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ABSTRACT

In the four din ensional free ferm ionic form ulation ofthe heterotic string, a sem i+
realistic SU (4) SU @2); SU )z model is proposed w ith three ferm ion gener-
ations In 4;2;1) + (4;1;2) representations. The gauge symm etry of the m odel
breaksto the standard gauge group using a higgspairin the 4;1;2)+ 4;1;2) r=o—
resentations. The m assless spectrum ncludes exotic fractionally charged states
with non { trivial transformm ation properties under part (Sp@)) of the non {
abelian hidden’ symm etry. Finally there is a m iror pair In (4;2;1); 4;2;1) al-
Jow Ing the possbility for an dentical munning of gs;;, g couplings between the
string and SU (4) breaking scales. This is of crucial in portance for a successfiil
prediction ofthe weak m ixing angle. P otential shortoom ings and problem s ofthe
construction are analysed and possible solutions are discussed.
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One of the m ost challenging and interesting issues in strings [L], is to con-
struct realistic m odels R-10], consistent w ith the low energy theory. M ost of the
attem pts in this direction [, 3,5, '], have been concentrated in constructions
of string m odels based on kvelone (k = 1) KacM oody algebras. Atthek = 1
level, several obstacles have appeared: F irst, uni ed m odels based one these con—
structions do not contain higgs elds in the adpint or higher representations,
therefore, traditional G rand Uni ed Theordes (GUTs), lke SU (5) and SO (10)
could not break down to the Standard M odel. A ttem pts to overcom e this di —
culyy, Jed to constructions w hich needed only am allhiggs representations to break
the symmetry [3,8]. & A second di culty [iT] that was encountered w ithin the
k = 1 Kac { M oody m odels, was the appearance of fractionally charged states
other than the ordinary Q uarks, In the particle spectrum . Such states, {unless
they becom e m assive at the string scale{, they usually create problem s in the
low energy e ective theory. Indeed, the lightest fractionally charged particle is
expected to be stable. In particular, if itsm ass lies n the TeV region, then the
estin ation of its relic abundances{l2] contradicts the upper experin entalbounds
by several orders ofm agniude. This problem can in principle be solved by con—
structing m odels containing a hidden gauge group which becom es strong at an
interm ediate scale and con nes the fractional charges into bound statesfl3].

Finally, from the technical point of view, the greatest di culy in these con—
structions is to cbtain a three generation uni ed orpartially uni ed m odel, which
at the sam e tin e retains the successfiil low energy predictions of the supersym —
metric GUT’s. In fact, we know that using the higgs and fem ion content of
the m Inin al supersym m etric standard m odel, the three gauge couplings ¢, ;»,;3 of
the standard gauge group attain a common valie at a scale M gy  10'°G eV .
However in strings, the uni cation point M gwing) is not an arbitrary param e-
ter: it is a caloulabl quantiy from the rst principles of the theory and at the
one Joop kvel is found to be around two orders of m agniude lJarger that M gy,
M string  05Gstring 108G eV . String threshold corrections fl4]which can alsobe
com puted In tem s of quantities related to the heavy string m odes, do not bring
closer these two scales. T he consistency of string uni cation and low energy val-
ues of gauge couplings can be arranged if suitable extra m atter representations
and proper Interm ediate gauge group breaking steps are included.

A partially uni ed group which fiil 1Is the basic requirem ents B], isbased on

m ore recent attem ptsfd, 0] to overcom e this di culty have kd to SO (10) SO (10) or
SU (6) SU (B) product groups, where the SO (10) or SU (5) are realized directly at level 1.



