
ar
X

iv
:h

ep
-p

h/
95

02
20

1v
1 

 1
 F

eb
 1

99
5

hep-ph/9502201

M PI-PhT/95-9

February 1995

C oupling C onstant U ni�cation in Extended SU SY
M odels

RalfHem p
ing

M ax-Planck-Institutf�urPhysik,W erner-Heisenberg-Institut,

D{80805 M �unchen,Germ any

Em ails:hempf@iws186.mppmu.mpg.de

A bstract

The uni�cation ofgauge coupling constantsin the m inim alsupersym m etric m odel

(M SSM ) is una�ected at the one-loop levelby the inclusion ofadditionalm ass-

degenerate SU(5)m ultiplets.Perturbativity putsan upperlim iton the num berof

additional�elds. W e analyse the evolution ofthe gauge coupling constants in all

m odelssatisfying thesecriteria usingtwo-loop � functionsand including low energy

threshold e�ects. W e �nd that sim ilarly to the m inim alsupersym m etric m odel

(M SSM )uni�cation takesplacewithin thetheoreticaland experim entalerrors.The

dom inantproton decay m odeism oresuppressed in allextended m odelsasopposed

to theM SSM dueto renorm alization group e�ects.However,theprediction forthe

bottom to � m assratio becom esworse in allm odelsunderconsideration.
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Theprediction ofthestrong coupling constant,�s,within thefram ework ofthem inim al

supersym m etric m odel(M SSM )assum ing gauge coupling uni�cation withoutany inter-

m ediatescaleisin acceptableagreem entwith experim ent[1].In addition,theuni�cation

of� and bottom Yukawa couplingsisquiteprom ising[2].

Despitethesesuccessesofsupersym m etricgrand uni�ed theories(SUSY GUTs)based on

SU(5)[3]thererem ain stillsom eproblem s.Forexam ple,theprediction forthedown type

quarksfrom Yukawauni�cationofthe�rsttwogenerationsiso�byafactor(m dm �)=(m em s)=

O (10).M aybethem ostseverchallengeistheso-calleddoublet/tripletproblem [4]ofgiving

thecolored Higgstripleta m assoftheorderofM G U T whileretaining theHiggsdoublets

responsiblefortheelectro-weak sym m etry breaking attheelectroweak scale.Therehave

been m any attem ptto try and solve these problem sallofwhich have one thing in com -

m on: they require the introduction ofnew �elds. Thus, an extension ofthe particle

contentoftheM SSM isinevitableand onem ightask whethersom eofthesenew particles

are present in the low energy e�ective theory. This idea has already been explored in

ref.[5,6]and willbe reconsidered here in view ofthe im proved experim entallim itson

thegaugecoupling constants.In addition,wewillrelax theconstraintforperturbativity

and asa resultobtain m odelsthathavenotbeen considered before.

From the severity ofthe doublet/tripletproblem we know how hard itisto constructa

m odelwith a largem asshierarchy between di�erentSU(3)
 SU(2)
 U(1)m em bersofthe

sam eSU(5)m ultiplet.Therefore,we can expectthatthem ostnaturalextensionsofthe

M SSM willcom eascom plete SU(5)m ultipletsin thelow energy e�ective theory.Itisa

sim ple exercise to show thatallsuch extensionswillpreserve gauge coupling uni�cation

attheone-loop level.

