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A bstract

W e m ake a com plkte analysis of radiative sym m etry breaking in the M SSM and its SU (5)
extensions including low —and high-energy threshold e ects In the fram ew ork ofthe two-loop
renom alization group. In particular, we considerm inim alSU (5), them issing-doubktSU (5),
a PeoeiQ uinn invariant version of SU (5) aswell as a version w ith light ad pint rem nants.
W e derive pem itted ranges for the param eters of these m odels in relation to predicted
and M ¢ values w ithin the present experin ental accuracy. The param eter regions allowed
under the constraints of radiative sym m etry breaking, perturbativity and proton stability,
Include the experim entally designated dom ain for . In the case of the m inimal SU (5),
the values of 4 obtaihed are som ew hat Jarge In com parison w ith the experin ental average.
T he m issing-doubkt SU (5), generally, predicts an aller values of . In both versions of the
m issing-doubkt, the high energy threshold e ectson ¢ operate in the opposite direction than
In the case of the m nim alm odel, lrading to sm all values. In the case of the P ecceiQ uinn
version however the presence of an extra Interm ediate scale allow s to achieve an excellent
agream ent w ith the experim ental ; values. Finally, the last considered version, w ith light
ram nants, exhibis uni cation of couplings at string scale at the expense however of rather
large  values.
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1. Introduction

Supersym m etric uni cation, In the fram ework of supersym m etric grand uni ed theories
(SUSY GUT's) ﬂj], or Superstrings -Q], is In good agreem ent [3] f4] w ith the low energy values
of the three gauge couplings, known to the present experim ental accuracy, as well as w ith
availableboundson the stability ofthe proton. Thee ective Jow energy theory resulting from
such a fram ework isa supersymm etric SU 3). SU ), U (1)y ,m odelw ith softly broken
supersymm etry. T he sin plest m odel of that class is the m inin al extension of the standard
model M SSM ) fli]. A m ost appealing feature realized in the M SSM  is the breaking of the
electroweak symm etry through radiative corrections {§]. The Higgs boson m ass squared
param eters, although positive de nite at high energies, are radiatively corrected, as can be
m ost easily studied by the use ofthe renom alization group, yielding a negative m ass squared
elgenvalue at low energies which triggers electroweak symm etry breaking fo] [71.

In the present articlke we study the radiative breaking of electroweak symm etry in the
fram ework of SU (5) SUSY GUTs. In addition to the standard low energy Inputs ( gum
Gr, My, ..) and the soft breaking param eters M o, M 1-,, A,), we have the thresholds
of the superheavy particles param etrized in temm s of at least two m ore param eters M ,
My _;:) . Ouroutput ncludes the strong coupling § and the uni cation scaleM ¢, aswell
as the com plete spectrum ofnew particles. T he predicted strong coupling values can depend
strongly on the high energy thresholds. T hus, our analysis discrin inates betw een the various
GUT m odels.

Ourbasic Iow energy inputs are the boundary values of the gauge couplings in the D R
schem e B]Al 1M z)3g and %, 2 M 7 )37 - Their values can be determ ined In term s
ofthe Ferm iconstant Gy = 116639 10° GeV %, theZ-bosonmassM ; = 91:1884 0:0022
G eV [], the electrom agnetic coupling Eblq = 137036, thebottom quarkmassm,= 5G&V,
thetaumassm = 1777 G&V, and the top quark m ass. W e can write down the llow Ing
form ulas,

