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The gauge coupling evolutions of an SU(8) theory
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Abstract

We study the renormalizable group equations (RGEs) of the extended strong and weak gauge
couplings in an SU(8) theory, where three-generational SM fermions are non-trivially embedded.
This framework was previously found to generate the observed SM quark/lepton mass hierarchies
and the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa mixing pattern through its maximally breaking pattern. The
field theoretical two-loop RGEs can not achieve the gauge coupling unification with the minimal
setup, unless additional adjoint Higgs fields as well as the gravity-induced d = 5 term to the SU(8)
field strength term are included.
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1 Introduction

Grand Unified Theories (GUTSs), with their original formulations based on the gauge groups of

SU(5) [1

| and SO(10) [2], were proposed to not only unify all three fundamental symmetries into

one simple Lie group of Gy, but to unify all Standard Model (SM) fermions into some anomaly-
free irreps of the Gy. The well-known minimal setup include the Georgi-Glashow SU(5) GUT [1]
with 3 x [5 @ 10|, and the Fritzsch-Minkowski SO(10) GUT [2] with 3 x 16p. Meanwhile, these
SU(5) and/or SO(10) GUTs, with or without their supersymmetric (SUSY) extensions, are far from
satisfactory, given that three-generational SM fermion masses and the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa
(CKM) mixing pattern [3, 4] were not ultimately explained.
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In a pioneering work by Georgi [5], an extension to the gauge group of SU(NN > 5) was proposed to
embed three-generational SM fermions non-trivially. In his original proposal, any anti-symmetric rank-k
fermion irrep can appear at most once with the anomaly-free condition. Physically, this leads to a non-
repetitive structure for both left-handed and right-handed components of chiral fermions based on an
SU(11) gauge group. Given the current LHC measurements of one single SM Higgs boson so far, which
have already confirmed the hierarchical Yukawa couplings of the third-generational SM quarks/leptons
and displayed the evidence for the muon [6, 7], Georgi’s original proposal is quite insightful and can
be further relaxed by requiring distinctive symmetry properties of three generations in the UV theory.
A minimal SU(8) theory [8-10] was suggested to embed three-generational SM quarks/leptons non-
trivially . The SU(8) symmetry breaking pattern includes three intermediate scales above the EW
scale. By analyzing the emergent non-anomalous global U(1)7r symmetry in the UV, we derived the
non-anomalous global B—L symmetry in the SM, and one unique SM Higgs doublet from the 70 of the
minimal setup was conjectured based on the requirement of the vanishing global B — L charge [9]. This
SM Higgs doublet was found to give natural top quark mass with the renormalizable Yukawa coupling
at the tree level. Due to the distinctive symmetry properties of three-generational SM fermions in the
UV, we found in Ref. [10] that all SM quark/lepton masses as well as the CKM mixing pattern can
be explained with (i) both d = 5 direct Yukawa couplings and indirect Yukawa couplings to the d =5
irreducible Higgs mixing operators induced by the inevitable gravitational effects, (ii) three reasonable
intermediate symmetry-breaking scales, and (iii) precise identifications of the SM flavors in their UV
irreps.

As a unified gauge theory, a central issue is to achieve the gauge coupling unification in terms of their
renormalization group equations (RGEs) 2. A strong-weak-weak (SWW) symmetry breaking pattern
of

SU(8) =5 Gasr —25 Gaar —25 Gag1 —25 Gsn — SU(3) ® U(1)pwm
Gaa1 =SU(4)s; @ SUMA)w @ U(1)x, , Gsn =SUR). @ SUE)w ®@ U(1)x, ,
( Y

Gs31 = SU(3)e @ SUB)w @ U(1)x, , Ism =SU3). @ SU(2)w @ U(1) (1)

was previously considered in Ref. [10], and three intermediate scales of
vaa1 ~ 1.4 x 107 GeV | vgy ~ 4.8 x 1015 GeV, v3g ~ 4.8 x 10" GeV, (2)

were predicted with the reduced Planck scale of M, = (87G ~N) Y2 =24 x10'® GeV. The maximally
broken subgroup of G4; further admits the Gy as its subgroup . These scales were obtained by the
reasonable predictions of three-generational SM quark/lepton masses and the CKM mixing pattern,
together with the precise identifications of the SM flavors in their UV irreps. In this paper, we perform
the RG analysis of the gauge couplings in the extended strong and weak sectors based on the benchmark
point in Eq. (2).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We review the SU(8) theory in Sec. 2, with the focus
on the symmetry breaking pattern. In Sec. 3, we define the gauge sector of the SU(8) theory along
its symmetry breaking pattern defined in Sec. 2. The gauge couplings at each symmetry breaking
stage will be defined. Due to the intrinsic symmetry properties, we explicitly display the flavor non-
universalities of the G441 and G341 theories as well as the flavor universality of the G331 theory through

!By decomposing the SU(8) fermionic irreps into the SU(5) irreps, one finds three identical SM 5 ’s and three distinctive
10f’s. Hence, it is sufficient to obtain three distinctive SM generations in the UV.

2Some early studies of the RGEs based on the SU(5) and SO(10) groups include Refs. [11-13].

30ther different symmetry breaking pattern of the SU(8) group was previously described in Ref. [14].



their neutral currents. In Sec. 4, we study gauge coupling unification in terms of the two-loop RGEs.
The SU(8) theory with the minimal fermion/Higgs contents as well as the intermediate symmetry
breaking scales in Refs. [9, 10] cannot achieve the gauge coupling unification in terms of the conventional
field theoretical analyses. Instead, inclusion of additional SU(8) adjoint Higgs fields and the d = 5 Hill-
Shafi-Wetterich (HSW) operator [15, 16] are suggested to achieve the gauge coupling unification within
the field theoretical framework. We summarize and make future perspective in Sec. 5, such as the
possible issues in the supersymmetric extensions. An App. A is given to define the gauge group indices
and the decomposition rules according to the symmetry breaking pattern in the SU(8) theory. App. B
is added to prove a unique feature of the U(1) charge definition in the maximally symmetry breaking
pattern in Eq. (1).

2 The SU(8) theory and its symmetry breaking pattern

2.1 The setup of the SU(8) theory
The SU(8) theory contains two following chiral IRAFFSs at the GUT scale

Ui = [8e” e 285 @[ @ 56r| . dime = 156,
O=(w,w), w=(3,IV,V,VI), &= (1,2, VII, VIIL, IX), (3)

with undotted /dotted indices for the 8g’s in the rank-2 IRAFFS and the rank-3 IRAFFS, respectively.
The Roman numbers and the Arabic numbers are used for the heavy partner fermions and the SM
fermions, respectively. These three 10g’s are transforming differently, while three identical 5g’s can
be identified from nine 8g’s, which are sufficient to guarantee that three-generational SM quarks and
leptons must transform differently in the UV theory.

The non-anomalous global DRS symmetries from fermions in Eq. (3) are
Gors [SU(8) ,ny = 3] = [SUM) ® U(1)r| @ [SUG)o © T(1)zs (4)
and we also denote the anomalous global Peccei-Quinn symmetries [17] as

Grq [SU(8),ng =3] = U(1)pq, R U(1)pq, - (5)

Both U(1)7, and 6(1)pQ2 can be thought as the linear combinations of two global U(1)’s of the 85"
and the 28 in the rank-2 IRAFFS, and similarly for the U(1), and 6(1)13(;23 symmetries in the rank-3
IRAFFS. Since the global B — L symmetry should be identical for all three generations, we further
require a common non-anomalous g(l)T = [~J~(1)T2 = G(DTS between two IRAFFSs. Likewise, we

also assume a common anomalous U(1)pq = U(1)pq, = U(1)pq, between two IRAFFSs in Eq. (5).

Accordingly, the non-anomalous global ﬁ(l)T charges and the anomalous global I~J(1)pQ charges for
fermions are assigned in Tab. 1.



Fermions 8¢ 28 56
U(1)r —3t 2t +t
U(1pq p a2 a3
Higgs 8H 28y 70g 63y
Tz + Y2t 4t 0
Ulpq | —(p+@) —-(p+a) —2¢ 0

Table 1: The non-anomalous U(1)7 charges and the anomalous global 6(1)13(;2 charges for the SU(8)
fermions and Higgs fields.

The most general gauge-invariant Yukawa couplings at least include the following renormalizable and
non-renormalizable terms *

—Ly = Yg8p 28p8u , + Y728p28p70n

+ YpBr- 565285, + %56F56F28Htw63ﬂ + He.. (6)
1

p

All renormalizable Yukawa couplings are assumed to be (Yz, Y7, Yp) ~ O(1), and the Wilson coefficient
¢y of the non-renormalizable term was assigned in Ref. [10]. Altogether, we collect the SU(8) Higgs
fields as follows

{H}gbg;f) = 8u,, ©281, ® 70u © 63, dimyg = 547, (7)

where the adjoint Higgs field of 63 is real while all others are complex. The adjoint Higgs field of
63y will maximally break the GUT symmetry as SU(8) — Gy4; through its VEV of

1.
<63H> = Zdlag(—ﬂ4x4,+ﬂ4x4)v(]. (8)

The 63y can be decomposed under the G441 as follows

_ 1 -1
63H:(1,1,0)H@(15,1,O)H@(1,15,0)}1@(4,4,—1—5)}1@(4,4,—5)1{, (9)

where the VEV is developed by the (1,1, 0)g component, and the (4,4, +3)u® (4,4, —1)u represent
the Nambu-Goldstone bosons. We assign the non-anomalous global ﬁ(l)T charges and the anomalous
global U(1)pq charges for Higgs fields in Tab. 1 according to the renormalizable Yukawa couplings in
Eq. (6). The anomalous global INJ(l)pQ charges are assigned such that

piqgaF —3:42, p:gz#—-3:41. (10)

Obviously, the only non-renormalizable term in Eq. (6) also has a non-vanishing global ﬁ(l)PQ charge
according to Tab. 1 and Eq. (10). Thus, it can be explicitly broken by the gravitational effect.

4The term of 56r56r28u + H.c. vanishes due to the anti-symmetric property [8]. Instead, only a d = 5 non-
renormalizable term of ﬁ56p56p28Htw63H is possible to generate masses for vectorlike fermions in the 56¢. Since it
P

transforms as an §I/J(5)w vector and carries non-vanishing 6(1)PQ charge of p 4 3g3 # 0 from Eq. (10), it is only possible
due to the gravitational effect.



