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W e study supersymm etric uni ed m odels w ith three fem ion generations based on the
gauge group SO (10) and require G augeYukawa Uni cation, ie., a renom alization group
Invariant functional relationship am ong the gauge and Yukawa couplings of the third
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predicted values for the top and bottom quark m asses are In agreem ent w ith the present
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1 Introduction

The ram arkable success of the standard m odel (SM ) suggests that we have at hand a
highly non-trivial part of a m ore fundam ental theory for elem entary particle physics.
Since, however, the SM ocontains m any independent param eters, it has been a challenge
to understand the plkthora of these free param eters. In G rand Uni ed Theordes GUT s)
D:/ EZ], the gauge Interactions of the SM are uni ed at a certain energy scale M gy, and
consequently its gauge couplings are related w ith each other. A Iso the Yukawa couplings
can be related am ong them selves to a certain extent. T hese relations am ong the couplings
can yield testable predictions r GUT s [3,4].

However, GUT s can not relate the gauge and Yukawa couplings w ith each other. In
order to achieve G augeYukawa Uni cation GYU), wihin the assum ption that all the
particles appearing n a eld theory m odel are elem entary, one has to consider extended
supersym m etry [§]. Unfortunately, it is extrem ely di cul to construct a realistic m odel
basad on the extended supersym m etry, because them odelhasa real structure w ith respect
toSU 2);, U )y -ﬁ]. In superstrings and com posite m odels such relations, in principle,
also exist. However, In both cases there exist open di cul problem s which am ong others
are related to the lack of realistic m odels.

Recently, an altemative way to achieve uni cation of couplings [G}-fL1] has been pro-
posed; it is based on the fact that w thin the fram ework of a renom alizable eld theory,
one can nd renomm alization group RG) Invarant relations am ong param eters which
can in prove the calculability and the predictive power of the theory. This idea is called
som etin es the principle of reduction couplings [G]. In this paperwe would like to consider
SO (10) supersymm etric GUT s along the lines of this uni cation idea. W e note that all
realistic supersymm etric SO (10) m odels have to be asym ptotically-nonfree, because one
needs a certain set of H iggses to break SO (10) down to SU 3)c SU @), U 1)y B,121.

Thecomm on w isdom isthat the asym ptotically-nonfree theories develop a Landau polk
at a high energy scale, a fact which inevitably suggests that the theory is trivial, unless
new physics is entering before the couplings blow up. However, there exist argum ents

leading to a di erent view point; the theory converges to a wellkde ned ultraviokt xed



point, a "new phase", instead of blow ing up 1. Non-abelian gauge theories could have
the sam e behavior, and it m ight be that an asym ptotically nonfree, non-abelian gauge
theory w ith m atter couplings can change after the critical value of the couplings its phase
due to a certain selfadjustm ent of the couplings and becom e a wellde ned nite theory
4. In this way, a dynam ical uni cation of couplings f17] & can be achived, shce to
enter nto the new phase the couplings are supposed to satisfy a de nite rlation. It
is natural to assum e that at scales below the critical value, that is, in the symm etric
phase ofa GUT these relations am ong the couplings are RG Invariant as a rem nant of
the dynam ical uni cation of couplings. W hen the GUT enters In its soontaneous broken
phase, these RG Invarant relations serve just as boundary conditions at M gyt on the
evolution of couplings for scales below it. Since the principle of reduction of couplings is
based on RG invarant relations am ong couplings, the G YU based on this principle could
be a consequence of the dynam ical uni cation of couplings described above. This is a
soeculation, of course, because so far there exists no reliable and decisive calculation on
the behavior of asym ptotically-nonfree, non-abelian gauge theories fi.

