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A bstract

W e consider a realistic exam ple of supersym m etric grand uni ca—
tion based on SU 3)c SU @)1 SU (3)g In which the electroweak
EW ) higgs doublkts are Yight’ as a consequence of the bseudogold-
stone’ m echanian . W e discuss radiative EW breaking in this m odel,
exploring in particular the ym all’ (order unit:y)qand Yarge’ ( m=myp)
tan regionsby studying the variationsofr( §;2= %),where 5;2;3
arethewellknown M SSM param etersevaliated attheGUT scal. For
r su ciently close to uniy the quantity tan can be of order uniy,
but the converse is not always true.
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1 Introduction

U nderstanding how the elctroweak higgs doublets of the m inin al super-
symm etric standard model M SSM ) remain Yght’ ( 16GeV ) wihin the
fram ew ork of supersym m etric grand uni ed theories (SUSY GUTS) poses an

In portant challenge form odelbuilders. In supersym m etric trini cation w ith

gauge group G SU 3L SU (3}, SU Bk, by In posing suitable discrete
symm etries for instance, it is possible to protect the EW doublets from be-
com Ing superheavy w ithout ne tuning [L]. The supersymm etric -tem of
M SSM arises from a higher order (hon-renom alizable) tem In the superpo—
tential. T his approach lkads to a num ber of testable predictions. T he proton

tumsout to be essentially stable, while theM SSM param etertan me=my.
Tt is Interesting to recall that in this cass, by xingmymy) = 425 0:10
GeV and M ,)= 012 001, the top quark m ass was predicted R] to lie
n a range which is In very good agreem ent w ith the subsequent CDF /D O

m easurem ents.

A som ew hat di erent approach for ocbtaining the light doublts relies on
the idea of an accidental bssudo-symm etry’ [B] which is spontaneously bro-
ken. [t alsom ay bebroken both explicitly aswellasby radiative corrections.]
Exam ples [4,5]based on SU (6) (SU (5) and SO (10) do not seam to work) and
more recently [flon G ( (SU (3)F) have been presented. In this paper we
wish to focus on the pseudogodstone m echanian In G and study the mm pli-
cations of m erging it w ith the radiative EW breaking scenario. In section 2
we provide the details of this m echanian w ithin the fram ework of G . W hat

partially distinguishes this exam ple from som e previouswork bassd on SU (6)



S q
can be explained in temm s of the param eter r 2= 2 ¢ 2= 2), where

2; %; % arethewellknown m ass squared param eters of the tree level scalar
potential of M SSM , evaluated at the GUT scale M ¢ . In the sinplest SU (6)
m odel r is equal to unity, up to corrections of order (1T eV=M ¢ )?, where 1
TeV speci es the supersymm etry breaking scale. In the (SU 3))° case, ¢
deviates from unity even in the supersym m etric lim it due to the presence of
a superpotential term which breaks pssudosym m etry at tree level. N onethe—
Iess, this leads to the desired higgs doublts [6]. Indeed, In the absence of
this additionalterm r isunity, but then the top quark tums out to bem ass—
Iess at tree evel which is unacoeptable. In section 3 we consider radiative
EW breaking aswellasthe ensuing sparticlke spectroscopy, focusing on r very
close tounity such thattan isoforderunity. W e nd interesting constraints
on the param eters, namely jM -, j< my < JA jwhere M i, my) denote
the universal gaugino (scalar) mass, and A is the universal trilinear scalar
coupling. Figures 1-6 highlight this region of the param eter space. In F igs.
7-10 we show how by varying the ratio A=m ,, the quantiy r 1 wihout
tan becom ing large. In section 4 we brie v summ arize the large tan case

obtained by varying r further away from uniy Eig. 11).

2 The SGU Q)P seudogoldstone M odel

W e consider a supersym m etric grand uni ed m odelbased on the gauge group
G SU (3) SU (3}, SU @Bk . Them atter (lpton, quark, antiquark)
elds ofthem odel transform as (1;3;3); (3;3;1) and (3;1;3) underG :
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The super eldsH ;;H ;L are SU (2);, doublts, where SU (3);, (SU (3)g ) acts
along the columns (rows) of the matrices In (1). Under SU Q) U @),
H1i;H 53 have the sam e quantum numbers as the EW doublkts, whike L;
denote the ¥pton doublts.

