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A bstract

In string theory the coupling param eters are functions of m oduli�elds.

The actualvalues ofthe coupling constants are then dynam ically determ ined

through thevacuum expextation valuesofthese�elds.W ereview theattem pts

to connect such theories to low energy e�ective �eld theories with realistic

gauge coupling constants.Thisincludesa discussion ofsupersym m etry break-

down,the question ofa running dilaton,string threshold calculationsand the

possibility ofstring uni�cation.
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1 Introduction

M ostphysics m odelscontain coupling constantsasfree param etersthatcan be ad-

justed to �tthe experim entalvalues. In m ore com plete theoriesone could im agine

thatthevaluesofthese param etersaredeterm ined dynam ically by thetheory itself.

The question arises,how and why the coupling param eterstake the valuesthatare

observed in nature.

String theory[1]providesan exam ple forsuch a classofm odels.Couplingsare

functionsofso-called m oduli�eldsand theactualvaluesofthecoupling param eters

aredeterm ined through thevacuum expectation values(vev)ofthese �elds.Attree

levelthe universalgauge coupling constant gstring is determ ined by the vev ofthe

dilaton �eld[2]

S =
4�

g2string
+ i

�

2�
: (1)

Nonuniversalitiescan appearattheone-loop leveland depend on furtherm oduli�elds

T,U orB

1

g2a(�)
=

ka

g2string
+

ba

16�2
ln
M 2

string

�2
�

1

16�2
4 (T;U;B :::): (2)

Given thissituation we have then to see how a theory with a realistic setofgauge

coupling constantscan em erge.

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

�eld theory describing theknown particlephysicsphenom ena.A prim ecandidateis

a low energy supergravitationalgeneralization ofthe standard m odelofstrong and

electroweak interactions,with supersym m etry broken in a hidden sector[3].Uni�ca-

tion ofobservablesectorgaugecouplingsm ightappearasproposed in supersym m etric

grand uni�ed theories(SUSYGUTs)[4].Thevevsofthem oduli�eldsS,T,:::should

then determ inegaugecouplingsin hidden and observablesector,includingthecorrect

valuesoftheQCD coupling �s and theweak m ixing anglesin
2�W .

In stringtheorieswith unbroken supersym m etry thevevsofthem oduli�eldsare

undeterm ined.A �rststep in thedeterm ination ofgaugecoupling constantsrequires

thereforethediscussion ofsupersym m etry breakdown.W ethen haveto seehow the

vevs ofthe m oduliare �xed. Ofcourse,notany value ofthe m oduliwilllead to a

satisfactory m odel.In factweshallfacesom egenericproblem sconcerning theactual

valuesofthecoupling constants.W ehaveto understand why thevalueof

�string =
g2string

4�
�

1

20
; (3)

whereasanaturalexpectation forthevev ofS would beanum beroforder1orm aybe

0 oreven in�nity,ashappensin m any sim ple m odels. A related question concerns

the possibility ofso-called string uni�cation leading to the correctprediction ofthe
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weak m ixing anglesin2�W .Naively onewould expectstring uni�cation to appearat

M string � 4� 1017GeV,whilethecorrectprediction ofsin2�W seem sto lead toa scale

thatisa factorof20 sm aller.W ethen haveto facethequestion how such a situation

can beachieved with naturalvaluesofthevevsofthem oduli�elds.

These are the questions we want to address in these lectures. W e shallstart

with the discussion ofsupersym m etry breakdown in the fram ework ofgaugino con-

densation. This includes a discussion ofthe problem ofa "runaway" dilaton that

any attem pt ofa dynam icaldeterm ination ofcoupling constants has to face. The

nextquestion then concernsthe value of< S >� 1 and itscom patibility with weak

coupling.Finally weshalldiscussnew resultsconcerning string threshold corrections

and thequestion ofstring uni�cation[5].

2 G augino C ondensation

Oneofthe prim em otivationsto considerthesupersym m etric extension ofthestan-

dard m odelis the stability ofthe weak scale (M W ) oforder ofa TeV in the pres-

ence oflargerm assscaleslike a GUT-scale ofM X � 1016 GeV orthe Planck scale

M P l � 1018 GeV . The size ofthe weak scale is directly related to the breakdown

scaleofsupersym m etry,and a satisfactory m echanism ofsupersym m etry breakdown

should explain the sm allnessofM W =M P l in a naturalway. One such m echanism is

based on thedynam icalform ation ofgauginocondensatesthathasattracted m uch at-

tention sinceitsoriginalproposalfora spontaneousbreakdown ofsupergravity [6][7].

In thefollowing we shalladdresssom eopen questionsconcerning thism echanism in

thefram ework oflow energy e�ective superstring theories.Thiswork hasbeen done

in collaboration with Z.Lalak and A.Niem eyerand appeared in ref.[8][9].

Before discussing these detailed questionsletusrem ind you ofthe basic facts

ofthis m echanism . For sim plicity we shallconsider here a pure supersym m etric

(N = 1)Yang-M illstheory,with thevectorm ultiplet(A �;�)containinggaugebosons

and gauge ferm ions in the adjoint representation of the nonabelian gauge group.

Such a theory is asym ptotically free and we would therefore (in analogy to QCD)

expectcon�nem entand gauginocondensation atlow energies[10].W earethen faced

with the question whether such a nontrivialgaugino condensate <��> 6= 0 leads

to a breakdown ofsupersym m etry. A �rstlook atthe SUSY-transform ation on the

com positeferm ion ���A � [11]

fQ;���A �g= �� + ::: (4)

m ightsuggesta positive answer,buta carefulinspection ofthe m ultipletstructure

and gauge invariance leads to the opposite conclusion. The bilinear �� has to be

interpreted asthe lowestcom ponentofthe chiralsuper�eld W �W � = (��;:::)and

therefore a non-vanishing vev of�� does not break SUSY [12]. This suggestion is

supported by index-argum ents [13]and an e�ective Lagrangian approach [14]. W e
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are thuslead to the conclusion thatin such theoriesgaugino condensatesform ,but

do notbreak global(rigid)supersym m etry.

