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In the m inim alsupersym m etric standard m odel,the three gauge couplingsappearto

unify ata m assscale near2� 1016 G eV.W e investigatethe possibility thatinterm ediate

scale particle thresholds m odify the running couplings so as to increase the uni�cation

scale.By requiring consistency ofthisscenario,wederivesom econstraintson theparticle

contentand locationsoftheinterm ediatethresholds.Therearerem arkably few acceptable

solutions with a single cleanly de�ned interm ediate scale far below the uni�cation scale.
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1.Introduction

Data from LEP suggests that with N = 1 supersym m etry[1]at low energy (� 1

TeV),the three gauge couplings ofthe standard m odelconverge to unify[2]at one scale

M X � 2� 1016 G eV.Thisapparentuni�cation ispredicated on two assum ptions.One is

thattheweak hypercharge coupling isnorm alized to itsuni�cation into a higherrank Lie

group,such asSU (5),SO (10)orE6.Thesecond istheabsenceofinterm ediatethresholds

between 1 TeV and M X . This apparent uni�cation ofcouplings m ay be regarded as a

\prediction" ofthe low energy value ofsin2�W given the m easured value ofthe strong

coupling constant,and is a tantalizing hint ofa unifying structure,such as superstring

theory ora supersym m etric G rand Uni�ed Theory.

W hileitisclearthatthethreegaugecouplingshaveam uch betterchancetounify with

low energy supersym m etry than without,itm ay beprem atureto unequivocably announce

their uni�cation,and this sim ple picture m ay have to be m odi�ed. The m ain reasons

are the large experim entaluncertainties in the value ofthe QCD coupling constant and

ignorance ofthe detailed structure ofthesupersym m etric thresholds.

Thus itm ay be that the gauge couplings do not exactly unify atM X . In thatcase,

we m ay want to alter this sim ple picture by adding at least one interm ediate threshold

between the SUSY scale and the \uni�cation" scale at M X . The question ofinterest is

whether the couplings can then be m ade to unify at a larger scale after introduction of

the new interm ediate threshold(s),caused by particleswith vector-like electroweak quan-

tum num bers. These m odify the running ofthe gauge couplings above the interm ediate

thresholds to achieve true uni�cation at the scale M U ,which we take to be larger than

M X .By requiring consistency ofthisscenario,we can derive constraintson the particles

attheinterm ediatethresholdsand relationsbetween theinterm ediatescalesM X and M U .

Thereareseveralreasonsto pursuethislineofinquiry.Oneisthatinterm ediatem ass

scalesappearin m any extensionsofthem inim alsupersym m etricstandard m odel(M SSM ),

such asthosewhich incorporatea lightinvisibleaxion[3]orm assiveneutrinosthrough the

see-saw m echanism [4]. Anotheristo explain the nearzero valuesofm any ofthe Yukawa

m atrix elem ents through m ixing the known particles with vector-like particles. These

particlesm ay appearatinterm ediatethresholds.

Ourprim ary m otivation,however,issuperstring theory which indicatesthatthe uni-
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�cation energy should bem orethan oneorderofm agnitudeaboveM X .Thee�ectivelow

energy theoriesgenerated by superstringscontain,in addition to thethreechiralfam ilies,

m any vector-likeparticles,incom pleterem nantsof27 and 27 representationsofE6.These

vector-likeparticleshaveelectroweak singletm asses,assum ed to be,in theabsenceofany

specialm echanism ,ofthe orderofthe highestscale around,in thiscase thePlanck m ass.

However,these theorieshave a largerinvariancegroup than thatoftheM SSM ,and m ust

develop interm ediate thresholds below the string scale to break the invariance group to

thatofthe M SSM .Thisistypically achieved by 
atdirectionsin the potential.

Ifthe true scale ofgauge coupling uni�cation ishigherthan the apparentuni�cation

scalebecauseofinterm ediatescalethresholdsasassum ed here,onem ay view the\success"

ofgauge coupling uni�cation as just an accident. W e are im plicitly taking the point of

view thatitisnotcom pletely accidental,and thatitisstillpossible to understand gauge

coupling uni�cation through calculable perturbative m eans. W e therefore assum e that

the three gauge couplings rem ain perturbative up to the uni�cation scale M U ,and that

the reason behind the raising ofthe uni�cation scale is not som e artifact ofe.g.stringy

threshold e�ects,butisreally duetothepresenceofinterm ediatescalethresholds.W ealso

assum ethatthenorm alization ofweak hyperchargeisindeed thestandard oneappropriate

for uni�cation with SU (2)L and SU (3)c into a sim ple gauge group. (Ref. [5]explores

the possibility ofdi�erent norm alizations ofthe hypercharge as a m eans ofraising the

uni�cation scale.)

Thispaperisorganized asfollows. In section 2 we develop the form alism foruni�ca-

tion ofcouplingswith one interm ediate scale threshold,and then forseveralinterm ediate

thresholds.In section 3 we discussthe e�ectsofvariouspossibilitiesforthe new particles

at the interm ediate scale(s),including both new chiralsuper�elds and new gauge vec-

torsuper�elds. In section 4 we discuss the resultsforone interm ediate scale with raised

uni�cation. Here we �nd tightconstraintson the particle contentand location ofthe in-

term ediate scale.Section 5 dealswith resultsform ore than one interm ediate scale,using

asan exam plea particularthree-fam ily superstring m odel.

