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A bstract

Considerationsofm assiveneutrinos,baryogenesisaswellasferm ion m ass

texturesin thegrand uni�ed theory fram ework providestrong m otivationsfor

supersym m etric(SUSY)SO (10)asthe theory beyond the standard m odel.If

onewantstosim ultaneously solvethestrongCP problem viathePeccei-Q uinn

m echanism ,them ostnaturalway toim plem entitwithin thefram ework ofthe

SUSY SO (10)m odelisto havean interm ediatescale(vB L)(corresponding to

B-L sym m etry breaking)around theinvisibleaxion scaleofabout1011 -1012

G eV.Such a scale isalso desirable if�� isto constitute the hotdark m atter

(HDM )ofthe universe. In this paper,we discuss exam ples ofsuperstring

inspired SUSY SO (10) m odels with interm ediate scales that are consistent

with the low energy precision m easurem ents of the standard m odelgauge

couplings.Thehypothesisofb� �uni�cation which isasuccessfulprediction of

m any grand uni�ed theoriesisthen required ofthesem odelsand theresulting

prediction ofb-quark m assisused asa m easureofviability ofthese schem es.

1W ork supported by a grantfrom the NationalScienceFoundation

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9502210v1


Detailed analysisofa m odelwith a vB L ’ 1011 G eV,which satis�esboth the

requirem entsofinvisibleaxion and �� asHDM ispresented and shown to lead

to m b ’ 4:9 G eV in the one-loop approxim ation.
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1 Introduction

There are m any reasons for the recent surge ofinterest in supersym m etric

(SUSY)SO(10)m odelssuch as(i)apossibility tounderstand theobserved patterns

offerm ion m asses and m ixings[1];(ii)sm allnon-zero neutrino m asses[2,3];(iii)a

sim plem echanism sforbaryogenesis[4],etc.Therecentobservation[5]thatleveltwo

com pacti�cation ofsuperstring m odelscan also lead to SO(10)m odelswith higher

dim ensionalm ultiplets such as 45 and 54 that can help in grand uni�ed theory

(GUT)sym m etry breaking hasinjected new enthusiasm to this�eld.

In allSO(10)m odelsconsidered to date,oneassum esa grand desertscenario

between theTeV scale(correspondingtotheelectroweak sym m etry aswellasSUSY

breaking) and the GUT scale,M U ,oforder 10
16 GeV.This scenario is ofcourse

required ifthe known low energy gauge couplings are to unify at M U given the

particlespectrum ofthem inim alsupersym m etric standard m odel(M SSM )[6]

Therearehoweverreasonstoentertain thepossibility thataGUT m odelsuch

asSO(10)should havean interm ediatescalearound 1011 -1012 GeV corresponding

toB-L sym m etry breaking.The�rstonehastodowith solvingthestrongCP prob-

lem via thePeccei-Quinn m echanism [7].Since cosm ologicalconstraintsrequire the

PQ-sym m etry breaking scale,vP Q ,around 10
11 -1012 GeV,itwill�tnaturally into

an SO(10)m odelifa gauge subgroup ofSO(10)such asSU(2)R � U(1)B � L breaks

around the sam e interm ediate scale,i.e.,vB � L � vP Q . Another reason that such

m odelm ay beofinteresthasto do with thepossibility thatthetau neutrino with a

m assoffew electron voltsm ay constitutethehotdark m atter(HDM )com ponentof

theuniverseneeded to �ttheobservationson thelargescalestructurewith thesuc-

cessfulbigbangpicture[8].In thesee-saw m echanism forneutrinom assespredicted

by a classofSO (10)m odels,thisrequiresthattherem ustbean interm ediatescale

corresponding to the B � L sym m etry breaking around 1011 � 1012 GeV,which is
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ofthesam eorderasrequired fortheinvisibleaxion scenario.Thefactthatsuch an

SO(10)scenario em ergesnaturally in non-supersym m etric contexthasbeen known

forsom etim e[9].

