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Abstract

Grand gauge-Higgs unification of five dimensional SU(6) gauge theory on an orb-
ifold S'/Zy with localized gauge kinetic terms is discussed. The Standard model
(SM) fermions on the boundaries and some massive bulk fermions coupling to the
SM fermions are introduced. The number of the bulk fermions is reduced compared
to the previous model, which reproduces the generation mixing of the SM fermions
in addition to the SM fermion mass hierarchy by mild tuning the bulk masses and
parameters of the localized gauge kinetic terms.



1 Introduction

Gauge-Higgs unification (GHU) [1] is one of the physics beyond the Standard Model (SM),
which solves the hierarchy problem by identifying the SM Higgs field with one of the extra
spatial component of the higher dimensional gauge field. In this scenario, the physical observ-
ables in Higgs sector are calculable and predictable regardless of its non-renormalizability.
For instance, the quantum corrections to Higgs mass and Higgs potential are known to be
finite at one-loop [2] and two-loop [3] thanks to the higher dimensional gauge symmetry.

The hierarchy problem originally exists in grand unified theory (GUT) whether the dis-
crepancy between the GUT scale and the week scale are kept and stable under quantum
corrections. Therefore, the extension of GHU to grand unification is a natural direction to
explore. One of the authors discussed a grand gauge-Higgs unification (GGHU) [4], ! where
the five dimensional SU(6) GGHU was considered and the SM fermions were embedded
into zero modes of SU(6) multiplets in the bulk. This setup was very attractive because
of the minimal matter content without massless exotic fermions absent in SM, namely an
anomaly-free matter content. However, a crucial drawback was found. The down-type
Yukawa couplings and the charged lepton Yukawa couplings in GHU originated from the
gauge interaction cannot be allowed since the left-handed SU(2), doublets and the right-
handed SU(2), singlets are embedded into different SU(6) multiplets. This fact seems to
be generic in GHU as long as the SM fermions are embedded into the bulk fermions. For-
tunately, alternative approach to generate Yukawa coupling in a context of GHU has been
known [6,7], in which the SM fermions are introduced on the boundaries (i.e. fixed point
in an orbifold compactification). We also introduce massive bulk fermions, which couple to
the SM fermions through the mass terms on the boundary. Integrating out these massive
bulk fermions leads to non-local SM fermion masses, which are proportional to the bulk to
boundary couplings and exponentially sensitive to their bulk masses. Then, the SM fermion
mass hierarchy can be obtained by very mild tuning of bulk masses.

Along this line, we have improved an SU(6) grand GHU model of [4] in [8], where the
SM fermion mass hierarchy except for top quark mass was obtained by introducing on the
boundary as SU(5) multiplets, the four types of massive bulk fermions in SU(6) multiplets
coupling to the SM fermions. Furthermore, we have shown that the electroweak symmetry

breaking and an observed Higgs mass can be realized by introducing additional bulk fermions

IFor earlier attempts and related works, see [5]



with large dimensional representation. In GHU, generation of top quark mass is difficult
since Yukawa coupling is originally gauge coupling and fermion mass is at most an order
of W boson mass as it stands. As a useful approach [6], introducing the localized gauge
kinetic terms on the boundary is known to have enhancement effects on fermion masses. In
our previous paper [10], we followed this approach in order to realize the SM fermion mass
hierarchy including top quark. Once the localized gauge kinetic terms are introduced, the
zero mode wave functions of gauge fields are distorted and the gauge coupling universality
is not guaranteed. We found a parameter space where the gauge coupling constant between
fermions and a gauge field, the cubic and the quartic self-coupling constants are almost
universal. Then, we showed that the fermion mass hierarchy including top quark mass was
indeed realized by appropriately choosing the bulk mass parameters and the size of the
localized gauge kinetic terms. The correct pattern of electroweak symmetry breaking was
obtained by introducing extra bulk fermions as in our paper [10], but their representations
have been greatly simplified.

However, the generation mixing could not be generated unfortunately in the previous
model [10] because each type of bulk fermions was introduced per generation. We have to
modify our model in order to reproduce the generation mixing in addition to the SM fermion
masses. As we will see later, this modification can be achieved by changing how the bulk
fermions couple to the SM fermions on the boundaries and hence reducing the number of
bulk fermions. This reduction makes reproducing the quark and lepton mixing angles highly
nontrivial but finally enables us to reproduce the flavor mixing angles and a CP phase. After
the analysis, we find allowed parameter sets to reproduce the SM fermion masses and mixing.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we briefly describe the gauge
and Higgs sectors of our model with the localized gauge kinetic terms, and discuss the mass
spectrum of gauge fields including their effects. In section 3, we explain how our model has
been changed and the generation mechanism of the SM fermion masses and mixing. Then,
it is shown that the SM fermion masses and mixing can be reproduced by mild tuning of
bulk masses and parameters of the localized gauge kinetic terms. Final section is devoted to

our conclusions.