Notallislost,however,since we are prim arily interested in m odelswith local

supersym m etry including gravitationalinteractions. The weak gravitationalforce

should notinterfere with the form ation ofthe condensate;we therefore stillassum e

<��> = �3 6= 0. Thisexpectation iscon�rm ed by the explicitconsideration ofthe

e�ective Lagrangian ofref. [6]in the now locally supersym m etric fram ework. W e

here considera com posite chiralsuper�eld U = (u; ;Fu)with u = <��>. In this

toy m odel[6][7]weobtain thesurprising resultthatnotonly <u> = �3 6= 0 butalso

<Fu> 6= 0,a signalforsupersym m etry breakdown.In fact

<Fu> = M 2
S =

�3

M P l

; (5)

consistent with our previous result that in the globallim it M P l ! 1 (rigid) su-

persym m etry isrestored. Fora hidden sector supergravity m odelwe would choose

M S � 1011 GeV [7].

Stillm ore inform ation can be obtained by consulting the generalsupergravity

Lagrangian ofelem entary �eldsdeterm ined by the K�ahlerpotentialK (� i;�
j�),the

superpotentialW (�i)and thegaugekinetic function f(�i)fora setofchiralsuper-

�elds � i = (�i; i;Fi). Non-vanishing vevs ofthe auxiliary �elds Fi would signal

a breakdown ofsupersym m etry. In standard supergravity notation these �elds are

given by

Fi= exp(G=2)(G �1 )
j

iG j +
1

4

@f

@�k

(G �1 )ki�� + :::; (6)

wherethegauginobilinearappearsinthesecond term [15].Thiscon�rm sourprevious

argum entthat<��> 6= 0leadstoabreakdown ofsupersym m etry,however,weobtain

a new condition: @f=@�i has to be nonzero,i.e. the gauge kinetic function f(�i)

has to be nontrivial. In the fundam entalaction f(�i) m ultiplies W �W
� which in

com ponents leadsto a form Ref(�i)F��F
�� and tellsusthatthe gauge coupling is

�eld dependent.Forsim plicity weconsiderhereonem odulus�eld M with

<Ref(M )> � 1=g2: (7)

Thisdependenceoff on them odulusM isvery crucialforSUSY breakdown via

gaugino condensation. @f=@M 6= 0 leadsto FM � �3=M P l consistentwith previous

considerations. The goldstino is the ferm ion in the f(M ) superm ultiplet. In the

fulldescription ofthe theory itm ightm ix with a com posite �eld,butthe inclusion

ofthe com posite �elds should not alter the qualitative behaviour discussed here.

An understanding ofthem echanism ofSUSY breakdown via gauginocondensation is

intim ately related tothequestion ofadynam icaldeterm ination ofthegaugecoupling

constantasthevev ofam odulus�eld.W ewould hopethatin am orecom pletetheory

such questionscould beclari�ed in detail.
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One candidate ofsuch a theory is the E 8 � E 8 heterotic string. The second

E 8 (or a subgroup thereof) could serve as the hidden sector gauge group and it

was soon found [2]that there we have nontrivialf = S where S represents the

dilaton super�eld. The heterotic string thus contains allthe necessary ingredients

fora successfulim plem entation ofthe m echanism ofSUSY breakdown via gaugino

condensation [16][17].Also thequestion ofthedynam icaldeterm ination ofthegauge

coupling constant can be addressed. A sim ple reduction and truncation from the

d = 10 theory leadsto thefollowing scalarpotential[18]

V =
1

16SRT
3
R

2

4jW (�)+ 2(S RTR )
3=2(��)j2 +

TR

3

�
�
�
�
�

@W

@�

�
�
�
�
�

2
3

5 ; (8)

where SR = ReS,TR = ReT isthe m oduluscorresponding to the overallradiusof

com pacti�cation and W (�)isthe superpotentialdepending on the m atter�elds�.

Thegauginobilinearappearsvia thesecond term in theauxiliary �elds(6).To m ake

contactwith thedilaton�eld,observethat<��> = �3 where�istherenorm alization

group invariantscaleofthenonabelian gaugetheory underconsideration.In theone-

loop approxim ation

�= �exp

 

�
1

bg2(�)

!

; (9)

with an arbitrary scale� and the�-function coe�cientb.Thisthen suggests

�� � e�f = e�S (10)

as the leading contribution (for weak coupling) for the functionalf-dependence of

thegaugino bilinear1.

In thepotential(8)wecan then insert(10)and determ inethem inim um .In our

sim ple m odel(with @W =@T = 0)we have a positive de�nite potentialwith vacuum

energy E vac = 0.Supposenow forthem om entthat<W (�)> 6= 02.

S willnow adjustitsvev in such a way thatjW (�)+ 2(S RTR )
3=2(��)j= 0,thus

jW (�)+ 2(S R TR )
3=2exp(�S)j= 0: (11)

Thisthen leadstobroken SUSY with E vac = 0and a�xed valueofthegaugecoupling

constantg2 � <ReS> �1 . Forthe vevsofthe auxiliary �eldswe obtain FS = 0 and

FT 6= 0with im portantconsequencesforthepattern ofthesoftSUSY breaking term s

in phenom enologically oriented m odels[21],which weshallnotdiscussherein detail.

1 Relation (10) is ofcourse not exact. For di�erent im plem entations see [17],[19],[20]. The

qualitativebehaviourofthe potentialrem ainsunchanged.
2In m any placesin the literature itisquoted incorrectly that< W (�)> isquantized in unitsof

thePlanck length sinceW com esfrom H ,the�eld strength oftheantisym m etrictensor�eld B and

H = dB � !3Y + !3L (! being the Chern-Sim onsform ). Q uantization isexpected for< dB > but

notnecessarily forH .
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Thusa satisfactory pictureseem sto em erge.However,wehavejustdiscussed a

sim pli�ed exam ple.In generalwewould expectalso thatthesuperpotentialdepends

on the m oduli,@W =@T 6= 0 and,including thisdependence,the m odi�ed potential

would no longerbepositivede�niteand onewould haveE vac < 0.

