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A bstract

In order to achieve gauge uni cation at the string scale M y 5 18 Gev i the
m inin al supersym m etric standard m odel M SSM ) it is necessary to add extra gauge
non-singlet representations at an interm ediate scale M ;1 < My , leading to a class of
m odels which we refer to asM SSM + X models. W e perform a detailed analysis of
a large class of M SSM + X m odels and nd that the number of (3,1) representations
added m ust be greater than the totalofthe numberof (3,2) and (1,2) representations.
P redictionsofM ;,M x and M x ) are obtained form odelsw ith up to 5 extra vector
representations than the M SSM . Upper bounds on the U (1) string gauge nom alisa—
tion k; and the sum ofthe squares ofthe hypercharge assignm ents ofthe extra m atter
are also obtained forthem odels. W e also study the infra—red xed point behaviour of
the top quark Yukawa coupling in a large class ofM SSM + X m odelsand nd that the
low energy M SSM quasi xed point prediction of the top quark m ass is m ore likely
to be realised In these theories than in the M SSM . In other words the top quark
tends to be heavier in M SSM + X m odels than in the M SSM . The in plem entation of
al )y fam ily symm etry iInto M SSM + X m odels to acocount for the Standard M odel
ferm jon m asses is discussed and a particular viable m odel is presented.
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1 Introduction

The uni cation of the gauge couplings in supersymm etric grand uni ed theories
(SUSY GUTs) at a scalke M ¢yr 10° Gev [I] is often regarded as a triumph of
the M SSM . Proponents of SUSY GUT s em phasise that such uni cation kads to a
prediction of sh?  at the 1% lkvel, and the fact that the strong coupling M ;)
tends to com e out on the large side is acoounted forby threshold e ectsat the GUT
scale which could in principle Iower ¢ to any desired value in the experin ental range.
H owever there are well known potential threats to SUSY GUT s arising from exper-
In ental proton decay constraints on the one hand and theoretical doublet-triplt
olitting naturalness problem s on the other. T hese two potential threats can both be
kept at bay at the expense ofadding several large H iggs representations w ith carefiilly
chosen couplings. A further challenge to SUSY GUT s is the question of Yukawa m a—
trices, which again requires large H iggs representations. A 1l these questionsm ust and
can be addressed sin ultaneously, and there do exist realistic m odels in the literature
I.

W ith the advent of string theory there is a di erent possibility for uni cation:
string gauge uni cation n which the gauge couplings are related to each other at the
string scale M x  [3]. String theories give the relation ]

My =53 10'gx Gev; 1)

which is independent ofthe K acM oody kevel, where gy is the uni ed gauge coupling
at the string scale M ¢y . In this fram ework it is not necessary to unify the couplings
Into a SUSY GUT group, although it is possible to envisage a scenario In which a
SUSY GUT can be \derived" from the string [, 4]. Such string derivationsm ust yield
the desired large H iggs representations w ith the precise couplings required to avoid
proton decay, cbtain doublettriplt solitting, and yield realistic Yukawa m atrices.
This is a technical feat which has not yet fully been acoom plished, although there
has been som e recent progress in this direction {§]. The existence of adpint H iggs
representations requires the use of KacM oody kevel 2 V irasaro algebras or higher,
and whilke it is not In possibl that N ature uses these higher kvels, the sin pler string
m odels are based on kvel 1 algebras. T hese are the socalled string inspired m odels
In which simple GUTssuch asSU (5), SO (10) and so on are abandoned, and instead
the gauge couplings are uni ed at the string scale.

T he sin plest possible string-m otivated m odel is clearly them inin alsupersym m et—
ric standard m odel M SSM ). In this picture the M SSM (and nothing else) persists
right up to the string scale M x . Naively such theories do not appearto be viable since
we know that the gauge couplings cross at ~ 10° G eV, and will have signi cantly
diverged at the string scale 5 18 G eV .However the situation is in fact not so
clear cut since the U (1)y hypercharge gauge coupling has an undetermm ined nom al-
isation factor k; 1 Where orexamplke k = 5=3 is the usual GUT nom alisation)
which may be set to be a phenom enolbgically desired value {]] by the choice of a
particular string m odel. However the sin plest string theories (eg. heterotic string
w ith any standard com pacti cation) predict equal gauge couplings for the other two



observable sector gauge groups g, = gz at the string scalke M ¢ , which would require a
rather large correction in order to account for s ;) B,8]. In fact, a recent analysis
@] concludes that string threshold e ects are nsu cient by them selves to resolve the
experin ental discrepancy. The analysis also concludes that light SUSY thresholds
and two loop corrections cannot resolve the problem , even when acting together. In
order to allow the gauge couplings to unify at the string scale it has been suggested
[L0] that additional exotic m atter should be added to the M SSM at som e interm edi-
ate scale or scalesM ;1 < M ¢ , leading to a class of m odels which we shall refer to as
M SSM + X m odels.

T he purpoose of the present paper is twofold. Firstly we shall perform a general
uni cation analysis of a particular class of M SSM + X model. Then we shall study
the infrared xed point properties of such m odels, ocusing In particular on the top
quark m ass prediction. A detailed uni cation analysis ofM SSM + X m odels has also
been perform ed by M artin and Ramond M R) [11]. MR considered the case of one
orm ultiple Interm ediate thresholds, where the intem ediate m atter was contained in
ncom plete vector-like representations of E ¢, eitther from chiral or vector supem ul-
tiplets. G auge extensions at the intemm ediate scale were also considered {[1]. The
present uni cation analysis di ers from the MR analysis in a number of ways as
follow s. Unlke M R, we shall consider arbitrary numbers of chiral super elds In low —
din ensional vector representations, w ithout any reference to an underlying E ¢ m odel.
Furthem ore, unlike ref.fl1], we shallnot assum e a G U T ~type nom alisation ofthe hy-
percharge generatorbut instead allow the possibility ofdi erent nom alisations. T hus
our analysis of string gauge uni cation is com plem entary to that ofM R . Tuming to
our nfra-red xed point analysis of M SSM + X m odels, which was not considered
at allby MR, we shall focus attention on the nfrared xed point and quasi xed
point of the top quark Yukawa coupling w ithin the above class of M SSM + X m odels
using sim ilar techniques to those proposed for the M SSM and GUTs {12, 13, 14].
The man resul is that the top quark m ass tends to be heavier than in the M SSM ,
and closer to its quasi- xed point In these m odels. Finally we soeculate on the ori-
gin of Yukawa m atrices w ith texture zeroes and an all non—zero couplings w ithin the
M SSM + X fram ew ork, using the idea ofa U (1) gauged avour symm etry and m ultiple
H iggs doublets at the Intem ediate scale, sin ilar to the proposal of Ibanez and R oss
gl
The Jayout of the rest of the paper is as follows. In section 2 we shall discuss
string gauge uni cation ofM SSM + X m odels, whilk in section 3 we shall consider the
Infra—red stable xed point of the top quark Yukawa coupling in these m odels, and
com pare our results to those ofthe M SSM . In section 4 we shallbrie y discuss the
possbilities of obtaining realistic Yukawa m atrices In this fram ew ork, identifying the
Intem ediatem atterw ith m ultiple H iggs doubltswhich, togetherw ith a U (1) gauged
avour sym m etry, m ay be used to generate realistic textures. Section 5 concludes the
paper.