2.One-Loop EquationsW ith New Thresholds

Letusbegin by recalling som esalientfactsabouttherunning ofthe gaugecouplings.
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Since we willbe com paring the running ofgauge couplingswith an interm ediate scale to

the \tem plate" case ofthe M SSM ,it willbe su�cient to use one-loop renorm alization

group equationsonly.The threegauge couplingsrun with scale according to

�
� 1
i
(t)= �

� 1
i
(tX )+

bi

2�
(t� tX ); (2:1)

where

�i(t)=
g2
i
(t)

4�
;

are the couplingsforthe three gauge groups,i= 1;2;3 forU (1)Y ,SU (2)L,and SU (3)c,

respectively.Thescale isgiven by

t= ln(�=�0);

where �0 isan arbitrary reference energy,and

tX = ln(M X =�0);

isthe uni�cation scale.ForN = 1 supersym m etry we have

bi= 3cadjoint�
X

r

cr ; (2:2)

where the cr’s are the Dynkin indices ofthe representations, and the sum is over the

left-handed chiralm ultiplets.The hypercharge isnorm alized so that

b1 = �
3

20

X

r

Y
2
r ;

corresponding to the electriccharge

Q = I3+
Y

2
:

Forthe three fam iliesand two Higgsdoubletsofchiralsuper�eldsin the M inim alSuper-

sym m etricStandard M odel(M SSM ),we have

b1 = �
33

5
; b2 = �1 ; b3 = 3 :

W e start with the trajectories for �1 and �2 since their values at low energies are

known with thegreatestaccuracy.W ede�netX asthescaleatwhich thesetwo appearto

m eetin theM SSM :

�
� 1
X

� �
� 1
1 (tX )= �

� 1
2 (tX ):
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Theextrapolated data,with N = 1 supersym m etry around 1 TeV,show that�� 1
X

� 24:5,

with M X � 2� 1016 G eV.Howeverwedo notassum eprecisely thesam evaluefor�3(tX )

atthatscale,sinceweareassum ing thatthe\uni�cation" atM X isonly apparent;rather

we set

�
� 1
X

= �
� 1
3 (tX )+ � ;

introducing theparam eter� which param eterizesourignoranceabout� 3(M Z),ourigno-

rance aboutthe precise location ofthe SUSY thresholds,and ournegligence oftwo-loop

e�ects.The presentuncertaintiesindicatethat

j�j� 1:5 ; (2:3)

using the m ostconservative estim ate. W e contrastthissituation by noting thatwithout

low energy supersym m etry,the sam e param etershave the values �� 1
X

� 42,M X � 1013

G eV,and �� 5.

Case ofOne Interm ediate Threshold

Assum e�rstonly oneinterm ediatethreshold abovethesupersym m etricthresholds,at

the scale

tI = ln(M I=�0); tI < tX :

The previousequationsare stillvalid aslong aswe are below the interm ediate threshold,

thatis

�
� 1
i
(t)= �

� 1
X

+
bi

2�
(t� tX ); (i= 1;2)

�
� 1
3 (t)= �

� 1
X

� �+
b3

2�
(t� tX );

(2:4)

fort� tI.Attheinterm ediatethreshold t= tI,new vector-likeparticleswith electroweak

singletm assesatM I,alterthe bicoe�cientsto new values

bi! bi� �i; i= 1;2;3 ;

with all�ipositiveaslong asthem atterism adeup ofchiralsuper�elds.W eassum ethat

theire�ectisto push the true uni�cation scale to the new value tU with tU > tX .Thus,

abovethe interm ediate threshold,allthree gaugecouplingsm ustsatisfy

�
� 1
i
(t)= �

� 1
U

+
1

2�
(bi� �i)(t� tU ); tI � t� tU ;
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where there isonly onecoupling atuni�cation,�
U
.

W e have thus two ways ofwriting the equations for the gauge couplings below the

interm ediate threshold;one isgiven by (2.4),the otherby

�
� 1
i
(t)= �

� 1
U

+
bi

2�
(t� tI)+

1

2�
(bi� �i)(tI � tU ); i= 1;2;3 : (2:5)

Com parison ofthetwo yieldsthethree consistency equations

bi� �i

�
tU � tI

tU � tX

�

=
2�

tU � tX

�

�
� 1
U

� �
� 1
X

�

i= 1;2 ;

b3� �3

�
tU � tI

tU � tX

�

=
2�

tU � tX

�

�
� 1
U

� �
� 1
X

+ �

�

:

(2:6)

By subtracting the �rsttwo,we obtain theconstraint

28

5
� (�2 � �1)

�
tU � tI

tU � tX

�

= 0 ; (2:7)

which indicatesthat�2 � �1 m ustbe positive.The di�erence between the second and the

third equationsin (2.6)yields

4�
2��

tU � tX
� (�3 � �2)

�
tU � tI

tU � tX

�

= 0 : (2:8)

The rem aining equation yieldsthevalue ofthe gaugecoupling atuni�cation

�
� 1
U

= �
� 1
X

�
1

2�
[�2(tU � tI)+ tU � tX ]: (2:9)

W ith only non-exoticm atterattheinterm ediate threshold,thecom binations

q� �3 � �2 and
2

5
r� �2 � �1 ;

areintegers.Then (2.7)and (2.8)can be rewritten as

r

14
=
tU � tX

tU � tI
; (2:10)

and
q

4
=
tU � tX � ��=2

tU � tI
: (2:11)

Itm ay be pro�table to consideran elem entary geom etric derivation of(2.10)and (2.11).