But even in the sim ple case we have a further vacuum degeneracy. For any

value ofW (�) we obtain a m inim um with E vac = 0,including W (�) = 0. In the

lattercase thiswould correspond to <��> = 0 and S ! 1 . Thisisthe potential

problem ofthe runaway dilaton. The sim ple m odelabove does notexclude such a

possibility. In factthisproblem ofthe runaway dilaton doesnotseem justto be a

problem ofthetoy m odel,butm oregeneral.Oneattem ptto avoid thisproblem was

theconsideration ofseveralgauginocondensates[22],butitstillseem sverydi�cultto

producesatisfactory potentialsthatlead to a dynam icaldeterm ination ofthedilaton

forreasonablevaluesof<S>.In som ecasesiteven seem sim possibleto�netunethe

cosm ologicalconstanttozero.In absenceofacom pletely satisfactory m odelitisthen

also di�cultto investigatethedetailed phenom enologicalpropertiesoftheapproach.

Hereitwould beofinterestto know theactualsizeofthevevsoftheauxiliary �elds

<FS>,<FT> and <FU >.In them odelsdiscussed so faroneusually �nds<FT> to

bethedom inantterm ,butitstillrem ainsa question whetherthisistruein general.

3 Fixing the dilaton

In any case it seem s that we need som e new ingredient before we can understand

the m echanism com pletely. Itisourbelief,thatthe resolution ofallthese problem s

com eswith a betterunderstanding oftheform ofthegaugekineticfunction f [8][9].

In allthe previousconsiderationsone assum ed f = S.How generalisthisrelation?

Certainly we know that in one loop perturbation theory S m ixes with T [23],but

this is not relevant for our discussion and,for sim plicity,we shallignore that for

the m om ent. The form alrelation between f and the condensate is given through

�3 � e�f and wehavef = S in theweak coupling lim itofstring theory.In factthis

argum enttellsusonly that

lim
S! 1

f(S)= S: (12)

Nonperturbativee�ectscould lead to thesituation thatf isa very com plicated func-

tion ofS.In factasatisfactoryincorporation ofgauginocondensatesin thefram ework

ofstring theory m ightvery welllead to such a com plication.In ourwork [8]wesug-

gested that a nontrivialf-function is the key ingredient to better understand the

m echanism ofgaugino condensation.W estillassum e(12)to m akecontactwith per-

turbation theory. How do we then controle�f asa function ofS? In absence ofa

determ ination off(S)by a directcalculation onem ightusesym m etry argum entsto

m akesom eprogress.Letushereconsiderthepresenceofasym m etry called S-duality

which in itssim plestform isgiven by a SL(2;Z)generated by thetransform ations
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S ! S + i; S ! �1=S: (13)

Such a sym m etry m ightbe realized in two basically distinct ways: the gauge

sectorcould closeunderthetransform ation (typeI)orbeingm apped toan additional

‘m agnetic sector’with inverted coupling constant (type II).In the second case one

would speak ofstrong-weak coupling duality,justasin the case ofelectric-m agnetic

duality [24]. W ithin the class of theories of type I,however, we could have the

situation thatthef-function isitselfinvariant3 underS-duality;i.e.S ! �1=S does

not invert the coupling constant since the gauge coupling constant is not given by

ReS but 1=g2 � Ref. In view of(12) we would callsuch a sym m etry weak-weak

coupling duality. The behaviour ofthe gauge coupling constant asa function ofS

isshown in Fig. 1. Ourassum ption (12)im pliesthatg2 ! 0 asReS ! 1 and by

S-duality g2 also vanishesforS ! 0,with a m axim um som ewhere in the vicinity of

the self-dualpointS = 1.Observe thatS � 1 in thissituation doesnotnecessarily

im ply strong coupling,because g2 � 1=Ref and even forS � 1,Ref could be large

and g2 << 1,with perturbation theory valid in the whole range ofS. Ofcourse,

nonperturbativee�ectsareresponsiblefortheactualform off(S).

g
2

S

Fig.1 -Coupling constantg2 asthe function ofS in type-Im odels(dashed) vsg2 given by

f = S

Toexam inethebehaviourofthescalarpotentialin thisapproach,letusconsider

a sim ple toy m odel,with chiralsuper�elds U = Y 3 = (��;:::)aswellasS and T.

W e have to choose a speci�c exam ple ofa gauge kinetic function which isinvariant

under the S-duality transform ations. Di�erent choices are possible,the sim plest is

given by

3M ore com plicated choices oftransform ation properties for f are possible and lead to sim ilar

resultsasobtained in oursim ple toy m odel.
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f =
1

2�
ln(j(S)� 744); (14)

j(S)being theusualgeneratorofm odularinvariantfunctions.Thisfunction behaves

likeS inthelargeS-lim it.Ifweassum eatypeI-m odelwherethegaugesectorisclosed

underS-duality,then we also have to assum e thatthe gaugino condensate doesnot

transform underS-duality (becauseofthefW �W �-term in theLagrangian)4.Under

these conditions an obvious candidate for the superpotentialis just the standard

Veneziano-Yankielowicz superpotential(extended to take into accountthe usualT-

duality,which weassum eto becom pletely independentfrom S-duality)[14][25]

W = Y 3(f + 3bln
Y �2(T)

�
+ c): (15)

This is clearly invariant under S-duality. Therefore we then cannot take the

conventionalform fortheK�ahlerpotentialwhich would begiven by

K = � ln(S + �S)� 3ln(T + �T � Y �Y ); (16)

sinceitisnotS-dual.To m akeitS-dualonecould introducean additionallnj�(S)j4

term ,giving e.g.

K = � ln(S + �S)� 3ln(T + �T � Y �Y )� lnj�(S)j4: (17)

Becausetheonly relevantquantity is

G = K + lnjW j
2; (18)

wecan aswellputthisnew term (which isforced upon usbecauseofourdem and for

sym m etry) into the superpotentialand take the canonicalK�ahlerfunction instead,

which gives

K = � ln(S + �S)� 3ln(T + �T � Y �Y ); (19)

W =
Y 3

�2(S)
(f + 3bln

Y �2(T)

�
+ c); (20)

wheretherem arkablesim ilarity to thee�ectivepotentialforT-dualgaugino conden-

sation W = W inv=�
6(T)can beseen m oreclearly.

This m odelexhibits a wellde�ned m inim um at <S> = 1,<T> = 1:23 and

<Y > � �.Supersym m etry isbroken with thedom inantcontribution being <FT> �

�3.Thecosm ologicalconstantisnegative.

