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A B ST R A C T

In thefourdim ensionalfreeferm ionicform ulation oftheheteroticstring,a sem i-

realisticSU(4)� SU(2)L � SU(2)R m odelisproposed with threeferm ion gener-

ationsin (4;2;1)+ (�4;1;2)representations. The gauge sym m etry ofthe m odel

breakstothestandard gaugegroup usingahiggspairin the(4;1;2)+ (�4;1;2)rep-

resentations. The m assless spectrum includes exotic fractionally charged states

with non { trivialtransform ation properties under part (Sp(4)) ofthe non {

abelian ‘hidden’sym m etry. Finally there isa m irrorpairin (4;2;1);(�4;2;1)al-

lowing the possibility for an identicalrunning ofg4;L;R couplings between the

string and SU(4)breaking scales. Thisisofcrucialim portance fora successful

prediction oftheweak m ixing angle.Potentialshortcom ingsand problem softhe

construction areanalysed and possiblesolutionsarediscussed.
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One ofthe m ost challenging and interesting issues in strings [1],is to con-

structrealisticm odels[2-10],consistentwith thelow energy theory.M ostofthe

attem pts in this direction [2,3,5,6],have been concentrated in constructions

ofstring m odelsbased on level-one (k = 1)Kac-M oody algebras. Atthe k = 1

level,severalobstacleshaveappeared:First,uni�ed m odelsbased onethesecon-

structions do not contain higgs �elds in the adjoint or higher representations,

therefore,traditionalGrand Uni�ed Theories (GUTs),like SU(5) and SO(10)

could notbreak down to the Standard M odel. Attem ptsto overcom e thisdi�-

culty,led toconstructionswhich needed only sm allhiggsrepresentationstobreak

the sym m etry [3,5]. 1 A second di�culty[11]thatwasencountered within the

k = 1 Kac { M oody m odels,wasthe appearance offractionally charged states

otherthan the ordinary Quarks,in the particle spectrum . Such states,{unless

they becom e m assive at the string scale{,they usually create problem s in the

low energy e�ective theory. Indeed,the lightest fractionally charged particle is

expected to be stable. In particular,ifitsm assliesin the TeV region,then the

estim ation ofitsrelicabundances[12]contradictstheupperexperim entalbounds

by severalordersofm agnitude.Thisproblem can in principlebesolved by con-

structing m odelscontaining a hidden gauge group which becom es strong atan

interm ediatescaleand con�nesthefractionalchargesinto bound states[13].

Finally,from thetechnicalpointofview,thegreatestdi�culty in these con-

structionsistoobtain athreegeneration uni�ed orpartially uni�ed m odel,which

atthe sam e tim e retainsthe successfullow energy predictionsofthe supersym -

m etric GUT’s. In fact,we know that using the higgs and ferm ion content of

the m inim alsupersym m etric standard m odel,thethree gaugecouplingsg1;2;3 of

the standard gauge group attain a com m on value ata scale M G U T � 1016GeV .

However in strings,the uni�cation point (M string) is not an arbitrary param e-

ter:itisa calculable quantity from the �rstprinciplesofthe theory and atthe

oneloop levelisfound to bearound two ordersofm agnitude largerthatM G U T,

M string � 0:5gstring� 10
18GeV .Stringthreshold corrections[14]which can alsobe

com puted in term sofquantitiesrelated to theheavy string m odes,do notbring

closerthesetwo scales.Theconsistency ofstring uni�cation and low energy val-

uesofgauge couplingscan be arranged ifsuitable extra m atterrepresentations

and properinterm ediate gaugegroup breaking stepsareincluded.

