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A bstract

In orderto achieve gauge uni�cation atthe string scale M X � 5� 1017 GeV in the

m inim alsupersym m etric standard m odel(M SSM )itisnecessary to add extra gauge

non-singletrepresentationsatan interm ediate scale M I < M X ,leading to a classof

m odels which we refer to as M SSM +X m odels. W e perform a detailed analysis of

a large classofM SSM +X m odelsand �nd thatthe num berof(3,1)representations

added m ustbegreaterthan thetotalofthenum berof(3,2)and (1,2)representations.

PredictionsofM I,M X and �(M X )areobtained form odelswith up to 5 extra vector

representationsthan theM SSM .Upperboundson theU(1)string gaugenorm alisa-

tion k1 and thesum ofthesquaresofthehyperchargeassignm entsoftheextram atter

arealsoobtained forthem odels.W ealsostudy theinfra-red �xed pointbehaviourof

thetop quark Yukawacoupling in alargeclassofM SSM +X m odelsand �nd thatthe

low energy M SSM quasi-�xed pointprediction ofthe top quark m assism ore likely

to be realised in these theories than in the M SSM . In other words the top quark

tendsto beheavierin M SSM +X m odelsthan in theM SSM .Theim plem entation of

a U(1)X fam ily sym m etry into M SSM +X m odelsto accountfortheStandard M odel

ferm ion m assesisdiscussed and a particularviablem odelispresented.
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1 Introduction

The uni�cation of the gauge couplings in supersym m etric grand uni�ed theories

(SUSY GUTs) at a scale M G U T � 1016 GeV [1]is often regarded as a trium ph of

the M SSM . ProponentsofSUSY GUTsem phasise thatsuch uni�cation leadsto a

prediction ofsin2�W atthe 1% level,and the factthatthe strong coupling �s(M Z)

tendsto com eouton thelargesideisaccounted forby threshold e�ectsattheGUT

scalewhich could in principlelower�s toany desired valuein theexperim entalrange.

Howeverthere are wellknown potentialthreatsto SUSY GUTsarising from exper-

im entalproton decay constraints on the one hand and theoreticaldoublet-triplet

splitting naturalnessproblem son theother.Thesetwo potentialthreatscan both be

keptatbayattheexpenseofaddingseverallargeHiggsrepresentationswith carefully

chosen couplings.A furtherchallengeto SUSY GUTsisthequestion ofYukawa m a-

trices,which again requireslargeHiggsrepresentations.Allthesequestionsm ustand

can beaddressed sim ultaneously,and theredo existrealisticm odelsin theliterature

[2].

W ith the advent ofstring theory there is a di�erent possibility for uni�cation:

string gaugeuni�cation in which thegaugecouplingsarerelated to each otheratthe

string scaleM X [3].String theoriesgivetherelation [4]

M X = 5:3� 1017gX GeV; (1)

which isindependentoftheKac-M oody level,wheregX istheuni�ed gaugecoupling

atthe string scale M X . In thisfram ework itisnotnecessary to unify the couplings

into a SUSY GUT group,although itis possible to envisage a scenario in which a

SUSY GUT can be\derived"from thestring[5,6].Such stringderivationsm ustyield

the desired large Higgsrepresentations with the precise couplingsrequired to avoid

proton decay,obtain doublet-triplet splitting,and yield realistic Yukawa m atrices.

This is a technicalfeat which has not yet fully been accom plished,although there

has been som e recent progress in this direction [6]. The existence ofadjoint Higgs

representations requires the use ofKac-M oody level2 Virasaro algebras or higher,

and whileitisnotim possiblethatNatureusesthesehigherlevels,thesim plerstring

m odelsare based on level1 algebras.These are the so-called string inspired m odels

in which sim pleGUTssuch asSU(5),SO (10)and so on areabandoned,and instead

thegaugecouplingsareuni�ed atthestring scale.

Thesim plestpossiblestring-m otivated m odelisclearlythem inim alsupersym m et-

ric standard m odel(M SSM ).In this picture the M SSM (and nothing else) persists

rightup tothestringscaleM X .Naively such theoriesdonotappeartobeviablesince

we know thatthe gauge couplingscross at� 1016 GeV,and willhave signi�cantly

diverged atthe string scale � 5� 1017 GeV.Howeverthe situation isin factnotso

clearcutsince the U(1)Y hypercharge gauge coupling hasan undeterm ined norm al-

isation factork1 � 1 (where forexam ple k1 = 5=3 isthe usualGUT norm alisation)

which m ay be set to be a phenom enologically desired value [7]by the choice ofa

particular string m odel. However the sim plest string theories (e.g.heterotic string

with any standard com pacti�cation)predictequalgaugecouplingsfortheothertwo

1



observablesectorgaugegroupsg2 = g3 atthestring scaleM X ,which would requirea

ratherlargecorrection in ordertoaccountfor�s(m Z)[4,8].In fact,arecentanalysis

[9]concludesthatstring threshold e�ectsareinsu�cientby them selvesto resolvethe

experim entaldiscrepancy. The analysis also concludes that light SUSY thresholds

and two loop correctionscannotresolve the problem ,even when acting together.In

orderto allow the gaugecouplingsto unify atthe string scale ithasbeen suggested

[10]thatadditionalexoticm attershould beadded to theM SSM atsom einterm edi-

ate scale orscalesM I < M X ,leading to a classofm odelswhich we shallreferto as

M SSM +X m odels.

The purpose ofthe presentpaperistwofold. Firstly we shallperform a general

uni�cation analysis ofa particular class ofM SSM +X m odel. Then we shallstudy

theinfra-red �xed pointpropertiesofsuch m odels,focusing in particularon thetop

quark m assprediction.A detailed uni�cation analysisofM SSM +X m odelshasalso

been perform ed by M artin and Ram ond (M R)[11]. M R considered the case ofone

orm ultipleinterm ediatethresholds,wheretheinterm ediatem atterwascontained in

incom plete vector-like representations ofE 6,either from chiralorvector superm ul-

tiplets. Gauge extensions atthe interm ediate scale were also considered [11]. The

present uni�cation analysis di�ers from the M R analysis in a num ber ofways as

follows.Unlike M R,weshallconsiderarbitrary num bersofchiralsuper�eldsin low-

dim ensionalvectorrepresentations,withoutany referencetoan underlyingE 6 m odel.

Furtherm ore,unlikeref.[11],weshallnotassum eaGUT-typenorm alisation ofthehy-

perchargegeneratorbutinstead allow thepossibility ofdi�erentnorm alisations.Thus

ouranalysisofstring gaugeuni�cation iscom plem entary to thatofM R.Turning to

our infra-red �xed point analysis ofM SSM +X m odels,which was not considered

at allby M R,we shallfocus attention on the infra-red �xed point and quasi-�xed

pointofthetop quark Yukawa coupling within theaboveclassofM SSM +X m odels

using sim ilar techniques to those proposed for the M SSM and GUTs [12,13,14].

The m ain resultisthatthe top quark m asstendsto be heavierthan in the M SSM ,

and closerto itsquasi-�xed pointin these m odels. Finally we speculate on the ori-

gin ofYukawa m atriceswith texture zeroesand sm allnon-zero couplingswithin the

M SSM +X fram ework,usingtheideaofaU(1)gauged 
avoursym m etry and m ultiple

Higgsdoubletsattheinterm ediate scale,sim ilarto theproposalofIbanez and Ross

[15].