2.2 The SWW symmetry breaking pattern of the SU(8) theory

According to Ref. [18], only the adjoint Higgs field can achieve the maximal symmetry breaking
pattern of SU(N) — SU(N — k) ® SU(k) ® U(1) (with & = [§]). The SWW symmetry breaking
pattern in Eq. (1) follows from Ref. [10] will be further studied in the following discussions. The GUT
scale symmetry breaking will be due to the VEV of the SU(8) adjoint Higgs field. In the subgroup of
G441, both the strong and the weak symmetries are extended beyond the SM gauge symmetries. All
intermediate symmetry breaking stages will be due to the VEVs of the Higgs fields from the gauge-
invariant Yukawa couplings of the SU(8) theory. After the first stage of symmetry breaking pattern
of Gua1 — G3a1 in Eq. (1), the sequential symmetry breaking stages are uniquely determined. Along
this symmetry breaking pattern, the non-anomalous global U(1)7 symmetry will evolve to the global
U(1)p—r, at the EW scale according to the following sequence [9]

Gun + T'=T —4tXy, G : T' =T +8tX,
9331 : T//I = T”, QSM : B-L= 7-”/. (11)

With these definitions, we have also checked that all Higgs components that can develop the VEVs at
each symmetry breaking stage are neutral under the corresponding global U(1)r symmetries [9)].

2.3 Decompositions of the SU(8) fermions

SU(8) \ Gaa1 \ Gsn \ G331 \ Gsm
8 | @1 4DR | B4R | B.1,+hF (3.1, +3)% : Di’
(1,1,00% | (1,1,0)% (1,1,0)8 : N}
(17177%)¥ (171’7i)¥ (173’7%)¥ (135’7%)¥ : ‘C% = (5?77/\/?)7“

(1,170)%/ : ./\7{2/
(1,1,0)2" 1,1,008" : N

Table 2: The SU(8) fermion representation of @Q under the Gy41, G341, G331, Gsm subgroups for the
three-generational SU(8) model, with Q = (w, ). Here, we denote D$* = d2° for the SM right-handed

down-type quarks, and D%C = ’D%C for the right-handed down-type heavy partner quarks. Similarly,
we denote £$ = (£, —vT for the left-handed SM lepton doublets, and £ = (¢, —n$)T for the

left-handed heavy lepton doublets. All left-handed neutrinos of A7, are sterile neutrinos, which are
Gsm-singlets and do not couple to the EW gauge bosons.

By following the symmetry breaking pattern in Eq. (1), we tabulate the fermion representations
at various stages of the SU(8) model in Tabs. 2, 3, and 4. All U(1) charges at different stages are
obtained according to Eqgs. (108a), (108b), (108c), and (108d). According to the rule by Georgi [5],
it is straightforward to find ny = 3 in the current setup. All chiral fermions are named by their Ggu
irreps. For the right-handed down-type quarks of DS, they are named as follows

i€ _ 2¢ _ VII® _ e Vil® _ ~me IX¢ _ e
DR :dRC’ DR :SRC, DR :@R ’DR :@ 7DR :@R y
3¢ _ ve Ve _ ne VI¢ _ &/ C
DR :bRc, DR :@RC, DR ::DR 5 DR :@R . (12)



SUB) | Gaa1 \ G341 \ G331 ‘ Gsm

28r [ (6,1,—3)r | (3,1,—3)r | (3,1,—3)F (3,1,75)F C D
(3317 3)F (3717 %)F (3317_%)F : tR¢
(1767+%)F (1767+%)F (1737+§)F (1727 %)F (eRC ch)T

1.+ : 78°
(4,4,00r | (3,4,—35)r | (3,3,0)F (3,2,+%)F : (tr.br)
(3,1, —3)F : D}
(3,1, -39 3,1, : 9F
(L,4,+p% | (1,3, 4+5)% | (1,2,+3)% : (ei°,ng)"
(1,1,0)5 : @
(1,1,0) (1,1,0)5 @ @he

Table 3: The SU(8) fermion representation of 28 under the Gy41, G341, G331, Gsm subgroups for the
three-generational SU(8) model. All SM fermions are marked with underlines.

SU(8) | G \ G341 \ U331 \ Gsm
56r | (1,4, +0)r | (1,4, +0p | (1,3,+2% | (1.2, %)W Y
( 1,+Dg : pr
1,1,41)% (1,1,41)% : €g°
(1’1’_%)F (gala_%)IF (3717_%)%‘ (g 1,- %)/F : ur®
(1,1,71)1:* (1,1,71)1:‘ ( ,1, 1)F : QfL
(4,6, +1)F | (3,6,+3)F (3,3,0)% (3,2,4%)F : (co,s0)”
(371’_5)%/ : :D/I//
(3>§7+%)F (3’§7+%)¥‘ : (DLa_uL)T

(3,1,+3)F : Uy
(6,415 | (1L3.4h | (24D ¢ (e )T
(1,1,00f : wye
(L3 4DF | (LZ b s (g )T
(1,1,41)% : er®

6,4,-Hp | (3,4,-5)% (3,3,0)k (3,2,+35)¥ : (up,d)”
(3 1 )/FI‘// @/I/‘//
(3,17_%)/1;/// (3717_5)/1;/// . CD/[/‘W
(3,4,-3)r | 3,3, - (3,2,—-3)r : (0%, ug)”
(3,1,-2)f : Up®
(3,1,-2)¢ (B,1,-2)f : cg®

Table 4: The SU(8) fermion representation of 56¢ under the Gu41, G341, G331, Gsm subgroups for the
three-generational SU(8) model. All SM fermions are marked with underlines.



For the left-handed SU(2)w lepton doublets of (3, —N3Y), they are named as follows

(EL+—ND) = (e, —ver), (€7, ~N7) = (ur, —vyL).,

(SVII NVII) ( /L/// ’ _“Z”) ’ ( VIH NVIII) ( /[/// ’ —11/[///) 7 ( —NIX) ( 1nn 7 _n,[/////) 7
(gLa NL) (TL? VTL)v (gL 7_-/\/%\1):( L7_nL)7

(gL a_NL) = (eLv_nL)a (82/17_-/\/2/1) = (elLa_nlL)' (13)

Through the analysis in Sec. 2, we shall see that all heavy (D, €%, N®?) (with Q@ =1V, ... ,IX) acquire
vectorlike masses during the intermediate symmetry breaking stages. For the remaining left-handed
sterile neutrinos of (V] g NY N gﬁ), several of them are massive and they are named as follows

AV IV ! y VI
NL :nL,NL NL nL,NL =ny . (14)

The flavor indices in Egs. (12) and (13) are chosen in accordance with the symmetry breaking pattern
depicted in Sec. 2. The SM flavor names in Tabs. 2, 3, and 4 have been determined according to the
consistent mass hierarchies and the CKM mixing pattern predicted in Ref. [10].

Through Tabs. 2, 3, and 4, it is straightforward to find three-generational SM fermions transform
differently in the UV theories. For example, three left-handed quark doublets belong to (3,2, + 1)
(4,4,0)p, (3,2,—1—%)’F C (4,6,4—%)1.1, and (3,2,+ ) (6 4, )F, when one traces back thelr
irreps in the Giq; effective theory. Likewise, three (3 1, )F s and three (1,1,+1)g’s all stem
from distinctive Gyq1 irreps. Thus, the flavor non-umversahty under the flavor-conserving neutral
currents of the G441 and G341 theories can be expected. When the theory flows to the Gs3; along the
symmetry breaking pattern in Eq. (1), all three-generational SM fermions together with their heavy
partner fermions, have already transformed the same. Therefore, the flavor universality under the
flavor-conserving neutral currents of the Gsg3; theory can be expected. These features will be explicitly
demonstrated in terms of the neutral currents at each symmetry breaking stage in Sec. 3.

2.4 Decompositions of the SU(8) Higgs fields

We decompose the Higgs fields in Eq. (6) into components that can be responsible for the sequential
symmetry breaking pattern in Eq. (1). For Higgs fields of @w they read

_ — 1 - 1
8H . O (471a+Z)Hw @(1347_1)1‘1,0)
— 1 = 1 = 1
) (174a_Z)H,w 2 (1,37_§)H,w ) (172a_§)H,w : (15)
For Higgs fields of 28y ,, they read
o 1 1 R
28H,o'.) D (6717+§)H,w®(1767_§)1‘1w®(47470)H,dJ
1 -1
D) (1767_§)H,w@ (1747_Z)H,d1
— 1 2 = 1
) (1737_7)/H,w @(173 _7)H,d} D (173?_7)1‘1,&)
3 3 3
— 1 = 1
2 (172,—*)/11@ ©® (1727_§)H,d} D (1a2a_§)H,w (16)




For Higgs field of 70y, they read

_ 1 _ 1
70 D (1,1,—1)’1/{EB(1,1,+1)¥f€9(4,4,+§)H@(474,—5)1{@(6,6,0)}1

_ 3 - 2 — 1
Higgs | Gaa1 — G3a1 G341 — G331 G331 — Gsm Gsm — SU(3) @ U(1)Em
E,w vV (w=1V) /(w:V) /(w:3ZVI). v
28 ., X vV (w=1,VIl) « (&=2,VIII,IX) v
70H X X X v

Table 5: The Higgs fields and their symmetry breaking directions in the SU(8) theory. The vand
Xrepresent possible and impossible symmetry breaking directions for a given Higgs field. The flavor
indices for the Higgs fields that develop VEVs at different stages are also specified in the parentheses.

