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A bstract

W e study gaugino condensation in the context ofsuperstring ef-

fective theoriesusing the linearm ultipletform ulation forthe dilaton

super�eld.IncludingnonperturbativecorrectionstotheK �ahlerpoten-

tialfor the dilaton m ay naturally achieve dilaton stabilization,with

supersym m etry breakingand gauginocondensation;thesethreeissues

are interrelated in a very sim ple way. In a toy m odelwith a single

staticcondensate,a dilaton vev isfound within a phenom enologically

interesting range. The e�ective theory di�erssigni�cantly from con-

densate m odelsstudied previously in thechiralform ulation.
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1 Introduction

Am ong the m asslessstring m odes,a realscalar(dilaton),an antisym -

m etrictensor�eld (theKalb-Ram ond �eld)and theirsupersym m etric part-

nerscan bedescribed eitherbyachiralsuper�eld S orbyalinearm ultipletL,

which isknown asthechiral-linearduality.Byde�nition,thelinearm ultiplet

L isa vectorsuper�eld thatsatis�esthefollowing constraints[1]:

� (D _�D
_�
� 8R)L = 0;

�(D �
D � � 8R y)L = 0: (1.1)

Thelowestcom ponentofL isthedilaton �eld ‘,and itsvev isrelated tothe

gaugecoupling constantasfollows:g2(M S) = 2h‘i,where M S isthe string

scale[2,3].Although thechiral-linearduality isobviousattreelevel,itbe-

com esobscure when quantum e�ects are included. Although scalar-2-form

�eld strength duality,which is contained in chiral-linear duality,has been

shown to be preserved in perturbation theory [4],the situation islessclear

in thepresenceofnonperturbativee�ects,which areim portantin thestudy

ofgaugino condensation.Ithasrecently been shown [5,6]thatgaugino con-

densation can beform ulated directly using a linearm ultipletforthedilaton.

However,the contentofthe resulting chiral-linearduality transform ation is

in generalvery com plicated. Ifthere is an elegant description ofgaugino

condensatesin thecontextofsuperstring e�ectivetheories,itm ay besim ple

in only one ofthese form ulations,but notin both. Therefore,a pertinent

issueis:which form ulation isbetter?

In this paper we willconstruct the e�ective theory ofgaugino conden-

sation directly in the linear m ultiplet form ulation without referring to the

chiralform ulation. There isreason to believe thatthe linearm ultipletfor-

m ulation is in fact m ore appropriate. The stringy reason for choosing the

linear m ultiplet form ulation is that the precise �eld content ofthe linear

m ultiplet appears in the m assless string spectrum ,and hLi plays the role

ofstring loop expansion param eter. Therefore,string inform ation is m ore
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naturally encoded in thelinearm ultipletform ulation ofstring e�ective the-

ory. In the context ofgaugino condensation,it has been pointed out that

thegauginocondensateU should beaconstrained chiralsuper�eld [5,6,17];

thisconstraint arisesnaturally in the linearm ultiplet form ulation ofgaug-

ino condensation. Finally,in the linear form ulation the sym m etries ofthe

underlying Yang-M ills theory in the weak coupling lim it are autom atically

respected [7].

In thenextsection wedescribethelinearm ultipletform ulation ofstring

e�ective Yang-M ills theory,whose e�ective theory below the condensation

scale is constructed and analyzed in Sect. 3. It is then shown in Sect. 4

thatsupersym m etry isbroken and thedilaton isstabilized in a largeclassof

m odelsofgaugino condensation.In thispaperweusetheK�ahlersuperspace

form ulation [8],suitably extended to incorporatethelinearm ultiplet[9].

2 T he Linear M ultiplet Form ulation

2.1 Superstring E�ective Yang-M ills T heory

In the realm ofsuperstring e�ective Yang-M ills theory,there are two

im portantingredients,nam ely,thesym m etry group ofm odulartransform a-

tionsand thelinearm ultiplet.In orderto m akethediscussion asexplicitas

possible,weconsiderhereorbifoldswith gaugegroup E8
 E6
 U(1)
2
,which

have been studied m ost extensively in the context ofm odular sym m etries

[2,3,10].They contain three untwisted (1,1)m oduliTI,I = 1;2;3,which

transform underSL(2,Z)asfollows:

T
I
!

aTI � ib

icTI + d
; ad� bc= 1; a;b;c;d 2 Z: (2.1)

Thecorresponding K�ahlerpotentialis

G =
X

I

g
I +

X

A

exp(
X

I

q
I
A g

I)j�A
j
2 + O(�4); (2.2)
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where gI = � ln(TI + �TI), and the m odular weights qIA depend on the

particularm atter�eld � A aswellason them odulusTI.However,itiswell

known that the e�ective theory obtained from the m assless truncation of

superstring isnotinvariantunderthe m odulartransform ations(2.1)atone

loop [11,12].Counterterm s,thatcorrespond to theresultofintegrating out

m assive m odes,have to be added to the e�ective theory in orderto restore

m odularinvariancesincestringtheoryisknown tobem odularinvarianttoall

ordersoftheloop expansion [13].Two typesofsuch counterterm shavebeen

discussed in the literature [2,10,12],the so-called f-type counterterm and

the Green-Schwarz counterterm . The Green-Schwarz counterterm ,which is

analogousto the Green-Schwarz anom aly cancellation m echanism in D=10,

isnaturally im plem ented with the linearm ultipletform ulation [1].Here we

consideronly thoseorbifoldsforwhich thefullm odularanom aly iscancelled

bytheGreen-Schwarzcounterterm alone.Thisisthecaseunlessthem odulus

TI correspondstoaninternalplanewhich isleftinvariantundersom eorbifold

group transform ations,which m ay happen only ifan N =2 supersym m etric

twisted sectorispresent[14].Therefore,a largeclassoforbifolds,including

theZ3 and Z7 orbifolds,isunderconsideration here.

The antisym m etric tensor �eld ofsuperstring theories undergoes Yang-

M illsgauge transform ations. In the e�ective theory,itcan be incorporated

into a gaugeinvariantvectorsuper�eld L,theso-called m odi�ed linearm ul-

tiplet,coupled to theYang-M illsdegreesoffreedom asfollows:

� (D _�D
_�
� 8R)L = (D _�D

_�
� 8R)
 =

X

a

Tr(W �
W �)

a
;

�(D �
D � � 8R y)L = (D �

D � � 8R y)
 =
X

a

Tr(W _�W
_�)a; (2.3)

where 
 is the Yang-M ills Chern-Sim ons superform . The sum m ation ex-

tendsovertheindicesa num bering sim plesubgroupsofthefullgaugegroup.