The layout ofthe rest ofthe paper is as follows. In section 2 we shalldiscuss

string gaugeuni�cation ofM SSM +X m odels,whilein section 3 weshallconsiderthe

infra-red stable �xed pointofthe top quark Yukawa coupling in these m odels,and

com pare ourresultsto those ofthe M SSM . In section 4 we shallbrie
y discussthe

possibilitiesofobtaining realisticYukawa m atricesin thisfram ework,identifying the

interm ediatem atterwith m ultipleHiggsdoubletswhich,togetherwith aU(1)gauged


avoursym m etry,m ay beused togeneraterealistictextures.Section 5concludesthe

paper.
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2 String G auge U ni�cation in M SSM + X M odels

In thissection weshallde�netheclassofM SSM +X m odelsunderconsideration and

discussourcalculationalproceduresand theresulting predictionsarising from string

gaugeuni�cation in these m odels.Although there isinevitably som e overlap in this

section with ref.[11],we include ouranalysisin detailsince asdiscussed above,our

starting pointissom ewhatdi�erent. Furtherm ore the string scale,the interm ediate

scaleandthestringcouplingwillallbeiterativelydeterm ined inourapproach,leading

to predictionsforthesequantitieswithin particularm odels.Finally theseresultswill

benecessary forthediscussion oftheinfra-red �xed pointsin thenextsection.

W eshallim posestring gaugeuni�cation subjectto thefollowing restrictionsand

assum ptions: it is assum ed that the gauge sym m etry ofthe vacuum between the

SUSY breaking scaleM SU SY and thestring scaleisSU(3)
 SU(2)L
 U(1)Y and that

the string theory is one ofKac-M oody level1. The last assum ption allows us to

restrictthegaugerepresentationssince Kac-M oody level1 stringsonly allow funda-

m entalrepresentationsofthegaugegroup forthem atterrepresentations.Thus,the

only possible extra m atterrepresentationswe m ay add to the theory below M X are

(3,1),(1,2) and (3,2)1 representations in (SU(3),SU(2)L) space. The constraint of

anom aly cancellation leadsustoonly add each oftheserepresentationstotheM SSM

in com plete vector representations. W e also assum e for predictivity that the extra

m atterliesapproxim ately atone m assscale � MI.W hile thisstrong assum ption is

exact for 1 extra vector representation,it m ay be deem ed increasingly unlikely for

m odelsin which m orerepresentationsthatareadded.

Theaboverestrictionsareenough to givea predictiveschem e thatcoversa large

classofm odels. The origin ofthe m agnitude ofM I orthe quantum num berassign-

m ents ofthe extra m atterare dependent on the precise m odelofthe string theory

and so we do not consider these points in detailhere. Possibilities forthe genera-

tion ofthisscaleincludestring-typenon-renorm alisableoperators[9,17]oroperators

generated by som ehidden sectordynam ics[18].

W ede�nethenum berofvector(3,1)representationstobea,thenum berofvector

(1,2)representations to be b,and the num ber ofvector (3,2)representations to be

c,where the vector representation corresponding to (3;1)is((�3;1)� (3;1))and so

on forthe otherrepresentations. W e assum e thateach vectorrepresentation hasan

explicitm assM I so thatthe e�ectofthe extra vectorrepresentations isfeltin the

renorm alisation scale region between M I and M X . Below M I,the extra m atter is

integrated outofthee�ective�eld theory which then becom estheM SSM .Thebeta

functionsofthegaugecouplingsarede�ned by

16�2
@g2i

@t
= � big

4

i; (2)

where t= ln�2
0
=�2,gi isthe i

th gauge coupling and �o;� are the initial(high)and

1And other representations with either the 2 and or the 3 conjugated. This point m akes no

di�erence to ouranalysis.
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�nal(low)M S renorm alisation scalesrespectively.Thebetafunctionsofthee�ective

theory between M X and M I are

bi= ([11+ G t]=k1;[1+ b+ 3c];[� 3+ a+ 2c]) (3)

wherek1 isthestring norm alisation oftheU(1)Y gaugecoupling de�ned by

�
string

1 = k1�
SM
Y ; (4)

�SMY being the hypercharge gauge coupling in the standard m odelnorm alisation. A

particularexam plek1 = 5=3 yieldsthestandard GUT norm alisation

�
G U T
1

= (5=3)�SMY : (5)

W ehave also used G t � �i(Yi=2)
2 where irunsoverallofthe super�eldsadditional

to theM SSM with Standard M odelhyperchargesYi=2.

In orderto m ake the calculation asgeneralaspossible,m odeldependentfactors

such asstring threshold correctionsarenotincluded.Given thissubstantialapprox-

im ation,it is su�cient to use �rst order perturbation theory,a degenerate SUSY

spectrum with m assM SU SY and thestep function approxim ation form assthresholds

in therenorm alisation group (RG)equations.Using theseapproxim ationsweobtain

�1(M X )
�1

=
5

3k1

�

�1(M Z)
�1
+

53

30�
lnM Z +

17

60�
lnm t+

5

4�
lnM SU SY +

3

10�
G tlnM I �

3

10�
(11+ G t)lnM X

�

(6)

�2(M X )
�1

= �2(M Z)
�1
�

25

12�
lnM Z +

1

2�
lnm t+

25

12�
lnM SU SY +

1

2�
plnM I �

1

2�
(1+ p)lnM X (7)

�3(M X )
�1

= �3(M Z)
�1
�
23

6�
lnM Z +

1

3�
lnm t+

2

�
lnM SU SY +

1

2�
(a+ 2c)lnM I +

1

2�
(3� a� 2c)lnMX (8)

wherethe�i(M X )� �
string

i (M X )areallin thestring norm alisation and �1(M Z)
�1

�

�G U T1 (M Z)
�1

= 58:89 is in the GUT norm alisation. W e have de�ned the positive

integer p = b+ 3c,which counts the num ber ofadditionalSU(2)L doublets. Note

thatallofthe m assscalesreferred to in thispaperare M S running m asses,except

polem asseswhich aredenoted with a superscriptphys.Forexam ple,to �rstorder,

thetop quark polem assisrelated to itsrunning m assby

m
phys
t = m t

�

1+ 4�s
m t

3�

�

: (9)

Thenorm alisation k1 isvery m odeldependent,them ostgeneralconstraintupon

itisthatitm ustbe rationaland greaterthan orequalto one [7,19]. W e therefore
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regarditasafreeparam eterand sohaveonelessprediction,thatofsin2�W ,com pared

to SUSY GUTs.Eq.1 partly com pensatesforthisby a prediction ofthestring scale

M X in term sofany ofthe gauge couplings. Once M X isdeterm ined,the lefthand

sidesofEqs.7,8 m ay beequated to yield a prediction fortheinterm ediatescale

ln
M I

M X

=
1

n

�

4lnM X �

�

2�(�2(M Z)
�1
� �3(M Z)

�1
)+

7

2
lnM Z+

1

3
lnm t+

1

6
lnM SU SY

��

; (10)

wheretheintegern isde�ned by n � b+ c� a.Eq.10allowsustogetabound on n by

applying the constraintM I < M X . Using the inputparam eters�2(M Z)
�1

= 29:75,

�3(M Z) = 0:112� 0:122,m
phys
t = 152� 196 GeV2,M X = 3� 5� 1017 GeV and

M SU SY = 200� 1000 GeV,we obtain thatthe quantity within the square brackets

on therighthand sideofEq.10 isalwayspositiveand hencen < 0,or

a > b+ c: (11)

AllofthepossibleM SSM +X m odelssatisfying Eq.11 with up to 5 vectorrepresenta-

tionsadded aredisplayed in Table1.Itisupon these sim pleexam plesthatweshall

focusourattention.

