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A bstract

W econstructN = 1 supergravity m odelswherethegaugesym m etry and supersym -

m etry are both spontaneously broken, with naturally vanishing classicalvacuum

energy and unsuppressed G oldstino com ponentsalong gauge non-singletdirections.

W ediscusssom ephysically interestingsituationswheresuch am echanism could play

a role,and identify the breaking ofa grand-uni�ed gauge group asthe m ostlikely

possibility. W e show that,even when the gravitino m assism uch sm aller than the

scale m X ofgauge sym m etry breaking,im portantfeaturescan be m issed ifwe �rst

naively integrateoutthedegreesoffreedom ofm assO (m X ),in thelim itofunbroken

supersym m etry,and then describe the super-Higgs e�ect in the resulting e�ective

theory.W ealso com m enton possibleconnectionswith extended supergravitiesand

realistic four-dim ensionalstring constructions.
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1. Ifspace-tim e supersym m etry plays a role in the uni�cation ofallfundam ental

interactions(fora review and references,seee.g.[1]),them ajorobstacleto theconstruc-

tion ofa predictive theory beyond theStandard M odelisthe problem ofsupersym m etry

breaking.W hilstusefultheoreticaltoolscan bedeveloped by studying m odelswith global

supersym m etry,theonly realisticfram ework forthediscussion ofsuch aproblem isN = 1

supergravity,regarded asthe low-energy lim itofa consistent quantum theory including

gravity.

In supergravity,gravitationalinteractionsare alwaysrelevantin the discussion ofthe

super-Higgsphenom enon,and we m ust face the highly non-trivialrequirem ent ofa suf-

�ciently sm allcosm ologicalconstant. In this respect,prom ising starting points are the

N = 1 supergravity m odels characterized by a positive{sem i-de�nite classicalpotential,

with allm inim a corresponding to broken supersym m etry and vanishing vacuum energy,

and thegravitino m asssliding along som eatdirection [2,3].

Along this line ofthought,attention has m ainly concentrated on the case in which

both the Goldstino �eld and the atdirections are singlets under the fullgauge group.

Onlyrecently,thepossibility wasconsidered ofbreakingsupersym m etry and SU(2)� U(1)

atonce,with naturally vanishing vacuum energy [4]: an explicitm odelofthiskind was

produced,butthegaugeand Yukawa interactionsoftheGoldstino weresuppressed down

to gravitationalstrength,O (m 3=2=M P),by m ixing e�ects involving som e singlet m oduli

�elds.

In this paper,we exam ine the possibility ofbreaking the gauge sym m etry together

with supersym m etry,with anaturallyvanishingclassicalvacuum energyand unsuppressed

Goldstino com ponentsalong gauge non-singletdirections. In section 2,we presenta toy

m odelthatprovidesan existence proofforthispossibility and allowsa num berofissues

ofgeneralrelevance to be discussed in a sim pli�ed setting. In section 3,we discusshow

ourresultscould beextended to m orerealisticsituations:thebreaking oftheelectroweak

sym m etry,ofa grand-uni�ed sym m etry,orofa gaugesym m etry ofa strongly interacting

hidden sector. In section 4,we conclude with som e com m ents on the possible connec-

tionswith extended supergravities and four-dim ensionalstring m odels. To im prove the

readability ofthetext,wehavecollected som eusefulform ulaein an Appendix.

2. Consideran N = 1 supergravity m odelcontaining three chiralsuper�elds,whose

com plex spin 0 com ponentsparam etrizetheK�ahlerm anifold:

"
SU(1;1)

U(1)

#

S

�

"
SO (2;2)

SO (2)� SO (2)

#

T;U

’

"
SU(1;1)

U(1)

#3

S;T;U

: (1)

TheK�ahlerpotentialcan beconveniently written as1

K = � logY ; (2)

1Unlessotherwisestated,weuse thestandard supergravity conventionswhereM P � 1=
p
8�G N = 1.
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where,using oneoftheparam etrizationsofSO (2;2)=[SO (2)� SO (2)]’ [SU(1;1)=U(1)]2

discussed in theAppendix,

Y =
�

S + S
� �

T + T
� �

U + U
�

: (3)

Thisparam etrization hastheadvantagethataconstantsuperpotential,w = k 6= 0(where

itisnotrestrictive to choose k realand positive),givesan identically vanishing classical

potentialwith a non-vanishing gravitino m ass

e
G =

k2
�

S + S
� �

T + T
� �

U + U
� : (4)

On the otherhand,ifone sticksto thisparam etrization one cannotintroduce any gauge

sym m etry acting linearly butnon-trivially on the�elds.

