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Abstract. A complete realistic model based on the supersymmetridorers Eg is presented. It consists of three copies of
matter 27, and a Higgs sector made of 227+ 27) + 351 + 351 representations. An analytic solution to the equations of
motion is found which spontaneously breaks the gauge gmaogthie Standard Model. The light fermion mass matrices are
written down explicitly as non-linear functions of threeRéwa matrices. This contribution is based on Ref. [1].
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INTRODUCTION

Among the different relevant grand unifying theories (GUR])the one based on thg; group [3] is probably the least
studied. In particular, a complete treatment of the Higgsmeawith explicit vacuum solutions is still missing. We fill
this gap by presenting the first complete realistic modeédam the supersymmetric version&4. This choice is
motivated by the theoretical successes of supersymmetoyeside and by simplicity on the other (the Higgs sector
is simpler in supersymmetry).

Let's first try to see which representations are necessabydaakEs into the Standard Model (SM) gauge group
SU(B)xSU(2xU(1). Among the irreducible representationsHgfthe smallest one is the 27-dimensional. This seems
the ideal candidate for matter, however having only SU({&jlsits obviously cannot serve the purpose of breaking the
gauge group all the way to the SM. A special place is then vesgior 351. In fact it contains 5 singlets under the
Standard Model gauge group, as well as the two crucial SG{ifgjses in the 10 and 126 dimensional representations
[4, 5]. It is thus a good starting point to consider a theoryhvihe 351+ 351 Higgses. We will see that these
two fields can break the most general renormalizélsymmetric superpotential only to the Pati-Salam subgroup
SU(@)xSU(2), x SU(2)k. It will be shown explicitly that the choice of 3514351 4+ 27+ 27 is just enough for the
goal: the vacuum solution keeps 12 gauge bosons massless.

The next issue for a realistic model is to identify the minima@persymmetric standard model (MSSM) Higgses.
In doing that one should find a light weak doublet pair and atshme time get rid of all color triplets. This is the
infamous doublet-triplet splitting problem, unfortunigtpresent in most grand unified theories, which is solved in
all known minimal models by a simple fine-tuning of the poiginparameters. Although the previous Higgs choice
includes a large number of fields with the quantum numberh@fMMSSM Higgs doublets, we will show that no
fine-tuning among the parameters is possible without haairige same time also massless color triplet states, which
would mediate phenomenologically unacceptable fast prdézay. A plausible reason for that can be identified with
the inability for the same parameters to describe both syimyrbesaking and doublet-triplet splitting fine-tuning.i¥h

is evaded by introducing an exte¥ + 27: the new parameters allow for the doublet-triplet fineitg, so that the
MSSM Higgses live in these tilde fields.

The last step is to study the form of the Yukawa matrices. &the MSSM Higgses do not live B61 and 27, it
seems at first sight that only one Yukawa matrix is availallech would imply no mixing as well as the equality of the
down quark and charged lepton masses. A more careful igedisth however shows the presence of vector-like matter
in the three generations of matters23f Es. In practice the mattes of SU(5) can live both in 16 and 10 of SO(10), so
the orthogonal component is heavy: once these three Bstiare integrated out, they correct the naive one-Yukawa
picture we mentioned before. We work out in detail the fornttef Yukawa matrices. A parameter counting shows
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that there are enough parameters to describe all the mas$esiéngs of the Standard Model, neutrino included.

ELEMENTS OF Eg GROUP THEORY

Similarly to the SUN) groups, theEs group has two type of tensor indices: the upper or fundarhemdtizes and the
lower or antifundamental indices. Both types of indicesmgaf1 to 27, which is the dimensionality of the fundamental
and antifundamental representations. Higher dimensigeducible representations can then be constructed asren
with these indices, satisfying extra constraints like setmicity or antisymmetricity. Finally, similarly to the sa of the
completely antisymmetric SW) invariant Levi-Civita tensokg, . a, or €%, we have inEg a 3-index completely
symmetric invariant tensef,,,, (and the numerically equivaledt'V) with u,v.A =1...27.

The representations used in our model are the following:

27" ... fundamental 1)
27, ... anti—fundamental )
351HY = +351* ... twoindices symmetri¢d, ,, 351+ = 0), (3)
357, = +357,, ... twoindices symmetri¢d*H’357, = 0). (4)
Using the normalization
dyppd™?’ = 108, (5)

thed-tensor contains only values 8,1 or 1. Another important property of this tensor is the fhetttit gives zero, as
soon as two of its indices take the same value. This propeghared also with the invariant tensors of the SW)
groups, even though is symmetric, while the’s are antisymmetric under the exchanges of indices.

