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A bstract

W e consider the constraints from proton decay and b-� uni�ca-

tion in the m inim alsupersym m etricSU(5)grand uni�ed theory with

a ‘visible’dynam icalsupersym m etry breaking sector. W e show how

thepresenceofvector-likem essenger�eldsand theconstrained super-

particle m ass spectrum a�ect the phenom enology ofthe m odel. W e

includethem essenger�eldsin ourrenorm alization group analysisbe-

tween them essengerscale(� 100 TeV)and theG UT scale.W eshow

thatthe sim plestm odelofthistype,a m inim alSU(5)G UT with an

additional5+ 5 ofm essenger�eldsisexcluded by theconstraintsfrom

proton decay and b-� uni�cation.
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1 Introduction

Supersym m etric grand uni�cation is one ofthe viable possibilities for the

physics thatlies beyond the standard m odel[1]. Interest in supersym m et-

ric grand uni�ed theories (SUSY GUTs) has been m otivated prim arily by

two observations:(i)supersym m etry elim inatesthequadraticdivergencesin

radiative correctionsto the Higgsm ass,which can destabilize the hierarchy

between the GUT and electroweak scales[2],and (ii)gauge coupling uni�-

cation can beachieved to considerable accuracy provided thatsuperparticle

m asses are <� 1 TeV [3]. W hile thispicture m ay turn outto be correct,it

providesno explanation forwhy thesupersym m etry breaking scaleisso low

(for exam ple,in com parison to the Planck scale). In addition,it gives no

explanation fortheneardegeneracy ofthesquark m asses,necessary toavoid

largeavor-changing neutralcurrent(FCNC)e�ects.W hilesupersym m etry

can resolve (i)and (ii)above,the origin,scale and pattern ofsupersym m e-

try breaking m assesrequired to produce a viable phenom enology rem ainsa

separateand im portantpuzzle.

Recently proposed m odelsofdynam icalsupersym m etry breaking (DSB)

providepossiblesolutionstotheserem ainingproblem s[4,5].Ifsupersym m e-

tryisbrokenbynonperturbativedynam icstriggeredwhensom easym ptotically-

freegaugecoupling g(�)becom eslarge,then wewould expect

�� m 0exp
8�2

bg2(m 0)
(1)

where b < 0 is a beta function,and m 0 is som e high scale,like M Planck.

Theexponentialsuppression can accountfora hierarchy between theSUSY-

breakingscaleand thePlanck scale.Furtherm ore,them odelsthathavebeen

proposed so far em ploy a m echanism [7]by which supersym m etry break-

ing istransm itted to theordinary particlesthrough loop diagram sinvolving

vector-like\m essenger" �elds,thatcarry electroweak quantum num bers,and

ordinary gaugeinteractions.W hen them essenger�eldsfeelSUSY breaking

originating from the dynam icalSUSY breaking sector ofthe theory,they

transm ititto the ordinary squarksvia these diagram s,which are avorin-

dependent[4,5].Asasa result,thesquarksofdi�erentgenerationsrem ain

degenerate,and theFCNC problem isnaturally avoided.

In this paper,we willcom m ent on the GUT phenom enology ofm odels
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ofthis type. In the present context,GUT refers to the uni�cation ofthe

ordinary gauge groups ofthe standard m odel, but not to the uni�cation

ofthese groupswith the additionalgauge groupsresponsible fordynam ical

supersym m etry breaking. W e restrictourdiscussion to the m inim alSU(5)

grand uni�ed m odel[6]forde�niteness.W ewill�rstarguethattheexistence

ofvector-like m ultiplets with electroweak quantum num bers at a scale �

100 TeV is generic to any workable m odel. W e willcatalog the possible

particlecontentofthem essengersectorthatisallowed by therequirem entof

perturbative gauge coupling uni�cation,and we state the predicted squark

and gaugino m assrelationsthatfollow in each case.Using thisinform ation,

and including them essenger�eldsin ourrenorm alization group analysis,we

determ inetheboundsfrom thenonobservation ofproton-decay,and from the

requirem entofb-� Yukawa uni�cation. W e conclude thata m inim alSU(5)

GUT with the sim plest m essenger sector possible is excluded by the lower

boundson theproton half-life.

