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Abstract

The decay rate of the Higgs decay H — Z+ is evaluated at the one-loop level in
the SO(5) x U(1) gauge-Higgs unification. Although an infinite number of loops with
Kaluza-Klein states contribute to the decay amplitude, there appears the cancellation
among the loops, and the decay rate is found to be finite and non-zero. It is found
that the decay rate is well approximated by the decay rate in the standard model
multiplied by cos? 07, where 0 is the Aharonov-Bohm phase induced by the vacuum
expectation value of an extra-dimensional component of the gauge field.



1 Introduction

The Higgs boson of a mass about 125 GeV has been found at LHC. [1] [2] The signal
strength of each decay mode of the Higgs boson has been consistent with the standard
model (SM). [3] [4] Though the decay mode H — Z~ has not been observed so far, it is
expected to be seen in the Run 2 at LHC. The decay rate I'(H — Z+) has been evaluated
in the SM, [5] the two Higgs doublet model, [6] the minimal supersymmetric standard
model, [6] the universal extra dimension model, [7] and the type-II seesaw model. [§]

The gauge-Higgs unification (GHU) is one of the scenarios beyond the SM. [9H17] In
GHU the 4D Higgs boson appears as part of the extra-dimensional component of the gauge
potentials. When the extra-dimensional space is not simply connected, it is identified
with the 4D fluctuation mode of the Aharonov-Bohm (AB) phase 6y along the extra-
dimensional space. The gauge invariance protects the Higgs boson from acquiring divergent
mass corrections. The Higgs boson mass is generated at the quantum level, being finite
and independent of the cutoff scales in the theory. Especially the SO(5) x U(1) GHU in
the Randall-Sundrum (RS) space-time is phenomenologically successful. [18-22] The Higgs
doublet appears in the SO(5)/S0(4) part of the fifth dimensional component of the vector
potentials with the custodial symmetry. The model is consistent with the LHC results
for g < 0.1. The deviation of the decay rate ['(H — ~7) from the SM, for instance, is
less than 1%, [23] despite the fact that an infinite number of Kaluza-Klein (KK) modes
of the W boson and top quark contribute. Z’ events are expected as the excitation of
the first KK modes of v, Z and the lowest mode of Zg, the neutral SU(2)g gauge boson.
Their masses are almost degenerate, and are estimated to be in the range 4 to 8.5 TeV
for 6y = 0.15 ~ 0.07. [24] There also exists a dark matter candidate in the model, the
lowest KK mode of SO(5)-spinor fermion called dark fermions. [25] Its mass is in the
range of 2.3 - 3.1 TeV and the spin-independent scattering cross section per nucleon is
oy =~ O(10~*) cm?. It may be detected in the 300 live days run of the LUX experiment.

In this paper we focus on the decay mode H — Z~v in the SO(5) x U(1) GHU. The
decay width of H — Z~ has been evaluated in the SU(3) GHU model on flat M* x (S'/Z5)
by Maru and Okada. [26] They found that it vanishes at the one loop level, due to the
group structure of the SU(3) model. In the SO(5) x U(1) GHU in RS, on the other hand, it
is known that the gauge couplings of the SM particles are almost the same as in the SM so
that one expects that the process H — Z7 occurs. Furthermore, as in the case of H — 77,

one needs to worry about the contributions coming from an infinite number of KK modes
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running in the loops. The situation in the case of H — Z~ is more involved than that in
the case of H — ~vy. In H — ~7, the KK number of virtual particles running the inside
loop is conserved. In contrast, in the case of H — Z~, the KK number of virtual particles
may change, as both H and Z have off-diagonal couplings in RS. This gives rise to an
interesting question whether or not the sum of all these contributions converges. It seems
to require more subtle cancellation mechanism to have a finite result than in the case of
H — ~~. We demonstrate in this paper by direct evaluation that miraculous cancellation
takes place among KK-number-conserving and KK-number-violating loops. After all, the
deviation of the decay width from that in the SM is O(1) %.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, the model of the SO(5) x U(1) GHU
is explained. In section 3, we review the decay rate of the H — 7~ and evaluate the
decay rate of the H — Z~ process in the SO(5) x U(1) GHU. In section 4, conclusion and
discussions are given. In the appendix, we summarize Z and H couplings of various fields

which are necessary in calculating the H — Z~ decay rate.

2 Model

We consider the SO(5)xU (1) gauge-Higgs unification in the Randall-Sundrum (RS) warped
space, [27] whose metric is given by ds? = Gy ndaMdzN = e=20Wn,, datda” + dy?, where
N = diag(—1,1,1,1), o(y) = o(y+2L) = o(—y), and o(y) = k|y| for |y| < L. The Planck
and TeV branes are located at y = 0 and y = L, respectively. The bulk region 0 < y < L is
anti-de Sitter (AdS) spacetime with a cosmological constant A = —6k?. The warp factor is
2z = e > 1, and the Kaluza-Klein mass scale is given by myx = wk/(zp — 1) ~ ﬂkzgl.
The model consists of SO(5) x U(1)x gauge fields (Ans, Bar), quark-lepton multiplets ¥,
SO(5)-spinor fermions (dark fermions) ¥, , brane fermions Yag, and brane scalar ®. [22/23]
The model has been specified in Refs. [24,25]. The bulk part of the action is given by

bk = /d /-G [ ( 4 FOMNER + 5(f 2+ (A)>
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The gauge fixing and ghost terms are denoted as functionals with subscripts gf and gh,
respectively. F}f}, = OpAN — ONAy — iga [AM,AN}, and F}f}, = Oy By — OnBys. The
color SU(3)¢ gluon fields and their interactions have been suppressed. The SO(5) gauge
fields Ay, are decomposed as

3 3 4
Ay =D ART ™+ Y AT 4> AT, (2.2)
ar=1 arp=1 a=1
where T (ar,ar = 1,2,3) and T%a = 1,2,3,4) are the generators of SO(4) =~
SU(2), x SU(2)g and SO(5)/SO(4), respectively. The quark-lepton multiplets ¥, are in-
troduced in the vector representation of SO(5), whereas np dark fermions W, in the spinor
representation with QQx = % The dimensionless parameter ¢, which gives a bulk kink mass,
plays an important role in controlling profiles of fermion wave functions. ¥ = ¢ W0,
The orbifold boundary conditions at yy = 0 and y; = L are given by
Au) A 1
oy =) = P (Y ) ey )P
< A j <\ -4, j

Y

<g’;> (2,95 —y) = (_Bgy) (2,95 +9),

Volz,y; —y) = Pvecrsqja(xa?/j +9),

\I/Fi <x7y] - y) = nFZ(_]-)JPSpF5\IlFZ(x7yJ + y); nNr, = :l:]-a

P = diag(—1,—-1,—1,-1,+1), Py, =diag(+1,+1,—1,—-1), (2.3)
which reduce the SO(5) xU(1) x symmetry to SO(4)xU(1)x ~ SU(2), xSU(2)gxU(1)x.
SO(4) x U(1)x symmetry is spontaneously broken to SU(2); x U(1)y by the brane scalar
.

The 4D Higgs field appears as a zero mode in the SO(5)/SO(4) part of the fifth di-

mensional component of the vector potential Ag(x, y) with custodial symmetry. Without
loss of generality one can set <AZ> x 0% when the electroweak symmetry is spontaneously

broken. The 4D neutral Higgs field H(x) is a fluctuation mode of the Wilson line phase

0y which is an Aharonov-Bohm phase in the fifth dimension;
A;i;(x>y) = {erH + H(fﬂ)}uH(y) T,
i ) L
exp {50[{ . 2\/§T4} = exp {igA/ dy(Ay>} ,
0
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R 1/ o (2.4)

Here the wave function of the 4D Higgs boson is given by uy(y) = [2k/ (22 — 1)]'/2e?*¥ for
0 <y <Landug(—y) =ug(y) = uply+2L). g, = gA/\/Z is the dimensionless 4D
SU(2), coupling.