thePati{ Salam [I§]gauge symmetry SU (4) SU (2);, SU (2)z . The symm etry
can break down to the standard m odel gauge group w ithout using ad pint or any
higher representations. C olor triplets and higgs doublets arise in di erent repre—
sentations, thus the m odel is free from doublet{triplet solitting com plications, as
the tripletsbecom em assive from sin ple trilinear couplings. T here are no danger—
ous proton decay m ediating gauge bosons, thus the SU (4) breaking scale can be
Iower than the GUT scak predicted by other rivaluni ed groups. Furthem ore,
a recent non { renom alisable operator analysisfl§] of its supersym m etric ver-
sion, has shown quite rem arkable features on the ferm ion m ass m atricesfl’l, 18],
which provide a strong m otivation to study the string derived m odel In m ore
detail. The renom alisation group analysis of the string version has already been
studied in detail In m any papers, taking into acoount GU T , supersym m etric and
string threshold correctionsfld, 20, 21]. It was shown that it is possible to ob—
tain the correct range of the low energy param eters whilk having two di erent
scales, (@ sttng M sring 101G eV and a \GUT" SU (4) gauge breaking around
(10 10%®)G eV ) provided there isan intem ediate scale  10'°G eV where some
\exotic" states acquire their m asses. T his was necessary to com pensate for the
solitting of the three standard m odel coupling constants, caused by the di erent
evolution of the g, ;0 ;9s gauge couplings in the range M gring Mgyt . How—
ever, a m ore natural way to achive uni cation of the standard m odel gauge
couplings at  10'°G &V, is to include suitable representations which enforce the
sam e (or even approxin ately sim ilar) running ofthe g, ;g ;g4 couplings betw een
M szing Mgur [L6]-

In the present work, we wish to present an altemative version of the string
m odelbased on a di erent by ;3 subset of basis vectors. This new construction
o ers som e rather interesting features w ith respect to its predecessor: F irst, the
fractionally charged states appear now w ith non{trivial transform ation proper-
ties under a hidden gauge group (am ely Sp 4)). A lthough this is not probably
enough to con ne the fractional states at a rather high scale, the above construc—
tion can be viewed as an exam pl how to prooeed fOr a m ore realistic m odel.
Second, due to a symm etric appearance ofthe L. R -parts of the various repre—
sentations in thism odel, it is in principle possible to obtain aln ost equal values
ofthe g, jgr ;92 couplings after their minning down toM gy -

Before we prooeed to the derivation ofthe stringm odel, In order to m ake clear
the above ram arks we brie y start w ith the basic features of the supersym m etric
m inin al version. Left and right handed fem ions (including the right handed



neutrino) are accom m odated In the (4;2;1) ; 4;1;2) representations respectively.
Both pieces form up the com plete 16® representation of SO (10). The symm etry
breaking down to the standard m odel occurs In the presence of the two standard
doublkt higgses which are found in the (1;2;2) rpresentation of the original
symm etry of the model. (T he decom position of the latter under the SU (3)
SU (2) U (1) gauge group resuls to the two higgsdoublts (1;2;2) ! (l;2;%)+
@;2; %).) TheSU 4) SU @)z ! SU @) U (1) symm etry breaking is realized
at a scale 10" '*Gev, wih the introduction of a higgs pair belonging to
H+H= 4;1;2)+ (4;1;2) representations.

The asymm etric form of the higgs fourplets w ith respect to the two SU (2)
symm etries of the m odel], causes a di erent unning for the gy, g gauge couplings
from the string scale down to M gyt . The possbl existence of a new pair of
representations with SU (2);, { transform ation properties (as suggested in {L6])
which becom e m assive close to M gy, could adjist their running so as to have
g, = Gr at Mgyr . M oreover, a rrlatively large number (p ) of sextet elds
np 7) ram aining in the m assless spectrum down to M gy, would also result
to an approxin ate equality ofthe above w ith g; coupling. O bviously, the equality
of the three gauge couplings g;z, x at the SU (4) breaking scale M gy, is ofgreat
In portance. In practice, thism eans that the three standard gauge couplings g ;3
start running from M gyt down to low energies, with the sam e iniial condition.
Thus, choosing M gyr  10*°G eV, we are able to cbtain the correct predictions
Prsin? y and asmy ). As a matter of fact, the intem ediate gauge breaking
step gives us onem ore free param eter (ham ely M ¢yt ), thus having ocbtained the
desired string spectrum we are free to choose its value in order to reconcik the
high string scale M guring W ith the low energy data.

W ith the above cbservations in m ind, we w ill attem pt to obtain a variant of
the SU (4) O (4) m odelwhich pretty m uch satis esthe above requirem ents. T he
subset of the st ve basis vectors we are using In our construction, including
the (1;S) sectors are the follow Ing

