

or U type. On the other hand, there are free ferm ionic strings for which som e or
all tordi (sectors) do not have any m oduli. M atter elds arising from these sectors
have canonicalK ahler potentials which do not depend on m oduli.

d) T he superpotential is given by
W = W3t Wapigt+ Wn + Wnp; 1)

w here the cubic superpotential W 3 is divided into two parts: one which contains
only the cbservable states and the other only the hidden states. W , gives the non—
renom alizable term s (n > 3) in the superpotential and W ,, gives the nonpertur-
batire contriutions due to gaugino and m atter condensation in the hidden sector.
D ue to the supersym m etric nonrenom alization theoram s], the only correction to
the string tree level superpotential is W . N ote that there are no renom alizable
Interactionsbetween observable and hidden m atter arising from the superpotential.
W e assum e that the sam e is true also or ; and the Standard M odel states. W e
also take the gauge function £ = S at the string tree level[l4]. Neglecting
the string one loop correctionsto £ do not change our resuls qualitatively.

e) The nonrenom alizablk (ordern > 3) tem s in the superpotential are gener—
ically of the form

Wn= cdghihy 5 5 1 5 Ty Ml @)
and are obtained from the world{sheet correlators

A, W/VSvPiivPi; @3)



which satisfy all the selection rules due to the local and global charges and Ising
m odel operators as given by Ref. (22). In Egq. (), ¢, are calculable num erical
coe cientsofO (1) and (T)=e T712 © @ e? ™) istheDedekind eta finc-
tion. In free ferm onic strings, m odular weights of m atter elds under the overall
modulus T, are given by the sum i=1 Q.+ where Q. give their R chargesP3].
A generic feature of free ferm donic strings is that allm atter elds ; and hj have
modular weights 1. Thus, the cubic superpotential W 3 is autom atically target
Soace m odular invariant. N onrenom alizable term s W ,, are rendered m odular In—
variant by m ultiplying them by the required powers of (T ) which has a m odular
weight of 1=2. h Eq. (2) thepowersof (T)and My ( Mp tobe de ned later)
are such that thetem W , hasm odularweight 3 and din ension 3 as dictated by
din ensional analysis and target space m odular invariance. N ote that these tem s
contain both cbservabl and at last a pair ofhidden sector states. O nce the elds

i get VEV s (in order to have a supersym m etric vacuum atM p asa resul ofthe
anom alous D {tem as we will see below ), they give m asses to the hidden states
hi;hi. Consequently, allthe n > 3 tem s of the type given by Eq. (2) can be seen
as hidden m atter m ass tem s. (In general, there can also be tem s of the fomm
Ch 4 % °°% i, le. nonrenom alizabl temm s wih only observable elds. These
vanish in standard{lke m odels [17] and we assum e that they are not present in
the follow Ing. E lim ination of these tem s is closely related to discrete sym m etries
which protect light quark m assesR4]. If they do exist, they m ay destabilize the
SUSY vacuum and break SUSY at very large scales which is phenom enologically
a disaster.)

f) The K ahlkr potential (@t tree kevel) isgiven by (or ;<< T)

X
K (S;SY;T;TY i )= logS+sY) 3log( + TY) T+ TH™ ;¥ @

1
where S;T and ; are the dilaton, (overall) m odulus and m atter elds respectively

and n; isthem odularweight (underT ) ofthem atter eld ;. Thercarealsom odels
In which som e sectors do not have any m oduli. M atter elds com ing from these



sectors have canonicalK ahlerpotentials w hich do not depend on them odulis. The
presence of such m atter eldsw illbe crucial for stablizing the scalar potentialw ith
m atter F {tem s In Section 5. Them odulus and m atter elds in Eq. (4) are In the
\supergraviy basis" and are related to the m assless string states by well{known
transform ations 25,26].

g) The string vacuum is supersym m etric at the P lanck scale, M p and at the
Jevel of the cubic superpotential. This is guaranteed by satisfying the F and D
constraints obtained from the cubic superpotentialW 3 (which istrilinearin ; and
hi) and the local charges of the states. Aswe saw above, all nonrenom alizable
termm s In the superpotential, W ,, contain hidden m atter bilhears. As a resul;,
W 3 does not get any higher order corrections as long as the hidden gauge group
doesnot condenss at g << Mp and W 3 isthe exact superpotential until hidden
sector condensation. The sst of F and D constraints is given by the ollow Ing set
of equations [17]:

Da= 0% h if = —ngr@ - (5a)
S 192 2 Big o
pDIi=  olhiif=0; (5b)
. W 3,
N 3i= thZ 0; (5c)

where ; are the matter elds and Qi' are their Iocal charges. ° is the string
tension given by @ 9 ' = "M 2=32 = g™ ? and TrQa) 100 generically
In realistic string m odels. Eq. (5a) is the D oconstraint for the anom alous U (1)a
which is another generic feature of free ferm ionic string m odels R7]. Note that
the anom alous D {tem arises at the string one loop lkvel and therefore contains
a factorof g® = 1=4(S + SY). W e see that som e Standard M odel singkt scalars
must get Planck scale VEVsofO M =10) In orderto satisfy Eq. (5a) and pressrve
SUSY around the Planck scale. Then, due to the other F and D constraints
m ost of the other SM singlt scalars also obtain VEVs of O M =10). In this



m anner, allgauge U (1)swhich connect ; and hj;h; to the Standard M odel states
are broken spontaneously at the high scale O M =10). In addition, the scalar
VEV sbreak target space duality spontaneously since they carry m odular weights.
These corrections to W 3 when they becom e nonzero, (ie. when hidden m atter
condensates i3 = hihy form ) m odify the cubic level F' constraints n Eq. (5a) and
m ay destabilize the original SUSY wvacuum in the m atter direction as was shown
In Ref. (17).

