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Abstract

We classify the standard model fermions, which originate from bulk
fields of the 27 or 27 representation after orbifold breaking, in Eg grand
unified theories on 5 or 6-dimensional space-time, under the condition
that g, e and u° survive as zero modes for each 27 or 27. We study fea-
tures of supersymmetric SU(5) x U(1); x U(1), model.
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1 Introduction

Grand unification is attractive, because it offers a unification of force and a
(partial-)unification of quarks and leptons in each family.[1} 2} 3] In the grand
unification based on the Eg gauge group, Eg has the standard model (SM) gauge
group Gsy, = SU3)¢c x SU(2); x U(1)y as a subgroup, the left-handed multiplet
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of the 27 representation includes the SM matters in each family, and the SM
Higgs particle can be in a member of bosonic component in the multiplet of
27.14]

However, lot of extra particles exist in multiplets of Eg, e.g., 66 extra ones in
the gauge boson multiplet of 78 and 11 extra ones in each matter multiplet of
27. In most cases, the unwelcome particles are expected to be heavy after the
breakdown of Eg into G, and decouple in the low-energy physics, because they
are not chiral under Gy,. It can be backed by the survival hypothesis.[5] In this
case, it depends on models which particles survive in the SM.

In 4-dimensional models, a Weyl fermion of 27 contains two sets of the
charge conjugated state (d°) of right-handed down type quark, the charged lep-
ton doublet (/) and the neutrino singlet (v) in the SM language, and one of them
or a linear combination of them would be the SM one.

By the extension of models on a higher-dimensional space-time including
orbifolds as an extra space’@ two additional features are provided. One is that
right-handed Weyl fermions can also appear after compactification, because a
fermion on the higher-dimensional space-time contains both left-handed and
right-handed components in terms of 4-dimensional Weyl fermion. Hence a
fermion of 27 can contain mirror particles for d¢ and /. Some of them (which
would be right-handed components) can be regarded as d° and [ (which would
be left-handed ones) after the charge conjugation has been carried out. In a
similar way, 27 can be also useful on the model-building, because SM fermions
can originate from it. The other is that 4-dimensional fields are regarded as zero
modes after imposing orbifold boundary condition. In this process, the survival
hypothesis does not necessarily work, and it depends on boundary conditions
which particles survive in the low energy theory.

Considering the above features, it is interesting to study under what type
of boundary conditions SM matters survive after orbifolding. In this paper, we
classify the SM particles, which originate from bulk fields of 27 or 27 after orb-
ifold breaking, in Es grand unified theories on 5 or 6-dimensional space-time,
under the condition that the quark doublet (g), the charge conjugated state
(e°) of right-handed electron type lepton and the charge conjugated state (1)

! Models based on orbifold were initially utilized on the construction of 4-dimensional string
models.[6} [7,[8] Higher-dimensional grand unified theory on orbifold has been proposed with
several attractive features.[9} [10,[I1] Higher-dimensional Eg grand unified theories on orbifold
have been studied from several aspects.[12} 13} 14} 15} 16]

2 The constructions of low-energy theory have been make through dimensional reduction
over coset space.[17,[18}[19]



of right-handed up type quark survive as zero modes for each 27 or 27. The
analysis is carried out based on the subgroup SU(3) x SU(3) x SU(3) of Eg and
the diagonal embedding of Z,; orbifolding (M = 2,3,4,6).

The outline of our paper is as follows. In Sec. 2, we explain features of Eg
grand unification and Zy orbifold breaking. We classify the SM matters, which
originate from bulk fields of 27 or 27 by orbifolding in Sec. 3. In Sec. 4, we
study features of effective supersymmetric SU(5) x U(1); x U(1), model after
orbifolding. In the last section, conclusions and a discussion are presented.

2 [Eggrand unification and Z) orbifold breaking

2.1 Eggrand unification

Eg has three types of maximal subgroup such as SO(10) x U(1), SU(6) x SU(2)

and SU3)xSU(3)xSU(3).[20] We consider the subgroup Gy; = SU(3)cxSU(3) 1 x
SU3) x. Here, the first SU(3) is identified with SU (3) ¢, the second one contains

SU(2) as a subgroup, and the third one is denoted by SU(3) x. Under G, and

its subgroup Gi,,,, = SUB)cx SUR2), x U(1)rg x U(1) x3 x U(1) x8, The 27 and 27
representations are decomposed into a sum of multiplets such that

27=3,3,1)+(1,3,3)+(3,1,3), €))
3,3,1) =@3,2)1/3,00+ (3, 1)-2/3,00 »
(1,3,3) = (1,2) 131,173 + 1, 2)—1/3,-1,1/3 + (1,2)_1/3,0,-2/3
+ (L, D2/3,1,13 + (1, D2s3,—1,13 + (1, D2s3,0,-2/3
3,1,3) = (3, D)o,-1,-173 + 3, Do,1,-1/3 + B, Vo023 2)

and

27=3,3,1)+(1,3,3)+(3,1,3), 3)
(3,3,1) = (3,2)-1/3,0,0 + 3, D)2/3,0,0 »
(1,3,3) = (1,2)1/3-1,-1/3 + (1,2)1/3,1,-1/3 + (1,2)1/3,0,2/3
+ (L, D-2/3,-1,-173 + (1, D-2/31,-1/3 + (1, D-2/3,0,2/3 ,
3,1,3) =@3,1o,1,1/13 + (3, 1)o,-1,1/3 + (3, Do,0,-2/3 » 4)

where representations of G; and G,,,;, are denoted as (SU(3)¢, SU3) 1, SU3)x)
in (1) and B) and as (SU(3)¢, SU(2)1) Q.4,0x3,0xs iN (2) and (@), respectively. Here,



Qrs, Qxs, and Qxg are U(1) charges relating U(1) g, U(1) x3 and U(1) xg, respec-
tively.

