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Abstract

We discuss the Yukawa couplings in 6D gauge-Higgs unification models on 72/Zx
in the presence of magnetic fluxes. We provide general formulae for them, and nu-
merically evaluate their magnitude in a specific model on T%/Z3. Thanks to the
nontrivial profiles of the zero-mode wave functions, the top quark Yukawa coupling
can be reproduced without introducing a large representation of the gauge group for
matter fields. However, it is difficult to realize small Yukawa couplings only by the
magnetic fluxes and the Wilson-line phases because of the complicated structure of
the mode functions on T?/Zy (N = 3,4,6).
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1 Introduction

The gauge-Higgs unification (GHU) [I]-[5] is an interesting candidate for the new physics
beyond the standard model. The Higgs fields are identified with extra-components of
higher-dimensional gauge fields, and we do not need to introduce elementary scalar
fields. The higher-dimensional gauge symmetry governs the Higgs and the Yukawa sec-
tors. Namely, the gauge invariance prohibits the Higgs masses at tree—level and the
Yukawa couplings originate from the (higher-dimensional) gauge couplings. In particular,
five-dimensional (5D) models have been extensively investigated [7]-[18] because they have
the simplest extra-dimensional structure and the 5D gauge invariance protects the Higgs
mass against large quantum corrections.

Six-dimensional (6D) GHU models are also phenomenologically attractive because the
existence of Higgs quartic couplings at tree-level makes a realization of the observed Higgs
mass easier [6]. In our previous work [I9], we investigated 6D GHU models on T?/Zy
orbifolds, and searched for possible gauge groups, orbifolds, and representations of the
matter fermions by requiring the theory to have the custodial symmetry and realize the
top quark mass. By employing the group theoretical analysis, we found that the minimal
candidate is an U(4) gauge theory on T?/Z3 and the third-generation quarks are embedded
into 20’ of SU(4).

6D models have another important feature. We can introduce magnetic fluxes that
penetrate the compact space as a background. Such a background is phenomenologically
interesting because it induces gauge symmetry breaking, chiral fermions in four-dimensional
(4D) effective theories, and multiple zero-modes from a single bulk field [20]-[24]. Besides,
since the magnetic flux deforms the flat profile of zero-mode wave functions in the extra
dimensions, it can control 4D effective Yukawa couplings [25].

In this paper, we discuss the Yukawa couplings in 6D GHU models on 7?%/Zy in the
presence of background magnetic fluxes. As mentioned above, the Yukawa couplings orig-
inate from higher-dimensional gauge couplings. Hence, they become flavor-universal in a
simple setup. In 5D models on S'/Z,, we can vary them by means of the bulk fermion
masses that have kink profiles. Unfortunately, they cannot be extended to 6D models
because we only have codimension 2 singularities on two-dimensional orbifolds. Instead,

we can control them by the magnetic fluxes and the Wilson-line phases. Furthermore,

! Six-dimensional (6D) models generically allow tadpole terms proportional to the field strength Fy5 at

the orbifold fixed points. Such terms induce tree-level Higgs masses unless they are cancelled [6].



the magnetic fluxes, which are quantized, can realize the generational structure of quarks
and leptons. In Refs. [26]-[29], possibilities of reproducing the realistic Yukawa structure
by magnetic fluxes are investigated in the context of ten-dimensional super Yang-Mills or
superstring theories, and it is shown to be reproduced in some cases. Their success of
the realization of the Yukawa hierarchy is supported by the following two points. One is
that the gauge groups they considered are large and contain a lot of U(1) subgroups that
have the magnetic fluxes, which means that there exist sufficient number of independent
magnetic fluxes to control the Yukawa couplings. The other is that their models are com-
pactified on T2 or T /Zg.H Hence the mode functions have simpler structures than those
on T?/Zy (N = 3,4,6), and easier to control. However, these properties are not necessary
conditions for the GHU models. In this paper, we discuss realization of the Yukawa hier-
archy in smaller gauge groups, and especially focus on a U(3) model on T2 /Z3 as a specific
example.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we explain our setup and
introduce the magnetic fluxes. In Sec. 3] we show explicit forms of the mode functions on
T? and T?/Zy. In Sec. @ we provide a formula for the Yukawa coupling constants, and

evaluate their numerical values in a specific model. Sec. [Alis devoted to the summary.

2 Setup

We consider a 6D gauge theory compactified on an orbifold T?/Zy (N = 2,3,4,6). The
gauge group is G x U(1)y, where G is a simple group that includes SU(2), x U(1),
The field content consists of the G gauge field Ay, the U(1), gauge field By, where
M =0,1,---,5is the 6D Lorentz index, and 6D Weyl fermions \I/fm (f=1,2,---), where
X6 = £ denotes the 6D chirality. The 6D Lagrangian is

1 1 =
L= —@Tr (FMNFyy) — EBfvaw + Ly + Y W TYD, WS (2.1)
A B 7
where Ly denotes the gauge-fixing terms, 'V are 6D gamma matrices, and g4 and gp are

the 6D gauge coupling constants for G and U(1), respectively. The field strengths and

2 In Ref. [28], the cases in which three generations are realized are discussed on T?/Zy (N = 2,3,4,6).

However, the numerical evaluations of the Yukawa couplings are performed only on T?2/Z,.
3 'We do not consider the color group SU(3)c since it is irrelevant to the discussion, and U(1) is

introduced in order to adjust the Weinberg angle to the realistic value.



the covariant derivatives are defined as

Fun = OmAy — OnAym — i [Aun, AN
Byn = OBy — OvBu,
DV, = (On — 1Ay — gy Bar) ¥, (2.2)

where ¢y is the U(1) y charge of W/ .

2.1 Orbifold and boundary conditions

For the coordinates of the extra dimensions, it is convenient to use a complex (dimension-

less) coordinate z = -

= g5 (¢! +iz°), where Ry > 0 is one of the radii of 7%. Correspondingly,

the extra dimensional components of the gauge fields are written as
Az = 7TR1 (A4 — ZA5) s Bz = 7TR1 (B4 — ZB5) . (23)
The orbifold T?%/Zy is defined by identifying points in the extra space as

z~wz+ng +ne7,  (ng,ne € Z) (2.4)

where w = 2m/N

7 is allowed when N = 2 while it must be equal to w when N = 3,4, 6. The orbifold T%/Zy

and 7 is a complex constant that satisfies Im 7 > 0. An arbitrary value of

has the following fixed points in the fundamental domain [30]:

07%7%71-’_777 (OH T2/Z2)

2=z = % TTT’ 5 (onTP/Z) (2.5)
Oa %7 (On T2/Z4)
0. (on T?/Zg)

We can introduce 4D fields or interactions at these fixed points. Fields at equivalent points
on T?/Zy do not have to be equal as long as the Lagrangian is single-valued. The torus

boundary conditions are expressed as

Ay, 2+ 8) = Ug(2) Ay (2, 2)UTH(2) +i(UOp U (2),
By (w, 2+ s) = Bu(x, 2) + O As(2),
Ul (x,2+s) = eiquS(z)Us(z)\Iffw(:c, 2), (2.6)



where s = 1,7. Matrices Us(z) € G and real functions A(z) may depend on z. The

orbifold boundary conditions are

Au(z,wz) = PA,(2,2)P7', A (z,w2) =w 'PA,(z,2) P,
BM(ZL',(UZ) = BM(ZE',Z), Bz(l’,WZ) :w_le(z,z),

U (zwz) =w T eI PY | (2, 2), (2.7)

X6:X4

where x4 denotes the 4D chirality, ¢y and P € G are a real constant and a constant matrix,
respectively.

The G gauge field is decomposed as
Ay =Y CiH;+Y WgEa, (2.8)

where {H;, F,} are the generators of G in the Cartan-Weyl basis, ie., H; (i =
1,2,--- ,Rank G) are the Cartan generators and a runs over all the roots of G. The
generators are normalized as Tr(H;H;) = 6;; and Tr(EqEg) = da,—p. We can always

choose the generators in such a way that P in (2.7) is expressed as
P=exp(ip-H), (2.9)

where p-H = >, p"H; (p": real constants). Since (2.7)) is a Zy-transformation, the following

relations must hold:

o 20X X0y
w_X42X6 I = oxp (L) , (2.10)

where ng, n, 7 € Z.