A partially uni�ed group which ful�llsthebasicrequirem ents[5],isbased on

1m ore recent attem pts[9,10]to overcom e this di�culty have led to SO (10)� SO (10) or

SU (5)� SU (5)productgroups,wherethe SO (10)orSU (5)arerealized directly atlevel1.
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thePati{ Salam [15]gaugesym m etry SU(4)� SU(2)L � SU(2)R .Thesym m etry

can break down to thestandard m odelgaugegroup withoutusing adjointorany

higherrepresentations.Colortripletsand higgsdoubletsarisein di�erentrepre-

sentations,thusthem odelisfreefrom doublet{tripletsplitting com plications,as

thetripletsbecom em assivefrom sim pletrilinearcouplings.Therearenodanger-

ousproton decay m ediating gaugebosons,thustheSU(4)breaking scalecan be

lowerthan the GUT scale predicted by otherrivaluni�ed groups.Furtherm ore,

a recent non { renorm alisable operator analysis[16]ofits supersym m etric ver-

sion,hasshown quite rem arkable featureson the ferm ion m assm atrices[17,18],

which provide a strong m otivation to study the string derived m odelin m ore

detail.Therenorm alisation group analysisofthestring version hasalready been

studied in detailin m any papers,taking into accountGUT,supersym m etricand

string threshold corrections[19,20,21]. It was shown thatit is possible to ob-

tain the correct range ofthe low energy param eters while having two di�erent

scales,(a string M string � 1018GeV and a \GUT" SU(4)gaugebreaking around

(1015� 1016)GeV )provided thereisan interm ediatescale� 1010GeV wheresom e

\exotic" statesacquire theirm asses. Thiswasnecessary to com pensate forthe

splitting ofthethreestandard m odelcoupling constants,caused by thedi�erent

evolution ofthe gL;gR;g4 gauge couplings in the range M string � M G U T. How-

ever, a m ore naturalway to achieve uni�cation ofthe standard m odelgauge

couplingsat� 1016GeV ,isto includesuitablerepresentationswhich enforcethe

sam e(oreven approxim ately sim ilar)running ofthegL;gR;g4 couplingsbetween

M string � M G U T [16].

In the present work,we wish to present an alternative version ofthe string

m odelbased on a di�erentb1;2;3 subset ofbasisvectors. Thisnew construction

o�erssom e ratherinteresting featureswith respectto itspredecessor:First,the

fractionally charged states appear now with non{trivialtransform ation proper-

tiesundera hidden gaugegroup (nam ely Sp(4)).Although thisisnotprobably

enough to con�nethefractionalstatesata ratherhigh scale,theaboveconstruc-

tion can be viewed as an exam ple how to proceed for a m ore realistic m odel.

Second,dueto a sym m etric appearanceoftheL � R-partsofthevariousrepre-

sentationsin thism odel,itisin principle possible to obtain alm ostequalvalues

ofthegL;gR;g4 couplingsaftertheirrunning down to M G U T.

Beforeweproceed tothederivation ofthestringm odel,in ordertom akeclear

theaboverem arkswebriey startwith thebasicfeaturesofthesupersym m etric

m inim alversion. Left and right handed ferm ions (including the right handed
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neutrino)areaccom m odated in the(4;2;1);(�4;1;2)representationsrespectively.

Both piecesform up thecom plete16th representation ofSO (10).Thesym m etry

breaking down to thestandard m odeloccursin thepresenceofthetwo standard

doublet higgses which are found in the (1;2;2) representation ofthe original

sym m etry ofthe m odel. (The decom position ofthe latter under the SU(3)�

SU(2)� U(1)gaugegroup resultsto thetwo higgsdoublets(1;2;2)! (1;2;1
2
)+

(1;2;� 1

2
).) TheSU(4)� SU(2)R ! SU(3)� U(1)sym m etry breaking isrealized

at a scale � 1015� 16GeV , with the introduction ofa higgs pair belonging to

H + �H = (4;1;2)+ (�4;1;2)representations.

