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Variants ofthe Standard M odelw ith Electrow eak-Singlet Q uarks
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The successfuldescription ofcurrentdata provided by theStandard M odelincludesfundam ental

ferm ionsthatare color-singlets and electroweak-nonsinglets,butno ferm ionsthatare electroweak-

singletsand color-nonsinglets.In an e�ortto understand theabsenceofsuch ferm ions,weconstruct

and study gedanken m odels that do contain electroweak-singlet chiralquark �elds. These m odels

exhibitseveraldistinctive properties,including the absence ofany neutrallepton and the factthat

both the(uud)and (ddu)nucleonsareelectrically charged.W ealso explorehow such m odelscould

arise as low-energy lim its ofgrand uni�ed theories and,in this m ore restrictive context,we show

thatthey exhibitfurtherexotic properties.

PACS num bers:11.15.-q,12.10.D m ,12.60.-i

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

The fundam entalferm ionsin nature,asprobed up to

energiesreached in experim entssofar,exhibitan intrigu-

ing asym m etry.The asym m etry with respectto ferm ion

chirality is well-known. This is evidentin the factthat

the ferm ion contentofthe Standard M odel(SM )ischi-

ralwith respect to its gauge group,G SM = SU(3)c �

SU(2)L � U(1)Y .Theasym m etrythatwefocuson hereis

thefactthatthereareferm ions,nam ely theleptons,that

are color-singletsbutnonsingletsunder the electroweak

(EW ) subgroup ofG SM ,G E W = SU(2)L � U(1)Y ,but

there no evidence for ferm ions that are singlets under

G E W while being nonsinglets under SU(3)c. Can one

understand thisproperty ofnatureata deeperlevel? To

addressthis question,we constructand study gedanken

m odelsthatarevariantsoftheStandard M odeland that

include electroweak-singletquarks. O uraim here isnot

to try to �nd another m odelthat �ts current data but

instead to work out properties ofthese gedanken m od-

elsand determ ine in whatgeneralwaysthese properties

di�erfrom those observed in the realworld. O urm eth-

odsofanalysisaresim ply thoseofquantum �eld theory

and group theory; we do not include any results from

anthropicargum ents.

O neclassofvariantsinvolvestheaddition ofa vector-

like set ofelectroweak-singlet,color-nonsingletferm ions

to the Standard M odel. A second class of variants is

obtained by altering the hyperchargesand thusalso the

electric chargesofthe quarksin the Standard M odelso

that either the dR -type or uR -type quarks ofeach gen-

eration have Y = Q = 0. This can be done in a m an-

ner consistent with constraints from anom aly cancella-

tion so long asone also m akescorresponding changesin

the chargesofthe leptons[1].W ithin thisclassofm od-

elswediscussthreeparticularcases.In two ofthese,the

electric charges ofleft- and right-handed W eylcom po-

nents offerm ions satisfy qfL = qfR and (i) qdR = 0 or

(ii)quR = 0. In the third,allferm ionshave Y = 0. W e

�nd severalwaysin which thepropertiesofsuch variants

di�er from those ofthe Standard M odel,including the

absence ofany neutralleptons and the fact that both

the (uud) and (ddu) nucleons are electrically charged.

W e then consider possible \ultraviolet com pletions" of

these m odels[2]. There are variousm otivations,includ-

ing gaugecoupling uni�cation,quark-lepton uni�cation,

and chargequantization,to believethattheSM isa low-

energy e�ective �eld theory resulting from a grand uni-

�ed theory (G UT)based on a (sem i)sim plegaugegroup,

G G U T ,with G SM � G G U T .M odern grand uni�ed theo-

riesusually entaila supersym m etricextension oftheSM

[3],although exam ples ofgauge coupling uni�cation in

non-supersym m etric contexts have also been found [4].

In the grand uni�ed theoriesthatwe consider,we show

that such m odels would exhibit further exotic proper-

ties;forexam plein an SU(5)theory,we�nd breaking of

U(1)em by Q CD quark condensates.

W e recallcertain basic properties and �x som e nota-

tion.Theferm ion contentoftheStandard M odelconsists

ofN g = 3 generationsofthequarksQ a
n;L =

�
u
a

n

da
n

�

L
,uan;R ,

and dan;R ,transform ingrespectively as(3;2)1=3,(3;1)4=3,

and (3;1)� 2=3,and the leptonsLn;L =
�
�en
en

�

L
and en;R

transform ing as(1;2)� 1 and (1;1)� 2.Herea isthecolor

index,the num bersin parenthesesarethe dim ensionsof

therepresentationsofSU(3)c and SU(2)L ,thesubscripts

are the weak hypercharge Y ,n is the generationalin-

dex,and we use a com pact notation in which u1 � u,

u2 � c,u3 � t,etc. To accom odate m assive neutrinos,

we also include a num berns ofelectroweak-singletneu-

trinos,�‘n ;R transform ing as(1;1)0 and willusually take

ns = N g = 3. W e have Q = T3 + (Y=2) and willcon-

sidertheorieswith valuesofY and henceQ di�erentfrom

thosein theSM itself.Forsupersym m etricextensionsof

the SM ,we stressthatouraim isto study m odelswith

EW -singlet,color-nonsingletm atter ferm ions contained

in chiral super�elds; of course, such m odels autom at-

ically include electroweak-singlet color-adjoint ferm ions

in vectorsuper�elds,nam ely the gluinos.

http://arxiv.org/abs/0809.0087v1
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II. M O D EL W IT H A D D IT IO N A L V EC T O R LIK E