THE MODEL

The general setup

Our model is a renormalizable supersymmetric model, in twhie spontaneously bredl to the SM gauge group.
We shall not consider the orthogonal problem of SUSY braglso we will in fact end up with the MSSM.

Note first the decompositions of ti& representations into their $00) irreducible parts (with the 3%Bnd357
exchanged compared to [7]):

27 = 16+10+1, (6)
3517 = 1+10+16+54+126+144 (7

and analogously for their conjugate representat®hand357.

We will use the fundamental representation 27 to containStaedard Model fermions: each generation will be
present in the 16 of SQO0), where the right-handed neutring is also located. The remaining exotics are a vector-
like pair of leptons and-quarks in the 10 (which is5 5 under SU5)), and a Standard Model singlein 1 of SO(10),
which is the analogue of a right-handed neutrino. We usedh@fing intuitive notation for the vector-like exotics:
d,d"* L'= (V' e)andL” = (v’ ). This simple picture is in reality complicated by mixingetbhiral SM fermions
live in linear combination of primed and unprimed fields.

The model thus consists of 3 copies of mattef 27= 1,2, 3), and the Higgs sector, which consists of

27+ 27+ 351 + 357 + 27+ 27. 8)

The non-tilde fields will acquire vacuum expectation val(¢gV) at the GUT scale and will breakgs directly to
the Standard Model (no intermediate steps). It turns outttieatilde fields are needed in order to contain the MSSM
Higgses, so they acquire VEVs at the electro-weak (EW) scale

In contrast to the SCL0) group with large representations, whé&-arity is automatically conserved, we need to
impose in our model a glob&, symmetry, under which 27are odd. This enables us to prevent the fermionic 27's



to acquire VEVs at the GUT scale. Also, we take the tilde fiegddsouple to the non-tilde fields in the Higgs sector
only in pairs, so that the tilde fields also do not acquiredav@EVs, which simplifies the analysis of the equations of
motion. Therefore, we have

0 = (27.)eur= (27cuT= <2:7>GUT- 9)

The Higgs sector
The F-terms
The fields relevant for the breaking at the GUT scale are thetide fields 27,27, 351 and357. These fields

respectively contain 2, 2, 5 and 5 Standard Model singldtg;iwcan acquire GUT-scale VEVs. The definition of our
labels for these singlets can be found in Table 1. The singi&ts have the standard Kéhler normalization

@H2r) = |af+|cl? (10)
221"y = |duP+ oA (11)
(351MV351;,) = le)? + |ea|? 4 |e3]? + |ea]® + |es|?, (12)
(357, 351) AP+ 122+ | faP+ 1 fal+ | 5] (13)

TABLE 1. The labels of Standard Model singlet VEVs in our model andr tleeation in the
embedding chain SM SU(5) € SO(10) C Fg.

VEV label C SU(5

=

CSO10) CEs VEVlabel CSU(5) CcSO10) CEg

c1 1 1 27 di 1 1 27
2 1 16 27 do 1 16 27
e1 1 126 351 f1 1 126 357
e 1 16 351 fo 1 16 357
e3 1 1 357 fa 1 1 357
ea 24 54 351 fa 24 54 357
es 24 144 351 fs 24 144 357

The most general renormalizable superpotential of the $igggtor containing the non-tilde fields is

3+ A3 1272><ﬂ+/\41 +As Lz + As 12—73. (14)

W= ’"351/1351’x351/+m27127x77+A113513+A213 572351

357
The above invariants are explicitly computed to be

Ly gsr = 35Ty 351 =e1fi+eafoteafs+eafatesss, (15)
Ly = 21, 21" = cidi+cady, (16)
Igys = 351M°351YP 351" dyp dyn =3 (eseﬁ +e1ed — \/ieze4e5) , (17)
Ly = 3540 35Ty5 3515, dPY d* =3(faff + 11— V2hafafs). (18)
Lpgsr = 35Yuw 27H 27" = 3fi+ V2cicafo+cifs, (19)
L ey = 35172727, = d3er + v/ 2d1doer + dies, (20)
Lp = 22727 dy,, =0, (1)

The zero of the invariants 37and27° can be understood from the property of #éensor: the 27 an@7 contain
SM singlets only at two locations, so the singlet terms indhlgic invariant get/-tensor coefficients with at least two
indices taking the same value, therefore these coefficaptgero.

Taking derivatives of the superpotentiélover all the different VEVSs yields thE-terms.



