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Abstract

Model building in SO(10), which is the leading grand unification framework, often involves large Higgs
representations and their couplings. Explicit calculations of such couplings is a multi-step process that
involves laborious calculations that are time-consuming and error-prone, an issue which only grows as the
complexity of the coupling increases. Therefore, there exists an opportunity to leverage the abilities of
computer software in order to algorithmically perform these calculations on-demand. This paper outlines
the details of such a software, implemented in C++ using in-built libraries. The software is capable of
accepting invariant couplings involving an arbitrary number of SO(10) Higgs tensors, each having up
to 5 indices. The output is then produced in ETEX, so that it is universally readable and sufficiently
expressive. Through the use of this software, SO(10) coupling analysis can be performed in a way that
minimizes calculation time, eliminates errors, and allows for experimentation with couplings that have
not been computed before in the literature. Furthermore, this software can be expanded in the future
to account for similar Higgs-Spinor coupling analysis, or extended to include further SO(N) invariant
couplings.
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1 Introduction

The Standard Model of particle physics, including the strong and electroweak interactions comprising on the group
SU(3)c x SU(2)L x U(1)v, is highly successful [1, 2, 3, 4, 5]. One of the important challenges for particle physicists is
to determine the underlying scheme where these forces are all unified. The aim of grand unified theories is three-fold:
(1) to accomplish these unifications; (2) to provide an understanding of the three generations of quarks and leptons;
(3) to provide an explanation of the hierarchy of their masses and of other properties. A more ambitious goal is to
extend these ideas to encompass gravity, which requires the framework of superstring theory.

Grand unified models based on the gauge group SO(10) [6, 7] have the most desirable features. They provide
a framework for the unification of electroweak and strong interactions. They also allow for all the quarks and
leptons of one generation to reside in a single 16—plet irreducible spinor representation. Additionally, this complex
representation contains a right-handed singlet state, needed for the generation of neutrino masses via the seesaw
mechanism. SO(10) models also solve - in a relatively natural way - the doublet-triplet splitting problem without fine
tuning. Next, they possess gauge interactions that conserve parity. SO(10) are aslo free from all gauge anomalies.
Supersymmetric SO(10) models have the additional feature that they manage to unify the gauge couplings, and solve
the hierarchy problem.

The Higgs sector of SO(10) models is largely unconstrained consisting of numerous possible representations. An
avenue to the computation of the SO(10) couplings is via the decomposition of these in terms of SU(5) x U(1) invariant
couplings and then the further decomposition of them in terms of the SU(3)c x SU(2). x U(1)y invariant couplings.
The formalism to accomplish this was carried out in [8, 9, 10, 11]. However, the explicit analyses of the couplings can be
laborious and time consuming. For instance the complexity of computation involving large Higgs representations can
be seen in the works of [12, 13, 14]. Thus various models employ elaborate Higgs representations to break the SO(10)
grand unified theory (GUT) symmetry down to the Standard Model (SM) gauge group SU(3)c x SU(2)L x U(1)v.
These consist of both small and large Higgs representations of SO(10) such as 10, 16416, 45, 54, 120, 126+126, 144+
144, 210 and 560 + 560. This enormous freedom of choosing symmetry breaking patterns allows one to construct
SO(10) models with natural splitting of Higgs doublets and Higgs triplets to accomplish electroweak symmetry
breaking [12, 13, 14, 15] and models with a one-scale breaking of SO(10) GUT symmetry [16, 17, 18, 19, 20]. However,
there are restrictions on the Higgs content of a GUT model, such as the strict proton decay limits [21, 22]. There are
two commonly used symmetry breaking paths: one through the SU(5) x U(1) maximal subgroup [8, 9, 10, 11, 23, 24]
and the other through the SU(4) x SU(2)L x SU(2)r maximal subgroup [25, 26].

The Higgs-Higgs interactions, appearing in supersymmetric and non-supersymmetric SO(10) models, are necessary
to break the GUT and electroweak symmetries. Additionally, a thorough study of higher dimensional operators arising
from three point, four point and higher Higgs-Higgs Interactions and matter-Higgs interactions is necessary to explore
physics beyond the SM. For example, from matter-Higgs interactions, a top-down approach [14] has been used to
find dimension five, seven and nine B — L = —2 operators within the supersymmetric SO(10) grand unification
framework. This is in stark contrast to the bottom-up approach that exists prominently in the literature. These
B — L violating operators are important in the investigation of seesaw neutrino masses, baryogenesis, proton decay
and n —m oscillations.

In this paper, we use the techniques (see appendix B.4) developed in [8, 9, 11] for the analysis of such SO(2N)
invariant interactions which allows a full exhibition of the SU(N) invariant content of tensor representations. In
particular, in this paper, we focus on the analytic determination of SO(10) tensor interactions in terms of irreducible
SU(5) fields. It would then be very straightforward to expand all the SU(5) invariants in terms of SM group invariants
using the particle assignments. We wish to point out that our approach here is field theoretic rather than group
theoretic [27, 28] or other technique [29, 30]. Our method is specially suited for the computation of SO(N) tensor
couplings.

Manually preforming such tensor calculations can be a time-consuming endeavor that can very easily lead to
errors. There are numerous intermediate calculations, each posing the risk of making an error, which may propagate
throughout, affecting the final result. Therefore, there exists a compelling argument to use computer software to
perform these calculations automatically, as proposed in this paper.

This C++ program allows users to perform Higgs-Higgs SO(10) coupling calculations rapidly and automatically,
reducing the time needed to complete them and eliminating calculation errors.

With this program, the user is able to enter a coupling via a simple text-based interface. Next, the user is provided
with the final normalized output, in a TEXformat, which can easily be added to a user’s publication. Further, the
user is allowed to enter an arbitrary number of tensors in an SO(10) invariant and can name their indices and tensors
as needed. The maximum number of indices a single tensor can have is 5.



Furthermore, to ensure the correctness of the algorithm when applied to couplings not previously attempted in the
literature, manual hand calculations were evaluated for certain terms and were successfully matched to the program
output.

This program can be easily extended to account for Higgs-Spinor couplings [32], as well as other SO(N) cou-
plings.

The code is available to download

There exists a variety of software packages for Lie algebra related computations used in grand unified models that
are based on various classical and exceptional groups. Here are some examples. LieART 2.0 [33] uses a Mathematica
library to perform various computations such as tensor product decomposition and subalgebra branching of irreducible
representations. SARAH 4 [34] also exploits a Mathematica library that carries out calculations used in the study
of supersymmetric and non-supersymmetric grand unified models, particularly, the full two-loop renormalization
group equations for a supersymmetric theory. CleGo [35] package uses OCaml programming language to determine
Clebsch—Gordan coefficients of irreducible tensor product representations of Lie algebras A — G. FeynRules 2.0
[36] is a Mathematica package that derives Feynman rules from the Lagrangian of the Standard Model, Minimal
Supersymmetric Standard model and their numerous extensions. These software packages rely extensively on standard
group theoretic methods and display different degrees of generality. As mentioned earlier, our C++ code uses the
more intuitive field theoretic formalism for the analytic decomposition of the SO(10) invariants of arbitrary order in
terms of SU(5) invariants exhibiting their precise tensorial structure and Clebsch—Gordan coefficients. Our computer
program is complementary to the existing software packages.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains a detailed breakdown of the computer algorithm to provide
readers with an overview of how the code is designed. Section 3 provides sample calculation output and Section 4
discusses the significance of our algorithm. To fully appreciate and understand the properties associated with the
SO(N) groups, we provide a thorough presentation of these groups in the appendices. Specifically, we discuss vector
and tensor representations of SO(N) group and aspects of SO(N) gauge theory in Appendix A. SO(2N) group algebra
in SU(N) basis, branching rules for SO(2N) into SU(N) x U(1) irreducible representations and its specialization to
SO(10) case are explained in Appendix B. We show explicitly the technique to decompose SO(2N) tensor invariants
in terms of SU(N) tensor invariants in Appendix B.4. This technique (The Basic Theorem) uses a unique set of
reducible SU(N) tensors in terms of which the SO(2N) invariants have a straight forward decomposition. The Basic
Theorem is specially useful for couplings involving large tensor representations and is central to the computation
of any SO(N) invariant couplings. SO(10) tensors expressed in terms of SU(5) irreducible tensors with canonically
normalized kinetic energy terms are exhibited in Appendix B.5. In Appendix B.6, we identify SU(3)c xSU(2). xU(1)y
singlets, SU(2)L doublets and SU(3)c triplets in SU(5) fields.

2 Materials and Methods

The program evaluates tensor couplings from input to their final normalized form. Internally, it is executed through
various functions of the Product Resolver class, which stores all the intermediate terms during the calculation. It is
based on the algorithm developed in Appendix B.4.

In brief, first the user inputs the original tensor coupling. This coupling is expanded to all its unsimplified
reducible tensor terms. Then, all the reducible tensor terms are simplified by reordering the indices, accounting for
anti-symmetry, and renaming indices if valid. Next, each reducible tensor term is substituted for its corresponding
irreducible tensor expression. This expression is then expanded out fully. All Levi-Civita tensors are evaluated,
following which the expression is simplified using the Kronecker Deltas and further properties of irreducible tensors.
Then, all simplified irreducible tensor terms are further simplified by renaming if valid. Finally, these terms are
substituted for their related normalized tensor term expressions, and the final expression is determined, to be output
in BTEXformat. See Figure 1.

2.1 Input Phase

The user inputs a tensor coupling in the format “X _{/i/j/k}Y_{/i/j/k}...” where “X” and “Y” are labels for tensors and
“/i/j/k” are labels for index names. The input is parsed using the standard C++ regex library. A regex expression is
hard-coded to tokenize the tensors and the indices each. The Product Resolver class uses the following method:

void parselnput (std::string input);
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Figure 1: Flowchart showing the breakdown of the computer algorithm to compute SO(10) tensor invariants.

2.2 Generation Phase

All the initial generated reducible tensor terms can be determined by the following pattern. If one were to take a
binary number where each binary digit corresponds to each unique index of the input tensor, and then increment the
binary number from 0 to 2" — 1 (where n is the number of unique indices), each binary number would correspond
to a generated term. A term can be developed by the rule where for each binary digit, the corresponding index in
that position will have its first occurrence barred if the binary digit is 1, or unbarred if it is 0. The function is as
follows:

void generateAllUnsimplifiedReducibleTensorTerms();

2.3 Simplification of Reducible Tensor Term Expression Phase

Now we have all the raw, generated reducible tensor terms, we may simplify them. This phase is based on the
idea of tensor terms having similar “structure”. Two terms have the same “structure” if, assuming they have the
same number of tensors, every tensor in every corresponding position has the same label and number of barred and
unbarred indices. Only once two tensor terms have the same “structure” can the possibility of a rename operation
leading to equality between them be considered. Currently, the generated tensor terms have their indices unordered,
with no grouping of barred and unbarred indices. So firstly, each reducible tensor term has its indices reordered,
accounting for anti-symmetry, by the below algorithm. The function is as follows:

void simplifyReducibleTensorTerms();

2.3.1 Reordering of Reducible Tensor Term Indices

The algorithm is a modified implementation of bubble sorting, accounting for grouping of barred/unbarred indices,
as well as anti-symmetry, acting on each Tensor. By the end, the tensors will have their barred indices grouped to the
left, and unbarred indices grouped to the right, with each group ordered in ascending order of index names.



2.3.2 Sorting Tensor Terms

The tensor terms need to now be sorted in a uniform manner so that it becomes obvious to identify terms with the
same “structure”, as defined above. We require sorting to be done first by tensor labels (alphabetically), then by
number of indices, and then by number of barred indices

After sorting, the tensor terms are transferred to a separate container of simplified reducible tensor terms, checking
to see if an addition or rename operation can be done with any existing simplified term first. The rename operation
is detailed below

2.3.3 Renaming of Reducible Tensor Term Indices (Ignoring Commutativity)
Algorithm

The algorithm takes two tensor terms, an Attempt Term that we are will be manipulating and renaming, as well as
a Source Term, which will not be modified and is what the Attempt Term will be manipulated to match, if possible.
It outputs a Renamed Term if the operation was successful, that, once its indices are reordered, will be identical to
the Source Term (excluding coefficients, which are to be added). Also, the algorithm makes use of the concept of
“zones”, which are either unbarred or barred groups of indices in a tensor. Tensor terms with the same “structure”
will also have the same “zones”, and hence when deciding whether a rename operation is possible, we only have to
focus on mapping each “zone” of the Attempt Term to the Source Term.

The algorithm assumes the Source Term and Attempt Term have their indices grouped as barred/unbarred and
each group is ordered ascendingly, and that their tensors are sorted. The handling of commutativity, for tensor terms
that retain identical structure upon permutations, is not considered in this algorithm.