2 M essenger Sector

The part ofthe m essenger sector that is relevant to our analysis involves

those �eldswhich carry electroweak quantum num bers. These �eldstrans-

m itSUSY breaking to theordinary sectorvia loop diagram sinvolving elec-

troweak gaugeinteractions.Sincethesediagram shaveappeared in anum ber

ofplacesin theliterature[4,5,7],wedo notdisplay them again here.In the

m odelofRef.[5],therelevantpartofthem essengersectorsuperpotentialis

W m = �D S D D + �lS ll (2)

where the �elds have the quantum num bers D � (3;1)�1=3 D � (3;1)1=3,

l � (1;2)�1=2 , and l � (1;2)1=2 under the standard m odelgauge group,

and S is a singlet chiralsuper�eld. This particle content form s fullSU(5)

m ultiplets,5 + �5,so thattheapparentgaugeuni�cation at� 2� 1016 GeV

ispreserved. The vacuum expectation value (vev)ofthe scalarcom ponent

ofS,hSi,determ inestheSU(3)�SU(2)�U(1)invariantm assesin (2),while

the vev ofthe F com ponent ofS,hFSi,param etrizes the degree ofSUSY

breaking.In Ref.[5]the3-2 m odel[8]isassum ed asthesourceofDSB,and

theauthorsshow thattherem ainingportion ofthem essengersuperpotential
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can be constructed so thatDSB in the3-2 sectorgeneratesvevsforboth S

and FS.

W e �rstwould like to argue thatthe portion ofthe m essengersuperpo-

tentialgiven in (2)isgeneric to a wide variety ofrealistic m odelsin which

SUSY breaking istransm itted to theordinary sectorvia gaugeinteractions.

Ifthem essengerquarksand leptonsarevector-likeunderthestandard m odel

gaugegroup,and we allow no dim ensionfulcouplingsin thesuperpotential,

then thecouplingsin (2)willbepresent.The latterrequirem entisa philo-

sophicalone,nam ely,thatallm assscalesin thetheory begenerated via di-

m ensionaltransm utation.Onem ightim agineconstructing am odelin which

the m essenger �elds are chiralrather than vector-like under the standard

m odelgauge group. The generalproblem ofa m odelofthis type is that

radiatively-generated gaugino m asses are too sm all. The one-loop diagram

responsible forgenerating a gaugino m assnecessarily involveschirality ips

on theferm ion and scalarlines.These chirality ipsareproportionalto the

m essengerferm ion m asses,m f,and thereforethegauginom assesareoforder

(�=4�)m 2
f=m SU SY .Sincem f isofordertheweak scale,thegauginosin this

scenario areunacceptably light.y

Onem ightalsoim aginethatthem essengerquarksand leptonsarevector-

likeunderthestandard m odelgaugegroup,butcarry nonstandard quantum

num bersaswell.In thiscase,itislikely thattheadditionalgaugecouplings

would beperturbative.Theonly gaugegroup thatisnonperturbativeisthe

one in the DSB sector,and introducing additionalparticlesthattransform

under it could lead to disaster in two ways: the vacuum structure ofthe

theory m ay change so that supersym m etry is restored,or the m ultiplicity

ofm essenger quarks and leptons m ay be too large to retain perturbative

uni�cation ofthe ordinary gauge couplings [4]. W e know ofno workable

m odelinwhich them essengerquarksandleptonscoupledirectlytoastrongly

interacting group from theDSB sector.Ifthem essengerquarksand leptons

couple to a nonstandard gauge group that is perturbative (like SU(3) in

Ref.[4]),one m ightstillworry thatthe conclusionsofthe two-loop proton

decayanalysisthatwewillpresentin thenextsection could bealtered.W hile

thestandard m odelgaugecouplingswillrun di�erently in thiscase,onecan

yW e do notconsiderthe possibility oflightgluinosin thispaper[9].
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show thatthequantitiesrelevanttoouranalysis(e.g.,them ism atch ofgauge

couplingsattheGUT scale,m assratiosofparticlesatthem essengerscale,

etc.) willrem ain unaltered and ourconclusionswillrem ain thesam e.