Asdiscussed in theAppendix,onecan m oveto an alternativeparam etrization,

Y =
�

S + S
� �

1� jH1j
2
� �

1� jH2j
2
�

: (5)

Theconstantsuperpotentialw = k would now becom e

w =
k

2
(1+ H 1)(1+ H 2): (6)

The K�ahler potentialcorresponding to eq.(5) is invariant under two continuous U(1)

groups,whosegeneratorswillbedenoted by X 1 and X 2,acting linearly butnon-trivially

on the �eldsH 1 and H 2. One could think ofgauging som e non-anom alouscom bination

ofthem ,butsuch an attem ptm ustfacethefactthatthesuperpotentialofeq.(6)would

explicitly break gauge-invariance.

A possibleway outisto replacethesuperpotentialofeq.(6)by

w = k

�

1+

q

H 1H 2

�2

: (7)

Theam biguity in therelativephasebetween thetwoterm swithin bracketscan berem oved

by aphaserede�nition oftheH 1;2 �elds.Them odelde�ned by eqs.(5)and (7)adm itsthe

gaugegroup G 0 = U(1)X ifoneassignsto(S;H 1;H 2)the(arbitrarily norm alized)charges,

corresponding to thecom bination X � X1 � X2:

X (S)= 0; X (H 1)= � 1=2; X (H2)= +1=2: (8)

W e�x thearbitrarinessin thechoiceofthegaugekineticfunction by taking,forthetim e

being,f = S (alternativechoiceswillbediscussed attheend ofthissection).Then awell-

behaved gaugecouplingand K�ahlerm etricrequires� S + S > 0and eitherjH1j;jH 2j< 1

orjH 1j;jH 2j> 1.M oreover,analyticity ofthesuperpotentialexcludesfrom theacceptable

�eld con�gurationsthelinesH 1 = 0 and H 2 = 0.Thecontinuous[SU(1;1)]3 sym m etry of

theK�ahlerm anifold isexplicitly broken by thesuperpotentialw and by thegaugekinetic
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function f,with theexception oftheU(1)X gaugesym m etry.Itisalsointerestingtonotice

thatthe discrete transform ations(H 1 ! 1=H 1;H 2 ! 1=H 2)and (H 1 ! H 2;H 2 ! H 1),

which arenotcontained in [SU(1;1)]3,arealso sym m etriesofthem odel.

Thefullclassicalpotentialforourm odelreadsV0 = VF + VD ,where

VF =
k2

s

(jH 1j� jH2j)
2(1+ jH 1jjH 2j)j1+

p
H 1H 2j

2

jH 1jjH 2j(1� jH1j
2)(1� jH2j

2)
; (9)

VD =
1

4s

(jH 1j
2 � jH2j

2)2

(1� jH1j
2)2(1� jH2j

2)2
: (10)

Itiseasy to see thatV0 ispositive sem i-de�nite,and adm itsa continuum ofdegenerate

m inim a with broken gauge sym m etry,broken supersym m etry and vanishing vacuum en-

ergy,corresponding to arbitrary jH 1j= jH 2jand S.Itm ay beusefulto reinterpretthese

atdirectionsin term sofcontinuoussym m etriesoftheclassicalpotentialand ofitsm in-

im ization conditions.The only continuoussym m etry ofV0,besidesthe gauged U(1)X ,is

the non-com pactU(1)corresponding to im aginary translationsofthe S �eld [the U(1)
X̂

associated with X̂ � X1 + X 2 isan invariance ofVD butnotofVF ]. However,the m in-

im ization conditionsVF = VD = 0 de�ning the classicalvacua inheritassym m etriesthe

full[SU(1;1)]S,and com m on phase rotationsand rescalings ofH 1 and H 2,correspond-

ing to thecom plexi�cation ofU(1)
X̂
:we then expectfourm asslessrealspin-0 degreesof

freedom ,besidesthewould-beGoldstoneboson ofthebroken U(1)X .

In orderto exam ine the classicalm odulispace ofourtheory,we recallthatthere are

in principlethreeindependentgauge-invariantVEVs,jH 1j,jH 2jand �� arg(H1H 2).The

m inim ization condition V0 = 0 requiresjH 1j= jH 2j� h,so we need h and � to labelthe

physically inequivalent vacua (apartfrom the residualredundancy due to the unbroken

discretesym m etries).