2.2 Magnetic fluxes

We introduce the magnetic fluxes that penetrate 72/Zy as a background. For simplicity,
we assume that Wy} do not have nonvanishing background and the background values of

the field strengths are constants. Then nonvanishing constant fluxes are

¢'= [ datde? (Cly) = A(Ch) = -,
T2/Zy N
271
B= do*da’ (Bys) = A(Bys) = ———"(B,.), (2.11)
T2/Z N N



where C'. = 9,Ct — 0;C", B,; = 0.B; — 9:B., and A= (2rR;)*Im /N is the area of the
fundamental domain of T%/Zy. This indicates that the vector potentials C? and B, have
the following background values:
_iN(C'z+ )
AIm T

_iN(Bz +b)
AIm T

(C2) = ;o (B = ) (2.12)

where ¢ and b are complex constants, which correspond to the Wilson-line phases [25] [32].
From (2.12), we identify Us(z) and A4(z) (s = 1,7) in (2.06) as

Us(z) = exp {ZZ (]\7C2]I:+7(:9z) + 27'('062) Hz} ;

_ NBIm (5z)

Ay(z) = + 2B, (2.13)

2Im T
where o, and 3, are real constants, which correspond to the Scherk-Schwarz (SS) phases [25]

32]. The magnetic fluxes C* and B are quantized as

NC - a = 2kqm,
N(C- p+qsB) = 2y, (2.14)
where a and p are a root and a weight of G, and kg, k,y € Z. The first and the second

conditions originate from the requirement for the single-valuedness of W& and ¥/ on

T?/Zy, respectively. Using (ZI4), the background gauge fields are expressed as

 kami(Z+ (o)
(C:ra) = 2lmT ’
kupmi(Z 4 Cuy)
. B - _ wf nf 21
(C.-pm+qrB:) s (2.15)
where )
_ C- K+ g
= , — 2.16
C=Ta e p+qB (2.16)

We assume that the magnetic fluxes break G' to SU(2); x U(1)y x U(1)"™? (r: rank
of G), and that U(1), x U(1) is broken down to the hypercharge group U(1), at one of
the orbifold fixed points by some dynamics. The generators of the unbroken SU(2); and

U(1),, are expressed as
1z.17) =

where ay, is a root of SU(2); C G, and a constant real vector 1 satisfies 17 - o, = 0. Then

Ei, o, -H
for L 2), Q;=mn-H, (2.17)

the hypercharge Y is expressed in terms of Q; and the U(1), generator Qx as

Y = Qs+ QOx. (2.18)



3 Mode functions

In this section, we provide a brief review of the results in Refs. [25] 28, 31, B2, 33] in our

notations, and show explicit forms of the mode functions on 7% and T2/ Zy.

3.1 Kaluza-Klein mode expansion

The 6D fields are expanded into the Kaluza-Klein (KK) modes as

Cﬁ%@=¢%ﬁ§:ﬁ@@@@% We(x,z) = V}&E:f ()W (@),
B,(z, z) \/77TR1 Zf B("

Cilz,2) = (CD)(2) + gAZgZ(Z)%(x), We(x,2) = ga Y 95 (2)e5 (@),

@wwﬁmZZ%Wwwm,
(e = o= 3 YA e, 3.1)

where |p) is a vector in the G representation space that corresponds to the weight . The

fermion fields /] and AL are the right- and the left-handed 2-component spinors defined

Vo
- (Aid> ’
f
_ (f?) | (3.2)

All the mode functions are defined to be dimensionless, and normalized as

as

S S

| = + ==

Il I
N
Ko o Kb
TSES N
N~

> SE

|~ + =

| |

/ dzdz F(2)Fn(2) = 6nm, (3.3)
12/ZN

where F,(z) denotes the mode functions. The coefficients in the KK expansion are deter-

mined so that the 4D KK modes have canonically normalized kinetic terms.

4 Note that [dztda® = 2(7R1)? [dzdz.



From (2.6) and (2.13), the mode functions should satisfy

ko .
g2 +5) = o { 52 () + 2o ),
mrT
Lo
hi " (2 + ) = exp { o T Im (52) + 2migh! } hra (2),
mr7
{]{Z“fﬂ'l }

where

and from (2.7)), they also satisfy

fiwz) = fi(z),  [X(wz)=ePfX(2),  [P(wz)=fP(2),
gh(wz) =wlgh(2),  gr(wz) =wle?%X(2), gF(wz)=wT'gl(2),
hgtn)“f(wz) = wqt%ei“”feip'“h%i)”f(z), hﬁ)”f(wz) = wi%ei@feip'“hii)”f(z). (3.6)

The SS phases ¢, = ¢%, ¢*/ in ([B.4) are defined modulo 1. This means that a set
of solutions to the mode equation is invariant under ¢; — ¢s + 1. When |K| > 1
(K = kg, kup), however, each mode function is not invariant under such shifts. In fact,
the shift: ¢; — ¢1 + 1 changes an eigenstate to another degenerate eigenstate, and the
shift: ¢, — ¢, + 1 rotates the phase of the mode function. (See Sec. 2.2 of Ref. [32].) If
we focus on a specific eigenstate among the degenerate mass eigenstates, the period of ¢,
is | K|, rather than 1.

We should also note that the SS phases can be converted into the Wilson-line phases
by a large gauge transformation, and vice versa [32]. The correspondence is

(a7 o ka — -
¢s - O? COL ~ ¢5 - 2Im7_]:m (SCOL)? COL - 0?

by
=0 Gur o o = S Im (5Gy), Gur =0, &0

or equivalently,
(0% « 2 (0% (0%
¢s7 Ca:O A ¢s:0a Ca:k_(TQSl_QST)a

2
i



In the following, we choose a gauge where all the SS phases are zero. As mentioned in
Refs. [32], [34], [35] [36], the Wilson-line phases can only take finite numbers (which are equal
to the numbers of the orbifold fixed points) of values when the theory is compactified on

T?/Zx (see Appendix [Al).

3.2 Mode equations

We choose the following gauge-fixing terms:

b wi VL L (gup )
Lo = =57 { (D AM> } > (a BM> , (3.9)
where Ay = Ay — (Apr), B =By — (By), and

Then, the mode equations are read off as

0.0:f, = —1ipfr.  Oafy = =1 fi,  0.0:f) =~y f),

000, = ~itaty  (Oat g ) o = g, D.0ug = —iikal
DENREMS — g OB DD RS e s
Dg“f)hgn)“f _ _mnhI(;L)uf’ D;uf)h;)uf _ m:h%{—n)uf’ (3.11)

where m,, = T1Rym,, (m, is the KK mass eigenvalues) and

_ kaﬂ-(z + ga) kaﬂ-(z + Ea) ko
Oa = (8_ - 2Im T ) (82 2Im T - 2Im T
Fam(+Ga) ) (5. Kam(c+Ga)) _ Kam
2Im T ® 2Im 7 2Im 7’
=0, — ,wa(z + Cuf)’ Dguf) = 0. + kufﬂ(z + Cuf)' (3.12)
2Im 7 2Im 7

3.3 Mode functions on T?

Let us first find the mode functions defined on 7, which are denoted by letters with tilde.
They are obtained by solving ([B.I1)) with (3.4]) in the manner of Refs. [25], 32].

5 The eigenvalues m,, are in general complex for the fermionic fields, while they are real for the bosonic

fields because of the hermiticity of the corresponding differential operators.



3.3.1 Gauge fields

Since C%, and By, do not feel the background gauge fields, their mode equations are easily
solved, and the solutions are

2rlm {(n +17) 2rIm {(n +(7)z}

z -
) + N, sin

friL,l(Z)a flfm,z(z) = 1221 COS

Im 7 Im 7 ’
x _ 2rIm {(n +17)z} . 2nlm {(n+17)z}
B B cB sB
= 1
n,l(z> gnl( ) Nn,l CoS Im T n,l 1 Im 7 ) (3 3)
where N, N, N& and N3 are real constants, and the corresponding mass eigenvalues
are | |
Tin+ 1T
p=—- 3.14
Im 7 (3:.14)

Note that the zero-mode functions are constant.