If we require that one family of SM matters should be included in a 27, there
exist three types of definition for the hypercharge Y in the SM such that

1 1
Y=5(QL8+QX3+QX8)EY(1), Y=§(QL8—QX3+QX8)EY(2),

Y:%_QX8EY(3)- (5)
The representations are given based on Y(;) in Table[2] In Table[2] fermions de-
noted by q, u¢, dg, l,, e and v¢, (a = 1,2) have the SM gauge quantum numbers
such as (3,2,1/6), (3,1,-2/3), (3,1,1/3), (1,2,-1/2), (1,1,1) and (1,1,0), and
some of them are expected to become members in one family. Note that g, e¢
and u° belong to (3,3,1), (1,3,3) and (3,1, 3), respectively. As mentioned in the
introduction, 27 contains two kinds of d¢, [ and v¢, and the label a is attached
to distinguish them. Their mirror particles are denoted by Q°, U, D, L, E
and N, whose SM gauge quantum numbers are given by (3,2,-1/6), (3,1,2/3),
3,1,-1/3),(1,2,1/2), (1,1,-1) and (1,1,0), respectively. Note that both v¢, and
N, are candidates of singlet neutrinos.

For the definition Y(3), L¢, e® and u° should be exchanged into /1, v{ and df,
respectively. For the definition Y(3), L¢, e¢ and u° should be exchanged into I,
v$ and dj, respectively.

For the gauge bosons, the 78 repesentation is decomposed into a sum of
multiplets such that

78=(8,1,1)+(1,8,1)+(1,1,8) +(3,3,3) + (3,3,3), (6)

(8,1,1) = (8,1)o,0,0

(1,8,1) = (1,3)0,0,0 + (1,2)1,0,0 + (1,2)—1,0,0 + (1, Do,0,0

(1,1,8) = (1,1)o,2,0 + (1, 10,00 + (1, 1)0o,—2,0 + (1, Do,1,1
+(1,1)o,-1,1 + (1, 1)0,1,-1 + (A, o,-1,-1 + (1, 1)o,0,0 ,

3,3,3) = (3,2)-1/3,-1,-1/3 + 3,2)-1/3,1,-1/3 + 3,2)_1/3,0,2/3
+ (3, D2/3,-1,-1/3 + (3, D)2/3,1,-1/3 + (3, 1)2/3,0,2/3

3,3,3) = 3,213,113+ 3,2 1/3-1,113 + (3,2)1/3,0,-2/3
+3,Dz31,13+B Dziz-113+3B, D_zsz0-23, (7)

under Gy; and G;,,,,, respectively.

3 These features are understood from the existence of E-symmetry group SU(2)g defined in
[21].



2.2 Zy orbifold breaking

First let us consider 1-dimensional orbifold S'/Z, as an example. The S'/Z, is
obtained by dividing the circle S (with the identification y ~ y + 27R through
the translation T : y — y + 2nR) by the Z, transformation Z, : y — —y so that
the point y is identified with —y. Both end points y = 0 and 7R are fixed points
under the 7, transformation. The operations are also characterized by Z, and
Z,(=Z,T):y—2nR—yinplace of Z, and T.

Accompanied by the identification of points on the extra space, the follow-
ing boundary conditions for a field ®(x, y) can be imposed on

O(x,-y) = To[PolP(x,y) , ®(x,21R-Yy) = To[P1]D(x, ), (8)

where Te[Py] and Te[P;] represent appropriate representation matrices with
Py and P, standing for the representation matrices of the fundamental repre-
sentation for the Z, and Z, transformation, respectively. The representation
matrices satisfy the relations Te[Py]? = I and To[P;]? = I because of the Z,
symmetry property, where I is the unit matrix.

The eigenvalues of Tp[Py] and Te[P;] are interpreted as the Z, parity for
the extra space. The fields with even Z, parities have zero modes, but those
including an odd Z, parity have no zero modes. Here, zero modes mean 4-
dimensional massless fields surviving after compactification. Massive Kaluza-
Klein modes do not appear in our low-energy world, because they have heavy
masses of O(1/R), with the same magnitude as the unification scale. Unless all
components of non-singlet field have a common Z, parity, a symmetry reduc-
tion occurs upon compactification because zero modes are absent in fields with
an odd parity. This type of symmetry breaking mechanism is called “orbifold
breaking mechanism% The orbifold breaking on S!/ Z, is characterized by Py
and P;.

Next we consider 2-dimensional orbifold S'/Z, x §'/Z, and T?/Zy (N =
2,3,4,6) in order.

The orbifold breaking on S'/7, x S/ 7, is characterized by two pairs of Z,
transformation matrices denoted by (P, P11) and (P2g, P»1).[30]

Let z be the complex coordinate of T2/ Zy. Here, T? is constructed using a
2-dimensional lattice. On T2, the points z + e; and z + e, are identified with the

4 The Z, orbifolding was used in superstring theory[22] and heterotic M-theory.[23} 24] In
field theoretical models, it was applied to the reduction of global SUSY,[25} 26] which is an
orbifold version of Scherk-Schwarz mechanism,[27} 28] and then to the reduction of gauge
symmetry.[29]



point z where e; and e, are basis vectors. The orbifold T2/ Zy is obtained by
dividing T? by the Zy transformation Zy : z — pz (o = 1) so that the point z is
identified with pz.