The order param eters for gauge and supersym m etry breaking are the vector boson

m ass

m
2

X =
2h2

s(1� h2)2
; (11)

and thegravitino m ass

m
2

3=2 =
k2j1+ ei�=2hj4

s(1� h2)2
; (12)

respectively.Inthespin-0sector,theonlym assivestatecorrespondstoRe[(H 1� H2)e
� i�=2],

with m ass

m
2

0
= m

2

X + m
2

3=2

2(1+ h2)(1� h2)2

h2j1+ hei�=2j2
: (13)

In the spin-1/2 sector,a 4� 4 m assm atrix describesthe m ixing ofthe �elds~S, ~H 1,

~H 2 and ~X (gaugino),which hereareunderstood to bealready canonically norm alized.It

isparticularly convenientto introducethesym m etric and antisym m etric higgsino com bi-

nations, ~H S � (~H 1 + ~H 2)=
p
2 and ~H A � (~H 1 � ~H 2)=

p
2,becausethe4� 4 ferm ionicm ass

m atrix can then be decom posed into two 2� 2 blocks,one for(~S;~H S)and the otherfor
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(~H A;~X ). The �rstblock hasa vanishing eigenvalue corresponding to the Goldstino and

another eigenvalue m 2
1 = m 2

3=2
. The (canonically norm alized) Goldstino can be written

as ~�= (~S +
p
2ei� ~H S)=

p
3,where ei� = (1+ ei�=2h)=(1+ e� i�=2h).Notice that,since the

Goldstino com ponentalong ~H S isunsuppressed,we obtain a gravitino with interactions

ofgaugestrength via its� 1=2 helicity com ponents[5].Thesecond block haseigenvalues

m
2

2;3 = m
2

X + m
2

3=2

"

1+
(1+ h2)(1� h2)2

2h2j1+ hei�=2j2

#

�
1+ h2

h
m 3=2

v
u
u
t m 2

3=2

(1� h2)4

4h2j1+ hei�=2j4
+ m 2

X :

(14)

Observethat,in them odelunderconsideration,

StrM 2(h;�;S)�
X

i

(� 1)2Ji(2Ji+ 1)m 2

i(h;�;S)= � 10m2

3=2; (15)

where the only dependence on the variables h,� and S is the im plicit one through the

gravitino m ass. Such a property is phenom enologically welcom e,since it m ay allow for

a naturalcancellation ofthe quadratically divergentquantum correctionsto the vacuum

energy from othersectorsofthetheory [3].Forexam ple,wecould add n chiralsuper�elds

z,with canonicalkinetic term s and superpotentialat least quadratic in z: in this case

wewould obtain,around them inim a with z= 0,an additionalcontribution �StrM 2 =

2nm 2

3=2
.

W e would like to stress that,asexpected,the m ass spectrum is invariantunder the

discrete transform ation h ! 1=h;� ! � �,so it willnot be restrictive to study it for

0< h < 1.

Som e interesting lim its ofour m odelare h ! 0 (equivalent to h ! 1 ) and h ! 1

(with �,k and s �xed).

Forh ! 0weobtainm 2
X ! 0,m 2

3=2
! k2=s,i.e.unbrokengaugesym m etrywithbroken

supersym m etry2.Observe that,in thislim it,m 2
0 ! 2m 2

3=2
=h2 + :::,m 2

2 ! m 2

3=2
=h2 + :::,

where the dots stand for term s that do not diverge in the lim it. Reintroducing explic-

itly the Planck m ass for clarity,for h �
q

m 3=2M P there are supersym m etry-breaking

m asssplittings �m 2 m uch largerthan m 2

3=2
,with couplingsoforder�m 2=(m 3=2M P )�

m 3=2M P =h
2 � 1,and weend up with a strongly interacting Goldstino.

For any �xed � 6= 2�,the lim it h ! 1 corresponds (form ally) to m axim ally broken

gauge sym m etry and supersym m etry,i.e. m 2
X ;m

2

3=2
! 1 . This is not the case forthe

specialvalue�= 2�,forwhich h ! 1 correspondsto m 2
X ! 1 butm 2

3=2
! 0.

Itm ay beusefultorephrasethepreviousresultsin thealternative(T;U)param etriza-

tion:theclassicalvacua correspond to T = U,and thesingularpointsto T = U = 1 and

T + T = U + U = 0;1 .

