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CP violation in weak interactions from orbifold reduction:
possible uni cation structures.
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W e present a m echanism to generate com plex phases from real4 + 1 dim ensional couplings in a
m odel of weak interactions through din ensional reduction of a gauge theory. T he orbifolding of a

4+ 1 din ensional Sp (4)
an SU (2)

CP violation in the standard m odel, since gauge interac—
tions are naturally CP symm etric, is provided by com plex
Yukawa couplings which eventually are combined In the
CKM m atrix in one observable CP violating phase. W hilke
this picture hasbeen com forted through B-decay observa—
tions [[|], the standard m odel does not tellus m ore on the
origin of CP violation since it is explicitely introduced.

On the other hand, a truly uni ed theory would relate
Yukaw a couplings to gauge Interactions in plying that this
uni ed theory would be CP symm etric. In that context a
CP breaking m echanisn is needed and can be found, as
addressed here, in din ensional reduction. O ne exam ple of
these possbilities has been studied In [1]. W e present here
a realistic realisation of these ideas in the standard m odel.

In the context of ve din ensional gauge theory, the
reduction from 4 + 1 to 3+ 1 dinensions has to deal
with the extra contrbution to the energy com ing from
the extra com ponent of the covariant derivative, that is:
Dy = @, ieAy, where the derivative leads to the well
known K aluzaK lein KK ) e ectivem ass % in 3+ 1dinen—
sions.

For spinors, this contrbution is associated to the usual
3+ 1 din ensional pseudoscalar: s , since the C 11 ord
algebra isextended to 5 = ( ;i) Pr4+ 1 dimensions
(B = 0;1;
schem e is, the fermm jonic m ass term m ay receive e ective
com plex m asses of the type:

™M +1i5X)

This e ective com plex m ass will lead to CP violation (al-
though in a pure m inin alcoupling U (1) theory the com —
plex phase can be rotated aw ay by a rede nition ofspinors).

Several contributions can be considered for X , eg. the
KK mass ¢ combined with a non-m inin al coupling to the
photon has been studied by Thirring [1]. O therw ise, in
order to distinguish CP violation from the use of exited
states, som e vacuum expectation valie for the extra com —
ponent of the gauge eld, that is the gauge Invariant line
Integral

ncosm e@ ub acbe, frere@ ub .acbe.

;@ = y)). Thus, whatever the reduction

U (1) group is them Inin al setup which provides both CP violation and
U (1) structure. W e show that grand uni cation requires at least SO (11).

together w ith an extention of the gauge group has been
considered in [[1]. T his line integralkeeps 3+ 1 din ensional
Lorentz iInvariance and reduces to the usualW ilson loop in
the case of a com pact extra space.

For Instance, considera 4+ 1D SU (2) gauge group w ith
massive doubleg = ( 1; 2), and take the expectation
valle lW yi= dy Wy = w > to break the group to
vectorlike e ective Interactions in 3+ 1 dim ensions:

. . a 1
1 2 1@ w, 9) , i
wih two m assive W and one masskess W 3. Then, the
W ilson loop contrbutes to a com plex m assm atrix:

M + iw 5 1

1 2 M W s 5

Both phases cannot be rede ned and, whilke m aking the
m assm atrix real, a rem aining phase appears in the charge
current In plying a W 3-dipole m om ent at one loop level,
ie. a CP violating observable.

T his exam ple show s that in this approach, realisation of
CP violation, din ensional reduction and breaking of the
Intermal symm etry are Intin ately related. M oreover, CP
violation is generated in a fuindam entally CP symm etrical
fram ew ork w here all initial couplings are real.

