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A bstract

C onsiderations of m assive neutrinos, baryogenesis as well as ferm ion m ass
textures n the grand uni ed theory fram ew ork provide strong m otivations for
supersym m etric (SUSY ) SO (10) as the theory beyond the standard m odel. If
onew ants to sin ultaneously solve the strong CP problem via thePeccei uinn
m echanisn , them ost naturalway to In plem ent it w ithin the fram ew ork ofthe
SUSY SO (10) m odel is to have an interm ediate scale (g1, ) (corresponding to
B-L symm etry breaking) around the nvisble axion scale of about 10 —10'?
GeV .Such a scak is also desirable if  is to constitute the hot dark m atter
(HDM ) of the universe. In this paper, we discuss exam ples of superstring
Inspired SUSY SO (10) m odels with interm ediate scales that are consistent
w ith the low energy precision m easurem ents of the standard m odel gauge
couplings. Thehypothesisofb  uni cation which isa successflprediction of
m any grand uni ed theories is then required ofthese m odels and the resulting

prediction ofbquark m ass is used as a m easure of viability of these schem es.
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D etailed analysisofamodelwih a vy, ’ 10! Gev, which satis esboth the
requiram ents of invisbl axion and asHDM ispresented and shown to lead

tomy’ 49 GeV in the oneloop approxin ation.



1 Introduction

There are m any reasons for the recent surge of interest in supersym m etric
(SUSY ) SO (10) m odels such as (i) a possibility to understand the observed pattems

of ferm jon m asses and m ixingsfl)]; (i) sm all non—zero neutrino m assesf, 31; (i) a
sim ple m echanism s for baryogenesisf], etc. T he recent observation [i] that level two
com pacti cation of superstring m odels can also ad to SO (10) m odels w ith higher
din ensional multiplets such as 45 and 54 that can help In grand uni ed theory
(GUT) symm etry breaking has nected new enthusiasn to this eld.

In all SO (10) m odels considered to date, one assum es a grand desert scenario
between the TeV scale (corresponding to the electroweak symm etry aswellas SU SY
breaking) and the GUT scale, My, of order 10'® GeV . This scenario is of course
required if the known low energy gauge couplings are to unify at My given the
particle spectrum of the m inim al supersym m etric standard m odel M SSM ) 6]

T here are how ever reasons to entertain the possibility that a GUT m odel such
as SO (10) should have an interm ediate scale around 10 —10'2 G eV corresponding
to B-L symm etry breaking. The rst one hasto dow ith solving the strong CP prob—
lem via the PeccetQ uinn m echanian {7]. Sice cosn ological constraints require the
PQ -sym m etry breaking scale, Vo o , around 10* -10'2 GeV, it will tnaturally into
an SO (10) m odel if a gauge subgroup of SO (10) such as SU (2)x U (1) 1 breaks
around the sam e Intermm ediate scale, ie., v 1L ¥o . Another reason that such
m odelm ay be of interest has to do w ith the possibility that the tau neutrino with a
m ass of few electron voltsm ay constitute the hot dark m atter HD M ) com ponent of
the universe needed to t the observations on the large scale structure w ith the suc-
cessfiilbig bang picture] . In the seesaw m echanisn forneutrino m asses predicted
by a class of SO (10) m odels, this requires that there m ust be an intem ediate scale

corresponding to the B L symm etry breaking around 16* 102 Gev, which is



ofthe sam e order as required for the invisble axion scenario. T he fact that such an
SO (10) scenario em erges naturally In non-supersym m etric context has been known
for som e tin e8].

