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A bstract

W e investigate the phase space ofparam eters in the PatiSalam m odelderived
In the context of D -branes scenarios, requiring low energy string scale. W e

nd that a non-supersym m etric version com plies w ith a string scale as low
as 10 TeV, whik in the supersym m etric version the string scale raises up
to 2 107 TeV. The lin ited energy region for RGE running dem ands a
large tan In order to have experin entally acosptable m asses for the top and
bottom quarks.
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1 Introduction

T he last few years, there hasbeen considerable work in trying to derive a low energy
theory of fiindam ental interactions through a D -brane construction {il, 4, 3,4, §, 4,
7, 8,9,10,17, 12, 13] Recent investigations have shown that there is a varity of
possbilities, conceming the group structure of the theory aswell as the m agnitude
of the string scale and the nature of the particle spectrum .

A particularly interesting possbility In this context, is the case ofm odels w ith
low scale uni cation of gauge and gravitational interactions. This is indeed a very
appealing fram ework for solving the hierarcty problm as one disgpenses w ith the
use of supersymm etry. T here are a num ber of phenom enological questions how ever
that should be answered in this case, ncluding the sn allness of neutrino m assi.

Another Interesting possibility which could solve a number of puzzles (as the
neutrino m ass problem m entioned previously), is the intermm ediate scale socenario. A
variety ofm odels adm i an Interm ediate uni cation scale, however supersym m etry
isneeded 1n this case to solve the hierarchy problam .

In this ktter we concentrate on phenom enogical issues of the PatiSalam [14]
gauge symm etry proposed as a D -brane altemativefl1l] to the traditional grand
uni ed version. In particular we investigate the gauge coupling relations in two
cases: for a non-supersymm etric version and for a supersymm etric one. In both
cases, In order to achieve a lIow string scale, we relax the idea of strict gauge cou—
pling uni cation. However, this should not be considered as a drawback. Indeed,
the various gauge group factors are associated w ith di erent stacks of branes and
therefore it is natural that gauge couplings m ay di er at the string scale. In the
non-supersym m etric case the string scale could be as smallasa few TeVs. On the
other hand, the absence of a largem ass scale puts the seesaw typem echanisn (usu-—
ally responsble or giving neutrino m asses in the experim entally acosptable region)
in trouble. In the supersymm etric case, the string scale is of the order of 10°TeV
and a su ciently suppressed neutrino m assm ay be ocbtained.

2 TheM odel

W e assum e here a class ofm odels which incorporate the PatiSalam symm etry [I4],
having representations that can be derived w ithin a D brane construction. In these
m odels, gauge Interactions are describbed by open strings with ends attached on
various stacks of D brane con gurations and therefore ferm ions are constrained to
be In representations an aller than the ad pint. A novelty ofthese constructions isthe
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appearance of additional anom alous U (1) factors. At m ost, one linear com bination
of these U (1)'s is anom aly free and m ay ram ain unbroken In low energies. Aswe
w ill see, the rolke of this extra U (1) is In portant since when it is inclided In the
hypercharge de nition allow s the possibility ofa low string scale.

W e start wih a brief review of the modelfll]. The embedding of the Pati-
Salam (P S) model In the brane context leads to a SU (@)c SU ), SU (Q)x
U )¢ U @1), U @)z gauge symm etry. Open strings w ith ends on two di erent
branes carry quantum num bers of the corresponding groups. T he Standard M odel
particles appear under the follow ing m ultiplts ofthe P S group:

1 1
Fro= (4;2;1;1;1;0) ! Q (3;2;g)+ L@1;2; 5)
2 1
Fr = 4;1;2; 1;0;1)! u®@G;1; §)+ dc(3;l;§)+ e @1;1;)+ °@;1;00 @
1 1
h= (1;2;2;0; 1; 1)! Hu(l;2;5)+ Hgq@;2 5)

where we have also shown the quantum numbers under the three U (1)’s % and the

L

breaking to the SM group. The H ggs which breaks the PS down to the SM is:
1 c 2 C 1 c c
H= &;1;2; 1;0; )! u G;1; §)+ dy (3;l;§)+ e 1;1;1)+ 5 1;1;0) @)

