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W e consider m odels where m oduli elds are not stabilized and play the role of quintessence. In
order to evade gravitational tests, we investigate the possbility that m oduli behave as cham eleon
elds. W e nd that, for realistic m oduli superpotentials, the cham eleon e ect is not strong enough,
In plying that m oduli quintessence m odels are gravitationally ruled out. M ore generally, we state a
no-go theorem for quintessence In supergravity whereby m odels either behave like a pure cosm olog—

ical constant or violate gravitational tests.

PACS numbers: 98.80.Cq, 98.70V c

I. NTRODUCTION

D ark energy and its properties is one of the m ost intriguing puzzles of present day theoretical physics. Indeed,
there is convincing evidence, com ing from SN Ia supemovae [1], l]arge scale structures of the universe [£,13,/4] and the
CM B anisotropies [H,16] which leads to the existence of an acceleration of the universe expansion in the recent past.
W hen interpreted within the realn of G eneral Relativiy, these resuls In ply the existence of a pervading weakly
Interacting uid with a negative equation of state and a dom inant energy density. T he sin plest possibility is of course
a pure coan ological constant. T his has the advantage ofboth tting the data and incorporating a m ild m odi cation
of the E Insteln equations. Now it happens that the value of the cosn ological constant is so an all com pared to high
energy physics scales that no proper explanation for such a ne{tuning has been found exocspt m aybe the anthropic
principle [1] used in the context ofa stringy landscape [E,/9]. This is all the m ore puzzling In view ofthe very diverse
sources of radiative corrections In the standard m odel of particle physics and beyond.

A plausbl altemative nvolves the presence of a scalar eld akin to the in aton of early universe cosm ology and
responsble for the tiny vacuum energy scale [10, 111,14, 113,114, |15, (1€, [17]. These m odels of quintessence have
nice features such as the presence of Iong tin e attractors (tracking elds) lading to a relative insensitivity to initial
conditions [LO]. In m ost cases, the quintessence runaw ay potentials lead to large values of the quintessence eld
now , of the order of the P lanck m ass. This Inm ediately prom pts the necessity of em bedding such m odels in high
energy physics w here nearly P lJanck scale physics is taken into account. T he m ost natural possibility is supergravity
as i nvolves both supersym m etry and gravitationale ects [18]. M oreover, superstring theories lead to supergravity
m odels at low energy.

From the m odelbuilding point of view , the quintessence eld does not belong to the welkknow n sector of particles
of the standard m odel. Therefore, one has to envisage a dark sector where this eld lives and provide the corre-
sponding K ahler, K quint, @and super potentials W quine In order to com pute the quintessence scalar potential explicitly.
O nce a quintessence m odel has been built, one m ust also worry about the coupling to both m atter and hidden sector
supersym m etry breaking [L9]. Indeed the rolling of the quintessence eld can induce variations of constants such as
the ne structure constants. M oreover the an allness of the m ass of the quintessence eld in plies that is gravia—
tional coupling to m atter m ust be suppressed in order to com ply wih fth foroe and equivalence principle violation
experin ents R0, 121].

The observable sector is fairly wellkknown and the hidden sector can be param eterized. T herefore, the m ain
uncertainty com es from the dark sector, ie. from the speci c form chosen ©or K quint and W quine. Recently, we
have investigated this question for a class ofm odels w here the K ahler potential and the superpotential can be Taylor
expanded or are given by polynom ialfiinctions ofthe (super) elds [22]. W e have show n that this type ofm odels, under
the standard assum ption of separate sectors (see also our conclusion), is in trouble as either they are uninteresting
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from the coan ological point of view (typically, In practice, they are equivalent to a coam ological constant) or they
violate the bounds from gravity experin ents (typically, they violate the bound on the fth force and/or on the weak
equivalence principle) .

The ain of this paper is to study a general class of m odels, probably the m ost natural one from a string theory
point of view [23], where the quintessence eld is a moduli eld Kahler m oduli). Technically, this m eans that
K quint is taken to be a logarithm of the quintessence eld [23]. A though the Kahler function is known, there is
no speci ¢ standard choice for the superpotential which rem ains a free function. Therefore, we w ill derive m odel
independent results and then discuss the various cases that have been envisaged in the literature for W quine (for
Instance, polynom ial superpotentials and exponentialonesa la KKLT R4]). W e show that, for reasonable choices of
W quint, the corresponding m odels are also in trouble from the gravity experin ents point of view . This Jast result is in
fact m ore subtle than in the case of the st class ofm odels treated in Ref. [22]. Indeed, contrary to the polynom ial
m odels, a cham eleon m echaniam [25] can be present In the no scale case and could be used to protect the quintessence

eld from gravity problem s. H owever, unfortunately, we show that thism echanisn is In fact not su ciently e cient
to save no scale quintessence in sin ple cases such as gaugino condensation and polynom ial superpotentials.