3 H— Zy

The Higgs decay processes H — vy and H — Z~ are absent at the tree level and occur at
the one loop level. In the SO(5) x U(1) GHU not only the W boson, quarks and leptons in
the SM but also their KK modes and additional gauge bosons and dark fermions contribute
to the processes. We show that these corrections are finite and small in the SO(5) x U(1)

GHU, thanks to the cancellation among them.

3.1 T'(H —y)

We shortly review the decay process H — ~v in the SO(5) x U(1) GHU model. [23] We
follow the notation of Ref. [6]. The decay rate in the SM is given by

, T = ! s (31)

a?g?
r(H w \E N,.e2F(7;
(H = 7)sM = 0043 m e Fi(mi)

where N.; is the number of the color degrees of freedom and e; is the electromagnetic
charge in units of e. Functions Fi(7) and Fy(7) are assigned for gauge bosons and
fermions, respectively, and defined by

Fi(r)=243r+31(2—71)f(7),

Fipp(r) = =271+ (1 =7)f(7)] ,

[sin_1 (\/1/_7')]2 forr>1,
H(7) = _l{ln1+m
1= Vi-7
In the large 7 limit F3/, — —% and F; — 7.
In the SO(5) x U(1) GHU model, KK numbers are conserved by the electromagnetic

2 (3.2)
— ’i7T:| forT<1.

interactions. The decay rate in the GHU becomes

2

: (3-3)
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Figure 1: Behaviors of Iy = 9w mwm /GumMyym) o8O0, Lin) = Ypm)sm) /ytSM cos 0y and
Ipm) = yHFm)F(n)/ytSM sin %H in the case of np = 4, z; = 10° for which 65 = 0.1153.

where

Jgw @ w®) mW
Fw = E Fi(mym) g fW<n>
= Jumw mW(n)

o0

YHimygn) My my
Fi= e Fio(tym) = E Tin
0 Y My(n) — My(n)

o0
YuF( n)F(n) my
JFr= E Fijo(Tpmy) = E Tpm)
n)
n=1

— cos O By (Tyrm)),

cos O Fy jo(Tym)),

0
E o (Tpom)- (3.4)

sin
7 M po(n) 2

Here Iy, Lim and Ipm are defined as Iyymy = guywmwm /GuMy© cosOg, Ln =
Yprsmgon YN cos O and Tpey = Yy pm po /Y5 sin 97. Contributions from light quarks
and leptons and their KK modes are negligible.

In Fig. , the values of Iyym), I;m) and Ipm by the numerical calculation in the Np = 4

and @y = 0.1153 case are shown. They approximately behave as

Iy > (—1)"{0.0759 — 0.0065In n + 0.0022(In n)*}
L ~ (—1)"{0.2304 — 0.01081nn + 0.0017(Inn)*} ,
Tpe ~ (—1)"{1.0341 — 0.0457 Inn + 0.0108(Inn)*} (3.5)

for 50 < n < 200. Note that the sign alternates in n. As the masses of the KK modes of
the W boson, top quark and dark fermion are m,, ~ n-mgg/2, the sum in each F behaves
as Y (—1)"(Inn)*/n (o = 0,1,2) and converges. Moreover the contributions from n > 1

are suppressed by the ratio of the electroweak scale to the KK scale. Hence the ratio of F



to the zero-mode contribution becomes

Fw

= 0.9997 ,
fW<0)only
i _ 0.9983 |
ft(o)only
Fr = —0.0032 , (3.6)
‘E(O)only

for 0y = 0.114 and nr = 4. The ratio of the amplitude to that with only zero modes is

Fw + 5F +4Fr
‘FW<0)only + %‘Ft(monly

= 1.0027. (3.7)

It is found that the contributions of the KK modes are less than 1% and negligible. The cou-
plings of the zero modes are approximately given by grww =~ gy cos O = gumy cos Oy
and y; ~ y7™ cos 0. Therefore the decay rate in the GHU is approximately cos® f times

that in the SM. The deviation from the SM amounts only 1% for 65 ~ 0.1.

3.2 Gauge boson loops

The decay process H — Z~ is more involved than H — 7. The KK number need not
be conserved at the Z and H vertices, and Wl({n) also participates. The gauge boson loop
processes for H — Z~ are shown in Fig. . We note that H W}(%m)Wl(%") couplings vanish.
The amplitude of W boson loop Figs. 2a)(b)(c) is given in the unitary gauge by

a4(@) A 4(0) 4 4(0)
ZMWm),W(n) + ZMw(m),W(n) + @Mwm),W(n)

‘o d'p
= egwmwm Jzwomwm €, (k1)€; (k2) )

X [2Dﬁp(p = kxmyyn){ 20 P — 0™ (p — 2k1)® — 0™ (p + )7 }
X{ana(p — k)" =07 (p— k1 — 2k2)’ — 0™ (p— k1 + k‘Q)J}
_(27,’,uz/ncw . nuanug o nyonua>i| ’

1

p2 —m?2+ie’

D‘ra(pa mW(m))DUT(p - kl - kQ; mW(n))

Dyup.m) = (1 — 221 (3.8)

m2
where k£ and ko are the photon and the Z boson momenta, respectively. The amplitude

(3.8)) itself is divergent. However, by adding the m < n diagrams and using gy o =
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Figure 2: The gauge boson loop processes for H — Z~ in the SO(5) x U(1) gauge-Higgs

unification. Wj, is the SU(2)z gauge boson and has no zero mode. Since HW W
couplings vanish, there are no diagrams involving two or more Wg’ s.

Irwmwem and gz emwm = gzwmw e, the amplitude becomes

. (a) (b) (©)
Z{/\/lW(m),W(n) + Mo wim T Mypon o + (m <= n)}
Kk ) i |

. * * %
=eGrwmwm Jzwmwm €, (k1)e, (k) | ' —
HWm)W ZW m) W u( ) V( ) kl K kg 1671'2 m?}[](m)m‘%‘/(n)

4 4 2 2
X { (mw(m> + Mgy 103y mw<n>> EL (myyom, My o)

+ <(m%v<m> + MYy ) (MY — M) — m%ﬂ”é) E_(myyomy, Myym))

— (43 oy iy (M3 — M) 4 2my (M 0y + M)

X (Co(myy ey, My + Co(Myy ), Myyem ) } (3.9)



where

Co(m%m%) = CU(Oﬂm?%mQZm%vm%am%) 5

2

m
E:t(mlamQ) =1+ m2 2 2 {Bﬂ(m%ﬁmim%) - BO(mQva%amg)}
H Z
+ {miCo(mi, m3) +m5Co(m3, m7)} (3.10)

with the Passarino-Veltman functions [28,29] defined by

2m)" [ p 1
i /d TE=m{qr k2 —mi} "

CO(kfa (kl - k2)27 kgv m%, mg, m?,)

BO(k27 m%a mg) =

1 1
=— [dP ,
iw | @ = mD{(g+ k)2 — mB{(q + ka)? — m3}

For all Cy and E., the D — 4 limit has been safely taken, so that the amplitude (3.9) is
finite.

(3.11)

Table 1: Jyymwm defined in (3.12)) is shown for 0 < m,n < 7 and for 101 < m,n < 108
in the Np = 4, z;, = 10° case. Only the values larger than that of O(10~*) are shown with
three significant figures.