3 M
1 1 2 EM S
~ = - cos 1 + In (— 1
M
1 1 s 2 EM S
~ = Sin 1 + In(—— 2
2 EM ( 2 (MZ)) ( )

where =0.682 0.0007 0] includes the light quark and kpton contrbutions, and the
D R m ixing angk is given by
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Thequantity rwillbegiven below . ThescaleM s appearingin (1) and (2) isnot a physical
scakebut a convenient param etrization forthe contribution ofall sparticle and heavy particles
W ;t;H "), de ned as
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An additional usefiill param etrization scale M5, relevant to the strong coupling constant o,

s
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The quantity r appearing n Eq. (3) can be w ritten as [11],
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sz and yy stand forthe Z and W selfenergies calculated using dim ensional reduction.
The quantity sy stands for Standard M odel vertex+ box corrections and is given by {12],
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In the last ©mula, by de nition cos? ; = D;—Wz The polkemass of W -gauge boson in (4) is
Z

rebted toM ;, byM? = M? o wherethe param eter is given by,

W
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W
W e have explicitly w ritten in (6) the 2-loop correctionsdue to Q CD and the H iggs calculated
in reference {131.

The low energy value of the strong coupling constant considered as an output is given
by the ormula 4],
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The current experin ental values of  at Z-pok extracted from QCD experin ents w ith
various m ethods are obtained n Tabk I [_9]. R refers to the ratio of cross sections or partial
w idths to hadronsversus kptons and the values of strong coupling are inM S renom alization
scham e. The average value of ¢ given in Ref.f8]is M ,)= 0118 0:003.

The values (1),@) will serve as Iow energy boundary conditions for the corresponding
two—-Joop renom alization group equations. A s a high energy boundary conditions for the
gauge couplings we shall In pose uni cation at a scale M ¢,

MMg)= o Mg)= M3Mg) G 10)

Note that when we depart from the m Inin al supersym m etric extension of the Standard
M odeland consider SU (5) extensions of it the e ect ofthe superheavy particlkesw ith m asses
around the uni cation scale M ¢ has to be taken into account in the evolution of the gauge
couplings.



TABLE T

P rocess sMyz)
D esp Inelastic scattering 0112 0.06
R In  Jepton decay 0122 0.05
R In decay 0108 0.010
Event shapes in €' e anniiktion 0J122 0.007
Q0 lattice 0115 0.003
Fragm entation 0122 0.012
Jetsat HERA 0121 0.012
R i Z° decay (LEP and SLC) 0123 0.006
D esp Inelasticat HERA 0120 0.014

Table I:Valuiesof M ;) extracted from QCD experin ents

T he soft supersym m etry breaking is represented by four param etersM ,, M 15, A, and
B, ofwhich we shall consider only the st three as input param eters and treat B M 5 ), as
well as the H iggsm ixing param eter , as determm ined by the 1-Joop m inin ization equations,
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where ; mj + %+ . Note that cases n which the above two equations
are not satis ed, and thus radiative symm etry breaking does not occur, are rected. The
param eter tan ! (—i) isdened atM ;. M ; In (12) denotes the experim ental Z-boson
m ass. T hus supersym m etry breaking is param etrized w ith the Input param etersM o, M 15,
A,, Mj3) and sign M ;). W e shall take the sin plest of boundary conditions at M 4
assum Ing universality,
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W e shall enply the il coupled system of 2-Joop renom alization group equations [15]
evolved from M ; down to Jow energies. Since ourpurpose isto study the e ect ofhigh energy
thresholds In various extensions of SU (5) it willbe su cient to obtain the param eter M ¢
and M5, appearing in the boundary values of the low energy gauge couplings, by calculating
the sparticle m asses in the step approxin ation [L§]. However, we shall introduce nite part
contributions w henever they are a priori expected to be large [17], such asQCD corrections
to the top and gliino m asses for nstance etc.

Follow ing the Particke D ata G roup [§] our basic experin ental constraints on supersym —
m etric m asses as well as H iggs boson m asses are shown In Tabl II. These lin is, In pose
stringent bounds on the extracted valuesof ;M ;) and on heavy high energy m assesaswe
w i1l see later.