The m odi�ed linearm ultipletL containsthe linearm ultipletaswellasthe

Chern-Sim ons superform ,and its gauge invariance is ensured by im posing

appropriate transform ation propertiesforthe linearm ultiplet. The generic
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lagrangian describingthelinearm ultipletcoupled tosupergravityand m atter

in thepresenceofYang-M illsChern-Sim onssuperform is[2]:

K = k(L)+ G;

L = �3

Z

d
4
�E F(L)+

Z

d
4
�E fbL

X

I

g
I
g; (2.4)

b =
C

8�2
=

2

3
b0; (2.5)

where L isthe m odi�ed linearm ultiplet and C = 30 isthe Casim iroper-

ator in the adjoint representation ofE8. b0 is the E8 one-loop �-function

coe�cient. The �rst term ofL is the superspace integralwhich yields the

kinetic actionsforthelinearm ultiplet,supergravity,m atterand Yang-M ills

�elds.Thesecond term in (2.4)istheGreen-Schwarz counterterm ,which is

\m inim al"in thesenseof[2].Furtherm ore,arbitrarinessin thetwofunctions

k(L)and F(L)isreduced by therequirem entthattheEinstein term in L be

canonical. Underthis constraint,k(L)and F(L)are related to each other

by thefollowing �rst-orderdi�erentialequation [9]:

F � L
dF

dL
= 1 �

1

3
L
dk

dL
: (2.6)

Thecom pletecom ponentlagrangianof(2.4)with thetree-levelK�ahlerpoten-

tial(i.e.,k(L)= lnL and F(L)= 2

3
)hasbeen presented in [15]based on the

K�ahlersuperspace form alism . Sim ilar studies have also been perform ed in

thesuperconform alform alism ofsupergravity [16].In thefollowing sections,

weareinterested in thee�ective lagrangian of(2.4)below thecondensation

scale.

2.2 T he Low -Energy E�ective D egrees ofFreedom

Below the condensation scale atwhich the gauge interaction becom es

strong,thee�ectivelagrangian oftheYang-M illssectorcan bedescribed by

a com posite chiralsuper�eld U,which corresponds to the chiralsuper�eld
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Tr(W �W �) ofthe underlying theory. (W e consider here gaugino conden-

sation ofa sim ple gauge group.) The scalar com ponent ofU is naturally

interpreted asthegaugino condensate.Itwaspointed outonly recently that

the com posite �eld U isactually a constrained chiralsuper�eld [6]{[7],[17].

The constraint on U can be seen m ost clearly through the constrained su-

perspacegeom etry oftheunderlying Yang-M illstheory.Asa consequenceof

thisconstrained geom etry,thechiralsuper�eld Tr(W �W �)and itsherm itian

conjugateTr(W _�W
_�)satisfy thefollowing constraint:

(D �
D � � 24R y)Tr(W �

W �)� (D _�D
_�
� 24R)Tr(W _�W

_�) = totalderivative.

(2.7)

(2.7)hasa naturalinterpretation in thecontextofa 3-form superm ultiplet,

and indeed Tr(W �W �)can be interpreted asthe degreesoffreedom ofthe

3-form �eld strength [18]. The explicitsolution to the constraint(2.7)has

been presented in [17],and it allows us to identify the constrained chiral

super�eld Tr(W �W �)with the chiralprojection ofan unconstrained vector

super�eld L:

Tr(W �
W �) = �(D _�D

_�
� 8R)L;

Tr(W _�W
_�) = �(D �

D � � 8R y)L: (2.8)

Below thecondensation scale,theconstraint(2.7)isreplaced bythefollowing

constrainton U and �U:

(D �
D � � 24R y)U � (D _�D

_�
� 24R)�U = totalderivative. (2.9)

Sim ilarly,the solution to (2.9) allows us to identify the constrained chiral

super�eld U with thechiralprojection ofan unconstrained vectorsuper�eld

V :

U = �(D _�D
_�
� 8R)V;

�U = �(D �
D � � 8R y)V: (2.10)

(2.10)istheexplicitconstrainton U and �U.
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In fact,theconstrainton U and �U entersthelinearm ultipletform ulation

ofgaugino condensation very naturally.Asdescribed in Sect.2.1,thelinear

m ultiplet form ulation ofsupersym m etric Yang-M illstheory isdescribed by

a gauge-invariantvectorsuper�eld L which satis�es

� (D _�D
_�
� 8R)L = (D _�D

_�
� 8R)
 = Tr(W �

W �);

�(D �
D � � 8R y)L = (D �

D � � 8R y)
 = Tr(W _�W
_�): (2.11)

For the linear m ultiplet form ulation ofthe e�ective lagrangian below the

condensation scale,(2.11)isreplaced by

� (D _�D
_�
� 8R)V = U;

�(D �
D � � 8R y)V = �U; (2.12)

where U is the gaugino condensate chiralsuper�eld, and V contains the

linearm ultipletaswellasthe \fossil" Chern-Sim onssuperform . In view of

(2.12),itisclearthattheconstrainton U and �U arisesnaturally in thelinear

m ultipletform ulation ofgaugino condensation.Furtherm ore,thelow-energy

degrees offreedom (i.e.,the linear m ultiplet and the gaugino condensate)

are nicely m erged into a single vectorsuper�eld V ,and therefore the linear

m ultipletform ulation ofgaugino condensation can elegantly bedescribed by

V alone.Thedetailed construction ofthee�ective lagrangian forthevector

super�eld V willbepresented in thenextsection.