In contrastto earlierattem pts[26]thism odel�xestheproblem oftherunaway

dilaton and breakssupersym m etry with only a single gaugino condensate. Previous

4For type I-m odels itwasshown in [8]thatone can alwaysrede�ne the gauge kinetic function

and condensatein such a way thatthisholds.
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m odelsneeded m ultiplegauginocondensatesand (togetrealisticvevsforthedilaton)

m atter�eldsin com plicated representations.W efeelthattheconceptofa nontrivial

gaugekineticfunction derived (orconstrained)byasym m etry isam uch m orenatural

way to �x the dilaton and break supersym m etry,especially so because corrections

to f = S are expected in any case. Earlier m odels which included S-duality in

di�erentways(both with and withoutgaugino condensates)[27][28]wereableto �x

thevev ofthedilaton butdid notsucceed in breakingsupersym m etry.An alternative

m echanism to �x thevev ofthedilaton hasbeen discussed in [29].

Ofcoursetherearestillsom eopen questionsnotsolved by thisapproach.The

�rstistheproblem ofhaving a vanishing cosm ologicalconstant.W hereasearly m od-

elsofgaugino condensation often introduced ad hoc term sto guarantee a vanishing
vacuum energy,ithasbeen seen to be notoriously di�cultto getthisoutofm odels

based on string inspired supergravity. The only way outofthisproblem so farhas

been to introduce a constantterm into the superpotential,param eterizing unknown

e�ects.Thisapproach doesnoteven work in any arbitrary m odel,butatleastin our

m odelthecosm ologicalconstantcan bem adetovanish by adjusting such aconstant.

Anotherquestion notaddressed in thistoy m odelisthem ixingofS and T �elds

which happensatthe one-loop level. Itisstillunknown whetherone can keep two

independentdualitiesin thiscase.In aconsistentinterpretation ourtoym odelshould

describean all-loop e�ectiveaction.Ifitisconsidered to bea theory atthetree-level

then thetheory isnotanom aly free.Introducing term sto canceltheanom aly which

arisesbecause ofdem anding S-duality willthen destroy S-duality. Attree-levelthe

theory thereforecannotbem adeanom aly free.

An additionalinteresting question concernsthevevsoftheauxiliary �elds,i.e.

which �eld isresponsibleforsupersym m etry breakdown.In allm odelsconsidered so

far (m ultiple gaugino condensates,m atter,S-duality) it has always been FT which

dom inatesalltheotherauxiliary �elds.Ithasnotbeen shown yetthatthisisindeed

a generic feature. The question isan im portantone,since the hierarchy ofthe vevs

ofthe auxiliary �eldsism irrored in the structure ofthe softSUSY breaking term s

oftheM SSM [21].W ewantto arguethatthereisatleastno evidence forFT being

generically large in com parison to FS,because allofthe m odels constructed so far

(including ourtoy m odel)aredesigned in such away that<FS> = 0by construction

atthe m inim um (atleastattree-levelforthe otherm odels). In fact,ifone extends

ourm odelwith a constant in the superpotential(see above),then <FS> increases

with theconstant(butdoesnotbecom easlargeas<FT>).

Ofcourse there are stillsom e assum ptions we m ade by considering this toy

m odel. W e assum ed that there is weak coupling in the large S lim it which is an

assum ption because thenonperturbative e�ectsareunknown (attree-levelitcan be

calculated thatf = S). In addition it is clear that the standard form we take for

theK�ahlerpotentialdoesnotincludenonperturbativee�ectsand thuscould bevalid

only in theweak couplingapproxim ation (thisisofcourserelated toourchoiceofthe

superpotential).Ofcourseanequallyvalidassum ption wouldbethatnonperturbative
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e�ectsdestroy the calculable tree-levelbehavioureven in the weak coupling region.

The m odelofref. [27]could be re-interpreted in that sense (they do not consider

gauginocondensatesand thegaugekineticfunction,buttheirS-dualscalarpotential

goes to in�nity for S ! 1 ). W e choose not to m ake this assum ption,because it

isequivalent to the statem ent thatthe whole perturbative fram ework developed so

farin string theory iswrong.Again itshould beem phasized herethattheS-duality

considered isnota strong-weak coupling duality buta weak-weak coupling duality.

In typeII-m odelsonehasaduality between strong and weak coupling [8].A detailed

discussion ofsuch a scenario would bedesirable.

4 S= 1 and w eak coupling

A problem could be the actualsize ofthe gauge coupling constant. Iff = S and

<S> = 1then thelargevalueofthegaugecouplingconstantdoesnot�tthelow scale

ofgaugino condensation necessary for phenom enologically realistic supersym m etry

breaking (1013GeV ).Howeveriff = S only in theweak coupling lim itthen onecan

have <f> >> 1 and thusg2 << 1 even in the region S = O (1). Therefore in our

m odel<S> = 1 isconsistentwith the dem and fora sm allgaugecoupling constant,

whereasin m odelswith f = S a m uch larger(and thereforem oreunnatural)<S> is

needed.

To sum m arize we�nd thatthe choice ofa nontrivialf-function (m otivated by

a sym m etry requirem ent) gives rise to a theory where supersym m etry breaking is

achieved by em ploying only a single gaugino condensate.The cosm ologicalconstant

turnsoutto benegative,butcan beadjusted by a sim pleadditionalconstantin the

superpotential. The vevsofall�eldsare atnaturalordersofm agnitude and due to

thenontrivialgaugekineticfunction thegaugecoupling constantcan bem adesm all

enough to givea realisticpicture.