All components that are likely to develop VEVs for the sequential symmetry breaking stages are
framed with boxes, and other SU(3). ® U(1)gm-exact components are neglected. Accordingly, we mark
the allowed/disallowed symmetry breaking directions for all Higgs fields in Tab. 5. Schematically, we
assign the Higgs VEVs according to the symmetry breaking pattern in Eq. (1) as follows

Gan — Gaan = ((4,1, +i)H,IV> = \}iwéuva (18a)

Gaar — Gaz1 = ((1,4, _i)H,V> = 12104,\/’ (1,4, _%)H,i,VII> = \}51”4,1,\/11’ (18b)
Gzt — Gsm @ ((1,3, —%)H,3,VI> = \2 33,1

(1.3~ Dasd = S5V xe (L5 ~Dhas i) = 5Vaavine (150

EWSB : ((1 ,§,+%);’{’> = 121;Ew. (18d)

These VEV assignments are made such that the three-generational SM fermions are likely to gen-
erate the observed mass hierarchies and the CKM mixing pattern [10]. Given that the 70y is self-
conjugate, one may speculate two EWSB components of (1,2, —I—%)ﬁ c (4,4, +%)H and (1,2, —%)i’{’ C
(1,4,—%)1{ from the 70y. In Ref. [9], we have proved that only one component of (1,2, —l—%)’ﬁ C
70y is U(1)p_r-neutral according to the definition in Eq. (11), and thus can develop the EWSB
VEV. Furthermore, this component also gives the top quark mass through the Yukawa coupling of
Y728p28r 70y + H.c.. An immediate consequence of this result is that the third-generational SM 10g
must reside in the 28y, while the first- and second-generational SM 10g’s must reside in the 56g. The

same observation was also pointed out in Ref. [8].

2.5 A summary of the vectorlike fermions of the SWW symmetry breaking pattern

Here, we summarize all vectorlike fermions that acquire masses above the EWSB scale in Tab. 6,
with the conventions of flavor indices displayed explicitly.



g | Q=1 [0.—+1] 0= Q.0
V441 D - (e’/ ’ n/') {ﬁ/ ,ﬁ”}
{Q} IV IV {IV/ , IV//}
vsa1 | 0,{D",9""} u, 4 €, (e,n), (" ") n,w'"}
o | vV {V, Vi) v/ vir'y
U331 {@/ D/// 9////} _ (e/ n/) (e/l/ n/l/) (e///// n////l) _

{Q} | {VI,VIII,IX} {VI, Vil X}

Table 6: The vectorlike fermions at different intermediate symmetry breaking scales in the SU(S8)
theory.

3 The gauge sector of the SU(8) theory and the flavor non-universality

In this section, we describe the gauge sector according to the SWW symmetry breaking pattern in
Eq. (1). The gauge couplings at each symmetry breaking stage will be defined for the derivation of
RGEs. Due to the intrinsic symmetry properties, the flavor non-universality of three-generational SM
fermions in the G441 and the G341 theories will be explicitly displayed. Some of the earlier and recent
references addressing the flavor non-universality scenario with product gauge groups in the UV setup
include [19-29].

3.1 The SU(4); ® U(1)x, gauge bosons and gauge couplings

3.1.1 Covariant derivatives and gauge boson masses

We express the SU(4), ® U(1)x, covariant derivatives as follows

iDya = i0utha+ (94sGi T4l 4y + 9x0Xo1aXo0 ) - . (19)

for the SU(4)s fundamental representation of 14, and

iD;ﬂ/JZ = iauwz + (—945G§(T§%(4))T + gXOX()]L;X()M) . IPZ, (20)

for the SU(4)s anti-fundamental representation of 7. For the SU(4), rank-2 anti-symmetric field of
g, the covariant derivative acts as follows

iDyte = idbs + 915G (Tébay - Yo + v - (Téay)™ ) + gx0 X0l Xo - Y (21)

The SU(4)s generators of TSAU(4) are normalized such that Tr (TéiU(ZL)TS%M)) = %5‘2"?, with A, B =
1,...,15. Specifically, we split the SU(4), adjoint indices into A =1,...,8,9,...,15. All SU(4), gluons
\7—/ \‘,\/—J
_ A
of Gl‘;‘ are decomposed into eight massless SU(3). adjoint gluons, three massive SU(3). fundamental
and anti-fundamental vector bosons of (C’fj ,C a), and one massive SU(3).-singlet vector boson of M,,.
It is useful to define a strong mixing angle of

ty, = tande = 9Xo (22)

\/6945 .




The explicit form for the gauge fields of g4 Gf}TSAU( 2 T9x0 Xoll4 X, can be expressed in terms of a 4 x 4
matrix in the gauge eigenbasis

94sGﬁT§1U(4) + gxo XoluXoy =

9 — i

AA Gll _ 'G12

9as GLTSues) w Gy

2 G} —iG)!

G +iG Gl +iG? G +iGlE 0
94
N sdagavfﬁﬁ5+2V%WCX@Xthx3f—VhGE_%2¢&my%3bu>. (23)
By using the U(1)x, charge matrix for the SU(4)s adjoint in Eq. (109a), we find that
. . . 1

M(GFiG,) = (G, FiG))) = 1(G, FiG,) = F3., (24)

through the relation of [X1(15) ,GfTé‘iU(4)] =X GfTS"iU(ZL). Apparently, they are SU(3), fundamental

and anti-fundamental vector bosons with electric charges of $%, which are vectorial leptoquarks (LQs).
Accordingly, we name these vectorial LQs as

1 9 . ~10\ — S 1 11 - ~12\ _ AO 13 14\ — ~AQ
E(G —'LG ):C N %(Gﬂ _ZGM): Lo T(G —ZG ): P
1 -
\[(G9+1G1°) Cds ﬂ(G,?HG,?)ECH,O, \[(G13+2G14) Cho. (25)

The first symmetry breaking stage is achieved by the Higgs VEV given in Eq. (18a), and the Higgs
kinematic terms lead to the gauge boson masses of
1 2
1925”241 ) [ Z CCLCM at ~ ( G15 + tﬂcXOM) } ) U441 Wj IV (26)
a=& ,$ 0

The mass eigenstates are diagonalized in terms of the mixing angle V¢ in Eq. (22) as follows
15
() = () (%) o
Xip —59o  Cog Xopu
with (cy,, , s9.) = (cos V¢, sinde).

The SU(3).®U(1) x, couplings of (a3, , ax, ) are related to the SU(4)s®U(1) x, couplings of (aus , ax,)
as

_ _ _ 1 _ _
a3 (vaa1) = o) (vaar) , oy (van) = 60431 (vaa1) + axy (va1) ,
1 —1 -1 2 —1 -1 2
§%s = Ox S0 QX = O G (28)

Obviously, three LQs of C’ﬁ and one neutral M, obtain masses of

2 2
m2 o gX1 2 2 gXl 2 (29)

e = — 55—V m
Ca 5 V441 M, = Tp.2 U441
2452 1652 _c2

at this stage of symmetry breaking. The remaining massless gauge boson of X1, will further mix with
the SU(4)y gauge bosons afterwards.

10



Expressed in terms of mass eigenstates, the gauge fields in Eq. (23) become

g4sGﬁTSAU(4) + 9x,X0a X0, =

0 ot
915 | CiTgu O |, 9 0353 :*2
2 0 V2 | ) ) O
00 0 O Cuoa Cio Cuo O
. 1 1
+ gx,diag <(_E + &Xo)I3x3, it XO)XIM
a9x, . ( 1 1 9 1 1 9 )
———d —+(—=+ X I — 4+ (= + & M 30
* S90Coc e |:12 * ( 12 + 0)8190 3x35 4 + (4 + O)Sﬁc wo ( )
for the SU(4)s fundamental representation. It is straightforward to find
—g4sG§(Té§U(4))T + 9x0 X014 Xo
A(pA T X o
_ s | GiTgue)™ 0| _gas O3x3 11,0
2 0 \/5 w,Q
9. NN NN
00 0 0 cy oy ¢y 0
) 1 1
+ gx,diag ((ﬁ + Xo)I3x3 , -1 XO)Xlu
+ I gia ( A N AL )M (31)
59 Con g 12 12 0)89¢ | 43x35 5 1 0)89o ) s

for the SU(4)s anti-fundamental representation. For the SU(4);-singlet representations, we have

X
0x0X0 X0 = g3, (+X0) X1 + — 2 (+Xo53 ) My (32)

596 Coe
3.1.2 Gauge couplings of the G4, fermions

We proceed to obtain the neutral currents mediated by the SU(3).-singlet vector boson of M,,. For

the anti-fundamental fermions of @Q, we have the following covariant derivatives of

.*7 - 9X1 1 1 2 79 M Q 1 '7Q L -
Waa 4 nePaa 110 2 —— [(ﬁ — gsﬁc)DRfy DI+ (+Z)NL7 N2 My, (33a)
1 1 . I R S RN = ol v Yoo
Waa-pePaa-ye> SﬁcCﬂC( 45190)[5L7 EL + NPV N

+ NEANE NN M (33b)

11



For the rank-2 anti-symmetric fermions of 28, we have the covariant derivatives of

Tr Z¢(6,1,—%)W(6,1,—é)] > S9oCog [(_g + 350 )tRY R

11

T gX 1 2 P —_ =~ -
a6+ yPae 1) 2 sﬁcclﬂc (=550c) [em"eR +0gy'ng + apytag

W+ ey ek + TRYR| - M, (34b)
0 (a.4,0)P0 5 9% N L L iy, 1 bty + D), + D))
(4,407 (4,4,0) 2 ¢ oo L 12 125190 LYt + by or L LY L

+ (3_182 )(QT “2” +n7 o/ —|—ﬁ7’ ”ﬁ’ _‘_W /,Lv//) M (34 )
4~ 1%9c)\CRY ER TRV IR TRV IR T RRY R - c

For the rank-3 anti-symmetric fermions of 56, we have the covariant derivatives of

— gx 3 .
“/’(1,Z,+§)W(1,Z,+%) =) — (- 1 ﬂc)[“% ““/HHNR{’Y g + IRV 1R

S96CO0

+ Eer| - My, (350)
— , gx, 1,25, 1
Waa, 3yPWaa-3 2 SoCon [(E+§Sﬂc)u3’7 ur + (3 — 9. )ELVEL| - M), (35b)

Wiy 6 AP e 41y

gx L1 - — D Trs U
® 0119 [ T 631290)(CL’Y“CL +507"sL + DYDY +0pyMoL +uryup + Upyiy)
C C
1 1
+ (3~ 531290)( el Wy R Ay 4 e + epyter)| - My, (35c)
T liw 9x; 1 o 1 I e
it a1y Po 1) $90Co0 (5 + 13%0e) 0RO + Wiy ur + Uy Shs + T er)
C C
11 T
+ (= — %)@ s + iy dy + DYDY + DYDY - M. (35d)

The flavor-conserving neutral currents mediated by M, are expressed as follows in the V' — A basis

NC,F 9x
Lsuly, = L (gy Mt + gf M s )M (36)
° $9cCoc
and we tabulate the vectorial and axial couplings of ( VM, g?M) in Tab. 7. The flavor non-universality

of the neutral currents mediated by M, among three generatlonal SM quarks and leptons are displayed
explicitly.