In this, the approach di ers from []wheretheCP viola—
tion isexplicitely Introduced and [l]wherethe LR violation
stem s from din ensional reduction, but scalar couplings are
Jocalized in 3+ 1 din ensions. T he lne ©llow ed here is sin —
ilarto [l]where we had deal only w ith toy gauge structure
and a sin ple com pacti ed extra dim ension. T he use ofthe
5th com ponent of a gauge vector to provide scalar cou—
plings is very much In the line of K aluzaK lein tradition

(see also 1)), but it is used here to generate speci cally
the CP viclation in an otherw ise realtheory.

In 4+ 1 dimensions, only "vectorlike" couplings arise
since chirality does not exist. So, as weak interactions are
Intrinsically chiral, the reduction schem e hasto introduce a
selection of chirality. N evertheless, since ourgoalis to form
m ass tem s through the gauge W ilson loop, the breaking
of the symm etry should keep som e L and R com ponents.
W e thus choose a reduction schem e which selects asm any
kft-as right-handed ferm ions.

Tt results that the initial theory should contain the
m inin al keftright extention of weak interactions, that is
SU (), SU @Q)r U (L) 1. Gauge groups containing
this leftright structure are, eg. SU (4), Sp @), etc.
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I. ORBIFOLD REDUCTION .

O bifolds provide a breaking ofhigher din ensional sym —
metries ( such as chiral, super or gauge symm etries) via
an intemal geom etric sym m etry of the extra space. This
geom etric sym m etry induces a transform ation on the elds
and selects zero m odes w hich break the higher din ensional
nvardiance [1].

M ore explicitely, in 4 + 1 dim ensions, we take the extra
space din ension as a S'=Z,, ie. the circle w ith the points
identi cation underthe 4+ 1D parity (y ! y). This xes
the geom etric space we work w ith.

M oreover, we have to gpecify the Z, representation on
the eld content. A ctually, for any transfom ation under
parity of the Lorentz representations, we are allowed to
add in the transform ation a symm etry of the theory, for
instance a gauge transform ation P 2 G wih PZ = I).

So we get:

y)Ps °P. '

*= AS&; y)Pg “Pgl;

A ;y) ¥ = A%k ;

AJ & ;Y)

for gauge elds and
x j¥y)=Pc s &K ; V)i

for ferm ions.
This identi cation determ ines the KK expansion for
elds w ith respect to their parity eigenvalies: cos %y for
+lwhiesngyfor 1.

Subsequently, P can be chosen to com m ute w ith the
generating the G subgroup while anticom m uting w ith the
other ? (a= (;4)). In that way, zero m odes A 2/ belong
to an unbroken G =~ G. O n the other hand, the zero m odes
for the extra com ponent of the gauge elds are the A 57
and belong to the coset G=G.

Fem Jon zero m odes depend on both the sign of chirality
and the sign from the gauge transfom ation Pg . This in -
plies that the mnitially vectorlike ferm ionic representation
is then split in chiral representations under the unbroken
group G. L and R representations are coupled through the
W ilson loop to form a com plex m ass.

For scalars now , there are two cases! First, if they cou-
pl to ferm ions, since the term is not Invariant under
Z 5 1], the identi cation m ust be:

a

a a

x ;y) °= x ;

¢ y) P “Pg
gero m odes are then in G=G and their vev's are aligned to
dyA, to m Inim ize the interaction potential com ing from
the covariant derivative 2 O therw ise for scalarsnot directly
coupled to ferm ions, the sign of the transform ation is free.
T he cbvious advantage of any orbifold rather than phys—
icaldom ain wall is the purely geom etrical approach. This

1 W e just ocus here on adpint scalars.
2 Note that, ifwe want a CP invariant m ass term , we have also to
add a sign for the charge conjigate of such a scalar: C C = c.

doesnot lead to any problem ofstabilisation forthe dom ain
wall nor localisation of gauge elds. It also avoids para—
sitic solutions as in dom ain wall approach on com pacti ed
soaces.

