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Abstract

W e exam ine the soft supersym m etry breaking param eters that result from

various ways ofem bedding the Standard M odel(SM ) on D-branes within

the Type Istring picture,allowing the gaugino m asses and � to have large

CP-violating phases.O neem bedding naturally providestherelationsam ong

soft param eters to satisfy the electron and neutron electric dipole m om ent

constraintseven with largephases,whilewith otherem beddingslargephases

arenotallowed.Thestring m odelsprovidesom e m otivation forlarge phases

in thesoftbreakingparam eters.Theresultsgenerally suggesthow low energy

data m ightteach usaboutPlanck scale physics.
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The param eters of the Lagrangian of the M inim alSupersym m etric Standard M odel

(M SSM ) include a num ber ofCP- violating phases, which arise both in the soft break-

ing sectorand in thephaseofthesupersym m etric higgsino m assparam eter� (fora careful

countsee [1]). The presence ofthese phaseshave typically been neglected in phenom eno-

logicalanalysesdueto whattraditionally hasbeen called thesupersym m etric CP problem :

the electric dipolem om ents(EDM ’s)ofthe ferm ionsreceive one-loop contributionsdue to

superpartner exchange which for large phases can exceed the experim entalbounds. The

currentboundsfortheelectron [2]and neutron [3]

jdej< 4:3� 10� 27 ecm (95% c:l:) (1)

jdnj< 6:3� 10� 26 ecm (90% c:l:) (2)

were thoughtto constrain the phasesto be O (10� 2)forsparticle m asses atthe TeV scale

[4{6].However,the resultsofa recentreinvestigation ofthisissue [7,8]have dem onstrated

thatcancellationsbetween di�erentcontributionsto the electric dipole m om entscan allow

for phenom enologically viable regions ofparam eter space with phases ofO (1) and light

sparticle m asses,contrary to conventionalwisdom . The phases,ifnonnegligible,notonly

havesigni�cantphenom enologicalim plicationsforCP-violating observables(such asin the

K and B system s),butalso have im portantconsequences forthe extraction ofthe M SSM

param etersfrom experim entalm easurem entsofCP-conservingquantities,sincealm ostnone

oftheLagrangian param etersaredirectly m easured [9].

Theresultsof[7,8]indicatethatthecancellationscan only occurifthesoftbreaking pa-

ram eterssatisfycertain approxim aterelationswhich aretestablein futureexperim ents;such

relationsm ay provide cluesto the m echanism ofsupersym m etry breaking and the form of

theunderlying theory.Assuperstring theory istheonly candidateforafundam entaltheory

which uni�esgravitationaland gaugeinteractions,a study ofthepatternsofCP-violating

phases in soft supersym m etry breaking param eters derived in classes offour-dim ensional

superstring m odelsiswellm otivated. In particular,we wish to determ ine ifthese m odels

eitherallow fororpredictphenom enologically viablelargephasesolutions.W e�nd thatin

som e m odelslarge phasesnaturally arise in a m annerthatleadsto resultsconsistentwith

theEDM constraints,whilein otherstheconstraintscannotbesatis�ed.

CP is a discrete gauge sym m etry in string theory,and thus can only be broken spon-

taneously [10]. Ifthisbreaking occursvia the dynam icsofcom pacti�cation and/orsuper-

sym m etry breaking,then thefour-dim ensionale�ective�eld theory willexhibitexplicitCP-

violatingphases.Theorigin ofthenonperturbativedynam icsofsupersym m etry breakingin

superstring theory rem ainsunresolved,butprogresscan bem adeby utilizing a phenom eno-

logicalapproach �rst advocated by Brignole,Ib�a~nez,and M u~noz [11]. In their approach,

it is assum ed that supersym m etry breaking e�ects are com m unicated dom inantly via the

