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A bstract. Using the current precision electroweak data, we look for the m inin al particle
content which is necessary to add to the standard m odelin order to have a com plete uni cation
of gauge couplings and graviy at the weakly coupled heterotic string scale. W e nd that
the addition of a vector-lke ferm ion at an interm ediate scale and a non-standard hypercharge
nom alization are in generalsu cient to achieve thisgoalat two-loop level. R equiring the extra

m atter scale to be below the TeV scale, it is found that the addition of three vector-like ferm ion
doubltsw ith a m ass around 700 G €V yields a perfect string-scale uni cation, provided that the
a ne kevelsare ky ;kz;ks)= (13=3;1;2),ash theSU (5) SU (5) string-GU T .Furthem ore,
if supersym m etry isbroken at the uni cation scale, the H iggsm ass is predicted in the range 125
GeV —-170 G eV, depending on the precise values of the top quark m ass and tan param eter.

1. Introduction
Uni cation of gauge couplings has always been one of the few solid pieces of evidence In
favor of supersymm etry. It is well known that the extrapolation of low-energy data w ithin
the fram ework of the M SSM yields an aln ost perfect uni cation of gauge couplings at the
scale v ssum 2 10 Gev (see Figure 1), which is lower than the typical string scale,
s & 107 GeV . The resolution of this discrepancy has been the sub jfct of m any studies and
several paths to uni cation have been proposed [, 2, 3]. On the other hand, it is ram arkable
that, In the non-supersym m etric SM , the one-loop g, and gz gauge couplings already unify at
a scale gsu 10'7 GeV (see Figure 2), which is close to the uni cation scal predicted by
the string theory. In this case, gauge coupling uni cation could be achieved for a hypercharge
nom alization ky 13=10 [1]. However, if twodoop e ects are taken into account, the above
scale should beatmost gy 4 10 Gev 4], which is one order of m agniude an aller than
the expected string scale. For high-scale supersym m etry breaking, it has been recently shown
that gauge coupling uni cation can be achieved at about 2 10'°® GeV in axion m odelsw ith SM
vectordike ferm jons [B], or at 10'% 17 G eV in the SM w ith suitable nom alizations ofthe U @)y ,
which can be realized in speci c orbifold GUT s [6]. N evertheless, the uni cation scale In all of
these cases is som ehow below the expected string scale.

T he phenom enology of Eg  E g heterotic string theory [7] exhbis m any of the attractive
features ofthe low -energy physicsthat we see today. In particular, the fourdin ensional standard
m odel (SM ) gauge group Ggm = SU (3)c SU 2) U (1)y and its generations can be easily
nocorporated. String theory also o ers an elegant explanation for the doublettriplet solitting
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Figure 1. G auge coupling running in the M SSM .

60

a;(A)

50

40

30

20

10

1 I 1 I 1 I 1 I 1 I 1 I 1 I 1 I 1 I 1 I 1 I 1 I 1 I 1 I
102 Mgyq, 10° 108 10" 10" 10'®
A (GeV)

Figure 2. G auge coupling running in the SM w ith ky = 13=10.
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problem [B]. M oreover, the uni cation of gauge couplings and graviy is an intrinsic property
of heterotic string theory. Rem arkably, uni cation of couplings is a prediction of string theories
even without any grand uni ed theory (GUT) below the Plandk scale. Indeed, gauge and
gravitational couplings unify at tree level as P]

B 2Gy B .
string = 5~ = Ki i 1)

where gpng = gzsm.ng=4 is the string-scale uni cation coupling constant, Gy is the New ton
constant, ¢ isthe Regge slope, ;= gf=4 (1= Y;2;3) are the gauge couplings and k; are the



Table 1. KacM oody lkvels for severalpossbl stringGUT models; B = 1;2;::: stands for the
num ber of fam ilies in that particularm odel [10].

