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A bstract

W e m ake a com plete analysisofradiative sym m etry breaking in the M SSM and itsSU(5)

extensionsincluding low-and high-energy threshold e�ectsin thefram ework ofthetwo-loop

renorm alizationgroup.Inparticular,weconsiderm inim alSU(5),them issing-doubletSU(5),

a Peccei-Quinn invariantversion ofSU(5)aswellasa version with lightadjointrem nants.

W e derive perm itted rangesforthe param etersofthese m odelsin relation to predicted �s

and M G values within the present experim entalaccuracy. The param eter regions allowed

underthe constraintsofradiative sym m etry breaking,perturbativity and proton stability,

include the experim entally designated dom ain for �s. In the case ofthe m inim alSU(5),

thevaluesof�s obtained aresom ewhatlargein com parison with theexperim entalaverage.

Them issing-doubletSU(5),generally,predictssm allervaluesof�s.In both versionsofthe

m issing-doublet,thehighenergythreshold e�ectson�s operateintheoppositedirection than

in the case ofthe m inim alm odel,leading to sm allvalues. In the case ofthe Peccei-Quinn

version however the presence ofan extra interm ediate scale allows to achieve an excellent

agreem entwith the experim ental�s values. Finally,the lastconsidered version,with light

rem nants,exhibitsuni�cation ofcouplingsatstring scale atthe expense howeverofrather

large�s values.
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1. Introduction

Supersym m etric uni�cation,in the fram ework ofsupersym m etric grand uni�ed theories

(SUSY GUT’s)[1],orSuperstrings[2],isin good agreem ent[3][4]with thelow energyvalues

ofthe three gauge couplings,known to the presentexperim entalaccuracy,aswellaswith

availableboundsonthestabilityoftheproton.Thee�ectivelow energytheoryresultingfrom

such a fram ework isa supersym m etricSU(3)c� SU(2)L � U(1)Y ,m odelwith softly broken

supersym m etry. The sim plestm odelofthatclassisthe m inim alextension ofthe standard

m odel(M SSM )[1]. A m ostappealing feature realized in the M SSM isthe breaking ofthe

electroweak sym m etry through radiative corrections [5]. The Higgs boson m ass squared

param eters,although positive de�nite athigh energies,areradiatively corrected,ascan be

m osteasily studied bytheuseoftherenorm alization group,yieldinganegativem asssquared

eigenvalueatlow energieswhich triggerselectroweak sym m etry breaking [6][7].

In the present article we study the radiative breaking ofelectroweak sym m etry in the

fram ework ofSU(5) SUSY GUTs. In addition to the standard low energy inputs (�E M ,

G F ,M Z,...) and the soft breaking param eters (M o,M 1=2,A o),we have the thresholds

ofthe superheavy particles param etrized in term s ofat least two m ore param eters (M �,

M H c
;:::) .Ouroutputincludesthestrong coupling �s and theuni�cation scaleM G ,aswell

asthecom pletespectrum ofnew particles.Thepredicted strongcouplingvaluescan depend

strongly on thehigh energy thresholds.Thus,ouranalysisdiscrim inatesbetween thevarious

GUT m odels.

Ourbasic low energy inputsare the boundary valuesofthe gaugecouplingsin the D R

schem e[8]�̂1 � �1(M Z)jD R
and �̂2 � �2(M Z)jD R

.Theirvaluescan bedeterm ined in term s

oftheFerm iconstantG F = 1:16639� 105 GeV � 2,theZ-boson m assM Z = 91:1884� 0:0022

GeV [9],theelectrom agneticcoupling �� 1E M = 137:036,thebottom quark m assm b = 5 GeV,

the tau m assm � = 1:777 GeV,and the top quark m ass. W e can write down the following

form ulas,

�̂
� 1
1

=
3

5
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� 1
E M cos

2
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where � 
=0.0682�0.0007 [10]includes the light quark and lepton contributions,and the

D R m ixing angleisgiven by

sin
2
� =

1

2
f1� [1�

4��E M
p
2G F M

2
Z(1� �r)

]
1

2g (3)

Thequantity �rwillbegiven below.ThescaleM S appearingin (1)and (2)isnotaphysical
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An additionalusefulparam etrization scale ~M S,relevantto thestrong coupling constant�s,

is

~M S =

M
2

3
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Thequantity �r appearing in Eq.(3)can bewritten as[11],

�r= � 
 �
�E M

2�
log

M S

M Z

�
� Z Z(M

2
Z)

M 2
Z

+
� W W (0)

M 2
W

+ � SM + ��
Q C D + ��

H IG G S (6)

� Z Z and � W W stand fortheZ and W self-energiescalculated using dim ensionalreduction.

