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Abstract

We propose a model of six dimensional SU(7) grand gauge-Higgs unification com-
pactified on S1'/Z5 x S'/Z5, which is a six dimensional extension of five dimensional
SU(4) gauge-Higgs unification predicting the weak mixing angle sin?fy = 1/4 at
the compactification scale. We investigate whether the correct pattern of electroweak
symmetry breaking is realized in our model. We find some solutions providing the
electroweak symmetry breaking and a realistic Higgs mass. Corresponding to each
solution, the compactification scale of the fifth dimension is predicted. Furthermore,
we evaluate the weak mixing angle at the weak scale by using one-loop renormal-
ization group equation and find it to be in good agreement with the experimental
data.



1 Introduction

Gauge-Higgs Unification (GHU) is one of the fascinating scenarios beyond the Standard
Model (SM) of particle physics, in which the Higgs field in the SM is unified as the extra
spatial component of the higher dimensional gauge field [1-4]. In this scenario, the Higgs
mass is finite (at least one-loop level) by the gauge symmetry regardless of its nonrenor-
malizability [5H11] and it cannot be so much large comparing to the weak scale. Therefore,
the gauge hierarchy problem is solved. Since the strong interaction is not included in GHU
and the gauge hierarchy problem is originally discussed in the grand unified theory (GUT),
it is very natural to consider the extension of GHU to the GUT, which we call the grand
GHU (GGHU). GGHU has been much attracted and there has been many researches on
GGHU in various context [12-17].

In this paper, we construct a six dimensional (6D) SU(7) GGHU model, which is an
extension of five dimensional (5D) SU(4) GHU model |11]. The reason of considering 5D
SU(4) GHU model is as follows. In this model, the SM Higgs field is identified in the fifth
component of the 5D gauge field and embedded into the two-rank anti-symmetric tensor
(equivalently, anti-fundamental) representation of SU(3), which is a subgroup of SU(4).
As a result, the weak mixing angle is predicted to be sin? fy = 1/4 at the compactification
scale. In GHU, the compactification scale is related to the weak scale and cannot be so
large compared to the weak scale, typically O(1) TeV. Therefore, the prediction of the
weak mixing angle sin? #y; = 1/4 at the compactification scale is in good agreement with
the experimental data sin? 6y ~ 0.23 at the weak scale as a leading order approximation.
Thus, we consider to construct a GGHU model involving the 5D SU(4) GHU while keeping
the prediction of the weak mixing angle. In order to realize such a strategy, we propose a
6D SU(7) GGHU model with the compactification on the orbifold S'/Zy x S'/Z,. After
explaining the basic model properties, we calculate one-loop effective potential of SM Higgs
field since the Higgs potential at tree level is forbidden by the gauge symmetry. Then, we
investigate possibilities that the correct pattern of electroweak symmetry breaking and a
realistic Higgs mass are realized in our model. Viable solutions will be found by introducing
some 6D fermions additionally and the compactification scale of the fifth dimension is
predicted. Furthermore, one-loop renormalization group equation (RGE) effects for the
weak mixing angle between the compactification scale and the weak scale are calculated.
The weak mixing angle at the weak scale is found to be in good agreement with the
experimental data.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce our model. In section
3, one-loop effective potential for the SM Higgs field are calculated to investigate the
electroweak phase transition in the next section. The electroweak symmetry breaking
analysis is performed in section 4. The weak mixing angle at the weak scale is evaluated



by using one-loop RGE in section 5. Section 6 is a conclusion of our paper. In appendix A,
SU(T) generators are listed. In appendix B, the calculation of the Kaluza-Klein (KK) mass
spectrum for 4D gauge boson and Aj, Ag are described in some detail, which is needed to
calculate one-loop effective potential. In appendix C, the calculation of one-loop effective
potential is explained.

2 SU(7) GGHU Model

2.1 Gauge sector

Let us consider a model of six dimensional (6D) SU(7) grand gauge-Higgs unification.

First, the action of the gauge field is given.

Sgauge = /d4$/d.§lf5/d&l@{—%TI'(FMNFMN)}, (1)
4

Fun = 0uAn — OnAy —iglAy, Ax], Ay =) A4T®, (2)

where 7% (a = 1,---,48) is SU(7) generators. Ay = A, As, Ag is a 6D gauge field, in
which M = 0,1,2,3,5,6 is a 6D index and p = 0,1,2,3 is a 4D one. ¢ is a 6D gauge
coupling constant. In order to obtain a 4D effective theory, we compactify each extra
space x5¢ on the orbifold S 1/Z,. The sixth space is first compactified and then the fifth
space is compactified, where we assume the radius Rs5¢ to be R5 > R in this paper. The
compactification scale of the sixth dimension 1/Rg is an arbitrary parameter, which is the
Planck scale for instance.

Zy parities for the gauge field around the fixed points x¢ = 0, 7 Rg and x5 = 0, 7 R5 are
chosen as follows [l

A, 5z, x5, —x6) = PsAus(x, x5, 76) s, (3)
Ag(z, x5, —x6) = —FPsAg(z, x5, 26) P, (4)
A, s5(x, x5, TRg — x6) = PsA,5(x, x5, TR + x6) P, (5)
Ag(z, x5, TR — w6) = —PsAg(x, x5, TR + x6) Ps (6)
and
A6z, —x5,26) = PsA,6(x, T5,76) s, (7)
As(z, —x5,x6) = —PsAs(x, x5, 26) Ps, (8)
A, 6(x, TRy — x5,26) = PeA,6(x, mRs + x5, 26) Py, (9)
As(z,mRs — x5, 16) = — P As(x, mRs + x5, 26) Ps, (10)

!The boundary condition for S! is not independent and is shown to be P7 and PsP}.
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where the parity matrices Py, Ps, P, are explicitly given as

dlag(+7 _'_7 +7 Ty Ty T _)7

P6:

dlag(+7 +7 +7 +7 +7 R _)7

P =

dlag(+a +7 +7 Ty Ty T +)

/
5 =

As will be seen below, these Z, parities are taken such that the SM gauge group will be

unbroken and the SM Higgs field will remain to be massless. Note also that the Z, parities

are commonly taken with respect to the fixed points in x¢g direction.

Expressing the Z, parities of the components in the gauge field in a matrix form, we

obtain

(15)

ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ TTTFEFF0T FFFT00F
R e e e e A R AR A R R
RN S R RN R G S R U U
Hﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ TEFETOF OO0 FFF T
o + £ ¥ E ﬂ____ﬁ+
RN SRS S5 RS RN S35 G5 GRS U
Hﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ ﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂ
St et ot L R R I R o e e A A A
RN IS S5 RS RN S35 G G s R B U
Hﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ FTEFTNF OTTOFETFT
St b N N e e e R A
BN SRS S5 SRR S5 & R ks U B U
ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ FTEYONF
Sl e ot B A I I N o e A E e e N
Rotastes R B G SR S5 R U LN RN ok S &5
HHMHHHH TTOFEFED OFFF 00T
S e L I B I R e e N N
Rtastes R B G S S NS U RN O S 5
Hﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ TTOFEFFED OFFEF T O00F
el e N N I R R o e e e e NN
SRty U D U S R U RN SO S5 3

(16)

Zs parities for each component are denoted as (Fg, Ps, PL). It is straightforward to expand



the 6D gauge field consistently with the combinations of various Z, parities as follows.