F-com ponentvacuum expectation values(VEV’s)ofthe dilaton S and m oduliTi,which

are super�elds uncharged under the SM gauge group and are generically present in four-

dim ensionalstring m odels. The e�ectsofthe unknown supersym m etry breaking dynam ics

arethen encoded in a convenientparam eterization oftheseF-com ponentVEV’s[11,15]:

F
S =

p
3(S + S

�)m 3=2sin�e
i�S

F
i=

p
3(Ti+ T

�

i)m 3=2cos��ie
i�i; (3)
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in which m 3=2 isthegravitino m assand �,�i areGoldstino angles(with
P

i�
2

i = 1),which

m easure the relative contributions ofS and Ti to the supersym m etry breaking. The F-

com ponent VEV’s are assum ed to have arbitrary com plex phases �S,�i,which provide

sourcesfortheCP-violating phasesin thesoftterm s.

W ithin particularclassesoffour-dim ensionalstring m odelsthecouplingsofthedilaton,

m oduli,and M SSM m atter�eldsare calculable (atleastatthe tree-level),leading in turn

to speci�c patternsofthesoftbreaking param eters.W ehaveanalyzed thephasestructure

ofthe soft term s arising in three classes offour-dim ensionalstring m odels: (i) orbifold

com pacti�cationsofperturbativeheteroticstring theory,(ii)Ho�rava-W itten typeM theory

com pacti�cations,and (iii)theTypeIIB orientifold m odels,which areexam pleswithin the

generalType I string picture. In our analysis [28],we take the predictions for the soft

breaking param etersatthestring scale,and evolvetheparam etersto theelectroweak scale

using renorm alization group equations (RGE’s). Ourresults indicate thatthe patternsof

CP-violating phasesconsistentwith the EDM constraintsstrongly depend on the type of

string m odelunderconsideration.

First,we note that the generalresults of[8]dem onstrate that su�cient cancellations

am ong thevariouscontributionsto theEDM ’saredi�cultto achieveunlesstherearelarge

relativephasesin thesoftm assesofthegaugino sector.Thisfeatureisdueto theapproxi-

m ateU(1)R sym m etry oftheLagrangian oftheM SSM [16],which allowsoneofthephases

ofthe gaugino m assesto be setto zero atthe electroweak scale withoutlossofgenerality

[16,8,17,18]. Furtherm ore,the phases ofthe gaugino m ass param etersdo notrun atone-

loop order,and thus atthe electroweak scale only deviate from the string-scale valuesby

sm alltwo-loop corrections. Therefore,ifthe phasesofthe gaugino m assesare universalat

the string scale,they willbe approxim ately zero atthe electroweak scale (afterthe U(1)R
rotation). Cancellations am ong the chargino and neutralino contributions to the electron

EDM arethen necessarily duetotheinterplay between thephasesofA e and � (’A e
and ’�,

respectively).Theanalysisof[8]dem onstratesthatcancellationsarethen di�culttoachieve

asthepuregaugino partoftheneutralino diagram addsdestructively with thecontribution

from thegaugino-higgsinom ixing,which in turn hastocancelagainstthecharginodiagram .

Asa result,thecancellation m echanism isgenerally insu�cient,and hence in thiscase the

phasesoftheothersoftbreaking param etersaswellasthe � param eterm ustnaturally be
<
� 10� 2 (thetraditionalbound)[5].

Thisfeature ispredicted [19]in perturbative heterotic m odelsattree level,due to the

universalcoupling ofthedilaton to allgaugegroupsin thetree-levelgaugekineticfunction

fa = kaS (in which ka is the Ka�c-M oody levelofthe gauge group). In these m odels,

nonuniversalgaugino m assesdo occurattheloop leveldueto m oduli-dependentthreshold

corrections.Hence,nontrivialCP e�ectsrequireboth m odulidom inanceand largethreshold

e�ectsin ordertoovercom ethetendency ofthedilaton F-term toenforceuniversalgaugino

m asses [28,20]. Sim ilar statem ents apply to the soft breaking param eters derived in the

Ho�rava-W itten M theory [23]type scenarios [24,25]. In these scenarios,the gaugino m ass

param etersareuniversalbecausetheobservablesectorgaugegroupsallarisefrom oneofthe

ten-dim ensionalboundaries.Therefore,only avery sm allfraction ofthe’�� ’A e
param eter

spaceleadsto m odelsallowed by theelectron EDM [28].