The U (1)-charge param eter can take two values = 1. Each one of them is
associated w ith a di erent sym m etry breaking pattem. T he dow n—quark like triplets
are the only rem nants after the PS breaking whilk one Higgs H (and is com plex
conugate) is enough to achieve this breaking. A dditional states, such as:

1 1
D (6;1;1;2;0;0) ! d°(3;1;§)+ daG;1; 5)

(1;1;1;0;0;2) 3)
hg 1;1;2;0;0;1)

can arise which could provide m asses to the P S breaking ram nants (colored triplets
w ith dow n-type quark chargesdy ;d; ) orbreak an additionalabelian symm etry (by
a non-vanishing vev of and/orhg).

W hik allthree ofthe U (1)’s that com e w ith the P S group are anom alous, there
exists only one com bination which is anom aly free (even from gravitational anom a-—
lies) :

Yy = Yo Yy + ¥Yg @)

2 For these assignm ents seell]



where Yy ; X = C;L;R corresoonds to the quantum num berundertheU (1)yx . None
of the SM femm ions and H iggs bidoublt (roviding the SM higgses) are charged
underthisU (1) . To thisend, we assum e that all anom alous abelian com binations
break and we are eft wih a gauge symmetry SU @) SU QR)p; SU Q) U @Q)y -
The SM hypercharge is given by the usualP S generators plus a contribution from
theU ()4 :

1 1
Y = EYB Lt §T3R + CYy )
The interesting case is when c di ers from zero. Indeed, there exists a breaking
pattem where ¢ = 1=2 and the param eter detem ining theH charge under the
U 1)y (hamely 1), takes the value = 1[I1]. W e are Interested In that case
and we shalldevelop the RGE for gauge and Yukawa couplings running.

3 Setting the RGE's

Three di erent scales appear In our approach: the string scake M y , the PatiSalam
breaking scale M y and the low energy scake M ; . In principle, since the various
groups kave in di erent stacks of branes, the corresponding gauge couplings m ay
di er aswell. However, In order not to loose predictability at the uni cation scale
My, we require a\petit" uni cation, namely ;= g 6 1 (seefll] for discussion).
For further convenience we ntroduce the parameter = {My)= sMy) ( 2, 1
and g ocorrespond to the three groups ofthem odel: SU 4), SU @), and SU Q)r ).
Thevalieof y atM y isgiven by the follow ing relation:

= —+ — (6)

1 23 1 &
3= 27 2= L — =t —+ — (7
Y 4 R H
where 3, ; and y corresoond to the three groups of the SM .

A s has been m entioned above, the param eter ¢ can take two acosptable values.
Thevaliec= 0 correspondsto the standard de nition ofthe hypercharge. A ssum ing
petit uni cation, we ndfL]M y 10'°GeV.The c= 1=2 introduces a com ponent
ofthe extra U (1) In ¥ wihout a ecting the SM charge assignm ent. This case
allow s the possibility of low uni cation In the TeV range. For the rest of the paper



wewillwork with ¢ = 1=2. Now for com plkteness we give the -functions for all
groups:

My>M > Mg

44 4 1 . 1
= —+ =-n -n n
4 3 3 g 3 H D
22 4 1
L = ? + —ng + gnh
22 s 4 . 1 . 2 . 1
= —+ =-n -n -n -n
R 3 39 3" 3H T gt
32 + 8 + 4 + 2 8)
= —n n —n —n
H 3 H D 3 3 hg

4 1
3= 11 + gng+ %nd§+%(rldc+nd)

2 4 1oL
= - —n — N n
? 3 39 g v THa

20 1 1
Y=§ng+ —9nd§1 +%(I1Hu+an)+ —9(ndc+na)

w here ng is the number of fam ilies (ny = 3) while allother notation is in accordance
w ith that of Egs. (L, 2, 3).