Therenorm alization group equations(RGEs)forthesem odelscan bewritten as

d�i

dt
= �

2

i[�i+ �j�ij + O (�2)]: (1)

Here,t� (2�)� 1ln(scale),the indices i;j = 1;2;3 refer to the U(1),SU(2)and SU(3)

gauge group and sum m ation overtwice occurring indices isassum ed. Furtherm ore,the

one-loop � functionsforthegaugecouplingsare[7]
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wherethethreecontributionsto�icom efrom thegaugesector,theHiggsdoublets(in the

M SSM the num berofHiggsdoublets,N H = 2)and the contribution ofcom plete SU(5)

m ultiplets. The contributionsofthe gauge/gaugino sectorto �i are non-universalsince

som egaugebosonsand theirsuperpartnersacquiream assviatheHiggsm echanism while

othersstay m asslessdue to gaugeinvariance.The contributionsoftheHiggsbosonsare

also non-universalbecause the doublets are responsible for the electro-weak sym m etry

breaking and should have a m assofthe orderof100 GeV while the Higgstripletshave

to acquire a m ass at M G U T in order to su�ciently suppress the rate for proton-decay.

Thisdoublet/tripletsplitting[4]issolely m otivated by experim entand hasno satisfying
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theoreticalsolution yet. The lastterm which also contains the contribution ofN G = 3

generations ofquarks and leptons is universalfor allthree couplings. (Note,that one

fam ily ofquarksand leptonscan be em bedded in a 5 = dc(3;1;2=3)� l(1;2;� 1)and a

10= q(3;2;1=3)� uc(3;1;� 4=3)� ec(1;1;� 2);thenum bersin bracketsindicatethetrans-

form ation propertiesunderthe SU(3),SU(2)and U(1)gauge sym m etries,respectively.)

Thereason isthattheinclusion ofa fullSU(5)m ultipletswith a m ass,m ,doesnotbreak

theSU(5)gaugesym m etry and should yield a universalcontribution to allthree� func-

tionsatany scale above m atthe one-loop level. The contributionsofthe extensionsof

theM SSM can bewritten as

�
X =

X

�

T(�); (3)

where the sum is over allSU(5) m ultiplets �. The values ofT(�) � d(�)C 2(�)=r are

listed in Table1forthefoursm allestrepresentationsofSU(5).Here,r= 24isthenum ber

ofgeneratorsofSU(5)and C2(�)[d(�)]isthequadraticCasim iroperator[dim ension]of

theSU(5)representation �[8].By im posing gaugecoupling uni�cation atM G U T i.e.

�G U T � �1(M G U T)= �2(M G U T)= �3(M G U T); (4)

and solving eq.1 to �rstorderin perturbation theory weobtain

t0 �
1

2�
ln
M G U T

m z

=
�
� 1
1 (m z)� �

� 1
2 (m z)

�1 � �2
’ 5:3;

�
� 1
3
(m z)= �

� 1
2
(m z)+ t0(�3 � �2)’ 8; (5)

wherewehaveused

�1(m z)=
5

3

�em

cos2�
M S

;

�2(m z)=
�em

sin2�
M S

;

(6)

and �� 1
em

= 127:9 and sin2�
M S

= 0:2319[9]asthelow energy inputvalues.Theprediction

ofthe strong coupling constant,�s(m z) � �3(m z) ’ 0:125 is in quite good agreem ent

with the world average �s(m z)= 0:117� 0:005 [9]. In deriving eq.5 we have assum ed

thatthereisno interm ediatescalebutitalso holdsin thecaseofa widely spread particle

spectrum aslong asthem em bersofthedi�erentSU(5)m ultipletslieclosetogether.

Note, that the right hand side ofeq.5 is independent of�X . This m eans that any

extension ofthe M SSM by fullSU(5) m ultiplets willm aintain the property ofgauge

coupling uni�cation at one loop. The uni�cation scale M G U T ’ 2� 1016 GeV rem ains

also unchanged and fortheuni�ed gaugecoupling weobtain

�
� 1

’ 24� t0�
X
: (7)

By requiring thatthe righthand side ofeq.7 islargerthan zero we �nd �X
�
< 4:5 but

m aybem odelswith �X = 5arestillacceptableduetohigherordercorrectionsorthreshold

correctionsetc.and shallbeincluded into ourconsiderations.
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� 5;5 10;10 15;15 24

T(�) 1

2

3

2

7

2
5

Table1: Thecontribution ofvariousSU(5)m ultiplets� to � X .

