arXiv:0912.3369v2 [hep-th] 19 Mar 2010

CERN-PH-TH-2009-254 CPHT-RR136.1209

Holomorphic variables in magnetized brane models with continuous Wilson lines

Pablo G. Cámara,^1 Cezar Condeescu,^2 and Emilian Dudas^{2, 3} 1CERN, PH-TH Division, CH-1211 Genève 23, Switzerland 2Centre de Physique Théorique, Ecole Polytechnique and CNRS, F-91128 Palaiseau, France 3LPT, Bat.210, Université de Paris-Sud, F-91405 Orsay, France

We analyze the action of the target-space modular group in toroidal type IIB orientifold compactifications with magnetized D-branes and continuous Wilson lines. The transformation of matter fields agree with that of twisted fields in heterotic compactifications, constituting a check of type I/heterotic duality. We identify the holomorphic N = 1 variables for these compactifications. Matter fields and closed string moduli are both redefined by open string moduli. The redefinition of matter fields can be read directly from the perturbative Yukawa couplings, whereas closed string moduli redefinitions are obtained from D-brane instanton superpotential couplings. The resulting expressions reproduce and generalize, in the presence of internal magnetic fields, previous results in the literature.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the last decade, D-brane model building has become an outstanding approach for realizing semi-realistic chiral gauge theories within compactifications of String Theory [1–3]. Chirality in these constructions usually requires the presence of intersecting/magnetized D-branes. It is therefore of particular relevance to obtain expressions for the 4d effective action in these models. Efforts along that direction probably start with the computation of Yukawa couplings in [4–7], and extend until the recently developed D-brane instanton calculus which allows the computation of non-perturbative superpotential couplings in these models (see e.g. [8] and references therein). Moreover, higher order couplings can be expressed in terms of 3-point couplings [5, 6, 9, 10], similarly to what happens in heterotic orbifold models. Thus, for many purposes, it suffices to study Yukawa couplings.

Whereas by now the picture that we have of the low energy effective action is fairly complete, there are still some aspects concerning the definition of N = 1 chiral variables in the presence of open string moduli which we believe deserve some further study.

More precisely, in a generic type II compactification the moduli space of open-string deformations (positions and Wilson lines of the D-branes) is non-trivially fibered over the closed string moduli space [11–14]. Open string scalars enter in the definition of closed string moduli and, as a consequence, both kinds of deformations cannot be studied independently.

This becomes particularly important when analyzing the dynamics of D-branes within a closed string background, as required for instance in cosmological models of D-brane inflation [15–18]. Although the explicit expression for these redefinitions is known in few examples [11, 19–23], a systematic analysis in the context of Dbrane model building is still missing. It is the purpose of this letter to fill in this gap.

Redefinition of the closed string moduli by the neutral D-brane scalars is related to the fact that closed string axions shift under some of the diagonal U(1) gauge symmetries of the D-branes. Similarly, we can expect other charged fields, such as matter fields localized at intersections between different stacks of D-branes, to be also redefined by the D-brane moduli. We will find in Section II that this is indeed the case.

The structure of this letter is as follows. In Section II, we analyze the transformation of Yukawa couplings in magnetized brane models under fractional linear transformations of the complex structure and shifts of the Wilson line moduli. The transformation rules that we find agree with the ones obtained for twisted fields in heterotic orbifold compactifications [24–28]. In particular, this allows us to identify the N = 1 chiral variables associated to charged matter fields in presence of arbitrary Wilson lines, in terms of which the superpotential is an holomorphic function.

Next, we consider the transformation properties of non-perturbative superpotential couplings induced by Euclidean D-brane instantons.^1 In this regard, in Section III we show that, after integration over the instanton moduli space, field redefinitions associated to instanton charged zero modes translate into redefinitions for the closed string Kähler and axion-dilaton moduli, thus making the full picture consistent.

Finally, we conclude with some last comments in Section IV.

II. MODULAR TRANSFORMATION OF MATTER FIELDS

Our starting point is the Yukawa coupling computation of Ref.[7] (see also [30–33]), performed by dimensionally reducing 10d N = 1 super Yang-Mills theory to 4d. Particularly important for us is the Wilson line dependence of this coupling. This dependence was determined by identifying the compact manifold with the moduli space

1 See [29] for some related results in the context of N = 1 type IIB orientifold compactifications with O3 and O7-planes.

of Wilson line deformations in the open string wavefunctions. The resulting expressions match the CFT computation performed in the type IIA side [4], up to global phases that we discuss below.

Hence, we consider N = n_a + n_b + n_c D9-branes, with n_α ∈ N^+ , and magnetization m_α ∈ Z along a single T^2 given by,

F_{zz̄} = πi Im τ m_a n_a In^a m_b n_b In^b m_c n_c In^c (1)

where τ is the complex structure modulus of the torus and I_{nα} are n_α × n_α identity matrices. For simplicity, we take g.c.d.(I_{ab}, I_{bc}, I_{ca}) = g.c.d.(m_α, n_α) = 1, for each stack α = a, b, c of D9-branes, so that magnetization breaks the initial U(N) gauge symmetry to U(1) × U(1) × U(1). Intersection numbers are defined as

I_{αβ} ≡ m_αn_β − m_β n_α (2)

with αβ = {ab, bc, ca}, and determine the multiplicities of charged chiral multiplets, Φ^i_{αβ}, i = 0 . . . |I_{αβ} | − 1, transforming in bifundamental representations of U(1) × U(1) × U(1). Generalization to higher dimensional tori or non-abelian gauge groups is straightforward [7].

The expression for the physical Yukawa coupling among these charged fields is [4, 7],^2

Y_{ijk} = g ( 2Im τ A^2 )_{1/4} N_{Iab} N_{Ibc} N_{Ica} × e^{ifab (ξab ,ξ̄ab)+ifbc (ξbc ,ξ̄bc)+ifca (ξca ,ξ̄ca)} × e^{iπ} (_{ξabIm ξab} Iab +^{ξbcIm ξbc} Ibc +^{ξcaIm ξca} Ica ) /Im τ × ϑ [ δ_{ijk} 0 ] (ξ; τ|I_{ab}I_{bc}I_{ca}|) (3) where g is the 10d gauge coupling constant, A is the area of the 2-torus and N_{Iαβ} encodes the dependence of the Kähler metric on the intersection numbers. The concrete form of N_{Iαβ} is not relevant for our purposes. The interested reader, however, can find explicit expressions in [32, 34–37].