Anotherphysically interesting lim itisthecasein which m 3=2 � m X (which isrealized,

for exam ple,for k � 1 and h generic). In this case one can write down a low-energy

2 Notice that the superpotentialw, restricted to the classicalm odulispace,is singular at h = 0,

with m onodrom y (H 1 ! � H 1;H 2 ! � H 2),corresponding to (T ! 1=T;U ! 1=U )in the alternative

param etrization.
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e�ective �eld theory forthelightm odes.Such a theory hasno residualgaugesym m etry,

and itschiralsuperm ultipletcontentconsistsonly ofS and H S � (H1 + H 2)=
p
2. After

an innocuousrescaling H S !
p
2H S,itsK�ahlerpotentialand superpotentialaregiven by

Y = (S + S)(1� jHSj
2)2; w = k(1+ H S)

2
; (16)

and givean identically vanishing classicalpotential.Noticethatthise�ectivetheory can-

notcorrectly reproducethesingularbehaviourofthefulltheory forh ! 0:astrivialasit

sounds,thism ay be interpreted asa warning forthe discussion ofm odularcovariantsu-

perpotentialsin superstringse�ectivesupergravities.Noticealso that,when m 3=2 � m X ,

in thee�ectivetheory below thescalem X wewould �nd StrM 2 = � 6m2
3=2
,which di�ers

from eq.(15):thisisjustrem inding usthatStrM 2 isa physically m eaningfulobject,in

relation with the stability ofthe atbackground and ofpossible gauge hierarchies,only

when com puted overallstatesofthefundam entaltheorythatgetsupersym m etry-breaking

m asssplittings.

Onecould also considerm orecom plicated lim itsinvolving com binationsofk,s,h and

�,butweshallnotpursuethistypeofconsiderationsfurther.

Before leaving ourtoy m odelforthe discussion ofm ore realistic situations,we would

like to com m enton som e possible variants. One m ay ask ifthere are form softhe gauge

kinetic function f,m ore generalthan f = S,that respect gauge invariance and allow

forStrM 2 = (constant)m 2

3=2
. On the vacua with � = 0 and S real,a classoffunctions

satisfying thisrequirem entis

f =

 

S
1�

p
H 1H 2

1+
p
H 1H 2

!� c=2

� ’

 

S
1+

p
H 1H 2

1�
p
H 1H 2

!

; (17)

wherecisan arbitrary realconstantand ’(z)isan arbitrary holom orphicfunction.The

originalchoice f = S is recovered for c = � 1 and ’(z) =
p
z. For the generalgauge

kineticfunction ofeq.(17),thesupertraceform ula ofeq.(15)becom es

StrM 2(h;�= 0;S)= � 2(4+ c
2)m 2

3=2: (18)

Asacuriosity,observethat,choosing’(z)= zc=2,wegetf = [(1+
p
H 1H 2)=(1�

p
H 1H 2)]

c.

Thetransform ation(H 1 ! � H1;H 2 ! � H2),associatedwiththem onodrom yofw around

h = 0,would correspond in thiscaseto a weak/strong coupling duality f ! 1=f.

Anotherpossibility isto look fordi�erentgaugingsofthe sigm a m odelunderconsid-

eration.Forexam ple,onecould m aketheadditional�eld rede�nition S = (1� z)=(1+ z),

and introduce the superpotentialw = k[1 + (zH 1H 2)
1=3]3. This would allow two inde-

pendentU(1)factorsto be gauged,producing a positive{sem i-de�nite potential,broken

supersym m etry atallclassicalvacua,and lessatdirectionsthan in them odelde�ned by

eqs.(5)and (7).Asa candidateform forthegaugekinetic function fab (a;b= 1;2),itis

interesting to considerin thiscasefab = ka�abf[1+ (zH 1H 2)
1=3]=[1� (zH1H 2)

1=3]gr,which

gives,on thevacua with z = H 1 = H 2 2 R + ,a gaugino m assm 1=2 = rm 3=2,and hasalso

interesting propertieswith respectto weak/strong coupling duality.
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Yet another variant would consist in rem oving the S �eld (either explicitly or by

introducing a superpotentialthat gives a VEV to its scalar com ponent without giving

a VEV to its auxiliary com ponent),and in assigning to the �elds (H 1;H 2) the K�ahler

potentialK = � (3=2)log[(1� jH1j
2)(1� jH2j

2)]andthesuperpotentialw = k(1+
p
H 1H 2)

3.

Choosingf = L[(1+
p
H 1H 2)=(1�

p
H 1H 2)]

c,with L arbitrary constantand c2 R ,would

give a gaugino m assm 1=2 = cm 3=2 atallm inim a with H 1 = H 2 2 R ;the choice c= � 1

and L 2 R would guaranteem 2

1=2
= m 2

3=2
atallm inim a,corresponding tojH 1j= jH 2j,but

would break thediscrete invarianceunder(H 1 ! 1=H 1;H 2 ! 1=H 2).

