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A bstract

W e com pute the full set of weak-scale gauge and Yukawa threshold corrections
In the m inim al supersym m etric standard m odel, ncluding all nite (on-logarithm ic)
corrections, which we show to be In portant. W e use our results to exam ine the e ects
of uni cation-scale threshold corrections in the m Inin al and m issihg-doublt SU (5)
models. W e work In the context of a uni ed m ass spectrum , wih scalar mass M g
and gaugihom assM 1-,, and nd that In m Inin alSU (5) w ith squark m asses lss than
one TV, successfiil gauge and Yukawa coupling uni cation requiresM ., M o and
Mgy’ 1TeV.In contrast, we nd that the m issing-doublt m odel pem its gauge and
Yukawa uni cation for a w ide range of supersym m etric m asses.
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1 Introduction

W ith the advent of precision m easurem ents at LEP and the observation that the gauge cou-
plings unify in them inin al supersym m etric standard m odel fi.], there hasbeen a resurgence
of interest In supersym m etric grand uni ed theories. In m ost analyses the values of the elec—
trom agnetic coupling, gy , and the standard-m odelweak m ixing angle, séM sirf v M z),
are taken from experim ent, and converted into supersymm etric DR param eters, ~ and
& sif "M 7z ), using the leading-Jogarithm ic contribution to the supersym m etric threshold
corrections. TheD R param eters are then used to determ netheM S strong coupling constant
at the Z scale, M z), Ignoring all uni cation-scale threshold corrections. A fematively,
them easured value of M ;) isused to constrain the uni cation-scale param eter space.

In this ktter we w ill take a closer ook at this procedure, and report on the results ofa
com plete next-to-Jeading-order analysis of supersym m etric uni cation. O ur approach is new
In two respects. First, we lnclude all nite corrections. This In plies that our weak m ixing
anglk & is related to %, as Plows,

& = s, + lading bg + nite; @)

w here the leading logarithm s are of the form logM sysy =M 3 ) and the nite corrections are
of order M ;=M &4, . If all the superpartner m asses are heavier than a few tinesM ;, the

nite corrections are negligble, in accord w ith the decoupling theorem . H owever, realistic
supersym m etric m odels typically have light particles wih masses near M ,, so the nie
corrections can be signi cant.

Second, we do not use a com bined- t value of 3, to com pute & because the nite temm
in eq. () isdi erent foreach cbservabl. T herefore, In our analysis, we caloulate &% directly
from a given set of inputs, nam ely, the Femm i constant Gy, the Z boson mass M , , the
electrom agnetic coupling gz , the topquark m ass m, and the param eters that describe
the supersym m etric m odel. (See also ref. 2].)

W e em phasize that a precise evaluation of & is essential because the renom alization
group equations RGE’s) can naturally am plify sm all corrections. For exam ple, the one-
loop renom alization group equations, dg;=dt = ;§;=16 ?, together with gauge coupling
uni cation, mply
3
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2 3 1
= 0; @)
o () % () & ()
at any scale . Solving or M ;) and varying the inputs ~ and 8, we nd
S ’ _A 7:5_§ . )
sM ) " &

This show s that a 1% error in the determ ination of & leads to an error in the evaluation of
sMy)of75% .

In what Pllows, we will brie y describbe our calculation of ~ and &°. W e will then
exam Ine our prediction for M ;) In the supersym m etric param eter space. W ew ill nd the



uni cation-scale threshold corrections that are necessary for gauge coupling uni cation w ith
a given supersymm etric soectrum , and com pare our results w ith the threshold corrections
that arise In the m inim al and m issing-doublet SU (5) m odels. W e will close w ith a sin ilar
analysis under the additional assum ption of bottom -tau Yukawa uni cation.