Consider the evolution oftwo inverse gauge couplings, which m eet at a scale tX ,and

assum ethatthey both changedirectionsata lowerscaletI,to m eetatthelargerscaletU ,

asshown in Figure1.
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Figure1

The ratiosoftheslopesofthelinesabovetI satisfy,for�
� 1
1 and �� 12

b2 � b1

b02 � b01

=
O B

O B 0
=
tX � tI

tU � tI
; (2:12)

from which (2.10)follows. W e can apply the sam e technique to the evolution of�2 and

�3 (including the nearm issatM X param etrized by �)to obtain (2.11).

W em aythinkoftheinterm ediatethreshold asa\lens"which refocusesthelines�� 1
1
(t),

�
� 1
2 (t),and �

� 1
3 (t) so that they m eet at tU rather than tX . Ifq > 4,the interm ediate

threshold actsasa divergentlens,and the two linesfor�� 12 and �
� 1
3 neverintersect. If

q = 4,the sam e two lines are paralleland again never m eet. Thus we m ust have q < 4

forthe two curves to intersect beyond tI. In addition,q cannotbe negative or� would

be too large. Thisiseasy to understand,since q < 0 corresponds to a strongly focusing

lenswhich would m ake �2 and �3 m eetata lower scale than they would in the M SSM .

To avoid having �2 and �3 m eetprem aturely,� would haveto belargeand positivewhen

q< 0.To see this,note thatwecan write

�=
1

2�
[4(tU � tX )� q(tU � tI)]: (2:13)

So,for instance ifq = �1,we �nd thateven in the case ofsm allhierarchies M X =M I =

10 and M U =M X = 10,one has � = 2:2,which corresponds to a larger error than the

experim entaluncertainties on �3 warrant. Form ore substantialhierarchies,or for m ore

negative values ofq,the situation becom es rapidly even worse. Thus it is su�cient to

consideronly thefourcases,q= 0;1;2;3.Sim ilarly,from (2.10)we�nd thatifr� 14,the

�
� 1
1 and �� 12 lineswillneverm eet,whileifr< 0,they willm eetprem aturely,im plying a

lowered scale ofuni�cation. Ifr = 0,the uni�cation scale isnotraised and M U = M X .

Thuswe have 0< r< 14.

The scaleoftrueuni�cation can beextracted from (2.11)and (2.10)in term sofM X ,

M I,and the param etersq;� and r respectively:

M U = M X

�
M X

M I

�q=(4� q)

e
2�� =(4� q) (2:14)

M U = M X

�
M X

M I

�r=(14� r)

: (2:15)
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Taken together,these im ply

q=
2

7
r�

2��

tU � tI
; (2:16)

orequivalently

� =
1

�
(tU � tI)

�
r

7
�
q

2

�

: (2:17)

If� > 0,then r m ustbea positiveintegerin therange 7
2q< r< 14.On theotherhand if

� isnegative,wehave 0< r<
7q
2 .Thespecialcase � = 0 yieldsa non-trivialresultonly

when 2r = 7q. In thatcase,fornon-exotic m atter,the only solution isq = 2;r = 7,and

from (2.14)or(2.15),M X isthegeom etric m ean between M I and M U .Thiscorresponds

to theseem ingly perverse caseofthegaugecouplingsunifying both with and withoutthe

interm ediate threshold! Fornon-zero �,the hierarchies ofscalesare sum m arized by the

two equations

M X

M I

= exp

�
��(14� r)

2r� 7q

�

; (2:18)

M U

M X

= exp

�
�r�

2r� 7q

�

: (2:19)

Anotherconstraintwhich should betaken intoaccountisthatourequationsarem ean-

inglessifthegaugecouplingsbecom etoolarge.Itisdi�culttosay exactly how largeistoo

large,butifwearbitrarily requirethat�� 1
U

� 2;then given thenum ericalvalue�� 1
X

� 25,

from (2.9)weobtain (safely neglecting tU � tX ):

�2(tU � tI)< 145: (2:20)

M ultiple Interm ediate Thresholds

So farwehaveassum ed only oneinterm ediatethreshold between 1 TeV and M X ,but

aspreviously discussed,thism ay notbe a realistic assum ption. M ore generally,suppose

there are N distinctinterm ediate m assscalesM Ia (a = 1:::N )between 1 TeV and the

uni�cation scale. At each ofthese N thresholds,�1a,�2a,and �3a are the decreases in

slopeoftherunning inversegaugecouplings.Onem ay then usethem asterform ula (2.12)

iteratively to build thecorresponding equations.Theresultsare

tU � tX =
1

4

NX

a= 1

qa(tU � tIa)+
��

2
;
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and

tU � tX =
1

14

NX

a= 1

ra(tU � tIa):

whereqa = �3a� �2a and ra = 5(�2a� �1a)=2 foreach oftheN thresholds.Now requiring

tU � tX > 0 constrains the particle content. One m ay view this case as one ofm ultiple

lenses,som e divergent,som e convergent.