Aa(+,+,+)

M ($,$5,I6) =

+\/_ZA (0.m)

A(]l\g‘ﬁ—h_) (ZE, X5, xﬁ)

A(]l\}—h_’—‘r) ([E, X5, xﬁ)
Aa(+7_7_)
M (l’, x57$6)

AT (g g ) =

A?\Y’J“ )(3: Ty, Tg) =
Aa(_7_7+)
M (z, 5, 76) =

A?V(f’f’f)(x x5, Tg)

1
27’(’\/ R5 RG

cos(—a:6> +2ZZA (m) (4

Moo) +\/_ZA nO) COS(RE)%)

i COS m
R:O R

6

n=1m=1
i |V COS(”?%)
+2nzomzlA mm) cos(n};:%%) cos(g6
s [ V22 o)
+2nz%m§:114 nm) sm( ;_51%) COS(;?G
m \/_;Aa(no) sm(ﬁ%)
+2 nio; mio:l A(]lv([n’m)(x) sin (%5%) Cos <%x6

- A% () gin [ 2
27’(’\/ R5R6 \/_; Sln (R mG)
+2 Z Z A?én’m)(x) Ccos

n=1m=1
a(nm +l
- —R5RGZZA cos( R

n=0 m=1

a(nm n -+
- _R5R6ZZA Sln< I

n=0 m=1

Aa(n m) S . e
szz Sm<R5x5) sm(Rﬁ%

5 .
- x5) sm(R6

)

)] ()

(18)

(22)

(23)

(24)

In these expressions, only the (+, 4, +) components are special in that the fields with Z,

parity (+,+,+) have 4D massless fields. We can see from A, that the gauge bosons of

SUB)e x SU((2)p x U(1)y x U(1)x x U(1) are massless, which means a gauge symmetry



breaking by the compactification as

SU(7) S22 G1(3) x SU(4) x U(1) (25)
S22 G1(3) 0 x SU2)L x U(1)y x U(1)x x U(1). (26)

The diagonal generators of SU(7) corresponding to the third component of the weak isospin
SU(2)r, U(1)y, U(1)x and U(1) are given as follows.

1
15 — 5Ouag(o,o, 0,1,-1,0,0), (27)
724 _ Ldiag(O,O,O, 1,1,-2,0), (28)
2V/3
1
T% = ——diag(0,0,0,1,1,1, —3), 29
26 8 ) 29
1
T = —diag(4,4,4,—3, -3, -3, —3). (30)
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The electromagnetic charge generator is given by the linear combination of T* and 7%,
Qem = T + V/3T* = diag(0,0,0,1,0,—1,0). (31)

In the first step of the compactification in the sixth space, we see that our model is
indeed extended so as to have an SU(4) as a subgroup. As for the extra U(1) symmetries
absent in the SM after the compactification in the fifth space, we can always give masses
for these U(1) gauge bosons by introducing the U(1) charged 4D scalar fields and the
potential similar to the Higgs potential in the SM by hand at the fixed points.

Furthermore, we can see that the SM Higgs field H is embedded in As zero mode as

000 0 0 0 0
000 0 0 0 0
000 0 0 0 0 .
AP9=1 000 0 0 0 ¢t ,H:(‘ZO), (32)
000 0 0 0 ¢
000 0 0 0 0
000 ¢ ¢* 0 0

where ¢F, ¢° are obviously the charged and neutral scalar components of the Higgs field.
Note that the neutral component of the Higgs field corresponds to the 44-th SU(7) gen-
erator T* (see in Appendix A). As for Ag, we have no massless fields since there is no
components with Z, parity (4, +,+). From these observations, the SM gauge bosons and

the Higgs field are originated from the six dimensional gauge boson as massless fields.



2.2 Fermion sector

Next, the action of the fermion in the 6D bulk is

Sfermion = \/d4$/d1’5/d$6EZFMDM@Z), (33)

where the 6D gamma matrices '™ are given by

g 5 i® 6 ok
2 — — — —
F — ( 7“ ) ) F - < 275 ) ) F = ( _75 ) (,LL = 0, ]_, 2, 3) (34)

y#, % are 4D gamma matrices. 75 is defined as v° = 7914?43, whose eigenvalues are £1
specifying the 4D chirality.
6D, 5D Dirac (¢, 1+ ) and 6D, 4D Weyl fermions (¢4, 9, r) are defined as follows.

1417 1— 1+v
2 ¢7 TPL ?/&7 wR

Yy = (U (35)
where I'" are 6D gamma matrix defined as

7 = TOT!203T5T, (36)

whose eigenvalues +1 specifying 6D chirality.

The Z5 parity assignments for fermions are given as follows.

Vi (w5, —16) = ErPs(R)T ¢ (5, 6), (37)

Yo (w5, mRe — 16) = EpPos(R)T s (x5, TRg + w6), (38)

Y r(—x5,76) = —nrPs(R)Y V1 r(75, 76), (39)

Ur(TRs — x5,26) = —Ng Py(R)Y° YL r(7Rs + 5, 26), (40)

where £g,mr,Mr = *£1 are undetermined parities depending on the representations R.

Ps(R), P5s(R), Pi(R) also depends on the representations and constructed by the tensor
product of parity matrices Fg, Ps, P, given by , and.
Now, we analyze how the quarks and leptons in the SM are embedded in our model.

First, we consider the fundamental representation 7 of SU(7) and the decomposition into
the irreducible ones under SU(3)¢ x SU(2), x U(1)y.
7=(3 1§ g (1,2)0 T
@ (1,1)5 7T g (1, )G (41)

where the numbers in the parentheses are the representations of SU(3)¢ and SU(2)r. The
numbers in the subscript represent the hypercharges. The corresponding Z, parities of
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(ErPs(R)TT, —nprPs(R)y, —np PL(R)~®) are specified in the superscript. In these expres-
sions, we have no SM left-handed lepton doublet although the SM right-handed electron
is present.

Next, let us consider a two rank anti-symmetric tensor representation 21, which is

decomposed into the representations under SU(3)¢ x SU(2), x U(1)y,
7 1\(El7—n217%,—n%7°) o (1 2)55/2211“7,77217577751“/5)

(fi}g 217, =057°) @, 1)56211“7,—772175,—?7’2175)
(€117, =m219"1517%) oy (3 2)5725211“7,—?72175,775175)

p—

)o
)
)=
( 521F 77217 77/21'75) 3 1 ( fer 7721’Y 7721'7) 42
Jo ®(3,1)- : (42)
If we fix the parity of the left-handed lepton doublet (1,2); (7° = —1) as

(521F77 — 721, 7751) = (+7 +, +) (43)

by hand, the right-handed electron (1,1)_; is realized as a massless zero mode. How the
lepton doublet and singlet are embedded in 21 representation can be shown in a matrix

form as

3 x3

21D vy, . (44)
€L
—VL —€f €Rr

The charged lepton Yukawa coupling can be obtained from the 6D gauge interaction of
21 since the lepton doublet (1,2);, and the right-handed electron (1,1)g are included in
the same SU(7) multiplet. Noting the covariant derivative for 21 are

D210 = 03,21 — ig A (T)221 — ig A (TC)021%, (45)

where T are the SU(7) generators and a,b,c = 1,---7,C = 1,---48. In GHU, Yukawa

coupling is generated from the gauge coupling as
57ab ca c
£lept0n Yukawa — 21 (g<A§4>F5(T44)b621 + 9<A§4>F5 (T44)a621b )
— 29(A) (21T (T)57217 4 ZTTH(TH)2521% )
= —g(A3") (erer + Erer) (46)

where I = {5, In the last equality, the chiral rotation 21 — ¢™°/421 has been made to

eliminate I'°.



As for quarks, they cannot be embedded in the bulk field since the hypercharges in (41)
are integers or half-integers, which implies that the fractional hypercharges of quarks cannot
be obtained from the tensor product of the bulk fields in 7 representation. Therefore, we
introduce quarks qr, ug, dg as the 4D fermions on the brane at the origin in a compactified
space (0,0), for instance. In this case, the quark Yukawa coupling can be introduced as
follows.

L uark Yukawa = 0(25)0(2¢) [YquA5uR + YdGLA5dR] +h.c. (47)

As means an SU (2) conjugated Higgs field. Y, 4 are Yukawa coupling constants with mass
dimension one. 4D Yukawa coupling can be obtained by an integration over compactified
space.

Lquark 4D Yukawa = /d$5/d$65($5)5($6) YuaLAWR + Yyq;, Asdr| + h.c.
= yuaLAéo Ur + yquA( )dR (48)

where v, 4 = %Y a4 = 21/ Rs Y, 4 are 4D Yukawa couplings.