2.3.4 Renaming of Reducible Tensor Term Indices (Accounting for

Commutativity) Algorithm

This algorithm deals with the concept of “ambiguity” of tensor terms. This is a characteristic of a tensor term where
it is possible to permute the ordering of the tensors within the term (due to the commutativity of tensors) and still
retain identical “structure” (as defined above). This requires special consideration as the above Renaming Algorithm
focuses on trying to equate corresponding “zones” in the Source and Attempt Terms based on position, so when such
permutations are possible, the algorithm may fail to find a legal rename mapping for one arbitrary permutation while
it may have been possible in another.

Hence, we need to exhaust every single possible permutation of “ambiguous” tensor terms. Specifically, we deal
with the concept of “ambiguous zones”, which are groups of tensors within a tensor term that cause the “ambiguity”
property (there can be multiple “ambiguous zones” within a single tensor term)

Ambiguity Detection:

During the rename operation, if a Source Term (and hence it’s matching structure Attempt Term) is found to be
ambiguous, then we must generate all possible permutations of the ambiguous zones of the Attempt Term, attempt
to rename them to the Source Term, and if even 1 successful rename exists, that must be chosen and applied. Only
failing this do we conclude no possible rename exists. To generate all these permutations of the Attempt Term, we
first must locate all such zones.

Finding all ambiguous zone locations and sizes:

Once we have the locations and sizes of all ambiguous zones of a tensor, we can generate all the permutations
of the locations of all the ambiguous zones. This will be stored in a vector (the overall container) of vectors (for
each zone) of vectors (for each permutation) of integers (the locations). For uniformity, we will consider each zone’s
locations start from 0, and offset it with the actual location later.

Finding all permutations of the locations for all ambiguous zones:

Now, given this information, we can generate the tensor terms. However, we must consider the fact that for
tensor terms with multiple ambiguous zones, we must generate all combinations of all the possible permutations of
the ambiguous zones. For example, if a tensor term has 2 ambiguous zones, we must not permute the first zone and
exhaust all the permutations of the second zone. Once we have exhausted them, only then can we proceed with the
next permutation of the first zone, but again pause as we exhaust all the permutations of the second zone. This logic
is expanded to the general case in the algorithm below.



Finding all permutations of the tensor terms for all ambiguous zones:

Now we permute the actual tensor terms in the locations to achieve all possible permutations to test out.

2.3.5 Simplification of Reducible Terms Algorithm

Now, we put all the algorithms together to simplify the raw, generated reducible tensor terms. The Product Resolver
class contains within itself a vector of the raw, unsimplified terms, as well as the simplified terms.

1. Reorder the indices of all terms, alphabetically.
2. Sort the tensors of all terms, as defined above.

3. Iterate over all unsimplified terms:
(a) Iterate over all simplified terms:

i. If the current unsimplified (Attempt Term) and simplified (Source Term) terms have the same struc-
ture, attempt to rename them.

ii. If the rename is successful, reorder the indices of the Re-named Term.

iii. Check if the Renamed Term is identical to the Source Term. (Theoretically, this must always be
true, as else the rename operation would not have been successful). If so, add the coefficient of the
Renamed Term into the Source Term. Break iteration over the simplified terms.

(b) If all simplified terms were iterated over with no successful matches, add the current unsimplified term
to the vector of simplified terms. (It could not be simplified with any existing simplified term).

4. Erase all simplified tensor terms with a coefficient of 0

By the end of this stage, we have a vector of all simplified, reducible tensor terms.

2.4 Reduction of Reducible Tensor Terms to Irreducible Tensor Terms Phase

In this phase, we will first substitute the simplified, reducible tensors with their corresponding (pre-determined)
expressions written in terms of irreducible tensors, Kronecker Deltas, and Levi-Civita tensors. We will then expand
out these expressions, expand the Levi-Civita tensors, and then simplify the expression using the properties of
Kronecker Deltas, Symmetric-Asymmetric irreducible tensors, and the ability to rename the indices of irreducible
tensors and add them.

This phase will make use of the Math Expression class, which resembles a typical algebraic expression, composed
of algebraic terms from the Math Expression Term class. The Math Expression Term will serve as a more complex
form of the Tensor Term class used in previous phases, as it now will contain various mathematical objects. There
are also self-explanatory classes for Deltas, Levi-Civitas, Irreducible Tensors, and Coefficients. The function is as
follows:

void fullyReduceTensorTerms();

2.4.1 Substitutions of Reducible Tensors for Expressions with Irreducible
Tensors Algorithm

1. Given the Source Reducible Tensor, find the number of indices it contains.
2. Based on the number of indices, choose the correct substitution sub-category

3. In the chosen substitution sub-category, given the Source Reducible Tensor, find the number of barred indices
it contains

4. Based on the number of barred indices of this sub-category (of number of indices), return the corresponding
substituted Math Expression

The terms are then expanded by multiplication.



2.4.2 Multiplication of Levi-Civita Tensors Algorithm

1. Tterate for every Math Expression Term in a Math Expression:
(a) If there is more than 1 Levi-Civita:
i. If there are 3 or more Levi-Civitas, group the Levis based on number of common indices
ii. Create a temporary Math Expression for the full Delta Expression
iii. Iterate while there exists atleast one pair of Levis:
A. Expand the pair into this temporary.
B. Delete the pair

iv. Multiply the original term with the full Delta Expression, and append this to the final result Math
Expression.

v. Set the original term to 0.

vi. Delete all terms with 0 coefficient

2.4.3 Simplification of Expression by Kronecker Deltas Algorithm

1. Iterate for every term:
(a) Sum over the indices of the Deltas.
(b) Check for possibility of the deltas cancelling out the term. If so, move on to the next term.
(¢) Rename the indices of the irreducible tensors by using the Deltas.

(d) Solve identical Deltas and modify the coefficient accordingly.

2. Erase all terms with coefficient 0.

2.4.4 Simplification of Expression by Renaming Indices of Irreducible Tensors

(Accounting for Commutativity)

e While before the concept of “zones” related to barred versus unbarred indices, now “zones” relates to upper
versus lower indices.

e While before the concept of “structure” (and hence “ambiguity”) related to whether 2 reducible tensors have the
same label, number of indices, and number of barred indices, now “structure” relates to whether 2 irreducible
tensors have the same bar state, field, symmetric property, and number of upper and lower indices.

e While before the sorting of the reducible tensor terms was by (in ascending order) label, then by number of
indices, and then by number of barred indices, now the sorting of the irreducible tensor terms is (in ascending
order) by field, then by symmetric property, then by bar state, then by number of upper indices, and then by
number of lower indices.

e A Single Levi-Civita tensor may survive after simplification and also must be considered in the renaming
process. It is considered as its own unique “zone”.

2.4.5 Overall Reduction Phase

1. Iterate for every Math Expression Term:

(a) Substitute the reducible tensor terms for the appropriate Math Expressions containing irreducible tensors,
Levi-Civitas, and Deltas.

(b) Multiply and expand all the substituted expressions.

(¢) Multiply the Levi-Civitas of each term and expand the expression.

(d) Simplify the overall expression by the properties of Kronecker Deltas.
)

Simplify the overall expression by the property of Symmetric and Asymmetric Irreducible tensors that
share 2+ indices.

(f) Simplify the overall expression by the renaming the indices of the expression.
(g) Multiply the overall expression with the original coefficient from the reducible tensor term.
(h) Append this result to the overall Math Expression of the final result.

2. Simplify this final result by renaming the indices of the expression



(a) (This step is repeated because before it was only considered within each expression that arose from
a reducible tensor term, whereas now it is considering all simplified expressions from all the reducible
tensor terms.)

3. Multiply the overall expression with the coefficient that arose from expanding the initial user input to the

. 1
reducible tensors (of the form S NumberOTndices) )

2.5 Normalization of Irreducible Tensors to Normalized Tensors Phase

In this final phase, we substitute the irreducible tensors with the corresponding normalized tensors, including their
coefficients. This is similar to the step in the previous phase where we substituted the reducible tensors for their
respective expressions. Each substitution is a unique function due to its coefficients, however the general procedure
is outlined below.

1. For a given irreducible tensor of a Math Expression Term:

2. Create a normalized tensor and transfer the indices exactly as they are from the irreducible tensor.

3. Multiply the whole Math Expression Term by the required coefficient.

4. Erase the Irreducible Tensor from the Math Expression Term.

This process is repeated for every irreducible tensor in every Math Expression Term in the result expression. No

further simplification occurs here because all simplification has been completed before this. Hence, we arrive at our
final result. The function is as follows:

void normalizelrreducibleTensorTerms();

2.6 Output Phase

Every component in the result, be it a Delta, Normalized tensor, Coefficient, etc., has a representation in ¥TEXdesigned
for it, and hence printing a term simply calls all these functions in turn, and printing an expression calls the printing
of each term. The function is as follows:

void printMathExpressionAsLatex();

3 Results

The computer program outputs results in ETEX format that can be easily included in a publication, as it has been
done in Sections 3.1-3.3. The original SO(10) coupling inputs are mentioned along with their respective processed
results in their final format. Some of these couplings have not previously been demonstrated in the literature, proving
the generalized capabilities of the software.

The normalizations of SU(5) fields are displayed in Appendix B.5. Here the H—fields represent SU(5) irreducible
tensors with canonically normalized kinetic energy terms.
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3.2 Cubic Couplings
3.2.1 210 x 210 x 210

Xﬂlu2u3u4 Xu3u4u5p,6 Xu5p,6u1p,2 =



+1T\/§Hp(210)H7(1210)H;1(210) _ 1éﬁH(210)Hp(210)H£210) _ 14_\é€6ijkloH£210)H;rlzr(L210)H?(210) +

Jm
%EUMOH(()QIO) HZ(ZBO)H;ZE210) + 14_\géezjkloH(()210) nglo)Hl(;lo) _ liégeij’mnoHo(Zl())H;Jk@lo) Hllvmn(ZIO) _
11_\é§EijmnoHo(210)Hzm(210)Hlun(zm) + 14_\g6€ijmnoHo(210)Hij(210)Hmn(210) + %EHZJ’“(HO)H,?:(NO) H?j(nz;m) +

ikn(210) 77(210) 77Im(210) m(210) 77ijk(210) 7,yn(210) m(210) 77ijk(210) 77(210) 1(210) 77i5m(210) 7,n(210)
%Hl H;., "Hy, _11_\?}[1@ Hy! Hijm _13_\2ng Hp, Hij "‘11_\?Hn HlJ Hijm -
(210 210 (210) ik(210 (210) 7y(210) ik(210 jm (210 210 kn (210 210 jm(210)
LB g0 g G100 f 100 L2 prikCro) pn (100 pE0) (a0 g GO0 fCI0) oy S8 prkn (210 prifio) i)
11_\2§legk(210) HZm(ZlO) H}igl,.f)) _ 1\2/()175H(210)Hkm(210) H}gi}bo) + %gH;jl(210)H”kl(210)H’;n.7,n(210) _

nn

J
1_\/§Hin(210) H;;n(zlo)Hkl(zlo) n 1g(}—5H(210)H$n(210) anlr(flo) _ %gﬂf,gzlo)f[f(mo)H;:(m) +

mn

6
7V3 ppm(210) 17i(210) rn(210) _ 135 17(210) prm(210) 17U(210) _ 1VT5 1y (210) ;p(210) 7y (210) | 13 prik(210) ppim(210) prjn(210)
31 e " He U H, — L5 H®O 1 Hy? — BEe g RO g0 4 B8 g i gy o gin

(3

3.2.2 120 x 126 x 210
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%OgelmnopHn(l20)Hlm(210)Hop(126) _ %ejlmnoHi(mo)Hfm"@w) H(jggm) _ 13_\/03—0H£120)Ho(210)H(m) +
BTN 1 N ) AN D %) LM 0 0

15 ehtmon i 020) p (10) R0 . 118 eaktmo (120 pri10) 1) | 15 ikime pr(120) g 10V g(120) 4

%EklmopH£120)Hl(72nlO)H(§11,276) _ %\é?ejlmopH’ELlQO)Hﬁ(rilo)Hé?) I %ngzo)}[ﬁm(zlo) Hﬂf,i(m) 4
%H;rlz(mO)Hln(ZlO)HgfrlL(mti) + 14_\65H£E120)H?(210) Hfbl(126) _ %gH;(nmo)Hzn(zlo) Hfbl(126) _
117\/05}1:1(120)}[(210)}151(126) o HTV?H,Z;&,?O)HZ;‘"@IO)H“W) _ %Hgmo)}[?(zlo)}[l(m) _ 16_\65H12120)H?(210)H’ik(126) _
11\22_()}[7(;20)H;n(210)Hle(126) _ %01—5}[72120)}[?(210)}[,-(%) _ %ng(mo)H(zm)Hl(m) _ %ngzo)}dmn(zm)Hﬂi(r}zs) T
%Hjﬁkﬂzo)}[lleO) Hljnkl(nl%) + IT%EH:l(lzo)Hlm(2lo) Hﬁb(iZ_G) + %OEH;’S%)HZ?MH(ZIO) H,(LRG) _
#H{L(lzo)f[zm@lo) H7(L126) 4 %Hémo)}dmn(zm) Hzifm(i%) T %Hélzo)Hzm(zm) an(mm) T
11\22)*5H7(;20)Hzm(210)Hl(126) _ %Hgk(l2O)Hligi0)Hjl;nn(m) T 18{)5Hsz(mo)Hl(:lm)H;nn(m) T
%H’"(lzo)Hzﬁm)H“m) 4 %ka(mo)ff;:fzm) H;Zm11(126) _ 16_\65}[’]:’5(120)}[;1(210) H;;(m) -

