arXiv:hep-ph/0703017v3 13 Apr 2007

KOBE-TH-07-01

Calculable O ne-Loop Contributions

to S and T P aram eters in the G auge-H iggs

Uni cation

C.S.Lin H and N obuhito M an@

D epartm ent of P hysics, K oke University, K cle 657-8501, Japan

A bstract

W e Investigate the one-loop contributionsto S and T oblique param eters in gaugeH iggs
uni cation. W e show that these param eters are nite n  ve din ensional spacetin e,
but are divergent in m ore than ve din ensions. Ream arkably, however, we nd that a
particular linear combination ofS and T parameters, S 4cosy T,becomes nie Porsix
din ensional spacetin e, though each of these param eters are divergent. T his is becauss,
In the G augeH iggs uni cation scenario, the operators relevant for S and T param eters
are not Independent, but are Incluided In a unigue higher din ensional gauge nvariant
operator. Thus the predictable linear combination is m odel independent, irrespectively
of the detail of the m atter content.

lem ail : 1im @ kobeu ac.p
2em ail : m aru@ peoplekobeu ac.


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0703017v3

1 Introduction

Soling the hierarchy problem m otivates us to go beyond the Standard M odel (SM ).
G augeH iggsuni cation is one of the attractive approaches to solve the hierarchy problem
w ithout supersym m etry. In this socenario, H iggs eld is identi ed w ith the zero m ode of
the extra com ponent ofthe gauge eld in higher dim ensional gauge theordes [1,12] and the
gauge symm etry breaking occurs dynam ically through the vacuum expectation value of
W ilson line phase: the Hosotanim echanisn [3]. O ne of the ram arkable features is that
the quantum correction to the Higgs m asssquared becom es nite thanks to the higher
din ensional localgauge Invariance, once allK aluzaXK kein K K ) m odesare summ ed up in
the Intermm ediate state ofthe loop diagram , thus solving the hierarchy problem at quantum
Jkevel (the problem of \quadratic divergence") MH7].

R ecently, the scenario hasbeen fiirther developed and extended. In the case of gauge—
H iggs uni cation on a sin ply-connected curved space S? as the extra space, the quantum
correction to the Higgs m ass tums out not only to be nite but also to vanish identi-
cally B]. A sim ilarm echanisn is found to work in the \gravity-gaugeH iggs uni cation"
soenario, where H iggs eld is identi ed w ith the extra-space com ponent ofa higher din en—
sional graviton eld [9]. The argum ent of the niteness can be extended to the two—loop
kvel [10], and for Abelian gauge theories the niteness is proved to hold at any order
of the perturbative expansion [L1]. Furthem ore, attam pts to construct a realistic m odel
embodied with the idea of gaugeH iggs uni cation and investigations into the possble
applications of the socenario In various agpects have been carried out [L2]-H29].

In order to understand the gauget iggsuni cation scenariom ore desply and tom ake a
realisticm odel, it is in portant to ask w hether there are other nite (\calculablk") physical
observablesbesides H iggsm ass, w hich are genuine predictions of the scenario. Let usnote
that the reason why the H iggs m ass is calculable In higher dim ensional gauge theordes,
which are argued to be non-renom alizable, is that the gaugeH iggs sector is controlled
by the higher din ensional local gauge Invariance, and no local gauge Invariant operator
responsible for the H iggsm ass exists. &t w illbe natural to ask whether there exist other
calculable cbservables protected by higher dim ensional gauge sym m etry.

In this paper we consider the \oblique" param eters S and T [30] in the fram ework of
G augeH iggsuni cation scenario, asone ofthe good candidates of such calculable physical
cbservables. T he param eters are de ned as
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energy between W > and B W *; B :SU ()1 ;U (1)y gauge bosons) and  denotes the
W elnberg angle. M 2 MZ M? ,wih MZ,; M? being quantum corrections
to the neutral and charged gauge boson m ass-squared.

The reason to take these param eters as the candidates is twofold. First, both of S
and T param eters are describbed In four dim ensional (4D ) space-tinm e by (the coe cients
of) \irrelevant" gauge invariant operators w ith higher (d = 6) m ass din ension, such as
(YD )(¥D )HrT and (YW=— )B £rS (: Higgsdoubkt, W *; B : eld
strengths of SU (2);, and U (1)y gauge elds). Since n the gaugeH iggs uni cation sce-
nario the Higgs is uni ed wih the gauge eld, there is a possibility that these two
operators are also uni ed in a sihgle gauge Invarant local operator w ith respect to higher
din ensional gauge eld, whose m ass dim ension is 6 from 4D point of view . Thism eans
that the structure of the divergence of S and T param eters are not Independent and
som e particular linear com bination of these param eters is expected to be fiee from UV
divergence, thus m aking it theoretically predictable. Second the S and T param eters
have been severely constrained through the precision electro-weak m easurem ents. Thus
studying these param eters is very useful In searching for a viable m odel based on the
scenario.

The model we take In this paper is m inin al SU (3) gaugeH iggs uni cation m odel
com pacti ed on an orbifold S*=Z, with a triplet form jon asthem atter eld. W e con m
by explicit one-loop calculations that our expectation stated above is the case.

The S and T param eters are calculated in two approaches. O ne approach is to perform
the dim ensional reqularization forthe 4D m om entum integralbefore taking the K K m ode
sum , which has the advantage that the 4D gauge Invariance ism anifest in each K K m ode,
though the whole structure of divergence becom es clear only after the m ode sum . The
other one is to take the m ode sum before the m om entum integral, which is also usefiil to
extract the whole structure ofpossible UV divergence and tom ake the higher din ensional
gauge invariance m anifest. In order to generalize our argum ent to m ore than 5D space-
tines, we rst derive general formulas where the din ensionality D in the dim ensional
regularization is kft arbirary.

