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A bstract
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down, the question of a running dilaton, string threshold calculations and the
possibility of string uni cation.
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1 TIntroduction

M ost physics m odels contain coupling constants as fiee param eters that can be ad-
Justed to t the experim ental values. In m ore com plete theories one could in agine
that the values of these param eters are determm ined dynam ically by the theory iself.
T he question arises, how and why the coupling param eters take the values that are
observed in nature.

String theory ] provides an exam pk for such a class ofm odels. C ouplings are
functions of socalled m oduli elds and the actual values of the coupling param eters
are determ ined through the vacuum expectation values (vev) ofthese elds. At tree
level the universal gauge coupling constant gg.ing is detemm ined by the vev of the
dilaton ed ]
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G ven this situation we have then to see how a theory with a realistic set of gauge
coupling constants can em erge.

W e would therefore like to connect such a theory with a low energy e ective

eld theory describing the known particle physics phenom ena. A prin e candidate is
a low energy supergravitational generalization of the standard m odel of strong and
electrow eak Interactions, w ith supersymm etry broken in a hidden sectorf3]. Uni ca—
tion ofobservable sector gauge couplingsm ight appear asproposed in supersym m etric
grand uni ed theories (SUSYGUT s) [2_1:]. Thevevsofthemoduli edsS, T, :::should
then determ ine gauge couplings in hidden and cbservable sector, Including the correct
values of the QCD coupling  and the weak m ixing angle sin® .

In string theoriesw ith unbroken supersym m etry the vevs ofthem oduli eldsare
undeterm ined. A rst step in the determ nation of gauge coupling constants requires
therefore the discussion of supersym m etry breakdown. W e then have to see how the
vevs of the m oduliare xed. O f course, not any value of the m oduliwill lead to a
satisfactory m odel. In fact we shall face som e generic problem s conceming the actual
values of the coupling constants. W e have to understand why the value of
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whereas a naturalexpectation forthe vev of S would be a number oforder 1 orm aybe
0 oreven In nity, as happens in m any sin ple m odels. A related question concems

the possbility of socalled string uni cation lading to the correct prediction of the




weak m xing angle sh® . Naively one would expect string uni cation to appear at
Mg 4 107GeV, whik the correct prediction of sih®  seem sto kad to a scale
that isa factor of 20 an aller. W e then have to face the question how such a situation
can be achieved w ith natural values of the vevs of them oduli elds.

These are the questions we want to address in these lectures. W e shall start
w ith the discussion of supersym m etry breakdown in the fram ework of gaugino con—
densation. This Includes a discussion of the problm of a "rmunaway" dilaton that
any attem pt of a dynam ical determ ination of coupling constants has to face. The
next question then concems the value of< S > 1 and is com patibility with weak
coupling. Finally we shalldiscuss new results conceming string threshold corrections
and the question of string uni cation g].

2 G augino C ondensation

O ne of the prin e m otivations to consider the supersym m etric extension of the stan—
dard m odel is the stability of the weak scale My ) of order of a TeV in the pres-
ence of largerm ass scales ke a GUT-scale of My~ 10'® GeV or the P lanck scale
Mp; 10' GeV. The size of the weak scale is directly related to the breakdown
scale of supersym m etry, and a satisfactory m echanisn of supersym m etry breakdow n
should explain the sn allness of M y =M p; In a naturalway. O ne such m echanisn is
based on the dynam ical form ation of gaugino condensates that has attracted m uch at-
tention since its original proposal for a spontaneous breakdown of supergravity [G1f1].
In the llow Ing we shall address som e open questions conceming thism echanisn in
the fram ework of Jow energy e ective superstring theories. T his work has been done
in collaboration with Z.Lalk and A . N iem eyer and appeared in ref. BIQI.

Before discussing these detailed questions lt us rem Ind you of the basic facts
of this m echanisn . For sinplicity we shall consider here a pure supersym m etric
N = 1) YangM illstheory, w ith the vectormuliplet @ ; ) containing gauge bosons
and gauge fem ions in the adpint representation of the nonabelian gauge group.
Such a theory is asym ptotically free and we would therefore (in analogy to QCD)
expect con nem ent and gaugino condensation at low energies [L(]. W e are then faced
w ith the question whether such a nontrivial gaugino condensate < > 6 0 lads
to a breakdown of supersymm etry. A rst ook at the SU SY -transform ation on the
com posite ferm ion A {I3]

fQ; A g= + ::: 4)

m ight suggest a positive answer, but a careful lngpection of the m ultiplet structure
and gauge nvariance lads to the opposite conclusion. The bilnear has to be
Interpreted as the lowest com ponent of the chiral super eld W W = ( ;:::) and
therefore a nonvanishing vev of  does not break SUSY {12]. This suggestion is
supported by index-argum ents fI3] and an e ective Lagrangian approach fl4]. W e



are thus lead to the conclusion that in such theores gaugino condensates fom , but
do not break global (rgid) supersym m etry.

Not all is Jost, however, since we are prin arily interested In m odels w ith local
supersymm etry incliding gravitational interactions. The weak gravitational force
should not Interfere w ith the fom ation of the condensate; we therefore still assum e
< > = 3% 0. This expectation is con m ed by the explicit consideration of the
e ective Lagrangian of ref. ] in the now locally supersymm etric fram ework. W e
here consider a com posite chiral super ed U = @; ;Fy) withu= < > . In this
toy m odel [6][7] we obtain the surprising result that not only <u> = *$6 0but also
<F, > 6 0, a signal for supersym m etry breakdown. In fact
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consistent with our previous result that n the global Imit M, ! 1 (dgid) su—
persymm etry is restored. For a hidden sector supergraviy m odel we would choose
Mg 10" Gev [Il.