In whatfollowsweassum e m inim alSU(5)uni�cation,so thatthegauge

structureofthetheory isSU(5)�G D SB.In G D SB weincludeany nonstandard

gaugegroupsthatm aybenecessaryforcom m unicatingSUSY breakingtothe

fullm essengersectorsuperpotential(e.g.,the m essengerhypercharge group

discussed in [5]).SU(5)gaugeinvariance im pliesthatthem essengerquarks

and leptonsform com plete SU(5)representations. In the m inim alcase ofa

5+5 in them essengersector,them essengersuperpotentialattheGUT scale

hastheform

W m = �S55 : (3)

However,below the GUT scale,SU(5)isbroken,and we recoverthe super-

potentialgiven in (2). The assum ption ofuni�cation allowsusto com pute

�D and �l in term sof�,by running these couplingsdown to the m essenger

scale.Once the m essengerscale hasbeen speci�ed,threshold correctionsat

thisscale are calculable,and can be included in ourrenorm alization group

analysis without introducing any additionaluncertainty. This is true for

representationslargerthan 5+5 aswell.

Next,wem ustspecifywhatotherSU(5)representationsareallowed inthe

m essenger sector. Introducing additionalSU(5)m ultiplets preserves gauge

uni�cation,but the gauge coupling at the GUT scale �5(m G U T) increases

aswe add additionalm ultiplets. Ifwe require that�5(m G U T)rem ainsper-

turbative,then we m ay add 1,2,3 or4 (5+5) pairs,ora single (10+10)

pair,or(5+5)+(10+10)to theparticlecontentofthem inim alSU(5)GUT.

Additional5sor10s,orlargerSU(5)representationswillrender�5(m G U T)

nonperturbative[10].

The m essenger sector �elds not only a�ect the renorm alization group

analysis between the m essenger scale � and the GUT scale (including the

calculablethreshold correctionsatthescale�)butalsoconstrain thethresh-

old correctionsatthe weak scale. Aspresented in Ref.[5],the radiatively-

generated gaugino and squark m asses,m i and ~m ,assum ing a 5+5 in the

m essengersector,aregiven by

m i=
g2i

16�2

hFSi

hSi
; (4)
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~m 2 =
X

a

2C
(a)

F

 

g(a)2

16�2

! 2
hFSi

2

hSi2
; (5)

where CF is3/4 forSU(2)doublets,4/3 forSU(3)triplets,and (3/5)Y 2 for

U(1). The quantity hFSi=hSi� m 0 has dim ensions ofm ass,and is ofthe

sam e orderasthe m essenger scale �. In a speci�c m odel,m 0 iscalculable

by m inim izing the m essengersectorpotential. Once m 0 is�xed,the parti-

cle contentofthe m essengersectorcom pletely determ 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 0 in the following

section. Ifthe m essenger sectorconsistsofn5 5+5 pairs,then (4)and (5)

both scaleasn5,whiletheratiom i=~m scalesas
p
n5.In thecaseofa10+10

pair,we obtain the sam e result for the gaugino and squark m asses as the

casewhere n5 = 3.These observation willbeusefulin ourdiscussion ofthe

proton decay bound in thefollowing section.

3 Proton D ecay A nalysis

Our analysis ofthe proton decay constraints is sim ilar in spirit to that of

Refs.[11,12].By including threshold correctionsattheGUT scale,we can

determ ine the largestcolor-tripletHiggsm assthatisconsistentwith gauge

coupling uni�cation. W e can then constrain the rem aining free param eters

involved in theproton decay m atrix elem entusing thecurrentlowerbounds

on theproton half-life.Ouralgorithm isasfollows:

i.W e�x n5 orn10,thenum berof5+5 or10+10 pairsin them essenger

sector. The m essenger sector scale is set at 100 TeV,to insure that the

superparticlem assesareofordertheweak scale(recallequations(4)and (5)

above).