These m ultiple thresholds act like one e�ective lens,which leads us to recast these

equations by choosing a single e�ective interm ediate scale tI which should re
ect the

\average" ofthe individualthresholds in som e sense. The choice oftI isto som e extent

arbitrary,aslong astI < tX < tU ,and indeed theappropriatechoicefora de�nition oftI

dependson theparticularexam plebeing studied.Then one de�nes:

�i=

NX

a= 1

�ia

�
tU � tIa

tU � tI

�

; (2:21)

in which each �ia isweighted m ore(less)when thecorresponding interm ediatescaletIa is

lower(higher)than tI.In term sof

q�

NX

a= 1

qa

�
tU � tIa

tU � tI

�

; r�

NX

a= 1

ra

�
tU � tIa

tU � tI

�

; (2:22)

we obtain

q

4
=
tU � tX � ��=2

tU � tI
; (2:23)

and

r

14
=
tU � tX

tU � tI
: (2:24)

The gaugecoupling atuni�cation is

�
� 1
U

= �
� 1
X

�
1

2�

�
�2(tU � tI)+ tU � tX

�
: (2:25)

Note thatthe above equationshave the sam e form asin the case ofa single interm ediate

threshold,butwith \averaged" quantitiestI,q,r,etc.In fact,onestillhastheconstraints

0� q< 4 ; (2:26)

0< r< 14 ; (2:27)
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from requiring thatthe coupling constantsunify,butnottoo early. The m ain di�erence

isthatq,r,and �2 need notbeintegers.Each oftheequations(2.8)-(2.20)derived in the

case ofa single interm ediatethreshold now hold with tI,�i,q,r replaced by tI,�i,q,r.

3.Particlesatthe Interm ediate Threshold(s)

In orderto analyze each case in detail,itisconvenientto listthe possible representa-

tionsofthenew particlesthatgeneratetheinterm ediatethresholds,and com putetheir�i

coe�cients.

Forthe purposesofthispaper,we focuson low energy theoriesthatcould have orig-

inated from superstring theories. Thuswe restrictourselvesto representationscontained

in 27;27 and 78 representationsofE6,underthe decom position

E6 � SU (2)L � SU (3)c� U (1)Y :

In som estringcom pacti�cations,speci�callywithhigherlevelKac-M oody,chiralm ultiplets

transform ingastheadjointcan survive[6],with theirrem nantsappearingin thelow energy

theory.The resultsaresum m arized in Table1.

Table1

CHIRAL SUPERM ULTIPLETS

Representation �1 �2 �3 q r #

(2;1c)� 1+ c: 3
5 1 0 �1 1 n1

(1;1c)2+ c: 6
5 0 0 0 �3 n2

(1;�3c)
� 4

3

+ c: 8
5 0 1 1 �4 n3

(1;�3c)2
3

+ c: 2
5 0 1 1 �1 n4

(2;3c)1
3

+ c: 1
5 3 2 �1 7 n5

(2;3c)
� 5

3

+ c: 5 3 2 �1 �5 n6

(3;1c)0 0 2 0 �2 5 n7

(1;8c)0 0 0 3 3 0 n8

Thelastthreerepresentationsin Table1appearonlyin theadjointofE6.W enotethat
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foralltheserepresentations,5(�2� �1)iseven,and risan integer.M oregenerally,itcan be

shown thatallrepresentationsforwhich 5(�2� �1)isodd necessarily describeleptonswith

half-integerelectriccharges,orquarkswhich yield bound stateswith non-integercharges.

Itfollowsfrom Table1 that

q= � n1 + n3 + n4 � n5� n6� 2n7+ 3n8 ;

r= n1 � 3n2� 4n3� n4+ 7n5� 5n6+ 5n7 ;

wheretherearenivector-likerepresentationsattheinterm ediatethreshold.In thesuper-

stringcom pacti�cation scenario,thevector-likerepresentationscom efrom thefundam ental

ofE6.Ifthereareno chiralsuper�eld rem nantsoftheadjoint,n6 = n7 = n8 = 0.W esee

from theabovethatthe quantity q+ r m ustbea m ultipleof3:

q+ r= 6n5� 3n2� 3n3� 6n6+ 3n7+ 3n8 :

W eshould alsotakeintoaccountthepossibility thatthegaugegroup isenlarged abovethe

interm ediatescale(s).In such acase,itispossibletoidentify thecouplingconstantsforthe

enlarged gaugegroup and run thenew gaugecouplingsup to thehigh scale.However,itis

notreally necessary to do so.Instead,one can sim ply follow the running ofthe three low

energy gauge couplingseven though they are em bedded within the largergauge group at

high scales.Because ofthe assum ption thatthe gauge couplingsare properly norm alized

for uni�cation into a sim ple gauge group,one can take into account the e�ects ofgauge

bosonsand gauginosliving attheinterm ediatescalesby sim plestep functionsin thebeta

functions.Thereforewegeneralizeouranalysisto includepossiblevector-likerem nantsof

a singlevectorsuperm ultipletadjointofE6.Table2 isexactly thesam easthe�rst6 rows

ofTable1,exceptthatthe entriesnow appearm ultiplied by the factor�3,in accordance

with the form ula (2.2)forthebi,since they belong to thevectorsuperm ultiplet.
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Table2