2 Setup

In this section, we briefly explain our model [10], which is a five dimensional (5D) SU(6)
gauge theory compactified on an orbifold S'/Z, where the radius is denoted as R. Since two
fixed points are located at y = 0,7 R in the fifth dimension, Z5 parities must be imposed

and given as follows.

P = diag(+7+7+7+7+7_) at y= 07
P = diag(+,+,—,—,—, —) at y = 7R. (1)

Accordingly, we assign the Z, parity for the gauge field and the scalar field as A,(—y) =
PA,(y)Pt, A,(—y) = —PA,(y)PT. We note that only the field with the parity (+,+) has a
4D massless zero mode, where (+,+) means that Z, parity is even both at y =0 (y = 7R)
boundary.This is because the wave functions of (4, +) are cos(ny/R) (n =0,---,00) after
the Kaluza-Klein (KK) expansion. The Z, parity of A, tells us that SU(6) gauge symmetry
is broken to SU(3)c x SU(2);, x U(1)y x U(1)x by the combination of symmetry breaking

pattern at each boundary,

SU(6) — SU(b) x U(1)x at y =0, (2)
SU(6) — SU(2) x SU(4) x U(1)" at y = 7R. (3)

The hypercharge U(1)y is contained in Georgi-Glashow SU(5) GUT, which implies that the
weak mixing angle is sin® 6y = 3/8 (0 :weak mixing angle) at the unification scale.

The problem of remaining extra U(1)y is easily resolved by introducing a 4D U(1)x
charged scalar field localized on a fixed point and constructing the quadratic and quartic
scalar potential with negative mass squared. The scalar field will develop a vacuum expec-
tation value (VEV) and the U(1)x gauge field is massive.

The SM SU(2);, Higgs doublet field is identified with a part of an extra component of
gauge field A,. The vacuum expectation value (VEV) of the Higgs field is assumed to be
taken in the 28-th SU(6) generator as (Aj) = £6°*, where g is a 5D SU(6) gauge coupling
constant and « is a dimensionless constant. The VEV of the Higgs field is expressed by
(H) = %. In this setup, the doublet-triplet splitting problem is solved by the orbifolding
since the the colored Higgs has a Z, parity (+, —) and becomes massive correspondingly [11].

The Higgs couplings to the gauge bosons and the fermions are included in the gauge



interactions of their kinetic terms,

1

1 1
TN F N S S FL T S S A0, + fUADO, + frAA, ()

Vip¥ D WiD, YV = —U (9, + A,)Y°V, (5)

where M, N = {u,y}, 0 = 0,1,2,3, y = 5 and subscript a, b, ¢, d, e denote the gauge
indices for SU(6). I'Y in (5) is the fifth component of the five-dimensional gamma matrices
™ = (I»,TY) = (y*,i7°). Egs.(4) and (5) become the mass terms after the Higgs field

%, where n is KK

takes the VEV. The mass eigenvalues are obtained as m,(qa) =
mode, v = 0 or 1/2. ¢ is an integer charge fixed by the SU(2) representation to which
the field coupled to Higgs field belongs. If the field belongs to N+41 representation of
SU(2)r, the ¢ is equal to N. For instance, 6 representation of SU(6) has the branching rule
under SU(6) — SU(3)c x SU(2),, like 6 — (3,1) @ (1,2) @ (1,1), which implies that this
representation has four states with ¢ = 0 and one state with ¢ = 1.

In order to reproduce top quark mass, we introduce additional gauge kinetic terms local-

ized at y = 0 and y = mR. Lagrangian of SU(6) gauge kinetic term is
1 1 1
Ly = =7 F N Fyy = 2mRed(y) L F 1 Ty, = 2mResd(y — wR) L F 1, (6)

where the first term is the 5D bulk gauge kinetic term, the second and the third terms are
gauge kinetic terms localized at fixed points. c¢; 9 are dimensionless free parameters. The
superscripts a, b, ¢ denote the gauge indices for SU(6), SU(5) x U(1), SU(2) x SU(4) x U(1)".

The mass spectrum of the SM gauge field becomes very complicated by these localized
gauge kinetic terms. In particular, their effects for a periodic sector where A(y+7R) = A(y)
or the fields with parity (P, P’) = (+,+),(—, —) and an anti-periodic where A(y + 7R) =
—A(y) or the fields with parity (P, P') = (+, —), (=, +) sector are different. In a basis where
4D gauge kinetic terms are diagonal, the boundary conditions for wave functions are found as
fuly+7R; qa) = e¥™° f, (y; qar) in periodic sector and f,(y + 7 R; qa) = e¥™@@+1/2) £ (4 qa)

in anti-periodic sector. The wave functions in the same basis satisfy the following equation
(02 +m2(qa) (1 + 27w Re16(y) 4 2w Rexd(y — wR))] fu(y: qr) = 0, (7)

where m,(qa) is the KK mass. By solving eq. (7) with the (anti-)periodic boundary condi-

tions, the equations determining the KK mass spectrum are obtained [9].
2(1 — c109€3) sin* &, + (c1 + €2)€, 80 26, — 25in*(n(ga +v)) =0 (8)
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where &, = mRm,, and v is 0 (1/2) for the periodic (anti-periodic) sector.
Taking into account that mg is around weak scale (~ 100 GeV) and 1/R is larger than