Thequantity � SM standsforStandard M odelvertex+box correctionsand isgiven by [12],

� SM =
�E M

4�sin2�
f6+

logcos2�W

sin2�W
[
7

2
�
5sin2�W

2
� sin

2
�(5�

3cos2�W

2cos2�
)]g (7)

In thelastform ula,by de�nition cos2�W =
M 2

W

M 2

Z

.The polem assofW -gaugeboson in (4)is

related to M Z by M 2
W = M 2

Z �cos
2� wherethe� param eterisgiven by,

� = 1�
� W W (M

2
W )

M 2
W

+
� Z Z(M

2
Z)

M 2
Z

+ 2� loopfinitecorrections: (8)

W ehaveexplicitly written in (6)the2-loop correctionsduetoQCD and theHiggscalculated

in reference[13].

The low energy value ofthe strong coupling constantconsidered asan outputisgiven

by theform ula [14],

�
� 1
s � �

� 1
s (M Z)jM S

= �̂
� 1
3
(M Z)jD R

+
1

4�
�

1

2�
ln

~M S

M Z

(9)

The current experim entalvalues of�s at Z-pole extracted from QCD experim ents with

variousm ethodsareobtained in TableI[9].R refersto theratio ofcrosssectionsorpartial

widthstohadronsversusleptonsand thevaluesofstrongcouplingareinM S renorm alization

schem e.Theaveragevalueof�s given in Ref.[9]is�s(M Z)= 0:118� 0:003.

The values (1),(2) willserve as low energy boundary conditions for the corresponding

two-loop renorm alization group equations. As a high energy boundary conditions for the

gaugecouplingsweshallim poseuni�cation ata scaleM G ,

�̂1(M G )= �̂2(M G )= �̂3(M G )� �G (10)

Note that when we depart from the m inim alsupersym m etric extension ofthe Standard

M odeland considerSU(5)extensionsofitthee�ectofthesuperheavy particleswith m asses

around theuni�cation scale M G hasto betaken into accountin theevolution ofthegauge

couplings.
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TA B LE I

Process �s(M Z)

Deep inelasticscattering 0.112� 0.006

R in � lepton decay 0.122 � 0.005

R in � decay 0.108 � 0.010

Eventshapesin e+ e� annihilation 0.122� 0.007

QQ lattice 0.115� 0.003

Fragm entation 0.122� 0.012

JetsatHERA 0.121� 0.012

R in Zo decay (LEP and SLC) 0.123� 0.006

Deep inelasticatHERA 0.120� 0.014

Table I:Valuesof�s(M Z )extracted from Q CD experim ents

The softsupersym m etry breaking isrepresented by fourparam etersM o,M 1=2,A o and

B o ofwhich weshallconsideronly the�rstthreeasinputparam etersand treatB (M Z),as

wellastheHiggsm ixing param eter�,asdeterm ined by the1-loop m inim ization equations,

sin2� = �
2B �

m 2
1
+ m 2

2

(11)

1

2
(M 2

Z + � Z Z(M
2

Z)) =
m 2

1
� m 2

2
tan2�

tan2� � 1
(12)

where m 2
i � m 2

H i
+ �2 +

@(�V 1� loop)

@�2
i

. Note that cases in which the above two equations

are notsatis�ed,and thusradiative sym m etry breaking doesnotoccur,are rejected. The

param eter� � tan� 1(�2
�1
)isde�ned atM Z. M Z in (12)denotesthe experim entalZ-boson

m ass.Thussupersym m etry breaking isparam etrized with theinputparam etersM o,M 1=2,

A o, �(M Z) and sign�(M Z). W e shalltake the sim plest ofboundary conditions at M G

assum ing universality,

m i(M G )= M o ;M i(M G )= M 1=2 ;A i(M G )= A o (13)

W e shallem ploy the fullcoupled system of2-loop renorm alization group equations [15]

evolved from M G down tolow energies.Sinceourpurposeistostudythee�ectofhigh energy

thresholds in variousextensions ofSU(5)itwillbe su�cient to obtain the param eterM S

and ~M S,appearing in theboundary valuesofthelow energy gaugecouplings,by calculating

thesparticlem assesin thestep approxim ation [16].However,weshallintroduce�nitepart

contributionswheneverthey area prioriexpected to belarge[17],such asQCD corrections

to thetop and gluino m assesforinstanceetc.