However,within them oregeneralTypeIstringpicture,thereisthepossibility ofnonuni-

versalgaugino m assesattree level,which hasim portantim plicationsforthe possible CP-
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violating e�ects. W e focus on exam ples within the four-dim ensionalType IIB orientifold

m odels,in which the Type IIB theory is com pacti�ed on orientifolds (which are orbifold

com pacti�cationsaccom panied by theworldsheetparity projection)[12{15].In thesem od-

els,consistency conditions(tadpolecancellation)require theaddition ofopen string (Type

I)sectorsand Dirichletbranes,upon which the open stringsm ustend. Itisim portantto

notethatorientifoldsareillustrativeofa m uch largerclassofm odelsin theTypeIpicture,

containing m ore generalcon�gurations ofnonperturbative objects (e.g. D-brane bound

states)in m oregeneralsingularbackgrounds(e.g.conifolds[29]).

W hile the num ber and type ofD-branes required in a given m odeldepends on the

detailsoftheorientifold group,weconsiderthegeneralsituation with onesetofnine-branes

and threesetsof�ve-branes(5i),in which theindex ilabelsthecom plex coordinateofthe

internalspace included in the world-volum e ofthe �ve-brane. Each set ofcoincident D-

branesgivesriseto a (generically non-Abelian)gaugegroup.Chiralm atter�eldsalso arise

from the open string sectors,and can be classi�ed into two categories. The �rstcategory

consistsofopen stringswhich startand end on D-branesofthesam esector,forwhich the

correspondingm atter�eldsarecharged underthegaugegroup (typically in thefundam ental

orantisym m etrictensorrepresentations)ofthatsetofbranes.Thesecond category consists

ofopen stringswhich startand end on di�erentsetsofbranes;in thiscase,the statesare

bifundam entalrepresentationsunderthetwo gaugegroupsfrom thetwo D-branesectors.

M odel-building techniques within thisfram ework are atan early stage and there isas

yetno \standard" m odel;furtherm orethisfram ework doesnotprovideany genericsolution

to the related problem softhe runaway dilaton,supersym m etry breaking,and the cosm o-

logicalconstant. On the otherhand,recentinvestigations[15]have uncovered the generic

structure ofthe tree-levelcouplings ofthis class ofm odels. The results indicate thatthe

phenom enologicalim plicationsofthesem odelscrucially depend on theem beddingoftheSM

gauge group into the di�erentD-brane sectors,and m ay have distinctive propertiesfrom

thoseoftheperturbativeheteroticm odelstraditionally considered in studiesofsuperstring

phenom enology.

Ofparticular im portance for the purposes ofthis study is that the dilaton no longer

playsa universalrole asitdid in the perturbative heterotic case,ascan be seen from the

form ofthe (tree-level)gauge kinetic functionsdeterm ined in [15]using T-duality and the

form oftheTypeIlow energy e�ective action:

f9 = S

f5i = Ti: (4)

Thisresultillustratesa distinctive feature ofthisclassofm odels,which isthatin a sense

there isa di�erent\dilaton" foreach type ofbrane. Thisfacthasim portantim plications

both for gauge coupling uni�cation [15]and the patterns ofgaugino m asses obtained in

this class ofm odels,which strongly depend on the details ofthe SM em bedding into the

�ve-brane and nine-brane sectors. Forexam ple,in the case in which the SM gauge group

is associated with a single D-brane sector,the pattern ofthe gaugino m asses resem bles

thatofthetree-levelgaugino m assesin theweakly coupled heteroticm odels[28],ascan be

seen from thesim ilarity between (4)and thecorresponding tree-levelexpression forf in the

perturbativeheteroticcase.
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However,an alternate possibility is thatthe SM gauge group is notassociated with a

singlesetofbranes,butratherisem bedded within m ultiple D-branesectors.W econsider

the case in which SU(3)and SU(2)originate from the 51 and 52 sectors,respectively [30].