For Wi} with ko = 0, the mode functions are affected only by the Wilson-line phasesH

f,‘jfl(z), Gri(2) = N exp {%Im {<n+ o ka;a) z}} , (3.15)

where N% are normalization constants, and the mass eigenvalues are

k
n+Ir — (3.16)

Mmp, =

T
Im Tt 2

The other fields feel the magnetic ﬂuxesH and there are degenerate mass eigenstates at

each KK level. For W with ko # 0, there are no zero-modes, i.e.,

- I\ kol 7™ _ |ka|™
2 = > : 1
n (n—l— 2) Im7 = 2Im7 >0 (3.17)
As for W&, only components with k, > 0 have zero-modes. The corresponding mode
functions are
309 (2) = F9 (21 ko Ca), (3.18)
where j =1,2,--- , ko, and
(
Im (24¢) %
(2KIm 1) 1eXmE+0 70y K(z+(),Kr), (K>0)
. 0
FUl(z K, () = (3.19)
- ¥
(2| K|Im 7) 7 efmiz+0)? S KA(K(z+(),K7). (K <0)
0
\

6 For these modes, we label the KK level by a pair of integers.
" Note that kaCa = Nc- a/27 is independent of the flux C’. It can take nonvanishing values even in

the case of kq = 0.
8 For simplicity, we do not consider the case of kpr=0.

10



Here, 9 [ Z ] is the Jacobi theta function defined by

9 [ Z ] (Kz K7) = i griltta) Krg2mill+a)(Kz+b) (3.20)
I=—o0
The function FU) satisfies the relation:
{FO( K, Q)} = F (2 -K,Q), (3.21)
and is normalized as
/Tdez {FO KO FO K0 = b (3.22)
The mode functions for the KK excitation modes are
GV (=) o< (D) 5 (2), (3.23)
where o
DY =9, — % (3.24)
and the mass eigenvalues are
2 = ?fn“j (3.25)

The components of W& with k, < 0 do not have zero-modes, and

(n+1)|kq|m - |ko| -
Imr — ImT

2 = 0. (3.26)

m
3.3.2 Fermions

For components of \Iffm with k,r > 0, only w_{ and M have zero-modes whose mode

functions are given by
hi "2, hig™T(2) = FO (= kg, Gup), (3.27)

where j = 1,2,--- k,s. For components of \If§26 with k,y < 0, only @Df and S\i have

zero-modes whose mode functions are
I (2), BT (2) = FO (2 kg, Guy) (3.28)

where j =1,2,- -+, |kus|.

(nf) (fOl"

The mode functions for the KK excitation modes are obtained by operating D
kuy > 0) or D) (for ks < 0) on the above functions, and their mass eigenvalues are
k
2 _ MRl T (3.29)

m
Im 7

11



3.4 Mode functions on T?/Zyn

As we have seen in the previous subsection, {fi(z), fF(z)} and {gi(z), §&(2)} are constants.
The former satisfies the orbifold boundary conditions in ([B.6]), but the latter does not. Thus,
¢}, and B, have zero-modes on T?/Zy while C? and B, do not.

As for W& with k4 = 0, zero-modes exist on T2 only when (, = 0 (see (B:IEI))H Since
the corresponding mode functions are constants, they satisfy (3.0) only when p-a = 0
for f§*(z), and p- a0 = 2r/N for g§(z). These are the conditions for W and W have
zero-modes on T2/ Zy.

The other modes feel the magnetic fluxes. Thus, they have degenerate modes at each
KK level. The orbifold boundary conditions in (B.6) have the form

F(w2) = nF(2), (3.30)
where 7 is an N-th root of unity, and j = 1,2, - || K| discriminates the degenerate modes.
Note that

A L= a0)
FY(2) = 5 > n Y (w'a), (3.31)

1=0
where FOU )(z) is a zero-mode function on T2, satisfies (3.30). Since FOU )(wlz) is a solution
of (B.I1)) that satisfies (3.4]), it can be expressed as a linear combination of FOU )(z), ie.,

K]
F(whz) ZDM ), (3.32)

1 N
where D](.‘,“;) are constants. Thus, F/7(z) in (33I) is expressed as

K]
F9 (2 ZM(" ER (2 (3.33)
where
1 N-1 ( l)
M) = 5 20Dy (3.34)
=0

Although j runs from 1 to |K|, not all of FO(J (z) are independent mode functions [32]. In
fact, the matrix M® generically has zero eigenvalues. The number of zero-modes is equal
to the rank of M. Here, note that the matrix M® is hermitian because

N-1

1 ’ 4
M — ~ Zn D@ N Zn—l DWW — M("), (3.35)

I'=0

9 Note that keCa/2 is defined modulo 1 and 7 as can be seen from (B3.5).

12



where I’ = —I. (See Appendix[Al) Thus, M can be diagonalized by a unitary matrix V

vV Ayt — diag (A1, Xa, -+, Ay 0,--+,0), (3.36)
where )\; (j = 1,2,---,7) are the non-zero (real) eigenvalues, and r = Rank M™. Then
we find that

K] A vimER 1<i<r
Z kFO(k . JZk ik Lo ()> ( =7 ) (3.37)
0. (r+1<j<|K|
Therefore, it is convenient to choose independent mode functions on 7?/Zy as
||
FP(z Z VDR (2), (3.38)
where j = 1,2,--- ,r. We can easily show that these satisfy the orthonormal condition:

[, @ {fe) RO = (3.39)

Z/ZN

which follows from the orthonormal condition of /7’ )(z) The matrix M® is expressed as
M = /T @ {F )} B9 (). (3.40)

In Ref. [33], analytic forms of the matrix M® are derived implying the operator formalism.
It is obtained from (3.34]) with analytic forms of DY e ), which are collected in Appendix [Al
The mode functions for the KK modes are obtained by operating D, = Dé"‘), D) or

D; = D' D% on FY(2), just like those on T2. However, since
D, (Féj)(wlz)> =w (D F(J)> (W'2) x W FP(w'2), (when K > 0)
D; (F’O(j)(wlz)) = (D F(J)> (w'z) o wlF(J)(w z), (when K < 0) (3.41)

the phase factor 7 in Mgz) becomes nw™! (for K > 0) or nw (for K < 0). Therefore, the
expression corresponding to (3.38) for the KK modes is
K
VN VI TEW(2)  (for K > 0)
FV () = 1 : (3.42)
VNI VEEIER(2)  (for K < 0)
k=1

n

13



The number of mass eigenstates at each KK level is given by the rank of M@ ™) (for
K > 0) or that of M™") (for K < 0).
Note that the constants D§:l) in Appendix [Al, which are functions of K and (, satisfy

Dy -k, ¢] = DK, ¢, (3.43)

where ( = %(7‘@51 — ¢,). Thus, we find that

| V-1 l | V-l y
M=K, = 5 D i D =K. =5 > 7Dy K (]
1=0 1=0
| V-1 . )
= 5 27D K (= MK () (3.44)
=0
where I’ = —[. This indicates that the number of zero-modes for a field that feels a magnetic

flux K < 0 and the orbifold twist phase 7 is equal to that for a field with |K| and 7.

4 Yukawa coupling constants

4.1 General expression

In the gauge-Higgs unification, the Yukawa couplings originate from the 6D gauge interac-

tions:

S:/dﬁx D WM Dyl > e M Dy )
I+ I-

= /d% /d2z ol | =Y AN+ N AT | e+, (40)
I+ f-
where d?2 = dzdz. In the 4D effective theory, we have the following Yukawa couplings:

yukawa Z Z Z yz]]{; uf+¢ u+a f+ Oa(k) j\l_i'é‘+(‘7) _'_ hC

B fv ik

+ Z Z Z ymk#«f )\Mf a(k ’l/) (n+a) f- (i) +h.c., (42)

B o ik

14



where the indices i, j, k run over the degenerate zero-modes, and

1ga(p + a|Eg|p i Y alk j
g = ( R\ ) / 2 {h%)(“"‘”*”(z)} 68O ()RR ()
T 12/ZN

2 I o 7 ¥ o ]
PV ot alEali) [ @ {0 () g O o
NVN T2

|K1| |K2| |Ks|

= —2igaVIm7(p + a|Eq|p) Z Z Z vim V(n2 A

i'=1j'=1k'=1

X/d2Z .F(Z,) (Z Kl,Cl) (Z K27C2)~F( (Zu K37<.3)7
T2

|K1| [K2| |K3]
o = 2igaVImr (p+ ol Balw) YN viimviEy e
=1 j'=1 k'=1
X / d*z FO(z; Ky, G)F9 (25 Ko, () F*) (2 K3, G3), (4.3)
T2

where g4 = g_\/% = # is the 4D gauge coupling constant, K = K, 4 ayf, G =

Clutayfes Ko = kppey G = Cupys iE ko, (3 = Ca, and {1, 72,73} are the phase factors

in the orbifold boundary conditions [
4.1.1 Couplings to fermions with x¢ = +
From the gauge invariance of the Lagrangian, the following conditions hold:
Ky =Ky + K3, Ki( = Ka( + K3, (4.4)
and from the condition that the zero-modes exist, it follows that
K1 >0, Ky <0, K3>0. (4.5)
Then we find that
{-F(il)(z; K1,C1)}*-7:(jl)(z§ K, (2)