A s far as the neutrino m ass alone is concemed, one could argue that an &V
range m ass for the tau neutrino could be ocbtained in the grand desert type SO (10)
m odels by jadicious "dialing" down of the Yukawa coupling of the 126 coupling
to the m atter spinors. This would of course not acoom odate the nvisble axion
solution to the strong CP -problem . M oreover, in two interesting recent papersfi(],
it hasbeen noted that at least orthe smalltan case, thisaltemative m ay run into
troubk w ith the hypothesis of bottom +au m ass uni cation [11], which is another
successfiil prediction ofgrand uni ed theordes. O fcourse one could abandon theb
uni cation hypothesis as in SO (10) m odels which containl26+ 126 multiplkts €g.
See Ref.B] ) orone could consider a large tan soenario. But ifwe insist on a small
tan , then an altemative that is available is to abandon the grand desert scenario
and consider intermm ediate scale type SO (10) m odels and see if it is consistent w ith
theb uni cation hypothesis. In this paper, we explore this possibiliy.

W e 1rst seek sinple extensions of the m inim al SUSY SO (10) m odel which
can support Intermm ediate scales corresponding to B-L sym m etry breaking consistent
w ith the gauge coupling uni cation. W ew illassum e that supersym m etry isan exact
symm etry above the weak scale, as is generally believed. Several such m odels have
already been discussed in the literaturefl4,13]. In ourwork, we w illassum e that the
particle spectrum below the P lJanck scale is of the type dictated by recent level two
K acM oody schem es[], so that they contain three 16 din . spinors corresponding to
three generationsofm atter elds, anumberofl0,16y4 + 16y ,45 and 54 din ensional

elds. This is one of the resgpects n which our work di ers from earlier works in
Ref.[12]. Forthis case, by appropriate ad jistm ents of the particle spectrum , we have

found several new classes of Interm ediate scale m odels. If we choose a value of the



QCD ooupling 3. 1115, only one class of these m odels is singled out as preferable
to the others In the one loop approxin ation. Since the two loop corrections to
these results are not that drastic, we choose to do a m ore detailked analysis w ith
thism odel. W e then in pose the additional requirem ent that the Yukawa couplings
correspoonding to the bottom quark and the tau lepton unify at My and use the
prediction for the bottom quark m ass as an Indicator of the viability of a given
scenario. W e are abk to nd one scenario which has vgy, ’ 10 GeV as desired,
w ith a prediction formy, /7 4:9 G &V in the one loop approxin ation, which we believe
is phenom enologically acceptablefl4]. This is the m ain result of our paper.

W e have organized this paper as llows: In Sec. 2, we discuss exam ples of
SUSY SO (10) m odels, where intermm ediate B-L. sym m etry breaking scales can ariss,
consistent w ith gauge coupling uni cation; in Sec. 3, we discuss the restrictions of
b— Yukawa uni cation In these m odels; In Sec. 4, we discuss how neutrino m asses

are understood In this class ofm odel; in Sec. 5, we present our concluding ram arks.

2 G auge Coupling uni cation and the Interm edi-
ate Scale for B-I. Sym m etry B reaking

Tt iswellknown that ifone assum es exact supersym m etry above the TeV scale
and the particle spectrum ofthe M SSM , there isno room for an interm ediate scale
consistent w ith gauge coupling uni cation. On the other hand, there exist ssveral
exam plesflZ, 13] where changing the spectrum can kad to a varity of possbilities
for intem ediate scales correspondingto SU ) U (1} 1, symm etry breaking. Our
goalis to seek an intemm ediate scale around 10%° - 10%?, m otivated by the allowed
scale for the invisble axion solution to the strong CP problkm and an HDM .In
our analysis of gauge coupling uni cation, we will rst use one-loop beta function
to get a rough idea about the nature of Interm ediate scales. W e w ill then pick out
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the scenario which has the best chance of ful 1ling our requirem ents and do a two
loop analysis for the gauge coupling evolution to nd the m ore exact value of the
Intermm ediate scale. At the two-loop Jevel, there is a top-quark contribution to the
beta-function. In our calculation we will ignore this for sim plicity of calculation.