FER M IO N S

O ne way to construct a variant of the Standard

M odelwith electroweak-singlet color-nonsinglet m atter

ferm ions is sim ply to add a vectorlike set of SU(2)L -

singlet ferm ions ffL; fR g,i.e. a set in which fL and

fR transform according to the sam e representation of

SU(3)c and have the sam e Y = Q ,including som e with

Y = Q = 0.Ifonestartswith them inim alsupersym m et-

ric Standard M odel(M SSM ),possibly augm ented with

G SM -singlet chiralsuper�elds,then one would add the

setof(left-handed)chiralsuper�eldsfF̂ ;F̂ cg.Itiseasy

to see why one would not have observed such particles

at energies probed so far,since the bare ferm ion m ass

term m F
�FL FR + h:c:or corresponding super�eld term

F̂ F̂ c is invariant under G SM ,and hence m F would be

expected to be oforder the scale characterizing the ul-

travioletcom pletion ofthetheory,such astheG UT scale.

Thisisa specialcaseofthegeneralresultthat�eldsthat

can form barem assterm sconsistentwith gaugesym m e-

try group describing the theory ata given scaledo form

such term s at this scale,and are integrated out in the

e�ective �eld theory below this scale [5]. Rather than

adding such �eldsto theSM orM SSM ,onecan,instead,

changethehyperchargeassignm entsoftheSM orM SSM

�eldsthem selves,aswediscussnext.

III. SM W IT H A LT ER ED FER M IO N

H Y P ER C H A R G ES

A . M odels w ith qfL = qfR

A m inim alway to obtain electroweak-singletquarksin

a SM -like m odelor extension thereofis to change the

hypercharge assignm ents for the SM ferm ions. To keep

U(1)em vectorialin thesim plestm anner,wem aintain the

relationsforthe electric charges

qfL = qfR ; (3.1)

where f runs over the quarks and leptons. Since the

T3 = 1=2 com ponentofthe SU(2)L -doubletlepton �eld

willhaveanonzerochargeforthem odelsofinteresthere,

we avoid the SM notation Ln;L =
�
�en
en

�

L
and instead

write

LL =

�

‘1

‘2

�

L

; (3.2)

where here and below we shalloften suppress the gen-

erationalindex n. The altered hypercharge assignm ents

aresubjectto theconstraintofcancellation ofanom alies

in gauged currents.TheSU(3)3c and SU(3)
2
cU(1)Y trian-

gleanom aliesvanish becauseofthevectorialproperty of

SU(3)c and U(1)em ,Thecondition thattheSU(2)
2
L U(1)Y

triangleanom aly vanishesis

N cYQ L
+ YL L

= 0 ; (3.3)

where we display the generalN c dependence. This is

equivalentto the condition [1]

qu = qd + 1 =
1

2

�

1�
(2q‘2 + 1)

N c

�

: (3.4)

Thisprovidestwowaystogetelectroweak-singletquarks.

W e discussthese forthe relevantcaseN c = 3.

The �rst way entails the Y assignm ents and cor-

responding SU(2)L -doublets (with electric charges in

parenthesesand suppressing generation indices)

YQ L
= 1; Q

a
L =

�

ua(1)

da(0)

�

L

YL L
= � 3; LL =

�

‘1(� 1)

‘2(� 2)

�

L

; (3.5)

and SU(2)L singletshaving YfR = 2qfR ,

u
a
R (1); d

a
R (0); ‘1;R (� 1); ‘2;R (� 2); (3.6)

sothatdaR isan EW singlet.W edenotethiscaseasDRS,

standing for\dR singlet".

Thesecond casehasSU(2)L -doublets

YQ L
= � 1; Q

a
L =

�

ua(0)

da(� 1)

�

L

YL L
= 3; LL =

�

‘1(2)

‘2(1)

�

L

(3.7)

and SU(2)L singlets

u
a
R (0); d

a
R (� 1); ‘1;R (2); ‘2;R (1); (3.8)

so thatuaR isan electroweak-singlet(denoted caseURS).

Both the DRS and URS cases also satisfy the condi-

tions ofvanishing U(1)3Y and G 2U(1)Y triangle anom a-

lies,where G = graviton.The DRS and URS casescor-

respond to casesC4q and C5q with N c = 3 in the classi-

�cation ofRef.[1].

The DRS and URS m odels exhibit severalproperties

thatdi�erfrom thoseoftheStandard M odel.First,they

do not have any neutralleptons. Second,not just the

proton,p = (uud)J= 1=2,butalso itsisospin partnernu-

cleon,n = (ddu)J= 1=2 (theneutron in theSM ),would be

charged and would have chargesqp and qn = qp � 1 of

the sam esign:

qp = 2 ; qn = 1 DRS case; (3.9)

qp = � 1 ; qn = � 2 URS case: (3.10)

Forarbitrary q‘2 itfollowsfrom eq.(3.4)that

qp = � q‘2 ; qn = � q‘1 : (3.11)

(Thisistruem oregenerally fortheanaloguesofp and n

forhigherN c [1,8].)

O ne can construct a supersym m etric extension ofei-

ther the DRS or URS SM -like m odel. The usualHiggs
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m echanism in itsSM orM SSM form can beim plem ented

forthese DRS and URS m odels,considered in isolation.

