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A bstract

The uni cation of gauge coupling constants in the m inin al supersym m etric m odel
M SSM ) is una ected at the oneldoop lkvel by the inclusion of additional m ass—
degenerate SU (5) multiplets. Perturbativity puts an upper lin i on the num ber of
addiional elds. W e analyse the evolution of the gauge coupling constants in all
m odels satisfying these criteria using two-loop  functions and including low energy

threshold e ects. W e nd that sin ilarly to the m Inin al supersym m etric m odel
M SSM ) uni cation takesplace w ithin the theoretical and experim ental errors. T he
dom inant proton decay m ode ism ore suppressed in allextended m odels as opposed
to theM SSM due to renom alization group e ects. H owever, the prediction for the
bottom to m ass ratio becom esworse in allm odels under consideration.
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T he prediction of the strong coupling constant, ¢, within the fram ework ofthem inin al
supersymm etric m odel M SSM ) assum ing gauge coupling uni cation w ithout any inter-
m ediate scale is in acoeptable agreem ent w ith experin entfl]]. In addition, the uni cation
of and bottom Yukawa couplings is quite prom isinglR].

D espite these successes of supersym m etric grand uni ed theordes (SUSY GU T s) based on
SU (5) B] there rem ain still som e problem s. For exam ple, the prediction forthe down type
quarks from Yukawa uni cation ofthe rsttwo generationsiso byafactor m yqm )=Mmmg) =
O (10).M aybe them ost sever challenge is the so-called doubkt/triplt problm f]ofgiving
the colored H iggs triplet a m ass of the order of M ¢y whilke retaining the H iggs doublets
resoonsible for the electro-weak symm etry breaking at the electroweak scale. There have
been m any attem pt to try and solve these problem s all of which have one thing in com —
mon: they require the ntroduction of new elds. Thus, an extension of the particke
content oftheM SSM is lnevitabl and onem ight ask w hether som e of these new particles
are present in the low energy e ective theory. This idea has already been explored in
ref. [§, B] and will be reconsidered here in view of the in proved experim ental lin its on
the gauge coupling constants. In addition, we w ill relax the constraint for perturbativity
and as a resul obtain m odels that have not been considered before.

From the severity of the doublet/triplet problem we know how hard it is to construct a
m odelw ith a Jargem ass hierarchy between di erent SU (3) SU (2) U (1) m embers ofthe
sam e SU (5) multiplet. T herefore, we can expect that the m ost natural extensions of the
M SSM will com e as com plete SU (5) multiplets in the low energy e ective theory. It isa
sin ple exercise to show that all such extensions w ill preserve gauge coupling uni cation
at the oneJloop level.

T he renom alization group equations RG Es) for these m odels can be w ritten as

d ;i
dt
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Here, t @ ) ! (scak), the indices i; = 1;2;3 refer to the U (1), SU ) and SU (3)
gauge group and summ ation over tw ice occurring indices is assum ed. Furthem ore, the
onedoop  functions for the gauge couplings aref]]
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w here the three contrbutionsto ; com e from the gauge sector, the H iggs doublets (In the
M SSM the number of H iggs doublts, Ny = 2) and the contribution of com plete SU (5)
muliplets. The contributions of the gauge/gaugho sector to ; are non-universal shce
som e gauge bosons and their superpartners acquire am ass via the H iggsm echanian whilke
others stay m assless due to gauge Invariance. T he contrlbutions of the H iggs bosons are
also non-universal because the doublkts are responsible or the electro-weak symm etry
breaking and should have a m ass of the order of 100 G &V whilke the H iggs triplets have
to acquire a mass at M gy In order to su ciently suppress the rate for proton-decay.
T his doublkt/triplet splitting[] is sokly m otivated by experin ent and has no satisfying



theoretical solution yet. The last tetmm which also contains the contribution of Ny = 3
generations of quarks and lptons is universal or all three couplings. N ote, that one
fam ily of quarks and Jeptons can be embedded in a 5= d°@;1;2=3) 1(1;2; 1) and a
10= q@;2;1=3) ¥ {G;1; 4=3) ©@;1; 2);thenumbersin brackets indicate the trans—
form ation properties under the SU (3), SU ) and U (1) gauge sym m etries, resoectively.)
T he reason is that the Inclusion ofa 11l SU (5) multipletsw ith a m ass, m , does not break
the SU (5) gauge symm etry and should yield a universal contrbution to allthree func-
tions at any scale above m at the onedoop kevel. The contrbutions of the extensions of
theM SSM can be written as