)

0(1078)  0(1071°) 0(10~°) O(107%)  -0.0432  -0.0652  0.0648  O(10~°)

=9 0(107°)  O(1077)  0.0648  0.0233  -0.0434
) 0(1071%)  O(1075)  O(10~%)  -0.0434  -0.0673

0 1 2 3 1 5 6 7
0] 1.00 O0(10~% 0(107%) 0@1077% 0(10-1) 010" 0(10-12) 0(1079)
1| 0(107%)  -0.0580  0.0595 O(107%) O(1075) O(10~%) O(10~7) 0(107?)
2 [ O(107%) 00595 00218 -0.0413 O(107%) O(10-°) O(10~°) O(10~?)
31 0(107%)  O(107%)  -0.0413  -0.0625  0.0637 O(10~%) O(10~%) O(1010)
4101071  O(107°) O(107%)  0.0637  0.0226  -0.0432 O(10~7)  O(1079)
5
6
7

(
0(10%)  0(10°7) O
01079  0(107%) O

101 102 103 104 105 106 107 108
101 | -0.0932  0.0705 O(10°% O(10~%) O(10-2) 0(10°) O0(10-%) 0(10-°)
102 | 00705 00328  -0.0406 O(107%) O(107%) 0O(10~'2) O(107%) O(1079)
103 | O(107%)  -0.0406  -0.0934  0.0706 O(107%) O(1074) O(10-'2) O(107%)
104 | 0(107%) 0O(107%)  0.0706  0.0329  -0.0405 O(10~%) O(10~%) O(10~12)
105 | O(10712)  O(107%) 0(107%)  -0.0405  -0.0937  0.0706  O(10~%)  O(10~%)
106 | O(107%) O(10712) O(107%) O(10=%)  0.0706  0.0330  -0.0405  O(10~°)
107 | 0(10-8) 01075 0(107'2) O(107%) O(10~%)  -0.0405  -0.0940 0.0707

108 | O(10°%) 010~ O(1075) O(10~'%) O(1074) O(10~%)  0.0707  0.0331

To obtain the amplitude quantitatively, the numerical values of the couplings
Irwenwm and gy mym have to be evaluated. The details of evaluation and results are

summarised in Appendix. It is convenient to define the dimensionless coupling Jyy m)yy )
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Figure 3: Jyymwm and Jyym o+ are plotted for 1 < n < 100 in the Np = 4, z; = 10°
case. The red circles and blue squares represent Jyym)ym and Jyym)ym+n, respectively.

by
Jgw mw @) gzw m)pw») (3 12)

92,08 Oy coS O\ /My (o) Moy

The value of Jyy )y is tabulated in Table . It is seen that Jyy )y m with |m —n| > 2

Jwmywm =

is smaller than Jyyym by a factor 1072, whereas Jyymznym and Jy o are of the

same order. Jyymypm) and Jyymyw o) are plotted in Fig. for 1 <n <100 in the Np = 4,

zp = 10° case. Jyymyym and Jyymp e for 101 < n < 200 are approximately given by
Jwewm =~ —0.0272 + 0.00320(Inn) — 0.00083(In n)

+(=1)""" (=0.0563 + 0.00654(In n) — 0.00173(Inn)?*) ,

Jomwein = 0.0135 — 0.00160(In n) + 0.00041 (In n)?

+(=1)""" (0.0567 — 0.00106(Inn) + 0.00018(In n)?) . (3.13)

Next we examine the asymptotic behavior of the amplitude for m,n > 1. The whole
amplitude of the W boson loop is

. OO

. 1 a
iMw =5 3 M o+ M i + Mg oo + (0= m)} . (3.14)

m,n
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The diagonal part of the amplitude in (3.14]) for n > 1 is rewritten as

Aq(@) 4 4 (b) )
ZMW(")7W<"> + Z'/\/lW(n>,W(n> + ZMW(TL)’W(W,)
* * v k‘“k’/ 1 J (n) 77 (n)
26912” oS QW cos QHG#(k1)€V<k2) <n# N ]C12- ]:32) 1672 ;VmSW
w(n)

2 2
My — Mz 4 2 2 2 2 2
X { - <l2mW(n) + 2miy ) (M3 — my) —mymy ) I (Ty o, Awo)

Qm%mn)
40y = ) = g ) g )} 3.15)
where
ab a?b? a’b
hlah) = 5 s @) - 0] + @) - g0,
ab

Ir(a,b) = —m[f(a) — )],

VT —1sin™' (y/1/7) form>1,
9(1) = 1+V1— (3.16)
%\/1—Tln1i\/—%—m form < 1.
and \; = 4m?/m?%. 7; and f(a) are defined in (3.1)) and (3.2)). Here, we have used

P p— (Bo(mi, My, My ) — Bo(m, miy e, miywm))
H Z

— 1

2 2
My — My
5 Il (Tw(n), /\W(")) + 2]2(Tw(n), >\W(">> y
2mW(n)

00(07 mlzﬁb m2Z7 mIZ/V(n) ) mlz/[/(n) ) mlz/[/(n)) = T >3 IQ(TW(”>7 )‘W(")> . (317)
Ww(n)

The functions I, Iy in (3.17) approach constants for my,m — oco. Since Jy ey m for
|m —n| > 2 are negligible comparing to Jyemym for [m —n| < 1, only the amplitude for

|m —n| <1 need to be retained. For n > 1 myym+1) >~ myym so that

1 (@) ) (0
5 Z <ZMW<”L>,W('”> _I_ ZMW("”),W(”) + ZMW(m),W(") + (n <—> m))

2 * * v —k/;kly !
~ eg,, cos by cosOyer, (ki) (k) ( 0" —

1{31 . /{32 1671'2

1
X 93 (JW(n)W(n) + JW(n+1)W(n) + JW(nfl)W(n))

w(n)

my —my
4 2 2 2 2 2
x{ T (12mw<n> + 2myy ) (M3 — my) — mHmZ>Il (T, Awn))
W (n)
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4 oy = ) = i + )l D)
1
~ const. x - (JW(n)W(n) + Sy pm) + JW(n—l)W(n)) . (3.18)

Therefore the large n part of the sum in the whole amplitude of W boson loop is approxi-

mated as

. = 1
IMy =~ Z const. X p (Jwmwm + Jweinwm + Jpe-nwem) - (3.19)

n

Even though the sums > Jyymwm /n and Y Jyymenym /n diverge individually, the com-

bination > (Jyymwm + Jwminwm + Jyo-nwm ) /n converges since

Jwmwn + Jyyernwm + Jypo-vwm

~ (—1)"""{ = 0.0563 + 0.00654(In n) — 0.00173(Inn)*} . (3.20)

Next we consider the amplitudes which contain Wpx in the loop. The amplitude
(d e . n
ZMW)(m) W + ZMW)( ) W + z/\/l(f( ) W is obtained from 1’ by replacing W by

WI(% . The dimensionless coupling .J is also defined as

('m)W(n)

7 Iaw w9 zw mw

m (n) = .
wl )WR 9120 COS 9W /TN (m) mW(n)
R

(3.21)

Table 2: J W) in (3.21)) is shown for 0 < m < 7,1 < n < 4 and for 101 < m < 108,

51 < n < 551in the Np = 4, z;, = 10° case. Only values larger than 0(10_4) are shown
explicitly with three significant figures.

m
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1] 00 % O(0% -00470 O(107) 007 O(10-) 0107 O(10-1)
2 | 0(107%) O(107%)  0.0491 O(107%) -0.0514 O(10-7) O(10~%) 0O(10~10)
n 3] 0(1078) 0(107% 0(10~%) 0(10=°)  0.0517 O(107%) -0.0523 O(10~7)
41 0(107%) 0(107°) 0(107°) O(107%) O(107%) O(10=)  0.0524 O(10~%)
m
101 102 103 104 105 106 107 108
51| O(107%)  -0.0530 O(10-%) 010~ % 00 ®) 0107 O0(10-7) 010"

0
52 | O(1075)  0.0532  O(107%) -0.0530 O(107%) O(10*) O(107'3) O(1075)
n 53| 010711 O(107%) 0(107%)  0.0532 O(1074) -0.0530 O(107%) O(10~%)
54 | 0(1078) O(1075) O(10~') O(1074) 0(10-%)  0.0532 O(10~%)  -0.0530
55 | O(10712) O(107%) O(107%) O(1073) O(10~'1) O0(10~%) 0(10-%)  0.0532

As is seen in the Table » Sy myyy oo 18 appreciable only when m/2—n =0, 1. Note that
R

Mgy S 1= KK while myym >~ n-mgk/2. For m/2—n = 0,1, mym) >~ mym =~ n-mgg
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Figure 4: J, (/2 and J Wy n/240) A plotted for 1 < n < 100 in the Np =4, z;, = 10°
R
case. The red circles and blue squares represent .J, W and Jy, W/, respectively.

is satisfied. Hence the whole amplitude of the W-Wg boson loop is

~ _ p 4(d) ()
iMyy, = Z <ZMW<m>,W("> T MW<m> Wi T MW(m)’Wz(%n)
(d)
+ 1M W i , + ZMW(n) W + ZMW(n) W(m)>
JW(n)W(nm) and J W /240 are plotted in Flg Ifor 1 <n <100 in the Np =4, z;, = 10°

case. J W and J o et are approximated in this range by

T ~ —=0.0530 — 0.000018(Inn) + 4.4 x 107 %(Inn)?