In order to break the gauge group G down to M SSM , we need higgs
super elds that transform asthe i’sh (1). Them Ininum number that is

needed is two which we denote as

()and °(9 @)

The conjigate super elds and ° are needed to preserve SUSY when G
breaks to the standard m odel gauge group. The scalar com ponents of ()
aocquire Jarge non—zero vevs along the N (N ) directions such that G breaks
toSU(B). SURYy SURKxk U@y r.Wih 9 %9 acquirihg large vevs
alongthe “°( %) direction, the resulting unbroken symm etry w illbe SU (3).
SU @), U@).

Let us begin by specifying the part of the superpotential that involves
the chiral super elds ;



W = S( Y+ a+p? ()

Here standsfor ?»; 3 ABC A B € (etcr), and S denotes a gauge
singlet eld S.To see how the pssudogoldstone m echanian operates, consider
a situation in which we include an analogoustermm W o orthe °sector, but
there is no Om xing [for details see Refl[6]]. In this lin i there appears

a larger global symm etry (\pssudo-sym m etry")
Gg = BUQE). SUQEBL SUQEKI BU@BL SU@EBY SUQEBkIo ()

underwhich W + W ot h.c. isinvardant. Tk hasbeen shown p]thatwhen G
breaksto SU 3). SU R}y U (1), there em erge a pairof lm assless’ doublets
w ith the quantum num bers ofthe EW higgs:

P = Lh% HIWi

P = Lh®% HJWNi ®)

W e observe that the H g com ponent of P has the correct quantum num bers to
couple (at tree level) to the down quarks and the charged leptons. H owever,
the corresponding com ponent H g ofP cannot serve as the second (Up’ type)
higgs doubkt since it is forbidden from having a renom alizable coupling to
the quark super elds. In particular, the top quark ism asslkess at tree level!

T he resolution of this lies In extending the eld content of the m odel by
including an additional higgs supem ultiplet ®( 9). Consider the superpo—
tential couplings M Mgur)

M ©P4 £ 0 (6)



The second temm In (6) explicitly breaks G4 but in such a way that the
desired I asskess’ pair survives. A straightforward calculation show s that

the com bination

sn HY + cos P (7)

is the required Up-type’ higgs doublkt. Here sin = z=M 2+ z%)2 (z =
fFWN 2+ <)2) provides a m easure of the breaking of the pseudosym m etry
G g1.

In order to evaluate the scalarpotential nvolring the EW higgs doublets,

we tum attention to the relevant part of the superpotential

W = ; @Si)PP+ W (Si;otherfields) + zZPH," + M HLHY  @8)

where S; denote the SU (2) U (1) sihgkt super elds. The scalar m as$
m atrix, after ncluding the soft supersym m etry breaking couplings, is given
by m ¢ denotes the soft SUSY breaking scalarm ass param eter and S; In (9)

and (10) denote the appropriate vev) :

? P RY P
P jaiS; § +m% ai@@WTi + Aa;S; a;S;z 0
P aiﬁ—?,i +AaS; jaS;F+mi+ 2 Bz Mz )
B aiS5;z Bz 2+ M2 BM
HY 0 M z BM M 2

T he presence ofthe h asskess’ state (forz = 0) leads to the follow ing relation



@w
'aiSi + ITl2 = a;,—— + Aa;S;
ja:s: I ° @s;
= mi @+ 1) (10)

wih b = sz—?' where A ;B ;C denote the comm on tri-linear, bilnear and
Iinear scalar couplings from the soft SUSY breaking atM g . Notethat hS;i=
0E Im o) before (@fter) SUSY breaking.

Thed4d 4matrixin (9) can be sinpli ed In a relatively straightforward
m anner and we will focus on the Yight higgs’ sector which is given by the

following 2 2 subm atrix:

p H,
P miloos + 1) m 2+ 1)cos 11)
H, mi+ 1)cos mZos + 1)

where H , stands for the state given in eq.(7).