X= T(); €)

where the sum is over all SU () multiplets . The values of T () d()C 5 ()=r are
listed in Tablke [l orthe four sn allest representations of SU (5). Here, r = 24 isthe num ber
ofgenerators of SU (5) and C, ( ) KKd( )] is the quadratic C asin ir operator dim ension] of
the SU (5) representation [B]. By in posing gauge coupling uni cation atM gyr ie.

GUT 1Mgur)= 2Mgur)= 3Mgur); “)

and solving eg.[ll to st order In perturbation theory we obtain
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and = 1279 and sin® 5= 02319[] as the ow energy input values. T he prediction
of the strong coupling constant, 4 ;) sm,) 7 0425 is in quite good agreem ent
with the world average fm,) = 0417 0005 [P]. Ih deriving eq.[b we have assum ed
that there isno intermm ediate scale but it also holds In the case ofa w idely soread particle

goectrum  as long as the m embers of the di erent SU (5) m ultiplets lie close together.

Note, that the right hand side of eq. [§ is independent of * . This means that any
extension of the M SSM by full SU () muliplets will m aintain the property of gauge
coupling uni cation at one loop. The uni cation scale M gyr / 2 10° Ge&V remains
also unchanged and for the uni ed gauge coupling we cbtain

tr2a gt (7)

By requiring that the right hand side of eq.[] is larger than zero we nd * < 435 but
m aybem odelswith * = 5 are stillacceptable due to higher order corrections or threshold
corrections etc. and shallbe Inclided into our considerations.



In oxder to derive a viable m odel, we have to in pose additional constraints. The can—
cellation of trangle anom alies In plies that com plex representations only occur in pairs.
T hus, there are four types of extensions satisfying the above requirem ents

n additionalpairs of 5 and 5, where n = 1;2;3;4;5,
one additional pair of 10 and 10,
n additionalpairs of 5 and 10 where n = 1;2,

one additionalad pint representation, 24 = g(8;1;0) w (1;3;0) b(@;1;0) x(3;2;5=3)
% @3;2; 5=3).

E xperim ental Iower lim its on the additional particle m asses can be satis ed by adding
explicit dirac orm a prana m ass tem s into the superpotential such as

W 555; 101010; ,424%; @)

allowed by gauge nvariance In m odels of type 1, 2 and 4. M odels of type 3 correspond
to the M SSM wih four or ve generations. For the invisble width of the Z boson at
LEP experiments we know that the number of (aln ost) m assless neutrinos is 3 and a
m echanism has to be Introduced In order to give m ass to the additional neutrinos larger
than aboutm ,=2. A lso, a Iower lin it on them ass ofan additional lepton ofm o> m ,=2 at
LEP and a lIower lin it on the m ass of an additionaldown type quark ofm o > 85 GeV at
CDF have been established [§]. T his in plies that the Yukawa couplings for the additional
ferm ions are bound from below since no explicit gauge invariant m ass tem exists. O n the
other hand, there is an upper lin i on them asses from the nfrared xed-point behaviour
of the Yukawa ocouplings kaving only a very constrained region in param eter space. T he
four generation m odel has been studied recently and found to be quite constrained but
could still be feasbl if a right-handed neutrino is introduced to raise the m ass of the
left-handed neutrino above the experin ental bounds[L(]. The ve generation m odel is
even m ore constrained and m ight already be ruled out by present data. However, the
m odel with additional 5;5;10;10 with the possbility for a explicit dirac m ass for all
the additional particlkes is still allowed. It also does not require any additional elds to
generate m ass for the unseen neutrinos.