A s the resul, we show that oneJoop contributions to S and T param eters are both

nite n 5D space-tin e, but are divergent for higher space-tim e din ensions. T he ram ark—
able resul is that In 6D space-tim g, although one-loop corrections to S and T param e-
ters them selves are certainly divergent, a particular linear com bination of these param —
eters, S 4cosy T, becomes nite (calculablk) and predictable. W e also show that
the ratio of the coe cients In the lnear com bination jist coincides w ith what we obtain
from a sihglk gauge invarant operator w ith respect to higher dim ensional gauge elds
O1Fyyx)OYFMY), which means that the predictable cbservable is xed in a model



Independent way, irresoectively of the detail of each m odel’s m atter content. This is a
crucialdi erence from the situation in the universalextra dim ension (UED ) scenario [31]].

This paper is organized as ollows. In the next section, we introduce our m odel.
In section 3, the one-doop contribution to the T -parameter n 5D is calculated In two
di erent approaches stated above. A sim ilar calculation on the one-loop contribution
to the Sparam eter in 5D is given in section 4. In section 5, we generalize our resuls to
higher space-tim e din ensions, and discuss the niteness ofa particular linear com bination
of S and T param eters for the 6D case. Section 6 is devoted to the summ ary and som e
concluding ram arks. In appendix A, som e technical detail of the calculation for the T

param eter is given.

2 The M odel

In thispaper, we adopt am inin alm odelofSU (3) gaugeH iggsuni cation w ith an ordoifold
S'=7, asthe extra space, In order to avoid unnecessary com plications in investigating the
divergence structure of the one-loop contrdbutions to the S and T param eters, though the
predicted W elnbery angk is unrealistic, sin® ; = §H Asthematter eld we introduce
an SU (3) triplet ferm ion, which we identify with \top and bottom " quarks and their K -
K \excited states", although the top quark m ass vanishes and the bottom quark m ass
my = My in thistoy model. For Instance, the T param eter is sensitive to the m ass
solitting between m . and m , not their absolute values, anyway.) In this work we neglect
the presence of generations.

The SU (3) symm etry isbroken into SU (2) U (1) by the orbiolding $'=Z , and adopt—
Ing a non-trivial Z , parity assignm ent for the m embers of an irreducible repr. of SU (3),
as stated below . T he ram aining gauge symm etry SU (2) U (1) is supposed to be broken
by the VEV of the KK zero-m ode of A 5, the extra space com ponent of the gauge eld
behaving as the H iggs doublkt, through the Hosotanim echanism [3], though we do not
address the question how the VEV is obtained by m inin izing the loop-induced e ective
potential for A s [L2].

T he lagrangian is sin ply given by

_ 1 M N .
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3T here is no tree level contribution to these param eters in our m odel. A s pointed out In 23], ifwe
add an extra U (1) to obtain the desirable W einberg angle, a tree level contribution to the T -param eter
appears, and a certain constraint on the com pacti cation scale m ust be in posed.
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T he periodic boundary conditions are in posed along S! orall elds and the non-trivial
Z , parities are assigned oreach eld as follow s,
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where (+;+) meansthat Z, parities are even at the xed pontsy= 0andy= R, for
Instance. y isthe fth coordinate and R isthe com pacti cation radiis. g, la 5)
etc. A ram arkable feature of thism anipulation of \orbifolding” is that in the gaugeH iggs
sector, exactly what we need for the form ation of the standard m odel is obtained at low
energies; one can see that SU (3) is broken to SU (2)g, U (1) and the Higgs doublkt
= (*; 9 anerges. Nam ely the KK zero-m ode of the gaugeH iggs sector takes the

form ,
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withW °; W ,B beingthe SU @);U (1)y gauge elds, respectively, while in the zero—

m ode of the triplet ferm ion & is lacking,
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TheVEV to break SU (2);, U (1) iswritten as
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Follow ing these boundary conditions, K -K m ode expansions for the gauge elds and
the ferm ions are carried out:

" #
¢ ) 1 ) P_%
A 'Ky = P=—— A &)+ 2 A 5 K)ooshy=R) ; (2.10)
2 R n=1
() 1 ® n) .
A5 &iy) = p——R A ¢ (x)sih (hy=R); @ 11)
n=1



n #

¢ ) _ 1 0 p_% B

iLpLpr &iY) = P > R LALeR &)+ 2 1L pnar &) 00os@y=R) ; (212)
n=1

(i) T T S o

3L ;1R ;2R (X,Y) - 11— 3L ;1R ;2R (X) sSm (I'ly—R ) . (2 .13)

n=1

In this paper we discuss one-loop contributions to the S and T param eters due to
ferm Jjons, which potentially give sizable e ects, though, eg., the contriution due to gauge
boson self interactions to the T param eter is handled by U (1)y gauge coupling g° and is
expected to be wlatively not signi cant. For such purposs, only the tem ocontaining
ferm ions, Lemin = 1 B , n the Jagrangian ([2.1)) is enough to consider. Substituting
the above K K expansions for the triplkt fem ion and the zero-m odes for the gaugeH iggs
bosons in the term and integrating over the fth coordinate y, we cbtain a 4D e ective

Lagrangian:
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whereL (1  s),m,=2.g= pZ— isthe 4D gauge couplingandm = Z' (= My ) is
thebottom quark m assm,. Let usnote that non-zero K -K m odes have both chiralities, as
is seen In [2.8), and their gauge interactions are vector-like, described by D irac particles

constructed as

(n) n) n)