3 One-loop effective potential

In this section, we study the electroweak symmetry breaking of SU(7) GGHU model. In
GHU or GGHU, the Higgs potential at tree level is forbidden by the gauge symmetry and
we have to calculate the quantum corrections to Higgs potential. One-loop potential is

calculated by Coleman-Weinberg potential,

00 d B
Vi = o QR5R62 [ S gyt ). (49)

where N is a physical degree of freedom for the fields running in the loop, F' is a fermion
number, pg denotes a Euclidean momentum. m,, ,, is a KK mass of 6D bulk field, which
depends on the vacuum expectation value (VEV) of the Higgs field in the background field
method. In order to proceed the calculation, we have to obtain the KK mass spectrum of
the fields.



3.1 One-loop potential from the gauge sector

The KK mass terms come from the quadratic terms of the gauge kinetic terms.

1 1
—§TI'(FMNFMN) D) —§TI'(F5MF5/'L + F”5Fu5 + F6“F6’u + FM6F”6 + F56F56 + F65F65>

= LA DDA 4 (0,40 (D) — L9, 5000

AL DoAY 4 (3, A0)" (DP M) — (8, 4)" (0" A%)
+ %Ag(D5D5A6)“ + (05 A5)* (D A%)* — %(aﬁAs)a(aﬁAE’)a. (50)

Adding the following gauge-fixing term
1
Lor = 3¢ {8,A" — £(D°As + DS Ag)}?, (51)

the mixing terms between A, and As g are cancelled and we find the relevant terms for the
KK massedd

1 1 1 1
SAL(Ds DAY + = A5 (D DO M)+ 5 Af (D5 D A%)" 4 (95 As )" (D7 A)" = 5 (95 A ) (0° A7),

(52)
Let us first focus on the KK mass terms for the 4D gauge fields.
1 a a 1 a a
5AL(Ds DPAY)? + S AL (DD A)
1 a a a C C ac C
- _§Au {(I 05 + g fe44b <A§4>)(Ib D5+ gfoH <A§4>) + 1 8686} AFe ... (53)
where 1% is a 48 x 48 unit matrix and f%¢ is a structure constant of SU(7). --- means

terms irrelevant to the KK masses. Nonvanishing structure constants with an index “44”

indicating Higgs field are listed below.

1 1 1 1 1
154445 _ _ * 164437 _ 174436 _ _ * 184439 _ 194438 _ _ 1t
f > > o > ,
1 1 1 1 1
204441 _ + 214440 _ _ 1 224443 _ * 234442 _ _ 1 244445 _
f - 27 f 27 f 27 f 27 f 2\/37
1 1 2
334447 _ 5 314446 _ > Fa45 _ \/; (54)
Diagonalizing the mass matrix of the 4D gauge field, we find the KK mass eigenvalues as
2 2 + 2 n4+ < 2 o+ 1 4 2 2
mim:a—w a—2><2, (n 204) , ( 22> X 2, (t5£5) = 2) X 2,
’ R:" AR: R: R R
a?  m? 92 m? n+a)? m? n+2)? m?
Rk (%"{'_2) X2>¥+—2» ((—22)+—2) X2,
R:  Rg R: R R: R R R
(n+ % + %)2 m?
—t_= 4+ — | X8, 55
G e o

2Tt corresponds to & = 0 case.



wheren,m=1,--- ,00, n=0,---,00. The VEV of Higgs field is denoted as (A1) = s
The number multiplied by the KK masses means the number of degeneracy.

Substituting these KK mass spectrum into (49) and setting N = 4 for the physical
degree of freedom for A, and F' = 0, we obtain the one-loop effective potential from the

contributions of A,,.

Ve 4 2 3
Ve 327?3 {Z ((mRsn)? + (WR(;m)?)?’ + (mR5m)S + 4(7TR57L)5R6}
x {cos(2mna) + 2 cos(mna)) + 2(—1)" cos(mna)}

(56)

From the decomposition of the adjoint representation of SU(7) into the irreducible
representations under SU(3)¢ x SU(2),, and Z, parities (B, Ps, Ps),

48 = (8, 1)(+,+,+) ® (1, 3)(+,+,+) @ (1, 1)(+,+,+) @ (1, 1)(+,+,_) o (1, 1)(+7+ o)
©(1,2) Yo Ne,2) e (1,2) ) e (3,20
o3, eE 1) Ye 3,20 e B, )0 e 3,10 e (1, 1))
O (1,3) "D g (1,2)H P e 1,2)H P e 1,2)0 ) e 1,2)H)
& (3,2)0) @ (3,2) ), (57)

the one-loop effective potential from the the gauge boson with the SU(2), representation

r can be expressed in a compact form

2 3P

4
N,r,Ps, Ps, P}) =
V(N r, Ps, Ps, 128#3 Z {Z ((rRsn)? + (mRgm)?)? + (7 Rsn)b + 4(mRsn)>Rg

X (PsP;)" cos((r — 1)mna). (58)

N denotes the physical degrees of freedom running in the loop. We note that only the
multiplets belonging to nontrivial SU(2),, representations coupling to the Higgs field are
extracted in the two lines from the bottom of since an SU(2), singlet field have no
contribution to the one-loop effective potential.

Next, we calculate the KK mass spectrum of the A5 and Ag. The quadratic terms of

10

4 2 3 .
327T3 {Z (xRan)? + (xRem)?) | (wBsn)® 4(7TR5n)5Rﬁ}6(_1) cos(mna).

}



As 6 relevant to the KK masses are extracted from the gauge kinetic terms as follows.

%AZ<D5D5A6)L1 4 <86A5)a(D5A6)a o %(aﬁAE))a(aGAE))a
1
_ —§Ag(lab85 _I_gfa44b<Aé514>)(]bcaB _l_gfb44c<A4514>)A60

1 1
G AG (17050, + gf* 1 (AZ") Do) A% + S AG(I*0505 + g * 11 (A5") 0) A
1
— AL Dp06) A - (59)

Similar to the 4D gauge field case, we find the KK masse spectrum of A5 ¢ after diagonal-

izing the corresponding mass matrices,

~ 1 a
2 :<(n+5i5)2)x6, a2+m2 (042 +m2)x2’(ni&)2+m2

o R? R Ry 4R R RZ R}
(nE5P  w (itix9?  w
—= = 2, | —=———+ —= 8 60
() e () s o
where n,m =1,--- ;00, n=0,---,00.

Substituting these KK mass spectrum into and setting N = 1 for the physical
degree of freedom for A5,6E| and F' = 0, we obtain the one-loop effective potential from the

contributions of Asg.

I &S 4 2 3
V56 — _ + —
off 1287T3 ; {Z ((71'R5n)2 —+ (’/TRGm)Q)s (7TR5TL)6 4<7TR5TL)5R6}

m=1

x {cos(2mna) + 2 cos(mna) + 2(—1)" cos(mna)}

1 == 4 9 3 )
10 2 {mzl (xRsn)? + (xRem 2 | (nRsn)o  A(xRsn)*Rg } 6(—1)" cos(mna).
(61)

Combining the potential from A, and that from As, Ag , the one-loop effective

3The reason why we take here the physical degrees of freedom to be N = 1 not N = 2 is the following.
Some linear combination of A5 and Ag are absorbed as the longitudinal mode of the nonzero KK gauge
fields similar to the Higgs mechanism and they are unphysical, but the other orthogonal linear combinations
are remained to be as physical modes
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potential from the 6D gauge boson is obtained.