3. H idden sector gaugino condensation

T he leading candidate for SUSY breaking in string derived SUGRA is hidden
sector gaugino condensation B]. In this section, we review the sim plest possibility
which is gaugino condensation in a hidden sector w ith a pure gauge group ie. no
hidden m atter. A sm entioned previously, realistic string m odels generically contain
hidden m atter in vectorlike representations. This m ore com plicated case willbe
discussed in the follow ing sections. O ur purpose In review Ing the pure gauge case

is to Introduce the basic concepts and our notation.

In this scenario, due to the running of the coupling constant, the hidden gauge
group condenses around the scale g MpExp@® %=og?), resultig in a gaugino
condensate. T he nonperturbative e ective superpotential for the gaugino conden—
sate Y 3 can be obtamed from the symm etries W ard identities) of the underlying

gauge theory to be[7,8]

Y 3logfexp 32 2s)ke @)y Ng; 6)

Wap= 357

where c is a constant. W ,, hasmodular weight 3 as required since Y 3 and S
havem odularweights 3 and 0 respectively. A llthe eldswhich appearin W ,, are
scaled by M . The com posite gaugio condensate super eld Y ® can be integrated
out by taking the at ImitMp ! 1 atwhith gravity decouples. In this lim i,



SUGRA reduces to globalSUSY whose vacuum is given by

QY

0: (7

T he solution to the above equation gives the gaugino condensate in term sofS and
T

1
32 2

Y3= (32 %e) ' & (T)]%exp( 32 %SN); @®)

resulting in the nonperturbative superpotential

WnpS;T)= (S)h(T); )

w ih
S)= Nexp( 32 2S=N); (10a)
hT)= @32 %e) ' & (T)1°: (10b)

The e ective scalar potentialdue to W ,, is given by

V=FsFe L, + Fric,L, 3¢ F; 1)

whereG = K + log§l F,W = Wy, W3 = 0 i vacuum from Eq. (5)) and the
F {tem s are

Fr= &2 W+ KW ); 12)

fork = S;T. Usihg the above formula we nd (fom now on we use the notation
S=SR+iSIandT=TR+J'II)

1
Fg = h — 13
T @sorrene 0 4

10



and

Fr= ! S) h ﬂ : (14)
T @sp)? TR )3 Toomg

Substituting the above F {temm s Into Eq. (11) gives the scalar potential

1 2 2 TR2 A
vV = S ¢+ 34 44 R 1 ; 15)
65127 T PSr s I+ 335 E,.F ;
whereé\2= G =T and G, isthe second E isenstein function given by
2 X
Go) = — 87 1me?": (16)

n

1 (n) is the sum of the divisors of n and G, (T ) arises due to

e m_ @ _
o7 - 3 C2): a7

@2 (T) isa regularized version ofG; (T ) which hasm odularweight 2 (in contrast
G, (T ) does not have a well{de ned m odular weight) [L1]. T he vacuum is cbtained
by m Inin izing the scalar potential with repect to S and T . If any of the F{
termm s given by Egs. (13) and (14) are nonzero in the vacuum , SUSY is broken
goontaneously. It iswell{known that the condition foram ininum in the S direction

is given by [10]
SR S = 0: 18)

Note that the m Ininum in the S direction does not depend on the modulus T .
W ith () giwven by Eq. (10a) one nds that there is no ( nie) m ininum or
(stable) vacuum sihce the solution to Eq. (18) requires Sg ! 1 . This is the
dilaton stability problem and we w ill not try to solve it in this paper. It hasbeen
noted that the dilaton potential can be stabilized with a realistic dilhton VEV,
ie. Sy 1=2 either by adding a constant tem to (S)[L0] or by having m ore
than one hidden gauge group [L5]. W e stress that the condition for the m inin um
in the S direction autom atically nsures Fg = 0 which we will assum e to hold In
the follow ing.

11



Them inin ization in the m odulus direction gives

@\/ 3 1 A 2 s a2 TR2 a
- = _ fG S + 3 — 11
aT 32 SRng )3 2[BSr s J J3J Zﬁzf

T . . N N N VA A\
+ 2592+ 1rE,6r + TrE, 2= 0: 19)

The rsttem in the curly brackets vanishesduetoFg = 0.From Eqg. (19) we see
that the m nInum in the m odulus direction is independent of the dilaton S. In
addition, it is also lndependent ofthe hidden gauge group orN . T he crticalpoints
of the potentialV In Eqg. (15) have been mnvestigated [L0]. There are m axin a at
(Tr;T1) = (p§=2;l=2 + n) and saddke ponntsat (Tg;T1) = (;n) which are given
by the solutions to GAZCT) = 0. Heren is an integer.) Both at them axin a and
saddkepointsFr = 0 snceFr / GAZ (T)asitisseen from Eq. (14). Them Inin a are
given by solutions to Eq. (19) which are not solutions of G, (T) = 0. They are at
Tr;Tr)= ( 123;n) and itsdual (Tg;T1)= ( 081;n) which giveFt & 0. The
m axin a and saddle points appear at the self{dual (or xed) points of target space
duality due to the fact that ¢, transom s covarantly under target space duality
(orhasa wellde ned m odular weight) and m odular functions alw ays have zeros at
these xed points. Them inin a, on the other hand, are not at the xed points of
target gpace duality. T herefore, target space duality which is sopontaneously broken
by the vacuum m anifests itselfby the presence oftwo m inin a which are connected
to each other by target space duality.

4. H idden sector gaugino and m atter condensation

A sm entioned In Section 2, free ferm ionic strings generically have hidden sectors
which contain m atter hi;h; in the vectorlke representations of the hidden gauge
group . In addition, there are generic cbservable m atter elds ; which give m asses
to hidden m atter. In this section, we repeat the steps of the previous one taking
Into acoount the e ects of hidden m atter condensation. W e assum e that SUSY is
not broken In the m atter direction, ie. F , = 0. Thecasewhere F , € 0 willbe
exam Ined in the next section.