In thiscase,thequark doubletstatesnecessarily arisefrom open stringsconnecting thetwo

D-brane sectors;asthese stateshave a nontrivialhypercharge assignm ent,theirpresence

restrictsU(1)Y tooriginatefrom the51 and/or52 sectorsaswell.W econsidertwom odelsof

the resulting softterm scorresponding to the two sim plestpossibilitiesforthe hypercharge

em bedding,which areto haveU(1)Y in eitherthe51 or52 sector.Depending on thedetails

ofthehypercharge em bedding,therem aining M SSM statesm ay eitherbestateswhich (in

analogy with thequark doublets)aretrapped on theintersection ofthesetwosetsofbranes,

orstatesassociated with thesingle5isectorwhich containsU(1)Y .In any eventthenatural

starting point for constructing m odels with these features are orientifolds which realize

identicalGUT gaugegroupsand m asslessm atteron two setsofintersecting 5-branes.The

existenceofsuch sym m etricalarrangem entsisoften guaranteed by T-duality.Forexam ple,

Shiu and Tye[14]haveexhibited an explicitm odelwhich realizesthePati-Salam gauge�elds

ofSU(4)�SU(2)L�SU(2)R and identicalchiralm atter content on two sets of5-branes.

AdditionalHiggsing and m odding by discrete sym m etries could then in principle produce

theasym m etricalstructuresoutlined above.

In thecase with U(1)Y and SU(3)from the51 sector,thegaugino m assesand A term s

taketheform (seethegeneralform ulaein [15]):

M 1 =
p
3m 3=2cos��1e

� i�1 = M 3 = �A t;e;u;d

M 2 =
p
3m 3=2cos��2e

� i�2: (5)

Note thatin thiscase the phases’1 and ’3 ofthe m assparam etersM 1 and M 3 are equal

and distinctfrom thatoftheSU(2)gauginom assparam eterM 2.Thesoftm ass-squaresare

given by

m
2

5152
= m

2

3=2(1�
3

2
(sin2� + cos2��2

3
))

m
2

51
= m

2

3=2(1� 3sin2�): (6)

TheSU(2)doubletsoftheM SSM arenecessarily stateswhich arisefrom open stringswhich

connectthe 51 and 52 brane sectors,and hence have m ass-squares given by the above ex-

pression form 2

5152
.TheSU(2)singletsm ay eitherbe�eldsofthesam etypeorstateswhich

originate from the 51 sector,although we note that requiring the presence ofthe M SSM

Yukawa couplings indicates that these states should be ofthe latter type [15]. Sim ilar

expressionsapply forthecasein which U(1)Y and SU(2)areassociated with thesam e�ve-

branesector,although in thiscasetherelationsam ongthephasesare’1 = ’2 6= ’3.In each

ofthesem odels,� and B arein principlefreecom plex param etersin theanalysis(although

their phases are related by the approxim ate PQ sym m etry ofthe M SSM Lagrangian;see

[16,8,28]forfurtherdetails).

In ournum ericalanalysisofthese m odels,we im pose the boundary conditions(5)and

(6) at the GUT scale M G = 3 � 1016 GeV (where we assum e the couplings unify),and

evolvetheparam eterstotheelectroweak scalevia therenorm alization group equations[31].