11\23(;*0}[1(120)}[;;(210)}112(126) + 12\4/15*56jkmn0ij(120) Hlimn(ZIO)Hlo(126) 1V5 jk(lZO)Him(ZIO)H;L;)(IZG) _

i (s) + 120 Ejk:mnoHl

1/30 120) 77(210) 77 (126) 1V/15 ki 7(120) 77i(210) 77(126) 1V/15 _klmn (120) 77i(210) r7(126)
30 HOWOHS Y H + S60€ CHy T Hy Hjo(S)_ 750 € H T Hy, Hko(S)+

115 775(120) 17in(210) 77klm(126)  14/30 174(120) 17in(210) prlm(126)  1./30 174(120) ppimn(210) p7kl(126)
%Hljk Hlm Hjn - WHZTL Hlm Hj - LHJ Hl H; +

%H57£1120)H;mn(210) Hﬁﬁm) o %nggmo)}[ézlo)}[omue) + %22120;;[(5210)H(’“g)(m) _J%Hgmo)}[ézm)}[oq(me) _
S 00 BT g8 020 7 ) < ) R g 8 0 1
lT\éEqu(120)H(210)Hé7{26) + %GijkopHop(HO)H;’mn(?lo) HIFA26) %@GiﬂopHop(l%)Hﬂm(?lO) HiRA26)
%eijkopHOP(lzo)H;jnmo)Hﬁl(l%) + ;Tx/geijkopHop(l2O)Hin(210)H’ik(126) + %EijkopHop(lzo)Hlijk(ﬂO)Hz(m) _
%EijkopHop(IZO)Hij@lO)Hk(m) + 16_\/0175Hmn(120) Hé210)Hgl(;26) + 12_\65an(120) H¢5210)H,§126)

3.2.3 210 x 120 x 120

X,ulu2,u,3/,¢4 X/,LI;J,Z/,LS X,u3/,¢4,u5 =



+11—‘§6H"°(120)H5,(;120)H7§210) + 1T\/EHW(12O)H7(L120)H;()210) . %Hg(mo)Hi%zo)H;jk(zm) .
1v/2 77(120) 77m(120) 7745(210 1v6 77(120) 1471(120) 77ijk(210) 1v2 77(120) 77(120) 7745(210
BRI PO S MV @ ) O
no(120 Im (120 i17k(210 1v2 no(120 jm (120 1k(210 1v6
o H™ 20 HY — o H™ 120 fl HFEI0) 16

=T €ijmn

W6, - F71(120) prno(120) prijm(210)
d_Ciamn ) y Cigmno o
11—‘é§H§f(120)H;;(120)Hﬁ(210) + 15/01_5H’:g(120)H;;L(120)H(210) _ %gHJ(-mO)Hfl(mO)H;Jl(QlO) + 1+9/§HJ(120)H1_ﬂ(120)H;(210) .
11_\g§Hz(120)HZ(120)H231'(210) + 1_\;§Hi(120)HZ(120)Hi(210) + 1T{§Hk(120)HJ(_120)HZ(210) _ 1{§Hj(120)H;120)H(210) +
11_\z/;§HM(12O)H¢(j120)HIZ(210) + 2_\9/§HkQ(120)H;-;20)HZ(210) _ 1\3/01_5Hpq(120)H]gzo)H(210) + %Hgm(lzo)Hé(rizo)H;f(zm) +
%Hfm(lzo)Higzo)H;(mo) _ ﬂ—{fo"L(”O)H,’%(”O)H}Ele) _ 13_\{56HL(120)H51¢(120)H;§€2ZN) _ %HL(MO)HIJMHO)H;?O) .
7v/2 prk(120) 775(120) p7(210) | 136  klmno py(120) £75(120) 17i(210) | 142 kimno py(120) £75(120) £7(210)

TP R0 I 020) i) g ektmne 2O ) PO T 4 et Hy ) 1 PO H Y —

17_\égeklmnoHi(12o)Hélozo)Hlig?io) I 11_\ggH§L(120)H£}20)Hp(210) n 1T{6Hz(120)Hl(;20)Hp(210)

3.3 Quartic Couplings
3.3.1 210 x 120 x 120 x 45

X,ulu2,u3/,¢4XuluZuSXu3u4u6Xu5u6 =

—|—17—\fe”kl°H,(fg)H$(120)H:l(lzo) H(SZIO) _ %fgijkloHi(:S)H](IZO)HI(12O)H(§210) +
13_\{5eklanHkn(45)Hls(lZO)qu(IZO)Hs(Qlo) _ 17_\é§Eklnquns(45)Hkl(l2O)qu(12O)HS(210) +

176 77(45) 7177m(120) 77In(120) 17ik(210) 130 17(45) 17km(120) 771n(120) £7(210 14/30 77(45) 717m(120) 77n(120 210
WO H) HY =P HE L OO ) 20 g 210) 180 prlin) ppm(120) rn(120) fr(210) 4

16 77(45) 175(120) 71(120) 77ik(210) 1v6 prmn(45) pyi(120) p7I(120) 77ik(210) |, 1./30 45) prk(120) 771(120) rr(210
%Hu@ HIC2O FY )Hjl +3_{Hm( )Hi]m Hy, sz + 3\{50_Hmn( )Hlm Hy, HEO

lg(?_OH7n7L(45)H$2O)H”(LIQO)H(210) + %Hﬂ(%)HZ-(HO)H,EHO)H;:?(MO) + 13_\{55EklanHzif)Hz(s,mO)Ht;vl"QO)HS(QIO) _
17_\256kznq7«H7(é5)H£;20)HéyO)Hs(zlo)+17_\é§€ijklonn(45)Hé{'(lm)H::l(l?O)Ho(zlo)_%fgijkloﬂik(%)Hj(mo)Hz(mo)Ho(zm)

3.3.2 210 x 210 x 210 x 210
Xp1p2u3ua Xp1p2p3pa X pusueptus X pspepmus =

+4Hs(210) Ht(ZlO)Hs(Qlo) Ht(210) + %HT(ZIO)H£210)H;mw(210)H3;(3¢1,0) 4 4H7‘(210) Hmn(ZlO)H’,@lO) H,(,f,io) 4

2HT'(210)HT(.210)H227L(210)H555210) + 4HT'(210)H7E210)H§(210)H£(210) + 4H(210)H(210)HT'(210)H7(-210) +
%Hlijk(zu)) Hglno(zlo)Hf;ilo)Hp(zlo) + %Hmn(Zlo) Hlijk(210)H7(210)Hf(i10) + Hij(210)Hmn(210) Hi(flo)H(zlo) +

mno nn mn
%Hlijk(Zlo) ngIL,n(210)H7¢:lp75210)Hfj(.i10) I %H;(210)H£(210)Hlijk(210)Hf;i10) + %H(zlo)H(zm)H;jk(mo) Hfg(-ilo) 4
Hzg(zlo)Hi(J?lO)H:;n(Zlﬂ) H;;%HO) + 2Hm210)H;L(210)H£(210)Hi(j210) + 9 7 (210) [7(210) frij(210) Hz_(j210) +
%H;Jl(zm) Hfjl(zm)H;Z"(zlo)Hﬁfflo) 4 H:(ZIO)H,ZZ@IO)H;]l(zm)Hfjl(zlo) + H(zm)H(zlo)H;Jl(zm)Hsz(zw) 4

Hlj(mo)H;-(m)H§(210)H£(210) + 2H(210)H(210)Hlj(210)HJl_(210) + [ (210) [7(210) p7(210) py(210)

4 Discussion

This paper proposes a novel C++ software that can compute SO(10) Higgs couplings automatically in terms of SU(5)
invariants, based on the algorithm developed in Appendix B.4. These interactions arise in both supersymmetric and
non-supersymmetric SO(10) models. A top-down approach to calculate two-point, three-point and higher Higgs-Higgs
Interactions is necessary. Such couplings are needed in the breaking of GUT and electroweak symmetries and in the
study of higher dimensional operators such as B — L = —2 for the exploration of physics beyond the SM. This is
important as these operators contribute to the understanding of neutrino masses, baryogenesis, proton decay and
n — 7 oscillations. The stand-alone software exposes a text-based interface to conveniently facilitate the calculation
procedure from start to finish. The user enters their required coupling via text, and the program then processes the
various intermediate calculations, until it presents the final normalized result in EXTEXformat. The number of indices
can go up to 5, but the number of tensors appearing in an SO(10) invariant is not limited. The reliability of the
algorithm has also been confirmed, as manual calculations were performed and compared with the computer result,
and these were successfully matched.

The code has also been made publicly available so that future development can be done to expand the capabilities
of the software. Firstly, one such expansion could be the ability of the software to account for any SO(N) invariant
couplings. Currently this is not supported, however the existing algorithms and data structures could be used as a
template for such changes. Secondly, it is also possible to expand this software to account for Higgs-Spinor coupling [32]



analysis in the future. This would require the introduction of certain other algorithms and data structures, however
the existing codebase will provide a solid foundation for the key algorithms required for the overall process.

We believe that our C++ program will be very useful for particle physicists in general. Researchers will have
access to our computer code which will calculate SO(10) tensor interactions exactly and efficiently within their own
models using the top-down approach. The code is available to download
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Appendix A SO(N) group [11]

A.1 Vector representation
Consider a real N—dimensional coordinate space in which a vector ¢ = (¢, ¢4, ..., ¢y) transforms as
(ﬁ#—)d);:()“yd)u; My V:1727”‘7N‘ (1)

In order for the transformation (1) to leave the length of ¢ invariant, that is, ¢'' ¢’ = ¢ ¢, Eq.(1) gives ((’)(,b)T (0¢) =
o Pp= T ((’)T(’)) ¢ = ¢ ¢. Therefore, the matrix @ must satisfy OTO = OOT = 1. The set of such length-
preserving transformation matrices O represent rotations in N—dimensions and forms a group called orthogonal group
O(N). Taking the determinant of both sides of the last equation gives det ((’)T(’)) = det (1) = (det (’)T) (det ©O) =
1= (det ©)* = 1. That is det © = +1.

The special orthogonal group SO(N) is a group of N x N of real matrices O obeying,
0T0=00"=1; detO=+1. (2)
Now consider the group element @(a) of SO(N) which differ infinitesimally from the identity:
O(da)~1+a fora < 1. (3)
On using Eq.(3) in Eq.(2), we get 1+a' +a+O(a’)=1. Thus a' = —a, that is
auw = —au; (LA D) (4)

The real numbers a,, are the parameters of the group and specify rotation. Since the N x N matrix a is antisymmetric,
it has only (';') = +N (N — 1) independent parameters. Making use of Eq.(4) in the infinitesimal SO(N) transformation
(3), we get [O(a)]w = duw + apy = Opw + % (Auy —avy) = 0pw + %aaﬁ [~ (0padus — Ovabup)] = Opw + %aaﬁ (Maﬁ)w‘
Thus the %N (N — 1) generators of the SO(N) group in the vector representation are given by N x N linearly independent

matrices Mg’
(Ma,g) = —i (8uadup — Buabps); 1<p<v<N (5)
2%

Note that the matrices Mag are antisymmetric: (Mag),, = —(Mag),, = M)s; = —Mg,. Hence, necessarily

traceless: (Mag),,, = 0= Tr(Mag) = 0. Eq.(5) also shows that the only non-vanishing elements of the matrix Mags

are —i and +i at the intersection of the o' row, 8™ column (a # ) and ™ row, o' column, respectively. The

commutation relation satisfied by the generators Mg can be easily calculated using Eq.(5):

[Maﬁv MW] = _i(‘sﬂ’yMap + 0apMpy — b0y Mg, — 550M0W)' (6)

I The factor of % is chosen for convenience and the reason for inserting ¢ in Eq.(5) is because it is more convenient in quantum
mechanics to use the anti-Hermitian generators (MLB = —M,) rather than antisymmetric (Mgﬁ = —M,3). Then group O(a)
in Eq.(9) is unitary (OT = ©~1). Of course this does not change the fact that SO(N) is a real Lie algebra.
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If we rewrite Eq.(6) as
[Mas, M., | =23 Mo, (7)
then we see that the structure constants fJ g,w are given by
fgl?,w =dog (5aw5p/\ - 5&/357/\) +doa (%,ﬁm - 5[375;))\)- (8)

We now obtain finite transformation for the group element from the infinitesimal transformation: O(a) ~ 1 +
1a,sMag = 7(a) using O(a) = limp— o0 [1(2)]" = limn o0 [1 4 5 (222) Mgg]". Therefore,

n n

. N
7

Ofa) =expq 5 > aasMag ¢ 9)
1<a<p

Note that traceless and antisymmetry conditions satisfied by the generators Mag follow immediately from Egs.(2) and

53a5Ma i
(9) irrespective of its representation as given by Eq.(5): 1 = det O = T O) — Tr(infe2"aBTal]) _ pzaas Tr(Mag) —

i i i T i T
Tr(Myg) =0 and 1 = O O = [e22«sMas]Te22asMas — e32a8Map e330Mas — ¢33apMapgtMag) MIB +Myp =
0.