3.2 The SU(4)w ® U(1)x, gauge bosons and gauge couplings
3.2.1 Covariant derivatives and gauge boson masses

We express the SU(4)y ® U(1)x, covariant derivatives as follows
iDpa = i0utba+ (gaw AL Ty + 9, ML X1 ,) - tha, (37)
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U c t u U
VM T 72 — T | 7.2 — T [ 7.2 — 1, 7.2 — T | 7.2
9y 91 + 2159, 21 1t 2159, 21 1t 2159, 21 T 2159¢ 21 1t 2159,
gaM Ly 342 Ly 12 —14 342 —L41g2 — L4 12
f 8 8¢ 8 8°9¢ 8 8°Y¢ 8 8¢ 8 8°9¢
d s b 0
VM I 52 B R T 5.2 T | 7 .2
gr 24 — 2459¢ 12~ 125 12— 24%0¢ 21 T 2459¢
AM 12 _1g2 12 L1
9y 8 — 859¢ 159¢ 850¢ 8 T 859¢
@ D/ @// @//I @/I// @/////
VM I _ 12 1T 5.0 T 5 2 T 12 1 _ 52 1 _ 5.2
9y 24 — 359¢ 12— 2459¢ 12~ 2459¢ 12— 125 24 — 2459¢ 24 — 2459¢
AM 1 12 12 _1g2 1_ 12 1_ 12
gy 8 859c 859c 1590 8 8%¢ 8 8%
e " T ¢
VM T 3.2 1.2 — 32 )
gr 38— 85c¢ 259¢ 859¢ 8~ 859.
8 8 V¢ 4°Y9¢ 8 V¢ 8 8 J¢
( ) ( ! / ( " //) ( n ///) ( " ////) ( nn /////)
M eg,n e3,n 1e ’111 ‘ 1’n 12 ,311 i ,3n
\14 — 3.2 ~ 32 ) T2 T 322 )
g 850c 350c 8~ 1% 259c 8~ 8% 8 7 8%
AM 12 L1 i 12 I_1p2 1_1p2
9y 850¢ 8%9c 8 1%9¢ 8 — 85%9¢ 8 — 859¢
v L/I/ L/V L NQ’Q A2 n n’ n' n”
eL/VuL/Vr L
VM _ 1.2 _ 1.2 _ 3.2 I T2 L I 3.2
| 155 0 O
g Y =5 —<5 = = s — 25
f 8°9¢ 8°Y¢ 8¢ 8 8 8 8¢

Table 7: The couplings of the neutral currents mediated by M, in the V' — A basis. The N ]? S repre-

sent all 23 left-handed massless sterile neutrinos expect four massive sterile neutrinos of (n,#’,a” ,a”).

for the SU(4)w fundamental representation, and

iDug = i0utz+ (—gaw AL (Tdyw)” + gx, MiLaX1,) - v, (38)

for the SU(4)y anti-fundamental representation. The SU(4)y generators of T4y are normalized

such that Tr (TsjU( 4)TSJU( 4)> = %5i 7. For the SU(4)y rank-2 anti-symmetric field of g, the covariant
derivative acts as follows

iDbe = 106 + gaw Ab(Tau s - Y6 + e Tsia) + 95X X1 utbs - (39)

The corresponding kinematic term for the rank-2 anti-symmetric field of 1) should be Tr(1gi)g). For
the singlet of 11, the covariant derivative is simply given by

iDyp1 = (10, + gx, X1 X1 0)01 (40)
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The explicit form for the gauge fields of g4WA U( o t9x: A114X1 , can be expressed in terms of a
4 x 4 matrix below

9aw A Ty + 95, 01 X1,

0 AL — QA2 AL A5 A9 AL
1 AL +iA2 0 A8 — ZA!; A}) iAl2
- % A;ﬁ + ZA{E; AS 1A 0 AlP-qalt
AD + zA 0 AH + zAm A13 + zA14 0
94w .. 3 3 4 8 _ 4 48
+ Sdiag A3 + \f A3, A3 \fA“, \/gA#,())
+ g%diag< (A% 1209, X1 X1 ] Tas , —3A% + 12, X1 X, u) , (41)

where we have defined an SU(4)y mixing angle of

9x,

ty, = tandg = . (42)
¢ V6gaw
By using the relation of [Qe(15w) AITI = Qe A[T With Qe(15w) in Eq. (109d), we find
the electrical charges of gauge bosons as follows
1o A2Y 4 A5y _ 9 210y _
Qe(A, Fid)) = Qc(A, FiA)) = Qc(A, FiA,) = £1, (43)

while all other gauge bosons are electrically neutral. Correspondingly, the gauge fields of g4WA£TSjU( nt
9x, X114X7 , can also be expressed as

94WA,€TSIU(4) +9x, XX, =

0 Wi Wit Wit oo v
gaw " pow |09 N N
V2 W/;* 03x3 V2 0 Jf 9” N“
Wp, 0 NN NM 0
g 5 3 1 8
+ le&g(AH \[ #; A \[ ,u,7 \/gAuJ )
+ g%diag< [Allf) + 12t9, X1 X1 ] Isxs —3‘4;115 + 12tﬂGX1X1“) ’ ()

Here, all diagonal gauge bosons are neutral, while the off-diagonal components contain both the electri-
cally charged gauge bosons of (VV;E , Wl;i , Wl;’i) as well as the neutral gauge bosons of (N, , N}, , N}/).

This stage of symmetry breaking is achieved by Higgs VEVs in Eq. (18b), and the Higgs kinematic
terms lead to the (I/Vl’[i , Nj,, N)/) gauge boson masses of

1
494WU341 (WWFW" H4 N, N'F+ N”NH“) , Uiy = (wZ7V)2 + (wZ,i)2 + (wZ,V'H)2 . (45)

For the flavor-conserving neutral gauge bosons of (A}f , X1,), the mass squared matrix reads

3 1 —ty A15“
1694W7)341(AM  X1p) - ( ty,, t%GG ) < X ) : (46)
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Obviously it contains a zero eigenvalue which corresponds to the massless gauge boson of Xj,, after
the SU(4)w symmetry breaking. The gauge eigenstates of (4, , X1,) are diagonalized as follows

15
(ZL’):(% —Sﬁc>.<Au>. (47)
Xop S¥a  Cdg Xip
The SU(4)w ® U(1)x, gauge couplings of (ouw ,ax,) match with the SUB)w ® U(1)x, gauge

couplings as follows

_ _ _ 1 _ _
0431%/(0341) = 0441%/(0341) ) OéX; (v341) = *044;;1[/(?1341) + Ozxi (v341),

6
1
1 _ 1.2 1_ 12
60‘4W_O‘X2519c’ ayx, = 0, Cy, - (48)

According to the definitions of Egs. (42) and (61), we find a relation of

sindg = 1 tandg |. (49)

V2

The tree-level masses for seven gauge bosons at this stage read

2
2 _ 2 _ 9 _ 9y 9 2 9xy 2

My = My N = TN T g U M = g 3 Ve (50)

da Yg Va

The remaining massless gauge bosons are (I/V;IE , W[Li Ny, N,) and (Ai , Ai , Xopu)
In terms of mass eigenstates, the vector bosons from the covariant derivative in Eq. (41) becomes

g4WA£TSIU(4) + g9x, X1H4X1 u

0o Wi Wit o o 0 o wit
_ 9w W,J_ 0 N, 0 | Gaw 0 0 0 N,}/
\/5 W'u NM 0 0 \/§ (3/7 9/ 9// NM
0 0 0 0 WH Nu NM 0
gaw . 3, 1 g 3, 1 s 2 3
+ leag(A“‘i’%A#,*A“‘i’%Au,*%Au,O)
. 1 1
+ gxdiag (35 + X)axs, = + X1 ) X,
99X, . 1 1 2 1 1 2 "
9% g (7—7 X Tyns, —= + (= — X )Z. 51
+ S9aCYq e |:]-2 (12 + 1)S§G:| 93 4 + (4 l)sﬂc ’u' ( )

We split terms with massless vector bosons and massive bosons (marked with underlines), respec-

tively. As a consistent check, the (44)-component in Eq. (51) is reduced to _255)((2:19 Z}] when setting
Gva

X = —i—% for the fundamental representation. Likewise, we find the explicit form the gauge fields of
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—gaw A Al SU(4)) + gx, X114X1 , as follows

—94WA£(T§U(4))T +gx, Xy Xy, =

0 W, W, 0 0 0 Wy
Cgaw | WF 0 N, O gaw 0 0 N,
V2 W, o Ny 00 2 0 0 N
0 0 0 O W’Jr N’ Ny 0
gaw 3 8 3 8 2
- —dla (A + A, —A A ,———
st g At p A g

. 1
+ ngdlag((_ﬁ+Xl)H3x37 +X1>X2u

9Xs . ( 1 1 2
——=d —— X I
+ Py lag [ Tl (12 1) | Isx3 s

1

1
-G +X1)S§G)Z,’;. (52)

3.2.2 Gauge couplings of the G34; fermions

For the anti-fundamental fermions of @Q, the covariant derivatives lead to the neutral currents of

9X2 2 \pQ, Qi
_ D KDY . 7
31~ -pe Sﬂccﬂc( 3 96) PRV PR 2y s (53a)
1,4,—+ QW 14,-1
g9x, 77 " 1 1 — J— — o,
> 5o Con (+ )NQ N{’ +(—E+§5%G)(ngy“£§ +N§7NN§ + N3 PN )} ‘ZZ.(53b)
¢%a

For the rank-2 anti-symmetric fermionic representation of (1 6,+5 )F from the 28y, we first transform
to its conjugate of (1,6,—%)F = (1,3,— JF® (1,3, )F, w1th (1,3, ) = (0, —¢,7r)T and

1,3, F = (er,ng,0g)’. Then, we denote the rank 2 anti-s mmetrlc fermlon of (1,6,—3)p as
(1, y 5
follows
0 g —np np
1 —fp 0 egp —df
= 4
w(l,ﬁ,—%) NG ng —er 0 TR ; (54)
-y ¢ —tr O
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and its covariant derivative should be obtained according to Eq. (39). The covariant derivatives lead
to the neutral currents of

