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A supersymm etric (SUSY ) m odel of radius stabilization is constructed for the st=z, warped
com pacti cations w ith a hypem ultiplet in  ve dim ensions. R equiring the continuiy of scalar eld
across the boundaries, we obtain radius stabilization preserving SU SY , realizing the SU SY extension
of the G oldbergerW ise m echanisn . Even if we allow discontinuity of the Z; odd eld across the
boundary, we always obtain SUSY preservation but obtain the radius stabilization only when the

discontinuity is xed by other m echaniam s.
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I. NTRODUCTION

M otivated by branes in string theories, m odels w ith
extra din ensions [ll] have been proposed to o er another
possible solution to the gauge hierarchy problem in re—
cent years [4,13], lnstead of the wellstudied m odels w ith
supersymm etry (SUSY) 4]. In these braneworld sce—
narios, the weak scal is derived from the four dim en—
sionalP lanck scale through the lJarge volum e suppression
4] or through the warp factor [3] w thout netuning of
param eters. M any of these m odels have the com pacti -
cation radius as one of the arbirary param eters of the
model, nam ely a m oduli which are not detem ined by
the dynam ics of the m odel. For the scenarios to be rel-
evant for nature, it is necessary to nd the m echanisn
stabilizing the radius. For at space m odels 4], a num —
ber of stabilization m echanisn s have been proposed. An
Interesting possibility is to use the topological w inding
num ber as the origin of the stability EI{[l]. Explici
m odels w ith topological stability have been worked out
In fourdin ensionalm odelsw ith our SUSY in at space
E1{[1]. The m odel has also been successfully em bedded
Into Purdin ensional supergraviy [8,19] orwarmped com —
pacti cations [3]. M odels w ith the topological stability
In vedim ensionsw ith eight SUSY are being worked out
[aj.

On the other hand, one of the popular m odels of ra—
dius stabilization for wanped com pacti cations [3] is the
m odel of G oldberger and W ise which uses a buk scalar

eld [11]. They Introduced appropriate potentials on the
brane to pin-down the values of the scalar eld. Then
the buk dynam ics of the scalar eld generates a poten—
tial to stabilize the radiis. They have studied the lin it
w here the backreaction to the warped geom etry can be
neglcted. Sim ilar stabilization m echanism s have been
much studied usihgm ore generalscalar elds [14,113,[14].

SUSY is also quite usefil In braneworld scenarios.
T he topological defects such as walls offen break part
0fSU SY . T herefore the e ective theories on the wallcan
possesshalfof SUSY ofhigher din ensionaltheories lead—

Ing to the wellstudied N = 1 SUSY models in four-
din ensions. SUSY also helps to obtain solutions of the
topological defects needed for the brane-w orld scenarios,
since the BP S equations for the partial SUSY conserva-—
tion are much easier to solve. Even the warped com —
pacti cation m odels using orbifold [Z]have been realized
as a zero-w idth lim it of the dom ain wall solutions in su-—
pergravity [, 19]. Considering SUSY warped com pact-
i cation m odels is also well m otivated from the view—
point of SUSY avor problem [19]. Separation of the
hidden and the visble sectors In extra dim ensions for-
bids the contact Interactions between these two sectors
causing avorwiolating scalar m asses by the higher di-
m ensional locality. Therefore, it is interesting to exam —
ne whether the G oldbergerW ise m echanisn can be ex—
tended to SU SY theordes. A sin ple SUSY m odelofradius
stabilization is recently proposed and its related SUSY

breaking phenom enology is also discussed [L€].