Vip = Vg + Vi
= V(4,34 +, ) +2V§(4 2,4, —, =) + 2V (4,2, 4, =, +) + 6V (4,2, — +, —)]
[‘/;gff(l 3 R _) + 2‘/;%(17 27 -+, +) + 2‘/;1]?(1’ 27 -+, _) + 6‘/;%(17 27 +, =, +)]

4 2 3
- 327?3 {Z ((mRsn)? + (7TR6m)2)3 * (mR5n)b + 4(7TR5n)5R6}
x {cos(2mna) + 2 cos(mna) + 2(—1)" cos(mna) }

:1

4 9 3 .
3273 ; { ((Rsn)? (WRﬁm) >3 + (7 Rsn) - 4(n Rsn)? Ry } 6(—1)" cos(mna)

HM

C 2 3
12873 nz::l { ((mRsn)? (WRﬁm) )? * (mRsn)S 4(7TR5n)5R6}
x {cos(2mna) + 2 cos(mna) + 2(—1)" cos(mna)}

4 2 3 .
i { = (nFin)? <7rR6m>2>3+<wR5n>6+4<m5n>536}6<‘” cos(rna)
(62)

Here the following part of the potential

N 4 2 3k P
5 T st = 63
mz:l ((7771)2 + (%)2) (mn) 4(mn) (63)

where

1/Rg

1/Rs
is defined as the ratio between the two compactification scales, can be simplified as follows.
Carrying out the summation with respect to m explicitly, we find

(64)

o0

1
¢ ((mn)? + (51)?)°
—8 + 3mkn coth(wkn) + 3n2k?*n2csch?(mkn) 4 2m°k3n® coth(mkn)csch?(mkn)
16(7n)®

(65)

m=

—8& + 3wkn

16(7n)® (66)

where k£ > 1 is assumed in our model and coth(x) ~ 1, csch(x) ~ 0 are taken into account
in the last line. Thus, we obtain

i 4 2 3kPs  3(1+ Pk

((7‘("0)2 + (”m)g)S + (mn)b + A(mn)? ~ A(7n)5 (67)



Using the approximation, the one-loop potential from the 6D gauge field can written as

Vi ~ ~%n 3R6 Z {cos 2mna) + 2 cos(mna) + 2(—1)" cos(mna) }
1287T3R6 Z )" cos(mna)
3k

= TIRORS Z {2 cos(2mna) + 4 cos(mna) + 7(—1)" cos(mna)} . (68)

3.2 One-loop potential from fermion sector

In this section, we calculate the KK mass spectrum of massless fermions in the 6D bulk. As
will be discussed later, we need to introduce the contributions of fermions to the effective
potential since the correct pattern of electroweak symmetry breaking is not realized by the
contribution from the gauge field only. In this paper, we consider fermions belonging to
the fundamental, adjoint, two-rank and three-rank totally symmetric tensors of SU(7). We
note that these 6D fermions have nothing to do with the SM quarks and leptons, namely
the SM fermions are not embedded in these SU(7) multiplets.

As discussed in the previous subsection, it is enough to find the decomposition pattern
of SU(T) representations into the representation under (SU(3)¢, SU(2).) and Zs pari-
ties (Ps, Ps, PZ) to obtain the one-loop effective potential instead of diagonalizing the KK
mass matrices. Since the fundamental and the adjoint representations have already been
discussed in and , the decomposition of the two-, and the three-rank totally sym-
metric tensors are listed below, where only the fields with the nontrivial representations of
SU(2)r, relevant to the one-loop potential are extracted.

1/2

& ( 72)(528F777728’Y51_77§8’Y5) & (1’ 2)(_528F 12875 ,mh57°) (69)

28 O (3, 2)(__£28F7’_’728757’7§875) @ (1, 3)(528F ,—1287°,~1g7°)
1,2)1),

1/2

845 (6 ) (—&84T7,—n8475 Miu®) @ (3, 3)(£84F7,—ns4v5,—né475)
1 4)1/2
o (37 2)58241“ 113475 154 7%) @ (3 2)(5?;12“ N84 —1547°)
@ (1 4)(—5841“7,—7784751%475) @ (1 3)(1 €847 msay®,—n}yv®)
9 /2 9
@ (1 3)8 €847 m8av® i v®) @ (1 2)(7584F77—7784’Y5,77é4"/5)
) 1/2
@ (17 2)(_338241—‘77 7’]84'7 77)847 ) EB (1 2)( 15/824r ,*7784“/ 5 T]847 ) (70)

In the case of fermion in the SU(2), representation r and Z, parities (Eg Ps(R)T7, —nrPs(R)Y?, —np Pi(R)~y
one-loop effective potential is generalized in the following by taking into account the sign
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ambiguities g, Nr, Ny = £1 depending on the representation R of SU(7).

‘/ejfcf<Nf7 T, fRPGIq? nRP5’Y57 n;%Pény))

Ny i 4 L2 3Ep P
N 12873 =1 e ((7TR5H)2 + <7TR6m)2>3 (7TR5n)6 4(7TR5H)5R6

1
x (77RP57 "NpP5”)" cos((r — 1)mna)

3(1 + &Pl .
1287T8R6 Z 4;5 6 >(77RP575773%PE§75) cos((r — 1)mna). (71)

Ny means physical degrees of freedom of fermions. Note that this potential represents
that from the largest eigenvalues proportional to the Higgs VEV. For more than 3-rank
symmetric tensor representation, we have to add the potential from corresponding smaller
eigenvalues. For instance, we have to sum the potential from 4 and 2 for 4.

From the above expression, the one-loop effective potential for the 6D Dirac fermion
can be found as follows. We note that a 6D Dirac fermion is decomposed into four 4D Weyl
fermions ¥, 1, % r,¥_r,1¥_g depending on the eigenvalues of (I'",7°) = (&, +). Noticing
also that the physical degrees of freedom of 4D Weyl fermion is two, we obtain the one-loop
effective potential for the 6D Dirac fermion

1+ Ps)
Vi (r, € Po, nrPs, np Ps) = 128 8R6 Z fR ) (NrPsnr PL)™ cos((r — 1)mna)

30+ Enls) )
1287T8R6 Z s (1) nrPsnpF5)" cos((r — 1)mna)

1—5 Ps)
1287T8R6 Z 2k (nrPsnpPs)" cos((r — 1)mna)

+ (=1)*nrPsnpP5)" cos((r — 1)mna)

2k 3(1 — &rFs)
1287T8R6 Z 4nd

647T8R6 Z (MR PsnpPs)" cos((r — 1)mna). (72)

By applying the decompositions , , and to the formula , it is straight-
forward to obtain one-loop effective potential from the fields in 7, 28, 48 and 84 represen-
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tations with &g, ngr, -

V() = Vi (2, =&, =, f), (73)
V;:chf 28) = V;chf(?) Eag, —T28, —Thg) + 3Vf (2, —&as, —1)28, g
+ Vile(2, Eas, s, —11hs) + Vi (2, a8, m2s, mhs), (74)
V5(48) = VI (3, Sas, —1as, —hs) + 6V (2, —Eas, — s, i)
+ 2‘/13{1“(2’ €48, Mas, —Mys) + 2fo(2 €48, 148, Mig) (75)

Ve]fcf(84) = V;f (4 —&84, — T4, 7784) + fo(3 —&s4, Nsa, 7784) + fo(3 —&84, T4, 7784)
+ 3V§(3 Es4, — T4, —Msy) + 6Veff< , —Esa, — T34, Mgy) + 3fo(2 Es4, 84, gq)
+3fo(2 &84, Msas —Msq) +2‘/ejfff(27_£487_774877]:18) +fo(2 —&as, —Tus, —Mg)- (76)

Introducing the fermions like above, many unwanted massless fermions are remained as
zero modes. In order to make these massless fermions heavy, we have to introduce the 4D
fermion conjugate to the representations and charges of the massless fermions and their

Dirac mass terms on the fixed points.

