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1. Introduction

This conference is a reunion oftrue SUSY believers,so there is no need to argue that

supersym m etry isreally a sym m etry ofparticle physics. Itisclearthatwe areallfacing here

a long overdue problem why SUSY hasnotbeen seen atlow energies.Ifitisa \good",exact

sym m etry,itm ustbe realised in a spontaneously broken m ode,because only in thiscase can

weuseitto m akede�nitepredictionsforsuperparticlem assesand couplings.Thisisassum ing

that we understand the origin ofits breaking { the super-Higgs m echanism . Unfortunately,

this part ofthe supersym m etric standard m odelis stillm issing, which explains the rather

academ ictitleofthistalk;itisintended asan introduction to thebasicideasand m echanism s

ofsupersym m etry breaking.

In the standard m odel,electroweak sym m etry isbroken by a non-zero vacuum expecta-

tion value (VEV) ofthe Higgs doublet. In the case ofsupersym m etry,the analogous order

param etersaretheVEVsofauxiliary �eldsbelonging to eitherchiralorvectorm ultiplets.As

explained in standard textbooks[1],auxiliary �eldsareintroduced in ordertoclosetheo�-shell

supersym m etry algebra. Undera supersym m etry transform ation,the ferm ion  belonging to

a chiralm ultiplettransform sas

�� = i�
m ��@m A + �F (1)

where A is the scalar partner of and F is the auxiliary com ponent ofthe m ultiplet. The

latterdoesnotcontain any physicaldegreeoffreedom .Afterusinglagrangian �eld equation,it

becom esa function ofphysical�elds:F = F(A;:::).The VEV ofF isdeterm ined by further

useofequationsofm otion,including m inim isation ofthescalarpotentialetc.Ifitturnsoutto

benon-zero,

h0jFj0i= F(h0jAj0i;:::)� M
2

S ; (2)

supersym m etry is broken spontaneously at m ass scale M S. This is easy to understand. By

looking ateq.(1)weseethat

h0j[�Q; ]j0i= h0j�Fj0i; (3)

whereQ isthesuperchargeoperator.Then

h0j�Fj0i6= 0 ) �Qj0i6= 0 ) e
i�Q
j0i6= j0i; (4)

so thevacuum statewhich carriesnon-zero superchargeisnotinvariantundersupersym m etry

transform ations.Futherm ore,itcan be shown thata m asslessferm ion { thegoldstino { m ust

bepresentin thespectrum ,populating degeneratestatesobtained from thevacuum by SUSY

transform ations.In thecaseofF-typebreaking thisisexactly theferm ion  which transform s

under(1)into the auxiliary �eld acquiring a non-zero VEV.Anothertype ofSUSY breaking,

theso-called D -typebreakingm ayoccurin thepresenceofvectorm ultiplets.A vectorm ultiplet

containsa gaugeboson and a gaugino � which transform sas

��� = �
m n
�Fm n + i�D ; (5)

whereFm n isthegauge�eld strength and D istheauxiliary com ponentofthem ultiplet.By an

argum entsim ilarto (4),a non-zero VEV ofD breaksSUSY,with thegaugino identi�ed asthe

goldstino.Ifsupersym m etry isgauged,i.e.prom oted to a localsym m etry,then the goldstino

degreesoffreedom areabsorbed by them assivespin 3

2
gravitino asitshelicity � 1

2
com ponents.

Thecom putation ofF and D VEVsisadynam icalproblem .Itm ay besim plein thecase

ofweakly interacting globally supersym m etric theories and supergravity,and possibly m ore

di�cultin thepresence ofstrong interactions,butthebasicidea isalwaysthesam e:use �eld

equationsto determ ine auxiliary VEVs. The form of�eld equationsdepends on a particular



m odel.Theuniversalfeatureisthenecessary presenceofm asslessgoldstinosin spontaneously

broken SUSY m odels. This provides an intuitive criterion for SUSY breaking: the breaking

can occuronly ifthereisa m asslessferm ion in thespectrum { a potentialgoldstino.Them ost

sophisticated and rigorousversion ofthisargum entiscalled the W itten index theorem [2]. I

willdiscussseparately thecasesofglobalSUSY,supergravity and superstring theory.