1 TeV, it is reasonable to suppose £ < 1. Then, we can find an approximate form of &, as

sin(m(qa + v)) (9)
VIte+e

For instance, the W boson mass my, is given by

§o ~

— sin(ma) (10)

TRV1+ ¢+ co

since the W boson is the gauge boson with ¢ =1 and v =0

3 Fermion masses and mixing

In the previous paper [10], the SM fermions were embedded into SU(5) multiplets localized
at y = 0 boundary, where three sets of decouplet, anti-quintet and singlet x1¢, x5+, x1 are
introduced. We also introduced three types of bulk fermions ¥ and W (referred as “mirror
fermions”) with opposite Zy parities each other per a generation and constant mass term such
as MUV in the bulk to avoid exotic 4D massless fermions. Without these mirror fermions
and mass terms, we necessarily have extra exotic 4D massless fermions with the SM charges
after an orbifold compactification. As a result, we have no massless chiral fermions from the
bulk and its mirror fermions. The massless fermions are only the SM fermions and the gauge
anomalies for the SM gauge groups are trivially canceled.

In this setup, we could not generate the generation mixings of quarks and leptons [10]. In
this chapter, we will see how the model has been changed, discuss the mechanism generating
the SM mass and the generation mixing of weak interaction, and then show the setup of our

model and the results.

3.1 Boundary fermion mass

The boundary fermions ¥*=1*3 are localized on the boundary, y = 0 or y = 7R, and these
have the kinetic mixing terms between the bulk and mirror fermion. These interaction terms

are

dyZ \f — ) IE (@) A, ) + 6y — H)elel () Bz, y) + he. )

(11)
:ZZW—R{S‘I €L} (@)an(2) + & e é(a:)bn(x)Jrh.c.},



where A, B are the bulk fermion or mirror fermion and a and b are the corresponding 4D

fields:
Alw,y) = fay)a(z),  Blz,y) =) faly)b(x), (12)

and &: = VaRf,(x,7)) = 1 or (—1)". The generation mixing of the boundary fermion
is generated by integrating out the bulk or mirror fermions, which can be seen from the
diagram shown in Fig. 1,
> | b2 — e + (VLMY + he) | (13)
2
where the subscript £ means Euclidean, namely Wick rotation is performed. Furthermore,

all terms can be expressed in terms of the bulk and mirror fermion propagator (...) z

1] —1 a LS _
PuZi Py = — 3 € e e P fan (2)3(2)) P

T2 R? 5
g —i o _
74 Py = @ % el Pp (b (2)by P
puZi Pr ﬁwgg%%Rm<mcmEm ”
y 1 R _
MY Py = —s > Enlerer Pran(2)by(2)) , Pr.

We notice that these mixing effects are new bulk contributions, which are absent in the
previous paper [10] where the same set of bulk and mirror fermions are introduced per
generation. By construction, we have no mixing from the bulk sector. In this paper, however,
the generation mixings are inevitable due to the reduction of the number of bulk and mirror
fermions, which makes our analysis very complicated and also obtaining realistic mixing
parameters nontrivial.

We can evaluate these terms (14) by computing the bulk and mirror fermion propagator
(...)p and the summation of the KK-modes. The methods are summarized in appendix A
and B. The results are classified into three cases depending on the cases where a and b are
the bulk fermion or the mirror fermion, and can be rewritten by the following functions,
coth(z +ima)  :6=0,T =+1, (vr =0)
sinh(z +ira)™ :6=1,T =+1,(vr =0)

tanh(x +ima)  :0=0,T=—-1,(vr =1/2) ~’
cosh(z +ira)™ :6=—-1,T=—-1,(vr =1/2)

(15)

where 2 = mRpg and 6 = 0 (i = 7)) or § = 1 (% # 1).



The first case is that the both are the bulk fermions:

i _J*
ij €€ T
Z] = ——xgijefé ) <\/952+)\2,qa>,

i J*
ij €R€ T
Zy = —_xff/\zRefé ) <\/1:2 + )\Q,qa) , (16)

i J*
MY = —6;2?' ImféT) (\/:U2 + >\2,qa) :
where A\ = mtRM.

The second case is that these are the bulk and mirror fermions, respectively:

Zy =0,

i J*%
ij €LERA (T)< 2 2 )
MY = NI :(:2+/\2Ref5 Va?+ A\ qa) .