3 G augino C ondensation in Superstring

E�ective T heory

3.1 A Sim ple M odel

Constructing the linearm ultipletform ulation ofgaugino condensation

requiresthespeci�cation oftwo functionsofthevectorsuper�eld V ,nam ely,
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thesuperpotentialand theK�ahlerpotential.In thelinearm ultipletform ula-

tion,thereisno classicalsuperpotential[7],and thequantum superpotential

originates from the nonperturbative e�ects ofgaugino condensation. This

nonperturbative superpotential,whose form was dictated by the anom aly

structure of the underlying theory, was �rst obtained by Veneziano and

Yankielowicz [19]. The details ofits generalization to the case ofm atter

coupled to N =1 supergravity in the K�ahlersuperspace form alism hasbeen

presented in [20],and thesuperpotentialterm in theLagrangian reads:

Z

d4�
E

R
e
K =2

W V Y =

Z

d4�
E

R

1

8
bU ln(e�K =2

U=�
3);

Z

d
4
�
E

R y
e
K =2 �W V Y =

Z

d
4
�
E

R y

1

8
b�U ln(e�K =2 �U=�3); (3.1)

where U = �(D _�D
_� � 8R)V isthe constrained gaugino condensate chiral

super�eld with K�ahlerweight2,and � isa constantwith dim ension ofm ass

thatisleftundeterm ined by them ethod ofanom aly m atching.

Asforthe K�ahlerpotentialforV ,there islittle knowledge beyond tree

level. The best we can do at present is to treat allphysically reasonable

K�ahlerpotentialson the sam e footing and to look forpossible generalfea-

turesand/orinterestingspecialcases.Beforediscussingthisgeneralanalysis,

itisinstructive to exam inea sim ple linearm ultipletm odelforgaugino con-

densation de�ned asfollows[7]:

K = lnV + G;

Leff =

Z

d
4
�E f�2 + bV G g +

Z

d
4
�
E

R
e
K =2

W V Y +

Z

d
4
�
E

R y
e
K =2 �W V Y ;

G = �
X

I

ln(TI + �TI): (3.2)

Thissim plem odeldescribesthee�ective theory for(2.4)below theconden-

sation scale,where theK�ahlerpotentialofV assum esitstree-levelform .It

isa \static" m odelin thesensethatno kineticterm forU isincluded.From

the viewpoint ofthe anom aly structure,static as wellas nonstatic m odels
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are interesting in theirown right. In the chiralform ulation ofgaugino con-

densation,itcan beshown thatthestaticm odelcorrespondsto thee�ective

theory ofthe nonstatic m odelafterthe gaugino condensate U isintegrated

out. Nonstatic m odels [5,6]in the linear m ultiplet form ulation have been

studied lessextensively.Herewewillrestrictourattention tothestaticcase,

sincethepointswewish to illustratearenotsubstantially altered by includ-

ingakineticterm forU.In Sect.5wewillindicatehow them odelconsidered

herecan begeneralized to thecaseofa dynam icalcondensate.

W ith U = �(D _�D
_�� 8R)V and �U = �(D �D �� 8R

y)V ,wecan rewrite

thesuperpotentialterm sofLeff asasingleD-term ,and thereforethesim ple

m odel(3.2)can berewritten asfollows:

K = lnV + G;

Leff =

Z

d
4
�E f�2 + bV G + bV ln(e�K �UU=�6)g: (3.3)

In (3.3),them odularanom aly cancellation by the Green-Schwarz countert-

erm is transparent [7]. The Green-Schwarz counterterm bV G and the su-

perpotentialD-term bV ln(e�K �UU=�6) arenotm odularinvariantseparately,

but their sum is m odular invariant,which ensures the m odular invariance

ofthe fulltheory. In fact,the Green-Schwarz counterterm cancels the TI

m oduli-dependenceofthesuperpotentialcom pletely.Thisisauniquefeature

ofthe linearm ultipletform ulation,and,aswe willsee later,hasinteresting

im plicationsforthem oduli-dependence ofphysicalquantities.

Throughoutthispaperonlythebosonicand gravitinopartsofthecom po-

nentlagrangian arepresented,sinceweareinterested in thevacuum con�gu-

ration and thegravitinom ass.In thefollowing,weenum eratethede�nitions

ofbosoniccom ponent�eldsofthevectorsuper�eld V .

‘ = V j�= ��= 0;

�
m
�_� B m =

1

2
[D �;D _� ]V j�= ��= 0 +

2

3
‘�

a
�_� ba;

u = Uj�= ��= 0 = �(�D 2
� 8R)V j�= ��= 0;
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�u = �Uj�= ��= 0 = �(D 2
� 8R y)V j�= ��= 0;

D =
1

8
D

�(�D 2
� 8R)D �V j�= ��= 0

=
1

8
D _�

(D 2
� 8R y)D

_�
V j�= ��= 0; (3.4)

where

�
1

6
M = Rj�= ��= 0; �

1

6
�M = R

y
j�= ��= 0; �

1

3
ba = G aj�= ��= 0 (3.5)

are the auxiliary com ponentsofsupergravity m ultiplet. Itisconvenient to

writethelowestcom ponentsofD 2U and �D 2�U asfollows:

� 4FU = D
2
Uj�= ��= 0; �4�F �U = �D 2�Uj�= ��= 0: (3.6)

(FU � �F �U )can beexplicitly expressed asfollows:

(FU � �F �U ) = 4ir m
B m + u �M � �uM : (3.7)

The expression for (FU + �F �U ) contains the auxiliary �eld D . The bosonic

com ponentsofTI and �TI are

t
I = T

I
j�= ��= 0; �4F I

T = D
2
T
I
j�= ��= 0;

�tI = �TI
j�= ��= 0; �4�F I

�T
= �D 2 �TI

j�= ��= 0: (3.8)

W eleavethedetailsofconstructingthecom ponentlagrangian forthissim ple

m odel(in the K�ahlersuperspace form alism )to Sect. 3.2,and presenthere

only thescalarpotential:

Vpot =
1

16e2‘
(1 + 2b‘ � 2b2‘2)�6e�1=b‘: (3.9)

Eq.(3.9)agreeswith the resultobtained in [6],where the m odelde�ned by

(3.2)wasstudied forthe case ofa single m odulususing the superconform al

form alism ofsupergravity.