2. G lobally Supersym m etric R enorm alisable Q FT

A globally supersym m etric QFT iscom pletely speci�ed by the superpotentialW (�),an

analytic function ofchiralsuper�elds�. The requirem entofrenorm alisability restrictsW (�)

toa polynom ialofdegree3in �’s.Theclassicalequationsofm otion fortheauxiliary �eldsare

�F�� =
@W

@�
j�= A ; D a = ga

X

A

A
y
T
a
A + �

a
; (6)

where ga and Ta are the gauge group couplings and generators,respectively, and �a is the

Fayet-Iliopoulosparam eterthatm ay benon-zero foran index a associated to a U(1)subgroup

only.Theclassicalscalarpotentialis

V (A) =
X

�

jF�j
2 +

X

a

D
2

a � 0 ; (7)

with the auxiliary �elds given by eq.(6). In the weak coupling lim it,the potentialcan be

m inim ised to determ ine allVEVs and to see whether supersym m etry is broken or not. For

instance,showingthatV > 0in thevacuum iscom pletelysu�cienttoprovethatsom eauxiliary

�eldsacquire non-zero VEVsand hence SUSY isbroken. Thisprocedure can be a posteriori

justi�ed ifithappensthatall�eldsareweaklyinteractingattheSUSY breakingscale.Asusual,

lifeisnotsosim ple:itturnsoutthatsupersym m etryrem ainsunbroken inthem inim alextension

ofthe supersym m etric standard m odel. A com pletely new,\hidden" sector is necessary to

trigger SUSY breaking. For electroweak sym m etry it was su�cient to introduce one Higgs

doubletwith asim plepotential,whereasin thecaseofsupersym m etry oneneedsatleastseveral

chiralm ultipletswith a com plicated superpotentialand/orFayet-Illiopoulosterm sassociated

with exoticU(1)’s,each ofthem bringing in onem orevectorsuperm ultiplet.In thesetypesof

m odels,the supersym m etry breaking scale M S isintroduced by hand. Anotherpossibility is

non-perturbativesupersym m etry breakingduetocondensates,i.e.non-zeroVEVsofcom posite

�eldsplaying the role ofauxiliary com ponents[2,3,4].M S can then be determ ined from the

strong interaction scaleof\supercolour" forcesthatcausedynam icalsupersym m etry breaking,

which m ay seem to be m ore naturalthan putting itin by hand. Supercolourtheoriesare not

too di�cult to construct;an im portant ingredient is the absence ofthe m ass gap,allowing

the existence ofcom posite goldstinos. The m ain problem ,however,com m on to weakly and

strongly coupled hidden sectors, is how to com m unicate SUSY breaking to the observable

sectorofquarks,squarksetc.A com plicated system of\m essengers" [5]m ustbe em ployed in

order to generate squark and gaugino m asses. The m ain virtue ofthis approach,advertised

by itsproponents,isthatthe physics isfully contained below 1 TeV,staying away from the

trapsand zasadzkasofquantum gravity,stringsetc.In principle,thisisacom pletely calculable

schem e, but in practice allviable m odels are very com plicated and involve a great dealof

theoreticaluncertainity.

3. LocalSupersym m etry and Standard Supergravity

Asa consequence ofthe supersym m etry algebra which includesalso the m om entum op-

erator,gauging supersym m etry autom atically bringsinto thegam egravity and theassociated



param eters{thePlanck m assM P � 1019 GeV and thecoupling � � 1=MP .Thegravitino 3=2
isthe spin 3

2
gauge ferm ion ofsupersym m etry which belongsthe gravitationalsuperm ultiplet

together with the spin 2 graviton. Allknown forces can be uni�ed in the fram ework ofsu-

pergravity.Thetheory isno longerrenorm alisable,butasfarasSUSY breaking isconcerned,

the lack ofrenorm alisability can be turned into advantage: higher dim ensionalinteractions

provide a natural\m essenger" system for com m unicating SUSY breaking to the observable

sector. Assum ing thatthe scale ofSUSY breaking VEVs in the hidden sectoris oforder�,

and thathigher-dim ensionalinteractionsO (�2)areresponsible forthesuper-Higgse�ects,we

havem 3=2 � �3=M 2
P .A gravitino m assoforderof1 TeV can bethen generated by thehidden

sectordynam icsat�� 1013 GeV.