The third case is that the both are the mirror fermions:

el el
LR (VT g0

i J*
ij €R€ T
2 = episgRels” (Ve ¥oga) (18)

i J*
MY = —6;;? ImféT) (vx2 +)\27qoz) .

i
Zp =

If some bulk and mirror fermions are introduced, all of the contributions for the kinetic

and mass mixing must be summed in eq. (14),

Zy = 67+ 7Y, (19)
ZE = 04>z, (20)
M=y M (21)

In the expression above, the superscript “a” in ZZ’(%) and M%% shows the contributions from

some bulk and mirror fermions. .

These kinetic mixing can be diagonalized by unitary matrices Uy, ,

Zy = Ul 73Uy, , (22)
Zp=U} 75Uz, (23)
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¢j

. ) ) . Figure 2: The diagram generating weak in-
Fl‘gl_lre 1: The dlagram generating kmefmc teraction of SM fermion. ¢ and W are the
mixing of SM fermion v’. The double line

represents the propagator of the bulk and
mirror fermion.

SM fermion and the weak boson, respec-
tively. The double line represents the prop-
agate of the bulk and mirror fermion.

where Z;'%% are diagonal matrices. After rewriting the mass term in terms of new basis

diagonalizing the kinetic mixings and normalizing the kinetic term, we obtain the following

M’ = \J(Z}"%) " Uz, MU N\ (Z57) 7. (24)

Next, we perform unitary transformations in order to move on to the mass basis:

mass matrix

Vg = Urtr, Yy, = Uryr. (25)
In this new basis, the mass matrix is diagonalized:
M’ = Ul MajagUr. (26)

This expression allows us to compute the SM fermion masses.

3.2 Weak interaction for boundary fermion

As in the previous section, taking into account the mixing effects between the bulk and mirror
fermions and the boundary fermions, the additional mixing in the charged weak interaction
of the boundary fermion, which is not present in the SM, also seems to be generated. The
corresponding interactions generating the additional mixings in the charged weak interaction

are shown below,
£4 D) Z W:uZL’yudL + Z E{EL (friuLan + é%dLaz>]

+ ) WIS 4+ Y WIS + e,

(27)

where W is the weak boson, u is up-type quark or electron, d is down-type quark or neutrino,

a and b are the bulk or mirror fermion, y and y are the bulk and mirror fermion, respectively.



The additional generation mixing in the charged weak interaction is generated by integrating

out the bulk and mirror fermions and can be seen from the diagram shown in Fig. 2,

Z W ui v M2d), + h.c., (28)
ij
where
. 3 :lj €Ler _ — — —
VMR = Py S {(axm (el ) + (@ (@) p e @)

Similary, this contribution can be evaluated by using the method in appendix A and B.
Then, we found the additional mixings in the charged weak interaction to be the same as

the kinetic mixing for the left-handed fermions localized on the boundary,
MY =77, (30)

This property ensures that no additional mixings is needed as will be shown below. In the
case where some bulk and mirror fermions are introduced, the kinetic and mass mixing are

the summation of all contributions in eq. (29),

=77 (31)

wi,a

NS, = 59+ 3 MY

After rewriting the charged weak interaction in terms of new basis in eq. (25), CKM matrix

and PMNS matrix are given by

Vekm = U/ (21U, MUt V (zp* ) up = upu, (32)
Veuins = Up\/ (Z5) 10, MUt/ (Z,™") Uy = ULUY,

where u, d, e, v denote the up-type quarks, down-type quarks, charged leptons, and neutrinos
of the SM fermion, respectively. We utilized the fact that the contributions of the left-handed
SU(2) doublets to the kinetic mixing are the same, for instance Z¢ = Z¢ and Z¢ = Z¥. This

expressions allow us to calculate the weak mixing angles and a CP phase.

3.3 Fermion sector of our model and results

In the setup of our model, we introduce five bulk fermions Wy, W5, W5, Vg, Ve and the
corresponding mirror fermions shown in Table 1. Note that the number of the bulk fermions

has been reduced from nine in [10] to five, which necessarily introduce generational mixings

9



bulk fermion SU(6) — SU(5) | mirror fermion
20001 = 10 @ 10* 200—7)
155 =10@5 157)
15 =100 5 15=%)
6 =501 6(+H+)
6/(+,+) 5ol 6,(_’_)

Table 1: Representation of bulk fermions and the corresponding mirror fermions. P; are par-
ity of bulk fermion for i representation in SU(6). R in R**) means an SU(6) representation
of the bulk fermion. r; in 7 & ry are SU(5) representations.

through the coupling of bulk fermions to boundary fermions. Lagrangian for the bulk and

mirror fermions is given by

_ = - Ny — =~

Lotk mirror = . 15;5,’676/ {\IIGZFMDM\I/(I + U iTM Dy, + (ﬁ%\pa\ya - h.c.ﬂ . (33)
where the subscript “a” denotes the SU(6) representations of the bulk and mirror fermions.
The bulk masses between the bulk and the mirror fermions are normalized by 7R and
expressed by the dimensionless parameter A,.