First we would lke to set the range for the parameter = (= , in oxder to
achieve a low energy M y, while keepingM g < My as an upper Iimit and M g >
1TeV asa lower lin i£. W e use the ollow ing low energy M ; ) experin ental values:
sin? y = 23151, o = 1=1289 and ;= 0:119 0:003. Our particke content is
the follow ing:

ng = 3; ng = 1; np = 0; n, = 1; n =1; ny, = 0

ng, = ng, = 1; ng = 0orl; Ng=ng =0

and we use oneJdoop RGE equations.

In Fig.@l) we pot My and Mz vs . The upper line for My and the ower
Iine for M  corresoond to the highest acosptable value for 3 (W ith the other lines
corresoonding to the lIowest value). The maxinum range for the gauge coupling
ratio atMy is (0413;0:445). At the Jowest value both scales are of the order
0f 93TeV whik at the highest M y 8TeV . In the case of absence of non-standard
particles, the region of is (0:415;0:445) and the correspoonding values for the scales
are 8.7 TeV and 7.8 TeV .W e have also checked that the gauge couplings stay well
in the perturbative region.
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Figure 1: The scalesM y and M g vs the parameter . The requirem ents 1TV <
Mg < My setsthe range for .Thepartjcleoontenthasnd; = 0 (see text).

W e further observe that the Mz and M y scales merge for the ower values.
Since consistency ofthe scale hierarchy demandsM g M y, this in plies that there
isa lower acoeptable value of ora higherMy scalk asFig.(l) shows. On the other
hand, experin entalbounds on right handed bosons inply M g & 1TV, this setsthe
upper bound on  or equivalently, the lower bound on My .

4 The Supersym m etric M odel

In this section we repeat the above analysis for the supersym m etric version of the
m odel, where we nead the extra H iggs representation

2 1
H = 4;1;2;1;0; )! uy B;l;§)+'dﬁ 3;1; -§)+ e 1;1; 1)+ 4 1;1;0) (9

The charge  is not fully constrained (as opposed to the case ofH ) and, in prin-—
ciple, can take two values = 1. However, if supersymm etry is assum ed, as the
corresponding charge ofthe eld H hasbeen detetm ned to = 1, the value of

should be xed to = 1. Further, the follow Ing exotic representations could appear

D (6;1;1; 2;0;0)

hy 1;1;2;0;1;0)
hy, 1;1;2;0; 1;0
hg 1;1;2;0;0; 1

10)
)
)
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Figure2: The scalesM y and M g vstheparam eter forthe supersym m etric m odel,

( =1, = 1). The requirem ents for the scales are as in Fig.(1). The particke
content is them lninum one (see text).

K esping the sam e conditions as in the non-supersymm etric case, Egs@f}) and

xing again the value of cto 1=2, we plbot M y and Mz vs 1n Fig.(2). The content
isthem ninum possbl, ie.

ng = 3; ng = 1; ng = 1; n, = 1; np = 0;
n = 0; ny,, =0 ny, =0
ng, = ng, = 1; nd§=0; Ng=nge =0

W e observe that, In contrast to the non-supersym m etric case exam ined in the
previous section, here the Iim ting case M g = M y is realized at the highest value,

whilk the Iower is correlated to the lower acceptable My value (1 TeV). The
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Figure 3: The scalesM y and M g vstheparam eter for the supersym m etric m odel
for them inin aland a non m inim al content.



energy scale ofM y and M g now is three orders of m agnitude higher than the cor-
resoponding non-supersym m etric case.

In Fig.@) we show the sam e graph for the m inin aland a non m inin al content
for the supersymmetric case ( = 1 and = 1). The non m inin al content drives
the param eter to lower values but expands the acosptable region of the scales by
alm ost one order of m agniude.