Following the Particle Data Group [9]ourbasic experim entalconstraintson supersym -

m etric m asses as wellas Higgs boson m asses are shown in Table II.These lim its,im pose

stringentboundson theextracted valuesof�s(M Z)and on heavy high energy m assesaswe

willseelater.
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TA B LE II

Particle B ound(GeV )

Neutralinos

m �o
1
(LSP) >23

m �o
2

>52

m �o
3

>84

m �o
4

>127

Charginos

m �c
1

>45.2

m �c
2

>99

Sneutrino

m ~� >41.8

Charged Sleptons

m ~e;~�;~� >45

Squarks

m ~q >224

Gluino

m ~g >154

HiggsBosons

m h >44

m o
A >24.3

m
�
H >40

Table II:Experim entalboundson supersym m etricparticlesand HiggsBosons

The purpose ofthe present paperisto analyze the e�ectofhigh energy thresholds on

uni�cation predictionsin the variousSU(5)extensions ofthe M SSM .Ourgoalisto com -

pletepreviousexisting analyseswhich eitherhavenotincorporated theconstraintsim posed

by radiative sym m etry breaking orhave notconsidered thefullrangeallowed forGUT pa-

ram eters. In our consideration ofsupersym m etric versions ofSU(5)we have to take into

accounttheconstraintsim posed by proton decay into K + �� through dim ension 5operators.

Assum ing thatthisisthedom inantprocesstheproton lifetim eis[18][19][20]

�(p�! K
+
��)= 6:9� 1031yrsj

0:003GeV 30:67 sin(2�)M H c
TeV � 1

�n A S(1+ ytK )1017GeV [f(~u;~d)+ f(~u;~e)]
j2 (14)

whereM H c
isthee�ectivecolourtripletm assinGeV,�n � (0:003�0:03)GeV 3,j1+ytK j� 0:4,

and A S = (
�1(M Z )

�5(M G )
)

7

99(
�3(M Z )

�5(M G U T )
)�

4

9.Thefunction f(x;y)isde�ned as

f(x;y)= m ~w

1

x2 � y2
(

x2

x2 � m 2
~w

ln(
x2

m 2
~w

)�
y2

y2 � m 2
~w

ln(
y2

m 2
~w

)) (15)

and m assesarein GeV.Thecurrentexperim entallim itis

�(p�! K
+
��)� 1032yrs (16)
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In what follows, we choose the m ost conservative values of�n and j1 + ytK jwhich are

0:003GeV 3 and 0:4 respectively.

An additionalconstraint that willbe im posed is the absence ofLandau poles on the

dim ensionless couplings ofthe theory,or equivalently the validity ofperturbation theory

(perturbativity)ofthose couplingsabove M G and up to the Planck scale. Although thisis

in generalnota severe constraint,itshould be taken into accountin the casesofextended

versionsofSU(5)duetotheexistenceofalargenum berofm asslessparticlesaboveM G (see

forinstanceFig.3c).Thisconstraintisim plem ented through thenum ericalsolution ofthe

1-loop RG equationsfortheYukawa couplingsofSU(5)aboveM G (seeAppendix).