2 Gauge Coupling Uni cation

W e start by sketching our calculation ofthe DR gauge parameters ¢; M ;) and §; M ;). As
discussed above, we take as inputs the Fem iconstant Gy = 116639 10° GeV ?,theZ -
bosonm assM ;, = 91:187G eV, the electrom agnetic coupling gy = 1=137:036, the topquark
m assm ., and the supersym m etric param eters. From these we caloulate the electrom agnetic
coupling ~ and the weak m xing angle 8% . the DR renom alization schem e,

A=1EMA; g¢ = p = ; 4)

where & = co& "M, ),

A EM 7 My 16 m . 1 my+
= 00685 0:0007 - log + —bg — + —-lg ©®)
N X6 4bg M, . X6 1bg m 4 . x3 - m e, +x2 g m - )
1:l9 My 1:l9 My =1 My 1:l3 My '
and [3]
A O A
P= "+ WZ() Z(MZZ)+vertex+box: ©)
MW MZ

Equation ) includes the light quark contribution extracted from experim ental data {4],
together w ith the leptonic contrbution. It also contains the logarithm s of the W -boson,
top-quark, charged-H iggs, squark, skpton, and chargino m asses. In eg. ), the " denote
the real and transverse parts of the gauge boson selfenergies, evaluated in the DR schem e.
E quation {6‘) also ncludes the vertex and box contrbutions that renom alize the Fem i
constant, aswell as the leading higherorderm é and QCD standard-m odel corrections given
in ref. §]. Fora com pkte description of our caloulation see ref. [g]. N ote that in this ktter,
allhatted obfcts are DR quantities, and allm asses are pole m asses.)

From these results we nd the weak gauge couplings § M ;) and & M ;) using the
DR relations s

gl(Mz) =

l ol

é é

3 E‘, ’ QMyz) = 5 7 (7)
where ~ = &’=4 . These couplings serve as the weak-scale boundary conditions for the two-
Joop supersymm etric RGE’s. They In plicitly determm ine the uni cation scale M ¢y through

the condition §; M gyr) = M gur) Gur -



W e x the strong coupling §3 M gyr) at the scale M gy by the uni cation condition

GBMgur) = Gur L+ o) @®)

where 4 param etrizes them odekdependent uni cation-scale gauge threshold correction. W e
then mun & M gyt ) back to the Z scale to nd theM S coupling

!
& Mz)
4

sMy) = a o) s )

where s denotes the weak-scale threshold correction

gMz) 1 2 m. ®2 7 m o
= ——— =+ = — + — — + 2
8 2 >t 39y, 629 1, g
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Thisprocedure allow susto determ ine M ;) ora xed 4 and a given supersym m etric
soectrum . Tn what follow s, we w illm ake the additional assum ption that the supersym m etric
goectrum uni es as well. Therefore we also assum e that the three gaugino m asses unify to
a comm on valie ofM 1, MA1=2 M gy ), the scalar m asses unify to a comm on scalar m ass
M, MAO M gy ), and the soft trilinear scalar coupling param eters unify to A oM GUT ).

W e evolve the param etersM 1-,; M o and A to the weak scale using the two—-loop super-
symm etric RGE’s []]. W e require the param eters to be such that electroweak symm etry is
goontaneously broken, as naturally occurs when the top-quark m ass is Jarge. Then the H iggs
bosons H; and H , acquire expectation values v; T Mz)and v % M 3 ); their ratio is
denoted tan tan" M ;) = v=v;.

W e extract the supersymm etric m asses from the running DR param eters and tan  at
the scaleM ; . W e choose > 0, where the superpotential contains the term +  jH llH Zj;
wih 1, = +1. W e then substitute these m asses into egs. @) { (6), and repeat the entire
procedureto nd a selfconsistent solution to the renom alization group equations. T ypically,
the process converges afteronly a few iterations. Tt allow susto predict M ; ) consistently,
Incliding all nite corrections.

A s a point of reference, we show in Fig.1l ourresults for (M 3z ) In theM ¢, M 1, plane,
in the absence ofuni cation threshold corrections, form .= 170G&V,tan = 2,andA, = 0.
Com paring w ith the experimental valuie (M ;) = 0117 005 ':[8], wesethat ;M) is
rather Jarge If, or naturahess, we require the squark m asses to bebelow 1 TeV , we cbtain
the lower bound

sM,) > 0426 (N o uni cation thresholds; m o 1TeV; mc= 170 GeV);

assum ing the validity of perturbation theory, which we take tom ean that the DR top-quark
Yukawa coupling "M gyr) 3. Ifwe tighten this condition to "t M gyr) 1, the bound
Increases by 0002. For anallerm,, M ;) is smaller. For exampl, ifm. = 160 G&V,
the lin i reduces by 0.002. These varations apply independently of the uni cation-scale
thresholds. O ur num bers agree qualitatively w ith the results of ref. 1.

