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A bstract

W e consider strongly Interacting supersym m etric gauge theories w hich break dy—
nam ically the GUT symm etry and produce the light H iggs doublets naturally. Two
m odels we proposed in the previous articles are reanalyzed as two phases of one
theory and are shown to have desired features. Furthem ore, em ploying nonabelian
duality proposed recently by Seberg, we study the dualtheory of the above one and
show that the low-energy physics of the original and dualm odels are the sam e as
expected. W e note that the H iggs multiplets n the original m odel are regarded as
com posite states of the elem entary hyperquarks in its dual theory. Theories w ith
other hypercolors and sim ilar m atter contents are also analyzed in the sam e way.
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1 Introduction

The supersym m etric grand uni ed theory (SUSY-GUT) ] is one of the prom ising can—
didates for the physics beyond the standard m odel. In fact, the recent high-precision
m easuram ents on the standard-m odel param eters such as the W einberg angle agree w ith
som e of its predictions Z]. In spite of the rem arkable success, there is a fatal fault in the
SUSY-GUT :a netuning problem . Shoethe GUT scale, typically 10° G eV, is extrem ely
high com pared w ith the weak scale 10 G &V, we have to adjist param eters in the GU T

accurately In order to have a H iggs doublkt in the standard m odel. A lthough a num ber of
attem pts have been m ade to solve this serious problem , there was no convincing m odel to
explain the origin of the light H iggs doublet.

In recent papers [3,'4, 5] we have proposed SUSY gauge theories whose interactions are
strong at the GU T scale causing dynam icalbreaking ofthe GUT symm etry. T hese m odels
also provide m echanisn s which produce the light H iggs doublt naturally.

The m ain purypose of this paper is to exam ine the strongly nteracting SUSY gauge
theories m ore thoroughly. In addition to them ethod used to nd quantum vacua in Ref.[,
H], we em ploy nonabelian duality which has been proposed recently by Seberg @] as a
pow erfll tool to Investigate nonabelian gauge theories. Since the nonabelian duality states
that SU NN.) and SU N ¢ N.) gauge theories with the common N ¢ avors have the sam e
Jow —energy behavior, especially on the vacuum structure, we m ay reduce the number of
theories to study and also chedk consistency of the resuls using both theories.

In section 2, we review the results of our two m odels .n Ref.f, §] and show that these
m odels are regarded as tw o phases of one theory. In section ::3 w e consider the dualtheory of
them odel in section & and show that the low -energy physics of the dualm odel is the sam e
asthat ofthe originalone. W e, how ever, stress that short-distance structures ofthe original
and dualm odels are di erent from each other and hence these m odels represent di erent
physics above the GUT scal. W e also note that the H iggsm ultiplets in the originalm odel
are com posite states of the elem entary hyperquarks in the dual theory. In section 4 we
extend our analysis to theories w ith other hypercolors and sim ilarm atter contents. Section
g is devoted to our conclusions. W e also comm ent on som e extensions and m odi cations

of the m odels.



2 The originalm odel

W e review the models studied in Ref.f4, §] in which light H iggs doubkts are generated
dynam ically. W e analyze these two m odels in a uni ed m anner treating them as di erent
phases of a single theory.

The m odel is based on a supersymm etric hypercolor SU (3)y gauge theory wih six

avors of hyperquark chiral super elds Q * and Q) ( = 1; ;3;A = 1; ;6) In the
fundam ental representations 3 and 3 of SU (3)y , respectively. The rst ve Q' and Q;
Tr=1; ;5) transform asdnd 5 under the GUT gauge group SU (O)guyr , repectively,
whilke the last Q° and Q, are singkts of SU S)gyr . W e also introduce three kinds of
SU (3)y -singlet chiral super elds: apairof H;and H?', 'y and @I;J= 1; ;5) which
are5,5 ,24+1 and 1 ofSU B)gyr -
W e Inpose a globalU (1) symm etry:
Q%;0; ! Q%05
Q%0 ! € Q%€ Qy;
Hi;HT ! elHqi;etHY; 1
IJ ! IJ;
e %
I=1; i9);