The D-terms
In our model, theD-terms take the form

DA = (27N, (P27 + (2T (27 + (3511 4y (71 357)HY + (35T )M (#435T) 0, (23)

where! is the action of thei-th generator of th&g algebra, and = 1,...,78. Explicit computation shows that there
are only 4 independent non-zero réaterms. They are

D' = |e1f—|d1?+ |e2® — | f2|? + 2les|? — 2| f3]* — |eal® + | fal%, (24)
D" = o~ |do? + e — | f2I? + 2lea]® — 2| f1]? — |es|* + | fs]?, (25)
D" = cie" —di*da+ V21 e — V211 fo" + V20 es — V2fofs" +eates — fafs” (26)

where the last one is complex. They respectively correspotide following generators of the $8)¢ x SU(3). x
SU(3)r subgroup ofEg: /38 + 213, —23 andtf + it

Conjugation symmetry and the general solving strategy

Our model is conjugate symmetric in the sense that our Higg®s consists of pait® + R of representations. The
exchange of the representations with their conjugates2&.g 27 and 351« 357, which can be more specifically
written asc; «» d; ande; <> f;, withi=1,2andj =1,...,5, will yield equivalentD-terms. But theF-terms change
under this exchange, because the superpotential itseit isomjugation invariant. The reason for this are the caogpli
constants\;; only if we also exchangg; < Az, A3 <> A4 andAs < Ag will the superpotential remain invariant.

The above fact that we have different parameters in fronhediriants and their conjugate invariants, will have
implications on our solving strategy for the equations oftioma One would perhaps be tempted to use the ansatz
(27) = (27) and(357) = (357) to first get rid of theD-terms in a trivial manner, and then proceed tofherms. But
the conjugate symmetric ansatz leads to a consistent g&t@fms only if we assume an exact fine-tunig= A,
and/\3 = )\4.

In the general case, assuming no relations among the supatiabparameters, it turns out the best strategy involves
first solving theF-terms, and only then proceeding to solve ferms in a nontrivial manner.

Solutions of the equations of motion

There are many possible solutions to the equations of matensimplest of course being the trivial one with all
VEVs zero. Assumingi,d1 # 0 andes, f5 # 0, theF-terms are solved by the ansatz

masymp7 — 2A3A4c2d>

d 27
! 2A3A4Cl ( )
2 2
2 | Mggy(mgsymar—2A3Aacady)
o — _)\362 + 10813,A2Aze52 o
mssy ’
Aado? + 3A1e52
f o= _2adr tohes -
masy
. Aact (marhadam3ey — 2A3A2cada®m2ey — 54m3,A2Agcaes?) -
2 = |
27V 2mysym3AfAzes?
5 o= 2A3¢2 (/\4d22 + 3)\1852) — ma5yma7da o
V2masyAscr ’
haer? (g
mzAfAzes
ez = 7 (32)

27H1351/



B m%sl,m% — dmasyAzAgcadomor + 4/\3?A4C22 (A4d22 + 3/\1652)

= 33
/3 Img A Ehacy? ; (33)
es = X5 (34)
c1
masyAzAgcids
_ 35
f4 9}7127/\1A265 ’ ( )
£ = masy (masymz7 — 2A3Asc2d>) _ (36)
18ma7A1Azes5

The remaining VEV$1, es, ¢2 andds, are then determined by theDtterms. One possible solution is to take

co = dy=0, (37)
mgzsy
5 = ———=—, (38)
3V2AH3) 3
which then gives the following polynomial condition foy:

0 = |masy|*mar|*+ 2masy|*|ma7|?|As|?|c1|? — 8lmasy|?|A|* Aa|?|ca]® — 16[A3|%|Asl?[c1 2. (39)

Note that the form of the polynomial ensures that there adveysts a solution; > O.

This solution break&g to the Standard Model, which we determined by the computati@auge boson masses,
12 of which remain zero. The only alternative ansatz forRherms, which also breaks to the Standard Model, is an
analogue of equations (27)-(36), where we exchange d1, c2 <> do, e1 <> €3, f1 < f3, e4 <> es and f3 <> f5. This
ansatz assumes, d» # 0 andeg, f4 # 0.

All other solutions of the equations of motion do not breakhte Standard Model group. In fact, all but one of
the other solutions leave $8) unbroken. The exception involves taking the angaz} = (27) = 0 and solving the
F-terms; by computing which gauge bosons remain masslesindvthat this scenario breaks to a Pati-Salam group,
which is embedded intfg in a non-canonical way. Note that the scend@@) = (27) = 0 corresponds to having a
model with the Higgs sector 352 357. This shows why we add the extra 227 pair to the breaking sector.