1;2;3 = 1;2;3R + 1;2;3;L (n > O): (2'15)
Conceming ferm ion zero-mode, b= Ix + Iy, is a D irac spinor, while t quark ram ains a
W eyl spinor g, . W e realize that the ferm jon zero-m odes have exactly the sam e gauge

Interaction as those in the SM , though sn? , = % and

me=0; mpy=m E My ): (2.16)



In deriving the 4D e ective Lagrangian (2.14), a chiral rotation
s ! T s @a7)

hasbeen m ade In order to get rid of i 5.
W e easily see that the m assm atrix for the non—zero KK m odes can be diagonalized

~@), ~@)

by use ofthemass eigenstates 7, '; 75 7,

0 1 0 1 0 p— 1
l(n) l(n) . 2 0 0
B ~mE-uk M%; U=p—§]§’ 0o 1 1%; (2.18)
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N ote that a m ixing occurs between the SU (2) doublet com ponent and singlet com ponent,
acoom panied by them ass splittingm, m . Each of m asseigenvalues has a periodicity
with respect tom :m, fn +3)=m, ; m,which isa remarkable fature of gauge-
Higgs uni catjon,qnot shared by the UED soenario, where the m asses of non—zero K K
modesbehaveas m2+ m?2.

In tem s of the m asseigenstates for non—zero K K m odes, the lagrangian reads as
R
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T he relevant Feynm an rules forour calculation can be readily read o from this lJagrangian.

3 Calculation of T param eter in 5D

In this section, we calculate the one-loop contribution to the T param eter from them atter
ferm ions in 5D space-tim e. For that purposs, we calculate the m asssquared di erence
between neutral and charged W -bosons M ? M s M? .We rstderive general
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Figure 1: O nedoop diagram s contrbuting to the neutral W boson m ass-squared due to
the non—zero K K m odes of farm ions. The extemal lines denote W ° having no extemal
m om enta.
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Figure 2: O nedoop diagram s contributing to the charged W boson m asssquared due to
the non-zero K K m odes. The extemal lines denote W

form ulas in the spacetimeM P §'=7, for later use, and nally sst D = 4. The contri-
butions from non—zero K K m odes are cbtained from the diagram s in Fig. [l and F i. [2.

Let us rst calculate the diagram s contrbuting to the neutralW boson m asssquared
shown in Fig.[.

W e rst note that diagram s (la), (1b) and (lc) actually do not contribute. This is
sin ply because the gauge couplings of non-zero KK m odes of the fermm ions are vector—
like and therefore these diagram s are jist the sam e as the quantum oorrection to the
photon m ass n ordinary QED , which should vanish due to the gauge invariance. W e
have con m ed this is the case by perform ing D -din ensionalm om entum Integralby use
of dim ensional regularization for each KK mode n. The contrbution of the rem aining
diagram (1d) is calculated to be

qqy - INeZ T 2 Pk @ D)X+D@m? m
8 D ., )P K M, mylk? M, + m)?]
PN 2P R ZldtZ Pk @ D)+D @2 m?)
8 D ;o0 @ P k¥ @m+m?)+2m,m @t 1)3
_ 492NDC_22D_2 , D ¥ Zldt mam @t 1) nf 61
@) 2 410 m2+m? 2mm @t 1) 3

where N . = 3 is the color degree of freedom . In the last line, we adopted the din ensional



regularization for the D -din ensionalm cm entum integral.
Caloculating the diagram s (2a) and (2b) contributing to the charged W boson m ass—
squared In a sin ilar way, we obtain

PN 222% 2 Pk @2 D)R+D@m2+m,m)

2a)+ (@b) = i + ! m
ea)+ (b) 4 D __, )P Kk milk* (n,+ m)?] o« )
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= 192 = dt ( ) s ) +m! m)
4 o0 @ )P k¥ m2 t@mym +m?)F D
N _ p ® %1 2t I)m,m + tm 2
= 927;_22” 2 — g—" ) —+ m ! m);
4@ - 2 10 mZ2+t@lmym+m?)F 7
B2)
where wenote 2b) = m ! m In (Ra). Thus, we get the contrbution of the non-zero
K K m odes to the T -param eter as (setting N, = 3 and using [[2) with sin® § = 2)
. ~ 2 2R Py @ D)R+D @m? m?
nen (M D .., CPK @ mnflk® (m+mn)] |
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L 2 D 2 2 2 2 + (IT[ ! m)
Mg D op @) kK mlk fm, + m )*]
2 2=2R %1 8 Py @ D)¥+D @m? m?
= 37 dt
MZ D __, o @ P K mitm)+mm e DI
( )
@ D)¥+D @mZ+m,m)
2 + (! m)
k? m2 t@m,m +m?)F
~ 2p=2 R Zldt o D, m’+mam (2t
@ -2 le% =1 O 2 Enrzl+m2+ 2m m (1 2t)3 b =2
( ) #
m,m + tCm,m + m?)
+ (m ! m) 33)

M2+ t@m,m +m?)P D=2
Aswe expect, Tpgo) vanishesin thelmitm ! 0, whith corresponds to the lim it of the
custodial sym m etry In ourm odel.

RecallngM y = m in our toy m odel, we have
2P =2 2 %1 D m?+mm@ 2t
Theo = 5513 a 2  —) -
@ P=2m2z__ o 2" m2+m?2+2m,m @ 2% 02
( ) #

m,m + tCm,m + m?)
M2+ t@m,m +m?)pF P=2

+ m ! m) : (3.4)

In [3.3), the D din ensionalm om entum integral was perform ed before the K K m ode
sum . W e can equally perform the K-K mode sum rst. In this approach, it is convenient
to include the zero-m ode (h = 0) contribution. T he zero-m ode contribution is calculated
from Figs.[3 and[4:

M §_, = ifN.