2 String Gauge Uni cation in M SSM + X M odels

In this section we shallde ne the class ofM SSM + X m odels under consideration and
discuss our calculational procedures and the resulting predictions arising from string
gauge uni cation In these m odels. A Ihough there is nevitably som e overlap In this
section with ref.[i1], we include our analysis in detail since as discussed above, our
starting point is som ewhat di erent. Furthem ore the string scale, the interm ediate
scale and the string coupling w illallbe iteratively detem ined in our approach, krading
to predictions for these quantities w thin particularm odels. F inally these results w ill
be necessary for the discussion ofthe nfrared xed points in the next section.

W e shall In pose string gauge uni cation sub gct to the follow ing restrictions and
assum ptions: it is assum ed that the gauge symm etry of the vacuum between the
SUSY breaking scale M gysy and the string scale isSU (3) SU 2}y U (1) and that
the string theory is one of KacM oody level 1. The last assum ption allow s us to
restrict the gauge representations since K acM oody kevel 1 strings only allow funda-
m ental representations of the gauge group for the m atter representations. T hus, the
only possible extra m atter representations we m ay add to the theory below M y are
@,1), (1,2) and (3,2)8 representations n (SU (3),SU );,) space. The constraint of
anom aly cancellation lads usto only add each ofthese representations to the M SSM
In com plete vector representations. W e also assum e for predictivity that the extra
m atter lies approxin ately at onemass scalke  M;. W hile this strong assum ption is
exact for 1 extra vector representation, i m ay be deem ed increasingly unlkely for
m odels In which m ore representations that are added.

T he above restrictions are enough to give a predictive schem e that covers a large
class of m odels. The origin of the m agnitude of M ; or the quantum num ber assign-—
m ents of the extra m atter are dependent on the precise m odel of the string theory
and so we do not consider these points In detail here. Possbilities for the genera—
tion ofthis scale include string-type non—renom alisable operators [9,17] or operators
generated by som e hidden sector dynam ics {1§].

W e de ne the num ber of vector (3,1) representations to be a, the num ber of vector
(1,2) representations to be b, and the num ber of vector (3,2) representations to be
¢, where the vector representation corresponding to (3;1) is ((3;1) (3;1)) and o
on for the other representations. W e assum e that each vector representation has an
explicit mass M ; so that the e ect of the extra vector representations is felt in the
renom alisation scale region between M ; and M x . Below M ;, the extra m atter is
Integrated out ofthe e ective eld theory which then becom esthe M SSM . The beta
functions of the gauge couplings are de ned by

16 2@@—95 = hdi; @)

where t= In 2= ?, g; is the i gauge coupling and ,; are the nitial (igh) and

1And other representations w ith either the 2 and or the 3 conjigated. This point m akes no
di erence to our analysis.



nal (low) M S renom alisation scales respectively. T he beta finctions ofthe e ective
theory between M y and M ; are

b= (I1+ G¢l=k; L+ b+ 3c]; [ 3+ a+ 2c)) 3)
where k; is the string nom alisation of the U (1)y gauge coupling de ned by

A A @)

™ being the hypercharge gauge coupling In the standard m odel nom alisation. A
particular exam plk k; = 5=3 yields the standard GUT nomm alisation

¢UT = (5=3) M : ®)

W e have also used G ; (Y;=2)? where i runs over all of the super elds additional
to theM SSM w ith Standard M odel hypercharges Y;=2.

In order to m ake the calculation as general as possible, m odel dependent factors
such as string threshold corrections are not included. G iven this substantial approx—
In ation, it is su cient to use rst order perturbation theory, a degenerate SUSY
goectrum with massM gygy and the step function approxin ation form ass thresholds
In the renom alisation group RG ) equations. U sing these approxin ations we cbtain

My)*t > (M)l+53]nM+17]n +5]nM +
= —_— [ —_ m [—
1 X 3k1 1 Z 30 Z 60 t 4 SUSY
3 G InM 3 11+ G¢) nM ®)
10 t I 10 t X
) . 25 1 25
2Mx) = 2 M z) ?hMZ+Z_hmt+ ?hMSUSY+
1
2_p:|nMI — 1+ p) InM (7
. .23 1 2
sMx) = 3M ) 6_]nMZ+3_hmt+_hMSUSY+
1 1
2— @+ 2c) nM ; + 2— 3 a 2¢) In M 8)
wherethe ;M) ismng(MX)area]ljnthestringnoma]jsatjonand Mt

T M ;) ' = 5889 is in the GUT nom alisation. W e have de ned the positive
Integer p = b+ 3¢, which oounts the number of additional SU (2);, doublts. Note
that all of the m ass scales referred to in this paper are M S running m asses, except
pole m asses which are denoted w ith a superscript phys. For exam ple, to rst order,
the top quark polem ass is related to its running m ass by

m
mP™=m, 1+ 4 53—t : ©)

T he nom alisation k; is very m odel dependent, the m ost general constraint upon
it is that it must be rational and greater than or equalto one {], 19]. W e therefore



regard it asa free param eter and so have one less prediction, that ofsin®  , com pared
to SUSY GUTs. Eqil partly com pensates for this by a prediction of the string scale
M ¢ In tem s of any of the gauge couplings. Once M y  is determ ined, the left hand
sides of Eqgs{/§ m ay be equated to yield a prediction for the interm ediate scale

In = — 4InMy 2 (2Mz) 3Mz) )+ Mg+
M y n 2
1 1
ghmt"' %]nM susy 7 10)

where the integern isde nedbyn b+ c a.Eq.J0 allowsusto getabound on n by
applying the constraint M ;1 < M ¢ . Ushg the lnput parameters , M ;) b= 29175,

M) = 0412 0422, mP™° = 152 196 GeWi,My = 3 5 18 Gev and
Msysy = 200 1000 GeV, we obtain that the quantity within the square brackets
on the right hand side of Eqil{ is always positive and hence n < 0, or

a> b+ c: (11)

Allofthe possblkM SSM + X m odels satisfying Eqill with up to 5 vector representa—
tions added are displayed in Tabl . Tt is upon these sin ple exam ples that we shall
focus our attention.