12



In the presence of hidden m atter, when the hidden gauge group condenses at
u , M atter condensates ;5 = hjhy form in addition to gaugino condensates Y 3.
T he nonperturbative e ective superpotential cbtained from the W ard identities

and m odular Invariance becom es(7,8]

Wop = Y3lgfexp @2 ?S)K° ()Y M vN M Get g wA ; (0)

32 2

where P isa (new ) constant and A is the hidden m atterm assm atrix given by the
n> 3tems i Eq. @). Wy, hasmodular weight 3 as required since A and
have m odular weights 1 and 2 respectively. The last term corresponds to the
sum ofallthen > 3 tetms In Eq. (). The cbservable matter elds ; which
give m asses to hidden m atter appear only In themassm atrix A . In the at lin it
Mp ! 1 ,gravity decouples and one gets a globally SUSY vacuum at which (In
addition to Egs. (5a—<))

W or  OW or

0; 21
QY @ @b

where W or = W3+ W pp. W e can replace W o In Eq. 21) by W p since W 3 does
not contain Y3 or . Then > 3tams, W 4 which are the hidden m atter m ass
tem s, are already included In W ,,, through trA . The solutions to Egq. (21) are
used to obtai the composite edsY 3 and i tem sofS;T and A

Sl = @ e M CpemIMexp( 32 S5 N); @)
and
1
5= 3 2Y%i}: ©3)

Egs. (22) and (23) are used to elim nate the composite eldsin W
Wonp(S;T)= (S)h(T)deta]™ ; (24)
w here
S)= Nexp( 32 2S=N); 25a)

13



he)= 32 e e o™ °. (25b)

detA is a product ofm ass tem s given generically by Eq. (2). Thus, w ithout any

loss of generality, we can assum e that it has the form
detA = ks.© § ()  msit> 0; (26)

where the S dependence is cbtained from the relation g° = 1=4Sy (at the string
tree kevel and for level one K ac{M oody algebras). T he param eters r and t can be
expressed In tem s of the m ore fundam ental ones, hidden sector param eters N ;M
and the order of nonrenom alizable m ass term s n or a given model. ; denotes
any m atter eld which appears In detA and s; is itspower. k isa constant ofO (1)
which is given by the product ofthe relevant g, In Eq. ). In fact, this isthe fom
ofdetA which was obtained from the explicitm odelofRef. (17)withr= 7,t= 22
and s; = 1;5 depending on the eld ;. (In general, detA is a sum of temm s lke
that n Eq. (26).) W e see that there isanew S and T dependence n W ,p due to
detA . The new S dependence does not change the results of the previous section
qualitatively. The scalarpotential stillhasam ininum onlyatS ! 1 which needs
to be stabilized and Fg = 0 due to them inin ization condition. O n the otherhand,
the new T dependence lads to qualitative and quantitative changes aswe w ill see
below .

Now , there are two possibilities: either ; areheavierthan y,ie.m [ >> g
and they decouple at y orthey are Iighterthan y,ie. m |, < gy and they
ram ain in the spectrum . In this section, we assum e the formm er which has two
consequences. First, sihoe ; decouple at the condensation scale one can substitute
their VEV s everyw here and forget about them . Second, there isno SU SY breaking
In the ; direction, ie. F | = 0. The second case n which ; are light willbe
exam ined In the next section. Then, ; do not decouple and becom e dynam ical

elds Iike S and T . In both cases we assum e that the hidden m atter states hi;h;
do not decouple from the spectrum at y since otherw ise obviously there can only

be gaugino condensation.
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In W p allthe inform ation about the m atter condensates, 5, and the cbserv-
abl elds ; iscontained in theterm detA.W henm | >> y and ; decouple,
one sin ply substitutes the VEV sh ;i cbtained from the solution to the F and D
constraints in detA . ; are longer dynam ical elds since at the scake y these
heavy elds cannot be excited but sin ply sit at their VEV s. In this sense, i are
sin ilar to the composite eds Y 3 and which are also elin inated from W np- Al

; do isto give m asses to the hidden m atter states hi;h; through theirVEV s. Asa
result, in this case the only e ect ofm atter condensates ;5 is to change the scale

of the gaugino condensate Y 3 through detA .
Using Eq. (12) we obtain for the dilaton F {tem

e i 3i/=4TR

h N £ — g @7
Gs e M BTN E s oo+ (oge )T )sg: @)

The rsttwo tem s in the curly brackets are the usual ones com ng from gaugio
condensation. The last term gives the contribution of the m atter condensates
(through detA ) to F'5 . A ssum Ing the above form fordetA we get

@ (log et 7 ) r

= : 28
@s N Sgr ©8)

Tt is easy to see that this additional term can be absorbed Into a rede nition ofb
and does not change the Fg or the dilaton potential qualitatively. O nce again the
dilaton has a munaway potentialwih Sg ! 1 which should be stabilized by som e

m echanign .

Forthe F {temm in the m odulus direction we nd

e + i 6) e 1™ fhy 2
e [
T @sg)? TR )3 2Ty
Y
+ ﬁ}” h (ogdeta IV )7 g: 29)

R

AsfrFg,the rsttwo tem sin the curly brackets arise from gaugino condensation
whereas the last two com e from m atter K ahler potential K ( 4; li’) and hidden
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m atter condensation resgppectively. From Eqg. (26) for detA we obtain for the last
term

@ (log etA I ) t
= G : 30
eT i N 2 (T) (30)

Combined wih thepowerof () in h(T) n Eg. (25b), 2M =N 6, these two
term s m odify the behavior n the m odulus direction. The F {term in the m odulus
direction isnow given by

e 1+ 1=N 0 3 i3
S)hgea]" " h(T)d” G2(T) + = ; (1)
T 2SR)2 QTR )32 2 2Tpd® 4120 '
whered®= (6N 2M t)=4 N which gives the scalar potential
5 Y=2Tx
e i _ 1N 2r
V = detA ] £fPps —
16SRT§j (T)ﬁ doj jz 32 R S N 'f
ag®t? 3 ¥ '
.2 R 1i
+33 —————F2) ot —=F 3 g (32)
(BTx i Xi’) 2Trd”  4TZd

W e see that the e ect ofhidden m atter condensates and theirm ass tem s is sin ply
to change the finction €, (T) to G, (T) 3=2Tgd’+ ; Y=4T2d’whered’is xed by
the hidden gauge group (N ), the m atter content of the hidden sector (M ) and the
hidden masstem s (t) In Eq. 26). Thematter VEVsh ;i are xed by the F and
D {tem s of the of the superpotentialtobe M =10 at the perturbative lkevel. The
additional nonperturbative scalar potential ism uch an aller than the perturbative
one and therefore cannot change them atter VEV sby m uch. Any supersym m etric
string vacuum contains a large number (©fO (10)) ofVEV s and therefore for our
calculations we take h 3 ii’i 02. W e have num erically checked that our resuls
are not sensitive to the exact value and num ber of the VEV s as long as they are

nonzero and In a realistic range.

