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A bstract

W einvestigatethephasespaceofparam etersin thePati-Salam m odelderived

in the context ofD-branes scenarios,requiring low energy string scale. W e

�nd that a non-supersym m etric version com plies with a string scale as low

as� 10 TeV,while in the supersym m etric version the string scale raises up

to � 2 � 107 TeV.The lim ited energy region for RG E running dem ands a

largetan� in orderto haveexperim entally acceptablem assesforthetop and

bottom quarks.
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1 Introduction

Thelastfew years,therehasbeen considerablework in tryingtoderivealow energy

theory offundam entalinteractionsthrough a D-brane construction[1,2,3,4,5,6,

7,8,9,10,11,12,13]Recent investigations have shown thatthere isa variety of

possibilities,concerning thegroup structureofthetheory aswellasthem agnitude

ofthestring scaleand thenatureoftheparticlespectrum .

A particularly interesting possibility in thiscontext,isthe case ofm odelswith

low scale uni�cation ofgauge and gravitationalinteractions. Thisisindeed a very

appealing fram ework for solving the hierarchy problem as one dispenses with the

useofsupersym m etry.Therearea num berofphenom enologicalquestionshowever

thatshould beanswered in thiscase,including thesm allnessofneutrino m ass1.

Another interesting possibility which could solve a num ber ofpuzzles (as the

neutrino m assproblem m entioned previously),istheinterm ediatescalescenario.A

variety ofm odelsadm itan interm ediate uni�cation scale,howeversupersym m etry

isneeded in thiscaseto solvethehierarchy problem .

In this letter we concentrate on phenom enogicalissues ofthe Pati-Salam [14]

gauge sym m etry proposed as a D-brane alternative[11]to the traditionalgrand

uni�ed version. In particular we investigate the gauge coupling relations in two

cases: for a non-supersym m etric version and for a supersym m etric one. In both

cases,in orderto achieve a low string scale,we relax the idea ofstrictgauge cou-

pling uni�cation. However,thisshould notbe considered asa drawback. Indeed,

the variousgauge group factorsare associated with di�erentstacks ofbranesand

therefore it is naturalthat gauge couplings m ay di�er at the string scale. In the

non-supersym m etric case the string scale could be assm allasa few TeVs. On the

otherhand,theabsenceofalargem assscaleputsthesee-saw typem echanism (usu-

ally responsibleforgiving neutrino m assesin theexperim entally acceptableregion)

in trouble. In the supersym m etric case,the string scale isofthe orderof103TeV

and a su�ciently suppressed neutrino m assm ay beobtained.

2 T he M odel

W eassum e herea classofm odelswhich incorporatethePati-Salam sym m etry[14],

having representationsthatcan bederived within a D-braneconstruction.In these

m odels, gauge interactions are described by open strings with ends attached on

variousstacksofD-brane con�gurationsand therefore ferm ionsare constrained to

bein representationssm allerthantheadjoint.A noveltyoftheseconstructionsisthe

1 Fora recentproposalin the contextofSM and the D-branescenario see[10]
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appearanceofadditionalanom alousU(1)factors.Atm ost,onelinearcom bination

ofthese U(1)’s is anom aly free and m ay rem ain unbroken in low energies. Aswe

willsee,the role ofthis extra U(1) is im portant since when it is included in the

hyperchargede�nition allowsthepossibility ofa low string scale.

W e start with a briefreview ofthe m odel[11]. The em bedding ofthe Pati-

Salam (PS)m odelin the brane contextleadsto a SU(4)C � SU(2)L � SU(2)R �

U(1)C � U(1)L � U(1)R gauge sym m etry. Open stringswith endson two di�erent

branescarry quantum num bersofthe corresponding groups. The Standard M odel

particlesappearunderthefollowing m ultipletsofthePS group:

FL = (4;2;1;1;1;0)! Q(3;2;
1

6
)+ L(1;2;�

1

2
)

�FR = (�4;1;2;�1;0;1)! u
c(�3;1;�

2

3
)+ d

c(�3;1;
1

3
)+ e

c(1;1;1)+ �
c(1;1;0)

h = (1;2;2;0;�1;�1)! H u(1;2;
1

2
)+ H d(1;2 �

1

2
)

(1)

where we have also shown the quantum num bersunderthe three U(1)’s 2 and the

breaking to theSM group.TheHiggswhich breaksthePS down to theSM is:

�H = (�4;1;2;�1;0;�)! u
c

H (
�3;1;�

2

3
)+ d

c

H (
�3;1;

1

3
)+ e

c

H (1;1;1)+ �
c

H (1;1;0) (2)