T he assum ption that allthem embers, , ofone SU (5) muliplet, , arem ass degenerate
is protected by gauge invariance. It acquires corrections below M gy where the gauge
symm etry is broken through one-loop RG evolution

d x .
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Tablk 2: The functions for the addiional elds,

where the * are listed in Tabk.[]. The solution ofeq.[d can be written as

GUT o) ’ 0
where we have assum ed that all possible additional couplings of the superpotential are
much an aller than yr and can be neglected in the evolution ofthe ;’s. Furthem ore,
we assum e that the com plex (real) multiplets are odd (even) underR -parity so that proton
decay m ediating interactions are forbidden. W e see that the solitting between the various
m em bersofan SU (5) m uliplet is quite considerable and gives rise to signi cant threshold
corrections. If we decouple the elds from the RGEs at we obtain the in proved
oneloop form ulas

1 X
B I . I T > N h— a1

where ;, isthe contrbution ofthe eld, to ; listed n Tabk[[L]]. Furthem ore,
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isthenumberofthe eds .TheM SSM threshold corrections, %, studied in ref. [[7]

raise the predicted value of m,) by about 10% and sooil the success of the GUT
prediction to som e degree.

For the com putation of Y% we have assum ed that the e ects of SUSY breaking are
param eterized in the standard fashion by including explicit soft SUSY breaking tem s
assum ed to be universalat M gyt . Thus, at M gyr we have only four independent soft
SUSY param eters: the coe cients m ultiplying the trilinear and quadratic tem s of the
superpotential, A and B, which are irrelevant for the m ass spectrum and, thus, for the
value of the gauge couplings at the lkrading log level, them ass for all spin 0 particlesm o,
and the gaugino m ass param eter, m -, . W e refrain from a m ore sophisticated treatm ent
ofthe SUSY threshold corrections since here we only care about the changes of extended
m odels w ith respect to the M SSM .) From the last two param eters we can derive the full
low energy m ass spectrum via RG evolution.

In deriving eq.[1] we have also m ade the assum ption that them ass splitting between spin
0 and spin 1/2 com ponents due to soft SUSY breaking m ass temm s can be neglected. T his
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Tabl 3: The onedoop functions for the SU 3) SU ) U (1) gauge couplings due to
the individual representations . Note that by sum m ing over a com plkte SU (5) multiplet
we recover the universal coe cients of Tablke 1

is m otivated by the observation that the H iggsm ass param eter has to be of the order
of the top squark m ass for correct radiative electro-weak symm etry breaking. H owever,
from eq.[ld we see that 2 ( ) 2 ,) if carries color. Alo, 2fm,) is additionally
suppressed by the e ect ofthe large top Yukawa coupling, . W ew illretum to thispoint
In the context of radiative electro-weak sym m etry breaking.

A dditionale ectson the uni cation of the gauge couplings arise because the universality
of * ineq.[] isviclated at the twoJoop kvel. The twodoop  functions of these m odels
can easily be derived from ref. [[3]
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Here we have not ssparated out the contributions of the Individual representations snoe
the two-Joop threshold corrections analogous to the oneJdoop corrections of eq. [I] are

negligble.

InmininalSU (5) SUSY G UT s the down-type quark elds d and the left-handed Jpton
elds 1 are embedded In one representation and as a result the and bottom Yukawa
couplings areuni ed atM gy . In the Im it of negligble and bottom Yukawa couplings

(ie. HEEN cuT) We can w rite in the one-loop approxin ation
| . .
.(1 l):i 7
my ;) GUT > 1" %
—_— = - at ; 14)
m @, () =P,

where = (7=18;3=2;8=3) and = (3=2;3=2;0). It iseasy to see that m,=m increases
wih gyr and hence also with * . This increase can be com pensated by an increase
in the top Yukawa coupling, . However, . quickly approaches its IR xed-point .’
8=9) ¢ mearMgyr: + ' @4=27) guyr). Hence, any signi cant increase of the value
of the integral in eq.[14 can only com e from the integration close to M gyr and requires
unperturbatively large values of M gyr ). Thus, In our num erical work we have used

tMgur) = cur In order to obtain a natural upper lin  for the Integral In eq.
and, hence, a natural ower bound on m ,=m for a particular m odel assum Ing -bottom
Yukawa uni cation.