K3 *
= E F =i’ +Kim) (z: K3, C3) FKl+ K j' + K| Kam) [ . K1 Ko K| G — G
\/E m:1 { 7 ) ) ) )

(4.6)

10 The phase factors 11 and 72 depend on the flavor index f, or f_.
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which follows from the formula ((5.8) in Ref. [25]):

-/

K|

v [ % ] (Ki(z+ G), Ki7) -9 ([ Ka| (2 + G2), [K2| T)

K1+|Ka| i —j + K1l
K¢+ |K
Z 19[ K1 +1K| ] <(K1+\K2\) <Z+ 1[51 +||K2||C2) ’(K1+|K2|)7-)
1 2

|Kali' + K17 +K1|Ka|l
X1
0

KA[Ka[(Ki+1Kz]) ] (K1 |Ka| (& — Go), Ky | Ka| (Ki + | Ka)7) (4.7)

with (B.2I)) and (&4]). Therefore, using the orthonormal condition (3.22), we obtain

/dzz {}_(il)(z; Kl,Cl)}* I (25 Ko, () F ™) (21 Ky, )
T

2

Z f(KQZ —K1j'+K1Kam) (0 K1K2K3, C [; <2) 5i’—j’+K1mvk/' (48)
3

x/E,

Notice that 0;_ji4 g m i is defined on Zg,, i.e.,

(i — 5+ Kym =k mod K3)

1
(4.9)
0 (other cases)

Ot —ji 4 Kym k! =

As a result, we obtain the following expression for the Yukawa coupling constant:

2ZgA\/I— Kl ‘K2| K3
N ZZZW (K1, GV (K, GV (K. G
i = 1]/ 1k'=

Z » GG
XZ}—(KQ —K1j'+ K1 K> <0 K KoKy, 2—>2 e Ot jr ot Kymik! - (4.10)

m=1

Note that the matrix V™ depends on the flux and the Wilson-line phase. The indices %, j
and k run from 1 to Rank M) Rank M) and Rank M) respectively.

4.1.2 Couplings to fermions with xyg = —
From the gauge invariance, K, and (, (a = 1,2, 3) satisfy
Ky =K1+ K3, K = K1G + K3, (4.11)
and the zero-mode conditions are
K, <0, K3>0, K3>0. (4.12)
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Following the same procedure in the previous case, we obtain

o _ 219A\/m A& & (n2 (n3)
Yok = 1+ 0| B ) ZZZV’“ (K1, GV [, GV (K, G
i'=1j/'=1k'=
K3

i m) G —C
« Zf-Klj Koi'+ K1 K2 (O K1K2K37 K3 5j’—i’+K2m,k’- (413)

m=1

4.2 Specific model

In this subsection, we evaluate the Yukawa coupling constants in a specific model. We
consider the case that G = SU(3)[2] N = 3, and the matter fermions consist of two xg = —
spinors (UL, W3 ) that belong to 3 of SU(3) and two xg = + spinors (P2, ¥%) that belong
to 3. The U(1), charges are assigned as (qi, q2, q3,q4) = (0,1/3,-2/3,—1/3).

4.2.1 Symmetry breaking and irreducible decomposition

The roots of SU(3) are

13 1 V3
a15<§’7>’ aE(?’_T)’ = o)

—Q, —Qy, —Qg, (414)

the weights of 3 are

1 1 1
= ar~ /= 1> = — Q) = 07_— )
251 (2 2\/5) Ky = 1y 1 < \/5)

= «a a—< ! 1) (4.15)
Hs = M 1 2 — 272\/§ ’ .

and the weights of 3 are {—py, — o, —p13}.
We choose the direction of the G flux in (2.12) as
1
ct.c>)=¢ct (1,——), 4.16
(c,C%) 7 (4.16)
so that G is broken to SU(2); x U(1),. Then, oy, and n in ([2.I7) are identified as
1 1
a, = o, ==, ——F=]. 4.17
R (2 Nﬁ) 0

The normalization of 7 is chosen in such a manner that the hypercharge of the Higgs
doublet becomes +1/2 (see (E20)). The fluxes C' and B are determined so that the

1 'We do not consider the custodial symmetry, for simplicity.
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quantization condition (2.14]) is satisfied for all the roots and the weights. In this model,

(214) becomes

0= 2kig,m, ENC' = 2kiq,T = 2kiq,T,
NC* 2NC!

5 = 2ky =2k, — = 2ky 1,
N <—%1 + g) = 2k_y om=2k_pom, N <2?Cl + g) = 2k_p0m,
N (gl — %) = 2ky 37 = 2ky 3w, N (—%Cl — ?) = 2k 3,
N (—%1 — g) =2k_pam =2k_p4m, N (%Cl — g) = 2k_, 47, (4.18)

These can be solved as

NC' = 6km, NB =6k,

kFia, =0,  Kkioy = Fkias = 3K,

kui = kpr =k,  kua1=—2k,

kopo=rk po=—r+r, k_po=2+r,
kus=kys=r— 2K/, k3= —2k — 2K/,

kopa=hk_pu=—r—+r, k_p1=26—r, (4.19)

where x and k' are integers.

Under the unbroken SU(2),, the SU(3) adjoint representation is decomposed as

{| = a1), |0)r, |1)} : triplet (Y =0)
{laa), |az)} : doublet (Y =1/2)
{| —a3), | —as)} : doublet (Y =—1/2)
)

|0)s : singlet (Y =0) (4.20)

where |0)7 and |0)s are the states that correspond to the Cartan generators, and Y is
the hypercharge. Since the above states do not have the U(1)y charges, Y in (£20) is
equal to the U(1), charge. Thus, the Higgs doublets are identified as (@32(k), @33(“) or

(05 %™, g ™).
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As for the matter sector, {|p),[p1)} and {[ — 1), [ — p9)} (lps) and | — pg)) are
doublets (singlets) of SU(2),. From (ZI8), the hypercharges of the components of ¥"* are

(Y(py), Y (o), Y (e3)) = (0 py,m - po,m - p3) + (a5, 955 Gy)

_ <é % _%> o) | (4.21)

11 ,
<—§,—§,—1) (fOI' \I/_)

112 )
(6, 6, g) (fOI' \I/_,’_)

(Y (=p1), Y (=p12), Y (= p15)) = .
(—1 ! 0) (for w?)

and those of \1114 are

(4.22)
57 _57

Thus (X‘_‘%ﬂj),y_‘bﬂj)) and (X;glf(j),jggﬁ(j)) (@D‘_‘%f(i) and @D;é”f(i)) are identified as the

left-handed doublets (the right-handed singlets) in the standard model. They are denoted

by

‘ 21/6)7 diR(1_1/3), (from \Ill_)

(
Q7(21/6), up(lz/s), (from ¥7)
2—1/2)> ‘333(1—1% (from \I’?i)
2_1/2), Vi(lo), (from W) (4.23)

where L and R denote the 4D chiralities.