Forthecaseofm any extra gaugerepresentationsto theM SSM with m ass� MI,

anotherbound m ay beplaced upon a;b;casfollows.Eq.s7,10,1 m ay berearranged

such thattheratio p=n m ay beexpressed in term sof�2(M X )
�1
:

p

n
=
2��2(M X )

�1
� 1

2
ln
�
�2(M X )

�1

4�

�

+ lnZ � 2�X

4lnZ � 2ln
�
�2(M X )

�1

4�

�

� Y
; (12)

wherewehavede�ned

X � �2(M Z)
�1
�

25

12�
lnM Z +

25

12�
lnM SU SY +

1

2�
lnm t

Y � 2�
�

�2(M Z)
�1
� �3(M Z)

�1
�

+
7

2
lnM Z +

1

3
lnm t+

1

6
lnM SU SY

Z = 5:3� 1017 GeV:

The righthand side ofEq.12 israthercom plicated butcan be investigated num er-

ically as a function of�2(M X )
�1
. W e �nd that p=n has a m inim um as a function

of�2(M X )
�1
,albeitwith a large uncertainty from �3(M Z). W hen the m inim um of

Eq.12 isdeterm ined num erically,weobtain thebound

p=n > K ; (13)

where K = � 11:0;� 9:2;� 8:0 for�S(M Z)= 0:112;0:117;0:122 respectively. Since n

m ustbenegative,and p ispositive,thebound m ay bewritten as

p< jnjjK j; (14)

from which weseethatthenum berofdoubletspisbounded from above.Thisbound

isnotapproached forthe m odelsin Table 1,butwillbe relevantwhen we com e to

considertheorigin oftheYukawa m atricesin section 4.

2The top quark m assm easurem entby the CDF collaboration [20].
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M odel N a b c n p

A 1 1 0 0 -1 0

B 2 2 0 0 -2 0

C 3 2 1 0 -1 1

D 3 2 0 1 -1 3

E 3 3 0 0 -3 0

F 4 3 1 0 -2 1

G 4 3 0 1 -2 3

H 4 4 0 0 -4 0

I 5 3 1 1 -1 4

J 5 3 2 0 -1 2

K 5 3 0 2 -1 6

L 5 4 1 0 -3 1

M 5 4 0 1 -3 3

N 5 5 0 0 -5 0

X 25 14 10 1 -3 13

Table 1: M SSM +X m odels with N � 5 additionalchiralsuper�elds in vector rep-

resentationsofthe M SSM thatsatisfy Eq.11. The 7 colum nsdetailthe nam esand

contentofthem odels,wherea;b;carethenum berofchiralscalar�eldsin thevector

rep.s(3;1);(1;2);(3;2),respectively,and n = b+ c� a,p = b+ 3c. The �nalrow

detailsa specialm odelcontaining N = 25 additionalsuper�elds,which isintroduced

forthepurposesofthediscussion in section 4.
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Figure1:Prediction ofthestringscaleM X in theM SSM +X m odelsforM SU SY = 500

GeV,m
phys
t = 174GeV andvarious�S(M Z).Thekeyidenti�esthem odelbyreference

to Table1.
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To extractM X in practicerequiresan iterativenum ericalprocedure.Firstascale

�� 5:1017 GeV issubstituted forM X in Eq.10 to give an M I consistentwith gauge

uni�cation at a scale �. This value ofM I is then substituted into Eq.7 to yield

�(�)
�1
. Substituting �(�) into Eq.1 yields what string breaking scale M X would

correspond to this gauge coupling. This M X is substituted for � and the whole

process is repeated until� = M X is converged upon. Ifthis procedure converges,

we areleftwith num ericalvaluesofM I;M X ;�i(M X )thatareconsistentwith gauge

uni�cation in them odelunderstudy.

Fig.1 displaysthe valuesofM X given by thisprocedure forthe m odelsoutlined

in Table 1.Centralvaluesofm t;M SU SY were picked and the resultshave negligible

sensitivity upon m t. Varying M SU SY between 200 and 1000 GeV changes the M X

prediction by � 0:1� 1017 GeV.Asshown,theresultsarein generalquitedependent

upon thestrong coupling constant�S(M Z)and so wehaveused thisastheindepen-

dentparam eterin theplots.In Fig.2 therunning ofthegaugecouplingsin m odelK

iscom pared to therunning purely within theM SSM .AtM I,thee�ectsoftheextra

representationsarefeltand �2;3 risesteeply with �.Thegeneraltendency shown by

Fig.1 isthatM X ishigherform odelswhich possessthem ostSU(2)L doublets(high

p),and lower form odels in which the num ber ofSU(3) triplets m inus the num ber

ofSU(2)L doublets isgreat(m ore negative n). The class p = 0 when there are no

added doublets for m odels A,B,E,H,N is a specialclass ofcases in which there is

no �S(M Z)dependence to 1 loop.Because there are no m oreSU(2)representations

than theM SSM ,therunningof�2 isidenticaltotheM SSM untiltheGUT scaleM G .

Thisalone�xesM X ;�i(M X )in these cases,since forp = 0,Eq.1 and Eq.7 could be

com bined to give an equation with only one output: M X forexam ple. An exam ple

ofthiscase ism odelA (n = � 1;p = 0),which isexam ined in m ore detailin Fig.3.

Itisshown in the �gure thatwhen di�erentinitialvaluesof� S(M Z)are taken,M I

conspiresto givethesam evalueofM X (and therefore�i(M X )).

Figs.5,6 show thepredictionsforM I foreach ofthem odelsA;B ;:::;N .Varying

M SU SY between 200 and 1000 GeV m akesa m axim um di�erence to lnM I of� 2%

and theresults(like allofthe gaugeuni�cation predictions)arenotvery dependent

on m
phys
t = 152� 196 GeV.The results are dependent upon the value ofn thatis

relevant for the m odelin question. This is because n counts the num ber ofextra

SU(2)L doubletsm inusthenum berofextra SU(3)tripletsin them odel.Thispoint

isillustrated in Fig.4,where m odelA (n = � 1;p = 0)iscom pared with m odelH

(n = � 4;p = 0). M odels with p = 0 have MX ;�i(M X ) �xed independent ofn as

stated previously and m odelswith higher� n havem orepositiveslopesin theregion

M I < � < M X . Thus,to hit the sam e endpoint of� = M X ;�i(�),the lower � n

m odelsm usthavelowerM I in orderto agreewith thelow energy gaugecouplings.

Thepredictionsof�i(M X )vary a lotdepending upon how m any SU(2)L doublets

are present in the interm ediate region M I < � < M X ,as shown by Fig.7. M odels

with high valuesofp tend to havehigh �i(M X )becauseb2;3 (and thereforetherates

ofchangeofthegaugecouplingswith respectto�)arem orepositive,asFig.2shows.

�i(M X ) is approxim ately not dependent upon m t and M SU SY = 200 � 1000 GeV

8



0.04

0.06

0.08

0.1

MS MI MGMX

al
ph

a(
m

u)

mu

alpha_3

alpha_2

model K
MSSM

Figure2:Com parison between m odelK and theM SSM oftherunning ofthegauge

coupling constants�2;�3.Therunning isbetween � = M Z and � = M X ;M G = 1016

GeV form
phys
t = 174 GeV,M SU SY = 500 GeV and �S(M Z)= 0:117.
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Figure 3: Running ofthe SU(3) and SU(2)L gauge coupling constants in m odelA

between M Z and M X for m
phys
t = 174 GeV,M SU SY = 500 GeV.M I � M 1;M 2

correspond to �S(M Z)= 0:112;0:122 respectively.
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Figure 4: Com parison ofthe running ofthe gauge coupling constants in m odelA

and m odelH.The running isbetween � = M Z and � = M X form
phys
t = 174,GeV

M SU SY = 500 GeV and �S(M Z)= 0:117.M I � M 1;M 2 correspond to m odelsA,H

respectively.
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Figure5:Prediction oftheinterm ediatescaleM I in theM SSM +X m odelsindicated

in thekey forM SU SY = 500 GeV,m
phys
t = 174 GeV and various�S(M Z).
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Figure6:Prediction oftheinterm ediatescaleM I in theM SSM +X m odelsindicated

in thekey forM SU SY = 500 GeV,m
phys
t = 174 GeV and various�S(M Z).
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Figure7:Prediction ofthestring gaugecoupling �(M X )
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in theM SSM +X m odels

forM SU SY = 500GeV,m
phys
t = 174GeV and various�S(M Z).Thekey identi�esthe

m odelby reference to Table1.
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�S(M Z) A B C D E F G H I J K L M N

0.112 5.7 11 16.5 8 17 12 14 22 9 7 11 18 20 28

0.122 9.1 18 9.8 11 27 19 20 36 12 11 14 28 29 45

Table2:Upperboundson G t forM SU SY = 200� 1000 GeV and m
phys
t = 152� 196

GeV fortheM SSM +X m odelsin Table1.

correspondsto a changein �i(M X )of� 2% .