In order to derive a viable m odel,we have to im pose additionalconstraints. The can-

cellation oftriangle anom aliesim pliesthatcom plex representationsonly occurin pairs.

Thus,therearefourtypesofextensionssatisfying theaboverequirem ents

� n additionalpairsof5 and 5,wheren = 1;2;3;4;5,

� oneadditionalpairof10 and 10,

� n additionalpairsof5 and 10 wheren = 1;2,

� oneadditionaladjointrepresentation,24= g(8;1;0)� w(1;3;0)� b(1;1;0)� x(3;2;5=3)�

x(3;2;� 5=3).

Experim entallower lim its on the additionalparticle m asses can be satis�ed by adding

explicitdiracorm ajorana m assterm sinto thesuperpotentialsuch as

W � �555;�101010;�2424
2
; (8)

allowed by gauge invariance in m odelsoftype 1,2 and 4. M odelsoftype 3 correspond

to the M SSM with four or �ve generations. For the invisible width ofthe Z boson at

LEP experim ents we know that the num ber of(alm ost) m assless neutrinos is 3 and a

m echanism hasto beintroduced in orderto give m assto theadditionalneutrinoslarger

than aboutm z=2.Also,alowerlim iton them assofan additionallepton ofm �0 �
> m z=2at

LEP and a lowerlim iton them assofan additionaldown typequark ofm b0 > 85 GeV at

CDF havebeen established[9].Thisim pliesthattheYukawa couplingsfortheadditional

ferm ionsarebound from below sincenoexplicitgaugeinvariantm assterm exists.On the

otherhand,thereisan upperlim iton them assesfrom theinfra-red �xed-pointbehaviour

oftheYukawa couplingsleaving only a very constrained region in param eterspace.The

fourgeneration m odelhasbeen studied recently and found to be quite constrained but

could stillbe feasible ifa right-handed neutrino is introduced to raise the m ass ofthe

left-handed neutrino above the experim entalbounds[10]. The �ve generation m odelis

even m ore constrained and m ight already be ruled out by present data. However,the

m odelwith additional5;5;10;10 with the possibility for a explicit dirac m ass for all

the additionalparticlesisstillallowed. Italso doesnotrequire any additional�eldsto

generatem assfortheunseen neutrinos.

Theassum ption thatallthem em bers,�,ofoneSU(5)m ultiplet,�,arem assdegenerate

is protected by gauge invariance. It acquires corrections below M G U T where the gauge

sym m etry isbroken through one-loop RG evolution

d��

dt
= ��

X

i

�i�
i
� ; (9)
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�i� l dc ec uc q b w g x x

U(1) �
3

10
�

2

15
�

6

5
�

8

15
�

1

30
0 0 0 �

5

6
�

5

6

SU(2) �
3

2
0 0 0 �

3

2
0 � 4 0 �

3

2
�

3

2

SU(3) 0 �
8

3
0 �

8

3
�

8

3
0 0 � 6 �

8

3
�

8

3

Table2: The� functionsfortheadditional�elds,�

wherethe�i� arelisted in Table.2.Thesolution ofeq.9 can bewritten as

��(��)

�G U T
= � i

 
�G U T

�i(��)

! �i
�
=�i

; (10)

where we have assum ed thatallpossible additionalcouplings ofthe superpotentialare

m uch sm allerthan �G U T and can beneglected in theevolution ofthe�i’s.Furtherm ore,

weassum ethatthecom plex(real)m ultipletsareodd (even)underR-paritysothatproton

decay m ediating interactionsareforbidden.W eseethatthesplitting between thevarious

m em bersofan SU(5)m ultipletisquiteconsiderableand givesrisetosigni�cantthreshold

corrections. Ifwe decouple the �elds � from the RGEs at �� we obtain the im proved

one-loop form ulas

�
� 1
i (m z)= �

� 1
G U T

+ t0�i� �M SSM

i �
1

2�

X

�

N � ln
��

m z

�i;� ; (11)

where�i;� isthecontribution ofthe�eld,� to �i listed in Table3[11].Furtherm ore,

N � =

8
><

>:

N 5

N 10

N 24

9
>=

>;
for� =

8
><

>:

l;dc

ec;uc;q

b;w;g;x;x

; (12)

isthenum berofthe�elds�.TheM SSM threshold corrections,� M SSM
i ,studied in ref.[12]

raise the predicted value of�s(m z) by about 10% and spoilthe success ofthe GUT

prediction to som edegree.

Forthe com putation of� M SSM
i we have assum ed thatthe e�ectsofSUSY breaking are

param eterized in the standard fashion by including explicit soft SUSY breaking term s

assum ed to be universalatM G U T. Thus,atM G U T we have only fourindependent soft

SUSY param eters: the coe�cients m ultiplying the trilinear and quadratic term s ofthe

superpotential,A and B ,which are irrelevantforthe m assspectrum and,thus,forthe

valueofthegaugecouplingsattheleading log level,them assforallspin 0 particlesm 0,

and thegaugino m assparam eter,m 1=2.(W erefrain from a m oresophisticated treatm ent

oftheSUSY threshold correctionssincehereweonly careaboutthechangesofextended

m odelswith respectto theM SSM .)From thelasttwo param eterswecan derive thefull

low energy m assspectrum via RG evolution.

In deriving eq.11wehavealsom adetheassum ption thatthem asssplitting between spin

0and spin 1/2com ponentsduetosoftSUSY breakingm assterm scan beneglected.This

4



�i;� l dc ec uc q b w g x x

U(1) 3

10

1

5

3

5

4

5

1

10
0 0 0 5

2

5

2

SU(2) 1

2
0 0 0 3

2
0 2 0 3

2

3

2

SU(3) 0 1

2
0 1

2
1 0 0 3 1 1

Table 3: The one-loop � functionsforthe SU(3)
 SU(2)
 U(1)gauge couplingsdue to

theindividualrepresentations�.Notethatby sum m ing overa com pleteSU(5)m ultiplet

werecovertheuniversalcoe�cientsofTable1

ism otivated by the observation thatthe Higgsm assparam eter� hasto beofthe order

ofthe top squark m assforcorrectradiative electro-weak sym m etry breaking. However,

from eq.10 we see that�2�(��)� �2(m z)if� carriescolor.Also,�2(m z)isadditionally

suppressed by thee�ectofthelargetop Yukawacoupling,�t.W ewillreturn tothispoint

in thecontextofradiativeelectro-weak sym m etry breaking.

Additionale�ectson theuni�cation ofthegaugecouplingsarisebecausetheuniversality

of�X in eq.2 isviolated atthetwo-loop level.Thetwo-loop � functionsofthesem odels

can easily bederived from ref.[13]

�
X
ij = N 5

0

B
@

7

30

9

10

16

15
3

10

7

2
0

2

15
0 17

3

1

C
A + N 10

0

B
@

23

10

3

10

72

15
1

10

21

2
8

9

15
3 17

1

C
A + N 24

0

B
@

25

3
15 80

3

5 33 16
10

3
6 68

3

1

C
A : (13)

Herewe have notseparated outthecontributionsoftheindividualrepresentationssince

the two-loop threshold corrections analogous to the one-loop corrections ofeq.11 are

negligible.

