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Abstract

W e study supersym m etric uni�ed m odels with three ferm ion generations based on the

gaugegroup SO (10)and requireGauge-Yukawa Uni�cation,i.e.,arenorm alization group

invariant functionalrelationship am ong the gauge and Yukawa couplings ofthe third

generation in the sym m etric phase. In the case ofthe m inim alm odel,we �nd thatthe

predicted valuesforthetop and bottom quark m assesarein agreem entwith thepresent

experim entaldataforawiderangeofsupersym m etrybreakingscales.W ealso�ndthatan

experim entalaccuracyoflessthan 1% forthetop quarkm asscould testthecorresponding

prediction oftheGauge-Yukawa uni�ed m odel.
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1 Introduction

The rem arkable success ofthe standard m odel(SM ) suggests that we have at hand a

highly non-trivialpart ofa m ore fundam entaltheory for elem entary particle physics.

Since,however,the SM containsm any independentparam eters,ithasbeen a challenge

to understand theplethora ofthese freeparam eters.In Grand Uni�ed Theories(GUTs)

[1,2],the gauge interactionsofthe SM are uni�ed ata certain energy scale M G U T,and

consequently itsgaugecouplingsarerelated with each other.Also theYukawa couplings

can berelated am ongthem selvestoacertain extent.Theserelationsam ongthecouplings

can yield testablepredictionsforGUTs[3,4].

However,GUTscan notrelate the gauge and Yukawa couplingswith each other. In

orderto achieve Gauge-Yukawa Uni�cation (GYU),within the assum ption thatallthe

particlesappearing in a �eld theory m odelareelem entary,one hasto considerextended

supersym m etry [5].Unfortunately,itisextrem ely di�cultto constructa realistic m odel

based ontheextended supersym m etry,becausethem odelhasarealstructurewith respect

to SU(2)L � U(1)Y [5].In superstringsand com positem odelssuch relations,in principle,

also exist.However,in both casesthereexistopen di�cultproblem swhich am ong others

arerelated to thelack ofrealisticm odels.

Recently,an alternative way to achieve uni�cation ofcouplings[6]-[11]hasbeen pro-

posed;itisbased on thefactthatwithin thefram ework ofa renorm alizable�eld theory,

one can �nd renorm alization group (RG) invariant relations am ong param eters which

can im prove the calculability and the predictive powerofthe theory. Thisidea iscalled

som etim estheprincipleofreduction couplings[6].In thispaperwewould liketoconsider

SO (10)supersym m etric GUTsalong the linesofthisuni�cation idea. W e note thatall

realistic supersym m etric SO (10)m odelshave to be asym ptotically-nonfree,because one

needsacertain setofHiggsestobreak SO (10)down toSU(3)C � SU(2)L � U(1)Y [2,12].

Thecom m onwisdom isthattheasym ptotically-nonfreetheoriesdevelop aLandaupole

ata high energy scale,a factwhich inevitably suggeststhatthe theory istrivial,unless

new physics is entering before the couplings blow up. However,there exist argum ents

leading to a di�erentview point;the theory convergesto a well-de�ned ultraviolet�xed
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point,a "new phase",instead ofblowing 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 with m attercouplingscan changeafterthecriticalvalueofthecouplingsitsphase

dueto a certain self-adjustm entofthecouplingsand becom ea wellde�ned �nitetheory

2. In this way, a dynam icaluni�cation ofcouplings [17] 3 can be achieved, since to

enter into the new phase the couplings are supposed to satisfy a de�nite relation. It

is naturalto assum e that at scales below the criticalvalue,that is,in the sym m etric

phase ofa GUT these relationsam ong the couplings are RG invariantasa rem nant of

thedynam icaluni�cation ofcouplings.W hen theGUT entersin itsspontaneousbroken

phase,these RG invariant relations serve just as boundary conditions at M G U T on the

evolution ofcouplingsforscalesbelow it.Sincetheprinciple ofreduction ofcouplingsis

based on RG invariantrelationsam ong couplings,theGYU based on thisprinciplecould

be a consequence ofthe dynam icaluni�cation ofcouplings described above. This is a

speculation,ofcourse,because so farthere existsno reliable and decisive calculation on

thebehaviorofasym ptotically-nonfree,non-abelian gaugetheories 4.

Therehavebeen recently variousphenom enologicalstudieson SO (10)supersym m et-

ric GUTs without GYU [19]-[22],where the top quark m ass was calculated from the

requirem ent ofthe correct bottom -tau hierarchy (recallthat the top Yukawa coupling

contributessigni�cantly to the RG evolution ofthe bottom and tau Yukawa couplings).

Unfortunately,there exists a wide range ofthe predicted values ofM t (160� 200 GeV

[20]).Oneofthem ain reasonsisthatthebottom -tau hierarchy isexperim entally known

only with alargeuncertainty (� 10% [23]).Supposethatthebottom -tau hierarchy would

beprecisely known and thecalculated top m asswould exactly agreewith theexperim en-

talvalue. Then there should exista unique Yukawa coupling ofthe third generation in

1See ref.[13],which contain also earlierreferenceson ultraviolet�xed points.