Stillm ore Informm ation can be obtained by consulting the general supergravity
Lagrangian of elem entary elds detem ined by the K ahler potentialK ( ;; 7 ), the
superpotential W ( ;) and the gauge kinetic function £ ( ;) Pra st of chiral super-

eds ;= (i yFi). Nonwvanishing vevs of the auxilary elds F; would signal
a breakdown of supersymm etry. In standard supergravity notation these elds are
given by

Fi=expG=2)G )G+ 28 Gy
4@
w here the gaugino bilinear appears in the second term  {1§]. Thiscon m sourprevious
argum entthat< > & 0 ladsto abreakdow n of supersym m etry, how ever, we obtain
a new oondition: @f=@ ; has to be nonzero, ie. the gauge kinetic function f ( ;)
has to be nontrivial. In the fundam ental action f ( ;) mulipliesW W which In
com ponents kads to a ormm Ref ( ;)F F  and tells us that the gauge coupling is
eld dependent. For sim plicity we consider here onem odulis eld M wih

+ iz (6)

<Ref M )> 1=¢: o)
T hisdependence of £ on them odulusM isvery crucial for SU SY breakdown via
gaugiho condensation. @f=@M 6 0 leadsto Fy 3=M ; ; consistent w ith previous

considerations. The goldstino is the ferm ion in the £ M ) supemultiplt. In the
full description of the theory i m ight m ix with a com posite eld, but the Inclision
of the composite elds should not alter the qualitative behaviour discussed here.
An understanding ofthem echanisn 0ofSU SY breakdown via gaugino condensation is
Intin ately related to the question ofa dynam icaldeterm ination ofthe gauge coupling
constant asthe vev ofam odulus eld. W ewould hope that in a m ore com plete theory
such questions could be clard ed in detail.
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O ne candidate of such a theory is the Eg Ejg heterotic string. The second
Eg (or a subgroup thereof) could serve as the hidden sector gauge group and it
was soon found B] that there we have nontrivial £ = S where S represents the
dilaton super eld. The heterotic string thus contains all the necessary ngredients
for a successfiil in plem entation of the m echanian of SUSY breakdown via gaugio
condensation [1§][17]. A Iso the question ofthe dynam icaldetemm ination ofthe gauge
coupling constant can be addressed. A sinplk reduction and truncation from the
d= 10 theory lads to the ollow ing scalar potential [18]

2 23
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where Sy = ReS, Tg = ReT is the m odulus corresponding to the overall radius of
com pacti cation and W () is the superpotential depending on the m atter elds
T he gaugino bilinear appears via the second tem in the auxiliary elds (). Tom ake
oontact w ith thedilaton eld, observethat< > = 3where isthe renom alization
group invariant scale ofthe nonabelian gauge theory under consideration. In the one—
Joop approxin ation
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with an arbirary scale and the -function coe cient b. This then suggests

= exp ; ©)
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as the lading contribution (for weak ocoupling) for the functional f-dependence of
the gaugino bilinear:.

In the potential {§) we can then insert {10) and detem ine them ninmum . In our
simplemodel wih @W =@T = 0) we have a positive de nite potential w th vacuum
energy Eac = 0. Suppose now forthemoment that <W ( )> 6 0.'_21.

S willnow adjist tsvev .n such away that % ( )+ 26 rTr)>2( )Jj= 0, thus

W O()+ 26 rTr) “exp( S)j= 0: 1)

Thisthen leadstobroken SUSY wih E .. = Oand a xed value ofthe gauge coupling
constant g <ReS> ! . For the vevs of the auxiliary eldswe cbtain Fg = 0 and
Fr & 0w ih in portant consequences for the pattem ofthe soft SU SY breaking tem s
in phenom enologically oriented m odels 1], which we shall not discuss here i detail.

! Relation C_l-C_}) is of course not exact. For di erent in plem entations see [_1-]'], I_l-gi], f_Z-(_i] The
qualitative behaviour of the potential rem ains unchanged.

2In m any places in the literature it is quoted incorrectly that <W ( )> is quantized in units of
the P lanck length sinceW ocomes from H ,the eld strength ofthe antisym m etric tensor eld B and
H = dB '3y + '35 (! being the Chem-Sin ons form ). Q uantization is expected for <dB > but
not necessarily forH .



T hus a satisfactory picture seem s to em erge. H owever, we have Jjust discussed a
sin pli ed exam ple. In generalwe would expect also that the superpotential depends
on the moduli, @W =RT 6 0 and, ncluding this dependence, the m odi ed potential
would no longer be positive de nite and one would have E .. < 0.

But even in the sin ple case we have a further vacuum degeneracy. For any
valie of W () we obtain amnhinum wih E (.. = 0, ncluding W () = 0. In the
latter case thiswould correspond to < > = 0and S ! 1 . This is the potential
problam of the runaway dilaton. The sin ple m odel above does not exclude such a
possibility. In fact this problm of the munaway dilaton does not seem Just to be a
problem ofthe toy m odel, but m ore general. O ne attem pt to avoid thisproblm was
the consideration of severalgaugino condensates P4], but it still seem svery di cult to
produce satisfactory potentials that lead to a dynam ical determm ination ofthe dilaton
for reasonable values 0of < S> . In som e cases it even seam s in possbl to ne tune the
coam ological constant to zero. In absence of a com pletely satisfactory m odel it isthen
also di cult to Investigate the detailed phenom enological properties of the approach.
Here it would be of interest to know the actual size of the vevs of the auxiliary elds
<Fg>,<F:> and <Fy> . In them odels discussed so farone usually nds<Fr;> to
be the dom Inant temm , but it still ram ains a question whether this is true in general.