T he paper is arranged as Hliow s. In Sec.[Tl, we establish som e general results relevant to the no-scale m odels. In
particular, in sub-Sec.[IIA], we calculate the quintessence potential for a generalm oduli superpotential and in sub—
Sec.[IIB], w e give the corresponding soft tem s in the observable sector. In sub-Sec.[IICl, we study how the electrow eak
transition is a ected by the no scale dark sector. Then, In Sec.[I, we brie y review the cham eleon m echanian . In
particular, in sub-Sec.[IIIA], we describe the thin shellphenom enon w ith, in sub-Sec.[IIIB], applications to the gaugino
condensation case and i sub-Sec.[IIIC] to the polynom ial case. In Sec.[IV], we present our conclusions and state a
no-go theorem for the com patibility between quintessence in supergravity and gravity experin ents.

II. NO SCALE QUINTESSENCE
A . The Scalar Potential

In this section we collect results related to the dynam ics of K ahler m oduli com iIng from string com pacti cations.
In practice we only consider that there is a single m oduliQ which can be seen as the breathing m ode of the com —
pacti cation m anifold. T he reduction from 10 din ensionsto 4 din ensions leads to a no-scale structure for the K ahler
potential of the m oduli. T he K ahler potential is given by the follow ing expression

3 h i
Kqumne= —I 2 0+0Y ; @)

fl . ThemoduliQ has no potential and is a at direction to all order in perturbation theory. In

string theory, the validity of the supergravity approxin ation is quaranteed provided '72Q 1, in plying that the
com pacti cation m anifold is lJarger than the string scale. A potential can be generated once non-perturbative e ects
are taken into acoount, thism ay lead to a superpotential

w here 8 =m

W quint = W quint Q) M W l:ZQ : )

which willbe discussed later. T he advantage of the above w riting is that i em phasizes the scale M of the superpo—
tential. The quantity W is dim ensionless and of order one. T hen, inserting the K ahler and the super potentials into
the expression of the scalar potential, one gets
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T he noscale property in pliessthat theterm n 3% 3 i the supergravity potential cancels. T he kinetic temm s of the

moduliread 3Q F= Q + QY 2 In plying that Q isnot a nom alized eld. The nom alized eld g is given by
r_ !
_ 2
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where g is a din ensionless scalar eld.
A s soon as a quintessence eld has a runaway potential and leads to the present day acceleration of the universe
expansion, s m ass is tiny and m ay lad to gravitational problem s. In order to m inim ize this problem , we assum e



that the quintessence sector is only coupled gravitationally to the observable and hidden sectors [L9]. In som e sense,
this assum ption is that ofnon triviality of the m odel. T he corresponding situation can be described by the follow ing
K ahler and super potentials [L9]

K =Kguintt Knida+ Kopsi W = W guint * Whnig + W ops ¢ )

Now the observable sector is known since it com prises the elds of the M Inin al Standard Supersym etric M odel
M SSM ) 2 and the corresponding superpotential can be expressed as [L8]

a b

b
W ops = ab + abc é © 7 (6)
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where ., isa supersymm etricm assm atrix and .. the Yukawa couplings.

The fact that susy is broken in an hidden sector m odi es the shape of the quintessence potential. A nother way
to put it is that the susy breaking causes the appearance of soft term s In the dark sector and these soft temm s are
resgoonsible for the m odi cation of the quintessence potential. The new shape hasbeen com puted in Ref. [19]. Ifwe
param etrise the hidden sector supersym m etry breaking in a m odel independent way, we have
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where a; and ¢ are coe cients whose values depend on the detailed structure of the hidden sector. N otice that the
coupling of the hidden sector to the quintessence sector im plies that the vev’s of the hidden sector elds responsible
for supersymm etry breaking can depend on the quintessence eld. Taking into account the no scale shape of the
K ahler potential, one nds
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where F, e¥™? @,W + W @,K) . The dynamics of the quintessence eld is detem ined by both the

quintessence and hidden sectors. W e also notice that, as expected, the correction com ing from the hidden sector
is proportional to the susy breakingmassM | .

