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A bstract

W e consider the constraints from proton decay and b- uni ca-
tion In the m inin al supersym m etric SU (5) grand uni ed theory with
a Visbl dynam ical supersym m etry breaking sector. W e show how
the presence of vector-like m essenger elds and the constrained super—
particle m ass spectrum a ect the phenom enology of the model. W e
nclude the m essenger elds In our renom alization group analysisbe-
tween them essenger scale ( 100 TeV) and the GUT scal. W e show
that the sin plest m odelof this type, am nmalSU (5) GUT wih an
additional5+ 5 ofm essenger elds is exclided by the constraints from
proton decay and b- uni cation.
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1 Introduction

Supersym m etric grand uni cation is one of the viabl possbilities for the
physics that lies beyond the standard m odel {I]. Interest in supersymm et-
ric grand uni ed theories (SUSY GUTs) has been m otivated prin arly by
two ocbservations: (i) supersymm etry elin inates the quadratic divergences in
radiative corrections to the H iggsm ass, which can destabilize the hierarchy
between the GUT and electroweak scaks )], and (i) gauge coupling uni —
cation can be achieved to considerable accuracy provided that superparticle
masses are < 1 TeV []. W hile this picture m ay tum out to be correct, it
provides no explanation for why the supersym m etry breaking scale is so low
(for exam ple, In com parison to the Planck scak). In addition, it gives no
explanation for the near degeneracy ofthe squark m asses, necessary to avoid
large avorchanging neutral current FCNC) e ects. W hike supersym m etry
can resolve (i) and (ii) above, the origin, scale and pattem of supersymm e~
try breaking m asses required to produce a viabl phenom enology ram ains a
separate and im portant puzzle.

R ecently proposed m odels of dynam ical supersym m etry breaking O SB)
provide possible solutions to these rem aining problem s 4, 5]. If supersym m e—
try isbroken by nonperturbative dynam ics triggered when som e asym ptotically—
free gauge coupling g ( ) becom es large, then we would expect
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where b < 0 is a beta function, and m y is some high scale, ke M p jana -
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T he exponential suppression can account for a hierarchy between the SUSY —
breaking scale and the P lanck scale. Furthem ore, them odels that have been
proposed so far employ a mechanisn {]] by which supersymm etry break-
ing is tranan itted to the ordinary particks through loop diagram s lnvolving
vectordike \m essenger" elds, that carry electrow eak quantum num bers, and
ordinary gauge interactions. W hen the m essenger elds feel SUSY breaking
orighating from the dynam ical SUSY breaking sector of the theory, they
tranam it it to the ordinary squarks via these diagram s, which are avor in—
dependent §,8]. Asas a result, the squarks of di erent generations rem ain
degenerate, and the FCNC problem is naturally avoided.

In this paper, we will comm ent on the GUT phenom enology of m odels



of this type. In the present context, GUT refers to the uni cation of the
ordinary gauge groups of the standard m odel, but not to the uni cation
of these groups w ith the additional gauge groups responsble for dynam ical
supersymm etry breaking. W e restrict our discussion to the m Inin al SU ()
grand uni ed m odel [§] orde niteness. W ew ill rst argue that the existence
of vectorldike muliplts with elctroweak quantum numbers at a scale
100 TeV is generic to any workable model. W e will catalog the possible
particle content of the m essenger sector that is allowed by the requirem ent of
perturbative gauge coupling uni cation, and we state the predicted squark
and gaugino m ass relations that follow in each case. U sing this lnfom ation,
and incliding the m essenger elds In our renom alization group analysis, we
determm ine the bounds from the nonobservation ofproton-decay, and from the
requiram ent of b~ Yukawa uni cation. W e conclude that a m Inim al SU (5)
GUT wih the sin plest m essenger sector possibl is exclided by the lower
bounds on the proton halflife.