T he relevant evolution equations for the gauge couplings are:

di_ by , X by ,
2

dt it gz W

j
where i=1, 2, 3, between M, M, and denote the U 1)y, SU @), SU @3).
-sym m etries respectively, whereas i=1, 2, 3, 4, orMy M; and denote the
U@)s 1,SU )., SU @)z, SU (3). symm etries resgoectively.
Before presenting the detailked results, ket us discuss the one loop evolution
equations to get an idea about the nature of the m odels that can support an inter-

m ediate scale.
2 [,"Mz) 4 My)l=bR+BU R) @)

where we have denoted U = Inj*- and R = Ini*; 1 and B stand for the valies
forthe SU (2);, and SU (3). beta finction coe cients above the M  scale and blo =
%bs L+ %bZR . U sing these one-loop equations, severalsolutionswere found in Ref.{12]
where one can haveM ; ’ 10 102 Ge&V; Sihoe we are nterested in solutions w ith

sin ilar values forM r , ket usm ention the two solutions found there:

Solution A : The H iggsmultipltsaboveM g havetheU (1) ; SU @} SU @)
SU (@) (called G g n what ollows): oneof 2,1, 3,1) + 2,1,3,1); ©O,3,1,1);

©,1,1,8) each and wo 0o£ 0, 2, 2, 1).

Solution B : In this case, the H iggs m ultiplkts above M g have Gy transfom ation
properties: one of each ofthe follow ing: 2,1, 3, 1)+ 2,1,3,1); @,1,2,1) + (1,

1,2,1;0,22,1);0,3,1,1) and ©O,1,1,8).
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N ote that both these solutions require the existence of the 126 + 126 pair
at the GUT scak; therefore they cannot em erge from sin ple superstring m odels
w ith either K acM oody level one or two ﬁ]. W e therefore seek solutions that donot
Involve thesem ultiplets. W e have found six solutions using the m ethod descrioed In
Ref[l5]. O ne of them is the one already found by D eshpande, K eith and R izzo [13].
They are all characterized two Integers (y ; nyx ), where ny represents the num ber
of (0;2;2;1) muliplts and ny represents the number of (1;1;2;1)+ ( 1;1;2;1)
m ultiplet pairs above the scale M g . Note that these scenarios necessarily involve
D -parity breaking fl§]. Below we give the one and two loop beta function coe cients

b and b5 fordi erent m ass ranges for these cases and In table I, we list the solutions.

200000000

0 1 0 1 0 1
Iy 33 199 27 88
g 8 g 5 8 g 25 5 58
(@) ForM sysy M, EnC=5 18ibs=5 2 25 24¢
¢ A @ A ¢ A
by 3 =9 14
(i) ForM g My,
0 1 0 1 0
5 b g 6+ 3ny g 7+ Iny 9 9+ 2ny 8
B B B
B B B
E b B Ny E 3 18+ Tngy 3ny 24
B : P s =g
B In & B ny + ng & B 3+ %nx 3ny 18+ "ny + Tny 24
€ X @ K R
by 3 1 9 9 14

N ote that the light (0, 2, 2, 1) H iggses originate from 10-din . SO (10) r=presentation
and the light H ggspairsof 1,1, 2, 1)+ (1, 1, 2, 1) origihate from 16-din . SO (10)
representation.

In order to discuss the In plications of these equations, we use the follow Ing

valuesof ;M ;) 1]

TMg) = 5897 005;

29062 004; (3)
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3c™Myz) = 0120 0:013: 4)

For a given m odel, the value of the Intemm ediate scale M ; depends m amnly
upon 3. M ;). W edisplay thisdependence in F ig. 1 using one-loop renom alization
equations, where only them ean valuesof ;M ;) (=1,2) areused. From Figure 1,
it is clear that only for the two models (V) and (VI) one can have intem ediate
scales around 10 G &V, in which we are interested. For those two m odels, we give
the two-Jdoop running ofthe three gauge couplings from M sysy m. scaletoM ¢y, In
Figure 2 and 3. These twoJoop resuls are little changed from the one-loop resuls.
W e also wish to note that between M ; and m ., we use the standard m odel beta
functions and then treat the top mass as a threshold correction [[§]. W e have not

Included any other thershold corrections in our calculations.