Tz = 0.0530 + 0.000054(Inn) — 3.7 x 10~%(Inn)?. (3.23)

W W /2 is small, and almost vanishes within numerical errors.

3.3 Fermion loops

Contributions of fermion loops to I'(H — Z7) are evaluated similarly. Top quark, charged
dark fermions and their KK excitations give substantial contributions as shown in Fig. [5]
whereas contributions from other quarks and leptons are negligible.

The diagrams of fermion loops Fig. |5| (a, b) (or (c,d)), with generic fermions (™), yield

2 (@)
ZMf(m),f(n) + ZMf(m) Fn)

13



t(m) o

t(m)

" z
(a)
Fm) .
L2 ) o__
20 Z
(c)

Figure 5: The fermion loop processes of H — Z~ decay in the SO(5) x U(1) gauge-Higgs
unification. F'* is the charged dark fermion which does not have a zero mode.

d*p 1 1 1
(27T)4 p2 - m?(m) (p - kl)Q - mfp(m) (p — kl — k2)2 — m?‘(n)

= —Qree,(k)e, (k) /

xTr [(yﬂm)ﬂn) + G pom) fY”) (P4 My )Y (P — Ky + Mg )7
X (ggf(m)f(n) + 9§f<m>f(n>75) (@ — k1 —fa+myom)
+(yf<m>f(n> + @f(n)f(m>75) (=p+ K1+ o+ mpen )y
X (ggfm)f(n) + 9§f<n>f<m>75) (=P + k1 4+ myem )V (=P + mﬂmﬁ} : (3.24)

The Yukawa couplings y ¢(m) sy and g sm) pm) for f (m) = ¢(m) and F(™) are given in (A.25]) and
(A.31)), respectively. The amplitude ({3.24]) itself involves divergent integrals, but by adding

the m <> n diagrams and making use of y¢mm) ) = Ypm pomy and Ygm) ) = =Y () pom), ONE
finds that

Aq(@ 1 4(b) Qe . L kbkY

WM g + M) o + (2 n) = =o€ (ke (Ro) (nu Ckike

v N A
X {yf(m)f(n)ng(m)f(n) G (mgom), Mpn)) = Gpom g0 7 pom) ) G_(mﬂm),mﬂn))} ;

2m2(my +m
Gi(my,ma) = 2(my £ my) + ;g L -~ 2) (Bo(m%,m%,mg) — Bo(mzz,m%,mg))
H— Mz

+my (2m3 £ 2mymy — my; + my)Co(0, m3;, m3, m3, mi, m3)
+my(2m3 & 2mimy — my; +m7)Co(0, m3;, my, m3, m3, m3) . (3.25)
In this form the amplitude is finite.
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Table 3: Jymyym is shown for 0 < m,n < 7 and for 101 < m,n < 108 in the Np = 4,
zr, = 10° case. Only the values larger than O(10™*) are shown with three significant figures.

0 1 2 3 1 5 6 7
0] 00988  -0.0041 O(10%) O(10°) O(10-7) O(10-%) O(107% O(10~7)
1| -00041  -0.0790  0.0638 O(1075) O(10~%) 0(10~%) 0O(10-1%) O(10-8)
2 | 0(107%)  0.0638  -0.0350  -0.0071 O(10~%) O(10~%) O(10°) O(10%)
31 0(107%) 0(1075)  -0.0071  -0.0763  0.0616 O(107%) O(10~%) O(1079)
410(10°7)  O(107%) 0(10°) 0.0616  -0.0338  -0.0071 O(10=°) O(10~F)
51 0(10°%)  0(107%) 0(10~%) O(10~%) -0.0071  -0.0754  0.0609  O(10~5)
6 | 0(10-°) 0(107°) 0(10°) O(10%) O(10-%) 0.0609  -0.0334  -0.0070
71 0(1077) 0(107%) O(107%) 01079 O(10~%) O(107%)  -0.0070  -0.0751
101 102 103 104 105 106 107 108

101 | -0.0761 0.0610  O(107% O@0~%) o010~ 010" 01078 0(107%
102 | 0.0610 -0.0337  -0.0068  O(107%)  O(107%) O(107'%) O(107%)  O(107?)
103 | O(107%)  -0.0068  -0.0761 0.0610  O(10=%) O(10™%) O(10=3) O(1077)
104 | O(107%) O(107%)  0.0610 -0.0337  -0.0068  O(107%)  O(107%) O(10713)
105 | O(107'%)  O(107%)  O(107%)  -0.0068  -0.0761 0.0610  O(107%)  O(107%)
106 | O(1077) O(1073) O(10™%) O(10=%)  0.0610 -0.0337  -0.0068  O(1079)
107 | O(1078) O(107°) O(107*3) 0O(107%) O(107%)  -0.0068  -0.0762 0.0610

108 | O(107%) O(107?) O(1077") O(10~13) O(10=*) 0O(107%)  0.0610 -0.0337

Table 4: Jp+(m)p+m) is shown for 0 < m,n < 7 and for 101 < m,n < 108 in the Np = 4,
zr, = 10° case. Only the values larger than O(10™*) are shown with three significant figures.

1 2 3 4 ) 6

7
1| 02256 -0.0272 O(10°) -0.0040 O(10°) O(10°) O(10~ ")
2| -0.0272 02378  0.0824 O(107%) O(1075) O(1078) O(1075)
31 0(107%) 0.0824 02204 -0.3188 O(107%)  0.0036 O(10~%)
4] -0.0040 O(107%) -0.3188  0.2554  0.0866 O(107%) O(1079)
5| 0(108) 0O(107%) O(107%)  0.0866  0.2245  -0.3263 O(107)
6 | O(10-5) O(107%) -0.0036 O(107%) -0.3263  0.2612  0.0874
71 0(10°7) 0O(107%) O(1078) O(1075) O(10-%) 0.0874  0.2271
101 102 103 104 105 106 107 108

101 | 02505  -0.3528 O(10°) -0.0033 O(10-1) O(107°) O(10—%) 0(107)
102 | -0.3528 02918  0.0848  O(1075) O(1075) O(107'2) O(107%) O(107%)
103 | O(107)  0.0848 02508  -0.3531  O(107%)  -0.0033 O(10~11) O(107%)
104 | -0.0033  O(107°)  -0.3530  0.2921  0.0848  O(107%) O(107%) O(1012)
105 | 0(10711)  O(107%) O(107%)  0.0848  0.2510  -0.3533  O(10~%)  -0.0033
106 | O(107%) O(107'%)  -0.0033 O(1075)  -0.3533  0.2924  0.0847  O(1079)
107 | 0(10°8) 01075 O(10~') O(1075) O(10=%)  0.0847 02512  -0.3535
108 | O(107%) O(1078) O(1075) O(10~'?) -0.0033  O(10~°)  -0.3535  0.2927
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We define Jyimy,;n)y and Jpim) prm) by

\%4
Gy Yeim) () €OS By
Jt(m)t(n) f—
JuwlYt COS 9H

14
97 p+(m) pt+() Yp(m) p(n) COS Ow

-0
GuwlYe SIn -

, (3.26)

(3.27)

Jp+m) prn) =

In the Table [3|and Table 4], J;m)n) and Jp+m) g+ by the numerical evaluation are shown.
As in the case of Jyymypm), Jymypm and Jpimm) pre for m —n| > 2 become negligible for
m,n > 100. In addition, the terms proportional to Qﬂm)f(n)g?f(m)f(n) are negligible around
m,n = 100. The ratio (§¢um) s /Yo o)) - (ggf(m)f(n) /ggf(m)f(n)) is smaller than 10™*, and
the @ﬂm)f(n)g;f(m)f(m term in (3.25)) may be dropped.