2 M essenger Sector

The part of the m essenger sector that is relkvant to our analysis nvolves
those elds which carry electroweak quantum numbers. These elds trans-
m it SUSY breaking to the ordinary sector via loop diagram s nvolving elec—
trow eak gauge Interactions. Since these diagram shave appeared In a num ber
ofplaces In the literature E,4, 7], we do not display them again here. In the
m odel ofRef. [{], the relevant part of the m essenger sector superpotential is

Wo= pSDD+ ;S11 @)

where the elds have the quantum num bers D (B;1) 1.3 D G;1)1—s,
1 1;2) 1—2 , and 1 (1;2)1=» under the standard m odel gauge group,
and S is a singlt chiral super eld. This particle content form s fi1ll SU (5)
muliplets, 5+ 5, so that the apparent gauge uni cation at 2 10° Gev
is preserved. The vacuum expectation value (vev) of the scalar com ponent
of S, hS1i, determ nes the SU 3) SU ) U (1) variantmasses in @), whike
the vev of the F com ponent of S, hF'g i, param etrizes the degree of SUSY
breaking. In Ref. [H] the 32 m odel [g] is assum ed as the source of D SB, and
the authors show that the rem aining portion ofthe m essenger superpotential



can be constructed so that D SB in the 32 sector generates vevs for both S
and Fg .

W e st would like to argue that the portion of the m essenger superpo—
tential given In ) is generic to a w ide variety of realistic m odels in which
SUSY breaking is tranam itted to the ordinary sector via gauge interactions.
Ifthem essenger quarks and lptons are vector-like under the standard m odel
gauge group, and we allow no din ensionfuil couplings in the superpotential,
then the couplings In @) willbe present. T he latter requirem ent is a philo—
sophical one, nam ely, that allm ass scales In the theory be generated via di-
m ensional transn utation. O nem ight in agine constructing a m odel in which
the m essenger elds are chiral rather than vector-ike under the standard
m odel gauge group. The general problem of a m odel of this type is that
radiatively-generated gaugino m asses are too an all. The one-loop diagram
resoonsible for generating a gaugino m ass necessarily involves chirality ips
on the farm jon and scalar lines. These chirality ips are proportional to the
m essenger ferm ion m asses, m ¢, and therefore the gaugino m asses are of order
(=4 )m §=m susy - SIhcem ¢ is of order the weak scale, the gauginos in this
scenario are unacceptably light#)

O nem ight also In agine that them essenger quarks and lptons are vector-
like under the standard m odel gauge group, but carry nonstandard quantum
num bers aswell. In this case, it is lkely that the additional gauge couplings
would be perturbative. T he only gauge group that is nonperturbative is the
one In the D SB sector, and introducing additional particles that transform
under i could lead to disaster In two ways: the vacuum structure of the
theory m ay change so that supersymm etry is restored, or the m ultiplicity
of m essenger quarks and lptons m ay be too large to retain perturbative
uni cation of the ordinary gauge couplings []. W e know of no workablk
m odelin which them essenger quarks and leptons couple directly to a strongly
Interacting group from the D SB sector. If the m essenger quarks and lptons
couple to a nonstandard gauge group that is perturbative (like SU (3) In
Ref. 1), one m ight still worry that the conclusions of the two-Joop proton
decay analysisthat wew illpresent in the next section could be altered. W hile
the standard m odel gauge couplings w ill run di erently in this case, one can

YW e do not consider the possibility of light gluinos in this paper E].



show that the quantities relevant to our analysis (4., them ismn atch ofgauge
couplings at the GUT scale, m ass ratios of partickes at the m essenger scale,
etc.) will ram ain unalered and our conclusions w ill rem ain the sam e.

In what follows we assum e m inin a1l SU (5) uni cation, so that the gauge
structure ofthe theory isSU (5) Gpge . In Gpgg We Include any nonstandard
gauge groupsthatm ay be necessary forcom m unicating SU SY breaking to the
f1ll m essenger sector superpotential (eg., the m essenger hypercharge group
discussed in {§]). SU (5) gauge nvariance in plies that the m essenger quarks
and Jeptons form com plete SU (5) representations. In the m inin al case of a
5+ 5 in the m essenger sector, the m essenger superpotentialat the GUT scale
has the form

Wn= S55: 3)

However, below the GUT scal, SU (5) isbroken, and we recover the super—
potential given n ). The assum ption of uni cation allow s us to com pute

p and 7 in tem sof , by running these couplings down to the m essenger
scale. O nce the m essenger scale has been soeci ed, threshold corrections at
this scalke are calculablk, and can be included in our renom alization group
analysis w ithout Introducing any additional uncertainty. This is true for
representations larger than 5+ 5 aswell.