In addition, we are using the notation, I_{αβ} ≡ I_{αβ} n_αn_β (4) δ_{ijk} ≡ i I_{ab} + j I_{ca} + k I_{bc} (5) ξ_{αβ} ≡ ξ_α − ξ_β (6) ξ ≡ I_{ab}n_cξ_c + I_{bc}n_aξ_a + I_{ca}n_bξ_b (7)

2 Note that this expression (and therefore eq.(9) below) is not exact. In particular, α^′ corrections are expected.

where ξ_{α,x}, ξ_{α,y} ∈ [0, 1/n_α) are the real Wilson line moduli along the 2-torus and ξ_α = −ξ_{α,y} + τξ_{α,x}. With these conventions the gauge potential associated to Wilson lines is given by A_α =^{iπ}_{Im τ} Im(ξ_αdz̄).

As already mentioned, the CFT and field theory computations of the physical Yukawa coupling, performed respectively in [4] and [7], leave undetermined an overall pure phase which depends on the Wilson line moduli. In particular, the results of [4] and [7] differ in such global phases. We have parameterized these terms in eq.(3) by means of the unknown real functions f_{αβ}(ξ_{αβ} , ξ̄_{αβ} ). The need of these phases will become more clear below, when analyzing the transformation properties of the Yukawa coupling under periodic shifts of the Wilson line moduli.

In order to consider supersymmetric compactifications, we must generalize the above example to the case where D9-branes are magnetized along three 2-tori, T^2 × T^2 × T^2. This can be easily done by taking three copies of eq.(3), one for each 2-torus [4, 7]. Moreover, we shall take sign(I^{(r)}_{ab} I^{(r)}_{bc} I^{(r)}_{ca} ) > 0. The physical Yukawa coupling can be then expressed in terms of a holomorphic superpotential,

W = Φ̂^{⃗i}_{ab}Φ̂^{⃗j}_{bc}Φ̂^{⃗k}_{ca} 3∏ r=1 ϑ [ δ^{(r)}_{ir jr kr} 0 ] (ξ^r; τ_r|I^{(r)}_{ab} I^{(r)}_{bc} I^{(r)}_{ca} |) (8)

where the index r refers to the r-th 2-torus (with analogous definitions to (4)-(7)) and we have taken the following expression for the holomorphic N = 1 chiral variables associated to matter fields,^3

Φ̂^{⃗j}_{αβ} = e^{if}αβ ( W W ) 1_4 3∏ r=1 (Im τ_r)^{14} e iπ^ξ r αβ Im ξ r αβ I(r)αβ Im τr Φ^{⃗j}_{αβ} (9) The factor (W/W )^{1/4} has its origin in the particular form of the N = 1 supergravity lagrangian, as explained in [25]. In order to simplify the notation, we have combined the unknown phase factors of each of the three copies of (3) into a single phase factor, f_{αβ} ≡

∑_3 r=1 f^r_{αβ}.

We want to analyze the transformation properties of this superpotential under linear fractional transformations of the complex structure. We consider, thus, the transformation τ_k → τ_k and τ_q → −1/τ_q, for q ≠ k and k fixed. This corresponds to T-dualizing along the four directions transverse to the k-th factor of T^2 × T^2 × T^2. Under this transformation the initial compactification is in general mapped into a different toroidal type IIB orientifold compactification. In particular, charges of D9-brane/O9-plane in the initial setup are mapped to charges of D5-brane/O5-plane wrapping the k-th 2-torus

3 Here, and in what follows, we neglect factors of A, g or N_{Iab} , as they only play a role for modular transformations of the Kähler moduli or of the complex-axion dilaton, which we do not consider in this note.

in the dual compactification, and viceversa. Similarly, magnetization in the D9-branes transforms as, (m^k_α, n^k_α) → (−m^k_α, −n^k_α) , (m^q_α, n^q_α) → (−n^q_α, m^q_α) , q ≠ k (10)

Let us analyze how the holomorphic variables in eq.(9) transform under this duality. First, note that eq.(3) as it stands is invariant under the above transformations.^4 From eqs.(8) and (9), and making use of Poisson resummation and the discrete Fourier transform of the ϑfunction [7], one may check that matter fields transform holomorphically as

Φ̂^{⃗j}_{αβ} → ∏ q≠k e^− πi(ξ′αβ )2 Iαβ τ √ −iτ Φ̂^{′⃗j}_{αβ} (11)

where in the T-dual setup, chiral variables are given in a new basis,

ξ^′_α = ξ_{α,x} + τξ_{α,y} (12) Φ̂^{′⃗j}_{αβ} = |I^{(r)}_{αβ} |−1 ∑ p_r =0

|I^{(s)}_{αβ} |−1 ∑ p_s=0 ∏ q=r,s e^{2πipj} Iβγ Iγα Iαβ √ |I_{αβ} | Φ̂^{⃗p}_{αβ} | |_{ξαβ →ξ′αβ} (13)

with r ≠ s ≠ k. In order to simplify the notation in these expressions we have omitted the subindex q in all quantities appearing within the brackets. Notice that, whereas eq.(11) is a holomorphic field-dependent transformation, eq.(13) is just a linear change of basis with constant phases as coefficients, which brings the superpotential back to its original form.

Eqs.(11)-(13) have precisely the same structure than the corresponding ones for twisted fields in heterotic orbifold compactifications [24–28]. The place of the orbifold twist in heterotic orbifold compactifications is now taken by the quantity I_{βγ} I_{γα}/I_{αβ} , whereas the orbifold lattice corresponds in the type II language to the lattice generated by the intersections k = 0 . . . |I_{αβ} | − 1. Indeed, the fact that matter fields in type I compactifications with magnetized branes transform as twisted fields in heterotic compactifications is not surprising, as they are related by type I/heterotic S-duality.

Similarly, we can also consider the transformation of matter fields under shifts of the complex structure, τ_r → τ_r + 1. This has to be conveniently accompanied by a shift of the Wilson line moduli [28],

τ_r → τ_r + 1 , Re ξ^r_α → Re ξ^r_α −

Im ξ^r_α Im τ_r , ∀α (14)

4 Actually, one may check that it is also invariant under T-duality along a single 2-torus. For simplicity, however, here we just consider T-dualizing along two 2-tori.