to orbid such tetmsasH "H; and Q . Q ® in the superpotential. Then, the superpotential
is given by
W o= 50;07+hHQ 0"+ hH Q0%+ f Q,0Q°
1 2 1 0 2 (2)
+—m Tr( “)+ —m (Tr) Tr
2 2
Here, we have om itted trilinear selfooupling tem s of for sim plicity since they are irrel-
evant to the conclusion. The globalU (1), has a strong SU (3)y anom aly and hence it is
broken by Instanton e ects at the quantum level. H owever, as shown in Ref.{4] the broken
globalU (1) even plays a crucial role to protect a pair of m asskess H iggs doublets from

having a m ass.

W e have chosen the nom alization of the shglt eld Tr so that the Yukawa term among Yy, Q T
and Q! iswrtten w ith a single coupling constant  as shown in Eq.(u_2:) . The e ect of the rescaling of the
eld Tr appears In the K ahler potential, but i is irrelevant to the present analysis.



Let us rst consider a classical vacuum discussed in Ref.El:]:
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Here, the vacuum -expectation value of is undetem Ined since its potential is at for

mei=1 1= 0. In this classical vacuum the gauge group is broken down as
SU By SUB)ur ! SUEB) SU Q) : ©)

T here isno unbroken U (1)y , and we introduce an extra U (1)y gauge symm etry in Ref.(3, 4]
to have the standard-m odel gauge group unbroken below the GUT scale v.ﬁ

R em arkable is that the m issing partnerm echanisn [7] does work very naturally in this
classicalvacuum []. Nam ely, the colortripletsH;andH ' (I = 3; ;5) acquire theGU T -
scalem asses togetherw ith Q ¢ and Q ¢ r Tespectively. O n the otherhand the SU (2);, doublet
H:and H' (I = 1;2) rem ain m asskss, sihce they have no partners to form m assive chiral
super elds w ith.

W e now discuss quantum vacua where vacuum -expectation values of the Higgs elds

;,Hrand H ' take form sgiven n Eq.@).

In these vacua two hyperquarks Q' and Q; (I = 1;2) becom em assive. T he integration
of the two m assive hyperquarks lads to a low-energy e ective theory having the other
four m assless hyperquarks Q' and 9, (I = 3; ;6). W e can then express the e ective

2The GUT uni cation ofthree gauge coupling constants in the standard m odel is realized in the strong
coupling lin it of U 1)y H1.



superpotential w ith meson M %, baryon B; and antbaryon B * chiral super elds
MYy Q'Qy;
B 50700 ; 6)
i ijk
B 70,0,0,;
as ollows [{]:
Weee=  °@BM4BI detM H)+ M5
+hH_M 3%+ hHM %+ f M %

hh?
—_@'H,+H2%H,M )

1 m m°
m abba+§7(a

—
m 4+ 2m?° ? m + 2m?°

a .
ar

where denotesa dynam ical scale ofthe low-energy SU (3) y Interactions,m = ————
m m
a;b= 3; ;5and i; 3;k;1= 3; ;6. This superpotential in pliesa at direction satisfying

>B¢B® detM %)+ £ = 0.

Let us consider, am ong the vacua of Eq.(7#), the two vacua which satisfy hi= 0 or
Bei= B°%i= 0.

Vacuum (@): Thevacuum with h i= 0 isanalyzed n Ref.l].5 W e see that B¢ and B °
have non-vanishing vacuum -expectation valies keading to breaking ofthe U (1)y subgroup
0f SU B)gur . Thus we need to Introduce an extra U (1) gauge symm etry so as to have
the standard-m odel gauge group unbroken below the GUT scale.

N otice that this quantum vacuum is the sam e as the classical one, which is consistent
w ith the fact that the classical m oduli space is not altered by quantum ocorrections for the
caxe of Ng = N+ 1 '@] where N and N . are the numbers of avors and colors of the
m assless hyperquarks, resoectively.