T here have been recently various phenom enological studies on SO (10) supersymm et—
ric GUTs without GYU [9122], where the top quark m ass was calculated from the
requiram ent of the correct bottom -tau hierarchy (recall that the top Yukawa coupling
contrbutes signi cantly to the RG evolution of the bottom and tau Yukawa couplings).
U nfortunately, there exists a wide range of the predicted valies of M « (160 200 G&V
Rd]) . O ne of the m ain reasons is that the bottom ~tau hierarchy is experin entally known
only w ith a Jarge uncertainty ( 10% R3]). Suppose that the bottom -tau hierarchy would
be precisely known and the calculated top m ass would exactly agree w ith the experin en—

talvalie. Then there should exist a unique Yukawa coupling of the third generation in

1See ref. f_l-I_i‘], which contain also earlier references on ultraviolkt xed points.
291n ilar phenom enon has been cbserved in asym ptotically free theordes, In which the couplings have

to be related w ith each other in order for the theories to be asym ptotically free and hence well de ned
in the ultraviokt lim it @, 6]

3This analysis wasm otivated by the dboservation t_l-gl] that there m ight exist an infrared xed point in
asym ptotically free QCD .

‘Even the case of QED has not been com pletely clari ed [14,115].



SO (10) GUTs, which is consistent w ith experim ental data. It is, however, clar that this
Yukawa ocoupling can not be predicted w ithin the conventional GUT schem e.

W ith a GYU the m odel obtains a m ore predictive power, and the Yukawa couplings
becom e calculable, as hasbeen experienced In our recent studies on otherm odels GH111.
A Tthough the G YU proposed there is a gradual, conservative extension ofthe usualGUT
schem g, it has tumed out to yield successfill predictions. W e em phasize that this success
isnot just a consequence of the infrared behavior of the Y ukawa couplings P4]. A though
the Infrared behavior is an in portant lngredient for the successfiil predictions, we should
stress also the signi cance ofthe eld content of the theories as well as their interactions
above the uni cation scale. The reason is that they contrdbute to the functions in the
symm etric phasewhich x the structure ofthe G YU based on the principle of reduction of
couplings and consequently the boundary conditions for the evolution of couplings below
the GUT scale. Therefore, it is absolutely nontrivialthat (1) there exist a unigue Yukawa
coupling ofthe third generation in a supersymm etric SO (10) GUT that is consistent w ith
the experim ental data, and (2) this Yukawa coupling can be calculated by m eans of the
reduction of couplings.

In this paperwe w ill consider two di erent m odels; the st one w ith the H iggs super-
m ultiplets 0f1;10;16;16;45;54 and the three ferm ion generations in 16, and the second
onewih 126 + 126 instead of the singlet which provides the G eorgidariskog m echanisn

BY, 12] to obtain a realistic m ass ferm fon m atrix. W e have found that the rst m odel
yields experin entally consistent predictions, w here we neglect the Yukawa coulings of the

rst two ferm ion generations. Forthe ssoond m odelw e cbtain couplingsw hich are so large
that the m odel either cannot be treated w ithin the fram ework of perturbation theory or
does not give a testable prediction on the top-bottom hierarcy.

O ur approach to predict the top and bottom quark m asses, at  rst sight, Jooks sin ilar
to the nfrared- xed-point approach of ref. R§]. In the nalsection of this paper, we w ill
discuss this approach w ithin the fram ework of our concrete SO (10) m odel and conclude
that the nfrared— xed-point approach does not always provide usw ith precise predictions

on low energy param eters.



2 The m odels

W e denote the hem iean SO (10)-gamm a m atrices by ;0 = 1; ;10. The charge
conjugation matrix C satisesC = C ';c ! Tc = , and the ;; is de ned
as 11 (1> 2, wih ( 11)?2 = 1. The chiral profction operators are given by

P =3(1 1) -
In SO (10) GUTs [, 12], three generations of quarks and Jptons are accom m odated

by three chiral supem ultiplets In 16 which we denote by
T6) with P, T = T3 @)

where T runs over the three generations and the sopinor ndex is suppressed. To break

SO (10)down to SU B)c SU )1, U (1)y,we use the llow ing st of chiral super elds:
Se o(B4) ;A 145); (16); (16) : @)
The two SU 2);, doublts which are responsble for the spontaneous sym m etry breaking

(SSB) ofSU (2);; U (1)y down to U (1)gy are contained n H (10).

21 M odelT

Form odel I, we further introduce a singlt / which afterthe SSB 0ofS0O (10) willm ix with
the right-handed neutrinos so that they w ill becom e superheavy.