For T?/Z,, basis vectors are given by e; = 1 and e, = i, and the orbifold
breaking is featured by Py, P; and P,, which are related to the Z, transforma-
tions z — —z, z — e; — z and z — ey — z, respectively. Basis vectors, representa-
tion matrices and their transformation property of T2/ Zy are summarized in
Table 1.[30] 31]@ Note that there is a choice of representation matrices and P,
for the Z, transformation z — e; — z is also used in T?/Z; and T?/Zs. Fields
possess discrete charges relating eigenvalues of representation matrices for Z,
transformation. Here, M = N for N=2,3and M = N, 2 for N =4,6.

Table 1: The characters of 7%/ Zy;.

N | Basis vectors \ Rep. matrices \ Transformation property

2 1,i Py, Py, P, Z——-2Z,2—€1—2%, Z2—6,—2
3 1,827”/3 @0, @1 7z — eZm/?)Z, z— ean/3z+ el
4 1,i Qo, P; z2—iz,z—e —2

6 | 1,(-3+iV3)/2 =0, P z— "Bz z e -2

2.3 Elements for Z,,; transformation

We explain the assignment of discrete charge or element for Z,, transformation
using the breakdown of SU(3) into its subgroups as an example.
In the case with the representation matrix

R, =diag(p1,p1,p2), P1# P2, 9)

SU(3) is broken down to SU(2) x U(1). Here, p;s are elements of Zy, i.e., pﬁ” =1
and we refer them to Zy, elementsf Then the fundamental representation 3 is

% Though the number of independent representation matrices for T2/ Zg is stated to be three
in [30], it should be two because other operations are generated using sy : z — e"/3z and ry :
z— e;—=z. Forexample, t; : z— z+e; and f» : z — z+ e, are generated as ] = r1(s0)® and
tz = (50)?r1(s0)*r1, respectively.

8 The Z); elements are given by e2min/M (= 1,... M—1), and the number n/M is the
charge for Z), transformation, which is usually called Zj; charge.



decomposed into a sum of multiplets such that

3=2y3(np1) + 1-2/3(np2) , (10)

where numbers listed in bold font in the right hand side stand for representa-
tions of SU(2), numbers indicated by a subscript are U(1) charge and symbols
in the bracket are Zj; elements (1) is the intrinsic Zy; element of 3). The con-
jugate representation 3 is equivalent to the antisymmetric part of the product
3 x 3, and hence 3 is decomposed into a sum of multiplets such that

3=[(21/3+1-2/3) x 213+ 1-2/3)]4
=[(21/3 x12/3) + (1_2/3 X 21/3)] 4 + [21/3 X 21/3] 4
=2_113(p1p2) + 123 (77(01)2) ) (11)

where the subscript (A) represents antisymmetric part and 7 is the intrinsic Z;
element of 3. Using (p1)?p = a, (I1) is rewritten by

3=2_13(7'p;) + 123(7'P2) , (12)

where p; (i = 1,2) is the complex conjugation of p; and ' = fja.
In a similar way, for the representation matrix

Ry =diag(p1,p2,03), p1#p2, P1#P3, P27#P3, (13)

SU(3) is broken down to U(1) x U(1), and then the 3 is decomposed into a sum
of multiplets such that

3=(1,1/3; np1) + (-1,1/3; np2) + (0,-2/3; nps) , (14)

where numbers in the right hand side stand for representations of U(1) charges
and symbols are Z); elements including the intrinsic Z; element n. The 3 with
the intrinsic Zj; element 7] is decomposed into a sum of multiplets such that

3=(0,2/3; fip1p2) + (-1,-1/3; Ap2ps) + (1,-1/3; fip1ps) . (15)
Using p1p2p3 = B, is rewritten by
3=(0,2/3; "p3) + (-1,-1/3; 7"p;) + (1,-1/3; 7"p,) , (16)

where p; (j = 1,2,3) is the complex conjugation of p; and 7} = 7} 8.
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Finally, we explain a fermion on 6-dimensional spacetime. We use the met-
ricnyy =diag(1,-1,-1,-1,-1,-1) (M, N =0,1,2,3,5,6) and the following rep-
resentation for 6-dimensional gamma matrices:

MH=yleos, I°=I54®ioy, I0=154®i0,, (17)

where u = 0,1,2,3 and I4x4 is the 4 x 4 unit matrix. The Mg satisfy the Clif-
ford algebra {I'M, TN} = 2nMN where n™¥ is the inverse of n;y. The chirality
operator I'; for 6-dimensional fermion VW is defined as

;=TT rr’roré = —ys 9 03, (18)

where y5 is the chirality operator for 4-dimensional fermion. The fermion (V)
with positive chirality and the fermion (W_) with negative chirality are given by

1+1; =0 (¢! v
Y, = P = 2 . )( 2):( ZL), (19)
2 ( o =B J\Y P2
1-T; s g ) Pl pl
2 ( o L /¥ vy

respectively.
In terms of 4-dimensional Weyl fermions ¥}, ¥4, ¥} and W3, the kinetic
terms for ¥, and W_ are rewritten as

Y. TMDy P, =P, TFD, ¥, +iV.T°D, ¥, +iP, [*D; ¥,
= (U, y" D, W} + i(Ppy* D, Wa - T, D, W2 +TpDs¥! ,  (21)
iY_TMDyW_ =iV _IT*D,Y_+iV_T?D,¥_+iP_I*D;¥_
= (P py" D, W+ ¥,y D, W2 — D, W2 + ¥, D9, (22)
where ¥, ¥_, I'* and I'? are defined by
1 JE—
\P+_\yTr° (\11” 0,—w2ly ) ( - )
1 _ 1
== 5 (r° +1F6) =ilja®0,, [F=—= 5 (r° —zrﬁ) =il a®0_  (24)

and z = x° + ix® and Z = x° — ix%. The Kaluza-Klein masses are generated from
the terms including D, and Dz upon compactification.