In m inim alSU(5)SUSY-GUTsthe down-type quark �eldsd and the left-handed lepton

�elds lare em bedded in one representation and as a result the � and bottom Yukawa

couplingsareuni�ed atM G U T.In thelim itofnegligible� and bottom Yukawa couplings

(i.e. ��;�b � �G U T)wecan writein theone-loop approxim ation

m b(m z)

m �(m z)
= � i

 
�G U T

�i(��)

! (�i
b
� �i�)=�i

exp

�

�
1

2

Z t0

0

�tdt

�

; (14)

where�ib = (7=18;3=2;8=3)and �i� = (3=2;3=2;0).Itiseasy to seethatm b=m � increases

with �G U T and hence also with �X . This increase can be com pensated by an increase

in the top Yukawa coupling,�t.However,�t quickly approachesitsIR �xed-point�t ’

(8=9)�s (near M G U T: �t ’ (44=27)�G U T). Hence,any signi�cant increase ofthe value

ofthe integralin eq.14 can only com e from the integration close to M G U T and requires

unperturbatively large values of�t(M G U T). Thus,in ournum ericalwork we have used

�t(M G U T) = �G U T in order to obtain a naturalupper lim it for the integralin eq.14

and,hence,a naturallowerbound on m b=m � fora particularm odelassum ing �-bottom

Yukawa uni�cation.

Another im portant constraint on SUSY-GUT m odels com es from non-observation of

proton-decay.In theM SSM thedom inantdecay proceedsvia p! K + �[14]by dressing

5



N 5 N 10 N 24 r �� s=�sin% �G U T m b=m � �X =�M SSM

M SSM 0 0 0 :72 1:00 � 6:4 0:0 :040 :042 1:80 1:87 1:0 1:0

1 2 0 0 :75 1:11 � 4:8 � :1 :050 :053 1:88 1:96 :86 :79

2 4 0 0 :79 1:29 � 2:7 � :1 :066 :073 1:99 2:09 :70 :57

3 6 0 0 :85 1:59 :43 � :1 :096 :118 2:15 2:30 :51 :34

4 8 0 0 :97 2:16 6:3 � 1:8 :175 :333 2:44 2:65 :29 :13

5 1 1 0 :71 1:63 � 6:1 1:3 :070 :081 2:08 2:31 :71 :38

6 3 1 0 :76 2:23 � 3:7 1:5 :104 :149 2:28 2:64 :51 :18

7 5 1 0 :83 4:20 :73 � 2:1 :203 1:68 2:64 3:36 :27 :03

8 0 2 0 :48 1:57 � 9:3 � :2 :088 :118 2:01 2:28 1:0 :35

9 2 2 0 :46 2:16 � 7:6 � 1:6 :144 :332 2:18 2:62 :79 :14

10 0 0 1 :49 :72 � 3:3 26: :280 2:38 2:32 3:26 :52 :18

Table 4: The one-loop (leftcolum n)and two-loop (rightcolum n)resultsforthe ratio,

r= M X
G U T

=M M SSM
G U T

,�� s=�s [in % ],�G U T,theratiom b=m �.and theratio�
X =�M SSM .W e

have chosen m 0(M G U T)= 200 GeV,��(M G U T)= 1 TeV foralladditional�elds,�,and

�t(M G U T)= �G U T.Furtherm ore,wehave�xed m 1=2 such thatM ~g(M ~g)= 200 GeV.

ofthedim ension 5 operatorsobtained from thenon-renorm alizableterm ofthesuperpo-

tential

W N R = �(qq)(ql); (15)

where the SU(2)indices are contracted inside the brackets and 
avorand colorindices

areom itted.Attheone-loop levelwe�nd

�/
1

M G U T

m um d� i

 
�i(m z)

�G U T

! (�iu+ �
i
d
� 3

2

iq�

1

2

i
l
)=�i

: (16)

Here,we have de�ned �i
d = �ib,�

i
u = (13=18;3=2;8=3),
iq = (1=10;3=2;8=3),and 
il =

(1=2;3=2;0).Ofcourse,a precise determ ination ofthevalueof� isproblem aticwithout

a selfconsistent m odelfor the origin ofthe Yukawa couplings for allthree generations.

However,we do notworry aboutany overallfactorssince we are only interested in the

ratio �X =�M SSM .