T he superpotential ofm odel I is given by

W' = Wy +Wepg+WystWyy +Wy ; 3)
w here
1%
Wy = 3 g; ' C “H
I;0=1
Wes = = [, A, + Zrrs®+ R rrats; @)
2 ! 2
3
G s X —
Wugs = > H S¢ gH r'WNIM = JIin M ! "
I=1
m m
Wy = —H?’+m,"?+m +—Ssz+7AA2,



and [ ;= i( )=2. The superpotential is not the m ost general one, but
by virtue of the non-renom alization theorem , this does not contradict the philosophy
of the ocoupling uni cation by the reduction m ethod (@ RG nwvariant ne tuning is a
solution of the reduction equation) . W g5 is regponsble for the SSB 0of SO (10) down to
SU B)c SU R U (1)y , and this can be achieved w ithout breaking supersym m etry,
whileW y 5 isresgponsble forthe triplet-doublet solitting ofH . T he right-handed neutrinos
cbtain a superheavy m ass through W v after the SSB (as announced), and the Yukawa
couplings for the kptons and quarks are contained in W y . W e assum e that there exists
a choice of soft supersym m etry breaking temm s so that all the vacuum expectation values
necessary for the desired SSB corresponds to them ninum of the potential.
G Iven the supem ultiplet content and the superpotential W , we can com pute the

functions of the m odel. T he gauge coupling of SO (10) is denoted by g, and our nom al-
ization ofthe functionsisasusual, ie,dg=dh = (l) =16 2+ O (@°), where isthe

renom alization scale. W e nd:

@) 3

g = 19

Y o= g amdr Dt e d o)

D= g3t e m I S T B T S S D)

g = gs(8—;ﬁgsf+12:UAf+§jJHsf 60 ) ;

Al = gA<16jgf+2—583;sf+%6j;Af+%ngsf 5297 ) ;

iy = gﬂs(8ny+gysf+4yAf+ 11033;Hsf 384%) ; ©)
1(11q)M = Jdmm (E)fgj?"'%gmmjz"'gjgmmj?"' ngBNMj? 4?92),

2%)1\4 = gZNM( :gf :glNMf-l_g:gZNMf'l' %Bme 4?592)

W = O <5yff+42yf+ 273;1NM32+1273';2NM32+93;3NM32 4559%:

W e have assum ed that the Yukawa couplings gry exospt for gr g33 vanish. They can
be Included as am a]lpertufoatjon . Needless to say that the soft susy breaking tem s

do not alter the functions above.

SW e will clarify Jater what we m ean by am all perturbations.



2.2 M odelII

Form odel IT, we introduce a pair of

[ 126) and | 1126) 6)

Instead of the singkt ', providing us wih a possibility of nocorporating the G eorgi-
Jarlskog m echanism PR35, 12]. They satisfy the duality conditions

i

[1 sl (_[ 1 5]) = ¢+ )gl 1 10 [6 10l (_[ 6 10]) 7 (7

and (nstead of’ ) also willm ix w ith the right-handed neutrinos to m ake them super-
heavy.
T he superpotential ofm odel IT is given by

W™ = Wy+Wepg+Wys+W +Weo+Wyy +Wy ; @)
where
g s g5 — .
w = 418 [1 5]Sf519 [1 5]+ 418 [ 1 5]stlg [1 sl
ga—
+m [+ s1Bls 1 (1 517
o o 2 —
Wgy = Su C 11 4 [+ 517
1 %3 _
IT _ I .
Wyy = 5D gwm  C [, o (1 517
I=1
and |, 5]=5i!( . . + antisymm etric permutations ). Wy ; Weg ; Wys and
Wy aregiven nh eg. 4), and Wy oontains the " mass term instead ofthe ’ m ass

term .) The finctions are found to be

s = 119 ;

o= g <14j;Tf+2—573';Hsf+126j;3NMf %392>;

o) = g(53j;f+4—583';d+633';1NM32+633';2NM32+633;3NM32+3753;A32 ggﬁ;
g = gs(%j;s%123';Af+§jgmf+l—25j;sf+l—g5mf 60 ) ;

O - gyt Tmtr e sheFr S atr



35
+§E ¥ 52d°) ;

