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W e consider m odels where m oduli�eldsare notstabilized and play the role ofquintessence. In

order to evade gravitationaltests,we investigate the possibility that m odulibehave as cham eleon

�elds.W e�nd that,forrealistic m odulisuperpotentials,thecham eleon e�ectisnotstrong enough,

im plying thatm oduliquintessence m odelsare gravitationally ruled out.M ore generally,we state a

no-go theorem forquintessencein supergravity whereby m odelseitherbehavelikea purecosm olog-

icalconstantorviolate gravitationaltests.

PACS num bers:98.80.Cq,98.70.V c

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Dark energy and its properties is one ofthe m ost intriguing puzzles ofpresent day theoreticalphysics. Indeed,

thereisconvincing evidence,com ing from SNIa supernovae[1],largescalestructuresoftheuniverse[2,3,4]and the

CM B anisotropies[5,6]which leadsto the existence ofan acceleration ofthe universe expansion in the recentpast.

W hen interpreted within the realm ofG eneralRelativity,these results im ply the existence ofa pervading weakly

interacting 
uid with a negativeequation ofstateand a dom inantenergy density.Thesim plestpossibility isofcourse

a purecosm ologicalconstant.Thishasthe advantageofboth �tting the data and incorporating a m ild m odi�cation

ofthe Einstein equations. Now ithappensthatthe value ofthe cosm ologicalconstantisso sm allcom pared to high

energy physicsscalesthatno properexplanation forsuch a �ne{tuning hasbeen found exceptm aybe the anthropic

principle[7]used in thecontextofa stringy landscape[8,9].Thisisallthem orepuzzling in view ofthevery diverse

sourcesofradiativecorrectionsin the standard m odelofparticlephysicsand beyond.

A plausible alternative involvesthe presence ofa scalar�eld akin to the in
aton ofearly universe cosm ology and

responsible for the tiny vacuum energy scale [10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17]. These m odels ofquintessence have

nice featuressuch asthe presence oflong tim e attractors(tracking �elds)leading to a relativeinsensitivity to initial

conditions [10]. In m ost cases,the quintessence runaway potentials lead to large values ofthe quintessence �eld

now,ofthe order ofthe Planck m ass. This im m ediately prom pts the necessity ofem bedding such m odels in high

energy physicswhere nearly Planck scale physicsistaken into account.The m ostnaturalpossibility issupergravity

asitinvolvesboth supersym m etry and gravitationale�ects[18].M oreover,superstring theorieslead to supergravity

m odelsatlow energy.

From them odelbuilding pointofview,thequintessence�eld doesnotbelong to thewell-known sectorofparticles

ofthe 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 superpotentialsW quint in orderto com putethequintessencescalarpotentialexplicitly.

O ncea quintessencem odelhasbeen built,onem ustalso worry aboutthecoupling to both m atterand hidden sector

supersym m etry breaking [19]. Indeed the rolling ofthe quintessence �eld can induce variationsofconstantssuch as

the �ne structure constants. M oreoverthe sm allness ofthe m ass ofthe quintessence �eld im plies that its gravita-

tionalcoupling to m atterm ustbe suppressed in orderto com ply with �fth force and equivalence principle violation

experim ents[20,21].

The observable sector is fairly well-known and the hidden sector can be param eterized. Therefore, the m ain

uncertainty com es from the dark sector, i.e.from the speci�c form chosen for K quint and W quint. Recently, we

haveinvestigated thisquestion fora classofm odelswheretheK �ahlerpotentialand thesuperpotentialcan beTaylor

expanded oraregiven bypolynom ialfunctionsofthe(super)�elds[22].W ehaveshown thatthistypeofm odels,under

the standard assum ption ofseparate sectors(see also ourconclusion),is in trouble aseitherthey are uninteresting
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from the cosm ologicalpoint ofview (typically,in practice,they are equivalent to a cosm ologicalconstant)or they

violatetheboundsfrom gravity experim ents(typically,they violatethe bound on the �fth forceand/oron theweak

equivalenceprinciple).

The aim ofthis paperis to study a generalclassofm odels,probably the m ostnaturalone from a string theory

point ofview [23], where the quintessence �eld is a m oduli�eld (K �ahler m oduli). Technically, this m eans that

K quint is taken to be a logarithm ofthe quintessence �eld [23]. Although the K �ahler function is known,there is

no speci�c standard choice for the superpotentialwhich rem ains a free function. Therefore,we willderive m odel

independent results and then discuss the various cases that have been envisaged in the literature for W quint (for

instance,polynom ialsuperpotentialsand exponentialones�a la K K LT [24]).W e show that,forreasonablechoicesof

W quint,thecorresponding m odelsarealso in troublefrom thegravity experim entspointofview.Thislastresultisin

factm ore subtle than in the case ofthe �rstclassofm odelstreated in Ref.[22].Indeed,contrary to the polynom ial

m odels,a cham eleon m echanism [25]can bepresentin theno scalecaseand could beused to protectthequintessence

�eld from gravity problem s.However,unfortunately,weshow thatthism echanism isin factnotsu�ciently e�cient

to saveno scalequintessencein sim ple casessuch asgaugino condensation and polynom ialsuperpotentials.