A.2 Tensor representation

In general, we define an SO(N) rank—p tensor T, ,,, having NP components, to transform as a product of p
ordinary vectors, ¢,, :

Tiinsny = @u, 00,0+ Q (75#;,: (10)
Tmuzmup — TILIMZ“MP = OMIVIOHZVZ e Ouplfp TV1V2~~~VP (11)

A.2.1 Isotropic tensors

e 2" _RANK IDENTITY TENSOR (KRONECKER SYMBOL): §,, = 6" = §# 2

The Kronecker symbol is defined through

_ 1 ifu=y,
6‘“/76"“7{ 0 if u#v.

It is invariant under SO(N) transformation: 6. — 8/, = OuaOusdas = OuaOva = (OO )4 = by
e N _RANK ALTERNATING TENSOR (LEVI-CIVITA SYMBOL): €, pup.. puy = €142 N

The completely antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol is defined through

+1 for even permutation of indices,
€prpn..uy = —1 for odd permutation of indices,
0 if any two indices equal.

As a consequence of antisymmetry of the Levi-Civita symbol we have

Viv2...UN _ §V1 . SVN
Cprpz...uy € - (S[M1 6HN]’ (12&)
QL. VIV . UNyy 1 SY1 L. UN—m
Cay...ampipz...uNn—m € =m 5[#1 BN—m]’ (12b)

2Recall form Appendix A.1 that SO(N) transformations preserve the scalar product: ¢>T1p. This invariant can be written
using upper (or equally with lower) indices as ¢*Pp* = p* . YPY = d* gL p”, where g, is a metric tensor and is defined through
guv = epey for a set of basis vectors e, in an N— dimensional space. This implies that the metric tensor g v = duv = epen
corresponds to the orthogonal group. Further, the metric tensor can be used to raise or lower indices of vectors/tensors:
¢, = Juv@®”, ¥ = g"”¢,,. Therefore, ¢, = @". In other words the covariant and contravariant vectors/tensors coincide for
orthonormal basis. Hence, we do not distinguish between superscripts and subscripts.

11



Using Eq.(12b), we define the determinant of a N x N matrix A as

det A =

- viva.UN gAML AMN
N,Eulwmuwf Au1 AuN-

Finally, multiplying both sides of this last equation by €*1#2#N and using Eq.(12b), we get
VEIINALL L AN = H1E2 N det A, (13)

Using Eq.(13), the alternating symbol can be also shown to be an invariant of the SO(N) group: €., uy...ny —
EluluzmﬂN = OMVI ON2V2 e OHNVNEVlemVN

=detO Curpz...un = Cprpz...py-

e OTHER SO(N)—INVARIANTS

One may now construct [31] various ™ —rank invariant tensors I, ,. ., from the linear combination of the
sum of the products of Kronecker symbols and the alternating tensor. For example, the most general invariant
tensors for the case when r is even, take the form

r=even

(1) _ :
I e = D Av Saun)r(u2)0o(us)otun) * Fotur_1)o(ur)s  fOT NZ0dd,

o€Sy
2 —evi
Il(tl)ltzmuN = Z Ao 60(”1)U(H2)50(M3)0(H4) ’ “5‘7(MN—1)U(HN) + Beuyps.uy;  for n=cvens
geSN

where the summation is over the set S, of all ! permutations o of r indices and o(u1)o(p2) ... o(ur) represent

a permutation of w1, p2,...,ur. For the special case r = 4, we get 4! permutations of pu1, p2, s, a out of
which only three unique quadratic product of Kronecker deltas can be formed. Hence, Ialﬁw = a16a80~p +

a20a~08p + a3dapdsy and Ifgﬁ{p = a10a80~p + @20a~08p + a3 dapdsy + Beagyp. Here a;’s are linear combinations

of 4! A;’s. In a similar fashion, one can form general invariant tensors when r is odd.

A.2.2 Irreducibility

Contraction of a tensor with Kronecker symbol (trace operation) and Levi-Civita symbol play an important role in
constructing irreducible tensors. A tensor is reducible, if through a contraction operation, a new non-vanishing tensor
(generally of smaller rank) can be formed.

If a tensor T£Ll1)u2u3mur is reducible because it has nonzero trace, say over indices p1 and p2, then we may contract
it with a Kronecker symbol over those two indices,

€ _ JPYeY
6N1N2 TH’IH’Q/J’S"'/J/T - TH1H1M3~~~M~ = Tu3u4~~m7

. ~ (1 .
leading to a tensor TL;MWW of rank r — 2. Here the first two indices have been contracted and summed over but

the trace operation can be applied to any pair. A tensor is traceless if the contraction with a Kronecker symbol of
any pair of indices vanishes. Also, a tensor with all d—contracted indices (T'p;pu; pops...urpr.) 18 an SO(N)—invariant
scalar (singlet).

On the other hand, if a tensor Tfﬁzuamu&“u is reducible because it is not symmetric with respect to some of

r

its indices, say p1, g2 and ps or a tensor Tflb&zN u, 1s reducible because it is not symmetric with respect to any of
its indices, then we may contract these tensors with a Levi-Civita symbol over those indices,

(2a) _ (2a)

(2b) _ s(20)
Cprpapgpa...on L pypopsvavs..vr = Lpgps. pyvavs..vns EN1N2'~HNTM1M2~~H7‘_ M1 M2 N

(2a)

leading to a tensor T'),, ... uyvavs...v

.. of rank N+r—6 with mixed symmetry (antisymmetric in pa, ps, ... un and sym-
(2b)

Lo 1t g2 BN of rank N —r, respectively. Additionally,

metric in vy, vs, ... vr) and a completely antisymmetric tensor T

a tensor with all e—contracted indices (T = €.y popspy...uy T uips...uy) 18 an SO(N)—invariant scalar.

Therefore,
e an irreducible tensor T, ;ipus...u, is completely traceless, that is

5#1#2 Tpong.onr =0, 5#2#3 Tyipong.cnr =0, 5#1#3 Tpongeonr =0, .oy (14)

%r(rfl) trace conditions
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and

e in view of contraction with Levi-Civita tensor, the tensors T,(fla,zz uzvavs...v, and Tgibgz,,,w are irreducible, if
they are symmetric with respect to the indices on which the sum has been performed, so that

(2a) _ (2b) _
€ptpapapa.in L popsvavs..vr = 05 €uypocun Tpiyfig. . = 0 (15)

Since completely antisymmetric tensors automatically satisfy Eq.(14), they are the first class of irreducible ten-
sors. The second being completely symmetric and traceless tensors and finally traceless tensors with mixed symme-
try.

A.2.3 Completely antisymmetric tensors

A 2" _rank antisymmetric tensor ¢,%) (: —451(,'2)) is defined through

o) = (¢.290,)

:%(¢H®¢V—¢V®¢M). (16)

antisymmetric

Using Eq.(1) in Eq.(16) gives the transformation law for the second rank antisymmetric tensor:

’ 1
@Lﬁ) — @Lﬁ) = 5 (OHAOVp - Oupouk)é(;z)’ (17&)
=0,,8,0),, (17b)
~ D) +a,P5) +andy, (17¢)

where we have made usage of Eq.(3) in obtaining Eq.(17c). Note that this is also the adjoint representation of the
group. This is because number of group generators matches the dimensionality (g‘) = LIN(N — 1) of the second rank

-2
antisymmetric tensor representation.

To find the the generators in the adjoint representation, we use Eq.(3) in Eq.(17a) to obtain 45&?2:2 — o), =
A) _ A A
1/2[(5M1V13M2V2 + 6#2”23H1V1) - (Vl A 7/2)]45&11),2 = 305/2(M((15))H1M2,V1V245(V11)/27 where,

M(A))
( B H1H2,V1V2

_ %{ {@M (esuzovs = BawaBins ) + G (Sais Gy — 55#1)}

- {yl “ 1/2} }, (18)

are the generators in the adjoint representation.

h

In a similar fashion one can define completely antisymmetric tensors of higher rank. In general, an r*"—rank
antisymmetric tensor of dimensionality (';‘) can be formed from the antisymmetric product of ¢’s as
(4) _1
Bzt = 77 D S8(0) Poi) ® Py @ Do)
o€Sy
and with the transformation law in various useful forms given by
A A) 1 A
dsf(anmm - dsf(anmm =1 Z sg1(0) Opio(w1)Ouso(va) ** Opro(uy) ds(mgzmvw (19a)
© Lloes,
=011 Oy -+ O, DY) 19b
- K1Vl Hov2 HrVr Fvivg...Ur) ( )
T
~ &) (4)
AP T Za#i”i§H1H2~~V'L~'Hr—1HT' (19¢)
i=1

Finally, the generators in the " —rank antisymmetric representation is given by

Mo s V1V2 .. Ve 7!

(M((x[z)) = l Z Hdﬂjl’j (504%55’1/1' - 5&%55%) - [Vi Ans Vj]
B1p.- =1 i
i#j
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For N even (N = 2m), a tensor of rank m, @l(,’fl),z,,,l, can be expressed in terms of another tensor of rank m,
*Spiﬁzbzmum7 called the dual, through *éf(t?gtzmum N Cu1p2. V1V Vi 45(;141)’2 Both él(‘«?iblnﬂm and *Spiﬁzbzmﬂm are

not irreducible tensors under SO(2m). Now, if we define Qg:;)%mum =1 [éngmum + *@&32,““7“]7 then Qiﬂfl?”um

m
Vm
2

)

are irreducible tensors. Complete formulation of this subtlety is as follows: The tensor 455324” um Of dimension (m

splits into two irreducible tensors .QEILZ,#M and Qﬁ:@,““m each of dimension %(27;") according to the SO(2m)
invariant decomposition of a tensor of rank m,

A + -
By = U+ R0, (20a)
¢m2
+ 1 { A
Where, QI&lz‘leJ«m = 5 <5H1V15H2V2 .. -5,uml’m + W€“1u2mumulu2mum> éy(xlz)gmunﬂ (20b)
7:7712
. . + +
Satleylng7 ‘Qitlzumum = iW6M1M2~~HmV1V2~HVm 'Q(Vll)’2<~l’m' (200)
From Eq.(20c), we see that for m = even, the tensors Qf‘jl2~'l"m and .QLL)%W“M are real and satisfy
self and anti-self duality conditions, respectively. =~ While for m = odd, the tensors are complex conju-

gates of each other. To show the validity of the results (20b)-(20c), one can start with *QSEL?Lz...um =

« 6H1H2~~~Hm;V1V2~~~V7n¢’(;14’)/2~~’/m7 where o needs to be determined. Next compute the dual of the dual tensor:
v1gp(A) 2g5(4)

2 (A) _ 2 m2/ )
P tizeetim = O €t pin 1 vz €1 va e wm AL Aa e Am Py Ag. Ay = & (=)™ (M) P s, Where we have made

m

P . A A s (A A s (A _
use of Egs.(12a) and (12b). Now write, @legmum = %(@LILQWH,R + @Llemum) + %(Qillgﬂum - @illzmum) =

(+) (=) (L) _ (+) _ 2 2 2 g(A)
2000 pm t o, then "0, 4, = « 6M1M2~~~val’lu22~~~um‘QVIV2~~~Vm = :t%[oc (=)™ (mD) Py s

*455:&1‘2‘2.4.“7“]. Finally, requiring ozz(—l)mQ (m1)? =1 gives a« = +.

A.2.4 Completely symmetric and traceless tensors

We begin by illustrating second rank symmetric and traceless tensor, 45,([?, (E ¢l(,i))

o) = (6,29,

(=51 (#a00,19,00,) - a0 0, (21)

(symmetric
traceless

Here ¢, ®¢, (= 45(;?) is the singlet of SO(N) group and the dimensionality of @E[? is (N;rl) —1=Z(N-1)(N+2).