=202 b)Y Pk m

8 D e )D k2 (kz m2)2
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t b

(3a) (3b)

Figure 3: O nedoop diagram s contrbuting to the neutral W boson m ass-squared due to
the zero m odes of ferm ions. T he external lines denote W 3.

(4a)

Figure 4: A oneJloop diagram contributing to the charged W boson m asssquared due to
the zero m odes of ferm ions. T he extemal lines denote W

= 2
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Let usnote that the zero m ode contrbution just coincidesw ith the halfofwhat we obtain
by setting n = 0, instead of the summ ation F wsor 0 (BI) minus [32). Thus, by using
[3.) m inus [32) the whol contribution to the T “param eter can be neatly written in
telmsofP 1| as

n=
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W e rewrite [3.6) as Pllows,
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U sing the fom ulas,
® 1 sinh x
= ; (3.8)
X2+ @+ 2n )? 2x (coshx  cosa)

n= 1
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we obtain the expression or M ? after taking the sum over n

n
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where L 2 R; Lk ,wih k; being the Euclidean m om entum , and Lm isthe
\A haranov-B ohm " phase.
Since the quantities In the integrand,
0 q 1
1 snh 2+ 4t@ t) 2
& d g B (3.11)

24+4tQ1 v 2 CJosh\i 2+ 4t1 ©H 2 oos[et 1) ]
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etc., do not have UV nor IR divergence when i ismultiplied by , etc, it is
useful to perform the integration by parts to obtain
T = Tawt T 312)
oD =2 Z4 Z P
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@iv) D . 2 )P .
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— +
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(sc) 2"D 0 (2 ')D I
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, O q 1
p 1+ 0 2= shh 2+ 4t@ t) 2

— S B
2 244t B2 cosh 244t B 2?2 cos[@t 1) ]
, 0 q 13
D 4+ O 2y shh 2+ t@ +t)?2
+ g e & RS5; (3.14)

~
2 241 B2 coch 2+t B2 cost)

where T g5, denotes a possbly divergent part, a part which seem s to be UV divergent
relying on a naive power counting, though it is actually nite in 5D spacetine D =4).
T ) denotes an apparently super-convergent part. [3.14)) is the exact formula, valid for
arbitrarym ( ), and can be evaluated by perform ing the convergent integrals, if necessary
by num erical com putation.
Now let usdiscuss the T param eter In 5D spacetine by takingthe lmitD ! 4.We
rst utilize the approach to carry out the m om entum integral before taking the m ode
sum . InthelimiD ! 4, the contrbution ofn 6 0 modes [3.4) reduces to
1 % %
Tpeo)OD) = > dt
. m2 ;0

(@ 20mm+tm?)hp’+tCm,m + m?)]

+(1 2tmm + M) i+ t( 2mm +m?)]
1
m*+ @ 20mm)hmp’+m?*+ 20 20mym]; (315
R
where the pole tem of @2 %) isknown to vanish, as 01 1 2tdt= 0. Therefore, the
T param eter n 5D tums out to be nite.
The nite part can be explicitly evaluated if we adopt a reasonable approxin ation,
Ri,i.e. m=m , 1. Thus, expanding the Integrand In the powers ofm =m , up to
O (fm=m,)*) and integrating over t, we cbtain
2 ® m* ,
Twneo)GD) '’ — = —MmR)%; (3.16)

5m?2 _,m2Z 15

P
where .. n ?= ()= 2=6isused. The fact that the lading order term of each

K K m ode'’s contribution isproportionalto 2—2 , corresponding to the leading contribution

of O (224 )y n M 2, isthe consequence of that the dom inant contribution of the heavy
né 0 Kn—K m odes to the T param eter (M ?) is cbtained by the insertion of VEV frthe
Higgs eld in the 4D operatorw ih m ass din ension six, resoonsible for the param eter,
(YD )(YD ), accompanid by the coe cient suppressed by 1=m 2 (the \decoupling"
ofn € 0 KK modes). The e ects of the operators w ith higher m ass dim ensions are
further suppressed.

This nite value of T -param eter can be also derived from the second approach where

KK mode sum is taken before the m om entum Integration, discussed above, which is

11



usefiilto see the structure of UV divergence. N am ely, forthe 5D case O =4),we nd that
the possbly divergent part [3.13) becom es

2

3 2

T i) GD) = 1 m?

and isactually nite. It is found to be proportionaltom R . In order to obtan the resul
consistent with [3.16), this tetm should be canceled by a term in the superconvergent

part. W e can see that this is ndeed the case. A fter som e lengthy calculationgi, we get
the superconvergent part forthe 5D case © = 4):

n #
T e BD) 7 1 2 32(mR) 2+42(mR)2 2 (318)
o m — m o m°
&) 4 m?2 8 15
Combining B.I7) and [3.18), we obtain
!

TGD) ! 1 1+ 4 2(mR)2 : (319)

4 15 )

Onecan ssethatthemR tem [3.17) from the possbly divergent part is exactly canceled
by them R temm from the superconvergent part [3.18). T he constant term in the bracket
in [3.19) is known to coincide w ith the zero m ode contrbution [3.5) with D = 4. The
ram aining m R )? tem agrees w ith the nite result of non—zero K K m ode contribution
[3.18), which was calculated by perform ing the m om entum integral before taking the

m ode sum .