Vacuum (): The vacuum with IBgi= IB°i= 0 isanalyzed in Ref.f3]. That is

Bii= B'= 0;
M °i=Mm %i=m %i= 0; . , @)
m 1 m

mai=—— 2. hi=
b m +2m0) °' £5 @ +2m0)

’

where the GUT gauge group is broken down to the standard-m odelone, nam ely SU (3)c¢
SU ()1, U 1)y . Thus, there is no need to Introduce an extra U (1)y , di erently from

3A tthough the m odel in Ref.tfl] does not contain the singlets Tr and , the vacuum oconsidered In
Ref.i_4] isequivalent to that wih h i= 0 in the present m odel



the previous phase (@). An interesting point is that this quantum vacuum di ers from the
classical one which satis esB4B°® detM 4 = 0. This resul agrees w ith the conclusion in
Ref.B] forthe case of N = N .. Notice that the e ective N ¢ isthree = N.) in the present
phase since the vacuum -expectation value of inducesamass orQ ° and Q, .

A snoted In Ref.-ﬁ], we have a pair ofm assless bound states B¢ and B ° in this vacuum .
Since they have non-vanishing U (1)y charges, they contribute to the renom alization-group
equations of three gauge coupling constants in the standard m odel. A change of running
of couplings threatens to destroy the GUT uni cation of gauge coupling constants w hich
is regarded as one of the m otivations for considering the SUSY-GUT as a uni ed theory.

H ow ever, it seem squite reasonable to assum e that there are nonrenomm alizable operators
In the superpotential suppressed by som e scale M ( higher than the GUT scale (orghating
from gravitationalinteractions, forexam pl). Am ong such operatorswe consider the low est—
din ensional nonrenom alizable operator consistent w ith our gauge and global sym m etries
which is to contain baryon super elds. That is

fO
W = —

- — 000070705 ) @0, 04) ©)
MO

T his Interaction generates am ass term ©rB¢ and B ° in the e ective superpotential as
0

£ 6
Weee = FB 6B 7 10)
0

which corresponds to the physicalm ass for B¢ and B ©

, fO 4
Mo, 1)
0

If one takes M , in Eq.{l1) at the gravitational scale, ie. M, / 2 10'® Gev, and

7 3 10'°Gev, Prexampl, onehasthemass orBgandB® 101 Gev orf? 0 @1).
This m ass is too an all com pared with the GUT scale and the presence of B¢ and B
destroys the GUT uni cation of gauge coupling constants. However, since M ( is given
at the graviational scale, i evolves as the change of scale by renomn alization e ects.
Provided that the renom alized M § becomes about 10" GeV at the GUT scak,’ we

‘Abovethe GUT scale the number ofe ectively m assless avors is six and the present m odel lies in the
conform alw indow fa]. Therefore, the m odelhas a quasiinfrared xed point. A s pointed out in Ref.@] the
renom alization factor Z, for the wave fiinctions of quarks Q and Q goes to vanish in the Iong distance.
T his suggests the renom alized m assM ZS M o becom es am aller as the renom alization point is low ered.
W e also suspect that this kind of renom alization e ectsm ay be an origin ofthe GUT scale itself.



obtahmg, 10 Gev or ’/ 3 10 Gev and £° O (1). This result tums out to be
consistent w ith the recent experin entaldata on the three gauge coupling constants [HI.

In both the phases @) and (), the colored Higgs H, and H ® acquire m asses of the
GUT scalewith the com posite statesM ¢, and M % from the interactions in Eq.{]), but the
HiggsdoublktsH; and H?® (I = 1;2) rem ain m assless because of M %i= 0.

Tt is rem arkable that the operator in Eq.() changes the quantum m oduli space. A ctu-
ally, the vacuum (@) is no longer in the quantum m oduli space, whik the vacuum (o) still
ram ains there. Since it is quite natural to consider that the operators suppressed by the

gravitational scale exist, there is a doubt as to the presence of the vacuum @).