2Sim ilarphenom enon hasbeen observed in asym ptotically free theories,in which the couplingshave

to be related with each otherin orderforthe theoriesto be asym ptotically free and hence wellde�ned

in the ultravioletlim it[8,16].

3Thisanalysiswasm otivated by theobservation [18]thattherem ightexistan infrared �xed pointin

asym ptotically free Q CD.

4Even the caseofQ ED hasnotbeen com pletely clari�ed [14,15].
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SO (10)GUTs,which isconsistentwith experim entaldata.Itis,however,clearthatthis

Yukawa coupling can notbepredicted within theconventionalGUT schem e.

W ith a GYU the m odelobtainsa m ore predictive power,and the Yukawa couplings

becom ecalculable,ashasbeen experienced in ourrecentstudieson otherm odels[9]-[11].

Although theGYU proposed thereisa gradual,conservativeextension oftheusualGUT

schem e,ithasturned outto yield successfulpredictions.W eem phasizethatthissuccess

isnotjusta consequenceoftheinfrared behavioroftheYukawa couplings[24].Although

theinfrared behaviorisan im portantingredientforthesuccessfulpredictions,weshould

stressalso thesigni�canceofthe�eld contentofthetheoriesaswellastheirinteractions

above theuni�cation scale.The reason isthatthey contribute to the � functionsin the

sym m etricphasewhich �x thestructureoftheGYU based on theprincipleofreduction of

couplingsand consequently theboundary conditionsfortheevolution ofcouplingsbelow

theGUT scale.Therefore,itisabsolutely nontrivialthat(1)thereexistauniqueYukawa

couplingofthethird generation in asupersym m etricSO (10)GUT thatisconsistentwith

the experim entaldata,and (2)thisYukawa coupling can be calculated by m eansofthe

reduction ofcouplings.

In thispaperwewillconsidertwo di�erentm odels;the�rstonewith theHiggssuper-

m ultipletsof1;10;16;16;45;54 and thethreeferm ion generationsin 16,and thesecond

onewith 126+ 126 instead ofthesingletwhich providestheGeorgi-Jarlskog m echanism

[25,12]to obtain a realistic m ass ferm ion m atrix. W e have found thatthe �rst m odel

yieldsexperim entally consistentpredictions,whereweneglecttheYukawa coulingsofthe

�rsttwoferm ion generations.Forthesecond m odelweobtain couplingswhich aresolarge

thatthe m odeleithercannotbetreated within thefram ework ofperturbation theory or

doesnotgivea testableprediction on thetop-bottom hierarchy.

Ourapproach topredictthetop and bottom quark m asses,at�rstsight,lookssim ilar

to theinfrared-�xed-pointapproach ofref.[26].In the�nalsection ofthispaper,wewill

discussthisapproach within the fram ework ofourconcrete SO (10)m odeland conclude

thattheinfrared-�xed-pointapproach doesnotalwaysprovideuswith precisepredictions

on low energy param eters.
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2 T he m odels

W e denote the herm itean SO (10)-gam m a m atrices by �� ; � = 1;� � � ;10. The charge

conjugation m atrix C satis�es C = C � 1 ; C � 1�T� C = � ��,and the �11 is de�ned

as�11 � (�i)5� 10
�= 1�� with (�11)

2 = 1. The chiralprojection operatorsare given by

P� = 1

2
(1� �11).

In SO (10)GUTs[2,12],three generationsofquarksand leptonsare accom m odated

by threechiralsuperm ultipletsin 16 which wedenoteby

	 I(16) with P+ 	
I = 	 I

; (1)

where I runs over the three generations and the spinor index is suppressed. To break

SO (10)down to SU(3)C � SU(2)L � U(1)Y ,weusethefollowing setofchiralsuper�elds:

Sf��g(54);A [��](45);�(16);�(16): (2)

The two SU(2)L doubletswhich areresponsible forthe spontaneoussym m etry breaking

(SSB)ofSU(2)L � U(1)Y down to U(1)EM arecontained in H �(10).

2.1 M odelI

Form odelI,wefurtherintroduceasinglet’ which aftertheSSB ofSO (10)willm ix with

theright-handed neutrinosso thatthey willbecom esuperheavy.

Thesuperpotentialofm odelIisgiven by

W
I = W Y + W SB + W H S + W

I
N M + W M ; (3)

where

W Y =
1

2

3X

I;J= 1

gIJ 	
I
C�� 	

J
H � ;

W SB =
g�

2
��[��]� A [��]+

gS

3!
TrS3 +

gA

2
TrA 2

S ; (4)

W H S =
gH S

2
H � Sf��g H � ;W

I
N M =

3X

I= 1

gIN M 	 I
�’ ;

W M =
m H

2
H

2 + m ’ ’
2 + m � �� +

m S

2
S
2 +

m A

2
A
2
;
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and �[��] = i(���� � ����)=2. The superpotentialis not the m ost generalone,but

by virtue ofthe non-renorm alization theorem ,this does not contradict the philosophy

ofthe coupling uni�cation by the reduction m ethod (a RG invariant �ne tuning is a

solution ofthe reduction equation).W SB isresponsible fortheSSB ofSO (10)down to

SU(3)C � SU(2)W � U(1)Y ,and thiscan be achieved withoutbreaking supersym m etry,

whileW H S isresponsibleforthetriplet-doubletsplittingofH .Theright-handedneutrinos

obtain a superheavy m assthrough W N M aftertheSSB (asannounced),and theYukawa

couplingsforthe leptonsand quarksare contained in W Y . W e assum e thatthere exists

a choiceofsoftsupersym m etry breaking term sso thatallthevacuum expectation values

necessary forthedesired SSB correspondsto them inim um ofthepotential.