TABLE II

P article BoundGeV)
N eutralinos
m o (LSP) > 23
m o > 52
m o > 84
m ° > 127
Charginos
m c > 452
m ¢ > 99
Sneutrino
m .. >418
Charged Slkptons
M g;m;m > 45
Squarks
m o > 224
G luino
mg > 154
H iggs Bosons
my > 44
my >243
my > 40

Table IT:Experin entalbounds on supersym m etric particles and H iggs Bosons

T he puryoose of the present paper is to analyze the e ect of high energy thresholds on
uni cation predictions in the various SU (5) extensions of the M SSM . O ur goal is to com —
plte previous existing analyses which either have not incorporated the constraints in posed
by radiative sym m etry breaking or have not considered the full range allowed orGUT pa-—
ram eters. In our consideration of supersymm etric versions of SU (5) we have to take into
account the constraints in posed by proton decay into K ¥~  through din ension 5 operators.
A ssum ing that this is the dom inant process the proton lifetin e is {L81{191£0]

0:003GevV3067sn@ )My Tev !

© ! K"~ )= 69 107yrs;}
nBAs L+ y¥)10YGeV [f ;@) + £ (w;e)]

(14)

whereM y _ isthee ective colourtripktmassinGev, , (0003 0:03)Gev?, j+y* 3§ 04,

and As = (549)% (—321) 5. The finction f (x;y) isde ned as
f&iy)=my, ! ( x Jn(X—Z) 3lizln(y—z)) (15)
x? y?> x> m2 m?2 2 mZ m2
and m asses are In G €V . T he current experim ental lin it is
© ! K*7) 10%yrs 16)



In what ©llows, we choose the m ost conservative values of , and j + y* jwhich are
0:003G €V ® and 04 respectively.

An additional constraint that will be in posed is the absence of Landau pols on the
din ensionless couplings of the theory, or equivalently the validity of perturbation theory
(perturbativity) of those couplings above M ; and up to the P landk scale. A though this is
In general not a severe constraint, it should be taken into acoount in the cases of extended
versions of SU (5) due to the existence ofa Jarge num ber ofm assless particles above M ¢ (see
for nstance Fig. 3c). This constraint is In plem ented through the num erical solution of the
1-Jdoop RG equations for the Yukawa couplings of SU (B) above M ; (see Appendix).

2.M inim al SU (5)

T he standard superpotentizal P1] in them ininalSU (5) is

1 2 1 3 1 7
W = EMlTr( )+§ 1Tr( )+ M,HH + ,H H
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+ 2Y(d) i jH + ZlY(u) i jH ;J]= 1:3 @7)

SU (5) is spontaneously broken to SU (3) SU ) U (1) when theadpint Higgs develops
aveyv In thedirection < > VD iag@;2;2; 3; 3). The resulting superheavy m asses
are ,

MV:5g5V;MHC:52V;M :51V (18)
W e have I posed the usual ne-tuning condition M , = 3 ,V that givesm assless isodoublts

of H H .ThemassM stands for the m ass of the surviving colour-octet and isotriplkt parts
of . The lading contrbution of these m asses to the beta function coe cients of the three

gauge couplings & = L5213, 6= In (), bbb = ( 31;%) i
by = 3 @ M)+ @ M7) 4 Q@ Mg (19)
b, = 2 @ M?) 6 @ My) (20)
2
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D em anding perturbativity up to i548—9— ' 24 108G eV forthe couplings appearing in (17),

we are ked after num erically integrating the coupled system ofSU (5) renom alization group
equations, to the inequalities

1< 14 ; <15 ;Y.< 15 ;Y,<14 (22)
atM ¢ . Note that although in general
Mg=maxfMy My ;M g ; @3)

only the casse M ¢ = My can be realized under the combined constraints in our analyses.
The case n which all superheavy m asses are equal although allowed by the bounds given in
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Figurel: @),b) sM ;) versusM g whenM 5 _,M , respectively are varied.

Eg. (22) isthewell studied case oftheM SSM . In the context ofthe SU (5) this requires the
couplings 1,; 95 tobe ne tuned according to (18).