4 Calculation of Sparam eter in 5D

In this section, we calculate one-loop contrlbution to the S-param eter, which is calculated

from the coe cient gY ofp’g tem in the selfenergy between two neutralgauge bosons

W3 andB , 3 ) = % p'g + . The diagram s we have to calculate are listed in

Fig.[H and F ig.[8 w here the form er show s non—zero K K m ode contribution and the latter
does zero m ode contribution, regpectively. Let us st calculate oneJoop contribution
to the S-param eter due to then € 0 K-K m odes, by perform ing m om entum integration

rst by use of din ensional reqularization. T he Taylor expansion ofthe st diagram (S1)
in tem s of extemalm om entum p yields a controution at the order O (©?),

P _ Z
SRy s g 3g2NC2D=2 P k
- 72 @ )P
" | #
® 3 4k? X 2p p a1
1 (k2 m2 )2 D (k2 m2 )3 p g (k2 m2 )2 ( )
n= n n n

4T he details of calculation is explained in Appendix A .
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Figure 5: O ne-oop diagram s contrbuting to the selfenergy between W °> and B from
the non—zero K K m odes of ferm jons.

t b

: 0 2

i3ypg + f\/‘%@m f\/‘t@m
t b

(S6) (s7)

Figure 6: O ne-oop diagram s contrbuting to the selfenergy between W °> and B from
the zero m ode of farm ions.

P

3PN, 2072 D % b
B 36 (@4 P2 2 5 m:)?> “e's  pp) @2)
n=1
| O
- 3 3g°N . D=ZZ Pk # 1 2
= 2 e .. W@ mpfe PP 43)

where ’ means that the only O (©*) tem s relevant for the S-param eter are picked up.
Super cially, (4.]) and [4.3) Jook di erent, but they can be identi ed through dim ensional
reqularization [4.2)). Obtained resuk satis es CVC relation p 3%1) = 0, which is again
the re ection of the fact that the gauge couplings ofn 6 0 femm ions are vector-like, just
as in the ordinary QED . The CVC relation also holds for the diagram s (52) and (S3), as
we w ill see below .

The rem aining diagram sdue ton 0 m odes can be calculated in a sim ilarm anner:

P _
S2)+ (53) (pz) ’ 39N 277
3y 144 (@4 P2
D #®
2~ .+ m)’F g pp)t @ ! m)
n=1
p_
. 392Nc D ZZ Ik *® 1 (pz )
= 17
144 (2 )D - u<2 (mn+m)2F g pp
+ @ ! m); @4
j o - 7
3 N 2D72 1
3(§4>+ (S5) (pz) r g2 c atc (@ o]




® D 1
2

2 = ©g  pp)
=1 m2+m?2+ 22t 1lmmF 2 .
D @t 1m,+ @t 1mmh +4t@ bt ,
3 — 5 P9
2 m2+m2+ 22t 1mm?P 2
+ (IS ! m)
- Z 1 Z D k
= i 392N°2D S T -
; 0 ey
® 1 ) )
. @t et Imy aq omp®9 PP
@t 1, + @t 1Imh + 4td Yt ,
+2 Pg
k? .+ @t 1mp 4t@ nEP
+m ! m) 4 5)

where wem ade use ofthe property that the diagram s (53) and (S5) are the sam e diagram s
as (S2) and (S4), respectively, ifwe replacem by m.

T hus, non—zero K K m ode contrdbutions to the S-param eter [1.1l), after them om entum
Integral, are summ arized as follows (with tan ¢ = p§ and N.= 3),

S(néO)
- _op=2 @ D?)Xl 4 n 1 n 1
35 @ P2 . w222 [@m.+m)PP°? [m, mpPp°-

) #
1 1

+
mZ2+m?2+ 2@t 1)m,mP D=2 mZ2+m?2 22t 1mmP P2

b, B )R P ra pet D+ @t Dm)m + 4t@ Brf]
+6 P2 — 27 dt .
@pr=2 __. o 2+m2+ 20t 1)mym P D=2
L@ Dlet D m+ @t Dmm + 480 Orf]

4.6
mZ2+m2 22t 1)mmP P2 @.0)

W e can easily check that UV divergence (for the case of D = 4) is cancelled out for a
xed KK m ode as
24

2+1 18 dt@d v (log divergence) = 0: 4.7)
0

N ext we take another approach, ie. we perform the K-K mode sum before the m o—
m entum Integral. F irst let us consider zero m ode contributions. T hey are given by
b Z Z
56 ) = 3 INep g Pk (57K +td p)g 2t Ypp ;
3 24 0 @ )P k?+ tl PP
4.8)
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r—

3N o _
Peh = 2 Nep
2 1dtz Pk EEK+tl v 2m’)g 2tl  tpp )
0 @ )P k?+ tl b9 m?P ’
N oticing the fact
(S6) 2 l (S1) 2 .
y ©) = P ©) wihm,= 0; 4.10)
Ehe?y = 526 + S0 withm, = 0; @11)
the sum ofallK K m ode contrbutions can be w ritten as
p_ "
. 3PN, 0 Pk * 2 1
w0 = i—=2 +
144 @ P _, & m3)?* k> (n,+m)?F
18Z ldtt(l t)( L
0 k? (o, + @t 1m?p #4t(1 tnt P
2t 1 + @t 1mmh + 4t Ot
42 (: ), + m m ( ) : @12)

k? m,+ @t 1m¥y 4t@d P

The rsttem in the right hand side of (4.12) contains IR divergence forn = 0 (@and for
D = 4),which re ects the IR divergence we have when we takethe Imitm . ! 0 in the
Ihme=my) tem of the ordinary (;b) doublt contribution to the S-param eter. The IR
divergence w illbe cured below .