The paperisarranged asfollows.In Sec.II,we establish som e generalresultsrelevantto the no-scale m odels. In

particular,in sub-Sec.IIA,we calculate the quintessence potentialfora generalm odulisuperpotentialand in sub-

Sec.IIB,wegivethecorrespondingsoftterm sin theobservablesector.In sub-Sec.IIC,westudy how theelectroweak

transition isa�ected by the no scale dark sector. Then,in Sec.III,we brie
y review the cham eleon m echanism . In

particular,in sub-Sec.IIIA,wedescribethethin shellphenom enon with,in sub-Sec.IIIB,applicationstothegaugino

condensation case and in sub-Sec.IIIC to the polynom ialcase. In Sec.IV,we presentourconclusionsand state a

no-go theorem forthe com patibility between quintessencein supergravity and gravity experim ents.

II. N O SC A LE Q U IN T ESSEN C E

A . T he Scalar Potential

In thissection we collectresultsrelated to the dynam icsofK �ahlerm odulicom ing from string com pacti�cations.

In practice we only considerthatthere is a single m oduliQ which can be seen as the breathing m ode ofthe com -

pacti�cation m anifold.Thereduction from 10 dim ensionsto 4 dim ensionsleadsto a no-scalestructurefortheK �ahler

potentialofthe m oduli.The K �ahlerpotentialisgiven by the following expression

K quint = �
3

�
ln

h

�
1=2

�
Q + Q

y
�i

; (1)

where � � 8�=m2
P l
. The m oduliQ has no potentialand is a 
at direction to allorder in perturbation theory. In

string theory,the validity ofthe supergravity approxim ation is guaranteed provided �1=2Q � 1,im plying that the

com pacti�cation m anifold islargerthan the string scale.A potentialcan be generated oncenon-perturbativee�ects

aretaken into account,thism ay lead to a superpotential

W quint = W quint(Q )� M
3W

�

�
1=2

Q

�

: (2)

which willbe discussed later.The advantageofthe above writing isthatitem phasizesthe scale M ofthe superpo-

tential.The quantity W isdim ensionlessand oforderone.Then,inserting the K �ahlerand the superpotentialsinto

the expression ofthe scalarpotential,onegets

Vquint(Q )= �
�1=2

�
�1=2 (Q + Q y)

�2

�

W
@W y

@Q y
+ W

y@W

@Q

�

+
1

3�1=2 (Q + Q y)

�
�
�
�
@W

@Q

�
�
�
�

2

: (3)

Thenoscaleproperty im pliesthattheterm in � 3jW j2 in thesupergravity potentialcancels.Thekineticterm softhe

m oduliread 3j@Q j2=
�
Q + Q y

�2
im plying thatQ isnota norm alized �eld.The norm alized �eld q isgiven by

�
1=2

Q = exp

 

�

r
2

3
q

!

: (4)

whereq isa dim ensionlessscalar�eld.

Assoon asa quintessence �eld hasa runaway potentialand leadsto the presentday acceleration ofthe universe

expansion,its m assis tiny and m ay lead to gravitationalproblem s. In orderto m inim ize this problem ,we assum e
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thatthe quintessencesectorisonly coupled gravitationally to the observableand hidden sectors[19].In som e sense,

thisassum ption isthatofnon triviality ofthem odel.Thecorresponding situation can be described by thefollowing

K �ahlerand superpotentials[19]

K = K quint+ K hid + K obs;W = W quint+ W hid + W obs: (5)

Now the observable sector is known since it com prises the �elds ofthe M inim alStandard Supersym etric M odel

(M SSM )�a and the corresponding superpotentialcan be expressed as[18]

W obs =
1

2
�ab�

a
�
b +

1

3
�abc�

a
�
b
�
c
; (6)

where�ab isa supersym m etricm assm atrix and �abc the Yukawa couplings.

The fact that susy is broken in an hidden sector m odi�es the shape ofthe quintessence potential. Another way

to put it is thatthe susy breaking causes the appearance ofsoftterm s in the dark sectorand these softterm s are

responsible forthe m odi�cation ofthe quintessence potential.The new shape hasbeen com puted in Ref.[19].Ifwe

param etrisethe hidden sectorsupersym m etry breaking in a m odelindependentway,we have

�
1=2 hziim in

� ai(Q ); �hW hidim in
� M

S
(Q ); �

1=2

�
@W hid

@zi

�

m in

� ci(Q )M S
(Q ); (7)

where ai and ci are coe�cientswhose valuesdepend on the detailed structure ofthe hidden sector.Notice thatthe

coupling ofthe hidden sectorto the quintessence sectorim pliesthatthe vev’softhe hidden sector�eldsresponsible

for supersym m etry breaking can depend on the quintessence �eld. Taking into account the no scale shape ofthe

K �ahlerpotential,one�nds

V
D E

= e
P

i
jaij

2

�M
6

8
<

:

1
�
�1=2 (Q + Q y)

�2

"

W
@W y

@
�
�1=2Q y

� + W y @W

@
�
�1=2Q

�

#

+
1

3�1=2 (Q + Q y)

�
�
�
�
�

@W

@
�
�1=2Q

�

�
�
�
�
�

2
9
=

;

� M
S
M

3 e
P

i
jaij

2

�
�1=2 (Q + Q y)

�2

"

@W y

@
�
�1=2Q y

� +
@W

@
�
�1=2Q

�

#

+
X

i

jFzij
2
: (8)

where Fzi �


e�K =2 (@ziW + �W @ziK )

�
. The dynam ics of the quintessence �eld is determ ined by both the

quintessence and hidden sectors. W e also notice that,as expected,the correction com ing from the hidden sector

isproportionalto the susy breaking m assM
S
.