For the case ofm any extra gauge representations to theM SSM wihmass My,
another bound m ay be placed upon a;b;c as ollow s. Eq.s 10,4 m ay be rearranged
such that the ratio p=n m ay be expressed In tem sof , M x ) L.

b 2 2My)' Im 2M 4z 2 )
n 4amz  2m Ml y '
where we have de ned
.25 25 1
X 2 M z) EhMZ'I'E]nMSUSY-I'z_hmt
1 1 7 l 1
Y 2 oM z) sMz) +§]1’1Mz+§]nmt+%]nMsusy
z = 53 10 Gev:

The right hand side of Eq{lZ is rather com plicated but can be investigated num er-
ically as a function of Z(MX)l . We nd that p=n has a m ininum as a function
of ;M) ! , abei wih a large uncertainty from 3 M 3 ). W hen them ininum of
Eqil2 is determ ined num erically, we obtain the bound

p=n> K ; @3)
where K = 110; 92; 80 PrsM ;)= 0:112;0117;0:122 respectively. Since n
m ust be negative, and p is positive, the bound m ay be w ritten as

P< hiK F (14)

from which we see that the num ber ofdoublts p isbounded from above. Thisbound
is not approached for the m odels in Tabk 1, but will be levant when we com e to
consider the origin of the Yukawa m atrices In section 4.

2The top quark m assm easurem ent by the CDF collaboration I_Z-(_i]




Model| N a b c¢c n p
A 1 1 0 0 1 O
B 2 2 0 0 =2 0
C 3 2 1 0 41 1
D 3 2 0 1 41 3
E 3 3 0 0 3 O
F 4 3 1 0 =2 1
G 4 3 0 1 =2 3
H 4 4 0 0 4 O

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 O
X 25 14 10 1 3 13

Tablke 1: M SSM +X models wih N 5 additional chiral super elds in vector rep—
resentations of the M SSM  that satisfy Eqill. The 7 colum ns detail the nam es and

content of them odels, w here a;b; c are the num ber of chiral scalar elds In the vector
reps 3;1); 1;2); 3;2), repectively, and n = b+ ¢ a,p= b+ 3c. The nal row

details a specialm odel containing N = 25 additional super elds, which is Introduced

for the purposes of the discussion in section 4.
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To extract M y In practice requires an iterative num erical procedure. F irst a scale
5:10" GeV is substituted rM y in Eqil to give an M ; consistent w ith gauge
uni cation at a scale . This value of M ; is then substituted into Eqi] to yield
() . Substituting () into Eq.J!yields what string breaking scak M y would
corresoond to this gauge coupling. This M y  is substituted for and the whole
process is repeated until = M y is converged upon. If this procedure converges,
we are eft with num erical values ofM ;M x ; ;M yx ) that are consistent w ith gauge
uni cation In the m odelunder study.

Figi displays the values of M y given by this procedure for the m odels outlined
n Tab]ef]:. Centralvalues ofm ;M sygy were picked and the results have negligble
sensitivity upon m.. Varying M gygy between 200 and 1000 G &V changes the M y
prediction by 0:1 18 GeV .Asshown, the results are in general quite dependent
upon the strong coupling constant s M ;) and so we have used this as the indepen-
dent param eter in the plots. In F ig& the running of the gauge couplings in m odel K
is com pared to the running purely within theM SSM . At M ;, the e ects of the extra
representations are felf and ;3 rse steeply with . The general tendency shown by
Figd isthatM y ishigher form odels which possess them ost SU (2);, doublkts (high
p), and lower for m odels in which the number of SU (3) triplets m inus the number
of SU (2);, doublkts is great m ore negative n). The class p = 0 when there are no
added doublts formodels A B ,E H /N is a special class of cases in which there is
no s M ;) dependence to 1 Joop. Because there are no m ore SU (2) representations
than theM SSM , the munning of , isidenticalto theM SSM untiltheGUT scakeM g .
Thisalone xesM x; iM yx ) In these cases, shce Prp = O,Eq';]l and Eqa'j could be
com bined to give an equation w ith only one output: M x for exam ple. An exam ple
ofthiscase ismodelA m = 1;p= 0), which is exam ined in m ore detail in Fig.3.
It is shown In the gure that when di erent Initialvaliesof ¢ M ;) are taken, M ;
consoires to give the sam e value ofM x  (@nd therefore ;M x )).

M sysy between 200 and 1000 G&V makes a maxinum di erence to nM ; of %
and the results (like all of the gauge uni cation predictions) are not very dependent
onmP° = 152 196 GeV. The results are dependent upon the value of n that is
relevant for the m odel In question. This is because n counts the num ber of extra
SU (2);, doubltsm inus the num ber of extra SU (3) trplets in the m odel. T his point
is ilustrated In Fig¥4, wheremodelA @ = 1;p= 0) is compared wih model H
nh = 4;p= 0). Modelswih p= 0 have Mx ; ;M x ) =xed Independent ofn as
stated previously and m odels w ith higher n have m ore positive slopes in the region
M < < My . Thus, to hit the same endpoint of = My ; ;( ), the ower n
m odelsm ust have IowerM ; In order to agree w ith the low energy gauge couplings.

The predictionsof ;M yx ) vary a ot depending upon how m any SU (2);, doublts
are present In the interm ediate region M ; < < My, as shown by Figf]. M odels
w ith high values ofp tend to have high ;M x ) because b;3 (@nd therefore the rates
of change of the gauge couplings w ith respect to ) arem ore positive, asF ig 2 show s.

1M x ) is approxin ately not dependent upon m . and M gygy = 200 1000 Gev
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sMz)| A B C D E F G H I J K L M N
0112 57 11 165 8 17 12 14 22 9 7 11 18 20 28
0122 91 18 98 11 27 19 20 36 12 11 14 28 29 45

Table 2: Upperbounds on G, ©rM gygy = 200 1000 GeV and mP™° = 152 196
GeV fortheM SSM + X models in Tabk 1.

correspondsto a changein My ) of 2% .