3 Fixing the dilaton

In any case i seam s that we need som e new ngredient before we can understand
the m echanian com plktely. Ik is our belief, that the resolution of all these problem s
com es w ith a better understanding of the form of the gauge kinetic finction £ BI[].
In all the previous considerations one assumed £ = S. How general is this relation?
Certainly we know that in one loop perturbation theory S mixes with T R3], but
this is not wlkvant for our discussion and, for sin plicity, we shall ignore that for
the mom ent. The fom al relation between f and the condensate is given through

3 ef andwehave f = S in the weak coupling lim it of string theory. In fact this
argum ent tells us only that

Im £fS)= S: 12)

st1

N onperturbative e ects could lead to the situation that £ is a very com plicated func-
tion of S . In fact a satisfactory incorporation ofgaugino condensates in the fram ew ork
of string theory m ight very well Jead to such a com plication. In ourwork [B]we sug-
gested that a nontrivial f-fiinction is the key ingredient to better understand the
m echanism of gaugino condensation. W e stillassum e (12) to m ake contact w ith per—
turbation theory. How do we then controle f as a fiinction of S? In absence of a
determ nation of £ () by a direct calculation one m ight use sym m etry argum ents to
m ake som e progress. Let ushere consider the presence ofa sym m etry called S -duality
which In is sinplest form isgiven by a SL (2;Z ) generated by the transform ations



S! s+4i S! 1=S: @3)

Such a symm etry m ight be realized In two basically distinct ways: the gauge
sector could close under the transform ation (type I) orbeingm apped to an additional
h agnetic sector’ w ith inverted coupling constant (type II). In the second case one
would speak of strong-weak coupling duality, just as In the case of electricm agnetic
duality P4]. W ithin the class of theories of type I, however, we could have the
sttuation that the f-fnction is itself nvarianty under S -duality; ie. S ! 1=S does
not Invert the coupling constant since the gauge coupling constant is not given by
ReS but 1=g° Ref. In view of (12) we would call such a symm etry weak-weak
coupling duality. The behaviour of the gauge coupling constant as a function of S
isshown n Fig. 1. Ourassumption @2) impliessthatg? ! O0OasReS ! 1 andby
S-duality g° also vanishes ©rS ! 0, wih amaxinum som ewhere in the vichity of
the selfdualpoint S = 1. Observe that S 1 in this situation does not necessarily
inply strong coupling, because g 1=Ref and even for S 1, Ref could be large
and g° << 1, wih perturbation theory valid in the whole range of S. O f course,
nonperturbative e ects are reponsble for the actual form of £ (S).

S

Fig. 1 —Coupling constant g° as the finction of S in type-Im odels (dashed) vs g° given by
f=35

To exam Ine thebehaviour ofthe scalarpotential in this approadch, et us consider
a sinpl toy model, with chiral super edsU = Y3 = ( ;::) aswellasS and T.
W e have to choose a soeci ¢ exam pk of a gauge kinetic function which is mvariant
under the S-duality transfom ations. D i erent choices are possible, the sinplest is
given by

3M ore com plicated choices of transfom ation properties r f are possble and lad to sin ilar
resuls as obtained in our sim ple toy m odel.
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f= 2—]n(j(S) 744); (14)

J(S) being the usualgenerator ofm odular invariant functions. T his finction behaves
like S in the Jarge S —1im it. Tfwe assum e a type I'm odelw here the gauge sector is closed
under S-duality, then we also have to assum e that the gaugino condensate does not
transform under S-duality (because ofthe fW W -term i the Lagrangian)’. Under
these conditions an obvious candidate for the superpotential is jast the standard
Veneziano-Y ankielow icz superpotential (extended to take into acoount the usual T -
duality, which we assum e to be com plktely independent from S-duality) 141£5]

Y 2(T)
R

W =Y3€+ 3bh o): (15)

This is clearly variant under S-duality. Therefore we then cannot take the
conventional form for the K ahler potential which would be given by
K= h@E+S) 3m@+T YY), €e)
since it is not S-dual. To m ake it S-dualone could introduce an additionalin § (S)4
tem , giving eg.
K= h@G+8S) 3nT+T YY) hj ©)i: a7)
Because the only relevant quantity is

G=K+hiy §; 18)

we can aswellput thisnew tem Which is forced upon us because of our dem and for
symm etry) into the superpotential and take the canonical K ahler function instead,
which gives

K = n©S+ S) 3hT+ T YY), 19)
Y3 Y 2(T)

= f+ 3pbn— " ; 20

2(S)( + +c) 20)

w here the ram arkable sin ilarity to the e ective potential for T -dualgaugino conden—
sation W = W j,,= ° (T) can be seen m ore clearly.
This model exhlis a wellde ned m ninum at <S> = 1,<T> = 123 and
<Y> . Supersym m etry isbroken w ith the dom nant contribution being <F >
3. The cosn ological constant is negative.
In contrast to earlier attem pts 4] thism odel xes the problem ofthe runaway
dilaton and breaks supersymm etry w ith only a single gaugino condensate. P revious

‘For type Im odels it was shown in Eﬂ] that one can always rede ne the gauge kinetic finction
and condensate In such a way that this holds.