3 The dualm odel

N onabelian dualiy proposed in Ref.[§] enables us to study supersymm etric nonabelian
gauge theories w ith di erent color groups. T he duality m eansthat an SU (N ) gauge theory
wih N¢ avorsofquarksand an SU N ¢ N .) gauge theory w ith the sam e num ber ofquarks
have the sam e behavior In the Infrared lim i, especially the sam e m oduli space of vacua.
Thus, one m ay investigate the dual theory instead of our originalm odel, which m ay even
clarify the structure of the originalm odel. Furthem ore, there is a possibility that we can
throw a new light on the origih ofthe elds in the originalm odel, such asH ; and H !, as
com posite elds of the elem entary hyperquarks in the dual theory.

Now ket us consider the nonabelian dualofthem odel in section &, which is expected to
coincide w ith the originalm odel as a low -energy e ective theory.

The dual gauge group tums out to be SU (3), and thus we denote it as SU 3), In
distinction w ith the original gauge group SU (3)y . The dualm odel is described by a su—

AL and six avors of

persymm etric SU (3),, gauge theory with singlt chiral super elds
dualhyperquarks g, and ¢ in the fundam ental representations 3 and 3, repectively. Tn
addition we have to introduce Yukawa couplings between hyperquarks and *; to obtain
a correct global sym m etry and correct vacua.

Then the dual superpotential to Eq.{) is given by
W ="qgq "3 + s i+ hHy %+nh°HT 5+ £ &

1 1
+§m Tr( %)+ Emo(Tr)2 Tr ; (12)

T;J=1; 75);



where denotesthe duality scale tom atch the operator din ensions in a correspondence [L(]
"5 0%Qy; @;B=1; 6): (13)

To obtain Eq.{2) thehyperquarksQ® and Q, in Eq.@) are substituted with *5 by m eans
of the relation Eq.{13)
The elds i Eq.(2) transform under a globalU (1), symm etry as

%id ! %id
%id ! et giet d;
IJ ! IJ; (14)

. i I .1 6
6r I - e 6r€ I

6 . 67
w ith the transform ation law in Eq.{l).
Since the dual superpotential in Eq.€12) looks com plicated, we reduce it by integrating
out the super edsH,HY, , , %, °rand % to

1 1
W= "~q Ld+ om Tr( %)+ 5mO Tr )? Tr ; (15)

Wh 2 2 0
m
m = ( ); m? = () 5 ; = ——: @e)
m m + 5m”)m m + 5m

N otice that the sixth hyperquarks g, and o® arem asskess. Ifwe integrate out 5, Eq.{l5)
becom es a superpotential ncluding only g and g with nonrenom alizable interactions
mi (%q‘j)2 and m—lo (%cf)2 . From this viewpoint, the super eds I; are interpreted as
com posite states of q; and g .

Let us study vacua corresoonding to the original vacua given In the previous section
which satisfy

0 1
1
RN
hii= B 1 17
7 m+3m°§ 0 & @7)
A

0
The integration of m assive hyperquarks ¢, and ¢° (I = 1;2;3) kads to a low-energy
e ective theory. Since this e ective theory isan SU (3) , gauge theory w ith three m assless
hyperquarks g, and ¢ @A = 4;5;6), its e ective superpotential is obtained by m eans of



know ledge for the N = N, case in Ref.f8]. The e ective superpotential is described by
meson M ij, baryon B and antibaryon B chiral super elds,