W em ay now extract som e m ore Inform ation about the string theory from which
the M SSM + X m odels must derive by exam ining the uni cation of the hypercharge
gauge coupling. Setting the right hand sides of Egsi#,} equalyilds an equation

52 1MZ)1+§hMZ+%hmt+gthusy 3§thbn44_x1 2 My

32 ,M,)° Z—:th+hmt+2_65thusy+PJnMI L+ p) nMy

15)
Eqgil cannot be used to predict the string nom alisation k; since G is arbitrary and
unknown. However, an upper bound m ay be placed upon k; by noting that G is
positive sem ide nite. Setting G, = 0 in Eqil§ therefore gives the m axinum string
nom alisation upon the hypercharge assignm ents consistent w ith gauge uni cation at
the string scale, and therefore placing that constraint upon the string theory that is
supposed to reduce to the M SSM + X m odel as the Iow energy e ective eld theory
lim it. Fig§ displays the upper bounds upon k; fortheM SSM + X modelsA B,...N.
Higherpand Iower n corresponds to a higher upperbound, m ostly because in these
cases ;M x ) is large, asexplained earlier. A gain, the results are roughly independent
ofm . and only degpend on M gygy at the % or lss kvel. Asan exam pl, the only
M SSM + X m odels studied here that are consistent wih the GUT nom alisation of
k; = 5=3areD ,,JK X .Thebound k;  1![/]maybeused in Eq.I5 to place an upper
bound upon G.. As Tabl 2 shows, the m axinum hypercharge assignm ents for the
extra m atter are large com pared w ith typical hypercharges in the Standard M odel.
T he num bers are so Jarge that they are unJE;keJy to be a strong constraint on a given
string m odel (for the whole of theM SSM , ; (Y;=2)* = 11). Once k; is picked n the
context of a particular stringm odel, G isthen xed. A san exam plk ofwhat possble
hypercharge nom alisationsm ay resul, we focus on the particular exam pl ofm odel
D, which is equivalent to the M SSM plus 2 right handed quark representations and
one keft handed quark representation at the scaleM ; 102 ' G eV .A ssum ing these
super elds have the sam e Standard M odel hypercharge assignm ents as Q 1, ;Ug ;dr
resoectively, we obtain k; 5=3.
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Figure 8: Them axmum value ofk; n theM SSM + X models forM sysy = 500 G&V,
mPYS = 174 GeV and varibus s M ;). The key denti es the m odelby reference to
Tablk1.

14



3 Infrared Fixed Pointsin M SSM + X M odels

Lanzagorta and R oss {14] recently revisited the xed point f12,13]in the RGEsofthe
top quark Yukawa coupling and Q CD gauge coupling in the fram ework ofM SSM and
SUSY GUT models. In this section we shall extend their analysis to the M SSM + X
m odels considered in the previous section.

The e ective superpotential of the M SSM + X m odels is assum ed to be
W = hQH,u" H.H,+ ::: @6)

where h, isthe top Yukawa coupling, Q ;u® refer to the third fam ily left handed quark
and right handed quark super elds and H ;;;, are the two H iggs doubkt super elds. It
hasbeen assum ed in Egi1§ that the ratio of H ggs vacuum expectation values (VEV s)
tan y=v; isoforder one and allsn allY ukawa couplings have been dropped. T he
termm s due to the extra m atter are assum ed to be all of the orms M ; (3;1):(3;1),
M1 (@;2):(1;2), M 1 (3;2):(3;2) where the group indices are traced over. Thus, these
term s would give the extra m atter a m ass M ; but no extra param eters would enter
the one loop top quark Yukawa coupling renom alisation group equation com pared
to the M SSM . Note that this could be a consequence of the extra m atter having
non-standard hypercharge assignm entsfl9], so that an additional super eld could not
couple to a M SSM super eld wih opposite SU (3) SU () quantum numbers in a
hypercharge invariant way.

The RGE forthe case of only one large Yukawa coupling is

v %) a7

- = i~ 7

et - ’
where we have de ned the param eters in the sam e notation as Lanzagorta and R oss
41 ~; g=16 %, Y. If=16 °. D roppig the ekctroweak gauge couplings, Eqi’
can be w ritten as,

eR Y [(3 + b3) R ] (18)
— = r S
@t t 3
w here the ratio of Yukawa to gauge coupling has been w ritten as
R = It .FortheMSSM, r; = 16=3;b; = 3;s= 6. Eq.1B has an hfrared
stabl xed point given by
Ye
R = — = (3+ Iny)=s= 7=18: 19)

~

3

as shown by Fig9, where the asterisk denotes the xed point. The gure shows that
Y=~) at an arbirary scale is attracted towards the xed point as the energy scale
is reduced. The low energy value ofR = (Y=~) is given by

R
R®)= h— + 0)
1+ == 1
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Figure 9: Infra red behaviour of Yi=~ In the case when the top Yukawa coupling
is dom lnant. The arrow s ndicate the direction of ow for increasing t, ie. in the
direction of the infra-red direction. T he point labeld (r+ b)=s isthe =xed point.

where we have de ned |

= ; @1)

B; 5Zxs+ landt= M7= % where refersto the ow energy scale and t= 0
correspondsto = M gy -

T here isno a priori reason why the high energy theory should selct the boundary
condition on the top quark Yukawa coupling to be at its xed point. H owever Eq20
show sthat forarbitrary nput value the xed point value isalways reached In the lim it
t! 1 snhcemnthislmit ! 0 (shoeB 3= 7=9 and ;3 isasym ptotically free). In
practice is nite ( 05 In theM SSM from the munning between GUT and weak
scales) and the low energy value of the top quark Yukawa coupling w ill be higher
or lower than is xed point value, depending on the whether the high energy input
value of the coupling is higher or lIower than its xed point value. However it iswell
known that, or xed t, there isamaxinum low energy value of top quark Yukawa
coupling corresponding to Y. (0) ! 1 . In fact thismaxinum value is achieved to
very good accuracy by nite but Jarge input values which satisfy the condition

R (0) R (22)

which allow s the sin ple approxin ate form of Eq2(

R

. ROFF 23)

R ©

which is the well known quast xed-point QFP)[3]. & is worth em phasising that,
given only that the condition in Eq2Z ismet, EqQ23 gives an (approxin ate) determ i
nation of the low energy top quark Yukawa coupling which is quite Insensitive to its
high energy value. To bem ore speci ¢, for any choice of Input top Yukawa couplings
R (0) > R the low energy values of the top quark Yukawa couplings w illbe funneled

16



into a range between R and R9¥¥ where the distance between the FP and QFP is
controlled by the quantity de ned in Eq21.: The sm aller the quantity , the closer
willbe the QFP to the FP, and the m ore accurate w ill be the detemm ination of the
low energy top Yukawa coupling s

Lanzagorta and R oss [[4] also considered the e ect of various G U T theories above
the scale Mgyt 16° Gev. Just as the M SSM may be analysed in the range
Mgyt Msysy so the SUSY GUT theory was analysed in the range M p Mgy,
using sin ilar technigques. Tn SUSY GUT theordes containing a large num ber of repre-
sentations, asym ptotic freedom m ay be lost and the gauge coupling can grow rapidly
as it approaches M p, . It was argued that in such a case, the xed point structure
in the angeM Mgyr may bemore inportant than the M SSM  xed point [14].
Tt was subsequently argued that the e ect of such a SUSY GUT would be to lad
to a low energy top quark Yukawa coupling closer to its Q FP value than the M SSM
expectation [14].