As faras the neutrino m ass alone isconcerned,one could argue thatan eV

rangem assforthetau neutrino could beobtained in thegrand deserttypeSO (10)

m odels by judicious "dialing" down ofthe Yukawa coupling ofthe 126 coupling

to the m atter spinors. This would ofcourse not accom odate the invisible axion

solution to thestrong CP-problem .M oreover,in two interesting recentpapers[10],

ithasbeen noted thatatleastforthesm alltan� case,thisalternativem ay run into

trouble with the hypothesis ofbottom -tau m ass uni�cation[11],which is another

successfulprediction ofgrand uni�ed theories.Ofcourseonecould abandon theb� �

uni�cation hypothesisasin SO (10)m odelswhich contain126+ 126 m ultiplets(e.g.

seeRef.[3])oronecould considera largetan� scenario.Butifweinsiston a sm all

tan�,then an alternative thatisavailable isto abandon the grand desertscenario

and considerinterm ediatescaletypeSO (10)m odelsand seeifitisconsistentwith

theb� � uni�cation hypothesis.In thispaper,weexplorethispossibility.

W e �rst seek sim ple extensions ofthe m inim alSUSY SO(10) m odelwhich

can supportinterm ediatescalescorrespondingtoB-L sym m etry breakingconsistent

with thegaugecouplinguni�cation.W ewillassum ethatsupersym m etry isan exact

sym m etry abovetheweak scale,asisgenerally believed.Severalsuch m odelshave

already been discussed in theliterature[12,13].In ourwork,wewillassum ethatthe

particlespectrum below thePlanck scaleisofthetypedictated by recentleveltwo

Kac-M oodyschem es[5],sothattheycontain three16 dim .spinorscorrespondingto

threegenerationsofm atter�elds,anum berof10,16H +16H ,45 and54 dim ensional

�elds. This is one ofthe respects in which our work di�ers from earlier works in

Ref.[12].Forthiscase,byappropriateadjustm entsoftheparticlespectrum ,wehave

found severalnew classesofinterm ediate scale m odels.Ifwe choose a value ofthe
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QCD coupling �3c � :115,only oneclassofthesem odelsissingled outaspreferable

to the others in the one loop approxim ation. Since the two loop corrections to

these results are not that drastic,we choose to do a m ore detailed analysis with

thism odel.W ethen im posetheadditionalrequirem entthattheYukawa couplings

corresponding to the bottom quark and the tau lepton unify at M U and use the

prediction for the bottom quark m ass as an indicator ofthe viability ofa given

scenario. W e are able to �nd one scenario which hasvB L ’ 1011 GeV asdesired,

with aprediction form b ’ 4:9GeV in theoneloop approxim ation,which webelieve

isphenom enologically acceptable[14].Thisisthem ain resultofourpaper.

W e have organized this paper as follows: in Sec.2,we discuss exam ples of

SUSY SO(10)m odels,whereinterm ediateB-L sym m etry breaking scalescan arise,

consistentwith gauge coupling uni�cation;in Sec.3,we discussthe restrictionsof

b-� Yukawa uni�cation in these m odels;in Sec.4,we discusshow neutrino m asses

areunderstood in thisclassofm odel;in Sec.5,wepresentourconcluding rem arks.

2 G auge C oupling uni�cation and the Interm edi-

ate Scale for B -L Sym m etry B reaking

Itiswell-known thatifoneassum esexactsupersym m etry abovetheTeV scale

and theparticlespectrum oftheM SSM ,thereisno room foran interm ediatescale

consistentwith gauge coupling uni�cation. On the otherhand,there existseveral

exam ples[12,13]where changing the spectrum can lead to a variety ofpossibilities

forinterm ediatescalescorrespondingtoSU(2)R � U(1)B � L sym m etry breaking.Our

goalisto seek an interm ediate scale around 1010 -1012,m otivated by the allowed

scalefortheinvisible axion solution to thestrong CP problem and an HDM ��.In

ouranalysisofgauge coupling uni�cation,we will�rstuse one-loop beta function

to geta rough idea aboutthe nature ofinterm ediate scales. W e willthen pick out
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the scenario which hasthe bestchance offul�lling ourrequirem entsand do a two

loop analysis forthe gauge coupling evolution to �nd the m ore exactvalue ofthe

interm ediate scale. Atthe two-loop level,there isa top-quark contribution to the

beta-function. In our calculation we willignore this for sim plicity ofcalculation.