There are two choices of assignment for 4-dimensional SM fermions from
6-dimensional Weyl fermion, i.e., ¥} or ;. Let us take ¥} as the SM fermions.
The Zj; element of (‘I’%)C (charge conjugation of ‘P%) is the complex conju-
gation of W2, and that of W is determined by the Zy, invariance of the ki-
netic term (21I) and the transformation property of the covariant derivative Zy, :
D, — pD, and Dz — pDz with p = e 2"/M and p = e?™/™_ From these obser-
vations, the following relation holds between the Z,; element of ‘I’i and that of
its mirror fermion ((¥%)),

where ﬁq,i is the complex conjugation of 3?’\1,{ . If we take W? as the SM fermions,

the following relation holds between the Zj; element of ‘I’% and that of its mir-
ror fermion ((¥3)9),

where 5\?% is the complex conjugation of 92’\1,% .

The above choices of assignment for ‘I’i or ‘I’% lead to same results for species
with zero modes and unbroken gauge group, because they are related each
other by exchanging between p = /™ and p = e 2""/M, The construction
of Zy orbifold does not depend on the choice of p(# 1). Hence we take ‘I’% as
the SM fermions, in the following.

3 Classification of SM particles

3.1 Assignment of Z), elements

The orbifold breaking is characterized by a set of representation matrices. In
most cases, orbifold breaking is analyzed using shift embeddings on roots of
Eg.[14},115,[16] The shift embeddings are useful to classify the breaking pattern
of gauge symmetry. We use the diagonal embedding on the subgroup G, =
SU@B)c x SUB)L x SU(3)x of Eg, because it has a usability on examining zero
modes of matter fields systematically.

Let us take the representation matrix

Ry = diag(p1, p1, p1) x diag(p2, p2, p3) x diag(pa, ps, Ps) 27)



to keep SU(3)¢ and SU(2); unbroken. Here, p;s are elements of Z,.
The species and Zj; element for matters derived from 27 are assigned in
TablePl In the 4-th and 6-th column, &, and &y, are the Z), element of left-

Table 2: The species and Zj; element for matters derived from 27.

Representations | Yoy | fu| 2n | (W]  Pyor
(3,2)1/3,0,0 1/6 | q nP1P2 Q° P17 P10
(3,1)-2/300 —-1/3| D | mnpips ac P17 P1P3

(1,2)-1/3,1,1/3 1/2 | L° | np2p3p4 l P71 P2P3P4
(L,2)_1/3,-1,1/3 | —1/2 | L | np2p3ps LY P71 P20305
(1,2)_1/30,-2/3 | —1/12 | I | mp2p3pe LS P71 P2P30¢

(1,1)2/31,1/3 1 e“ | n(p2)?ps E p11(02)° P4
(L, 1)2/3,-1,1/3 0 vi | n(p2)?ps Ny o11(0,)° P
(1, 1)2/3,0,-2/3 0 | vs] n(p2)ps N> o11(0,)° g
3, Do,-1,-1/3 —2/3 | u’ | n(p1)*psps | U | p1i(p))°PsPs
(3, D)o,1,-1/3 1/3 | df | npv?paps | D1 | p1(P)*P4Ps
(3, D)o,0,2/3 1/3 | d§ | n(pV)?paps | D2 | pn(0))*D4P5

handed fermion and its charge conjugation of right-handed fermion, respec-
tively. The & ,c is determined by using (26). The 7 is the intrinsic Zy, element
of 27, and p; is the complex conjugation of p;. This assignment is applicable to
the case with the extra space S'/Z,.

In Table 3} the species and Zy element &7, and 2 for multiplets from

(3,3,3) and (3,3,3) of G, are given. Here, their Zj; element is determined by use
of results for SU(3) in Subsec. 2.3, without considering that they are originated
from 78 of Eg.

From the Z), invariance of gauge kinetic term, the following relations are
derived

(01)3(02)%p3p40506 =1, (02)°p3040506=1. (28)

The first relation comes from that the Z;; element for the gauge boson with
complex-conjugate representation R is the complex conjugation for that with
R. In fact, the relation p1 2030506 = (01)%0,0, is required for the Z), element
of the pair (3,2)-1/3-1,-1/3 and 3, 2)1/3,1,1/3, and the same relation is obtained

10



Table 3: The species and Zj; element for gauge bosons.