T he purpose of our paper is to propose a sim ple m odel
of SUSY extention of the G oldbergerW ise m echanism
of radius stabilization and to analyze the consequences.
W e nd that SUSY isalwayspreserved (four out ofeight
SUSY ), wih no additional contribution to the vacuum
energy, justifying our assum ption of neglecting backreac—
tion to the background m etric. W e also nd that the ra-
dius is stabilized as long aswe Insist on continuiy across
the orbifold xed points for allthe scalar elds including
the Z, odd scalar eld. Ifwe allow a discontinuity ofthe
Z, odd el at the boundary of S'=Z, as a free param -
eter, we obtain solutions w ith single arbitrary param e—
ter. Consequently the radiis appears to becom e unde-
term Ined free param eters. W e can understand the result
by in agining a zero-w idth 1im it ofa dom ain wallcon g—
uration [{,117] which ism ade ofthe Z, odd scalar eld.
In the wall solution, the am ount of the energy density
generated by the wall is related to how rapidly the scalar

eld changes across the wall. In the zero-width lm i,
the discontinuities ofthe Z, odd eld at both boundaries
should be determ ined by the equations ofm otion for the
scalar eld ifthe appropriate dynam ics is installed forthe
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Z, odd scalar eld to form the dom ain wall. T herefore
we should consider the discontinuity to be a given pa—
ram eter determ ined by (yet unspeci ed) wall dynam ics.
Ifwe regard the discontinuity ofthe Z, odd eld to be a
given xed Input, the radius is uniquely detem ined.

In sec2, we Introduce ourm odeland give solutions for
generic situationsw ith possble discontinuities forz, odd
scalar eld. In sec.3, we give our results and discuss their
physical in plications.

II. OUR MODEL

W e consider a SUSY theory wih a hypem ultiplet in
ve din ensions com pacti ed on an orbifold S'=Z,. The
m etric is given by [3]

ds? = e % dx dx + r*dy?; )= k¥y30 vy ;
1)
where ; = 0; ;3, and r is th& Som pacti cation

radiis of the extra din ension x* y. Since we assum e
the badckreaction from the bulk scalar eld is negligble
[11], the background warped (A dS) geom etry [l) is xed
and the supergravity m ultiplet is treated as frozen and
nondynam ical. Using the four SUSY super eld form al-
ism [1§,119,124,121,122], the Lagrangian is given by R3]

Z
Ly = d' re® #H T+ H°F
? 3
+ P e HOE G or 9H
+ @Wot+t ¢ W g+ hxil; @)

w here the prim e denotes the di erentiation w ith respect
to y, and the constant c speci es the bulk m ass of hy—
pem uliplets. The chiralscalar super eldsH and H © in
the four SUSY notation form a hypem ultiplet of eight
SU SY . Since eight SUSY does not allow superpotentials
am ong hypem ultiplets in the bulk, we can Introduce the
superpotentialsonly on theboundariesy = 0, (orbifold
xed points) which are denoted asW ¢, W , respectively.
T he orbibdlding on S'=Z, breaks the eight SUSY man-—
taining only four SUSY . W e shall assign even Z, parity
to H, odd Z, parity to H ¢, respectively. Since only the
even eld can have nonvanishing values on the bound-
ardes, the boundary superpotential can have only parity
even edH .
For sim plicity, we shall take the quadratic boundary
superpotentialw ith a unigque SUSY vacuum

H; 3)

where vy, are constants w ith m ass dim ension 3/2. It is
usefulto m ake a rescaling

H;H®)! & HG;HO): @)

T hen the Lagrangian becom es

z
Ls ! d r@ I+ 1
? 1
+ & e HQH +e” ¢ > r %8 °H
+ () —e® H? we? H
+ ¢ ) e’ H? ve’ H +hx: ()

Tt is straightforw ard to derive the auxiliary eldspart of
Lagrangian,

Lauwx = r(j?jz-" :chz)
+ e’ fF°QH +r HF QHCF
+ c > r °%F°H + H°F)
+ et B we? F
+ ¢ )e*™ H ve® )F+hxc: (6)
= rFf+ FohH: )

In the second equality, we used the equations ofm otion
(EOM ) Prauxiliary elds derived from Eq. (@)

e’ 1
F = @ H° ct > r’H° & Wy
e’ h 1 1 i
— - e(c+ )T @y e (ct $)r g e’ Wy ;(8)
e’ 1
FC = — GH+ c o7 H o
e’ h 1 1 i
= — e € 2re, e 2rE 9)
w here
Wy = (y) e’ H Vpoe 2r
+ ¢y )eH ve® 10)
YWo+ W (11)

Here and the Pollow ing, we shall use the sam e notation
for scalar elds as the super elds. It is Inportant to
notice that the auxiliary ed F in Eq.[d) contains delta
function in generalw hich introduces singular interaction
tem s ke ( (y)) asnoted previously R4].