O ur standard outputs are the values of the strong coupling, sM™ ; ), and the scale M ¢
where the couplings m est. The input values ofM , , M 1, and A, are always taken to be
an aller than 1 TeV . Ik must be noted that in the gures we have chosen nput values such
that the acosptable region In the ( ;M ¢ ) plane is the optinum one in the follow ing sence:
W e vary one param eter at a tin e whilk we keep the others constant. This is done for every
Input param eter, until we reach the m axinum acosptable area. In the gures shown, we
have adopted for the mass of the top quark an average value of the CDF and D [22]
experim ental results, m = 180 G &V . Note also that, varation of 5G&V inm. = 180G &V
resultsin  00005and 008 10°GeV on . andM ; respectively. In addition, a variation
of 00007 in the centralvalue of  gives variation of 000l and 0:55 10°GeV on |
and M ; respectively.

The shaded areas of F igures la and 1lb represent the allowed param eter space for the
outputs M ;) and M ; . The results do not depend signi cantly on M , and A, which have
been chosen to have the representative values shown. The allowed area shrinksw ith increas-
Ihgtan due to the proton decay bound. For an aller values the allowed area shrinksbecause
of the perturbativity of Y: M 5 ) and the constraint from radiative symm etry breaking. In
Figure la we have chosen a characteristic value orM while we have varded M g through
its allowed range of values (18 4:%6) 10'° GeV .Analgously in Figure 1b we have taken
My =3 10®Gev,whikwehavevaried M through the range ofvalues (01 2) 10%°
GeV.The values of  cbtaihed are n general too large In com parison w ith the average
experim ental value. M aking a param eter search, we conclude that the Iowest possbl value
that we can reach in thism odelisclose to ’ 0:130. N evertheless, there are processes (Table
I) whose determ ined ¢ agrees In a lim iting sense with the anallest values in Fig. 1. Tt



should be noted that the e ect ofhigh energy thresholds hasm ade the access to the an aller
values of § worse than in the case ofthe M SSM . The general dependence of ¢ isthat i
Increases w th Increasing M z . whike it decreases w ith Increasing M

3. M issing D oublet M odel

Let us now consider an extended version of the SU (5) known as the M issing D oublkt
M odel. Thism odel PR3], constructed in order to avoid the num erical ne-tuning required in
them inin al SU (5), has instead ofthe ad pint GUT Higgsa Higgs eld in the 75 represen—
tation aswellas an extra pair of H iggses in the 50 + 50 representation. T he superpotential
is

1 - _

W = M ,Tr( 2)+§ Tr( 3+ ,H + LH +M ,
Ly s 2y L H 3= 1:3 24
toYe s B 20 g H g3 1 (24)

Sthoethe , do not contain any isodoublkts, only the coloured triplets obtain m asses whilke
the isodoublkts in H H stay m asskss. Thevew

1
D=V ((o)y ()2 +20,)5 ()2 5;5 C$ D) 5)

Jeads to the m asses

5 4 M

M @3;1;-) = =M ;M 6;1;00= — ;M §;3;0)=M
3 5 5
5 2 2

M (6;2;%) = EM ;M (1;1;0) = EM

forthe ram nantsof 75 . T he assignm ent ofthe quantum num bers refers to the group SU (3)
SU (2) U (1) . We shall assum e that the param eter M , is larger than the GUT scalke
possbly of the order of the P lanck m ass. O thew ise perturbativity, as can be easily seen,
cannot be fiil Iled. T he charge —% coburtripktsinH H and , willgive one supem assive
combination ofmassM g , © O M 2) and a light combination ofm ass

9 (32 5 5
100 :

14

My,

M 2
) (M—z) (26)

Themassparam eter M  is related to the vector boson m ass through

M _5M

_ — (_1
9s

) 27)

S
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M A 2f’ 1_5g5V 3

5
2" 15gs 3

The m odi cations In the beta function coe cients are,
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Figure 2: @),b) sM ;) versusM g whenM 5 _,M , respectively are varied.
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Perturbativity above M ¢, as In the case ofm Inin alSU (5), leads us to the extra constraints
atM ¢

1< 048 ;Y.< 16 ;Y,< 15 (31)

In thism odel, we obtain a stronger constraint on ;, and consequently on M, due to the
fact that now we have a larger din ensional representation (75).