W em ay now extractsom em oreinform ation aboutthestring theory from which

the M SSM +X m odelsm ustderive by exam ining the uni�cation ofthe hypercharge

gaugecoupling.Setting therighthand sidesofEqs.6,7 equalyieldsan equation

k1 =
5

3

2��1(M Z)
�1
+ 53

15
lnM Z +

17

30
lnm t+

5

2
lnM SU SY �

3G t

5
ln
�
M X

M I

�

� 33

5
lnM X

2��2(M Z)
�1
� 25

6
lnM Z + lnm t+

25

6
lnM SU SY + plnM I � (1+ p)lnMX

:

(15)

Eq.15 cannotbeused to predictthestring norm alisation k1 sinceG t isarbitrary and

unknown. However,an upper bound m ay be placed upon k1 by noting that G t is

positive sem i-de�nite. Setting G t = 0 in Eq.15 therefore givesthe m axim um string

norm alisation upon thehyperchargeassignm entsconsistentwith gaugeuni�cation at

thestring scale,and thereforeplacing thatconstraintupon the string theory thatis

supposed to reduce to the M SSM +X m odelasthe low energy e�ective �eld theory

lim it.Fig.8 displaystheupperboundsupon k1 fortheM SSM +X m odelsA,B,...,N.

Higherpand lower� n correspondstoahigherupperbound,m ostly becausein these

cases�i(M X )islarge,asexplained earlier.Again,theresultsareroughlyindependent

ofm t and only depend on M SU SY atthe� 2% orlesslevel.Asan exam ple,theonly

M SSM +X m odels studied here that are consistent with the GUT norm alisation of

k1 = 5=3areD,I,J,K,X.Thebound k1 � 1[7]m ay beused in Eq.15toplacean upper

bound upon G t. AsTable 2 shows,the m axim um hypercharge assignm ents forthe

extra m atterare large com pared with typicalhypercharges in the Standard M odel.

Thenum bersareso largethatthey areunlikely to bea strong constrainton a given

string m odel(forthewholeoftheM SSM ,
P

i(Yi=2)
2 = 11).Oncek1 ispicked in the

contextofaparticularstringm odel,G t isthen �xed.Asan exam pleofwhatpossible

hyperchargenorm alisationsm ay result,wefocuson theparticularexam pleofm odel

D,which isequivalentto the M SSM plus2 righthanded quark representationsand

onelefthanded quark representation atthescaleM I � 1012�14 GeV.Assum ing these

super�elds have the sam e Standard M odelhypercharge assignm ents as Q L;uR;dR

respectively,weobtain k1 � 5=3.
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Figure8:Them axim um valueofk1 in theM SSM +X m odelsforM SU SY = 500 GeV,

m
phys
t = 174 GeV and various�S(M Z).Thekey identi�esthem odelby reference to

Table1.
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3 Infra-red Fixed Points in M SSM + X M odels

Lanzagortaand Ross[14]recently revisited the�xed point[12,13]in theRGEsofthe

top quark Yukawacoupling and QCD gaugecouplingin thefram ework ofM SSM and

SUSY GUT m odels. In thissection we shallextend theiranalysisto the M SSM +X

m odelsconsidered in theprevioussection.

Thee�ectivesuperpotentialoftheM SSM +X m odelsisassum ed to be

W = htQH 2u
c
� �H1H 2 + ::: (16)

whereht isthetop Yukawacoupling,Q;u
c refertothethird fam ily lefthanded quark

and righthanded quark super�eldsand H 1;2 arethetwo Higgsdoubletsuper�elds.It

hasbeen assum ed in Eq.16thattheratioofHiggsvacuum expectation values(VEVs)

tan� � v2=v1 isoforderoneand allsm allYukawa couplingshavebeen dropped.The

term s due to the extra m atter are assum ed to be allofthe form s M I(3;1):(�3;1),

M I(1;2):(1;�2),M I(3;2):(�3;�2)where the group indices are traced over. Thus,these

term swould give the extra m attera m assM I butno extra param eterswould enter

the one loop top quark Yukawa coupling renorm alisation group equation com pared

to the M SSM . Note that this could be a consequence ofthe extra m atter having

non-standard hyperchargeassignm ents[19],so thatan additionalsuper�eld could not

couple to a M SSM super�eld with opposite SU(3)
 SU(2) quantum num bers in a

hyperchargeinvariantway.

TheRGE forthecaseofonly onelargeYukawa coupling is

@Yt

@t
= Yt(�iri~�i� sYt); (17)

wherewehave de�ned theparam etersin thesam enotation asLanzagorta and Ross

[14]~�i � g2i=16�
2,Yt � h2t=16�

2. Dropping the electroweak gauge couplings,Eq.17

can bewritten as,
@R

@t
= Yt[(r3 + b3)� sR] (18)

wheretheratio ofYukawa to gaugecoupling hasbeen written as

R =
�
Yt
~�3

�

. Forthe M SSM ,r3 = 16=3;b3 = � 3;s = 6. Eq.18 has an infra-red

stable�xed pointgiven by

R
� =

�
Yt

~�3

��

= (r3 + b3)=s= 7=18: (19)

asshown by Fig.9,wheretheasterisk denotesthe�xed point.The�gureshowsthat

(Yt=~�)atan arbitrary scale isattracted towardsthe �xed pointasthe energy scale

isreduced.Thelow energy valueofR = (Yt=~�)isgiven by

R(t)=
R �

1+ �
h
R �

R (0)
� 1

i (20)
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Figure 9: Infra red behaviour ofYt=~� in the case when the top Yukawa coupling

is dom inant. The arrows indicate the direction of
ow for increasing t,i.e.in the

direction oftheinfra-red direction.Thepointlabeled (r+ b)=s isthe�xed point.

wherewehavede�ned

�=

 

�3(t)

�3(0)

! B 3

; (21)

B 3 � r3=b3 + 1 and t= lnM 2
X =�

2 where � refersto the low energy scale and t= 0

correspondsto � = M G U T.