Together with relaxing the renorm alisability requirem ent,there com es a possible �eld-

dependenceofparam eterswhich areconstrained tobeconstantin theglobalcase.Itisencoded

in theK�ahlerpotentialK ,in thesuperpotentialW ,andin thegaugefunctionsfa,which depend

on chiralsuper�elds[1].W and fa’sareanalyticwhileK isreal.Thechiralsuper�elds(and the

corresponding scalars),generically denoted by A,willbe divided into the observable ones-q,

and thehidden ones-�.In orderto analyseSUSY breaking by hidden VEVs,itisconvenient

to m easure them in M P units,which can be done by a sim ple rescaling that renders all�’s

dim ensionless.The�eld dependencecan beseen in thefollowingform ulasforthewave-function

factorsZ ,Yukawa couplingsY ,and thegaugecouplingsga:

Z I �J(A)=
@2K (�;q)

@qI@�q
�J

; YIJK (A)=
@3W (�;q)

@qI@qJ@qK
;

1

g2a(A)
= Refa(�;q): (8)

Since one ism ostly interested in the VEVsofhidden �elds,expected to be m uch biggerthan

theobservableVEVs,onecan expand in powersofq’s:

K = �
� 2cK (�)+ Z I �J(�)q

I�q
�J + :::; (9)

W = cW (�)+ YIJK (�)q
I
q
J
q
K + ::: (10)

Notethatthehidden K�ahlerpotentialcK isdim ensionlesswhilethesuperpotentialcW hasm ass

dim ension 3,therefore itssize issetby the scale � i.e. cW � �3. The supergravity version of

theauxiliary �eld equations(6)is

�F �� = �
2
e
bK =2

 

@2cK

@�@��

! � 1  

@cW

@�
+ cW

@cK

@�

!

+ ::: (11)

TheD com ponentsarealsogivenbyexpressionssim ilartoeq.(6),howeversinceF-typebreaking

isvery easy to achieve,thereisreally no need to considerD -typebreaking.

Theform ula forthescalarpotentialisslightly m orecom plicated than eq.(7),and thereis

oneim portantdi�erence:itisnotpositivede�nite.Thereisalsoanotherdi�erence:in orderto

�nd thevacuum itisnolongersu�cienttom inim isethispotential.Thegravitationalequations

ofm otion,which in the supergravity case play the role ofgauge �eld equations,are equally

im portant.Ifthem inim um ofthepotentialoccursatnon-zerovacuum energy,thegravitational

background has a non-zero curvature. A at M inkowskibackground requires V = 0 at the

m inim um ,a which unlikein theglobalcase,turnsouttobecom patiblewith broken SUSY.After

ensuringthattheclassicalm inim um occursatV = 0attheclassicallevel,itisnotclearwhatto

dowith quantum corrections.Becauseofthis,thefam ouscosm ologicalconstantinevitably gets

in the way.There isno room fora separate \adjusting" ofthe cosm ologicalconstantwithout

aUnlessoneconsidersm orecom plicated,cosm ologicalsolutionswith space-tim edependentscalar�elds.



ruiningthem assrelationsetc.thatfollow from spontaneoslybroken supersym m etry.A possible

procedureisto constructa m odelwith a vanishing tree-levelcosm ologicalconstant,derivethe

spectrum ,couplings etc. and then analyse quantum corrections assum ing the existence ofa

physicalultravioletcuto� [6,7].

Non-vanishingVEVsofhidden auxiliary com ponentstriggerspontaneoussupersym m etry

breaking,generating thegravitino m ass

m 3=2 =

 

1

3

@2cK

@�@��
F� �F ��

! 1=2

= �
2
h0je

bK (�)=2 cW (�)j0i: (12)

Itisim portantto beawarethatthesecond partofthisequation,fam iliarto m odel-builders,is

correctunderthe assum ption ofV = 0 atthe m inim um ,itistherefore sensitive to a possible

�ne-tuning ofthe cosm ologicalconstant. Note that a hidden superpotential cW � �3 does

indeed generate m 3=2 � �3=M 2
P . As a result ofhigher-dim ensionalinteractions between the

observableand hidden sectorsim plied by theunderlying supersym m etry,theobservablescalars

acquirem assesO (m 3=2).Theexactexpressionsforthesem assesdepend on detailsoftheK�ahler

potential,e.g.Z I �J factorsetc.,thereforethereisno reason to expectany specialm asspattern.