However,thissim plem odelisnotviable.Asexpected,theweak-coupling

lim it ‘ = 0 is always a m inim um . As shown in Fig.1,the scalar potential
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starts with Vpot = 0 at ‘ = 0,�rst rises and then falls without lim it as ‘

increases. Therefore,Vpot isunbounded from below,and thissim ple m odel

hasno well-de�ned vacuum . Thism ay be som ewhatsurprising because the

m odelde�ned by (3.2)super�cially appearsto be ofthe no-scale type: the

Green-Schwarz counterterm , that destroys the no-scale property ofchiral

m odelsand destabilizes the potential,iscancelled here by quantum e�ects

that induce a potentialfor the condensate. However the resulting quan-

tum contribution to theLagrangian (3.3),bV ln(U �U=V ),hasan im plicitTI-

dependencethrough thesuper�eld U dueto itsnonvanishing K�ahlerweight:

w(U)= 2.Thisim plicitm oduli-dependenceisaconsequenceoftheanom aly

m atching condition,and parallelstheconstruction ofthee�ective theory in

the chiralform ulation [19]which is also not ofthe no-scale form once the

Green-Schwarzcounterterm isincluded.By contrast,in [7]a no-scalem odel

was constructed in the chiralform ulation precisely through a cancellation

ofthe Green-Schwarz counterterm . In the construction ofthatm odel,the

pointofview wasadopted thata superpotentialforthe dilaton could arise

only from nonperturbativee�ectson thestringworld sheet,and theanom aly

m atching condition wasbypassed by directly writing an e�ectivelow energy

theory thatwasexactly m odularinvariant. The relation between these ap-

proacheswarrantsfurtherinvestigation.

Ifwetakeacloserlook at(3.9),itisclearthattheunboundednessofVpot

in thestrong-coupling lim it ‘ ! 1 iscaused by a term oftwo-loop order:

�2b2‘2.Thisobservation stronglysuggeststhattheunderlyingreason forun-

boundednessisourpoorcontroloverthem odelinthestrong-couplingregim e.

The form ofthe superpotentialW V Y iscom pletely �xed by the underlying

anom aly structure. Howeverthe K�ahlerpotentialism uch lessconstrained,

and the choice (3.2)cannotbe expected to be valid in the strong-coupling

regim e where the nonperturbative contributionsshould notbe ignored.W e

concludethattheunboundednessshown in Fig.1 sim ply sim ply reectsthe

im portanceofnonperturbativecontributions[21,22]totheK�ahlerpotential.

In the absence ofa betterknowledge ofthe exactK�ahlerpotential,we will
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considerm odelswith genericK�ahlerpotentialsin thefollowing sections.

3.2 G eneralStatic M odel

In this section,we show how to construct the com ponent lagrangian

for generic linear m ultiplet m odels ofgaugino condensation in the K�ahler

superspaceform alism .Furthercom putationaldetailscan befound in [8,15].

Although our results can probably be rephrased in the chiralform ulation,

the equivalent chiralsuper�eld form ulation m ay be expected to be rather

com plicated becauseoftheconstrainton thecondensatechiralsuper�eld U.

Quitegenerally wedonotexpectasim pleansatzin oneform alism toappear

sim plein theother.

As suggested in Sect. 3.1,we extend the sim ple m odelin (3.2) to lin-

earm ultipletm odelsofgaugino condensation with genericK�ahlerpotentials

de�ned asfollows:

K = lnV + g(V )+ G;

Leff =

Z

d
4
�E f(�2 + f(V ))+ bV G + bV ln(e�K �UU=�6)g: (3.10)

Forconvenience,wealso write lnV + g(V ) � k(V ): g(V )and f(V )repre-

sentquantum correctionsto the tree-levelK�ahlerpotential,and,according

to (2.6),they areunam biguously related to each otherby thefollowing �rst-

orderdi�erentialequation:

V
dg(V )

dV
= �V

df(V )

dV
+ f; (3.11)

g(V = 0) = 0 and f(V = 0) = 0: (3.12)

The boundary condition ofg(V ) and f(V ) at V = 0 (the weak-coupling

lim it) is �xed by the tree-levelK�ahler potential. Before trying to specify

g(V ) and f(V ),it is reasonable to assum e for the present that g(V ) and

f(V )arearbitrary butbounded.
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In the construction ofthe com ponent�eld lagrangian,we use the chiral

density m ultipletm ethod [8],which providesuswith the locally supersym -

m etric generalization ofthe F-term construction in globalsupersym m etry.

The chiraldensity m ultipletr and itsherm itian conjugate�r forthe generic

m odelin (3.10)are:

r = �
1

8
(�D 2

� 8R)f(�2 + f(V ))+ bV G + bV ln(e�K �UU=�6)g;

�r = �
1

8
(D 2

� 8R y)f(�2 + f(V ))+ bV G + bV ln(e�K �UU=�6)g: (3.13)

In orderto obtain thecom ponentlagrangian Leff,we need to work outthe

following expression

1

e
Leff = �

1

4
D

2
rj�= ��= 0 +

i

2
(� m ��

m )�D �rj�= ��= 0

� (� m ��
m n � n + �M )rj�= ��= 0 + h.c. (3.14)

An im portant point in the com putation of(3.14) is the evaluation ofthe

com ponent �eld content ofthe K�ahler supercovariant derivatives,a rather

tricky process.Thedetailsofthiscom putation haveby now becom egeneral

wisdom and we can to a large extentrely on the existing literature [23]. In

particular,the Lorentz transform ation and the K�ahler transform ation are

incorporated in a very sim ilarway in theK�ahlersuperspace form alism ,and

the Lorentz connection as wellas the so-called K�ahler connection A M are

incorporated intotheK�ahlersupercovariantderivativesin aconciseand con-

structive way. The K�ahler connection A M is not an independent �eld but

ratherexpressed in term softheK�ahlerpotentialK asfollows

A � =
1

4
E

M
� @M K ; A _� = �

1

4
E

M
_� @M K ; (3.15)

�
a
�_� A a =

3

2
i�

a
�_� G a �

1

8
i[D �;D _� ]K : (3.16)

In orderto extractthe explicitform ofthe variouscouplings,we choose to

write out explicitly the vectorialpart ofthe K�ahler connection and keep
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only the Lorentz connection in the de�nition ofcovariantderivatives when

we presentthe com ponentexpressions. In the following,we give the lowest

com ponentofthevectorialpartoftheK�ahlerconnection A m j�= ��= 0 forour

genericm odel.