Thereisnoapriorireason why thehigh energy theory should selecttheboundary

condition on thetop quark Yukawa coupling to beatits�xed point.HoweverEq.20

showsthatforarbitraryinputvaluethe�xed pointvalueisalwaysreached in thelim it

t! 1 sincein thislim it�! 0 (sinceB 3 = � 7=9 and �3 isasym ptotically free).In

practice� is�nite(�� 0:5 in theM SSM from therunning between GUT and weak

scales) and the low energy value ofthe top quark Yukawa coupling willbe higher

orlowerthan its�xed pointvalue,depending on the whetherthe high energy input

valueofthecoupling ishigherorlowerthan its�xed pointvalue.Howeveritiswell

known that,for�xed t,there isa m axim um low energy value oftop quark Yukawa

coupling corresponding to Yt(0) ! 1 . In fact this m axim um value is achieved to

very good accuracy by �nitebutlargeinputvalueswhich satisfy thecondition

R(0)� R
� (22)

which allowsthesim pleapproxim ateform ofEq.20

R(t)�
R �

1� �
� R

Q F P (23)

which isthe wellknown quasi-�xed-point(QFP)[13]. Itisworth em phasising that,

given only thatthecondition in Eq.22 ism et,Eq.23 givesan (approxim ate)determ i-

nation ofthelow energy top quark Yukawa coupling which isquiteinsensitive to its

high energy value.To bem orespeci�c,forany choiceofinputtop Yukawa couplings

R(0)> R � thelow energy valuesofthetop quark Yukawa couplingswillbefunneled
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into a range between R � and R Q F P where the distance between the FP and QFP is

controlled by thequantity �de�ned in Eq.21.Thesm allerthequantity �,thecloser

willbe the QFP to the FP,and the m ore accurate willbe the determ ination ofthe

low energy top Yukawa coupling.3

Lanzagortaand Ross[14]alsoconsidered thee�ectofvariousGUT theoriesabove

the scale M G U T � 1016 GeV.Just as the M SSM m ay be analysed in the range

M G U T � MSU SY so the SUSY GUT theory wasanalysed in the range M P � MG U T,

using sim ilartechniques.In SUSY GUT theoriescontaining a largenum berofrepre-

sentations,asym ptoticfreedom m ay belostand thegaugecoupling can grow rapidly

as it approaches M P . It was argued that in such a case,the �xed point structure

in the range M P � MG U T m ay be m ore im portantthan the M SSM �xed point[14].

It was subsequently argued that the e�ect ofsuch a SUSY GUT would be to lead

to a low energy top quark Yukawa coupling closerto itsQFP valuethan theM SSM

expectation [14].

The�xed pointnatureintheSUSY GUT in theregionM P � MG U T isseen from the

following result,obtained by analogy with earlierresults,forthe top quark Yukawa

coupling attheGUT scale,

R(M G U T)=
R �

G U T

1+ � G U T

h
R �
G U T

R (M P )
� 1

i (24)

whereabovewehavereplaced tby itslowerargum ent�,in orderto help keep track

ofwhich energy scalewearereferring to,and de�ned

� G U T =

 

�(M G U T)

�(M P )

! B G U T

(25)

where B G U T � r=b+ 1 forthe GUT theory,and �(�)istheGUT gaugecoupling at

thescale�,with R = (Yt=~�).Clearly theQFP fortheGUT theory isachieved when

thefollowing condition ism et,

R(M P )� R
�

G U T (26)

which when satis�ed leadsto theapproxim ateresult

R(M G U T)�
R �

G U T

1� �G U T
� R

Q F P

G U T (27)

Inthetypeoftheoriesconsidered byLanzagortaandRoss[14](i.e.verynon-asym ptotically

freeGUT theories)they �nd that

R
�

G U T � R
�

M SSM ; (28)

3Parenthetically we note thatthe above analysisis notvalid for the specialcase when b3 = 0,

so that Eq.17 decouples from the running ofthe gauge coupling. In this case,Y � = r~�=s,with

solution Y (t) = Y
�

Y �

Y (0)
e�r� t �e �r� t + 1

and the m axim um distance from �xed point � = e
�r�t. Note

thatin a casewhereb< 0 and r< � b,Yt ! 0 atlow energy and hasno infra-red �xed pointsince
�
� 3(t)

�(0)

�B 3

! 1 ast! 1 .Thisdoesnotapply to any ofthe m odelsexam ined in thispaper.
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The result in Eq.28 im plies that the SUSY GUT is less likely to satisfy its QFP

condition in Eq.26.4 For SUSY GUTs with m any added vector fam ilies,� G U T �

� M SSM im pliesthattheGUT FP isrealised m oreaccurately attheGUT scale.The

im portantquestion,however,isthee�ectofthecom bination ofthese two resultson

thelow energy top quark Yukawa coupling;thee�ectisto driveitm oreclosely to its

M SSM QFP valueasseen below.

In orderto investigatethee�ectoftheSUSY GUT theory on thelow energy top

Yukawa coupling,Lanzagorta and Ross�rstre-wroteEq.24 as

x
0= x� G U T +

R �

M SSM

R �

G U T

(1� �G U T) (29)

where

x
0
�

R �

M SSM

R(M G U T)
; x �

R �

M SSM

R(M P )
(30)

The quantity x should notbe confused with the quantity which givesthe condition

fortheGUT QFP in Eq.26 which is

y �
R �

G U T

R(M P )
(31)

where y � 1 isthe GUT QFP condition. The quantity x0 isidenti�ed asthe ratio
R �

R (0)
in Eq.20,which m ay consequently bewritten as,

R(M SU SY )=
R �

M SSM

1+ � M SSM [x0� 1]
(32)

The com bination ofEqs.29 and 32 giveusallthe inform ation we need to decide the

fateofthelow energy top quark Yukawacoupling.Thecondition fortheM SSM QFP

isclearly justx0� 1,where x0 isgiven in Eq.29. According to Eq.28 we have from

Eq.29

x
0
� x�G U T (33)

Since � G U T < 1 Eq.33 shows thata given value ofx im plies a sm aller value ofx0.

Thusthee�ectofsuch SUSY GUTsisto m akeitm orelikely thatthelow energy top

Yukawa coupling isatitsM SSM QFP,asclaim ed [14].

W enow turn to thequestion oftheinfra-red natureofM SSM +X m odels.5 This

approach to M SSM +X theories turns out to have m any sim ilarities to the case of

SUSY GUTsconsidered above;forexam plein M SSM +X theorieswith alargenum ber

4The SUSY G UT Q FP condition is explicitly Yt(M P ) � ~�(M P )R
�
G U T

where both R
�
G U T

and

~�(M P )are typically m uch largerthan in the M SSM . This im pliesthatYt(M P )would have to be

substantially larger than its M SSM equivalent in order for the Q FP to be relevant for the SUSY

G UT theory,leading to thedangerofperturbation theory breakdown forthe top Yukawa coupling.
5In som esuperstring m odels,thetop quark Yukawa coupling ispredicted atthestring scale.For

exam pleref.[21]discussessuch a m echanism ,including thee�ectsofinterm ediatem atter.In order

to rem ain asm odelindependentaspossible,in ourpresentanalysisweshallinstead regard ht to be

unconstrained atM X .
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ofexotic colourtriplets,asym ptotic freedom ofQCD islostabove the interm ediate

scale.Itwould thereforebeexpected thatin such M SSM +X m odels,thelow energy

top quark Yukawacouplingism orelikely tobeatitsM SSM QFP,asin SUSY GUTs,

and we�nd thatthisisindeed thecase.TheanalyticresultsfortheM SSM +X m odels

m ay bem oreorlesstaken overim m ediately from theSUSY GUT resultsgiven above,

by m aking thefollowing obviousreplacem entsin Eqs.24-33:

M P ! M X ; M G U T ! M I; R G U T ! R X ; � G U T ! � X ; � ! �3 (34)

Notethatin thepresentcasethereisno �xed scalewhich separatestheM SSM from

the M SSM +X theory,since M G U T has been replaced by the interm ediate scale M I

which can range over severalorders ofm agnitude. This im plies that� M SSM isno

longera �xed quantity,sinceitisgiven by,

� 0

M SSM =

 

�(M SU SY )

�(M I)

! B 3

(35)

and consequently Eq.32 becom es

R(M SU SY )=
R �

M SSM

1+ � 0

M SSM [x0� 1]
(36)

wherex0given by

x
0= x� X +

R �

M SSM

R �

X

(1� �X ) (37)

with,

x =
R �

M SSM

R(M X )
;� X =

 

�(M I)

�(M X )

! B 3X

(38)

The relevant �xed point quantities above are shown in Table 3. Note that � X >

� 0

M SSM (except in m odelK) where the values are com parable to � G U T given for

various m odels with no extra fam ilies in ref.[14]. This is not surprising or even

signi�cant since � 0

M SSM is calculated using a m uch largerratio ofscales than � X .