B . T he Soft Term s

Letus now turn to the calculation ofthe softterm sin the observable sector. O ne usually obtainsthree typesof

term s. O ne is cubic in the �elds while the others are quadratic. In the present situation,this property is clearly

preserved.The new ingredientisthatthe softterm sbecom e quintessence dependentquantities. Following Ref.[19]

and de�ning

V
m SU G R A

= � � � + e�K
Vsusy + e�K A(Q )�abc

�
�a�b�c + �

y
a�

y
a�

y
c

�
+ e�K B (Q )�ab

�

�a�b + �
y
a�

y

b

�

+ m
2

a�b
�a�

y

b
: (9)

wherethesoftterm saretheterm swhich arenotin Vsusy,oneobtainsfortheQ {dependentcoe�cientsA,B and m a�b

in the noscalecase

A(Q ) = M
S

 

1+
1

3

X

i

jaij
2 +

1

3

X

i

aici

!

+ �M
3

"

W y

 

1+
1

3

X

i

jaij
2

!

�
1

3
�
1=2

�
Q + Q

y
� @W

@
�
�1=2Q

�

#

;(10)

B (Q ) = M
S

 

1+
1

2

X

i

jaij
2 +

1

2

X

i

aici

!

+ �M
3

"

W y

 

1+
1

2

X

i

jaij
2

!

�
1

2
�
1=2

�
Q + Q

y
� @W

@
�
�1=2Q

�

#

;(11)

m
2

a�b
(Q ) =

e
P

i
jaij

2

�
�1=2 (Q + Q y)

�3

�
M

2

S
+ �M

S
M

3
�
W + W y

�
+ �

2
M

6W W y
�
�a�b: (12)

At this point,no assum ption has been m ade except,ofcourse,the choice ofthe K �ahler potential. However,it is

clear that,in a realistic m odel,we always have M
S
� �M 3 since the susy breaking scale is m uch larger than the
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cosm ologicalconstantscale,typically M
S
� 1TeV while �M 6 �

�
10� 3eV

�4
. Now,the term scom ing from Fzi in the

scalarpotentialare oforderM 2
s=� which is intolerably large com pared to the cosm ologicalscales. This is nothing

but another m anifestation ofthe cosm ologicalconstant problem which,again,is not solved in the fram ework of

quintessence.Thiscontribution m ustbetaken to vanish and thereforeai = ci = 0.Interestingly enough,itturnsout

to be exactly the case when W hid isa constant[22].ThereforeM S
isconstant,A and B areconstantofthe orderof

M
S
,and

2B = � M
S
+ 3A ; (13)

while the m assm a�b acquiresa very sim ple Q -dependence given by

m a�b =
M

S

�
�1=2 (Q + Q y)

�3=2
�a�b: (14)

Itisinteresting to com paretheaboveresultsto thoseobtained in Ref.[22]in thecaseofpolynom ialK �ahlerand super

potentials.Thecoe�cientsA and B werenotconstantbutgiven by A = M
S

�
1+ �Q 2=3

�
and B = M

S

�
1+ �Q 2=2

�
.

W e notice that,despite a di�erent dependence in the quintessence �eld,A and B also satisfy Eq.(13). O n the

otherhand,the dependence ofthe softterm m a�b isthe sam e asin Ref.[22],nam ely m a�b / M
S
exp(�K =2). In the

SUG RA casethiscam efrom thefactthathW quinti= 0 whilein theno scalesituation thisoriginatesfrom neglecting

subdom inantterm sthanksto the relation M
S
� �M 3.However,sincethe K �ahlerpotentialsaredi�erent,the above

relation leadsto di�erentQ -dependenceform a�b.

C . T he Electro-W eak Transition in P resence ofN o-Scale Q uintessence

W enow considertheapplication ofthepreviousresultsto theelectroweak sym m etry breaking sincethisistheway

ferm ionsin the standard m odelare given a m ass.Asiswell-known,the potentialin the Higgssectorwhich belongs

to the observable sectorism odi�ed by the softterm s. Since these softterm snow depend on the quintessence �eld,

the Higgspotentialalso becom esa Q -dependentquantity.In the M SSM ,there aretwo SU(2)L Higgsdoublets

H u =

�
H +
u

H 0
u

�

; H d =

�
H 0
d

H �
u

�

; (15)

thathave opposite hypercharges,i.e.Yu = 1 and Yd = � 1. The only term which isrelevantin the superpotentialis

W obs = �H u � Hd + � � � .Thisterm givescontribution to the globally susy term Vsusy via the F-and D-term s.Then,

we have the contribution com ing from the soft susy-breaking term s. There is a B-soft susy-breaking term com ing

from Eq.(11) and a contribution from the soft m asses,see Eq.(12). In order to evaluate the latter,one writes

m 1�1 = m 2
H u
e�K quint,and m 2�2 = m 2

H d
e�K quint,where m H u

= m H d
= m 0

3=2
atthe G UT scale.Thisdegeneracy islifted

by therenorm alisation group evolution asnecessarytoobtain theradiativebreakingoftheelectroweaksym m etry [26].