In conform iy with the warped m etric com pacti ca—
tions in Eq.[ll), we are interested i the con gurations of
the scalar elds H ;H € as functions of extra din ensional
coordinate y only. The scalar eld H wih the even Z,
parity does not vanish at the boundaries. However, the
scalar eld H ©(y) with odd Z , parity has to vanish at the
boundaries. Tom ake thispoint clear, we rew rite the par-
ity odd eld H ©(y) in tem s of a parity even eld h€(y)
as

H )= "h°); 12)



where "(y) is a sign function ofy
8
< 1; for < y< 0;
")  0; Pry=20; ; 3
1, PrOo<y<

From physical grounds, we should consider eld con g-
urations of the physical scalar elds H (y);H ©(y) which
are continuous across the boundaries. This in plies that
we need to require

h®(0) = h®( )= 0: (14)

In special circum stances like the zero-w idth lin it of do-
main wallcon gurations, the odd Z, parity eld H € can
have a discontinuity across the boundaries. In order to
exam ne such a generalsituation later, we shalltem porar-
ily allow discontinuities across the boundaries for H ©,
corresponding to a nite nonvanishing values ofh€ (0) and
h®( ). Apart from this subtlety, h® (y) is assum ed to be
a continuous R4] and parity even function ofy. Then,
Eq. [B) can be rew ritten as

r h i
e T g e & DT M) & Wy
15)
As far as H ;H © depend on y only, it is su cient to
consider only the auxiliary elds part of the Lagrangian
[@. Then the EOM forH ¢ is given by

e
F = ——
r

h
@L @L l 1 3
0= e = e @ g, e© 2
@H°  YeeH° T Y ,
n . . ol
e T g e T myhy) & Wy, @6)

T he singularpart ofthe equations ofm otion [[8) contains

@, );Q (¢ ) orgghating from @gyb and @2"(y) and
reads
e2r h
0 = - @y, (y) @h° () W)
i
+@ &y ) 2°() eFw ) a7

Thuswe obtaln the follow ing boundary conditions

2h° (0)
2n°() =

Wo=H 0) wvo; 18)
SEWw =H() e v: 19)

Taking these boundary conditions into account, we can
Inm ediately see that the auxiliary eld F contains no
delta functions,

@, e © 7 n%: 20)
r
Tt is interesting to cbserve that the pining of the scalar
eld values H (0);H ( ) at boundaries arises In order to
satisfy the EOM at the boundary, resulting in no sin—
gular tem s In the auxiliary eld as a result. Thisis n
contrast to the G oldbergerW ise m odel w ithout SU SY

w hich requires a sharp potential wellby tuning coupling
param eters. R etuming to the rem aining EOM ofh®
0 1 L) @ n“(y) e r g (o Lir hc)o
= —e e e ;
r y y
@1)
we nd the general solution

3 1
C1__g © )T 4 Ccelt )T ; pres

(2c 1)rk
forc=

i
Ci1¥3+ Czle" ; L;

he(y) =

2 14
22)
where C,;; are Integration constants. The auxiliary eld

F (y) isgiven by

(c )x

F ()= Ci (") . 23)

N

irrespective ofc. Note that F can be non—zero only in the
buk and trivially vanishes at the boundaries, because of
"y= 0; )= 0, except when it ismuliplied by shgular
functions like delta fiinctions.