Representations | by Py, Representations ba ‘@Ea

3,2)-1/3-1,-1/3 | b1 | p1p2p3P50P6 (§, 2)1/3,1,1/3 El (P1)?p2p4
3,2)-1/31,-1/3 | b2 | p1p2p3P4P6 (E, 2)1/3,-1,1/3 by (P1)?P2p5
(3,2)-1/3,0,2/3 b3 | p102030405 (E, 2)1/3,0,-2/3 23 (01)? P26
(3,1)2/3,-1,-1/3 by | p1(p2)*Pspe (E, 1)-2/31,1/3 24 (01)?P3p4
(3,1)2/3,1,-1/3 bs | p1(p2)*pape (E, 1)_2/3-1,1/3 25 (P1)?P3ps
(3,1)2/3,0,2/3 bs | p1(02)?paps || B, D2/30-2/3 be | (p1)%p3p06

for other pairs. The second one comes from that all terms in the field strength
Fy, should possess a same Zy; charge. In fact, the product of Zy, elements
(3,2)-1/3,-1,-1/3 and (3,2)-1/3,1,-1/3 should equal to that of (g, 1)_2/3,0,-2/3, and
the same relation is obtained for others.

From the Z), invariance of 27 x 27 x 27 up to an overall factor[] we obtain
the relation

(01)® = (02)%03, Papsps=1. (29)

Combining (28) and (29), we obtain the relation

(01)% = (02)%p3 = papsps =1, (30)
and (p;)® = 1leads to
p1=1 (M=2,4), p1=Lw,0° (M=36), (31)

where w = 2™/3, It is shown that 2, and &7y, agree with those obtained from

27 x 27 by use of (30).

Then we find that the Z); element for (fz)¢ from 27 agrees with that for f
from 27 and the Z); element for f; from 27 agrees with as that for (fz)¢ from
27, if the intrinsic Z); element of 27 is assigned by 37 = p7. Hence we study
the classification based on 27.

7 We can construct Z)s invariant terms such as 27, x 27y x 27cor 1 x --- x 1 x 27 x 27 x 27 by
introducing differnt multiples and/or gauge singlets 1 with a suitable intrinsic Zjs element.
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Now let us impose the following conditions from a phenomenological point
of view, in order to reduce the assignment of Z,; element.
1. The species g, e and u° in each family of the SM survive as zero modes for
each 27 or 27, after compactiﬁcation@
2. Most zero modes of mirror fermions (except SM singlets) are projected out
by orbifolding.

Using the assignment of Zj; element in Table[2Z]and the first condition, the
relations np1p2 = 1, n(p2)?ps = 1, and n(p1)?pspe = 1 are required.

Combining them with and (29), we derive the relations

= a2 2= 20 2 _ 2 ==

p2=1np =101V, ps=1"p1=n"(p1)", p4=n(p1)", pe=np105.  (32)

Hence the representation matrix is given by

Ry = diag(p1, p1, p1) x diag(@(p1)*, 7(01)%,n*(01)?)
x diag(n(p1)% ps,70105) » (33)

where p; = 1 for M = 2,4 and p; = 1,w,w? for M = 3,6.
Using (33), the Z); element for f; is given by

‘@q:‘@e‘c:‘@uczly e@D:‘@LC:T’E}’ WIIZUZPIPS»
Py, =10(01)*Ps5, Pus =Tp105, Pus =T (01)"Ps5
Pae =1(01)°P5, Pac =1"p1P5 - (34)

Then the following relations hold
P =Py =0 Pye, 1°P, =P =Py . (35)
In the same way, the Zj; element for (fz)€ is given by
Poe=Pe=Py=p, Pagc=P=p°, Prc=p7 (01)°0s,

Prs = p1ip1ps, Py, = PNV D5, P, = PN P1P5
P, = P1p105, Pp, = PTT (01’ Ps - (36)

8 There is a proposal that a large flavor mixing in lepton sector and a milder mass hierarchy
of leptons and down-type quarks than up-type quarks can be explained from a difference of
origin for species. That is, the species in 10s of SU(5) come from the corresponding 27s, and
those in 5s come from the first two 27s.[32] This interesting possibility would be excluded if
we impose a stronger condition that all members of one family survive as zero modes after
compactification.
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Then the following relations hold
Pre =Py, = 0’ P, , P°TPrg=p" PN, =P, . (37)

For reference, the Z); element for extra gauge bosons with non-vanishing
gauge quantum numbers is given by

Py =1, Py, =0(01)°05, Pp, =0°p105, Pp, =1,
Py =01 05, Py =T1P105, P, =7, Pp, =1(01)*Ps5
P, =101)%(05)°, Py, =7 (01)°Ds, (38)

where b7 is (1,2)“)’0, and bg, bg and blO are (1, 1)0,2,0, 1, 1)0,_1y1, and (1, 1)()’_1,_1,
respectively. The Z; element for by, is given by ‘@Ea = ﬁba.
Here, we point out generic features.
(a) The mirror fermions such as Q¢, E and U are always projected out, because
they have the Zy; element p = e?™/M #£ 1.
(b) The mirror fermions such as D and L¢ have a same Z; element and are
projected out, if d° and ! have zero mode.
(c) The extra gauge bosons with (3,2)_y/3,-1,-1/3 and 3,2); /3,1,1/3 always have
zero modes, and Eg does not break down to G, and its subgroups in our setup.
Because the representation matrix based on Y{y) (Y(3)) is obtained by ex-
changing p4 and ps5 (p4 and pg), we obtain same results irrespective of the defi-
nition of hypercharge. Hence we consider the case with Y{;), in the following.

32 M=2

The representation matrix for M = 2 is given by
Ry = diag(1,1,1) x diag(n,n, 1) x diag(n, p5,nps) , (39)

where we usen =1, p; =1 and p; = ps, .

The matrix is characterized by 1 and p5. The Z, element and species
with even parity are given in Table[l In Table[] the species in square bracket
originate from the charge conjugation of right-handed one. For reference, we
list also a case that d° and [ are absent.