A m = e
a

m A a +
1

2
 

�
m A � +

1

2
� m _�A

_�
: (3.17)

A m j�= ��= 0 = �
i

4‘
(‘g

(1)
+ 1)B m +

i

6
(‘g

(1)
� 2)e a

m ba

+
X

I

1

4(tI + �tI)
(rm

�tI � rm t
I): (3.18)

g
(m )

= g
(m )
(‘) =

d
m
g(V )

dV m
j�= ��= 0;

f
(m )

= f
(m )
(‘) =

d
m
f(V )

dV m
j�= ��= 0: (3.19)

Anotherhallm ark ofthe K�ahlersuperspace form alism are the chiralsu-

per�eld X � and theantichiralsuper�eld �X _�.They arisein com pleteanalogy

with usualsupersym m etric abelian gaugetheory exceptthatnow thecorre-

sponding vectorsuper�eld isreplaced by theK�ahlerpotential:

X � = �
1

8
(D _�D

_�
� 8R)D �K ;

�X _� = �
1

8
(D �

D � � 8R y)D _�
K : (3.20)

In thecom putation of(3.14),we need to decom pose thelowestcom ponents

ofthe following six super�elds: X �, �X _�,D �R,D
_�R y,(D �X � + D _�

�X _�)and

(D 2R + �D 2R y)into com ponent�elds. Thisisdone by solving the following

six sim plealgebraicequations:

(V
dg

dV
+ 1)D �R + X � = ��; (3.21)

3D �R + X � = �2(�cb�)�’ T
’

cb : (3.22)
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(V
dg

dV
+ 1)D _�

R
y + �X _� = �� _�

; (3.23)

3D _�
R
y + �X _� = �2(��cb�)_� _’ Tcb_’: (3.24)

(V
dg

dV
+ 1)(D 2

R + �D 2
R
y)+ (D �

X � + D _�
�X _�) = �; (3.25)

3(D 2
R + �D 2

R
y)+ (D �

X � + D _�
�X _�) = �2R ba

ba + 12G a
G a

+ 96RR y
: (3.26)

The identities (3.22),(3.24) and (3.26) arise solely from the structure of

K�ahler superspace. (3.22) and (3.24) involve the torsion super�elds T
’

cb

and Tcb_’,which in theirlowest com ponents contain the curlofthe Rarita-

Schwinger �eld. The identities (3.21),(3.23)and (3.25)arise directly from

the de�nitions ofX �, �X _�,(D �X � + D _�
�X _�),and therefore they depend on

the K�ahler potentialexplicitly. Com puting X �, �X _� and (D �X � + D _�
�X _�)

according to (3.20)de�nesthecontentsof��,��
_� and � respectively.In the

following,we presentthe com ponent�eld expressionsofthe lowestcom po-

nentsof��,��
_� and �.

i

2
(� m ��

m )���j�= ��= 0 �
i

2
�� _�(��

m
 m )

_�
j�= ��= 0

= �
1

8‘
(‘g

(1)
+ 1)(�u +

4

3
‘�M )( m �

m n
 n)

�
1

8‘
(‘g

(1)
+ 1)(u +

4

3
‘M )(� m ��

m n � n)

+
i

4‘
(‘g

(1)
+ 1)(�m n

�
pq
� �

m q
�
np)(� m ��n p)rq‘

+
i

6
(‘g

(1)
+ 1)�m npq(� m ��n p)e

a
q ba

�
i

4‘
(‘g

(1)
+ 1)�m npq(� m ��n p)Bq

�
1

4
(D a

D
�
k) a�j�= ��= 0 �

1

4
� a _�(D

a
D

_�
k)j�= ��= 0: (3.27)
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Theway ��j�= ��= 0 and
�� _�j�= ��= 0 arepresented in (3.27)willbeusefulforthe

com putation of(3.14).

�j�= ��= 0

= �
1

‘2
(‘2g

(2)
� 1)r m

‘rm‘ +
1

‘2
(‘2g

(2)
� 1)B m

B m

+ 4
X

I

1

(tI + �tI)2
r

m �tIrm t
I
�

4

9
(‘2g

(2)
� ‘g

(1)
� 2)�M M

+
4

9
(‘2g

(2)
+ 2‘g

(1)
+ 1)baba � 4

X

I

1

(tI + �tI)2
�F I
�T
F
I
T

�
4

3‘
(‘2g

(2)
+ ‘g

(1)
)B m

e
a

m ba �
1

2‘
(‘g

(1)
+ 1)(FU + �F �U )

�
1

6‘
(2‘2g

(2)
� ‘g

(1)
� 3)(u �M + �uM )�

1

4‘2
(‘2g

(2)
� 1)�uu

+ 2r m
rm k � (D a

D
�
k) a�j�= ��= 0 �

� a _�(D
a
D

_�
k)j�= ��= 0: (3.28)

It is unnecessary to decom pose the last two term s in (3.27) and in (3.28)

becausethey eventually cancelwith oneanother.

Eqs.(3.15-28)describethekeystepsinvolved inthecom putation of(3.14).

Therestofitisstandard and willnotbedetailed here.In thefollowing,we

presentthecom ponent�eld expression ofL eff asthesum ofthebosonicpart

LB and thegravitino partL ~G
asfollows.z

Leff = LB + L ~G
: (3.29)

1

e
LB = �

1

2
R �

1

4‘2
(‘g

(1)
+ 1)r m

‘rm‘

+
1

4‘2
(‘g

(1)
+ 1)B m

B m � (1+ b‘)
X

I

1

(tI + �tI)2
r

m �tIrm t
I

+
1

9
(‘g

(1)
� 2)�M M �

1

9
(‘g

(1)
� 2)baba

zO nly thebosonicand gravitinopartsofthecom ponent�eld expressionsarepresented

here.
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+ (1+ b‘)
X

I

1

(tI + �tI)2
�F I
�T
F
I
T

+
1

8‘
ff + 1 + b‘ln(e�k �uu=�6)+ 2b‘g(FU + �F �U )

�
1

8‘
ff + 1 + b‘ln(e�k �uu=�6)+

2

3
b‘(‘g

(1)
+ 1)g(u �M + �uM )

�
1

16‘2
(1+ 2b‘)(‘g

(1)
+ 1)�uu

�
i

2
bln(

�u

u
)r m

B m �
i

2
b
X

I

1

(tI + �tI)
(r m �tI � r

m
t
I)B m : (3.30)

1

e
L ~G

=
1

2
�
m npq(� m ��nrp q �  m �nrp

� q)

�
1

8‘
ff + 1 + b‘ln(e�k �uu=�6)g�u( m �

m n
 n)