4.2.2 Model parameters

We choose the matrix P in (2.7)) in such a way that it does not affect the symmetry breaking

caused by the magnetic fluxes. Then the possible choices are

p= 27;1” <1, —%) : (4.24)

where n, =0, 1, 2.
In order for the components in (£23) to have zero-modes, the integers x and ' in (£.19)
should satisty

/ / /!
K, 26+ K, Kk —2K, 2k — K

>
-2k, —k+ K, 2k —2K', —k—K < -1, (4.25)
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which are summarized as

—1
K>1, —k+l<u < KT (4.26)

Hence, the (po?®) oo™

3k > 0.
The values of the orbifold twist phase n in (3.30) for the relevant components are

are identified as the Higgs doublets Hj because kg, = koy =

expressed as

(w_leip-az — w"p_l (fOl" Hk)
w—%eim e M1 — (ynitnp (fOI‘ QJL)
w3 eiP1ePhs = i+l (for df)
wéeicpze—ip'ﬂl = n2tl (fOl" Q/Lj)
n = W2y — ynatnyp (for u’R) ) (4.27)
W B eI — (st (for Li)
wéeiapseip'ﬂs = nstl (fOl" elR)
wéeicpzle—ip'ﬂl — w"4+1 (fOI' L/L]>
\w_%ew‘le‘ip'% = W™t (for v)

where ny (f = 1,2,3,4) are integers (see (2.10)).
From (2I4), (216), (3.8) and (A.3), the allowed values of the Wilson-line phases are

expressed as

Nc- o 2
¢ ST kacb (r—1)
Ne-p+ah) _ 2
_ — -1 4.2
Cuf Qkufﬂ' kpf¢ (T )7 ( 8)
where
o la 1 k f lll'f 1 k
of =g Hg -0 M = - (Y (429)

with lo, [, = 0,1,2. Noting that ¢** = 0 from the condition that SU(2), is unbroken, the
Wilson-line phase vectors in (2.12)) should be

L Arnl(t —1) 1 - 2nl'(t—1)
€= —5— <_1/\/§> , b —5 (4.30)
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H Qr dr 3 UR Ly eR L VR

K 3K K 2k | —k+K | 26+K | k=2 | =26 =2 | =k — K | 2k — K/
n wnp—l wn1+np wn1+1 wn2+1 wn2+np wng—i—np wn3+1 wn4+1 wn4+np
¢ l 1 2 2 4+l = 24V 24V 411

3 3 6 6 3 3 6 6

Table I: The magnetic flux K and the orbifold twist phase n felt by each field, and ¢ =
K¢ /2(r — 1) (¢: Wilson-line phase). The constant 2/ (I') is even for even x ('), and odd
for odd k (K').

where [ and !’ are real constants. Then, ¢ and ¢*/ are parametrized as

a1:0’ ¢a2: a3:l’

l 21
ml — gppal — — Hsl — 2
¢ ¢ 37 ¢ 37
A 20 U
¢—H12 — ¢—H22 — _g 4 67 ¢—N32 — § 6’
I U 20 U
ll'13: N23:___ u33:——
¢ ¢ 3 3 ¢ 3 3’
I U 20 U
e S ey S THet = T 4.31
¢ ¢ 3 6 ¢ 3 6 (4:31)

These phases ¢ = ¢, ¢*/ are defined modulo | K| (K = kq, k). (See the comment below
(3:46).) Comparing (£31]) with ([@29]), we find that 2 (I') is even for even s (x'), and odd
for odd K (K').

In summary, the Yukawa sector of this model is specified by nine integers: &, &', [, I,
n, and ny (f =1,2,3,4). The numbers of zero-modes and mode functions are determined
by the magnetic flux the field feels K, the orbifold twist phase n, and the Wilson-line

phase ( = 2¢(7 — 1), which are summarized in Table[Il

4.2.3 Realization of three generations

Here we consider the possibility that the three generations of quarks and leptons are realized
by the maetic fluxes. This occurs when k = 6, K =0, n, =0, n1 3 =0, ngy = 2 and

[ =1' =09 In this case, we obtain the following terms in the 4D effective Lagrangian

12 If we allow extra zero-modes in addition to [@23)), other parameter choices are also possible.
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from the bulk:

£4D) _

3
S ( P Q) Hydy + y e HQY

5
k=11,j=1

UL Hyely + y Ve HLY +he ) oo, (432)

v

where eHy Q7 = e HAQ" and eH,, L = e, HLL® (a,b: SU(2),-doublet indices), and

W = 1" - zzzw 12,017,716, 01518, 0
\/_ 34 i'=1j'=1k'=
18
% Z (=125~ 6i'~72m) (0, —1296,0) 0 ir+6m k'
m=1
(WU _  (BIN Ve 2, 0[v -6, 01V (18,0
W = S Y 6,0V 08,0
i'=1j'=1k=
18
x Y FEOIIATIM) (01296, 0) 0 jrs 12m (4.33)
m=1

where g = g4 =~ 0.652 is the 4D SU(2), gauge coupling, and we have used that
1
(—t3|Eas| — Ho) = (—p3|Eay| — py) = _57
1
(Ba|Eas1t3) = (p1|Eas|p3) = % (4.34)
Extra SU(2);-doublets in (£.32) can be made heavy by introducing the following brane-

localized terms:

3

Lirane = Z [é%(m) {CiQQL(l’, 2) + ch/L(x, z)}

i=1

+Z:L§%(:c) {c,L(z,2)+ L) (z,2)} + h.c.} 63 (2), (4.35)

where Q% and Li, are brane-localized 4D fields, and Q;, @, Ly and L/ are SU(2), -
doublet components of W', U3 U3 and W1, respectively. The parameters cf,, ¢f), ¢, and
¢} are dimensionless constants. Focusing on the zero-modes, (3%) is rewritten as

3

Lone = Y | Q@) {m Qi (x) + m5Q1 ()}

ij=1

+Lip(@) {mfy L (2) + ML (@)} + e+ | 62(2), (436)

13 We can always redefine the phases of the fields so that the matrix elements in ([@34]) are real.
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where the ellipsis denotes terms involving non-zero KK modes, and

i 7 ()l i —112(J
i CQh(LO)ul (J)(O) i _ /Qh(LJB) My (J)(())
@ = \/§7TR1 ’ QO \/§7TR1 ’
i 7, (=30 i —H140
mij _ CLhio)u (J)(O) mij _ CLhi—g) 751 (J)(()) (4 37)
Lo = ) Lo = :
V21 Ry V21 R,

are effective mass parameters. If these mass parameters are large enough, only the following

linear combinations remain in the 4D effective theory{"
qz E Z+3,]Qj + VZ+3,]+3 L’ 2 = V£+3’]L'i ‘I’ V£+3,j+3L/Lj’ (438)

where i = 1,2, 3, and V and Vy, are 6 x 6 unitary matrices that satisfy

Ay 0.0 000
Uqg(mago,mgo)Vo' =10 Xy 0 0 0 0f,
0 0 A, 000
AL 00 000
Ur(mpo, i)Vt =10 A2 0 00 0], (4.39)
0 0 X 000

with 3 x 3 unitary matrices Uy and Uj,. After the extra modes are decoupled, we obtain

5 3
_j i ~(KU —; j
Z Z (yz_y indR + yz(]) uREHkq%

k=1 14,j=1

+y” BT Hyely + yfj vheHlS + hec. ) , (4.40)
where
~(k)D k —1Nq ~(k k N .
yi(j) = yz(]) (V5 1)ii+3, yZ(J) — yz(]) (V; 174343,
~(kE kYE IR (k)N kYN N .
yl(]) — yZ(J) (VL 1)] 7]+3’ yl(]) — yZ(J) (VL 1)] +3,4+3 (4.41)

In order to avoid large flavor-changing processes, we assume that only one Higgs dou-
blet Hy, acquires a nonvanishing vacuum expectation value (VEV). Then, the fermion

masses are obtained as eigenvalues of the mass matrices given by

MD = ~(k0) v, MU gu )UU7 ME = ~(k0) v, MN - kO)NU7 (442)

1.7 1.7 Z]

14 Here we neglect the mixing effect with the KK modes, which is expected to be small. In order to take

it into account, we need to solve the modified mode equations that include contributions from (E.35]).
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where v = (Hy,). We can control the mass spectrum by tuning the parameters ¢, ¢f), ¢,
and ¢/} through the unitary matrices Vg and V;,. For example, if we choose those parameters

in a manner such that Vg ~ 14, we can realize the hierarchy m; > my. In such a case, the

eigenvalues of the Yukawa matrix yjl(]k I are approximately given by those of yl(]k 2

)\(kO)U’ (1 =1,2,3) are shown in Appendix From (C.1]), we find that

)

, whose

absolute values
the top quark Yukawa coupling, which is close to one, can be obtained when ky = 2,5.
However, large hierarchies among the Yukawa couplings cannot be realized.

Besides the Yukawa hierarchy, the existence of the five Higgs doublets may be prob-
lematic because it seems difficult to hide so many extra Higgs bosons from the collider
experiment. Therefore, in the next subsection we focus on the case that only one Higgs

doublet appears.