The asym m etric form ofthe higgs fourplets with respect to the two SU(2)

sym m etriesofthem odel,causesa di�erentrunning forthegL;R gaugecouplings

from the string scale down to M G U T. The possible existence ofa new pair of

representations with SU(2)L { transform ation properties (as suggested in [16])

which becom e m assive close to M G U T,could adjusttheirrunning so asto have

gL = gR at M G U T. M oreover,a relatively large num ber (nD ) ofsextet �elds

(nD � 7)rem aining in the m asslessspectrum down to M G U T,would also result

toan approxim ateequality oftheabovewith g4 coupling.Obviously,theequality

ofthethreegaugecouplingsg4;L;R attheSU(4)breaking scaleM G U T,isofgreat

im portance.In practice,thism eansthatthethreestandard gaugecouplingsg1;2;3

startrunning from M G U T down to low energies,with thesam e initialcondition.

Thus,choosing M G U T � 1016GeV ,we are able to obtain the correctpredictions

forsin2�W and a3(m W ). As a m atter offact,the interm ediate gauge breaking

step givesusonem orefreeparam eter(nam ely M G U T),thushaving obtained the

desired string spectrum we are free to choose itsvalue in orderto reconcile the

high string scaleM string with thelow energy data.

W ith theabove observationsin m ind,we willattem ptto obtain a variantof

theSU(4)� O (4)m odelwhich pretty m uch satis�estheaboverequirem ents.The

subset ofthe �rst�ve basisvectors we are using in ourconstruction,including

the(1;S)sectorsarethefollowing

1 = f �; �1:::6; (y�y)1:::6; (!�!)1:::6 ; �	 1:::5��123��1:::8g

S = f �; �1:::6; 0;:::;0; 0;:::;0 ; 0;:::;0g

b1 = f �; �12; (y�y)3456; 0;:::;0 ; �	 1:::5��1g

b2 = f �; �34; (y�y)12; (!�!)56 ; �	 1:::5��2g

b3 = f �; �56; (y�y)1234; 0;:::;0 ; �	 1:::5��3g

(1)

Allworld sheetferm ionsappearing in the vectorsofthe above basisare as-
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sum ed to have periodic boundary conditions. Those notappearing in each vec-

tor are taken with antiperiodic ones. W e follow the standard notation used in

references[3,5,6].Thus, �;�1:::6;(y=!)1:::6 arerealleft,;(�y=�!)1:::6 arerealright,

and �	 1:::5��123��1:::8 arecom plex rightworld sheetferm ions.In theabove,thebasis

elem ent S plays the role ofthe supersym m etry generatorasitincludes exactly

eightleftm overs. b1;2 elem entsreduce the N = 4 supersym m etries successively

into N = 2;1. Furtherm ore,the above setbreaksthe originalsym m etry ofthe

rightpartdown toan SO (10)gaugegroup corresponding to the�ve(�	 1:::5)com -

plex world sheetferm ionswhileallchiralfam iliesatthisstagebelong to the16th

representation oftheSO (10).Noteherethedi�erenceofthethird basiselem ent

b3 with the one used in previous constructions [3,5,6]. To reduce further the

SO (10)sym m etry to the desired SO (6)� O (4)gauge group,we introduce the

basiselem entsb4 = f(y�y)126;(!�!)126;0;:::;0g,b5 = f(y�y)136;(!�!)136;0;:::;0gand

thevector

� = f0; 0;:::;0; (y�y)3; (!�!)3 ; �	 123��123��1:::6g (2)

These three vectors com plete our basis for the m odelunder consideration. In

particular,thevector� breakstheoriginalgaugegrouptothefollowingsym m etry

[SO (6)� SO (4)]
obs:

� U(1)3 � [SO (12)� Sp(4)]
H idden

(3)

SO (6)� SU(4)correspondstothethreecom plex ferm ions �	 123,while �	 45 gener-

atetheO (4)� SU(2)L � U(2)R partoftheobservablegaugesym m etry.SO (12)

corresponds to ��1:::6 while SO (5) � Sp(4) to �!��78. W e have introduced sub-

scriptsto denotetheobservableand Hidden partofthesym m etry.A wellknown

featureoftheseconstructionsistheappearanceofvariousU(1)factors(threein

thepresentcase)which actasa fam ily sym m etry [22]between thegenerations.