In Table 4 we have sum m arized ourresultsforthe M SSM and 8 extended m odelschar-

acterized by N 5,N 10,and N 24.W ehavechosen thesom ewhatlargevaluesof�� = 1 TeV

foralladditional�elds � in orderto exploitasm any m odels aspossible. The param e-

terindependent lower lim iton the gluino m assofM ~g > 100 GeV hasbeen established

from directparticlesearch atCDF[15].However,strongerlim itscan bederived from the

chargino/neutralino search by im posing GUT constraintsand wechoseM ~g = 200 GeV in

orderto safely avoid allthepresentbounds.

The �rst row corresponds to the M SSM where we have �M SSM
s = 0:124 and M M SSM

G U T =

2:3� 1016 GeV for our choice ofparam eters. In the di�erent colum ns we present the

6



result forthe uni�cation scale divided by the two-loop M SSM value and denoted by r,

the relative change in the prediction of�s with respect to the two-loop M SSM value,

the uni�ed gauge coupling,�G U T,and the ratio ofm b(m z)to m �(m z). The two values

correspond to the resultsobtained by using one-loop and two-loop � functions. W e see

thatalready fortheM SSM thevalueofm b=m � for�t(M G U T)= �G U T isslightly aboveits

experim entalvalueofm b=m � ’ 1:6butcan stillbebroughtin agreem entwith experim ent

by a m odest increase of�t orby choosing �b = O (�t)[2]. The situation becom es m ore

problem aticin allextended m odelswherethisratio increaseseven m ore.

Furtherm ore,we see thatthe m odels4,7,9 and 10 becom e non-perturbative atM G U T.

This scenario ofnon-perturbative uni�cation wasalready advocated in ref.[16]in non-

SUSY m odelsand in ref.[17]extended to SUSY m odelsasbeing particularly attractive.

The reason is thatthe dependence of�i on �G U T in eq.11 vanishes in the large �G U T
lim it.In thepresence ofexplicitm assterm sthisargum entbecom esm orecom plicated.

From eq.10 we see thatthe low energy particle spectrum becom esnon-predictive when

�G U T vanishes.However,wewillstillbeabletouseperturbation theory topredictcertain

trendsin thesem odels.Forexam ple,attheone-loop levelthegluino m asssatis�es

M ~g(M ~g)=
�s(M ~g)

�G U T
m 1=2; (17)

and thuswe�nd M ~g(M ~g)� m 1=2 in allm odelswith non-perturbativegaugeuni�cation.

On theotherhand,wehaveforthesquark m asses

M
2
~Q
= Cm

2

1=2 + :::; (18)

where C ’ 6� 0:8�X �
> 2 and we have dropped irrelevant term s. Thus,by im posing

M ~g(M ~g)= 200 GeV we �nd typically thatallthe squark m asseshave to be in the TeV

region orhigherdepending on �G U T. Such a large hierarchy between the squark m asses

and the electro-weak scale requires �ne-tuning and is problem atic aswe willsee in the

following. In the lim it ofsm allgluino m ass the soft SUSY breaking top squark m ass

param eters,M 2
~tP
(P = L;R)and theHiggsm assparam eter,M H 2

,areclosely related by

thesolution to theirRG equations

�(m z)

�(M G U T)
= exp

�

� 6

Z t0

0

�tdt

�

; (19)

wherewehavede�ned � � M 2
~tL
+ M 2

~tR
+ M 2

H 2
.In thelim itoflarge�t therighthand side

ofeq.19 vanishesand we�nd
�
�
�M

2

H 2

�
�
� ’ M

2
~tL
+ M

2
~tR �
> (1 TeV)2: (20)

Thecorrectelectro-weak sym m etry breaking then im pliesthatwehaveto�ne-tune� and

M 2
H 2

overseveralordersofm agnitudein orderto satisfy

M
2

H 2
+ �

2 = 0(m 2

z): (21)

Thisheavy SUSY particle spectrum and the associated �ne-tuning isa generic problem

in allm odelswith non-perturbativeuni�cation overtheentireparam eterspace.