4 Electroweak symmetry breaking

Now, it is ready to study the possibility of the electroweak symmetry breaking in our
model. In GHU, we note that the order parameter of the electroweak symmetry is a VEV
of Wilson line, which is nonlocal and a gauge invariant quantity,

(W) = Pexp {ig 7{5 1 da® (A;“‘}}

1000 0 0 0
0100 0 0 0
0010 0 0 0
=10001 0 0 0 , (77)
0 00 0 cos(ma) 0 idsin(ma)
0000 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 zsin(ma) 0 cos(ma)

and in order to obtain the information of the symmetry breaking pattern, we have to
check that which of the generators commute with the VEV of Wilson line. Obviously,
SU(3)c x U(1) is unbroken since the SU(3)¢ generators T%(a = 1,---,8) and the U(1)
generator T8 are commutable with (W) irrespective of the VEV i, at the minimum of
the potential. As for SU(2); x U(1)y x U(1)x, there two the linear combination of 715, 7%
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and T3°

U(D)em : T 4+ V3T = diag(0,0,0,1,0,—1,0), (78)
3 6 1
Uy : 1" — %TM + %T% = 5diag(o, 0,0,1,—1,1,—1) (79)

commute with (W) for 0 < i, < 1E| In order to obtain the correct pattern of electroweak
symmetry breaking SU(2);, x U(1)y — U(1)em, U(1)" has to be spontaneously broken by
introducing U(1)" charged 4D scalar field on the fixed point and a symmetry breaking
potential.

We note that the potentials from the SM fermion contributions can be safely neglected.
For the leptons to be embedded into the bulk fermion, the bulk fermion must be massive to
generate lepton masses [19]. The potential from such a massive bulk fermion has an extra
factor e M™ ~ =009 (Mf: mass of the bulk fermion) and is very suppressed comparing
to that from the massless bulk fermion proportional to an enhancement factor k£ (> 1) as
can be seen in and . For the quarks localized at the fixed point, their potential
takes the form like 4D one-loop effective potential m,(a)* Inm,(«)? which is proportional
to o* < 1 and has no enhancement factor k. From this observation, we do not consider
the potential from the SM fermion contributions in this paper.

We study whether the correct pattern of the electroweak symmetry breaking SU(2)y, X
U(l)y — U(1)y, is realized in our model by considering the various combinations of
fermions. If we find such a symmetry breaking, we calculate Higgs mass and the compact-
ification scales 1/R5¢ as follows. The SM Higgs mass can be calculated from the second
derivative of the one-loop effective potential,

0*Vogp

oo

O*Vegr

QX=Qmin QX=Qmin

m; = g*R: (80)
where g, g, are the 6D, 4D gauge couplings, respectively and related by g, = W+57R6'
Noting that the W boson mass in 5D SU(4) GHU is given by

QQ

2
= — 81

the compactificaiton scale of the fifth dimension 1/R5 can be evaluated at the potential

minimum as

1 2x804[GeV]
RS B Gmin

. (82)

and « = 1 and symmetric with respect to o = 0. In the case of & = 1, extra U(1) symmetries remains to
be unbroken.

4In our model, we have only to consider 0 < a,;, < 1 since the potential is periodic between o = —1
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First, we show that the correct pattern of the electroweak symmetry breaking cannot

be realized in no fermion case, that is, only the gauge field is present. The plot of the

corresponding Higgs potential is shown in Fig.[I} As discussed above, the minimum vy, =

Vefi(a@)

Figure 1: Higgs potential of the gauge field only (auin = 1).

1 is not our desired result.

Next, we study the potential analysis by introducing additionally up to six fermions in

7,28, 48 and 84 representations to improve the previous result. We investigate all possible

combinations of various representations and the results satisfying the Higgs mass in a range
125-127 GeV and oy, ~ O(0.0l)ﬂ are summarized in Table . In the obtained results, the

Fermion content Omin | mp (GeV) | 1/R5 (TeV)
(1) | 287 4 x 845 0.043 | 126.8 3.8
(2) | 28+F) + 4 x 84(+F) 0.081 | 1255 2.0
(+,4) % (+.4) % (+,+)
(3) | 281 + 3 x 48+ 12 x 84 0.021 | 125.1 7.5
(4) | 77 42 x 4851 £ 3 x 84+H) [ 0.026 | 1264 6.1
(5) | 7 4 7H7) 14 x 84+ H) 0.043 |  126.2 3.8

Table 1: Numerical results of the potential analysis. The fermion content, the VEV at the
potential minimum, Higgs mass and the compactification scale of the fifth dimension are

listed. The signatures in the superscript of the fields denote (ng, ).

case (3) is particularly interesting since the compactification is largest among them, whose
potential is plotted in Fig[2]

>This condition is required through the relation my = a/(2R5) where 1/R5 must be larger than O(1)

TeV.
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Figure 2: Plots of the Higgs potential in case (3) (left) and the same potential around the
minimum (right).

5 RGE effect on the weak mixing angle between the
weak scale and the compactification scale

In this section, we study how our prediction for the weak mixing angle is good by one-loop
renormalization group equation (RGE). One-loop RGE for the gauge couplings are

11 b ln<MZ>’ )

gi(n)  g}(Myz)  8n? n

where the index ¢ = 1,2, 3 labels the 4D gauge coupling g; 23, and p is a renormalization

scale. b; is the corresponding beta function coefficients given as follows.

by — —%CZ(G) + ; (R + %TS(R) (84)

where the first (the second, the last) term is the gauge boson (Weyl fermion, real scalar)
contributions, respectively. C2(G) and T'(R) are defined in terms of the structure constant

and the generators in the representation R,

Cy(G)6% = fobefde T(R)S™ = tr(T*(R)T"(R)). (85)

For the fundamental representation of SU(N) for example, Cy(N) = N;]; LT(N) = 1.
The RGE between the compactification scale 1/R and its half 1/(2R), and between the

half of the compactification scale and the Z-boson mass scale My are given as

1 1 1 M Vo 1
PR gaeR)  sa PN (2) (36)

1 1 1 SM
Z/CR) ~ 2, ~sm2n m(2MzR), (87)

where bM is the one-loop beta function coefficient of the Standard Model and Ab; stands
for the beta function coefficients by the contributions from the fields with mass 1/(2R).
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Eliminating ¢?(1/(2R)), we obtain
1 11

FUR) 200, ~ sl m(MzR) = Abiln2). (5)

The weak mixing angle at the compactification scale can be rewritten into that at the
Z-boson mass scale by using the RGE,

1 1 (M _ -1
L P S S PPN ¢ Rk el
2 Y
4 B+ 14 i =07 T 5 (B8 In(MzR) — Aby In2)

(89)

where a relation gy = g;/+/3 is put in the third equality and the RGE is utilized in
the last equality. After some algebra, we find an expression for the weak mixing angle at
the Z-boson masse scale as

—3938%) (9~ B Im(MR) + (A, — A2} (90)

sin? Oy (My) = |4 —
In order to obtain the weak mixing angle at the Z-boson mass scale, we have only to
calculate the beta function coefficients Ab; o from the contributions of the fields with mass
1/(2R). Let us consider each contribution in the case (3) of 3 x 48+ 4+ 1 x 28(+%) -2 x
84+%) in order.
As for the gauge field A, and the scalar fields of Asg, the representations of the fields
with a mass 1/(2R;) are the following.

485 (1,2)5; Y+ 1,29,V + 3,257+ 3.2 )+ T @it (4,),

3/2 —3/2 1/2
(91)
(1,2)5" 7+ (L2557 + (3,2) 5,7 + 3.2 + )5S+ (LD (4,
(92)
1,2)0,7 + (1,25, + 3,257+ 3,20 ST @it (4
(1,2)y5 7+ (1,2) 55, +(3,2) )y " +(3,2)  + (L)L + (L1 (Ae).
(93)

Note that the fields with SU(2), singlet and vanishing hypercharge are neglected since
they have no contributions to the running of the SU(2); and U(1)y gauge couplings.
Corresponding beta function coefficients of A,, A5 ¢ are calculated as follows.

2 2
Ab (gauge) = — (% - é) X [(;) x4+ (%) x 12+ 1% x 2] = —1§—0, (94)

11 3 1 1 62
Abg(gauge):—gxL—l><8+6><2><§><8:—§, (95)
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which results in Ab; — Aby = —?.

As for the fermion in the 48 dimensional representation, Corresponding beta function
coefficients are calculated by taking into account Dirac fermions in this calculation.