Therelevantevolution equationsforthegaugecouplingsare:

d�i

dt
=

bi

2�
�
2

i +
X

j

bij

8�2
�
2

i�j; (1)

where i=1,2,3,between M Z � � � MR and denote the U(1)Y ,SU(2)L,SU(3)c

-sym m etries respectively,whereasi=1,2,3,4,forM R � � � MU and denote the

U(1)B � L,SU(2)L,SU(2)R,SU(3)c -sym m etriesrespectively.

Before presenting the detailed results,let us discuss the one loop evolution

equationsto getan idea aboutthenatureofthem odelsthatcan supportan inter-

m ediatescale.

2�[�� 1i (M Z)� �
� 1

U (M U )]= biR + b
0

i(U � R) (2)

where we have denoted U = ln
M U

M Z
and R = ln

M R

M Z
;b02 and b03 stand forthe values

forthe SU(2)L and SU(3)c beta function coe�cientsabove theM R scale and b0
1
=

2

5
bB � L+

3

5
b2R .Usingtheseone-loopequations,severalsolutionswerefoundinRef.[12]

whereonecan haveM R ’ 1011� 1012 GeV;Sinceweareinterested in solutionswith

sim ilarvaluesforM R ,letusm ention thetwo solutionsfound there:

Solution A:TheHiggsm ultipletsaboveM R havetheU(1)B � L � SU(2)L � SU(2)R �

SU(3)c (called G LR in whatfollows):oneof(2,1,3,1)+ (-2,1,3,1);(0,3,1,1);

(0,1,1,8)each and two of(0,2,2,1).

Solution B:In thiscase,the Higgsm ultipletsabove M R have G LR transform ation

properties:oneofeach ofthefollowing:(2,1,3,1)+ (-2,1,3,1);(1,1,2,1)+ (-1,

1,2,1);(0,2,2,1);(0,3,1,1)and (0,1,1,8).
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Note that both these solutions require the existence ofthe 126 + 126 pair

at the GUT scale;therefore they cannot em erge from sim ple superstring m odels

with eitherKac-M oody leveloneortwo [5].W ethereforeseek solutionsthatdonot

involvethesem ultiplets.W ehavefound six solutionsusing them ethod described in

Ref[15].Oneofthem istheonealready found by Deshpande,Keith and Rizzo[13].

They areallcharacterized two integers(nH ;nX ),wherenH representsthenum ber

of (0;2;2;1) m ultiplets and nX represents the num ber of (1;1;2;1)+(� 1;1;2;1)

m ultipletpairsabove the scale M R . Note thatthese scenariosnecessarily involve

D-paritybreaking[16].Below wegivetheoneand twoloop betafunction coe�cients

biand bij fordi�erentm assrangesforthesecasesand in tableI,welistthesolutions.

(i)ForM SU SY � � � MR ,

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

b1

b2

b3

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

=

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

33

5

1

� 3

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

; bij =

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

199

25

27

5

88

5

9

5
25 24

11

5
9 14

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

;

(ii)ForM R � � � MU ,
0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

b1

b2

b3

b4

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

6+ 3

2
nX

nH

nH + nX

� 3

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; bij =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

7+ 9

4
nX 9 9+ 9

2
nX 8

3 18+ 7nH 3nH 24

3+ 3

2
nX 3nH 18+ 7nH + 7nX 24

1 9 9 14

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

:

Notethatthelight(0,2,2,1)Higgsesoriginatefrom 10-dim .SO(10)representation

and thelightHiggspairsof(-1,1,2,1)+(1,1,2,1)originatefrom 16-dim .SO(10)

representation.