Thefactthat� X � 1 istheim portantfact,and also that
R �
M S S M

R �
X

< 1,which im plies

thatx0in Eq.37 islikely to besm all.

In the case ofSUSY GUTs,sm allvalues ofx0 im ply that the M SSM QFP will

be realised. Here we cannotexactly m ake thisstatem entbecause the M SSM isnow

e�ectivebelow thescaleM I,sotheM SSM QFP hereisnotthesam eastheusualone.

In orderto overcom e thisdi�culty wecom bineEqs.36 and 37 into a singleequation

which yieldsthelow energy top quark Yukawa coupling directly from thestring scale

boundary conditions,

R(M SU SY )=
R �

M SSM

1+ � 0

M SSM

��

x� X +
R �
M S S M

R �
X

(1� �X )

�

� 1

� (39)
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M odel R �

X B 3X

R �
M S S M

R �
X

� 0

M SSM � X

A 5/9 -5/3 7/10 0.56 0.80

B 13/18 -13/3 7/13 0.52 0.87

C 13/18 -13/3 7/13 0.56 0.73

D 19/18 19/3 7/19 0.57 0.60

E 8/9 * 7/16 0.51 0.89

F 8/9 * 7/16 0.52 0.78

G 11/9 11/3 7/22 0.52 0.78

H 19/18 19/3 7/19 0.50 0.90

I 11/9 11/3 7/22 0.57 0.54

J 8/9 * 7/16 0.56 0.67

K 14/9 7/3 1/2 0.57 0.39

L 19/18 19/3 7/19 0.51 0.87

M 25/18 25/9 7/25 0.51 0.83

N 11/9 11/3 7/22 0.50 0.91

X 43/18 43/27 7/43 0.50 0.78

Table 3: Fixed point properties as discussed in the text ofthe M SSM +X m odels

de�ned in Table1.� 0

M SSM and � X arerelevantfor�S(M Z)= 0:117,M SU SY = 500

GeV and m
phys
t = 174 GeV.

It is clear from Eq.39 that a low energy QFP willbe achieved when the following

condition ism et:

x� X � 1 (40)

which should be com pared to the M SSM QFP condition x0 � 1. Since in general

� X < 1,Eq.40 shows that in M SSM +X m odels the QFP condition is m ore easily

achieved than in theM SSM .Thee�ectisgreaterfortheM SSM +X m odelswith the

sm allervaluesof� X in Table3.

W hen the condition in Eq.40 issatis�ed,the low energy top Yukawa coupling is

given approxim ately independently ofits string scale input value. In other words

thereisa QFP given by

R(M SU SY )�
R �

M SSM

1� �
(41)

where

�= � 0

M SSM

"

1�
R �

M SSM

R �

X

(1� �X )

#

(42)

wherewehavewritten Eq.39 in theform ofEq.23,and havem adetheapproxim ation

in Eq.40.6

6For the case where the interm ediate e�ective theory has a zero Q CD beta function,a sim ilar

expression isfound although we do notgo into detailhere.
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�3(M Z) M SU SY /GeV �

0.112 200 0.46

0.112 1000 0.51

0.122 200 0.44

0.122 1000 0.50

Table4:Thequantity � fortheM SSM and them odelsA,...,N,X.

The values of� in Eq.42 were determ ined for each ofthese m odels and were

found to within theaccuracy ofourcalculationsto beindependentupon which par-

ticular M SSM +X m odelwas used. In other words we �nd � � � M SSM for allof

the M SSM +X m odels. Thisseem sat�rstsightto be som ewhatsurprising since �

dependson � 0

M SSM ,R
�

X and � X ,allofwhich vary from m odelto m odel.Som ehow

allthese quantities conspire to give � � � M SSM . The explanation is sim ply that

thelowerenergy dynam ics(below M I)hasthem ostim portantfocusing e�ecton the

large top Yukawa coupling and allthe higher energy di�erences becom e irrelevant.

Thusthehigh energy structureoftheM SSM +X m odelsabovetheinterm ediatescale

m akeslittledi�erenceto theQFP prediction.Ofcoursethehigh energy structureof

theM SSM +X m odelsisvitalin determ ining whetherthetop Yukawa coupling isin

theQFP region atall,asisclearfrom Eq.40.Alsoitisclearthatthevalueof� M SSM

and hence � issensitive to the inputparam eters(� 3(M Z)and M SU SY )asshown in

Table4.Thedependence of� upon m t wasfound to benegligible.

The above analytic results take into account only the QCD coupling. Ifelec-

troweak correctionsto Eq.20 areapplied [22],thereisno longeran exact�xed point

and the approxim ate quasi-�xed-point value ofm
phys
t =sin� increases from � 180

GeV to � 200 GeV7where m
phys
t refersto thephysical(pole)m assofthetop quark.

Thus these additionalcorrections are quite im portant and m ust be considered. In

Figs.10,11,12 wedisplay thefullnum ericalpredictionsfortheM SSM +X and M SSM

m odels,obtained by num erically integratingtheRG equationsincludingalltheHiggs

and electroweak couplingsin addition to theQCD coupling8.TheM SSM * curvecor-

respondstotheM SSM particlecontentand gaugegroup up to� = 4� 1017 GeV,and

isintended toshow theadded focusinge�ectofincreasingtherangeof� byafactorof

20com pared totheM SSM .Thetop quark m ass(scaled by sin�)isplotted asafunc-

tion oftheinputvariablex =
R �
M S S M

R (M X )
.Sincex isproportionalto 1=Yt(M X ),thezero

intercepton the horizontalaxiscorrespondsto the quasi-�xed-pointsofthe m odels.

NotethatthescaleM X atwhich theinputcouplings 1

R (M X )
=

~�3(0)

Yt(0)
arede�ned di�ers

from curvetocurve.TheM SSM (M SSM *)hasitsinputcouplingsde�ned at1016GeV

(4� 1017 GeV),whiletheotherm odelshave M X in therange3:5� 5:5� 1017 GeV,

7Thisnum berisquitedependenton theinputparam eters.Forexam ple,ifM SU SY = 2 TeV,the

quasi-�xed-pointcorrespondsto m
phys

t =sin� � 220 G eV.
8ForM SU SY = 1 TeV,�(M X )= 1=24,M X = 1:2� 1016 G eV,the M SSM curveagreeswith the

plotin ref.[14]
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Figure10:m
phys
t =sin� asafunction ofthevariablex =

R �
M S S M

R (M X )
forM SSM +X m odels

A,B,C,D,E,X andtheM SSM forM SU SY = 500GeV,�3(M Z)= 0:117.Theuni�cation

scalet= 0 fortheM SSM (M SSM *)isassum ed to beM G U T = 1016(4:1017)GeV.

asshown in Fig.1.Varying M SU SY = 200� 1000 GeV and �3(M Z)= 0:112� 0:122

producesa m axim um (butsigni�cant)5% errorin m
phys
t =sin�.