1Theexpel::imentaleJ:I:orJ'n “"ladstoa 000luncertainty n M gy).
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Figurel: Contoursof M z) ntheM ¢,M i, planewihm¢= 170GeV,tan = 2
andAg= 0. Theregion m 4 < 1 TeV isbounded by M ;_, < 400Ge&V andM (< 1
TeV .

The values of M ;) quoted here are Jarger than In m any previous analyses for two
reasons. First, during the past few years the central value of ng , as determ ned from
precision electroweak m easuram ents, has been decreasing. (T his change is correlated w ith
the Increasing best— t value ofm.) A an aller value ofsgM lradstoan mcreasen ;M 3 ),
as can be seen from eg. (:3) . Second, the nite corrections decrease &2, and therefore ncrease

sM™ 7). The nite corrections are In portant in the region M 1, < 200 G&V where (M ;)
is appreciably larger than in the lading logarithm ic approxin ation, as shown in Fig. 2.

O foourss, thevalueof (M ;) can be reduced by a uni cation-scale threshold correction
wih 4 < 0.Inthem ininalSU (5) m odel ], the uni cation-scale gauge threshold correction
is [L0]

5 = 3%“5 Iog MM“ ; 1)

GUT
whereM y ., isthem ass ofthe colortriplet H iggs ferm ion that m ediates nucleon decay.?. From
this expression, we see that g < OwheneverM y, < Mgy . However, M y, isbounded from

below by proton decay experin ents, so g > 0 throughout m ost of the param eter s_oaoef_a.

T he gauge threshold | also receives contributions from higher-din ensional P lanck-scale operators that
we ignore. They kad toa 0:006 uncertainty n s M 3 ) {{L].
*W e use the om ulae given in ref. [[4], and choose the conservative valies = 0003GeV ° and 1+ y* =

04.
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Figure 2: TheM S coupling M ) vs. M ;_,. The curve labeled LLA show s the
result ifwe include only the logarithm s of the supersym m etric m asses (the leading
logarithm approxin ation), whik the solid line correspondsto the full result including
all nite corrections.

Inm nin alSU (5) we nd that the an allest possible values or (M ;) are typically even
larger than those in Fig. 1. The only exception occurs orM g M ., where the proton
decay am plitude is suppressed. T his determ nes the Iower 1in it

sMgz) > 0423 M ininalSU (5); m 4 1TeV; mc= 170 GeV);

assum Ing At(MGUT) 3. In fact, as Iong as mq 1TeVv, M) < 0127 can only be
cbtained in theregion M o/ 1 TeV .Forexam ple, ifM g 500Gev, ;M) > 0:128.

The m issing-doublt m odel is an altemative SU (5) theory In which the heavy color-
triplet H iggs particles are split naturally from the light H iggs doublkts [[3]. In this m odel
the uni cation-scale gauge threshold can be w ritten as (4]

|
o 3y ME ’

25
= o g5+ 15g2 ' % 4
g 40 2 d M eyt ;9 d g

o\

12)

Thus, for xed M g ., the m issihg-doublet m odel has the sam e threshold correction as the
m inin al SU (5) m odel, m inus 4% . In eq. (12),M g isthe e ective m ass that enters into the
proton decay am plitude, so the boundson M ., in them iInin al SU (5) m odel also apply to
M ¢, In them isshg-doublet m odel

T he large negative correction in eq. (12) gives rise to much snaller values or (M ;).
This is ilustrated in Fig. 3, where we show the upper and lower bounds on 4 in them in—

in al and m issing-doublet SU (5) m odels, together w ith the values of § necessary to cbtain
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F igure 3: T he light shaded regions indicate the allow ed values of the gauge coupling
threshold correction 4 in them inin aland m issing-doublet SU (5) m odels. T he dark
shaded region Indicates the range of 4 necessary to obtain M )= 0117 0.

sMyz)= 0117 001. Forboth SU (5) m odels we bound 4 from below by the lim its on
proton decay and from above by the requirem entM y, < 10'° G &V .N ote that forthem issing—
doublktm odel, the region ofallowed 4 nearly overlapstheregionwih (M ;)= 0117 001,
regardless of the supersym m etric particle m asses.