In order to discuss the im plications ofthese equations,we use the following

valuesof�i(M Z)[17]

�
� 1

1
(M Z) = 58:97� 0:05;

�
� 1

2 (M Z) = 29:62� 0:04; (3)
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�3c(M Z) = 0:120� 0:013: (4)

For a given m odel,the value ofthe interm ediate scale M R depends m ainly

upon �3c(M Z).W edisplay thisdependencein Fig.1usingone-loop renorm alization

equations,whereonly them ean valuesof�i(M Z)(i=1,2)areused.From Figure1,

it is clear that only for the two m odels (V) and (VI) one can have interm ediate

scalesaround 1011 GeV,in which we areinterested.Forthosetwo m odels,wegive

thetwo-loop runningofthethreegaugecouplingsfrom M SU SY � mtscaletoM U ,in

Figure2 and 3.Thesetwo-loop resultsarelittlechanged from theone-loop results.

W e also wish to note that between M Z and m t,we use the standard m odelbeta

functionsand then treatthe top m assasa threshold correction[18]. W e have not

included any otherthershold correctionsin ourcalculations.

3 C onstraint ofb-� U ni�cation

In this section, we willexplore whether it is possible to achieve b-� m ass

uni�cation in the class ofinterm ediate scale scenarios discussed in the previous

section. Let us �rst give a qualitative overview ofthe issues involved here. It is

well-known that Yukawa couplings for the bottom quark (hb) and the tau lepton

(h�)evolvedi�erently abovetheweak scale.Therearetwo classesofdiagram sthat

controltheirevolution: (i)one classinvolving the virtualgauge bosonsand (ii)a

second classinvolvingvirtualHiggsbosons.W ewillkeep theire�ectsup toone-loop

forallthequarksand display theequationsin term sofYi�
h2
i

4�
,wherei = t;b;�:

dYt

dt
=

Yt

2�

"

6Yt+ Yb�
X

i

c
(t)

i �i

#

; (5)
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dYb

dt
=

Yb

2�

"

Yt+ 6Yb+ Y� �
X

i

c
(b)

i �i

#

; (6)

dY�

dt
=

Y�

2�

"

4Y� + 3Yb�
X

i

c
(�)

i �i

#

; (7)

wherei= 1,2,3denoteU(1)Y ,SU(2)L,and SU(3)C respectively,and c
(t)

i = (13/15,

3,16/3);c
(b)

i = (7/15,3,16/3);c
(�)

i = (9/5,3,0).W ealsonotethatwehaverede�ned

theU(1)Y gaugecouplingsothatthenew U(1)Y -charges,~Y aregiven by ~Y =
q

3

5
Y ,

Y being thecanonically assigned U(1)Y -charge.

Itiswell-known [19]thatifallYukawacouplingsweresm all,then sim pleclosed

form solutionsrelating theYukawa couplingsatdi�erentm assscalescan bewritten

down.In particularonecan obtain

hb(M Z)

h�(M Z)
=

hb(M U )

h�(M U )

 
�1(M Z)

�1(M U )

!
�

c
(b)

1
� c

(�)

1

2b1

 
�3c(M Z)

�3c(M U )

!
�

c
(b)

3

2b3

�
hb(M U )

h�(M U )
R
U
g : (8)