The sparticle m asses and the CP-violating phases depend on the free param eters m 3=2,
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�,�i; i= 1;2;3,which are related by � 2

1
+ � 2

2
+ � 2

3
= 1,as wellas the two phases �1

and �2 (physicalresults only depend on �1 � �2). To avoid negative scalarm ass-squares

we restrictourconsideration to valuesof� which satisfy sin2� <
1

3
,and also assum e that

� 3 = 0 (indicating thatthe m odulusT3 associated with the 53 brane sectorplays no role

in supersym m etry breaking,and thusisessentially decoupled from the observable sector).

B and � are in principle free param eters,asthey are notdeterm ined by this em bedding.

However,we explore the phenom enologically m otivated scenario in which the electroweak

sym m etry isbroken radiatively asa resultofRGE evolution ofthe Higgsm assesm 2

H 1
and

m 2

H 2
.Asthem inim ization conditionsareim posed attheelectroweak scale,thevaluesofB �

and j�j2 can be expressed in term softan� and M Z [27]. W e note thateven underthese

assum ptions ’� rem ains an independent param eter,and thus the m odeldepends on two

phasesatthe GUT scale:�1 � �2 and ’� (though due to RG running thephasesoftheA

term sattheelectroweak scalewilldeviate from theirstring-scalevalues).Also,thesquark

and slepton m asses from (6) are ofthe sam e order as the gaugino m asses,so they would

allow very largeEDM ’siftherewereno relationsam ong thesoftm assesand phases.

W e�nd,rem arkably,thatin ordertosatisfy theexperim entalconstraintson theelectron

and neutron EDM ’s in this m odel,the large individualcontributions from chargino,neu-

tralino and gluino loopsdo nothave to be suppressed by sm allCP phases. A cancellation

between thechargino and neutralino loop contributionsnaturally causestheelectron EDM

to beacceptably sm all.Asem phasized in [8],thecontributionsto chargino and neutralino

diagram sfrom gaugino-higgsino m ixing naturally haveoppositesignsand theadditional’1
dependenceoftheneutralino exchangecontribution can providefora m atch in sizebetween

the chargino and neutralino contributions. In the neutron case,the contribution ofthe

chargino loop is o�set by the gluino loop contributions to the electric dipole operatorO 1

and the chrom oelectric dipole operatorO 2. Since ’1 = ’3 in thisscenario,the sign ofthe

gluinocontribution is�xed and itautom atically hasthecorrectsign tobalancethechargino

contribution in thesam eregion ofgauginophaseswhich ensurescancellation in theelectron

case.Thissim pleand e�ectivem echanism thereforeprovidesextensiveregionsofparam eter

space where the electron and neutron EDM constraints are satis�ed sim ultaneously while

allowing forO (1)CP-violating phases.

In order to dem onstrate the coincidence of the regions allowed by the experim ental

constraints on the EDM ’s,we consider a speci�c set ofrelevant param eters. W e choose

m 3=2 = 150GeV,� = 0:2 and tan� = 2 which leadsto a reasonably lightspectrum ofthe

superpartners and require thatthe EW sym m etry is to be broken radiatively. In Fig. 1,

weplottheallowed regionsforboth electron and neutron EDM depending on thevaluesof

� 1 and � 2 =
q

1� � 2

1
while � 3 issetto zero. Fram e a),where � 1 = 0:85,showsa very

precise overlap between the electron and neutron EDM allowed regionsresulting from the

the fact that ’1 = ’3 and the cancellation m echanism works sim ilarly in both cases. In

fram eb),weconsiderthesituation in which them agnitudesofallthreegaugino m assesare

uni�ed in m agnitude while stillallowing fordi�erent phases due to di�erent origin ofM 1

and M 3 com pared to M 2. Finally,in fram e c) we set � 1 = 0:55 and study the situation

when the m agnitude ofM 2 issigni�cantly largerthan thatofM 1 = M 3. W e �nd thatin

thisscenario thealignm entbetween theEDM allowed regionsisspoiled and only sm allCP-

violating phases are allowed by the experim entalconstraints. The behavior illustrated in
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FIG .1. Illustration ofthe overlap between the regions allowed by the electron and neutron