�
1

8‘
ff + 1 + b‘ln(e�k �uu=�6)gu(� m ��

m n � n)

�
1

4
(1+ b‘)

X

I

1

(tI + �tI)
�
m npq(� m ��n p)(rq

�tI � rqt
I)

+
i

4‘
(1+ b‘)(‘g

(1)
+ 1)(�m n

�
pq
� �

m q
�
np)(� m ��n p)rq‘

�
i

4
b‘(�m n

�
pq
� �

m q
�
np)(� m ��n p)rqln(�uu)

+
1

4
b‘�

m npq(� m ��n p)rqln(
�u

u
): (3.31)

Forcom pleteness,wealso givethede�nitionsofcovariantderivatives:

rm‘ = @m‘; rm t
I = @m t

I
; rm

�tI = @m �t
I
;

rm  
�

n = @m  
�

n +  
�

n !
�

m � ; rm
� n _� = @m

� n _� + � 
n _�
!

_�

m _�: (3.32)

To proceed further,we need to elim inate the auxiliary �elds from L eff

through theirequationsofm otion.The equation ofm otion ofthe auxiliary

�eld (FU + �F �U )is

f + 1 + b‘ln(e�k �uu=�6)+ 2b‘ = 0: (3.33)
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Eq. (3.33)im plies thatin static m odelsthe auxiliary �eld �uu isexpressed

in term sofdilaton ‘. The equationsofm otion ofF I
T,

�F I
�T
and the auxiliary

�eldsba,M , �M ofthesupergravity m ultipletare(if‘g
(1)
� 26= 0)

F
I
T = 0; �F I

�T
= 0;

b
a = 0;

M =
3

4
bu; �M =

3

4
b�u: (3.34)

Now weareleftwith onlyoneauxiliary�eld toelim inate,wherethisauxiliary

�eld can beeither iln(�u=u)orB m .Thiscorrespondsto thefactthatthere

are two waysto perform duality transform ation.Ifwe take iln(�u=u)to be

auxiliary,itsequation ofm otion is

rqfB
q
�

i

2
‘�

m npq(� m ��n p)g = 0; (3.35)

which ensures that fB q � i

2
‘�m npq(� m ��n p)g isdualto the �eld strength

ofan antisym m etrictensor[6].Theterm B mB m in thelagrangian Leff thus

generatesa kinetic term ofthisantisym m etric tensor�eld and itscoupling

to thegravitino.The otherway to perform theduality transform ation isto

treatB m as an auxiliary �eld by rewriting the term � i

2
bln(�u=u)r mB m in

Leff as
i

2
bB m rm ln(�u=u),and then to elim inate B m from Leff through its

equation ofm otion asfollows:

B m = � i
b‘2

(‘g
(1)
+ 1)

rm ln(
�u

u
)

+ i
b‘2

(‘g
(1)
+ 1)

X

I

1

(tI + �tI)
(rm

�tI � rm t
I): (3.36)

Theterm sB mB m and i

2
bB m rm ln(�u=u)inLeff willgenerateakineticterm for

iln(�u=u).Itisclearthat iln(�u=u)playstheroleofthepseudoscalardualto

B m in thelagrangian obtained from theaboveafteraduality transform ation.

W ith (3.33-36),itisthen trivialto elim inate the auxiliary �eldsfrom L eff.

ThephysicsofLeff willbeinvestigated in thefollowing sections.
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3.3 G augino C ondensate and the G ravitino M ass

Hidden-sectorgaugino condensation in superstring e�ective theoriesis

a very attractiveschem e [24,25]forsupersym m etry breaking.However,be-

fore we can m ake any progressin phenom enology,two im portantquestions

m ustbe answered: issupersym m etry broken,and isthe dilaton stabilized?

Pastanalyses have generally found that,in the absence ofa second source

ofsupersym m etry breaking,the dilaton is destabilized in the direction of

vanishing gauge coupling (the so-called runaway dilaton problem ) and su-

persym m etry isunbroken. To addressthe above questionsin generic linear

m ultipletm odelsofgauginocondensation,we�rstshow how thethreeissues

ofsupersym m etry breaking,gaugino condensation and dilaton stabilization

are reform ulated,and how they are interrelated,by exam ining the explicit

expressions forthe gravitino m assand the gaugino condensate. A detailed

investigation ofthevacuum willbepresented in thefollowing section.

Theexplicitexpression forthegauginocondensatein term softhedilaton

‘isdeterm ined by (3.33):

�uu =
1

e2
‘�

6
e
g�(f+ 1)=b‘

: (3.37)

W ith g(‘)=0 and f(‘)=0,we recover the result ofthe sim ple m odel(3.2)

[6]. Forgeneric m odels,the dilaton dependence ofthe gaugino condensate

involvesg(‘)and f(‘)which representquantum correctionsto thetree-level

K�ahlerpotential.According to ourassum ption ofboundednessforg(‘)and

f(‘)(especially at‘=0 wherefollowing (3.12)wehavetheboundary condi-

tionsg(‘= 0)=0 and f(‘= 0)=0),‘=0 istheonly poleof g � (f + 1)=b‘:

Therefore,we can draw a sim ple and clear relation between h�uui and h‘i:

gauginoscondense(i.e.,h�uui6= 0)ifand only ifthedilaton isstabilized (i.e.,

h‘i6= 0.)

Anotherphysicalquantityofinterestisthegravitinom assm
~G
which isthe

naturalorderparam eterm easuringsupersym m etry breaking.Theexpression
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form
~G
followsdirectly from L ~G

.

m
~G
=

1

4
b

q

h�uui; (3.38)

where wehave used (3.33).Thisexpression forthegravitino m assissim ple

and elegant even for generic linear m ultiplet m odels. From the viewpoint

ofsuperstring e�ective theories,an interesting feature of(3.38)is thatthe

gravitino m assm
~G
containsno dependence on the m odulusTI,which pro-

videsa directrelation between m
~G
and h�uui.Thisfeature can be traced to

the factthatthe Green-Schwarz counterterm cancelsthe TI dependence of

the superpotentialcom pletely,a unique feature ofthe linear m ultiplet for-

m ulation.W erecallthat,in thechiralform ulationsofgaugino condensation

studied previously (with orwithoutthe Green-Schwarz cancellation m echa-

nism ),m
~G
alwaysinvolvesa m oduli-dependence,and therefore the relation

between supersym m etry breaking (i.e.,m
~G
6= 0)and gaugino condensation

(i.e.,h�uui6= 0)rem ainsundeterm ined untilthe true vacuum can be found.