The b-� uni�cation scenario im plies hb(M U ) = h�(M U ). If we ignore the

e�ectsofthe U(1)Y -coupling,we can easily see thatsince �3(M Z)> �3(M U )and

b3 < 0,hb(M Z)> h�(M Z)asneeded.Num erically,evaluating theright-hand sideof

Eq.(8),one �ndsthathb(M Z)=h�(M Z)=
m b

m �
(M Z)’ R U

g exceedstheexperim ental

value (denoted by R expt)by about30% .
2 Fortunately,experim entalindicationsof

a large top quark m ass already im plies that ht e�ects cannot be ignored in the

evolution ofhb;M oreover,forlarge tan� (where tan� = vu=vd with vu =< H 0
u >

and vd =< H 0
d > forM SSM ),e�ectsofhb and h� cannotbe ignored either. This

restoresagreem entbetween GUT scale b-� uni�cation and known m assesofthe b

and �.In a sense,given thefreeparam etertan�,b-� uni�cation in a sim plegrand

deserttype GUT m odelisnotvery constraining and an arbitrary choice ofht and

2W e rem ind the readerthatin extrapolating from m b(m b)and m �(m �)to theirvaluesatM Z ,

wehaveused the three-loop Q CD and one-loop Q ED beta function e� ects[20].
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tan� helpsin m aking b� � uni�cation an experim entalsuccess.In factforthecase

ofsm alltan�,thiscan beseen explicitly from thefollowing form ula[10]:

R b=�(M Z)= R
U
g � e

� A U ; (9)

where

A U =
1

16�2

Z tU

tZ

h
2

t(t)dt; (10)

It is clear that by adjusting ht, the value ofA U can be m ade bigger than one

producing thedesired suppression.

Suppose thatwenow go beyond thegrand desertscenario and require,aswe

do here,that there is a gauge interm ediate scale,M R corresponding to SU(2)R �

U(1)B � L breaking.Severalnew featuresem erge:

(i) The nature ofthe Yukawa couplings and their evolutions change due to the

presence ofnew sym m etriesand new particlesaboveM R .

(ii)Theevolution ofgaugecouplingschangedueto thesam ereasons.

(iii)Finally between M R and M U ,b� � m assuni�cation im pliesthatthereiscancel-

lation between ht and hN (wherehN isDiractypecoupling oftheneutrinos)in the

evolution equation forhb so thatthe correctexperim entalvalue isnotguaranteed

m erely by thechoiceofht[10].

In thiscase,onecan write:

R b=�(M Z)= R
I
g:R

IU
g :e

� A I� A IU (11)

where R I
g and R

IU
g representrespectively thegaugecontributionsbetween M Z and

M R and between M R and M U and sim ilarly the A I and A IU representtheYukawa

coupling contributionsin the two ranges. The expression forA I iseasily obtained

from Eq.(10)by replacing theupperlim itby tR ;in orderto gettheexpression for

A IU ,weneed theevolution equationsfortheYukawa couplingsaboveM R which are

given below.
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Notethatin contrastwith thecasediscussed in[10],wheretherewasno gauge

interm ediatescale,wehavenow anew possibilitiestobringR b=�(M Z)intoagreem ent

with data. The sim plest way is to assum e thatabove the interm ediate scale M R ,

the QCD beta function coe�cientb 3 becom eszero,so that�3c becom esat;then

R IU
g isgiven purely by the U(1)Y evolution and one hasroughly R IU

g � 1 and the

value ofR b=�(M Z) is determ ined by the value of�3c(M R ) which is always bigger

than �3c(M U ).ThisleadstoR
I
g < R U

g which withoutany help from thetop Yukawa

coupling can lead to agreem ent with R expt. It is easy to see that this behaviour

can occurifthere isa coloroctetwith m assatM R . Ithowever turnsoutthatin

sim plestring inspired m odels,itisdi�cultto getsuch a lightoctetatM R .W ewill

thereforehavetobecontentwith thesituation wheretherearenocolor�eldsatM R

(seetableI)and seenum erically whattheprediction forR b=�(M Z)is.