ii. W e de�ne the GUT scale M G U T as the scale where the SU(2) and

U(1)gaugecouplingsunify.W eusetheinputvalues��11 (m Z)= 58:96� 0:05

and �
�1
2 (m Z)= 29:63� 0:05,thatfollow from Ref.[13]. W e �rstrun them

up to m top = 176 GeV using the standard m odelrenorm alization group

equations(RGEs). W e then num erically solve the two-loop RGEswith the

supersym m etric particlecontent,taking into accountthechangein theone-

and two-loop beta functionsaswecrossthem essengerscale.TheRGEsand
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beta functionsareprovided in theappendix.

iii.Given an inputvalueof�3(m Z),wedeterm inethem ism atch between

�
�1
3 (M G U T),and �

�1
5 (M G U T),the GUT coupling determ ined in step ii. W e

ascribethism ism atch tothesum e�ectsofthreshold correctionsattheweak

scale,them essengerscale,andtheGUT scale.Usingtheone-loopexpressions

forthresholdcorrectionsgiven inRef.[11],we�ndthatthem ism atch �� �1
3 �

�
�1
3 (M G U T)� �

�1
5 (M G U T)isgiven by

�� �1
3 = �

1

4�

"

12

5
ln

M H c

M G U T

+ 4ln
m ~g

m ~w

�
8

5
ln

m ~h

m top

+
12

5
n5ln

m D

m L

#

: (6)

The�rstterm givesthethreshold correction attheGUT scaleasa function

ofthecolor-tripletHiggsm assM H c
.Thenexttwoterm sgivethelargest[11]

threshold correctionsattheweak scale,depending on the gluino,wino,and

higgsino m asses. W e checked the threshold correctionsfrom scalarscan be

safelyneglected inthisanalysis.Thethirdterm givesthethresholdcorrection

atthem essengerscale,from thesplittingoftheoriginaln5 5+5 pairs.In the

case ofa 10+10 pair,we have a di�erentparticle contentatthe m essenger

scale,and weshould m akethereplacem ents

12

5
n5log

m D

m L

�! �
6

5
log

m Q

m E

�
18

5
log

m Q

m U

(7)

where the new �elds have the quantum num ber assignm ents Q � (3;2)1=6,

E � (1;1)�1 and U � (3;1)�1=3 .

Note that m ost ofthe variables in (6) and (7) can be estim ated reli-

ably enough,m aking itpossible to place an upperbound on M H c
.W e take

m ~g=m ~w = �3=�2 � 3:5,and setm ~h
= 1 TeV to m axim ize M H c

. The ratio

m Q =m L can be com puted by running the Yukawa couplingsin (2)between

theGUT scale and them essengerscale.W euse a one-loop estim ate ofthis

ratio which takes into account the e�ect ofthe gauge interactions on the

running.W e�nd

m D =m L �

"

�
�1
5

�
�1
1 (�)

# 1

6

1

33
5
+ n5

"

�
�1
5

�
�1
2 (�)

#3

2

1

1+ n5

"

�
�1
5

�
�1
3 (�)

#� 8

3

1

� 3+ n5

(8)

forn5 < 3. Forn5 = 3 (the case where �3 no longerruns atthe one-loop

levelabovethem essengerscale),onem akesthesubstitution

"

�
�1
5

�
�1
3 (�)

#� 8

3

1

� 3+ n5

!