2. M inim alSU (5)

Thestandard superpotential[21]in them inim alSU(5)is

W =
1

2
M 1Tr(�

2)+
1

3
�1Tr(�

3)+ M 2H H + �2H �H

+
p
2Y

ij

(d)
	 i�jH +

1

4
Y
ij

(u)
	 i	 jH i;j= 1::3 (17)

SU(5)isspontaneously broken to SU(3)� SU(2)� U(1)when theadjointHiggs� develops

a v.e.v in the direction < � >� V D iag(2;2;2;�3;�3). The resulting superheavy m asses

are,

M V = 5g5V ;M H c
= 5�2V ;M � = 5�1V (18)

W ehaveim posed theusual�ne-tuningcondition M 2 = 3�2V thatgivesm asslessisodoublets

ofH ,H .Them assM � standsforthem assofthesurviving colour-octetand isotripletparts

of�.Theleading contribution ofthesem assesto thebeta function coe�cientsofthethree

gaugecouplings
dgi
dt
=

g3
i
(bi+ �bi)

16�2
;i= 1:::3,t= ln(

Q

M G
),(b3;b2;b1)= (�3;1;33

5
)is

�b 3 = 3�(Q2 � M
2

�
)+ �(Q2 � M

2

H c
)� 4�(Q2 � M

2

V )g (19)

�b 2 = 2�(Q2 � M
2

�)� 6�(Q2 � M
2

V ) (20)

�b 1 =
2

5
�(Q2 � M

2

H c
)� 10�(Q2 � M

2

V ) (21)

Dem anding perturbativity up to M Pp
8�
’ 2:4� 1018GeV forthecouplingsappearing in (17),

weareled afternum erically integrating thecoupled system ofSU(5)renorm alization group

equations,to theinequalities

�1 < 1:4 ;�2 < 1:5 ;Yt< 1:5 ;Yb < 1:4 (22)

atM G .Notethatalthough in general

M G = m axfM V ;M H c
;M �g ; (23)

only the case M G = M V can be realized under the com bined constraints in our analyses.

Thecasein which allsuperheavy m assesareequalalthough allowed by theboundsgiven in
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Figure1:(a),(b)�s(M Z )versusM G when M H c
,M � ,respectively arevaried.

Eq.(22)isthewellstudied caseoftheM SSM .In thecontextoftheSU(5)thisrequiresthe

couplings�1;2;g5 to be�netuned according to (18).

Ourstandard outputsare the valuesofthe strong coupling,�s(M Z),and the scale M G

where the couplings m eet. The input values ofM o ,M 1=2 and A o are always taken to be

sm allerthan 1 TeV.Itm ustbe noted thatin the �gureswe have chosen inputvaluessuch

thattheacceptableregion in the(�s-M G )planeistheoptim um onein thefollowing sence:

W evary oneparam eterata tim ewhilewekeep theothersconstant.Thisisdoneforevery

input param eter,untilwe reach the m axim um acceptable area. In the �gures shown,we

have adopted for the m ass ofthe top quark an average value ofthe CDF and D� [22]

experim entalresults,m t = 180 GeV.Note also that,variation of�5GeV in m t = 180GeV

resultsin �0:0005and �0:08� 1016GeV on �s and M G respectively.In addition,avariation

of�0:0007 in the centralvalue of� 
 givesvariation of�0:001 and �0:5� 1016GeV on �s
and M G respectively.

The shaded areas ofFigures 1a and 1b represent the allowed param eter space for the

outputs�s(M Z)and M G .Theresultsdo notdepend signi�cantly on M o and A o which have

been chosen tohavetherepresentativevaluesshown.Theallowed areashrinkswith increas-

ingtan� duetotheproton decay bound.Forsm allervaluestheallowed areashrinksbecause

ofthe perturbativity ofYt(M G )and the constraint from radiative sym m etry breaking. In

Figure 1a we have chosen a characteristic value forM � while we have varied M H c
through

itsallowed rangeofvalues(1:8� 4:6)� 1016 GeV.Analogously in Figure1b wehave taken

M H c
= 3� 1016 GeV,whilewehavevaried M � through therangeofvalues(0:1� 2)� 1016

GeV.The values of�s obtained are in generaltoo large in com parison with the average

experim entalvalue.M aking a param etersearch,weconcludethatthelowestpossiblevalue

thatwecan reach in thism odeliscloseto ’ 0:130.Nevertheless,thereareprocesses(Table

I) whose determ ined �s agrees in a lim iting sense with the sm allest values in Fig. 1. It

6



should benoted thatthee�ectofhigh energy thresholdshasm adetheaccessto thesm aller

valuesof�s worse than in the case ofthe M SSM .The generaldependence of�s isthatit

increaseswith increasing M H c
whileitdecreaseswith increasing M �.