For reference, we give a correspondence between the shift embedding on
roots of Eg and ours. The second one in Table [4] is realized by the shift vec-
tor V = (0,1/2,1/2,0,0,1/2), and the third and fourth ones are realized by V =

13



Table 4: The Z, element and species with even parity from 27.

n | ps || Species with even parity | Gauge group
1 1 q,e‘,u’,D, L Iy, b, d{, d, v§, v Es

1 | -1 qg,e%u’ D,L [L]], [L], [D1], [D.], [N1], [N2] | SU(6) x SU(2)
-1 1 q, e, u, [d], 1], Ly, [Lg], (D], dzc, (N1, Vg SO10) x U(1)
-1 | -1 q,e u [d°, (1], [Li], by, dlc, [D>], Vf, [N>] SO10)x U(1)

(1/2,1/2,0,1/2,1/2,0). The difference of third and fourth ones stems from that
of assignment of species. Here, we use the gauge shift V defined in [16].

Zero modes are reduced by the combination of representation matrices,
and they are given by the intersection of them. Here, we give an example with
all members of one SM family (except a neutrino singlet) in the smallest gauge
group. For S!/Z,, the combination of representation matrices such that

Py =diag(1,1,1) x diag(-1,-1,1) x diag(-1,1,-1) (40)
P, =diag(1,1,1) x diag(-1,-1,1) x diag(-1,-1,1) 41)

generates zero modes of (g, e, u¢, [d€],[I]). The gauge group is SU(5) x U(1)2.
For T?/Z,, the same matters and gauge group are obtained with P, = P, or Py,
as well as the above Py and P;.

33 M=3

The representation matrix for M = 3 is given by

Rs = diag(p1, p1, p1) x diag(m® (01>, 1% (01)*, 0% (01)%)
x diag(n(p1)?, ps5,n%p1(p5)%) (42)

where we use 7 = 1%, p; = (p1)? and p5 = (ps5)?. The following relations hold

Py=Poe=Pyp=Pp=Pp=1,
Pl =Pye=Pe =P, =Pyg = Pac =1 0105, (43)
Poc=Pr=LPy=Pyg=P=p,

Pre =P, = p*Pp, = p*P 1 = p°Pn, = Pp, = p(p1)*(ps)* . (44)

14



In this way, zero modes of mirror particles such as D and L¢ always appear.
Zero modes of Iy, I, v{, v5, di and dj can survive together in the case with
p1ps = 1. Then the mirror particles such as L¢, and D, are projected out be-
cause of Ppc = Py, = p?Pp, = p?P ¢ = p?’ P, = Pp, = p. Hence the fermions
such as ¢, e, u®, l,, v¢, dS, D and L® (a = 1,2) survive after compactification
and Ejg is unbroken, in the case with p; p5 = 1.

34 M=4
The representation matrix for M = 4 is given by
Ry = diag(1,1,1) x diag(n®, 7%, 17%) x diag®, ps,1°(05)°) , (45)
where we use 7] = n°, p1 = 1 and p5 = (p5)*. The following relations hold
Py=Po=Py=1, Pp=Pre=1°,
Py =1 Pye =0°Pac =1°ps,
NPy, =Pys = Pac =105, (46)
Poe=LPg=LPy=p, Pac=P=pn,
P =0Pn, = p°0Pp, = pn°(ps)°
PP = p*Pn, = Pp, = p1°(0s)° . (47)

Here, we consider a possibility that all charged mirror fermions are pro-
jected out by Z; orbifolding, for simplicity. The value of intrinsic Z; element
is determined as n = i,—1,—i to project out D and L°. The value of ps is deter-
minedas ps =i,-1forn=1i,ps=1,-1,-iforn=-1and p5s =1,i forn=—ito
project out D and L3.

The Z, element and species with zero modes are given in Table 5l The
species in square bracket originate from the charge conjugation of right-handed
one. For reference, we list also a case that d° and [ are absent.

Here, we give an example with all members of one SM family (except a neu-
trino singlet) in the smallest gauge group. The combination of representation
matrix for Z; and Z, such as

Qo = diag(1,1,1) x diag(i, i,—1) x diag(-i,1,i) , (48)
P, =diag(1,1,1) x diag(1,1,1) x diag(1,1,1), (49)

we have a model with just SM family members and a gauge singlet, i.e., zero
modes of g, e, u, [d°], [l] and [N;], and the gauge group SU(5) x U(1)2.
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Table 5: The Z, element and species with zero modes from 27.

n | ps | Species with zero modes | Gauge group
i | i | qeu b, dif, v [N SO(10) x U(1)
i | =11 g e u’ by, d;g, vs, [N1] SO(10) x U(1)
1] =i | g, € u’ [N1], [N,] SUB) x SU@2) x U(1)
S1[ 1 | g €5 ub Iy, dS, v SO00) x U()
S1 [ =1 | g, €5 ub, Iy, df, v¢ SO10) x U()
—i | 1 || g e u1d, 1], [N] SU®5) x U(1)?
—i | i || g e u1d, (1], [Ny SU(5) x U(1)?
35 M=6

The representation matrix for M = 6 is given by
Rg = diag(p1, p1,p1) x diagm’ (p1)%,7° (p1)%, 7 (p1)?)
x diag(n(p1)?, ps,1°P1(05)°) ,
where we use 77 =1°, (p1)° = 1 and p5 = (ps5)°. The following relations hold
Py=Poe=Py=1, Pn=Pre=n",
Py, = ng%g = ngﬁdf =1°P), = ﬁvg =Pyc = 1’0105,
Poe=Pp=Py=p, Page=P=p1°,
Pr =0°Pn, = '’ Pp, = '’ P = p° P, = Pp, = 1y’ (01)(ps)°

Note that d° and [ are always projected out.