Aswe willsee soon,the fractionally charged statesin the observable sectorbe-

long also to the 4 = �4 representations ofthe Sp(4) � SO (5). The particular

content ofthe m odeldepends also on the choice ofthe speci�c set ofthe pro-

jection coe�cients c
h
bi
bj

i

= ei�cij. In orderto guarantee the existence ofN = 1

spacetim esupersym m etry,wechoosec
h
S
bj

i

= 1forj= 1;2;3,whilefortheother

coe�cients one possible choice is c[aa]= c
h
bi
bi

i

= 1 fori= 4;5,c
h
bj

bj

i

= �1 for

j = 1;2;3 and c
h
bi
bj

i

= �1;j > i,while allthe othersare �xed by the m odular

invarianceconstraints.

W e start �rst by presenting the spectrum with the representations which

are going to be interpreted asferm ion generationsand SU(4)breaking higgses.
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Ferm ion generations arise from b1;2;3 sectors appearing in sym m etric represen-

tationsunder the SO (6)� O (4)sym m etry. Thus it m akes no di�erence which

ofthe two resulting representations ofb1;2;3 willaccom m odate the left or right

com ponentsofthe ferm ion generations. The choice ofthe assignm ent however,

iscrucialforthehiggsfourpletswhich arenotsym m etricunderthetwo SU(2)’s.

Thus,startingwith oneofthetwopossiblechoicesthesectorswhich providewith

theferm ion generationsand possibleSU(4)breaking higgsesare2

b1 : F1 = (4;2;1)(� 1=2;0;0) ; �F1 = (�4;1;2)(1=2;0;0)

b2 : F2 = (4;2;1)(0;� 1=2;0) ; �F2 = (�4;1;2)(0;1=2;0)

b3 : F3 = (4;2;1)(0;0;� 1=2) ; �F3 = (�4;1;2)(0;0;� 1=2)

b2 + b4 : F24 = (4;2;1)(0;1=2;0) ; �F24 = (�4;1;2)(0;� 1=2;0)

b3 + b4 + b5 : �F345 = (�4;2;1)(0;0;1=2) ; �F 0

345 = (�4;1;2)(0;0;� 1=2)

(4)

The above representations ofthe observable sector transform trivially un-

derthe hidden gauge group. However,they allappearcharged underthe three

U(1)factorscorresponding to ��1;��2;��3 world{sheetferm ions. These chargesare

denoted with thethree indicesin theabove representations. F1;2;3;�F1;2;3 can ac-

com m odatethethreegenerations,whilefrom the(b2+ b4)and (b3+ b4+ b5)sectors

wegeta pairoffam ily -antifam ily (F24 � �F345)left{fourplets.Unfortunately,in

thiscase the two rem aining representations �F 0

345;
�F24 cannotplay the role ofthe

two SU(4)higgses,asthey areboth ofthetype �H 1;2 = (�4;1;2).M oreover,this

spectrum apparently createsan anom aly with respectto theSU(4)gaugegroup,

sincethereisan excessoffourpletoveranti{ fourplet�elds;however,thereisa

pairofexoticstates(4;1;1)n
(1=2;0;0)

+ (4;1;1)�n
(1=2;0;0)

with fractionalchargesarising

from thesector(1+ b2 + b3 + b4 + �)which guaranteetheanom aly cancellation.

Thenovelfeatureoftheserepresentationshere,istheirnon { trivialtransform a-

tion underpartofthehidden non { abelian gaugegroup.In factthey belong to

the n = �n = 4 representation (denoted assuperscript) ofthe Sp(4)sym m etry.