Bycontrast,in genericlinearm ultipletm odelsofgauginocondensation,there

is a sim ple and direct relation,Eq.(3.38): supersym m etry is broken (i.e.,

m
~G
6= 0)ifand only ifgaugino condensation occurs(h�uui6= 0).W ewish to

em phasize thatthe above featuresofthe linearm ultipletm odelare unique

in thesense thatthey aresim ple only in thelinearm ultipletm odel.Thisis

related to the factpointed outin Sect. 1 that,once the constraint(2.9)on

thecondensate�eld U isim posed,thechiralcounterpartofthelinearm ulti-

pletm odelisin generalvery com plicated,and itism orenaturalto work in

the linearform ulation. Ourconclusion ofthissection isbestillustrated by

thefollowing diagram :

Supersym m etry

B reaking ( )

G augino

C ondensation ( )
Stabilized
D ilaton

The equivalence am ong the above three issues isobvious. Therefore,in

thefollowing section,weonly need to focuson oneofthethreeissuesin the
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investigation ofthevacuum ,forexam ple,theissueofdilaton stabilization.

4 Supersym m etry B reaking, G augino C on-

densation and the Stabilization ofthe D ilaton

As argued in Sect. 3.1,nonperturbative contributions to the K�ahler

potentialshould be introduced to cure the unboundedness problem ofthe

sim plem odel(3.2).In thecontextofthegenericm odel(3.10),itistherefore

interesting to address the question as to how the sim ple m odelshould be

m odi�ed in order to obtain a viable theory (i.e.,with Vpot bounded from

below). W e start with the scalar potentialVpot arising from (3.30) after

solving for the auxiliary �elds (using (3.33),(3.34) and (3.37)). Recalling

that(3.11)yieldstheidentity ‘g
(1)
+ 1= 1+ f � ‘f

(1)
,weobtain

Vpot =
1

16e2‘
f(1+ f � ‘f

(1)
)(1+ b‘)2 � 3b2‘2g�6eg�(f+ 1)=b‘; (4.1)

which dependsonly on thedilaton ‘.Thenecessary and su�cientcondition

forVpot to bebounded from below is

f � ‘f
(1)

� �O(‘e1=b‘) for ‘ ! 0; (4.2)

f � ‘f
(1)

� 2 for ‘ ! 1 : (4.3)

Itisclearthatcondition (4.2)isnotatallrestrictive,and therefore hasno

nontrivialim plication. On the contrary,condition (4.3)isquite restrictive;

in particularthe sim ple m odelviolates thiscondition. Condition (4.3)not

only restricts the possible form s ofthe function f in the strong-coupling

regim e butalso hasim portantim plicationsfordilaton stabilization and for

supersym m etry breaking.To m aketheabovestatem entm oreprecise,letus

revisittheunbounded potentialofFig.1,with thetree-levelK�ahlerpotential

de�ned by g(V) = f(V ) = 0. Adding physically reasonable corrections

g(V ) and f(V ) (constrained by (4.2-3)) to this sim ple m odelshould not
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qualitatively alter its behavior in the weak-coupling regim e. Therefore,as

in Fig.1,the potentialofthe m odi�ed m odelin the weak-coupling regim e

starts with Vpot = 0 at ‘ = 0,�rst rises and then falls as ‘ increases. On

theotherhand,adding g(V )and f(V )com pletely altersthestrong-coupling

behavior ofthe originalsim ple m odel. As guaranteed by condition (4.3),

the potentialofthe m odi�ed m odelin the strong-coupling regim e isalways

bounded from below,and in m ost cases rises as ‘ increases. Joining the

weak-couplingbehaviorofthem odi�ed m odeltoitsstrong-couplingbehavior

therefore strongly suggeststhatitspotentialhasa non-trivialm inim um (at

‘6= 0).Furtherm ore,ifthisnon-trivialm inim um isglobal,then thedilaton is

stabilized.W econcludethatnotonly does(4.2-3)tellushow to m odify the

theory,buta large classoftheoriesso m odi�ed have naturally a stabilized

dilaton (and thereforebroken supersym m etry by theargum entofSect.3.3).

In view ofthefactthatthereiscurrently littleknowledgeoftheexactK�ahler

potential,the above conclusion,which applies to generic K�ahlerpotentials

subjectto (4.2{3),isespecially im portantto the search forsupersym m etry

breaking and dilaton stabilization.Though weareunableto study theexact

K�ahlerpotentialatpresent,itisneverthelessinterestingtostudym odelswith

reasonableK�ahlerpotentialsforthepurposeofillustratingthesigni�canceof

condition (4.2-3)aswellasdisplaying explicitexam pleswith supersym m etry

breaking.Thiswillbedonein thefollowing exam ple.

W e start with the consideration ofpossible nonperturbative contribu-

tions to the K�ahler potential. Aside from the Planck scale M P ,the only

naturalm ass scale in the theory is the condensation scale �c,that is,the

scale at which the hidden-sector gauge interaction becom es strong. As is

wellknown,itfollowsfrom the renorm alization group equation forthe run-

ning ofthe gauge coupling that �c depends exponentially on the dilaton

‘ as �c � e�1=6b‘, which is consistent with the results of the sim ple

m odelin Sect.3.1.Therefore,on dim ensionalgrounds,the �eld-theoretical

nonperturbative contribution to the K�ahler potentialhas the generic form

V �m e�n=6bV =M
n�2
P (M P =1in ourconvention),wheren � 2and m � 0[21].
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In thefollowingexam ple,weconsidertheleading-ordernonperturbativecon-

tribution (n = 2 and m = 0)to theK�ahlerpotential:

f(V ) = A
f
e
�1=3bV

; (4.4)

where A
f
isa constantto be determ ined by the nonperturbative dynam ics.