O necould alsochooseoneofthevariousscenariosforsu-

persym m etry breaking,so that,in the observablesector

thisoccursattheelectroweak level,asin theM SSM .Al-

ternatively,asgedanken theories,one m ightuse dynam -

icalelectroweak sym m etry breaking (EW SB)via techni-

color (TC) [6]and extended technicolor (ETC) [7]. If

the residualnuclear force had the sam e strength as in

the realworld,then the binding ofnucleonsto form nu-

cleiwould besom ewhatreduced becauseoftheincreased

Coulom b repulsion between nucleonsresulting from the

fact that both types of nucleons have nonzero electric

chargesofthesam esign (and indeed oneoftheseisdou-

ble the usualproton charge in m agnitude). This would

tend to destabilizesom enucleithatarestablein thereal

world.Although both m em bersofthenucleon isodoublet

are charged,there are spin-1/2 baryonsthatare neutral

in thism odel.FortheDRS and URS casestheseinclude,

forexam ple,the spin-1/2 baryons

(dds); (dss); (ddb); etc: (DRS case) (3.12)

(uuc); (ucc); (uut); etc: (URS case): (3.13)

Ifone keeps the m asses ofthe quarks equalor sim ilar

to theirvalues in the realworld,then these are heavier

than the nucleonsand would beta decay.W e shallshow

below how the m atter ferm ion content ofthe DRS and

URS m odelscan arisefrom agrand uni�ed theory,where

theirstructureism oretightly constrained.

B . M odelw ith allFerm ions H aving Y = 0

A di�erent m odi�cation ofthe SM with electroweak-

singletquarksthatisallowed by anom aly constraintsis

foreach ferm ion generation to havetheSU(2)L doublets

(again suppressing the n index)

YQ L
= 0;Q a

L =

�

ua(1=2)

da(� 1=2)

�

L

;

YL L
= 0;LL =

�

‘1(1=2)

‘2(� 1=2)

�

L

(3.14)

and SU(2)L singletsffR g with

YfR = qfR = 0 8 fR : (3.15)

To keep SU(3)c vectorial,thesetffR g includestwo color

tripletsforeach generation,which wedenote�aR and �0aR .

(W e avoid denoting these asuaR and dR since they have

di�erent electric charges than uaL or daL .) The rem ain-

der ofthe set ffR g is com prised of(two or som e other

num ber of) G SM -singlets. W e denote this m odelwith

the m atterferm ion contentin Eqs. (3.14)and (3.15)as

theYZ (Y zero)case;itcorrespondsto thecaseC2q;sym
(equivalentlyC2‘;sym )in theclassi�cationofRef.[1].Al-

though SU(3)c (with other interactions turned o�) and

U(1)em (with otherinteractionsturned o�)arevectorial

sym m etriesin the YZ m odel,thisoccursin a \twisted"

m anner,in which there isnota 1-1 correspondence be-

tween a left-handed W eyl�eld and a right-handed W eyl

�eld with thesam ecolorand charge[9].From Eq.(3.11),

it follows that both m em bers ofthe nucleon isodoublet

arecharged:

qp = � qn =
1

2
(YZ case): (3.16)

If one considers the YZ m odel in isolation without

trying to construct an ultraviolet com pletion,then one

can include a I = 1=2, Y = 1 SM Higgs �eld � or,

in an M SSM context, I = 1=2 Y = � 1 Higgs chi-

ral super�elds. W ith either of these one can break

SU(2)L � U(1)Y to U(1)em via Higgs vacuum expec-

tation values (VEV’s). However,one cannot construct

G SM -invariantYukawa couplings and use these to gen-

erate m assesforthe m atterferm ions. Forexam ple,the

Yukawa term �Q a;n;Lf
a
n0;R � + h:c:isforbidden by U(1)Y

gauge invariance,since ittransform sasa Y = 1 opera-

tor.Assigningany valueofY otherthan � 1to theHiggs

�eld(s)would notallow EW SB,sincetheHiggswould not

haveany neutralcom ponents.

In this YZ m odel, Q CD con�nes and spontaneously

breakschiralsym m etry.Them ostattractivechannelfor

condensateform ation,3� �3 ! 1,yieldsthe condensates

(suppressing n indices) h�ua;L f
a
R i and h�da;L f

a
R i, where

fR refersto �R or�0R .W ithoutlossofgenerality,wecan

write these ash�ua;L �
a
R iand h�da;L �

0a
R i.Since quL = 1=2,

qdL = � 1=2,and q�R = q�0
R
= 0,thesecondensatesbreak

not just SU(2)L ,but also U(1)em . This m odelis thus

strikingly di�erent from the realworld. W e shallshow

below how the m atterferm ion contentofthe YZ m odel

(but not I = 1=2,Y = � 1 Higgs �eld(s)) arises natu-

rally asa low-energy e�ective�eld theory ifonerequires

electroweak-singletferm ionsin an SU(5)G UT.

IV . G R A N D U N IFIC A T IO N IN SU (5)

W enow analyzeelectroweak-singletquarksin thecon-

text ofgrand uni�ed theories. M uch m odern work on

grand uni�ed theorieshasfocused on m eetingconstraints

from proton decay and deriving m odelsfrom a presum ed

underlying string theory.O urpurposehereissom ewhat

di�erent;we are not trying to account in detailfor the

experim entallyobserved valuesofgaugecouplingsorlim -

its on proton decay. Instead, we wish to explore the

propertiesofgedanken grand uni�ed theoriescontaining

electroweak-singlet quarks, accepting that these would

entailchangesin them easured valuesofsin2 �W ,etc.W e

�rstconsiderthecasewheretheG UT group hasthem in-

im alrank,nam ely 4,thesam easG SM .Forthiscase,the

canonicalchoice isG G U T = SU(5)[10].O ne assignsthe

left-handed m atterferm ionsofeach generation toa�5and

10 representation.UnderSU(3)c � SU(2)L thesedecom -

poseas�5 = (�3;1)� (1;2)and 10= (�3;1)� (3;2)� (1;1).In
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orderto m akethe(�3;1)in the�5 ofSU(5)an EW -singlet

(anti)quark,we assign it zero hypercharge. In term s of

the the equivalent5R ,wewrite

 R =

�

�a

Lc

�

R

(4.1)

where a is again the color index and Y�R = 0. As be-

fore,weusethesym bol�R ratherthan uR ordR forthis

quark because it willnot have the charge ofeither uL
or dL . Ifthe G UT group is SU(5),then Y (and hence

Q )are(linearcom binationsof)generatorsofthe Lie al-

gebra ofSU(5) and hence satisfy Tr(Y ) = Tr(Q ) = 0.