The totalHiggspotential,taking H 0
u and H 0

d realsincethey haveopposite hypercharges,reads

V H iggs = e�K quint

��

j�j
2
+ m

2
H u

��
�H 0

u

�
�2 +

�

j�j
2
+ m

2
H d

��
�H 0

d

�
�2 � 2�B (Q )

�
�H 0

u

�
�
�
�H 0

d

�
�

�

+
1

8

�
g
2 + g

02
���

�H 0
u

�
�2 �

�
�H 0

d

�
�2
�2

: (16)

Thenextstep isto perform them inim ization oftheHiggspotentialgiven by Eq.(16).In presenceofdark energy,the

m inim um becom esQ {dependentand theparticlesofthestandard m odelacquireaQ -dependentm ass.Straightforward

calculationsgive

e�K quint

�

j�j
2
+ m

2
H u

�

= �B (Q )
e�K quint

tan�
+
m 2

Z 0

2
cos(2�); (17)

e�K quint

�

j�j
2
+ m

2
H d

�

= �B (Q )e�K quint tan� �
m 2

Z 0

2
cos(2�); (18)

where we have de�ned the HiggsvevsashH 0
ui� vu,hH

0
di� vd,tan� � vu=vd,orvu = vsin� and vd = vcos� and

m Z 0 asthegaugeboson Z 0.Adding thetwo equationsforthem inim um ,weobtain a quadraticequation determ ining

tan�.The solution can easily be found and reads

tan�(Q ) =
2j�j2 + m 2

H u
(Q )+ m 2

H d
(Q )

2�B (Q )

�

1�

q

1� 4�2B 2(Q )
�
2j�j2 + m 2

H u
(Q )+ m 2

H d
(Q )

�� 2
�

: (19)
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A priori,thisequation isa transcendentalequation determ ining tan� astan� also appearsin the right-hand-sideof

the above form ula,m ore precisely in the Higgsm asses. Indeed,the two loop expression forthe renorm alized Higgs

m assesgives[27]

m
2
H u

(Q ) = m
2
H d
(Q )� 0:36

�

1+
1

tan2 �

� (
h

m
0
3=2 (Q )

i2
�

1�
1

2�

�

+ 8

h

m
0
1=2 (Q )

i2

+

�

0:28�
0:72

tan2 �

� h

A(Q )+ 2m 0
1=2

i2
)

; (20)

m
2
H d

(Q ) =

h

m
0
3=2 (Q )

i2
�

1�
0:15

4�

�

+
1

2

h

m
0
1=2 (Q )

i2
; (21)

wherem 0
1=2

isthegauginom assatG UT scale.However,Eq.(19)givestheleading ordercontribution ofan expansion

in 1=tan2 �. Aswe have seen in the text,the noscale situation issuch thatA(Q )and B (Q )are constantin Q and,

therefore,theHiggsm assgiven by Eqs.(20),(21)and hencetan� do notdepend on Q in thisparticularcase.Again,

thisisvery di�erentfrom the polynom ialcase where tan� isa Q -dependentquantity,see Eq.(2.31)ofRef.[22]for

the exactform ula.

From the equations(17)and (18),one can also deduce how the scale v �
p
v2u + v2

d
dependson the quintessence

�eld.Thisleadsto

v(Q )=
2e�K quint=2

p
g2 + g02

r �
�
�j�j

2
+ m 2

H u

�
�
�+ O

�
1

tan�

�

: (22)

Again,the noscale case isquite particular:the only Q {dependence isgiven by the factorexp(�K quint=2)in frontof

the wholeexpression.

Then,�nally,one hasforthe vevsofthe two Higgs

vu(Q ) =
v(Q )tan�(Q )
p
1+ tan2 �(Q )

= v(Q )+ O

�
1

tan2 �

�

; (23)

vd(Q ) =
v(Q )

p
1+ tan2 �(Q )

=
v(Q )

tan�
+ O

�
1

tan2 �

�

; (24)

atleading orderin 1=tan2 � (butifwe insertthe expression ofv,then vu and vd are only determ ined at�rstorder

in 1=tan�).Thisallowsusto deducethetwo kindsofferm ion m asses,depending on whetherthe ferm ionscoupleto

H u orH d

m F

u;a(Q )= �F

u;ae
�K quint=2vu(Q ); m F

d;a
(Q )= �F

d;a
e�K quint=2vd(Q ); (25)

where �F

u;a and �F

d;a
are the Yukawa coupling ofthe particle �a coupling eitherto H u orH d. The m assespick up a

exp(�K quint=2)dependencefrom theexpression ofv(Q )and anotherfactorexp(�K quint=2)from thede�nition ofthe

m assitself.Asa resultwe have m / exp(�K quint)/ Q � 3 in the no scale situation.ThisQ dependence isthe sam e

for particlesoftype \u" or \d" as tan� is a constant. This leads us to the m ain resultofthe section: in no scale

quintessencethe behaviorofthe standard m odelparticlem assesisuniversaland given by

m (Q )/
1

�
�1=2 (Q + Q y)

�3 / e�
p
6q
: (26)

In the nextsection,weinvestigatethe consequencesofthisdependence forgravity experim ents.