1 — f ; l:::6; (yy)l:::6; (! !)12226 ; 1:::5 123 l:::8g

S = £ ; % 0;u30; 0;:30  ; 0;:30g

b= £ ;% @y O0ms0 0 R g @)
b o= £ ;M gy (e ;1S g

by = £ ; % y)2%; 0;u30 ;=S 3g

A llworld sheet ferm ions appearing in the vectors of the above basis are as-



sum ed to have periodic boundary conditions. Those not appearing in each vec—
tor are taken wih antiperiodic ones. W e follow the standard notation used In
references[3, §,%4]. Thus, ; '¥%; (y=!)'"° are realleft, ; (y=!)'"® are real right,
and 1#® 123 128 gaye com plex right world sheet ferm ions. Tn the above, the basis
elem ent S plays the role of the supersym m etry generator as it includes exactly
eight left m overs. by, elem ents reduce the N = 4 supersymm etries successively
Into N = 2;1. Furthem ore, the above set breaks the original symm etry of the
right part down to an SO (10) gauge group corresponding to the ve ( 1#°) com —
plex world sheet ferm ions while all chiral fam ilies at this stage belong to the 16%
representation ofthe SO (10). N ote here the di erence of the third basis elem ent
by with the one used in previous constructions [3, 8, '4]. To reduce further the
SO (10) symm etry to the desired SO (6) O (4) gauge group, we Introduce the
basiselem entsb, = £ (yy)'?°; (! 1)12%;0; 12509, s = £ (yy)3; (! 1)13%; 0; 2509 and
the vector

= £0; 0;:50; (y)3; (1) ; 123123 1=%g @)

T hese three vectors com plete our basis for the m odel under consideration. In
particular, the vector breaksthe originalgauge group to the follow Ing sym m etry

BO (6) SO @], U@’ BO(@2) SP@L wen 3)

SO (6) SU (4) corresponds to the three com plex form ions  12%, while *° gener-
atetheO @) SU @), U @Q)r part ofthe observable gauge symm etry. SO (12)
corresponds to '¥® while SO (5) Sp@) to ! 8. W e have introduced sub-—
scripts to denote the observabk and H idden part ofthe symm etry. A wellknown
feature of these constructions is the appearance of various U (1) factors (three In
the present case ) which act as a fam ily symm etry R2]between the generations.
Aswe will see soon, the fractionally charged states in the cbservable sector be-
Iong also to the 4 = 4 representations of the Sp @) SO (5). The particular
content of the m ode% diepends also on the choice of the speci ¢ set of the pro—
“ection coe cients c g = %3, In or}cliezi”to guarantee the existence of N = 1
Soace tin e supersym m etry, we dhoose C ks)j = il forj= l;2;3,whj1%ﬁ3irthe other
coe cjentsonepgssizb]e cholce isc[i] = cg =1 fori= 4;5, cg = 1 for
j= 1;2;3 and c g = 1;7> i, whik all the others are xed by the m odular

invariance constraints.

W e start rst by presenting the soectrum with the representations which
are going to be Interpreted as femm ion generations and SU (4) breaking higgses.



Fem ion generations arise from b ;3 sectors appearing in symm etric represen—
tations under the SO (6) O (4) symm etry. Thus it m akes no di erence which
of the two resulting representations of b, 3 will accomm odate the left or right
com ponents of the ferm jon generations. T he choice of the assignm ent how ever,
is crucial for the higgs fourplets which are not sym m etric under the two SU (2)’s.
T hus, starting w ith one ofthe two possible choices the sectors w hich provide w ith
the form jon generations and possble SU (4) breaking higgses areh

b : Fi = @2 D 1200 7 F1 = @i1:2) a0
b : F, = (4;2;1)0; 1=2;00 ;7 F2 = (4;1;2) 0a=2;0)
b : Fs = 4;2;1)0p0; 1 7 Fsooo= 0 4;1;2) 00 1=2) @)
b+ Iy : Fos = 4;2;1)0p=2;00 7+ Foa = (4;1;2)0; 1=250)
b+ b+ bt Fas = @52;D)0pn-2 7 Faus = 4;1;2)00; 1-2)