3 Constraint ofb—- Uni cation

In this section, we will explore whether it is possbl to achieve b— mass
uni cation In the class of intem ediate scale scenarios discussed in the previous
section. Let us rst give a qualitative overview of the issues involved here. It is
weltknown that Yukawa couplings for the bottom quark (h,) and the tau lepton
(h ) evolve di erently above the weak scale. T here are two classes of diagram s that
control their evolution: (i) one class nvolring the virtual gauge bosons and (i) a
seocond class nvolving virtualH iggsbosons. W e w illkeep theire ectsup to oneloop

2

for all the quarks and digplay the equations in term s of Y3 2— ywherei = t;by

Y
_— = 2— 6Yt+ Yb Cl i (5)



" #

dYb Yb X ®)

—2 = 2 v +e6y.+Y e, 6

at 2 t b . C_‘L ’ ()
" #

@Y w3y R )

dt 2 b G

where i= 1,2, 3 denoteU (1)y, SU @)1, and SU (3)c respectively, and c{” = (13/15,

3,16/3);¢” = (1/15,3,16/3);c. '= (9/5,3,0). W ealso note that we have rede ned
q_
the U (1)y gauge coupling so that thenew U (1)y charges, ¥ aregiven by ¥ = %Y ’

Y being the canonically assigned U (1)y charge.
Tt isweltknown {19]that ifall Y ukawa couplings were sn all, then sim ple closed
form solutions relating the Yukawa couplings at di erent m ass scales can be w ritten

down. In particular one can obtain

c(b) C( ) C(b)
! 1 1 ! 3

hy M z) _ hyMy) 1™ z) Zh1 3ecMgz) P hbMU)RU. @)
h M;) h My) 1My) 3c™y) h My) 7
The b— uni cation scenario mplies hyMy) = h My). If we Ignore the

e ects of the U (1)y -ooupling, we can easily see that shce sM3z) > 3My) and
< 0,hy™M;)> h M) asnesded. Num erically, evaluating the right-hand side of
Eqg. @), one ndsthath,®M;)=h M) = TEMg) Rg exceeds the experin ental
value (denoted by Rexpr) by about 30% [‘} Fortunately, experin ental indications of
a large top quark m ass already inplies that hy e ects cannot be ignored in the
evolution of hy; M oreover, for large tan (where tan = v,=vq with v, =< H? >

and vg =< HJ > rM SSM ), e ects ofhy, and h cannot be ignored either. This
restores agreem ent between GUT scale b— uni cation and known m asses of the b
and . In a sense, given the free param eter tan , b— uni cation in a sin plk grand

desert type GUT m odel is not very constraining and an arbitrary choice of hy and

°W e rem ind the reader that n extrapolating from mpfm ) andm @ ) to theirvaliesatM 3,

we have used the threeloop QCD and one-loop QED beta function e ects:_[-Z_b].
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tan helshmakihgb uni cation an experim ental success. In fact for the case

ofmalltan , this can be seen explicitly from the ollow ng ormulafl(l:
Rp- Mz)=Rg e®’; )

where

Z

1 %w
Ry = T . h? () dt; (10)

&t is clkar that by adjisting he, the value of Ay can be m ade bigger than one
producing the desired suppression.

Suppose that we now go beyond the grand desert scenario and require, aswe
do here, that there is a gauge Intem ediate scale, M g corresponding to SU 2)g
U (1) 1 breaking. Severalnew features em erge:
(i) The nature of the Yukawa couplings and their evolutions change due to the
presence of new symm etries and new particlkes above M g .
(i) The evolution of gauge couplings change due to the sam e reasons.
(i) Finally between M g and M ¢y , b m assuni cation in plies that there is cancel-
lation between hy and hy @Where hy isD irac type coupling of the neutrinos) in the
evolution equation for hy so that the correct experim ental value is not guaranteed
m erely by the choice of h 1Q].