From eq.(9), we observe that matter fields are invariant under this transformation. In order the superpotential to be also invariant, however, we have to define a new basis for the chiral variables, similarly to what we have just seen for the τ → −1/τ transformation. For I^{(r)}_{ab} I^{(r)}_{bc} I^{(r)}ca even, the new basis for matter fields is given by Φ̂^{′⃗j}_{αβ} = e^{−iπj2 Iβγ IγαI}αβ Φ̂^{⃗j}_{αβ} (15) where, again, subindices r should be understood in all quantities. This transformation is in agreement with the result for twisted fields in heterotic orbifold compactifications.^5

Finally, let us consider the transformation of matter fields under shifts of the Wilson line moduli. Due to the periodicity of real Wilson lines, ξ^r_{α,x}, ξ^r_{α,y} ∈ [0, 1/n^r_α), the 4d effective action should be invariant under shifts ξ^r_{α,x(y)} → ξ^r_{α,x(y)} + 1/n^r_α. Indeed, note that both U(1) gauge transformations in the 4d theory and shifts of the Wilson line moduli have a common origin in U(1) gauge transformations of the 10d gauge theory in the worldvolume of D9-branes. Gauge invariance of the 10d action then guarantees invariance of the 4d theory under shifts of the Wilson line moduli (up to possible change of basis within the space of degenerate fields).

In general, a shift in a Wilson line modulus induces a gauge transformation for the 4d fields which are charged under the corresponding U(1). More precisely, after dimensional reduction, 4d fields are associated with eigenfunctions ϕ(x^r ) of the Dirac operator on the internal torus. Torus translations induce U(1) gauge transformations, ϕ(x^r +1) → exp(iqχ_r)ϕ(x^r ), with q the U(1) charge of the field and χ_r the corresponding Wilson loop. In the presence of Wilson lines, the eigenfunctions of the Dirac operator are actually ϕ(x^r + qξ_xr ), where ξ_xr denotes the Wilson line along the direction x^r [7]. Hence, a shift of the Wilson line modulus induces the same U(1) gauge transformation than the corresponding torus translation.

This symmetry can be also understood in more geometrical terms in the mirror setup with intersecting D6- branes. In this picture, one of the real Wilson line moduli becomes the transversal distance of a D6-brane to the origin [4]. The transformation ξ^r_{α,x} → ξ^r_{α,x} + 1/n^r_α then corresponds to move the D6-brane transversally along the r-th 2-torus until it reaches again the initial locus. Notice, however, that after moving the brane along this path intersections with other branes are permuted. In order to

5 For I^{(r)}_{ab} I^{(r)}_{bc} I^{(r)}_{ca} odd, however, the basis is more involved. In

particular, in addition to eq.(15), one may check that ϑ [_{δijk} 0 ] is mapped to ϑ [_{δijk} 1/2 ] in eq.(8). We have not succeeded in explaining this transformation in terms of a new basis for the matter fields. Similar problems under τ → τ + 1 were encountered in heterotic orbifold compactifications when the order of the twist was even (see e.g. [27]).

make explicit the invariance of the action, one has to apply a change of basis (in this case just a permutation) for the degenerate charged fields localized at different intersections. To avoid this sort of subtleties, here instead we choose to shift the modulus an enough number of times such that the permutation is trivial. This is achieved by,

ξ^r_α → ξ^r_α + δ^r_α (16) or, ξ^r_α → ξ^r_α + δ^r_ατ (17)

with δ^r_α = l.c.m.(I^{(r)}_{αβ} , I^{(r)}_{αγ} , . . .)/n^r_α, where the numerator represents the lowest common multiple of the intersection numbers (along the r-th 2-torus) of brane α with all other branes present in the compactification.

We can easily check that physical Yukawa couplings are invariant under transformations (16) and (17) provided that matter fields transform, respectively, as

Φ̂^{⃗i}_{αβ} → Φ̂^{⃗i}_{αβ} , (18)

Φ̂^{⃗j}_{γα} → Φ̂^{⃗j}_{γα} , (19)

and, Φ̂^{⃗i}_{αβ} → e^{iπδ2ατI}αβ^{+ 2πiξαβ δαI}αβ Φ̂^{⃗i}_{αβ} (20) Φ̂^{⃗j}_{γα} → e^{iπδ2ατ}Iγα^{− 2πiξγαδα}Iγα Φ̂^{⃗j}_{γα} . (21) where subindices r have been omitted. With the above definition (9), this can be only the case if the phases f_{αβ}, f_{γα}, are non-trivial and transform under (16) and (17) as, f_{αβ} → f_{αβ} − πδ_αIm ξ_{αβ} I_{αβ} Im τ (22) f_{γα} → f_{γα} + πδ_αIm ξ_{γα} I_{γα}Im τ (23)

and, f_{αβ} → f_{αβ} − πδ_αIm (τ̄ ξ_{αβ} ) I_{αβ} Im τ (24) f_{γα} → f_{γα} + πδ_αIm (τ̄ ξ_{γα}) I_{γα}Im τ . (25)

Consistently with this, one may verify that eq.(3) is invariant under the transformations (16)-(17) and (22)- (25).

III. NON-PERTURBATIVE EFFECTS

A. D-brane instantons

We can extend without much effort the above reasoning to the case of non-perturbative superpotential couplings generated by D-brane instantons. The latter consist of Euclidean D1- and D5-branes (also dubbed E1- and E5-brane instantons) wrapping, respectively, complex compact curves and the full compact space.^6 The resulting superpotential couplings can be computed in terms of CFT scattering amplitudes by means of the recently developed D-brane instanton calculus [38–44].

In general, only N = 1 instantons with a spectrum of neutral zero modes given by two fermions, θ_ρ, ρ = 1, 2, and four scalars x_μ, μ = 0, . . . , 3, parameterizing the N = 1 superspace, contribute to the 4d effective superpotential [38–41]. This requires, among other things, that instantons wrap rigid cycles, and therefore couple to blow-up modes.^7

The structure of instanton generated couplings factorizes into a product of disc amplitudes times the contribution of one-loop fluctuations around the instanton background, given by an exponential of annuli and Möbius amplitudes. In this subsection we consider stringy instantons with no field theory analogous, i.e. instantons with no charged bosonic zero modes localized at the intersections with the D-branes present in the compactification. In that case the one instanton contribution reads [38, 43, 44],

⟨Φ̂^1_{αβ} [⃗x_1]Φ̂^2_{αβ} [⃗x_2] . . .⟩ = ∫ d^4xd^2θ ∑ conf.

|I_{αEp}|−1 ∏ j=0 dλ^j_α |I_{Epβ} |−1 ∏ k=0 dλ̄^k_β · μ(ξ_α, ξ_β ) e^{2πiSEp} ⟨Φ̂^1_{αβ} [⃗x_1]⟩_{λα ,}¯_{λβ} · ⟨Φ̂^2_{αβ} [⃗x_2]⟩_{λα ,}¯_{λβ} · . . . × × e^{MEp+∑s AEpDqs} (26) where the sum over configurations extends over all possible ways of distributing the charged fermionic zero modes, λ^j_α and λ̄^k_β , among the disc correlators, ⟨Φ̂^r_{αβ} [⃗x_i]⟩_{λα ,}¯_{λβ} .