As before one can easily write down the transformation law for the second rank symmetric and traceless tensor:

’ 1
o, — o) = (0110, +0,,0.,) ), (22a)
=0,,90],, (22b)
~ B + 2B +and. (22c)

Using Eq.(22a), one can find the generators in the 2"¢—rank symmetric representation as

(MLS*B))MM,VWQ = %{ |:5H1V1 (504#25/%2 - 501/255@) + 5#21'2 <5au1551/1 - 6‘11’155M1):|

+ [ul - V2:| } (23)

N+:71) _ (Nji73

In general, an " —rank symmetric and traceless tensor of dimensionality ( N

) can be formed from
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the symmetric product of ¢’s as follows

(8) _1
B s = 7 D Pty Potua) Potur)
o€Sy

+ K1 [5u1u2 $.9,0,P,  Puy t Ouins 6.Puy PPy, B,
+ ot Op ¢H1¢M2 cee ¢MT72¢H¢H] <— () single-trace terms
+rs [5 Suaris B ®y by by - b+
+ Opy sty 2O e Py Dy ~~~¢HT,4¢M¢M¢V¢V} — 3(3)x("37) double-trace terms

(24)

where, for conciseness, we have completely dropped the outer product symbol and the numerical coefficients k;’s
ensure that the tensor 45251)“2,““? is completely traceless. We now illustrate Eq.(24) by means of 3°¢ and 4™ rank
symmetric and traceless tensors of SO(N) with dimensionality #N(N — 1)(N + 4) and 5;N(N — 1)(N + 1)(N + 6),
respectively. Explicit expressions are given by

1

symmetric N + 2

s 1
sy = (B8, Di1is 08By + 1,0,

By b, ambu] , (250)

s 1 1
éfn)t@ Hama = gy (d)m d)uz ¢#3 ¢u4 ) symmetric - N—+4 |:6“1 1w P, b, ¢#3 ¢#4 + 01 Py ¢#2 oy ¢#4

+ 5#«1 Ha ¢u¢p,2 ¢p.3 d)u + 5#«2#«3 (tb,u,l (tbu ¢V¢,u,4 + 6”2”4 d),u,l (tbud),u,g (tbu

1
+ 5M3M4¢u1¢u2¢u¢uj| + NE N D |:6H1H26H3H4¢p,¢p,¢u¢u

F 00115 02ps PP PPy + 0p1 14 Opiops @ P, %%] : (25b)

The transformation law for an 7' —rank symmetric tensor in various useful forms take the form

() (s)’ _1 (5)
dsuluzmur - dsmuzmlw -] |:Z OHIU(V1)0H20’(V2) T Oura(l’r) 45V1V2~~~Vr7 (263“)
" Loes,
S
= 0#11'1 Ouz'/z e O#r”rds(w)uzwuw (26b)
™
~ &) (S)
S S Z A P g iy (26c)
i=1

while the generators in this representation are given by

= Z Héﬂjl’j (6aui65w - 501’1'65#1') + [Vi A Vj]

)M1M2~~~MTvV1V2'~'VT r! i=1 jo1
£

(5)
(M35

A.3 Elements of SO(N) gauge theory

A.3.1 Global symmetries

The real group parameters a,g are independent of space-time coordinate, x.

e SCALAR BOSON IN THE VECTOR REPRESENTATION

15



Introduce a set of N scalar bosonic fields by means of an N dimensional column vector, ¢(x):

&1 ()
¢s(x)
¢(x) = . (27)
o ()
Of course, the transformation law is the same as before (see Egs.(1)and (9)):
¢(z) — ¢'(x) = O¢(x) (28)
and in terms of its components, Eq.(3) in Eq.(28), gives
¢.(2) — ¢, (2) ~ ¢, () +auw e, (z) (29)
Kinetic energy term for the N real scalar bosonic fields appearing in the Lagrangian is given by
L
Lin =5 D 02, (2)0", ()
p=1 (30)
1
= 532¢(1’)T8ﬂ¢(1’)

It is invariant under global rotations, since L&) = 1049’ (2) 0@ (x) = L0a[p(z)" O OP(z)] =
10a¢p(z) 0 Pp(z) = £®%,. Here 4 is the Dirac index (4 = 0 — 3) and we are using the metric =
diag(1,—1,—1,-1).

One can also add to the Lagrangian the self-interaction terms. The most general fourth-order invariant couplings
take the form

N

Lo = D [N, + 22 (9,0,)°]
n=1 (31)

=ngTo+ % (970)

SCALAR BOSON IN THE 2"¢—RANK (ADJOINT) ANTISYMMETRIC TENSOR REPRESENTATION

Recall that is also the adjoint representation of the group. Thus, it implies that we have %N(N — 1) vector
gauge bosons denoted by gfju having the global transformation law (17c):

G — G = G +au,G, +aunGon (32)
In analogy with Eq.(30), we define the Lagrangian for N scalar bosonic fields

N
(A) 1
s =7 2 I SR o
pFr=1 (33)

= 1 Tr (3245(14)7'8?'@(14))
4
and it is easily seen to be invariant under the global transformation (17b).
The most general invariant quartic self-couplings in the Lagrangian take the form

&(4)

2
L0 = MR + e (BBL)) + ol Bl Bl 3L

, (34)
— A Tr (¢<A>2) T [T&« (¢<A>2)] s Tr (45“‘)4)

Self-interaction terms for the vector gauge bosons G? and its interactions with scalar bosons will be dealt in
the next subsection.
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e SCALAR BOSON IN THE 2"¢—RANK SYMMETRIC AND TRACELESS TENSOR REPRESENTATION

In this case, the globally invariant kinetic energy and self-interaction terms in the Lagrangian are given by

given by
2 iTr (0287 07a) (35)
(S) 2
Lo = M@ + 2 (828)) + ol ol Bl 8l (36)

e SCALAR BOSON IN THE GENERAL 7P —RANK TENSOR REPRESENTATION

The invariant Lagrangian under global transformations is given by

H(A,9)

1
Lip = 5y0aB)50) 0 OB (37)

H1H2- H1H2-- Hr

A.3.2 Local symmetries

The SO(N) group parameters a,g are functions of space-time coordinate, z”.

e SCALAR BOSON IN THE VECTOR REPRESENTATION

This time the scalar fields introduced through Eq.(27) must transform as

¢.(r) — ¢, (z) = Ouu(z)9, (z) (38a)
O, (z) = (e%aaﬁ(”“"aﬁ) . (38b)

v

The kinetic energy for ¢'’s given by Eq.(30), L&, = %22:1 Da¢,(2)0" ¢, (x) is no longer invariant under the

local Totations (38a), because 91¢'(x) = O(2)0app(x) + [020(z)]|p(x) # O(z)dap(z). As in QED, we modify
the Lagrangian by replacing the differential operator 8% by the gauge covariant derivative D, where

0" — Dl = 8asd" = TG (2) M) 15

and require Da¢(x) to transform like ¢(x):

Dag(a) — [Dag(@)] =D (2) = O@) [Dag(a)]. (39)

Note that D4 is to be understood as a N x N matrix carrying a Dirac index, 4, and operating on the N
component scalar bosonic field, ¢(z). Here g is a coupling constant between scalar bosons and vector gauge
bosons. Further, using the local gauge transformation (38a) in Eq.(39) gives

Ds — D) = O(z)DALO T (). (40)

There are %N(N — 1) group generators and we introduce one vector gauge boson, gﬂu (z) for each and define

Do) = 10" - 2" (0)] o). (412)
where G (z) = M, G2, (x), (41b)
in terms of Lie-algebra valued gauge field, aﬂ(:c). In Eq.(41a), 1 represents N x N identity matrix. Next, we

determine the transformation law for the vector gauge boson. Substituting Egs.(38a) and (41a) in Eq.(39) and
using the fact O(2)O(z)" = 1 which implies [0:0(z)]O(z)" = —O(2)0:0(x) T, we get

~

Galz) — Ga(z) = O(2) [Gﬂ(x) + 1%@,} o). (42)
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One could equivalently start from Eq.(40) and derive Eq.(42). We now work out the infinitesimal form of
Eq.(42). Using Egs.(3) and (5) in Eq.(42), we obtain after some algebra, the local transformation law for the
vector bosons

Gr(@) — G () = Gih(2) + 3o (2)G 1 (2) + @ (2) G (2)
+ 207 (x), (432)
with G, (z) = -Gy, (2). (43b)

In analogy with QED, we define the field strength tensor, Fi, (z) as

[]D)ﬂ,]D)@] = —%.’?’%(x), (44a)
where F(z) = M, F2 (). (44b)

Substituting Egs.(41) into Eqs.(44) and together with Eq.(5), we get
Fila) = G () ~ 0G0 (2) — 0[G10 (2)G0,(2) — Gl (1)G2, (2] (45)

To find the transformation law for F?* we left and right multiply Eq.(44a) by O(z) and O (z), respectively,
to obtain " R

Flun(z) = O@) Fas(2)0 ", (46)
where we have use of Eq.(40). Note that Eq.(46) is in the form of Eq.(42), hence the corresponding infinitesimal
result (43a) applies without the derivative term:

Frio(@) — F(@) = Fio(@) + au, () F (@) + au (@) F3 (2). (47)

After the introduction of local transformation the Lagrangian (30) must be replaced by

£ = 3DagT (@)D" ()

1

2
= 5010,0°, — 9 (920,) G1®, — 5 8,920.909,.

(48)

In order to define the system including the new gauge field, gﬂu (z), it is necessary to include a kinetic energy
term for G, (x):

£ = 3 Fan (0)F (@) + 3Dag (2)D7 (). (49)

SCALAR BOSON IN THE 2" —RANK ANTISYMMETRIC TENSOR REPRESENTATION

Recall from Eq.(17b) that the second rank antisymmetric tensor, 45,([?,) transforms as ') = O OT. Then
just as in the case of the vector representation we want the D2 to transform like $:

DA [Dﬂsp("‘)]' = O(x)[D28 V] 07 (2) (50)

Then the covariant derivative, D,®*") in terms of Lie-valued gauge fields, which has the transformation property
(50), is given by

Dad™ = 0,0 — 2[G.0) 1 G, 0 (51)
Inserting the generators, we find the expression for the covariant derivative to be
(e V)  =o'#) —g|g) @0 — gl @l (52)
The total Lagrangian is
L= _ifﬂguufﬁ’ﬁ + iTr (]D)ﬂ@(A)T]D)ﬂé(A)) (53)
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e SCALAR BOSON IN THE 2"¢—RANK SYMMETRIC TENSOR REPRESENTATION

Recall from Eq.(22b) that the 284 _rank symmetric tensor, 45(5), transforms as &'(°) = O OT. Hence, the
results for this case will be identical to that for the 2"¢—rank antisymmetric tensor case. Therefore

(072®)  =o'e) g (g2 - gl el (54)
L= _ifﬂ@uufﬁ“ﬁ + iTr (D;,@S”D%(”) (55)

and of course ,
D8 [Dﬂsp(”] = O(z) [Dgé(s)](’)(x)T (56)

® SCALAR BOSON IN THE GENERAL ”I'th—RANK TENSOR REPRESENTATION

Recall from Eqgs.(19b) and (26b) the transformation law for an arbitrary antisymmetric and symmetric tensor
’
of rank r: @L’?;Z)MM =0 (’)uzw...Oururé(u’f;f?uw. Hence, we require that the corresponding covariant

soati (A,8)
derivative, Da®, iy ., , transforms as

(]DZQS(A’S),) = 01 Oy O, (Dﬂsﬁ(“’s)') (57)

1M o Viva...Up

The expression for the covariant derivative is then given by

A8 A,S) ) A,8)’
(Dﬂdg( )) _ 8245( ) - gZ(_l) Pgﬁlp(l)yds( ) (58)
P

H1p2. V2 p(2) M3 P(3) - -Hr P (r)
H1H2. pr

For example, in the case of 3"—rank tensor, the above result takes the form

(@) =o'l — o (0200 - o2l + 6120 (59)
Appendix B SO(2N) group in a U(N) basis
B.1 Complete embedding of U(N) into SO(2N) [11]
Let o and A given by
oc=a+ib and A=c+1id, (60)

be N—dimensional complex column vectors of the U(N) group where a, b, ¢ and d are real vectors. Then the U(N)
group transformations,

o' =Uo, N =U,

U=c"Mm: Yu=uu" =1, Myy = M) (61)
leaves the following scalar products invariant:
oclo=a"a+b"b, (62a)
AMAa=ce+d'd, (62b)
AMo=cla+d b+i (ch—dTa) . (62¢)

Now, define two 2N—dimensional real column vectors as follows:

==(5). a=(5) (63)
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The U(N) invariants Egs.(62a)-(62c) can now be expressed in terms of ¥ and A:

'S =a'a+b'b, (64a)
ATA=c'c+d'd, (64b)
ATS=c'a+db, (64c)
AJE=c'b—d'a, J= (_01 3) (64d)

Next, consider the SO(2N) group acting on the real 2N dimensional vectors ¥ and A. Then, the SO(2N) group

transformations
¥ =0%, A =O0A, (65)
O =c*Moen, 0To=00" =1; Msoeny = _M;FO(QN)v

leaves the following scalar products invariant:
'8 ATA; ATE (66)

Since the SO(2N) invariants in (66) are also U(N) invariants (see Egs.(64a)-(64c)), U(N) is a “natural” subgroup of
SO(2N).