B. The Soft Tem s

Let us now tum to the calculation of the soft temm s in the cbservable sector. O ne usually obtains three types of
term s. One is cubic In the elds whik the others are quadratic. In the present situation, this property is clearly
preserved. The new ingredient is that the soft tem s becom e quintessence dependent quantities. Follow Ing Ref. [L9]
and de ning
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w here the soft term s are the term s which are not in Vg4, , 0ne obtains for the Q {dependent coe cientsA,B andm
in the noscale case
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At this point, no assum ption has been m ade exospt, of course, the choice of the K ahlr potential. However, it is
clear that, in a realistic m odel, we always have M | M 3 since the susy breaking scale is much larger than the



cosm obbgical constant scak, typically M, 1TeV while M 10 3ev *. Now, the tem s com ing from F, i the
scalar potential are of order M §= which is intolerably large com pared to the cosm ological scales. This is nothing
but another m anifestation of the cosn ological constant problem which, again, is not solved in the fram ework of
quintessence. T his contribution m ust be taken to vanish and therefore a; = ¢; = 0. Interestingly enough, it tums out
to be exactly the casewhen W i3 is a constant RZ]. Therefore M , is constant, A and B are constant of the order of
M ,and

2B = M_,+ 3A; @3)
while them assm _,, acquires a very sim ple Q -dependence given by
M

m o = o a4)
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Tt is interesting to com pare the above resuls to those obtained in Ref. 22] In the case ofpolynom ialK ahler and super
potentials. The coe cientsA and B werenot constantbutgivenby A =M 1+ 0%=3 andB =M s 1+ Q%=2 .
W e notice that, despite a di erent dependence in the quintessence eld, A and B also satisfy Eq. (I3). On the
other hand, the dependence of the soft tetm m _;, is the sam e as in Ref. R2], namely m _;, / M, exp ( K=2). In the
SUGRA case this cam e from the fact that W quinei= 0 while in the no scale situation this originates from neglecting
subdom inant temm s thanks to the relation M | M 3. However, since the K ahler potentials are di erent, the above
relation leads to di erent Q -dependence form .

C. The E lectro-W eak Transition in P resence of N o-Scale Q uintessence

W e now consider the application of the previous resuls to the electrow eak sym m etry breaking since this is the way
ferm jons in the standard m odel are given a m ass. A s is wellkknown, the potential in the H iggs sector w hich belongs
to the observable sector ism odi ed by the soft termm s. Since these soft term s now depend on the quintessence eld,
the H iggs potential also becom es a Q -dependent quantiy. In the M SSM , there are two SU (2);, H Iggs doublets

H HO
Hu= b 7 Ha= ¢ 15)
that have opposite hypercharges, ie. Y, = 1 and Y4 = 1. The only tetm which is relevant In the superpotential is
Weops= Hy H+ . This temm gives contribution to the globally susy tegm, Wia the F—and D -term s. T hen,

we have the contrbution com ing from the soft susy-breaking tem s. There is a B-soft susy-breaking term com ing
from Eq. [II) and a contribution from the soft m asses, see Eq. [I2). I order to evaluate the latter, one w rites
my=mg e, andm,y, =mi efer, wheremy, = my, =mJ_, atthe GUT scale. This degeneracy is lifted
by the renom alisation group evolution asnecessary to obtain the radiative breaking ofthe electrow eak sym m etry R€].
T he totalH iggs potential, taking H ! and H { real since they have opposite hypercharges, reads
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T he next step is to perform them inin ization ofthe H iggs potential given by Eq. [I8). h presence ofdark energy, the
m Inin um becom esQ {dependent and the particles ofthe standard m odelacquire a Q -dependentm ass. Straightforward
calculations give
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where we have de ned the HiggsvevsasH 21 v, H i w, tan G=V4,0rvy = vsin and vy = voos and

m ;o asthe gaugeboson Z °. A dding the two equations for them ininum , we obtain a quadratic equation determ ining
tan . The solution can easily be found and reads
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A priori, this equation is a transcendental equation determ ining tan astan also appears in the right-hand-side of
the above form ula, m ore precisely In the H iggs m asses. Indeed, the two loop expression for the renom alized H iggs
m asses gives R7]
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wherem (1):2 isthe gauginom assat GUT scale. However, Eq. [19) gives the leading order contribution of an expansion