For the asymptotic behavior of the amplitude for m,n > 1 only the |m —n| < 1 terms

are relevant. For |m —n| <1, m fmx1) > My and the amplitudes are evaluated as

Z.-/\/lfermion
IS y@ 40 e e
=3 Z { Miimy oy T iMooy T IM gy pro T IM i pien + (M4 n)}

Q

- L * * Yo kgkﬁ €Guwlt COSQH 2 2
; 472 e,u(kl)elj(k2> (77 kl . kQ COS 9W (mH mZ)

2
X{ (Jt(n)t(n) + Jt(n+l)t(n) + Jt(nfl)t(n)) |:[1 (Tt(n)’ )\t(n)) — IQ(Tt(n), )\t(n)>:|
?)mt(n)

1

M p+(n)

+ (Jprmy prey + Jprmin gy + Jprm-1prm)

X _[1 (TF+(”)7 >\F+(n)) - IQ(TF+(”)7 )\F+(n) ):| } . (328)

Jymypmy and Jpim) premy (M =n,n + 1) are plotted in Figs. |§| and . They are approxi-
mately given, for 101 < n < 200, by

Jymym =~ —0.0597 + 0.00323(Inn) — 0.00047(Inn)?
+ (=1)""'{ = 0.0230 + 0.00122(Inn) — 0.00018(In n)*},

Jym oty 2 0.0296 — 0.00162(In n) + 0.00024(In n)?

+ (=1)"7'{0.0362 — 0.00143(In n) + 0.00020(In n)*}, (3.29)
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Figure 6: Jym); ) and Jymy,m+1) are plotted for 1 < n < 100 in the Np = 4, 25 = 10° case.
The red circles and blue squares express Jym)yn) and Jym) n+1), respectively.

b ——————————— 7
O'Zf - o J FH) )
— OO = JF+(n) F+(n+1)
-0.2}
0460 40 60 80 100
n

Figure 7: Jpm) p+m and Jpim) p+r1) are plotted for 1 < n < 100 in the Np = 4, 2z, = 10°
case. The red circles and blue squares express Jpim)prm and Jp+ ) prmr1), respectively.
sy prey =~ 0.280 — 0.0172(Inn) + 0.00331(In n)?
+ (=1)""'{ = 0.0212 + 0.00131(Inn) — 0.00026(In n)*},
gt prnen =~ —0.138 4+ 0.0084(Inn) — 0.00163(In n)?
+ (=1)"*{ = 0.2218 4 0.00558(In n) — 0.00107(Inn)*}. (3.30)

Adding them, one finds, within numerical errors, that

Jimypny + Jymrpny + Jyn-1)40m)
~ (—1)""{ = 0.0230 + 0.00122(In n) — 0.00018(Inn)*},

Jprmy pro) + Jprern pro) + Jprm-1) prm)

~ (—1)""{ = 0.0212 + 0.00131(In n) — 0.00026(Inn)*}. (3.31)
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Since iMy o< Y (S poy + J sy py 4 Jpm-1) py ) /1 for large n, the sum converges as in

the case of the gauge boson loops.

3.4 Total amplitude

The ratio of the sum of the all boson contributions to the W boson contribution and that

of all the fermion contributions to the top quark contribution are given by

Mboson _ 09998, Mfermion

— 1.0023, 3.32
MW(O)only Mt(())only ( )

for z;, = 10°, np = 4, and 0y = 0.1153, respectively where My ogon = My + Myy,.. The

ratio of the whole amplitude to the W boson and top quark contributions is

Mboson + Mfermion
MW(O)only + Mt(0>only

= 0.9997, (3.33)

One finds that the KK mode contributions are negligible. As gy ©w© =~ g cosfy and

Y00 = Ysm c0s Oy, the decay width is approximated by
T(H — Zv)any ~ T(H — Zv)sm X cos® Oy (3.34)

In the gauge-Higgs unification, the decay width of H - WW ., H — ZZ, H — bb and
H — 77 are suppressed by cos? 0y at the tree level. The decay width of the H — ~+ and
H — Z#~ are also suppressed by cos? 8. Therefore the branching ratios of the Higgs decay
modes in this model are almost the same as in the SM. The dominant process in the Higgs
boson production is gg — H, and the production cross section is also suppressed by cos? 6.
Therefore the signal strength, o(g9 — H)B(H — Zv)/lo(99 — H)B(H — Z7v)|sm, is
approximately cos? 0y as in the other decay modes. For 8y ~ 0.1, the deviation from the
SM amounts only 1%.

We stress the finiteness of I'(H — Z7) in the gauge-Higgs unification which results from
non-trivial cancellation among contributions of the KK modes. One might wonder why such
cancellation takes place and what underlies the finiteness of the amplitude M(H — Z~)
in the gauge-Higgs unification. We argue that it is guaranteed by the gauge invariance and
by the fact that the 4D Higgs field H is the fluctuation mode of the AB phase fy. In the
effective action the 4D Higgs field H(x) and AB phase 0y appear in the combination of
O + H(x)/fu so that M(H — Z~) is related to (0/00y )11, (0y) where 115, (0y) is the

Z~ vacuum polarization. The 5D gauge invariance guarantees that I1,, () is periodic in
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0r, and can be expanded in a Fourier series 11z, (0y) = > a,e™ . The §y-dependence
of the Z couplings of the fields running the inside loops is known to be very weak. At the
one loop level the dominant §y-dependence of I, (fy) comes from the propagators inside
the loop. Hence the divergence degree is lowered by differentiating I, (6y) with respect

to Oz. There should exist a positive integer ¢ such that 9911z, /00%, = > . (in)la, e

n#0
is finite. This in turn implies that Iz, (6y) — ap is finite, from which the finiteness of
M(H — Z~v) at the one loop level follows. A similar argument has been employed to

prove the finiteness of the effective potential Vg (0 ) at the one loop level. [30]

4 Conclusion and discussions

In this paper we have evaluated the decay rate I'(H — Z7) in the SO(5) x U(1) gauge-
Higgs unification. The processes H — vy and H — Z7v do not occur at the tree level.
They do proceed at the one loop level, where an infinite number of the KK modes of gauge
bosons and fermions give loop corrections. Contrary to the naive expectation that the sum
of an infinite number of the KK mode contributions may yield substantial corrections to the
decay rates in the SM, it has been known that the correction to I'(H — +7) coming from
KK modes turns out very tiny, thanks to the cancellation among the KK mode corrections.

We have examined the process H — Z~ in detail, for which the KK number need not
be conserved inside the loop. We have shown, by direct evaluation, that there appears
miraculous cancellation among the loop diagrams in which the KK number is conserved in
the loop and those in which the KK number is not conserved. As a result the amplitude
for H — Z~ becomes finite. We also showed that the correction due to various KK modes
is very small. T'(H — Z7v) in the gauge-Higgs unification is approximately cos? 6y times
that in the SM. The deviation from the SM is very small for 65 < 0.1.

The result is very promising. The SO(5) x U(1) gauge-Higgs unification yields almost
the same phenomenology as the SM at low energies. At higher energy scale it predicts
KK excitation modes as Z' and W’ events and a dark matter candidate, which awaits
confirmation at 14 TeV LHC and by DM direct-detection experiments. Small deviations
of HWW and HZZ couplings from the SM will be checked in future colliders. [31] In
addition to deriving more predictions for collider experiments, the scenario of the gauge-
Higgs unification has to be refined. The scenario of the gauge-Higgs grand unification
has been proposed. [32] An attempt has been made to dynamically determine orbifold

boundary conditions. [33] The Hosotani mechanism, essential for the electroweak gauge
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symmetry breaking in the gauge-Higgs unification, has been investigated nonperturbatively
on the lattice. [34] The gauge-Higgs unification is one of the keys to investigate the extra
dimension.
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A Couplings of KK modes to Z and H

We summarize the Z and H couplings of the KK modes relevant for H — Z~.