In this case, one can w rite:
Ry M3z)= R;:RéU e b1 B 11)

where R} and R;” represent respectively the gauge contributionsbetween M ; and
M i and between My and M y and sin ilarly the A; and Ay represent the Yukawa
coupling contributions in the two ranges. The expression for A; is easily obtained
from Eqg. (10) by replacing the upper 1im it by tz ; In order to get the expression for
A 1y , we need the evolution equations for the Yukawa couplings above M g which are

given below .
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N ote that in contrast w ith the case discussed 1 {1Q], w here there was no gauge
Intermm ediate scale, wehavenow a new possibilitiestobringR,- M ;) Into agreem ent
with data. The sinplest way is to assum e that above the interm ediate scale M i,
the QCD beta fiinction coe cient b 3 becom es zero, so that ;. becomes at; then
R, is given purely by the U (1)y evolution and one has roughly R ;° 1 and the
valie of R M ;) is detem ined by the value of ;.M z) which is always bigger
than 3. My).ThiskadstoR, < Rj which w ithout any help from the top Yukawa
ocoupling can lead to agreem ent with Reype. It is easy to see that this behaviour
can occur if there is a color octet with mass at M g . It however tums out that In
sin ple string inspired m odels, it isdi cult to get such a light octet atM g . W ewill
therefore have to be content w ith the situation where there are no color eldsatM g
(see table I) and see num erdcally what the prediction forRi,- M ;) is.

Another pont that is in portant for our discussion is the embedding of the
M SSM H iggs doublkts Into the GUT muliplets. In the case of a sihglke 10 SO (10)
m odel (I the absence ofany 126+ 126 m uliplets) both theM SSM H iggsm ultiplets
are part ofthis 10 muliplet which leads to com plete Yukawa uni cation (ie., hy =
hy,=h atMy)RL]l. W hile such m odels are quite elegant, a com plte understanding
of why tan is large In this case becomes di cult. W e will therefore focus on
the sinplk class of m odels where there are two 10-H iggses at the GUT scale. In
general, the H ggs doublkts H ,, H 4 ofM SSM would be som e linear com binations of
the doublkts In 10’s. But we will adopt a sin ple doublt-triplet splitting pattem
such that or < Mgz, H, and H4q of M SSM arse from di erent 10’s. That such
a situation is possible has been shown in Ref. R2]. This assum ption though not
crucial for our conclusions helps to sim plify our calculations.

In the case where only one (0,2,2,1) exists In the Intem ediate scale, the

Yukawa sector of the Largrangian of the m odels is given by

Ly = hy0T , Q°+ hyLT , LC: 12)
11



T he equations used for Yukawa couplings are

nw #
d¥q Yo £ o)
— = — TY¥s+Y - P 13
dt 2 Q L . Cl ’ ( )
dy Y " X f
L L @)
= — 3Y, + 5Y : i 14
at > 0 L G 7 (14)

2 2

where Yo = Z—Q and Yy, = Z—L; i=1,2,3,4dencteU (1)s 1, SU ), SU R)z, and
SU (3)c respectively; ¢’ = (1/6,3,3,16/3); ™ = (3/2,3,3,0).

For reasons stated above, we w illbe Interested in the casewhere two (0,2,2,1)—
Higgses appear at M g . Then the Yukawa sector of the Lagrangian at M g is then

given by:
Ly = hy,0" 2 10°+ hy,0% 5 20°+ hy, LY , 1L+ hy, L7 , ,LC: (15)

T he corresponding equations for Yukawa coupling evolution are:

" #
dYg Yo X on
dtl = 2 ! 7YQ 1 + 4YQ 2 + YL 1 . Cl ' i ; (16)
" #
dYQ 2 _ YQ 2 X Q2) .
* 2 4Yg, + TYo, + Y1, ) (e} i @7)
ALl #
dyy, T Y 1 X @) .
F = > 3YQ i + 5YL 1 + 4YL 5 . G i (18)
" #
dyy, 2 _ Y, X L2) .
F = > 3YQ 5 + 4YL1 + 5YL2 G i . (19)

Q1) _ _©2) _
= Ci =

Forthe m odels considered in this paper, ¢; L) = oE2) ©)

Q) (

G and g SIS
W e assum e that the M SSM H iggs doublets H , and Hy are embedded In ; and
respectively.