in 1=tan® . Aswe have seen in the text, the noscale sitnation is such that A Q) and B Q) are constant in Q and,
therefore, the H iggsm ass given by Egs. [20), 2I) and hencetan do not depend on Q in this particular case. Again,
this is very di erent from the polynom ialcase where tan is a Q -dependent quantity, see Eq. 2.31) ofRef. 22] for
the exact ormula. p
From the equations [I7) and [I8)), one can also deduce how the scale v V2 + vf1 depends on the quintessence
eld. This keads to
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A gain, the noscale case is quite particular: the only Q {dependence is given by the factor exp ( K quint=2) In front of
the whole expression.
Then, nally, one has for the vevs of the two H iggs

tal 1
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at leading order in 1=tan? (out ifwe insert the expression of v, then v, and v4 are only detemm ined at st order
In 1=tan ). Thisallowsus to deduce the two kinds of ferm ion m asses, depending on w hether the ferm ions couple to
Hy orHg

mi, Q)= f.efmnTyQ); mi Q)= .efmnTviQ); @5)

where . and g;a are the Yukawa coupling of the particlke , coupling eitherto H, orHg. Them asses pick up a
exp ( K quint=2) dependence from the expression ofv (Q ) and another factorexp ( K quint=2) from the de nition ofthe
mass itself. Asa result wehavem / exp ( K quint) / Q 3 i the no scale situation. This Q dependence is the sam e
for particles of type \u" or \d" as tan is a constant. This leads us to the m ain resul of the section: in no scale
quintessence the behavior of the standard m odel particle m asses is universaland given by

1 P
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In the next section, we investigate the consequences of this dependence for gravity experim ents.

ITII. GRAVITATIONAL TESTSAND CHAMELEONS

Letusnow discussthe consequencesofhaving Q -dependentm asses. T his can lad to strong constraints com ing from
gravitationalexperin ents. Indeed, ifthe no-scale dark energy potentials obtained in the previous sections, see Eq. [8)
forthe quantity V, , , are ofthe runaw ay type (otherw ise, in general, one can show that the corresponding cosm ological
m odel is not interesting since it becom es equivalent to the case of the coan ological constant, for a speci ¢ exam ple,
see Ref. 22]), then this in plies that the m oduli have a mass m g Hp, ie. of the order of the Hubble rate now .



T his in plies that the range ofthe force m ediated by the quintessence eld is large and, for instance, i inducesa fth
force and/or a violation of the weak equivalence principle. In order to satisfy the constraints com ing from fth foroe
experim ents such as the recent C assini spacecraft experim ent, one m ust require that the Eddington (ost-N ew tonian)
param eter j 13 5 10°, sse Ref. R0]. Ifone de nes the param eter u;d by

dhnmj ;@
wa Q) ———— @7
dq
w here the derivative is taken w ith respect to the nom alized eld g, then the di culties are avoided by in posing that
24 10° shceonehas = 1+ 2 Z,.Inourcase Eq. [26) inples
P—
u;d = 6: (28)

This resul is valid for a gedanken experin ent involving the gravitationale ects on elem entary particles. Form acro—
scopic bodies, the e ects can be m ore subtle and w illbe discussed later, see also Ref. [22]. O fcourse, the above result
is In contradiction w ih the bounds on the existence of a fth foroe and on the violation of the weak equivalence
principle.

H owever, the above description is too naive because we have not taken Into account the cham eleon e ect in the
presence ofm atter which, in the fram ew ork used here, is necessarily present. Indeed, in the presence of surrounding
m atter like the atm osphere or the interplanetary vacuum , the e ective potential for the quintessence eld ism odi ed
by m atter and becom es

Ve Q)=V,, Q)+ A Q) mats 9)

where A Q) is the coupling of the quintessence eld to m atter, ie. the m ass of m atter is proportionalto / A Q).
This can lead to an e ective m ninum for the potential even though the D ark Energy potential is runaway. In our
case, sse Eq. [28), we have

Qo 3 pe
Ve @)=V, @)+ = na=V,, @te @ D e 30)

where we have nom alized the coupling to is present vacuum valie when Q = Q(. For runaway potentials, the
e ective potential possessesa m nimum where

p— pP-
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and them ass at them Ininum is
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which isalways oforderH o, ie.an almost masslkess eld. Thiswould lead an observable fth force if it were not or
the possibility ofa thin shelle ect.