Each correlator consists of a product of matter fields, Φ̂^r_{αβ} [⃗x_i] = Φ̂_{αx1i} Φ̂_{x1i x2i} . . . Φ̂_{xnr −1i xnri} Φ̂_{xnri β} (27) and two charged zero modes, λ_α and λ̄_β , laying at the Ep − α and β − Ep sectors, respectively. Notice that, due to the factorization property of higher order couplings, any disc amplitude ⟨Φ̂^r_{αβ} [⃗x_i]⟩_{λα,}¯_{λβ} can always be expressed in terms of 3-point disc amplitudes [10]. We have also introduced a measure μ(ξ_α, ξ_β ) over the (charged) moduli space of the instanton. An explicit expression for this measure will be proposed in [59] based on the invariance of eq.(31) under U(1) gauge transformations and shifts of the Wilson line moduli. This expression, however, is not relevant for our purposes.

6 However, in a given toroidal orbifold compactification in general only one of the two types of branes contributes to the superpotential.

7 Instantons wrapping non-rigid cycles or preserving N ≥ 2 supersymmetry, however, may contribute to higher F-terms [45–50].

The last term in eq.(26) contains contributions due to one loop fluctuations around the instanton background, where the sum runs over all D5- and D9-branes in the compactification. This term depends on the position and Wilson line moduli of branes which are parallel to the instanton along some direction (Neumann-Neumann or Dirichlet-Dirichlet boundary conditions) and which, therefore, develop extra massless fermionic modes at particular loci of their moduli space, corresponding to the zeroes of exp(M_{Ep} + ∑ s A_{EpDqs} ) [51]. Finally, S_{Ep} is the tree-level part of the instanton action. For E5 or E1 instantons it is given respectively by, S_{E5} = S +M_0 , S_{E1k} = T_k +M_k , k = 1, 2, 3 (28)

where T_k is the Kähler modulus of the T^2 wrapped by the E1_k instanton, S the complex axion-dilaton, and M_A are linear combinations of complex blow-up moduli with coefficients depending on the discrete Wilson lines, position and Chan-Paton charge of the instanton. For T^2×T^2×T^2 orientifolds with O9-planes [11, 52, 53],

S = C_6 + ig^{1/2}_s 3∏ r=1 Vol_r , T_k = C_{2,k} + ig^{−1/2}_s Vol_k (29) with Vol_r the volume of the r-th 2-torus (r = 1, 2, 3), g_s the string coupling constant and C_6 (C_{2,k}) the component of the RR 6-form (2-form) along the 6d compact space (the k-th 2-torus).

Let us proceed now to analyze how the holomorphic variables defined in eq.(9) apply in this non-perturbative context. We are interested in closed string moduli redefinitons by the Wilson line moduli. To be more precise, consider the contribution of a single non-magnetized E5-instanton to a superpotential coupling which involves only fields transforming in symmetric or antisymmmetric representations of the gauge group, that is, fields localized at the intersection between branes α and their images α^∗ under the orientfold projection. We could have considered more general couplings, however, this simple case is enough to read the holomorphic variables for the closed string moduli. Indeed, taking β = α^∗ and

(m^r_α∗ , n^r_α∗ ) = (−m^r_α, n^r_α) , ξ^r_α∗ = −ξ^r_α , r = 1, 2, 3 (30) we see, from eq.(3) (or rather, its generalization to the case of a T^2 × T^2 × T^2) and factorization of the disc amplitudes ⟨Φ̂^r_{αβ} [⃗x_i]⟩_{λα ,}¯_{λβ} into 3-point amplitudes, that eq.(26) contains a Grassman integral of the form,

e^{2πi(S+M0)} ∏ {α} e^{2iIαE5 fαE5 +2πi ∑3r=1 crα ξ} r αE5Im ξ r αE5 Im τr ∫ I_{αE5} −1∏ j,k=0 dλ^j_αdλ̄^k_α∗ λ^j_αλ̄^k_α∗ μ(ξ_α) · . . . · ∏ {α̃} e^{2πi ∑3r=1 cr̃α ξ} r α̃E5Im ξ r α̃E5 Im τr (31)

where, without lost of generality, we have taken I_{αE5} > 0. Here, the coefficients c^r_α correspond to the RR charges of D5-brane which are induced in the worldvolume of D9- brane α by the magnetization,

c^r_α = n^r_αm^j_αm^k_α , r ≠ j ≠ k = 1, 2, 3 (32)

The dots denote a holomorphic modular form of weight −1 with respect to the SL(2, Z)^3 modular group of fractional linear transformations of the complex structure moduli τ_r, r = 1, 2, 3. Finally, the last term in eq.(31) corresponds to contributions of one-loop fluctuations, given by the last term of eq.(26). The absolute value of these contributions is related to the Green function of the Laplacian on the torus [21, 23, 54, 55],

G(ξ_{ab}, ξ̄_{ab}) = −log | | | | | e^{iπξabIm ξab} Im τ ϑ [_{12} 1 2 ] (ξ_{ab}; τ) η(τ) | | | | | 2 (33)

with η(τ) the Dedekind η-function. Hence, the product over α̃ contains the contribution of non-magnetized D5- branes wrapping the r-th T^2, with Wilson line modulus ξ^r_{D5r} , and D9-branes with magnetization only along a T^2 × T^2 submanifold.

Similarly to what occurs for perturbative superpotential couplings, the non-holomorphic exponential prefactors in eq.(31) are absorbed into redefinitions of the holomorphic N = 1 variables. In the case at hand, however, instanton charged zero modes are not physical. Euclidean brane instantons do not span the 4d space-time dimensions and therefore the lagrangian does not contain kinetic terms for the fields λ^j_α, λ̄^k_β , which do not propagate. The exponential prefactors cannot be therefore absorbed into redefinitions of these fields, but rather of the closed string moduli in S_{Ep}.

Considering exponential prefactors which are independent of the discrete Wilson lines of the instanton, ξ^r_{E5}, and combining disc and one-loop contributions, we find the following definition for the holomorphic N = 1 chiral variable associated to the axion-dilaton,

Ŝ = S + ∑ {α̂} 3∑ r=1 c^r_{α̂} ξ^r_{α̂}Im ξ^r_{α̂} Im τ_r

(34)

where {α̂} now denotes all branes in the model, magnetized and non-magnetized.