The SM quarks and leptons for the first and the second generation are embedded into
SU(5) multiplets localized at y = 0 boundary, which are two sets of decouplet, anti-quintet
and singlet x10, X5+, x1. On the other hand, those for the third generation are embedded into
SU(3)c x SU(2) x U(1)y multiplets localized at y = 7R boundary. The reason why such
a configuration of the SM fermions is adopted is to avoid massless SM quarks and leptons.
If three generations of the SM fermions are localized on y = 0 boundary, we found that the
rank of the mass matrices for the SM quarks and leptons at most two, which means that at
least one massless quark or lepton is inevitable. Therefore, Lagrangian for the SM fermions

Lg\ is expressed by

£517 = 0(y) X0l Dyt + X3l Dyxie + X3 Dy,
LD = 0(y — mR) [T D,qs 4 a%il D ud, + d5il D, d%
+ 130" D13 + eRil* D ey + Uil D). (34)
Here the superscript “j” denotes the generation of the SM fermions, and x; (b = 10,5, 1) is
Dirac conjugate of xs.

In order to realize the SM fermion masses, the boundary localized mass terms between

the SM fermions localized at the boundaries and the bulk fermions are necessary. To allow

10



bulk fermion SU( ) = SU@B)e x SU(2) x U(1)y

SM fermion coupling to bulk

m—@a 2)1 7 @ Uz (3, 1)) @ Ego(1, 1)1

qr(3,2)1/6, uR(3*,1)_2/3, eR(1,1)

= QQO(?’*’ )(_ ) @U20(3 1)&/:{” @Ego(l 1)( )

q7.(3%,2) 176, ur(3,1)2/3, er(1,1)—y

Table 2: 20 bulk fermion and SM fermions. 7 5 in (71, 72), are SU(3), SU(2) representations

in the SM, respectively. a is U(1)y charges.

bulk fermion SU(5) — SU(3)c x SU(2)p, x U(1)y

SM fermion coupling to bulk

10 = le( )5‘/"‘67—) ® Uiks(g* )("r +) ® E* (1 1)(+ +)

qr(3,2)1/6, ui(3*,1) g3, eR(1,1)

5=Di(3,1) N e L (1,2)5 .

dR(?), 1)71/37 l%(17 2)1/2

bulk fermion SU(5) — SU(3)c x SU(2), x U(1

SM fermion coupling to bulk

Y
= Qix(3,2 Vo un 3,15, @ En 0, 1))

QL(Sa 2)1/(5’ u%(?)*, 1)—2/37 6?%<]-7 1)1

5 = Di5(3, 1)(_ @ Lis(1, 2)5 2 ")

dR(S, 1)—1/37 ZE(L 2)1/2

Table 3: Upper (Lower) table shows 15 (15") bulk fermion and SM fermions. 5 in (r1, 72),
are SU(3), SU(2) representations in the SM, respectively. a is U(1)y charges.

bulk fermion SU

5)—>SU( )CXSU( )LXU(1>Y

SM fermion coupling to bulk

(
De(3,1) ) @ Lg(1,2)0

dR(3, 1)—1/37 52(17 2)1/2

v%(1,1)o

= Ny (1,)§F"
%

1
bulk fermlon SU(5

SU( )CXSU( )LXU(l)Y

SM fermion coupling to bulk

dR(3, 1)—1/37 ZE(L 2)1/2

— Dg(3, 1)) @ Ly (1,2)0 7
1= Ng(1,1)5)

v5(1,1)g

Table 4: Upper (Lower) table shows 6 (6’) bulk fermion and SM fermions. 715 in (r1, r2),
are SU(3), SU(2) representations in the SM, respectively. a is U(1)y charges.

such localized mass terms, we have to choose appropriate SU(6) representations for bulk

fermions carefully. Note that, for simplicity, the mirror fermions have no coupling to the SM

fermions in this setup. Lsyipux are boundary mass terms between the bulk fermions and

the SM fermions, which are defined as follows.

7=1,2
‘CSM+bulk

2 N
5(9)\/ ﬁ%[ejzo(Xio‘I’locm + X106 Y10+ c20)

+€{5()_({0\IJ10C15 + )_Cg’*c‘l’scls)) + 6{5/ (X{o‘l’w/cw' + X%’f‘l’sfcw)

+eh (X W56 + X W1c6) + €, (X2 Usco + ) Prce) + hecl,

Jj=3
£SM+bulk

(35)

2
oy — WR)\/ R[EQOe(GREQO + URUQO) + 620quQ20

tersuliy Uty + €1se (€3 Efs + [7°Lis) + e15a(@ Qus + dyDisr)

tee, (ID°LE + T2°NE) + €gradnDer + h.c.],

11
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where W/ is a bulk fermion for M in SU(5) representation and N means SU(6) represen-
tation. € are the strength of the mixing term between the bulk fermion and the SM fermion
and should be complex numbers so that we can avoid a problem that the determinant of
mass matrix in eq. (18) equals to zero. In other words, some SM fermions become massless
state. The decomposition of the introduced bulk fermions in the 20, 15 (15'), 6 (6) repre-
sentations into the SM gauge group and the corresponding the SM fermions to be coupled
on the boundary are summarized in Tables 2, 3, 4, respectively.