The xedpointnatureintheSUSY GUT mntheregionM p Mgyt isseen from the
follow ing result, obtained by analogy w ith earlier resuls, for the top quark Yukawa
coupling at the GUT scalk,

R

RMgyr)= BT i (24)
1+ cur oy
p)

w here above we have replaced t by its lower argum ent , In order to help keep track
of which energy scale we are referring to, and de ned

|
*Bgur
™ cur)

- —cur) 25
GUT o) 25)

where Bgyr r=b+ 1 forthe GUT theory,and ( ) istheGUT gauge coupling at
thescake ,withR = (Y=~).Clarly theQFP forthe GUT theory is achieved when
the follow Ing condition ism et,

RMP) RGUT (26)

which when satis ed lads to the approxin ate result
RGUT QFP
RMGUT) RGUT (27)
1 GUT

In the type oftheories considered by Lanzagorta and R oss [[4] (ie.very non-asym ptotically
free GUT theories) they nd that

Rguyr Ry ssu 7 (28)

’p arenthetically we note that the above analysis is not valid for the special case when by = 0,

so that Eq.'_l] decouples from the running of the gauge coupling. In thiscase, Y = r~=s, wih
solution Y (t) = Y and the m axinum distance from xed point = e * ©. Note

Y r t r t
AT e +1

that n a casewhereb< Oandr< Db, % ! 0 at low energy and hasno nfra-red xed point since

B
C I
© :

1 ast! 1 .Thisdoesnot apply to any of the m odels exam ined In this paper.
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The result n Eq28 inplies that the SUSY GUT is lss lkely to satisfy its QFP
condition in Eq26:i For SUSY GUTs wih many added vector fam ilies, gyr

M ssy Impliesthatthe GUT FP is realised m ore accurately at the GUT scale. The
In portant question, however, is the e ect of the com bination of these two resuls on
the lIow energy top quark Yukawa coupling; the e ect is to drive it m ore closely to its
M SSM QFP value as seen below .

In order to investigate the e ect ofthe SUSY GUT theory on the low energy top
Yukaw a coupling, Lanzagorta and Ross rst rew rote Eq24 as

R
(I 29)
GUT

XO=X GUT+

where

RM SSM RM SSM (30)

— 5o . ox
RMgur) RM5p)

The quantiy x should not be confiised w ith the quantiy which gives the condition
forthe GUT QFP :n Eg24 which is

RGUT
— 31
y R My 31)

wherey 1istheGUT QFP condition. The quantity x° is identi ed as the matio
=g 1 EqZ0, which may consequently be w ritten as,

R
R M ) = M SSM (32)
sust 1+ wssu K° 1]

The combiation of Egs29 and 37 give us all the inform ation we need to decide the
fate ofthe Iow energy top quark Yukawa coupling. The condition fortheM SSM QFP
isclarly just x° 1, where x° is given in Eq29. A coording to Eq2§ we have from
Eq2d

x° X cur (33)
Sihce ¢uyr < 1 EqQB3 shows that a given value of x in plies a sn aller value of x°.
Thusthee ect of such SUSY GUT s istom ake it m ore lkely that the low energy top
Yukawa coupling is at itsM SSM QFP, as clained [14].

W e now tum to the question of the nfra—red nature ofM SSM + X m odels. & This
approach to M SSM + X theories tums out to have m any sin ilarities to the case of
SUSY GUT sconsidered above; orexam ple n M SSM + X theoriesw ith a Jarge num ber

“The SUSY GUT QFP condition is explicitly Ye®M )  ~M » )R;,, whereboth Ry, and
~M p ) are typically much larger than in the M SSM . This in plies that Y M p ) would have to be
substantially larger than isM SSM equivalent n order for the QFP to be relevant for the SUSY
GUT theory, leading to the danger of perturbation theory breakdown for the top Yukawa coupling.

SIn som e superst'r_lng m odels, the top quark Yukaw a coupling is predicted at the string scale. For
exam ple ref. l21 discusses such a m echanian , including the e ects of interm ediate m atter. In order
to ram ain asm odel independent as possible, In our present analysis we shall instead regard hy to be
unconstrained at M x .
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of exotic colour triplets, asym ptotic freedom of QCD is lost above the interm ediate
scale. it would therefore be expected that n such M SSM + X m odels, the Iow energy
top quark Yukawa coupling ism ore likely tobe at tsM SSM QFP,asin SUSY GUTs,
and we nd thatthis is indeed the case. T he analytic results fortheM SSM + X m odels
m ay bem ore or less taken over Inm ediately from the SUSY GUT resulsgiven above,
by m aking the fllow ing obvious replacem ents in Eqgs24-33:

Mp ! My; Mgyur ! M1; Rgur ! Rx; cuT ! X 7 ! 3 (34)

N ote that in the present case there isno xed scale which ssparates the M SSM  from
the M SSM + X theory, sihce M gy has been replaced by the intermm ediate scale M
which can range over ssveral orders of m agnitude. This inplies that y ssm IS no
longera xed quantity, sihce it is given by,

B3

|
0 M sysy)

= — 35)
M SSM M I)
and consequently Eq37Z becom es
RM SSM
R = 36
M susy) 1+ Doy B 1) (36)
where x° given by
R
xX'=x g+ =1 x) 37
RX
w ih, |
" Bsx
R
x= woen o M) 38)
RMy) ™ x)
The relevant xed point quantities above are shown in Tabk 3. Note that yx >
0 ssu  (€xcept n model K ) where the values are comparabk to  ¢yr given for

various m odels with no extra fam ilies in ref.fl4]. This is not surprising or even
signi cant since ssu is calculated using a much larger ratio of scales than .
The fact that « 1 isthe in portant fact, and also thatRMRM < 1,which i plies
that x° in Eq37 is likely to be am all. ’

In the case of SUSY GUTs, amall values of x° inply that the M SSM QFP will
be realised. Here we cannot exactly m ake this statem ent because the M SSM  is now
e ective below the scaleM 1, sotheM SSM QFP here isnot the sam e asthe usualone.
In order to overcom e this di culty we combine Egs36iand 37 into a single equation
which yields the low energy top quark Yukawa coupling directly from the string scale
boundary conditions,

R Msysy) = = ZSM (39)
1+ Jgsm X x + RS (1 y) 1
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R