Note that since © € SO(2N), the antisymmetric generators Msp(ony in the basis of Eq.(63), can be written

as
(A B
Msony = @ (_BT C) (67)
where A and C are real antisymmetric (A = —-AT, C = —CT) N x N matrices while B is an arbitrary real N x N
matrix.

Additionally, if we impose that O € U(N), then Mso 2y is also a generator of U(N): Msony D My(ny. Then the

corresponding transformation must also leave the fourth quantity in Eq.(64d) invariant: ATIS =ATIY =
T

e Mum) geieMun) = J, which under infinitesimal transformations takes the form
Mynyd + IMyy = 0 (68)
Inserting Eq.(67) into Eq.(68) gives
A B
My = <—B A) (69)

where A is a real N X N antisymmetric matrix and B is a real N X N symmetric matrix.

The number of independent elements in A and B are 1N(N — 1) and 1N(N + 1), respectively, giving a total of
N? independent elements in Myy. The traceless matrices A (since A is antisymmetric) and the traceless part of
matrices iB: i[B — & Tr(B)1] will form the adjoint N* — 1 dimensional representation of the SU(N) group and the
trace of B: § Tr(B)1 will be an SU(N) singlet. This term generates the U(1) group of complex phase transformations.

Thus, we have the decomposition SO(2N) — U(N) — SU(N) ® U(1).

However, the adjoint and singlet representations of SU(N) is not the full story. There are other generators of
SO(2N) that are not in My(ny. These remaining (22'\') — N2 = N(N — 1) generators of SO(2N) form two antisymmetric
tensor representations of U(N): —K = iL each of dimension 2N(N — 1):

(IE —LK> (70)

This can be seen from the following argument. From above we have learned that 2N dimensional real vector, (Z),

decomposes into N @ N dimensional vectors of SU(N) corresponding to a =+ ib, that is, [2N] — {N} & {N}. Fur-
ther, the (antisymmetric) generators of SO(2N) can be associated with 2™ rank antisymmetric tensors. Thus, under
SO(2N) — SU(N) ® U(1) decomposition: [2N @ 2N] — {(NeN)® (N®N)} N —

antisymmetric antisymmetric = [( 2
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IN® N} iymmene @ {N@ N} & {(NoN}. Thus, NEN-1)] — {INN-D} e {INN-D} &

{N® — 1} @ {1}. Altogether,

antisymmetric

Msony (1)

A+K B+L
-B+L A-K

Summarizing;:

e N? — 1 dimensional adjoint of SU(N) is formed from A + i(B — %Tr(B)l)
e Singlet of SU(N) is formed from g Tr(B)1

e Antisymmetric representations of SU(N) is formed from —K+iL and —K —iL each of dimensionality 2N(N —1)

e A K, L are real N x N antisymmetric matrices and B is a real N x N symmetric matrix.

B.2 Generators of SU(N) in terms of SO(2N) [11, 24]

For compactness and clarity we drop the subscript from Msg(2n) and write them simply as M. Looking at the block

structure of M in Eq.(71), we can make the following assignments (i,j = 1,...,N)
A= ~3 (Mij + Miin j+N); B, = E(Mz j+N + M i+N)7
o o (72)
KY =3 (Mz‘j =My j+N); LY = §(Mz‘ iN = M; z‘+N)-
The generators of U(N) group are P, defined by
Pi = Aj + B}, (73)
and the SU(N) (traceless) generators, Q’, are given by
i i Lok
They satisfy U(N) algebra,
[Pj, Pf] = 5iPk — 5P,
- . - (75)
[@;.Qf| = 5} - 57a,
The U(1) generator, P¥, is given by
Py =iM; iy (76)
Lastly, the broken generators of SO(2N) group, S and S;; are
SV = —K"Y — LY,
(77)

§ij = _KY + LY.

B.3 Branching rules for SO(2N) into SU(N) ® U(1) irreducible representations [11]

The irreducible tensor representations of SO(2N) can be decomposed under SO(2N) — SU(N) ® U(1) by forming
tensor products and using Young tableau.

e VECTOR OF SO(2N)

This case was already considered in the subsection B.1:

2N] — {Nje {N} (78)
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e 2"d_RANK TENSORS OF SO(2N)

The antisymmetric tensor representation was also considered in the subsection B.1:

INeN-1)] — {%N(N - 1)} @ {%N(N - 1)} ®{N* -1}

& {1} (79)

In the case of 2°d—rank symmetric traceless tensor of dimensionality (2N2+1) - (QN), we get 2N ® 2N] —

{(NeN)® (N®N)} ’

symmetric

eymmetric’ which on simplifying gives

[(N+DEN-1)] — {%N(N + 1)} ® {%N(N + 1)} ® (N2~ 1}
@ {1} (80)

e 3" _RANK TENSORS OF SO(2N)

Here we form an anti-symmetrized and a symmetrized product of three vectors and subtract off the trace
in the case of a symmetric tensor representation. The result for the decomposition of antisymmetric tensor
representation with dimensionality (23'\') is given by

§N(2N —1)(N— 1)} — {%N(N - (N —2)} ® {%N(N — (N —2)}

@{%N(N—H)(N —2)} ® {%N(NH)(N —2)}

®{N} @ {N} (81)

The result for the symmetric traceless tensor representation of dimensionality (2N3+2) - (21N) is

%N(N+2)(2N - 1)} — {éN(N+ 1)(N+2)} ® {%N('\H 1)(N+2)}

{

N(N — 1)(N + 2)}

N(N — 1)(N+2)} ® {%

N =

(82)
e 4™ _RANK TENSORS OF SO(2N)

Using the technique as before, we have the following decomposition of the (241\') component 4™ —rank antisym-
metric tensor representation

s - peN-Den -3 — (G- D -2n-3)
oG- D -2 -3}
s {gnon+ - Do)
s {gunE o= o=
s { o} [T
ofivmsnm-g e (v -1}
& {1}

(83)
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For the case of symmetric traceless tensor representation of dimensionality (2N+3) (2N2+1)

is

, the decomposition

1

—N(2N+1)(N+3)(2N—1)] — {1

S N(N + 1)(N + 2)(N + 3)}

6 24
{24 (N+1) N+2(N+3)}
@{%N N+ 1)( N+3)}
@{%N N+3)}

@{ENQ N+3} (84)

e 5" _RANK TENSORS OF SO(2N)

The 5" —rank antisymmetric tensor representation has dimensionality is (25'\') and can be decomposed as follows

1

=NEN = (N =1)(2N - 3)(N - 2)] — {%N(N —1)(N = 2)(N = 3)(N — 4)}

®
—
—
5|-

SN(N = 1)(N = 2)(N = 3)(N - 4)}

o { N0+ D= DN -2 -0}

o { N+ DN - DN -2 -}

o N+ D= Dv- )}

o { N+ D= DN -0}

ofgnn- xw—m}

(i
fnean
(oo

{N}@{N} (85)

For the case of symmetric traceless tensor representation of dimensionality (2N+4) (2N3+2)

is

, the decomposition

115N(N +1)(2N + 1)(N + 4) (2N — 1)] N {mN(N +1)(N+2)(N +3)(N +4)}

® {EON(N +1)(N + 2)(N + 3)(N +4)}

® {iN(N +1)(N = 1)(N +2)(N +4)}

& {2—14N(N + 1)(N —1)(N +2)(N +4)}
ofqntn- v+

@{im2(m—1)(m+3)} (86)
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e SPECIALIZING TO SO(10) GAUGE GROUP

Under SO(10) — SU(5) ® U(1)

% [10] — {5} @ {5} (87)
S0 . [45] — {24} @ {10} @ {10} @ {1} (88a)
@) . [54] — {24} @ {15} @ {15} (88b)
20 . [120) — {5} @ {5} @ {10} @ {10} @ {45} @ {45} (89a)
200 . [210'] — {35} @ {35} @ {70} @ {70} (89b)

20N . 210) — {1} @ {5} @ {5} @ {10} @ {10} @ {24} ® {40}
@ {40} @ {75} (90a)
d550S) . 1660] — {70} @ {70} @ {160} @ {160} ® {200} (90b)

=20@W . 252] — {1} @ {1} @ {5} @ {5} @ {10} ® {10} @ {15}

=~ pvpo
@ {15} @ {45} © {45} @ {50} @ {50} (91a)
(72 (1782 — {126} @ {126} @ {315} & {315} & {450}
@ {450} (91b)
Recall from Eqgs.(20b)-(20c) that the real 252-dimensional 5" —rank tensor of SO(10), ELQUS;;E\A) decomposes
into two complex 5" —rank tensors, @Llff;ff) (E QL;/))M) and 452?;:4) (E ‘QE;LM) each of dimensionality
=(252)(A 126) (A 126)(A
126: .:EWM))E, Efﬁfmlﬂ ) —&—@EWM))E, )7 where
(T26)(A) 1 ; R
(dsfll%’))&)) = 5 <5M06V56976)\5509 + a@upkaaﬁﬁf?) 553533559 ) (92)
nUvApo
— o o
20 [126] — {1} @ {5} @ {10} @ {15} @ {35} @ {50} (93a)
A — — —
02 [126] — {1} @ {5} @ {10} @ {15} & {45} & {50} (93b)

B.4 Technique for the evaluation of SO(2N) invariant tensor couplings. The Basic Theo-
rem (8,9, 10, 11]
Here we discuss a technique for the analysis of SO(2N) invariant couplings which allows a full exhibition of the SU(N)

invariant content of the tensor representations. The technique utilizes a basis consisting of a specific set of reducible
SU(N) tensors in terms of which the SO(2N) invariant couplings have a simple expansion.

We begin with the identification that the natural basis [| for the expansion of the SO(2N) invariants is in terms
of a specific set of SU(N) reducible tensors, ¢, and ¢, which we define as

AF = ., = Pop +iPop_1,

‘ (94)
Ak = g, = Py — gy

Inversely,

1
¢2k = 5 (¢Ck + ¢Ek) ’
b, - Z. (95)

¢2k71 = _5 ((pck - ¢Ek) ’
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where i,7,k,... =1,... ,N are SU(N) indices and y,v,p,... =1,... 2N are SO(2N) indices. This can be extended
immediately to define the quantity ®.,. Tk with an arbitrary number of unbarred and barred indices where each ¢
index can be expanded out so that

AZAJAk cee = Spcicjzk,,, = szicjzk,,, + ié?i—lcjzk... etc.. (96)

Thus, for example, the quantity écilcigzig i is a sum of 2" terms gotten by expanding all the ¢ indices. ¢Cizjck~~~ET
is completely antisymmetric in the interchange of its c—indices whether unbarred or barred:

dscizjckma,‘ = _dsckzjcim?r etc..

Further,
¢:izjck...a~ = ¢Eicjak~~cT etc..
Use of quantities like ¢2‘.ﬁjckmz are also useful in evaluating kinetic energy like terms such as: —%@,d)u@ﬂd)jﬁ

T

%@ﬁrﬁéwﬂfg, etc., where 4 and B are Dirac indices.

As a first example, consider the SO(10) bilinear invariant 10-10: I,J,. We evaluate this invariant in terms of the
specific set of SU(5) reducible tensors. To that end, write I, = (I2i,I2:-1), Ju = (J2i,J2:-1), where i = 1,2,... .5
and p=1,2,...,5. Then I,J, = I J2i + I2;_1J2i—1. Writing, I., = I2; +iX2;—1 and J¢; = J2; + Y21, we get
I, Jze, = Ioidoi+Toi—1d2i—1+i(Toi—1J2s — IT2iJ2i—1) and Ie,Je; = IosJ2i + Toi—1J2i—1+ 1 (L2sJ 261 — T2i—1J2:).
Adding the last two equations give I.,Je, + Ie,Jc, = 2 (I2iJ2i + I2;—1J2i—1) and hence,

1
10-10 S B —(IC,JE. IE,JC.).
SO(lO) 1224w 21 03 i + 4 i

One can now exploit the last result to compute other SO(10) bilinear invariants such as 120 - 120: I,,J uup.
Therefore, Iwpd uwp = 5Te;vpdevp + Iz,upd ejvp). Repeating the process, we get Ie,vpdzvp = 5Teie;pdzz;p +
IciEijEic]'ﬂ) = %[%(Icicj-ck JEiEjEk + IciCjEk JEichk) + %(Iciijck JEiCjEk + IciEjEk JEiCjck )] and similarly, Iz,.pJ c;0p =
%[%(IEicjck Jcizjzk + IEiCjEk Jc,b-chk) + %(IEichk Jcichk + IEiEjEk Jcicjck)]- Thusy I[J.VpJ[J.Vp = %(%)(Icicjck JE,LEjEk +
Ieicie,dzzjer + Legjendeicie, + Legendeicion + Toicjend eigser, + Izieand eigjen + Leigiend cicyen + Ie5,3, Jcicjck)-
Finally, using the antisymmetry of the c—indices, we get

1
120 - 120 so010) s Tupd iy, = 2 (Icicjck Jegie, + Ieiejen I cicjer + 3L eiejep Jeejen + 3 ezje Jeicge,

+IE.L’CJ'C;C JciEjEk) .