4.2.4 One-Higgs-doublet case

Here we evaluate the magnitude of the Yukawa coupling constants in the case where only
one Higgs doublet appears. This occurs when (k,n,) = (1,2),(2,0). As an example, we
focus on the case (k,n,) = (2,0). The Yukawa couplings are more restricted in the other
case. From (4.20), possible values of k" are —1 and 0. In these cases, each component of
(#23) has at most one zero-mode. Hence we will omit the “flavor indices” i and j in the

following. The Yukawa coupling constants are expressed as follows:

(i) ' = 0 case

20 1 AL+ 201
yD = Y(_) (nh - ) ) yU = Y(+) <n27 * - ) 9

3’3 6 6

2040 10 Al =1 20+ 7
E _ (=) _ N _ y(+) _
Y <n37 3 ) 3 ) 9 ) Y <n47 6 ) 6 ) ) (443)

where [ is an integer, I’ is an even number, and

D on,02) = 34222%“ oV =2, 02V (6,60 — 0]

i'=1j'=1k'=1

—2i'—45'—8m ¢+2¢ T 1
X ZF( S )<0’_487( 1 122)( ) 5i'—j'+4mvk/’

m=1

YO (n,61,¢0) = ZZZV&“"“ —4, 6.0V 12, 0]V V(6,02 — 0]
‘/_ 31 =1 j'=1 k'=1

(—2i'—45'—8m) e (D142¢0) (T 1) o
X mzzjl F ! <0a 48> 12 5]’—z’+2m,k’a

(4.44)

24



where @, (a = 1,2) are defined by ¢, = 22 (7 — 1), and here we choose them as the
second argument of Vign) instead of (,. The possible values of n, ¢; and ¢ in (£44)

are

n=0,1, 2 (mod 3)

¢1 = ¢z — floor(¢s) + (mod 4)
1 2 4 5
62=0, 5 5 1 5 3 (mod2) (4.45)

where u = 0,1,2,3. Numerical values of |Y®)| are listed in Table [l of Appendix

From the table, we can see that possible values of the Yukawa coupling constants are

ly? VBN =0.191, 0.270, 0.369, 0.522, 0.573, 0.811. (4.46)

" AL+ (nas 201" o
ZZZVJ { ]v >{—3,— . ]ka/ (6,1
i'=1j3'=1k=1

6

L 2 (-1
« Z f(—3l —35"—9m) (O, _547 . (l + l5)4(7_ )) 5i’—j’+3m7k/7

m=1
=1 2040
E _ yH) —
ns, 3 ) 3 )
W l wnatl) 21 + I w1
= v g e R LY
i'=1k'=1
6
, — -1
X Z F(=¥=5=5m) (0, —30, —%) Oir —1+45m, k' (4.47)
m=1

Numerical values of these are summarized in Tables [Tl and IVl of Appendix [Cl From

the tables, we can see that the Yukawa coupling constants take the following values:

ly?F| = 0.191, 0.270, 0.369, 0.522, 0.573, 0.811,
lyY| = 0.365, 0.430, 0.461, 0.667, 0.798,
lyN| = 0.101, 0.176, 0.188, 0.288, 0.533, 0.541, 0.559, 0.924.  (4.48)

In each case of Sec. [£.2.3 and Sec. d.2.4], the eigenvalues of the Yukawa matrices are

within the region [0.1,1], and we cannot realize small Yukawa couplings only by means
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of the magnetic fluxes and the Wilson-line phases. We need an additional mechanism to
obtain them. This is mainly due to the matrices VZ-E-") in (AI0) and (AI3). In order to see
this, let us define the quantity:

: 3k

7® (k) = ﬁg mz::l FER=26=262m) (06153 0 6, sy (4.49)
which is obtained from (4.I0) in the case of our model by taking ' =’ = 0 and replacing
the Vigﬁ) matrices with d;;. The indices ¢ and j are assumed to run from 1 to x. Then,
we can see that the eigenvalues of (£49), S\Ek)(:‘i) (¢t = 1,--+,K), can take small values.
For example, |>\§k)(2)\ take values in the range [6.04 x 1074, 0.843], and \)\Ek)(4)| are in
[2.05 x 1077,1.12].

We should also note that the top quark Yukawa coupling, which is close to 1, can be
reproduced in our model, which only has the small representations 3 and 3. This is in
contrast to a model without the magnetic fluxes. In the absence of the magnetic fluxes,
the zero-mode wave functions are constants unless the brane-localized terms exist. In such
a case, the Yukawa couplings are equal to 1/ V2. Thus, we need an enhancement factor,
which is roughly v/2, in order to obtain the top quark mass. This can be accomplished by
embedding the quark fields into a larger representation of SU(3). In the presence of the
magnetic fluxes, on the other hand, such an enhancement factor is obtained as an overlap

integral of the mode functions that have nontrivial profiles.

5 Summary

We have studied the Yukawa couplings in 6D gauge-Higgs unification models compactified
on an orbifold 7?/Zy in the presence of background magnetic fluxes. The effects of the
magnetic fluxes are multiplication of zero-modes for each 6D field and deformation of the
constant mode functions for the zero-modes. The former opens up the interesting possibility
that the generational structure of quarks and leptons is realized, and the latter is essential
to controlling the magnitude of the Yukawa coupling constants.

We considered a G x U(1), gauge theory, where G is a simple group, and introduced
the magnetic fluxes for U(1), and the Cartan part of G. The number of zero-modes
are determined by the orbifold boundary conditions, and the fluxes and the Wilson-line
phases that the 6D field actually feels. It should be emphasized that all these quantities

are quantized. Thus the Yukawa sector is controlled by a finite number of integers. As
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a specific model, we consider an SU(3) x U(1), gauge theory on 7?/Z; with four 6D
Weyl fermions belonging to 3 or 3. We evaluated the Yukawa coupling constants in cases
where three generations are realized, and where only one Higgs doublet appears in the 4D
effective theory. The Yukawa sector of our model is specified by nine integers. Due to
this property and the symmetric structure of the Yukawa coupling formula, the coupling
constants can take only limited numbers of values. They are all within the region [0.1, 1].
This stems from the fact that the mode functions on 7%/Z5 are given by mixtures of those
on T?. This mixing effect makes the profiles of the mode functions complicated. Thus
it is difficult to realize the observed large hierarchy among the fermion masses only by
means of the magnetic fluxes and the Wilson-line phases. We need additional mechanism
to obtain it. The situation is similar in models on T?/Z, or T?/Zs. In the case of T?/Z,,
the mixing matrices V;g-") in (AI0) and (4I3) become diagonal, and thus small Yukawa
couplings can easily be obtained [28]. We should also note that there is an advantageous
feature of a model with magnetic fluxes. We can realize the top quark Yukawa coupling
without introducing a large representation of GG, thanks to the nontrivial profiles of the
zero-mode wave functions.

In this work, we neglected the mixing with the KK modes induced by the brane-localized
terms and the Higgs VEVs. Such effects are important in evaluating the deviation of
each coupling constant from the standard model value. They can be taken into account
by solving the mode equations in the presence of the brane-localized terms and the W&

background. This will be discussed in a subsequent paper.
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A Analytic forms of DJ(.:I) in (3.32)

Here we collect the analytic forms of D](.;‘;l) in (3:32) obtained in Ref. [33]. In the following
formulae, we choose a gauge in which the Wilson-line phases are zero. The correspondence
to the Wilson-line phases in the text can be read off from ([B.7) or (8.8)). Here, K, ¢; and
¢, collectively denote {ka, kpf}, {07, ¢F f } and {¢%, p¥/}, respectively. The SS phases can
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only take discrete values on T?/Zy from the consistency conditions [32]. This is equivalent
to only discrete values of the Wilson-line phases being allowed [34], 35 [36].
Note that Dﬁ) = 0;, by definition. The other coefficients D](.°,:l) (I # 0) are shown in
the following.
T2 /Z,
The allowed values of the SS phases are

@00 =000 (50). (03) (3:3) (A1)

The explicit form of Dﬁl) is

_ 47 .
D]('k D _ exp {—?@((?1 + J)} 5—2¢>1—j7k

4 _
= €xXp {—¢T(¢1 + k)} 5—2¢>1—k7j = {D( I)T}jk : (A2)
T?/Z3
The allowed values of the SS phases are
1 2
0, 33 (K: even)
s=o=0.={ " (A.3)
— =, = (K: odd
¢ 2 g U0 odd)
The explicit forms of D](.‘,jl) are
—sgn(K) T3 i
DW= " {— 3¢° + k(k + 6¢) + 2jk }
sgn(K) 3 i
D(W2) — € _ 2 (17 27k = D(w)]L - A4
i NIl exp ¢ =7z (30" +(j + 60) + 2jk) p = {D¥T} . (A4)
T2/Z,
The allowed values of the SS phases are
1
0= =6, =0, . (A5)