In addition to [3.8) and [3.9), using the form ulas

2 1 _11e1e % 1
e 1 K2+ @+ 2n )PP 8xQ@xx@x_ _ , x>+ (@+ 2n )
! #
11 1 inh
_ ltile1@ sinh x ; @13)

l6x@xx& X (oshx  ocosa)

etc., we can m ake the K-K m ode sum explicitly to obtain

S = S(d'N) + S(sc) (4 .14)
2 ¢ ‘31 21
Sawy = —=227°L*°P - — 18 4@ bt
3 @ )yP 4 3 0 .
1 3t t) 2 1 '
4(2+ 4t t) 2)32 2 (24 4@ t) 2)52
2
9 p25 p 1 P B4 b 3
= — © R)m : 4 15)
@ =2 5=2)D 3 O + 1)
Z dD
S(SC) — _2D =2 G:) 2)L4 D .
v @) !
1 sinh 1 sinh
- = @ 14 = =" 1
23 wosh cos 4 3 osh cos
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2, )

9 1 ,D
+oodeoeed B Do+ 2ta v
0

4

0 q 13
1 sinh 24 4t t) 2
BS;

e g
24 4t t) 2 osh 2+ 4t t) 2 ocos[@Rt 1) ]

Q

4.16)

where was ntroduced in the \super-convergent" part Sy to avoid the IR divergence due
tom.= 0 in ourmodel. (T he zero-m ode contribution due to (;b) doublkt is wellknown
and is not of ourm ain interest in thiswork, anyway.)

N ow , we discuss the one-loop contribution to the S-param eter in 5D spacetin e. Here
we adopt the result of the approach to perform the m om entum integral rst. W e have
already seen that the coe cient of pole term In ([4.8) disappears. Therefore, oneJoop
contrbution to the S-param eter is also nite in 5D case. Then, the rm aining nie
part in [4.8) can be obtained by expanding the logarithm ic term s up to O (fm =m ,)?),
as was done in the calculation of the T -param eter, and also evaluating the nite tem

proportionalto (3 %):

SED)’ # 028 18 m ?_ B R ) @17)
3¢ 2., 5 5 m, 180

w here 28=5 part com es from the logarithm ic tem s, and 18=5 part isdue to the (3 %)
tem .- I_,1=n? = ?=6isused i the last equality. Thebehaviorof m =m ,)? ofeach n
0 K K m ode’s contribution is consistent w ith what we expect from the 4D gauge invariant
operator w ith m ass din ension 6 regpponsible for the S-param eter, ( YW 2 73 )B  ,whose
coe cient is suppressed by m nz as the result of the decoupling of massive n € 0 KK

m odes.

5 The S and T param eters in higher than 5 dim en—
sional space-tim e

In the previous sections, we have shown that one-Zoop contributions to the S and T
param eters are nite in the gaugeH iggs uni cation scenario in 5D spacetine. Here, we
would like to clarify whether these param eters are nite or not in the cases higher than 5
din ensions.

B efore discussing this issue, ket us recallw hy H iggsm ass In the gaugeH iggsuni cation
is nite. In the gaugeH iggs uni cation, the Higgs eld is identi ed w ith the zero m ode
of extra com ponent ofgauge eld In higher din ensional gauge theories. T his in plies that
the Jocalmass term for Higgs sm *AZ (for 5D case) is strictly forbidden by the higher
din ensional Jocal gauge invariance. A though the H iggsm ass is lnduced by the e ect of
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W ilson-loop A -B) phase, it is a non-local (global) operator. Therefore, H iggs m ass In
the gaugeH iggs uni cation is firee from UV divergence.

Then a question we should ask is whether there are Iocal gauge invariant operators
w ith respect to the higher dim ensional gauge eld Ay , which are regponsble for the
S and T param eters. Let us recall that In 4D spacetin e these param eters are given
by the coe cients of dim ension six operators such as ( YW )JB  for Sparam eter and

(YD )('D ) PorT-param eter. Thus the operator should contain these din ension six
operators when reduced to the 4D theory. At the st glance, such operators do not seam
to exist, since the operators obtained by replacing the H iggsdoublet by A; (i: the index
to denote extra space com ponent) contradict w ith the shift sym m etry under the higher
din ensional gauge transform ation A; ! A; + oconst (for Abelian theories), just as in the
case ofH iggsm asssquared. T herefore, wem ay tend to conclude that S and T param eters
In gaugeH iggs uni cation becom e nie. However, this argum ent is too naive and not
correct: we nd an operator to describe these param eters.

To seethis,we rstnotethat the contribution ofheavy K K states should be dom inated
by the gauge invariant operatorsw ith the lowest m assdin ension. T he contrbutions ofthe
operators w ith higherm ass din ension w illbe suppressed further by the inverse powers of
the com pacti cation scale M . 1=R ; the \decoupling" ofthe heavy K K modes. @A s for
the \non-decoupling" contributions of the zero m odes (t;b), such operators w ill equally
contribute.) Thus we focus on the gauge Invarant operators w ith respect to Ay with
massdmension 6 When Ay is replaced by 4D eld w ith m ass din ension one).

Interestingly enough, such operator is unique:
Tr[@ L Fun) @ F" )] (5d)

Let us note that by use of the B fanchi identity, other possible operators all reduce to this
one. In fact,

Tr[(DLFMN)gaDLFMN + DM EYL L DVNFIM )]
b+ ¢

> Tr[(DLFMN)(DLFMN)]; 62)

= a

for arbitrary constants a;b and c.