3. Supergravity m odels ofthe type considered in the previous section,with gauge

sym m etry and N = 1supersym m etry both spontaneously broken,and naturally vanishing

classicalvacuum energy,can be obtained by the following procedure. First,one selects

a K�ahler m anifold forthe sym m etry-breaking sector. ForK�ahler m anifolds ofthe type

G=H ,where H isthe m axim alcom pactsubgroup ofG,one choosesthe gauge group G 0

as a subgroup ofH (this can be obviously generalized to a factorized m anifold ofthe

type G=H � M ,where M isa sub-m anifold param etrized by som e gauge-singlet�elds).

To ensure m anifest gauge-invariance, it is convenient to work in a param etrization of

G=H where H is linearly realized. For exam ple,in the case where G = SU(m ;n) and

H = SU(m )� SU(n)� U(1),the scalar �elds can be described by an m � n com plex

m atrix Z,with theK�ahlerpotentialforG=H given by [6]

K = � logdet
�

1� ZZ
y
�

; (19)

where1denotestheunitm � m m atrix;K ism anifestlyinvariantunderthetransform ations

Z
0= e

i�
UZV

y
; (20)

where � isa realparam eter,and U and V areSU(m )and SU(n)m atrices,respectively.

Anotherim portantexam ple,which appearsin thee�ectivesupergravity theoriesofm any

four-dim ensionalstring constructions,corresponds to G = SO (2;n)and H = SO (2)�

SO (n). The scalar �elds are described by the n-dim ensionalcom plex vector y. The

K�ahlerpotentialreads[8]

K = � logdet
�

1� 2yyy+ jy
T
yj

2
�

; (21)

and ism anifestly invariantunderthetransform ations

y
0= e

i�
O y; (22)

where�isarealparam eterand O isan SO (n)m atrix.In theparam etrizationsspeci�ed by

eqs.(19)and (21),thefullH subgroup ofG islinearly realized and theK�ahlerpotential

is strictly gauge-invariant. One then looks for a gauge-invariant superpotentialw that

breakssim ultaneously supersym m etry and the gaugesym m etry with naturally vanishing

6



vacuum energy.Needlessto say,additionalphysicalcriteria can beused to constrain the

possible form softhe superpotential: we have in m ind,forexam ple,generalized duality

sym m etriesand singularity structure ofstringse�ective supergravities(fora review and

referencesseee.g.[7]).Onecan then coupleadditionalsectorsofthetheory,which do not

take partin the sym m etry breaking m echanism ,by specifying theircontributionsto the

K�ahlerpotentialand to thesuperpotential.

W enow discusssom ephysically relevantsituationswhere thegeneralm echanism dis-

cussed abovem ay beatwork.

The �rst possibility that com es to m ind is to associate the breaking ofsupersym -

m etry with the breaking ofthe electroweak gauge sym m etry,SU(2)L � U(1)Y ,in the

M inim alSupersym m etric extension ofthe Standard M odel(M SSM ) coupled to N = 1

supergravity.SincetheM SSM Higgssectorcontainsthetwo doubletsH 1 � (H0
1
;H

�
1 )and

H 2 � (H+

2 ;H
0
2
),a naturalchoiceisto considertheK�ahlerm anifold

SO (2;4)

SO (2)� SO (4)
’

SU(2;2)

SU(2)� SU(2)� U(1)
; (23)

param etrized by the2� 2 com plex m atrix3

Z �

 
H 0

1
H

+

2

H
�
1 H 0

2

!

; (24)

with theK�ahlerpotentialofeq.(19).To recovertheusualSU(2)L � U(1)Y gaugetrans-

form ationsofthedoubletsH 1 and H 2,with param eters�A (A = 1;2;3)and �Y ,onem ust

considereq.(20)with �= 0,U = exp(i� A�
A =2),and V = exp(i�Y �

3=2).Inspired by the

structureofstring e�ectivesupergravitiesand by theanalogy with ourtoy m odel,wealso

introducea singlet�eld S,param etrizing a factorized SU(1;1)=U(1)m anifold;weassum e

a gauge-invariantsuperpotentialoftheform

w0 = k
�

1+
p
detZ

�2
; (25)

which representstheobviousgeneralization oftheoneofeq.(7).Thisleadsto a positive{

sem i-de�nitetree-levelpotential,identically vanishing forarbitrary s and

Z = he
i�=2

A : (26)