The explicit forms of D(.wl) are

(w) 271 2
Dy = mexp{ (¢ + 20k + jk }
w2 4mi
Dy :exp{—7¢ b+ 7) }5_% i :{D }
@) _ 1 2w, } _ {p@i
Di; mexp{ (¢® + ¢j + jk) {D }jk. (A.6)
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T?/Zg
The allowed values of the SS phases are
(K: even)

b= = b, = .
(K: odd)

N =
—~
>
\]
SN~—

The explicit forms of D](-°,:l) are

@ _ 28 (i, |
Dj. = ] exp E(qﬁ — k(k —20) + 2jk) ¢,

o—san(K) T

D§:2) = W exp {% (3¢2 +7(7 +20) +2k(j + 2¢))} )

3 47 . w3
Dj(.k ) = exp {—?¢(¢+J)} 0-26—j ) = {D( )T}jk’

sgn(K) T2 Ti )
ph = & — 22 (3¢ + k(k + 2¢) + 2j(k +2¢)) p = { D@
) =~ e R (8 + R+ 20)+ 210+ 26) o}
—sgn(K)Zt :
W) e 58 12 T 9 . ) - (@)t
g = —— — -2 25k) p =D - A.
W= p{-T @ -il-w 2 = (D,
The sign function sgn(K’) comes from the formula:
|K|-1 : _
> exp { Ts + 97 | = VIR 0%, (A9)
s=0

where [ is an integer (half-integer) when K is even (odd).

B Normalizations of KK modes

In this appendix, we identify the coefficients in (3.1]). Here we focus on those for W and
W, The other normalization factors are obtained similarly. The 6D Lagrangian (2.1I)
includes the following terms:

1 2

L=——Trd F"F,, + —— _F"F_ b+
17’ { wt TR “}+

1 2
- Qi * « oLz \* « . Bl
495 2 {(W Wt G ) W‘”} T (B

(07

where
W = 0Wi —ouWe —i {Z of (CLWE = WGy, + Z Nﬂ,a_gwfw;}‘ﬁ} ,
i B
Ng~ = (B+7[Eslv)- (B.2)
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The KK expansion is expressed as

= Nw Z fAW (@),
Wz, z) = N, Z 9 (=
where Ny and N, are positive constants, and the mode functions are normalized as
[ @ sy o= [ E g 6l = b
T2)Zn 12/ZN
Substituting (B.3)) into (B), we obtain the 4D effective Lagrangian

L£UP) — / dz*da® £ = 2(7R;)? / 2z L
T2)Zn T2/ZN
2 2
=— (”R;) / { jwee|? TR (}a WO —iN_ gy Wy WE -]
494 T2/Z N
+ }auwgB — Ny W W [P b

(B.3)

(B.4)

Ry) Ne
‘N’(# ‘8 Wal(o aVW;?l(O)‘Q - 2§0 (|DM‘P02| +|Dug’| )
ga

(B.5)

_|_ N
where a; and {aw, as} are the roots such that Wjo‘l and W:** have zero-modes that are

identified with the W boson and the Higgs doublet fields respectively, and
Z']V—m,oz:a-/\[Wfo_m(zﬁ/v_o‘l(o)@p(om

Dupy® = 0upi”
Dugt® = 9,957 — iNay,a N f5 ()W O 5. (B.6)
We have used that
) = g (B.7)
Comparing (B.5) with the standard model,
a +\ |
Low = ——Tr (Z ) - ‘(au - z'gAZ%> (1000) T
= (AP L ) = [ = ig( Al + i42)g7
— }OMQOJF — z'g(AL — iAi)goO}z + -

_ _% 0., — W " —0,0° — \%Wu ot T BT — %W;<p0 :

_l_...’
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where A (a = 1,2,3) are the SU(2), gauge fields, Fy, are their field strengths, and
Wi = %(A}L T iA?), the constants Ny and N, should be chosen as

Nip(nR)> 1 N

R B.9
94 27 4 (B:9)

and the 4D gauge coupling constant g4 is identified from (B.6) as

Ja N N
= N_oy.a:Nw\/ =——— = Nay.auNw . B.1
V2 s 2Im T oM 2Im T (B.10)

Solving these, we obtain

N = -4 N, =g, — 94 B.11
We have used that
1
N_a17a3 - Nal,ag - ﬁ (B12)

after appropriate phase redefinitions of the fields.

C Magnitude of Yukawa coupling constants

C.1 Three-generation case

Here we collect numerical values of the Yukawa coupling constants in (£.33]). The eigen-
values of the matrices y ¥ (F = D, U, E, N) are denoted by A*)¥. Their absolute values

are calculated as

INDP| = |AME| = (0.845,0.274,0.057)
NP = |]N@F| = (0.921,0.350,0.321)
IANOP| = |AGE| = (0.821,0.517,0.358)
IABD| = | NDE| = (0.644, 0.524, 0.208)
IANOP| = |ACE| = (0.799,0.259,0.155) ,
IADY) = |ADN| = (0.731,0.279, 0.0644) ,
IANBY| = IXON| = (0.921,0.350,0.321),
NSV = | XON| = (0.665,0.579,0.394) ,
IOV = XDV = (0.769, 0.415, 0.220) ,
( )

IAOU| = NON| = (0.945,0.315,0.108).. (C.1)
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o3 1/3 | 2/3 | 1 | 4/3 | 5/3

£}
£

0.573 0.191
0.369 0.369
0.191 0.573
0.369 0.369

0.522 | 0.270 0.522 | 0.811
0.270 | 0.522 0.811 | 0.522
0.522 | 0.811 0.522 | 0.270
0.811 | 0.522 0.270 | 0.522

0.811 | 0.369 | 0.191 | 0.270 | 0.369 | 0.573
0.522 | 0.191 | 0.369 | 0.522 | 0.573 | 0.369
0.270 | 0.369 | 0.573 | 0.811 | 0.369 | 0.191
0.522 | 0.573 | 0.369 | 0.522 | 0.191 | 0.369

—~ |~~~ |||
N NN === =[O O
WIN | = | DllWINN|R[OWIN|—=] O
| — | — | — ||~ [~ |~ | — || — [~ | ~— | —

Table II: The absolute values of Y (*)(n, ¢1, #,). The blanks denote cases in which the left-

or the right-handed components do not have zero-modes.

C.2 One-Higgs-doublet case

Here we collect numerical values of the Yukawa coupling constants in Sec. [A£.2.4l

C.2.1 &k’ =0 case

The possible values of n, ¢ and ¢, in (£44) are

¢1 = ¢o — foor(¢s) +u,  (mod 4)
by—0 L 21 % g (mod 2) (C.2)

where u = 0, 1,2, 3. For these values, only one generation is realized for each component.
The absolute values of Y ) (n, ¢, ¢2) are listed in Table [Il Those of Y() are related to
|Y)| through

YO (n, 61, 00)| = YO (—n+ 2,01, 02)]. (C.3)
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g 1 3 5 7 9 11 13 15
(na, 1)
(1,0) 0.365 0.667 0.461
(1,1) 0.430 0.798
(2,0) 0.667 0.461 | 0.365 0.667 | 0.365
(2,1) 0.798 | 0.430 0.430 | 0.430 0.430 | 0.430
%
17 19 21 23 25 27 29
(n2, 1)
(1,0) 0.667 0.365
(1,1) 0.430 0.430 0.430
(2,0) 0.365 | 0.667 0.365 | 0.461 0.667
(2,1) 0.430 | 0.798 0.430 | 0.430

Table III: The absolute values of yY(ns,1,1’). The blanks denote cases in which the left-

or the right-handed components do not have zero-modes.