Higher order SO(10) invariants in terms of specific set of SU(N) reducible tensors can also be easily computed. As
a third example, consider the SO(10) trilinear invariant 10-10-45: I,J, L,,. Expanding, I, J, L., = %(Ici Jo Lz, +
I, JoLey) = 33T J e Leiz; + I, Jze; Leye;) + 3(Iz,J ¢ Leyz; + Iz, Jz,; Le,c;)]. Rearranging,

1010-45| o LT D = o [Teid ey Tem, o+ T Ty D, + (LT, — T, ) e .
10

For our last example, we compute the quartic SO(10) invariant, 45 - 45 - 45 - 45: H,gloJ gsL~ys. The result
is
45 - 45 45 . 45’50( o HosTeadsslys = [(H e Teier + Heey Ioye )(Jc]-alLakcl + chclLakal)

+(He Lo ) (7
+(Hc o Teie, + Hepe Ioie, ) (JCJCLLCM + Jc]cchkcl)
( )

+ Hclc] CiCl + Hc iCj c,bc,c ( Cj CL CrcCl + JchLLEkEL):|
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We now give some general results here,

45#1#2#3w#r45#1#2#3~»#r = 2_7 [¢6116120i34»<cir,10u

+&
+&

+¢Ei1

51'2 Cig++Cip_q Cip
Cig Cig e

Ei2Ei3.A.ci

@

Eil CigCig+-Cip_q Cip
Ciy CigCig ++Cip_q Cip
'szh
+&.,,

Ei7‘71 Ei"‘

r—1 Cig

T _
45#1u2u3mur45u1u2u3mur ~ or écilcizc’iS“‘CirflciT

+&

+.,,
+¢Ei1

+&

+&

CiqCigCig+Ci,_q Cip

c

CigCig+++Ci,_q Cip cilci2ci3.uci7‘716ir

CigCig+Cip_q Cip
Ciq CigCig++Ci,_qCip

CiyCigCig++Ci,_qCip

Ciq CigCig-+-Ci,_ Cip
€i1CigCig +Cip_q Cip
Ci1CiyCig--Cip_q Cip

¢Ci1 CigCig+Ci,_qCip

Be, ciytiyci, i

By eryeigcn_y i |

A

Ciy CigCig++Ci,_q Cip
t
CiyCigCig ++Cip_q Cip
;

AN
Ciy CigCig-Cip_qCip
;
Ciy CigCig +Cip_q Cip
Al
CiyCigCig+-Ci,_qCip

+ ...
4.

(97a)

(97b)

Finally, we make the observation that the object ‘pcicﬁkuu transforms like a reducible representation of SU(N).
Thus if we are able to compute the SO(2N) invariant couplings in terms of these reducible tensors of SU(N) then
there remains only the further step of decomposing the reducible tensors into their irreducible parts. See subsection

B.5.

B.5 Explicit decomposition of irreducible SO(10) tensors in terms of SU(5) irreducible
tensors with canonically normalized kinetic energy terms [8, 9]

e SU(5) TENSORS IN THE 10—PLET OF SO(10)

The 10—plet of SO(10), ¢Llo)7 can be decomposed in SU(5) components as follows

The tensors are already in their irreducible form and one can identify ¢$°) with the 5—plet of Higgs and ¢y,
with the 5—plet of Higgs. Now the kinetic energy for the 10—dimensional Higgs field is

(10)
Lye

10
¢0” = n'";

_ _aﬂd)SO)azd)So)f

¢(10) = p(

Ci

10)i

1
-5 (aﬂ(ﬁgﬂ)aﬂd,goﬁ + 3ﬂ¢50)az¢go>f)

_ _% (82}1510)8’%510” n 8ﬂh(10)iaﬂh(10)if)

Therefore, we normalize the fields according to

hgw) _ \/iﬂfw);

e SU(5) TENSORS IN THE 45—PLET OF SO(10)

The 45—plet of SO(10) Higgs, ¢£L4l,5)7 can be decomposed in SU(5) multiplets as follows

45 45
BUD — (19,

C;Cj ’

U _ (49,

CnCn

RO _ /5 pr(10)i

P45 _ p(45)ig.

¢(4§)

26

cicj

c;Cj

_aﬂHi(lo)azHi(lo)T _ aﬂH(IO)iaﬂH(IO)iT‘

@s)i Ly as)
= B 4 = 55h0,

(98)

(10)

(99)

(100)



where h(19), h(45)ij7 h§j5> and h§4s)i are the 1—plet, 10—plet, 10—plet and 24—plet representations of SU(5),
respectively. To normalize these SU(5) Higgs fields, we carry out a field redefinition:

h* = V10H"; i =v2H,;

_ . 5 ) (101)
h;45)1 _ \/§H;45)1; h(45)1,] _ \/§H(45)lj'
In terms of the normalized fields, the kinetic energy of the 45—plet of Higgs,
L) = —0.80) " )T
= —i (020020021 + 020012 "L 4 20,000 0" 12)")
_ _i |:aﬂh(45)ijaﬂh(45)ijf i 8ﬂh§?5)8ﬂh£;l5” n 2(8ﬂh;45)iaﬂh§4s)if
" %&h(%)azh(%ﬁ)}
_ o47s(45) @)t 1 2,45 @5t 1 qa,,048)55 (45)ijt
=—-0"H"™0.H — 58 H;;”0aH; — 58 H'™"Y9,H\™Y
(45)i o4 77(45)it
—0aH;""0"Hj .
e SU(5) TENSORS IN THE 120—PLET OF SO(10)
The 120—plet of SO(10), @ﬁlfg), can be decomposed in SU(5) components as follows
120 120)i5 , 1 [qi j j i y
@&icj)ak _ h}(C Vii 4 Z [5kh(120)a _ 5%(120) ] : sﬁﬁliﬁ’ik _ Ez]klmhl(rlj())7
B0, = W+ [ < SA]s Bt = commh O, (102)
45(61200)0 _ h(120)i; @g}fggai = h§120)7

where h£120)7 p(1200¢ hg;zo), p(120%5 h,(:zo)ij, h;}fo)i are the 5—plet , 5—plet , 10—plet, 10—plet, 45—plet and
45—plet representations of SU(5). To normalize them we make the following redefinition of fields

) 4 . y 1 y 1
h(lZO)z — _H(12O)'L; h(120)1j — _H(12O)'LJ; h(120) _ —HQZO),
V3 V3 ? V3 (103)
120 4 120 120)ij 2 120)i4 120)i 2 120)i
hE ):_Hi( ); h;c )J:_Hli )J; hgk ) :_Hg(k )

V3 V3 V3

In terms of the redefined fields the kinetic energy term for the 120 multiplet takes on the form
(120) (120) (120)4
EKE = _aﬂdsl“/)\ 82@#1/)\
1
=-3 (8245213?2,6 8“45213?21; + 32459302 o120t | 38245(120) 5112001

CiCjCl CiCjCl ciciTl ciciTy
120 120)

+3aﬂd&£izj%k aﬂd&iﬁj%k)

=-3 [128ghij8”h;rj + 12007 BT 4+ 3 <aﬂh;€120) Jaﬂhgzo) it
1 _ _ 1

+§8zh(120)zaﬂh(120)n> +3 <8ﬂh§;20)k8ﬂh§;20)m + Eaghz(-mo)@ﬂhl(-l%”)]
_ 1 (12005 42 7(120)i5t _ 1 (120) ga ;1200 1 (120)i5 s 17 (120Yijt
= _ﬁaﬂH TO'H It _ ﬁazﬂij 0 Hij — EaﬂHk o

1 i i i i
B gaﬂHﬁzo) 82HJ('11¢20) t g, (120 ga (120}t _ 32H§120)82Hi(120”.

e SU(5) TENSORS IN THE 210—PLET OF SO(10)
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The 210—plet of SO(10), ¢EL2V1,?3, has the following decomposition in SU(5) multiplets

(210)  _ ,(210)ij |, 1 [, (210)] i 1 (2105 i, (210)4 i (210)i
B! = h? J+§[6th T 5EREYOT 4 5 210 57 G ]

CiCjCECy

1 /s P
+ 55 (0107 — aiel ) ™,

di‘(ji;)lkzl _ hl(210)1]k: + g (6lk:h(210)1j _ 5lgh(210)zk + 6llh(210)jk:) ,
(2100 o0, 1 (o, (210 1, (210) 1, (210)

éEiEjEkcl - hijk + g (5khij - 5jhik + 5ihjk ) ’

(210) 10y Ly (210

cijemem = NG T EORT, (104)
(100 1 210
iciokE = ﬂeijklmh( m,
10) _ 1 ijkim, (210)

écicjckcl - ﬂ6m mhm )

(210) 4 (210)ij

cicjCcmCm h( ) J’

(210) _(210)

G Cmem hij s

éc(jnl(_c)zncnan = h(210)7

where h(210) | p(210)1 h§210)7 h(210)i3 hglo)7 h;210)i7 hl(zlo)ijk; h;ﬁo)i and hl(fllo)ij are the 1—plet, 5—plet, 5—plet,
10—plet, 10—plet, 24—plet, 40—plet, 40—plet and 75—plet representations of SU(5), respectively. To normalize
these fields, we carry out a field redefinition

B (210)idk _ 2H(210)ijk
p(210) _ 4\/§H(210)‘ R0 _ o210, 3 Hi )
= 3 : ;
210 210 i 2 i
R (2100 _ 8\/6H(210)i‘ hl(.j ) — \/§H1(J ); h;i}m _ \/;Hj(illo) , (105)
b

2100 _ /5y (210)i,
h§210) = 8\/6H1-(210); J V2 J ’ B (210065 _ \/?H@lo)ij
kl = kl -
3

Now the kinetic energy for the 210—dimensional Higgs field in terms of the redefined fields takes the form

_82¢(210) 52100t

5(210)
KE HUpA HYPA

1
- (324522?1%13245231?1;1 1 9,820 gAGRIT L 45 FR1O) (2100t

C;CjCkCy CiC;jCkCL CiCjCLCl CiCjCLCl

+48245(210178"45(210U7 +68245(210) 8"45(210” )

CiCjCCy CiCjCCy CiCjCCy CiCjCLCl

_82H(210)82H(210)1 _ 8ﬂH(210)i82H(210)iT _ 8ﬂHi(210)8zHi(210)1

_ laﬂH_(_mO)aﬂH_@lO)T B laﬂH(Zlo)i]‘aﬂH@lO)ijT 9 H 10 g (210

219t i 2 j j

1 (2101 (rop 1 (210)ijk (10)ijkt 11 (210)ij (210)ijt
— 302 O H T — 57028, IR o1 5102t YO H T

e SU(5) TENSORS IN THE 126 + 126—PLET OF SO(10)
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—=(252)
= pvpo?

The 252—dimensional tensor of SO(10), has the following decomposition in SU(5) multiplets

=(252)
=cijcjcpCitm

= p(TOik % <6lih£rll26)jk _ GIR(2OiE | skp(120) _ 5i 2003k | g p(126)ik
- 5fnh§126)ij> + % <6f53nh(ﬁ)k _ 5lj-5fnh(m)k — Sisk p128)7 y sksi (12607
+ 675k pT20 5{“5{”}1(@”);

=i (6’%3_6” — SR 4+ 8L AT — ST 4 SR

- 5%537‘3)") + 1—12 (5};5{ W29 — 860,02 — 5181 R%20) + 6760,k

+ 60,6710 — 5;5{h§j26>>.

':Séjz')ékazam = Ejklm"hg‘z;m + 9 <5j€klmpq — Ok€jimpg + 01 €jkmpq — 5m5jklpq> h(126)pq7 (106)
106

=(252) _ ijklng (126) 1 i _jklpq 3 iklpg k ijlpg l ijkpq (126),

ZecicjepeiEm — € h(S)nm + D) (6””6 — One + Opme — Ope )hpq )

=(252)
=c¢iCjCrCncen

_ h;?)i n i (&h;lzs) _ 6;,‘_h](€126)) :

=(252) L 20)5k , L [k, (T26); i, (T26)k
‘:Eicjckcnan - h’L + Z 61 h - 5lh ’
=(252) _ (idkim ) (126),

=Sc;cjepeiem — € ’

= (252) - (126)

S8k EEm €ijkimN )

=(252) _ (idkim  (126),

=cicjcgCnen T € Im

=(252) _ (126)Im

=C;CjCkentn €ijkim N 5

=(252) — p(126)i,

= ciCncnCpcp — )

Z(252)  _ (126)

= ¢cicncnipcp (3 .