99X, Lo == m 1"
Wi, -1 Psa,-1) 2 SoCo (+3595)9L7" DL - 2y, (55a)
e agx 2 2 \1—
WoanpPlonsh 25, o, Cgoac)m e 2 (55D)

A 99X 1 1 2 ~ -~ N _

Tr [W(l,e,_%)w(l’e’_%)} > SouCon [(6 +3506) (MR AR + Ry R + TR er)
1 2 — _

(gt 5596) (Tl ey + Ty 7))

5 Zy, (55¢)

- 9X, 1 i i py!
W a1y Pz a1y2 SoCon [(+12)(tm tr + by b + D AHDY)

1 1 —
+ (_Z + gng)@L’w@ﬂ .70, (55d)
14,-1 W(l 4,-1)
1 1 — — _ . 1
») Sﬂg)?ﬁ — 3 729 ) (et es + nhAFng + dpytaR) + H‘Z)“R'Y“ gl -2, (55e)
G G

For the rank-3 anti- symmetric fermions of 56y, we denote the rank-2 anti-symmetric fermion of
(3,6,—1— )r and (1,6, —1)% as follows

0 L(L uy, Cr,
= 0 0r, Sr,

1
1 = — 56a
d}(3,6,+g) \/§ —u; —9p, 0 @/[/// ) ( )
—cp, —sp —DY 0
m nm 1
0/// e _t/}ﬁ n}?/m
1 —n 0 ¢ —e
= R R R
77/}(1 6,-1y = un nm . (56b)
e V2| " e O €R
W _ep 0
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Their covariant derivatives should be obtained according to Eq. (39). The covariant derivatives from
the 56F lead to the neutral currents of

— gX2 1 9 = u
Z¢(1’4’_%)W(1’4’_%) = S9eCoq |:(_Z + SﬁG)@RfY QER
1 2
+ (55 + 5550 (W + e+ iy en)| - 21 (57)
— 99X, _g 2 No—— 1 1"
Z¢(3,1,+%)'W(3,17+§)’ - SﬂGCﬂG( 5506 URY UR - Z)y (57b)
1oy Pea ) D P (s, )€ e - 2, (57¢)
YaCq
Tr [@ 1y DY L } > 9% [(1 L )(MULy" UL 4+ Uyt ug + 0,9 0L)
1
+ (—6)(CL7’“LCL+SL7 sL+CD”’ “@"')} -ZZ, (57d)

Tr [iaa,fs,f%)’w(lﬁﬁl)/]

1 1 —
o I (L L ) W+ Ot

31900196, 6 38%
Hog o+ S5h )+ ! e )] - 2. 7
" 9Xo [ 1 I /7, "
/ ;D dry'd DAY
w(?’ 47_ﬁ) W( 4, %) SﬁGCﬂG (+ 12)('“[’/)/ ur + Lfy L + )
1 1 —
b+ g BTy 2, (57)
0 9X> 1 _1 i 1 p
Waays)Phaars 2 p—— [ T 3319G)(0R7 R + Uy up + Upy"Upg)
G G
1_2 2 \agA M 1"
+ (7 3%9c)eRY eR| 2y (57g)

The neutral currents are expressed as follows in the V — A basis

£NC,F _ 9X, VIrg g gAIg 58
SU(4)w Sﬁccﬁc(gf I+ gt A s f) 2, (58)

and we tabulate the vectorial and axial couplings of (g}/ " g}? ) in Tab. 8. The flavor non-universality

of the neutral currents mediated by ZZ among three generational SM quarks and leptons are displayed
explicitly. The heavy partner fermions of (D ,¢” ,n” &' ?”) only exhibit vectorial couplings, since they
have already obtained their masses at the first stage of symmetry breaking.

3.3 The SU3)w ® U(1)x, gauge bosons
3.3.1 Covariant derivatives and gauge boson masses

We express the SU(3)y ® U(1l)x, covariant derivatives for the SU(3)y fundamental and anti-
fundamental representations as follows

iDuz/Jg = iaulﬁg + (g3WA;ILTS{U(3) + 9x, XQI[gXQM) . wg , (59&)
iDyg = 10z + (—gswAﬁ(Ts{U(:a))T +9x,X0l3X2,) - g . (59b)
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u c t u It
v T 1.2 T T2 T I T T2 T T2
9{4 2473 1920 24 %Sgc 24 33192G 24 %519@ 24 31319@
14
9r “ 24— 3% 24 ~ 3%, 212 359 3 ~3
d s b 0
\ai T T2 T [ T2 T [ T2 T p)
9y 21 1 559, “13 T 6%¢ 211 §59c 24 — 3%
An 11 17, 12 1 | 1.2 1
9y 24 T 559 12 T 659 24 T 559 8
@ @// @/ @//I// @/// @////
\ali T2 T [ I.2 T [ I.2 T, 1.2 T [ 1.2
9{4 3596 g +13319G 241+ 6f192c g +13319G 12 + 519(; 21 1 559,
1
9y 0 8 21+ 55, 8 BT 5%. ot 65
e 7 T ¢
v T T2 T2 T 1.2 T p)
9{4 8 + 28’19@ 1 551%5:2 -3 + 515196' -8 +1519G
1
gf + 8196; 12 + 68196' + 6819G ~ 38
! / " 1 n mnm n n nn nn
(e,n) (em) (16 ,nl) (el,ﬂ ) (18 i ) (91 " )
\%87] 1 1.2 1 1.2 _ 1 1.2 1.2 1 1.2 _ 1 1.2
9{4 24 ""13519@ si; + 215792G 13 T 35 . 281302 24 "'13319@ 8 + 215792G
1
gy 8 —21 t 55 0 13 T 659, 8 —21 T 559,
<00 0 . . - .
VeL/VML/I/.,-L N i w ! "
Vo T I _ I 1.2 T 1 1.2
g];‘ 24 +16 219@ 24 +1 ‘;ﬂg 24 +13519G 13 T 359, 1 24 +13519@
1
9y 51— 559, 51— 659, 8 0 0 8

Table 8: The couplings of the flavor-conserving neutral currents mediated by ZZ in the V — A basis.

The SU(3)w generators are normalized such that Tr (TSIU(3)T SJU( )) = %5i 7. The gauge fields from

Eq. (59a) can be expressed in terms of a 3 x 3 matrix

93w AL Ty(s) + 9x, Xal3 X,

0 Wj W/ﬁ 0 0 O
=Bl w0 0 | +8 (0 0 N,
V2 wW,= 0 0 V2 0 N, O
+ 932W (A3 4 TAi+2\/§t95X2X2“’
_A3 + TAM+2\/§t§SX2X2#,_f M+2\/>t195X2X2/‘) (60)
with an SU(3)y mixing angle defined by
_ 99X,
° V393w
One can identify that
1 1
Wi = 72(14,5 Fidl), W,* 7(/14 FiAS)
1 . -
N, = 2(Ag —iA}), N,= 7(A6 +iA]). (62)
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This stage of symmetry breaking is achieved by Higgs VEVs in Eq. (18c), and the corresponding
gauge boson masses from the Higgs kinematic terms are

1 2 2 I +117 — 1 \T L 2 8 2
195w 33 [(Wu W+ NN ) + g(Au - tﬂqu) ] ;
vz = (Va3)° + (Vg v) + (V§,1x)2 + (Vé72)2 + (Vé7V111)2 : (63)

It is straightforward to obtain the mass eigenstates in terms of the mixing angle in Eq. (61) for this

(&) = (o) () o
By 95 Cog X2y

The SU3)w ® U(1)x, gauge couplings of (asw , ax,) match with the EW gauge couplings as follows

case

_ _ _ 1 _ _
g (vss1) = agy(vss1), ay' (vss1) = gagv%/(’”%l) + ayl (vss1)
1 -1.2 -1 -1.2
§a3w =y Syg, Uy, = Qy Cyg - (65)

From the definitions of two mixing angles in Egs. (61) and (76), we find a relation of

1
sindg = — tan vy |, (66)

V3

from the gauge coupling matching in Eq. (65). The tree-level masses for five gauge bosons at this stage
read

2 2
2 2 9y 2 2 9%, 2

mi..,+ =M v = ——5 U My = —5——5U . 67
W), Nu Ny T 1052 331 z, 053 2 331 (67)

S S S

In terms of mass eigenstates, the gauge bosons from the covariant derivative in Eq. (60) become

0 WF 0 0 Wi
BV we o0 o |+8( o o N,
V2 \ g 0 o V2 W= N, 0

. 1 1
5+ 9Yd13g<(6 + X2)lax2, -3t Xz) By,
1

1
+X2)S%S:| Toxo,—= + (* _X2)81293>Z:t' (68)

3 3

o,
—
&
o
/~
—
| = | =
|
—
| = :B

0 W, 0 0 0 W,
B wE 0 0 | -EE L 0 0 N,
V2 g 0 o V2w w,
. 1 1 3 ) 1 1
— gawdiag <§ Ty ,0>A# + gy diag ((*6 + X))lax2, 3+ /'\ﬁ)Bu
gy . 1 1 9 1 1 ) )
+ P dlag( [_6 + (6 - Xl)Sﬁs] Iax2, 3~ (§ + Xl)sﬂs)Zu, (69)
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3.3.2 Gauge couplings of the G33; fermions

From the anti-fundamental fermions of @Q, we find the neutral currents of

1 JR—
(+3555) D" D 2.,

o — 1. =5 ., oy
S5s) (EPVEL + NTYPNE) + (+3)NT " N
From the rank-2 anti-symmetric fermion of 28g, we find the neutral currents of

gy 1
b1, -HyPea 12 (+35193)©L'Y D7,

$95Cg

-~ gy 2 —
@¢(3,1,+§)W(3,1,+2) > 7(—§8§S)tR’Y”tR - Zy,

3 S9gCog
Wz -HPas-

I [(_EJF sys) (CRY"er + TRy nR) + (+ )ﬂRW“nR} Z
S95Cog 6 27 e
Was-2PWas-2

D) gy [(1—1—15 )(e e+ n Mn)_i_(_}_i_s )7 “7‘} 7
S9oCog L6 | 2708/ \RTER T HRY R 3 T 50 ) TRV TR
(s .3.0P3 3.0