Note that, as expected, orM = t= 0 and h ;i = O,Gg(I) ! &, () and
the potential In Eq. (32) reduces to the pure gauge result given by Eqg. (15).
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In com plete analogy w ith the pure gauge case, now the behavior in the m odulus

direction is determ ined by the finction G, (T) 3=2Tgd+ ; }=4TZd’ M inim izing

in the dilaton direction, we nd that
Qv

—/ 5

55 (log detd 1* )g; 33)

2SR

whith meansthat Fg = 0 In vacuum as in the pure gauge case.

The m Inin ization condition in the T direction now reads (de ning G O(T) =
Go(T) 3=2Tpd+ ; {=4TZd9

Y __
Qv e *i7?Tr jgeta MV F 2 r 4d%T12
— = £d% 5 (2S “—F+ 54 BgF 3
@T 16SRTR3 j (T)§ d° 2[32 R S N f J3J 3 j;Zf
2d%ry
+ Ry Ppedf+ TRGIGY + TRG .Gl = 0; (34)

3

compared to Eg. (19). W riting Egq. (34) we m ade the approxin ation 3Tg
3Tg i 311 for sim plicity. The num erical analysis was perform ed for the exact
potentialw ithout this sim pli cation. The rstterm in the curly brackets vanishes

because F'g = 0 in the presence ofhidden m atter.
Them axin a and the saddle points of V which were given by the solution to

C,T)=G,@T) — = 0; (35)
TR

In the pure gauge case are now given by the solution to

Y
GOT)= G,T) —— 4+ i (36)
2T d® 4120

N ote that G O(T ) does not have a well{de ned m odular weight (ie. not a m odular
function like G\z (T)) duetotheVEVsof ;inthematterK ahlerpotentialK ( i; Ei/)
and detA which break target space duality spontaneously. A sa result, these points
are no longer the xed points of target space duality but sin ply solutions of Eq.
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(36). Also, we see that the location of the m axin a and saddle points depend
m ainly on the param eter d° and not on the string m odel param eters N ;M and t
separately. In addition, there is a weak dependence on the scabr VEVsh i.l’i
( xed tobe 02) which we have num erically found to be not in portant.

We nd that as d° decreases, ie. the hidden m atter content M ) ncreases
and/or the hidden m asses decrease (t increases), Tr at the maxina and saddle
points ncrease. Them axin a ofthe pure gauge case at (1;n) arenow at (Trp axsn)
where Trpy ax 1S given in Tabl 1 ©r som e values of d°. T he saddlk pointswhich for
the pure gauge case were at (p 3=2;1=2+ n) are now given by (Tgr gpi1=2+ n) where
Tr gp are given for the sam e values of & in Tabk 1. T is easy to see from Tablke
1 that as there is m ore hidden m atter (ncreasing M ) and/or the hidden m asses
becom e an aller (larger t) them axin a and saddl points appear at larger values of
Tgr . Note that the value of T; depends on d° very weakly since the m inin ization
condition for Tt @nd not T given by Eg. (34)) isalm ost d° Independent because at
them inin um dOIR is @Im ost) constant. W e also see that the T; values are periodic
w ith a period of 1 since the m odular functions which appear in the e ective scalar
potential, (T) and Gy (T ), are periodic finctions of T w ith the sam e period.

Them Inin a of the pure gauge case which were at ( 123;n) and ( 0:81;n)
are now given by the solutionsto Eq. (36) which are not zeros ofG OCI ). Again the
Tr at them ninum mainly depends on d° rather than on N ;M and t separately.
A num erical study ofthe scalar potential gives the values in Tabl 1 forthe Trp in
for som e values of &°. W e see that Try i creases with decreasing d° but at
amall (e. < 1=7) values of d° a new m ninum with very snall (le. < 02) Ty
appears In addition to the one wih large Tg . Onoe again, as for the m axin a
and saddk points, Tt at the m nin a are periodic and (aln ost) ndependent of &C.
Now however, contrary to the pure gauge case, the m inin a for a given d° are not
connected to others by target space duality transform ations. T his isbecause target
soace duality is spontaneously broken by the VEV sof ; which results in a scalar
potential which does not have a well{de ned m odular weight. N ote also that the
m ininum for the case with no hidden matter, ie. M = t= 0, in Tabl 1 does
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not reproduce the pure gauge result because of the K ahler potential term for the
scalars i In the potential