W hen itcom esto actualm odelbuilding,there isno problem with constructing SUSY-

breaking hidden sectorsuperpotentials[8]. Thiscan be achieved even by one chiralm ultiplet

with a linear superpotential,like in the Polonyim odel. In this case the hidden scale,hence

e�ectively M S,isintroduced by hand.A m ore\natural" scenario iso�ered by no-scalem odels

[9],wheretheK�ahlerpotentialisadjusted in such a way thata constantsuperpotentialbreaks

supersym m etrywith anidenticallyvanishingscalarpotentialatthetreelevel.M S isdeterm ined

then byradiativecorrectionstobeofthesam eorderastheelectroweakscale.Thebottom lineis

asoftly-broken supersym m etriclow-energy e�ective�eld theory obtained from thesupergravity

lagrangian by taking the lim it� ! 0 while keeping m 3=2 �xed [10]. SUSY breaking can then

be param etrised by a �nite num berofparam eters. In the sim plestsupergravity m odelsthere

areatleast�vesuch param eters:universalscalarm assm 0,gaugino m assm 1=2,higgsino m ass

param eter �,and two param eters,A and B ,which specify the scalar potential. It is clear

however that in the absence of renorm alisability there is no rigorous guiding principle for

selecting onehidden sectororanother,thereforeitisnotpossibleto m akea de�niteprediction

forthestructureofsoft-breaking term s.

Tosum m arise,supergravityprovidesanaturalsettingforSUSY breakingand am essenger

system forfeeding thisbreaking down to the supersym m etric standard m odelsector. On the

other hand,the lack ofrenorm alisability and the cosm ologicalconstant problem do clearly

reduceitspredictivepower.Firstofall,supergravity by itselfgivesno indication aboutdetails

ofhidden sectorsthatarenecessary to derivethepropertiesoflow-energy softly broken theory.

Furtherm ore,even ifonestartsfrom ade�nitem odelattheclassicallevel,itisnotclearwhether

aconsistenttreatm entispossibleforquantum corrections[7].Certainly,an ultravioletcuto�is

necessary in ordertostudy thestability oftheM P {M S hierarchy and otherphenom enological

problem s.

4. Superstring T heory

There is only one or at worst a few superstring theoriesb { heterotic, type I,II etc.

{ but there are m illions offour-dim ensionalm odels corresponding to apparently degenerate

ground states ofthe sam e theory. The present understanding ofshort-distance superstring

dynam ics isnotsu�cient to select one particularm odel,ora classofm odels,so itisbetter

to pursue a generalanalysis. Each particularm odelcontainsone param eter,the string m ass

b The reason forthishesitation should becom e clearatthe end ofthe talk.



scaleM � MP ,and itslow-energy lim itisdescribed by a supergravity theory with de�niteK ,

W and f’s. The physicalparam eterslike m assesand couplingsdepend then on the VEVsof

hidden and observable scalar�elds. AsfarasSUSY breaking isconcerned,the fundam ental

problem isto understand how M S � M can begenerated by these VEVs.The breaking m ay

involvee�ectsassociated with theextended stringnatureoritm ay besim ply a�eld-theoretical

phenom enon.

4.1.Stringy SUSY Breaking:Twisted and M agnetised Tori

M any four-dim ensionalsuperstring m odels can be constructed by starting from ten di-

m ensionsand assum ing thatsix dim ensionsare com pacti�ed on a torusoranotherm anifold.

The geom etricalparam etersthatcharacterise com pactdim ensionsare often arbitrary. In the

e�ective �eld theory,thisisreected by the presence ofm assless �elds,the m oduli,with the

VEVscorrespondingtosix-dim ensionalradii,anglesetc.thatrem ain undeterm ined attheclas-

sicalleveldue to atdirectionsofthe scalarpotential. In addition to the m assless m odes,a

typicalspectrum alsocontainsthetowersofKaluza-Klein excitationswith them assesquantised

in unitsofinverse radii� 1=R.