1

=) i [7(1 - 519 )(tL'YMtL + va“bL) —(—1+ 53 )@/L,YMQ/]
S94Cyg LO
) gY "
Z¢(3,1,fl)//W(371,7%)//D Sﬁsc,gs( 3 ﬁs)gﬂ H@

W 5.1y Pa s -ty
gy 1 1, — o 1 ., /
D 595Cos [(_6+§ dg )(eRV R+“/}/2’7”"R)+(+§)ﬂ/}ﬂ“n}g 7.
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From the rank-3 anti-symmetric fermion of 56, we find the neutral currents of

“1’13—2)%/’13—7

gy L1y = /e /// 1 2 \— /
— 4+ = —— -Z 72
T gy -
Z"‘ﬂ(l 1 ,—1)"W(1 1,-1)7 O (+31293)(’3R’Yu(’3R : Z;/n (72b)
895Cog
W42y g a2y D — (283 umy ur - 7, (72¢)
(3717+§) (3)1)""5) 81956195 3 S M
ZE(1,1,—1)JZ)¢(1,1,—1) D (‘1'31295)@7“@2 . Z;m (72d)
S$9sCos

- gy 1 _ _
“/)(3 3 ,0)/W(3 3,0/ 2 [6(1 - 51293)(%7“% +5.7"sL)

$95CIg
1 __
+ 5(_1 + s%S)Q'L”*y“@’L”} - Zy, (72e)
Wz Pesy
g 1 1 o — 1 2, ,
D — (14 sy) Wy ur +09"0L) + (5 — sp) Uy UL | - Z,,, (72f)
S9gCog L 6 3 3
s 1y Pz 1y
gy [, 1 1 NN N TN L= I ///] /
5 1 - z, 72
soocon |76 T 350e) (CR"eR + ) o+ ()RR (72g)

Z@u 3 ,—%)//Wu 3,—2)

gy 71,1 L, PN NN TN 1 2 \e— } /
~ 4= _Z Z 72h
> —— _(6 + 2sﬁs)( Tk + n PR + ( 3 + sy5)erYer| - 2, (72h)
i3 3.0y P33 .00
gy 1 2 — n 1 2 N e YU ! :
D —(U = sy )@y ur +dpytdr) + 5 (=1 + s5,)07 "y @L} "z, (72i)
895Cog LO 3
— gy 2 T mn .
s IR i D - DN 7 72
’Ld}( 1) (3.1,— 1) SﬁSCﬁS( 3 195) L7 L o ( J)
Bz, Pagsn > —2—] = 2(1+ 83) @ up + 7o)
(3737+§) (3737+§) 81950195 6 9 R R R R
1 2, —
+ (G- 55U - 2, (72K)
i 2\ I 2y D —L (—252 JerY*cr - Z] (721)
(3 71 7+§),” (3 71 7+§)/” 81950195 3 195 R R [

The neutral currents are expressed as follows

NC,F _ gy VIg Arg
Lsulyw = P (97 "I+ 97 A1) 2, (73)

in the V' — A basis, and we tabulate the vectorial and axial couplings in Tab. 9. Three generational SM
fermions with the same electric charges display the universal vectorial and axial couplings to the Z;L
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u/e/t u 1
Vi 1 5 .2 1 1.2 1 2.2
9 | 2.7 12%s T8 650s 37 359
A —35 — 155 0 0
9 12— 4159g
d/S/b D @/@///@///// @//@////@////
Vi 1 1 .2 1 1.2 1.2 1 1.2
95 | 12t 1E%s T8 659s 359 ~6 T 35
A -+ 38 0 0 5
9y 12 T 159 6
e/u/,]_ @ (e’n)/(e//’n//) (e/’nl (elll’n///)
/(e////7n//l/) /(e/////7n/////)
V7 T 3.2 ) T, 1.2 T2
95 | 1t 15, S9s —6 T 259 2595
7 1t asy 0 0 3
9y 12 T 1594 6
Ve/vu/v.  w/w /a" /n"
Vi 1 1.2 1
gf | 1z T 159, 3
Arl L 1lg 0
9r 12— 159

Table 9: The couplings of the neutral currents mediated by ZZL in the V' — A basis.

gauge boson. Both of the SM fermion vectorial and axial couplings depend on the mixing angle of ¥g.
Besides of vectorlike fermions of (D ,¢” , n” 7/ 0”), the (u,0,4,D2" D" & e, n, e n"") also exhibit
vectorial couplings to the ZL gauge boson, since they have obtained their masses at the second stage
of symmetry breaking. For vectorlike fermions of (D', 0" @ n/ ¢ " ¢ v ¢") that obtain

masses at the third stage of symmetry breaking, they exhibit both the vectorial and axial couplings of

(g}/’ , g]‘?’ ). Different from the SM fermions, only their vectorial couplings depend on the mixing angle

of ¥g, while their axial couplings are independent of the mixing angle of ¥g.

3.4 The SU(2)w ® U(1)y gauge bosons
3.4.1 Covariant derivatives and gauge boson masses

We express the SU(2)y ® U(1)y covariant derivatives in the EW sector for the fundamental and
anti-fundamental representations as follows

iDybe = 10402 + (92w AL TSy 0y + 9y V12 By) - 2, (T4a)
iDuty = 0.y + (—gow ATy + 9y VI2By) - vz, (74b)
with TSIU(2) = 10!, The gauge fields from Egs. (74) can be expressed in terms of a 2 x 2 matrix

92w AL Ty () + 9y VI By

0w _
_ 9\2}; < o ) + QQTWdlag (Af; + 2ty VB, , —A3 + 2t§WyBM) , (75a)
m

~g2w AL (Tey()" + 9y VI2By

_ gow 0 W= 9w . 3 3
- -2 < wr ¢ ) + Tdmg( A3 424y, VB, A+ 2t19WyBM) , (75b)
with the SU(2)y Weinberg angle defined by
o =t =0 (76
g2w
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One can identify that

1
Wi = 72(14; TFiA2). (77)
3.4.2 Fermion Gg\ gauge couplings
u/c/t u m
Vv T 2 2 T 79 7
g];‘ i~ 31319W 3~ 359w —555,,
9f —1 0 0
d/s/b 2 D/ D" D D DI
V T I T T T
9f | —1+3%, —37T 3%, I
97 +3 0 0
6//.L/T ¢ Ve/VH/VT
) _% +18129W +8129W +%
97 +1 0 1

Table 10: The couplings of the flavor-conserving neutral currents mediated by Z, in the V' — A basis.

The flavor-conserving neutral currents are expressed as follows in the V' — A basis

e S _
LSS = GV FA"f + 9 95 1) 2 (78)
SYw Cow

and we recovered the SM vectorial and axial couplings in Tab. 10.

4 The gauge coupling unification in the SU(8) theory

The gauge coupling unification relies on the RGEs of the SU(8) theory. The two-loop RGE of a
gauge coupling of ay in the MS scheme is given by [30]

_ 1) (2)
dox' (p) _ i Z by (79)
dlogp — 2m 47 8n2ax! (p)

where the one-loop and two-loop [ coefficients for the non-Abelian groups are

O 11 2 1
by’ = —302<gr>+3;T<R¥>+3§T(R%>, (80a)
2  _ _% 2 F E F
byy = 3CZ(QT) ay Z 2202(RT/)04T’+ BCQ(QT)QT T(Ry)
F e
2
-> 4202(R§,)aT/+§cg(gT)aT T(RY). (80b)
S e

Here, C2(Gy) is the quadratic Casimir of the group Gy, T(RY) and T(R4) are trace invariants of the
chiral fermions in the irrep of 72@ and complex scalars in the irrep of R% For the U(1) Abelian groups

24



with charges denoted as X*/9, the one-loop f coefficients become

by = §§Fj<xf >2+§§Sj<»c§>2. (s1)

4.1 RGEs of the minimal setup

By following the survival hypothesis [5, 31-35], we first list the minimal set of massless Higgs fields
and the massless fermions between different symmetry breaking stages according the minimal Higgs
VEVs in Egs. (18). The two-loop RGEs within the minimal SU(8) setup are derived by using the
PyRQTE [36].

Between the vgq; < p < vy, almost all massless Higgs fields are in the first lines of Egs. (15), (16),
and (17), which are

— 1 _ 1 _
(4717+1)H,w@(1747_1)H,w C 8H,w)

1 1 _ _
(6717+§)H,w@(1767_§>H,w@(47470)H,w C 28]—[7‘;_),

_ 1 — 1
(4,4,+§)H@(4,4,—5)}1@(6,6,0)[{C7OH. (82)

All SU(8) fermions in Eq. (3) remain massless after the decomposition into the Gyq; irreps. Corre-
spondingly, we have the G441 B coefficients of
13 13 55
(bé3(4)s ’béll,)T(ZL)W vbg()nxo) = (4‘? ) +§ ﬂ‘g) ;
2299/6 405/2 12
= 405/2 2209/6 12 | . (83)
180 180 31

52

Gaa1

Between the vsq1 < p < vyg4q1, the massless Higgs fields are

_ 1 _
(1747—1)H,3,V,VI C8H 3V VI,
1 -
(1,6, _§)H,i,2 it & (1’67_§)H,i,2,VHI C 281 j 5 vin>

_ 1 _ _
(1’4’_Z)H,i,2 virrx © (4,4,0)5 5 5 virrx © 28H i 5 viT ko

_ 3 _ 1
The massless G341 fermions are listed as follows

— 1 _ 1 _
|:(3717+§)¥®(17170)¥:| @(1747_1)¥ CSFﬂa
Q= (w,w), w=(3,V,VI), w=(i,2,VII,VIII,IX),

<1V

(17170)%VC8F )
(B, 1,—2)p @ (1,6, 42)p @ (3,4, ——)p C 28

PR 3F y Oy 2F ) Ey 12F F,

_ 3 _ 2, 1 1,
(1747+Z)F@(3717_§)F@(1515_1)F@(376)+6)F@(156a+§)F

1 — 5)

3,4, - )p®(3,4,—— 56F .
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Correspondingly, we have the Gs41 8 coefficients of

1 1 1 5 247
(b0 3). S0 (e vb%81)xl) =33+ )
226/3 75/2  97/36
) = 20 57174 187/24
194/9 935/8 8639/432