Turningourattentiontotheobservablesectorweseethatasm all(granduni�ed)

couplingconstantisanecessity and theabovem echanism isrequired forasatisfactory

description ofthe size afthe observed coupling constants like e.g. �Q CD . Butthis

alone m ightnotbe su�cient fora realistic m odel. String theory should predictall

low 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 forthe m inim alsupersym -

m etricStandard M odel(M SSM )with thelightestHiggsm assin therange60GeV <

M H < 150GeV

sin2 �̂W (M Z) = 0:2316� 0:0003

�em (M Z)
�1 = 127:9� 0:1

�S(M Z) = 0:12� 0:01

m t = 160+ 11+ 6
�12�5 GeV ;

(21)
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forthecentralvalueM H = M Z in theM S schem e [30].Thisisin perfectagreem ent

with therecentCDF/D0 m easurem entsofm t.Taking the�rstthreevaluesasinput

param etersleadstogaugecouplinguni�cation atM G U T � 2� 1016GeV with �G U T �
1

26

and M SU SY � 1TeV [31,30]. Slightm odi�cationsarise from lightSUSY thresholds,

i.e. the splitting ofthe sparticle m ass spectrum ,the variation ofthe m ass ofthe

second Higgs doublet and two{loop e�ects. W hereas these e�ects are rather m ild,

huge correctionsm ay arise from heavy thresholdsdue to m asssplittingsatthe high

scaleM heavy 6= M G U T arising from thein�nitem any m assivestring states[32].In the

following sectionsweshalldiscussthisquestion ofstring uni�cation in detail.

5 G auge coupling uni�cation

In heteroticsuperstring theoriesallcouplingsarerelated to theuniversalstring cou-

pling constant gstring atthe string scale M string � 1=
p
�0,with �0 being the inverse

stringtension.Itisafreeparam eterwhich is�xed by thedilaton vacuum expectation

value g�2string =
S+ S

2
. In generalthisam ountsto string uni�cation,i.e. atthe string

scale M string allgaugeand Yukawa couplingsareproportionalto the string coupling

and aretherefore related to each other.Forthegaugecouplings(denoted by ga)we

have[33]:

g2aka = g2string =
�2

2�0
: (22)

Here,ka istheKac{M oody levelofthegroup factorlabeled by a.Thestringcoupling

gstring isrelated to the gravitationalcoupling constant�2. In particularthism eans

that string theory itselfprovides gauge coupling and Yukawa coupling uni�cation

even in absenceofa grand uni�ed gaugegroup.

To m akecontactwith theobservableworld oneconstructsthe�eld{theoretical

low{energy lim it ofa string vacuum . This is achieved by integrating out allthe

m assive string m odes corresponding to excited string states as wellas states with

m om entum orwinding quantum num bersin the internaldim ensions. The resulting

theory then describes the physics ofthe m assless string excitations atlow energies

� < M string in �eld{theoreticalterm s. Ifone wants to state anything abouthigher

energy scales one has to take into account threshold corrections 4 a(M string)to the

bare couplings ga(M string) due to the in�nite tower ofm assive string m odes. They

changetherelations(22)to:

g�2a = kag
�2
string +

1

16�2
4 a ; (23)

The correctionsin (23)m ay spoilthestring tree{levelresult(22)and splittheone{

loop gaugecouplingsatM string.Thissplitting could allow foran e�ectiveuni�cation

ata scaleM G U T < M string ordestroy theuni�cation.
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Thegeneralexpression of4 a forheterotictachyon{freestring vacua isgiven in

[34]. Variouscontributionsto 4 a have been determ ined forseveralclasses ofm od-

els:Firstin [34]fortwo ZZ3 orbifold m odelswith a (2,2)world{sheetsupersym m etry

[35]. This has been extended to ferm ionic constructions in [36]. Threshold correc-

tionsfor(0,2)orbifold m odelswith quantized W ilson lines[37]havebeen calculated

in [38]. Threshold corrections forthe quintic threefold and otherCalabi{Yau m an-

ifolds[39]with gauge group E 6 � E 8 can be found in [40,41]. In toroidalorbifold

com pacti�cations [35]m odulidependentthreshold correctionsarise only from N=2

supersym m etric sectors.They havebeen determ ined forsom eorbifold com pacti�ca-

tionsin [42]{[45]and form oregeneralorbifoldsin [46].Thefullm odulidependence5

ofthreshold correctionsfor(0,2)orbifold com pacti�cationswith continuous W ilson

lineshasbeen �rstderived in [47,48].These m odelscontain continuousbackground

gauge �elds in addition to the usualm oduli�elds [51]. In m ost ofthe cases these

m odelsare(0,2)com pacti�cations.In allthe above orbifold exam plesthe threshold

corrections4 a can bedecom posed into threeparts:

4 a = ~4 a � bN = 2
a 4 + ka Y : (24)

Herethegaugegroup dependentpartisdivided intotwopieces:Them oduliindepen-

dentpart ~4 a containing thecontribution oftheN=1 supersym m etric sectorsaswell

asschem e dependentpartswhich areproportionalto ba.Thisprefactorba isrelated

totheone{loop �{function:�a = bag
3
a=16�

2.Furtherm orethem odulidependentpart

bN = 2
a 4 with bN = 2

a being related to the anom aly coe�cientb 0

a by b
N = 2
a = b0a � ka�G S.

Thegaugegroup independentpartY containsthegravitationalback{reaction to the

background gauge�eldsaswellasotheruniversalparts[34,52,41,53].They areab-

sorbed intothede�nition ofgstring:g
�2
string =

S+ S

2
+ 1

16�2
Y .Theschem edependentparts

are the IR{regulatorsforboth �eld{ and string theory aswellasthe UV{regulator

for�eld theory.Thelatterisputinto thede�nition ofM string in theDR schem e[34]:

M string = 2
e(1� E )=23�3=4

p
2��0

= 0:527 gstring � 1018 GeV : (25)

The constantofthe string IR{regulatoraswellasthe universalpartdue to gravity

wererecently determ ined in [53].

Theidentities(23)arethekey to extractany string{im plication forlow{energy

physics.Theyserveasboundaryconditionsforourrunning�eld{theoreticalcouplings

valid below M string [54]. Therefore they are the foundation ofany discussion about

bothlow{energypredictionsandgaugecouplinguni�cation.Theevolution equations6

valid below M string

5A lowestexpansion resultin the W ilson line m odulushasbeen obtained in [49,50].
6W e neglectthe N= 1 partof ~4 a which issm allcom pared to b

N = 2

a
4 [34,36,38].
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1

g2a(�)
=

ka

g2string
+

ba

16�2
ln
M 2

string

�2
�

1

16�2
bN = 2
a 4 ; (26)

allow usto determ ine sin2�W and �S atM Z. Afterelim inating gstring in the second

and third equationsoneobtains

sin2�W (M Z) =
k2

k1 + k2
�

k1

k1 + k2

�em (M Z)

4�

"

A ln

 
M 2

string

M 2
Z

!