Notice that Ŝ does not transform holomorphically under shifts of the Wilson line moduli, eqs.(16)-(17), unless the RR 6-form which appears in the definition of S transforms also. Let us show that this is indeed the case. For that aim, consider the following piece of the ten dimensional supergravity action, ∫ [Tr(F_2 ∧ F_2 ∧ F_2 ∧ A) ∧ F_3 + F_7 ∧ F_3] (35)

with F_3 and F_7 the RR 3-form and 7-form field strengths (F_7 = ∗F_3), respectively. Integrating over the internal 6-torus, and keeping track of the Wilson line moduli, we obtain the following couplings in the 4d effective action, 1 6 ∫ dx^4 ϵ^{μνρσ} F_{νρσ} [Re(∂_μS)+ + ∑ α ( m^1_αm^2_αm^3_αA^α_μ + 3∑ r=1 c^r_α Im[ξ̄^r_α∂_μξ^r_α] Im τ_r )] (36)

where ϵ_{μνρσ} is the 4d antisymmetric tensor.

The first term in the second line of (36) is the one responsible for the standard Green-Schwarz mechanism (see e.g. [56]). In order to cancel the anomalous transformation of this term under U(1) gauge transformations of the 4d theory, a shift of Re S proportional to m^1_αm^2_αm^3_α is required. In presence of continuous Wilson lines in the compact space we see that an extra term arises. This extra term is indeed the responsible for the transformation of the RR 6-form potential under shifts of the Wilson line moduli, ξ^r_α → ξ^r_α + δ^α_r : S → S − c^r_α δ^r_αIm ξ^r_α Im τ_r

(37)

ξ^r_α → ξ^r_α + δ^α_r τ_r : S → S − c^r_α δ^r_αIm (ξ^r_ατ̄_r) Im τ_r

(38)

This also matches the discussion in previous section, where we argued that shifts of the Wilson line modulus have an analogous effect than U(1) gauge transformations in the 4d theory, due to their common origin in U(1) gauge transformations of the 10d theory. The analogy, however, has to be taken with some care. Whereas the “charge” of the closed string axion under a 4d U(1) gauge transformation is proportional to the charge of D3/D3- brane induced by the magnetization, the “charge” under shifts of the Wilson line moduli is proportional to the induced D5-brane charges. Thus, there are situations where the axion does not transform under 4d U(1) gauge transformations but it does transform under shifts of the Wilson line modulus. We will see in next section a particular example of this type.

Taking into account (37) and (38), now it is straightforward to verify that Ŝ indeed transforms holomorphically under eq.(16) and (17), providing a good consistency check of eq.(34).

Regarding the exponential terms in eq.(31) which depend on both the discrete parameters of the instanton and the Wilson line moduli of the D9-brane, we will argue in [59] that they must be canceled with the measure over the charged moduli space of the instanton, μ(ξ_α), in order eq.(31) to be invariant under U(1) gauge transformations and shifts of the Wilson line moduli. Note that terms depending on the instanton parameters cannot be in any case associated to perturbative redefinitions of fields.

Finally, let us briefly comment on the redefinition of Kähler moduli. The simplest way to obtain these redefinitions is to T-dualize eq.(34) along the directions transverse to the k-th factor of T^2 × T^2 × T^2. Under this transformation, τ_j → −1/τ_j , for j ≠ k = 1, 2, 3, and magnetization numbers transform as in eqs.(10), as we already saw in the previous section.^8 Moreover, S → T_k. We reproduce here the resulting expression,

T̂_k = T_k − ∑ {α̂} c^0_{α̂} ξ^{k̂α}Im ξ^{k̂α} Im τ_k − 3∑ p≠q≠k c^q_{α̂} ξ^p_{α̂}Im ξ^p_{α̂} Im τ_p

(39)

where,

c^0_α ≡ n^1_αn^2_αn^3_α (40)

Under shifts (37) and (38) of the Wilson line moduli, the complex scalars T_k transform respectively as,

ξ^r_α → ξ^r_α + δ^α_r : T_k → T_k + c^{k,r}_α δ^r_αIm ξ^r_α Im τ_r

(41)

ξ^r_α → ξ^r_α + δ^α_r τ_r : T_k → T_k + c^{k,r}_α δ^r_αIm (ξ^r_ατ̄_r) Im τ_r

, (42)

where c^{k,r}_α = c^0_α for r = k, and c^{k,r}_α = −c^p_α for r ≠ k ≠ p.

B. Gaugino condensation

We have seen how to extract from superpotential couplings generated by stringy instantons the holomorphic variables associated to closed string moduli in the presence of magnetized D-branes and continuous Wilson lines. Similar statements hold for non-perturbative superpotentials originating from field theory instantons or gaugino condensation (equivalently, fractional gauge instantons [60]) in the worldvolume of some D-brane.

In what follows, we illustrate the application of these techniques to the T^4/Z_2 × T^2 BSGP orbifold model [57, 58], consisting of 16 non-magnetized D9-branes and 16 D5-branes. Strictly speaking, this model does not contain complex rigid cycles, and therefore non-perturbative superpotentials are not generated. However, in the same

8 The transformation rules for the magnetization numbers are actually not unique. Acting with a generator of Z_2×Z_2, where each Z_2 reverses the magnetization numbers of a T^2 ×T^2, leads to another set of valid transformations. The resulting E1-instantons differ in their Chan-Paton charge. Consistently, all of these Tduality transformations lead to the same expression for the redefined Kähler moduli.

spirit than [21], we assume that extra ingredients in the compactification lead to complex rigid cycles at the singularities of the Z_2-orbifold and, in particular, to O(1) instantons contributing to the superpotential [8]. Alternatively, we could think of this model as one of the N = 2 subsectors of a T^6/Z_2 × Z_2 orbifold with discrete torsion [61–64].

Hence, we assume that E1-instantons stuck at the singularities of the Z_2 orbifold and wrapping the transverse T^2 in T^4/Z_2×T^2 induce non-perturbative superpotential terms. In particular, we consider D5-branes to be fractional, so that they are stuck also at the singularities. In that case E1-instantons at the singularities correspond to fractional gauge instantons (or gaugino condensates) for the gauge theory living in the worldvolume of the D5-branes.