28 113 35 35
s = Gs GBI+ Toiram i SonsFr T fr ToF 8 @
45
W = Gwu (o3 T+ 13450 T+ Tl T+ Tl T+ 43k,
25 95
+§jJAf+25jJ_sf 392);
45 | ) . ) )
2%)1\4 = Onm (?:gj?-l_71:glNMj2+l34:B_2NMf+ Tlmm F+ 675607
25 95
+§jJAf+25jJ_sf ?92);
. 45 | . . .
3(11q)M = Osm (533Tj2+?33j2+713§mmj2+71332NMj2+ 1343y T
. 25 | , 95
+4EGJ:f+§BAj2+25:g_sf ?gz)i
28 1 25 35
(ls) = gs(_fgsjz"'4jJAZPT+_jJHSZPT+_jJAf+_jJ_sZPT
5 2 4 8
85
+§jg s§  709°) ;
) 28 ) 1, . .
-5 = g_s(gzgsjz+4yAf+533HSZ%+8EGJj2+ 165w T
. . 25 435 | 35,
+16332NM32+16333NM32+Z33A32+?st“rgysf 7097 ) ;
48
(lzi = gA(EjJAf"‘8IUZPT+4jJGJ:PT+8leNMZPT+ 8w F+ 8Pawn T
. . 25
+153Af+25vsf+§ysf 669" ) ;
@) . ) . ) 25 , 95
ey = o (130FeoF + 8w F+ 1345w § + 8333Nmf+§33 Aj2+25:g_s:f ?92)1

O bsarve the occurrence of large coe cilents in the functions above. T hey are responsble
for the fact that the m odel IT either cannot be treated In perturoation theory or does not

give a testable prediction on the top quark m ass, aswe w ill see.

3 G auge-Yukawa Uni cation

The principle of reduction of coupling is to mpose as m any as possble RG nvariant
constraints which are com patile w ith renom alizability [§]. Such constraints in the space

of couplings can be expressed In the In plicit form as (@g1; N #9= oonst., which has



to satisfy the partial di erential equation
A d
T r = i— = 03 (10)
=0 Q9
where ; isthe function of g;. In general, there exist, at least locally, N indepen-

dent solutions of (10), and they are equivalent to the solutions of the socalled reduction

equations {6,
dg;
9 _ L i=1; iN 11)
dg

whereg gy and 0. Since maxin ally N independent RG Invarant constraints in

the N + 1)-dim ensional space of couplings can be mposed by 3, one could in principle
express all the couplings In tem s of a single coupling, the prin ary coupling g [6]. This
possibility is without any doubt attractive, but it can be unrealistic. Therefore, one
often would lke to In pose fewer RG invariant constraints, leading to the idea ofpartial
reduction [7,§].

Herewewould like tobrie y outline them ethod . Forthe case at hand, it isconvenient

to work w ith the absolute square of g;, and we de ne the tilde couplings by

~i —ii=1 iN

where = =4 and ; = P F=4 .W e assume that their evolution equations take
the fom

S ;

dt

d ; @ X0

- = bW i+ big 5 xt ; 12)

dt % 17]

In perturbation theory, and then we derive from (12)

@ @
d~; ; X Dby X (r)
= ( 1+ 2 )~ Mt E) TR () @3)
d pd) - D s
wherebi(r) (~); r= 2; , are power series gfand can be com puted from the r-th loop
functions. W e then solve the algebraic equations
pd X bo
( 1+ —) 3 == = 05 (14)
b i b

6 D etailed discussions on partial reduction are given in ref. [_fg], for instance.



which give the xed polntsof (13) at = 0. W e assum e that the solutions ;’s have the

form
; = O0Pri= 1; O;N ;1 > 0ori= N %+ 1; HN (15)

and we regard ~; with i N % as an all perturbations to the undisturbed system which is
de ned by setting ~; with i N ®equalto zero. It is possble [§] to verify at the one-loop
Jevel the existence of the unigue power series solutions
o=t P ey tiie ey iN (16)
=2

ofthe reduction equations (13) to allorders in the undisturbed system (aswe w illdem on—
strate it in our SO (10) m odelbelow ). These are RG invariant relations am ong couplings
that keep fom ally perturbative renom alizability of the undisturbed system . So in the
undisturoed system there is only one independent coupling

W e em phasize that them ore vanishing ;’sa solution contains, the less is itspredictive

power In general. W e therefore search for predictive solutions in a systam atic fashion.