N ext, wem ust specify what other SU (5) representations are allowed In the
m essenger sector. Introducing additional SU (5) m ultiplets preserves gauge
uni cation, but the gauge coupling at the GUT scak sMmgyr) hcreases
aswe add additionalmuliplets. Ifwe require that s gyt ) ram ains per-
turbative, then wemay add 1, 2, 3 or 4 (5+5) pairs, or a shglk (1L0+ 10)
pair, or 5+ 5)+ (10+10) to the particle content ofthem InimalSU G) GUT.
A dditional 5s or 10s, or Jarger SU (5) representations willrender sMmgyz)
nonperturbative flQ].

The m essenger sector elds not only a ect the renomn alization group
analysis between the messenger scale and the GUT scake (ncluding the
calculable threshold corrections at the scale ) but also constrain the thresh—
old corrections at the weak scale. As presented in Ref. {§], the radiatively—
generated gaugiho and sguark masses, m; and m, assum ng a 5+ 5 i the

m essenger sector, are given by

m;= ; @)
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where Cp is 3/4 fr SU (2) doublets, 4/3 for SU (3) triplets, and 3/5)Y? for
U (1). The quantity hF'si=hSi m ¢ has din ensions of m ass, and is of the

; ©)

sam e order as the messnger scale . In a speci cmodel, m o is calculablke
by m Inin izing the m essenger sector potential. Oncem o is xed, the parti-
cle content of the m essenger sector com plktely determm ines the gaugino and
squark m asses at the scale ; these can subsequently be run down to the
weak scale. W e explain how we x the precise value ofm ¢ in the follow ing
section. If the m essenger sector consists of ns 5+5 pairs, then 6_4) and {B)
both scale asns, whilke the atiom ;=m scales asp Nns. In the case ofa 10+ 10
pair, we obtain the sam e result for the gaugino and squark m asses as the
case where ns = 3. These observation w illbe usefiil in our discussion of the
proton decay bound in the follow ing section.

3 P roton D ecay A nalysis

O ur analysis of the proton decay constraints is sim ilar In spirit to that of
Refs. [L1,12]. By including threshold corrections at the GUT scak, we can
determm ine the largest colortriplet H iggs m ass that is consistent w ith gauge
coupling uni cation. W e can then constrain the ram aining free param eters
Involved In the proton decay m atrix elem ent using the current lower bounds
on the proton halfdife. O ur algorithm is as follow s:

i.We xnsornj,thenumberof5+ 5 or 10+ 10 pairs n the m essenger
sector. The m essenger sector scale is sst at 100 TeV, to insure that the
superparticle m asses are of order the weak scale (recallequations @) and (®)
above) .

il. We de ne the GUT scale M gy as the scale where the SU (2) and
U (1) gauge couplings unify. W e use the input values 11 m,)= 58:96 005
and ,' m;)= 2963 005, that ©llow from Ref. {I3]. W e rst run them
up to my, = 176 GeV using the standard m odel renom alization group
equations RGEs). W e then num erically solve the two-Jdoop RGE s w ith the
supersym m etric particle content, taking into acoount the change in the one—
and two—Joop beta fiinctions aswe cross them essenger scale. The RGEsand



beta functions are provided in the appendix.

iii. G Iven an mput value of ;3 m ; ), we determ Ine them isn atch between

5  Mgyr),and ' Mgyr), the GUT coupling detem ined in step ii. W e

ascribe thism ism atch to the sum e ects of threshold corrections at the weak

scale, them essenger scale, and theGU T scale. U sing the one-loop expressions
forthreshold correctionsgiven in Ref. f[1], we nd thatthem isn atch -

3l Mcur) Sl"MGUT)ngjVenby
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The rsttem gives the threshold correction at the GUT scak as a function
ofthe colortripkt Higgsm assM g _ . T he next two tem s give the largest [L1]
threshold corrections at the weak scale, depending on the gluino, w ino, and
higgsino m asses. W e checked the threshold corrections from scalars can be
safely neglected In thisanalysis. T hethird term givesthe threshold correction
at them essenger scale, from the splitting of the originalns 5+ 5 pairs. In the
case ofa 10+ 10 pair, we have a di erent particle content at the m essenger
scale, and we should m ake the replacam ents

12 mp 6 m g 18 mg

gnsbga ! gbga EJOQE ()
where the new elds have the quantum num ber assignm ents Q (3;2)1=6,
E (@1, andU  G51) 13 -