W hen d° 0, we nd that there isnom Ininum in the m odulus direction, ie.
Tg ! 1 . The rason is the change of sign In the exponential of Ty which com es
from (T). In this case one also gets Fr = 0 so there is no SUSY breaking in
the m odulus direction. Unless Ty is stabilized, one does not have a well-de ned
vacuum and cannot obtain SUSY breaking. This is a new stabiliy problem in
addition to the one for the dilaton. Com pared to the dilaton case, this result is
much m oredi cul tom odify since them odulus dependence ofthe nonpertirbative
superpotential is strongly constrained due to target space duality. In orderto avoid
this situation, we require d®> 0 or 6N 2M t > 0 whith ssverely constrains
the hidden sectors of possible realistic m odels. W ithout hidden m atter m asses,
ie. t= 0,d’> 0 always since this is required for the asym ptotic freedom of the
hidden sector. ForM oopies of hidden m atter in the findam ental representation
N + N ,using Eq. (26) fordetA and Eqg. (2) for the m atterm ass tem s, we have
t= szl(Zni 6) where n; is the order at which the m ass term appears in the
superpotential. R equiring that the hidden m atter ram ains in the spectrum around
the condensation scale g ,wegetn 7 8orlmerthusgivingt 10M . The
condition for stability In the Tg direction loosely becom es 3N 5M > O which is
a rather strong condition on the hidden sector of realistic m odels. O focourse, M is
the num ber of light hidden m atterm ultiplets and not their overallnum ber. A given
string m odel cannot be ruled out on the basis ofthe m assless string soectrum using
the above condition since som e or all of the hidden m atter can get large m asses
and decouple due tom atter VEV s. O nce allhidden m asses are found though, the
above condition must be satis ed in order to get realistic SUSY breaking and a
stable vacuum 1n the m odulus direction.

W e see that them nimum ofthee ective scalarpotentialisnotata xed point
of target space duality neither for the pure gauge case (due to K ( i; ii’)) nor for
the case with hidden m atter (due to detA ). This is a result of the spontaneous
breaking of target space duality by the scalar VEVs. On the other hand, it is
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well{known that free ferm jonic strings correspond to orbifold m odels formm ulated
at the xed pointsoftarget space duality ie. T = 1 (In unisofM ). How should
one interpret the above results obtained from the low {energy e ective eld theory?
F irst note that the overallm odulus T In the supergravity basis that appears in the
low {energy scalar potential is related to the overallm odulus tg in the string basis
by [11,25,26]

To T
Te+ T

&= @37)

where T = 1. Thus at the xed point of target space duality T = 1 the VEV of
the m odulus in the string basis vanishes, t; = 0. This is ne shcem odulus eld tg

is the coe cient of the exactly m arginal operator

::yi!i: i= 1;:::;6 (38)

which defom s the origihal two dim ensional free ferm jonic string action. Here
yi; ! i;yi; ! 1 are the intermalworld{sheet form jons which describe the com pacti ed
six din ensionalm anifold In the fem ionic languageR1,25]. ForT = 1, ts = 0 and
one has a free ferm fonic string as expected. Once T 6 1, we get a nonzero tg
and therefore the free form ionic string is deformm ed by the above Abelian T hirring
Interaction. Consequently, one should understand the result of this section as
follow s. H idden gaugino and m atter condensation and the scalar VEV s produce
an e ective scalar potentialw hich perturbs the initial value of the m odulus to the
valiesofTry in 9ven n Tablk 1 ordi erent values ofthe param eterd®. A sa resul,
the free ferm jonic string is perturbed by the above Abelian Thirring interaction
w ith the coe cient given by the value of the m odulus in the string basist 5. The
low {energy m odel w ith the scalar VEV s, hidden m asses and hidden m atter and
gaugino condensates is not described by the origihal free ferm ionic string but by
one which is perturbed by the corresponding exactly m arginal operator.

5. SU SY breaking by hidden m atter condensation
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In this section we consider the second casem entioned above nwhichm | < g
and ;i remain In the spectrum . Then, ; should be treated as dynam ical elds
similar to S and T since they can be excited due to their an all m asses. Now
W =W (;T; ;) where from Eqg. (24) allthe ; dependence is in the term detA
which arises due to them atter condensates ;5. In this case, In addition to F'g and
Fr, one should also evaluate F | since it can be nonzero in the vacuum resulting
In SUSY breaking in the m atter direction. It m ay also be possbl to break SUSY
mahly by hidden m atter condensation in the m atter direction rather than by
hidden gaugino condensation in the m odulus direction, ie. F | > Fr In vacuum .
W e consider two cases depending on the K ahler potential of the m atter elds ;
whose F {tem s are nonzero. F irst, we investigate the e ective potential when the
m atter K ahler potential depends on the m odulus as given by Eq. (4). Then, we
repeat the sam e analysis for m atter w ith canonical K ahler potential. Both cases
and a m ixture of the two are possble depending the details of the string m odel.

T he hidden m atter condensates, through the term detA , nduce an F {tem In
the m atter direction, ;

e i §=4TR

F = S)h ta 11
. 2512 (2TR)3=2[ (S)h(T)detrA ]

!
y

i 4 + K W3 39
N .o, W3, W 3)] (39)

Si

T his is the result cbtained In Ref. (17) where the e ect ofm atter condensation on
F . due to hidden m atter m ass temm s was exam ined. The last two tem s sin ply
give the contrbution com ing from the cubic superpotential which vanishes for
the solution to the F and D constraints n Egs. (5a—c) before the hidden gauge
group condenses. Generically the FF and D at solutions give h ;i M =10, a
scale which is set by the coe cient of the anom alous D {temtn In Eqg. (5a). The

nonperturbative scalar potential also contains the scalars ; but since it ismuch
an aller than the tree level potential we assum e that it does not m odify the VEV s

of ; appreciably. Therefore, we st the second paranthesis above to zero. W e
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see that for realistic values of s; and N (ie. of the sam e order of m agnitude) the

rst tem in the second paranthesis in Egq. (39) Wwhich corresoonds to the W
piece in Fy) dom inates the second onewhen h ;i M =10 unkss Tg isvery small
(ie. < 001). In order for these two tem s to cancel each other, one needs either
h ;i My andTg lorh ;i M =10and Ty 001 and a considerable am ount
of netuning. F | obviously arises sokly from m atter condensation since its origin
isthe hidden mattermasstem trA 1 Eqg. (20).