G roup ky ko k3

IMW {0

SU (5); SO (10); SU (15);

E¢;Eg; BU (3)]3 Zs; C anonical 5/3 1 1

SN

SU (16); SU (8) SU (8); SO (18)

BU BT 24 5/3 1 2
SU (5) SU (5); SO (10) SO (10) 13/3 1 2
BU )T 23 14/3 3 1
BU ©1 24 19/3 3 2
Ey 2/3 2 1
BU @T 23 1/3 1 1
BU @F)F 24 ©F-4)/3 F 1
BU @F)I' 2. OF-8)/3 F 2

socalled a ne orK acM oody levels at which the group factorsU (1) vy, SU (2);, and SU (3)¢ are
realized in the fourdin ensional string. T he appearance of non-standard a ne levels k ; plays an
In portant rok in string theories. W hilke the non-Abelian factors k,; and k3 should be positive
integers, the Abelian factor ky can take a prori any arbitrary value, only constrained to be
ky > 1 fPorthe right-handed electron to have a consistent hypercharge assignm ent. Furthem ore,
these factors determ ine the value of the m ixing angle sin y at the string scale.

Tt m ay be possible that the string com pacti es In four dim ensions not to the SM group, but
to a sin ple group which acts as a uni ed group. In thiscase ;yr = g and the KacM oody
levels are xed by the group structure,

_ TrT? 2
TrT? '

1
where T is a generator of the subgroup G ; properly nom alized over a representation R of the
stringGUT group and T; is the sam e generator but nom alized over the representation of the
subgroup embedded into R [L0]. For illustration, the K acM oody lkvels for di erent possble
string-G UT m odels are presented In Tablk 1.

Since string theory relates a dim ensionless gauge coupling to a din ensionfiil gravitational
coupling, Equation (1) itself predicts the uni cation scale = JstringM p, Where Mp =



122 10'° GeV is the Planck mass. This scak is Iowered by the inclusion of one-doop string
e ects and In the weak coupling 1im i one nds [11]

= Jstring S 7 3)
where g isgiven by

el )=2 5 3=4 .
s = 4—MP 527 107" Ge&V ; )
0:5577 is the Euler constant. It has also been noted [12, 13] that the uni cation scale in
the strong coupling lim it can bem uch lower than the perturbative result given by Equation (3).
Yet, it is not clear whether uni cation is a robust prediction in this case.

N ext, using the current precision electroweak data, we study the problem of gauge coupling
uni cation w ithin string theory, w ith the ain to look for the m inin al particle content which is
necessary to add to the SM in order to achieve uni cation at the weakly coupled heterotic string
scale [14].

2. 0O ne-loop analysis
T he evolution of the gauge coupling constants at one loop is govemed by the renomm alization
group equations RGE)

1 b

SO = I ©)
where ;y iM™ 7 ) and the -function coe cientsb; are given by
1X 11
b = 3 [sR)N;R)] ?CZ(Gi) ; (6)

R

fornon-supersym m etric theories. T he function sR ) is1 for com plex scalars, 2 orchiral ferm ions
and 4 for vectorlke fermm ions. The Casin ir group nvariant for the ad-pint representation,
CyGqn), isn or SU (n) groups and null or a U (1) group. The functions N; R) encode the
group structure contrbutions as follow s

Y
NiR)=TiR) dyR); (7)

361

where d; R) is the din ension of the representation conceming the invariant subgroup G; and
T; R) isthe D ynkin Index which, in our convention, is 1=2 for the fundam ental representations
of SU (n) groups and y? for the U (1)y group. W e use the convention that the hypercharge
Y = Q Ts.Inparticular, forthe SM with N generations and ny com plex H iggs doublts one

nds
_ 20 ng _ 4 ny 22 . _ 4 .

bf—§N+?, b2—§N+? B bg—gN 11 : 8)
Let us now exam Ine the oneloop running of the gauge couplings. The uni ed coupling
constant g at the scale  is expressed in term s of the SU (3) ¢, SU ) and U (1)y gauge
couplings and the corresponding a ne lvels k ; through Equations (1)-(4). Thus, at the

uni cation scale , Equation (5) in plies

by

1 _ o, 1 o .
o= ki str_inngz ]ogMZ, )



w ith the additional constraint

1
seing = T T a0

which re ects the stringy nature of the uni cation.
T hese equations can be analytically soled to determm ine the scale . W e cbtain

nw #
2 2
S bi 4 S ki 4 =b; i7)
— = — W ; e
16 2k; M,

whereW 1 x) isthek= 1 realbranch ofthe Lambert W  function [15].
In ournum erical calculations we shalluse the follow ing electrow eak input data at the Z boson
massscakeM gy 7 912 Gev [16,17]:

1M,) = 12891 0:02;
sin? 4y My) = 023120 000015; 12)
sMy) = 0:1182 0:0027;

for the ne structure constant , the weak m ixing anglke  and the strong coupling constant
ss respectively. T he top quark pole m ass M EOJE is taken as [18]

M P°® = 1780 43Gev; 13)

and the H iggs vacuum expectation valuie v= 1741 G&V.