MY gq;
B gL ; 18)
B G %% 7
as follow s:
Wee= X BB detM¥y ~6)+ ~ EM 3
ylg e tmm® L om o a9
2 2m + 3m?© m + 3m?®

where ™ denotes a dynam ical scale of the Iow -energy SU (3) . interactions, a;b= 4;5, and
i;j= 4;5;6. This superpotential inpliessa at direction satisfyngBB  detM 4 ~°= 0.
W e consider two vacua, M %;i= 0 and lBi= B i= 0, which have a pair of m assless
H iggs doublts. Here these H iggs doublkts are all com posite bound states of the dual
hyperquarksM % ofq andM % og'q A= 4;5).
Vacuum @’): The vacuum wih M i = 0 corresponds to the vacuum @) in the
previous section, where the elds have the follow Ing vacuum -expectation values:
Bi=MmBi= ~3;
a z m a
MRS e vy 20)
M %i=Mm %i= 0;h 3%i= 0:
In thisvacuum the SU (B)gyr breaksdown to SU (3)c SU (2);, since thebaryon B and the
antibaryon B have non-vanishing U (1)y charges. Therefore, we need an extra U (1) asin
the vacuum (@). Interesting enough, although the pont lBi= B i= 0 and detM ij =0
w ith unbroken U (1)y is in the classicalm oduli space, thispoint disappears from them oduli
soace by non-perturoative e ects at the quantum Jlevel. T his phenom enon contrasts w ith
the vacuum () In section 2 In which the U (1)y breaks down classically but is restored
quantum m echanically.
A Tthough there is no problem phenom enologically if the U (1)y is strong enough at
the GUT scale, the U (1)y brings som e theoretical problem s. First of all, the U 1)y is
not asym ptotically free and its gauge coupling constant blow s up at som e higher scale.)

Secondly, the charge quantization is left unexplained.

SForm 10'® Gev, the m ass of the SU (), triplt in M %, is of the order of “?=m which m ay be
an aller than the GUT scal. In this case, the uni cation of the three gauge coupling constants is realized
w ithin the experim ental errors, even if the gauge coupling gy ofU (1)y isnot so Jarge. Thus, it ispossble
that the coupling gy does not diverge below the P lanck scale.



Vacuum @’): The vacuum with lBi= B i= 0 corresponds to the vacuum () in the
originalm odel. W e nd the vacuum :
~2m + 3m0)2.

m %i= e ; @1)

and the other eldsaocquire the sam e expectation values as In the vacuum @’) which breaks
SU (B)gyr down to SU (3)¢ SU 2); U 1)y . Therefore, we do not need to introduce an
extra U (1) . As in @’) this quantum vacuum is di erent from the classical one which
satis esdetM % = 0.

As in the vacuum (), there is a pair of m asslkess baryon B and antibaryon B w ith
non-vanishing U (1)y charges. Unlke in the original m odel, however, nonrenom alizabl
operators generating the m ass for B and B are forbidden by the globalU (1)p symm etry
in Eq.@l4). The e ective superpotential in Eq.(L9) says that nonperturbative e ects never
generate them asstem ofthebaryon B and the antlbbaryon B although theU (1), isbroken
by instanton e ects. Thus, there ram ains a pair of the baryons In the m assless spectrum ,
w hich rendersthe vacuum (') unrealistic. Tt also suggeststhat the short-distance behaviors
of the original and dualm odels are di erent)5 On the other hand, any nonrenom alizable
operatorsw ith the U (1)a symm etry do not a ect the stability of the vacuum @’). Indeed,
it is rather guaranteed by an introduction ofthe term "M % which Jleadsto HM %i= 0.

W enote an Interesting relation between the originaland the dualm odels. In the original
m odel the H iggs m ultiplets are regarded as elem entary elds. W hereas in the dualm odel
the H Iggs doubkts (even mcluding ;) are com posite states of the dual hyperquarks g,
and * . M oreover, allthe H iggsmuliplets, H;,H, I; and , in the origihalm odelm ight
be regarded as com posite states of the elem entary hyperquarks in the dualm odel.

To sum m arize, the dualm odel reproduces exactly the sam e low -energy physics as the
originalm odeldoes. T his supports the correctness ofthe duality argum ents. W e proceed to
use thisnonabelian duality as a powerflil toolto investigate supersym m etric gauge theories
w ith other hypercolors in the next section.

6 Ifone adds a nonrenom alizable operator Mﬁg o PP g, one reproduces the sam e Jow -energy physics
0

as in the previous vacuum (). However, short-distance physics are di erent from each other, since in the
originalm odel the globalU (1), is unbroken at the classical level w hereas there is no such a symm etry in
its dualm odel.