In eq.(26),h and � are arbitrary realnum bers,and A is an arbitrary SU(2) m atrix,

which can bereabsorbed by an SU(2)L � U(1)Y gaugetransform ation.Thustheclassical

m odulispacein theZ sector,describing thebroken phasein which only U(1)em survives,

can be param etrized in term s of h and �. W ith the choice fab = �abS (g2 = g02 =

2=s),the spectrum is an obvious generalization ofthe toy-m odelone. Notice that,for

O (1) gauge couplings, to obtain m W ;Z=M P � 10� 16 one m ust choose h=M P � 10� 16,

3An analogousdescription,in the absenceofgravity,can be found in [9].
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leading to m 3=2=M P � k=
p
s. The tree-levelsupersym m etry-breaking m ass splittingsin

the gauge-Higgs sector are either vanishing or oforder �m 2 � m2
3=2
M 2

P=h
2. Thus for

m 3=2 � h2=M P � 10� 4 eV the non-vanishing splittingsare oforderh and the Goldstino

couplings are oforder unity,whereas for m 3=2 � h one gets non-vanishing splittings of

orderM P and Goldstino couplingsoutsidetheperturbativeregim e.

To com plete the m odel,one should also specify the K�ahler potentialand the super-

potentialinvolving the quark and lepton super�eldsz.Ifm 3=2 � h2=M P,one hasto face

thesam eproblem asin them odelswith spontaneously broken globalsupersym m etry:one

typically obtainsatleastone squark ofcharge 1=3 lighterthan the corresponding quark

[10],which isexcluded by the presentexperim entalbounds.Ifm 3=2 � h,one can obtain

an acceptable spectrum ofsquarks and sleptons,forexam ple choosing canonicalkinetic

term sand a superpotential

w = w0

 

1+
hU QU cH 2 + hD QD cH 1 + hE LE cH 1

p
detZ

!

; (27)

wherew0 isthesuperpotentialofeq.(25).However,thepresenceofhugem asssplittingsof

orderM P in thegauge-Higgssector,associated with non-perturbativeGoldstinocouplings,

doesnotallow usto controlthequantum corrections.Ifwenaively com putetheone-loop

correctionstothee�ectivepotential,im aginingm 3=2 �xed and consideringonlytheleading

h-dependence,we �nd thatthe classicaldegeneracy isrem oved to give h � m3=2 atthe

one-loop m inim um ,butwecannottrustthisresultin theabsenceoftoolstocontrolhigher

orderand non-perturbativee�ects.

In sum m ary,the structure discussed for the toy m odeldoes not seem suitable for a

directapplication to SU(2)L � U(1)Y breaking.Fora m oresatisfactory description ofthe

latter,onem ay beforced to introducesom eextra G SM -singletsasin ref.[4].

A second,m ore intriguing possibility is to associate the breaking ofsupersym m etry

with the breaking ofa grand-uni�ed gauge group4 G U down to the M SSM gauge group

G SM � SU(3)C � SU(2)L� U(1)Y .Variousrealizationscouldbepossible,dependingonthe

choiceofG U and oftheK�ahlerm anifold fortheHiggssector.W edonotcom m itourselves

heretoany speci�cexam ple,butwejustusethetoy m odelasa guidelineforaqualitative

discussion.Given theapproxim atephenom enologicalrelation M U � gU M P,alsosuggested

byfour-dim ensionalstringm odels,weneedh tobeoforderM P.Assum ingasbeforef = S,

supersym m etry-breaking m asssplittingswillthen beoforderm 3=2,signalling a Goldstino

with interactionsofgravitationalstrength ifwetakem 3=2 attheelectroweak scaleasusual.

In thiscase a perturbative study ofthe dynam icaldeterm ination ofM U and m 3=2 could

bepossible,and onem ay also �nd applicationsto thedoublet-tripletsplitting problem .

Thepreviouslistdoesnotexhaustthephysically interestingpossibilities.Forexam ple,

onem ay im aginea strongly interacting hidden sectorwherenon-perturbativephenom ena

4The com bined breaking ofsupersym m etry and ofa grand-uni�ed gauge sym m etry was previously

considered in [11],but the vanishing ofthe classicalvacuum energy was achieved there by �ne-tuning

som esuperpotentialparam eters.
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break supersym m etry aswellasthegaugesym m etry G hid down to a subgroup H hid.