� A
0
4

#

;

��1S (M Z) =
k3

k1 + k2

"

��1em (M Z)�
1

4�
B ln

 
M 2

string

M 2
Z

!

+
1

4�
B
0
4

#

;

(27)

with A = k2
k1
b1 � b2;B = b1 + b2 �

k1+ k2
k3

b3 and A 0;B0 are obtained by exchanging

bi! b0i.FortheM SSM onehasA = 28

5
;B = 20.Howeverto arriveatthepredictions

ofthe M SSM (21) one needs huge string threshold corrections 4 due to the large

valueofM string (3=5k1 = k2 = k3 = 1):

4 =
A

A 0

"

ln

 
M 2

string

M 2
G U T

!

+
32��sin2 �W
5A �em (M Z)

#

: (28)

Atthesam etim e,theN=2spectrum oftheunderlyingtheoryencoded in A 0;B0which

entersthethreshold correctionshasto ful�llthecondition

B0

A 0
=
B

A

ln

�
M 2

string

M 2
G U T

�

+ 32�

3B
�
�
� 1

S

ln

�
M 2

string

M 2
G U T

�

+ 32�

5A

�
sin �2

W

�em (M Z )

; (29)

where � represents the experim entaluncertainties appearing in (21). In addition �

m ay also contain SUSY thresholds.

Forconcreteness and asan illustration letustake the ZZ8 orbifold exam ple of

[55]with A 0 = �2;B0 = �6 and b01 + b02 = �10. Itis one ofthe few orbifolds left

overafterim posing theconditionson target{spaceduality anom aly cancellation [55].

To estim ate the size of4 one m ay take in eq. (25)gstring � 0:7 corresponding to

�string �
1

26
,i.e.M string=M G U T � 20.Ofcourse thisisa rough estim ate since M string

isdeterm ined by the�rsteq.of(26)togetherwith (25).Nevertheless,thequalitative

picturedoesnotchange.Thereforeto predictthecorrectlow{energy param eter(27)

eq.(28)tellsusthatoneneedsthreshold correction ofconsiderablesize:

� 17:1� 4 � �16:3 : (30)
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6 String thresholds

Theconstruction ofa realisticuni�ed string m odelboilsdown to thequestion ofhow

to achievethresholdsofthatsize.To settlethequestion weneed explicitcalculations

within 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 ofthe

m oduli�elds.Forhistoricreasonswealsohavetodistinguish between thresholdsthat

do ordo notdepend on W ilson lines.Thereason isthefactthatthecalculationsin

thelatterm odelsareconsiderably sim plerand forsom etim eweretheonly available

results.They werethen used to estim atethethresholdsin m odelswith gaugegroup

SU(3)� SU(2)� U(1)and threefam ilies,although asastringm odelnosuch orbifold

can beconstructed withoutW ilson lines.Therefore,thereallyrelevantthresholdsare,

ofcourse,the ones found in the (0,2)orbifold m odels with W ilson lines [47]which

m ay both break the gauge group and reduce its rank. W e willdiscuss the various

contributionswithin thefram ework ofourillustrativem odel.Howeverthediscussion

can easily applied forallotherorbifolds.Thethreshold correctionsdepend on theT

and U m odulusdescribing thesizeand shapeoftheinternaltoruslattice.In addition

they m ay depend on non{trivialgaugebackground �eldsencoded in theW ilson line

m odulusB .

M odulidependentthreshold corrections4 can beofsigni�cantsize foran ap-

propriate choice ofthe vevs ofthe background �elds T;U;B ;:::which enter these

functions. Ofcourse in the decom pacti�cation lim itT ! i1 these corrections be-

com ealwaysarbitrarilyhuge.Thisisin contrasttoferm ionicstringcom pacti�cations

orN=1 sectorsofheterotic superstring com pacti�cations.There onecan arguethat

m oduli{independentthreshold correctionscannotbecom e huge atall[56].Thisisin

precise agreem entwith theresultsfound earlierin [34,36].In �eld theory threshold

correctionscan beestim ated with theform ula [54]

4 =
X

n;m ;k

ln

 
M 2

n;m ;k

M 2
string

!

; (31)

with n;m being thewinding and m om entum ,respectively and k thegaugequantum

num berofallparticlesrunning in the loop. The string m assin the N = 2 sectorof

the ZZ8 m odelwe considerlaterwith a non{trivialgaugebackground in the internal

directionsisdeterm ined by [48]:

�0M 2
n;m ;k = 4jpRj

2

pR =
1
p
Y

�

(
T

2�0
U � B

2)n2 +
T

2�0
n1 � Um 1 + m 2 + B k2

�

Y = �
1

2�0
(T � T)(U � U)+ (B � B )2 :

(32)

In addition a physicalstatejn;m ;k;lihasto obey them odularinvariancecondition
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m 1n1+ m 2n2+ k
2
1� k1k2+ k

2
2� k2k3� k2k4+ k

2
3+ k

2
4 = 1� N L �

1

2
l2
E 0

8
.Thereforethesum

in (31)should berestricted tothesestates.Thisalsoguaranteesitsconvergenceafter

a proper regularization. In (31) cancellations between the contributions ofvarious

string statesm ay arise.E.g.atthecriticalpointT = i= U whereallm assesappear

in integersofM string such cancellationsoccur.They arethereason forthesm allness

ofthe correctionscalculated in [34,38]and in allthe ferm ionic m odels[36]. Letus

investigate this in m ore detail. The sim plest case (B = 0) for m odulidependent

threshold correctionsto thegaugecouplingswasderived in [42]:

4 (T;U)= ln

"

�iT + iT

2�0

�
�
�
��

�
T

2�0

��
�
�
�

4
#

+ ln
h

(�iU + iU)j�(U)j
4
i

: (33)

Form ula (33)can beused forany toroidalorbifold com pacti�cations,wherethetwo{

dim ensionalsubplaneoftheinternallatticewhich isresponsiblefortheN=2structure

factorizefrom therem aining partofthelattice.Ifthelattercondition doesnothold,

(33)isgeneralized [46].