C.2.2 k'’ = —1 case

The absolute values of y?F can be read off from Table. [1l Those of yY(ny,1,1') (I =0,1)
are shown in Table. [IIl When ny = 0, @} does not have a zero-mode. The coupling

constants for the other values of [ are related to those in Table. [Tl by

‘yU(n27 2u7 l,)‘ = ‘yU(/nQa 07 ! + 8U)‘ )
yY (n2,2u + 1,1)| = |y¥ (n2, 1,1 + 8u)|. (C.4)
where u =10,1,2,--- ,14
The absolute values of y™(ny,l,I') (I = 0,1) are shown in Table. [Vl The coupling
constant for the other values of [ are related to those in Table. [V] by
‘yN<n47 2“7 l/)‘ = ‘yN<n47 07 l/ - 2U) )
}yN(n4a2u+]-7l,)} = }yN(n4717l,_2u)} : (05)

Whereu:0,1,2,...’8.

15 Note that [ and !’ are defined modulo 30.
16 Note that { and !’ are defined modulo 18.
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l/
1 3 3 7 9 11 13 15 17

) 0.559 0.101 | 0.176 0.176 | 0.101 0.559
) 0.541 | 0.188 0.288 | 0.288 0.188 | 0.541
) 0.559 | 0.533 | 0.101 | 0.176 | 0.533 | 0.176 | 0.101 | 0.533 | 0.559
) 0.924 | 0.541 | 0.188 | 0.924 | 0.288 | 0.288 | 0.924 | 0.188 | 0.541
)
)

0.559 0.101 | 0.176 0.176 | 0.101 0.559
0.541 | 0.188 0.288 | 0.288 0.188 | 0.541

Table IV: The absolute values of y¥(n4,[,1’). The blanks denote cases in which the left-

or the right-handed components do not have zero-modes.

References

[1] N. S. Manton, Nucl. Phys. B 158 (1979) 141.
[2] D. B. Fairlie, Phys. Lett. B 82 (1979) 97.
[3] Y. Hosotani, Phys. Lett. B 126 (1983) 309.

[4] H. Hatanaka, T. Inami and C. S. Lim, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 13 (1998) 2601
[hep-th /9805067).

[5] I. Antoniadis, K. Benakli and M. Quiros, New J. Phys. 3 (2001) 20 [hep-th/0108005].

6] C. A. Scrucca, M. Serone, L. Silvestrini and A. Wulzer, JHEP 0402 (2004) 049
[hep-th/0312267].

[7] K. Agashe, R. Contino and A. Pomarol, Nucl. Phys. B 719 (2005) 165
[hep-ph/0412089).

[8] G. Cacciapaglia, C. Csaki and S. C. Park, JHEP 0603 (2006) 099 [hep-ph/0510366].
[9] G. Panico, M. Serone and A. Wulzer, Nucl. Phys. B 739 (2006) 186 [hep-ph/0510373].

[10] Y. Hosotani, S. Noda, Y. Sakamura and S. Shimasaki, Phys. Rev. D 73 (2006) 096006
lhep-ph/0601241).

[11] B. Grzadkowski and J. Wudka, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97 (2006) 211602 [hep-ph/0604225].

34


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9805067
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0108005
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0312267
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0412089
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0510366
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0510373
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0601241
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0604225

[12] Y. Sakamura and Y. Hosotani, Phys. Lett. B 645 (2007) 442 [hep-ph/0607236].

[13] R. Contino, L. Da Rold and A. Pomarol, Phys. Rev. D 75 (2007) 055014
[hep-ph/0612048].

[14] Y. Hosotani and Y. Sakamura, Prog. Theor. Phys. 118 (2007) 935 |hep-ph/0703212].
[15] Y. Sakamura, Phys. Rev. D 76 (2007) 065002 [arXiv:0705.1334 [hep-ph]].

[16] Y. Hosotani, K. Oda, T. Ohnuma and Y. Sakamura, Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008) 096002
[Phys. Rev. D 79 (2009) 079902] [arXiv:0806.0480 [hep-ph]].

[17] N. Haba, Y. Sakamura and T. Yamashita, JHEP 1003 (2010) 069 [arXiv:0908.1042
[hep-ph]].

[18] N. Maru and Y. Sakamura, JHEP 1004 (2010) 100 [arXiv:1002.4259 [hep-ph]].
[19] Y. Matsumoto and Y. Sakamura, JHEP 1408 (2014) 175 [arXiv:1407.0133| [hep-ph]].
[20] C. Bachas, hep-th/9503030.

[21] R. Blumenhagen, L. Goerlich, B. Kors and D. Lust, JHEP 0010 (2000) 006
[hep-th/0007024].

[22] C. Angelantonj, I. Antoniadis, E. Dudas and A. Sagnotti, Phys. Lett. B 489 (2000)
223 [hep-th/0007090)].

[23] C. Angelantonj and A. Sagnotti, hep-th/0010279.

[24] G. Aldazabal, S. Franco, L. E. Ibanez, R. Rabadan and A. M. Uranga, J. Math. Phys.
42 (2001) 3103 [hep-th/0011073).

[25] D. Cremades, L. E. Ibanez and F. Marchesano, JHEP 0405 (2004) 079
[hep-th /0404229

[26] H. Abe, K. S. Choi, T. Kobayashi and H. Ohki, Nucl. Phys. B 814 (2009) 265
larXiv:0812.3534 [hep-th]].

[27] I. Antoniadis, A. Kumar and B. Panda, Nucl. Phys. B 823 (2009) 116 [arXiv:0904.0910
[hep-th]].

35


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0607236
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0612048
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0703212
http://arxiv.org/abs/0705.1334
http://arxiv.org/abs/0806.0480
http://arxiv.org/abs/0908.1042
http://arxiv.org/abs/1002.4259
http://arxiv.org/abs/1407.0133
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9503030
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0007024
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0007090
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0010279
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0011073
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0404229
http://arxiv.org/abs/0812.3534
http://arxiv.org/abs/0904.0910

[28] T. h. Abe, Y. Fujimoto, T. Kobayashi, T. Miura, K. Nishiwaki, M. Sakamoto and
Y. Tatsuta, Nucl. Phys. B 894 (2015) 374 [arXiv:1501.02787 [hep-ph]].

[29] H. Abe, T. Kobayashi, H. Otsuka and Y. Takano, JHEP 1509 (2015) 056
larXiv:1503.06770 [hep-th]].

[30] T. Kobayashi and N. Ohtsubo, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 9 (1994) 87.
[31] H. Abe, T. Kobayashi and H. Ohki, JHEP 0809 (2008) 043 [arXiv:0806.4748| [hep-th]].

[32] T. -H. Abe, Y. Fujimoto, T. Kobayashi, T. Miura, K. Nishiwaki and M. Sakamoto,
JHEP 1401 (2014) 065 [arXiv:1309.4925 [hep-th]].

[33] T. h. Abe, Y. Fujimoto, T. Kobayashi, T. Miura, K. Nishiwaki and M. Sakamoto,
Nucl. Phys. B 890 (2014) 442 [arXiv:1409.5421/ [hep-th]].

[34] L. E. Ibanez, H. P. Nilles and F. Quevedo, Phys. Lett. B 187 (1987) 25.
[35] T. Kobayashi and N. Ohtsubo, Phys. Lett. B 257 (1991) 56.

[36] H. Abe, K. -S. Choi, T. Kobayashi and H. Ohki, Phys. Rev. D 80 (2009) 126006
larXiv:0907.5274 [hep-th]].

36


http://arxiv.org/abs/1501.02787
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.06770
http://arxiv.org/abs/0806.4748
http://arxiv.org/abs/1309.4925
http://arxiv.org/abs/1409.5421
http://arxiv.org/abs/0907.5274

	1 Introduction
	2 Setup
	2.1 Orbifold and boundary conditions
	2.2 Magnetic fluxes

	3 Mode functions
	3.1 Kaluza-Klein mode expansion
	3.2 Mode equations
	3.3 Mode functions on T2
	3.3.1 Gauge fields
	3.3.2 Fermions

	3.4 Mode functions on T2/ZN

	4 Yukawa coupling constants
	4.1 General expression
	4.1.1 Couplings to fermions with 6=+
	4.1.2 Couplings to fermions with 6=-

	4.2 Specific model
	4.2.1 Symmetry breaking and irreducible decomposition
	4.2.2 Model parameters
	4.2.3 Realization of three generations
	4.2.4 One-Higgs-doublet case


	5 Summary
	A Analytic forms of Djk(l) in (3.32)
	B Normalizations of KK modes
	C Magnitude of Yukawa coupling constants
	C.1 Three-generation case
	C.2 One-Higgs-doublet case
	C.2.1 '=0 case
	C.2.2 '=-1 case