Another inportant constraint on SUSY-GUT models com es from non-observation of
proton-decay. Tn theM SSM the dom fant decay proceedsviap ! K + [14]by dressing
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Tablk 4: The onedoop (left column) and two-loop (right colum n) results for the ratio,
r=MZ M, =:M%) cur,thermtiomy=m .andthematio *= "5 . wWe

have chossn moM gyt ) = 200 G&V, Mcur) = 1TeV foralladditional elds, , and
tMgur)= gur.Furthemore, wehave xedm i, such thatM 4 M 4) = 200 GeV .

of the din ension 5 operators obtained from the non-renom alizable term of the superpo-—
tential

Wyr = @@; 15)

where the SU (2) indices are contracted inside the brackets and avor and color indices
are om itted. At the one-loop kevelwe nd

l i Z u Cil
mamy , iz : (16)
MGUT GUT
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Here, we have de ned ;= |, .= (13=18;3=2;8=3), ! = (1=10;3=2;8=3),and ;=
(1=2;3=2;0). 0 f course, a precise determm ination of the value of is problem atic w ithout
a selfoonsistent m odel for the origin of the Yukawa couplings for all three generations.
However, we do not worry about any overall factors since we are only interested in the

ratio *= MSSM

In Tabke [ we have summ arized our resuls for the M SSM and 8 extended m odels char-
acterized by N5, N 19, and N 54, . W e have chosen the som ewhat large valuesof = 1Te&V

for all additional elds In order to exploi asm any m odels as possible. The param e-
ter iIndependent lower Iim it on the gluino mass ofM 4 > 100 GeV has been established
from direct particle search at CDF [[J]. H owever, stronger lim its can be derived from the
chargino/neutralino search by inposing GUT constraints and we choseM 4 = 200 G&V in
order to safely avoid all the present bounds.

The rst row corresponds to the M SSM where we have Y5 = 0424 and M J 25" =

S

23 10° Gev for our choice of param eters. In the di erent colum ns we present the



result for the uni cation scale divided by the two-loop M SSM value and denoted by r,
the relative change In the prediction of ¢ with respect to the two-loop M SSM value,
the uni ed gauge coupling, gyr, and the ratio ofmp,m,) tom f@m,). The two values
corresoond to the results obtained by using one-loop and two-Joop  functions. W e see
that already fortheM SSM thevalieofmy=m for M gyr)= gur iSslightly above its
experin entalvalieofm=m ' 1:6but can stillbebrought in agreem ent w ith experin ent
by a m odest increase of  orby choosing = O ( ) E]. T he situation becom es m ore
problam atic in all extended m odels w here this ratio increases even m ore.

Furthem ore, we see that them odels 4, 7, 9 and 10 becom e non-perturbative at M gy -
This scenario of non-perturbative uni cation was already advocated in ref. [[4] n non-
SUSY models and in ref. f[]] extended to SUSY m odels as being particularly attractive.
The reason is that the dependence of ; on gyr I &g. @ vanishes in the large guyr

Iim it. In the presence of explicit m ass tem s this argum ent becom es m ore com plicated.

From eg.|l( we see that the Iow energy particke soectrum beocom es non-predictive when
cur vanishes. However, we w ill stillbe able to use perturbation theory to predict certain

trends In these m odels. For exam ple, at the one-Joop kvel the gluino m ass satis es
sMg)

GUT

MgMg)= mi=; (17)

and thuswe ndM 4M 4) m;-, In allm odelsw ith non-perturbative gauge uni cation.
On the other hand, we have for the squark m asses

MZ=Cmi,+ 18)

where C ' 6 08 % > 2 and we have dropped irrelevant tem s. Thus, by in posing
MqMy4) = 200 GeV we nd typically that all the squark m asses have to be in the Tev
region or higher depending on gyt - Such a large hierarchy between the squark m asses
and the electro-weak scale requires netuning and is problem atic as we will see In the
follow Ing. In the lin it of an all gluino m ass the soft SUSY breaking top squark m ass
parameters,M,; ® = L;R) and the H ggsm ass param eter, M ,, are closely related by
the solution to theirRG equations
Z g

m ;)
— = &xp 6 at ; 19)
™M gur) o

where we have de ned M tZL + M,CZR +M ¢ . In the lin it of large . the right hand side
of eq.[Lld vanishes and we nd