T=2�0 U M 2�0 ln(M 2�0) � II

Ia i i 1 0 �0:72

Ib 1:25i i 4

5
�0:22 �0:76

Ic 4:5i 4:5i 4

81
�3:01 �5:03

Id 18:7i i 10

187
�2:93 �16:3

Table 1:Lowestm assM 2 ofparticlescharged
underG A and threshold corrections4 (T;U).

In Table 1 we determ ine the m ass of the lowest m assive string state being

charged undertheconsidered unbroken gaugegroup G A and thethreshold corrections

4 (T;U)forsom evaluesofT and U.

Theinuenceofm odulidependentthreshold correctionsto low{energy physics

[entailed in eqs.(27)]hasuntilnow only been discussed fororbifold com pacti�cations

withoutW ilson linesby using (33).In thesecasesthecorrectionsonly depend on the

two m oduliT;U. However to obtain corrections ofthe size 4 � �16:3 one would

need thevevs T

2�0
= 18:7;U = iwhich arefaraway from theself{dualpoints[57,55].

Itrem ainsan open question whetherand how such big vevsofT can beobtained in

a naturalway in string theory.

A generalization ofeq. (33) appears when turning on non{vanishing gauge

background �eldsB 6= 0.According to (32)them assoftheheavy string statesnow
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becom esB {dependentand thereforealsothethreshold correctionschange.Thiskind

ofcorrectionswererecently determ ined in [47].Thegeneralexpression thereis

4
II(T;U;B )=

1

12
ln

"

Y 12

17284
jC12(
)j

2

#

; (34)

where B isthe W ilson line m odulus,
 =

 
T

2�0
B

�B U

!

and C12 isa com bination of

g = 2ellipticthetafunctionsexplained in detailin [48].ItappliestogaugegroupsG A

which arenota�ected bytheW ilson linem echanism .Thecasewherethegaugegroup

isbroken bytheW ilson linewillbediscussed later(thosethreshold correctionswillbe

singularin thelim itofvanishing B ).W hereasthee�ectofquantized W ilson linesB

on threshold correctionshasalready been discussed in [38]thefunction � II(T;U;B )

now allowsusto study thee�ectofa continuousvariation in B .

0
0.1

0.2
0.3

0.4
0.5

0.6

B2

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

B1

-1.2

-1.1

-1

-0.9

-0.8

Fig.2 { Dependence ofthe threshold corrections 4 II

on the W ilson line m odulus B = B 1 + iB 2 for
T

2�0
= i= U .

W e see in Fig.2 that the threshold corrections change very little with the W ilson

linem odulusB .They arecom parablewith 4 = �0:72 corresponding to thecaseof

B = 0.In thiscaseeq.(34)becom eseq.(33)for T

2�0
= i= U.

Sofarallthesecalculationshavebeen donewithin m odelswheretheconsidered

gaugegroup G A isnotbroken by the W ilson line and itsm atterrepresentationsare

notprojected out.To arriveatSM likegaugegroupswith them attercontentofthe

M SSM onehasto break theconsidered gaugegroup with a W ilson line.

From thephenom enologicalpointofview [58],them ostprom isingclassofstring

vacua isprovided by (0,2)com pacti�cationsequipped with a non{trivialgaugeback-
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ground in the internalspace which breaks the E 6 gauge group down to a SM {like

gauge group [59,60,37,51,61]. Since the internalspace is not sim ply connected,

these gauge �elds cannot be gauged away and m ay break the gauge group. Som e

ofthe problem spresentin (2,2)com pacti�cationswith E 6 asa grand uni�ed group

like e.g. the doublet{tripletsplitting problem ,the �ne{tuning problem and Yukawa

coupling uni�cation m ay be absent in (0,2)com pacti�cations. Itisim portantthat

thesepropertiescan bestudied in thefullstring theory,notjustin the�eld theoretic

lim it[59]. The background gauge �eldsgive rise to a new classofm assless m oduli

�elds again denoted by B which have quite di�erent low{energy im plications than

the usualm oduliarising from the geom etry ofthe internalm anifold itself. In this

fram ework thequestion ofstring uni�cation can now bediscussed forrealisticstring

m odels.Thethreshold correctionsforourillustrativem odeltaketheform [47]

4
I(T;U;B )=

1

10
ln

2

4Y 10

�
�
�
�
�

1

128

10Y

k= 1

#k(
)

�
�
�
�
�

4
3

5 ; (35)

where #k are the ten even g = 2 theta{functions[48]. Equipped with thisresultwe

can now investigate the inuence ofthe B{m oduluson the thresholds and see how

theconclusionsofref.[57,55]m ightbem odi�ed.Theresultsforarepresentativeset

ofbackground vevsisdisplayed in Fig.3.

0
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1
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2
2.5

3

B2

0
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-18

-16

-14
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-10

Fig.3 { Dependence ofthe threshold corrections 4 I

on the W ilson line m odulus B = B 1 + iB 2 for
T

2�0
= 4:5i= U .

From thispicture we see thatthreshold corrections of4 � �16:3 can be obtained

forthe choice of T

2�0
� 4:5i� U and B = 1

2
.Thishasto be com pared to the m odel
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in ref. [55]where such a value wasachieved with T = 18:7iand B = 0. Thisturns

outto bea generalproperty ofthe m odelsunderconsideration.W ith m orem oduli,

sizeable threshold e�ectsare achieved even with m oderate valuesofthe vevsofthe

background �elds.

7 String uni�cation

Equipped with these explicitcalculationsofstring threshold correctionswe can now

ask the question how string theory m ight lead to the correct prediction ofgauge

coupling constants.W ealso hopeto deduceinform ation on thespectrum oftheories

thatlead to successfulgaugecoupling uni�cation.

The m odulus plays the r̂ole ofan adjoint Higgs �eld which breaks e.g. the

G A = E 6 down to a SM like gauge group G a. According to eq. (32)the vev ofthis

�eldgivessom eparticlesm assesbetween zeroandM string.Thisisknownasthestringy

Higgse�ect. Such additionalinterm ediate �eldsm ay be very im portantto generate

high scale thresholds. Sizeable threshold corrections 4 can only appear if som e

particleshave m assesdi�erentfrom the string scale M string and where cancellations

between di�erent states as m entioned above do nottake place. In particular som e

gaugebosonsofG A becom em assivereceiving them ass:

�0M 2
I =

4

Y
jB j2 : (36)

Asbeforeletusinvestigatethem assesofthelightestm assiveparticlescharged under

thegaugegroup G a.Forourconcretem odelwehaveM string = 3:6� 1017GeV.