According to the discussion in previous sections, in this case there is some dependence of the non-perturbative superpotential on the Wilson line moduli of the D9-branes along the T^2. We can make use of the Green function for the Laplace operator in the T^2, eq.(33), to compute the explicit expression of this superpotential [21, 23],^9 W = ∑ ξ_{E1} e^{2πiσ(ξ}E1^{) (T +M(ξE1 ))} η(τ)^{− 8+σ(ξE1 )σ(ξ}E1^) × 16∏ a=1 ( e^{iπ(ξa−ξE1)Im(ξa−ξE1)} Im τ ϑ [_1 2 1 2 ] (ξ_a − ξ_{E1}; τ)

e^{iπ(ξa+ξE1)Im(ξa +ξE1)} Im τ ϑ [_1 2 1 2 ] (ξ_a + ξ_{E1}; τ)

) 1_{4σ(ξE1 )}

(43)

The sum in this expression extends over the discrete lattice of the Z_2, spanned by the discrete Wilson line parameter of the E1-instanton,

ξ_{E1} = −ϵ_2 + τϵ_1 , ϵ_i = 0, 1/2 (44)

The particular linear combination of blow-up moduli to which the instanton couples, here represented by M(ξ_{E1}), depends on ξ_{E1}. The Kähler modulus and the complex structure modulus of the T^2 are given, respectively, by T and τ, whereas ξ_a is the corresponding Wilson line of the a-th D9-brane along this torus. The fractional charge of the instanton corresponds to the dual Coxeter number of the condensing gauge group σ(ξ_{E1}), which is related to the β-function coefficient of the gauge theory in the worldvolume of the D5-branes at the singularity where the instanton sits.

9 This superpotential (and its holomorphic expression, eq.(47)) differs from the ones presented in [21, 23] in that it contains additional terms of the form exp(2πiξ_{E1} Im ξ_{E1}/Im τ ) which arise from eq.(33). One may check that without these terms the superpotential would not transform as a modular form of weight -1 under τ → −1/τ . These terms will lead to relative phases between various instanton contributions in eq.(47).

Under shifts of ξ_a, the complex scalar T transforms as, ξ_a → ξ_a + 1 , T → T − 1 4 Im ξ_a Im τ

(45) ξ_a → ξ_a + τ , T → T − 1 4 Im(τ̄ ξ_a) Im τ

(46)

Note that in this case the Green-Schwarz mechanism does not induce shifts of T under U(1) gauge transformations (m^1m^2m^3 = 0), however, D9-branes in this model carry some charge of fractional D5-brane, leading to (45)- (46).^{10}

We can write the global superpotential eq.(43) in terms of holomorphic variables, following the discussion in previous sections. More precisely, making use of the periodicity formula of the theta function, we express (43) as,

W = ∑ ϵ_i=0,^1_2 η(τ)^{− 8+σ(ξE1)} σ(ξE1 ) e 2πi σ(ξE1 ) ( T̂ +M) ×

e^{− 8πiσ(ξ}E1^{) (ϵ2+ϵ1ϵ2)} 16∏ a=1 ϑ [_1 2 + ϵ_1 1 2 + ϵ_2

] 1_{2σ(ξE1 )}

(ξ_a; τ) (47)

where we have redefined the Kähler modulus [11],

T̂ = T + 1 4 16∑ a=1 ξ_aIm ξ_a Im τ

(48)

Notice that blow-up moduli are not redefined in eq.(47). This is due to the symmetrization of (43) under the orientifold action. In addition, notice that without (45)-(46), eq.(48) would transform non-holomorphically.

In these holomorphic variables the superpotential takes a form which resembles much the expression of a superstring partition function. This is not surprising, since worldsheet instantons are related by S-duality to E1- instantons.^{11}

One may check that eq.(47) satisfies all the required global consistency conditions. Indeed, given the Kähler potential,

K = −log [ (T̂ − ^̄T )(τ − τ̄ ) − 1 4 16∑ a=1 (ξ_a − ξ̄_a)^2 ] (49)

the resulting scalar potential is not only invariant under the transformations (45)-(46), but also under τ → −1/τ and τ → τ + 1, providing a good consistency check of these global expressions.

10 This is also consistent with the mixing between S and T in the gauge kinetic function of D9-branes for this model found in [66].

11 Indeed, the S-duality map can be explicitly used in this model to compute E1-instanton corrections to the effective action [65, 66].

IV. DISCUSSION

We have analyzed the transformation properties of perturbative Yukawa couplings in models with magnetized D9-branes under the action of the target-space modular group. More precisely, we have considered linear fractional transformations of the complex structure moduli and shifts of the Wilson line moduli of magnetized D9- branes. This analysis permitted us to identify the right definitions for the holomorphic N = 1 variables associated to matter fields and, using techniques of D-brane instanton calculus, the holomorphic variables for closed string moduli. Our main results can be summarized by eqs.(9), (34) and (39).

The precise knowledge of these variables is required in any global analysis of the D-brane dynamics within a toroidal compactification [59]. This is especially relevant for D-brane inflationary models, where inflation is driven by one or several open string moduli. In particular, in [59] we will make use of these results to analyze the nonperturbative dynamics of D-branes in T^6/Z_2×Z_2 orbifold models with discrete torsion.

There are several interesting aspects on which the results of this letter could be extended. The redefinitions we give here are valid for toroidal (or toroidal orbifold) models. It should be possible, however, to generalize these expressions and express them in terms of quantities which are well defined in arbitrary Calabi-Yau compactifications. We may also think that further ingredients such as closed string fluxes could also affect the redefinition of closed string moduli. In this regard, the effect of closed string fluxes on the open string wavefunctions has been analyzed recently [67], reflecting that the wavefunctions of the lightest modes associated to matter fields (in the regime where supergravity is a valid description) do not feel the effect of the closed string background flux. Based on this, therefore, we do not expect the redefinitions discussed here to be altered by the presence of closed string fluxes in a globally consistent model.

Acknowledgments

We thank M. Berg, F. Marchesano, J. F. Morales, M. Schmidt-Sommerfeld and A. Uranga for useful comments and discussions. E.D. thanks Aspen Center for Physics and P.G.C. is grateful to Ecole Polytechnique for hospitality during the completion of this work. Work supported in part by the European ERC Advanced Grant 226371 MassTeV, by the CNRS PICS no. 3059 and 4172, by the grants ANR-05-BLAN-0079-02, and the PITN contract PITN-GA-2009-237920.

[1] R. Blumenhagen, B. Kors, D. Lust and S. Stieberger, “Four-dimensional String Compactifications with D- Branes, Orientifolds and Fluxes,” Phys. Rept. 445 (2007) 1 [arXiv:hep-th/0610327].

[2] F. Marchesano, “Progress in D-brane model building,” Fortsch. Phys. 55, 491 (2007) [arXiv:hep-th/0702094].

[3] F. Denef, “Les Houches Lectures on Constructing String Vacua,” arXiv:0803.1194 [hep-th].

[4] D. Cremades, L. E. Ibanez and F. Marchesano, “Yukawa couplings in intersecting D-brane models,” JHEP 0307, 038 (2003) [arXiv:hep-th/0302105].

[5] M. Cvetic and I. Papadimitriou, “Conformal field theory couplings for intersecting D-branes on orientifolds,” Phys. Rev. D 68, 046001 (2003) [Erratum-ibid. D 70, 029903 (2004)] [arXiv:hep-th/0303083].