m odels needed m ultiple gaugino condensates and (to get realistic vevs forthe dilaton)
m atter elds in com plicated representations. W e feel that the concspt of a nontrivial
gauge kinetic function derived (or constrained) by a sym m etry isam uch m ore natural
way to x the dilaton and break supersymm etry, egoecially so because corrections
to f = S are expected In any case. Earlier m odels which included S-duality in
di erent ways (poth w ith and w ithout gaugino condensates) R71R8] were ablke to x
the vev ofthe dilaton but did not succeed In breaking supersym m etry. An altemative
m echanisn to x the vev of the dilaton hasbeen discussed in R9].
O f ocourse there are still som e open questions not solved by this approach. The
rst is the problem ofhaving a vanishing cosm ological constant. W hereas early m od-
els of gaugino condensation offten introduced ad hoc tem s to guarantee a vanishing
vacuum energy, i hasbeen seen to be notorously di cult to get this out ofm odels
based on string inspired supergraviy. The only way out of this problem so far has
been to Introduce a constant term into the superpotential, param eterizing unknow n
e ects. This approach does not even work In any aritrary m odel, but at least in our
m odel the coam ological constant can bem ade to vanish by adjusting such a constant.

A nother question not addressed In thistoy m odelisthem ixing ofS and T elds
which happens at the onedoop lvel. It is still unknown whether one can kesp two
Independent dualities in this case. In a consistent Interpretation our toy m odel should
describe an alloop e ective action. If it is considered to be a theory at the treedevel
then the theory is not anom aly free. Introducing tem s to cancel the anom aly which
arises because of dam anding S-duality w ill then destroy S-duality. At treedevel the
theory therefore cannot be m ade anom aly free.

An additional Interesting question concems the vevs of the auxiliary elds, ie.
which eld is responsble for supersym m etry breakdown. In allm odels considered so
far multiple gaugino condensates, m atter, S-duality) it has always been F; which
dom Inates allthe other auxiliary elds. It hasnot been shown yet that this is lndeed
a generic feature. The question is an im portant one, since the hierarchy of the vevs
of the auxiliary elds ism irrored In the structure of the soft SUSY breaking tem s
oftheM SSM R1]. W e want to argue that there is at Jeast no evidence for F being
generically large In com parison to Fg, because all of the m odels constructed so far
(iIhcluding our toy m odel) are designed in such a way that <Fg> = 0 by construction
at them ninum (at least at treedevel for the other m odels). In fact, if one extends
our m odel w ith a constant in the superpotential (see above), then <Fg> Increases
w ith the constant (out does not becom e as large as<Fr>).

O f course there are still som e assum ptions we m ade by considering this toy
model. W e assum ed that there is weak coupling In the large S I it which is an
assum ption because the nonperturbative e ects are unknown (at treelevel it can be
calculated that £ = S). In addiion it is clear that the standard form we take for
the K ahler potential does not include nonperturbative e ects and thus could be valid
only in the weak coupling approxin ation (this is of course related to our choice ofthe
superpotential) . O foourse an equally valid assum ption would be that nonperturoative



e ects destroy the caloulable treelevel behaviour even In the weak coupling region.
The m odel of ref. P7] could be re-interpreted in that sense (they do not consider
gaugino condensates and the gauge kinetic finction, but their S dual scalar potential
goesto in nity forS ! 1 ). W e choose not to m ake this assum ption, because it
is equivalent to the statem ent that the whole perturbative fram ew ork developed so
far in string theory is wrong. Again it should be em phasized here that the S-duality
considered is not a strong-weak coupling duality but a weak-weak coupling dualiy.
In type I odels one has a duality between strong and weak coupling B1. A detailed
discussion of such a scenario would be desirable.

4 S=1 and weak coupling

A problem could be the actual size of the gauge coupling constant. If£f = S and
<S> = 1 then the large value ofthe gauge coupling constant doesnot tthe low scal
of gaugiho ocondensation necessary for phenom enologically realistic supersym m etry
breaking (10'°GeV ). However if f = S only in the weak coupling lin it then one can
have < £> >> 1 and thus g> << 1 even in the region S = O (1). Therefore in our
model<S> = 1 is consistent w ith the dem and for a an all gauge coupling constant,
whereas n modelswih f = S amud larer (@nd therefore m ore unnatural) < S> is
needed.

To summ arize we nd that the choice of a nontrivial f-finction m otivated by
a symm etry requirem ent) gives rise to a theory where supersymm etry breaking is
achieved by em ploying only a single gaugino condensate. T he coan ological constant
tums out to be negative, but can be adjusted by a sin ple additional constant in the
superpotential. The vevs of all elds are at natural orders of m agnitude and due to
the nontrivial gauge kinetic function the gauge coupling constant can be m ade an all
enough to give a realistic picture.

Tuming ourattention to the cbservable sectorwe see that a an all (grand uni ed)
coupling constant is a necessity and the abovem echanisn is required for a satisfactory
description of the size af the observed coupling constants lke eg. ocp . But this
alone m ight not be su cient for a realistic m odel. String theory should predict all
Iow energy coupling constants correctly and should also give the correct ratio of
electroweak and strong coupling constants.