3\° 1\°
x[(§) ><2><2+(§) ><6><2+12><2]><3:56, (96)

1
><§><8><3:16. (97)

Abl (48 X 3) =

Lol i ol i

Ab2(48 X 3) =

which results in Ab; — Aby = 40.
As for the fermion in the 28, 84 dimensional representations, the fields of mass 1/(2R5)
with Zy parities (Ps, Pi) = (4+,—),(—,+) in SU(2);, x U(1)y representation are found as

845 (6,2)1 ;7 + (3,25, + @105 + 1,90 + 1,3
+ (1, 2)(_7"‘7—) + (]_, 2)£_7+,—) + (1’ 1)(—27—,-%)' (98)

Corresponding beta function coefficients are calculated as follows.

X [(%)2 x (6+2)+ 17

1 8
- 1) =-. 1
x5 x(3+1) =3 (100)

Ab;(28) = =4, (99)

ol b ol i

Aby(28) =

which results in Ab; — Aby = %.

2 2
Ab1(84x2):§xl(g> ><4+<—) X (124+2) +12x 3+ (=1)* x 3
N 3\?
+<—§) ><6+(—2)2><1+(—§> ><2] X 2 =76, (101)
4 1 1
Abg(84x2):§x{5+§><(6+3+2)+2}x2:%, (102)

where T'(2) = 1/2,T(3) = 2,T(4) = % = 5 for SU(2) are used. Therefore, we
obtain Abl — Abg = 13&

Collecting all of the results —, l) together, we obtain the beta function
coefficients contributing from the fields with mass 1/(2R)

78 4 128
Aby— Abp = =2 +40+ o + —= =58, (103)
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Substituting these results, % =29.57...,1/R; = 7.5 TeV and bi™ = L, 05M = -2

into (90]), we find the weak mixing angle at the Z-boson mass scale

3g5(M.) -

sin? Oy (M) = |4 — = {®™M — 5" In(MzRs) + 58In2}|  ~0.246.  (104)
s

The result is good agreement with the experimental data sin? 6y ~ 0.23 at the weak scale.

6 Conclusions

In this paper, we have proposed a model of 6D SU(7) grand Gauge-Higgs Unification
with the compactification S'/Zy x S'/Z,, where the SM Higgs field is embedded in a zero
mode of the fifth component of the gauge field A5 and which is an extension of 5D SU(4)
GHU with a weak mixing angle sin? 60y = 1/4 at the compactification scale. As for the
SM fermions, the charged leptons can be embedded into a 6D fermion in a two-rank anti-
symmetric tensor representation and their Yukawa couplings are generated through the
higher dimensional gauge coupling. The quarks are introduced as 4D fields localized at the
fixed points since the hypercharges of the bulk field are fixed to be integers or half-integers
in our model and the quarks with fractional hypercharges cannot be assigned to the bulk
fields. Yukawa couplings of quarks are localized on the fixed point and the Higgs field is
replaced by As zero mode.

We calculate one-loop effective potential of the Higgs field and investigate whether the
correct pattern of electroweak symmetry breaking and a realistic Higgs mass are realized
in our model. In a case of the gauge field only, it was found that the desired electroweak
symmetry breaking did not take place. Then, a potential analysis by introducing massless
6D fermions in 7,28,48 and 84 representations was performed. We have examined all
possible combinations up to six fermions and found some solutions realizing both of the
correct pattern of electroweak symmetry breaking and the realistic Higgs mass 125 GeV.
The compactification scale of the fifth dimension is also predicted corresponding to each
solutions obtained above, 1/Rs ~ 7.5 TeV for instance. Furthermore, one-loop RGE
effects of the weak mixing angle was calculated for the case (3) in Table 1. The weak
mixing angle at the weak scale predicted by one-loop RGE calculations was shown to be
in good agreement with the experimental data.

There are several issues to be explored although our model is good as the starting
point toward constructing a more realistic model. First, since Yukawa couplings for quarks
localized at the fixed point and those for leptons generated from the gauge coupling in
the bulk are not related in our model, the predictions specific to GUT cannot be expected
in flavor sector, as it stands. In order to avoid this situation, one of the ideas is that all
SM fermions are considered to be localized at the fixed points and Yukawa couplings are
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generated by coupling the bulk fermions to the localized SM fermions as in [6,/15]. Second,
the gauge coupling unification is interesting in our model in that the electroweak gauge
group SU(4) and the strong gauge group SU(3) are unified into the gauge group SU(7)
in 6D. Quantitative analysis by one-loop RGE of the gauge couplings should be performed
in future. Proton decay analysis is also important. Since the mass of X,Y gauge bosons
is small in our model, this causes rapid proton decay if they can couple to quarks and
leptons. How the dangerous proton decay processes can be forbidden, for instance, by
some symmetries and what kind of decay modes can be predicted in our model are left for

our future work.
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A SU(7) generators

In this section, the SU(7) generators are summarized.
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B Calculation of KK masses for the 6D gauge bosons

B.1 Diagonalization of the mass matrices for 4D gauge field

In this subsection, we calculate the KK masses for the 4D gauge boson. The relevant mass

terms is given by

1 a a 1 a a
SAL(DS DAY+ 5 A (D DO AY)

_ _%AZ{<Iab85 +fa44bRg5) (Ibc85 +fb44c%5> +[“8686}A“c+'“ . (128)
where (A3%) = &=~ Nonvanishing SU(7) structure constants f% including 44 index are
f154445 _ %’ f164437 _ %’ f174436 =, f184439 — %’ f194438 — _17
1 1 1 1 1
promaL _ > a0 _ -5 a3 _ > a2 _ -5 s _ 7
BT _ %’ paadas _ %, 55 _ \/g (129)
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Let us diagonalize the mass matrices in order.

First, we focus on the KK masses matrix in a = 15, 24, 35, 45 sector.

/d%/dmﬁ 5+++) A24+++) Au(+++) A45+,7,7) )

_ 92 2 a? _ a? a? &
a a 4R2 4v/3R2 fRQ a5
_ o? _ 92 _ 92 o?
4\/§R§ % =0+ 123 Vs RZ ~Vors 0
X 2 )
__or o _ 2 2 _ Qi
V6R2 3V2R? 05 — 05 + 3R7 2\/7 85
_ o _a 2a g —_92 _ 92
Rs 85 V/3Rs 65 2\/?1%5 5 65 aﬁ + R
1
1L 15(0,0) 24(0,0) 35(0,0)
=5 (Ao a0 4
a® __a® a?
4R? 4V3R2 \fR2 Ar15(0,0)
2 a? 94
©24(0,0)
X 4\f RZ  12R? 3\f RZ A
o? A#35(0,0)
f R?  3V2R? 3R§
1 o
L 15(n,0) 24(n,0) 35(n,0)  445(n,0)
Fo (A g 4500 gl
n=1
no+ o o? __o? na
R | 4R y VT R2 VBR? R2 4 15(m,0)
(8% no
4v/3R2 R2 + 121'%2 3v2R2 V3R2 Ar24(n,0)
% __o? a’ n? 4 2a2 _2\/§m Am35(n,0)
2 2 2 2 2
VoRS 3\/§R5 s 3 1 An45(n.0)
na _ _na —9,/2na n? 4 o
12 V3R SR W R
1 o0
15(0, 24(0, 35(0,
_,__E: A“(m) Au(m) Au(m)
2
m=1
m? o _a? __a? 150.m)
2 2 2 b} nw m
RZ 24R5 . 4\/§1i% \O/ER5 AM o
X 4\f B R T hRE 3 A ’
o m2 1 202 Au35(0,m)
xf R? 3V2R? RZ " 3RZ
1 oo o0
} : Z 15(n, 24(n, 35(n, 45(n,
+ = Au (n,m) Au (n,m) Au (n,m) Au (n,m)
2
n=1 m=1
n? + m? + o? __a? a? no
R3 © R§  AR3 4v/3R2 f RZ R2
__a® n? + m? + _a?_ __no
4V/3R2 RZ " RZ " 12RZ 3\[32 V3RZ
% a? a? n? 2 na
- =5+ 5 ;2 TP —24/5%5
V6R2 3V2R2 RZ ' RZ ' 3RZ 3R2
nao no 2 no o?
R? V3R2 2\/ 55 R2 T F R2 + &
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Diagonalizing these mass matrices, we obtain the KK mass eigenvalues.