3. M issing D oublet M odel

Let us now consider an extended version ofthe SU(5) known as the M issing Doublet

M odel.Thism odel[23],constructed in orderto avoid thenum erical�ne-tuning required in

them inim alSU(5),hasinstead oftheadjointGUT Higgsa Higgs�eld in the75 represen-

tation aswellasan extra pairofHiggsesin the50+ 50 representation.Thesuperpotential

is

W = M 1Tr(�
2)+

1

3
�1Tr(�

3)+ �2H ��+ � 2H ��+ M 2��

+
1

4
Y
ij

(u)
	 i	 jH +

p
2Y

ij

(d)
	 i�jH i;j= 1::3 (24)

Sincethe�,�donotcontain any isodoublets,only thecoloured tripletsobtain m asseswhile

theisodoubletsin H ,H stay m assless.Thev.e.v

�C D
A B = V ((�c)

C
A (�c)

D
B + 2(�w)

C
A (�w)

D
B �

1

2
�
C
A �

D
B � (C $ D )) (25)

leadsto them asses

M (3;1;
5

3
) =

4

5
M � ;M (8;1;0)=

M �

5
;M (8;3;0)= M �

M (6;2;
5

6
) =

2

5
M � ;M (1;1;0)=

2

5
M �

fortherem nantsof75.Theassignm entofthequantum num bersreferstothegroup SU(3)�

SU(2)� U(1) . W e shallassum e that the param eter M 2 is larger than the GUT scale

possibly ofthe orderofthe Planck m ass. Otherwise perturbativity,ascan be easily seen,

cannotbeful�lled.Thecharge- 1

3
colourtripletsin H ,H and �,�willgiveonesuperm assive

com bination ofm assM H c0
’ O (M 2)and a lightcom bination ofm ass

M H c
’

9

100
(
32�2�2

�21
)(
M 2

�

M 2

) (26)

Them assparam eterM � isrelated to thevectorboson m assthrough

M �

M V

=
5M 1

2
p
15g5V

=
(10=3)�1

2
p
15g5

=
1

3

s

5

3
(
�1

g5
) (27)

Them odi�cationsin thebeta function coe�cientsare,
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�b 3 = �4�(Q2 � M
2

V )+ 9�(Q2 � M
2

�)+ �(Q2 � 0:82M 2

�)

+ 10�(Q2 � 0:42M 2
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)+ 3�(Q2 � 0:22M 2

�
)+ �(Q2 � M

2

H c
)+ �(Q2 � M

2

H c0
)

+ 34�(Q2 � M
2

2) (28)

�b 2 = �6�(Q2 � M
2

V )+ 16�(Q2 � M
2

�
)+ 6�(Q2 � 0:42M 2

�
)

+ 35�(Q2 � M
2

2
) (29)

�b 1 = �10�(Q2 � M
2

V )+ 10�(Q2 � 0:82M 2

�)+ 10�(Q2 � 0:42M 2

�)

+
2

5
�(Q2 � M

2

H c
)+

2

5
�(Q2 � M

2

H c0
)+

173

5
�(Q2 � M

2

2) (30)

Perturbativity aboveM G ,asin thecaseofm inim alSU(5),leadsusto theextra constraints

atM G

�1 < 0:18 ;Yt< 1:6 ;Yb < 1:5 (31)

In thism odel,we obtain a strongerconstrainton �1,and consequently on M �,due to the

factthatnow wehavea largerdim ensionalrepresentation (75).

Notethatthem odelasitstandsdoesnotcontain any �-term .W eassum e,however,that

a �-term isgenerated through an independentm echanism [24].

In Figures 2a and 2b it can be seen that the values of�s obtained are m uch sm aller

than the average experim entalvalue. W e should note that �s is pushed towards sm aller

valuesdue to the splittingswithin 75 thatgive a large correction in the opposite direction
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than in the case ofthe m inim alm odel[23]. The m axim um value of�s thatwe are able to

obtain in the M issing DoubletM odel,isapproxim ately ’ 0:106.Aswe can see from Table

I,there are stillQCD processes,where the values of�s are in agreem ent with the results

ofthem issing doubletm odel.Theheavy m assesM H c
and M � areconstrained to bein the

regions(2:6� 5:0)� 1016 GeV and (0:05� 0:19)� 1016 GeV respectively. Due to the fact

thattheextracted valuesof�s in M SSM aregreaterthan 0.125(fortheinputsofFigs2a,b),

wedo notdisplay in Figures2aand 2b thecorresponding M SSM plane.Experim entallim its

on LSP (see Table II)puts a lower bound on the universalsoftgaugino m asses such that

M 1=2 � 80 GeV.