4. The new class ofsupergravity m odels discussed in the previous sections has in

our opinion rather intriguing properties (including som e form alsim ilarities with recent

and lessrecentresultsresultson non-perturbativephenom ena in globally supersym m etric

theories [12]),but su�ers from two m ain unsatisfactory aspects. The �rst is connected

with the apparentarbitrariness ofthe construction: atthe levelofN = 1 supergravity,

we are practically free to choose the gauge group,the num ber ofchiralsuper�elds,the

K�ahlerm anifold,the em bedding ofthe gauge group in the isom etry group ofthe K�ahler

m anifold,and �nally thegaugekineticfunction and thesuperpotentialthatbreakssuper-

sym m etry.Thesecond isconnected with thefactthat,atthelevelofN = 1 supergravity,

we are essentially bound to a classicaltreatm ent,given the am biguities ofan e�ective,

non-renorm alizable theory in the controlofquantum corrections,both perturbative and

non-perturbative.Onem ay hopeto im provein both directionsby establishing som econ-

nectionswith extended N > 1 supergravity theoriesand especially with four-dim ensional

superstring m odels.

To obtain a realistic N = 1 supergravity m odel,only the candidate quark and lepton

super�elds need to transform in chiralrepresentations ofthe gauge group. It is then

conceivablethatthesectorinvolved in theHiggsand super-Higgse�ectscan beobtained,

by som e suitable projection, from the gauge and gravitationalsectors ofan extended

supergravitym odel.Indeed,spontaneoussupersym m etry breakingwith vanishingclassical

vacuum energy can beassociated,in N = 2 [13],N = 4 [14]and N = 8 [15]supergravity,

with the gauging ofa non-com pact subgroup ofthe duality group. The exam ples we

are aware ofgive gauge-singletGoldstinosin the resulting N = 1 theory,butone could

look form odelswhere the projected N = 1 Goldstino transform snon-trivially underthe

N = 1 gauge group:such m odelswould satisfy highly non-trivialconstraints,due to the

underlying extended supersym m etry.

Furtherconstraintscould beobtained by deriving m odelsofthetypediscussed in this

paperaslow-energye�ectivetheoriesoffour-dim ensionalstringm odelswith spontaneously

broken N = 1 supersym m etry.Thislookslikea naturalpossibility:weknow m any exam -

plesofsingletm oduliappearing in the e�ective string supergravitiesthatare indeed at

directionsbreaking an underlying gauge group,restored only atpointsofextended sym -

m etry.Unfortunately,theonly existing exam ples[16]are those in which supersym m etry

isbroken atthestringtree-level,viacoordinate-dependentorbifold com pacti�cations,and

correspond to caseswheretheGoldstino direction isa gaugesinglet.Itshould bepossible

to extend these constructionsto m odelswhere the gauge sym m etry and supersym m etry

are both spontaneously broken. Thiscould lead to som e progressin the controlofper-

turbative quantum corrections,since,working atthe string leveland notin the e�ective

�eld theory,one can com pute the fullspectrum ofstatesthatcontribute to the one-loop

partition function.
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However,thepreviousapproach lookshopelessasfarasthedynam icaldeterm ination

ofthe dilaton VEV is concerned, since the latter m ust involve som e non-perturbative

m echanism . Still,one could use the knowledge ofsom e e�ective string supergravitiesin

thelim itofunbroken supersym m etry,even in theversion including in�nitely m any lattice

states[17],and param etrizepossiblenon-perturbativee�ectswith suitablem odi�cationsof

thesuperpotentialand ofthegaugekineticfunction,respecting thequantum sym m etries

oftheunderlying string theory.

Onecould take,asa m odestbutconcreteexam ple,oneoftheN = 1 four-dim ensional

ferm ionicstring constructions[18]thatgivegaugegroupssuch asSO (10)� :::oripped

SU(5)� U(1)� :::[19],wherethedotsstand forsom ehidden-sectorgaugegroup.In the

lim itofunbroken N = 1 supersym m etry,theirclassicale�ective theoriesareknown [20].

Onecould then look forgauge-invariantsuperpotentialm odi�cationsthatbreak thegauge

sym m etry down to G SM and supersym m etry atthe sam e tim e,with naturally vanishing

vacuum energy.