�
�

M G U T

�� 4

3

� 3(� )

�

(9)
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in eq.(8).Finally,the ratiosthatarerelevantin the 10+10 case are given

by

m Q =m E �

"

�
�1
5

�
�1
1 (�)

# 35

288

"

�
�1
5

�
�1
2 (�)

#� 3

8
�

�

M G U T

�� 4

3

� 3(� )

�

; (10)

m Q =m U �

"

�
�1
5

�
�1
1 (�)

# 15

288

"

�
�1
5

�
�1
2 (�)

#� 3

8

: (11)

Forany inputvalue of�3(m Z),we determ ine the m ism atch �� �1
3 ,and

them axim um M H c
thatfollowsfrom (6)or(7).Notethatin determ iningthis

upperbound,wetakeintoaccounttheuncertaintiesin M G U T and �5(M G U T)

that follow from the experim entaluncertainties in �1(m Z) and �2(m Z) at

90% con�dence level. The resultsare shown in Figure 1.In the case where

weignorethreshold correctionsatthem essengerscale,Figure1a,weseethat

theaddition of5+5 pairstendsto weaken thebound on M H c
;in the10+10

case the bound is strengthened. However,we see that in the �nalresult,

Figure1b,theupperbound on M H c
isnotm uch di�erentfrom them inim al

case.Thisisdueto an accidentalcancellation between two di�erente�ects,

nam ely thetwo-loop contribution tothegaugecoupling evolution duetothe

additional�elds,and thethreshold correction atthem essengerscale.

iv. Using ourresultsshown in Figure 1,we can study the boundsfrom

theproton life-tim e.Considerthem oden ! K 0��.Thenucleon life-tim eis

given in Ref.[11]as

�(n ! K
0
��)= 3:9� 1031yrs.�

�
�
�
�
�

0:003GeV 3

�

0:67

A S

sin2�

1+ ytK

M H C

1017GeV

TeV �1

f(u;d)+ f(u;e)

�
�
�
�
�

2

: (12)

Here � param etrizesthe uncertainty in the hadronic m atrix elem ent,and is

estim ated to bebetween 0:003 GeV 3 to 0:03 GeV 3 [14].W eset�= 0:003 to

be the m ostconservative. A S representsthe shortdistance renorm alization

ofthe proton-decay operators,i.e. from running the Yukawa couplings up

to the GUT scale,and then running the dim ension-5 operators generated

by integrating outthecolor-tripletHiggs,back down to theweak scale.W e

have checked thatthe e�ectofthe m essengersector�eldson the num erical

valueofA S isnegligible,and setA S � 0:67.Notethatthisisan extrem ely

conservativeassum ption.Thee�ectofgoing to n5 = 2,forexam ple,reduces
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A S to0:63.However,wehavenotincluded thee�ectofthetopquarkYukawa

coupling in therunning which can enhanceA S (and strengthen theresulting

proton decay bound) by as m uch as a factor of� 3 [11]. W e sim ply set

A S = 0:67 in our num ericalanalysis as a conservative estim ate. f is the

\triangle" function obtained by dressing the dim ension-5 supersym m etric

operators with winos to produce dim ension-6 four-ferm ion operators that

areresponsibleforthedecay [15,16].Itisgiven by

f(u;d)�
m ~w

m 2
~u � m 2

~d

 

m ~u

m 2
~u � m 2

~w

ln
m 2

~u

m 2
~w

�
m ~d

m 2
~d
� m 2

~w

ln
m 2

~d

m 2
~w

!

: (13)

Thesquark,slepton and wino m assesfed into thetrianglefunction arethose

given by the generalization of(4) and (5) to the case ofn5 5+5 pairs or

n10 10+10 pairs,aswediscussed earlier.Theprecise valuesthatwechoose

depend on the value ofthe param eterm 0,which isoforderthe m essenger

scale. W e choose m 0 such that the squark m asses are norm alized 1 TeV

atthe weak scale,and the gaugino m asses are �xed by (4). W e m ake this

choicebecausetheproton-decay boundsareweakestfortheheaviestsquark

m asses.However,we do notallow squark m assesgreaterthan 1 TeV in the

interestofnaturalness. Finally,the quantity 1+ ytK param etrizespossible

interference between the diagram s involving ~c and ~texchange [16]. W hile

the bound from the K � m ode can be m ade arbitrarily weak by assum ing

destructive interference between diagram s (i.e. ytK = �1:0),one cannot

sim ultaneously weaken theboundsfrom theotherpossibledecay m odes[11].