4. Peccei-Q uinn sym m etric m issing-doublet m odel

The problem ofproton decay through D=5 operators that is present in the m inim al

SU(5)m odelprovided strongm otivation toconstructversionsofSU(5)with aPeccei-Quinn

sym m etry[25]thatnaturally suppressestheseoperatorsby a factorproportionalto theratio

ofthe Peccei-Quinn breaking scale overthe GUT scale [26].A Peccei-Quinn version ofthe

m issing doubletSU(5)m odelrequiresthe doubling of5 + 5 and 50 + 50 representations.

Therelevantsuperpotentialterm swhich m ustbeadded to theprevioussuperpotentialare,

�2H �� + � 2H ��+ �
0
2
H

0��
0
+ �

0

2
H

0
�� 0

+ M 2��
0
+ M

0
2�

0�+ � 3PH
0
H

0 (32)

P standsforanextragaugesingletsuper�eld.ThechargesunderthePeccei-Quinnsym m etry

are	(�=2),�(�=2),H (��),H
0
(�

�+ �

2
),�(�),�(

�+ �

2
),� 0(��),�

0
(�

�+ �

2
),H 0(

�+ �

2
),H

0
(�),

P(�(3�+ �)).Thebreaking ofthePeccei-Quinn sym m etry can beachieved with a suitable

gaugesingletsystem atan interm ediateenergy < P >�
M

H 0

f

�3
� 1010 � 1012GeV .Assum ing

M 2,M
0
2 to be ofthe order ofthe Planck scale,we obtain two m assive pairs ofcoloured

tripletswith m asses

M H c
’ 32�2�

0

2

V 2

M 2

; M
H c

’ 32�2�
0
2

V 2

M 0
2

(33)

som ewhatbelow theGUT scale.NotethatM V = 2
p
15g5V .In addition wehave two pairs

ofisodoubletsone ofwhich ism asslesswhile the otherpairreceivesthe interm ediate m ass

M H 0

f
.Them odi�cationsin therenorm alization group beta functionscoe�cientsare,

�b 3 = �4�(Q2 � M
2

V )+ 9�(Q2 � M
2

�
)+ �(Q2 � 0:82M 2

�
)

+ 10�(Q2 � 0:42M 2

�)+ 3�(Q2 � 0:22M 2

�)+ �(Q2 � M
2

H c
)+ �(Q2 � M

2

H c
) (34)

�b 2 = �6�(Q2 � M
2

V )+ 16�(Q2 � M
2

�)+ 6�(Q2 � 0:42M 2

�)

+ �(Q2 � M
2

H 0

f
) (35)

(36)
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�b 1 = �10�(Q2 � M
2

V )+ 10�(Q2 � 0:82M 2

�
)+ 10�(Q2 � 0:42M 2

�
)

+
2

5
�(Q2 � M

2

H c
)+

2

5
�(Q2 � M

2

H c
)+

3

5
�(Q2 � M

2

H 0

f
) (37)

Bounds, which com e from perturbativity ofcouplings in this m odel, are num erically

sim ilar, to those ofthe previous one (see Appendix). The extra coupling �3 obeys the

constraint�3 < 2:7 atM G .

It is evident from �gures 3 that the values of�s obtained for the case ofthis m odel

are in excellentagreem entwith the experim ent. The range ofthese values(0:107� 0:140),

coverstheexperim entalaveragevalueof�s and laysbetween thegap oftheM inim alSU(5)

m odeland the M issing Doubletm odel. Thism odelpossessesan additionalparam eter,the

interm ediate scale M H 0

f
which increases the values of�s when it takes lower values. The

allowed rangeofvaluesforM 1=2 hasbeen increased now to 730 GeV or900 GeV in Figure

3a and 3b respectively. Forthism odelthe allowed range forM o can be extended to lower

values. Figure 3a and 3b have been obtained forM o = 300 GeV.Note however thatstill

�s doesnotdepend signi�cantly on M o. In addition,tan� can practically now take m uch

larger values,as large as tan� � 40. Figures 3a,3b and 3c have been obtained for an

interm ediate value tan� = 10. The allowed range ofvaluesforthe interm ediate scale M H 0

f

is(1� 450)� 1010 GeV .Sim ilarly 5� 1014 < M H c
< M G and 7� 1014 < M � < 15� 1014

GeV .Note �nally,thatthe grand uni�cation scale can take valuesaslarge asthe \string

scale" forratherlargebutnotexcluded valuesof�s.