[6] S. A. Abel and A. W. Owen, “Interactions in intersecting brane models,” Nucl. Phys. B 663, 197 (2003) [arXiv:hep-th/0303124].

[7] D. Cremades, L. E. Ibanez and F. Marchesano, “Computing Yukawa couplings from magnetized extra dimensions,” JHEP 0405, 079 (2004) [arXiv:hep-th/0404229].

[8] R. Blumenhagen, M. Cvetic, S. Kachru and T. Weigand, “D-brane Instantons in Type II String Theory,” arXiv:0902.3251 [hep-th].

[9] S. A. Abel and A. W. Owen, “N-point amplitudes in intersecting brane models,” Nucl. Phys. B 682, 183 (2004) [arXiv:hep-th/0310257].

[10] H. Abe, K. S. Choi, T. Kobayashi and H. Ohki, “Higher Order Couplings in Magnetized Brane Models,” JHEP 0906, 080 (2009) [arXiv:0903.3800 [hep-th]].

[11] I. Antoniadis, C. Bachas, C. Fabre, H. Partouche and

T. R. Taylor, “Aspects of type I - type II - heterotic triality in four dimensions,” Nucl. Phys. B 489 (1997) 160 [arXiv:hep-th/9608012].

[12] W. Lerche and P. Mayr, “On N = 1 mirror symmetry for open type II strings,” arXiv:hep-th/0111113.

[13] W. Lerche, P. Mayr and N. Warner, “Holomorphic N = 1 special geometry of open-closed type II strings,” arXiv:hep-th/0207259.

[14] W. Lerche, P. Mayr and N. Warner, “N = 1 special geometry, mixed Hodge variations and toric geometry,” arXiv:hep-th/0208039.

[15] G. R. Dvali and S. H. H. Tye, “Brane inflation,” Phys.

Lett. B 450, 72 (1999) [arXiv:hep-ph/9812483]. [16] G. R. Dvali, Q. Shafi and S. Solganik, “D-brane inflation,” arXiv:hep-th/0105203.

[17] C. P. Burgess, M. Majumdar, D. Nolte, F. Quevedo, G. Rajesh and R. J. Zhang, “The Inflationary Brane-Antibrane Universe,” JHEP 0107, 047 (2001) [arXiv:hep-th/0105204].

[18] S. Kachru, R. Kallosh, A. D. Linde, J. M. Maldacena, L. P. McAllister and S. P. Trivedi, “Towards inflation in string theory,” JCAP 0310, 013 (2003) [arXiv:hep-th/0308055].

[19] C. Angelantonj, R. D’Auria, S. Ferrara and M. Trigiante, “K3 x T^2/Z2 orientifolds with fluxes, open string moduli and critical points,” Phys. Lett. B 583, 331 (2004) [arXiv:hep-th/0312019].

[20] M. Grana, T. W. Grimm, H. Jockers and J. Louis, “Soft Supersymmetry Breaking in Calabi-Yau Orientifolds with D-branes and Fluxes,” Nucl. Phys. B 690, 21 (2004) [arXiv:hep-th/0312232].

[21] M. Berg, M. Haack and B. Kors, “Loop corrections to volume moduli and inflation in string theory,” Phys. Rev. D 71, 026005 (2005) [arXiv:hep-th/0404087].

[22] H. Jockers and J. Louis, “The effective action of D7- branes in N = 1 Calabi-Yau orientifolds,” Nucl. Phys. B 705, 167 (2005) [arXiv:hep-th/0409098].

[23] D. Baumann, A. Dymarsky, I. R. Klebanov, J. M. Maldacena, L. P. McAllister and A. Murugan, “On D3-brane potentials in compactifications with fluxes and wrapped D-branes,” JHEP 0611, 031 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0607050].

[24] J. Lauer, J. Mas and H. P. Nilles, “Dduality and the role of nonperturbative effects on the world sheet,” Phys. Lett. B 226, 251 (1989).

[25] S. Ferrara, D. Lust and S. Theisen, “Target Space Modular Invariance and Low-Energy Couplings in Orbifold Compactifications,” Phys. Lett. B 233, 147 (1989).

[26] J. Lauer, J. Mas and H. P. Nilles, “Twisted Sector Representations Of Discrete Background Symmetries For Two- Dimensional Orbifolds,” Nucl. Phys. B 351, 353 (1991).

[27] J. Erler, D. Jungnickel and J. Lauer, “Dependence Of Yukawa Couplings On The Axionic Background Moduli Of Z(N) Orbifolds,” Phys. Rev. D 45, 3651 (1992).

[28] G. Lopes Cardoso, D. Lust and T. Mohaupt, “Moduli spaces and target space duality symmetries in (0,2) Z(N) orbifold theories with continuous Wilson lines,” Nucl. Phys. B 432, 68 (1994) [arXiv:hep-th/9405002].

[29] T. W. Grimm, “Non-Perturbative Corrections and Modularity in N=1 Type IIB Compactifications,” JHEP 0710, 004 (2007) [arXiv:0705.3253 [hep-th]].

[30] J. P. Conlon, A. Maharana and F. Quevedo, “Wave Functions and Yukawa Couplings in Local String Compactifications,” JHEP 0809 (2008) 104 [arXiv:0807.0789 [hepth]].

[31] H. Abe, T. Kobayashi and H. Ohki, “Magnetized orbifold models,” JHEP 0809, 043 (2008) [0806.4748 [hep-th]].

[32] P. Di Vecchia, A. Liccardo, R. Marotta and F. Pezzella, “Kaehler Metrics and Yukawa Couplings in Magnetized Brane Models,” JHEP 0903, 029 (2009) [arXiv:0810.5509 [hep-th]].

[33] I. Antoniadis, A. Kumar and B. Panda, “Fermion Wavefunctions in Magnetized branes: Theta identities and Yukawa couplings,” Nucl. Phys. B 823, 116 (2009) [arXiv:0904.0910 [hep-th]].

[34] D. Lust, P. Mayr, R. Richter and S. Stieberger, “Scattering of gauge, matter, and moduli fields from intersecting branes,” Nucl. Phys. B 696 (2004) 205 [arXiv:hep-th/0404134].

[35] M. Bertolini, M. Billo, A. Lerda, J. F. Morales and R. Russo, “Brane world effective actions for Dbranes with fluxes,” Nucl. Phys. B 743 (2006) 1 [arXiv:hep-th/0512067].

[36] N. Akerblom, R. Blumenhagen, D. Lust and M. Schmidt- Sommerfeld, “Instantons and Holomorphic Couplings in Intersecting D-brane Models,” JHEP 0708 (2007) 044 [arXiv:0705.2366 [hep-th]].