Before tuming to this question, it is worth com m enting on the cham eleon e ect in the SUGRA case, see Ref. 22].
Since it is a natural consequence of the couplings betw een the observable and dark sector, the cham eleon e ect isalso
present In this m odel. However, it is hidden by the susy breaking term m §=2Q 2, where m 5_, is the gravitho m ass
which largely dom nates the term A Q) nat- In the no scale case, thanks to the very particular form of the Kahler
potential, the above susy breaking termm is not present and a priori the cham eleon e ect can be e cient. In any case,
In orderto study whether no scale quintessence is ruled out or not because ofthe graviy experin ents, it ism andatory
to take into account the cham eleon phenom enon correctly.

A . The Thin ShellM echanism

A theory, as described before in this article, where the particlke m ass depends on the quintessence eld becom es a
scalar tensor theory w ith the Lagrangian

Z
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T hen, the geodesic equation can be w ritten as

d?x dx dx Qg
+ + g——=0; (34)
d ? d d @x

where 4 @ InA=@qg. In the above equation, the Christo el symbols are those associated with themetricg . The
last temm , which representsthe new force origihating from the quintessence eld, com es from the fact that the geodesic
equation is established for the m etric appearing in the m atter Lagrangian. A s is apparent from Eq. [33)), this one is
given by A% (@)g and the presence of the A2 (q) factor is responsble for the new termm 1 Eq. [34). Analyzing this
equation in the weak eld regin e, one nds that the acceleration felt by a test particle is given by

@q.

q@_r ’ (35)

a= a
where a, is the usualN ew tonian acceleration (assum ing a sphericalbody, see below ) .

Let us now consider a situation where the gravitational experin ents are perfom ed on a body embedded In a
surrounding m edium . The body could be a an allball ofm etal In the atm osphere or a planet in the interplanetary
vacuum . The e ective potential (29) is not the sam e inside the body and outside because p ateer is di erent. The
e ective potential can be approxin ated by

, 1o 2
Ve omi@ Gw); (36)
where the m lninum ¢, 3, is detem ined by @V, =@g = 0 and the mass is @°V, =Qf evaliated at g = G im. AS
already m entioned them Inin um and them ass are di erent Inside and outside the body. W e denote by ¢, and m , the
mimum and themassih thebody andby ¢ andm; them hinum and them assofthe e ective potential outside
the body. T hen, the K lein-G ordon equation reads

d?q . 2dg  @Ve
dr? rdr Qg

i @37

where r is a radial coordinate. O f course, the eld g should be continuous at r = R, where Ry, is the radius of the
body. Notice that, in the K lein-G ordon equation, we have used canonical kinetic term s In accordance w ith the fact
that q is a canonically nom alized eld.W ith an e ective potential given by Eq. (36), the solution of Eq. [37) reads

A B
d= CGum + ;e‘”+ ?e‘“; (38)

where A and B are two arbitrary constant. R equiring that g rem ainsbounded inside and outside the body and pining
the Interjor and exterjor solutions, one can determ ine the com plete pro le which can be expressed as

Rb (%_ (E) (1+m1 Rb) S:Il’lh (mbr)
(x) = + = ; r Ry; (39)
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mpRy coth (I'ﬂ.bRb) 1 e ™1 (r Rp)
) = + Ry ( ) ; r : (40)
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A typicalpro le is represented in Fig.[dl.

W e are now In a posiion to estin ate the acceleration caused by the quintessence eld. A ssum ing, as is always the
case In practice, thatmy, mi ,mpRp 1, one has

@ @) , Rp

Qr r?

from which we deduce that the acceleration flt by a test particle is given by

@ 4)i (41)
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where | = Gm =R} isthe Newtonian potential at the surface ofthe body. T herefore, the theory is com patdble w ith
graviy tests if
q @ @)

1: @43)
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FIG.1: Pro le of the canonically nom alized quintessence eld mside and outside a spherical body according to Egs. (39)
and [40). A s explained in the text, R}, is the radius of the body and q, is the value of the quintessence eld inside the body.

W e see that the gravity tests are not sensitive to 4 but to the combination 4 @ @)= , . Hence, even if 4 is
quite large, if the new Fctor (o @)= , is snallthen them odelcan be com patible. This is the thin shelle ect.