Let ustum to the EOM forH,

h n o

1 1
0 = e(c z)r @y e (2ct 1)r @y (e(c )T H)

+ RBIR

F ¥)+e® ¢ ) @4)

Since F in Eq. [Z4) is muliplied by a delta function,
i gives nonvanishing contrbutions at the xed points
y = 0; in spite of the square of the sign function in
Eq. 23) R3], k4] :

T G J——— @5)
2n+ 1 !
et @) = 0;  n=0;1;2;
Then, the reamaning EOM forH reads
n O
0 = e )t e, e @2c+ 1)r e, e Lir H)
c. . ©
L R R ©26)
TheEOM in thebuk (y6 0; ) becomes
e PE g DT H) = Camy); @7)

with an integration constant C;. The Z, parity trans—
form ation property requires the sign function "(y) in the
right hand. H owever, we still need to exam ine the equa-—
tions of m otion [ZA) at the boundaries. T he solution in
the buk [21) gives delta functions at the boundaries

@ VT @, e T H)=205( ) & N:
28)
T he equations of m otion [28) is satis ed at the bound-
aries only when these delta functions are cancelled each
other : the delta finction at y = 0 cancells if

Ci
0= 2C3+? 29)



the delta function at y=  cancells if
c bk Ci1 (c+ 1)rk
0= 2Cjze 2 + ?e 2 : (30)

T hese two conditions together in ply
C;y=Cs3=0: (31)
T he solution of Eq.27) with C3 = 0 is given by
H(y)= Cse © 77 32)
The solution ofthe Egs. [@) and B7) wih C3 = 0 gives
FC (y)= 0: (33)

The result C; = 0 also inplies the vanishing auxiliary
edF nEq.EI

F ()= 0; (34)

and the Z, odd scalar ed in Eq.22) as

HC (@) = ")h® ) = ")Ce ) : @35)

Therefore we nd that both auxiliary elds F and F ©
vanish, and that SUSY is always preserved.

U singEgs.[32) and [BH), we can determ ine the rem ain—
Ing two Integration constants C,;C, from the boundary
conditions [[A) and [3) as

voe 2Tk 4oy g (oF 2)rk
€2 = 20+ e 2% ) ' Ge)

3
voeTk + v e 77K

Cy = — : 37)

III. RESULTS

Since the auxiliary elds F;F € vanish, SUSY is al-
ways preserved. As we stated In the previous section,
we prin arily consider that the physical scalar elds H ,
H ¢ should be continuous across the boundariesy = 0;
This in plies that the eld h€(y) should vanish at the
boundaries : h®(0) = h®( ) = 0. Then the boundary
conditions [[8) and [[3) force the boundary valuesH (0)
andH ( ) ofZ, even eldH (y) to settle at them inim um
of the boundary superpotential

HO=vw; H()=ve™; (38)
as in the non-SUSY case [11]. Combining Egs. ) and
[38), we obtain

vo=v el Dk (39)
w hich detem ines the radius. T he radius stabilization is

thus achieved in our SUSY m odel. M oreover, the van—
ishing contrdbution to the vacuum energy jisti es our

assum ption of no backreaction to E Instein equation for
the m etric. These result precisely realizes the ob pctive
ofthe G oldberger# isem odel. Tn our SU SY m odel, how —
ever, the eld valuesH (0);H ( ) are xed at the bound-
aries by their EOM without tuning param eters of the
potential In contrast to the non-SUSY G oldbergerW ise
model. We also nd that C, = 0 from Eq.[39) with
h® ()= h®( )= 0, and that

he (y) = 0: 40)

On the other hand, if we allow nonvanishing discon—
tinuities of the Z, odd eld H ©(y) across the bound-
aries, we obtain m ore com plications. Even in this case,
the equations of m otion requires these discontinuities
h€(0);h®( ) to be related as given in Egs.[33) and [Z4) :

he( )= h®@©)ec 2k . @1)