A s far as there exist operators to describe the param eters, there is no reason for the
S and T parameters to be UV nie in higher dim ensional spacetine. On the other
hand, the fact that the S and T param eters are both described by a ooe cient of a
single operatorm eans that the UV divergences appearing In the param eters are no longer
Independent of each other, but should be mutually related. In other words, if we take
a speci ¢ linear com bination of the S and T param eters, the 1-loop contrlbution to the
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com bination should be nite, although these param eters them selves are divergent. Ik is
In portant to note that the operator is uniquely determ ined just by the higher din ensional
gauge symm etry. Thus the ratio of the coe cients in the linear com bination should be
Independent of the detail of the m atter content of the theory.

To nd out the speci ¢ linear com bination, lt us explicitly w rite down the relevant
operator in temm s of 4D gauge elds and the VEV ofH iggs doublkt,

o
2

1n
Tr[D Fyy ) O F" Y] 4 (ghhs1)* (W3’2+Z W Hr+ W ?)
p_ 2 3 3
+ 3@As1)°@W QW °)@ B @B )
P—
+2 3@ W)@ B ) 63)

1
= —@mY@W >+ Cmn )W "W
2
Po 5.2 3 P- 52 3
+2 3m~° (°g Pp )W "B +2 3m“p’g W B
54

w here the partial Integration is carried out in the last equality and the transfom ation
Into the m om entum space and m = ghAsi are understood. W e can readily read o the

contrbutions ofan cperator C Tr[0 Fy ) O “F* ¥ )] C :constant) to M Zand %, as

(
M ?=6Cm*

LM N yq, -
CTr[@ Fuy)OF" ")I1! 0 =4 3cm?; ©3)

Thus, we can expect that the linear combination §, #Z5 M ? is free rom UV di
vergence, since it does not get a contrdbution from the local operator. Equivalently,
identifying p§=2 and m? with sh y and M ? respectively and using [I.I) and [12),
we expect that S doosy T S 2T in ourmodel) is nite even in more than wve
din ensions.

Let uscon m that this expectation really holds for 6D gpace-tim e. For such purposs,
we focus on the (possbly) divergent parts of S and T param eters. For T -param eter, it is

given by [3.13),

2 21 Z2P)o 1) (B2) B2y

D 3,
@P? D@ D) G o pefm o b

T @iv)

A s or S-param eter, it is given by [4.19),

9 2°°=2 35 D 1 STD 5 . D 3
S di) = — (2 R )m . (5 .7)
4 yY=2 5=2)3 D O+ 1)

From these expressions, we can nd that the ratio indicated by the operator analysis (5.9)
Indeed appears n 6D space-tin e, as we expected:
36 1)

S @) = WT@M = 2T @) 6.8)
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Thuswe have con med S 2T is nite aswe expected.
W e can also show that S 2T is nite in 6D case by usihg the resuls due to the
m om entum integration (oy use ofdin ensional reqularization) before them ode sum m ation.
G oing back to the result [33), for the case of D = 5 (6D ), and Taylr expanding the
integrand in the powers ofm=m, up to O (m=m,)®), T (6D ) can be calculated as
P 2% ' m? 1m? *

Theoy 6D ) = T — +

m. | 12m2 ©9)

n=1
The st term is actually \logarithm ically" divergent, once KK mode sum is taken.
Sim ilarly, S (6D ) is calculated from [4.8) up to O (m=m ,)*),

p_ w #
2 2% m 2 3m?

Swmeo) 6D ) = = — (5.10)

The rsttem isalso \logarithm ically" divergent. By taking the speci ¢ linear com bina—
tion ofthese results [5.9) and [5.10), we obtain a nite result (at the leading order),

112,
Sweo) (6D )  2Tpeo) (6D ) = Wm R™ () (5.11)

where ()= 1_, 1=n®= 12020569303

Som e comm ents are in order. n ourm odelon M P (5=Z,), only one extra spatial
din ension is regarded to be com pacti ed. O ne m ight think that our argum ents of nite-
ness forhigherthan ve din ensionalcases O > 4) ism eaningless, since the non-ocom pact
spacetin e is ve din ensions not four din ensions for 6D case, for exam ple. H owever, our
argum ent w ith respect to the UV divergence w ill not be a ected, irrespectively of the
com pactness of extra din ensions. T his isbecause the infom ation of com pacti cation isa
global aspect, nam ely the IR nature of the theory, so the structure of UV divergence has
nothing to do with that. Therefore, the niteness of the quantity S 4cosy T holds
true even in the 6D theory com pacti ed on T ?=Z,, ©r exam ple, although the rem aining

nite value itself m ight be changed.

A nother issue to be addressed is that the niteness of S 40sy T doesnot seem
to hold for higher than six din ensionalcases O > 5), as suggested from [5.6) and [5.7).
Let us note that, form ore than six din ensional cases, each of S and T param eters gets
divergent contributions also from the gauge invariant operators, whose m ass din ensions
are higher than six (from 4D point ofview ). T hus the divergent contributions com e from
the multiple operators and it is no longer possbl to nd out a nite observable in a
m odel independent w ay.

O ne-loop contributions to the S and T param eters also have been calculated in the

UED soenario [31], where these param etersbecom e nite in ve dim ensions, but divergent
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In more than wve din ensions. Thus, the gaugeH iggs uni cation and the UED scenarios
share the sam e divergence structure at this point. However, as was shown above, the
divergences ofS and T param eters are not independent and a particular linear com bination
of these param eters is predictabl in the gaugeH iggs uni cation, in a m odel ndependent
way. On the other hand, in the UED scenario, even if som e com bination ofthe S and T
param eters in 6D case is related, the com bination w ill dependent on the detail (the choice
ofm atter elds, etc.) ofeach m odel. This is essentially because in the UED socenario the
operators regoonsible for the param eters are m utually ndependent as in the SM . This is

the crucialdi erence between the gaugeH iggsuni cation socenario and the UED scenario.