(50)

(61

(52)

The assignment of Zg element and gauge group are given in Table[6l Here,

Table 6: The assignment of Z element for 27.

| (n,01) | Gauge group
n°p1ps=1 1 (o™, p") (m=1,3,5n=0,2,4) | SO(10) x U(1)
n°pips=1 | (™, p") (m=1,3,5,n=0,2,4) | SO(10) x U(1)

we consider a possibility that all charged mirror fermions are projected out and
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kept all members of one family (q, e,u¢, I}, v3, ds) or (g, e, u’, b, v{, df) by
Zg orbifolding, for simplicity. The value of intrinsic Zs element is determined
asn = p,p3,p° (p = "3 to project out D and L¢. If we choose n°p1p5 = 1 to
survive zero modes of [;, vg and dzc , zero modes of other fermions except for ¢,
e® and u° are projected out because of 2 = °Py, = o3 Pp, = p2n3§L§ =
10251\;2 = %Pp, = p. In the same way, if we choose n°p; ps = 1, zero modes of g,
e’,u’, I, v{ and d survive and those of others are projected out.
By a suitable combination of representation matrix for Zs and 7, e.g.,

Rs = diag(1,1,1) x diag(p®, p°, p*) x diag(p, p, p*) , (53)
R, = diag(1,1,1) x diag(1,1,1) x diag(1,1,1), (54)

we have a model with just SM family members and a gauge singlet, i.e., zero
modes of g, e, u, I, v{ and dy, and the unbroken gauge group SO(10) x U(1).

4 Effective grand unified model

The string-inspired Eg SUSY grand unified theories have been studied inten-
sively since the construction of 4-dimensional models based on the Calabi-Yau
compactification. [33]@] Eg grand unified theories with three generations have
been derived from heterotic string theory.[35] Higher-dimensional Eg grand
unified theories on orbifold have been also studied from several aspects.[12,
13}, (14} 15} [16]

Most low-energy theories derived from higher-dimensional Es grand uni-
fied theories contain exotic particles such as D, L¢ and so on, in our notation.
They influence the gauge coupling unification and can induce the problem of
proton decay. Hence it is interesting to derive an effective grand unified model,
which contains a minimal set of particle contents (if possible, exotic particles
are absent in its low-energy theory) and to study features of the model. Two
conditions in subsection 3.1 have been imposed on Z;; elements of matter
fields from this point of view.

We take the grand unified model whose gauge group is SU(5) x U(1)?, de-
rived from the Z, orbifolding on T2, with the representation matrices such that

Qo = diag(1,1,1) x diag(i, i,—1) x diag(-i,1,1i) , (55)

9 For the theoretical and phenomenological aspects of string-inspired Eg models, see [34]
and references therein.
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P, =diag(1,1,1) x diag(1,1,1) x diag(1,1,1) . (56)

This model has zero modes of (g, e, u€, [d], [1],[N1]), which belong to the fields
of (10,-1,1), (5,-2,2) and (1,0,—4) under SU(5) x U(1); x U(1),. Here, SU(5) x
U(1); is a maximal subgroup of SO(10), and the normalization of U(1); charge
(Q1) and U(1), charge (Q2) are taken as ¥ 7 Q? = 120 and ¥ »7 Q5 = 72, respec-
tively. The left-handed fermions of (5,-2,2) and (1,0,—4) are obtained by the
charge-conjugation for right-handed fermion of (5,2,-2) and (1,0,4), respec-
tively. The [IV;]s are regarded as neutrino singlets, which are involved the see-
saw mechanism.[36,37] Note that there appear no exotic particles as zero modes
from the bulk fields.

From the observation that the gauge couplings are unified in the minimal
supersymmetric standard model (MSSM), we assume that our model possesses
SUSY, which is broken by the Scherk-Schwarz mechanism in the bulk,[27} 28]
and the gauge symmetry SU(5) x U(1); x U(1)2 is broken down to the SM one
Gy at the unification scale M, (= 2.1 x 1016)GeV by the Higgs mechanism due
to localized fields on a fixed point. Through the Scherk-Schwarz mechanism,
bulk fields obtain a common soft SUSY breaking mass m,. On the other hand,
localized fields are, in general, supposed to acquire non-universal soft SUSY
breaking masses by other SUSY breaking sources.

First we give a prediction to test our model. In 4-dimensional Eg grand uni-
fied models, there are proposals that fermion masses can be useful probes[38],
and sfermion masses can be also useful to know a pattern of gauge symme-
try breaking in the SUSY extensions.[39, 40] Hence it is interesting to study
sum rules among superparticle masses such as sfermion masses and gaugino
masses based on the SUSY extension of our model.

After the breakdown of SU(5) x U(1); x U(1)2, we have the following mass
formulae at M,

miy = mg =m5=mi =mi—Dy+D,, (57)
ng mfic = m% = mg —2D1 +2D2 , (58)
M24EM3:M2:M1:m0,M11:M12:m0, (59)

where mjo and mz are the soft SUSY breaking scalar masses for sfermions of
(10,-1,1) and (5,-2,2), D; and D, are parameters which present D-term con-
tributions relating U(1); and U(1),, and May4 is the soft SUSY breaking gaugino

10 Sfermion mass relations have been also studied in orbifold family unification models.[41]
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mass for the SU(5) gaugino. The M3, M, and M, are gaugino masses of the SM
group, and M, and M, are gaugino masses of U(1); and U(1), respectively.