The above representations of the ocbservable sector transform trivially un—
der the hidden gauge group. However, they all appear charged under the three
U (1) factors corresponding to 1; 2; 3 world{sheet ferm ions. These charges are
denoted w ith the three indices in the above representations. Fi,,3;F1,,;3 can ac
com m odate the three generations, whik from the (o +Iy) and (3 + Iy + b)) sectors
we get a pair of fam ily —antifam ily .y Fi5) kef{ourplts. Unbrtunately, in
this case the two ram aining representations F3O45;F 24 cannot play the role of the
two SU (4) higgses, as they are both ofthe type H,, = 4;1;2). M ore over, this
Soectrum apparently creates an anom aly w ith respect to the SU (4) gauge group,
since there is an excess of fourplet over anti { ourplet elds; however, there isa
pair ofexotic states (4;1;1),0.0) + @i171)725,0,, With fractional charges arising
from the sector 1+ I + s + Iy + ) which guarantee the anom aly cancellation.
T he novel feature of these representations here, is their non { trivial transform a—
tion under part of the hidden non { abelian gauge group. In fact they belong to
then = n = 4 representation (denoted as superscript) of the Sp @) symm etry.
A swe will see soon, this is also true for the rest of the exotics In this construc—
tion. P rovided the hidden group con nes at som e later stage, this allow s for the
possbility of form ing various types of condensates. By choosing proper at di-
rections, such statesm ay becom e m assive and disappear from the light spectrum ,
while som e of them can have the right higgs properties so that they can be used

2 The second case arisesby Interchanging4 $ 4,21, $ 2z i the above sectors, and w illbe
com m ented below .



to break the SU (4) symm etry. Indeed, in order to exam ine this case further, In
the follow ng ket us continue w ith the relevant representations. From the sectors
l+b+h+ ), l+b+bh+bh+b+ )and I+ b+ I+ I+ ) wedbtah six
pairs of \exotic" doublet states (1;1;2) @™ + (1;2;1)®™), possessing half integer
( 1=2) electric charges. Interestingly enough, these exotic states can in principle
condense w ith the (4;1;1)7 0.0 + 4;1;1)(, ., States Into the m issing higgs
umlets H,, = (4;1;2) at a Jater scale. (Their U (1) { charges depend on the
soeci ¢ (1;1;2) representations). Thus in thisway there can exist now two higgs
pairs mamely H,,, + H;,) where either of them can break the SU @) {symm etry
to the standard m odel. However, of crusial in portance is the con nm ent scale
M - ofthe Sp(4) symm etry, as it sin ultaneously de nesthe SU (4) breaking scale
of the cbservable symm etry. T his can be calculated from the formula

2 1 1
Mc¢ = M swingE xpf ( —)g ©)

Os string c
wherels,, = 3C, (SO5)+ 2ny+ n, isthebeta function o£fSO (6),whilkeC, (SOs5) =
3. Fortwo fourpkt higgsesweneed n, = n; = 2 thusko, = 3 as i thecase

ofthe SU (3), which m eans that the con ning scak is rather low . H owever, there
are som e in portant di erenceswhich should bem entioned. First, the initialscale
w here the renom alisation starts is M gwing Which is two orders higher than the
supersym m etric uni cation scale M gyt . Furthem ore the uni ed coupling agering
tums out to be larger than the comm on gauge coupling agyr In the m nim al
supersym m etric uni cation. Forexampl in R3] i is fund aswing  1=20, whik
acuT 1=25. Thus, In contrast to the SU (3), or the Sp 4) con ning scake one

ndsM gp, 10’G eV . This scale is still rather Iow com pared to the usualgrand
uni cation. However, in the case ofthe SU (4) uni cation’ this is not a disaster;
as we have already pointed out, there are no gauge bosons m ediating proton de—
cay, thus a Iow energy breaking scale is not necessarily in contradiction w ith the
low energy phenom enology. N evertheless, i would be desirable to obtain a rather
higher con nem ent scale close to the tonventional’ m inin al supersym m ety uni-

cation point 10 '®G eV . This of course would need a con ning group w ith
rank higher that the Sp@).

From the Neveu-Schwarz sector we get the follow ing elds: Two higgs elds
of the type (1;2;2) p;0,0) under the cbservable SU 4) SU @), SU (2)r gauge
group, and no charges under the three fam ily {type U (1) symm etries. Six sextet

elds (6;1;1) ( 1,0,0)+perm : Various singkt elds | 4. 1,7 L oL 0 1 1) w ih
Integer ( 1) surplus U (1) charges are also available. Representations w ith the



sam e transform ation propertiesbut di erent chargesunderthe three U (1) { fam ily
symm etries are obtained from the sectorsS+ b+ Iz, S+ b+ bz and S+ b+ Iz + by
In particular, they give singlkt elds analogous to those of the NS { sector but
wih half{ ntegerextra U (1) charges, ( 1,4, 127 ( 122; 12207 ©; 1=2; 127 a0