Between the w331 < p < vsyq1, the massless Higgs fields are

— 1 _

1 _
(1737_§)H73,VI C (174;_Z)H,37VI C 8 3.vI,

— 1 _ 1 _ .
(1’37_§)H 21x © (1’4’_Z)H,2,IX C(4,4,0) 5% C28u 5 1%,
3

(1,3,+3 )’” (1,4,+

1
3 )hCMA&?HcmH

> |

The massless G331 fermions are listed as follows

— 1 1 " —
(3717+§)¥@(17170)¥:| S5 [(1737_5)%@(11110)% i| CSFga

Q= (w,w), —@Nm w=(i,2,VIII,IX),
(1 1 O)IVCS , (17170)¥7V,,C§V,
.1 0>V“ (1, 1,087 8"
2 -
- 2 — 2
_ 2 o )
@(L3A§V6M&3ﬁ%@ﬁhl Qgc5@

Correspondingly, we have the Gs3; 8 coefficients of

oD B0 0y 23 82

3¢ 03w 2 Ux, 6’+§)’
@ 12 12 2

2

b2 = [ 12 113/3 38/9

16 304/9 304/27

Between the vpw < p < wssp, there is only one massless SM Higgs field of

1 2 3
1 2 /// 1 3 //I 1 4 <

1
)’Hc(4,4,+5>Hc70H.
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The massless SM fermions (together with massless sterile neutrinos) are listed as follows

—_ 1 —_— 1 ! 1’ P — . .
B.1+p8e1,08 e |1.2. e 1.0f e 11,08 & o=(1.239),

1,1,0F @..e(1,1,05 c 85",
1,1,00 & (1,1,00" & (1,1,0F c 8",
1,1,00 @..01,1,05 c8" ,

_ 2 1
3,1,—§)F69(1,1,+1)F@(3,2,+6)FC28F,

_ 2 1

1 — 2
© (1,1, +)F @ (3,2,+5)F © (3,1, -3)F C 56w (91)

(
(
(
(

Correspondingly, we have the usual SM § coefficients of

19 41

(bi(ilc) ’bglv%/ ) bgfl)) = (_77 _F 7+€) ’

) —26 9/2 11/6
) = 12 356 32 |. (92)
44/3  9/2 199/18

The minimal setup

uIGeV]

Figure 1: The RGEs of the minimal SU(8) setup. The dashed lines and the solid lines represent the
one-loop and two-loop RGEs, respectively.

With the one- and two-loop § coefficients defined in Egs. (83), (86), (89), and (92), we plot the
RGEs of the minimal SU(8) setup in Fig. 1. Three intermediate symmetry breaking scales follow from
the benchmark point in Eq. (2). The discontinuities of the U(1) gauge couplings at three intermediate
scales follow from their definitions in Egs. (28), (48), (65), respectively. The RG evolutions within
102 GeV < p < 10" GeV are zoomed out in order to highlight the behaviors in three intermediate

symmetry breaking scales. The current plot indicates og;(u) ~ aA:VIV(,u) ~ 40 and a}é () ~ 20, for

vaar < o < 10 GeV. Furthermore, the one-loop 3 coefficients of b(811}(4)5 = bé3(4)w < bg()l)xo from

Eq. (83) guarantee that two non-Abelian SU(4)g w gauge couplings can never unify with the Abelian
U(1)x, gauge coupling in the minimal setup.
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The one-loop threshold effect was tentatively neglected in Fig. 1. This was usually considered as a
major source to modify the RG behavior within the field theory [12, 37, 38], and it can be generically
expressed as

- . Atr(p)
oghn) = a(n) + SR
. M
Ar(p) = Ca(Guv) — C2(Gir) — 21 Z dim(V},) log —%
Vi€bir H
M, M
+2 ) dim(Sp)log = +4 > dim(F) log —2* (93)
SLEGIR K FrEGIR K

where Vi, Sk and Fj, represent the vector bosons, complex scalars and Weyl fermions that are integrated
out at the threshold scale . Their dimensions are always given in terms of the broken subgroup of
Gir- One may evaluate contributions due to the threshold effects in Eq. (93) to see if they can alter
the gauge coupling evolutions significantly. Let us take the renormalization scale of u = My, (with
My, being the average of the gauge boson masses) in Eq. (93), and list the contributions from the
massive scalars and fermions at each symmetry breaking stage. Given the RG behaviors depicted in
Fig. 1, we will parametrize the differences between the Abelian and the non-Abelian gauge couplings.
For simplicity, we take a common mass for both massive fermions and massive scalar fields at each
stage, and we estimate the largest possible threshold effects by assuming these masses to be 10 times
larger than the renormalization scale of u = My, . The massive vectorlike fermions at each symmetry
breaking stage have been summarized in Tab. 6.

At the Gss1-breaking stage, we find

_ _ 1 _ 1
{massive Sy} = (1,2, _§)H,3 viaax ®(1,2, —5);{’27\/111»
M _1 M= 1
(A, Aoy, Ay) = (0,1,1) + (6,0,4) log — 2273 4 (6.0, 4) log —otts)e
V331 MV331
My .1 Mys 1 M= 1
+ (0,6,6)log —=2F2)E (g 6. 6)log —=2"2)F | (0,6,6)log — a2
V331 V331 V331
M M M M M
= (12log =—2— 1+ 12log —2— + 6log ——>— , 1 + 20log —~— + 6log —>—),
V331 V331 V331 V331 MV331
As. + A 1 M M
= Ay—wzi—k&ogw‘r +3log —2— < 25. (94)

V331 V331
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At the G341-breaking stage, we find
1 _ 1 1, 2

{massiveSk}:(1,§,—§)H7VEB(1,3,—§)H,1,V'H@(1737—§)H71@(1737—§)H,iv
2 8. Mgq 1 8. Mzt
(A3caA3W7AX2):(07177)_‘_(470>7)10gM+(47077)10gM
3 3 V341 3 MV341
8 M )y 1 8 M 777_l M 777 1 M77 7_l
0,4, ) log —22TR g 4 O)log —BTIR L (66 4)l0g — 02T | (66, 4) log — 22T B)F
3 V341 3 V3a1 Va1 V341
M, Mg g 8 My 1 8 Mqs 2
+(0,0,4)log — AR 4 (00, 4)log — Ve 4 (04, ) log — 0T84 (1, D) log 2T
3 3
V3a1 V341 MV341 MV341
M M M 2 80 M 16 M
= (2010g77f,1+2010gijE +510g78 ,——F—logijT +—log78 ),
MV341 MV341 MV341 3 3 MV341 3 MV341
As. + A 1 20 M 17 M
N AXQ_wzéJr?logMVf —l—glogiv‘g <21, (95)
341 341
At the Gyq1-breaking stage, we find
. _ 1 —_ 1 2
{massive S} = (3,1, —g)H,Q:(w,w) © @1 747_Z)H,IV ® (3,1, +§)H,w
1 3
® (1767_5)}17\/'11,15(@(174a_Z)H
_ 5 — 5 1 — 1
@ (1717_1)H@(1717+1)H@(3>47+E)H@(3747_E)H@(3a6a+6)H@(3767_6)H
2 4. Mg, 1 4. Mgy i1
(A307A4W7AX1):(17077)+(27077)10gM+(27O77)10gm
3 3 Va1 3 MV441
M 1 M 2 1
+ (O,2,1)logw+(0,2,l)log 4.
Vi Vaar
M = 1 M,z 1 40 M 2
+ (9,0,6)logw+(0,2,1)logM+(5,0,§)logM
Vaar MV441 Vaar
Mg 1 5 Mgz .1
+(0,4,6)log —=2"2H 4 (90 15, 2)j0g — otz
Viaa 6 MV441
2 M.+ 5 2 M= 5
b3, D) log IR (g 5 B0 — Bl
6 MV441 6 MV441
M, M _
+(0,0,2)log —E2AVE 4 g 9)]og — L Du
Viaa Viaa
M 1 M = 1 9 M 3
4 (6,6,1)log —28FEH 4 (g 6 1)10g — 05 6)H+(0,1,5)log$
Viaa Va1 Va1
M M. M M. 2 14 M M.
= (1+4log—7— +54log =, 4log —2— + 40log —>— , = + — log —2— + 46log ——),,
Vi1 Viaa MV441 MV441 3 3 MV441 Viaa
A A 1 2 M
= AXI—M:f—I—flogif —log —2- < —0.6 (96)
2 6 3 Vaar Vaar

By collecting all threshold effects from Eqs. (94), (95), and (96) into Eq. (93), we find the overall
threshold shift of Ayq)/(127) relative to the threshold effects of two non-Abelian couplings to be at
most ~ O(1). Hence, the one-loop threshold effect cannot significantly modify the RG evolutions in

Fig. 1 such that the large discrepancy of |oz;((1) — (ajq + ag31)/2| ~ 20 can be eliminated.

29



4.2 The gauge coupling unification with additional adjoint Higgs fields

The RG evolutions of the non-Abelian and Abelian gauge couplings with the minimal SU(8) setup
as depicted in Fig. 1 do not achieve the unification, since the U(1) gauge couplings get enhanced much
faster than two non-Abelian couplings with the current field contents. A tentative solution within
the field theoretical framework is to further introduce adjoint Higgs fields of 63yg’s. If one assumes
the (15,1,0)g @ (1,15,0)g components in Eq. (9) remain massless after the GUT-scale symmetry
breaking, they bring additional positive contributions to the g coefficients of two non-Abelian gauge
couplings. Naturally, one expects the unification scale to locate below the reduced Planck scale. We
display two examples of this possibility in Fig. 2, while they both require as many as 150 — 200
adjoint massless Higgs fields of (15,1 ,0) @ (1,15,0)y within the range of v4q1 < 1 < vy such that
vy ~ 5 x 1017 GeV.

[(15,1,0)+(1,15,0)] x 200
G [0

[(15,1,0)+(1,15,0)] x 150
Gan G

ulGev] H(GeVv]

Figure 2: The RGEs of the SU(8) theory with 150 additional Higgs fields of (15,1 ,0)g @ (1,15,0)u
(left panel), and 200 additional Higgs fields of (15,1,0)m & (1,15,0)m (right panel). The dashed
lines and the solid lines represent the one-loop and two-loop RGEs, respectively.