The sim plest and in som e sense unique m echanism for \stringy" SUSY breaking at an

arbitrary scale is by twisting the com pact tori,i.e.by im posing a specialtype ofboundary

conditionsin com pactdim ensions[11,12].A typicaltwistcutsoutevery second stateofeach

Kaluza-Klein towerand elim inatesthe m asslessgravitino togetherwith halfofitstower.The

rem aining halfofthe gravitino tower starts with a m assive spin 3/2 particle which can be

identi�ed as the gravitino ofspontaneously broken supergravity with m 3=2 � 1=R. In this

way,the SUSY breaking scale M S � 1=R becom estied up with a com pactradius. From the

supergravity pointofview,twisted torigiveriseto stringy realisationsofno-scalem odelswith

vanishing potentialsand zero cosm ologicalconstantatthetreelevel.SUSY breaking isdueto

aVEV oftheauxiliary F-com ponentofasuperm ultipletcontainingthem odulusT whoseVEV

determ inesR;them odulino playstheroleofthegoldstino.Asm entioned before,h0jTj0i= R

rem ainsarbitrary atthe tree level. This atness ofthe potentialisdue to a specialm oduli-

dependenceoftheK�ahlerpotentialthatfollowsdirectly from superstring theory.Furtherm ore,

the loop correctionshave no ultravioletdivergences since the string m assscale M providesa

physicalcuto�.

The usualpattern ofsoft-breaking term s induced by twisting is such that the scalar

partners ofquarks and leptons rem ain m assless at the tree levelwhereas gauginos receive a

com m on m assm 1=2 = m 3=2 [12,13].Once supersym m etry isbroken,the radiative corrections

liftthe atness ofthe potentialby generating a non-trivialpotentialforT. M inim isation of

this potentialwith respect to T and to the Higgs �eld will�x their VEVs. The new VEV

scaleisde�ned astheenergy atwhich them asssquared oftheHiggsbecom esnegativeand the

breaking ofelectroweak sym m etry occurs,and isexpected to be� MP e
� 1=Y 2(M P ),where Y is

som eYukawa coupling.In thisway,M S � 1=R can behierarchically sm allerthatMP provided

thath isnottoo large.

A low supersym m etry breaking scale M S � 1 TeV corresponds to a large internaldi-

m ension.A com pletely new,higher-dim ensionalworld opensup above1 TeV. From thefour-

dim ensionalpointofview,theextra dim ensionswould m anifestthem selvesby thepresence of

in�nitetowersofKaluza-Klein excitations.Na��vely,thiswould seem to contradictsuperstring

uni�cation at1017 GeV which isbased on thelogarithm icrunning ofgaugecoupling constants

with theassum ption ofadesertbetween M S and theuni�cation m ass.Thereason why thereis

nocontradiction isthatKaluza-Klein statesareorganised in m ultipletsofN =4supersym m etry.

An N =4 m ultipletcontainsonevectorboson,fourtwo-com ponentspinorsand six realscalars.

This leads to cancellation ofthe large radiative corrections am ong particles ofdi�erent spin



and theevolution ofgaugecouplingsrem ainslogarithm ic,asin four-dim ensionaltheory,up to

thePlanck scale[14].

The perspective ofprobing extra dim ensions at future colliders seem s very appealing.

Am ong the various Kaluza-Klein excitations ofdi�erent spin,the easiest to detect are the

vectorswith the quantum num bersoftheelectroweak bosons.They would decay into quarks,

leptonsorinto theirSUSY partners;thelifetim ecan beestim ated to beoforder10� 26 seconds

[13].

Thereexistsanotherway ofSUSY breaking which em ploysextra dim ensions.A constant

m agnetic �eld,associated with a U(1) gauge group,which points in the direction ofextra

dim ensions,generatesm asssplittingswithin SUSY m ultipletscarrying non-zero U(1)charges

[15]. Here again,M S � 1=R. The m ain di�erence between twisted and m agnetised toriis

thatin thelattercasea non-zero potential,and a possibleelectroweak sym m etry breaking,are

presentalready atthetreelevel.

To sum m arise,twisted and m agnetised toriprovide viable m echanism s for low-energy

SUSY breaking in superstring theory. From the theoreticalpointofview the m ostim portant

problem thatrequiresfurtherclari�cation isthestringdescription ofthevacuum rearrangem ent

thatleadsto electroweak sym m etry breaking and to the determ ination ofM S. Forinstance,

at the string level,a non-vanishing one-loop cosm ologicalconstant leads to in�nite tadpoles

attwo loops,therefore a consistentprescription forhandling these divergencesisnecessary in

orderto obtain de�nitepredictionsforthesoft-breaking term s.