III. G R AV ITA T IO N A L T EST S A N D C H A M ELEO N S

Letusnow discusstheconsequencesofhavingQ -dependentm asses.Thiscan lead tostrongconstraintscom ingfrom

gravitationalexperim ents.Indeed,iftheno-scaledark energy potentialsobtained in theprevioussections,seeEq.(8)

forthequantity V
D E
,areoftherunawaytype(otherwise,in general,onecan show thatthecorrespondingcosm ological

m odelisnotinteresting since itbecom esequivalentto the case ofthe cosm ologicalconstant,fora speci�c exam ple,

see Ref.[22]),then this im plies that the m odulihave a m ass m Q � H0,i.e.ofthe order ofthe Hubble rate now.
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Thisim pliesthattherangeoftheforcem ediated by thequintessence�eld islargeand,forinstance,itinducesa �fth

forceand/ora violation ofthe weak equivalenceprinciple.In orderto satisfy the constraintscom ing from �fth force

experim entssuch astherecentCassinispacecraftexperim ent,onem ustrequirethattheEddington (post-Newtonian)

param eterj
 � 1j� 5� 10� 5,see Ref.[20].Ifonede�nesthe param eter�u;d by

�u;d(Q )�

�
�
�
�

dlnm F

u;d
(q)

dq

�
�
�
�; (27)

wherethederivativeistaken with respectto thenorm alized �eld q,then thedi�cultiesareavoided by im posing that

�2u;d � 10� 5 sinceonehas
 = 1+ 2�2u;d.In ourcase,Eq.(26)im plies

�u;d =
p
6: (28)

Thisresultisvalid fora gedanken experim entinvolving the gravitationale�ectson elem entary particles.Form acro-

scopicbodies,thee�ectscan bem oresubtleand willbediscussed later,seealso Ref.[22].O fcourse,theaboveresult

is in contradiction with the bounds on the existence ofa �fth force and on the violation ofthe weak equivalence

principle.

However,the above description is too naive because we have not taken into accountthe cham eleon e�ect in the

presence ofm atterwhich,in the fram ework used here,isnecessarily present.Indeed,in the presence ofsurrounding

m atterliketheatm osphereortheinter-planetary vacuum ,thee�ectivepotentialforthequintessence�eld ism odi�ed

by m atterand becom es

Ve�(Q )= V
D E
(Q )+ A(Q )�m at; (29)

where A(Q ) is the coupling ofthe quintessence �eld to m atter,i.e.the m ass ofm atter is proportionalto / A(Q ).

Thiscan lead to an e�ective m inim um forthe potentialeven though the Dark Energy potentialisrunaway. In our

case,seeEq.(26),we have

Ve�(Q )= V
D E
(Q )+

�
Q 0

Q

� 3

�m at = V
D E
(q)+ e�

p
6(q0� q)�m at; (30)

where we have norm alized the coupling to its present vacuum value when Q = Q 0. For runaway potentials,the

e�ective potentialpossessesa m inim um where

V
0

D E
(qm in)=

p
6e�

p
6(q0� qm in)�m at; (31)

and the m assatthe m inim um is

m
2
q = �

h

V
00

D E
(qm in)+

p
6V 0

D E
(qm in)

i

; (32)

which isalwaysoforderH 0,i.e.an alm ostm assless�eld.Thiswould lead an observable�fth force ifitwerenotfor

the possibility ofa thin shelle�ect.

Beforeturning to thisquestion,itisworth com m enting on the cham eleon e�ectin the SUG RA case,see Ref.[22].

Sinceitisa naturalconsequenceofthecouplingsbetween theobservableand dark sector,thecham eleon e�ectisalso

presentin this m odel. However,it is hidden by the susy breaking term m 2
3=2

Q 2,where m 3=2 is the gravitino m ass

which largely dom inatesthe term A(Q )�m at. In the no scale case,thanksto the very particularform ofthe K �ahler

potential,theabovesusy breaking term isnotpresentand a priorithecham eleon e�ectcan bee�cient.In any case,

in orderto study whetherno scalequintessenceisruled outornotbecauseofthegravity experim ents,itism andatory

to takeinto accountthe cham eleon phenom enon correctly.