In Ref. (17), it was shown that F | may be nonzero In vacuum once W , or
hidden m atter m ass tem s are taken into account. The reason is that, then > 3
term s give corrections to the cubic superpotential, W 3, which m odify the cubic
levelF constraints. For Jarge orders n these corrections tum the F constraints nto
an nconsistent set of equations. A s a result, the new sst of F constraints up to a
given ordern > 3, cannot be solved sim ultaneously for any set of scalar VEV s. In
particular, at them nimum , there isalways a nonzero F | forsome ; and SUSY
is spontaneocusly broken in the m atter direction. The am ount of SUSY breaking
In the m atter direction given by F | depends on the param eters of the m odel such

asM ;N ;tand s;.

W e stress that ; are connected to the squarks and skptons either through
gravity or the broken gauge U (1)s. (W e neglect the nonrenom alizable interactions
which do not a ect our resuls.) Sihce the U (1)s are broken at the high scale of
O M +=10), Interactions of ; wih the squarks and skptons are suppressed by
O (10=M ) and thus are alm ost as weak as graviy. T herefore, thism echanisn has
all the characteristics ofhidden sector supersym m etry breaking rather than visble
sector supersym m etry breakingR8].

Now, forF € 0 (and Fg = 0), when the Kahlr potential of ; is given by
Eg. (4), the scalar potential becom es

e ¢ izZTR 1:Nf 2 Si yf
v = jdetA 17V £ 2f 2Tp o + 2
165xT23 ()3 &7 7 AL ang
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+ G, (T) F =% 3 g (40)
(BTg i ii’) 2Tr d 4Ty do
Them nmum in them odulus direction is given by
QU e ¢ i2Tx qheta PN £ 52 s Y 4d®T?
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+ TRGYGY + TRG9rGolg= 0; 41)

wherewe used 3Tg ~ 3Tgr i 311 In the above expression for sim plicity. W e stress

that the num erical m Inin ization was perform ed w ithout this sim pli cation.

C om pared to the previous case, thenonzero F | m odi esthe e ective potential
by the st tetm in the curly brackets n Eq. (40). The behavior In the m odulus
direction is altered signi cantly due to the m odulis dependence of the m atter
K ahlr potential. A num erical analysis show s that the above potential does not
have a m nInum in the Ty direction (@t least for realistic valies of the m odel
param eters) . T hus, there is a stability problam in them odulus direction ifF ;| 6 0
and the m atter K ahlr potential depends on the m odulus. T his stability problem
arisies because of the st term in the curly brackets in Eq. (40), ie. them odulus
dependent m atter K ahler potential. For realistic values of F | Which are given
by 3< s;=N ;< 30) and other m odel param eters, this term destroys them inin a
we found fortheF | = 0 case in the previous section. This is easy to understand
since the new tem isgiven (for T > 05 whidch is true or allm inima) by Tgr
tin es a Jarge num ber ofO (10) which isenough to elin inate them inim a. In light of
the above resul, since we want a potential which is stable n the Tr direction, we
willassime thatF | = 0 forallmatter elds ; with a m odulus dependent K ahler
potential.

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

stable potential in the Ty direction. This is not so0 as we willnow show. As
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we saw above, the source of the problam is the m odulis dependent m atter K ahler
potential. T herefore, the sim plest solution isto ndm atterw ith a K ahlerpotential
which does not depend on the m odulus. In fact, there arem atter elds which we
denote ; again for sin plicity) w ith canonicalK ahler potentials ie.

X
K (1 )= i3e (42)

i
These are untw isted m atter elds which arise from sectors w ith all their m oduli
profcted out due to the tw ists of the basis vectors which de ne the free ferm ionic
string m odelR1l]. For exam ple, if there are four com plex world{sheet femm ions,
there is one sector with no moduli and allm atter elds arisihg from this sector
have canonical K ahler potentials. If there are six com plex world{sheet ferm ions
all untw isted m oduli are procted out. Then, all untw isted m atter elds have
canonical K ahler potentials which is the optim alcase.

In this optin al case, when there are no untw isted m oduli, the m atter F' {tem
becom es

oY
e *i

F = S)h ta 11N
’ (@SR )72 (2TR)3:2[ S)n @) ]'
S4 y
S i+Ml§ + W3, +K W3l 43)

The only di erence between the above formula and Eq. (39) is in the Kahlr
term in front and the second tem in the paranthesis w hich are independent ofthe
m odulus. The e ective scalar potential becom es

LY y
e i - 1N 2. .2, Si i
vV = jdetA f]N—+
+ 4dOZTR2j3 (T) > 3 3 (44)
3 z 2Tr d° d

W e see that, due to them odulus Independent K ahlerpotential, the problem atic
factor € ) ' = 2Tg isabsent i this case. Now them ninum ofV depends

i
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on the value of F | in addition to the param eter . From Eq. (39) we see that
this is xed by the combination s;=N ;. In Tablk 2, we give the m Inin a of the
scalar potential for som e values of d° and three realistic valuies of F . given by
(s;=N i)2 = 10;102;103 . W e nd that the location ofthem inin a does not depend
strongly on s;i=N ; between these values. Shce K LY andF , donotdepend on T
(except for the K ahler potential term ), the e ect of:; nonzero F | isto change the

3tem In the scalarpotentialto (s;=N 1)2 3.From Tablk2,we seethat sin ilarly
totheF | = 0 case, as d° decreases, ie. as there is m ore hidden m atter and/or
hidden m atter becom es lighter, Tg at them Inin a Increase. A 1so asexpected, Tt is
periodic and depends on d° very weakly. The m ain di erence which is crucial for
our purposes is the absence ofthem inin a w ith sm allvalues of Ty for an allvalies
of &°. Note that now there are no m inin a connected to the ones in the tablke by
target space duality, ie. T ! 1=T because the potentialin Eq. (44) doesnot have
a well{de ned m odular weight. From Tabl 2, we also see that the value of Ty at
them inin a fr a given d° increases slow Iy w ith the value of F . Tn addition, as
intheF , = 0case, ord® 0 the scalar potential in Eq. (39) is unstablk in the
Tr direction. T herefore, we m ust require that the hidden sector satis es d’> 0or
loos=ly 3N 5M > 0 asbefore.