In ourcase,as = 6, this in plies that them oduli eldsmustbe an all in order to satisfy the thin shellproperty.
In general, the Newton potential is very am all, In plying that the moduli eld g must be smnall too. This strongly
depends on the shape of the potential and, therefore, on the superpotential n the m oduli sector. In the ollow ng we
w ill give two exam ples which do not lead to a thin shell. These exam ples have a wellkm otivated superpotential. In
non generic cases, no general obstruction to the existence of a thin shell exists and, therefore, onemay nd m oduli
superpotential leading both to quintessence and a thin-shell.

B . G augino Condensation and Q uintessence

In order to go further, and to perform a quantitative calculation, one m ust specify the dark energy potentialwhich
requires an explicit form for the superpotential.

In string com pacti cations, on top ofthe K ahlerm odulithere are com plex structure m oduliand the string dilaton.
These eldscan be stabilized once uxeshavebeen introduced. T his leadsto a superpotential for the com plex structure
m oduliand the dilaton. T he com plex structure m oduliand the dilaton lead to a supersym m etric vacuum w here they
are xed and the superpotentialbecom esa constant. W e are thus left w ith the K ahlerm oduliasa atdirection. O nce
D 7 branes are Introduced iIn the setting, non-perturbative gauge dynam ics such as gaugino condensation in plies that
a superpotential for the K ahler m oduli is generated. O n the whole the dynam ics of the K ahler m oduli are govemed
by the follow ing superpotential 28]

h i
W =M?3 wo+ cexp =29 (44)

wherewg, cand are free and positive din ensionless constants. It is inm ediate to nd that the potential Vg, e reads

M 62 1=2 Wo 1=2
Vaunt Q) = ——— e e ?+e ©

— =0 +1 (45)

at

V,, Q)= ———e ° — 4 ‘o te e 51:2Q+1 : 46)



The e ective potential has no m lnimum so no cham eleon m echanisn is possble. Indeed, i is easy I‘So_dan onstrate
thatV,, Q) isa decreasing function (or > 0 which isclearly the case of physical interest) as exp 6g is. Hence,
thism odel is ruled out gravitationally.

C. Non-Renorm alisable P otential

A class of potential with phenom enological interest can be obtained if the quintessence eld Q has a non-
renom alisable superpotential. A though this is not what is expected from string theory, we will consider as it
Jeads to very appealing quintessential properties. T herefore, we choose

3
W= (12 " ; @7)
n

Using Eq. @), straightorward calculations lead to the Hllow ing fHmm

" r_#
6 2n 3 M ©

_ 2
o 3) %0 = = m 3)exp @n  3) 39 ¢ (48)

unint Q)=

T his leads to a satisfying exponential potentialwhen n > 3. T hese potentials have been thoroughly studied and lead
to the existence of Iong tin e attractors [L0,[11]. Agaln, the runaway feature of the potential In plies that i is a good
quintessence candidate. T hen, as expressed by Eq. [8), the shape of the quintessence potential ism odi ed by the soft
term s present in the dark sector. O ne cbtains

M © 2n 3 1 n 3
v,, Q) = o 3 o +-M M7 TP ; 49
6on " 2 # w #
r__ r __
M © 2 1 3 2
= nh 3)exp @2n 3) =g + =M M “exp nh 3) =g : (50)
6n 3 2 3

A's already discussed, the correction is proportional to the susy breaking scale M ;. It has the structure ofa two
exponential potential. A s g gets large, the seoon?) temm of the potential dom inates and leads to acceleration in the
m atter era provided 2=3 (n 3 < 4 ie.n 3+ 6. In thiscase, the iture ofcurUnversewould bewith o =1
w ith an equation of state

2 3
wo = 1+(DT)2; 1)
which iscloseto 1 when n is close to 3. Finally, the e ective potential for thism odel reads
1 3 3pz . %
Ve @= M M%e © P Thre e Mo, (52)
From this expression one can deduce ¢, i, and them ass ofthe eld at them lnimum . One nds
3 3 3 3 (3 n)=n
1 3 P- h 3M/M , nmh 3M/M n 3M/M?> Peg
Ghin= — = 6p+ h — ; m°= e %P : (53)
n 2 6 mat 3 m? n m at

P1l

As an exam ple, ket us consider the Earth in our local neighborhood of the galaxy. W e have M 10Gev,M
10 2Gev, " 4 10'VGeviand ; ’ 4 10 *?Gev’.Forn= 4andq = 1,thisgivesq ’ 1l5andq ’ 6:.
Sincem ’ 33 10'Gev andR ’ 6 16, onegets 14 10 ® and therefore

M r 3 10 1: (54)

N

Sincem; ’ 2 10 2%ev 10 3ev, the range ofthe corresponding Hree is very big. T he conclusion is that, although
we have a cham eleon m echanisn which renders the analysis of the gravity tests non trivial, this one is not e cient
enough and the corresponding m odel is ruled out.
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Iv. CONCLUSION:A NO-GO THEOREM FOR QUINTESSENCE?