Forexam ple,for j1+ ytK j< 0:4,the m ode n ! �0�� becom es dom inant,

giving a com parabledecay rate.Thus,weusetheK � m odewith j1+ ytK j=

0:4 to obtain a characteristicbound on theparam eterspace.

W ith alltheparam eters�xed asdescribed above,weobtain a bound on

thequantity sin2�,oralternately tan�,theratio ofup-to down-typeHiggs

vevs,foreach valueof�3(m Z)thatweinputin step ii.Theresultsareshown

in Figures2a through 2c. The area ofthe �3-tan� plane thatisconsistent

with the proton decay constraintsisthe region above the solid line labeled

proton decay.Theregion between thehorizontaldashed linesshow thearea

allowed by thetwo standard deviation uncertainty in theexperim entalvalue

of�3(m Z) m easured at LEP 0:116 � 0:005 [13]. It is clear that in going

from n5 = n10 = 0 to n5 = 1, these regions no longer overlap. In the

8



n5 = n10 = 0 case,we have chosen the m ostconservative setofparam eters

possible,nam ely,wehavesetallthesquark and slepton m asses ~m = 1 TeV,

and thewino m assm ~w = 45 GeV.However,in then5 = 1 case,with squark

m assesnorm alized to 1 TeV,the slepton and gaugino m assesare predicted

from (4) and (5). Because we have greater predictivity in this case, we

can no longer choose the m ost favorable param eter set,and the bound is

strengthened.Thise�ectislargeenough to overwhelm thecom peting e�ect

ofthe slightly weakerbound on the colortripletHiggsm assthatwe found

in Figure 1. Aswe pointed outearlier,the ratio ofgaugino to squark m ass

scales at
p
n5,so as we go to larger values ofn5,we obtain an even less

favorablesetofparam eters.Ourproton decay bound staysm oreorlessthe

sam e however,due to the com petition between this e�ect and the weaker

bound on the colortripletHiggsm ass. Finally,we obtain a slightly tighter

bound in the10+10 case,Figure2c,asa resultoftheslightly tighterupper

bound on M H c
shown in Figure1.Foreach casein which a m essengersector

ispresent,the proton decay region neverintersectswith the allowed region

for�3(m Z).

4 b-� uni�cation

Forcom pleteness,we have also determ ined the region ofthe �3-tan� plane

thatis consistent with b-� uni�cation. Here we work only to the one-loop

level.In ourproton-decay analysis,thebound on M H C
followed from thresh-

old corrections,soweneeded toincludeallothere�ectsofequalim portance.

Thisnecessitated thetwo-loop analysis.In the case ofb-� uni�cation,how-

ever,we do notneed the higherlevelofaccuracy aswe willexplain below,

so weworked atoneloop.

Ouralgorithm isstraightforward.Fora given choiceof�3 and tan�,we

determ inethetop,bottom ,and tau Yukawacouplings.W erun theseYukawa

couplings up to the scale m top using the standard m odelrenorm alization

group equations.Abovem top werun theseYukawa couplingsusing theone-

loop supersym m etric renorm alization group equationsup to the GUT scale

[18].W eim posetwoconditionstodeterm inewhetherwehaveavalidsolution

with b-� uni�cation:(a)werequire�b and �� tobewithin 0.5% ofeach other
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attheGUT scale(b)werequire�b,�� and �top to belessthan 2.Condition

(b)isim posed so thatthecouplingsdonotblow up below 10tim estheGUT

scale. Ifthe cuto� scale is lower than this,higer-dim ension operators can

generate corrections to the Yukawa uni�cation atm ore than the 10% level

[17]. The m essenger sector particles alter the analysis through their e�ect

on therunning ofthegaugecouplings,which in turn enterinto theone-loop

RGEsfortheYukawa couplings.Theserenorm alization group equationsare

provided in theappendix.The requirem entofuni�cation to within 0.5% at

theGUT scaleissom ewhatarbitrary.Threshold correctionsandthee�ectsof

M Planck supressed operatorscould in principleaccountfora largerm ism atch

between theYukawacouplingsattheGUT scale.Ourresultsshouldtherefore

be considered qualitative. Unlike ourproton decay analysis,we do notdo

a two-loop analysis including threshold corrections at each ofthe relevant

scales.ThepresenceofM Planck supressed operatorscan giveim portantGUT

scalethreshold correctionsin thesm alltan� region [17],rendering theextra

accuracy ofsuch an analysism eaningless.