Therefore, YL c
R

= 0, and LL =
�
‘1(1=2)

‘2(� 1=2)

�

L
(charges

listed in parentheses). Consequently,asoperators,Y =

diag(0;0;0;0;0)and thus

Q = diag(0;0;0;1=2;� 1=2): (4.2)

These operatorsare to be contrasted with the form s in

conventionalSU(5)[10],

Yconv:= diag(� 2=3;� 2=3;� 2=3;1;1) (4.3)

and thus

Q conv:= diag(� 1=3;� 1=3;� 1=3;1;0): (4.4)

Itfollowsthatthe Y assignm entsin the 10 ofSU(5)in

the presentcaseare

10= (�3;1)0 � (3;2)0 � (1;1)0 ; (4.5)

with respectivecom ponent�elds

�
0c
a;L (0);

�

ua(1=2)

da(� 1=2)

�

L

; �
c
L (0): (4.6)

Thus,foreach generation (suppressingthegeneration in-

dex)theferm ionsfrom the�5L and 10L com prisetherep-

resentations

Q
a
L =

�

ua(1=2)

da(� 1=2)

�

L

: (3;2)0 ;

LL =

�

‘1(1=2)

‘2(� 1=2)

�

L

: (1;2)0 (4.7)

and

�
a
R (0); �

0a
R (0): (3;1)0 ; �R (0): (1;1)0 : (4.8)

Thisthereforeyieldsa YZ-typem odel.Therecould also

be SU(5)-singletm atterferm ions.

O neenvisionsthattheSU(5)gaugesym m etry isspon-

taneously broken to G SM attheG UT scale,M G U T .The

resultanttheory below M G U T hasseveralpropertiesthat

are quite di�erent from those ofthe realworld. First,

since allofthe particleshave Y = 0,the e�ective gauge

group isjustSU(3)c � SU(2)L ,withouta U(1)Y factor.

Thus,in this m odelQ = T3 and U(1)em is a subgroup

ofSU(2)L .Second,asnoted above,although theSU(3)c
and U(1)em gaugeinteractionsareindividually vectorial,

this is realized in a m anner di�erent from that ofthe

SM .Third,one cannotconstructa SM -or M SSM -type

Higgssectorin thistheorybecausetheoperatorQ hasno

color-singlet,SU(2)L -doublet,electricallyneutralcom po-

nent. Forexam ple,the HiggsSU(2)L doubletcontained

in an SU(5) 5 ofHiggs is � =
�
�1(1=2)

�2(� 1=2)

�

. A VEV for

either com ponent ofthis Higgs doublet breaks SU(2)L
com pletely,including itsU(1)em subgroup.Forthesam e

reason,usualSM -type Yukawa couplings and their su-

persym m etric extensionsare notpossible in thistheory.

The (SU(3)c-invariant)m assterm sthatone m ightcon-

siderforthe quarks,

X

n;n0

�qa;n;LM
(q)

nn0f
a
n0;R + h:c: (4.9)

with q = u;d and f = �; �0,break SU(2)L and hence

also U(1)em . The sam e istrue ofthe lepton Dirac m ass

term s

X

n;n0

�‘j;n;LM
(‘j)

nn0 �
a
n0;R + h:c:; (4.10)

wherej= 1;2.TheSU(2)L -doubletleptonscan havethe

G SM -invariantM ajorana barem assterm s

X

n;n0

�ijL
i T
n;LC M

(L )

nn0L
j

n0;L
+ h:c: (4.11)

where i;j denote SU(2)L indices. The structure ofthis

operatorim pliesthatM
(L )

nn0 = � M
(L )

n0n
,so fortherelevant

caseofodd N g there isatleastone zero eigenvalue,i.e.,

a m assless charged lepton at this level. Via diagram s

involving the exchange ofG UT-scale gauge bosons,the

proton and ‘c2 willm ix,as willthe (ddu)J= 1=2 nucleon

and ‘c1,which willgive extrem ely sm allm assesto these

leptons.The e�ectofthe very low-m asscharged uncon-

�ned leptonsisreducedbythefactthatU(1)em isbroken,

aswediscussnext.The�n;R ’scould havebareM ajorana

m assterm s
P

n;n0 �
T
n;R C M

(�)�n0;R + h:c:.

Since the SU(3)c gauge interaction is asym ptotically

free,as the energy scale � decreases below M G U T ,the

SU(3)c coupling grows. As � decreases through �Q C D
and �s = g2s=(4�)reachesvaluesoforderunity,theQ CD

sector exhibits con�nem ent. Since m ass term s for the

quarkswould violate U(1)em ,we take them to be m ass-

less. Then in the lim it where one neglects electroweak

interactions,the theory hasa global
avorsym m etry

G fl= SU(2N g)L � SU(2N g)R (4.12)

The Q CD interaction spontaneously breaks G fl by the

form ation ofthe bilinearquark condensates(in the 3�
�3! 1 channel)

X

n;n0

h�qa;n;Lf
a
n0;R i+ h:c:; (4.13)
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where q = u;d and f = �; �0. Aswith the m assterm s,

these condensatesare invariantunderSU(3)c butbreak

SU(2)L and hence U(1)em . This is the sam e as the YZ

m odel,now seen in a G UT context.