Given the superm ultiplet content and the superpotentialW ,we can com pute the �

functionsofthe m odel.Thegaugecoupling ofSO (10)isdenoted by g,and ournorm al-

ization ofthe� functionsisasusual,i.e.,dgi=dln� = �
(1)

i =16�2+ O (g5),where� isthe

renorm alization scale.W e�nd:

�
(1)

g = 7g3 ;

�
(1)

gT
= gT (14jgTj

2 +
27

5
jgH Sj

2 + jg3N M j
2
�
63

2
g
2);

�
(1)

g�
= g�(53jg�j2 +

48

5
jgAj

2 +
1

2
jg1N M j

2 +
1

2
jg2N M j

2 +
1

2
jg3N M j

2
�
77

2
g
2);

�
(1)

S = gS(
84

5
jgSj

2 + 12jgAj
2 +

3

2
jgH Sj

2
� 60g2);

�
(1)

A = gA(16jg�j
2 +

28

5
jgSj

2 +
116

5
jgAj

2 +
1

2
jgH Sj

2
� 52g2);

�
(1)

H S = gH S(8jgTj
2 +

28

5
jgSj

2 + 4jgAj
2 +

113

10
jgH Sj

2
� 38g2); (5)

�
(1)

1N M = g1N M (
45

2
jg�j

2 + 9jg1N M j
2 +

17

2
jg2N M j

2 +
17

2
jg3N M j

2
�
45

2
g
2);

�
(1)

2N M = g2N M (
45

2
jg�j

2 +
17

2
jg1N M j

2 + 9jg2N M j
2 +

17

2
jg3N M j

2
�
45

2
g
2);

�
(1)

3N M = g3N M (5jgTj
2 +

45

2
jg�j

2 +
17

2
jg1N M j

2 +
17

2
jg2N M j

2 + 9jg3N M j
2
�
45

2
g
2):

W e have assum ed thatthe Yukawa couplingsgIJ exceptforgT � g33 vanish. They can

be included assm allperturbations 5. Needlessto say thatthe softsusy breaking term s

do notalterthe� functionsabove.

5W e willclarify laterwhatwem ean by sm allperturbations.
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2.2 M odelII

Form odelII,weintroducea pairof

� [����](126) and � [����](126) (6)

instead ofthe singlet ’, providing us with a possibility of incorporating the Georgi-

Jarlskog m echanism [25,12].They satisfy theduality conditions

� [�1� � � �5](� [�1� � � �5]) = �(+)
i

5!
��1� � � �10

� [�6� � � �10](� [�6� � � �10]); (7)

and � (instead of’)also willm ix with theright-handed neutrinosto m akethem super-

heavy.

Thesuperpotentialofm odelIIisgiven by

W
II = W Y + W SB + W H S + W � + W G J + W

II
N M + W M ; (8)

where

W � =
g� S

4!8
� [�1� � � �5]Sf�5�1g� [�1� � � �5]+

g
� S

4!8
� [�1� � � �5]Sf�5�1g� [�1� � � �5]

+
g� A

4!4
� [�1� � � �5]

A [�5�1]� [�1� � � �5]
;

W G J =
gG J

5!4
	 2

C�[�1� � � �5]	
2 � [�1� � � �5];

W
II
N M =

1

5!2

3X

I= 1

gIN M 	 I
C�[�1� � � �5]

� � [�1� � � �5]
;

and �[�1� � � �5]
= 1

5!
(��1 � � � ��5 + anti-sym m etricperm utations).(W Y ;W SB ;W H S and

W M are given in eq. (4),and W M containsthe �� � m assterm instead ofthe ’ m ass

term .) The� functionsarefound to be

�
(1)

g = 77g3 ;

�
(1)

gT
= gT (14jgTj

2 +
27

5
jgH Sj

2 + 126jg3N M j
2
�
63

2
g
2);

�
(1)

g�
= g�(53jg�j2 +

48

5
jgAj

2 + 63jg1N M j
2 + 63jg2N M j

2 + 63jg3N M j
2 +

35

4
jg� Aj

2
�
77

2
g
2);

�
(1)

S = gS(
84

5
jgSj

2 + 12jgAj
2 +

3

2
jgH Sj

2 +
105

8
jg� Sj

2 +
105

8
jg
� S
j
2
� 60g2);

�
(1)

A = gA(16jg�j
2 +

28

5
jgSj

2 +
116

5
jgAj

2 +
1

2
jgH Sj

2 +
35

2
jg� Aj

2 +
35

8
jg
� S
j
2
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+
35

8
jg� Sj

2
� 52g2);

�
(1)