5. A version ofSU (5) w ith light rem nants

Recently therehasbeen som eactivity around m odelswith gaugegroup G � G with intent

to bypasstheknown problem ofk=1 superstring constructionswhere no adjointHiggscan

appear in the m assless spectrum [27]. Vector-vector Higgses present in the spectrum of

G � G can break it into G diag. An SU(5)� SU(5) m odelwith Higgses Z(5;5)+ Z(5;5)

can have renorm alizable couplings only ofthe type �Z i
jZ

j

i = �Tr(ZZ) to a singlet �,in

addition to self-couplingsofsinglets. Thuswe could constructan analog SU(5)GUT with

superpotential,

W =
�1

2
�1Tr(�

2)+
�2

2
�1�

2

2
+
�3

3
�3

1
(38)

where � is the adjoint and � 1, �2 are singlets. This superpotentialis invariant under

�2 ! ��2.TheF-
atnessconditionsgive,apartfrom < �>= V D iag(2;2;2;�3;�3),

�2

2
= �

�1

�2
(30V 2) ;�1 = 0 (39)

W ith the above superpotentialthe rem nants of�,a colour octet and an isotriplet,stay

m assless.Nevertheless,non-renorm alizableterm slike

�W =
�4

M
Tr(�4)+

�5

M
(Tr(�2))2 (40)
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Figure4:(a),(b)�s and M G vsM � in SU(5)m odelwith lightrem nants.

can in principle induce a m ass oforder O (V
2

M
) � 1014GeV or sm aller,depending on the

actualvaluesof�4 and �5. A higherordernon-renorm alizable term would induce an even

sm aller m ass V 3

M 2
� 1012GeV . The light� in this m odelcould allow fora large M G close

to a string uni�cation scale and thusin such a m odelthere would be no string uni�cation

m ism atch.

W eshallthereforeinvestigate thee�ectsofsm allM � on �s and M G .In orderto obtain

acceptably sm allvaluesof�s,we chooseasinputvalueofM H c
thesm allestacceptableone

asitisshown in Figures4a and 4b,sincean increasing M H c
tendsto increase�s.W hen we

vary M � from 1015 down to 1013 GeV,we can achieve uni�cation atM G = 5� 1017 GeV

’ O (M string). Decreasing M � furthertowardsthe interm ediate scale,leadsto even larger

valuesof�s. However,the valuesof�s are stillratherlarge (> 0:131). Thisexcludesthis

particularversion atleastin thissim ple form .

6. C onclusions

In thisarticlewehavestudied varioussupersym m etricextensionsoftheStandard M odel

based on the group SU(5).The low energy precision data in conjunction with the existing

experim entalboundson sparticlem assesareknown toim posestrong constraintsifradiative

breaking ofthe electroweak sym m etry is assum ed. There exist severaldetailed studies in

theliteraturein thefram ework ofradiativesym m etry breaking[6;7;10;11;16;17],which

howeverhavenotconsidered indetailthee�ectofthesuperheavydegreesoffreedom included

in uni�ed schem es. In SUSY GUTs there are additionalconstraints one has to dealwith

such asthe experim entalbound on proton’slifetim e,the absence ofLandau polesbeyond

the uni�cation scale and the appearance ofheavy thresholdswhich in
uence the evolution

ofthecouplingsinvolved.Allthesea�ectthelow energy predictions.Theexisting analyses

12



in thisdirection on the otherhand [18;19;23;20;26;27],have notsystem atically taken

into accountthee�ectofthelow energy thresholdsatthelevelofaccuracy required by low

energy precision data aswasdone in the previousreferences. Ouranalysiscom bines both

and takesinto accounthigh and low energy thresholdsattheaccuracy required by precision

experim ents.In particularwehavefocused ourattention on theextracted valueofthestrong

coupling constant�s(M Z),thevalueoftheuni�cation scaleM G ,aswellastherestrictions

im posed on theheavy m assesin som eunifying schem esbased on theSU(5).Sam pleresults

ofour�ndingshavebeen displayed in �gures1-4.