V . G R A N D U N IFIC A T IO N IN SO (10)

O ne can construct grand uni�ed theories with

electroweak-singlet quarks that avoid the breaking of

U(1)em by using G G U T = SO (10) [11]and taking ad-

vantage of the additional freedom of having Y , and

hence Q , be generators of SO (10) but not of SU(5).

SO (10)m odelsin which Y and Q are notgeneratorsof

SU(5) were constructed in Ref. [12]with conventional

quark and lepton charges and the uaR assigned to the

5R , so that Y = diag(4=3;4=3;4=3;1;1). W e willuse

this freedom in a di�erent way here. W e denote ~Y as

the generatorofSU(5)thatcom m uteswith SU(3)c and

SU(2)L . Now SO (10)contains,asa m axim alsubgroup,

SU(5)� U(1)X ,and the spinor16 ofSO (10)transform s

as16= 15� �5� 3� 101,wheresubscriptsdenoteX values.

W e set

~Y = aY + bX : (5.1)

Sincetheelectroweak-singletquarkisassigned tothe�rst

N c = 3 com ponents of R ,it follows that for the 5 of

SU(5),

Y = diag(0;0;0;y;y); y = YL c
R
= � YL L

: (5.2)

Hence Tr(~Y )= 2ay+ 15b.W e can takea = 1,and solve

to getb= � 2y=15,so that

~Y = Y �
2y

15
X : (5.3)

Forthe DRS case,with dR in  R and YL L
= � 3,we

thushave ~Y = Y � (2=5)X .Forthe 5 ofSU(5)thisis

D RS : ~Y =
1

5
diag(� 6;� 6;� 6;9;9): (5.4)

Fora representation R with a given valueofX ,onethen

calculates Y and Q by using Eq. (5.3). For the 5 of

SU(5),Y = diag(0;0;0;3;3)and Q = diag(0;0;0;2;1).

The com ponents ofthe 10 ofSU(5) have the Y values

indicated,

D RS : 10L : (�3;1)� 2 � (3;2)1 � (1;1)4 ; (5.5)

with com ponent �elds given by uca;L(� 1),
�
u
a
(1)

da (0)

�

L
and

(‘c2)L (2).The rem aining com ponentofthe 16 ofSO (10)

isan SU(5)singlet,(‘c1)L (1).These �eldsthuscom prise

the setin Eqs.(3.5)-(3.6).

For the URS case,with uR in  R and YL L
= 3,we

have ~Y = Y + (2=5)X .Forthe 5 ofSU(5)thisis

U RS : ~Y =
1

5
diag(6;6;6;� 9;� 9): (5.6)

Thus for the 5 ofSU(5),Y = diag(0;0;0;� 3;� 3) and

Q = diag(0;0;0;� 1;� 2). The com ponents ofthe 10 of

SU(5)havethe Y valuesindicated,

U RS : 10L : (�3;1)2 � (3;2)� 1 � (1;1)� 4 (5.7)

with com ponent �elds given by dca;L(1),
�
u
a
(0)

da (� 1)

�

L
and

(‘c1)L (� 2).Therem ainingcom ponentofthe16ofSO (10)

isan SU(5)singlet,(‘c2)L (� 1).These�eldsm akeup the

setin Eqs.(3.7)-(3.8).

Using the relation sin2 �W = TrR (T
2
3)=TrR (Q

2), we

�nd

sin2 �W =
1

2(1+ 3Y 2
Q L

)
atM G U T : (5.8)

Thus,atM G U T ,sin
2
�W � 1=2,and thisvalueisreached

fortheY choicesleading to theYZ low-energy �eld the-

ory. The Y choicesleading to the DRS orURS m odels

yield sin2 �W = 1=8 atM G U T .

In these SO (10)-based DRS and URS m odels the 16-

dim ensionalspinor representation has no color-singlet,

SU(2)L -doublet,electrically neutralentries,in contrast

to both conventional[11]and ‘
ipped" [12]SO (10)m od-

els,and the sam e follows for the �5 and 10 representa-

tions of SU(5) arising from this spinor. A Higgs (su-

per)�eld that could give rise to electroweak sym m etry

breaking isthusproblem atic.O necould consideradding

a (super)�eld transform ing asa vectorrepresentation of

SO (10). Under SU(5)� U(1)X the 10 of SO (10) de-

com poses as 10 = 5� 2 � �52. In the DRS and URS

cases the 5 of Higgs resulting from this would have

charges(� 1;� 1;� 1;1;0)and (1;1;1;0;� 1),respectively.

Although these Higgs �elds thus contain color-singlet,

SU(2)L -doublet, neutral entries, they can form bare,

SO (10)-invariantm assterm swith m assesnaturallyofor-

dertheG UT scaleand hencewould beintegrated outof

the low-energy theory operative below thisscale. M ore-

over,ifsuch m ass term s were not present,then color-

tripletHiggscom ponentsin theHiggs10ofSO (10)could

contribute to overly rapid nucleon decay. For the pur-

posesofourfurtheranalysis,weassum ethatG UT-scale

m assterm sarepresentforHiggs(super)�eldstransform -

ing asthe 10 ofSO (10).