A . T he T hin ShellM echanism

A theory,asdescribed before in thisarticle,where the particle m assdependson the quintessence �eld becom esa

scalartensortheory with the Lagrangian

S =

Z

d4x
p
� g

�
R

2�
�
1

2
g
��
@�q@�q� V

D E
(q)

�

+ Sm at

�
�a;A

2(q)g��
�
: (33)
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Then,the geodesicequation can be written as

d2x�

d�2
+ �

�

��

dx�

d�

dx�

d�
+ �q

@q

@x�
= 0; (34)

where �q � @lnA=@q.In the aboveequation,the Christo�elsym bolsare those associated with the m etric g��.The

lastterm ,which representsthenew forceoriginatingfrom thequintessence�eld,com esfrom thefactthatthegeodesic

equation isestablished forthe m etric appearing in the m atterLagrangian.Asisapparentfrom Eq.(33),thisone is

given by A 2(q)g�� and the presence ofthe A 2(q)factorisresponsible forthe new term in Eq.(34). Analyzing this

equation in the weak �eld regim e,one�ndsthatthe acceleration feltby a testparticle isgiven by

a = a
N
� �q

@q

@r
; (35)

wherea
N
isthe usualNewtonian acceleration (assum ing a sphericalbody,see below).

Let us now consider a situation where the gravitationalexperim ents are perform ed on a body em bedded in a

surrounding m edium . The body could be a sm allballofm etalin the atm osphere ora planetin the inter-planetary

vacuum . The e�ective potential(29) is notthe sam e inside the body and outside because �m atter is di�erent. The

e�ective potentialcan be approxim ated by

Ve� ’
1

2
m

2
q(q� qm in)

2
; (36)

where the m inim um qm in is determ ined by @Ve�=@q = 0 and the m ass is @2Ve�=@q
2 evaluated at q = qm in. As

already m entioned them inim um and them assaredi�erentinsideand outsidethebody.W edenoteby qb and m b the

m inim um and them assin thebody and by q1 and m 1 them inim um and them assofthee�ectivepotentialoutside

the body.Then,the K lein-G ordon equation reads

d2q

dr2
+
2

r

dq

dr
=
@Ve�

@q
; (37)

where r isa radialcoordinate. O fcourse,the �eld q should be continuousatr = R b where R b isthe radiusofthe

body. Notice that,in the K lein-G ordon equation,we have used canonicalkinetic term sin accordance with the fact

thatq isa canonically norm alized �eld.W ith an e�ective potentialgiven by Eq.(36),the solution ofEq.(37)reads

q= qm in +
A

r
e� m r +

B

r
em r

; (38)

whereA and B aretwoarbitraryconstant.Requiringthatqrem ainsbounded insideand outsidethebody and joining

the interiorand exteriorsolutions,onecan determ ine the com pletepro�lewhich can be expressed as

q< (r) = qb +
R b (q1 � qb)(1+ m 1 R b)

sinh(m bR b)[m 1 R b + m bR b coth(m bR b)]

sinh(m br)

r
; r� Rb ; (39)

q> (r) = q1 + R b (qb � q1 )
m bR b coth(m bR b)� 1

[m 1 R b + m bR b coth(m bR b)]

e� m 1 (r� R b)

r
; r� Rb : (40)

A typicalpro�leisrepresented in Fig.1.

W e arenow in a position to estim atethe acceleration caused by the quintessence�eld.Assum ing,asisalwaysthe

casein practice,thatm b � m 1 ,m bR b � 1,onehas

@q> (r)

@r
’ �

R b

r2
(q1 � qb); (41)

from which wededuce thatthe acceleration feltby a testparticleisgiven by

a = �
G m b

r2

�

1+
�q (q1 � qb)

�
N

�

; (42)

where�
N
= G m b=R b istheNewtonian potentialatthesurfaceofthebody.Therefore,thetheory iscom patiblewith

gravity testsif

�q (q1 � qb)

�
N

� 1: (43)
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FIG .1: Pro�le ofthe canonically norm alized quintessence �eld inside and outside a sphericalbody according to Eqs.(39)

and (40).Asexplained in the text,R b isthe radiusofthe body and qb isthe value ofthe quintessence �eld inside the body.

W e see thatthe gravity testsare notsensitive to �q butto the com bination �q (q1 � qb)=� N
. Hence,even if�q is

quite large,ifthe new factor(q1 � qb)=� N
issm allthen the m odelcan be com patible.Thisisthe thin shelle�ect.

In ourcase,as�q =
p
6,thisim pliesthatthem oduli�eldsm ustbesm allin orderto satisfy thethin shellproperty.

In general,the Newton potentialis very sm all,im plying that the m oduli�eld q m ust be sm alltoo. This strongly

dependson theshapeofthepotentialand,therefore,on thesuperpotentialin them odulisector.In the following we

willgive two exam pleswhich do notlead to a thin shell. These exam pleshave a well-m otivated superpotential. In

non generic cases,no generalobstruction to the existence ofa thin shellexistsand,therefore,one m ay �nd m oduli

superpotentialleading both to quintessenceand a thin-shell.

B . G augino C ondensation and Q uintessence

In orderto go further,and to perform a quantitativecalculation,onem ustspecify thedark energy potentialwhich

requiresan explicitform forthe superpotential.

In string com pacti�cations,on top oftheK �ahlerm odulitherearecom plex structurem oduliand thestring dilaton.