W e have presented m odels of m oduli quintessence. D egpite the large gravitational coupling of the m oduli to
m atter in these m odels, a cham eleon m echanisn is at play and could render the m odels com patible w ith graviational
experim ents. Unfortunately, in realistic cases such as gaugino condensation or non-renomm alisable superpotentials,
the cham eleon phenom enon is not strong enough to save the m odels.

O ne can deduce a nogo theorem @ odulo, of course, the assum ptionsm ade In this article, in particular that ofthe
separate sectors) show ing the incom patibility between quintessence in supergraviy and gravity tests. Let us com e
back to the general structure of the scalarpotential. As shown In Ref. [L9], see Eq. (2.18), it can alwaysbe w ritten as

M 2 v X
V,.0Q)= M°%(20)+M M3 (%0)+ —e¥  K29K,K,, 3+ F.5; (55)

i

where we have chosen to em phasize the various com binations of scales appearing In this expression and where,
consequently, v; ( 12Q) and v, ( 172Q ) are din ensionless finctions, a priori of order one at present tine. The last
term contains the F-tem s of the hidden sector.

Let us consider rst m odels where the K ahler potential can be expanded around Q = 0. A fter a K ahler transfor-
m ation, one can alw ays expand

Kquine = QQY + ; (56)

w here represent P lanck suppressed operators which, at present tin €, are not necessarily negligble since we have
i m,, now. It is inm ediate to see that at leading order, the quintessence eld picksup a soft breaking m ass

V,, Q)= M ('PQ)+ M M v (TPo)+miL, DT MM ('TPQ)+miL,DF; G7)

where we have used that M, / m 3_, and have in posed i ;FzF =3m7, ! in order to cancel the intolrably
large contribution to the cosm ological constant com ing from the hidden sector. T he last equality origihates from the
condition M M 3. From Eq. [5]), we see that the potential acquires a m lnimum since, in general, the finctions
vi and v, are of the munaway type, ie. decreasing w ith Q . The value ofthe m inim um is controlled by the scalesM ,
M, and m 3, . Due to the large value ofm 3., com pared to the quintessence eld, the m ininum is generically sm all
In Planck units. The scale M istuned to get a m nimnum value for the potential of order cri- At thism ninum ,
the m ass of the quintessence eld ism 3., large enough to evade all the gravitational tests. N ow , cosm ologically, the
steepness of the quadratic potential in Q im plies that the eld must have settled at the m inin um before B ig Bang
Nuclkosynthesis BBN ). If not, the energy densiy of the quintessence eld would exceed the M €V energy scale of
BBN . In practice, the potential is constant since BBN, ie. equivalent to a cosn ological constant. Notice that the
coupling of the quintessence eld to m atter induces a correction to the potential in natP F which is negligble
com pared tom 3_, P F, hence no cham eleon e ect.
O ne can circum vent this argum ent by taking singular potentials w here the potentialterm in ¥ § is constant. O ne
can choose
n b i
Kquint= —I 2 0+0QY (58)

In this case, n=3 form oduliand n=1 for the dilaton. F ne-tuning of the coan ological constant requires

X
F,¥=6 nmi, *; 59)

leaving
V.. Q)= M (T?Q)+M M wn('?0) MM wn('?Q): (60)

No m ass term appears or the quintessence eld. T he dynam ics are sin ilar to the no-scale case w ith a contribution
from the m atter density. The m ass of the quintessence eld at them ininum of the m atterdependent potential is of
order H (. M oreover the thin-shell e ect is only present for sm all values of the nom alized scalar eld g, a situation
w hich requires a non-generic quintessence superpotential (otherwise g 1 generically).

W e conclude that under broad circum stances, one cannot obtain a com patibility between quintessence and gravity
tests in supergravity. E ither the dynam ics are equivalent to a coan ological constant or graviy tests are not evaded.
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O ne possibility is to relinquish the assum ption on the K ahler potential (three decoupled K ahler potentials). W ork on
this possbility (sequestered m odels and others) is In progress.
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