Based on the discussion above, our total Lagrangian for the fermions is given as follows:

‘Cmatter - ‘Cbulk—i-mirror + 'CSM + 'CSM—&—bulk- (37)

Solving the exact KK spectrum of the bulk fermions from this Lagrangian is very hard
task because of the complicated bulk and boundary system. We assume in this paper that
the physical mass induced for the boundary fields is much smaller than the masses of the
bulk fields [6]. This is reasonable since the compactification scale and the bulk mass mainly
determining the KK mass spectrum of the bulk fields is larger than the mass for the boundary
fields whose typical scale is given by the Higgs VEV. In this case, the effects of the mixing on
the spectrum for the bulk fields can be negligible and the spectrum m2 = (25)* + my(qa)?
is a good approximation [6].

Thanks to the reduction of bulk fermions, we can reproduce the quark and lepton mixing

angles in addition to the SM fermion masses. For example, the discussion in section 3.1

allows us to obtain up-type quark mass M* can be written in the following form

1 1% 1 2% 2 1% 1 1%
265065011 (620520 + 620620)/\12 (EQOEZOu + E20u€20)A13
(N 2 _1x 1 2% 2 2% 2 _x 2%
M*=mwv1+ec (€20€20 + €30€50) Aa1 2€30€50M22 (€20€30u + €20u€30) A3
1% 1 _* 2% 20 % * *
(520(1520 + 620520(;)/\31 (620(162 0+ 620520q)A32 (620q€20u + 620U€20q>A33
(38)

where ¢ = ¢; + ¢, and €y, (1 = 1,2), €204, €204 are the input parameters that appeared in eq.
(35) and eq. (36). Ay (i,7 = 1,2,3) is defined as A;; = coth® | Agg|+tanh? [Ny —2 (i, j = 1,2),
Aiz = A3 = coth | Ago|cosec|Ag| (i = 1,2), and Ags = coth? |[Ay| — 1. Mass matrices of other
type quark and lepton are given in a similar way. After following the way discussed in
section 3.2, we can also calculate the flavor mixing angles and a CP phase and fit them to
their experimental values. This is because we have now changed the way the bulk fermions
couple to the SM fermions in this paper while each type of bulk fermions was introduced per

generation so that the mass matrices were essentially diagonal in the previous model.

12



Finally, we have found allowed parameter sets to reproduce the SM fermion masses and
mixing and some sample data sets depending on the parameter of the localized gauge kinetic
terms c are shown in Tables 5, 6, 7. Note that we use in our analysis the experimental
data and one of standard conventions for CKM and PMNS matrix shown in Particle Data
Group [12]. In the analysis for neutrino sector, the normal hierarchy is assumed although
it is not essential. As can be seen from the Tables 5, 6, our results are in almost good
agreement with the experimental data. This is very remarkable result since the generation
mixings in the bulk are newly introduced resulting from the reduction of the number of bulk
fermions, which makes, in particular, reproducing the quark and lepton mixing angles highly
nontrivial. Our model discussed in this paper turned out to be a good starting point for

constructing a realistic model of GGHU.
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1/R c My, Me my
10TeV | 80 2.163 MeV 1.217 GeV 166.294 GeV
10TeV | 90 2.320 MeV 1.229 GeV 167.931 GeV
15TeV | 80 2.316 MeV 1.214 GeV 165.300 GeV
15TeV | 90 2.156 MeV 1.225 GeV 166.89 GeV

Data 2.167052 MeV | 1.27£0.02 GeV | 172+ 0.30 GeV

1/R c mq My mp
10TeV | 80 5.583 MeV 75.7 MeV 4.155 GeV
10TeV | 90 5.505 MeV 75.8 MeV 4.321 GeV
15TeV | 80 5.522 MeV 75.5 MeV 4.201 GeV
15TeV | 90 5.545 MeV 75.1 MeV 4.183 GeV

Data 4677075 MeV 93711 MeV 4187055 GeV

1/R c sin 019 sin 03 sin fy3 0
10TeV | 80 0.191797 0.003537 0.041430 1.1560
10TeV | 90 0.195857 0.003510 0.039893 1.2424
15TeV | 80 0.190839 0.003556 0.041459 1.1831
15TeV | 90 0.192085 0.003518 0.040088 1.1750
Data 0.22650 £ 0.00048 | 0.0036175 00009 | 0-040537 000001 | 1.19670 0%