9 0. 0 o> n? n? (n+a)?
m = _— —_ — ——
n,m ) 2 2 2 D) )
Rs Ry I3 R
m? m? o> m? n® m? n? m? (nta)? m?

+

T L L N R 131
RRRE ReE e r r T

where m,n=1,--- , 00.
The mass matrix in a = 16 — 37 sector is

2

1 —02 — 02 + % _&05 A,ulﬁ
_ d d AIG A37 4R5 , +,—)
2/ x5/ Te ( w(—+,—) p(—=—+) ) ( —85 —82 82 40;%2 A#—gf—, )

n 1y2 n
5 Z Z < :“’ > (n+ )a (n+%)2 m2 a? AW 37(n,m)
n=0 m=1 R2 R? + RZ + 4RZ

(132)

Diagonalizing these mass matrices, we obtain the KK mass eigenvalues.

1 a2 2

=5 1+ 55 133
where n = 0,--- ,00,m = 1,--- ,00. The KK mass eigenvalues in a = 18 — 39,20 — 41

sectors can be similarly obtained.
The mass matrix a = 17 — 36 sector is

2

1 —02 — 62 < i(% A“N
= [ das [ dxe (AL A3 T i

0o 0o (n+3)? (nt3)a 17(n,m)
lz Z AL 43600 ot R R2 + i 4R2 R Aptrinm
9 A (n+3 o (n+3)? | m2 | a2 An36(nm) |
n=0 m=1 R2 R? + RZ T 4RZ
(134)
Diagonalizing this mass matrix, we obtain the KK mass eigenvalues.
1 a2 2
=—2 =7 4+ 135
where n = 0,--- ,00,m = 1,--- ,00. The KK masses in a = 19 — 38,21 — 40 sectors can

be similarly obtained.
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The mass matrix in a = 22 — 43 sector is

—62 82 a22 _&05
/d$5/d$6 ) Ao ) ( 29, TR R B

La® m00) gu22000)

T 24R2
2 2
1 22(n.0 43(n,0 = tir —% An22(n.0)
+§Z 22(n0)  443( >> L RN s 500)
R RZTIRZ

2 2

2

6

(A
4 % il (7;; 4 4_R2> Aiz(o,m)Aum(o,m)
>

R
2

m
n=l1 RZ R§+R2 +4R§

Diagonalizing these mass matrices, we obtain the KK mass eigenvalues.

a2 n + g)2 Oé2 m2 (TL + Q)Q m2
m ., = 29 ( 22 ) 5 T 5o 22 + 5
' 4R Rz 4R = R§ Rz Rg
where m,n=1,--- , 00.

The mass matrix in a = 23 — 42 sector is

a2 o]

—R - R+ s 70
. 5 — 06 T 1Rz R5 7P
/dx5/dx6 +++) ANQ( 7_v_) ) ( —%85 i _8§ _58% +
5

A23 (0,0) Au23 0,0)

n? 4 om?  a? _na 22
A22 n,m) 43(n,m) RZ + R2 + 4RZ R2 Ar (n,m)
no n? 2 o? Au43(n,m)

)

(136)

(137)

23
>(MHM

a? AHA42
4R? (=)

24R2
n2 + 042 no A)u'23( 0)
(n 4 n, RZ 4R? RZ "
4z Z( A23(n.0) 2(0)>( 5@ 5 n_2+5a_2>(Au42(n,0))
R? R: T ARZ
E () e
2 m=1 R% 4R§ '
) o e n2 +m2 4 a? na A‘MZB( )
23(n,m) 42(71’7”) RZ R 4R B o
SRS (e ap ) (BUEE B (4
n=1m=1 Rg Rg Rg 4Rg

Diagonalizing this matrix, we obtain the KK mass eigenvalues.

a2 (nE2)2 o2 m?2 (nt2)? m?
Mipm = ( 22) + #Jf—za

nm AR RE AR B2 RP R2

where m,n=1,--- , c0.
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The mass matrix in a = 33 — 47 sector is

0 (nt3)? | o2 (nt3)a 1033(n.0)
_ lz ( A33(n.0)  447(n,0) ) R2 ) 1RZ ; R2 A
9 I H (n+3)a (n+3)> | a2 ArAT
n=0 R2 R2 T iR
0o 00 ("+l)2 m? o2 ("Jrl)a
1 Z Z 33 (n,m) 47(n,m) Rg + R_g + @ R§ Au33(n,m)
2 (n+3)o (n+3)? | 2 a2 AmAT(n,m)
n=0m=1 R 7R Tam
(140)
Diagonalizing this mass matrix, we obtain the KK mass eigenvalues.
n+ilt2)2 (n4l42)2 2
mz ety (ntot5)  m (141)
’ R; R; Ry
where n =0, -+ ,00,m =1,---,00. The KK masses in a = 34 — 46 sector can be similarly

obtained.
The KK masses of the 4D gauge boson dependent on the VEV « are summarized below.

2 2 + 2 4+ @)2 ~_'_l:i:g 2
mim:a_y a_2><27 (n 204) : (n 22) x 2, w X 2,
™ R: AR: R? R? R2
o? m? )2 m2 n+ a)? m2
IRk (22+—2 , ) 2) + o
R:  Rg R R R? R2
(n+$)? m2) <(ﬁ+lig)2 m2>
ety | X2, (R 5y ) X8, (142)
( R3 R R? R?
wheren=1,--- joo,n=0,--- ,000m=1,--+ 00.

B.2 Diagonalization of the mass matrices for As;, Ag

The relevant mass terms for As, Ag are the following.
1 1
FAG(DsD7A)" + (95 45)* (D7 A%)" = 5 (06 A5)" (9" A7)
1 « «
— _ZA@ [ab a44b Ibc b4dc A6C
5 6( s + f R5)< Os + f R5)

1 1
o AL (170505 + [oH0—-85 ) A%+ S AL (170505 + [P0 ) AP
2 R; 2 R;

1
- 5A§(I“8686)A5C e (143)
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The mass matrices in a = 15 — 24 — 35 — 45 sector are