5 Yukawa Coupling Running for Top and B ottom

In the PS m odelw ith the m inin alH iggs content, the Yukawa couplings for the top
and the bottom quarks are equalat Mz, ie. hy = hy. In this section we check
whether such a constraint is com patble with the bottom and top quark m asses
as they are m easured by the experim ents. If v; and v, are the two vexv.'s that
correspond to H 4 and H ,, we have of course:

mefmye) = hefmo)vy; mymy) = hy M )vy

where the factor = 14 takes care for the QCD renomm alisation e ects from the
scalem  down to them assofthe bottom quark. Shcewehavetwo vewv.s @kthough
we do not have supersymm etry), the relation with M ; is:

lqi lqi
Mz:a %+ o (Vf*'Vﬁ):E G+ gV

whil we insert, as usual, the parameter tan = wv,=v;. The RGE for the two
couplings are:

16 2 e _ h Eh2 Eh2 4 L7 + 2 ,+8
R B 12 ¥ 2 3
11)
,dhy 3, 3., 5 9
16 E = hb Ehb Eht 4 E vy T Z 2+ 8 3

w here we have ignored all other Yukawa couplings. W e run the equations from M g
down to scaleM whereh. M )v, = M ,whicth isthetopmassm.

InFigHla) weplbtm, vstan i ordertohavem y, in the acceptable experin ental
region (4.044)GeV .The choiceof (in the acosptable region de ned above) m akes
a very amalle ect which show s itself In the thickness of the lines. Shhoe we require
uni cation of the two Yukawa ocouplings at M r , the Jarge di erence In the m ass of
the two quarks can only be provided by a large angle, therefore the large values of
tan were expected. M oreover, being In the large tan regine, m . changes by a
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Figure 4: @) The top mass vs tanb giving m, In the experim ental range (40
44)GeV and (b) theparameter = ;= , vshMy) for severalvalues ofm.

negligbl am ount astan changesto com ply w ith the upper and lower lin its ofthe
bottom m ass (rem em ber that v, = vsnbwhilke v; = voosb).

The form ofthe Eq.{l1) also show s that the two couplings run aln ost \parallel"
to each other and actually the m ain contrbution to the munning com es from the
gauge couplings (@swe can see In the next gure, the value of the Yukawas at M g
are small). The corresponding gure wih ng = 2 does not show any signi cant
di erence.

In Fig.(4b) we plt the parameter versus the uni ed value of the Yukawa
coupling at M g, for di erent values ofm . The dependence is aln ost linear w ith
higher value of m  requiring higher values of the uni ed Yukawa coupling h. The
absolute value of the Yukawa coupling justi es our previous claim that the running
ofh, and h: is governed by the gauge coupling contributions to the RGE equations.

The last qure, Fig.{H), correspond to the supersymm etric case. The tan
vsm: gure does not show any signi cant di erence from the corresponding non-—
supersymm etric case. On the contrary, theh ™M g ) vs isdi erent. Lower values
corresoonds to higher h M z ) ones whilk the range of the acoeptable h M ;) values
is a bit broader.

Finally, in gure @ we plt the uni ed value of the Yukawa coupling h,, versus
the parameter. W e note that, -In contrast to the non-supersym m etric case which
isexhbited In gure (5)—here higher h, values are obtained for lower ratios
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Figure 5: The SUSY case: @) Thetopmassvstan givingm, in the experim ental
range A0 44)GeV and (b) Theparameter = ;= ;4 vshMgy).

6 Conclusions

In the present work, we have exam Ined the gauge and bottom  top Yukawa coupling
evolution in m odels w ith PatiSalam symm etry obtained in the context of brane
soenarios. In the case of betit’ uni cation of gauge couplings, ie., a; = agr & ag,
it tums out that In the non-supersym m etric version of the above m odel one m ay
have a string scale at a faw TV . Further, assum lng hy, h. Yukawa uni cation at
the string scale, one nds that the correct m ,x quark m asses are cbtained fora a;
approxin ately twice asbig as a;, . A sim ilar analysis for the supersym m etric case
show s that the string scale raises up to 10’'TeV whilehy, h, uni cation reproduces
also the right m ass relationsm ,;m .

W ewould like to thank G . Leontaris for valuable discussions and usefiil rem arks and
J. R izos for helpfiil discussions.
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