VECTOR SUPERM ULTIPLETS

Representation �1 �2 �3 q r #

(2;1c)� 1 + c: � 9
5 �3 0 3 �3 N 1(� 1)

(1;1c)2+ c: � 18
5 0 0 0 9 N 2(� 2)

(1;�3c)
� 4

3

+ c: � 24
5 0 �3 �3 12 N 3(� 2)

(1;�3c)2
3

+ c: � 6
5 0 �3 �3 3 N 4(� 1)

(2;3c)1
3

+ c: � 3
5 �9 �6 3 �21 N 5(� 2)

(2;3c)
� 5

3

+ c: �15 �9 �6 3 15 N 6(� 1)

The num bers in parentheses re
ect the m ultiplicity ofthe representation in a single

adjointofE6. The adjointcontainsalso �ve singletswith no hypercharge,aswellasthe

triplet which contains the SU (2) gauge and gaugino �elds and the color octet ofgluons

and gluinos,which arealready contained in the M SSM .

In orderto accountforthe representations already present in the W ess-Zum ino m ul-

tiplets,we sim ply have to replace ni by n0
i
= ni� 3N i Thus,the previous form ulae still

apply,with the di�erence thatthen0
i
can now be negative.

Foreach choice ofpossible subgroups ofE6 as gauge group above M I,we can write

down (up to severalinequivalent em beddings) the non-zero N i’s corresponding to the

gauge bosonswhich getm assatM I.Notethatwe m ustonly considergaugegroupswith

N 5 = N 6 = 0,because otherwise SU (2)L and SU (3)c would necessarily be uni�ed atM I,

which is in con
ict with the fact that they have di�erent couplings at that scale. (The

corresponding gauge bosonssurely could nothave interm ediate scale m assesin any case,

because ofproton decay bounds.) So,we listthe possibilitiesaccording to rank:

R ank 4:

Case 0:SU (2)L � SU (3)c� U (1);AllN i= 0.

R ank 5:

Case 1:SU (2)L � SU (3)c� SU (2)� U (1);(a)AllN i= 0 or(b)N 2 = 1 .
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Case 2:SU (3)L � SU (3)c� U (1);N 1 = 1.

Case 3:SU (2)L � SU (4)c� U (1);(a)N 3 = 1 or(b)N 4 = 1.

Case 4:SU (2)L � SU (4)c� SU (2);N 3 = 1,N 2 = 1.

R ank 6:

Case 5:SU (2)L � SU (3)c� SU (3)� U (1);N 2 = 2.

Case 6:SU (3)L � SU (3)c� SU (2)� U (1);(a)N 1 = 1,N 2 = 1 or(b)N 1 = 1.

Case 7:SU (3)L � SU (3)c� SU (3);N 1 = 1,N 2 = 2.

Case 8:SU (2)L � SU (4)c� SU (2)� U (1);N 4 = 1.

Case 9:SU (2)L � SU (5)c� U (1);(a)N 2 = 1,N 3 = 1,N 4 = 1 or(b)N 3 = 2.

Case 10:SU (2)L � SU (6)c;N 2 = 2,N 3 = 2,N 4 = 1

In each ofcases1,3,6,and 9,thereareinequivalentem beddingsofthestandard m odel

gauge group,resulting in two di�erentpossibilitiesforthe N i. There are also acceptable

subgroups ofE6 obtained by adding U (1)factors to the rank 4 and 5 possibilitieslisted

above.Theextra U (1)factorsdo notcontributeto theN i,and do nota�ecttheoneloop

renorm alization group equationsforthegauge couplings.

Ifthe gauge group above the interm ediate scale islargerthan the standard m odel’s,

there m ustappearatthe sam e interm ediate threshold chiralsuper�elds containing stan-

dard m odelsinglets,to break the gauge group. In particularm odels,one m ustcheck for

theirpresenceand thattheorderparam etersdo notproduceunacceptableR-parity viola-

tion (orbaryon num berviolation in m odelswhich havealternativediscrete sym m etries).

4.Results: One Interm ediate Threshold

In the case ofonly one threshold,one can com bine the results ofthe previous two

sections to enum erate the possibilities for raising the uni�cation scale. In section 2 we

found thatq = 0;1;2;3 and thatr isan integerbetween 0 and 14,and from section 3 we

found thatq+ r isa m ultiple of3. Ofspecialinterest,perhaps,are the cases forwhich

M X =M I islarge,so thatthe di�erentscalesare cleanly separated and m ay be de�nitely

associated with di�erentphysics.Forexam ple,ifM I isto be associated with an invisible

axion scale,we expect M I � 1010� 2 G eV,so that M X =M I = 106� 2. Ifwe want the
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hierarchy M X =M I to be large,withouthaving j�jbe too large or giving M U outside of

thecorrectrangebetween M X and thePlanck scale,there aretightrestrictionswhich we

now discuss,classi�ed in term softhe valueofq.