LEP and SLC high precision electroweak data give for the m inin al supersym —
m etric Standard M odel M SSM ) w ith the lightest H iggsm ass in the range 60G &V <
My < 150G eV
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for the centralvalieM s = M ; In theM S scheme [BQ]. This is in perfect agreem ent
w ith the recent CDF /D 0 m easurem ents ofm . Taking the rst three values as nput
param eters leadsto gauge coupling uni cation atM gyr 2 1#GeV with gyr 2—16
and M gysy  1TeV [31,'3(0]. Slight m odi cations arise from Iight SUSY thresholds,
ie. the splitting of the sparticle m ass spectrum , the variation of the m ass of the
second H iggs doublet and two{loop e ects. W hereas these e ects are rather m id,
huge correctionsm ay arise from heavy thresholds due to m ass splittings at the high
scale M peavy 6 M gyt arising from the In nite m any m assive string states 32]. In the
follow Ing sections we shall discuss this question of string uni cation in detail.

5 G auge coupling uni cation

In heterotic superstring theories all couplings are re]aEeg to the universal string cou—
pling constant guring at the string scale M gy 1= % with ?being the inverse
string tension. Tt isa free param eterwhich is xed by the dilaton vacuum expectation
valie gl = 252 . In general this am ounts to string uni cation, ie. at the string
scale M gring @ll gauge and Yukawa couplings are proportional to the string coupling
and are therefore related to each other. For the gauge couplings (denoted by g,) we
have [331:

2

%ka = g = 5 ¢ 22)

Here, k, istheK ac{M oody lkevel ofthe group factor labeled by a. T he string coupling
Jstring 18 related to the gravitational coupling constant 2. In particular this m eans
that string theory itself provides gauge coupling and Yukawa coupling uni cation
even In absence of a grand uni ed gauge group.
To m ake contact w ith the cbservable world one constructs the eld{theoretical
Iow {energy lin i of a string vacuum . This is achieved by integrating out all the
m assive string m odes corresponding to excited string states as well as states w ith
mom entum or w nding quantum num bers in the ntemal din ensions. The resulting
theory then describes the physics of the m asskess string excitations at low energies
< M gring In eld{theoretical term s. If one wants to state anything about higher
energy scales one has to take into account threshold corrections 4 , M gring) to the
bare couplings g, M sring) due to the In nite tower of m assive string m odes. They
change the relations @2) to:

2 _ 2 1 .
9" = Ka9ring t F‘l ai @3)

The corrections in €3) m ay spoil the string tree{level result ©2) and split the one{
loop gauge couplings at M ging - T his splitting could allow for an e ective uni cation
atascaleM gyr < M grng Or destroy the uni cation.
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T he general expression of 4 ., for heterotic tachyon { free string vacua is given In
B4]. Various contributions to 4 , have been determ ined for several classes of m od-
els: First n B-fl] fortwo Z; orbifold m odels with a (2,2) world{sheet supersym m etry
B3]. This has been extended to ferm ionic constructions in [34]. T hreshold correc-
tions or (0,2) orbibld m odels w ith quantized W ilson lines 37] have been calculated
in B8]. Threshold corrections for the quintic threefold and other Calabi{Yau m an—
iblds BY] with gauge group E4 Ej can be found .n {40, 41]. In toroidal orbifold
com pacti cations B3] m oduli dependent threshold corrections arise only from N=2
supersym m etric sectors. T hey have been determ ined for som e orbifold com pacti ca—
tions in @2]{ 5] and rm ore general orbiolds in M6]. T he fi1llm oduli dependence’
of threshold corrections for (0,2) oroifold com pacti cations w ith continuous W ilson
lines hasbeen st derived in f7, 48]. T hese m odels contain continuous background
gauge elds in addition to the usualmoduli elds pl]. In most of the cases these
m odels are (0,2) com pacti cations. In all the above orbifold exam ples the threshold
corrections 4 5 can be decom posad into three parts:

4,.=4, B4 +k Y : 24)

H ere the gauge group dependent part is divided Into two pieces: Them oduli indepen—
dent part 4", containing the contribution of the N= 1 supersym m etric sectors aswell
as schem e dependent parts which are proportionalto b, . This prefactor b, is related
to theone{loop {function: ,= b,gi=16 *.Furthem ore them odulidependent part
B' 724 wih Y ~? being related to the anomaly coe cient b by B "2 = Bk, ¢s.
T he gauge group independent part Y contains the gravitationalback {reaction to the
background gauge eldsaswellas other unjyersalparts B4, 54, 41;, 53]. They are ab-
sorbed into the de nition 0fgeeing : Juiring = SZS —>Y . The schem e dependent parts
are the IR {regulators for both eld{ and string theory as well as the UV {regulator
for el theory. T he Jatter is put into the de nition ofM g4, in the DR scheme [34]:

M 26(1 SRR 0:527 10 Gev : 25
strJng —p2— gstr_ing € . ( )

T he constant of the string IR {regulator as well as the universal part due to graviy
were recently determ ined in B3].

The dentities ¢3) are the key to extract any string{in plication for low {energy
physics. T hey serve asboundary conditions forour running eld{theoretical couplings
valid below M 4.4, B4]. Therefore they are the foundation of any discussion about
both low {energy predictions and gauge coupling uni cation. T he evolution equatjons'f’.
valid below M gring

501.