3.1 Unperturbed system

(@) M odelI
W e nd that form odel I there exist two Independent solutions, A and B , that have the

m ost predictive power, where we have chosen the SO (10) gauge coupling as the prin ary

coupling:
8 8
2 163=60 ’ 217 % 5351=9180 ’ 0583
T = > ’ = > ’
T 0 ! 1589=2727 ' 0583
8 8
2 152335=51408 ' 2:963 2 31373=22032 / 1424
s = ’ A = ’
? 850135=305424 ' 2:783 T 186415=130896 ' 1:424
8 8
2 7=81 ' 0:086 2 191=204 ’ 0:936
HS = > 7 INM — 2NM — > 7
? 170=81 ’ 2:099 ? 191=303 ’ 0:630
8 8
20 2 1A
M T for 5 : a7)
? 191=303 ’ 0:630 ? IB

10



C karly, the solution B has less predictive power because r = 0. So, we consider below
only the solution A, in which the coupling syu should be regarded as a an all perturba-
tion because 3yy = O.

G ven this solution, we would lke to show next (as prom ised) that the expansion

coe cients i(r) ;1=T; ;2N M can be uniquely com puted In any nite order In pertur-
(

bation theory. To thisend, we assum e that in) withr n 2 areknown,then Insert the

n)

power series ansatz (16) or ;° ; i$ 3NM into the reduction equation (13) and collect

tetm s of O ( ® !). One nds easily that

M;5M0) 5 = known quantities by assumption ; i€ 3NM ; 18)
363N M
where
0
p 1141=30 7n 0 0 0
g 0 283603=9180 Tn O 21404=3825
g 0 0 30467=612 Tn 152335=4284
M @) = g 0 31373=1377 219611=27540 909817=27540 n
g 56=81 0 196=405 28=81
E 0 2865=136 0 0
: 0 2865=136 0 0
1467=100 0 0 1
0 5351=18360 5351=18360 %
152335=34272 O 0 %
31373=44064 0 0 g 19
791=810 7n O 0 g
0 573=68 Tn 191=24 %
0 191=24 573=68 Tn "
So, ifdetM () 6 O, the coe cients [ ; i= T; ;2N M can be uniquely caloulated.

Weo fact nd

110920238635003554634381 3608874567318092545318601

+n
8522204882112000 25566614646336000
,71571105122486669715209741 3391617250274453557751579

n
8522204882112000 284073496070400

detM () =

11



1 998654192729460650727

5107001680791190563

819127728000 606761280
¢ 108620968687 5
———— n'823543

5508

& 0 forintegern :

20)

T herefore, there exists a unique pow er series solution ofthe form (16) for the solution 1A .

) M odel II

A ccording to the principle of reduction of couplings, we search for m ost predictive

solutions of (14). O fthese solutions, we consider only non-degenerate ones w ith

Téol

because they are m ore predictive. W e nd that there exist three solutions, TTA , TIB and

IIC, and they contaln three vanishing ’s:
8 8 8
674137 y . 674137 1 A« 674137 s .
% 117840 517 % 2969568 02 % 1060560 0:6
- 108764 . . - 390223 s (. - 300557 s Q. .
T % 14225 750 e % 1433880 03 7 § 512100 e
443 ’ . T 443 ’ ; v 443 ’ .
" 60 74 1512 03 540 08
8 8 8
2356151, . 1673861 ; .
% 0 % 5090688 05 % 318168 53
s=§0 ,A=§o ,Hs=§§§§}g ’ 03
16361 s 4. ? 4739 r oA, 77 ’
" 1032 41 1296 3: 81 10
8 8 8
0 % 673145 18 % 205226 1546
% 3 37119 3 36825
- 47260924 . . o = 1584242 4 1. . - 21623024 5 4. .
s % 4480875 105 7 S § 1493625 11 A % 4480875 48 i
16937 roq.
0 t Sreo 18 0
8 8
674137 5 . 674137 4 .
§ 2969568 02 § 2969568 02
- 53321 ' . - 53321 r .
1IN M % 159330 03 7 owwm % 59330 03 7
443 r oA 443 ron-.
© 1512 03 1512 03
8 8
2 0 2 m
2 2
3NM = % 0 ﬁjr% B (21)
0 T IIC
O bsarve that certain ’s for solutions IIB and IIC are so large that the m odel cannot be

treated in perturbation theory. The  / 5:7 for solution TTA ocould be w ithin the regin e

of perturbation theory, but as we w ill see In the next section, that value is so large that

12



the predicted value ofM . cannot be distinguished from its nfrared value. T herefore, this
m odel does not yield a testabl prediction on the top quark m ass.