� W hen q= 0,the uni�cation scale doesnotdepend on r.Itisgiven by

M U

M X

= exp

�
��

2

�

; (4:1)

whilethe allowed valuesofr arem ultiplesofthree,r= 3;6;9;12,corresponding to

M X

M I

= exp

�
��

2
(
11

3
;
4

3
;
5

9
;
1

6
)

�

; (4:2)

respectively.Clearly,� m ustbepositivein orderto raisetheuni�cation scalein thiscase,

with larger values of� corresponding to m ore substantialhierarchies in M U =M X and

M X =M I. However,note thatthe hierarchy M X =M I isseverely lim ited unlessr = 3,and

even then M X =M I cannotexceed 6� 103 for� < 1:5.In the casesr = 6;9;12,M X =M I

cannotbelarge.

� Forq= 1,the uni�cation scaleisgiven by

M U =
M

4=3

X

M
1=3

I

e
2�� =3

; (4:3)

independent ofr. The possible values ofr are 2,5,8,and 11,and the results for � in

term softhehierarchiestU � tX and tX � tI from (2.18)and (2.19)aregiven in Table3.

Table3

r 2 5 8 11

�=(tU � tX ) �:48 :19 :36 :43

�=(tX � tI) �:08 :11 :48 1:6

From Table 3 and (4.3),we can see that the hierarchy M X =M I can be very large if

r = 2 or5. The case r = 2 can accom odate interm ediate scalesaslow as108 G eV for�

negative,and r= 5 can giveM I aslow as1010 G eV,for� positive.The case r= 8 does

notallow M X =M I to belargerthan about20,becauseotherwiseweseefrom Table3 that
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� would be larger than allowed by the experim entalconstraint (2.3). The case r = 11

doesnotallow M X =M I to be largeenough to bem eaningfulatall.

� Forq= 2,the uni�cation scaleisgiven by

M U =
M 2
X

M I

e
��

: (4:4)

Thepossiblevaluesofr are1,4,7,10,and 13,and theresultsfor� aregiven in Table4.

Table4

r 1 4 7 10 13

�=(tU � tX ) �3:8 �:48 0 :19 :29

�=(tX � tI) �:29 �:19 0 :48 3:8

Clearly,in the case r= 13 there can be no appreciable hierarchy in M X =M I,because

oftheconstraint(2.3)on �.In thecaser= 10,theconstrainton � im pliesthatM X =M I

can be atm ost20 orso.The case r = 1 can give M X =M I aslarge as200,butthen does

notallow M U to be signi�cantly largerthan M X . In the case r = 7,� m ustbe zero,as

we have already noted,and from (4.4),the hierarchy M X =M I m ust be less than 103 in

orderthatM U notexceed the Planck scale.The rem aining case r= 4 can allow M X =M I

to beaslargeasabout3� 103,butno larger,becauseotherwiseweseefrom Table4 that

� would betoo negative.

� Forq= 3,the uni�cation scaleisgiven by

M U =
M 4
X

M 3
I

e
2��

: (4:5)

The possiblevaluesofr are3,6,9,and 12,and theresultsfor� aregiven in Table5.

Table5

r 3 6 9 12

�=(tU � tX ) �1:6 �:48 �:11 :08

�=(tX � tI) �:43 �:36 �:19 :48
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Clearly thereisno way to geteven an orderofm agnitudehierarchy in M X =M I in the

case r = 12,because otherwise from (4.5),M U would exceed the Planck scale since � is

positive.Theothercaseshavenegative�,and therefore can accom odatea slightly larger

hierarchy;for p = 3;6;9,one can have M X =M I as large as 30,70,and 50 respectively,

withouthaving � be too negativeorexceeding the Planck-scalebound on M U .

To sum m arize the preceding results,there are rem arkably few casesin which one can

have a large hierarchy ofscalesM X =M I. Only in the casesq = 1;r = 2 and q = 1;r = 5

can onehopeto haveM X =M I � 104.Theseappearto betheonly acceptablecasesifone

wishes to associate M I with an invisible axion scale (oranything else below 1012 G eV).

The cases q = 0;r = 3 and q = 2;r = 4 and q = 2;r = 7 can give hierarchies which are

roughly in the range M X =M I � 103. Allofthe othercasesgive sm allerupper lim itsfor

M X =M I.

In the superstring scenario,an estim ate ofstring e�ects indicates that the scale of

string uni�cation should berelated to the gaugecoupling through the form ula [7]

M U � 2:5
p
�
U
� 1018G eV : (4:6)

Taking M X = 1016 G eV,and �
� 1
U

< �
� 1
X

� 25,eq.(4.6) im plies that contact with the

superstring can bem ade provided thatM U =M X > 50.

Asan exam ple,suppose we take � = 0:82 with r = 5,q = 1. Then eq. (4.8)can be

satis�ed togetherwith the otherconstraintsby n1 = 4,n2 = n3 = 0,n4 = 6 and n5 = 1.

W e �nd that

M U = 7:5� 1017G eV ; M I = 4:4� 1012G eV ; �
� 1
U

= 11 :

Thisisoneofthesolutionswith low rforwhich thereisonlyoneinterm ediatethreshold well

separated from M X .Itisinteresting thatm ostofthesolutionswith justoneinterm ediate

scale threshold do notallow M X =M I to bevery large.