5A Iowest expansion result in the W ilson line m odulus hasbeen obtained

n @9,
®W e neglect the N=1 part of 4", which is sm all com pared to B =24 L%fi__d'é

ICD-I\.O-
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1 k M 2. 1 _
a+b"1n string 24 ©26)

= H\I -
g2 () gzstn-ng 16 2 2 16 2 °
allow us to detemm mne sin® ; and s at M 5 . A fter elin lnating gyrng In the second
and third equations one cbtains

" ! #

k k M2
s’y Mz) = - L= Ma) g he o a%4
ki+ke ki+k 4 M 7
Ko 1 M2, 1 ' en
1 3 1 string 0
= —B + —B%4
s Mz) P e M2) 2 1 i

with A = ]}:—fbl biB = b + b %bg, and A %B? are obtained by exchanging
b ! bg. FortheM SSM one hasA = 2—58;B = 20. However to arrive at the predictions
of the M SSM 1) one needs huge string threshold corrections 4 due to the large
valie ofM grng (3=5k; = k, = ks = 1):

" , ! #
A M string 32 sin® W

= —0 ]I'l 2 +

A MGyt SA e My)
Atthe sam e tin e, the N= 2 spectrum ofthe underlying theory encoded in A %B°which
enters the threshold corrections has to fiil 11 the condition

28)

4

0
B_ = E MSus B s . 29)
0 A 2 L2 4
]rl string + 32 sm W
M 2 5A em M Z )

where represents the experin ental uncertainties appearing in (21). In addition
m ay also contain SUSY thresholds.

For concreteness and as an illustration let us take the Zg orbifold exam pl of
Blwih A°= 2;B°= 6andBd + 1 = 10. It is one of the fow orbifbds keft
over after im posing the conditions on target{space duality anom aly cancellation [55].
To estin ate the size of 4 onemay take n eg. @8) Quung 077 corresponding to

sering 357 180 M gring™™ gur  20. O £ course this is a rough estin ate since M gring
isdeterm lned by the rsteq. of £6) togetherw ith @35). N evertheless, the qualitative
picture does not change. T herefore to predict the correct low {energy param eter 1)
eq. (28) tells us that one needs threshold correction of considerable size:

171 4 163 : (30)
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6 String thresholds

T he construction ofa realistic uni ed string m odelboils down to the question ofhow
to adhieve thresholds of that size. To settle the question we need explicit calculations
w ithin the given candidate string m odel. There we can encounter various types of
threshold e ects. Som e depend continuously, others discretely on the values of the
moduli elds. Forhistoric reasonswe also have to distinguish between thresholds that
do or do not depend on W ilson lines. T he reason is the fact that the calculations in
the lJatter m odels are considerably sim pler and for som e tin e were the only availbble
results. They were then used to estim ate the thresholds in m odels w ith gauge group
SU 3) SU @) U (1) and three fam ilies, although asa string m odelno such oroifold
can be constructed w thout W ilson lines. T herefore, the really relevant thresholds are,
of course, the ones found in the (0,2) orbifbld m odels with W ilson lnes M7] which
m ay both break the gauge group and reduce is rank. W e w ill discuss the various
contrbutions w thin the fram ework of our illustrative m odel. H ow ever the discussion
can easily applied for all other orbifolds. T he threshold corrections depend on the T
and U m odulus describing the size and shape ofthe intemaltorus lattice. In addition
they m ay depend on non{trivial gauge background elds encoded in the W ilson line
modulisB .

M oduli dependent threshold corrections 4 can be of signi cant size for an ap—
propriate choice of the vevs of the background elds T;U;B ;:::whith enter these
functions. O f course In the decom pacti cation Im it T ! il these corrections be-
com e alw ays arbitrarily huge. T his is In contrast to ferm ionic string com pacti cations
or N= 1 sectors of heterotic superstring com pacti cations. There one can argue that
m oduli{ independent threshold corrections cannot becom e huge at all Fg]. This is in
precise agreem ent w ith the results found earlier n 34, 36]. In eld theory threshold
corrections can be estin ated w ith the omula B4]

X M2
4 = n —onE (31)
nm ;k Mstr_ing

w ith n;m being the w inding and m om entum , respectively and k the gauge quantum
num ber of all particles running In the loop. The stringmass in the N = 2 sector of
the Zg m odelwe consider Jater w ith a non {trivial gauge background in the intemal
directions is detem ined by K8] :

(]\‘/‘[r?;m;k = 4PR:?
1 T , T

Pr = 19? (?)U B )n, + 7}1’11 Um;+m,+ Bk, (32)
L T T o )2

Y = — T T)U U)+ B B)

In addition a physical state Ja;m ;k;1i has to obey the m odular nvariance condition

13



mom+monat ki kiket ki koks keketki+ki=1 Ny 3E,. Therefore the sum
in B1) should be restricted to these states. T his also guarantees its convergence after
a proper regularization. In @1) cancellations between the contrbutions of various
string statesm ay arise. E g. at the crticalpoint T = i= U where allm asses appear
n integers ofM gy such cancellations occur. They are the reason for the an allness
of the corrections calculated in 34, 38] and i all the ferm fonic m odels [36]. Let us
Investigate this in m ore detail. The sinplest case B = 0) for m oduli dependent
threshold corrections to the gauge couplings was derived in 2] :

" _ # ,

iT + 4T T ° h — o
Fomula 33) can be used for any toroidalorbifold com pacti cations, where the two{
din ensional subplane of the intemal lattice w hich is responsible forthe N= 2 structure
factorize from the rem aining part of the lattice. If the latter condition does not hold,

(33) is generalized [44].

T=2 °| U M2 % 1 ™ 2 o) II
Ia i i 1 0 0:72
To| 125i| i | 2 022 0:76
Ic| 451 451 & 301 5:03
Id| 187i| i | £ 2:93 163

Tabk 1: Lowestmass M 2 of particles charged
under G, and threshod corrections 4 (T;U).