M SSM 0
Model| Ry B x = M SSM X

5/9 5/3 7/10 056 0.80
13/18 -13/3  7/13 0.52 0.87
13/18 -13/3  7/13 0.56 0.73
19/18 19/3 7/19 057 0.60

8/9 * 7/16 051 0.89

8/9 * 7/16 052 0.78
11/9 11/3 7/22 052 0.78
19/18 19/3 7/19 0.50 0.90
11/9 11/3 7/22 057 0.54

8/9 * 7/16 056 0.67
14/9 7/3 1/2 057 039
19/18 19/3 7/19 051 0.87
25/18 25/9 7/25 051 0.83
11/9 11/3 7/22 0.50 0.91
43/18 43/27 7/43 0.50 0.78

X2 2RrR"RguyTDoQomEUOQwW P

Tabl 3: Fixed point properties as discussed In the text of the M SSM + X m odels
de ned in Tabke d. sy and x arerekvant or s M ;)= 0:117,M gysy = 500
GeV andmP™™° = 174 Gev.

It is clear from EqQ39 that a Iow energy QFP willbe achived when the follow ing
condition ism et:
X 1 (40)

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

x < 1, Eq¥Q shows that In M SSM + X m odels the QFP condition is m ore easily
achieved than in theM SSM . The e ect is greater for theM SSM + X m odels w ith the
an aller valuesof y in Tabk3.

W hen the condition in EqA(Q is satis ed, the low energy top Yukawa coupling is
given approxin ately ndependently of its string scale input valie. In other words
there isa QFP given by

R
R Msysy) % (41)
Where w 4
R
= 13 ssm 1 255 1 x) 42)
RX

where we have w ritten Eq39 in the orm of Eq23, and have m ade the approxin ation
n Eq@dR

bFor the case where the ntem ediate e ective theory has a zero QCD beta function, a sin ilar
expression is found although we do not go into detail here.
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3Myz) | Mgysy /GeV

0112 200 046
0112 1000 051
0122 200 044
0122 1000 050

Tablk 4: The quantity fortheM SSM and themodelsA,...N X .

The values of in Eq4Z were determ ined for each of these m odels and were
found to w ithin the accuracy of our caloulations to be Independent upon which par-
ticular M SSM + X model was used. In other words we nd M ssy orallof
the M SSM + X models. This seam s at st sight to be som ewhat surprising since
dependson ) sy s Ry and x,allofwhich vary from model to m odel. Som ehow
all these quantities conspire to give M ssM - The explanation is sin ply that
the lower energy dynam ics (oelow M 1) hasthem ost In portant ocusing e ect on the
large top Yukawa coupling and all the higher energy di erences becom e irrelevant.
T hus the high energy structure oftheM SSM + X m odels above the Interm ediate scale
m akes little di erence to the Q FP prediction. O f course the high energy structure of
the M SSM + X m odels is vital In determ ining whether the top Yukawa coupling is in
the QFP region at all, as is clear from Eq#4{. A lso it is clearthat the value of y ssu
and hence is sensitive to the input parameters ( s M ;) and M gysy ) as shown In
Tabk'4. The dependence of uponm . was ound to be negligble.

The above analytic results take into account only the QCD ooupling. If elec—
trow eak corrections to Eq2( are applied 22], there is no longer an exact xed point
and the approxin ate quasi- xed-point valie of m ©¥°=sin  increases from 180
GeV to 200 G eWiwhere m *° refers to the physical (polk) m ass of the top quark.
T hus these additional corrections are quite in portant and must be considered. In
Figsd(,11 42 we display the fillnum erical predictions for the M SSM + X and M SSM
m odels, obtained by num erically Integrating the RG equations Including allthe H iggs
and electrow eak couplings in addition to the Q CD ooup]jng‘j . TheM SSM * curve cor-
responds to theM SSM particle content and gaugegroup upto = 4 107 GeV, and
is intended to show the added ocusing e ect of increasing the range of by a factorof

20 com pared to theM SSM . The top quark m ass (scaled by sin ) isplotted asa func-

tion of the nput variable x = I;MCM% . Since x is proportionalto 1=Y. M x ), the zero
Interospt on the horizontal axis corresponds to the quasi- xed-points of the m odels.

N ote that the scakeM y at which the input couplings —— = =2 O) are de ned di ers

RMyx)  Yc0)
from curve to curve. TheM SSM (M SSM *)has its lnput couplings de ned at 10'°G ev
@ 107 Gev),while the othermodelshave M y i therange 35 55 18 Gev,

"T his num ber is quite dependent on the input param eters. For exam ple, ifM sysy = 2 TV, the
quasi- xed-point corresponds to m P*¥°=sin 220 Gev.
*ForM gysy = 1TeV, Mx)=1=24,Myx = 12 10°GeV,theM SSM curve agreesw ith the

plot in ref.[[4]
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Figure 10: m P"¥°=sin  asa function ofthe variablke x = I;M(M% rM SSM + X m odels
AB,.CDEX andtheM SSM forM gysy = 500GeV, M ;)= 0:117. Theuni cation

scaket= 0 fortheM SSM (M SSM *) isassumed tobeM gy = 10*° (4:10'7) Gev.

as shown In Figd,. VaryingM gysy = 200 1000 GeV and ;M ;) = 0:112 0:122

. . . . h .
produces a m axinum (out signi cant) 5% error n m ! Y*=sin

The m odels in Figsid(,11,12 corresponding to the steepest graphs correspond to
theM SSM QFP prediction ofthe top quark Yukawa coupling being m ore likely to be
realised (a vertical line would predict the top quark m ass Independently of the Input
Yukawa coupling.) These resultsm ay be com pared to the M SSM results which are
also plotted, where In this case we have assum ed the high energy scaletobeM gy S0
that x = x° in this case. Allthe M SSM + X m odels are steeper than theM SSM line,
Indicating the increased lkelhood that the QFP isrealised. T he am ount ofthe e ect
which is due to the extra factorof 20 In the range of running is illustrated by the
M SSM * curve where a higher energy scale com parable to the string scale is assum ed
tobeM gyt - The graphsw ith the highest num ber of SU 2);, doublkts (ie.high p) are
the stespest. T his is In part due, how ever, to the fact that m any ofthese m odels have
higher ;0)= x = M x),as isclar from Figfl. These plots m ake the ocusing
e ect ofthe xed point clear: forexam pl, m odelK predictsm P"¥°=sin > 185G eV
for x < 1. These num erical results support the earlier analytical expectations that
the an aller the value of 4 , the closer a particularm odel is lkely to be to the QFP.
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Figure 11: m ®¥°=sin  asa function ofthe variablke x = I;M(MM rM SSM + X m odels

x )