A.1 Base functions

Mode functions for KK towers of various fields in the RS spacetime are expressed in terms

of Bessel functions. For gauge fields we define
C(z;\) = g)\zzLFl,o(Az, Azp), C'(z M) = g)\szLFo,o()\z, Azr)

S(z; ) = —g)\sz()\z, Azp), Sz ) = —g)\2zF0,1()\z,/\zL) :

Sz \) = gg: /)\\)) S(z; A, (A.1)

where F,, g(u,v) = Jo(u)Ys(v) — Yo (u)Jz(v). They satisfy

Clzp;N) =z, C'(zp;\) =0, S(zp;\) =0, S'(zp;N\) =\,
CS' — SC' = Az . (A.2)

For fermions with a bulk mass parameter ¢ we define

(§§> (25A,¢) = ig)‘V 2L F oy epg (A2 A2

(gR> (230, ¢) = :Fg)\\/ZZLFC_l crt(Az, Azp) . (A.3)
R 27 2

v (G) =2 (@) - o (6) (&)

They satisfy



CrCr—SiSp=1. (A.4)

In the following we evaluate various couplings by inserting the formulas for the KK
expansions. Basic formulas for the KK expansions of gauge fields and quark fields are
summarized in Ref. [24], whereas those for dark fermions are given in Ref. [25]. We adopt
the same notation as in those references. The numerical values for the various couplings

are given for the parameter set

2, = 10°,0y = 0.1153, mxk = 7.405 TeV, k = 2.357 x 10% GeV, ¢, = 0.2270, ¢y = 0.3321.

(A.5)
A2 ZWMW® coupling
The ZW ™MW ™ coupling is contained in
Lodz 1
iy U s ) 1p
/1 Iz ( 4) v [FuFpoln
. “Lodz . s oia s
Siga | ETT[(QMZ,, — 0, 2,) W, Wy
O = QW) 2o, Wi+ 0V = W2, Wi ) [
D0 grwemwen™ n"”{(auzu = 0, Z, )W, MW
— (W = 0, W) Z, W 4 (0, W) — 0, W, ) Z, W | (A.6)

so that one finds that

L dz
Jzwmyw(n) = gw\/_/
y {hL (hL N w) + B (hw(m)hw(n> " w)

—HA}Z (hﬁ/(m) Py oy + h]‘},(m) hy @y + By om) hﬁ/(n) + Ry om) h{/%v(n) ) }
2

= @y, cos Oy

/ZL dz 1
VT Z Tywm) Ty (n)

X {QCZ ((1 + cos? QH)CW(m)CW(n) + sin? QHSW(m) gW(n))
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.92 0 ) ) . R )
= o = CalCyin Coven + S S + 52(Cpm Siwon + S ch)}] (A7)

cos? Oy
Here Cyyomy = C(2; Ay ) ete. Numerical values of g,y )y are given in Table .

Table 5: g mpm) /gw cos By Only the values larger than O(107?) are shown and written
by three significant figures.

0 1 2 3 1 5 6 7

0 1. 010~ 0O(10 ") 0(10®) 010 ") 0(10-% 010" 010"
1] 0(107%)  0.996 0032 O(107%) O(10~%) 0(10=%) 0(1075) O(10~°)
2 | 0(10°7)  0.032 0350  -0.022 O(10-7) O(1074) 0(105) O(107%)
31 0(107%) O0(107%)  -0.022  0.996 0032  O(107%) 0O(10~%) O(107%)
41 0(10°7) 0(107%) O(10-7)  0.032 0.350  -0.023 O(107%) O(107%)
5000076 0107 0(107%) O(107%) -0.023  0.996 0.032  O(1079)
6 | O(107%) 0(10°) 0(107%) O0(10~%) O(1075)  0.032 0.350  -0.023

71 0(107%) O(107%) O(10~%) 0(10-%) O(107%) O0(10%) -0.023  0.996

A3 ~AZWMW O coupling

Similarly yZW ™ W™ coupling is contained in

0 [ A W (2, - (2,77, )
A W) (125 W) = 120, W) [

- Z Gyzwmw "

m,n

< {AW, N (Z,W ™ — Z,W M)+ AW, Z,W ) — Z,W M) (AL8)

so that

2L (]
9y zwmwn) = 92L
m n
vz w . k

X {hﬁ Ry my <h§h5v<n> +—F ) + g <h§h$v<n> + )

2 2
ht 4+ hE hihywoo + hBhyw + hzhh . + hzhf
+ W (m)
2 2
The relation g, 7y mwm = —€gzwmwm follows from the gauge invariance as well.
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A4 HWOW® coupling

The Higgs coupling HW ™ (™ is contained in the Tr F,.F"* term
; o [T dz -+ 7 - 7 v
—igak? [ T [0 (W A + 0. (W )|
k2
D = grwommwon HW, MW,y (A.10)

so that

L dz

JHW W) = igAkz/ e
1 VA

XEUJH(Z) |:— (azilw(m)) (th(n) — hgv(n)) + az (hﬁ/(m) — hﬁ/(m))hw(n) + (m — n):|

2
= — WL ! sin @ cos 6
= —GJw z% 1 S H H
X/ dz{(@zﬁwm))CW(n) — (0ZCW<m))SW(n> + (m — n)} . (A.ll)
1

Numerical values of gy mym are given in Table @]

Table 6: gpyymwm /Gw cos Oy in the unit of GeV written by three significant figures. The
values smaller than O(10) are abbreviated.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
0 80.0 2.55x 102 o(1) 45.4 0(1071h) 20.7 o(1071h) 10.4
1| 255%x10% -3.50x10% 1.39x10* -1.96x10% 1.40x10° o(1) 2.28x10? -24.1
2 0(1) 1.39x10*  5.62x10%> 2.06x10* 2.87x10%> 3.04x103 0(1) 1.66x103
3 45.4 -1.96x102  2.06x10* -8.40x10% 2.94x10* -4.17x10%® 3.54x103 O(1)
41 O(107Y)  1.40x10% 2.87x10%2 2.93x10* 1.07x10® 3.49x10* 5.11x10%> 4.51x103
5 20.7 0(1) 3.04x10° -4.17x10% 3.49x10* -1.36x10% 4.46x10* -6.40x10?
6| O(1071)  2.28x10? 0(1) 3.54x10°  5.11x10% 4.46x10* 1.60x10% 4.88x10*
7 10.4 -24.1 1.66x103 0(1) 4.51x10% -6.40x10% 4.88x10* -1.90x103

A.5 ZW(m)WgL) coupling

The Z W(m)W](%n) coupling in

i3 G0 070 — 0,2,) (W IW R 4w o)

+(auW;(m) - auW;;(m))ZpW;gn) - (auwj(m) - d,WJ(m))ZPW};(,n)
—1—(8qu£”) - avWéLn))Zij(m) - (aquz(/n) - aquLn))ZpW;(m)} (A.12)
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is given by

+ ilzilw(m)

wi

hio + b
wi "t w
2

Lodz
gZW(m)WI(%n) = gw\/z/ —{héhﬁ/(m) hjlv;/(n) + thR (m)h

= gy cos Oy

7L dz 1
STZ Tyy(m) TW‘”’

sin? 0y cos Oy PO
CzCwemC ) — SzSywmC ) ¢ - A.13
X ol —1+c0320H{ 7Cw e Oy = SzSywm W;)} (A.13)

Numerical values of g, (., are given in Table
R

Table 7: g1y /Gw €08 By Only the values larger than O(10~%) are shown and written
R

by two significant figures.