Note that most of the variables in @) and 7) can be estim ated reli-
ably enough, m aking it possble to place an upperbound on M 5. W e take
Mmg=m, = 3=, 35,and setm; = 1 TeV tomaxinize M 5 . The ratio
m,=m; can be com puted by running the Yukawa couplings in @) between
the GUT scak and the m essenger scale. W e use a oneJloop estin ate of this
ratio which takes into account the e ect of the gauge interactions on the

running. W e nd

5 5 (8)

mp=mr

forns < 3. Forns = 3 (the case where 3 no longer runs at the one-loop

Jevel above the m essenger scale), one m akes the substitution
nw #

8__1
1 3 3+tng
> |

5 () " Moguyr
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in eq. @). Finally, the ratios that are relevant in the 10+ 10 case are given

by

" $35 " #
1 288 1

5 5
mq=m ; (10)
e SO 2 O) M '
nw #i nw
5 5
m g =m : (11)
7 L) ()

For any Input value of 3 {m ;), we detem ine the m ign atch 31 , and
them axinum M y_ that ©llow s from ) or (1) . N ote that in detem ining this
upper bound, we take nto acoount the uncertanties N M gy and sM™M gur)
that ollow from the experim ental uncertaintiesin ;M) and ,m ) at

90% oon dence kvel. The results are shown in Figure 1. In the case where

©lw

w e Ignore threshold corrections at them essenger scale, F igure 1a, we see that
the addition of 5+ 5 pairs tends to weaken thebound on M  _; in the 10+ 10
case the bound is strengthened. However, we see that In the nal resul,
Figure 1b, the upperbound on M . isnotmuch di erent from them Inimal
case. This is due to an accidental cancellation between two di erent e ects,
nam ely the two-loop contrioution to the gauge coupling evolution due to the
additional elds, and the threshold correction at the m essenger scale.

iv. Using our results shown in Figure 1, we can study the bounds from
the proton lifetin e. Considerthemoden ! K % . The nuclkon lifetin e is
given in Ref. fI1] as

m! K% )= 39 10%yrs.
0003GeV> 067 sn2 My, Tev ?
Ag 1+ y¥ 10YGevV £ (u;d) + £ (u;e)

12)

Here param etrizes the uncertainty in the hadronic m atrix elem ent, and is
estin ated to be between 0003 GeV? to 003 GeV?® [[4]. W esst = 0:003 to
be the m ost conservative. A g represents the short distance renom alization
of the proton-decay operators, ie. from running the Yukawa couplings up
to the GUT scalk, and then running the din ension-5 operators generated
by Integrating out the colortriplet H iggs, back down to the weak scale. W e
have checked that the e ect of the m essenger sector elds on the num erical
valie of Ag isnegligble, and sst Ag 0:67. Note that this is an extram ely
conservative assum ption. The e ect ofgoing tons = 2, orexam ple, reduces



A to 0:63. However, we have not ncluded the e ect ofthe top quark Yukawa
coupling in the running which can enhance A5 (and strengthen the resulting
proton decay bound) by as much as a factor of 3 [1]. We sinply set
Ags = 0:67 in our num erical analysis as a conservative estin ate. f is the
\triangke" function cbtained by dressing the din ension-5 supersym m etric
operators w ith w inos to produce dim ension-6 four-ferm ion operators that

are reponsble for the decay [15,14]. It is given by

3
3
3
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T he squark, skpton and w ino m asses fed Into the triangle finction are those
given by the generalization of {4) and @) to the case ofns 5+ 5 pairs or
Ny 10+ 10 pairs, as we discussed earlier. T he precise values that we choose
depend on the value of the param eter m 3, which is of order the m essenger
scale. W e choose my such that the squark m asses are nom alized 1 TeV
at the weak scak, and the gaugino m asses are xed by ). W e m ake this
choice because the proton-decay bounds are weakest for the heaviest squark
m asses. However, we do not allow squark m asses greater than 1 TeV in the
interest of naturahess. Finally, the quantity 1 + y* param etrizes possible
interference between the diagram s Involving e and € exchange [14]. W hilke
the bound from the K mode can be m ade arbitrarily weak by assum ing

destructive interference between diagram s (ie. y¥ = 1:0), one cannot
sin ultaneously weaken the bounds from the other possible decay m odes [I1].
Forexampl, for 1 + yix j< 04, themoden ! %~ becom es dom inant,

giving a com parable decay rate. Thus, weussthe K modewih jl+ yix j=
04 to obtaln a characteristic bound on the param eter space.