Table 5: Our results of parameter fitting in quark sector for some parameters 1/R and
¢ = ¢1 + ¢5. The up, down, and strange quark masses are the MS masses at the scale p =
2 GeV. The charm and bottom quark masses are the MS masses renormalized at the MS
mass, i.e. m = m(pu = m). The top quark mass is extracted from direct measurements.
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1/R | ¢ Me my, m,
10TeV | 80 0.5136 MeV 98.750 MeV 1687.12 MeV
10TeV | 90 0.5140 MeV 98.188 MeV 1689.56 MeV
15TeV | 80 0.5135 MeV 98.776 MeV 1695.46 MeV
15TeV | 90 0.5139 MeV 98.610 MeV 1687.59 MeV
Data 0.5109989461(31) MeV 105.6583745(24) MeV 1776.86(12) MeV

1/R | ¢ Ams3, Am3, (Normal) 5
10TeV | 80 7.7306 x 10~°eV? 2.4524 x 1073 eV? 1.5397 rad
10TeV | 90 7.7087 x 10~°eV? 2.4367 x 1073 eV? 1.5367 rad
15TeV | 80 7.8054 x 107°eV? 2.3895 x 1073 eV? 1.5317 rad
15TeV | 90 7.6544 x 107°eV? 24577 x 1073 eV? 1.5367 rad
Data (7.53+0.18) x 107°eV? | (2.453 £0.033) x 103eV? | 1.3675%n rad

1/R c sin? 6, sin? 6,5 sin? fy3 (Normal)
10TeV | 80 0.3313 2.240 x 1072 0.5161
10TeV | 90 0.3294 2.155 x 1072 0.5187
15TeV | 80 0.3505 2.094 x 1072 0.5069
15TeV | 90 0.3308 2.123 x 1072 0.5161
Data 0.307 £0.013 (2.20 £0.07) x 1072 0.546 + 0.021

Table 6: Our results of parameter fitting in lepton sector for some parameters 1/R and
¢ = ¢1 + ¢o. In neutrino sector, normal hierarchy is assumed.
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I/R | ¢ A20 A1s A1/ A6 Ao/
10TeV | 80 | 0.697103 0.379299 1.86668 13.404 12.0452
10TeV | 90 | 0.707565 0.382020 1.87516 13.383 12.0376
15TeV | 80 | 0.727571 0.421544 1.88562 13.390 11.0374
15TeV | 90 | 0.737359 0.428899 1.89630 13.355 11.0374

/R | ¢ |€20] €15 B €] €|
10TeV | 80 1 0.0618938 0.398107 0.000724436 | 0.0204174
10TeV | 90 1.00005 0.0624081 0.398146 0.000668344 | 0.0197242
15TeV | 80 0.99960 0.0620899 0.398107 | 0.0000316228 | 0.00668344
15TeV | 90 | 0.999994 0.062593 0.398095 | 0.0000295121 | 0.00653131

UR [ c| |l A Ea ] ]
10TeV | 80 | 0.190546 0.0141508 0.0794328 0.00042658 0.0101158
10TeV | 90 | 0.190545 0.0141773 0.0794333 | 0.000380189 | 0.00988553
15TeV | 80 | 0.190546 0.0141593 0.0794328 | 0.0000285102 | 0.0049545
15TeV | 90 | 0.190546 0.0141970 0.0794331 | 0.0000266073 | 0.00484172

1/R ¢ 03 0% 0% 03 0
10TeV | 80 | 0.00736813 0.258731 0.0703712 5.956450 3.78311
10TeV | 90 | 0.00744981 0.253490 0.0710904 5.956450 3.78311
15TeV | 80 | 0.00775807 0.268290 0.0731497 0.712979 4.94097
15TeV | 90 | 0.00774413 0.263562 0.0743995 0.752089 4.94097

1/R C ’62Oe| ‘615u’ ’615'51’ ‘€6u| ‘56’d’
10TeV | 80 | 0.0542386 | 0.000873495 | 0.00877701 0.00001 0.00001
10TeV | 90 | 0.0522386 | 0.000847602 | 0.00849188 | 0.0000101158 0.00001
15TeV | 80 | 0.0542109 | 0.000878758 | 0.00888508 | 0.000213796 0.00001
15TeV | 90 | 0.0519660 | 0.000853353 | 0.00858460 | 0.000211349 0.00001

1/R C B20e 0154 01504 6. 64
10TeV | 80 4.25155 4.14707 4.21375 3.18033 0.00001
10TeV | 90 4.22678 4.16561 4.21489 3.18033 0.00001
15TeV | 80 4.28915 4.11134 4.22385 4.56062 0.00001
15TeV | 90 4.28632 4.12957 4.2136 4.56062 0.00001