T he follow ing ram arks are In order:

i. W ith = 0thepssudosymm etry G 4 isunbroken at tree level in the scalar
sector and we have a pairof massless’ stateswith 7 = 3 = 2 (@t

M¢).

ii. The realistic case requires € 0 so that, atM ¢,

§=§=mg(bzoosz + 1)
5 = mj©+ 1)cos 12)
q
The deviation from unity @tM g) of the matio r {2= 5 ,whih

can be signi cant as a consequence of (12), w illbe used In conjunction



w ith radiative electrow eak breaking, to explore the param eter space of

M SSM .

i, Th m Inimn al supergraviy, B = A my;C = A 2mg, such thatb= 1.

3 Radiatiwe E lectrow eak Breaking and r 1

In this section we wish to explore how close to uniy r can get without
running into con ict with the radiative electroweak breaking soenario. For
r su ciently close to unity the well known param eter tan tums out to
be of order unity. The converse, however, is not necessarily true as we will
later see. The procedure we follow rests on m nin izing the renom alization
group in proved treeJdevel potential at a scale Qg 05 1 TeV. The
soft SUSY breaking param eters at this scale are estin ated through their
one-loop evolution equations. The reliability of m nin izing the treedlevel
potential In this m anner has previously been studied R] and yields resuls
that are consistent w ith m Inin izing the one-loop e ective potential.

A know ledge of ¢ and the electroweak couplings at present energies en—
ables us to estin ate M ¢ through their one loop evolution equations, w ith
supersymm etry breaking scale assum ed to be of order Q. By soecifying
hy and hy & h ) at M ¢, one evolves the coupled system for the gauge and
third generation Yukawa ocouplings down to Qo, and solves for tan  from
the known valie of m (= 1778 GeV). W e ramark that nh the (SU (3))°
fram ew ork the asym ptotic relation hy = h may be expected to hold near
the P lanck scale where the full E ¢ theory is e ective.] Furthem ore, given

M i; mo and A one cbtains the values ofmj  and mj at Q, and from



the m Inin ization conditions and know ledge of tan , solves or Q) and
B Qg). Note that at oneldoop kvel, and B do not enter the evolution
equations of the ram aining param eters.] Knowing Q) and B Qy), we can
com pute the physical spectrum since the ram aining param eters are already
known wvia their evolution equations. If the result is a consistent, stable
SU (2) U (1) breaking vacuum [one that does not con ict any phenom eno—
logical constraint] we evolve Q) and B Q) badk to M ¢ and evaluate the
param eter r. The procedure we follow gives resultsthatarewihin 1 2% of
a oneJoop calculation [7] which explicitly reports the valuesof ™ x ) and
B My ) In order to In plem ent a successfiil radiative breaking scenario.

W e have perfom ed a search in the param eter space spanned by

h; hp; M 155 mg; A) 13)
xingMg ' 2 10°Gev, Qq 350GeV, My) = 0412; o =
1=25 ((en M ;) = 1=128). W e illustrate the behaviour of the solutions in

the desired regions of the param eter space through several gures to bring
out the salient features. W e begin by specifying a convention In which the
Yukawa couplings, M -, and tan are positive, allowing A and to be of
either sign. W e shall see that if r is to be as close to uniy as possbl, the
param etersA and w illbe required to have a comm on sign. [[ he qualitative
trendsare sin flarwhen ; A < Oisrphoedby ;A > 0.] In particular,
the hierarchy which em erges, M 1, my JA j favours the sign of A
tobe+ ( ) when > 0 0). The num erical choices for (13) correspond
to those that yield phenom enologically acosptable solutons often lying In the

ranges reviewed In Ref. R]. Such solutions are typical and the gross features



of the solutions are perturbed in only a m norway when these arem odi ed.

In Fig. 1 we illustrate the dependence of r on tan , varying the input
value of h M ¢ ). Notice that as h, increases it becom es harder to achieve
r 1.