T=2�0 U B M I [GeV] ln(M 2
I�

0) � I

IIa i i 1

105
8:4� 1012 �23:0 �10:03

IIb i i 1

2
4:2� 1017 �1:39 �1:72

IIc 1:25i i 1

2
3:7� 1017 �1:61 �2:12

IId 4i i 1

2
2:1� 1017 �2:78 �7:86

IIe 4:5i 4:5i 1

2
9:3� 1016 �4:39 �16:3

IIf 18:7i i 1

2
1:1� 1016 �4:31 �43:3

Table 2:Lowestm assM I ofparticlescharged
underG a and threshold corrections4 I forB 6= 0.
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W hereas � II describes threshold corrections w.r.t. to a gauge group which is not

broken when turning on a vev ofB ,now thegaugegroup isbroken forB 6= 0 and in

particularthism eansthatthethreshold 4 I showsalogarithm icsingularityforB ! 0

when thefullgaugesym m etry isrestored.Thisbehaviourisknown from �eld theory

and the e�ects ofthe heavy string states can be decoupled from the form er: Then

thepartof4 I
a in (23)which isonly dueto them assiveparticlesbecom es[47,50]

bA � ba

16�2
ln
M 2

string

jB j2
�

b0A

16�2
ln

�
�
�
��

�
T

2�0

�

�(U)

�
�
�
�

4

; (37)

where the �rst part accounts for the new particles appearing at the interm ediate

scale ofM I and the other part takes into account the contributions ofthe heavy

string states. One ofthe questions ofstring uni�cation concerns the size ofthis

interm ediate scale M I.In a standard grand uni�ed m odelone would be tem pted to

identify M I with M G U T.W hilethiswould also bea possibility forstring uni�cation,

we have in string theory in addition the possibility to consider M I > M G U T. The

question rem ainswhetherthethresholdsin thatcase can bebig enough,asweshall

discuss in a m om ent. Let us �rst discuss the generalconsequences ofour results

forthe idea ofstring uni�cation without a grand uni�ed gauge group. Due to the

speci�cform ofthethreshold correctionsin eq.(26)uni�cation alwaystakesplaceif

the condition A B0 = A 0B ism etwithin the errorsarising from the uncertainties in

(21).Itguaranteesthatallthreegaugecouplingsm eetata singlepointM X [55]:

M X = M string e
1

2

A
0

A
4 : (38)

Forourconcrete m odelthisleadsto M X � 2� 1016GeV. Given these resultswe can

now study therelation between M I and M X,which playsther̂oleoftheGUT{scalein

string uni�ed m odels.Asa concrete exam ple,considerthem odelIIe in Table2.It

leadsto an interm ediatescaleM I which isa factor3.9 sm allerthan thestring scale,

thus� 1017GeV,although theapparentuni�cation scaleisaslow as2� 1016GeV.W e

thushave an explicit exam ple ofa string m odelwhere allthe non{M SSM particles

are above 9:3� 1016GeV,butstilla correctprediction ofthe low energy param eters

em erges.Thusstring uni�cation can be achieved withoutthe introduction ofa sm all
interm ediate scale.

Ofcourse,therearealsootherpossibilitieswhich lead tothecorrectlow{energy

predictions.Instead oflargethreshold correctionsonecould considera non{standard

hyperchargenorm alization,i.e.a k1 6= 5=3 [62].Thiswould m aintain gaugecoupling

uni�cation at the string scale with the correct values ofsin2�W (M Z) and �S(M Z).

However,it is very hard to construct such m odels. A further possibility would be

to give up the idea ofgauge coupling uni�cation within the M SSM by introducing

extra m asslessparticlessuch as(3;2)w.r.t. SU(3)� SU(2)in addition to those of

theSM [63,56].A carefulchoiceofthesem atter�eldsm ay lead to sizableadditional

interm ediate threshold corrections in (27) thus allowing for the correct low{energy
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data (21). Unfortunately the price forthatis exactly an introduction ofa new in-

term ediate scale ofM I � 1012�14 GeV. Itseem s to be hard to explain such a sm all

scalenaturally in thefram ework ofstring theory.In som esensesuch a m odelcan be

com pared to the m odelIIa in table 2. Otherpossible correctionsto (27)m ay arise

from an extended gaugestructurebetween M X and M string.Howeverthism ighteven

enhance the disagreem ent with the experim ent [56]. Finally a m odi�cation of(27)

appearsfrom theschem e conversion from thestring{ orSUSY{based D R schem e to

theM S schem e relevantforthelow{energy physicsdata (21).Howeverthesee�ects

areshown to besm all[56].

8 C onclusions

W ehaveseen thatstringuni�cation iseasily achieved with m odulidependentthresh-

old correctionswithin (0,2)superstringcom pacti�cation.TheW ilson linedependence

ofthese functionsiscom parable to thaton the T and U �eldsthuso�ering the in-

teresting possibility oflarge thresholdswith background con�gurationsofm oderate

size.Allnon{M SSM likestatescan e.g.beheavierthan 1=4 ofthestring scale,still

leading to an apparentuni�cation scale ofM X = 1

20
M string. W e do notneed vevsof

the m oduli�elds that are ofthe order 20 away from the naturalscale,neither do

weneed to introduceparticlesata new interm ediatescalethatissm allcom pared to

M string.Thesituation could beeven m oreim proved with a highernum berofm oduli

�eldsentering the threshold corrections:They m ay com e from otherorbifold planes

giving rise to N=2 sectors or from additionalW ilson lines. W e think that the ac-

tualm oderatevevsoftheunderlying m oduli�eldscan be�xed by non{perturbative

e�ectsase.g.gaugino condensation.

In thism echanism ofsupersym m etry breakdown we have seen the centralrole

played bythedilaton.Fixingthevevofthedilatontoasatisfactoryvalueispossiblein

thepresencea nonperturbativem odi�cation ofthegaugekineticfunction thatseem s

toarisein abroad classofstringtheories.Italsoleadstoasolution ofalongstanding

problem concerning the overallsize ofthe gauge coupling constant,since it allows

weak coupling even for< S >= 1.
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