m
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1] 0(0~%  0.004 -0.027  0O(107°) O(10~%) 0(107% 0(10=°) 0O(107%)
n 2] 0(107%) O(107°)  0.025 0.004  -0.027 O(107°) O(10~%) 0O(107%)
310(107% O(107%  0.001  O(107%)  0.026 0.004  -0.027  O(107%)
41 0(107% 0O(107%) O(107%) O(107%)  0.001  O(10~%)  0.027 0.004

A6 ~ZWm W]({n) coupling

Similarly vZW ™) WR”) coupling is contained in

"Lodz
2 P VO
(gA)/1 1
XT | (A7, W) (12, Wi, ) = 120, Wi, )) + (4]

o

D W) (120 Wi, - 120 WE,))

A Wi ) (120 W) = (20, W) + LA Wi ) (12, Wi = 2o W) |
= Z gyzw(mwgmﬂpnw
AW Z, W, — Z, W () + w0 (Z, Wt — Z, W)
+AWH (Z,Wr ™ — Z, W) 4 AW (Z, W — Z, W m) ) (A.14)

so that

dz
—goVL / {hL(m hy héhﬁ,m) + o Mo hghﬁfén)

(hL o t h'y(0)> hW(m) hZ (hwgl) " hﬁ,}g)) }

m (n) —
9y zwewl

= _eg’ngW(m) W}(%") .

The relation n = —e » Tollows from the gauge invariance as well.
g,yzw(m)wl({ ) gZW(T”)W}(% ) g g

24



A7 HWOWY and HWW coupling
Similarly the HW (™) WI(;) coupling contained in
o [Trdz - [1i7+ 1 T~ F v
—igak® [ T [0, (W A + 0.0 W, ]|
1
D= Gy HW W o (A.16)
is given by

“Lodz
— 2
gHw(m)W](%n) - 7'gAk; /1 E

I . L (Csinon)
N gw Z% — ]_ Tw(m) TWI({n) H
X/ dz [(OZC’W(”))S’WW — (@S‘W(m))OW(n)] . (A.17)
1 R R

Numerical values of g,y are given in Table . The H Wém)W}(z") couplings vanish
R

for all m,n as a result of the Lie algebra.

Table 8: ¢ HW W /9w in the unit of GeV written by three significant figures. The values

smaller than O(10) are abbreviated.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
266 -168 1.27x10% -69.0 974 0(1) 280 O(1)
50.5 -123  2.13x10* -411 2.76x10* -166 2.63x10° O(1)
20.6 -10.6 3.60x10% -247 3.62x10* -670 4.22x10* -264
11.1  -16.0 1.56x10%® -13.2 5.49x10% -371 5.08x10* -940

IENEGURE R
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A.8 Ztt" coupling

The Z couplings of the top quark tower are found from
2 B
Z/ dZ\/E\Ifa (—igad, —igpQx,B,) 27"¥,
a=1"Y1
z2r d
D —ingM\/Z/ i
1k
hL = ~ = ~ = » hR = ~ = ~ = »
X {72 <U7"U — By"B + tv“t) + 72 <U7“U + By'B — tv“t)
hz (% 0 5 oz T =S T
+ 5 (B’y“t/ + iyt + "B+t fy“t>
+ Quitoh (By"B+ P+ 1907) + QxJM?(?y“U} | (A18)

The Zt™t(™ couplings are found to be

AR LA R
cosQW

2’)“Z

. {czfé?fé? + 004 C: (—f;?f; 1)

‘fsmeH Sz (PS5 + OIS + 1 )+ £ )

— 2sin® 0w CrQu, (715 + f(m)f S SR ) } (A.19)

for the left-handed component t(Ln) and a similar expression for tgf). Noting that Qx, = %
and Qx, = 3, one finds that
Hm) _p,(n) m)_py(n)
Z,u Z {thgm)tEn)tL 'y“tL +thS{m)tS;L)tR 'y“tR } (A.QO)
where
9 7. (m)y(n) = I
2t cos Oy /T 2T 1om Ty

~9 2 (n) (m)
A 9\ Alm) ) S AmCr (D) qoy . O (1) om) ~im) ) &
x[(M%qLcH)C’L 00y + (OL QT )SL +S§m)<1)SL i) 3,

~9 (m (n)
2 gin? ew{ <2% + e+ 1>C o+ s ZL (1) gm € (1; Sg”}cz],

™yt osa
Guw V2V'L L
G, m) () = dz
Ztp 'ty cos O /T 2T 1m) T y(n)
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i 2 (1 cim .
2

SP (1) Sy (1)
~9 C(m)(l) C(n)(l)
_2gin?p {(2“—+CQ +1)S(m>5<">+32 L 1) m) 2L C’(")}C}. A.21
3 w 1192 H R “R HS(Lm)(l) R Sé”)(l) R z|- | )

Therefore the vector and axial vector coupling are written by

v Gz + 9744 A 9z T I gy (A.22)
I z4mygm) = 9 ) Izimygm) = 9 :

Numerical values of ggt(w .y are given in Table @

Table 9: g‘Z/t(m)t(") = %{th(m)t(n) —i—th(m)t(n)} in the unit of g/ cos 0y,. The values larger than
s PRI _ ) ‘

O(107?) are shown. g7 (), = §{th<Lm)t<Ln) — th%m)tg)} in the unit of g/ cosfy is smaller

than O(107?) in the range of m,n < 10, except for 9§t<0>t<0> = —0.2501.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

0] 0095  -0.008 000l O(10-%) O(10-°) O(10-% 0(10-°) O(10~7?)
1| -0008  0.337 0059  O(1074)  0.002 O(1075) 0O(10-%) O(107°)
2| 0.001 0059  -0.149  -0.010 O(1075) O(10~%) 0O(1075) O(10~%)
3101074 0(107%)  -0.010  0.338 0.056  O(107%)  0.002  O(1079)
410107  0.002 O(10=°) 0056  -0.149  -0.010 O(107%) O(107%)
51 0(107%) 0(107%) 0(1074) O0(1075)  -0.010  0.338 0.056  O(107%)
6 | 0(10-°) 0O(10~%) O(107%)  0.002 O(1075)  0.056  -0.150  -0.010
7| 0(1075)  0(107%) O(107%) 0(10-%) O(10~%) O0(10~%) -0.010  0.338

A.9 Ht™t™ coupling

The Higgs couplings of the top quark tower are contained in
2L .

/ dzvVGT, (—igakzA,) vy

1
—zgw\/_H/ dz up(2)= (BY°t — 19t — #9°B + t7°t)

2
2
= %_ S Hity"
x / zudz u(2) (F5) 150 = OIS = R )+ 15V A5 ) + (L R)
1
= ZZH <gHt<m>T (n)t( m)f t( Q) gHt(m)T (n)t( m)t t(Ln)> . (A.23)
One finds that

Gty = Iy (mtym
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B [ ) (£08) ~ 100 = 5015+ 1504

gwVkL V2
2 (A = Drymrio

></ dz z{ V2er 84" sHC ( ) Y 4 V2s H Al >C’I(%m)cHC’£n)}. (A.24)
1

s - syV(1)
We denote
9ty Gty R G gt T G g mt, (n)
Ypimygn) = ———= e Gy = L= gL (A.25)
2 2
For m=n
gukVEL /22 =1 cim™(1)
yt(m tm) = — 2 SHCH (m) 5
T(n) r (1
Jremgom) = 0 (A.26)

Numerical values of ;(m)ym) and gymym are given in Table [10] and [1T], respectively.