II. MINIMALMODEL.

Now, we start with a gauge theory n 4 + 1 din ensions
which will reduce to a 3 + 1 leftright symm etric gauge
theory w ith com plex Yukawa couplings. Let rst recallthe

basic elds foran SU 2), SU @) U @)z 1 model:
| [suen svex uas .
Q1 ;e 1)
Qr 1;2)g 1)
2;2) o
L B;1)2 or 2;1),
R (1;3)2 or (1;2),

The bidoublet breaks both SU (2)'s Ileaving
8] (1)TRa+TL3 U (1)g 1 unbroken. i,z dierentiate both
SU (2)'sw ith their respective vev’s giving amassO G g i)
to the W g . W e list also the m axin al subgroups o£SU 4)
and Sp (4), and the representation decom position below : 3

| su@e sue
2; 1)+ 1;2)
G+ 1;3)+ 2;2)

Sp@)
4 (fundam ental)|!
10 (@dpint) !

su@ | sue sue u@
4 (ndamental|! ;1)) + (1;2)( 1)
15 @dpint) |! GO+ G;1) O+ 1;3)0)

t@i2)@)+ @2i2)( 2)

F irst consider an SU (4) gauge group and the parity op—
eratorPg = diag(l;1; 1; 1) acting on the fuindam ental.
W e verify easily that Pg comm utes w ith generators of an
SU (2) SU () U (1) subgroup w hik anticom m uting w ith
the others.

A s a resul, the gauge zero m odes are:

A%O 1 (;1)O)+ BiD) O+ (133)0);

ASY 1 R;2)@)+ 2:2)( 2);
and ferm ions in the 4 representation reduce to the follow ing
zero m odes:

W o ul QS LM+ G2 D:

An adpint scalar coupled to ferm ionsgets its zero m odes
In the sam e representation asA .

3 The notation is selfexplanatory: din ension of the representation
for SU com ponents and U (1) charge for the abelian part.



Could we get the sam e building blocks as in the left-
right m odel? On one hand, we indeed get kft and right
doublets for ferm ions togetherw ith a bidoublet forboth
and A . But on the other hand, since the cbtained U (1)x
di erentiates left and right fermm ions, we are not ablk to
use itasaU (1)g 1 . The altemative is then to start from
SU (4) U (1) and to assign ourselves the hypercharges to
the representations. W e should eventually care to break the
unwanted U (1)y at least at the sam e kevelthan SU 2)z In
order to elim nate i from the low energy spectrum . To do

that, 1z cannotbe put in the adjpint since it reduces to
(3;1) (0) + (1;3) (0) wihout givingamassto U (1)x . The
rem aining possibility is to put them in the 4.
T herefore, the eld content of the theory is:
SU@ U@Wds 1 SU 2), SU @)
U0y U@ds 1
B 1o 1;1) ©)o
A 150 B;1) Q) + (1;3) 0o+ (171) 0o
Ay 15¢ 2;2) R)o + 232)( 2)o
46 1) CiYWe mHt G2)( De 1)
15, 2;2) @)oo + 232)( 2)o
LR 4 @;1) @A)+ 1;2)( 1)

T his reproduces a left-right m odelw ith onem ore neutral
current with massO (G g i1). Com plex phases are obtained
In the ferm ion m assm atrix:

1
u? S it HAYi5) ud

1
+d? S @b it iAY is) & + he

CP violation occursw ith both W ;; and W g interactions
and only one generation. However, to get CP violation
through the W ; alone, m ore generationsare needed to form
the usualCKM m atrix.

Note that CP wviolation is lnduced here at the din en—
sional reduction stage, not at the lvel of LR breaking
which thus avoids di cultiesmet in [I0].