( 1; 1=2; 1=2) - In addition in the m assless spectrum there exist vector represen—
tations of the hidden part of the symm etry which do not have transform ation
properties under the ocbservable gauge group. T hus, each of the above three sec-
tors gives the 12 of SO (12) and 5 of SO (5). The resulting three 12% irreps
do not play any rok in the cbservable world, however if the 5% rem ain m ass—
Iess, they can lower dangerously the con ning scale. Finally, from the sam e sec—
tors one gets sextet eldsD 153 = (6;1;1) 0;1=21-2), (6;1;1)( 1=2;05-2) @and higgses
hipis = 1;2;2) 0; 1=2a-2)r 1;2;2)( 12,01=2) - At least one ofthe latter is expected
to acquire a vacuum expectation value (vev) along its two neutral com ponents in
order to give m asses to femm ion generations through Yukawa couplings allowed
by gauge and string symm etries. A lthough only f&w ocouplings are expected to
be present at the trilinear superpotential, there is a large variety of singlkt elds
possessing various U (1) charges which are going to form non { renom alisable

m ass tem s.

Let us brie y now discuss the fermm ion m asses. Light ferm ions acquire their
m asses w ith the usual higgs m echanian , when som e of the (1;2;2) ! (1;2;%) +
@;2; %) higgs representations develop vevs. Iffwe assum e that below M gy the
m odel behaves approxinm ately as the m Inim al supersym m etric standard m odel,
only one pair of the available electroweak higgs doublets (or only a lnear com —
bination of them ) should rem ain light. Then, in the trilnear superpotential,
a coupling of the fom gijithk w ill provide w ith m asses the ferm ions of the
third generation, with the GUT {predictionsm = m° ,mJ = m°, wherem °,
is the D irac neutrino m ass. A ram arkable feature of these string m odels is the
generic prediction that the Yukawa coupling 8 responsible for the top-quark
m ass is large and of the sam e order w ith the comm on gauge coupling at the
string scak, O = P 2Jstring, ¥adIng to a top m ass of the O (180)G &V R3]1. This
is com patidble w ith previously proposed SUSY GUT m odels which predicted ra—
diative sym m etry breaking and a large top m ass w ith a singl third generation
Yukawa coupling P4]. Thebad fny;m° ) relation ishandled w ith the \see-saw " {
type relation through a term oftheform HF; , ! < H > R, , asdescrbed In
previous worksf, 18]. The rest of the entries of the form ion m ass m atrices are

expected to 1lup when non{renom alisable contributions to the superpotential



are taken Into account. Additional colored triplets d ;d% rem aining from the
H + H representations form m assive states with D 3;D 3 states arising from the
deocom position of the sextet eldsD ! D3 + D3, through tem s of the formm
HHD;HHD ES]. N ote that som e ofthen could be ham less even ifthey getm ass
at a relatively Jow scale 10’G eV provided they do not couple w ith the ordinary
m atter at the tree level.

Finally, the fam ily F,y = 4;2;1) { antifam ily Fz4s = (4;2;1) pair can be-
com e m assive either at the tree level or from a higher order non {renom alisable
coupling of the form W < ;> 42;1)4;2;1),with < {> Mgyr. In
fact the singlkt vevs are not com plktely arbitrary in these constructions. From
the three fam ily type U (1)’s of the present m odel, one can de ne two linear com -
binations (say U (1)1 U (@), U @1)3;U 1), U (1);) which are anom aly free,
while the ram aining orthogonal com bination rem ains anom alous. The latter is
broken by the D ineSeberg# itten m echanism R3] in which a potentially large
supersym m etry {breaking D {tem is generated, by the vacuum expectation value
ofthedilaton eld. To avoid this situation, onehasto chooseaD { and F{ atdi-
rection In the scalarpotentialby assigning proper vevs to som e ofthe scalar elds.

The natural scale of these singlet vevs tumsout tobeM gying < 1> Mgy .