N ote that them odel as it stands doesnot contain any -tem . W e assum e, however, that
a -tem isgenerated through an independent m echanism 4].

In Figures 2a and 2b i can be seen that the values of  cbtamned are much an aller
than the average experim ental value. W e should note that  is pushed towards am aller
values due to the splittings w ithin 75 that give a Jarge correction in the opposite direction



than i the case of them inim alm odel R3]. Them axinum value of . that we are abl to
obtain in the M issing D oubkt M odel], is approxin ately / 0:106. Aswe can sse from Tablk
I, there are still QCD processes, where the values of ¢ are n agreem ent w ith the resuls
ofthem issing doubkt model. The heavy massesM 5, and M are constrained to be in the
regions 26 50) 10'° GeVv and (005 0:19) 10 GeV respectively. D ue to the fact
that the extracted valuesof ¢ in M SSM are greater than 0125 (forthe inputs ofF igs 2a,b),
we do not display in F igures 2a and 2b the corresgoonding M SSM plane. E xperin ental 1in its
on LSP (s=e Tablk II) puts a lower bound on the universal soft gaugino m asses such that
M., 80Ge&V.

4. PecceiQ uinn sym m etric m issing-doublet m odel

The problem of proton decay through D=5 operators that is present in the m Inim al
SU (5) m odelprovided strong m otivation to construct versionsofSU (5) w ith a P ecceiQ uinn
symm etry P31 that naturally suppresses these operators by a factor proportional to the ratio
of the P eccei-Q uinn breaking scale over the GUT scale RG]. A Peccei-Q uinn version of the
m issihg doublt SU (5) m odel requires the doubling of 5 + 5 and 50 + 50 representations.
T he relevant superpotential term s which must be added to the previous superpotential are,

0o —0, —0=0

H + ,H + OH + LH
+ M, +M2 "+ PHEHC (32)
P stands foran extra gauge singlet super eld. T he chargesunder the P eccei-Q uinn sym m etry
—0 — —0 —0
are (:2)1 ( :2)IH ( )IH ( +T)l ( )r ( ; )l 0( )l ( ; )IHO(+T)IH ( )l
P( 3 + )).Thebraking ofthe PecceiQ uinn symm etry can be achieved w ith a suitable
MHo
gauge singlet system at an intem ediate energy < P > —=%  10!° 102G eV . A ssum ing

3
M,, M 20 to be of the order of the Planck scale, we cbtain two m assive pairs of coloured
triplets w ith m asses

2 2
—oV oV

Mu. ' 322 55— 7 My’ 32, e (33)

Hec 0
2 2

P
som ewhat below the GUT scale. NotethatM y = 2 15g5V . In addition we have two pairs
of isodoublts one of which is m assless whilke the other pair receives the intem ediate m ass
Myo. Them odi cations in the renom alization group beta functions coe cients are,

bs; = 4 Q° MJH)+9 Q° M%)+ Q° 08M?)
+ 10 @ 04°M %)+ 3 Q° 02°MA)+ Q@ M)+ ©F MZ) (34)

b, = 6 @ MJ)+16 Q° M?*)+6 Q° 04°M?)

+ Q@ M7o) (35)

0
£

(36)
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Figure 3: )/ sMz)versusM g whenMyo,Mu, andM are varied.
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Bounds, which com e from perturbativity of couplings in this m odel, are num erically
sin ilar, to those of the previous one (see Appendix). The extra ocoupling 3 obeys the
constraint ;< 27 atMg .