The regulation conditions(4.2-3)require A
f
� 2. In Fig. 2,Vpot isplotted

versusthe dilaton ‘,where A
f
= 6:92 and �=1. Fig. 2 hastwo im portant

features. First,Vpot ofthism odi�ed theory isindeed bounded from below,

and thedilaton isstabilized.Therefore,weobtain supersym m etry breaking,

gauginocondensation anddilatonstabilizationinthisexam ple.Thegravitino

m ass is m
~G
= 7:6� 10�5 in Planck units. Secondly,the vev ofdilaton is

stabilized at the phenom enologically interesting range (h‘i = 0:45 in Fig.

2). Furtherm ore, the above features involve no unnaturalness since they

are insensitive to A
f
. Fig. 2 is a nice realization ofthe argum ent in the

preceding paragraph. It should be contrasted with the racetrack m odels

whereatleastthreegauginocondensatesand largenum ericalcoe�cientsare

needed in order to achieve sim ilar results. W e can also consider possible

stringy nonperturbative contributions to the K�ahler potentialsuggested in

[22]. Itturnsoutthatwe obtain the sam e generalfeaturesasthose ofFig.

2. This is not surprising since,as argued in the preceding paragraph,the

im portant features that we �nd in Fig. 2 are com m on to a large class of

m odels.

Note thatthe value ofthe cosm ologicalconstantisirrelevantto the ar-

gum entspresented hereand in Sect.3.3.In otherwords,thegenericm odel

(3.10)su�ersfrom theusualcosm ologicalconstantproblem ,although wecan

�nd a �ne-tuned subsetofm odelswhosecosm ologicalconstantsvanish.For

exam ple,the cosm ologicalconstantofFig.2 vanishesby �ne tuning A
f
.It

rem ains an open question as to whether or not the cosm ologicalconstant

problem could be resolved within the contextofthe linearm ultipletform u-

lation ofgaugino condensation iftheexactK�ahlerpotentialwereknown.
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5 C oncluding R em arks

W ehavepresented a concreteexam pleofa solution to theinfam ousrun-

away dilaton problem ,within the context oflocalsupersym m etry and the

linear m ultiplet form ulation for the dilaton. W e considered m odels for a

staticcondensatethatreectthem odularanom aly ofthee�ective�eld the-

ory while respecting the exact m odularinvariance ofthe underlying string

theory. The sim plest such m odel[6,7]has a nontrivialpotentialthat is,

however,unbounded in the direction ofstrong coupling. Including nonper-

turbativecorrections[21,22]to theK�ahlerpotentialforthedilaton,thepo-

tentialisstabilized,allowing a vacuum con�guration in which condensation

occursand supersym m etry isbroken.Thisisin contrastto previousanaly-

ses,based on thechiralform ulation forthedilaton,in which supersym m etry

breaking with a bounded vacuum energy wasachieved only by introducing

an additionalsourceofsupersym m etry breaking,such asa constantterm in

thesuperpotential[20,25,27].

In furthercontrastto m ostchiralm odelsstudied,supersym m etry break-

ingarisesfrom anonvanishingvacuum expectation valueoftheauxiliary�eld

associated with thedilaton ratherthan them oduli:roughly speaking,in the

dualchiralform ulation,hFSi6= 0 ratherthan hF I
Ti6= 0. Asa consequence,

gaugino m asses and A-term s are generated at tree level. Although scalar

m assesare stillprotected attree levelby a Heisenberg sym m etry [26],they

willbegenerated atoneloop by renorm alizableinteractions.Forthem odel

considered here,thehierarchy (about�veordersofm agnitude)between the

Planck scaleand thegravitinom assisinsu�cienttoaccountfortheobserved

scale ofelectroweak sym m etry breaking. A possible avenue for im proving

thisresultisto considerm ultiple gaugino condensation;in realistic orbifold

com pacti�cations the hidden gauge group G isin generala productgroup:

G = � aGa.Thegeneralization ofourform alism to them ulti-condensatecase

willbeconsidered elsewhere.
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The Kalb-Ram ond �eld (orthe axion,in the dualdescription) rem ains

m asslessin thestaticm odelsconsidered here,and thereforewestillneed to

explain how the axion m ass can be generated. Ithas recently been shown

in thecontextofglobalsupersym m etry [6]thata m assterm fortheaxion is

naturally generated ifkineticterm sforU and �U areincluded.Itistherefore

worthstudyingtheextension ofthispapertothenonstaticcase.Considerthe

following genericlinearm ultipletm odelwith a singledynam icalcondensate:

K = lnV + g(V;�UU)+ G;

Leff =

Z

d
4
�E f(�2 + f(V;�UU))+ bV G + bV ln(e�K �UU=�6)g: (5.1)

Them odelde�nedby(5.1)isastraightforwardgeneralizationof(3.10),where

the quantum corrections to the K�ahler potential,g and f,are now taken

to be functionsof �UU aswellasofV . The construction ofthe com ponent

lagrangian forthenonstaticm odel(5.1)issim ilartothatforthestaticm odel

(3.10) presented in Sect. 3.2. For exam ple,the condition for a canonical

Einstein term forthegenericnonstaticm odelturnsoutto be:

(1 + Z
@f

@Z
)(1 + V

@g

@V
) = (1 � Z

@g

@Z
)(1 � V

@f

@V
+ f); (5.2)

where Z � �UU. Itis clearthat(3.11)is the static lim itof(5.2),where g

and f are independentof �UU. Assuggested by term sthatarise both from

string corrections [28]at the classicalleveland from �eld-theoreticalloop

corrections[29],wehavestudied thenonstaticm odelwith genericfunctions

g and f thatares-duality invariantin thesensede�ned in [7].Thatis,g and

f are functions only ofthe s-duality invariant super�eld variable �UU=V 2.

It turns out that the scalar potentialVpot ofthe nonstatic m odelwith s-

duality invariance is always unbounded from below in the strong-coupling

lim it‘ ! 1 . The origin ofthisunboundednessproblem issim ilarto that

ofthe sim ple static m odelstudied in Sect. 3.1,and again it reects the

absenceofnonperturbativecontributionstotheK�ahlerpotential.W eexpect

thattheunboundednessproblem ofthenonstaticm odelwillbecured when
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nonperturbative contributionsto theK�ahlerpotentialareincluded.Studies

along thislinearein progress.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

Fig.1: The scalar potentialVpot (in Planck units) is plotted versus the

dilaton ‘.�=1.

Fig.2: The scalar potentialVpot (in Planck units) is plotted versus the

dilaton ‘. A
f
= 6:92 and �=1.
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