The m odelsin Figs.10,11,12 corresponding to the steepestgraphscorrespond to

theM SSM QFP prediction ofthetop quark Yukawa coupling being m orelikely to be

realised (a verticallinewould predictthetop quark m assindependently oftheinput

Yukawa coupling.) These resultsm ay be com pared to the M SSM resultswhich are

alsoplotted,wherein thiscasewehaveassum ed thehigh energy scaletobeM G U T so

thatx = x0 in thiscase.Allthe M SSM +X m odelsaresteeperthan theM SSM line,

indicating theincreased likelihood thattheQFP isrealised.Theam ountofthee�ect

which isdueto theextra factorof� 20 in therangeofrunning isillustrated by the

M SSM * curvewherea higherenergy scalecom parableto thestring scaleisassum ed

tobeM G U T.Thegraphswith thehighestnum berofSU(2)L doublets(i.e.high p)are

thesteepest.Thisisin partdue,however,tothefactthatm any ofthesem odelshave

higher�3(0)= �X = �(M X ),asisclearfrom Fig.7. These plotsm ake the focusing

e�ectofthe�xed pointclear:forexam ple,m odelK predictsm
phys
t =sin� > 185 GeV

forx < 1. These num ericalresults supportthe earlieranalyticalexpectations that

thesm allerthevalueof� X ,theclosera particularm odelislikely to beto theQFP.
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Figure11:m
phys
t =sin� asafunction ofthevariablex =

R �
M S S M

R (M X )
forM SSM +X m odels

F,G,I,J,K and the M SSM forM SU SY = 500 GeV,�3(M Z)= 0:117. The uni�cation

scalet= 0 fortheM SSM (M SSM *)isassum ed to beM G U T = 1016(4:1017)GeV.

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

160 170 180 190 200 210

x

mt(phys)/sin beta (GeV)

H,N
L
M

MSSM
MSSM*

Figure 12: m
phys
t =sin� asa function ofthe variable x =

R �
M S S M

R (M X )
forthe M SSM +X

m odels H,L,M ,N and the M SSM for M SU SY = 500 GeV,�3(M Z) = 0:117. The

uni�cation scale corresponding to t= 0 forthe M SSM (M SSM *) isassum ed to be

M G U T = 1016(4:1017)GeV.
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4 O rigin ofYukaw a M atrices w ith Texture Zeroes

in M SSM + X M odels

So far we have been concerned with the issues ofgauge coupling uni�cation,and

the determ ination ofthe top quark Yukawa coupling via the infra-red �xed point

structure ofthe M SSM +X m odels. W e have seen thatthe physicaltop quark m ass

isdeterm ined to som e extent by the infra-red �xed pointofthe theory,and so the

nextobviousquestion istowhatextenttherem ainderoftheYukawam atricesm ay be

determ ined.W eleavethehighly m odel-dependentpossibility thatthelighterferm ion

m assesaregenerated atthelevelofstring theory aloneand instead concentrateon a

possiblem echanism atthee�ective �eld theory level.

Som e tim e ago,Ibanez and Ross [15]showed how the introduction ofa gauged

U(1)X fam ily sym m etry could beused to providean explanation ofsuccessfulquark

and lepton Yukawa textures within the fram ework ofthe M SSM . The idea is that

the U(1)X fam ily sym m etry only allowsthe third fam ily to receive a renorm alisable

Yukawa coupling butwhen the fam ily sym m etry isbroken ata scale notfarbelow

the string scale other fam ilies receive suppressed e�ective Yukawa couplings. The

suppression factorsare essentially powers ofthe VEVs of� �elds which are M SSM

singlets but carry U(1)X charges and are responsible for breaking the fam ily sym -

m etry. These Yukawa couplings are scaled by heavier m ass scales M identi�ed as

them assesofnew heavy vectorrepresentationswhich also carry U(1)X charges.For

exam ple,onem ay envisagea seriesofheavy Higgsdoubletsofm assM with di�ering

U(1)X chargeswhich coupletothelighterfam iliesviasizableYukawacouplingswhich

respect the fam ily sym m etry. The heavy Higgs doublets also couple to the M SSM

Higgsdoubletsvia � �eldsand thisresultsin suppressed e�ective Yukawa couplings

when thefam ily sym m etry isbroken.Form oredetailsofthism echanism seeref.[15].

Recently Ross [16]has com bined the idea ofa gauged U(1)X fam ily sym m etry

with thepreviousdiscussion ofinfra-red �xed points.Theidea behind thisapproach

is that since there are no sm allYukawa couplings one m ay hope to determ ine all

the Yukawa couplingsby the use ofinfra-red �xed pointsalong sim ilarlinesto the

top quark Yukawa coupling determ ination.An explicitm odelwasdiscussed in detail

[16]. The explicit m odelwas based on the M SSM gauge group persisting right up

to the string scale. The question ofgauge coupling uni�cation was addressed [16]

by adding com plete SU(5)vectorrepresentationsto the M SSM theory with m asses

justbelow the uni�cation scale. These have no relative e�ecton the running ofthe

three gauge couplings to one loop order,however attwo loop orderit was claim ed

that the uni�cation scale is raised. By adding a su�ciently large num ber ofsuch

statesitwashoped thattheuni�cation scale could bepostponed to thestring scale

by a com bination oftwo loop gauge running and threshold e�ects, although this

m echanism wasnotstudied in detailin ref.[16]. Thism echanism isobviously quite

di�erentto theoneloop approach to gaugeuni�cation within theM SSM +X m odels

considered here,and it is clearly ofinterest to see ifthe U(1)X fam ily sym m etry

approach can beaccom m odated within thisclassm odels.
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Figure 13: The running ofthe three Standard M odelgauge couplings in m odelX

between � = M Z and � = M X for�S(M Z)= 0:1192;M SU SY = 500GeV,m
phys
t = 174

GeV.Thenorm alisation k1 = 5=3 forthehyperchargegaugecoupling hasbeen used.

In ordertoobtain thedesired Yukawatexturesitisnecessary toadd severalheavy

Higgsdoubletsin vectorrepresentationsand with variousU(1)X chargesin addition

to the two Higgs doublets ofthe M SSM [15,16]. In ref.[16]each ofthese Higgs

representations is accom panied by a colour triplet in order to m ake up a com plete

SU(5) representation, where such triplets are forbidden from m ixing with quarks

by R-sym m etry. From our point ofview,in M SSM +X m odels there is necessarily

additionalm atteratthe interm ediate scale M I which hasto be presentin orderto

satisfy thecondition ofoneloop gaugecouplinguni�cation which wehaveim posed on

them odels.M any ofthem odelsinvolveadditionaldoubletswhich m ay beidenti�ed

with Higgsdoubletsifthey havesuitablehypercharges,and so itisnaturalforusto

putthisextra m atterto work forusin providing theYukawa structures.In principle

thereisnorestriction onthem agnitudeoftheinterm ediatescaleM I,correspondingto

them assesoftheextraHiggsdoublets,sinceitm aybeassum ed thattheU(1)X fam ily

sym m etry isbroken slightly below thisscaleyielding phenom enologically acceptable

suppression ratiosin the e�ective Yukawa couplingsof< � > =M I � 0:2. However

thereisa technicalrestriction thattheU(1)X fam ily sym m etry should notbebroken

m ore than a couple ofordersofm agnitude below the string scale since itsanom aly

freedom relies on the Green-Schwarz m echanism [15]. In fact,the Green-Schwarz

m echanism requires
h�i

M X

� O (
1

p
192�

); (43)

and sinceh�i=M I � 0:2,wem usthaveMI=M X � O (1=8)forthem echanism to work.
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Letusconsiderasan exam ple the m odeldiscussed in ref.[16]in which the Higgs

doublets ofthe M SSM m ay be written as H
(0)

1 ;H
(0)

2 ,and the extra Higgs doublets

m ay bewritten as:9

H
�1

1;2;
�H 1

1;2;H
�2

1;2;
�H 2

1;2;H
3

1;2;
�H �3

1;2;H
4

1;2;
�H �4

1;2;H
8

1;2;
�H �8

1;2; (44)

wheretheU(1)X chargesaregiven in parentheses,and H
(x)

1;2 havehyperchargesY=2=

� 1=2;1=2,and �H
(�x)

1;2 have hypercharges Y=2 = 1=2;� 1=2,respectively. The idea

is that the Higgs H
(x)

1;2 have direct couplings to the lighter fam ilies and m ix with

the M SSM Higgs H
(0)

1;2 via singlet � �elds,thereby generating hierarchicalYukawa

structures. Ifthe extra Higgsdoubletsare interpreted asinterm ediate scale m atter

then thiscorrespondsto b= 10,whereblabelsthenum berofadditionalvector(1,2)

representations. This m odelm ay be em bedded in m odelX which was considered

previously,and chosen with thisdiscussion in m ind. In M odelX,M I isnottoo far

below M X ;choosing forexam ple �S(M Z)= 0:1192,we have M I=M X � 1=25. Ifwe

assum e that allthe other additionalsuper�elds have zero hypercharge assignm ent,

then we determ ine k1 = 5=3,justrightforthe Green-Schwarz m echanism to work.