[37] M. Billo, M. Frau, I. Pesando, P. Di Vecchia, A. Lerda and R. Marotta, “Instantons in N=2 magnetized D-brane worlds,” JHEP 0710 (2007) 091 [arXiv:0708.3806 [hepth]].

[38] R. Blumenhagen, M. Cvetic and T. Weigand, “Spacetime instanton corrections in 4D string vacua - the seesaw mechanism for D-brane models,” Nucl. Phys. B 771 (2007) 113 [arXiv:hep-th/0609191].

[39] M. Haack, D. Krefl, D. Lust, A. Van Proeyen and M. Zagermann, “Gaugino condensates and Dterms from D7-branes,” JHEP 0701, 078 (2007) [arXiv:hep-th/0609211].

[40] L. E. Ibanez and A. M. Uranga, “Neutrino Majorana masses from string theory instanton effects,” JHEP 0703 (2007) 052 [arXiv:hep-th/0609213].

[41] B. Florea, S. Kachru, J. McGreevy and N. Saulina, “Stringy Instantons and Quiver Gauge Theories,” JHEP 0705 (2007) 024 [arXiv:hep-th/0610003].

[42] S. A. Abel and M. D. Goodsell, “Realistic Yukawa couplings through instantons in intersecting brane worlds,” JHEP 0710, 034 (2007) [arXiv:hep-th/0612110].

[43] N. Akerblom, R. Blumenhagen, D. Lust, E. Plauschinn and M. Schmidt-Sommerfeld, “Non-perturbative SQCD Superpotentials from String Instantons,” JHEP 0704, 076 (2007) [arXiv:hep-th/0612132].

[44] M. Cvetic, R. 2. Richter and T. Weigand, “Computation of D-brane instanton induced superpotential couplings - Majorana masses from string theory,” Phys. Rev. D 76, 086002 (2007) [arXiv:hep-th/0703028].

[45] C. Beasley and E. Witten, “New instanton effects in supersymmetric QCD,” JHEP 0501 (2005) 056 [arXiv:hep-th/0409149].

[46] C. Beasley and E. Witten, “New instanton effects in string theory,” JHEP 0602 (2006) 060 [arXiv:hep-th/0512039].

[47] R. Blumenhagen, M. Cvetic, R. 2. Richter and T. Weigand, “Lifting D-Instanton Zero Modes by Recombination and Background Fluxes,” JHEP 0710 (2007) 098 [arXiv:0708.0403 [hep-th]].

[48] I. Garcia-Etxebarria, F. Marchesano and A. M. Uranga, “Non-perturbative F-terms across lines of BPS stability,” JHEP 0807 (2008) 028 [arXiv:0805.0713 [hep-th]].

[49] M. Billo’, L. Ferro, M. Frau, F. Fucito, A. Lerda and J. F. Morales, “Non-perturbative effective interactions from fluxes,” JHEP 0812 (2008) 102 [arXiv:0807.4098 [hep-th]].

[50] A. M. Uranga, “D-brane instantons and the effective field theory of flux compactifications,” JHEP 0901 (2009) 048 [arXiv:0808.2918 [hep-th]].

[51] O. J. Ganor, “A note on zeroes of superpotentials in F-theory,” Nucl. Phys. B 499 (1997) 55 [arXiv:hep-th/9612077].

[52] G. Aldazabal, A. Font, L. E. Ibanez and G. Violero, “D = 4, N = 1, type IIB orientifolds,” Nucl. Phys. B 536 (1998) 29 [arXiv:hep-th/9804026].

[53] T. W. Grimm and J. Louis, “The effective action of N = 1 Calabi-Yau orientifolds,” Nucl. Phys. B 699 (2004) 387 [arXiv:hep-th/0403067].

[54] I. Antoniadis, C. Bachas and E. Dudas, “Gauge couplings in four-dimensional type I string orbifolds,” Nucl. Phys. B 560 (1999) 93 [arXiv:hep-th/9906039].

[55] F. Gmeiner and G. Honecker, “Complete Gauge Threshold Corrections for Intersecting Fractional D6-Branes: The Z6 and Z6’ Standard Models,” arXiv:0910.0843 [hepth].

[56] G. Aldazabal, S. Franco, L. E. Ibanez, R. Rabadan and A. M. Uranga, “D = 4 chiral string compactifications from intersecting branes,” J. Math. Phys. 42 (2001) 3103 [arXiv:hep-th/0011073].

[57] M. Bianchi and A. Sagnotti, “On the systematics of open string theories,” Phys. Lett. B 247, 517 (1990).

[58] E. G. Gimon and J. Polchinski, “Consistency Conditions for Orientifolds and D-Manifolds,” Phys. Rev. D 54, 1667 (1996) [arXiv:hep-th/9601038].

[59] P. G. Cámara, C. Condeescu, E. Dudas and M. Lennek, “Non-perturbative Vacuum Destabilization and D-brane Dynamics,” to appear soon.

[60] J. H. Brodie, “Fractional branes, confinement, and dynamically generated superpotentials,” Nucl. Phys. B 532 (1998) 137 [arXiv:hep-th/9803140].

[61] C. Angelantonj, I. Antoniadis, G. D’Appollonio, E. Dudas and A. Sagnotti, “Type I vacua with brane supersymmetry breaking,” Nucl. Phys. B 572, 36 (2000) [arXiv:hep-th/9911081].

[62] E. Dudas and C. Timirgaziu, “Internal magnetic fields and supersymmetry in orientifolds,” Nucl. Phys. B 716, 65 (2005) [arXiv:hep-th/0502085].

[63] R. Blumenhagen, M. Cvetic, F. Marchesano and G. Shiu,

“Chiral D-brane models with frozen open string moduli,” JHEP 0503, 050 (2005) [arXiv:hep-th/0502095].

[64] C. Angelantonj, C. Condeescu, E. Dudas and M. Lennek, “Stringy Instanton Effects in Models with Rigid Magnetised D-branes,” Nucl. Phys. B 818, 52 (2009) [arXiv:0902.1694 [hep-th]].

[65] M. Bianchi and J. F. Morales, “Unoriented D-brane Instantons vs Heterotic worldsheet Instantons,” JHEP 0802 (2008) 073 [arXiv:0712.1895 [hep-th]].

[66] P. G. Camara and E. Dudas, “Multi-instanton and string loop corrections in toroidal orbifold models,” JHEP 0808 (2008) 069 [arXiv:0806.3102 [hep-th]].

[67] P. G. Camara and F. Marchesano, “Open string wavefunctions in flux compactifications,” JHEP 0910, 017 (2009) [arXiv:0906.3033 [hep-th]].