T hese equations are supplem ented by the one-loop evolution equations for the

12



gauge couplings already described In the previous sectjonfl .W e can now w rite down
the expression orAy In Eq. (11):

Z
Ay =

t
LB 0, ® 4, o) (20)

In writing the above equation, we have ignored the bottom and tau Yukawa
coupling e ects which come from hy, and h;,. W e wish to point out that there
is an extra factor of four in the exponent In the above equation relative to the
sam e equation In the grand desert scenario{I(], which will tend to m agnify our
contrbution som ewhat. To see the e ect num erically, we follow the procedure given
below : For a given m odel, using mean values for v M ;) and ,; M 5 ), choose
an Intem ediate scale which yields ;.M ;) In the nput ranges of ;.M ;). This
also xes y My) aswellasMy. A given tan together with the experim ental
values for top quark and m asses can determm ne the initial values for the Yukawa
couplings, Yo, M y ) and Y, M y ). Then the Yukawa and gauge coupling constants
are num erically extrapolated, and the bottom quark m ass is predicted.

W e have scanned a large region in the tan My space oranalltan so that
the e ectsofhy and h can be ignored in the Yukawa coupling evolution equations.
W e nd that the best case scenario which is also physically interesting from the
point of view of ivisble axion and as HDM emerges when My ' 10 Gev;
tan ’ 17.Inthiscase, heMy)’ 354, '/ 2364andMy * 343 10°Gev.
T he prediction for the bottom quark mass (ol mass) ismy, / 4:9 GeV.A llother
choicesoftan and My lad to larger values ofm ,. W e realize that this value ofm 4,
m ay be som ewhat on the high side but we w ish to note that we have only used the
one loop equations for the Yukawa coupling evolution and in any case such a value

is strictly not nuled out[[4]. T he evolution of the Yukawa couplings in this case are

3 N ote that in the above evolution equationsonly the contributions from the 10 H iggs couplings

to m atter spinors are present. Form odels where 126 contributions exist, see Ref. f_Z-.z:]
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depicted 1n Fig. 4.

4 Tau N eutrinos as Hot D ark M atter and Inter—

m ediate Scale SO (10) M odels

In the previous sections, we established the existence of sin ple SO (10) m odels
w ith Intem ediate B-L symm etry breaking scales consistent with low energy data
on gauge ocouplings w ith a reasonabl prediction formy=m . Let us now discuss
whether such m odels can indeed lead to a tau neutrino m ass n the 5 to 7 electron
Vol range as required for it tobe the HDM com ponent of the universe. T he reason
such a discussion is called for is the follow ing. A notable feature ofthe m odels we
have discussed is the absence of 126+ 126 H iggsm uliplts, which are needed in the
In plam entation of see-saw m echanism for neutrino m asses. T herefore, the existence
of a B-L breaking scale around 10! —10'? G eV does not necessarily guarantee m
In the several €V m ass range. W ew illshow in this section, that it ispossble toussa
generalized seesaw m echanism P4]such that even w ithout the presence of 126+ 126
representations, one can get see-saw —lke form ula for light neutrino m asses. To see
our proposal in detail, Jet us denote the H iggs-lke 16+ 16 muliplktsby g .
and m atter spinorsby .. Let us ntroduce 3 gauge singlet elds, S,. The part of

the superpotential relevant for neutrino m asses i

W = hai) a bH1+ fap a2 5 Sp+ M 5:5s: 21)

Recall that H; is the 10din . Higgs muliplet which lads to the H ,~type higgs

4 These new couplings Introduced are assum ed to be su ciently small so as not to e ect the

evoution equations for the Yukawa couplings.
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doublkt of M SSM and is therefore regponsible for the D irac m ass of the neutrinos.
The resulting m ass m atrix involving ;N , abd S is given in the basis £ ;N ,;Sa.,
@@= 11213)g by