One can also have a m ixed case, ie. some of the matter elds ( ;) have
K ahlerpotentialswhich depend on m oduliwhike the rest ( ;) have canonicalK ahler
potentials. In this case, for reasons of stability In the Tg direction, we assum e that

F .6 OwherasF |, = 0. The scalar potential isnow given by

e ! Xi/IZTR 1=N:f 2 Sq yf
vV = . jdetA ] JI°E ] + —=
16sg TZ3 M3 & N M2
49%T3 3 ; Y '
+ ——2 G, T) + Lf 3 g (45)
Glx i) 2Tpd®  4T2d°

The m inin a of the potential in the m odulus direction are given in Tabl 3
for three values of si=N ; asbefore. W e nd that the results are very sim ilar to

the previous case given in Tabk 2. Once again as d° decreases Tx at them inim a
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increase with no smallTg m inin a arising at sm alld’. T; is aln ost ndependent of
d° and periodic as before. A s before, Tr at them ininum (or a given d%) slightly
Increases w ith the value of the m atter F {temm . The two cases give qualitatively
the sam e results w th an all quantitative di erences which are not in portant. W e
conclude that the presence of m atter w ith m odulus dependent K ahler potentials

does not a ect our resuls as long as their F {tem s vanish.

W e nd that, the scalar potential has stable minina when F |, 6 0 if ; are
m atter eldswhose K ahler potential is ndependent of the m odulus. T he presence
ofotherm atter w th m odulus dependent K ahler potentials does not alter the qual-
Iftative resuls as long as they do not have nonzero F {tem s. For our purposes the
m ost In portant num erical resul is the absence ofm nima with Tg < 02 for the
F , 6 0 case. Thiswillplay an in portant role when we exam ne the direction of
SUSY breaking In eld space.

In the presence of dynam icalm atter 3, one can ask several questions. First
we s=e from Eqg. (31) that there are two contrubutions to Fr; one from gaugino
condensation and the other from m atter condensation. W hat are the relative m ag-
nitudes of these? In particular, can the m atter condensate contribbution dom inate
that of the gaugino condensate in F1? W e remind that F | arises solely from
m atter condensates.) A sin plk analysis show s that the gaugino condensation con-—
trbution is larger if 6N 2M t > 0 and vice versa for all values of Tg at the
m ininum . N ote that the two contrbutionsenterF w ith opposite signs. W e found
above that unless this condiion holds there isno stablem Ininum in the Ty direc-
tion and both Fr and F | vanish. Thus, in allcasesw ith a stablem lninum In the
Tr direction, the hidden gaugino condensation contribution to Fr is Jarger than
that of the hidden m atter condensation. For an all values of 6N 2M t, when
there is a Jarge num ber of hidden m atter m ultiplets and/or they are light, the two
contrbutions are com parabl. O n the otherhand, for large valuesof 6N 2M  t

the gaugino condensation contribution is dom nant.

T he second and m ore in portant question is forw hat range ofm odelparam eters
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N ;M ;si;t etc. and vacuum (ie. Ty ;T1) does one of the F {tem s dom inate the
other, ie. Fp >> F | or vice versa? The relative m agnitude of these two F {
term s gives the direction of SUSY breaking n eld space (@ssum ing asbefore that
Fg = 0). Ifallmatter ; have canonical K ahler potentials, from Egs. (31) and
(39) we nd the ratio

FT N i.0

— = da G — ; 46

F ] sy 2 (T) 2TRdO ’ (40)

whereas for the m ixed case we have
!

F AN Tpd° 3 Y
T = LR G, (T) i 47)
F N J;F+ 4Tg s; 2Trd®  4TZd0

Usihg Eq. (46) forthe case w ith only canonicalK ahlkrpotentials, we nd that
formost values of T at them nina in Tabl 2, F | > Fp . For exam pl, for the
two lin ting values of T In the tabl, ie. Ty 08 and Tg 47] we obtain 02
and 004 fortheratio Fr=F | (@assum ing N = s; for sin plicity) . For am aller values
of A which gives larger Tg the ratio becom es even an aller. O f course, the ratio of
F {tem s also depends on the value ofN =s; which we took to be one. For exam pl,
at Tr 08 if N > 5s; onegetsFr > F ,. This becomes more di cult when
there ism ore and/or lighter hidden m atter. T hen, d° is sn allwhich gives Jarge Tg
and this requires a large ratio of N=s; which is very di cult (if not in possble)
to realize. For exampl, r Tg > 1 oneneeds N > 10s; or N > 10 in order to
get Fr F .. On the other hand, the rank of the hidden gauge group is 11
which shows that this case is m argihal whereas for larger Ty, Fr < F | always.
It isonly for snallTg that Fr can be naturally larger than F . This is due to
the very sharp Increase (n absolute value) of G, (T) wih decreasing T. These
are exactly the m nim a which appear for snall d® when F ., = 0 aswesaw In
the previous section. Now , however, when F | isnonvanishing, we nd that these
m Inin a disappear due to the m odi cation ofthe 3 temm in the scalar potential
by the B;=N ij2 factor. A sa resul, fora wide range of param etersN ;M ;si;tand
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i My=10we ndthatF , > Fr. Repeating the above analysis for the m ixed
caseusing Eq. (47) and the results from Table 3 we get essentially identical resuls.
Thism eans that the ratio ofthe F {tem s, Fr=F |, is not sensitive to the presence
ofm atter w ith m odulus dependent K ahlr potential as long as these do not have

nonzero F {tem s.

Thee ect ofthematterF {temm issnallonly when (s;=N ;) 1 and then the

3 factor is not changed by much. This situation is sin ilar to the F | = 0 case
and there arem inina with smnall Ty for an alld®. From Eg. 46) we nd that for
(=N ;) 1,Ft isthe dom nant SUSY breaking e ect if the vacuum is given by
them nimum wih the anall Ty and not the large one. Assum ing ; M =10,
this m eans that N 10s;. For Ft to be dom lnant, we need at least an SU (10)
hidden gauge group and also that each scalar appear In the determ inant of the
hidden m atterm assm atrix only once. A swe rem arked In the previous paragraph,

this is a m arginal case at best which covers a an all part of the param eter space.