W e presented in this section the negative result, too, In som e detail to em phasize
that the existence of a consistent supersym m etric G auge-Y ukawa uni ed m odelbassd on

SO (10) is a nontrivialm atter, as we have announced in the introduction.

3.2 Sm allperturbations

T he an all perturbations caused by nonvanishing ~; with i N % de ned in eg. (15) and
~ym 10 the case of solution IA, enter In such a way that the reduced couplings, ie., ~;
wih i> N % becom e fiinctions not only of but also of ~; with i N % It tumed out
B] that, to Investigate such partially reduced system s, it ism ost convenient to work w ith

the partial di erential equations, which for solution 1A are

N - @ - .
f "—+ WM g~(;~ = i(;~) ;16 3NM 22)
@"'3NM

where

T hese partialdi erential equations are equivalent to the reduction equations (13), and we
look for solutions of the fom

X
~o= gt () TED (v ) ;i€ NM 23)
r=2

w here fi(r) (~3nm ) are supposed to be power series of ~3yu . This particular type of
solution can be m otivated by requiring that in the lm it of vanishing perturbations we

dbtain the undisturbed solutions (16) B, ie., £, 0)= ) orr 2.Agah it ispossble

1

(r)

to cbtan the su cient conditions for the uniqueness of £ ;' In tem s of the Iowest oxder

coe cients. The proof is sin ilar to that or | ’s.
W e have com puted these corrections up to and including tem s of O (~§N M)
~r = (163=60 0:108 apr + 0482 gt ) + ;

~ = (5351=9180+ 0316 g + 0857 2.5 + ) + ;

13
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0.00 0.01 002 0.03 0.04 005 0.06 0.07 0.08
GSNM /G

Figurel: ~g versus ~3yu , Where the dashed lne is obtained from the analytic expression

(24).
~g = (152335=51408+ 0:573 g + 557504 gqu + ) + ;
~» = (31373=22032 03591 w4832 g+ ) + ; 24)
~ys = (7=81 000017 awpr + 0056 g+ ) + ;
~wM = ~owwm = (191=204 4473 wa + 2831 gmz + )+ ;
w here indicates higher order term s which can be uniguely com puted. In the partially

reduced theory de ned above, we have two independent couplings, and s (@long
w ith the Yukawa ocouplings 15 ; I; 06 T).

At theonedoop kveleg. (24) de nesa line param etrized by ~3yy In the 7 dim ensional
soace of couplings. A num erical analysis show s that this lne blow s up In the direction
of ~g at a nite value of ~xyu . Fig. 1 shows ~5 as a function of ~3yyv (the dashed
line is obtained from the analytic expression (24)). So ifwe require ~g to ram ain w ithin
the perturbative regine (ie., gs < 2, which means ~; < 8 because gyr 0:04), the
~3yu Sshould be restricted to be below 0:067. A sa consequence, the value of ~; isalso

bounded. To see this, we plot ~; asa function of ~3y vy In g. 2, from which we conclude

14
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Figure 2: ~r versus ~3yu , Where the dashed line is cbtained from the analytic expression
(24).

that
2714 <  ~p < 27736 : (25)

Thisde nes G YU boundary conditions holding at the uni cation scale M ¢yr In addition
to the group theoreticone, 1= = 1 = . The value of ~; ispractically xed so
that in the follow ing discussions we m ay assum e that ~y = 163=60 ' 2:72, which is the

unperturbed valie.

4 P redictions

A s pointed out, the GYU conditions (25) we have ocbtained above ram ain una ected by
soft supersymm etry breaking tem s, because the  functions are not altered by these
term s. To predict observable param eters from GY U, we apply the renom alization group
technique R7, 231.