Aswe willsee soon,thisisalso true forthe restofthe exoticsin thisconstruc-

tion.Provided thehidden group con�nesatsom elaterstage,thisallowsforthe

possibility ofform ing varioustypesofcondensates. By choosing properatdi-

rections,such statesm ay becom em assiveand disappearfrom thelightspectrum ,

whilesom eofthem can havetherighthiggspropertiesso thatthey can beused

2 Thesecond casearisesby interchanging 4 $ �4 ,2L $ 2R in theabovesectors,and willbe

com m ented below.
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to break the SU(4)sym m etry. Indeed,in orderto exam ine thiscase further,in

thefollowing letuscontinue with therelevantrepresentations.From thesectors

(1+ b1+ b2+ �),(1+ b1+ b2+ b4+ b5+ �)and (1+ b2+ b3+ b4+ �)weobtain six

pairsof\exotic" doubletstates(1;1;2)(n=�n)+ (1;2;1)(�n=n),possessing halfinteger

(�1=2)electriccharges.Interestingly enough,theseexoticstatescan in principle

condense with the (4;1;1)n
(1=2;0;0)

+ (4;1;1)�n
(1=2;0;0)

states into the m issing higgs

fourpletsH 1;2 = (4;1;2)ata laterscale. (TheirU(1){ chargesdepend on the

speci�c(1;1;2)representations).Thusin thisway therecan existnow two higgs

pairs(nam ely H 1;2 + �H 1;2)whereeitherofthem can break theSU(4){sym m etry

to the standard m odel. However,ofcrusialim portance isthe con�nm ent scale

M C oftheSp(4)sym m etry,asitsim ultaneously de�nestheSU(4)breaking scale

oftheobservablesym m etry.Thiscan becalculated from theform ula

M C = M stringE xpf
2�

bSO 5

(
1

�string
�

1

�c
)g (5)

wherebSO 5
= �3C2(SO 5)+2n4+n2 isthebetafunctionofSO (5),whileC2(SO 5)=

3. Fortwo fourplethiggseswe need n4 = n2 = 2 thusbSO 5
= �3 asin the case

oftheSU(3),which m eansthatthecon�ning scaleisratherlow.However,there

aresom eim portantdi�erenceswhich should bem entioned.First,theinitialscale

where the renorm alisation startsisM string which istwo ordershigherthan the

supersym m etricuni�cation scaleM G U T.Furtherm oretheuni�ed coupling astring

turns out to be larger than the com m on gauge coupling aG U T in the m inim al

supersym m etric uni�cation.Forexam ple in [23]itisfound astring � 1=20,while

aG U T � 1=25. Thus,in contrastto the SU(3),forthe Sp(4)con�ning scale one

�ndsM Sp4 � 107GeV .Thisscaleisstillratherlow com pared to theusualgrand

uni�cation.However,in thecaseoftheSU(4)‘uni�cation’thisisnota disaster;

aswehavealready pointed out,thereareno gaugebosonsm ediating proton de-

cay,thusa low energy breaking scaleisnotnecessarily in contradiction with the

low energy phenom enology.Nevertheless,itwould bedesirabletoobtain arather

highercon�nem entscale close to the‘conventional’m inim alsupersym m ety uni-

�cation point� 1015� 16GeV . Thisofcourse would need a con�ning group with

rank higherthattheSp(4).

From the Neveu-Schwarz sectorwe getthe following �elds: Two higgs�elds

ofthe type (1;2;2)(0;0;0) underthe observable SU(4)� SU(2)L � SU(2)R gauge

group,and no chargesunderthe three fam ily{type U(1)sym m etries. Six sextet

�elds(6;1;1)(� 1;0;0)+ perm :Varioussinglet�elds�
�
(� 1;0;� 1)

;�
�

(� 1;� 1;0)
;�



(0;� 1;� 1)
with

integer (�1) surplus U(1) charges are also available. Representations with the
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sam etransform ationpropertiesbutdi�erentchargesunderthethreeU(1){fam ily

sym m etriesareobtained from thesectorsS+ b2+ b3,S+ b1+ b3 and S+ b1+ b3+ b4.