U sing the SM ooe cients b ; given In Equation (8) and assum Ing k; = k3 = 1, we obtain
from Equation (11), 2:7 10Y Gev, which In tum inplies string = 0:021. Substituting
these values Into Equation (9) we nd M z) ' 0:1239, a value which is clarly outside
the experim ental range given In Equation (12). The above result already indicates that the
string-scale uni cation of gauge couplings requires either non-perturbative (or higherorder
perturbative) string e ects to lower the uni cation scale or extra m atter particles to m odify
the RGE evolution of the gauge couplings. It is precisely the second possbility that we will
consider here.

A nticipating a possible string-G U T com pacti cation scenario, we shall restrict our analysis to
the inclusion of ferm ions In real rreduchble representations. T he addition of chiral ferm ions keads
in general to anom alies and their m asses are associated to the electroweak symm etry breaking,
w hich in poses further constraints. A 1so, the introduction ofnew light scalars requires additional

netunings. Thus, we shall consider the follow ng ferm ionic states [L9]:

Q = (3;2)l=6+ (3;2)—1:6; L = (liz)ﬂ_zz'i' (1;2)1:2;
U = (3;1)2:3+ (3;1)—2:3; D = (3;l)ﬂ_:3+ (3;1)1:3;
(14)
E= G4+ Q1) X = GBi2)54+ Bi2)s4 s
G = Bi1l)y; Vo= (1;3),:

T hese can naturally appear in extensions ofthe SM asa part ofsom e ncom plete GU T m ultiplets.
T hey are present, for instance, n the5+ 5,10 + 10 and 24 irreducibl representationsofSU (5).



T he addition of such m atter states gives corrections to the by coe cients In the gauge coupling
running. D enoting by ; these corrections, one has

2 +2 +16 +4 +4 +50 15)
= —n —n —n —n —n —nx ;
Y g o Eh g Nv 5 o 3 e g Bx i
2 4
2 = 2ng+ —np+ 2nx + —ny ; (106)
3 3
4 +2 + +4 + 2 @7)
= —n —n —n —n ng ;
3 3 Q 3 v 31D 3 x G 7

w here n, denotes the num ber of m ultiplets belonging to the irreducible representations r given
in Equation (14). The string uni cation conditions (9) also get m odi ed,

1 _ 1 by i .
iZ_ki str_ing+ Z—bgm+2—bgM—, (18)
where M is the new -physics threshold. Notice that we assum e a comm on m ass scale for the
extram atter content, once we are Interested In m inin alscenariosw hich could lead to a successfiil
uni cation. T he solution of the above equations is now given by

) " ) #
1 4
S S 4
— = W e 19
16 2 1 M 2 14 ( )
for the uni cation scale and .
M ! 5 0
- = e ; (20)
My, My
for the threshold, where
s3ky 2ks | 3 on 2 3
3k 2bs 3k 2y
21)
0 sk, Ipks = 5 ks 25 k2 sy
14
3ke 2ks3 ks 2 ko 3
F inally, the hypercharge nom alization ky is determ ined from Equation (18):
by M Y
ky = ; L T log—  ——log— 22
Y string 12 2 g M 2 2 g M ( )

U sing E quations (19)-(22), i is straightforward to obtain all the possibl solutions that lead
to the string-scale uni cation of couplings at one-loop order. H ere we present only those which
arem Inin al, ie. those which require the addition of a single extra particle w ith a m ass scale
M . The resultsare given In Tabl 2. There exist 3 m inin al solutions, namely, ny = 1,np = 1
and ng = 1, which correspond to the addition of an up-type or dow n-type vector-lke ferm ion or
one gluino-type ferm ion, respectively, w th quantum num bers as given in Equations (14). In all
three cases the presence of a non-canonical hypercharge nom alization, ky € 5=3, is required.
W e have taken the non-Abelian a ne levels k , and k3 to be equalto 1 or 2, which are the
preferred values from the string-m odel building viewpoint [L]. W e also notice that nom inin al
solution was found with ky; 6 k3.