The fields that appear above are not yet properly normalized.
redefinition, so that,

To normalize the fields we carry out a field

V15
BT _ 4\/§H(m>i.
5 )

p(126) _ 2 (36,

1) _ [ 2 @126
m 1_5Hlm ’
A26)ni _ | 2 1 (126)ni
h(S) - 15H(S) ’
(126)i 2 (126)i
B = 2\ [ S H
p @ik _ 2 @ik,
Im \/E Im

The kinetic energy for the 252—plet field [,%22) =

29

1,(126) _ 2 (126)
V15 ’
5 (126) _ 4\/§H_(126)
7 5 7 ?
p(126)im _ /iHuzs)Zm
15 ’
(107)
2
i = 2,
(126)jk _ 2 (126)jk
AP = 2y | H OO,
(126)im 2 ;.(126)im
hijk = T e lijk

V15

9,53 gag(252)

wrpo D E uape i1 terms of the normalized fields is



then given by

(252) =(252) 4 = (252)t
‘C‘KE - _aﬂ‘_’uukpoa = prvipo

- =cicjcpciem ™ = cicjcpciem TR CiTm TR TITm

1 5 5 5 5
--= (82 =(252) gl= 25t T 9,525 g5t

4 5(92:'(252) gz 25t 4 504 =(252) gr= 25t

“cicjepciCm = cicjepciTm = ciCjCrC1Tm = ciCjerCiTm

= cicjepciem = cicjepciCm = cijcjepciem = cicjepciem

4 100x =(252) 5r= 25t 4100, =(252) 9= (252 >

— 9 (120t _ g pr(126) ga g (126)F 0. H (120 g7 (112001
(T26)i o2 17 (T26)it 1 (126)ij 42 77 (126)i5t 1 (126) a4 77(126)1
—0aH D H O - 2o, OV O — 0.1 (P |

1 1 56)ii 5664 1 ) ]
- Lo Lo Ty Ly oo

1 (126)i 4 77(126)it 1 (T26)im o4 17(T26)Im+t
— GOaHGT O H T — o 0aH " O H

1 s i
_ 21 8;,Hl(,fﬁ)”kaﬂHl(;%)””7

where H(mﬁ)(H(m))7 Hi(126)7 H(m)i7 H(126)ij7 HZ_(;%)7 H((g% H((éT)ﬁ)ij7 Hi(126)jk7 H](‘Ilf_ﬁ)i? H;};}fs)zvn7 H;F)ijk

are the 1, 5, 5, 10, 10, 15, 15, 45, 45, 50, 50 representations of SU(5), respectively.

B.6 Extraction and normalization of SU(3)c triplets, SU(2)_. doublets and SU(3)c x
SU(2). x U(1)y singlets in SU(5) fields [14]

SM doublets, triplets and singlets contained in the SU(5) fields are needed in the spontaneous breaking of
SO(10)—GUT and electroweak symmetry. Let’s first identify them:

(510)Da7 (510)Da
(5120)Da7 (5120)Da7 (45120)Dll7 (Elzo)Da
SU(2) weak doublets : (Gi20)p,, ~ (45120)pa
Grze)pe, (#Biz)p,,
(5210)Da7 (3210)Da7

(510)'|'0¢7 (310)'|'Q
(5120)'|'O<7 (3120)1'0” (45120)'|'O<7 (EI2O)TQ
SU(3) color triplets : Grze)T,, (51260 (50126)T
GraeiTe, @reT,  (OmeT,
(5210)'|'047 (3210)1'&

and

SU(3)c x SU(2)L x U(1)y singlets : 126
S1 So4

575210’

210’ 210’

where for example, the notation (50126)T, means the triplet field with canonically normalized kinetic energy term
and residing in the SU(5)’s 50—plet of SO(10)’s 126—plet. Here o, B, v = 1, 2, 3 are SU(3) color indices, while
a, b=4, 5 are SU(2) weak indices.

e SM DOUBLETS AND TRIPLETS IN 5—PLET AND 5—PLET OF SU(5)

5 and 5 fields of SU(5) have the following SU(3)c x SU(2)L x U(1)y decomposition [27]

H#' (5) = (1,2,3) ®#)D" 4 (3,1, —2) C#)T°,
(1,2,-3) 5#)p, + (3,1,2) O#T,,

=
*

i
|

30



where # appearing in the subscript refers to 10, 120, 126, 126, 210 fields of SO(10) and we have defined

H(#)a = (5#)Da; Hé#) = (3#)Da;

= - (108)
@ (0#)7'04; H((I#) = (5#)7;;

Here, D’s and 7T’s represent unnormalized SM doublet and triplet fields. The kinetic energy of the 5— and 5—
plets are given by

_ouH® gAg@®it [8A(5#)D“ 9AG#)pat 4 g, GaTe 3A(5#)-|-aT] 7
—0aH® AP = —[040#D, 9 C#D] + 0.0 T, 94 CHTL]
so that the SM fields are normalized according to

Gglpa (5#)Da; (3#)Da _ (g#)Da;
_ _ 109
(g )ga _ (5#)-'—04; o p— (5#>-|-a; (109)

SM DOUBLETS AND TRIPLETS IN 45—PLET AND 45—PLET OF SU(5)

45—dimensional field of SU(5) have the following SU(3)c x SU(2). x U(1)y decomposition [27]
HPY@5) = (1,2,3) CHD" 4 (3,1,-2) CHT 4 (3,3, -9V + (3, 1,8)Wa
+ (§7 27 _7)W¢104 + (67 17 _2)W$B + (87 27 3)W(uz7

where # refers to 120 and 126 fields of SO(10). The traceless condition on the SU(5) tensor H,(c#)ij leads to the
definitions
a ba __ (45 a a ba __ (45 e
HPP = gt = Wwpe, gl = _g#te = (s, (110)

We now express all the reducible tensors of the 45-plet in terms of the irreducible ones as follows:
HEP —wpe = Lp Gores s _ ey Loy @ape,
H = W, HPP = e*Bryy, (111)
HE# _ b (50pa _ go (50pp, GIas _ s | % [53 (454078 _ 55(45#)7-,1] '
The kinetic energy of the 45-plet is given by
—OAHPION T = [9,05#D g D o 9, (% T g (0 T

+OAWEO WET + AW d* WL, + 9aWaad* W1,
af agAypzaB aa nAypjaa
+ AW O WS awg ot Wit

so that the SU(3)c x SU(2). x U(1)y fields are normalized according to

(45)pe _ 1\/§ (45#)D“; (454 ) o _ 1 (454 )T,
2V 2 ’

V2
SR DR B
« \/5 as ac \/6 ac;
1 1 (112)
Waa — _Waa; Wlla — _Waa;
B \/5 B b \/5 b
1
aBf _ apB

31



One can now easily extend Egs.(111) and (112) to SU(5)’s 45. field contained in 120— and 126—plets:
HE = Whe = 300 9T HE? = Wi, + 500 0D,
Hé:l/f)a = eaWV; H((j;)a _ Gaﬁwwa’y;

AR AR 1 A5 AR
B = 5 T0D, — 55 Sopy HET W, + L [ T, - ).

B4)p, — % % @yp,. B, = % @y, (113)

1 1
Wa — —Wa‘ Waa — _WaaA
V2o N

1 1
Wga = _WgaA Waba = _Wzof
V2 V2

1
R Y
W, = —=WJ,.

V2
In Eq.(113), # refers to 120— and 126—plets.

e SM TRIPLETS IN 50—PLET AND 50—PLET OF SU(5)

50—dimensional field of SU(5) have the following SU(3)c x SU(2). x U(1)y decomposition [27]
H{Z99%(50) = (1,1, -12)X + (3,1, -2) O=0T 4 (3,2, -7)A27 + (5,3, —2) 45"

+ (67 17 8)‘)([31"/ + (87 27 3))('/50’4117
where we have defined

126)ab 126)aB 126)acy __ S5 )T .

Htgb Jaby = H(iﬁ ) 7= _Hé}fﬁ) K = (50126)7- )
HPOP = xof (114)
Ayea aa

7 (20)isk,

The first relationship above follows from the traceless condition on the SU(5) irreducible tensor H;

H{ZD e = —% [P+ HGP]
We now express the reducible tensors of the 50—plet in terms of the SM irreducible ones as follows:
H{POPe — 5o xfe _ 5o xfe 4 sfxoe —s8x0% HPPOMT = P, x
HEZDo0T = 51000 — s0x27 4 65X HIZO™ = P xg

_ 1 - - — 115
HE/})26)a,Ba — X:{:sza + 155 [63(50126)7—5 _ 55(50126)7—11] : Hc(l[li26)aba — 6101ng _ 5§Xga ( )
126)ab 1 a a 50557)Ta 126 a pa a yp o
HUPO = = [aeal - agok] ooy W0 sra? — gp A,

(126)aB 1Tcacs (50 B ca (50mmrs) a sy (5005s)B a (50150 )8
Hpo v 5 [5P o> 126)7'7 — 6;) o5 26077 — 6;) 6 126)7' + 5350 126)T
+8767 CmOT - 5357 ComOT] (116)

The kinetic energy of the 50-plet is given by

—QuH POk gA (120 akt {ananT + 04 COmRITAPA COmmTet 4 %angBang‘”
ia XaaanaaT i ia Xa,BaaAXa,BaT
T g104% B T g9 % b

1 a Ay ot
+§8AX5W8 XBW 5
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so that the SM fields are normalized according to

X = LX; (50126)7'a = l (50736
2v/3 3
1 1
af _ af, aa __ aa,
Xa —_ mxa 3 XB —_ 4—\/§XB Pl (117)
1 1
aBa — _Xaﬁa. Xa — _Xa )
T2 STV

One can now extend the above results to 50 of SU(5) contained in 126 plet.

SM SINGLET IN 24—PLET OF SU(5)
24—dimensional field of SU(5) have the following SU(3)c x SU(2). x U(1)y decomposition [27]
HPM(28) = (1,1,0)824, + (1,3,0))5 + (8,1,0)5 +[(3,2,—5)Vs + c.e,

where # refers to 45 and 210 fields of SO(10). The tracelessness condition on the tensor H;#)i gives the
following definition

Hé#)a == —Hé#)a = 324210 . (118)
The reducible tensors of the 24-plet can be expressed in terms of the irreducible ones as follows:
HIE#) =W — 555324#; H}j#)a =Y5 + §6§SQ4#. (119)

The kinetic energy of the 24-plet is given by
—OAHM O HPT = 04800, 07SE, +0aY5OM YT+ 0avioMYYT
+oaveotYet +oaviotyel],
so that the SM fields are normalized according to

6 a o, a _ \a.
So, = \/;524#; Y5 =Ys; Vb =Yy (120)
Yo =Ya; Va=Ya.

SM SINGLET IN 75—PLET OF SU(5)

75—dimensional field of SU(5) have the following SU(3)c x SU(2). x U(1)y decomposition [27]

HO9(15) = (1,1,0)87s,,, +(8,1,0)25 + (8,3,0) 25
+1(3,2, =5) 25 + (6,2, -5) 257 + (3,1, -10) Z,
+ c.cl, (121)

where we have defined
Hg)w)ab _ Hé?ﬁlo)aﬁ _ _H(gllo)aa =S,
b
HGO = X (122)

a __ (210)aa 1 a
2/3 = Hﬂa + §5ﬂ875210 .

Again the first relationship above follows from the double tracelessness condition on the tensor H, Slo)ij :

aa 1 « a
H((falo) _ -5 (H,fgm) B +H(§im) b) .
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The reducible tensors of the 75—plet can be expressed in terms of the irreducible SM states as follows:
210)ab 1 b acb
HGO = 3 (535d - 5d5c) S15,,4
1 1
210)af __ B B B8 B
HEOP = = (552 - 6520) + ¢ (636 — 8505) S,y
(210)aa __ a 1 1o .
Hy ™" = 250 + 50025 — 50005 Srsy (123)
1
210)aB __ af a 5 B za .
HO = 250 — 5 (672(1 —57211),
39 = 872,
HZ'O e = 528 — 602
The kinetic energy of the 75—plet is given by

0"Sls, | +0aZa0"Z + 04z%0" 2"

210

O R O
+0aZ30 2T + 042502 + 042500770+

L1, Sapgazapt | 1 1o oqapayat
+ EEGAZ,YQG Z'ya + 558’42‘158 Zaﬁ
11 aa nA—saat
+ 558,425178 Z,Bb 5
so that the SM fields are normalized according to
1 a_ 1 Ja a8 _ 1 ap
375210 = %575210; Z*B - \/ngf’“ ZWG - mZWa7
1 a 1 _a 1
Za = —Za' Za = _Za; Z(;ya, = —Zla7 124
25 V6 by (124
o 1 a, a __ 1 a, aa 1 aa
Z" = EZ ’ Za - %Zav ZBb = ZZBb.
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