4.2.Gaugino Condensation

Four-dim ensionalsuperstring theoriesusually contain very rich spectra thatinclude not

only the standard m odelsectorbutalso hidden sectors which are very often associated with

a whole new non-abelian gauge group. Dynam icalsupersym m etry breaking m ay then occur

as a non-perturbative e�ect ofhidden gauge interactions,m uch like in the supercolour idea

m entioned before,and m ay be com m unicated to the observable sectorvia higher-dim ensional

interactions. Assum ing thatnon-perturbative e�ects take place atenergies m uch lower than

M � MP ,they can be described within the fram ework ofthe e�ective �eld theory. This

approach can only bejusti�ed a posteriori:oncesupersym m etry isfound broken atM S � M ,

one should argue that the respective physicalm echanism rem ains una�ected by high-energy

string physics.

Asan exam ple ofa sim plest hidden gauge sector,consideran asym ptotically free QFT

de�ned by a pure supersym m etric Yang-M ills system with an arbitrary gauge group. Non-

perturbative dynam icsofthistheory have been studied extensively in the pastin the context

ofglobalsupersym m etry.In particular,thereisa m assgap,and thelightestferm ion,which is

expected to be the superpartnerofthe glueball,hasa m assoforderofthe strong interaction

scale � [16]. Since there isno goldstino available,supersym m etry rem ainsunbroken even at

the non-perturbative level,ascon�rm ed by W itten index theorem [2]. On the otherhand,a

non-perturbative e�ectthatdoescertainly occuristhe gaugino condensation [16]which gives

riseto

h0j��j0i � �3 � �
3 exp(� 3

2�0 g
2(�)

) (13)

where � isthe renorm alisation scale,g(�)isthe gauge coupling,and �0 isthe one-loop beta

function coe�cient.

Thereisan im portantdi�erencebetween globally supersym m etricgaugetheoriesand the

e�ective �eld theoriesdescribing gauge interactions in superstring theory. In the lattercase,

thegaugecouplings,sim ilarly tootherphysicalquantities,correspond todynam icalparam eters

which aredeterm ined by VEVsofsom escalar�elds.In heteroticsuperstring theory,a typical



gaugefunction which determ inesthegaugecoupling atthestring scalehastheform

fa(�) = S + f
(1)

a (T) =
1

g2a(S;T)
; (14)

wherethetree-levelcontribution dependsuniversallyonthedilaton S whiletheone-loopthresh-

old correctionsf(1)a depend on them oduliT [17,18].Asa result,theauxiliary �eld equations

receive additionalterm sinvolving gaugino bilinears:

�F �� = �F ��(BO SO NS)+ �
2

 

@2cK

@�@��

! � 1
@( 1

g2(�)
)

@�
h0j��j0i+ :::; (15)

where F�(BO SO NS) is the bosonic part given by eq.(11). In this way,gaugino condensation

breakssupersym m etry atM S � �3=M 2
P [19].Them issing goldstino isfound asa com bination

ofthedilatino and them odulinos,asseen from eqs.(14)and (15).

The values ofgauge couplings atthe string scale,hence � and M S,are alldeterm ined

by thedilaton and m oduliVEVs.In orderto com pute these VEVsonehasto determ ine �rst

the e�ective potentialinduced by non-perturbative e�ects. This can be done by integrating

out the gauge degrees offreedom in the e�ective theory describing a coupled Yang-M ills {

dialton/m odulisystem [20].The�nalresultisthee�ective superpotential

cW (S;T) � �3 � M
3 exp(� 3

2�0 g
2(S;T)

): (16)

The m oduli-dependence of cW and ofthe respective potentialisdue to the one-loop threshold

correctionsf(1)a (T),eq.(14).Theform ofthesefunctionsiswellknown,howeverthereisnoneed

to go into detailsto pointoutsom e basic featuresofthe potential. The strongestconstraint

com esfrom theinvarianceofsuperstring theory underduality transform ationsR ! 1=(RM 2)

relating largeand sm allradiuscom pacti�cations.Thisduality isdueto a com pletesym m etry

between Kaluza-Klein excitationsand string winding m odes.Itisreected in thee�ective�eld

theory,hencein thescalarpotential,asa sym m etry underm odulartransform ationsT ! 1=T.