The Sp(4) case seem s m ore attractive since it contains

SU () SU () wihout any otherU (1). So, starting from
Sp@) U ()s 1 withparity Pg = diag(l; 1;1; 1),* the
group breaksdown to SU 2)g, SUR)R U@s 1.-The
eld content:
| spw) uv@s fsuen su@s U@k o

B 1o (1;1) Q)o

A 100 (Bil)o+ (@i3)o

Ay 100 (2;2)0

46 1) Cileg 1)+ G;2)g 1)
10 (2;2)9
LR 10 B;1)2+ (@1;3)2

4 our conventions for Sp (4) are listed in appendix [l

providesthe desired breaking pattem and realisesthem ini-
m al requirem ents for a realisticm odel. CP violation arises
as in the previous case.

ITI. UNIFICATION.

W e now discuss possbl embeddings of such a m odel
In a unique gauge group which contains both strong and
electrow eak Interactions.

Since the structure is eft-right sym m etric, the rst group
which could potentially be considered is SO (10). Indeed,
SO (10) contains maxinally SU (2);, SU @)r SU @),
where SU (4) can be broken to SU 3). U (L)g 1 L.

N evertheless, the ferm ions uni cation in SO (10) com es
w ith the 16 representation which In 3+ 1D inclides only
kft ferm dons, eg. (g ;dr) £ 4df)). Therefore, as
chirality cannot be assigned to representations in 4 + 1D
and asweneed L and R ferm ionsto com e out from the sam e
representation to get a W ilson loop coupling, the usual
uni cation is not appropriate here.

At least, if we replace the left handed antiparticles by
their corresponding right handed particles, charges un-—
der the resulting U (1) and SU (3) willdi erentiate I and
R fem ions. Indeed, the reduction of the 16 is: 16 !
2;1;4)+ (1;2;4), where the 4 reduces n 4 ! 13+ 3 ;.
T his is how ever lncom patdble w ith the ferm ion spectum as
we then get quarksas Qi :(2;1;3) ; and Qf : (1;2;3);.
TheU (1) charge isas in the SU (4) case but m oreover the
quark masstem Q7 Qg isno longeran SU (3) singkt and
then breaks SU (3).

In other words, the 16 can be reduced either
to (g ;dy) Sfdf)); with P = I, or
(g 7dr) r fdr )):0nly the rst choice givesthe right
particle content but i is then im possble to generate the
desired Yukaw a couplings in the present schem e.

W e will now see that SO (11) answers those problm s.
Indeed, the doubled ferm ion com ponents resolve the chi-
rality problem .

Sihce SO (11) isnot such a com m on uni cation group,we

rst consentrate on the group structure and decom position
before dealing w ith the reduction itself.

SO (11) obviously contains SO (5) SO (6), that isup to
an isom orphism Sp@) SU (4).Asalready said, Sp @) can
provide the keftright extension for weak interactionswhilke
SU (4) isoften used In them oreusualSO (10) to get strong
Interactions. From the point ofview of representations, the

SO (11) ! Sp@) SU (@) breaking induces the llow ing
reduction []:

32 (ping) ! @4+ (4;4);

55 @dpint) ! (10;1)+ (1;15)+ (5;6):

Asanextstep,Sp@)! SU (2). SU R)r andSU @) !

SU @) U Q) 1 breakings im ply the spectrum :

4;4) @;1;1):+ (1;2;1)3+ 2;1;3) 1+ (1;2;3) 15
(10;1) G;1; L)+ 1;3;1)0+ (2;2;1)05

(1;15) ' (1;1;1)0+ (1;1;8)0+ (1;1;3) 4+ (1;1;3)4:



T hus, ifwe ensure that the st breaking does not select
chirality while the second does, ferm ions in the 32 reduce
to a vectorlke (4;4) ofSp@) SU (4) which gives rise to
an entire ferm ion fam ily w ith the correct charges and chi-
ralities’

Let us now tum to the dim ensional reduction of this
SO (11) compactied on a S'=z,.