T hen the solution in the previous section contains singlke
arbitrary param eter, say h® (0) undeterm ined. T herefore
the radiis is detem ined only by xing the discontinuity
h® (0). In order to understand the physical signi cance of
these discontinuities, it should be usefiil to consider the
zero-w idth 1m it of dom ain wall solutions wih a scalar
eld §,117]. Since a dom ain wall consists of a kink of
scalar eld in the extra dim ension, the scalar eld usually
changes sign at the boundaries. This is precisely a fea-
ture ofthe Z, odd scalar eld. T herefore it is tem pting
to identify the Z, odd scalar eld wih the scalar eld
form Ing the wall. In the zero-w idth 1m i, the wall en—
ergy is concentrated at the boundary as a delta-finction
and should be related to the discontinuity of the scalar
eld across the boundary. T herefore we believe that the
am ount of the discontinuity across the boundary h€ (0)
(@nd h°( )) should be determm ined by the yet unspeci-
ed dynam ics to form the dom ain wall. P rovided such
a m icroscopic description is given, this discontinuiy is a
xed Input param eter In our situation. Then the radius
of com pacti cation is determm ined using the xed param -
eter as the input.
Tt may be instructive to com pare our m odel w ith a
m odeladm iting an exact two wall solution stabilized by
a winding number [§, l€], which was embedded into su-
pergraviy n our din ensions [f]. In this m odel w ith
w Inding num ber, a chiral scalar eld servesasa Z, odd
ed to m dom ah wallswith the symmetry S'=Z,. If
the width ofthewallis nite, the two walloon guration
is found to be nonBPS (SUSY is com pltely broken)
and the radius is stabilized [©@]. In the lim it of vanishing
width (keeping walltension xed), however, the Z, odd
scalar eld of this m odel has no discontinuities across
the orbifold boundaries laving only boundary vacuum
energy as a rem nant. Then the m odel reduces to the
R andallSundrum m odel [i], and the scalar eld is frozen
In the zero-w idth 1im it w thout any other eld available
for the G oldbergerW ise type m echanisn of radiis sta—
bilization to work. In fact, the two-wall solution can be



regarded as a BP S con guration preserving half of the
bulk SUSY [R5,127], and the radius is undeterm ined in
the zero w idth Iim it [@]. The scalar eld form ing thewall
acts as a stabilizer eld only for nite width ofthe wall,
wih fully broken SUSY . On the contrary, our present
SU SY m odel of radius stabilization hasthe Z, even eld
H and the boundary superpotential, which provide the
stabilization m echanisn preserving SUSY (assum ing con—
tinuity of elds).

T he advantages of ourm odel are as ollow s. F irst, the
stabilization of radiis ism aintained perturbatively, since
the stabilization condition isdetem ined by theF - atness
conditions. Even if the corrections to K ahler potential
are considered, the conditions rem ain unchanged as long
asthe K ahlerm etric is non-singular and positive de nie
after quantum corrections. Second, we do not necessarily
need to tune the warp factor to be e *™* 10 *® since
the hierarchy problem can be solved by SUSY preserved
on the boundaries. This fact 0 ersm ore possbilities for
the viable m odel construction. T hird, as we m entioned
In Introduction, the radius stabilization In SUSY m odels
are required to address the SUSY avor problem in the
context of the brane world. Supersym m etric radiis sta—
bilization is phenom enologically favored as discussed in
Lé].

Finally, we comment on the di erence between our
m odeland them odel in [L&]. In the m odel of [L4], there
are always the discontinuities of the Z, odd scalar eld
across the boundaries because of the boundary superpo-
tential linear in Z, even chiralsuper eld H . But in our
m odel, the case w thout discontinuities is also allow ed as
m entioned in the text.

In sum m ary, we have proposed a sin plem odelof stabi-
lizing the com pacti cation radiis In SUSY warped com —
pacti cations wih a hypemultiplet. By solving the
equations of m otion, we nd that SUSY is always pre—
served. Ifthe Z, odd scalar eld of the hypem uliplet
has no discontinuities across the boundaries, the Z, even
scalar eld settles at the m Inimum of the boundary su—
perpotential, and the radius is determ ined by Eq. [E9).
T his corresponds to a SUSY version of the G oldberger—
W isem odel. M ore generally, ifwe allow discontinuitiesof
the Z, odd scalar eld acrossthe boundaries, the Z , even
scalar eld doesnot necessarily settle at them lnimum of
the boundary superpotential, and the radius is stabilized
only affer xing the discontinuiy at the boundary by us—
ing the yet unspeci ed dynam ics of form ing the dom ain
wall
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