EDM constraints. W e choose m 3=2 = 150G eV ,� = 0:2 and tan� = 2,and assum e thatthe EW

sym m etry isbroken radiatively. Allowed pointsare shown fora) � 1 = 0:85,b)� 1 =

q
1

2
,and c)

� 1 = 0:55.Theblack circlesarethepointsallowed fortheeEDM and grey blocksforthenEDM .In

a),theoverlap isessentially totalsoonly thegrey blocksshow up;in b)and c)theoverlap becom es

lessgood.Thesensitivity isencouraging,suggesting thattheexperim entaldata can determ inethe

G oldstino angles.

Fig.1 fora particularchoiceofparam etersisquitegeneralprovided thegaugino m assesat

theuni�cation scaleareclosein m agnitude.W econsidered only sm alland m oderatevalues

oftan� sinceform odelswith largetan� new typesofcontributionscan becom eim portant

[32].

Thecancellation m echanism in thisscenarioprovidesarem arkably largerangeofallowed

CP-violating soft phases and requires a speci�c correlation between ’� and ’1 = ’3 as

shown in Fig.1.Itisalso interesting to observe thatthe actualvaluesoftheelectron and

neutron EDM ’s forthe allowed pointsin the phase param eterspace are typically slightly

below theexperim entallim itand should bewithin thereach ofthenextgeneration ofEDM

m easuring experim ents.In Fig.2weplottheEDM valuesfortheallowed pointsin thecase
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FIG .2. Rangeoftheelectron and neutron EDM valuesvs.’1 = ’3 predicted by Eqs.(5)and

(6)fortheparam etersofFigure1a).Allofthe pointsare allowed by theexperim entalboundson

the EDM ’s(note the di�erentscalesforthe eEDM and nEDM ).

of� 1 = 0:85 with alltheotherparam eterssetto thesam evaluesasin previousdiscussion

ofFig. 1. This indicatesthatifthe CP-violating phases indeed originate from thistype

ofD-branecon�guration,non-zero m easured valuesforboth EDM ’sm uch biggerthan the

SM prediction can beexpected.

Equally rem arkably,ifwe m odify the way the SM isem bedded in the D-brane sectors

we are unable to satisfy the EDM constraintswith nonnegligible phases. Forexam ple,the

otherpossibility ofarranging the SM gauge groups,such thatU(1)Y is instead on the 52
branewith SU(2),doesnotallow forlargephasesolutions.Thereasonsforthisbehaviorare

sim ilarto thatofthe Ho�rava-W itten scenario:we can use the U(1)R sym m etry ofthe soft

term sto put’2 = ’1 = 0,which severely lim itsthepossibility ofcancellation between the

chargino and neutralino contributionsto the electron EDM .The e�ectof’ A e
alone isnot

enough to o�setthepotentially largechargino contribution and only a very narrow rangeof

valuesof’� (closeto 0,�,:::)passestheelectron EDM constraint.

Therearea num berofinteresting im plicationsoftheseresults:

� They show explicitly how relationsam ong softparam eterssuch asEqs. (5)and (6)

can naturally givesm allEDM ’seven with largephases.

� They illustrate how we are able to learn about(even nonperturbative) Planck scale
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physicsusing low energy data.Ifthesoftphasesarem easured in (say)collidersuper-

partner data,orat B factories,and found to be large,we have seen thatthey m ay

provideguidanceasto how theSM isto beem bedded on branes.

� They illustratevery sim ply thatlargesoftphasesareatleastconsistentwith,and per-

hapsm otivated by,som estringm odels.In particular,therequirem entthatthephases

(butnotnecessarily them agnitudes)ofthegauginom assparam etersarenonuniversal

forviable large phase solutionscan naturally be realized in Type Im odelsin which

theSM gaugegroup issplitam ong di�erentbranesectors.

� They suggestthatdn and de arenotm uch sm allerthan thecurrentlim its.
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