3 Yukawa Coupling Uni cation

In typical SU (5) m odels the bottom and tau Yukawa couplings unify at the scale M gyr -
In the rem ainder of this ltter, we w ill investigate bottom -tau uni cation to the sam e next-
toJeading-order accuracy that we used In our analysis of the gauge couplings. O ur anal
ysis is based on two—-doop RGE’s and on the com plte one-loop expressions that relate the
DR Yukawa couplings to the physical ferm ion m asses [§].

Let us illustrate our procedure for the case of the tau Yukawa coupling. W e start by
detem ing the DR expectation value ¢ from the Z boson m ass,

1 N
Z(@@+@2><>2=M§+ p M 2) (13)

Then, given the pokmassm = 17777 GeV B], we nd the tau Yukawa coupling "™ 7 )
using the DR relation

A

b N
Mz)¥cos = 2 =m + m ) ; 14)



A

where @ )= +m ,and the tau selfenergy is 1+p + s ( s+ p ). WedOlow
a sin ilar procedure to nd the top-quark Yukawa coupling At ™Myz):

O nce we have the top and tau Yukawa couplings at the scale M ; , we evolve them to the
scale M gyt using the two-loop supersymm etric RGE’s [1]. AtM gy we x the DR bottom —
quark Yukawa coupling Ab M gyt ) through the uni cation condition

A

tMgur) = Mgur) A+ ) ; (15)

where ,, param etrizes the uni cation-scale Yukawa threshold correction. W e then run all
the Yukawa couplings badk to the Z scale, and iterate the procedure selfconsistently to
determm nne Ab ™ ;). Finally, we apply the weak-scale threshold corrections to nd the polk
m ass for the bottom quark.

Fora topquark pokemassm .= 170 G &V, this procedure typically gives a bottom quark
m ass outside the range of experim ent (which wetaketobe 4.7< mp, < 52 G&V B]) . From
previous analyses we know that orm. < 200 G&V there are two regions of tan where
bottom tau uni cation m ight occur: tan < 2 and tan > 40. Here we focus on the
analltan branch, where the top—quark Yukawa coupling at the uni cation scal is large,
"eMgyr) > 1.

A s a point of reference, we st present our results with no uni cation-scale threshold
corrections. In Fig. 4 we show my, and (M ;) versusm ¢, for various values of tan , M o,
and M ;-,, wih At(M cur) = 3. From the gure we see that the bottom quark pole m ass is
generally too large, unlss the squark m asses are oforder 1 TeV .

The value At M gur) = 3 was chosen because it lies on the edge of perturbation theory.
Sm aller values of At(M gutr) give rse to lJarger values ofmy, so the curves In Fig. 4 can be
Interpreted as lower lin its on the bottom quark m ass. Iffwe require the squark m asses to be
below 1 TeV, we cbtain the lower bound

my > 51 Gev (N o uni cation thresholds; m 4 1TeV; m,= 170G&V):

In the absence of uni cation—scale threshold corrections, we see that, in the an all tan
region, bottom -tau Yukawa uni cation favors large values of m, and large values of the
supersym m etric m ass scale. T he above bound depends slightly on the top-quark m ass, and
sensitively on At(M gur). Form, = 160 G&V, the lin it reduces by 01 G&V . The bound
increasesby 03GeV Br M gur)= 2and by 08GeV or M gur) = 1. These varations
also apply for , €& 0.

Aswih M ), the picture is altered by uni cation-scale threshold corrections. To
understand their e ects, we 1rst note the striking sim ilarity between them, and M 3 )
curves In Fig. 4, which in plies that the value ofmy, is tightly correlated w ith the value of

s M 7). This leads us to expect that the gauge threshold correction w illhave an im portant
e ectonmy.

In Fig.5 we show the prediction form, versusm ¢, for xed = 0,wih At(M cur) = 2;3

and 4 chosen togivea xed valueof M ;).W eseethatanymodelwhichgives M)’
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Figure 4: Thebottom quarkmassand M ;) vs. m ¢ forthe case ofno uni cation-
scale thresholds, for various values oftan ,with Ag = 0 and At(M cut) = 3. The
right (solid) leg in each pair of lines corresponds to M ;_, varying from 60 to 1000
GeV,wihM y xedat60GeV .Thelft (dashed) kg corresoondstoM ( varying from

60 to 1000 GeV, wih M 1, = 100 G&V .On the solid Iines the circles m ark, from

top to bottom , M ;, = 60, 100, 200, 400, and 1000 G &V, and on the dashed lines
the circkesm ark M ¢ = 60, 200, 400, and 1000 G €V . N ote that the lowest point on
each keft leg and the second-to—low est point on each right leg correspondstom 4/ 1
TeV . T he horizontal dashed lines indicatem = 52Ge&V and M ;)= 0:127. The

'sm ark points w ith one-Jloop Higgsm assmy, < 60 GEV .