W ith all the param eters xed as described above, we obtain a bound on
the quantity sin 2 , or altemately tan , the ratio of up—to dow n-type H iggs
vevs, foreach value of 3 m ;) that we lnput in step ii. The results are shown
In Figures 2a through 2c. The area of the 3;-tan plane that is consistent
w ith the proton decay constraints is the region above the solid line labeled
proton decay. T he region between the horizontal dashed lines show the area
allow ed by the two standard deviation uncertainty in the experin ental value
of 3fm;) measured at LEP 0:116 0:005 {13]. T is clear that in going
from ns = n;p = 0 to ng = 1, these regions no longer overlhp. In the



ns = nig = 0 case, we have chosen the m ost conservative set of param eters
possble, nam ely, we have st all the squark and skpton massesm = 1 TeV,
and thewihomassm, = 45 Ge&V .However, n the ns = 1 case, w ith squark
m asses nom alized to 1 TeV, the slepton and gaugino m asses are predicted
from {4) and @). Because we have greater predictivity i this case, we
can no longer choose the m ost favorable param eter set, and the bound is
strengthened. This e ect is Jarge enough to overwhelm the com peting e ect
of the slightly weaker bound on the color triplet H iggs m ass that we found
In Figure 1. A swe pointed out earlier, the ratio of gaugino to squark m ass
scales at pn_5, S0 as we go to larger values of n5, we obtain an even lss
favorable st of param eters. O ur proton decay bound stays m ore or lss the
sam e however, due to the com petition between this e ect and the weaker
bound on the ocolor triplet H iggs m ass. F inally, we ocbtain a slightly tighter
bound in the 10+ 10 case, Figure 2¢, as a result of the slightly tighter upper
bound on My, shown In Figure 1. Foreach case in which a m essenger sector
is present, the proton decay region never intersects w ith the allowed region
or s3fmyz).

4 b~ uni cation

For com plkteness, we have also determ ned the region ofthe j;-tan plane
that is consistent wih b~ uni cation. Here we work only to the one-loop
Jevel. In our proton-decay analysis, thebound on M 4 . followed from thresh—
old corrections, so we needed to include allother e ects of equal in portance.
T his necessitated the twoJoop analysis. In the case ofb- uni cation, how -
ever, we do not need the higher level of accuracy as we w ill explain below,
0 we worked at one loop.

Our algorithm is straightforward. For a given choice of 3 and tan ,we
detemm ine the top, bottom , and tau Yukawa couplings. W e run these Yukawa
couplings up to the scale m, using the standard m odel renom alization
group equations. Above m ,, we run these Yukawa couplings using the one-
loop supersym m etric renomm alization group equations up to the GUT scalk
[[8]. W e in pose two conditions to detemm ine w hetherwe have a valid solution
wih b- uni cation: (@) werequire p,and tobewihin 05% ofeach other



attheGUT scake ) we require y, and p to be less than 2. Condition
(o) is in posed so that the couplings do not blow up below 10 tinestheGUT

scale. If the cuto scalk is Iower than this, higerdin ension operators can
generate corrections to the Yukawa uni cation at m ore than the 10% Xvel
[(1]. The m essenger sector particles alter the analysis through their e ect
on the running of the gauge couplings, which in tum enter into the oneJloop
RG E s for the Yukawa couplings. T hese renom alization group equations are
provided In the appendix. T he requirem ent ofuni cation to within 05% at
theGUT scak issom ewhat arbitrary. T hreshold correctionsand thee ectsof
M p1ana SUpressed operators could in principle account for a Jargerm ism atch
between the Yukawa couplingsattheGUT scalk. O urresuls should therefore
be considered qualitative. Unlke our proton decay analysis, we do not do
a twoJoop analysis lncluding threshold corrections at each of the relevant
scales. T he presence ofM p na SUpressed operators can give in portant GU T

scale threshold corrections in the smalltan region [17], rendering the extra

accuracy of such an analysis m eaningless.