The D-term contributions, in general, originate from D-terms related to
broken gauge symmetries when soft SUSY breaking parameters possess a non-
universal structure in the gauge symmetry breaking sector and the rank of gauge
group decreases after the breakdown of gauge symmetry.[42, 43} /44, /45] In most
cases, the magnitude of D-term condensation is, at most, of order original soft
SUSY breaking mass squared, and hence D-term contributions can induce siz-
able effects on sfermion spectrum.

By eliminating unknown parameters D, and D,, we obtain the specific re-
lation

2(miy—Mzq) = m2— My, . (60)

Because the formulae (57) and are generation-independent, the following
relations are also derived,

m%ol = m%oz = m%03 ) mgl = m%z = m§3 ) (61)
where my, and ms, (i =1,2,3) are soft SUSY breaking scalar masses for the i-th
generation. The sum rules and can be useful probes for our model.

Next we discuss the structure of superpotential and problems relating it. We
consider a model with a minimal particle content, for simplicity. Based on the
extension of brane world scenario, our 4-dimensional world is assumed to be
the space-time fixed on the origin of T2/ Z;. On our space-time, SU(5) x U(1) x
U (1), gauge symmetry is respected on the compactification.

Let us introduce several chiral superfields on the fixed point of Z, transfor-
mation, i.e., a chiral multiplet X to break SU(5) down to the SM one, two pairs
of chiral multiplets (S1,S1) and (S, S,) to break U(1); and U(1),, and a pair of
chiral multiplet (H, H) to break the electroweak symmetry down to the electric
one. The gauge quantum numbers of such localized fields are given in Table
[[l Other charged fields are necessary to cancel anomalies relating U(1); and
U)s,.

The superpotential W is given by

i iy Ml
_ T2 D <3 =. 717 4
W—F(Slsg) 10i10jH+ F(Slsg) 101'5]'H+F52 ll'l]'

+fsHEH+uyHH+ Ws, (62)
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Table 7: The gauge quantum numbers of localized fields.

Localized fields || SUG) [ U(), [| UQ)2

b3 24 0 0
S 1 1 0
Si 1 -1 0
S, 1 0 1
S, 1 0 -1
H 5 0 0
H 5 0 0

where A is a cutoff scale and W is a superpotential which induces the break-
down of U(1); x U(1), e.g., Ws = fsS(S1S1 — M?) + f5:S'(S2So — M?) +---, using
SU(5) singlet chiral multiplets S and S’. We impose R-parity invariance on W.
The vacuum expectation value (VEV) of scalar fields is determined from a min-
imum of scalar potential including soft SUSY breaking terms.

The scalar component of X acquire the VEV of (Z) = diag(2,2,2,-3,-3)V,
and SU (5) is broken down to Gg,. The scalar components of (S1,S;) and (S, S»)
acquire the VEVs of order Mg,;, and U(1); x U(1), is broken down. Then the
superpotential becomes the effective one,

W= £10;10; H + £}/10,5;H + pHw Hw + ucHcHe 63)

where Hy and EW are weak Higgs doublets, Hc and Hc are colored Higgs
triplets, and f(l]] , ll)] , 4 and p¢ are given by

o FU _ o FU _
fi =2 (S0, iy =T s E?, (64)
,Lt:—3sz+[JH, [JCZZsz+[JH. (65)

The W, has a same form derived from the ordinary SU (5) SUSY GUT, [46,/47]
and it has the fermion mass relation m,; = my, at M, and induces problems re-
lating the proton decay[48, 49] and the fine-tuning of Higgs masses. It is future
work to solve the problems by extending the minimal one and to study other
effective theories derived from Eg orbifold grand unification.
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5 Conclusions and discussion

We have classified the standard model particles, which originate from bulk fields
with 27 or 27 after orbifold breaking, in Eg grand unified theories on 5 or 6-
dimensional space-time, and found that standard model family members sur-
vive under relatively big gauge groups such as SO(10) x U(1) and SU(5) x U(1)?
after orbifolding, based on the condition that g, e® and u° survive as zero modes
for each 27 or 27. We have studied features of SUSY SU(5) x U(1); x U(1)5 grand
unified model and found that sum rules among superparticle masses can be
useful probes to test our model.

Our models can be a starting point to study a realistic grand unified theory.
There are several problems in the minimal version, which are left future work.
With the minimal particle contents, the SU(5) x U (1)2 grand unified models af-
ter orbifolding leads to a same type of superpotential of ordinary 4-dimensional
SUSY SU(5) GUT, and then it induces problems relating the proton decay and
the fine-tuning of Higgs masses. It is interesting to solve the problems by ex-
tending the minimal one and to study other effective theories derived from Eg
orbifold grand unification.

As another path, there is a possibility that smaller gauge groups such as G,
and G.,,,, are obtained directly through orbifolding, if the condition on ¢, e¢
and u€ is relaxed. On behalf of it, extra bulk and/or localized fields should be
introduced.

The Hosotani mechanism|[50,/51] has been applied to the breakdown of uni-
fied gauge symmetry.[52} 53] It is intriguing to construct models incorporating
the Hosotani mechanism in the framework of Eg grand unification.

Furthermore it is interesting to explore the origin of three families. Orbifold
family unification models may give us a hint.[54,55]
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