It is evident from gures 3 that the values of ¢ obtained for the case of this m odel
are in excellent agreem ent w ith the experin ent. T he range of these values (0107 0:140),
covers the experin ental average value of ¢ and lays between the gap ofthe M inim alSU (5)
m odel and the M issing D oubkt m odel. This m odel possesses an additional param eter, the
Interm ediate scale M B which Increases the values of  when it takes lower values. The
allowed range of values forM -, hasbeen Increased now to 730 GeV or 900 Ge&V in Figure
3a and 3b respectively. For thism odel the allowed range for M , can be extended to lower
values. Figure 3a and 3b have been obtained forM , = 300 G&V . Note however that still

s does not depend signi cantly on M ,. In addition, tan can practically now take much
larger values, as large as tan 40. Figures 3a, 3b and 3c have been obtained for an
Intem ediate value tan = 10. The allowed range of values for the Intermm ediate scale M HO
is 1 450) 10°° Gev .Similary 5 10 < M,_ < Mg and7 10 <M < 15 10"
Ge&V .Note nally, that the grand uni cation scale can take values as large as the \string
scalke" for rather large but not excluded values of .

5. A version of SU (5) w ith light rem nants

R ecently there hasbeen som e activity around m odelsw ith gaugegroup G G w ith intent
to bypass the known problem of k=1 superstring constructions where no adpint H iggs can
appear In the m assless spectrum P7]. Vectorwvector H iggses present in the spectrum of
G G can break i nto Gaug. An SU (5) SU (5) modelwith Higgses Z (5;5) + Z (5;5)
can have renom alizable couplings only of the type Z ;Zi = Tr@ZZ) toasngkt ,n
addition to selfcouplings of sihglkts. Thus we could construct an analog SU (B) GUT wih
superpotential,

1 2 2 2 3 3
W =— Tr + —= + — 38
2 1 ( ) 2 1 2 3 1 ( )
where is the adpint and i, . are singlkts. This superpotential is Invariant under
5! ». The F- atness conditions give, apart from < >= VD iag(2;2;2; 3; 3),
2= 2@?) ; 1=0 39)

2

W ith the above superpotential the rem nants of , a colour octet and an isotriplkt, stay
m asskess. N evertheless, non-renom alizable term s like

W o= M—“Tr( ) + M—5crr( 2))? (40)
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Figure 4: @),b) sandMg vsM in SU (5) m odelw ith light rem nants.
D 0 0 0 2 0
can in principle induce a mass of order O (—)  10™GeV or smaller, depending on the

actualvalues of 4, and 5. A higher order non-renom alizabl tem would nduce an even
an aller m ass ;4’—3; 10'2GeV . The light i thismodel could allow fora large M ; close
to a string uni cation scale and thus in such a m odel there would be no string uni cation
m isn atch.

W e shall therefore nvestigate the e ectsofamallM on s and M 5 . In order to ocbtain
acoeptably an allvalues of 5, we choose as Input value ofM y , the an allest acosptable one
as it is shown in F igures 4a and 4b, since an ncreasing M . tends to ncrease . W hen we
vary M from 10*° down to 10'° GeV, we can achieve uni cation at Mg = 5 10Y7 Ge&v
" O M string) - Decreasing M further towards the interm ediate scale, leads to even larger
values of . However, the values of ¢ are still rather lJarge (> 0:131). This excludes this
particular version at least in this sin ple fom .