Let us nally analyse the altemative accomm odation of the ferm ion gen-
erations and higges under the observabl symmetry. This can be easily ob—
talned by nterchanging 4 $ 4 and 2, $ 2z in the mlkvant sectors. The
three sectors b3 provide again the three generations. From b, + by one gets
Fos = (4;2;1);F2 = (4;1;2) whilkly+Iy+ by givesFags = (4;1;2);F 55 = 4;2;1).
(ofcoursetheU (1) chargesarenota ected). Thus, now the higgs fourpletsH + H
needed tobreak the SU (4) symm etry are contained in the (o + ) and 3+ I+ by)
sectors. In fact we can now identify H Fa3s = (4;1;2) and H Fou= 4;1;2).
Tt is possble however that a detailed phenom enological analysis of the m odel
would require som e linear com binations of F';’s and F';’s to be interpreted as the
SU (4) breaking higgses ofthem odel. T hus, In this case the higgsparticles are not
form ed by condensates, therefore the G U T’ scale isnot related to the con nm ent
scale. W emay choose then M gy 10 °GeV and cbtain a renom alisation
group running of the gauge couplings as described above. The present acoom —
m odation however, creates a new problam ; the two rem aining pieces of (o + Iy)
and (o + by + bs) sectors, have the sam e transform ation properties w ith the kft
handed fem ion generations. These two ram aining (4;2;1) states are ratherdi —
cul to becom e m assive. H owever, it ispossible that afterthe SU (4) breaking the



resulting colored triplets and doubletsm ay com bine w ith their con jigate partners
arising from the com posite states (4;2;1) Which now tranform asanti { ourplets
under the interchange 4 $ 4) through non{renom alisable tem s resulting in an
e ective m ass term much lower than the scaleM gy -

T he abovem odel, isnot ofcourse a fully realisticm odel forthe low energy the—
ory. However, it is a rather Interesting in provem ent of a previous version w hich
was based on the sam e gauge sym m etry. Tts advantages w ith respect to the old
version can be brie y summ arized in the llow ng points: Fractionally charged
states transform non trivially under a hidden gauge group (ham ely Sp(4)) which
forces them to form bound states. Speci ¢ com posite states can play the rok of
the higgses which break the SU (4) SU (R)r symmetry whilke the m ost of the
ram aining hopefully may combine n various tem s with other elds nto wla-
tively heavy m assive states escaping detection by the present experin ents. The
m aln drawback of this construction is that the Sp @) group falls rather short to
con ne these charges at a suitably high scale. A novel feature of this construction
of the m odel is also the choice of the vectors by ;3 which are di erent than the
already used In the ipped SU (B) B] and standard m odel[jG] constructions. Since
the previous SU (4) m odelhasbeen pretty much sin ilar to the ipped SU (5) we
think that the three basis vectors by ;3 used here, can also 0 er new possibilities
for these constructions which are worth exploring.



R eferences

(L]

bl

J.Scherk and J.H . Schwarz, NucL Phys.B 81 (1974)118;

M .Green and J.H . Schwarz, Phys. Lett. B 136 (1984) 367; B 149 (1984)
117;

D.J.Gross, J. A. Harvey, E. M artinec and R. Rohm , Phys. Rev. Lett.
54 (1985) 502; NucL Phys.B 256 (1985)253;B 267 (1986) 75;

L.D ixon,J.A .Harvey,C .Vafaand E .W iten,NucLPhys.B 261 (1985)678;
B 274 (1986) 285;

K.S.Naraln, Phys.LettB 196 (1986) 41;

K.S.Naramn, H.Sam adiand C .Vafa, Nucl Phys.B 288 (1987) 551;

I. Antoniadis, C.Bachas, C.Kounnas and P. W indey, Phys. LettB 171
(1986) 51;

H.Kawai D .C.Lewellen and S-H .H .Tye,Phys.Rev.Lett.57 (1986) 1832;
W .Lerche, D .Lust and A .N . Schelkkens, NucL Phys.B 287 (1987)477;

N . Seberg, and E .W iten, NucLPhys.B 276 (1986) 272;

L.A arezGaume, G .M oore and C .Vafa,Com .M ath.Phys. 103 (1986)1.

I.Antoniadis, C .P.Bachas, and C .K ounnas, NucL Phys.B 289 (1987) 87;
I.Antoniadisand C .P.Bachas, Nucl. Phys.B 298 (1988) 586;

H.Kawai D.C.Lewellen, J.A.Schwartz, and S-H .H . Tye, Nucl Phys.
B 299 (1988) 431; R.Bluhm, L.Doln, P. Goddard, NucL Phys.B 309
(1988)330; H.D relner, JL. Lopez, D . V. Nanopoulos and D . Reiss, NucL
Phys.B 320 (1989)401.