F,G,LJK and theM SSM forM gysy = 500G&Vv, sM ;)= 0:117. The uni cation
scakt= 0 fortheM SSM (M SSM *) isassumed tobeM gy = 10*° (4:10'7) Gev .
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Figure 12: m2™°=sin  as a function of the variabk x = I;MCM% for the M SSM + X
models H,LM N and the M SSM forM gsysy = 500 GeVv, sM ;) = 0:417. The
uni cation scale corresponding to t= 0 for the M SSM M SSM *) is assum ed to be

Meyr = 102 @:10Y) Gev.
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4 Origin ofYukawa M atrices w ith Texture Zeroes
in M SSM + X M odels

So far we have been concemed w ith the issues of gauge coupling uni cation, and
the detem nation of the top quark Yukawa coupling via the mfra-red =xed point
structure of the M SSM + X m odels. W e have seen that the physical top quark m ass
is detem ined to som e extent by the nfra-red xed point of the theory, and so the
next obvious question is to what extent the ram ainder of the Yukawa m atricesm ay be
determ ined. W e Jeave the highly m odeldependent possibility that the lighter ferm ion
m asses are generated at the level of string theory alone and instead concentrate on a
possble m echanisn at the e ective eld theory level

Som e tin e ago, Tbanez and Ross {15] showed how the introduction of a gauged
U (1)x fam ity symm etry could be used to provide an explanation of sucoessfiil quark
and Jepton Yukawa textures w ithin the fram ework of the M SSM . The idea is that
the U (1)x fam ily symm etry only allow s the third fam ily to receive a renom alisable
Yukawa coupling but when the fam ily sym m etry is broken at a scale not far below
the string scale other fam ilies receive suppressed e ective Yukawa couplings. The
suppression factors are essentially powers of the VEV s of elds which are M SSM
singlkts but carry U (1)x charges and are responsble for breaking the fam ity sym —
metry. These Yukawa couplings are scaled by heavier mass scales M identi ed as
the m asses of new heavy vector representations which also carry U (1)x charges. For
exam ple, onem ay envisage a series ofheavy H iggs doublkts ofm assM w ith di ering
U (1)x chargeswhich couple to the lighter fam ilies via sizable Y ukaw a couplingsw hich
respect the fam ily symm etry. The heavy H iggs doublts also couple to the M SSM
H iggs doublts via elds and this resuls In suppressed e ective Yukawa couplings
when the fam ily symm etry is broken. Form ore details of thism echanism see ref.fl5].

Recently Ross [L§] has combined the idea of a gauged U (1)y fam ily symm etry
w ith the previous discussion of infra-red xed points. T he idea behind this approach
is that since there are no an all Yukawa couplings one m ay hope to detem ine all
the Yukawa couplings by the use of hfrared xed points along sin ilar lines to the
top quark Yukawa coupling determ nation. An explicit m odelwas discussed in detail
[4]. The explicit m odel was based on the M SSM gauge group persisting right up
to the string scale. The question of gauge coupling uni cation was addressed [16]
by adding com plete SU (5) vector representations to the M SSM theory w ith m asses
Just below the uni cation scale. These have no relative e ect on the running of the
three gauge couplings to one loop order, however at two loop order i was clain ed
that the uni cation scale is raised. By adding a su ciently large number of such
states it was hoped that the uni cation scale could be postponed to the string scale
by a combination of two loop gauge running and threshold e ects, although this
m echanism was not studied in detail in ref.[l§]. This m echanisn is obviously quite
di erent to the one loop approach to gauge uni cation within the M SSM + X m odels
considered here, and it is clarly of interest to see if the U (1)y fam ily symm etry
approach can be accom m odated w ithin this class m odels.
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Figure 13: The running of the three Standard M odel gauge couplings In m odel X
between :MZ and :MX for st): 0:1192;MSUSY: 5OOGeV,m§hyS= 174
G &V . The nom alisation k; = 5=3 for the hypercharge gauge coupling hasbeen us=d.

In order to obtain the desired Yukaw a textures it is necessary to add sseveralheavy
H iggs doublets in vector representations and w ith various U (1)x dharges in addition
to the two Higgs doublkts of the M SSM {15, 16]. In ref.fl4] each of these H iggs
representations is acoom panied by a colour triplet In order to m ake up a com plete
SU (5) representation, where such triplkts are orbidden from m ixing with quarks
by R-symm etry. From our point of view, In M SSM + X m odels there is necessarily
additionalm atter at the intem ediate scale M ; which has to be present in order to
satisfy the condition ofone loop gauge coupling uni cation which we have in posed on
them odels. M any of the m odels involre additional doublets which m ay be identi ed
w ith H iggs doublets if they have suitable hypercharges, and so it is natural for us to
put this extra m atter to work forus In providing the Yukawa structures. In principle
there isno restriction on them agnitude ofthe interm ediate scale M 1, corresponding to
them asses ofthe extra H iggs doubkts, since itm ay be assum ed that the U (1)x fam ily
symm etry is broken slightly below this scale yielding phenom enologically acosptable
suppression ratios in the e ective Yukawa couplings of < > =M ; 02. However
there is a technical restriction that the U (1)y fam ily sym m etry should not be broken
m ore than a ocouple of orders of m agnitude below the string scale since its anom aly
freedom relies on the G reen-Schwarz m echanisn [I5]. In fact, the G reen-Schwarz
m echanisn requires
h i 1
O —); 43)
M x 192

and sinceh i=M ; 02,wemusthave M =M ¢ O (1=8) forthem echanian to work.
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Let us consider as an exam pk the m odel discussed in ref.fl6] n which the H iggs
doublets of the M SSM m ay be wrtten as H 1(0);H 2(0), and the extra H iggs doublts

m ay be w ritten as?,
gl g 2.9y2 .y3 .y 3.y4 .y 4.y8 .y 8.
H,,iH,/H 1;2!H 1;2!H 1,-2IH 1;2IH12rH 1,-2IH 1;2!H 127 (44)

wheretheU (1)x chargesare given in parentheses, and H 1(}:2) have hypercharges Y =2 =