In Tablk 1 we determm ine the m ass of the lowest m assive string state being
charged under the considered unbroken gauge group G, and the threshold corrections
4 (T;U) forsomevalulesofT and U .

The in uence ofm oduli dependent threshold corrections to low {energy physics
entailed in egs. £7)]hasuntilnow only been discussed for orbifold com pacti cations
w ithout W ilson linesby using 3). In these cases the corrections only depend on the
twomoduli T;U . However to obtain corrections of the size 4 163 one would
need the vevs ;5 = 18:7;U = iwhich are faraway from the self{dualpoints B7, 551.
It rem ains an open question whether and how such big vevs of T can be cbtained in
a naturalway In string theory.

A generalization of eq. (33) appears when tuming on non{vanishing gauge
background eldsB 6 0. According to @B2) the m ass of the heavy string states now

14



becom es B {dependent and therefore also the threshold corrections change. Thiskind
of corrections were recently determ ined in [7]. T he general expression there is

" #
4B S £.()F (34)
e 127 172800200 7
I B !
where B is the W ilson line m odulus, = 2B0 U and C;, is a combination of
g = 2 elliptic theta fiinctions explained in detailin K§]. It applies to gauge groupsG »

which arenota ected by theW ilson lnem echanisn . T he case w here the gauge group
isbroken by theW ilson line w illbe discussed later (those threshold correctionsw illbe
singular In the 1im it of vanishing B ). W hereas the e ect of quantized W ilson lines B
on threshold corrections has already been discussed in 8§] the function ™ (T;U;B)
now allow s us to study the e ect ofa continuous varation In B .

““:‘
. St ua 0%
TR
e "

e S Y
pS=—————
RS SSS

e o

N P b © ®

[l

Fig.2 { D ependence of the threshold corrections 4 1!
on the W ilson linemodulisB = B+ iB, ﬁ)r%)= i=10U.

W e s=e In Fig2 that the threshold corrections change very little wih the W ilson
IinemodulusB . They are comparablkewih 4 = 0:{72 corresponding to the case of
B = 0. In this case eq. (34) becomeseq. (33) or;5= i=U.

So far all these caloulations have been done w ithin m odels w here the considered
gauge group G, is not broken by the W ilson line and itsm atter representations are
not progcted out. To arrive at SM like gauge groups w ith the m atter content of the
M SSM one has to break the considered gauge group w ith a W ilson line.

From the phenom enologicalpoint ofview [B§], them ost prom isihg class of string
vacua is provided by (0,2) com pacti cations equipped w ith a non{trivial gauge back—
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ground In the intemal space which breaks the E ¢ gauge group down to a SM {lke
gauge group {9, 60, 37, 51,161]. Since the intemal space is not sin ply connected,
these gauge elds cannot be gauged away and m ay break the gauge group. Scme
of the problem s present In (2,2) com pacti cations with E ¢ as a grand uni ed group
like eg. the doublkt{triplt splitting problem , the ne{tuning problm and Yukawa
coupling uni cation m ay be absent In (0,2) com pacti cations. It is in portant that
these properties can be studied in the fi1ll string theory, not Just in the eld theoretic
Iim it BY]. The background gauge elds give rise to a new class of m assless m oduli

elds again denoted by B which have quite di erent low {energy im plications than
the usualm oduli arising from the geom etry of the intermalm anifold itself. In this
fram ew ork the question of string uni cation can now be discussed for realistic string
m odels. T he threshold corrections for our illustrative m odel take the form  47]

2 43

4Icr;U;B>=iln‘lymiﬁako o () O ; (35)
10 128

k=1

where #, are the ten even g = 2 theta{functions @8]. Equipped w ith this resul we
can now investigate the In uence of the B {m odulus on the thresholds and see how
the conclusions of ref. H7,55]m ght bem odi ed. The results for a representative set
ofbackground vevs is displayed In F ig 3.

Fig.3 { D ependence of the threshold corrections 4 !
on the W ilson linemodulisB = B+ iB, ﬁ)r% = 45i=U.

From this picture we see that threshold corrections of 4 163 can be cbtained
fDrthedlojoeof%J 451 U andB = %.Thjshastobeoomparedtothemodel
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in ref. B3] where such a value was achieved with T = 18:7iand B = 0. This tums
out to be a general property of the m odels under consideration. W ih m ore m oduli,
sizeable threshold e ects are achieved even w ith m oderate values of the vevs of the
badkground elds.

7 String uni cation

Equipped w ith these explicit caloulations of string threshold corrections we can now
ask the question how string theory m ight lead to the correct prediction of gauge
coupling constants. W e also hope to deduce nform ation on the spectrum of theories
that lead to sucoessfill gauge coupling uni cation.
The m odulus plays the ok of an adpint Higgs eld which breaks eg. the
Ga = E¢ down to a SM lke gauge group G .. A cocording to eq. 32) the vev of this
eld gives som e particlesm assesbetween zero andM g.ing - T hisisknown asthe stringy
Higgs e ect. Such addiional interm ediate eldsm ay be very in portant to generate
high scale thresholds. Sizeabl threshold corrections 4 can only appear if some
particles have m asses di erent from the string scale M 4.y and where cancellations
between di erent states as m entioned above do not take place. In particular som e
gauge bosons 0of G, becom e m assive receiving the m ass:

4
2 _ - .
%I—Yjaf. (36)

A sbefore ket us Investigate the m asses of the lightest m assive particles charged under
the gauge group G, . For our concrete m odelwe have M gy = 316 10Gev.