In particular,they give singlet�eldsanalogousto those ofthe NS { sectorbut

with half{integerextraU(1)charges,��
(� 1=2;0;� 1=2)

;�
�

(� 1=2;� 1=2;0)
;�



(0;� 1=2;� 1=2)
,and

�(� 1;� 1=2;� 1=2).In addition in them asslessspectrum there existvectorrepresen-

tations ofthe hidden part ofthe sym m etry which do not have transform ation

propertiesundertheobservablegaugegroup.Thus,each oftheabovethreesec-

tors gives the 12 ofSO (12) and 5 ofSO (5). The resulting three 12th irreps

do not play any role in the observable world,however ifthe 50s rem ain m ass-

less,they can lowerdangerously thecon�ning scale.Finally,from thesam esec-

torsonegetssextet�eldsD 1;2;3 = (6;1;1)(0;1=2;1=2),(6;1;1)(� 1=2;0;1=2) and higgses

h1;2;3 = (1;2;2)(0;� 1=2;1=2),(1;2;2)(� 1=2;0;1=2).Atleastoneofthelatterisexpected

to acquirea vacuum expectation value(vev)along itstwo neutralcom ponentsin

order to give m asses to ferm ion generations through Yukawa couplings allowed

by gauge and string sym m etries. Although only few couplings are expected to

bepresentatthetrilinearsuperpotential,thereisa largevariety ofsinglet�elds

possessing various U(1) charges which are going to form non { renorm alisable

m assterm s.

Letusbriey now discuss the ferm ion m asses. Lightferm ionsacquire their

m asseswith theusualhiggsm echanism ,when som e ofthe(1;2;2)! (1;2;1
2
)+

(1;2;� 1

2
)higgsrepresentationsdevelop vevs.Ifweassum ethatbelow M G U T the

m odelbehaves approxim ately as the m inim alsupersym m etric standard m odel,

only one pairofthe available electroweak higgsdoublets(oronly a linearcom -

bination ofthem ) should rem ain light. Then,in the trilinear superpotential,

a coupling ofthe form �0ijkFi
�Fjhk willprovide with m asses the ferm ions ofthe

third generation,with the GUT{predictions m 0
t = m 0

�D
,m 0

b = m 0
�,where m

0
�D

isthe Dirac neutrino m ass. A rem arkable feature ofthese string m odelsis the

generic prediction that the Yukawa coupling �0t responsible for the top-quark

m ass is large and ofthe sam e order with the com m on gauge coupling at the

string scale,�0t =
p
2gstring,leading to a top m assofthe O (180)GeV [23]. This

iscom patible with previously proposed SUSY-GUT m odelswhich predicted ra-

diative sym m etry breaking and a large top m asswith a single third generation

Yukawa coupling[24].Thebad (m 0
t;m

0
�D
)relation ishandled with the\see-saw"{

typerelation through a term oftheform H �Fi�n ! < H > �R i
�n asdescribed in

previous works[5,18]. The restofthe entries ofthe ferm ion m ass m atricesare

expected to �llup when non{renorm alisable contributionsto the superpotential

7



are taken into account. Additionalcolored tripletsdcH ;
�dcH rem aining from the

H + �H representations form m assive stateswith D 3;�D 3 statesarising from the

decom position ofthe sextet �elds D ! D 3 + �D 3,through term s ofthe form

H H D ;�H �H D [5].Notethatsom eofthem could beharm lesseven ifthey getm ass

atarelatively low scale� 107GeV provided they donotcouplewith theordinary

m atteratthetreelevel.