Ifone were to depart from this sim ple G UT and ad-

join tothetheoryatechnicolorsector,then onecould use

thisto break electroweak sym m etry atthe250G eV scale

(where in this gedanken m odelwe would accept resul-

tanttechnicolorm odi�cationsofZ and W propagators)

[13].However,ifweconsiderthetheory by itself,without

such an addition,then we m ay ask ifthisresultantthe-

ory would break electroweak sym m etry. The answer is

yes,and thisbreaking isdynam ical.Therewould notbe

Higgs-based YukawacouplingsorTC/ETC contributions

to give ferm ionsm asses. In the absence ofthese and in

thelim itwhereoneturnso�electroweakinteractions,the

Q CD sectorwould have the globalchiralsym m etry G fl

in Eq.(4.12).(Note thattherewould notbe any strong

CP problem in Q CD becausethe m asslessquarkswould
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allow onetorotateawaythe�� angle.) BecausetheSU(3)c
gauge interaction is asym ptotically free,�s increasesas

the energy scale decreases below M G U T ,reaching O (1)

at �Q C D ,at which scale this interaction produces the

bilinear quark condensates in the 3 � �3 ! 1 channel.

W e now turn the electroweak interactions back on. By

vacuum alignm entargum ents,the condensatespreserve

U(1)em and the diagonal,vectorialsubgroup SU(2N g)V
ofG fl,thereby producing (2N g)

2 � 1 Nam bu-G oldstone

bosons(NG B’s). W ithoutlossofgenerality,we can de-

�ne the ordering ofthe generationalbases for left-and

right-handed quarksso that these condensates take the

form (sum m ed on a,noton n),

h�ua;n;Lu
a
n;R i+ h:c:

h�da;n;Ld
a
n;R i+ h:c:; 1 � n � N g : (5.9)

Thesecondensatestransform with weak I = 1=2,jY j= 1

and break SU(2)L � U(1)Y to U(1)em ,so three ofthe

NG B’sareabsorbed to producelongitudinalcom ponents

and m asses for the W � and Z, leaving the rem ain-

ing 4(N 2
g � 1) (P)NG B’s in the spectrum . Denoting

f� as the generalized pion decay constant and g and

g0 as the SU(2)L and U(1)Y gauge couplings,one has

m 2
W = N gg

2f2�N g=4 and m 2
Z = N g(g

2 + g02)f2�=4,sat-

isfying m 2
W = m 2

Z cos
2 �W . The realization that Q CD

quark condensatesbreak electroweak sym m etry and that

three ofthe resultantNG B’swould be absorbed to give

the W � and Z m asseswas,indeed,oneofthe m ain m o-

tivationsforthe originaldevelopm entoftechnicolor[6].

The con�nem ent and spontaneous chiral sym m etry

breaking in the Q CD sector generates dynam ical,con-

stituentm assesoforder�Q C D forthe quarks.Provided

thatthequarkshavezerohard m asses,theresultantcon-

stituent m asses would be equalfor u-type and d-type

quarks,up to electrom agnetic corrections. W e assum e

that ifone begins with a supersym m etric grand uni�ed

theory,the supersym m etry is broken at a higher scale.

The spectrum ofthe theory depends sensitively on the

num berofm atterferm ion generations.In thehypotheti-

calcaseN g = 1,sincetheNG B’s(pions)areabsorbed by

theW � and Z,thelow-lying hadron spectrum would be

com prised ofthe isovector� and isoscalar!,the nucle-

ons,the (non-NG B) isoscalar pseudoscalar analogue of

�0,and so forth. For N g = 2 or N g = 3,the spectrum

would bequalitativelydi�erentbecauseofthe(i)residual

(P)NG B’sand (ii)electrically neutral,spin-1/2,ground

statebaryons.Indeed,theabsenceofhard,current-quark

m asses would m ean that,up to electrom agnetic e�ects,

the various ground-state baryons ofa given spin would

be essentially degenerate.Thus,although the(uud)and

(ddu)baryonswould becharged,therewould bethespin-

1/2ground-statebaryonslisted in Eqs.(3.12)and (3.13)

forthe respectiveDRS and URS cases.

Concerning the charged baryons, one expects a

Coulom bic energy contribution roughly proportionalto

q2=R to a hadron ofcharge q and size R. Hence,in the

absence ofhard quark m asses,for N g = 1,the p and

n would be the lightest baryons, while for N g = 2;3

the lightest baryons would be the neutralones in the

respective Eqs. (3.12) and (3.13). Am ong ground-state

baryons,electrom agneticm assdi�erenceswould beofor-

der’ �em �Q C D ,i.e.,a few M eV ifonecontinuesto take

�Q C D to have itsreal-world value of� 200 M eV.Since

the size ofthe proton p and its isospin partner nucleon

n would be essentially the sam e,and since qp = 2 and

qn = 1 forthe DRS case,oneinfersthat

m p > m n DRS case: (5.10)

FortheURS case,sinceqp = � 1 whileqn = � 2,onehas

m n > m p URS case: (5.11)

G iven that the leptons have very sm allm asses (see be-

low),the following beta decayswould occur:

p ! n‘1‘
c
2 (DRS) (5.12)

and

n ! p‘2‘
c
1 (URS): (5.13)