M7, " ME+MZ > (1TeV)?: (20)

T he correct electro-weak symm etry breaking then in pliesthat we have to netune and
M }%2 over several orders ofm agnitude in order to satisfy

Mi + *=0@m2): (21)

This heavy SUSY particle spectrum and the associated netuning is a generic problem
In allm odels w ith non-perturoative uni cation over the entire param eter space.
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1= GUT 2= GUT 3= M S
1 1 1 1279 232 156
01 1 1 1325 224 158
1 01 1 1302 246 a6l
1 1 01 1263 229 112
10 1 1 1276 232 155
1 10 1 1279 231 154
1 1 10 12837 234 155

Tablk 5: The prediction ofthe low energy gauge coupling constants for various boundary
conditions at M gyt In model 10

Tt is interesting to note that m odel 10 autom atically provides a solution to this problem .
Here, the gluino can acquire a m ass via m ixing w ith the octet of the 24 din ensional
rqoresentatjonE] and as a result the m ass param eterM 4 M 4) can be much am aller than
the lower bound on the gluino m ass. Such a dirac m ass tetm can be com patbl wih
R symm etry[I§] and was already advocated in ref. [[4] as the origin of the gluino m ass.
Furthem ore, a m odel w ith an approxin ate R symm etry naturally yields large value of
H iggs vacuum expectation values, tan , which explains the large ratio ofm tom . In
theM SSM this can only be achieved by ne-tuningqQ].

In order to see how farwe can trust perturbation theory in the case of non-perturbative
uni cation wew illm odify the boundary condition ofeq.] form odel10. h Tablkfwehave
listed the prediction fr o fm,), sh® 5,and cfm,).WehaveussdM gy = 16 16°
and gyt = 32.

W e nd indeed that ifM gyr is close to a Landau polk any potentially large threshold
corrections get washed out via RG evolution into the perturbative region below M gy~ -«
W e see that changes ofthe GUT Input param eters by a factor of 10 only changes the low
energy valuesby typically a few $ (the exception is the case where 5
1 :; ,becausehere, the splitting ofthe 24 due to eq.[[( isonly m id) . A sa result, a theory
that is non-perturbative at M gyt m ight still allow for reliabl low energy predictions.
In fact, In m odel 10 the three gauge couplings are com pktely xed by only one nput
param eter, M ¢y, rather than two as in the M SSM . However, it is som ew hat surprising
that the predictability of the m odel is not so mudch lim ited by non-perturbative e ects
at M qyr but rather by the Iow energy threshold corrections in eq.[[]. The reason is
that the particle spectrum derived in eg. becom es non-predictive in the large gyr
lin it and can only provide us w ith a qualitative understanding. In general, we expect
colored particles to be much heavier than the electro-weak scale and to decouplk at a
higher scale. This predicts an decrease of ! due to eq. ] which for our particular
choice of param eters and using our two—-Jdoop RG approach results in an overestin ate of
s by about 30% . T his num ber should not be interpreted as a prediction but rather asan
Indication for how the unpredictability of the particle spectrum feeds into the prediction
of the coupling constants.



In summ ary, we have investigated 10 extensions of the M SSM w ith additional SU (5)
multiplets. W e nd that n allmodelswhere 4yr < 1 the prediction of ¢ only changes
by a f&w % . Furthem ore, the ratiom ,=m Increase and the proton decay rate decreases
w ith ncreasing gyr - W epoint out that m odelsw ith non-perturbative uni cation predict
In general a large squark to gluino m ass ratio which leads to a netuning problem once
we In pose the experin ental Iower lin it on the gluino m ass. T he exogption is the m odel
w ith an additional24 din ensional representation w here the gliino can have a diracm ass.
However, SUSY threshold correctionsto ¢ are positive and large due to hrge multiplet
slitting and In general raise ¢ signi cantly above the experim ental lim it.
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