These hypercharge assignm ents have the added advantage that they autom atically

ban any m ass m ixing term s (above � � M W ) between the ordinary quark �elds

and the heavy (3,1) or (3,2)�elds. Fig.13 displays the running ofthe three gauge

couplings for�S(M Z)= 0:1192. Itturns outthatthis m odelhasM I = 1:7� 1016

GeV� MG U T and theinterm ediate m atterperform sthejob ofm aking thecouplings

run with sim ilarslopeaboveM G U T.

W hereastheconditionsupon M I=M X and k1 im plied by theGreen-Schwarzm ech-

anism are non-trivialto solve in the contextofthe gauge uni�ed M SSM +X m odels

and in generalareonly satis�ed forsom esubspaceofthephenom enologically allowed

valuesof�S(M Z)= 0:112� 0:122and MSU SY ,m odelX isonly oneexam pleofaclass

ofpossible m odels. Forexam ple,by adding m ore doubletsitispossible to increase

M I=M X in orderto reach 1=8.Itm ay however,bepossible to construct[23]m odels

with less particle content than m odelX in which the m atterisatslightly di�erent

scales,or in which the � �eld is not added vectorially [24],in order to circum vent

the possible problem ofD-
atness[15].Here we are only concerned with presenting

a m odelofferm ion m assesthat�tsin with string-scalegaugeuni�cation.

5 C onclusion

W e have taken the idea ofinterm ediate scale m atterto explain stringy gauge uni�-

cation seriously within thecontextofKac-M oody level1 superstrings.To m ake our

calculation notdepend upon the precise string m odelchosen,we have m ade crude,

9In factthism odelm ustnecessarily involveyetm oreHiggsdoubletsin orderto achieveCabibbo

m ixing. However for illustrative purposes we shallonly consider those Higgs doublets listed in

ref.[16].
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sim plifying approxim ations.A strong approxim ation istheneglectofheavy orstring

threshold e�ectsaround M X .Anothersourceoftheseuncertaintiescould com efrom

theassum ption thatthesuperpartnerm assesarealldegenerateatM SU SY .Itiswell

known thata signi�cantrelaxation ofthisassum ption m ay changetheconstraintsof

gaugeuni�cation10.Onereason thatwedo notworry too m uch aboutthesepossible

e�ects is that a previous analysis [9]showed that not only can these e�ects alone

notexplain thediscrepancy in uni�cation ofthe gaugecouplingsatthe string scale,

they som etim es tend to m ake the problem worse. Another approxim ation we have

m ade [25]isthatofthe step function forparticle thresholds.W edo notexpectthis

uncertainty to besigni�cantin a oneloop calculation.

Oneim portantquestion which wehavehithertoleftunanswered is:wheredoesthe

extram attercom efrom and why doesithavethem assM I � M X ? Thereareseveral

possible solutionsto thisquestion:itispossible thatitisconnected to som e sortof

hidden sectordynam ics [18],possibly related to supersym m etry breaking. Another

possibility is ofsom e non-renorm alisable operatorscom ing straight from the string

[9].M odelswith high additionalnum bersofrighthanded quark �eldshaveM I about

an orderofm agnitudebelow M X and so theproblem ofhow theM I � MX hierarchy

arisesin thesem odelsm ay notberelevant.

W ehavesystem atically analysed whatconstraintsthereexiston theextra m atter

when itallhasroughlyanequivalentm assforupto5vectorrepresentationsadditional

to the M SSM . Predictions for the scales M I;M X are given by the string gauge

uni�cation conditions.Itisalso found thatthe num berofextra righthanded quark

type �elds m ust exceed the num ber ofthe extra left handed quark and lepton (or

Higgs) superm ultiplets ifthe gauge couplings are to unify at the string scale. W e

em phasise again that,unlike the analysisin ref.[11],we have notim posed the GUT

norm alisation valueofk1 on them odels,sotheidenti�cation oftheextram atterwith

exoticquarksand leptonsorHiggsdoubletsisfordescriptivepurposesonly sincethe

hyperchargeassignm entsarearbitrary.In factwehaveobtained upperboundson k1
foreach ofthe m odelsunderconsideration. The theoreticallowerbound ofk1 > 1

hasalso been used to place a restriction on the sum ofthe squared hyperchargesof

theadditionalm atterforeach ofthem odels.

A largepartofthispaperhasbeen concerned with thetop quark Yukawacoupling

�xed points in M SSM +X m odels. The e�ect ofthe additionalm atter above the

interm ediate scale isseen to m ake the M SSM QFP low energy prediction ofthetop

quarkm assm orelikely than in theM SSM ,with theresultthatthephysicaltop quark

tendsto beheavier.In thisrespecttheM SSM +X m odelsbehaverathersim ilarly to

the SUSY GUT theories which contain a large num ber ofrepresentations [14]. W e

studied thise�ectboth analytically,using thesim pleapproxim ation ofretainingonly

theQCD gaugecouplingconstant,and num erically keepingallthreegaugecouplings.

Thefullnum ericalsolutionsforthetop quark m assin theM SSM +X m odelsaregiven

in Figs.10,11,12.Oneway ofsum m arising ourresultsisto say that,oncetheM SSM

iscorrectly adjusted in orderto give string uni�cation,the top quark m assism ore

10And islikely to give
avourchanging neutralcurrente�ectsexcluded by experim ent.
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likely to be determ ined by itsM SSM QFP than in the standard M SSM . Ofcourse

theQFP prediction itselfisthesam ein both theM SSM and theM SSM +X m odels;

itisjustthatin theM SSM +X m odelstheQFP prediction ism orelikely to realised.

Theproblem oftheorigin ofthelighterferm ion m asseswasalso discussed brie
y

in the contextofAbelian fam ily gauge sym m etries. An exam ple isfound,which we

referred to as M odelX,which is phenom enologically acceptable as a candidate for

this scenario,having the properties that k1 = 5=3 and an interm ediate scale not

too far below the string scale as shown in Fig.13. In M odelX,ten ofthe extra

vector representations are identi�ed as extra Higgs doublets and are assigned the

appropriate hypercharges. Following the scenario ofrefs.[15,16],the gauged U(1)X
fam ilysym m etryisassum ed tobebroken,leadingtom ixingofthestandard and extra

Higgsdoublets,and resulting in sm alle�ective Yukawa couplings and approxim ate

texture zeroes,once suitable fam ily charges are assum ed. There are undoubtedly

m ore exam ples ofa sim ilarnature in addition to M odelX [23]. Needless to say,in

com m on with the other M SSM +X m odels,M odelX also favours the M SSM QFP

prediction ofthetop quark m ass.

To conclude, we �nd the fusion ofthe M SSM +X approach to gauge coupling

uni�cation and theU(1)X gauged fam ilysym m etryand infra-red �xed pointapproach

to ferm ion m asses to be a very prom ising and exciting area which deserves further

study.
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