6. Conclusions

In this article we have studied various supersym m etric extensions of the Standard M odel
based on the group SU (5). The Iow energy precision data In conjinction with the existing
experin entalbounds on sparticle m asses are known to in pose strong constraints if radiative
breaking of the electroweak symm etry is assum ed. There exist several detailed studies in
the literature in the fram ew ork of radiative sym m etry breaking [6; 1; L0; 11; 16; 171, which
how ever have not considered In detailthe e ect ofthe superheavy degrees of freedom included
In uni ed schames. In SUSY GUTs there are additional constraints one has to dealw ith
such as the experin ental bound on proton’s lifetim e, the absence of Landau poles beyond
the uni cation scale and the appearance of heavy thresholds which in uence the evolution
of the couplings involved. A llthese a ect the Iow energy predictions. T he existing analyses

12



in this direction on the other hand [18; 19; 23; 20; 26; 27], have not system atically taken
Into acoount the e ect of the low energy thresholds at the level of accuracy required by low
energy precision data as was done in the previous references. O ur analysis com bines both
and takes into account high and low energy thresholds at the accuracy required by precision
experin ents. In particularwe have focused our attention on the extracted value ofthe strong
coupling constant ¢ M 3 ) , the value of the uni cation scale M ¢, aswell as the restrictions
In posad on the heavy m asses In som e unifying schem es based on the SU (5). Sam ple resuls
of our ndings have been digplayed In gures 14.

In the case ofthem Inin alSU (5) we found that the values ofthe strong coupling constant
obtained are som ewhat larger as com pared to the average experin ental valie of M ;).
A lso the uni cation scale M ¢ di ers from the string uni cation scale by an order of m ag—
nitude if the lower values of M ;) cbtained are assum ed. A ccess to an all values of the
strong coupling constant ism ore di cul than in the M SSM exhibiting the In uence ofthe
superheavy degrees of freedom In a clearm anner. The range ofM y_ allowed in thism odel
is som ewhat lin ted. The M issing doublkt m odel seem s to favour amall values of ;M 5 ),
In contrast to those cbtained in the M SSM and them lninal SU (5) version. At the same
tine when M ; increases the allowed param eter space shrinks considerably. P roton decay
along w ith perturbativity requirem ents seem to put a stringent constraint on both m inim al
SU (5) and M issingDoubktM odel M DM ). In theM DM the large splittings w ithin 75 give
a high energy threshold e ect on M ;) In the opposite direction than in the case of the
m Inim alm odel leading to sn all values. This is also the case for the P eccei-Q uinn version
ofthe M DM . However the presence of an extra intermm ediate scale am eliorates the situation
allow ng to achieve an excellent agreem ent w ith the experim ental values of ™M 3 ). The
grand uni cation scale can take values as large as the string scale at the expense however of
having rather large values of the strong coupling constant not favoured by all experin ents.
Ifwe consider the range forallowed valuesof M ; ), them inin alSU (5) lays always above
130 whieM DM kysbelow :106. The intem ediate range between the two can be covered
by the P ece=i-Q uinn version oftheM DM and coincides w ith the allow ed experim ental range.
F inally, the lJast considered version, w ith light , exhibits uni cation of couplings at string
scake but the values of  obtained are rather large, although within the errors of some
experin ents.
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A ppendix : RGE’s above M ¢

T he Renom alization group equations for the gauge and Yukawa couplings from M gy
to#L 7 24 10"GeV i the case ofm nimalSU () are LY, 20),

dg5 3

x = @p® .
% - 1)2 (%3 2+ 32 3049) (42)
% _ (4Yb)2 (2_54 24 3y + 1077 8—54g§> (45)

where t= In ((—%—).
o=
Them odi cation of the above system in the case of the m issing doublet m odel is,

dg 17

*® - @r® o
d 56

- - 2 1)2 @07 483 @7

T he other two equations forthe top and bottom Yukawa coupling are derived ifwesst , = 0
In the egs.(43,44) ofthem inin alm odel. D ue to the fact that we have an extra pair ofH iggs
5 and 5 in the Peccei uinn version of the m issing doublet m odel, the only equation that
changes com pared to the m issing doublet m odel is the one for the gauge coupling which
takes the fom 4 18
Js 3

e 48

a @ > @)
In thism odelwe have an extra coupling 3 whose running is given by the follow ing renor-
m alization group equation

d s 3

48
w T wrtr 5% o
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