W ehopeto return to theseproblem sin a futurepublication.
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A ppendix

W ecollectheresom eusefulform ulaefortheK�ahlerm anifold

SO (2;2)

SO (2)� SO (2)
’

"
SU(1;1)

U(1)

#2

: (28)

ItsK�ahlerpotentialcan bewritten in generalas[20]

K = � logY ; Y = 2
�

jaj
2 + jbj

2
� j’1j

2
� j’2j

2
�

; (29)

where (a;b;’1;’2)are analytic functionsoftwo unconstrained com plex �elds,satisfying

therequirem ent

a
2 + b

2
� ’

2

1 � ’
2

2 = 0: (30)

Oneusefulparam etrization is

Y
(i) =

�

T + T
� �

U + U
�

; (31)

corresponding to a = (1+ UT)=2,b= i(U + T)=2,’1 = (1� UT)=2,’2 = i(U � T)=2.In

theparam etrization ofeq.(31),each ofthetwo SU(1;1)factorsactsasfollows:

T � !
aT � ib

icT + d
(ad� bc= 1); (32)

and m odi�estheK�ahlerpotentialby a K�ahlertransform ation

T + T � !
T + T

jicT + dj2
: (33)

Inparticular,Y (i)isstrictlyinvariantunderthecontinuousU(1)associated with im aginary

translations,T ! T � ib. Sim ilar relations can be obtained for the U �eld. Another

continuousinvarianceoftheK�ahlerpotentialcorrespondsto therescalings

T ! �T ; U !
1

�
U : (34)

Finally,Y (i) isstrictly invariantundersom e additionaldiscrete transform ationsthatdo

notbelong to [SU(1;1)]2:

T ! � T ; U ! � U ; (35)

T ! U ; U ! T : (36)

In theparam etrization ofeq.(31),theK�ahlerpotentialiswellde�ned in thetwo dom ains

(T + T);(U + U)> 0; (T + T);(U + U)< 0: (37)

A second usefulparam etrization is

Y
(ii) =

�

1� jH1j
2
� �

1� jH2j
2
�

; (38)
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corresponding to a = (1 + H 1H 2)=2,b = i(1 � H1H 2)=2,’1 = � (H1 + H 2)=2,’2 =

i(H 1 � H2)=2. Equations (31) and (38) are connected by the �eld rede�nitions T =

(1� H1)=(1+ H 1)[H 1 = (1� T)=(1+ T)],and sim ilarly forU and H2. Notice thatthe

two K�ahlerpotentialsare equivalent only up to a K�ahlertransform ation,corresponding

to a m ultiplicative superpotentialm odi�cation:

T + T =
1� jH1j

2

�
�
�
1+ H 1p

2

�
�
�
2
; 1� jH1j

2 =
T + T
�
�
�
1+ Tp

2

�
�
�
2
; (39)

and sim ilarly for U and H 2. This is consistent with the fact that (a;b;’1;’2) are de-

�ned only up to a universalm ultiplicative function ofthe unconstrained �elds. In the

param etrization ofeq.(38),each oftheSU(1;1)factorsactsasfollows

H 1 � !
�H 1 + �

�H 1 + �
; (j�j2 � j�j

2 = 1); (40)

�=
(d+ a)+ i(b� c)

2
; �=

(d� a)+ i(b+ c)

2
; (41)

and m odi�estheK�ahlerpotentialby a K�ahlertransform ation

1� jH1j
2
� !

1� jH1j
2

j�H 1 + �j2
: (42)

In particular,theK�ahlerpotentialisstrictly invariantunderthe continuousU(1)associ-

ated with phaserotations,H 1 ! ei�H 1.Sim ilarrelationscan beobtained fortheH 2 �eld.

Thecontinuousinvarianceofeq.(34)isnotrealized in a sim pleform .On theotherhand,

thediscreteinvariancesofeqs.(35)and (36)takethesuggestive form s

H 1 !
1

H 1

; H 2 !
1

H 2

; (43)

H 1 ! H 2; H 2 ! H 1: (44)

Thetwo dom ainsin which theK�ahlerpotentialiswellde�ned becom e

jH 1j;jH 2j< 1; jH 1j;jH 2j> 1: (45)

Theparam etrizationsofeqs.(31)and (38)m akeexplicitthefactorization property of

them anifold:to m akeconnection with thegeneralparam etrization ofSO (2;n)=[SO (2)�

SO (n)]m anifolds,we can m ake the�eld rede�nitions(H 1 = y1 + iy2;H 2 = y1 � iy2)and

(T = �+ �;U = �� �),which give

Y
(i) = 1� 2

�

jy1j
2 + jy2j

2
�

+ jy
2

1
+ y

2

2
j
2 (46)

and

Y
(ii) = (�+ �)

2
� (�+ �)

2
: (47)
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