Table 2. M Inin alextra m atter content which leads to string-scale uni cation at one loop. The
results for the new -physics threshold M , the uni cation scale and the hypercharge a ne level
ky are presented for the central values given in Equation (12).

ny =1 np =1 ng =1

kez=1  kp3=2 koz=1 kpz=2 koz=1  kp3z=2

M Gev) 68 10 13 10 68 10 13 10 79 10 58 10'°
Gev) 27 10Y 38 107 27 107 38 107 2 10Y7 38 10V

ky 124 244 126 249 126 250

Table 3. M Inin al solutions which lead to string-scale uni cation at two-loop order. W e use the
central values for the electrow eak input data given in Equations (12) and (13).

ng =1 np =1 ng =1

kp;z=1 kp;3=2 kpjz=1 kp;3=2 kp;z=1 kpj3=2

M Gev) 72 102 15 102 74 10% 14 10%% 82 10%° 61 10%°
Gev) 27 10%Y 38 10Y7 2a 10V 38 107 29 10V 38 10V

ky 120 235 125 247 126 2:50

3. Two-loop gauge coupling uni cation

To perform a more precise analysis of string uni cation, a twoJdoop RGE study becom es
necessary. W e m ake use of the two-doop RGE s of gauge couplings R0], which inclide the one-
Joop Yukaw a coupling running and take properly into account the new physics contributions and
threshold. In Tabl 3 we present the two—Joop results for the m inim al one-loop solutions given
in Tablk 2. As in the onedoop case, no solution was found w ith k, € ks.

Tt tums out that the uni cation scale and the hypercharge nomn alization are not very
sensitive to higher order corrections. T his can be readily seen by com paring the one-loop resuls
of Equations (19) and (22) with the two-loop values num erically obtained (see Tabl 3). On
the other hand, the new physics threshold M can be signi cantly altered by such corrections.
In particular, we notice that whik at one loop the solutions ny = 1 and np = 1 require an
interm ediate scale of the order of 10*°  10'® GeV, this scak is owered to 10*2  10'° Gev
at two-loop order. One m ay ask whether such an Intem ediate m ass scale could be naturally
generated. In principle, it m ight be due to the possibl presence of nonrenom alizable higher-
order operators or could be associated w ith an approxin ate global sym m etry, such as a chiral
symm etry of Peccei uinn type.



Table 4. M Inin al extra particle content wih a mass below the TeV scale, which lads to
uni cation at two-loop order. W e use the elctroweak nput data given In Equations (12) and
(13). Thenon-Abelian a ne kvelsarek , = 1 and k3 = 2 In allcases. T he quantities in brackets
re ect the e ectsofthe M z) uncertainty.

M Gev) Gev) ky
ng = 3 [653;823] 52 107 [427;437]
ng = 2;nx = 1 [676;852] 52 10*7 [1:98;2:00]
ng = 2;ny = 1 [459;587]1 46 107 [3:37;342]

ng = l;nx = 1;ny = 1 [475;607] 46 10" [160;1:61]

ng = l;ny = 2 [351;452] 41 107 [2:81;2:84]
ng = l;ny = 2 [363; 4681 4:1 10Y7 [137;137]
ny = 3 [283;367] 38 107 [2:43;2:44]

W e have also searched for m nin al solutions w here the new m atter states have a m ass scale
below the TeV scale. Seven solutionswere found, which are listed in Tabl 4. A llofthem require
the non-Abelian a ne kevelstobek , = 1 and k3 = 2. O fparticular Interest is the rst solution
w ith three vector-lke ferm ion doublets, ie. ng = 3. Not only it yields a perfect string-scale
uni cation at gering 1, but also, or M) = 0119 and M = 710 Ge&V, i mples the
hypercharge nom alization ky = 13=3, thus suggesting an SU (5) SU (5) orSO (10) SO (10)
string-G UT ocom pacti cation 21, 10].