10



4 O ther hypercolors

In this section we consider supersym m etric SU (N .)y hypercolor gauge theories other than
the SU (3)y . W e continue to restrict ourselves to them inin al case of six avors of hyper-
quarks.,

ForthetheoriesofSU N, )y NN. 5)we nd thatthere isno appropriate vacuum which
breaks SU (5)gyr down to standard-m odel gauge group by a sim ilar argum ent to that in
Ref.%, 5]. Since the case of N, = 3 is already analyzed in the previous section, N .= 2 and
4 rem ain as possble gauge groups.

(1) First we Investigate an SU 4)y gauge theory.

Since thism odel is the sam e as the one in section 2, except that the index  runs from

1 to 4, the superpotential is w ritten asEq.{2). W e consider a classical vacuum given by
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where v = m and rem ains undeterm nmed. In this classical vacuum the

gauge group is broken down as desired, but this vacuum does not survive quantum ocorrec—
tions as we w ill see below .

Since two hyperquarks Q' and Q; (I = 1;2) becom em assive, we can integrate them to
obtain a low-energy e ective theory wih N ¢ = 4. The e ective superpotential is described

"Wem ay considerm ore than six avors. In fact, Ref.ij] deals w ith the case of seven avors. Then the
PecceiQ uinn symm etry is naturally accom m odated, though the low -energy spectrum is rather involved
w ith two pairs of light H iggs doublets.

11



by gauge invariant operators

MYy Q'Qy;
B 0°0%0°0°; 23)
B 0,0,0:Q,;

as ollow s:
Wee= X BB detM } &Y+  aM B
+hH M3+ hH3M &+ £ M &

“—@'H,+H%H,)M 5 (24)
m

1 1 m m?® m

+Zm a b+_7 a \2 o a

2 bt o v mo ) m om0

where denotesa dynam icalscal ofthe Iow-energy SU (4) y interactions,m =

m + 2m?°
a;b= 3;4;5and ;3= 3; ;6.
From thise ective superpotentialin Eq.@4) we nd a quantum vacuum & given by
X i= 0;
Bi=mi= 3;
m a * __ m a .
bl= —(m + 2m9) b7 (25)

W™ %i=M 3%i=1 %i=h 3i= 0;

M, i= % =hi= 0:
SinceM %i isvanishing, we cbtain exactly m assless H iggs doublets. O n the otherhand, the
baryon B and the antlbbaryon B get non-vanishing vacuum -expectation values and hence
the U (1)y subgroup of SU B)gyr is broken down in this quantum vacuum in contrast to
the classical vacuum .

If one rem oves the tem £ M % from Eq.24), there is a vacuum wih M %i$6 0 and
Bi= Bi= 0, that is, U (1)y is unbroken. However, the Higgs doublkts H; and H '
(I = 1;2) acquirem asses from the interaction with M % i this vacuum , and hence there is
no light H iggs doublet.

(ii) Next we consider an SU (2)y gauge theory.

From the nonabelian dualiy, the SU (2)y gauge theory with six avors of hyperquarks
is expected to be dualto the SU @)y gauge theory.

8If were non-vanishing, the sixth hyperquarksQ ® and Q ¢ would becom em assive. T hen the vacuum
becom es unstable quantum m echanically because the number of e ective m assless hyperquarks is three
which islessthan N.= 4 t_l]_;'] Therefore, is xed at the origihh (h i= 0) in the stable vacuum .

12



T he superpotential in this theory is given by Eq.{5) with = 1;2. T he corresponding
dualvacua satisfy

(=Y

I .
th:
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1
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1 : (26)
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0

In these vacua three hyperquarks becom e m assive and three rem ain m assless. Integrat—
ing out the three m assive hyperquarks Q* and Q; (I = 1;2;3), we cbtaln the e ective
superpotential w ritten in term s ofmeson M %, baryon B ; and antbaryon B * as?