Just below M gyr we would lke to obtain the M SSM whil requiring that all the
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superpartners are decoupled below the supersym m etry breaking scale M gygy - To sin plify
our num erical analysis we assum e a unique threshold M gygy for all the superpartmers.
Then the SM should be spontaneously broken down to SU (3)¢ U (1)gmy due to the
vacuum expectation value of the scalar com ponent of H . W e also assum e that the low
energy theory which satis es the requirem ent above can be obtained by arranging soft
supersym m etry breaking tem s and the m ass param eters in the superpotential (3) n an
approprate fashion.

W e shall exam ine num erically the evolution of the gauge and Yukawa couplings in—
cluding the two-loop e ects, according to their renom alization group equations ii. The
translation of the value of a Yukawa coupling into the corresponding m ass value follow s
accordihgtom; = gy ( )v( )= 2 ; i= by ,wherem;( )'sare the running m asses and
weusevM )= 24622 GeV. ThepokmassM ; can be calculated from the running one,

and for the top m ass, we use P21

4
My = meMy) [1+ §ﬂ+ 10:95 (ﬁ)z]; 26)

wherewecomputev™ ) from v ;). A s forthe tau and bottom m asses, we assum e that
m ()andmy( ) for < M ; satisfy the evolution equation govemed by the SU (3)¢

U (L)gm theory with ve avorsand use R2]

My = myMy) [l+§ 3(5f)Mb)+12:4( 3(5f)(Mb))2];

em s M )

M m M )1+ ————17; @27)

where the couplingswih ve avors 355 and gu sp arerlated to ; and gy by

1 1 1 M,
3epMz) = 37 My) ?Ei @8)
8 M,
e Mz) = gy My) 9_E: 29)

The corrections in eq. (27) are the SM ones, and In general one should add the M SSM
corrections too. They could be even large, especially for M O @20 30%), In the

case of universal soft supersymm etry breaking tem s, whilk they can be kept an all if

"W e take Into account the threshold e ects by the step fiinction approxin ation ofthe  fiinctions.
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these temm s are not universal £3, 211]. Aswe will see below, our prediction form M )
w ithout the M SSM corrections t to the experin ental value so that the m odel favors the
non-universal soft supersym m etry breaking tem s.

R egarding now

M = 1:777GeV ; M, = 91:188G&V ;
y 8 M.
ey M) = l279+9—]og—'
Z
24 Myz) = 02319 303 10°T 84 10 °r?; (30)
T = M.=GeV] 165;
asgiven R3,28],we nd
_ _ g _ 6
m M) = 1746Ge€V ; ™M) = 4——8:005 10 °;

which, together with gy and sih? y given I (30), we use as the hput or the RG
evolution. In g. 3, 4 and 5, we show the predictionsofmodelTA on M , m, M ) and

3 M 5 ), respectively. Note that the m ass values are before the M SSM  corrections are
taken Into account. Since my, M ) agrees w ith the experin ental value 4:1 435) GeV
R3laswe can see from  g. 4, these corrections should be rather am all, in plying that our
m odel favors the non-universal soft supersym m etry breaking term s P11.

Fig. 6 shows that M ; is relatively insensitive to a change in ~; . The reason is that
the predicted values orM . are not very much far from its nfrared value R4], which we
de ne as the value for ~; = 6 and isshown In g. 7. By comparing gs. 6 and 7, we
see that the predicted values forM . lie a faw G &V below the Infrared values. So, if the
experin ental uncertainty can be reduced to lss than that order, there w illbe a chance
to test the G augeYukawa uni ed m odel we have proposed here. Note that the present
experin ental value of M ; is (180 ) Gev] £9].

Finally, we would lke to comment on the di erence of the prediction on M  with
and without GYU . A s poInted out, the M ;. prediction without GYU follows from the
requirem ent of the consistent bottom -tau hierarchy. Under the sam e assum ption m ade
for the RG analysis above, we wish to nd the allowed values of ~r . W e nd that the

requirement of 42 GeV < mpM ) < 45GeV with M gysy = 500 GeV  xed, for instance,
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Figure 3: M { prediction versusM gygy for ~r = 2:717.
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Figure4: my M ) prediction versusM gygy for ~r = 2:7717.
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Figure 5: 3 M ;) prediction versusM gygy for ~r = 25717,

Implies1:6 < ~; < 70, and consequently, 182:9GeV < M, < 1912 G eV . This should be
com pared w ith the GYU prediction,

mpM,) = 438GeV ;M,= 1871 GeV ; 31)

which is xed under the sam e assum ption.