Another point that is im portant for our discussion is the em bedding ofthe

M SSM Higgsdoubletsinto the GUT m ultiplets. In the case ofa single 10 SO(10)

m odel(in theabsenceofany 126+126 m ultiplets)both theM SSM Higgsm ultiplets

arepartofthis10 m ultipletwhich leadsto com pleteYukawa uni�cation (i.e.,ht=

hb = h� atM U )[21].W hilesuch m odelsarequiteelegant,acom pleteunderstanding

ofwhy tan� is large in this case becom es di�cult. W e willtherefore focus on

the sim ple class ofm odels where there are two 10-Higgses at the GUT scale. In

general,theHiggsdoubletsH u,H d ofM SSM would besom elinearcom binationsof

the doublets in 10’s. Butwe willadopta sim ple doublet-tripletsplitting pattern

such thatfor� < M R ,H u and H d ofM SSM arise from di�erent10’s. Thatsuch

a situation is possible has been shown in Ref.[22]. This assum ption though not

crucialforourconclusionshelpsto sim plify ourcalculations.

In the case where only one �(0,2,2,1) exists in the interm ediate scale, the

Yukawa sectoroftheLargrangian ofthem odelsisgiven by

LY = hQ Q
T
�2�Q

c+ hLL
T
�2�L

c
: (12)
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Theequationsused forYukawa couplingsare

dYQ

dt
=

YQ

2�

"

7YQ + YL �
X

i

c
(Q )

i �i

#

; (13)

dYL

dt
=

YL

2�

"

3YQ + 5YL �
X

i

c
(L)

i �i

#

; (14)

where YQ =
h2
Q

4�
and YL =

h2
L

4�
;i= 1,2,3,4 denote U(1)B � L,SU(2)L,SU(2)R ,and

SU(3)C respectively;c
(Q )

i = (1/6,3,3,16/3);c
(L)

i = (3/2,3,3,0).

Forreasonsstated above,wewillbeinterested in thecasewheretwo (0,2,2,1)-

HiggsesappearatM R . Then the Yukawa sectorofthe Lagrangian atM R isthen

given by:

LY = hQ 1
Q
T
�2�1Q

c+ hQ 2
Q
T
�2�2Q

c+ hL1
L
T
�2�1L

c+ hL2
L
T
�2�2L

c
: (15)

Thecorresponding equationsforYukawa coupling evolution are:

dYQ 1

dt
=

YQ 1

2�

"

7YQ 1
+ 4YQ 2

+ YL1
�

X

i

c
(Q 1)

i �i

#

; (16)

dYQ 2

dt
=

YQ 2

2�

"

4YQ 1
+ 7YQ 2

+ YL2
�

X

i

c
(Q 2)

i �i

#

; (17)

dYL1

dt
=

YL1

2�

"

3YQ 1
+ 5YL1

+ 4YL2
�

X

i

c
(L1)

i �i

#

; (18)

dYL2

dt
=

YL2

2�

"

3YQ 2
+ 4YL1

+ 5YL2
�

X

i

c
(L2)

i �i

#

: (19)

Forthem odelsconsidered in thispaper,c
(Q 1)

i = c
(Q 2)

i = c
(Q )

i and c
(L1)

i = c
(L2)

i = c
(Q )

i .

W e assum e thatthe M SSM HiggsdoubletsH u and H d areem bedded in �1 and �2

respectively.

Theseequationsaresupplem ented by theone-loop evolution equationsforthe
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gaugecouplingsalready described in theprevioussection3.W ecan now writedown

theexpression forA IU in Eq.(11):

A IU =
1

16�2

Z
tU

tR

[4(h2Q 1
(t)� h

2

L1
(t))]dt (20)

In writing the above equation,we have ignored the bottom and tau Yukawa

coupling e�ects which com e from hQ 2
and hL2

. W e wish to point out that there

is an extra factor offour in the exponent in the above equation relative to the

sam e equation in the grand desert scenario[10], which willtend to m agnify our

contribution som ewhat.Toseethee�ectnum erically,wefollow theproceduregiven

below: For a given m odel,using m ean values for �1Y (M Z) and �2L(M Z),choose

an interm ediate scale which yields �3c(M Z)in the input rangesof�3c(M Z). This

also �xes �U (M U ) as wellas M U . A given tan� together with the experim ental

valuesfortop quark and � m assescan determ ine the initialvaluesforthe Yukawa

couplings,YQ i
(M U )and YLi

(M U ).Then the Yukawa and gaugecoupling constants

arenum erically extrapolated,and thebottom quark m assispredicted.