These�eldscanbestabilized once
uxeshavebeen introduced.Thisleadstoasuperpotentialforthecom plexstructure

m oduliand thedilaton.Thecom plex structurem oduliand thedilaton lead to a supersym m etricvacuum wherethey

are�xed and thesuperpotentialbecom esaconstant.W earethusleftwith theK �ahlerm oduliasa
atdirection.O nce

D 7 branesareintroduced in thesetting,non-perturbativegaugedynam icssuch asgaugino condensation im pliesthat

a superpotentialforthe K �ahlerm oduliisgenerated.O n the whole the dynam icsofthe K �ahlerm oduliare governed

by the following superpotential[28]

W = M
3
h

w0 + cexp

�

� ��
1=2

Q

�i

; (44)

wherew0,cand � arefreeand positivedim ensionlessconstants.Itisim m ediateto �nd thatthepotentialVquint reads

Vquint(Q )=
�M 6c2�

2
�
�1=2Q

�2e
� ��

1=2
Q

�
w0

c
+ e� ��

1=2
Q

�
�

3
�
1=2

Q + 1

��

: (45)

Then,one should takeinto accountthe correctionscom ing from the susy breaking term s.Using Eq.(8),one arrives

at

V
D E
(Q )=

�M 6c2�

2
�
�1=2Q

�2e
� ��

1=2
Q

�
w0

c
+

M
S

c�M 3
+ e� ��

1=2
Q

�
�

3
�
1=2

Q + 1

��

: (46)
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The e�ective potentialhas no m inim um so no cham eleon m echanism is possible. Indeed,itis easy to dem onstrate

thatV
D E
(Q )isa decreasingfunction (for� > 0 which isclearly thecaseofphysicalinterest)asexp

�
�
p
6q
�
is.Hence,

thism odelisruled outgravitationally.

C . N on-R enorm alisable Potential

A class of potential with phenom enological interest can be obtained if the quintessence �eld Q has a non-

renorm alisable superpotential. Although this is not what is expected from string theory, we willconsider as it

leadsto very appealing quintessentialproperties.Therefore,wechoose

W = �
M 3

n
(�1=2Q )n ; (47)

Using Eq.(3),straightforward calculationslead to the following form

Vquint(Q )=
�M 6

6n
(n � 3)

�

�
1=2

Q

�2n� 3
=
�M 6

6n
(n � 3)exp

"

� (2n � 3)

r
2

3
q

#

: (48)

Thisleadsto a satisfying exponentialpotentialwhen n > 3.Thesepotentialshavebeen thoroughly studied and lead

to theexistenceoflong tim eattractors[10,11].Again,therunaway featureofthepotentialim pliesthatitisa good

quintessencecandidate.Then,asexpressed by Eq.(8),theshapeofthequintessencepotentialism odi�ed by thesoft

term spresentin the dark sector.O neobtains

V
D E
(Q ) =

�M 6

6n
(n � 3)

�

�
1=2

Q

�2n� 3
+
1

2
M

S
M

3
�

�
1=2

Q

�n� 3
; (49)

=
�M 6

6n
(n � 3)exp

"

� (2n � 3)

r
2

3
q

#

+
1

2
M

S
M

3 exp

"

� (n � 3)

r
2

3
q

#

: (50)

As already discussed,the correction is proportionalto the susy breaking scale M
S
. It has the structure ofa two

exponentialpotential. As q getslarge,the second term ofthe potentialdom inatesand leadsto acceleration in the

m atterera provided 2=3(n � 3)2 < 4 i.e.n � 3+
p
6.In thiscase,the future ofourUniversewould be with 
Q = 1

with an equation ofstate

wQ = � 1+
2(n � 3)2

9
; (51)

which iscloseto � 1 when n iscloseto 3.Finally,the e�ective potentialforthism odelreads

Ve�(q)=
1

2
M

S
M

3e� (n� 3)
p

2

3
q + e

p
6qe�

p
6q0�m at: (52)

From thisexpression onecan deduceqm in and the m assofthe �eld atthe m inim um .O ne�nds

qm in =
1

n

r
3

2

�
p
6q0 + ln

�
(n � 3)M

S
M 3

6�m at

��

; m
2 =

n(n � 3)

3

M
S
M 3

m 2
P l

�
n � 3

n

M
S
M 3

�m at

e
p
6q0

� (3� n)=n

: (53)

As an exam ple,let us consider the Earth in our localneighborhood ofthe galaxy. W e have M
S
� 103G eV,M ’

10� 12G eV,�� ’ 4� 10� 17G eV
4
and �1 ’ 4� 10� 42G eV

4
.Forn = 4and q0 = 1,thisgivesq� ’ � 11:5and q1 ’ 6:1.

Since m � ’ 3:3� 1051G eV and R � ’ 6� 108cm ,onegets�� ’ 1:4� 10� 8 and therefore

�q (q1 � qb)

�
N

’ 3� 109 � 1: (54)

Sincem 1 ’ 2� 10� 28eV � 10� 3eV,therangeofthecorrespondingforceisvery big.Theconclusion isthat,although

we have a cham eleon m echanism which rendersthe analysisofthe gravity testsnon trivial,thisone isnote�cient

enough and the corresponding m odelisruled out.
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IV . C O N C LU SIO N :A N O -G O T H EO R EM FO R Q U IN T ESSEN C E?