5.Results: SeveralInterm ediate Thresholds

In m ostsuperstring theories,thee�ectivelow energy gaugegroup atthestring scaleis

largerthanthestandard m odelgaugegroup,and itisnecessarytohaveseveralinterm ediate

scalethresholds.Even ifthereisonlyoneorderparam eterassociated with theinterm ediate
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scale,them assesofthevector-likeparticlesarerelated to thatorderparam eterby various

dim ensionlesscouplingswhich are certainly notalwaysclose to unity. Thiswillresultin

som e\sm earing"ofthethreshold associated with each orderparam eter.Thusin arealistic

m odel,the assum ption ofjustone interm ediate scale isprobably notjusti�ed. However,

we can stillpro�tably analyze the situation in term s ofthe averaged quantities tI;q;r,

etc.which were introduced in section 2. These quantities sum m arize the e�ects ofthe

interm ediate scale m ass thresholds in term s ofa single e�ective interm ediate scale,with

the m ain di�erence being thatq and r need notbe integers.

Letusapplyouranalysistotheinterestingexam pleofthe3-fam ilyG epner-Schim m rigk

superstring m odel[8,9].Below thestring scale,thesurviving gaugegroup isthe

SU (3)L � SU (3)c� SU (3)R

subgroup ofE6,corresponding to ourcase 7 (ofsection 3)with N 1 = 1 and N 2 = 2.This

gaugegroup issubsequently broken to

SU (2)L � SU (3)c� SU (2)� U (1);

corresponding to ourcase1(b)with N 2 = 1,and then to thestandard m odelgaugegroup.

Therearethusatleasttwoa prioridistinctinterm ediatescaleorderparam etersassociated

with each reduction in rank. The chiralsuper�elds which survive below the string scale

areclassi�ed underthe gaugegroup SU (3)L � SU (3)c� SU (3)R as:

9leptons � (3;1;3)

6m irrorleptons � (3;1;3)

3quarks � (3;3;1)

3antiquarks � (1;3;3)

and, unlike m ost other string m odels, no m irror quarks (3;3;1) or m irror antiquarks

(1;3;3).

This particle content includes,besides the chiralsuper�elds for the three fam ilies of

quarksand leptonsand twoHiggsdoubletsofthem inim alsupersym m etricstandard m odel,

chiralsuper�eldscorresponding to

n1 = 20; n2 = 6; n3 = 0; n4 = 3; n5 = 0:
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Com bining these with the vectorsuper�elds,we have a totalvector-like particle content

yielding

n
0
1 = 17; n

0
2 = 0; n

0
3 = 0; n

0
4 = 3; n

0
5 = 0:

Thus ifallofthese particles were concentrated at just one interm ediate m ass scale,we

would have

�1 = 57=5; �2 = 17; �3 = 3

giving

qtotal= �14 and rtotal= 14: (5:1)

These values lie outside the range established by (2.26) and (2.27). Ifthe particle

thresholds a�ect the gauge coupling uni�cation in a perturbative and m eaningfulway

below M X ,there m ust be som e sm earing,with the \averaged" quantity q higher than

qtotaland rlowerthan rtotal.Otherwise,from thediscussion in section 2,�3 and �2 would

m eet too early (just above the interm ediate scale) and �2 and �1 would never m eet. It

isclearthatto m ove thingsin the rightdirection,the contributionsofthe �2a to each of

q and r should be weighted less heavily than those of�1a and �3a. This can only occur

ifthe m assesofthe electrosingletdown quark vector-like chiralsuper�eldscorresponding

to n4 aresm allerthan theaveragee�ectivescaleoftheotherparticles.(Notethatin this

exam ple,N 3 = N 4 = 0.)

Letusdenote by tn1,tn2,and tn4 the arithm etic m eansofthe scalesassociated with

the chiralsuper�eldscorresponding to the weak doubletvector-like leptons,n1,the weak

singletcharged leptons,n2,and thedown-likeelectroweak singletquarks,n4,respectively.

Sim ilarly,the arithm etic m eans ofthe scales associated with the vector superm ultiplets

corresponding to N 1 and N 2 aredenoted by tN 1
and tN 2

.Then itisconvenientto choose

for the e�ective interm ediate scale tI = tn4,which is just the scale associated with the

e�ective threshold for�3.W ith thischoice,one �nds:

q= �20

�
tU � tn1

tU � tI

�

+ 3

�
tU � tN 1

tU � tI

�

+ 3 ; (5:2)

r= �q+ 18

�
tn2 � tN 2

tU � tI

�

; (5:3)

�2 = �q+ 3 : (5:4)