T=2 °| U |B |[M; GevV]|InM7{ 9 g
ITa| i i|55| 84 18 230 10:03
Ib| i i) 3|42 ¥ 1:39 1472
IIc| 1251 | i | 3 | 37 1¥ 1:61 2:2
IId| 4i | i | 3 |24 10 2:78 7:86
ITe| 451 (451 ;7 | 93 18 439 163
IIf| 187i| i | £ | 14 1¥ 431 433

Tabk 2: Lowestmass M ; of particles charged
under G , and threshold corrections 4 ¥ orB 6 0.
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W hereas ! describes threshold corrections w rit. to a gauge group which is not
broken when tuming on a vev ofB , now the gauge group isbroken forB 6 0 and in
particularthism eansthat the threshold 4 ' show s a Jogarithm ic shgularity orB ! 0
when the full gauge sym m etry is restored. T hisbehaviour isknown from eld theory
and the e ects of the heavy string states can be decoupled from the form er: Then
thepart of4 I in €3) which is only due to the m assive particles becom es 47, 50]

2 0 4
h‘16f°‘1an9 bAZJn = o (37)
BF 16 20

where the rst part accounts for the new particlkes appearing at the intem ediate
scake of M ; and the other part takes Into acoount the contributions of the heavy
string states. One of the questions of string uni cation concems the size of this
Intem ediate scale M ;. In a standard grand uni ed m odel one would be tem pted to
dentify M ; with M gyt - W hilke thiswould also be a possbility for string uni cation,
we have In string theory In addition the possbility to consider M ;1 > M gyr - The
question rem ains whether the thresholds in that case can be big enough, aswe shall
discuss n a moment. Let us rst discuss the general consequences of our results
for the idea of string uni cation without a grand uni ed gauge group. D ue to the
speci ¢ form of the threshold corrections in eq. ©6) uni cation always takes place if
the condition AB°= A% ismet wihin the ermrors arising from the uncertainties in
1) . Tt guarantees that all three gauge couplingsm eet at a single point M x  B51:

N[

a 0

My =Mgpgezs " : (38)
For our concrete m odel this lrads to M 2 1¥PGev. G iven these resuktswe can
now study the relation between M ; and M x , which playsthe vk oftheGUT {scale in
string uni ed m odels. A s a concrete exam ple, consider them odel ITe In Tablk 2. It
Jleads to an intem ediate scale M ; which is a factor 3.9 an aller than the string scale,
thus 10''G eV, although the apparent uni cation scale isaslow as2 10°GeV.W e
thus have an explicit exam ple of a string m odel where all the non{M SSM particles
are above 93 18G eV, but still a correct prediction of the Iow energy param eters
em erges. Thus string uni cation can ke achieved without the introduction ofa sm all
Interm ediate s k.

O foourse, there are also other possibilities w hich lead to the correct low {energy
predictions. Instead of Jarge threshold corrections one could consider a non { standard
hypercharge nom alization, ie. a k; 6 5=3 [62]. This would m aintain gauge coupling
uni cation at the string scale with the correct values of sin? w Mz)and sMz).
However, it is very hard to construct such m odels. A fiirther possibility would be
to give up the idea of gauge coupling uni cation within the M SSM by Introducing
extra m assless particles such as (3;2) wxkt. SU 3) SU () In addition to those of
the SM [63,56]. A carefiil choice ofthesem atter eldsm ay lead to sizable additional
interm ediate threshold corrections n (1) thus allow ing for the correct low {energy
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data @1)). Unfortunately the price for that is exactly an introduction of a new in-
tem ediate scale of M 1 102 ¥ GeV. It seam s to be hard to explain such a small
scale naturally in the fram ew ork of string theory. In som e sense such a m odelcan be
com pared to them odel ITa in tabl 2. O ther possble corrections to £7) m ay arise
from an extended gauge structure between M y and M g4 - H owever thism ight even
enhance the disagreem ent w ith the experin ent [56]. Finally a m odi cation of (1)
appears from the schem e conversion from the string{ or SUSY {based D R schem e to
theM S schem e relevant for the Jow {energy physics data {1). However these e ects
are shown to be sn all B4].

8 Conclusions

W e have seen that string uni cation iseasily achieved w ith m odulidependent thresh—
old correctionsw ithin (0,2) superstring com pacti cation. TheW ilson line dependence
of these functions is com parable to that on the T and U elds thus o ering the in—
teresting possibility of Jarge thresholds w ith background con gurations of m oderate
size. Allnon{M SSM lke states can eg. be heavier than 1=4 of the string scale, still
kading to an apparent uni cation scale ofM y = Z_lOM string » W € do not need vevs of
the moduli elds that are of the order 20 away from the natural scale, neither do
we need to Introduce particles at a new intem ediate scale that is an all com pared to
M gring - T he situation could be even m ore in proved w ith a higher num ber ofm oduli

elds entering the threshold corrections: They m ay com e from other oroifold planes
giving rise to N=2 sectors or from additional W ilson lines. W e think that the ac-
tualm oderate vevs of the underlying m oduli elds can be xed by non {perturbative
e ects as eg. gaugino condensation.

In thism echanian of supersym m etry breakdown we have seen the central roke
plyed by the dilaton. F ixing the vev ofthe dilaton to a satisfactory value ispossible in
the presence a nonperturbative m odi cation of the gauge kinetic fiinction that seem s
to arise In a broad class of string theories. Tt also leads to a solution ofa longstanding
problem conceming the overall size of the gauge coupling constant, since it allow s
weak coupling even for< S >= 1.
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