012 also predictsmy, ¥ 5GeV,wih = 0. Furthemore, any 23% < < 9% gives an
acceptable value formy, In this case. A tematively, if (M 5z )’ 0:13, a lJarge and negative
is required to achieve the centralvalue formy, namely 33% < < 8% . Figure 5 shows
that these conclusions hold independently of the top-quark m ass and the supersym m etric
m ass scale.

In Fig. 6 we plot the most favorablk values of M ;) and my In the m Inin al SU (5)
m odel. In thism odel the Yukawa threshold is given by [L5]

M ~ M
v iMGUT) log —

1
- = ; (1o6)
Mgur 2 Mgyt 2

b = Flg A%y: bg
where M y isthem ass of the superheavy SU (5) gauge bosons. W e de ne the m ost favorable
value as ollows. W e st m inin ize the value of (M ;) by piking the an allest possible
M g, consistent with nuclkon decay. W e then m Inin ize m, by choosing the snallest M v
allowed by the constraint that the SU (5) m odel Yukawa ocouplings rem ain perturbative,
My >max(©03My,;05M gyr). From the gurewe see that thisbringsm, to an acceptable
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Figure 5: Thebottom quark m assvs. the topquark m ass for xed valuesof M 3 )
and various tan . The solid lines corresoond to At(M cut) = 3 while the dashed
lines correspond to At(M cur) = 2. The upper line in each pair corregponds to a
light supersym m etric spectrum with M g = M ;_, = 80 G&V . The Iower line in each
pair corresponds to a heavy spectrum ,M o = 1000 GeV,M ;_, = 500 G€V .

range for squark m asses oforder 1 TeV . Indeed, we nd the Im ih:_".
my > 51 GeV M ninalSU (5); m 4 1TeV; m,= 170G&V): @7)

In ocontrast to m inin al SU (5), the m issing-doublet m odel can readily accom m odate
bottom -quark masses In the range 47 GeV < my, < 52Ge&V, wih  ’ 0. For exam-—
pk, withm,= 170 Ge&V and Mg = M1, = 100 G&V, m Ininal SU (5) requires , in the
range 15to 65% . Them isshg-doublkt m odel, however, requiresy, In the range 30 to
+20% . Hence even foramn allO (100 G €V ) supersym m etric m asses them issing-doublet m odel
naturally acoom m odates both gauge and Yukawa coupling uni cation.

4 Conclusion

In this paper we have com puted the com plete one-loop weak-scale threshold corrections in
the m nin al supersym m etric standard m odel. W e used them to study gauge and Yukawa
uni cation with and without uni cation-scale threshold corrections. In the absence of such
correctionswe nd that (M ;) and m, are lJarge unless the squark m asses are Jarger than

‘W e could try to decreasemy, further by increasing M y ., which decreases . How ever, the corresponding

ncrease n s M 3 ) com pensates for this so that the lim it in eqg. C_l-z:) rem ains unchanged.



Minimal SU(5) thresholds

7.0 |
= B65F
5 B.0F
T sBE
Q o — o _
& BOE
4.5 fanﬁ —13 _E 0.16
< 015
4 014 2
A YA 4 013 &
O\ | | ‘ | | ‘ | | 0.12
160 180 190 200
m, (GeV)

Figure 6: The same as Fig. 4, wih the m ost favorable m inin al SU (5) threshold
corrections, as de ned in the text.

about 1 TeV .Adding m inin al SU () threshold corrections, and requiring m o 1Tev, we

nd that ;M) < 0127 occurs only forM 1, Myand M, ’ 1 TeV.Additionally, the
condition m, < 52 GeV is ful lled only form 4 > 1 TeV . In the m issing-doublet m odel,
how ever, the threshold corrections pem it acceptable values for M ;) and my, foreithera
light or heavy supersym m etric spectrum .
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