Our results are shown in Figures 2a through 2c. The crescent shaped

region is generated by allowing the b-quark M S m ass to vary between 4.1

and 4.5 GeV,therangesuggested by theQCD sum ruleanalysis[19].Note

thataswe increase n5 orn10,the b-� region m oves towards sm aller values

of�3. W hile 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

boundsincreasesm onotonically with n5 orn10.
z

5 C onclusions

W ehaveshown thatthem inim alsupersym m etricSU(5)m odelcannotbeem -

bedded successfully within thesim plesttypeofscenariosuggested in Ref.[5].

zNote that the low tan� ‘cusp’ofthe crescent would extend into the proton decay

region forallowed �3(m Z )in the m inim alcase (n5 = n10 = 0)had we im posed the less

stringentconstraint�top < 3:3 [18]on the acceptablesizeofthe Yukawa couplingsatthe

G UT scale.Even in thiscase,however,the three-way overlap between proton decay,b-�

uni� cation and �3(m Z ),doesnotpersistwhen them essenger� eldsarepresent.Ifwehad

chosen a sm allervalueofm top = 150 G eV,on theotherhand,theb-� region would extend

to sm allertan�,butnotto larger� 3(m Z ),and ourconclusionswould rem ain the sam e.
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Thee�ectofm essengersectorparticleson therenorm alization group analy-

sis,aswellasthepredicted gaugino and squark m assratiosthatfollow from

them essengersectorparticlecontentlead to a conictwith thelowerbound

on theproton lifetim e.In addition,the region ofparam eterspace preferred

forb-� uni�cation m ovesfartheraway from theregion preferred by thepro-

ton decay boundsasthe size ofthem essengersectorisincreased.W e m ust

em phasize thatthisisonly a m ild obstacleto thetypeofscenario proposed

in Ref.[5]. Non-m inim alGUTscan be constructed which evade the proton

decay bound [20]. Itisnonethelessinteresting thatwe can exclude whatis

perhapsthesim plestm odelsofthistype.
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A A ppendix

Thetwo-loop supersym m etric renorm alization group equation forthegauge

couplingsthatweusein ourproton decay analysisis
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Here ng,nh,n5 and n10 are the num ber ofgenerations (3),higgs doublets

(2),m essengersector5+5 and 10+10 pairs,respectively.

The one-loop renorm alization group equationsforthe top,bottom ,and

tau Yukawacouplingsused in ouranalysisofb-�Yukawauni�cation aregiven

by [18]
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Figure C aptions

Fig. 1 (a)Upperbound on thecolor-tripletHiggsm assM H C
asa func-

tion of�3(m Z),ignoring threshold corrections (i.e. m ass splittings) atthe

m essengerscale.The solid line isthem inim alSU(5)result,thedashed line

isthe case ofthree 5+5 pairsin the m essenger sector,and the dotted line

isthecaseofone10+10 pair.(b)The com pleteresult,including threshold

correctionsatthem essengerscale.

Fig. 2(a) Preferred regions of the tan(�)-� 3(m Z) plane, in m inim al

SU(5)uni�cation,form top = 176 GeV.The region above the proton-decay

line isallowed by the lower bound on the proton lifetim e (see the text) at

90% con�dencelevel,whiletheregion within thecrescentshaped contouris

preferred by the constraint ofb-� Yukawa uni�cation with m b(m b) = 4:1{

4:5 GeV.The horizontalband shows the experim entally allowed range of

�3(m Z) = 0:116� 0:005 at two standard deviations. (b) Sam e as (a) for

n5 = 1,(c) Sam e as (a) for n5 = 3. The dashed line shows the result for

n10 = 1 and n5 = 0;theb-� region rem ainsthesam eforn5 = 3 orn10 = 1.
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