The U(1)-charge param eter � can take two values � = �1. Each one ofthem is

associated with adi�erentsym m etry breakingpattern.Thedown-quark liketriplets

are the only rem nants afterthe PS breaking while one Higgs �H (and its com plex

conjugate)isenough to achievethisbreaking.Additionalstates,such as:

D (6;1;1;2;0;0)! ~dc(�3;1;
1

3
)+ ~d(3;1;�

1

3
)

�(1;1;1;0;0;2)

hR (1;1;2;0;0;1)

(3)

can arisewhich could providem assesto thePS breaking rem nants(colored triplets

with down-typequark chargesdH ;d
c
H )orbreak an additionalabelian sym m etry (by

a non-vanishing vev of� and/orhR ).

W hileallthreeoftheU(1)’sthatcom ewith thePS group areanom alous,there

existsonly onecom bination which isanom aly free(even from gravitationalanom a-

lies):

YH = YC � YL + YR (4)

2 Forthese assignm entssee[11]

2



whereYX ;X = C;L;R correspondstothequantum num berundertheU(1)X .None

ofthe SM ferm ions and Higgs bidoublet (providing the SM higgses) are charged

underthisU(1)H .To thisend,weassum ethatallanom alousabelian com binations

break and weareleftwith a gaugesym m etry SU(4)C � SU(2)L � SU(2)R � U(1)H .

The SM hypercharge isgiven by the usualPS generatorsplusa contribution from

theU(1)H :

Y =
1

2
YB � L +

1

2
T3R + cYH (5)

The interesting case is when c di�ers from zero. Indeed,there exists a breaking

pattern where c = 1=2 and the param eter � determ ining the �H charge under the

U(1)H (nam ely � � 1),takesthe value � = �1[11]. W e are interested in thatcase

and weshalldevelop theRGE forgaugeand Yukawa couplingsrunning.

3 Setting the R G E’s

Threedi�erentscalesappearin ourapproach:thestring scaleM U ,thePati-Salam

breaking scale M R and the low energy scale M Z. In principle,since the various

groupsleave in di�erent stacks ofbranes,the corresponding gauge couplings m ay

di�eraswell. However,in ordernotto loose predictability atthe uni�cation scale

M U ,werequire a\petit" uni�cation,nam ely �4 = �R 6= �L (see[11]fordiscussion).

Forfurtherconvenience we introduce the param eter� = �L(M U )=�4(M U )(�4,�L
and �R correspond to thethreegroupsofthem odel:SU(4),SU(2)L and SU(2)R ).

Thevalueof�H atM U isgiven by thefollowing relation:

1

�H
=

8

�4
+

4

�R
+

4

�L
(6)

AtM R wehavethefollowing relationsdueto thePati-Salam group breaking:

�3 = �2; �2 = �L;
1

�Y
=
2=3

�4
+

1

�R
+

c2

�H
(7)

where�3,�2 and �Y correspond to thethreegroupsoftheSM .

Ashasbeen m entioned above,the param eterccan take two acceptable values.

Thevaluec= 0correspondstothestandardde�nitionofthehypercharge.Assum ing

petituni�cation,we �nd[11]M U � 1010GeV.The c= 1=2 introducesa com ponent

ofthe extra U(1)H in Y without a�ecting the SM charge assignm ent. This case

allowsthepossibility oflow uni�cation in theTeV range.Fortherestofthepaper
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we willwork with c = 1=2. Now forcom pleteness we give the �-functions forall

groups:

M U > M > M R

�4 = �
44

3
+
4

3
ng +

1

3
nH +

1

3
nD

�L = �
22

3
+
4

3
ng +

1

3
nh

�R = �
22

3
+
4

3
ng +

1

3
nh +

2

3
nH +

1

6
nhR

�H =
32

3
nH + 8nD +

4

3
n� +

2

3
nhR

M Z > M > M R

�3 = �11+
4

3
ng +

1

6
ndc

H
+
1

6
(n~dc

+ n~d
)

�2 = �
22

3
+
4

3
ng +

1

6
(nH u

+ nH d
)

�Y =
20

9
ng +

1

9
ndc

H
+
1

6
(nH u

+ nH d
)+

1

9
(n~dc

+ n~d
)

(8)

whereng isthenum beroffam ilies(ng = 3)whileallothernotation isin accordance

with thatofEqs.(1,2,3).