H S = gH S(8jgTj
2 +

28

5
jgSj

2 + 4jgAj
2 +

113

10
jgH Sj

2 +
35

8
jg
� S
j
2 +

35

8
jg� Sj

2
� 38g2); (9)

�
(1)

1N M = g1N M (
45

2
jg�j

2 + 134jg1N M j
2 + 71jg2N M j

2 + 71jg3N M j
2 + 4jgG Jj

2

+
25

8
jg� Aj

2 + 25jg
� S
j
2
�
95

2
g
2);

�
(1)

2N M = g2N M (
45

2
jg�j

2 + 71jg1N M j
2 + 134jg2N M j

2 + 71jg3N M j
2 + 67jgG Jj

2

+
25

8
jg� Aj

2 + 25jg
� S
j
2
�
95

2
g
2);

�
(1)

3N M = g3N M (5jgTj
2 +

45

2
jg�j

2 + 71jg1N M j
2 + 71jg2N M j

2 + 134jg3N M j
2

+4jgG Jj
2 +

25

8
jg� Aj

2 + 25jg
� S
j
2
�
95

2
g
2);

�
(1)

� S = g� S(
28

5
jgSj

2 + 4jgAj
2 +

1

2
jgH Sj

2 +
25

4
jg� Aj

2 +
35

8
jg
� S
j
2

+
85

8
jg� Sj

2
� 70g2);

�
(1)

� S
= g

� S
(
28

5
jgSj

2 + 4jgAj
2 +

1

2
jgH Sj

2 + 8jgG Jj
2 + 16jg1N M j

2

+16jg2N M j
2 + 16jg3N M j

2 +
25

4
jg� Aj

2 +
435

8
jg
� S
j
2 +

35

8
jg� Sj

2
� 70g2);

�
(1)

� A = g� A(
48

5
jgAj

2 + 8jg�j
2 + 4jgG Jj

2 + 8jg1N M j
2 + 8jg2N M j

2 + 8jg3N M j
2

+15jg� Aj
2 + 25jg

� S
j
2 +

25

8
jg� Sj

2
� 66g2);

�
(1)

G J = gG J(130jgG Jj
2 + 8jg1N M j

2 + 134jg2N M j
2 + 8jg3N M j

2 +
25

8
jg� Aj

2 + 25jg
� S
j
2
�
95

2
g
2):

Observetheoccurrenceoflargecoe�cientsin the� functionsabove.They areresponsible

forthefactthatthem odelIIeithercannotbetreated in perturbation theory ordoesnot

givea testableprediction on thetop quark m ass,aswewillsee.

3 G auge-Yukaw a U ni�cation

The principle ofreduction ofcoupling is to im pose as m any as possible RG invariant

constraintswhich arecom patiblewith renorm alizability [6].Such constraintsin thespace

ofcouplingscan beexpressed in theim plicitform as�(g1;� � � ;gN ) = const.,which has

8



to satisfy thepartialdi�erentialequation

~� �~r � =

NX

i= 0

�i
@

@gi
� = 0 ; (10)

where �i is the � function ofgi. In general,there exist,at least locally,N indepen-

dentsolutionsof(10),and they areequivalentto thesolutionsoftheso-called reduction

equations[6],

�
dgi

dg
= �i ;i= 1;� � � ;N ; (11)

where g � g0 and � � �0. Since m axim ally N independentRG invariantconstraintsin

the(N + 1)-dim ensionalspaceofcouplingscan beim posed by �i,onecould in principle

expressallthe couplingsin term sofa single coupling,the prim ary coupling g [6]. This

possibility is without any doubt attractive, but it can be unrealistic. Therefore, one

often would like to im pose fewerRG invariantconstraints,leading to the idea ofpartial

reduction [7,8].

Herewewouldliketobrieyoutlinethem ethod 6.Forthecaseathand,itisconvenient

to work with theabsolutesquareofgi,and wede�nethetildecouplingsby

~�i �
�i

�
;i= 1;� � � ;N ;

where � = jgj2=4� and �i = jgij
2=4�.W e assum e thattheirevolution equationstake

theform

d�

dt
= �b

(1)
�
2 + � � � ;

d�i

dt
= �b

(1)

i �i� +
X

j;k

b
(1)

i;jk �j�k + � � � ; (12)

in perturbation theory,and then wederivefrom (12)

�
d~�i

d�
= (�1+

b
(1)

i

b(1)
)~�i�

X

j;k

b
(1)

i;jk

b(1)
~�j ~�k +

X

r= 2

(
�

�
)r� 1~b

(r)

i (~�); (13)

where~b
(r)

i (~�);r= 2;� � �,arepowerseriesof~�i and can becom puted from ther-th loop

� functions.W ethen solvethealgebraicequations

(�1+
b
(1)

i

b(1)
)�i�

X

j;k

b
(1)

i;jk

b(1)
�j�k = 0 ; (14)

6 Detailed discussionson partialreduction aregiven in ref.[10],forinstance.
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which give the�xed pointsof(13)at� = 0.W eassum e thatthesolutions�i’shave the

form

�i = 0 fori= 1;� � � ;N
0;�i > 0 fori= N

0+ 1;� � � ;N ; (15)

and weregard ~�i with i� N 0assm allperturbationsto theundisturbed system which is

de�ned by setting ~�i with i� N 0equalto zero.Itispossible[6]to verify attheone-loop

leveltheexistence oftheuniquepowerseriessolutions

~�i = �i+
X

r= 2

�
(r)

i (
�

�
)r� 1 ;i= N

0+ 1;� � � ;N (16)

ofthereduction equations(13)toallordersin theundisturbed system (aswewilldem on-

strateitin ourSO (10)m odelbelow).TheseareRG invariantrelationsam ong couplings

thatkeep form ally perturbative renorm alizability ofthe undisturbed system . So in the

undisturbed system thereisonly one independentcoupling �.