NotethattI cannotbelargerthan tN 1
ortN 2

,becausethevectorlikecolortripletscan

only obtain theirm assesatorbelow the scale atwhich the gauge group isbroken down
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to thatofthestandard m odel.Also,two ofthevectorlikepairscorresponding to n1 m ust

have m assesatscalesbelow tN 1;2
,forthe sam e reason. Since these contribute negatively

to the RHS of(5.2),the netpositive contributionsto q are quite lim ited. So we see that

theonly way to obtain 0< q< 4 isforthevectorlikeweak doubletleptons,corresponding

to n1 to be located (on average) wellabove tI. From (5.3),one can also see that the

scale tn2 associated with the charged lepton chiralsuper�eldsm ustalso be located above

tN 2
.Finally,weseefrom (5.4)thatifthethresholdsarearranged appropriately forgauge

coupling uni�cation,then �2 is autom atically not larger than 3,so that the constraint

(2.20)from perturbativity ofthe couplingsdoesnotlim itthe e�ective interm ediate scale

tI atall. Anotherway to see thisisto note thatthe slope of�
� 1
3

can neverbe negative

with thisparticlecontent.(Ofcourse,in m odelswith alargersectorofstrongly interacting

chiralsuper�elds,the requirem entofperturbativity can be quiteim portant.)

If som e of the chiralsuper�elds have m asses located far below M X , we have seen

that som e ofthese m ust include the color triplet �elds corresponding to n4. This can

be understood from the fact that only these color triplets give a positive contribution

to q am ong the chiralsuper�elds ofthe m odel. One should note,however,that there

is a potentialem barrassm ent associated with such light color triplets; they can easily

lead to proton decay atunacceptable rates iftheirm asses are below M X ,depending on

theircouplingsto the quark and lepton super�elds ofthe M SSM .Thiscan be avoided if

e.g.one assum es the existence ofa discrete sym m etry[10]prohibiting som e or allofthe

baryon num berand lepton num berviolatingcouplings.Actually,thepresenceofvectorlike

down-type quarksbelow M X seem sto bea fairly generalfeature ofstring-typem odelsin

which interm ediatescalethresholdsareused to raisetheuni�cation scale;seeforexam ple

[11,12]. One can understand this sem i-quantitatively by exam ining the values ofq and

r for the chiralsuperm ultiplets in Table 1. Only the chiralsuper�elds corresponding to

n3 and n4 can give a positive contribution to q. However,the super�elds for n3 (which

are innocuous for proton decay) also give a relatively large negative contribution to r.

Since q and r both m ustbe positive to raise the uni�cation scale,itseem sthatthe color

tripletwith electric charge �1=3 corresponding to n4 m ustbe weighted relatively heavily

in the averaged quantities. This is another way ofsaying that they are relatively light

com pared to the other chiralsuper�elds which are im portant in redirecting the running

gauge couplings to their new m eeting point. Ofcourse,one can always achieve a raised
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uni�cation scale fairly safely by em ploying only thresholds which are close to M X . In

m ost superstring m odels[12],this is alm ost required,since the large num ber ofstrongly

interactingchiralsuper�eldswould causethegaugecouplingstobenon-perturbativeifthe

e�ective interm ediatescale were m uch lowerthan about1015 G eV.

6.Conclusion

In thispaper,we have exam ined the possibility thatthe true uni�cation scale can be

raised aboveitsapparentvalueof2� 1016 G eV by calculableperturbativem eans.Itm ight

seem rathersurprising thatin the M SSM the gauge couplingsshould appearto be nicely

headed foruni�cation atM X ,only toberedirected toanew m eetingplaceatM U .Indeed,

theapparentperversenessofthissituation allowsustoputsom enon-trivialconstraintson

thescenario.In thesim plestcaseofjustonecleanlyde�ned interm ediatescale,itisstriking

thatthe hierarchy M U =M I isgenerally quite lim ited.In the probably m ore realistic case

ofa \sm eared" interm ediate scale orseveralinterm ediate scales,one cannotbe asprecise

because ofthe vastly increased num ber ofunknown param eters. However,one can still

putusefulconstraintson theplacem entoftheinterm ediatescalesand particles,by writing

things in term s ofa single e�ective interm ediate threshold. Here too,in m ost realistic

m odelsbased on superstrings,thereisatendency form any ofthevector-likeparticlestobe

very heavy,based sim ply on therequirem entthatthegaugecoupling rem ain perturbative

and thuscalculable in principle athigh energies. Even in m odelslike the one considered

in section 5,in which the absence ofa large num ber ofvector-like strongly interacting

particles causes perturbativity to be easily m aintained, one �nds that it is di�cult to

raise the uni�cation scale consistently with interm ediate scales m uch below M X . Ifone

insistson having som echiralsuper�eldsatrelatively low interm ediatescales,we�nd that

generally these chiralsuper�elds include color triplets with electric charge �1=3,which

m ay bedangerousforproton decay withoutassum ing som e extra sym m etry.

The di�culty in obtaining exam ples in which a raised uni�cation scale is achieved

due to a relatively low interm ediate scale corresponds to our intuition that it would be

surprising ifthe uni�cation ofgauge couplingswere totally accidental. The lowerthe in-

term ediate scale(s)are,the m ore we m ustregard the apparentsuccess ofthe uni�cation

ofgauge couplings as just a perverse accident. On the other hand,ifthere are interm e-

diate scale thresholds which are only slightly below the uni�cation scale,then the near
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perfectuni�cation ofcouplingsshould beregarded aspartly,butcertainly notcom pletely,

accidental.Thisscenario seem sto bethe one preferred by superstring m odels.
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