Weff = ~ S (BlM iij detM ij) + 7 ab].v.[ ab
1 1 mm?° m @7)
+_m ab ba+ ~ . 4~ aa 2 Y aa;
2 2m + 3m?© m + 3m?®
where ~ denotes a dynam ical scale of the Iow-energy SU (2) y interactions, a;b= 4;5, and
i;9= 4;5;6. By the sam e analysis as in section 2, we nd the ollow ing quantum vacuum :

Bi;i= M= (0 0 vV );
0 1
1
0
h abi= 0;
m
wheev= ———————,
“m + 3m?9)

T hus, we have a pair of m asskess H iggs doublts but the U (1)y subgroup of SU S)gyr
is broken by the non-zero expectation values of By and B . This low-energy behavior of
the theory is precisely the sam e as that In the SU 4)y gauge theory as expected.

A s forthe vacuum stability, the perturbation such asB¢B® (') () extinguishes
the above vacuum . A ccordingly the SU (2)y m odel seem s unrealistic. On the other hand

the corresponding vacuum in the SU (4)y m odelis stable due to the globalU (1), symm etry.

5 Conclusion

In thispaperwe have investigated supersymm etric SU (N )y hypercolor gauge theories w ith
six avors of hyperquarks. There are two types of desirable vacua. O ne type requires no

9T heir de nitions are sin ilar to those n Eq.('ﬁ) in the originhal SU (3)y m odel though there are no
Intrinsic di erence between m esons and baryons in the SU (2)y m odel.

13



extra U (1)y to have the standard-m odel gauge group SU (3)c SU 2), U @)y below the
GUT scale. W hile the other needs an extra U (1)y gauge symm etry. W e have found that
the SU 3)y gauge theory isa uniquem odel forthe rst type. A s for the second type ofthe
vacua, SU 3)y , SU (4)y and SU Q) are possibble gauge groups. W e have also shown that
som e pairs ofm odels are dualto each otherand thusthey have the sam e low -energy physics.
Tt is intrdguing that the H iggs super elds .n onem odel are regarded as the com posite states
of the elam entary hyperquarks in anotherm odel.

Even though each type is phenom enologically consistent, it has its own shortcom ing.
The st one needs nonrenom alizable interactions to rem ove unwanted singlt baryons
from them asslkess spectrum . To derive the precise form ofthese Interactions, it is necessary
to understand the physics at the P lanck (gravitational) scale, yet stillunknown. T he second
one requires an extra U (1)y gauge symm etry which seem s to have theoretical di culties
explained In the text.

O neway to avoild the problem arising from the Introduction ofU (1) istoembed U (1)y
and SU (3)y into a larger sinple group such as SU @)y . Here we show brie y an SU @)y
extension of the present SU (3)y U 1)y model.

Them odelcontains ve avors of hyperquark chiral super elds Q I[ ; and QI[ : (; =
1; ;4;1=1; ;5) In the antisym m etric second rank tensor representation 6 ofSU (4)
which transform as5 and 5 underthe GUT gauge group SU (B)gyr , repectively. W e also
Introduce SU B)guyr singlet chiral super elds Q ? . and X which transform as 6 and an
adpint 15 ofSU @)y , respectively. W eassum ethatthe eld X  hasa vacuum -expectation

value 1

@@Eom o
o O
= O O
O O O

;% Vx 29)

o O O

0 o 3

at some scalke Vy above the GUT scale. Then the hypercolor SU @)y is broken down to
SU (3)y U (1)g and them odel includes the super elds in the originalm odel in section 2
T hus, wem ay have the consistent SU 3)y U (1)y m odeldiscussed in thispaper. H owever,
in addition to the GUT scale, we have to Introduce a new scaleVy . An intriguing possioility
isto identify theVx with theP Janck (gravitational) scale. T his could be done ifthe SU (3)4
gauge coupling constant is closed to the Infrared-stable xed point. However, it is beyond
the scope of this paper to exam ine if it is Indeed the case.