W eem phasizethatthem orevanishing�i’sasolution contains,thelessisitspredictive

powerin general.W ethereforesearch forpredictive solutionsin a system atic fashion.

3.1 U nperturbed system

(a) M odelI

W e�nd thatform odelIthereexisttwoindependentsolutions,A and B ,thathavethe

m ostpredictive power,wherewehavechosen theSO (10)gaugecoupling astheprim ary

coupling:

�T =

8

><

>:

163=60 ’ 2:717

0
; �� =

8

><

>:

5351=9180 ’ 0:583

1589=2727 ’ 0:583
;

�S =

8

><

>:

152335=51408 ’ 2:963

850135=305424 ’ 2:783
; �A =

8

><

>:

31373=22032 ’ 1:424

186415=130896 ’ 1:424
;

�H S =

8

><

>:

7=81 ’ 0:086

170=81 ’ 2:099
; �1N M = �2N M =

8

><

>:

191=204 ’ 0:936

191=303 ’ 0:630
;

�3N M =

8

><

>:

0

191=303 ’ 0:630
for

8

><

>:

IA

IB

: (17)

10



Clearly,the solution B haslesspredictive powerbecause �T = 0. So,we considerbelow

only thesolution A,in which thecoupling �3N M should beregarded asa sm allperturba-

tion because�3N M = 0.

Given this solution,we would like to show next (as prom ised) that the expansion

coe�cients�
(r)

i ;i= T;� � � ;2N M can beuniquely com puted in any �niteorderin pertur-

bation theory.Tothisend,weassum ethat�
(n)

i with r� n� 2 areknown,then insertthe

powerseriesansatz(16)for�
(n)

i ;i6= 3N M into thereduction equation (13)and collect

term sofO (�n� 1).One�ndseasily that

X

j6= 3N M

M i j(n)�
(n)

j = known quantitiesby assum ption ;i6= 3N M ; (18)

where

M (n) =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1141=30� 7n 0 0 0

0 283603=9180� 7n 0 21404=3825

0 0 30467=612� 7n 152335=4284

0 31373=1377 219611=27540 909817=27540� 7n

56=81 0 196=405 28=81

0 2865=136 0 0

0 2865=136 0 0

1467=100 0 0

0 5351=18360 5351=18360

152335=34272 0 0

31373=44064 0 0

�791=810� 7n 0 0

0 573=68� 7n 191=24

0 191=24 573=68� 7n

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

: (19)

So,ifdetM (n)6= 0,the coe�cients�
(n)

i ; i= T;� � � ;2N M can be uniquely calculated.

W ein fact�nd

detM (n) = �
110920238635003554634381

8522204882112000
+ n

3608874567318092545318601

25566614646336000

+n2
7571105122486669715209741

8522204882112000
� n

3
391617250274453557751579

284073496070400

11



+n4
598654192729460650727

819127728000
� n

5
107001680791190563

606761280

+n6
108620968687

5508
� n

7823543

6= 0 forintegern : (20)

Therefore,thereexistsauniquepowerseriessolution oftheform (16)forthesolution IA.

(b) M odelII

According to the principle ofreduction ofcouplings,we search for m ost predictive

solutionsof(14).Ofthese solutions,we consideronly non-degenerate oneswith �T 6= 0,

because they arem ore predictive. W e�nd thatthere existthree solutions,IIA,IIB and

IIC,and they contain threevanishing �’s:

�T =

8

>>>>><

>>>>>:

674137

117840
’ 5:7

108764

14225
’ 7:7

443

60
’ 7:4

;�G J =

8

>>>>><

>>>>>:

674137

2969568
’ 0:2

390223

1433880
’ 0:3

443

1512
’ 0:3

;�� =

8

>>>>><

>>>>>:

674137

1060560
’ 0:6

300557

512100
’ 0:6

443

540
’ 0:8

;

�S =

8

>>>>><

>>>>>:

0

0

16361

4032
’ 4:1

;�A =

8

>>>>><

>>>>>:

2356151

5090688
’ 0:5

0

4739

1296
’ 3:

;�H S =

8

>>>>><

>>>>>:

1673861

318168
’ 5:3

13811

51210
’ 0:3

77

81
’ 1:0

;

�� S =

8

>>>>><

>>>>>:

0

47260924

4480875
’ 10:5

0

;�
� S

=

8

>>>>><

>>>>>:

673145

371196
’ 1:8

1584242

1493625
’ 1:1

16937

9450
’ 1:8

;�� A =

8

>>>>><

>>>>>:

205226

36825
’ 5:6

21623024

4480875
’ 4:8

0

;

�1N M =

8

>>>>><

>>>>>:

674137

2969568
’ 0:2

53321

159320
’ 0:3

443

1512
’ 0:3

;�2N M =

8

>>>>><

>>>>>:

674137

2969568
’ 0:2

53321

159320
’ 0:3

443

1512
’ 0:3

;

�3N M =

8

>>>>><

>>>>>:

0

0

0

for

8

>>>>><

>>>>>:

IIA

IIB

IIC

: (21)

Observe thatcertain �’sforsolutionsIIB and IIC areso largethatthem odelcannotbe

treated in perturbation theory.The�T ’ 5:7 forsolution IIA could bewithin theregim e

ofperturbation theory,butaswe willsee in the nextsection,thatvalue isso largethat

12



thepredicted valueofM t cannotbedistinguished from itsinfrared value.Therefore,this

m odeldoesnotyield a testableprediction on thetop quark m ass.

W e presented in this section the negative result,too,in som e detailto em phasize

thattheexistenceofa consistentsupersym m etricGauge-Yukawa uni�ed m odelbased on

SO (10)isa nontrivialm atter,aswehaveannounced in theintroduction.

3.2 Sm allperturbations

Thesm allperturbationscaused by nonvanishing ~�i with i� N 0,de�ned in eq.(15)and

~�3N M in the case ofsolution IA,enterin such a way thatthe reduced couplings,i.e.,~�i

with i> N 0,becom e functionsnotonly of� butalso of~�i with i� N 0. Itturned out

[8]that,to investigatesuch partially reduced system s,itism ostconvenientto work with

thepartialdi�erentialequations,which forsolution IA are

f ~�
@

@�
+ ~�3N M

@

@~�3N M

g ~�i(�;~�) = ~�i(�;~�);i6= 3N M ; (22)

where

~�i =
�i

�2
�

�

�2
~�i ; ~� =

�

�
:

Thesepartialdi�erentialequationsareequivalenttothereduction equations(13),and we

look forsolutionsoftheform

~�i = �i+
X

r= 2

(
�

�
)r� 1f

(r)

i (~�3N M );i6= 3N M ; (23)

where f
(r)

i (~�3N M ) are supposed to be power series of ~�3N M . This particular type of

solution can be m otivated by requiring that in the lim it ofvanishing perturbations we

obtain theundisturbed solutions(16)[8],i.e.,f
(r)

i (0)= �
(r)

i forr� 2.Again itispossible

to obtain the su�cientconditionsforthe uniquenessoff
(r)

i in term softhe lowestorder

coe�cients.Theproofissim ilarto thatfor�
(r)

i ’s.

W ehavecom puted thesecorrectionsup to and including term sofO (~�2
3N M ):

~�T = (163=60� 0:108� � � ~�3N M + 0:482� � � ~�2

3N M + � � � )+ � � � ;

~�� = (5351=9180+ 0:316� � � ~�3N M + 0:857� � � ~�2

3N M + � � � )+ � � � ;

13
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Figure1: ~�S versus ~�3N M ,wherethedashed lineisobtained from theanalyticexpression

(24).

~�S = (152335=51408+ 0:573� � � ~�3N M + 5:7504� � � ~�2

3N M + � � � )+ � � � ;

~�A = (31373=22032� 0:591� � � ~�3N M � 4:832� � � ~�2

3N M + � � � )+ � � � ; (24)

~�H S = (7=81� 0:00017� � � ~�3N M + 0:056� � � ~�2

3N M + � � � )+ � � � ;

~�1N M = ~�2N M = (191=204� 4:473� � � ~�3N M + 2:831� � � ~�2

3N M + � � � )+ � � � ;

where� � � indicateshigherorderterm swhich can beuniquely com puted.In thepartially

reduced theory de�ned above,we have two independent couplings,� and �3N M (along

with theYukawa couplings�IJ ;I;J 6= T).

Attheone-loop leveleq.(24)de�nesalineparam etrized by ~�3N M in the7dim ensional

space ofcouplings. A num ericalanalysis showsthatthisline blows up in the direction

of ~�S at a �nite value of ~�3N M . Fig. 1 shows ~�S as a function of ~�3N M (the dashed

lineisobtained from theanalyticexpression (24)).So ifwerequire ~�S to rem ain within

the perturbative regim e (i.e.,gS <� 2,which m eans ~�S <� 8 because �G U T � 0:04),the

~�3N M should berestricted to bebelow � 0:067.Asa consequence,thevalueof~�T isalso

bounded.To seethis,weplot~�T asa function of~�3N M in �g.2,from which weconclude

14
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Figure2: ~�T versus ~�3N M ,wherethedashed lineisobtained from theanalyticexpression

(24).

that

2:714 <� ~�T <� 2:736 : (25)

Thisde�nesGYU boundary conditionsholding attheuni�cation scaleM G U T in addition

to thegroup theoreticone,�T = �t = �b = ��.Thevalueof~�T ispractically �xed so

thatin the following discussionswe m ay assum e that ~�T = 163=60 ’ 2:72,which isthe

unperturbed value.