First we would like to set the range for the param eter � = �L=�2 in order to

achieve a low energy M U ,while keeping M R < M U as an upper lim it and M R >

1TeV asa lowerlim it.W e use the following low energy (M Z)experim entalvalues:

sin2�W = :23151,�em = 1=128:9 and �3 = 0:119� 0:003. Ourparticle content is

thefollowing:

ng = 3; nH = 1; nD = 0; nh = 1; n� = 1; nhR = 0

nH u
= nH d

= 1; ndc
H
= 0 or1; n~d

= n~dc
= 0

and weuseone-loop RGE equations.

In Fig.(1) we plot M U and M R vs �. The upper line for M U and the lower

lineforM R correspond to thehighestacceptable value for�3 (with the otherlines

corresponding to the lowest value). The m axim um range for the gauge coupling

ratio � atM U is� � (0:413;0:445).Atthelowestvalueboth scalesareoftheorder

of9.3TeV whileatthehighestM U � 8TeV.In thecaseofabsence ofnon-standard

particles,theregion of� is(0:415;0:445)and thecorresponding valuesforthescales

are8.7 TeV and 7.8 TeV.W e have also checked thatthegaugecouplingsstay well

in theperturbativeregion.
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Figure 1: The scales M U and M R vs the param eter �. The requirem ents 1TeV<

M R < M U setstherangefor�.Theparticlecontenthasndc
H
= 0 (seetext).

W e further observe that the M R and M U scales m erge for the lower � values.

Sinceconsistency ofthescalehierarchy dem andsM R � M U ,thisim pliesthatthere

isa loweracceptablevalueof� ora higherM U scaleasFig.(1)shows.On theother

hand,experim entalboundson righthanded bosonsim ply M R & 1TeV,thissetsthe

upperbound on � orequivalently,thelowerbound on M U .

4 T he Supersym m etric M odel

In thissection we repeatthe above analysisforthe supersym m etric version ofthe

m odel,whereweneed theextra Higgsrepresentation

H = (4;1;2;1;0;
)! uH (3;1;
2

3
)+ dH (�3;1;�

1

3
)+ eH (1;1;�1)+ �H (1;1;0) (9)

The charge 
 isnotfully constrained (asopposed to the case of �H )and,in prin-

ciple,can take two values
 = �1. However,ifsupersym m etry isassum ed,asthe

corresponding chargeofthe�eld �H hasbeen determ ined to � = �1,thevalueof


should be�xed to 
 = 1.Further,thefollowing exoticrepresentationscould appear

�D (6;1;1;�2;0;0)

hL(1;1;2;0;1;0)

�hL(1;1;2;0;�1;0)

�hR (1;1;2;0;0;�1)

(10)
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Figure2:ThescalesM U and M R vstheparam eter� forthesupersym m etricm odel,

(
 = 1,� = �1). The requirem ents forthe scales are asin Fig.(1). The particle

contentisthem inim um one(seetext).

Keeping the sam e conditions asin the non-supersym m etric case,Eqs(6,7)and

�xing again thevalueofcto 1=2,weplotM U and M R vs� in Fig.(2).Thecontent

isthem inim um possible,i.e.

ng = 3; nH = 1; n �H = 1; nh = 1; nD = 0;

n� = 0; nhL = 0 nhR = 0

nH u
= nH d

= 1; ndc
H

= 0; n~d
= n~dc

= 0

W e observe that,in contrast to the non-supersym m etric case exam ined in the

previoussection,herethelim iting caseM R = M U isrealized atthehighest� value,

while the lower � is correlated to the lower acceptable M R value (� 1 TeV).The

x 0.4200.380 0.4400.360 0.460

20

15

10

5

M
  
, 
M

  
(1

0
 T

e
V
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U
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3

M
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SUSY
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M
U MR

NON-MINIMAL

MINIMAL

Figure3:ThescalesM U and M R vstheparam eter� forthesupersym m etricm odel

forthem inim aland a non m inim alcontent.
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energy scale ofM U and M R now isthree ordersofm agnitude higherthan the cor-

responding non-supersym m etric case.

In Fig.(3)we show the sam e graph forthe m inim aland a non m inim alcontent

forthe supersym m etric case (
 = 1 and � = �1).The non m inim alcontentdrives

the� param eterto lowervaluesbutexpandstheacceptable region ofthescalesby

alm ostoneorderofm agnitude.