1=2;1=2, andH ;,  have hypercharges Y=2 = 1=2; 1=2, respectively. The idea
is that the Higgs H 1(?2) have direct couplings to the lighter fam ilies and m ix with
the M SSM H iggs H 1(02) via singlt elds, thereby generating hierarchical Yukawa
structures. If the extra H iggs doublkts are interpreted as intem ediate scale m atter
then this corresponds to b= 10, where b labels the num ber of additional vector (1,2)
representations. This modelm ay be enbedded n m odel X which was considered
previously, and chosen with this discussion In m ind. In M odel X , M ; is not too far
below M y ; choosing forexample s M ;)= 0:1192, we have M =M 1=25. Ifwe
assum e that all the other additional super elds have zero hypercharge assignm ent,
then we detemm ine k; = 5=3, just right for the G reen-Schwarz m echanian to work.
T hese hypercharge assignm ents have the added advantage that they autom atically
ban any mass m ixing tem s (above My ) between the ordinary quark elds
and the heavy (3,1) or (3,2) elds. Figil3 displays the munning of the three gauge
couplings or s M ;) = 0:1192. Tt tums out that thismodelhasM ; = 17  10°
Ge&V Mgyr and the intem ediate m atter perform s the b ofm aking the couplings
run w ith sim ilar slope above M gy -

W hereasthe conditionsupon M =M y and k; in plied by the G reen-Schw arz m ech—
anisn are non-trivial to solve In the context of the gauge uni ed M SSM + X m odels
and In generalare only satis ed for som e subspace ofthe phenom enologically allowed
valiesof s M ;)= 0112 0422 andMgygsy ,modelX isonly one exam ple ofa class
of possible m odels. For exam ple, by adding m ore doublkts it is possible to ncrease
M ;=M y i order to reach 1=8. It m ay however, be possble to construct £3]m odels
w ith less particle content than m odel X in which the m atter is at slightly di erent
scales, or in which the  eld is not added vectorially 24], in order to circum vent
the possible probkm ofD - atness f15]. Here we are only concemed w ith presenting
amodel of foarm ion m asses that ts in w ith string-scale gauge uni cation.

5 Conclusion

W e have taken the idea of intem ediate scale m atter to explain stringy gauge uni —
cation seriously within the context ofK acM oody level 1 superstrings. To m ake our
calculation not depend upon the precise string m odel chosen, we have m ade crude,

°In fact thism odelm ust necessarily nvolve yet m ore H iggs doublets in order to achieve C abibo
m ixing. However for illustrative purposes we shall only consider those H iggs doublets listed in
ref.[i6].
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sim plifying approxin ations. A strong approxin ation is the neglect ofheavy or string
threshold e ects around M x . A nother source of these uncertainties could com e from

the assum ption that the superpartner m asses are alldegenerate at M gygy - It iswell
known that a signi cant relaxation ofthis assum ption m ay change the constraints of
gauge uni cation™®. O ne reason that we do not worry too much about these possble
e ects is that a previous analysis [§] showed that not only can these e ects alone
not explain the discrepancy in uni cation of the gauge couplings at the string scal,
they som etin es tend to m ake the problem worse. Another approxin ation we have
m ade [P5] is that of the step function for particle thresholds. W e do not expect this
uncertainty to be signi cant in a one loop calculation.

O ne I portant question which we have hitherto left unanswered is: where doesthe
extra m atter com e from and why does it have them assM ; M yx ? There are ssveral
possble solutions to this question: it is possible that it is connected to som e sort of
hidden sector dynam ics {1§], possbly related to supersymm etry breaking. Another
possibility is of som e non-renom alisable operators com ing straight from the string
@1. M odels w ith high additionalnum bers of right handed quark eldshaveM ; about
an order ofm agniude below M x and so the problem ofhow theM ; My hierarchy

arises In these m odels m ay not be relevant.

W e have system atically analysed what constraints there exist on the extra m atter
when itallhasroughly an equivalentm ass forup to 5 vector representations additional
to the M SSM . Predictions for the scales M ;M x are given by the string gauge
uni cation conditions. It is also found that the num ber of extra right handed quark
ype elds must exceed the number of the extra kft handed quark and lepton (or
H iggs) supem ultiplets if the gauge couplings are to unify at the string scale. W e
em phasise again that, unlke the analysis .n ref.[11], we have not inposed the GUT
nom alisation value ofk; on them odels, so the identi cation ofthe extra m atterw ith
exotic quarks and Jeptons or H iggs doublets is for descriptive puryposes only since the
hypercharge assignm ents are arbitrary. In fact we have obtained upper bounds on k;
for each of the m odels under consideration. The theoretical lower bound ofk; > 1
has also been used to place a restriction on the sum of the squared hypercharges of
the additionalm atter for each of the m odels.

A large part ofthispaperhasbeen concemed w ith the top quark Yukawa coupling
xed points In M SSM + X models. The e ect of the additional m atter above the
Intermm ediate scale is seen to m ake the M SSM QFP low energy prediction of the top
quark m assm ore lkely than in theM SSM , w ith the result that the physical top quark
tends to be heavier. In this respect the M SSM + X m odels behave rather sim ilarly to
the SUSY GUT theories which contain a large num ber of representations [14]. W e
studied thise ect both analytically, using the sin ple approxin ation of retaining only
the Q CD gauge coupling constant, and num erically kesping all three gauge couplings.
T he fullnum erical solutions for the top quark m ass n theM SSM + X m odels are given
in Figs0A12. O ne way of summ arising our resuls is to say that, once the M SSM
is correctly adjisted In order to give string uni cation, the top quark m ass ism ore

1°And is lkely to give avour changing neutral current e ects exclided by experin ent.
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likely to be determm ined by itsM SSM QFP than in the standard M SSM . O f course
the QFP prediction iself is the sam e in both the M SSM and the M SSM + X m odels;
it is just that n the M SSM + X m odels the Q FP prediction ism ore lkely to realised.

The problem of the origin of the lighter ferm jon m asses was also discussed brie y
in the context of Abelian fam ily gauge sym m etries. An exam pl is found, which we
referred to as M odel X, which is phenom enologically acosptable as a candidate for
this scenario, having the properties that k; = 5=3 and an Intem ediate scale not
too far below the string scak as shown In Figdl3. In M odel X, ten of the extra
vector representations are identi ed as extra H iggs doublts and are assigned the
appropriate hypercharges. Follow ing the scenario of refs.[15, 14], the gauged U (1)x
fam il sym m etry isassum ed to be broken, leading tom ixing ofthe standard and extra
H iggs doublkts, and resulting in sn all e ective Yukawa couplings and approxin ate
texture zeroes, once suitabl fam ily charges are assum ed. There are undoubtedly
m ore exam ples of a sim ilar nature in addition to M odel X R3]. Needless to say, In
comm on with the other M SSM + X models, M odel X also favours the M SSM QFP
prediction of the top quark m ass.

To conclude, we nd the fusion of the M SSM + X approach to gauge coupling
uni cation and the U (1)x gauged fam ily symm etry and Infra—red xed point approach
to fermm ion m asses to be a very prom ising and exciting area which deserves further
study.
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