Finally,the fam ily F24 = (4;2;1) { antifam ily �F345 = (�4;2;1) pair can be-

com e m assive eitheratthe tree levelorfrom a higherordernon{renorm alisable

coupling ofthe form W � < �i > (4;2;1)(�4;2;1),with < �i >� M G U T. In

factthe singlet vevs are notcom pletely arbitrary in these constructions. From

thethreefam ily typeU(1)’softhepresentm odel,onecan de�netwo linearcom -

binations (say U(1)1 � U(1)2 � U(1)3;U(1)2 � U(1)3) which are anom aly free,

while the rem aining orthogonalcom bination rem ains anom alous. The latter is

broken by the Dine-Seiberg-W itten m echanism [25]in which a potentially large

supersym m etry{breaking D{term isgenerated,by thevacuum expectation value

ofthedilaton �eld.Toavoid thissituation,onehastochooseaD{and F{atdi-

rection in thescalarpotentialbyassigningpropervevstosom eofthescalar�elds.

Thenaturalscaleofthesesingletvevsturnsoutto beM string �< �i>� M G U T.

Let us �nally analyse the alternative accom m odation of the ferm ion gen-

erations and higges under the observable sym m etry. This can be easily ob-

tained by interchanging 4 $ �4 and 2L $ 2R in the relevant sectors. The

three sectors b1;2;3 provide again the three generations. From b2 + b4 one gets

F24 = (4;2;1);�F24 = (�4;1;2)whileb3+ b4+ b5 givesF345 = (4;1;2);F 0

345
= (4;2;1).

(ofcoursetheU(1)chargesarenota�ected).Thus,now thehiggsfourpletsH + �H

needed tobreaktheSU(4)sym m etryarecontained inthe(b2+ b4)and(b3+ b4+ b5)

sectors.In factwecan now identify H � F345 = (4;1;2)and �H � �F24 = (�4;1;2).

It is possible however that a detailed phenom enologicalanalysis ofthe m odel

would require som elinearcom binationsofFi’sand �Fi’sto beinterpreted asthe

SU(4)breakinghiggsesofthem odel.Thus,in thiscasethehiggsparticlesarenot

form ed by condensates,thereforethe‘GUT’scaleisnotrelated tothecon�nm ent

scale. W e m ay choose then M G U T � 1015� 16GeV and obtain a renorm alisation

group running ofthe gauge couplings as described above. The present accom -

m odation however,createsa new problem ;thetwo rem aining piecesof(b2 + b4)

and (b3 + b4 + b5)sectors,havethesam etransform ation propertieswith theleft

handed ferm ion generations.Thesetwo rem aining (4;2;1)statesareratherdi�-

culttobecom em assive.However,itispossiblethataftertheSU(4)breaking the

8



resultingcolored tripletsand doubletsm aycom binewith theirconjugatepartners

arisingfrom thecom positestates(�4;2;1)(which now tranform asanti{fourplets

underthe interchange 4 $ �4)through non{renorm alisable term sresulting in an

e�ective m assterm m uch lowerthan thescaleM G U T.

Theabovem odel,isnotofcourseafullyrealisticm odelforthelow energythe-

ory.However,itisa ratherinteresting im provem entofa previousversion which

wasbased on the sam e gauge sym m etry. Itsadvantageswith respectto the old

version can be briey sum m arized in the following points: Fractionally charged

statestransform non trivially undera hidden gaugegroup (nam ely Sp(4))which

forcesthem to form bound states.Speci�c com posite statescan play the roleof

the higgses which break the SU(4)� SU(2)R sym m etry while the m ost ofthe

rem aining hopefully m ay com bine in various term s with other �elds into rela-

tively heavy m assive statesescaping detection by the presentexperim ents. The

m ain drawback ofthisconstruction isthatthe Sp(4)group fallsrathershortto

con�nethesechargesatasuitably high scale.A novelfeatureofthisconstruction

ofthe m odelisalso the choice ofthe vectorsb1;2;3 which are di�erent than the

already used in theipped SU(5)[3]and standard m odel[6]constructions.Since

thepreviousSU(4)m odelhasbeen pretty m uch sim ilarto theipped SU(5)we

think thatthethreebasisvectorsb1;2;3 used here,can also o�ernew possibilities

fortheseconstructionswhich areworth exploring.
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