I. Antoniadis, J. Ellis, J. Hageln, and D . V. Nanopoulos, Phys. Lett.
B 194 (1987) 231;B 231 (1989)65.

A .Font, L E.Ibanez, H P.Nillesand F' .Q uevedo, NuclL. PhysB 307 (1988)
109; Phys. Lett.B 210 (1988) 101; JA .Casas, E K.Katehou and C.Mu
noz, Nucl PhysB 317 (1989)171; L E. Ibanez, F.Quevedo and A . Sirra,
NuclL.PhysB 331 (1990) 421;JL.Lopez, D V .Nanopoulosand A . Zichichi,
Phys.Rev.D 52 (1995) 4178.

I.Antoniadis and G K . Leontaris, Phys. Lett.B 216 (1989) 333;
I.Antoniadis, G K . Leontars, and J.R izos, Phys. Lett.B 245 (1990)161.

10



6] A .Farragi, D .V .Nancpoulos and K . Yuan, NucL Phys.B 335 (1990) 347;
A .Farragi, PhysLettB 278 (1992) 131; B 339 (1994) 223; Nucl Phys. B
403 (1993) 101.

[7] A .Font, L E . Ibarez, F .Quevedo, NucL. PhysB 345 (1990) 389;
J.Ellis, JL.Lopez and D V .Nanopouls, Phys. Lett B 245 (1990)375;
G .A Mdazabal, A .Font, L E . Ibanez, A .Uranga, NucL. PhysB 452 (1995) 3;

(1995) 2264.

@] C .Bachasand C .Fabre, Ecolk Polytechnique June / 95; A A .M aslkov, IA .

[L1] A . Schelleckens, Phys.Lett237B (1990)363.

[12] A .Athanasii, J.Atik, M .Dineand W .Fischler, Phys. Lett.B 214 (1988)
55;

[13] J.Ellis, JL.Lopez and D V .Nanopoulos, PhysLett.B 247 (1990)257;
S.Kalra, JL.Lopez and D V .Nanopoulos, PhysLett.B 275 (1992)304.

[L4] V .K aplunovsky, NucL PhysB 307 (1988)145;
I.Antoniadis, J.E1llis, R .Lacaze and D .V .Nancpoulos, Phys.Lett.B 268
(1991) 188;
JP. Derendinger, S. Ferrara, C. Kounnas, F. Zwimer, Phys. Lett. B
271 (1991) 307; NucL Phys.B 372 (1992) 145;
L.Ibanez,D .Lustand G .G .Ross, Phys.Lett.B 272 (1991) 251;
P.M ayr, H-P.Nilles and S. Stieberger, Phys.Lett.B 317 (1993) 65;
L.D ixon, V .K aplunovsky and J. Louis, NucL Phys.B 335 (1991) 649;
I. Antoniadis, E.Gava and K .S.Naraln, Phys. Lett.B 283 (1992) 209;
NucL Phys.B 383 (1992)93;
I.Antoniadis, E.Gavaand K .S.Narain, T .TaylorNucL. PhysB 407 (1993)
706;

11


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9508033
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9510241
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9505054
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9505318
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9512429
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9508073
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9501020

5] J.Patiand A . Salam , Phys.Rev.D 10 (1974)275.

6] S.F.King, Phys.Lett.B 325 (1994) 129;

[19] I.Antoniadis, G .K .Leontarisand N .D .Tracas, PhysLett.B 279 (1992)58;
G .K .Leontarisand N .D . Tracas, Zeit.Phys.C 56 (1992)479; Phys. Lett.
B 279 (1992)58.

0] D .Bailin and A . Love, Phys. Lett.B 280 (1992) 26; Phys.Lett.B 292
(1992) 315; Mod.Phys.Lett. A 7 (1992) 1485.

R1] A .Murayama and A .Toon, Phys. Lett B (1993)298;
O .Korkianitisand N .D . Tracas, Phys.Lett.B 319 (1993) 145;
J. Kubo, M. Modragon, N. D. Tracas and G . Zoupanos, Phys. Lett.
B 342 (1995)155.

2] L.Ibanez and G .G .Ross, Phys.Lett.B 332 (1994) 100;

R4] L.A arezGaume,M .Claudson and M .W ise, NuclLPhys.B 207 (1982)16;
J.EQlis, L. Ioanez and G .G .Ross, Phys. Lett.B 113 (1982)283;
L.ANarezGaume, J. Polschinskiand M . W iss, NucL Phys.B 221 (1983)
495,

R5] M .Dine,N.Seberg and E .W iten, Nucl. Phys.B 289 (1987) 585.

12


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9410212
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9505046
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9510223
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9510223
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9510094
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9510009
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9601037
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9502219
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9509205
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9511280