4. H iggs boson m ass

In the string landscape 2], the supersym m etry breaking scale can be high and the SM (w ith,
eventually, som e residualm atter content) is the sin plest e ective theory all the way down to
low energies. In this scenario, the m ass of the yet undiscovered H iggs boson appears to be the
m ost relevant param eter. In general, supersym m etric m odels contain one pair of H iggs doublets
H, and H 4 . The com bination sh Hy cos 1iH, istypically chosen asthe ne-tuned
SM Higgs doublkt wih a snallm ass termm . If supersym m etry is broken at the string scale,
the H iggs boson quartic coupling at the uni cation scale is then given by

=7 @O+ %) ©F2 = sy —+ = of2 @3
4 ky 2

A fter evolving this coupling down to the electroweak scale, one can calculate the H iggs boson
massmyg by m inin izing the onedoop e ective potential,



Figure 3. The prediction for the H iggs boson m ass in the SM extended w ith one dow n-type
vectorlke ferm ion. The predicted H iggs m ass for the other two solutions given In Tabl 3
gy = 1 and ng = 1) is sin ilar to the one depicted In the gure.
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which Includes top quark radiative corrections. Herem ? isthe H iggsm assparam eter, = y§=4
is the top quark coupling and the scal Q is chosen at Q2 = mIZ{ . The resulting H iggs m ass can
be w ritten In the follow iIng sin ple analytical form
m2 = 12v% 2w, —ef i ; 25)
t

where W ¢ (x) is the principalbranch of the Lambert W function.

T he predictions for the H iggs m ass are presented in Figs. 3 and 4, for the m Inin al string
uni cation solutions found in the previous section (cf. Tables 3 and 4). Ifwe vary m + w ithin
the 1 range given in Equation (13) and tan from 2 to 50, the predicted H iggs boson m ass
will range from 150 GeV to 167 GeV for the solutions nyp g = 1, while for the solution
ng = 3 the predicted m ass varies in the range from 130 GeV to 165 G&V . If we take into
acoount the presently allowed g M ,) uncertainty, these Intervals are slightly Jargerand we nd
125G&eV . my . 170 GEV . Future colliders w ill have the potential for the discovery ofa H iggs
boson w ith a m ass in the above range R3].

5. C onclusion

String theory o ers us a consistent fram ework for the uni cation of all the fiindam ental
interactions including graviy. For a weakly coupled heterotic string, the uni cation scale is
expected around 5 107 G eV, which is too high to be achieved in the SM orM SSM , even w ith
a non-canonical nom alization of the hypercharge. A possbl way to reconcile the GUT and
string scales is the addition of new m atter states to the particlke spectrum . In this tak we have
presented som e m inin al solutions based on the Introduction of vector-like fermm ions. W orking
at twoJoop order, three m inin al solutions were found, which correspond to the presence at an



Figure 4. The predicted H iggs boson m ass In the SM extended w ith three vector-lke ferm ion
doublets.
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interm ediate scale ofan up-type, dow n-type or gluino-type ferm ion w th a nelevelsk , = k3= 1
and ky 6=5;5=4;63=50, respectively.

A nother Interesting issue is the existence of new particles w ith m asses relatively close to
the electroweak scale. Im posing the new -physics threshold to be below the TeV scale, we have
found severalm inin al solutions for string-scale uni cation. A 1l of them require at last three
new m atter states. It is ram arkabl that the addition of three vectorlike ferm ion doublets
(o = 3) ykeldsuni cation at the string scale s for ky ;kz jk3) = (13=3;1;2) . These values
are consistent w ith the a ne kevelsofan SU (5) SU () stringGUT (seeTablk 1). In thiscase,
the strong coupling constant at theM 5 scale is M 5 ) = 0:119, w ith all the other electrow eak
Input data given at their central values.

The string landscape allow s for a high-scale supersym m etry breaking. If supersym m etry
is broken at the string scale, m ost of its problem s, such as fast dim ension— ve proton decay,
excessive avor and CP violation and stringent constraints on the H iggsm ass, are avoided. In
this scenario, the H iggs boson m ass is predicted In the range 125 G&V . my . 170 GeV, for
them Inim al string uni cation solutions presented here.
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