W e have scanned a large region in the tan�-M R space forsm alltan� so that

thee�ectsofhb and h� can beignored in theYukawa coupling evolution equations.

W e �nd that the best case scenario which is also physically interesting from the

point ofview ofinvisible axion and �� as HDM em erges when M R ’ 1011 GeV;

tan� ’ 1:7.In thiscase,ht(M U )’ 3:54,�� 1U ’ 23:64 and M U ’ 3:43� 1015 GeV.

The prediction forthe bottom quark m ass(pole m ass)ism b ’ 4:9 GeV.Allother

choicesoftan� and M R lead to largervaluesofm b.W erealizethatthisvalueofm b

m ay besom ewhaton thehigh sidebutwewish to notethatwehaveonly used the

oneloop equationsfortheYukawa coupling evolution and in any casesuch a value

isstrictly notruled out[14].Theevolution oftheYukawa couplingsin thiscaseare

3 Notethatin theaboveevolution equationsonly thecontributionsfrom the10 Higgscouplings

to m atterspinorsarepresent.Form odelswhere126 contributionsexist,seeRef.[23]
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depicted in Fig.4.

4 Tau N eutrinos as H ot D ark M atter and Inter-

m ediate Scale SO (10) M odels

In theprevioussections,weestablished theexistenceofsim pleSO(10)m odels

with interm ediate B-L sym m etry breaking scales consistent with low energy data

on gauge couplings with a reasonable prediction form b=m � . Let us now discuss

whethersuch m odelscan indeed lead to a tau neutrino m assin the5 to 7 electron

Voltrangeasrequired foritto betheHDM com ponentoftheuniverse.Thereason

such a discussion iscalled foristhe following. A notable feature ofthe m odelswe

havediscussed istheabsenceof126+126 Higgsm ultiplets,which areneeded in the

im plem entation ofsee-saw m echanism forneutrino m asses.Therefore,theexistence

ofa B-L breaking scalearound 1011 -1012 GeV doesnotnecessarily guaranteem ��

in theseveraleV m assrange.W ewillshow in thissection,thatitispossibletousea

generalized see-saw m echanism [24]such thateven withoutthepresenceof126+126

representations,one can getsee-saw-like form ula forlightneutrino m asses. To see

ourproposalin detail,letusdenotetheHiggs-like16+16 m ultipletsby 	 H � �	 H ,

and m atterspinorsby 	 a.Letusintroduce 3 gauge singlet�elds,Sa.The partof

thesuperpotentialrelevantforneutrino m assesis4

W � = h
(1)

ab 	 a	 bH 1 + fab	 a
�	 H Sb+ M abSaSb: (21)

Recallthat H 1 is the 10-dim . Higgs m ultiplet which leads to the H u-type higgs

4 These new couplingsintroduced are assum ed to be su� ciently sm allso asnotto e� ectthe

evoution equationsforthe Yukawa couplings.
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doubletofM SSM and istherefore responsible forthe Dirac m assofthe neutrinos.