4 Predictions

Aspointed out,the GYU conditions(25)we have obtained above rem ain una�ected by

soft supersym m etry breaking term s,because the � functions are not altered by these

term s.To predictobservableparam etersfrom GYU,weapply therenorm alization group

technique [27,22].

Just below M G U T we would like to obtain the M SSM while requiring that allthe
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superpartnersaredecoupled below thesupersym m etry breakingscaleM SU SY .Tosim plify

our num ericalanalysis we assum e a unique threshold M SU SY for allthe superpartners.

Then the SM should be spontaneously broken down to SU(3)C � U(1)E M due to the

vacuum expectation value ofthe scalarcom ponentofH �. W e also assum e thatthe low

energy theory which satis�es the requirem ent above can be obtained by arranging soft

supersym m etry breaking term sand the m assparam etersin the superpotential(3)in an

appropriatefashion.

W e shallexam ine num erically the evolution ofthe gauge and Yukawa couplings in-

cluding the two-loop e�ects,according to theirrenorm alization group equations 7. The

translation ofthe value ofa Yukawa coupling into the corresponding m assvalue follows

according to m i = gi(�)v(�)=
p
2 ;i= t;b;�,wheremi(�)’saretherunning m assesand

weusev(M Z)= 246:22 GeV.Thepolem assM i can becalculated from therunning one,

and forthetop m ass,weuse[22]

M t = m t(M t)[1+
4

3

�3(M t)

�
+ 10:95(

�3(M t)

�
)2]; (26)

wherewecom putev(M t)from v(M Z).Asforthetau and bottom m asses,weassum ethat

m �(�)and m b(�)for� < M Z satisfy the evolution equation governed by the SU(3)C �

U(1)EM theory with �veavorsand use[22]

M b = m b(M b)[1+
4

3

�3(5f)(M b)

�
+ 12:4(

�3(5f)(M b)

�
)2];

M � = m �(M �)[1+
�EM (5f)(M �)

�
]; (27)

wherethecouplingswith �veavors� 3(5f) and �EM (5f) arerelated to �3 and �EM by

�
� 1

3(5f)
(M Z) = �

� 1
3
(M Z)�

1

3�

M t

M Z

; (28)

�
� 1

EM (5f)
(M Z) = �

� 1
EM
(M Z)�

8

9�

M t

M Z

: (29)

The correctionsin eq. (27)are the SM ones,and in generalone should add the M SSM

corrections too. They could be even large,especially forM b � �O (20� 30% ),in the

case ofuniversalsoft supersym m etry breaking term s,while they can be kept sm allif

7W e takeinto accountthe threshold e�ectsby the step function approxim ation ofthe � functions.
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these term sare notuniversal[20,21]. Aswe willsee below,ourprediction form b(M b)

withouttheM SSM corrections�tto theexperim entalvalueso thatthem odelfavorsthe

non-universalsoftsupersym m etry breaking term s.

Regarding now

M � = 1:777 GeV ;M Z = 91:188 GeV ;

�
� 1
EM
(M Z) = 127:9+

8

9�
log

M t

M Z

;

sin2�W (M Z) = 0:2319� 3:03� 10� 5T � 8:4� 10� 8T2
; (30)

T = M t=[GeV]� 165 ;

asgiven [23,28],we�nd

m �(M Z) = 1:746 GeV ;��(M Z) =
g2�

4�
= 8:005� 10� 6 ;

which,together with �EM and sin2�W given in (30),we use as the input for the RG

evolution. In �g. 3,4 and 5,we show the predictionsofm odelIA on M t,m b(M b)and

�3(M Z),respectively. Note that the m ass values are before the M SSM corrections are

taken into account. Since m b(M b) agrees with the experim entalvalue (4:1� 4:5) GeV

[23]aswecan seefrom �g.4,thesecorrectionsshould berathersm all,im plying thatour

m odelfavorsthenon-universalsoftsupersym m etry breaking term s[21].

Fig. 6 showsthatM t isrelatively insensitive to a change in ~�T. The reason isthat

the predicted valuesforM t are notvery m uch farfrom itsinfrared value [24],which we

de�ne asthe value for ~�T = 6 and isshown in �g. 7. By com paring �gs. 6 and 7,we

see thatthe predicted valuesforM t lie a few GeV below the infrared values. So,ifthe

experim entaluncertainty can be reduced to lessthan thatorder,there willbe a chance

to testthe Gauge-Yukawa uni�ed m odelwe have proposed here. Note thatthe present

experim entalvalueofM t is(180� 12)[GeV][29].

Finally,we would like to com m ent on the di�erence ofthe prediction on M t with

and without GYU.As pointed out,the M t prediction without GYU follows from the

requirem ent ofthe consistent bottom -tau hierarchy. Under the sam e assum ption m ade

forthe RG analysis above,we wish to �nd the allowed values of ~�T. W e �nd thatthe

requirem entof4:2 GeV <� m b(M b)<� 4:5 GeV with M SU SY = 500 GeV �xed,forinstance,
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Figure3:M t prediction versusM SU SY for ~�T = 2:717.
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Figure4:m b(M b)prediction versusM SU SY for ~�T = 2:717.
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Figure5:�3(M Z)prediction versusM SU SY for ~�T = 2:717.

im plies1:6<� ~�T <� 7:0,and consequently,182:9 GeV <� M t
<� 191:2 GeV.Thisshould be

com pared with theGYU prediction,

m b(M b) = 4:38 GeV ;M t = 187:1 GeV ; (31)

which is�xed underthesam eassum ption.