Sincethe rstbreakinghastobe leftrightblind, twon'’t
result from a Z, symmetry along the extra coordinate.
H ow ever, another possibility is o ered to us, that is to al-
low a gauge transfom ation in the S periodic conditions.
Indeed, extending periodic conditions to:

y+2 R)=T¢ ();

1

Af W+ 2 R) *=A5 ) Tg °T; ;

selects zero m odes with eigenvalues +1. Sihce for +1
the KK tower contains both cosgy and sh gy while for

1 the complte set of functions are cos (n + %)% and
sih 0+ 1), the Jatter's have no zero m odes.
So, in that way, we take
|

Te =

¢ 0 L s
in the findam ental of SO (11), ie. the inversion of the
fundam ental of SO (6). This selects zero m odes for the
adpint ofSO (11) n (10;1)+ (1;15) ofthe unbroken group.
T he 32 gets its zero m odes i the (4;4) 8

T he second breaking takes place w ith the Z, symm etry
whereP; hastobedeterm ined. The Sp (4) part hasalready
been considered before. The SU (4) part how evercannotbe
broken to SU (3) U (1) through a Z, orbifold since there is
no autom orphisn to play that role | 17 Nevertheless, this
breaking can be provided by an adpint scalar of SO (11),
not coupled to ferm ions, which gets a vev In the (1;1;1)¢
representation of SU (2)g, SU @R)r SU@B). U@Qp 1-
This indeed breaks SU (4) to SU 3) U (1).

T hus, the gauge transform ation parity P takesthe form
of diag(@; 1;1; 1) for the Sp(4) part in direct product
w ith the dentity for SU (4).

In the sam e way as before, the Sp(4) group gives rise
to the leftright SU (2) SU (Q)r , wih this symm etric
structure for ferm ionsand bidoublts foram ass scalarand
the W ilson loop. T he last ingredients for this sym m etry to
bebroken aretwo 1,z In the 32 which transform as:

Lr Y+ 2 R)= T g )
under periodic conditions and which respectively get their
vev in the (2;1;1) 3 and (1;2;1) 5.

5 the (4;4) being elin inated by orbifblding, see below .

6 see appendix [l or clariy.

7 Roughly, this is due to the requirem ent of a det = + 1 transform a—
tion.

W e sum m arize below the cascadew ith the needed break—
ing sector:

SO (11) 1° Sp@) SU @) 1° SU @), SU @& SU @
SU@)L SU@s SU@C U@s 1 F2SURL U@y
IVv. CONCLUSION

W e have explored group structures in 4 + 1 din ensions
w hich either reproduce the standard m odel (using Sp(4))
or allow for grand uni cation via the left—right sym m etric
m odel.

At the di erence of standard eft—right m odel, CP viola-
tion is here present already at the com pacti cation scale,
before leftright breaking.

O f courses the three generations still need to be intro—
duced by hand, as the real Yukawa ocouplings needed to
de ne the m ass spectrum . W e have achieved here a m ech—
anisn for breaking SO (11) to the standard m odel, and
generate the CP violating part of the couplings.

APPEND IX A :Sp@4) GENERATORS.

W e list or com pleteness Sp (4) generators used here.

TF = ;3 s*; T8 = 4 S%; T0= i 8% Tio=1 A&;
w here:
| |
10 00
st = ; sk = ;
00 01
! !
giogh 10 Ao L i
2 o1 ' X2 10 '
and ; are the Paulim atrices.

APPENDIX B:4AND 40F SO (6)

The spinorial representations of SO (6) (
given by the C i ord algebra of six m atrices:

SU (4)) is

1= 2 3 37 2= 13 37 3= 1 2

a= I 1 37

which provide the generators of the representation, ie.
M= 2 [ i; 3].M oreover, this representation is reducble
In a 4 and a 4, wih the profctors given by: %(I
where 7= 3 3 3 Bl

Sihce the set of ;’s transfom s as the fondam ental of
SO (6), & is easy to check that 5 is the equivalent of the
Inversion of the fiindam entalof SO (6) and to observe that
the 4 isunchanged while the 4 takes a m inus sign.

7)/
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