1/R | ¢ |€204] €15 ] 204 O15¢
10TeV | 80 | 0.0113599 | 0.00122572 2.15576 2.16323
10TeV | 90 | 0.0109116 | 0.00196532 2.13719 2.59540
15TeV | 80 | 0.0115976 | 0.00123553 2.19391 2.57235
15TeV | 90 | 0.0114167 | 0.00140787 2.17591 2.65110

Table 7: Input parameters of the parameter fitting where ¢ = ¢ +¢5. A, (@ = 20, 15,15, 6, 6)
are the bulk masses between the bulk and the mirror fermions which are normalized by 7 R.
e is the strength of the mixing term between the bulk fermion and the SM fermion, |e] is its
absolute value, and 6 is a phase of the corresponding e. Only ¢! (a = 20,15,15,6,6') can
be taken as a real number without loss of generality. This is because we have not shown
6! (a = 20,15,15,6,6') in this table.

16



4 Conclusions

In this paper, we have discussed the fermion mass hierarchy and mixing in SU(6) GGHU
with localized gauge kinetic terms. The SM fermions are introduced on the boundaries. We
also introduced massive bulk fermions in three types of SU(6) representations coupling to
the SM fermions on the boundaries. The number of them has been reduced in order to
achieve generation mixings of quarks and leptons, which greatly changed the coupling of the
bulk fermions to the SM fermions on the boundaries and additional generation mixings in the
bulk sector appeared. This feature makes our analysis on the SM fermion masses and mixing
angles highly complicated and nontrivial. We have shown that the SM fermion masses and
mixing can be almostly reproduced by mild tuning of bulk masses and the parameters of
the localized gauge kinetic terms. Some parameter sets of our results are listed. Our model
discussed in this paper turned out to be a good starting point for constructing a realistic
model of GGHU.

As remained for our future work, it is important to calculate the effective potential
for the Higgs field and study whether the electroweak symmetry breaking correctly occurs.
Since the Higgs field is originally a gauge field, the potential is generated at one-loop by
Coleman-Weinberg mechanism. It is not easy to obtain the observed Higgs mass 125 GeV
because the effects of localized gauge kinetic terms enhance the compactification scale and
also Higgs boson mass. In viewpoint of the gauge coupling unification, we have little room
for introducing extra bulk fields to adjust Higgs mass, which also makes the analysis of the
electroweak symmetry breaking difficult. It is possible to introduce Majorana neutrino on
the boundary, which relaxes the constraint for the bulk mass parameters, in order to obtain
the Higgs boson mass. We would investigate the electroweak symmetry breaking and Higgs

boson mass along this line.
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A The propagator of the bulk and mirror fermion

The bulk and mirror fermions ¥ (z,y), ¥(z,y) live in the five dimension and their KK de-

iry) = 3 o))

where x,(2), Xn(z) are 4D fields and f,(y) is a mode function. The quadratic terms for

composition is given by

(39)

Xn(Z), Xn(x) can be expressed in momentum space by using the above KK decomposition as

ol (P ) (;‘) , (40

which leads to the propagator in Minkowski spacetime

7 p+m, —-M
AX_QDQ—m%—MQ( —-M ﬁ—mn)’ (41)
or in Euclidean spacetime
_ 1 ipp —m M
E __ o E n
AX_ZAX_pQE+m,%+M2( v Z}5+mn) (42)

B Summation of the KK mode

In order to evaluate Eq.(14), we need to calculate the summation of KK mode contributions.

The summation of KK mode contributions can be rewritten as,

1) B (_1)6n
Js (@ q0) = ;qum(n—l—VTqLa)

coth(x +ima)  :0=0,T =+1,( 0

sinh(z +ira)™ :6=1,T=+1,(vr =0

tanh(z +ira) :0=0,T=-1 ( 1/2

cosh(z +ira)™ :6=-1,T= -1 =
where 6 = 0(1) for the case where the left-handed and right-handed boundary fermions are
localized on the same (opposite) boundary. T is the periodcity for bulk and mirror fermion.
The factor n + vp 4+ g in the denominator comes from the KK mass spectrum

n+ vr + qo

L (44)

m, =
where « is a dimensionless parameter corresponding to VEV of Higgs field.
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Furthermore, it is useful to express the real and imaginary part of these function.

" - 1 (_1)671 (—1)511
Refs ' (z,qo) = 5; (x+i7r(n+VT+O‘) - x—iﬂ'(’l’b‘f“VT‘f‘Oé))

45
a - 22+ m2(n + vp + )?’
! (-1 (-1
— _1 _
mfs (e qa) 22’2 (x+i7r(n+l/T+a) x—in(n+vr + )
" 46
-y —(=1)"7m(n+vr + @) &
B 22+ m(n+uvr+a)?’
therefore we obtain 5
> Re (. ga)
22+ (tRmy)2 o 0 VU
! (47)

(—1)5”mn 1 (T)
) e g .
zn: 2?2 + (rRm,,)? TR mf5 (@, q0)
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