In Fig. 2 we illustrate the correlation between the nput value of A with
the value of the param eter r. Here we have chosen < 0 and one nds
thatA = 3my m akes r close to uniy than say A = 2my, w ith all other
param etersheld xed. For > 0,1t isA = 3mgversussayA = 2mg.]
T hus the requirem ent of r 1 favors a lJarger ratio for jJA j=m,.

InFig. 3,we show the correlationsbetween M 1, andm o when r isplotted

asa function oftan fordi ering ratiosm (=M ;-, . T he net conclusion to be

drawn is that the r 1 scenario enforces the correlation
M- m g JA 7
and sign @A) = sign () (14)

In Fig. 4 we further develop the m essage found in Fig. 1 for larger values
ofhy, with M 1,=m( and A=m  in the regin es sihgld out by the scenario,
to estin ate how close to unity r can get. W e see that to obtaln ¢ 105
w ith < 0 one requiresm ¢ to be as large as 2M 1, . Note that iftan is

too close to unity, the relation

mefne) = hefnye)174) sin 15)

m ay cause the top quark m ass In the theory to com e into con ict with the

CDF /D0 values B].



W ith > 0aplbtofrasa function oftan is illustrated n Fig. 5.
T he resuls above essentially em erge due to the correlations enforoed by
the well known evolution equations for the param eters and B [see Ref. 9]

and are given here for com pleteness:

d 3
<" 17 34 5g§+ h® + 3hZ + 3h?)
dB 1 3
= W( 3gM , gng 1+ h’°A + 3h’A,+ 3h%A,) 16)

wheret= logQ=M « .

So far we have considered the variation of r as a function oftan 1 a
region where m ¢ fm ) depends linearly on sin , namely where hy = h )
hy and is therefore neglected. Neverthelkss, as tan Increases, hy, begins
to grow In relative im portance and eventually plays a role In arresting the
growth ofm: ) astan grows or xed h, eventually causing it to tum
around. T his is the reason why the quasi Infrared xed point’ prediction for
m. Wih tan " m¢=my) is signi cantly sm aller than the corresponding
prediction with tan ' 1. Foreach value ofh, w ith the favoured hierarchy
corresoonding to r 1, one can plbt r as a function ofm¢ m ). The result
ispresented in Fig. 6 descrbing the correlation between m . fn ) and r. The
crossover forthe two contoursh, = 2 and 1 show s that, provided the top is
heavy enough, m erely Iowering h, willnot su ce to enforce r In the viciniy
of unity. Furthem ore, from the preceding discussion, with hy = 1 one
cannot have a top quark heavier than 182 G&V .

The conclusion to be desired from Fig. 6 is that should the top weigh

morethan 180 GeV,r - 112 wouldbe rukd out. Ifm,m.) = 191 GevV,

10



wewould be froed tohave h,M¢) =~ 2andr  124. In this region the
Infrared prediction begins to be realized, whersby ever larger hy M ¢ ) would
be mplied wih a rapidly increasing lower bound on r. W e also note here
thatwih tan '’ 12 and w ih the choice of param eters of Fig. 6, ther 1
solution also satis es the boundary condition ofthe  inin al’ K ahlerm odel,
viz,B =A mg.

The mamn result to be drawn from Figs. 1-6 is that with r su ciently
close to unity, thehierarchy M 1, < m, ~ JA Jjissingled out. In particular
forr su ciently close touniy ( 1:45),one ndsthatl * tan ° 5.

Tt is reasonable to enquire ifthe wn all’ (orderunity) tan region requires
that r also be close to unity. Thistumsout to benot the case. In F igs. 7ab,c
we show plotsofr versusA=m o ora typical choice 0ofM 1,; m ( and hy, wih
tan varying between brder unity’ to ‘Intem ediate’ values. T he param eter