Our results are shown In Figures 2a through 2c. The crescent shaped
region is generated by allow ing the bquark M S m ass to vary between 4.1
and 45 G &V, the range suggested by the QCD sum rule analysis [19]. Note
that as we increase ns or nip, the b- region m oves towards an aller values
of 3. W hik this is not inconsistent with the m easured value of 3, the
distance between the b~ region and the area allowed by the proton decay

bounds increases m onotonically w ith ns ornig 4

5 Conclusions

W ehave shown that them Inim alsupersym m etric SU (5) m odelcannot be em —
bedded successfully w ithin the sin plest type of scenario suggested in Ref. 1.

“Note that the low tan ‘tusp’ of the crescent would extend into the proton decay
region Prallowed 3myz ) in them inimalcase s = nig = 0) had we inposed the less
stringent constraint o, < 33 I_l-§'] on the acoeptable size of the Yukawa couplings at the
GUT scale. Even in this case, however, the three-w ay overlap between proton decay, b-
uni cation and ;3 7 ), does not persist when the m essenger elds are present. Ifwe had
chosen a sm aller value ofm ¢, = 150 G €V, on the otherhand, theb- region would extend
to am aller tan , but not to larger 3 3 ), and our conclusions would rem ain the sam e.
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The e ect of m essenger sector particles on the renom alization group analy—
sis, as well as the predicted gaugino and squark m ass ratios that follow from

the m essenger sector particle content lead to a con ict w ith the Iowerbound
on the proton lifetim e. In addition, the region of param eter space preferred
forb- uni cation m oves farther away from the region preferred by the pro—
ton decay bounds as the size of the m essenger sector is lncreased. W emust
em phasize that this is only a m ild obstacle to the type of scenario propossd
in Ref. f]. Non-m nin alGU T s can be constructed which evade the proton
decay bound RQ]. It is nonetheless interesting that we can exclude what is
perhaps the sim plkstm odels of this type.
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A Appendix

T he two-Joop supersym m etric renom alization group equation for the gauge

couplings that we use In our proton decay analysis is

Qg: 1 : 1 2%
9> +
big; 16 2

@ 16 2

b9, (14)
1

w here the beta functions are given by

2 3 2 3 2 3 2 3 2 3
2 2 1 3 0
k)j_=§2:éng+§ % énh+§l§n5+§32nlo+§ 6:2 (15)
2 0 1 3
3 s s IR
B 13 5 158 B 50 10 8
by=% £ 14 8Eng+g 55 7 OKnm
11 68
= 3 & 0 0 0
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®a s 2!t x5 wl
B45 5 15 B5 5 5
+8 2 7 o§n5+g 21 l6§n10
= 0 = 2 6 34
0 1
0 0 0
B &
+80 24 0 % : (16)
0 0 54

Here ng, n,, ns and n;, are the num ber of generations (3), higgs doublets
(), m essenger sector 5+ 5 and 10+ 10 pairs, respectively.
T he one-loop renom alization group equations for the top, bottom , and

tau Yukawa couplingsused in ouranalysisofl- Yukawa uni cation are given

by [18] !

@@top: 1612 Xi St L+ 6 Ly wp a7

%=l612 Xi dgi+ T+ 64+ ip! b 18)

%=1612 Xic?gf+42+3§! ; 19)
wherec = (,3, %), d= (&, 3, %),and = ¢,3,0).
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Figure C aptions

Fig. 1 (@) Upperbound on the colortriplt HiggsmassM y . asa func-
tion of 3 ;), ignoring threshold corrections (ie. m ass splittings) at the
m essenger scale. The solid line is them inim al SU (5) result, the dashed Iine
is the case of three 5+ 5 pairs in the m essenger sector, and the dotted line
is the case of one 10+ 10 pair. () The com plete result, ncluding threshold
corrections at the m essenger scale.

Fig. 2 (@) Preferred regions of the tan( )- 3y ) plane, n m lnin al
SU (5) uni cation, form ¢, = 176 G€V . The region above the proton-decay
line is allowed by the lower bound on the proton lifetin e (see the text) at
90% con dence kevel, whik the region w ithin the crescent shaped contour is
preferred by the constraint ofb- Yukawa uni cation with mpmy) = 4:1{
45 GeV. The horizontal band show s the experim entally allowed range of

sfmy) = 0116 0005 at two standard deviations. (o) Same as (@) for
ns = 1, () Same as @) rns = 3. The dashed line shows the result for

nig = 1 and ns = 0;theb- region ram ainsthe same orns = 3 orn;g = 1.
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