A potentialsym m etric under such a transform ation has an obvious stationary point at the

self-dualpointT = 1. A m ore detailed analysis,using the explicit expressions forthreshold

corrections,showsthatthiscorrespondsto a m inim um orthata true m inim um with respect

to T islocated in theneighbourhood oftheself-dualpoint.In thisway,theradiiarestabilised

ata typicalvalueR � 1=M .

Ontheotherhand,them inim isation ofthepotentialwithrespecttothedilaton S presents

a m ore di�cultproblem . From the dilaton-dependence ofgauge couplings,eq.(14),itfollows

that cW � exp(� 3S=2�0).Therespective potentialfallso� exponentially atlargeS and there

isno stable m inim um . There isofcourse a \runaway" vacuum atS ! 1 corresponding to

� ! 0 and unbroken supersym m etry. Itisnotsurprising thatthe theory prefersto relax in

a zero energy supersym m etric vacuum .Itisvery di�cultto understand how a stablevacuum

can exist at �nite S. The form ula (14) which is responsible for the exponentialsuppression

ofthe superpotentialis correct to allorders ofperturbation theory [18]. A di�erent dilaton

dependence ofgauge couplings,induced by som e truly non-perturbative superstring e�ects,

could in principle altereq.(14)[21,22]. However,a low M S requiresgaugino condensation to

occurat� � M ,and itishard to im agine how genuinely superstring e�ects could interfere

at such a low scale. The onset ofthese efects can be seen in the e�ective �eld theory as

theappearanceofinteractionsdescribed by higher-derivativesupergravity,butallofthem are

suppressed by thepowersof�=M .



To sum m arise,thereisa seriousself-consistency problem with QFT description ofSUSY

breaking by gaugino condensation.c There is m uch further work needed in order to provide

superstring-theoreticaldescription ofnon-perturbative QFT physics.From thispointofview,

recentdevelopm entsin dualitiesand othernon-perturbativeaspectsofsuperstring theory look

very prom ising and go straightin therightdirection.

5. N ew R esults and Perspectives

Up to thispoint,there have notbeen m any new resultsreported in thisreview. In the

past year,m ost of�eld-theoreticalstudies ofSUSY breaking have focussed on the following

topics:

� m odel-building with dynam icalSUSY breaking [5]

� generalanalysisofsoft-breaking term sin thee�ective supergravity theory [23]

� studiesofthee�ective actionsdescribing gaugino condensation [24,25]

� m assgeneration fortheuniversalaxion [25]

� strong-weak coupling duality-inspired dilaton stabilisation [22].

Recently,there have been m any exciting new developem ents in superstring theory that

bearexcellentprognosisfora deeperunderstanding ofSUSY breaking.M any m ysterious\du-

alities" [26]have been discovered which allow exactdeterm ination ofsom ephysicalquantities

in N = 2 and N = 1 supersym m etric m odels. Forinstance,a N = 2 prepotentialwhich usu-

ally containsperturbative and non-perturbative contributionscan becom puted in som e cases

exactly asa purely classicalquantity in thedualtheory [27].Alldualitiesknown so farrelate

theories with equalnum ber ofsupersym m etries, so they are not usefulfor SUSY breaking.

Thereisno reason howeverwhy dualdescriptionsshould notexistforN = 1 superstringswith

Yang-M illssectorsthatbreak supersym m etry by gaugino condensation. Itwould notbe sur-

prisingifthedualdescriptionsinvolved twisted orm agnetised tori;thetwoprevioussubsections

m ightin factdescribedi�erentaspectsofthesam ephysicalm echanism .

In sum m ary,there is a clear advantage gained by prom oting supersym m etry to a local

sym m etry:allknown intractionscan bedescribed in oneuni�ed fram ework ofsupergravity.In

supergravity m odels,SUSY breaking istransm itted from the hidden sectorto the observable

sector in a very naturalway. Superstrings take us m uch farther,by o�ering a com pletely

calculable fram ework with a physicalshort-distance cuto�.M any im portantaspectsofSUSY

breakingin superstringtheoryhavealreadybeen understood.Itrem ainshowevertoputseveral

pieces together to obtain a fully consistent picture;m ost likely,it willinclude som e sort of

superstring { nonsupersym m etric string dualities. In thisway,superstring theory m ay �nally

o�ersom e�rm predictionsthatcan betested atfuturecolliders.
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