In each ofthese cases,one could m ake the form alob-

servation that the lighter nucleon could form a neutral

Coulom bic bound state that are stable with respect to

strong and weak decays,nam ely

[n(1)‘1(� 1)] (DRS) (5.14)

and

[p(� 1)‘2(1)] (URS); (5.15)

where we have indicated chargesin parenthesesand im -

plicitly refer to the lightest m ass eigenstates in the rel-

evant interaction eigenstates ‘j. Also, form ally, there

could be stable three-body leptonic Coulom b bound

states,

[‘2(� 2)‘
c
1(1)‘

c
1(1)] (DRS);

[‘1(2)‘
c
2(� 1)‘

c
2(� 1)] (URS): (5.16)

However,in theabsenceofLagrangian m assterm sfor

them atterferm ions,both theDRS and URS m odelsre-

sulting from thisSO (10)G UT havecharged,uncon�ned

‘1 and ‘2 leptons with zero Lagrangian m asses. There

is m ixing between the p and ‘c2 and,separately,m ixing

between the n and ‘c1. These m ixingsgenerate nonzero,

although extrem ely sm all,m asses for these leptons. To

illustrate this,letus take the DRS case forde�niteness

(sim ilarstatem entshold forthe URS case)and N g = 1

for sim plicity. Here the G UT gauge boson sector in-

cludesbosons(Y a(� 1);X a(� 2))transform ingas(3;2)� 3
and their adjoints. A tree-levelam plitude contributing

to proton decay is u + u ! dc + ‘c2,m ediated by the

s-channelexchange ofa X y
a. The corresponding uud‘2

operator also gives rise to the m ixing u + u + d $ ‘c2.
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The m atrix elem entofthis operatorbetween the states

jpiand j‘c2iis� � Am p(p $ ‘c2)’ (g2G U T =M
2
G U T )�

3
Q C D ,

where gG U T is the G UT gauge coupling. Diagonalizing

the corresponding 2� 2 m ixing m atrix,one �ndsa neg-

ligibly sm allshiftin the proton m assm p and a nonzero

m ass

m ‘2 =
j�j2

m p

: (5.17)

Using �Q C D = 200 M eV and the illustrative values

�G U T ’ 1=24 and M G U T ’ 1016 G eV,we have m ‘2 ’

10� 72 G eV.A sim ilar m ass is generated for ‘1. Since

thesem assesareso sm all,they areobviously quitesensi-

tivetoadditionalingredientsin an ultravioletcom pletion

ofthe theory and should only be considered asillustra-

tive.Form ally,an isolated Coulom bicstatesuch thosein

Eqs. (5.14)or(5.15)would have a size setby the Bohr

radiusa � (�em m ‘j)
� 1,j = 1;2. However,this is only

form al,since with the tiny ‘j m asses,thissize would be

m any orders ofm agnitude larger than the present size

ofthe(real-world)universe.Uncon�ned charged leptons

with such sm allm asseswould causean infrared instabil-

ity in thetheory,sothattheabove-m entioned Coulom bic

bound stateswould be replaced by a plasm a,sim ilarto

thesituation in thehypotheticalcaseofSM with conven-

tionalferm ion chargesbutwithouta Higgs�eld [14].

In view of these various results, we m ay conclude

that even though our SO (10)G UT constructions yield-

ing DRS and URS m odels as low-energy e�ective �eld

theoriesavoid the breaking ofU(1)em that a�icted the

YZ m odel,they stillexhibitexotic propertiesand strik-

ing di�erences as com pared with the realworld. Som e

further rem arks m ay be in order. In the absence ofa

usualSM HiggsorthepairofM SSM Higgschiralsuper-

�elds,the perturbatively calculated partialwave am pli-

tudesforthescatteringoflongitudinally polarized vector

bosons in the DRS and URS m odels would exceed uni-

tarityupperboundsatacenter-of-m assenergysom ewhat

above the EW SB scale. The unitarization ofthese am -

plitudes would depend on the ultraviolet com pletion of

the theory. Ifthe only source ofEW SB is Q CD,then

this unitarization would involve exchangesofthe scalar

and vectorhadronsofQ CD atthe scaleofO (1)G eV.If

one were to adjoin a TC/ETC sector to obtain EW SB

atthe usualphysicalscale of250 G eV,then this unita-

rization would involve exchangesoftechnihadrons. O ne

could also considerlargergrand uni�ed groups. In par-

ticular,wehavestudied electroweak-singletquarksin the

contextofa G UT based on the gauge group E6,which

containsSO (10)asasubgroup,and haveobtained sim ilar

conclusions.

O ur�nding thatthe DRS and URS m odels are m ore

tightly constrained when considered aslow-energy e�ec-

tive�eld theoriesresulting from an SO (10)grand uni�ed

theory than when considered in isolation isunderstand-

able,sincethelargerstructureofaG UT providesam ore

predictive theoreticalfram ework. This is analogous to

the factthatthe ratiosofgauge couplingsforthe three

factor groups in the Standard M odelare essentially ar-

bitrary when this theory is considered in isolation,but

are predicted when it(oritssupersym m etric extension)

isem bedded in a grand uni�ed theory.In principle,one

m ightfurtherextend thepresentanalysisofelectroweak-

singlet quarks to the case ofG UT’s containing an ex-

tension ofthe SM with N c di�erent from 3. However,

although one can satisfy anom aly constraintsin an N c-

extended StandardM odel,thenaturalem beddingofsuch

a theory in an SO (2(N c+ 2))grand uni�ed theory would

require

2N c+ 1 = 4(N c + 1); (5.18)

which only hasasolution forN c = 3[1,15].Accordingly,

wedo notpursuesuch an N c-generalization here.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