7



�1=�G U T �2=�G U T �3=�G U T �� 1em sin2�
M S

�s

1 1 1 127:9 :232 :156

0:1 1 1 132:5 :224 :158

1 0:1 1 130:2 :246 :161

1 1 0:1 126:3 :229 :112

10 1 1 127:6 :232 :155

1 10 1 127:9 :231 :154

1 1 10 128:7 :234 :155

Table5: Theprediction ofthelow energy gaugecouplingconstantsforvariousboundary

conditionsatM G U T in m odel10

Itisinteresting to notethatm odel10 autom atically providesa solution to thisproblem .

Here,the gluino can acquire a m ass via m ixing with the octet ofthe 24 dim ensional

representation[5]and asa resultthe m assparam eterM ~g(M ~g)can bem uch sm allerthan

the lower bound on the gluino m ass. Such a dirac m ass term can be com patible with

R sym m etry[18]and wasalready advocated in ref.[19]asthe origin ofthe gluino m ass.

Furtherm ore,a m odelwith an approxim ate R sym m etry naturally yields large value of

Higgsvacuum expectation values,tan�,which explainsthe large ratio ofm t to m b. In

theM SSM thiscan only beachieved by �ne-tuning[20].

In orderto see how farwe can trustperturbation theory in the caseofnon-perturbative

uni�cation wewillm odifytheboundarycondition ofeq.4form odel10.InTable5wehave

listed theprediction for�em (m z),sin
2�

M S
,and �s(m z).W ehaveused M G U T = 1:6� 1016

and �G U T = 3:2.

W e �nd indeed that ifM G U T is close to a Landau pole any potentially large threshold

correctionsgetwashed outvia RG evolution into the perturbative region below M G U T.

W eseethatchangesoftheGUT inputparam etersby a factorof10 only changesthelow

energy valuesby typically a few % (theexception isthecasewhere�3
l�1;�2 becausehere,thesplittingofthe24duetoeq.10isonlym ild).Asaresult,atheory

that is non-perturbative at M G U T m ight stillallow for reliable low energy predictions.

In fact,in m odel10 the three gauge couplings are com pletely �xed by only one input

param eter,M G U T,ratherthan two asin the M SSM .However,itissom ewhatsurprising

that the predictability ofthe m odelis not so m uch lim ited by non-perturbative e�ects

at M G U T but rather by the low energy threshold corrections in eq.11. The reason is

that the particle spectrum derived in eq.10 becom es non-predictive in the large �G U T
lim it and can only provide us with a qualitative understanding. In general,we expect

colored particles to be m uch heavier than the electro-weak scale and to decouple at a

higher scale. This predicts an decrease of�� 13 due to eq.11 which for our particular

choice ofparam etersand using ourtwo-loop RG approach resultsin an overestim ate of

�s by about30% .Thisnum bershould notbeinterpreted asaprediction butratherasan

indication forhow theunpredictability oftheparticlespectrum feedsinto theprediction

ofthecoupling constants.
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In sum m ary, we have investigated 10 extensions ofthe M SSM with additionalSU(5)

m ultiplets.W e�nd thatin allm odelswhere�G U T < 1 theprediction of�s only changes

by a few % .Furtherm ore,theratio m b=m � increase and theproton decay ratedecreases

with increasing�G U T.W epointoutthatm odelswith non-perturbativeuni�cation predict

in generala largesquark to gluino m assratio which leadsto a �ne-tuning problem once

we im pose the experim entallowerlim iton the gluino m ass. The exception isthe m odel

with an additional24dim ensionalrepresentation wherethegluinocan haveadiracm ass.

However,SUSY threshold correctionsto �s arepositive and largedue to largem ultiplet

splitting and in generalraise�s signi�cantly abovetheexperim entallim it.
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