Given that the unification scale is precious close to the Planck scale, there were also consideration
of the gravitational effects to the gauge coupling unification, such as in the context of the SU(5) and
SO(10) GUTs [15, 16, 39, 40]. At the leading order, we consider the following d = 5 HSW operator in
the SU(8) theory

_ lensw

2 My
with U, = Uﬁll,T % being the SU(8) field strength. After the GUT-scale symmetry breaking with
the VEV in Eq. (8), this HSW operator shifts two SU(4)g/y field strengths of G, = GﬁVTA and
A = A{WTI as follows

Ousw =

Tr[63U" U,,], (97)

1 1 1 1
—5(1 — ZCHSWCO) TI(G,WG/W) — 5(1 + ZCHSWCO) Tr(A;WAW/) ) (98)
with (g = vy /Mp)1. The gauge coupling unification is modified into
1 1
(1 = Jenswéo)aus(vr) = (1 + Jenswéo)aaw (vv) = ax, (vw) = av (). (99)
Accordingly, we find the following results
nagj =150 : cpsw =191, vy ~4.9x107GeV, ap'(v) =214,
nagj =200 : cpsw =254, vy ~35x107GeV, o (v) =225, (100)

in accordance to two plots in Fig. 2.
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5 Summary and outlook

5.1 The main results

We study the RGEs of the gauge couplings in an SU(8) theory through its SWW symmetry breaking
pattern in Eq. (1). Three intermediate symmetry breaking scales follow from the previous Ref. [10],
which were obtained such that three generational SM quark/lepton masses and the CKM mixing pattern
are consistently predicted. The gauge couplings at each symmetry breaking stage are defined in Sec. 3.
Together with the symmetry breaking scales determined in Eq. (2), we obtain the RG evolution of three
gauge couplings in Fig. 1 for the minimal setup. The gauge coupling unification cannot be achieved
even when we include the one-loop threshold effects into account. The only possible solution within the
field theory is to include addition 150 — 200 adjoint massless Higgs fields of (15,1,0)g & (1,15,0)u
within the range of vyq1 S p < vy

We wish to mention that the examples shown in Fig. 2 are only possible accommodation when
the current SWW symmetry breaking pattern is considered. Within the field theoretical framework,
alternative symmetry breaking patterns other than the one in Eq. (1) are possible, such as

WSW  : SU8) 2% Gaar 25 Guzi 2% Gagr 2225 Gon =% SU(3). @ U(1)pm,  (101a)
WWS  : SUB) 2% Guar 5 Gzt 25 Gaor 225 Gom —2% SU(3) @ U(L)pm,  (101b)

or even the one where the SU(8) was not maximally broken, such as in Ref. [14].

5.2 On the SUSY extension and the Ka¢-Moody extension

More broadly speaking, the unified theories were extended to an N' = 1 SUSY theory, such as the
SUSY SU(5) theory [13]. The gauge coupling unification was achieved at vy ~ 2 x 106 GeV, with
the sparticle masses assumed to be ~ O(1)TeV therein. A SUSY SU(8) theory with non-trivially
embedded SM fermions was not known before, and it is useful to sketch some underlying issues below
for the future work.

e The current minimal SU(8) theory is anomalous, when one promotes the fields in Egs. (3) and
(7) into chiral superfields. At least two types of SUSY extensions to the minimal SU(8) theory
are possible, with the additional chiral superfields of

{HY = 8u“®28yx“, w=(3,IV,V,VI), &= (i,2,VII,VIII,IX), (102a)
{H}H = 36y o 36[-1/ . (102b)

e With the superpotential of
1 2 A 3 _
W = §MU Tr@Adj + gTr@Adj y @Adj = 241—[, (103)
in the SUSY SU(5) theory, Witten has argued that two distinctive symmetry breaking patterns

of SU(5) = Gsm and SU(5) — G4 are degenerate [41]. For the SU(8) theory with ®44; = 63y,
the symmetry breaking patterns of

SU(8) — Gaar, SU(8) — Gs51/Gs31, SU(8) — Ge21, SU(8) — Gr1, (104)
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at the GUT scale all lead to degenerate minima. The subgroups of all four distinctive symmetry
breaking patterns contain the Ggy as their subgroup, hence they are phenomenologically rea-
sonable. Correspondingly, the gauge couplings will be defined differently from the maximally
breaking pattern of SU(8) — Ga4;1.

e The other issue in the SUSY SU(8) theory is the sparticle masses, which are determined by
the SUSY breaking mechanisms. The modifications of the RGEs between the non-SUSY sector
and the SUSY sector will be determined accordingly. Additional contributions to the one-loop
threshold effect in Eq. (93) are necessary to account for the difference between the dimensional
reduction scheme in the SUSY sector and the MS scheme in the non-SUSY sector [42].

Lastly, we briefly comment on a possible unification scenario within the string theoretical framework,
which was previously studied in the SU(5)/SO(10) theories and their SUSY extensions [43, 44]. In the
heterotic string theory, Ginsparg has shown in Ref. [45] that the gauge and gravitational couplings
must unify according to

8rG N

/ )

kzg? = gs%:ring = (105)
e}
with k; being the Kac-Moody levels of each gauge couplings, and o’ being the Regge slope. The string

unification scale was previously given by [46]
Mstring ~ Jstring X 5 X 1017 GQV, (106)

which is quite close to the vgq; in Eq. (2). It is notable that our benchmark scales given in Ref. [10]
were estimated by fitting the SM flavor parameters within the SU(8) framework, and are independent
of the derivation of the string scale in Ref. [45, 46]. To achieve the string unification based on some
extensions from the minimal setup of the SU(8) theory, one has to fully study all possible symmetry
breaking patterns under the SUSY extensions described above, as well as to look for the constraints of
the unitarity and conformal invariance from the Ka¢-Moody Lie algebra.

Acknowledgements

We would like to thank Tianjun Li, Kaiwen Sun, Yuan Sun, Yinan Wang, Zhong-Zhi Xianyu, and
Wenbin Yan for very enlightening discussions and communications. N.C. would like to thank Southeast
University, and Nanjing University for hospitality when preparing this work. N.C. is partially supported
by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (under Grants No. 12035008 and No. 12275140)
and Nankai University. Y.N.M. is partially supported by the National Natural Science Foundation
of China (under Grant No. 12205227), the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities
(WUT: 2022IVA052), and Wuhan University of Technology.

A Conventions, decomposition rules and charge quantizations in the
SU(8) theory
According to the symmetry breaking pattern in Eq. (1), we define the conventions of gauge group

indices in Tab. 11. The fundamental and anti-fundamental representations will be denoted by super-
scripts and subscripts, respectively. We also define the decomposition rules in the SU(8) theory. After
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Indices group irrep range
a,b,c SU(8) fundamental 1,...,8
anti-fundamental
A.%B,¢ | SU(8) adjoint 1,..,63
a,b,c | SU(4), fundamental &, 0.0, 6
anti-fundamental
A,B,C | SU4) adjoint 1,..,15
a,b,c | SU(3). fundamental &, 6,0
anti-fundamental
A,B,C | SU(3). adjoint 1,...,8
i,7,k | SU@)w fundamental 1,2,3,4
anti-fundamental
I,J,K | SU4)w adjoint 1,..,15
i,j,k | SUB)w fundamental 1,2,3
anti-fundamental
I,J,K | SUB)w adjoint 1,..,8
i,] SU(2)w fundamental 1,2
anti-fundamental
I,J,K | SU2)w adjoint 1,2,3

Table 11: Definition of indices for various gauge groups from the maximal SU(8) symmetry breaking
pattern. The fundamental and anti-fundamental indices will be distinguished by superscripts and
subscripts, respectively.
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the GUT-scale symmetry breaking, we define the U(1)y, charges as follows

N 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Xo(8) = diag(—=,—~ === At ) 107
0() lag( 440 4 4a+47+47+4>+4) ( )

4 4w

Sequentially, the U(1)x,, U(1)x,, and U(1l)y charges are defined according to the SU(4), and the
SU(4)w fundamental representations as follows

- 1 1
K1) = ding ((—15 +X0)lsxs, 5 +40) (108a)
3c
N . 1 1
Xo(4w) = diag ((E + X1)I3%3 -2t Xl) ; (108b)
—_—
3w

. 1 1
V(aw) = diag (¢ +Ao)loxo, —5 + A2, 1)

. 1 1
= diag ((Z + X1)laxa, (*Z + Xl)]l2><2) ; (108c)
——_———
2w
3 _ 73 o . 3 1
Qe(4w) = Tgyu) +Y(4w) = diag (Z tX (=g X1)]I3x3) : (108d)

Based on the above definitions for the fundamental representations, the rules for other higher rank
anti-symmetric representations can be derived by tensor productions. For adjoint representations of
the SU(4)s and the SU(4)w groups, these charges are defined by setting all relevant U(1) charges to
zero in Egs. (108)

X115 = diag(~llses, 7). (1092)
Xo(15w) = diag(%ﬂgxg,,—i), (109b)
Y(15w) = diag(iﬂzx%—iﬂzxz), (109c)
Q(15w) = ding (3~ {Tes) (109d)
B Note added in proof of the SU(8) maximal breaking pattern
Let us consider the maximally symmetry breaking pattern of an SU(N) group of
SU(N) — SU(ng) ® SU(ny) @ U(1), (110)

with ng = ny = N/2 for the even-N, or ng w = (N £1)/2 for the odd-N. The U(1) charges of the
SU(N) fundamental representation after the symmetry breaking are given by

1 1
diag(——, ..., +—,...). 111
fag (= o) (111)
Xng Xnw
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Meanwhile, the VEV of the adjoint Higgs for the symmetry-breaking pattern is given by

(P aqj) diag (—nw , ..., +ng,...) vy, (112)
V2ngnw (ng + nw) —
xXng Xnw

with the normalization of Tr<I>2AClj = %v% If the U(1) coupling does not need to be normalized, one

has the following relations
1w
ng \/QnSnW(ns +nw)
even — N : ng=nwy =N/2= N =8,
odd—=N : ng=(N+1)/2,ny =(N—-1)/2= N?>-1=8N. (113)

= ngnw = 2(ng + nw) = 2N,

Apparently, the condition for the odd-N case has no integer solution. Thus, the unique gauge group with
its unique symmetry breaking pattern where the U(1) charge does not need additional normalization
factor is the SU(8) — Gy41.
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