The resulting m ass m atrix involving �;N ,abd S is given in the basis f�a;N a;Sa,

(a=1,2,3)g by

M � =

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

0 h(1)vu 0

h(1)vu 0 fvR

0 fTvR M

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

; (22)

Note thath(1);f,and M are3 � 3 m atrices.itisclearthatifwe ignored all

generation m ixingsthen h(1);f,and M willbediagonaland the m assofa-th light

M ajorana neutrino willbegiven by

m �a �
(h(1)a vu)

2M a

f2av
2
R

(23)

Ifwe assum e that favR � Ma,then the fam iliar see-saw form ula results and for

vR � 1011 to 1012 GeV,m �� is in the eV range. Let us be clear that unlike the

sim ple 2 � 2 see-saw m odels,one cannot m ake de�nite predictions for neutrino

m asses and m ixings due to the presence ofarbitrary singlet m ass M a. Also note

thatthevalueoffa should notbetoom uch sm allerthan onesincein ourdiscussion

in Sec.2 and Sec.3,we have assum ed thatthe right-handed neutrino contributes

to renorm alization group equationsforM N � vR .Looking attheform ula Eq.(23),

onem ightthink thatregardlessofthevalueofvR ,onem ightgetan eV rangem ass

for�� by sim ply adjustingM N 3
.Thisishowevernottrue;ifM a � favR ,them assof

theheavy right-handed neutrino (say N �)becom es(favR )
2=M a,which ism uch less

than favR. In thiscase,the contribution ofN � to renorm alization group evolution

ofYukawa couplingswillstartm uch below vR ,contrary to whatisassum ed in the

discussion ofb-� uni�cation. Thus, our discussion ofb-� uni�cation essentially

restrictsM a � favR ;asa result,onerecoverstheusual2� 2 see-saw form ula for��

m assand a few eV �� goeswith a vR � 1011 � 1012 GeV.
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5 C onclusions and O utlook

To sum m arize,we have analyzed the possibility thatsupersym m etric SO(10)

m odelshaveaninterm ediatescalearound1011 or1012 GeV sothattheycannaturally

accom odatetheinvisibleaxion m echanism to solvethestrong CP problem and also

provide room for the tau neutrino to have a m ass in the range of6 to 7 eV so

thatitcan constitute the HDM com ponentofthe universe. W e have tried to stay

within theconstraintofa superstring inspired particlespectrum .W ehave found a

scenariowhich hastheaboveproperty.W ehavethen analyzed whetherthedesirable

property ofb� � m ass uni�cation holds in this schem e in the sm alltan� region.

W e �nd the answer to be yes provided we accept a value forthe pole m ass value

form b of4:9 GeV (within thefram ework ofa one-loop analysis).The spectrum at

theinterm ediatescaleneeded isgenerated withoutcom plicated �netuningonceone

realizes thatthe m odelbreaks D-parity atthe GUT scale due to the presence 45

m ultiplethaving vacuum expectation valuealong the(1,1,15 ) direction.Finally

we wish to note that the m odelhas enough exibility that one can extend it to

understand theferm ion m asstextures(using forexam plethem ethodsofRef.[22]).
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Table I

M odel (nH ;nX )

I (1;2)

II (1;3)

III (1;4)

IV (2;3)

V (2;4)

VI (2;5)

Table C aption:In thistable,wegivetheHiggsparticlecontentsatthescaleM R

thatde�nethedi�erentm odels;Thesym bols(nH ;nX )denotethenum bersof(0,2,

2,1)and (1,1,2,1)+(-1,1,2,1)m ultipletsrespectively.

Figure C aption

Figure 1: The valuesofthe interm ediate m assscale M R fordi�erentscenariosas

a function ofthe �3c(M Z)in the one-loop approxim ation. The case IIcorresponds
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to a verticallinewhereallvaluesofinterm ediate scalesareallowed in theone-loop

approxim ation,sincetheevolution equation becom esindependentofM R .

Figure 2:Evolution ofgauge coupling in the two-loop approxim ation forthe sce-

nario V.

Figure 3:Evolution ofthe gaugecouplingsin thetwo-loop approxim ation forthe

scenario VI.

Figure 4:(a)Evolutionsofthegaugecouplingsin theone-loop approxim ation and

(b) evolution ofthe Yukawa couplings ht ( labelled A),hN (labelled B),and the

ratio hb=h� (labelled C )forthescenario V which isphysically m ostinteresting.
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