5 Com parison w ith the infrared— xed-point approach

and discussions

The infrared— xed-point approach R§] is based on the assumption that nfrared xed
points found in  rst order in perturbation theory persist in higher orders § and that the
ratio of the com pacti cation scale . (orthePlandk scaleM ) to M gy Is Jarge enough
for the ratio of the top Yukawa ocoupling to the gauge coupling to com e very close to its

Infrared valule when running from - down toM gyt . Since this approach looks sin ilar to

I the case of the SM , the Infrared xed point approach loses ism eaning at the two loop-level [30].
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Figure 6: M  versus ~r with M gygy = 300 G&V (dod-dashed line), 500 G &V (solid line)
and 1 TeV (dashed line).
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Figure 7: The Infrared value ofM  versusM gysy (~r = 6).

ours at rst sight, we would like to exam ine w thin the fram ework of our SO (10) m odel
whether and how much this picture of nfrared— xed-point behavior is realized.

To thisend, ket us rst recapimlate the argum ent of ref. P8] and recall that 1,

Mgur)
- 32
(el 1 (=) Meyr)In( cMayr) G2

foronedoop order. For M gyr)= 004dandIn( =M gyr) = 5,weobtain ( )" 0:051.

A ssum ngnow that i’swih i$ T arenegligbly an allcom pared with , we derive from
the reduction equation (13)

= ~r @~ —); (33)

w ith the solution P8, ]

~r Mgur) (34)

4=11+ (' 4=11D)[ Mgur)= ( )P
where | is the value of ~¢ at . The poInt In the Ihfrared- xed-point approach is

that, shce [ M gur)= ( c)]ll:2 isemall ( 025), the "low-energy" value, ~r M gyz), is

jo
° 0 ur nom alization of the generators of SO (10) di ersby a factor of 2. O ur choice corresponds to
that ofthe usualSU (5) GUTs.
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Figure 8: ~r M gyr) (s0olid line) and ~y s M gyt ) (dashed line) versus () for = 2

Insensitive against ¢ and must be close to its nfrared value 11=4 = 2:75. One Inde=d
nds that onemay vary  from 129 to 43 to keep [~r M gyr)=@11=4) 1]< 0d. &t

however should be em phasized that there is no principle to x  in the hfrared— xed-

point approach. For : = 1, which could be realized w ith the sam e probability as for
r = 2,weobtain ar Mgyr)’ 191, whith isonly 70% ofthe infrared value.

Them ore serious problem is the negligibility of other couplings com pared to ¢ . Since
there exists no reason why the neglected couplings have to be an all, they could be large
and hence com parablk to ¢, thereby changing the infrared structure very much. In g.
8, we plot ~¢ M gyr) @as a function of () with 004 () 0:051, where we have
chosen ¢ = 2and g = 25 whik neglecting the other couplings in the evolution. A s
we can see from g. 8, the ~r doesnot approach to 275 as goesto ¢yt = 004 from
0051, rather to another xed point 167. (If 55 would be zero, the ~r M gyr) would
become 251.)

The dbservation of ref. P4] that, In spite of the smalldi erence between M ¢yr and

c » the Yukawa ocouplings tend to converge to their xed points very fast thanks to large
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anom alous din ensions of the m atter super elds, is generally correct In oneJoop order.
H owever, the nfrared— xed-point approach m ay not always have predictive power, aswe
have explicitly seen above In our concrete m odel. This is not a speci ¢ situation of the
present SO (10) m odel, because the factor [ M gur)= ( )2 7 025 is am all enough
according to the discussion ofref. P§]. Ifone insists from the beginning to choose the one-
loop nfrared xed point which ism ost predictive, the lowest order prediction is exactly
the sam e as that of the reduction of couplings. The di erence appears in the next order,
because the reduction solution, except for the lowest order, isnot a xed point solution
In general

If the low-energy prediction for either approach is viabl as experienced In some
cases Including the one discussed in this paper, i m ight indicate som e unknown non-—
perturbative m echanism of uni cation of couplings such as the dynam ical uni cation of
couplings which we suggested in introduction. In either case, the non-perturbative nves—
tigation on asym ptotically-nonfree, non-abelian gauge theories w illbe an in portant issue
n future works.
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