The Yukawa sector

The Yukawa sector in our model is composed from the followtergs:

1 R
Rukawars = 527 27}, (Ypy 27+ Y 351 + Y4 27). (40)

The model contains three Yukawa mixing matricks; Yz= andYs7.
Compare this with the Yukawa terms in the renormalizable $38(10) model:

1 . . .. o
Aukawa-s0(10) = 516; 16} (Y15 10+ Y% 126). (41)

The analogy between the two models is not accidental. Teidgic 27. in E¢ are analogous to the fermionic’16

in SO(10), while 27 and357 of E function as analogues of 10 atd6, respectively. This is not surprising, since the

27 contains both the 16 and 10 of 8D), while 357 contains thel26 of SA10), so the Yukawa terms of the $00)

model will be automatically included also in our model. Bué £ Yukawa terms contain also terms involving the

exotics, such as 38.0.(Y,% 16+ Y. 144) in SO(10) language.

The mechanism of flavor mixing differs in the two models siigaintly.

In the SG10) model, we need two (symmetric) Yukawa matrices for flavorimgxsince a single one can always
be diagonalized with a redefinition of generations. The Siggdiboson is located in both the 10 and 126, its EW
scale mass ensured by a fine tuning of parameters, such thatemk Higgs doublet mode is (almost) massless, while
all color triplets remain heavy.

In the Eg model, the fields 27 an857 acquire first GUT scale VEVs, which causes vector-like pafrguarks and
leptons to acquire heavy masses. In(SUanguage, the heayis a linear combination of th&'s in the 16 and 10




contained in 2Z. One would then hope to make a combination of the doubletsérrepresentations 2351 and

possibly 351and27 massless, while keeping the color triplets heavy.

There are 3 doublet/antidoublet pairs and 3 triplet/dptét pairs in the 27- 27 pair, while 351+ 357 have 8
doublet/antidoublet pairs and 9 triplet/antitriplet gaifhe doublet and triplet mass matrices therefore haverdiioes
11x 11 and 12« 12, respectively. Both matrices automatically have a nreasshode, which correspond to the would-
be Nambu-Goldstone bosons of thgbreaking. Doublet-triplet splitting in this case therefoneans a fine-tuning of
parameters, such that the doublets get an extra massless wiuitk the triplets don’t. The explicit conditions for the
extra massless mode of doublets and triplets, after usipgfahe solutions of the equations of motion, which break

to the Standard Model, give

9
M M27A3A4
Condioublets = %7
4m10 M27A3A4
Condriplets %ﬁ

(42)

(43)

Itis not possible to fine-tune the parameters(@ndA’s) so that a doublet mode gets massless, but a triplet doesn’
The inability to perform doublet-triplet splitting in theon-tilde sector is the reason for adding the tilde fields

27+ 27. We assume that they combine with the non-tilde fields @mlyairs, so they needn’t acquire GUT scale
VEVs, but only EW VEVs. We now have new parameters from ternth fields, which are not involved in the
symmetry breaking, and we denote themkbyl'he terms with the tilde fields in the superpotential are

Mz 5?2:74- K1 /275?351/ + K2 2:72:7 351+ k3 /275? 27+ K42:72:72_7.

(44)

The above terms enable fine-tuning in the tilde sector, sadtizblets in the7 and27 acquire an EW VEV. We label
the VEVs in the27 byus, vy andv, (more details can be found in Table 2). Notice thaand(|v1|?+|v2|)"/2 are not

the MSSM Higgs VEVs yet: parts of them lie alsodd. In the following, we will assume that these VEVs can all be
non-zero; this indeed turns out to be the case, which is shothe section on doublet-triplet splitting.

An explicit calculation of the the Yukawa terms in equatidf)then gives

~ . vi¥ar  co¥or+ A A CY
MT(—Ml)YZWL + (dcT d/cT) \/_5 351 ( d/) 4 (eT e/T) i
—vo¥o7 —ca¥or+ 4 TiYast valo7  —c1Yo7—
f2
Y. ve© N JYast
vy [ Ha¥er 0 c2¥or - 2 \/_5 Yast T T yeTy| B vz
+(vh v ~ s+ (vt st v fY351 f3yﬁ
0  —wYor —c1Yor—3 \/—5 Yoer ) \ yre

—voYa7  vilyy

3 /5y
2\/—5 Yast
2\/—5 Yas1
—voYa7
v1¥a7 < s

s ) (45)

VL‘

0

VC

()

Using the standard techniques for integrating out the hgaejor-like families (see for example [8] and references

therein) one arrives in the case (37), (38), at the follovergressions for the Yukawa matrices:

—1/2 ~
My = (1+(4/9xX") /(Vl—(2/3)V2X)Y27,
Mg = —(1+XX") 2 (v 4 vX) Vo,
My = —wuYar,
_ n-1/2 (U1 1 T vy T\ —1/2
My = (1+xx") (f Y27YﬁY27+fXY27YmY27X >(1+XX ) e,

where the matriX is defined as

_ /3
X=1/5 11/3511/27

and where only the type | seesaw contribution has been takemccount for simplicity.