5 C om parison w ith theinfrared-�xed-pointapproach

and discussions

The infrared-�xed-point approach [26]is based on the assum ption that infrared �xed

pointsfound in �rstorderin perturbation theory persistin higherorders 8 and thatthe

ratio ofthecom pacti�cation scale� C (orthePlanck scaleM P)to M G U T islargeenough

forthe ratio ofthe top Yukawa coupling to the gaugecoupling to com e very close to its

infrared valuewhen runningfrom �C down toM G U T.Sincethisapproach lookssim ilarto

8In the caseofthe SM ,the infrared �xed pointapproach losesitsm eaning atthe two loop-level[30].
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Figure 6:M t versus ~�T with M SU SY = 300 GeV (dod-dashed line),500 GeV (solid line)

and 1 TeV (dashed line).
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Figure7:Theinfrared valueofM t versusM SU SY (~�T = 6).

oursat�rstsight,we would like to exam ine within the fram ework ofourSO (10)m odel

whetherand how m uch thispictureofinfrared-�xed-pointbehaviorisrealized.

To thisend,letus�rstre-capitulatetheargum entofref.[26]and recallthat 9

�(� C) =
�(M G U T)

1� (7=2�)�(M G U T)ln(�C=M G U T)
(32)

forone-looporder.For�(M G U T)= 0:04andln(�C=M G U T)= 5,weobtain�(� C)’ 0:051.

Assum ingnow that�i’swith i6= T arenegligibly sm allcom pared with �T,wederivefrom

thereduction equation (13)

�
~�T

d�
= ~�T(2~�T �

11

2
); (33)

with thesolution [26,7]

~�T(M G U T) =
1

4=11+ (�� 1T � 4=11)[�(M G U T)=�(� C)]
11=2

; (34)

where �T is the value of ~�T at �C. The point in the infrared-�xed-point approach is

that,since[�(M G U T)=�(� C)]
11=2 issm all(� 0:25),the"low-energy" value,~�T(M G U T),is

9 O urnorm alization ofthe generatorsofSO (10)di�ersby a factorof
p
2.O urchoicecorrespondsto

thatofthe usualSU (5)G UTs.
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Figure 8: ~�T(M G U T)(solid line)and ~�H S(M G U T)(dashed line)versus �(�)for�T = 2

and �H S = 2:5.

insensitive against�T and m ustbe close to itsinfrared value 11=4 = 2:75. One indeed

�nds that one m ay vary �T from 1:9 to 4:3 to keep [~�T(M G U T)=(11=4)� 1]<� 0:1. It

howevershould be em phasized thatthere isno principle to �x �T in the infrared-�xed-

point approach. For�T = 1,which could be realized with the sam e probability as for

�T = 2,weobtain ~aT(M G U T)’ 1:91,which isonly 70% oftheinfrared value.

Them oreseriousproblem isthenegligibility ofothercouplingscom pared to�T.Since

thereexistsno reason why theneglected couplingshave to besm all,they could belarge

and hence com parable to �T,thereby changing the infrared structure very m uch.In �g.

8,we plot ~�T(M G U T) as a function of�(�) with 0:04 � �(�) � 0:051,where we have

chosen �T = 2 and �H S = 2:5 while neglecting the othercouplingsin the evolution. As

wecan see from �g.8,the ~�T doesnotapproach to 2:75 as� goesto �G U T = 0:04 from

0:051,ratherto another�xed point1:67. (If�H S would be zero,the ~�T(M G U T)would

becom e2:51.)

The observation ofref. [26]that,in spite ofthe sm alldi�erence between M G U T and

�C,theYukawa couplingstend to convergeto their�xed pointsvery fastthanksto large
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anom alous dim ensions ofthe m atter super�elds,is generally correct in one-loop order.

However,theinfrared-�xed-pointapproach m ay notalwayshavepredictivepower,aswe

have explicitly seen above in ourconcrete m odel. Thisisnota speci�c situation ofthe

presentSO (10)m odel,because the factor[�(M G U T)=�(� C)]
11=2 ’ 0:25 issm allenough

accordingtothediscussion ofref.[26].Ifoneinsistsfrom thebeginningtochoosetheone-

loop infrared �xed pointwhich ism ostpredictive,the lowestorderprediction isexactly

thesam easthatofthereduction ofcouplings.Thedi�erenceappearsin thenextorder,

because the reduction solution,exceptforthe lowestorder,isnota �xed pointsolution

in general.

If the low-energy prediction for either approach is viable as experienced in som e

cases including the one discussed in this paper,it m ight indicate som e unknown non-

perturbative m echanism ofuni�cation ofcouplingssuch asthe dynam icaluni�cation of

couplingswhich wesuggested in introduction.In eithercase,thenon-perturbativeinves-

tigation on asym ptotically-nonfree,non-abelian gaugetheorieswillbean im portantissue

in futureworks.
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