> 0. We se from 7b, for nstance, that r can be large wih tan = 3.
This is a result of the fact that the parameter B M ¢ ) estin ated through
its oneloop evolution equation su ers a change In sign as the ratio A=m |
is varied from its phenom enologically allowed lower bound of 3 for such
valiesoftan .Foramnallervaluesoftan , for nstance 12, such a sign shift
occurs at values of this ratio am aller than {3, which are phenom enologically
excluded. Furthem ore, In order to dem onstrate that these features are not
a result of accidental correlations between the input param eters, we present
In Figs. 8 and 9 system atic studies of the variations of r as a function of
A=m , fordi ering choices of nput param eters. These trendspersist if < 0

and A=m g ! A=my.An exam plk ispresnted In Fig. 10.
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4 Large tan versusr

T he phenom enological considerations are som ewhat di erent in the event
of large tan since the e ects of hy, and h  are no Ionger negligbl which
tends to m ake the lighter stau approach the m ass of the LSP. Naturally
we require this scalar tau to be heavier than the LSP. Furthem ore, in this
lin i, due to the essential degeneracy of m; and mj , m, also tends to
rem ain low . In fact In the lm it that tan m=m ,, such considerations
ply a crucial roke In constraining regions of the param eter space[ll]. It is
no longerpossibl to choosem ( tobe much) largerthan M ;-,, and the ratio
A=m , is also forced to ram ain rather low . W e have perform ed a search In
the param eter space to m inim ize r under these conditions. The resul is
displayed in Fig. 11. Here we present the variation oftan with r, cbtained
by varying hp & h ) from 0:5h: to hy, with hy chosen to be su ciently large
=15), such that m¢ ) lies between 185 and 181 GeV . The universal
gaugino mass M 1-, is chosen to be 800 GeV (and Qg 1 TeV) ;n order
to saturate the upper bound on the (ino-lke) lightest neutralino m ass of
350 GeV:Forthis gurewe ocbtain them nimum valueofrwith > 0,with
the m axinum realizabl values of m 3 and the ratio A=m , consistent w ith
the phenom enological requirem ents m m; and m . m, . W hat we
nd is that r cannot be am aller than about 15 as we near the condition of
exact Yukawa uni cation hy= hp,=h atM;). Indeed if the exact Yukawa
uni cation condition is relaxed, there is considerabl freedom in the ratio
A=m, aswell, and even In the large tan case r can be Just about as large

as one wants lke In the ‘ntem ediate’ tan case.
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5 Conclusions

T he idea that the electroweak higgs doublets of M SSM m ay arise as bssu-—
dogoldstones’ of an underlying supersym m etric grand uni ed theory can be
neatly realized w ithin the fram ework of SU 3). SU (3}, SU @) . In this
work we have studied the im plications when this idea is m erged w ith that
of radiative electroweak breaking. In particular, we have explored the con-
straints on the Universal param etersM 1-,; m o and A . An in portant lesson
isthat the low energy param etertan can vary allthe way from order unity
tom =my In this class ofm odels. D epending on the top quark m ass, certain

lower bounds on the param eter r have been identi ed.
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Figure C aptions

1.

10.

. @Pbtofrvs. A=mgy, forM ;_, = 280G&V, m,

Pbtofrversustan forh, = 1land 08, withmy= 1:5M 1,; A =

Zmo; <0

.Potofrvs. tan forA = 3mg and 2mg,withmgy, = 15M 1,

.Potofrvs.tan formy = 15M 15 and 0:7/5M 1, with A = 3mg

andh, = 1; < 0

.Potofrvs. tan forh, = 25and 15, myg = 2M;, andA =

3mo; < 0

.Pbtofrvs.tan forh, = 15, M, = 270G&V; my = 340G&V

forA = 3mg; < OandA = 3myg; < 0

.Pbtofrvs. mym.) orh, = 1;2;3; M, = 270G&V; m, =

340GeV; A = 3myg; > 0.

340GeV, h. = 25,
tan =12, > 0, b)Asih @) wihtan = 390,and () ash @)
wih tan = 78.

.AsihFig. 7wihmy= 170G &V .

.AsinFig. 7Twih M, = 420GeV andm, = 510G &V.

AshFig.9%¢cwih < 0.
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1l1.Potofrvs.tan inthe hrgetan regimewithm, and A=m , chosen
optin ally so astom Inin ize r and saturate the requirem ent thatm

my; andm . M.
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