6 Summ ary and concliding rem arks

In this paper, we have discussed the one-loop contrlbutions to the S and T param eters
In the gaugeH iggs uni cation soenario. Taking a m ininal SU (3) gaugeH iggs uni ca-
tion m odel w ith a triplt fem ion as the m atter elds, we have calculated the S and T
param eters In two di erent approaches. O ne is an approach to perform the m om entum
Integralby use of din ensional reqularization before taking the K K m ode sum . T he other
approach is to take the mode sum rst before the m om entum Integration. The fom er
has a natural approach from the point of view to m ake the 4D local gauge symm etry
and the custodial sym m etry m anifest. O n the other hand, the lJatter approach also has
an advantage to m ake the higher din ensional gauge invariance and the structure of UV
divergences m anifest.

In vedim ensional space-tin e, we have shown that the one-Jloop contributionsto the S
and T param etersareboth nite, and evaluated their nite values explicitly, adopting two
di erent approaches stated above. In m ore than ve dim ensions, we nd thatthe S and T
param eters them selves are divergent as In the UniversalE xtra D In ension (UED ) scenario.
However, we have derived a genuine prediction of the gaugeH iggs uni cation scenario,
ie. that a particular lnear com bination of the S and T param eters, S doosy T, s
calculable UV  nite) for the case of six din ensional space-tin e. T he relative ratio ofthe
coe cients appearing in the linear com bination tums out to coincide w ith what is derived
from an analysis of singke higher dim ensional gauge Invariant operator, and therefore is
determm ined In a m odel independent way. T his is the crucial di erence from the situation
In the UED scenario.

T he Investigation done in this paper proves the predictability ofthe gaugeH iggsuni —
cation scenario conceming the S and T param eters, even though higher dim ensionalgauge
theories are understood to be non-renom alizable. T hus, in order to verify the feasbility
of the scenario and/or to search for the genuine predictions of the scenario, it is very
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Interesting to study these param eters In m ore realistic gaugeH iggs uni cation m odels,
having reasonabl W einberg angle and quark m asses, and to extract the phenom enologi-
cal consequences utilizing existing very precise data on the oblique param eters.

It will be natural to expect that calculable observables controlled by the higher di-
m ensional gauge Invariance, other than the oblique param eters, still rem ain to be found
In the scenario. W e w ill continue to search for such cbservables.
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A D erivation ofthe super—convergentpart ofT param
(3.18)

In this appendix, we show the detailed calculations to arrive at the resul [3.18). The
starting point is

oD =2 Z4, Z &P
T = ——1*" 4
(sc) 2" D 0 (2 I)D '
D sihh 1 D sihh 1'
cosh 1 2 cosh oS
, 0 q 1
p 1+ 0 25 sihh 2+ 4t t) 2 -
—« &
2 244t01 12?2 cosh 2+ 4t1 B2 ocos[Rt 1) ]
, 0 a 13
D 4+ O 2r- shh 2+ td t) 2
ps d g RS @1
2 24t@ B2 ocosh 2+td B2  cosk ]
U sing a fomula
1 ¥ %
=1+ 2 (oosn )X'; @A 2)
1 2xcos + % -
we obtain
|
2P 1 sinh ) 4 D=2 >éoos(n)zldD2
_ = e
@ )P cosh cos @)y ©O=2)_ _, nP 1 o
_ 4 © 1* cosh) a3
@ )p=2 D =2) - nd 1 °
N ext we consider the follow ing type of Integral,
|
2o L1 soht T B
F @iy ) 1 P === 1 @ 4)
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4i”2 % 21 1 -
— S d D 1 a e n + 17 5
@ LY ©O=2),_, o )o 2+ & =)
where [A_J) jsuse%jnthe second line. Rescalingn ! and the change ofthe integration
variable ! x= 2+ (nb)? kad to
4iL ° ® cosm )71
F @b )= dx (x° bf)P 2 e *: 6
@b )=~ T x°  @bf) @ .6)
ForD = 4 and a= 0 or 2, the above Integral can be perfom ed to get
8iL ‘¥ cost ) .
F Ok ) = ; T @b+ e ™; @.7)
@)y .. n
8ir, * 2+ ¢ 1 1
= @)+ n(’+¥) -? ¥ b —°*
4 ) 4 4 6 288
1 2 1.4
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4il, * 2 cos
F @y ) = 5 8 ) m, @ 9)
(4 ) n=1 n
_ oA lJn(b2+ %)+ Ly Iype Loy @ 10)
@2 2 27 24 24 ’

where the follow ing expansion formula oramall and b are used in the second line.

® 2 b b
OOS(? o mo —+ -h(’+¥)+ tan' = = b
., n 6 2 2
2 b2 2b b3
+— - —+ —+ ; 11
4 4 24 72 ’ , @11
% cos 2 2 b
(?) nb B) —b+ n(%+ ) btan! = Z(? B
-1 D 6 4
l b3 4 2b2 b4
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2 4 12 288 48 288
Thus, T ) or 5D case is given by
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From [A.8) and B I0),we nd
1 Z h
TeyGD) 7 = dt ( 12t+ 6+ 4tht 2nt)?
0

8 =2 3 3
+ g(t(l By 2 tl bt

1
+3—6( ast + 104 1028+ 50t 5) ¢ ; @ 15)
!
! 2 32(mR> 2+42(mR>2 2 @ 16)
= m e m _— m .
4 m? 8 15
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