6. Conclusions and discussion

In this paper, we investigated the e ects of hidden m atter condensation on
SUSY breaking n SUGRA m odels derived from free ferm ionic strings. W e found
that the location ofthe criticalpointsofthee ective scalarpotentialdepend m ainly
on oneparam eter, &= (6N 2M t)=4 .HereN ;M and tgive the hidden gauge
group, the num ber ofhidden m atterm ultipletsand thepowerof (T ) In detA where
A is the hidden m atter m ass m atrix respectively. T he other param eter which is
given by the VEV s ofthe scalar eldswhich give m ass to hidden m atter was taken
tobe ; 311 02 since there are in general a large num ber of scalar VEV s w ith
O (1=10) (In unisofM ) xed by the anom alousD {tem . W e num erically checked
that all our results depend very weakly on the value of ; 311 as long as i isnonzero

and In a realistic range.

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

creases, ie. when there ism ore and/or lighter hidden m atter, Tg at the m axin a
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and saddle points of the e ective scalar potential ncrease such that dTy is about
constant. Contrary to the case of a hidden sector w ith a pure gauge group, the
m Inin a and saddl points do not appear at the xed points of target space duality
since this is spontaneously broken by the scalar VEV swhich give m asses to hidden
m atter. Tg at the m nin a also ncrease w ith decreasing d° but or values an aller
than 1=7 new mInina with snall Tg appear. T; at all the crtical points are
periodic since the m odular functions which enter the scalar potential are so. In
addition, Tt at these points depend very weakly on d’. W hen &® 0, we fund
that there isno stablem nimum in the Ty direction, ie. Tg ! 1 . This stability
problem is much m ore severe than the one for the dilaton since the m odulus de-
pendence of the e ective nonperturbative superpotential is severely restricted by
target space duality. In order to avoid this problem , realistic m odels m ust satisfy
d°> 0 or 6N 2M t> 0 which is a strong restriction on their hidden sectors.
O ne cannot rule out string m odels on the basis their m asskess spectrum since part
or all of the hidden m atter can get large m asses from scalar VEV s. Thus, the
above condition should be used only for the part of the hidden sector which does

not decouple from the theory at the condensation scale.

W hen SUSY is also broken in the m atter direction, ie. F | § 0 in addition
to Fr 6 0, the results depend on the K ahler potential of them atter elds ;. If
K ( i; i.l’) depends on m odulithere is no stable m ninum for the scalar potential
in the Ty direction. This is true for all m atter elds which arise from sectors
with moduli. In order to get a stable potential, one m ust assum e that all such
m atter elds have vanishing F {tem s. This can happen if they do not enter the
hidden m ass m atrix and therefore have vanishing F {tem s due to the cubic kevel
constraints. On the other hand, there are m odels in which som e or all sectors
are w ithout m oduli. In that case, the K ahler potential of m atter elds com Ing
from these sectors is canonical. W e nd that the scalar potential has a stable
m ininum in the presence of nonzero m atter F {tem s if they correspond to elds
w ith canonicalK ahler potentials. T he presence of additionalm atter w ith m odulus
dependent K ahler potentials does not destroy the stability as long astheirF {tem s
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as zero. T he behavior of the critical points is very sim ilarto thecasewih F = 0
as is seen from the Tabls 1,2 and 3. W e also nd that the dependence of the

m Inin a on the value of F | isweak.

W hen F | € 0, the most in portant num erical result for our purposes is the
absence of mInima with small (ie. < 02) Tg . As a resul of this, we nd that
for a wide range of model parameters F | > Fp. Only orN > 5s; with very
little hidden m atter or or N > 10si, F7 F ,. W e conclude that for m ost of
the param eter space SUSY ismalhly broken by hidden m atter condensation in
the m atter direction rather than by hidden gaugino condensation in the m odulus
direction.

W e saw that in the pressnce of m any hidden m atter multiplets with snall
m asses, the m Inin a of the scalar potential are at large > 1) Tgx . Vacua wih
large Tg are desirablk for cbtaining large string threshold correctionsP9] to the
running coupling constants of the Standard M odel gauge group. It is well{known
that string uni cation occurs around 107 GeV which is an order of m agnitude
larger than the scale predicted by the m Inin al supersym m etric extension of the
Standard M odel. This discrepancy can be elin nated w ithout introducing extra
states only by having large string threshold corrections which require large Ty . A s
we saw above, large values of Tr , which are very di cul to obtain w ithout hidden
m atter, occur naturally when there is hidden m atter which condenses. One can
also tum this argum ent around and nd the range of Ty required to get uni cation
of coupling constants from string threshold corrections. T his w ill give the realistic
range of d® which In tum gives possblk values of the string m odel param eters
N ;M ;t etc. However, a given value of d° does not x the param eters since there

are di erent com binations of them which result in the sam e d°.

At the TeV scalk, the only way to nd out the direction of SUSY breaking in

eld space is to exam ine the spoarticle m asses (or sof£{SU SY breaking param eters
In general). It is well{known that these exhibi distinct pattems when SUSY is
broken dom inantly In the dilaton or the m oduli directions[30]. For the formm er the
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of£{SUSY breaking m asses are all equal whereas for the latter they depend on
the m odular weights of the cbservable elds and In general are not equal to each
other. O ne can extend these ideas to SUSY breaking in the m atter direction and

nd the behavior of soff{SUSY breaking m asses in this case. This would require
Inform ation about the dependence of observable m atter K ahler potentials on the

elds ;. For ocbservabl m atter com ing from the tw isted sectors the form of the
K ahler potential has been conpctured to have a sin ple dependence on  B1]. Ik
is therefore plausibl that SUSY breaking by hidden m atter condensation in the
m atter direction leads to a pattem of sparticle m asses which di ers from the other
two. In that case, one would be ablk to ook for signs of this SUSY breaking

m echanign around the TeV scale.
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