In thispaperwe have soughtto gain a deeperunder-

standing ofoneproperty oftheStandard M odel,nam ely

the absence ofelectroweak-singletquarks. Forthispur-

pose we have constructed and studied gedanken m odels

that are sim ilar to the Standard M odelbut do contain

electroweak-singlet quarks. W e have found that these

m odels exhibit properties fundam entally di�erent from

those ofthe Standard M odel,including the absence of

neutralleptons and the fact that both the (uud) and

(ddu)nucleonsarecharged.Furtherm ore,workingin the

contextofa grand uni�ed theory,wehaveshown that(i)

an SU(5)theory with electroweak-singletquarksleadsto

a low-energy �eld theory which,am ong otherthings,vi-

olatesU(1)em ;and (ii)SO (10)grand uni�ed theoriesin

which Y and Q are generatorsofSO (10)butnotSU(5)

can avoid breaking ofU(1)em ,but stillgenerically lead

to low-energy e�ective �eld theoriesquite di�erentfrom

the Standard M odel.

This research was partially supported by the grant

NSF-PHY-06-53342.

[1]R.Shrock,Phys.Rev.D 53,6465 (1996).

[2]Although we use the com m on term \ultravioletcom ple-

tion",apreferableterm m ightbe\ultravioletextension",

sincesuch theoriescould wellhavefurthernew structure

atyethigherenergies.

[3]Recent reviews include S. P. M artin, hep-ph/9709356

(v4, 2006); J. Terning, M odern Supersym m etry: Dy-

nam ics and Duality (O xford Univ.Press,O xford,2006);

P.Bin�etruy,Supersym m etry: Theory, Experim ent, and

Cosm ology (O xford Univ.Press,O xford,UK ,2006);M .

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9709356


8

D ine, Supersym m etry and String Theory: Beyond the

Standard M odel (Cam bridge Univ. Press, Cam bridge,

UK , 2007). An early review of (non-supersym m etric)

G UT’sisP.Langacker,Phys.Repts.72,185 (1981).

[4]V.Barger,J.Jiang,P.Langacker,and T.Li,Phys.Lett.

B 624,233 (2005);Nucl.Phys.B 726,149 (2005) and

referencestherein.

[5]T.Appelquistand J.Carazzone,Phys.Rev.D 11,2856

(1975);H.G eorgi,Nucl.Phys.B 156,126 (1979).

[6]S.W einberg,Phys.Rev.D 19,1277 (1979);L.Susskind,

ibid.D 20,2619 (1979).

[7]S.D im opoulosand L.Susskind,Nucl.Phys.B 155,237

(1979);E.Eichten and K .Lane,Phys.Lett.B 90,125

(1980).

[8]O ne m ay ask, for generalN c, which choices of m atter

ferm ion chargescould yield aneutralnucleon.In addition

to theconventionalSM setofcharges,there isone other

SM -like set:YQ L
= � 1=N c,YL L

= 1,and qfL = qfR ,re-

sulting in qp = 0,qn = � 1 (case C4‘ in [1]).ForN c = 3

thissetcan beem bedded in an SU(5)G UT with 5R con-

taining uaR (1=3) and L
c
R ,where LL =

`

‘1(1)

‘2(0)

´

L
,10L con-

taining Q a
L =

`

u
a
(1=3)

da (� 2=3)

´

L
,dca;L (2=3),and ‘

c
1;L (� 1),with

Y = diag(2=3;2=3;2=3;� 1;� 1) and a possible SU(5)-

singlet‘
c
2;L (0).

[9]A m odelwith YQ L
= YL L

= 0 and conventionally vecto-

rialSU(3)c and U(1)em would haveSU(2)L -singlet�elds

u
a
R (1=2); d

a
R (� 1=2); ‘1;R (1=2); ‘2;R (� 1=2) rather than

Eq.(3.15).

[10]H. G eorgi and S. G lashow, Phys. Rev. Lett. 32, 438

(1974).

[11]H.G eorgi,in Particles and Fields,1974,ed.C.E.Carl-

son (A.I.P.,New York,1975),p.575;H.Fritzsch and P.

M inkowski,Ann.Phys.93,193 (1975).

[12]S.Barr,Phys.Lett.B 112,219 (1982);seealso A.D eRu-

jula,H.G eorgi,and S.G lashow,Phys.Rev.Lett.45,413

(1980);I.Antoniadis,J.R.Ellis,J.S.Hagelin,and D .

V.Nanopoulos,Phys.Lett.B 194,231 (1987).

[13]Recentstudieson how onem ighttry tounify couplingsin

m odels with dynam icalelectroweak sym m etry breaking

include N.D .Christensen and R.Shrock,Phys.Rev.D

72,035013 (2005);S.B.G udnason,T.A.Ryttov,and F.

Sannino,Phys.Rev.D 76,015005 (2007);and N.Chen

and R.Shrock,Phys.Rev.D 78 035002 (2008).

[14]C.Q uigg,Rept.Prog.Phys.70,1019 (2007).Som e fur-

therdiscussion isin C.Q uigg and R.Shrock,to appear.

[15]In Ref.[1],Eq.(5.18)wasfound in thecontextofan N c-

extended SM in which oneallowed both quark and lepton

charges to deviate from their conventional SM values.

In the specialcase where one considers generalN c but

requires the leptons to have their conventionalcharges,

obstacles to grand uni�cation with N c 6= 3 were shown

earlierby H.G eorgi,Nature288,649 (1980)and Y.Tosa

and S.O kubo,Phys.Rev.D 23,2486 (1981).Seealso C.-

K .Chow and T.-M .Yan,Phys.Rev.D 53,5105 (1996);

R.Shrock,Phys.Rev.D 76,055010 (2007).