In thecaseofthem inim alSU(5)wefound thatthevaluesofthestrongcouplingconstant

obtained are som ewhat larger as com pared to the average experim entalvalue of�s(M Z).

Also the uni�cation scale M G di�ersfrom the string uni�cation scale by an orderofm ag-

nitude ifthe lowervalues of�s(M Z)obtained are assum ed. Access to sm allvalues ofthe

strong coupling constantism oredi�cultthan in theM SSM exhibiting thein
uence ofthe

superheavy degreesoffreedom in a clearm anner. The range ofM H c
allowed in thism odel

is som ewhat lim ited. The M issing doubletm odelseem s to favour sm allvalues of�s(M Z),

in contrastto those obtained in the M SSM and the m inim alSU(5)version. Atthe sam e

tim e when M G increases the allowed param eter space shrinks considerably. Proton decay

along with perturbativity requirem entsseem to puta stringentconstrainton both m inim al

SU(5)and M issing DoubletM odel(M DM ).In theM DM thelargesplittingswithin 75 give

a high energy threshold e�ecton �s(M Z)in the opposite direction than in the case ofthe

m inim alm odelleading to sm allvalues. Thisisalso the case forthe Peccei-Quinn version

oftheM DM .Howeverthepresence ofan extra interm ediatescaleam elioratesthesituation

allowing to achieve an excellent agreem ent with the experim entalvalues of�s(M Z). The

grand uni�cation scalecan takevaluesaslargeasthestring scaleattheexpensehoweverof

having ratherlargevaluesofthe strong coupling constantnotfavoured by allexperim ents.

Ifweconsidertherangeforallowed valuesof�s(M Z),them inim alSU(5)laysalwaysabove

:130 while M DM laysbelow :106. The interm ediate range between the two can be covered

by thePeccei-Quinn version oftheM DM and coincideswith theallowed experim entalrange.

Finally,the lastconsidered version,with light�,exhibitsuni�cation ofcouplingsatstring

scale but the values of�s obtained are rather large,although within the errors ofsom e

experim ents.
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A ppendix : R G E’s above M G

The Renorm alization group equationsforthe gauge and Yukawa couplingsfrom M G U T

to M Pp
8�
’ 2:4� 1018GeV in thecaseofm inim alSU(5)are[19,20],

dg5

dt
= �

3

(4�)2
g
3

5
(41)

d�1

dt
=

�1

(4�)2
(
63

5
�
2

1 + 3�22 � 30g25) (42)

d�2

dt
=

�2

(4�)2
(
21

5
�
2

1
+
53

5
�
2

2
�
98

5
g
2

5
+ 3Y 2

t + 4Y 2

b ) (43)

dYt

dt
=

Yt

(4�)2
(
24

5
�
2

2
+ 9Y 2

t + 4Y 2

b �
96

5
g
2

5
) (44)

dYb

dt
=

Yb

(4�)2
(
24

5
�
2

2 + 3Y 2

t + 10Y 2

b �
84

5
g
2

5) (45)

wheret= ln(
Q

M P =
p
8�
).

Them odi�cation oftheabovesystem in thecaseofthem issing doubletm odelis,

dg5

dt
=

17

(4�)2
g
3

5
(46)

d�1

dt
=

�1

(4�)2
(
56

3
(8�1)

2 � 48g25) (47)

Theothertwoequationsforthetop and bottom Yukawacouplingarederived ifweset�2 = 0

in theeqs.(43,44)ofthem inim alm odel.Dueto thefactthatwehavean extra pairofHiggs

5 and 5 in the Peccei-Quinn version ofthe m issing doubletm odel,the only equation that

changes com pared to the m issing doublet m odelis the one for the gauge coupling which

takestheform
dg5

dt
=

18

(4�)2
g
3

5
(48)

In thism odelwe have an extra coupling �3 whose running isgiven by the following renor-

m alization group equation
d�3

dt
=

�3

(4�)2
(3�23 �

48

5
g
2

5) (49)
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