Table 10: y,(m)yn) in the unit of y; cosfy. Only the values larger than 0(10_3) are shown
and written by three significant figures.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
0] 1.00 0.517 0.188 0.040  -0.010  0.044 0.025 0.013
1] 0517  -0.225 1.04 -0.090  0.234 O(107%) O(10=%)  -0.010
2| 0.188 1.04 0.226 0.674  0.088  0.034  O(107%)  0.057
31 0.049  -0.090 0.694 -0.217 1.05  -0.087 0.244  O(107%)
4-0.010 0.234 0.088 1.05 0.217  0.670 0.087 0.028
51 0.044 O(107%)  0.034 -0.087  0.670  -0.214 1.05 -0.087
6| 0.025 O(107%) O(107%)  0.244  0.087 1.05 0.215 0.667
710013  -0.010 0.057  O(107%) 0.028  -0.087 0.667 -0.213

Table 11: ,(m);m in the unit of y; cos @y. Only the values larger than O(1073) are shown
and written by three significant figures.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

0] o 0529 0091  -0.043 -0.015 -0.049  0.015  -0.011
1| 0529 0 0.040  0.014 -0.005 O(1074) O(1075)  0.002
2 | -0.091  0.040 0 0.119  -0.012  -0.011  O(1074)  -0.026
310043  0.012 0.119 0 0.024  0.008  -0.014 O(107%)
410015 O(107%)  0.012 0.024 0 0.060  -0.007  -0.005
510049 O(107%) 0011  -0.008  0.062 0 0.017  0.006
6 |-0.015 O(107%) O(10~%) 0014  0.007  0.017 0 -0.040
710011 O(1073)  0.026 O(10~%) 0.005  0.006 0.040 0
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A.10 ZF™F® coupling

The Z couplings of the dark fermion tower are given by

zZr N
/ dZ\/é‘IJF (—ZQAA;L — igBQXFB,u) Z’}/'u\I/F
1

L [
— izt Y[y
coshw \/2,/r7 )1 e
[ (1 4 cost) COFE™ 157 + (1 = cos ) O £ 19
naS(2) (1) i1 ) Ve,

—2in? ( £ g prom) f,fz)) Fyyi (I + Q) PV 4 (L — R)}

- -iz,y { - Frmayp e ——— Frr )y )

+gZF2(m)FLO(")F ARETD A 970 F}g(mﬁ R E g(n)} ; (A.27)

where F\" is a abbreviation of the doublet (F;"™, FY™)T and I is a isospin operator. For

Qx, = 1/2 one finds that

Juw \/Z 1 L 1
Gt (m) pt(n) = dz—
ZF "V F cosOw 20/2 /77 J1 N T )

" { (1-+ cos 0y — dsind ) Co(2) sin G5 () C] ()51 ()L )

+(1 = cos By — 4sin® By ) Cz(z) cos® %Cém)(1)S£m)(z)0£")(1)52”>(2)

. 0 0
—sinfyS(z) sin 7H cos 7H

x (SIS + P )SE ()8 (10 (:) ) }

Juw \/Z 1 L d 1
gZFE Fpl cos Oy 2/2\/r7 J; VT Emm)T pn)

x { (1 + cos 05) Oz () sin? %Hsgm(ncgm) ()™ (1) (2)

9 m m n n
+(1 = cos ) Cz(z) cos® gcé )(1)52 )(Z)Cé )(1)52 )(z)



5 0
—sinfyS(z) sin ?H cos 7H

x (ST ME e M) () + PSSP MR (2)) } (A.28)

gZF;(m)F;(n) and gZFg(m)Fg(”) are obtained from the formulas for gZFZ-(m)Fz-(n) and gZFg(m)FE(")
by replacing CL(z) to Sg(z) and Sp(z) to Cg(z), respectively. Numerical values of
9y pim ey A g7 o) pogy are given in Table [12) and (13| respectively.

Table 12: ggFHm)FHn) : %{gZFL“"”FL“”) + gZF#m)Fg(n)} in the unit of g/ cosfy,. Only the
value larger than O(1073) are shown and written by three significant figures.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1] 0230 0021 O@107°) -0.00l O(0° 010 7% 0107
2| 0021 0267 0009 O(107%) 0O(107%) 0(107%) 0(107)
3] 0107% 0009  -0.230 0024  O(107%)  -0.001  O(10~)
4] 0001 O(107%)  0.024 0267  0.009 O(107%) 0104
5| 0(107%) 0(107%) O(10-%)  0.009  -0.229  0.025  O(10-°)
6| 0(10~%) O(107%)  -0.001 O(10~%)  0.025 0267  0.009
71 0(10°%) 0(107%) 0(107%) O(107%) 0(107%)  0.009  -0.229
Table 13: QZFO(m>F0<n> = %{9ZF2(’">F2<"> + gZFg<m)Fg(n)} in the unit of g/ cosfy. Only the

value larger than O(1073) are shown and written by three significant figures.

1 2 3 4 5 6
0.002 0021 O(10°) 0001 O(10° 0(10%) Of
0.021 0498  -0.009 O(10=°) O(10~°) O(10~%) O
O(107%)  -0.009  -0.002  -0.024 O(107°)  0.001 O
0001  O(107%)  -0.024  -0.498  -0.009 O(1075) O
0(107%) 0(107%) O(107%) -0.009  -0.002  -0.025 O(10~°
0(107%) 0(10=%)  0.001  O(10=°)  -0.025  -0.498  -0.009
0(107%) 0(10=%) 0(10=%) O(10%) O(10~%)  -0.009  -0.002

N O U W N
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A.11 HF™FE® coupling

The Higgs couplings of the dark fermion tower are given by

2L, B
/ dZ\/a‘IfF (—igAAZ) ’}/5\I’F
1

zL

D —igak \/—ZHUH (sz Fém v f n) "’er F(m) ’ lR)FI(%n)>
1

+ (L +— R)

= —igak

1 L 1 0 0
—/ dz—sin—Hcos—HZHuH
A /TF(m)TF(n) 1 2\/§ 2 2 o

{ (—s e (e MR () + RS @SS (=) ) FEES
+ (=SSP WS ) + e e s e @)

=iH Z (gHFém)TF}%n) Fém)fF}(%n) gHF('m)TF(n)F(m)TF(n)> (A.29)

m,n
where

)T =

VkL . Oy GH/ 1
——————— S1I1 — COS —
T'pm)T p(n) 2 1 1/

< (simmer e e ) - c£m><1>s§m><z>s£"’<1>s§:><z>) ,

VEL . Og Ou / 1
c08 —-
1

9 p(m)t pn) = G —F————= S
HER ™" 1y, VT )T pn) 2 2,/

x (=S SE ()08 (z) + oé"“<1>c§;”><z>si”><1>c£"><z>) . (A30)
One can show that g;{FW”F(“) = gHF,gm”Fgm = gHFénﬁFl(%m). We define
R L

Iupemtpe T Gy pewtpen A I pmtpe T Gy pimt pn
Ypom pin) = 5 , Jpompey = 5 - (A31)

In particular

vVkL 0
Yp(n) pn) = Gy ——————Sin —H cos ——\/ 15} ") C’(n (A.32)

T T p(»)

Numerical values of ypem pey and Ypem oy are given in Table [14] and [I5], respectively.
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Table 14: Yp@m) pmy in the unit of 1y, sin %H. The value are written by three significant
figures.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
-0.944 -12.6  0.328 2.85 -0.006 -0.485 0.038
-12.6  0.856 873 -0.357 -0.174 0.003 0.394
0328 873 -0924 -12.7  0.369 2.65 -0.002
285 -0.357 -127 0920 9.06 -0.376 -0.277
-0.006 -0.174  0.369 9.05 -0.942 -12.7  0.380
-0.485  0.003 2656 -0376 -12.7 0941 9.13
0.038 0.394 -0.002 -0.277 0380 9.13 -0.953

N OO W N

Table 15: §p@m) pm) in the unit of y; sin %H. Only the value larger than O(107?) are shown
and written by three significant figures.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
0 -6.54  0.117 1.35 -0.017 -0.654 0.013
6.54 0 1.62 -0.094 0.168 0.005 0.106
-0.117  -1.62 0 -1.26  0.066  0.627 -0.002

-1.35  0.094 1.26 0 0.934 -0.057 0.027
0.017 -0.168 -0.066 -0.934 0 -0.668  0.044
0.6564 0.005 -0.627 0.057  0.668 0 0.648
-0.013 -0.106 0.002 -0.027 -0.044 -0.648 0

N OO W
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