W e have always assum ed the adpint H iggs super eds 'y of SU (5)gyr in this paper.

O ne of the purposes to ntroduce such elds is to elim hate unwanted N am bu-G oldstone
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multiplets B]. W enow comment that theHiggs eldsX  in the adpint representation of
the hypercolor gauge group SU N o)y may ply the same ok as 'y {12]. A rem arkablke
feature In this m odel is that if one Imposes N = 2 extended supersymm etry, one has
an SU (6) global symm etry. The spontaneous breakdown of the global SU (6) naturally
produces a pair of m assless H iggs doublets as N am bu-6 oldstone m ultiplets [13].

So far we have discussed only the SU (5) gauge group as the GUT group. W e note,
here, that our approach can also be applied to the SO (10) GUT .For exam ple, we propose
an SO (10)gyr SO (6)y gauge theory with eleven hyperquarks Q (I = 1; ;11) in the
vector 6 representation ofthe SO (6)y . The mtten Q! T = 1; ;10) transfom as 10
under the SO (10)gyr and the last hyperquark Q *! isa singlet ofthe SO (10)gyr . Instead of
an adpintHiggs 'y ofSO (10)gyr, we Introduce a Higgs eld S;; in the sym m etric second
rank tensor 54 and S in the singlt 1 ofthe SO (10)gyr . Ik is very Interesting that there
isa vacuum In which the SO (10)gyr breaks down to the PatiSalam gauge group SU (4)

SU @)1, SU )z without having any unwanted m assless states except for the H iggs
doublets transform ing as (2, 2) under the SU (2);; SU Q) . The details of thism odelw ill
be given in a Horthcom ing paper {14].

F inally, we should note that future experim ents ofthe proton decay m ight bring im por-
tant Infom ations to Judge or distinguish the m odels discussed in this paper. The m odels
w tthout an extra U (1)y have the dangerous din ension— ve operators f13] fornuckon decays
and hence we have unsuppressed proton decays []. On the other hand, the m odels w ith
an extra U (1)y have no such operators and the proton decays are suppressed as explained
in Ref.[3, 4].

15



R eferences

L] E.W itten, NucL Phys.B 188, 513 (1981);
S.D inopoulos, S.Raby and F .W ilczek, Phys.Rev.D 24, 1681 (1981);
S.D In opoulos and H . G eorgi, Nucl Phys.B 193, 150 (1981);
N .Sakai, Z.Phys.C 11, 153 (1981).

R] P.Langackerand M X .Luo, Phys.Rev.D 44, 817 (1991);
U.Amaldi W .deBoerand H . Furstenau, Phys. Lett.B 260, 447 (1991);
J.Ellis, S.Kelley and D V .Nanopoulos, Phys. Lett. B 260, 131 (1991);
W J.M arciano, B rookhaven preprint BN L-45999 @A pril1991).

B] T .Yanagida, Phys. Lett.B 344, 211 (1995).

B] T .Hotta, Izawa K ~I.and T . Yanagida, hepph/9511431.

[6] N . Seberg, NucL Phys. B 435, 129 (1995).

[7] A .M asiero, D V .Nanopoulos, K . Tam vakis and T . Yanagida, Phys. Lett.B 115, 380
(1982);
B .G rnstein, Nucl Phys.B 206, 387 (1982).

B] N . Seberg, Phys.Rev.D 49, 6857 (1994).

3] W .Buchmuller, R .Pecceiand T . Yanagida, Nucl Phys.B 227, 503 (1983);
K . Ihoue, A .K akuto and H . Takano, Prog. Theor. Phys. 75, 664 (1986);
R .Barbierd, G .Dvaliand M .M oretti, Phys. Lett.B 312, 137 (1993).

4] T .Hotta, Izawa K ~I.and T . Yanagida, in preparation.

[15] N.Sakaiand T . Yanagida, Nucl Phys.B 197, 533 (1982);
S.W einberg, Phys.Rev.D 26, 287 (1982).

16


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9509201
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9511431
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9507170
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9509066
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9510277