1
0 h%v, ©

h®v, 0 fvg g ; @2)
A

[>ov/ov/uv/v /v N e

0 ffvy M

Notethat h®);f,andM are3 3 matrices. i is clear that ifwe ignored all
generation m ixings then h®;f, and M willbe diagonal and the m ass of a-th light
M aprana neutrino w illbe given by

tPv, )M 4
m ., 2w Ta @3)
fgsz

If we assum e that f,wg M., then the fam iliar seesaw formula resuls and for
Vi 10! to 10*2 GeV, m is ;n the &V range. Let us be clear that unlke the
simplk 2 2 seesaw m odels, one cannot m ake de nite predictions for neutrino
m asses and m ixings due to the pressnce of arbitrary sihgkt massM ,. A Iso note
that the value of f, should not be toomuch an aller than one since in our discussion
In Sec. 2 and Sec. 3, we have assum ed that the right-handed neutrino contributes
to renom alization group equations orM y ¢ . Looking at the omula Eq. 23),
onem ight think that regardless of the value of vy , onem ight get an €V rangem ass
for by simply adjustingM y, . This ishowever not true; ifM , f.vg ,them assof
the heavy right-handed neutrino (say N ) becom es (f,v )?=M ,, which ismuch less
than fovg . In this case, the contrdbution of N to renom alization group evolution
of Yukawa ocouplings w ill start much below vy , contrary to what is assum ed in the
discussion of b— uni cation. Thus, our discussion of b— uni cation essentially
restricts M , fvg ; as a resulk, one recovers the usual2 2 seesaw Pormula for

massand a few &V goeswihaw 10! 102 Gev.
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5 Conclusions and O utlook

To sum m arize, we have analyzed the possbility that supersym m etric SO (10)
m odelshave an intemm ediate scale around 10 or10'? G eV so that they can naturally
acoom odate the invisble axion m echanisn to solve the strong CP problm and also
provide room for the tau neutrino to have a mass in the range of 6 to 7 &V =0
that it can constitute the HDM oom ponent of the universe. W e have tried to stay
w ithin the constraint of a superstring Inspired particke spectrum . W e have found a
scenario which hasthe above property. W e have then analyzed w hether the desirable
property of b m ass uni cation holds in this scheme In the smnalltan r=egion.
W e nd the answer to be yes provided we accept a value for the pole m ass value
formy, 0f49 GeV wihin the fram ework of a one-doop analysis). The spectrum at
the Intermm ediate scale needed is generated w ithout com plicated ne tuning once one
realizes that the m odel breaks D parity at the GUT scale due to the presence 45
muliplet having vacuum expectation value along the (1,1, 15 ) direction. F nally
we wish to note that the m odel has enough exibility that one can extend it to

understand the fermm ion m ass textures (using for exam pl the m ethods of Ref.P2]).
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Table I
M odel|| ty; ng)
I 1; 2)
IT @; 3)
0T @; 4)
v @; 3)
\Y @; 4)
VI @; 5)

Table C aption: In this tabl, we give the H iggs particle contents at the scale M g
that de ne the di erent m odels; The symbols (hy ;nx ) denote the num bers of O, 2,

2,1) and ,1,2, 1)+ (1,1, 2, 1) muliplkts respectively.

Figure C aption

Figure 1: The values of the Interm ediate m ass scale M y for di erent soenarios as

a function ofthe 3. M ;) in the oneJdoop approxin ation. The case IT corresponds
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to a vertical Iine where all values of interm ediate scales are allowed in the one-loop

approxin ation, since the evolution equation becom es independent ofM g .

Figure 2: Evolution of gauge coupling in the two-loop approxin ation for the sce—

narioV.

Figure 3: Evolution of the gauge couplings In the two-loop approxin ation for the

scenario V I.

Figure 4: (@) Evolutions ofthe gauge couplings In the one-loop approxin ation and

(o) evolution of the Yukawa couplings hy ( labelled A), hy (Iabelled B), and the

ratio hy=h (labelled C ) for the scenario V which is physically m ost Interesting.
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