(46)
(47)
(48)

(49)

(50)

The number of parameters involved seems to easily accommtiaalight fermion masses. In fact two symmetric
matrices are typically able to describe the charged ferra@mtor (see for example the SO(10) case with 10 and 126

Higgses), while a third matrix should easily take care ofribatrino sector.



Details on doublet-triplet splitting

Doublet triplet splitting is possible only in the tilde sectThe relevant doublet/antidoublet and triplet/arglet
mass matrices in this sector are

m7 —2Kzc1 — '\’:Kl\‘/f—f‘l"5 2K3cp — 3K1\;%
Mdoublets = | —2Kad1—3K2 7z s 0 | o1
2Kadp — K22 0 s,
Mma7 —2K3c1+ 2K1\%3 2K3co + 2K1%
Myiplets = | —2Kad1+2Ka 72 ms, 0 | )
2K4dp+ 2Ky 2= 0 s,
with the mass terms being
~ él N il
(D{ Dg Dg) Myoublets <22> + (TlT T2T T3T) Miiplets <Zz> . (53)
D3 Ts

The labelsD, T generically denote doublet$, 2, %) and triplets(3, 1, —%) in 5's of SU(5), while D andT denote the
antidoubletg1, 2, —%) and antitriplet3, 1, %) in 5’s of SU(5). More details on the doublets and triplets are shown in

Table 2. Note that the EW VEVs,, v1 andv, correspond to the field8;, D, andDs, respectively. WhiléD,, D3z and
D1 also acquire VEVs, we will not label them.

TABLE 2. Labels of the doublets and triplets along with their
locations in27 and27.
doublettriplet C SU(5) CSO(10) CEg doublet VEV

D1, 71 5 10 Z7 uy
Do, T» 5 10 éj
D3, T3 5 16 27
D1, Ty 5 10 27
D>, T, § 10 2N7 V1
D3, T3 5 16 27 1)

Plugging the vacuum solution into the mass matrices for tsland triplets, we get the following conditions for
doublet triplet spliting:

1 K1K K3K.
3 o2 Kikz N 3K4
0 = mx— 30 "1, —2m27m351/m27m, (54)
2 K1K: K3K.
3 2 182 3K4
0 # méﬁ_ﬁsméﬁm%l’m_zmﬁm%l’mﬂm- (55)
Both conditions are satisfied by a fine-tuning
Ki ~ 30(m2Ashs—2m K3Ka) e (56)
1 =~ MS=A3N4 — M35 M27K3K4 m-
This fine-tuning gives the following modes of doublets antidmublets to be massless:
- V1/30mzmasyA; 722, VPAshak, V2T masyeir; 2 2A, P AsAakoks
'm=0 ZA AL—2m D1+ ZA AL_2 D2+D3a (57)
m3-A3N4 351M27K3K4 MZ-A3/A4 — emgsynz7K3Kg
_ VoA  JB0maA A Py
Dp=o 0O Mor"s 72 D1-|-\/_m27 L 7 K4 Dy +D3. (58)

masy K2 c1A3A4K>2



Notice that he massless modes have components of all dewanlgétantidoublets (in particulddy, D, andDs3 in §v7).
Since only the massless modes can acquire a large EW VEV @fi8Y breaking), the above fact ensures non-zero
u1, v1 andvy, which was assumed in the analysis of the Yukawa sector.

CONCLUSION

There is always a clash in physical models between beingptieand being predictive. Most of the times theories are
either realistic but knot predictive or predictive but wgoin Eg grand unified theories we are not yet at a stage of being
both realistic and predictive. We presented here an exadfaleealisticEg theory: a renormalizable supersymmetric
case with 3x 27 +2 x (27+ 27) + 357 +351. This is important as an existence proof, the next step woelb try

to find out more minimal models, especially with regard tonkenber of Yukawa matrices. Our goal is to bring the
Eg GUTs at the level of the well studied SU(5) and SO(10) cases.
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