5 Yukaw a C oupling R unning forTop and B ottom

In thePS m odelwith them inim alHiggscontent,theYukawa couplingsforthetop

and the bottom quarks are equalat M R ,i.e. ht = hb. In this section we check

whether such a constraint is com patible with the bottom and top quark m asses

as they are m easured by the experim ents. Ifv1 and v2 are the two v.e.v.’s that

correspond to H d and H u,wehaveofcourse:

m t(m t)= ht(m t)v2; m b(m b)= hb(m t)v1�

where the factor� = 1:4 takes care forthe QCD renorm alisation e�ects from the

scalem tdown tothem assofthebottom quark.Sincewehavetwov.e.v.’s(although

wedo nothavesupersym m etry),therelation with M Z is:

M Z =
1

2

q

g2
2
+ g2

Y
(v2

1
+ v

2

2
)=

1

2

q

g2
2
+ g2

Y
v

while we insert, as usual, the param eter tan� = v2=v1. The RGE for the two

couplingsare:

16�2
dht

dt
= ht

�
3

2
h
2

t �
3

2
h
2

b � 4�

�
17

12
�Y +

9

4
�2 + 8�3

��

16�2
dhb

dt
= hb

�
3

2
h
2

b �
3

2
h
2

t � 4�

�
5

12
�Y +

9

4
�2 + 8�3

�� (11)

wherewehaveignored allotherYukawa couplings.W erun theequationsfrom M R

down to scaleM whereht(M )v2 = M ,which isthetop m assm t.

In Fig(4a)weplotm tvstan� in ordertohavem b in theacceptableexperim ental

region (4.0-4.4)GeV.Thechoiceof� (in theacceptableregion de�ned above)m akes

a very sm alle�ectwhich showsitselfin thethicknessofthelines.Sincewerequire

uni�cation ofthe two Yukawa couplingsatM R ,the large di�erence in the m assof

the two quarkscan only be provided by a largeangle,therefore the largevaluesof

tan� were expected. M oreover,being in the large tan� regim e,m t changes by a
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Figure 4: (a) The top m ass vs tanb giving m b in the experim entalrange (4:0 �

4:4)GeV and (b)theparam eter� = �L=�4 vsh(M R )forseveralvaluesofm t.

negligibleam ountastan� changestocom ply with theupperand lowerlim itsofthe

bottom m ass(rem em berthatv2 = vsinbwhilev1 = vcosb).

Theform oftheEq.(11)also showsthatthetwo couplingsrun alm ost\parallel"

to each other and actually the m ain contribution to the running com es from the

gaugecouplings(aswe can see in the next�gure,the value ofthe YukawasatM R

are sm all). The corresponding �gure with ndc
H
= 2 doesnotshow any signi�cant

di�erence.

In Fig.(4b) we plot the param eter � versus the uni�ed value ofthe Yukawa

coupling atM R ,fordi�erent values ofm t. The dependence is alm ost linearwith

highervalue ofm t requiring highervaluesofthe uni�ed Yukawa coupling h. The

absolutevalueoftheYukawa coupling justi�esourpreviousclaim thattherunning

ofhb and ht isgoverned by thegaugecoupling contributionsto theRGE equations.

The last �gure, Fig.(5), correspond to the supersym m etric case. The tan�

vsm t �gure doesnotshow any signi�cant di�erence from the corresponding non-

supersym m etric case.On thecontrary,theh(M R )vs� isdi�erent.Lower� values

correspondsto higherh(M R )oneswhile the range ofthe acceptable h(M R )values

isa bitbroader.

Finally,in �gure (5 we plotthe uni�ed value ofthe Yukawa coupling hu versus

the� param eter.W enotethat,-in contrastto thenon-supersym m etric case which

isexhibited in �gure(5)-herehigherhu valuesareobtained forlowerratios�.
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Figure5:TheSUSY case:(a)Thetop m assvstan� giving m b in theexperim ental

range(4:0� 4:4)GeV and (b)Theparam eter� = �L=�4 vsh(M R ).

6 C onclusions

In thepresentwork,wehaveexam ined thegaugeand bottom � top Yukawacoupling

evolution in m odels with Pati-Salam sym m etry obtained in the context ofbrane

scenarios. In the case of‘petit’uni�cation ofgauge couplings,i.e.,a4 = aR 6= aL,

it turns out thatin the non-supersym m etric version ofthe above m odelone m ay

have a string scale ata few TeV.Further,assum ing hb � ht Yukawa uni�cation at

the string scale,one �ndsthatthe correctm b;t quark m assesare obtained fora a4
approxim ately twice asbig asaL. A sim ilar analysis forthe supersym m etric case

showsthatthestring scaleraisesup to 107TeV whilehb� ht uni�cation reproduces

also therightm assrelationsm b;m t.

W ewould liketothank G.Leontarisforvaluablediscussionsand usefulrem arksand

J.Rizosforhelpfuldiscussions.
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