W e have presented m odels of m oduliquintessence. Despite the large gravitationalcoupling of the m odulito

m atterin thesem odels,a cham eleon m echanism isatplay and could renderthem odelscom patiblewith gravitational

experim ents. Unfortunately,in realistic cases such as gaugino condensation or non-renorm alisable superpotentials,

the cham eleon phenom enon isnotstrong enough to savethe m odels.

O necan deducea no-go theorem (m odulo,ofcourse,theassum ptionsm adein thisarticle,in particularthatofthe

separate sectors)showing the incom patibility between quintessence in supergravity and gravity tests. Let us com e

back to thegeneralstructureofthescalarpotential.Asshown in Ref.[19],seeEq.(2.18),itcan alwaysbewritten as

V
D E
(Q )= �M

6
v1(�

1=2
Q )+ M

S
M

3
v2(�

1=2
Q )+

M 2

S

�
e�K

�

�K
Q Q

y

K Q K Q y � 3

�

+
X

i

jFzij
2
; (55)

where we have chosen to em phasize the various com binations of scales appearing in this expression and where,

consequently,v1(�
1=2Q )and v2(�

1=2Q )are dim ensionlessfunctions,a priorioforderone atpresenttim e. The last

term containsthe F-term softhe hidden sector.

Letusconsider�rstm odelswhere the K �ahlerpotentialcan be expanded around Q = 0. Aftera K �ahlertransfor-

m ation,one can alwaysexpand

K quint = Q Q
y + � � � ; (56)

where � � � representPlanck suppressed operatorswhich,atpresenttim e,are notnecessarily negligible since we have

hQ i� m
P l
now.Itisim m ediateto seethatatleading order,the quintessence�eld picksup a softbreaking m ass

V
D E
(Q )= �M

6
v1(�

1=2
Q )+ M

S
M

3
v2(�

1=2
Q )+ m

2
3=2jQ j

2 � M
S
M

3
v2(�

1=2
Q )+ m

2
3=2jQ j

2
; (57)

where we have used that M
S
/ m 3=2 and have im posed

P

i
jFzij

2 = 3m 2
3=2

�� 1 in order to cancelthe intolerably

largecontribution to the cosm ologicalconstantcom ing from thehidden sector.Thelastequality originatesfrom the

condition M
S
� �M 3.From Eq.(57),we see thatthe potentialacquiresa m inim um since,in general,the functions

v1 and v2 are ofthe runaway type,i.e.decreasing with Q .The value ofthe m inim um iscontrolled by the scalesM ,

M
S
and m 3=2. Due to the large value ofm 3=2 com pared to the quintessence �eld,the m inim um isgenerically sm all

in Planck units. The scale M istuned to geta m inim um value forthe potentialoforder

�
�cri. Atthism inim um ,

the m assofthe quintessence �eld ism 3=2 largeenough to evade allthe gravitationaltests.Now,cosm ologically,the

steepnessofthe quadratic potentialin Q im pliesthatthe �eld m usthave settled atthe m inim um before Big Bang

Nucleosynthesis (BBN).Ifnot,the energy density ofthe quintessence �eld would exceed the M eV energy scale of

BBN.In practice,the potentialis constant since BBN,i.e.equivalent to a cosm ologicalconstant. Notice that the

coupling ofthe quintessence �eld to m atter induces a correction to the potentialin ��m atjQ j
2 which is negligible

com pared to m 3=2jQ j
2,hence no cham eleon e�ect.

O necan circum ventthisargum entby taking singularpotentialswherethepotentialterm in jW j2 isconstant.O ne

can choose

K quint = �
n

�
ln

h

�
1=2

�
Q + Q

y
�i

: (58)

In thiscase,n= 3 form oduliand n= 1 forthe dilaton.Fine-tuning ofthe cosm ologicalconstantrequires

X

i

jFzij
2 = (3� n)m23=2�

� 1
; (59)

leaving

V
D E
(Q )= �M

6
v1(�

1=2
Q )+ M

S
M

3
v2(�

1=2
Q )� M

S
M

3
v2(�

1=2
Q ): (60)

No m assterm appearsforthe quintessence �eld. The dynam icsare sim ilarto the no-scale case with a contribution

from the m atterdensity.The m assofthe quintessence �eld atthe m inim um ofthe m atter-dependentpotentialisof

orderH 0. M oreoverthe thin-shelle�ectisonly presentforsm allvaluesofthe norm alized scalar�eld q,a situation

which requiresa non-genericquintessencesuperpotential(otherwiseq� 1 generically).

W econcludethatunderbroad circum stances,onecannotobtain a com patibility between quintessenceand gravity

testsin supergravity.Eitherthe dynam icsare equivalentto a cosm ologicalconstantorgravity testsare notevaded.
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O nepossibility isto relinquish theassum ption on theK �ahlerpotential(threedecoupled K �ahlerpotentials).W ork on

thispossibility (sequestered m odelsand others)isin progress.
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