1 15 24 35 15 24 45
3 / das / des (AR AL AR AR [ Ay A A AR
— 2 0 0 0 0506 0 0 ~ g o
a2
0 02 0 0 0 350 0 5 er 3
2
0 0 02 0 0 0 0506 2 29
92 mao mao 2 ma
0 0 0 6 2R5Rs , 2fR5R6 \/>R5R6 9506
X mo 92 at
9505 0 0 2R5R¢ 95 + 4R2 4\fR2 \fRZ 5
mo _ 2 __o
0 8586 0 2\/§R5R6 4\/§R§ 85 12R2 3\[R2 \/§R585
/2 ma _a? o? . 2 a
0 0 9506 3Rs5Re V6RZ 3ﬁR§ 05 + 3R§ 7 9
_a /2 _a _oa a _92 4 o2
A \/g S0 050 205 s 20, —024
A5 15
RO
P
S
X A(+7_7_)
AG 15
Gaim ™)
G
A
A
(77777)
o0
1 Z ( A§5(O’m) Aé5(0,m) A§4(0,m) A25(O,m) >
2
m=1
m2 mao mao 2 mao
R% 2R5Rg 2\[R5R6 R5R6 A545(0,m)
)
e Q- A615(0,m)
2Rs5R¢ 4R? zl\f};'%2 fRQ
X __ ma __a? A624(0,m)
2V3RsRs | 4V3R2 123? VIR RS 635(0,m)
_ \/5 ma | __a? a? 202 AP
2
3 RsRe V6RZ 3V2R2 3RZ
l & A
5(n,m) 24(n,m) 35(n,m) 45(n,m) 15(n,m) 24(n,m) 35(n,m) 45(n,m)
T Z Z ( As As As Ag Ag Ag Ag
n=1m=1
m2 nm mo
= 0 0 0 — 0 0 — g
m? _ nm mao
0 R2 0 0 0 RsRs 0 2v/3R5Rs
m> nm 2 _ma
0 0 R—g 0 0 0 — g 2 ma
0 0 m? mao mao _ /2 _ma nm
R2 2Rs5Re 2fR5R(, 3 RsRg RsRe
X _nm 0 0 mo n? 4« ~a? no
R5Rs 2R5Re R2 41’%2 4\f R2 V6R2 R2
Rs R 2v/3R5Rs 4f R? R? 12Rg 3V2R? V3R2
0 0 __nm _ /2 _ma __a? o n? 4 202 —9 2 na
R5Rs 3 Rs5 Rg V6R2 3V2R?2 RZ " 3RZ 3R§
__ma mao 2 ma nm na __na -9 2na +
2RsRs  24/3Rs5Rg 3 R5Rg Rs5Rs R2 V3RZ 3 R2 Rg R2
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A5 15(n,m)
AP 24(n,m)
A5 35(n,m)
A545(n,m)
x AG 15(n,m (144)
AS 24(n,m)
A635(n,m)
A645(n,m)
Diagonalizing these mass matrices, we obtain the KK mass eigenvalues.
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
5 > m* n® m* n® m* (nta)? m
mnmzoa 07 07 07 07 07 07_+_7_+_7_+_7—+_7 (145)
’ RmRE RRE R B R
where m,n =1,--- ,00.
The mass matrices in a = 16 — 37 sector are
1 16 37 16 37
3 / dzs / drg (A5 A5 1o [ Al Aot )
2 a
o w| ma B (A
_ __a 537
X aoa « g 822R5 22 504 g AG%L
O e |~ tam TS| AL
« a 2 «
—mﬁgg 8536 R_585 —65 + m A(+7_7+)
~ (nt3)° | o2 (nt3)o
— 12( AL6(0)  437(n.0) ) m tiw TR AP 10(0)
9 6 6 _ (n+3)a (n+3)? 4 2 A637(n,0)
n=0 RZ RZ 4R?
1 o 16(n,m) 37(n,m) 16(n,m) 37(n,m)
m? 0 (n+%)m __ma
RZ RsRs 25 g A5 16(n,m)
0 m? ma _(nt3)m 537(n,m)
< | el n - (146)
(7L+ 2 )m mo (n+ 2) a2 (n+ 2 )a AG 16(71,771)
RsRe 2R5 o T TR A637(n.m)
ma (nt3)m (nty)a  (mh3)* | 42
T 2RsRs  RsRs T R2 R2 + 4RZ
Diagonalizing these mass matrices, we obtain the Kk mass eigenvalues.
1 a\2 1 a2 2
2 (nt3£5)° (+3£5)° m
m, =0, 0, , + —, 147
where n = 0,--- ,00,m = 1,--- ;00. The KK masses in a = 18 — 39,20 — 41 sectors can

be similarly obtained.
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The mass matrices in a = 17 — 36 sector are

17 36 7 36
/d%/dxfi (45 S(-—t) A1) Ag 6(+ ) A6t )
_82

00| %% el \ (A
0 -0 3796 0506 AP35
X « 2 o’ o T
8586 - 2R a 8 4R2 __85 , A?ﬁ?‘h*)
a o 2 ot 636
(n+3)* | a2 (nt3)a
_ 1 Z 17 (n0)  436(n.0) m TRz I AB17(0)
o 6 (’IL“!‘%)OC (n“!‘%)Q + a_2 A636(n70)
R R 1R2
17 (n,m 36(n,m 17(n,m 36(n,m
4z ZZ( ) 430 | g1Tmm) 4360 >)
n=0 m=1
m? 0 (n—l—%)m ma
R% RsRg 2R51‘E6 A5 17(n,m)
m? mo (n+3) n.m
o) L. R I (148)
n+tDm  ma (n+3)? 4 (n+1)a A617(n,m)
RsRg 2R5Rs R? 4R? R2 A636(n,m)
ma__ (ntz)m (nt3)a (n+3)? | o
2R5Re RsRg RZ RZ 4R
Diagonalizing these mass matrices, we obtain the KK mass eigenvalues.
1 a2 1 a2

2
= 07 07 ’ 92
o 2 A

where n = 0,--- ,00,m = 1,--- ,00. The KK masses in a = 19 — 38,21 — 40 sectors can

be similarly obtained.
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The mass matrices in a = 22 — 43 sectors are

/dl‘5/d£l§'6 A5(+ 3 A 5(+,+,4) A6(—,+,+) A6(—,—,_) )
2
P B RN
« 0 —0s E%Q 0506 AP f?+,+
(€] 2 [0 0%
@ o o 643
_Ea6 8586 R_585 m A(_’_’_)
ad 2 mao
— 1 A43(0,m) A22(07m) R_g ‘ " 2R5Rs A543(0 )
2 Z b ‘ 6 __ma 1 o A622(0.m)
m=1 2RsRe | RZ | ARZ
1 — 22(n,m 43(n,m 22(n,m 43(n.m
F I3 (A B | gz g )
n=1m=1
m? nm mao
R 02 " RsRs 2R5Rg A522(n,m)
0 % | “mm  mm 458300
| T am —ma [ a2 4+ o _na A622(n,m)
2 2
:;ZR(S Qn}}qiRﬁ RZ nsR " R5a2 A643(n,m)
2Rs5R¢ RsRg RQ R_g + m

Diagonalizing these mass matrices, we obtain the KK mass eigenvalues.

2

a)?

m2

2
9 « m? (n£§
=0, 0, 0, —, ——=— + —
M =0 00 g TR TR T gD
where m,n=1,--- , 00.
The mass matrices in a = 23 — 42 sector is
23 42 23 42
/dwE’/dxb (43 5 sl | As—en As——m) )
S R e S ) S
~O5% Tag%6 | T g 500 A
a 2 « 642
3R: %0 0506 R_565 —85 + Py A(_7_ 0
2
1 42(0,m 23(0,m ® | 3ken A>420.m)
:§Z<A5(7)‘A6(7)> T o A6230m)
2R5Rg 4R§

m=1

1 o 23(n,m 42(n,m 23(n,m 42(n,m
+522(A5< )AL | g23mm) - g42 >>

n=1 m=1
_2 0 __nm mao
RZ , R5Rg 2Rs5Rs A5 23(n,m)
m_ mo nm 5 42 ,
o 0 R2 3Rs Rs Rs Re Apa2(nm)
_ nm mo 4 o? no Aﬁ 23(n,m)
RsRs 2RsRs | RZ ' 4R2 RZ
5 5 2 5 9 Aﬁ 42(n,m)
o mo nm no n _|_ Q
2RsRs  RsRg RZ RZ T ARZ
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Diagonalizing these mass matrices, we obtain the Kk mass eigenvalues.

a? m2 (n+9)?2 m?
=0, 0, 0, — 27 153
wmTR TR TR (153)

where m,n =1,--- ,00.

The mass matrices in @ = 33 — 47 sector are

e [y (A A | A AT
_82

- —5r-06 506 APET
X -0 La — 92 j o2 _ap ﬁ%
56 2R; 76 57 4R2 Rs 0 , (——+)
« « 2 « 647
maﬁ 6586 R—585 —65 -+ m A(_7+7_)
1 - 33(n,m 47(n,m 33(n,m 47(n,m
=3 (_A5< )AL | g33mm) 447 >>
n=0 m=1
m? 0 o (n+%)m mo
R% R5Rg 2R5 1?6 AS 33(n,m)
m? mo (nt3)m
X i i  2FsRe S Avirn (154)
(ntz)m ma | 013)° | &2 (n+Da A6330mm) | -
T RsRg " 2RsR¢ R2 + 4R§ R2 A6 47(n,m)
ma _ (ntg3)m (n+1)a (n+3)? L
2R5Rs Rs5Rg R2 32 4R?2
Diagonalizing these mass matrices, we obtain the KK mass eigenvalues.
1 a2 2
> (nt3£5)° m
mnm = 07 07 + 759 (155)
| BR
where n =0,--- ,00,m =1,--- ,00. The KK masses in a = 34 — 46 sector can be similarly

obtained.

The KK masses of A, Ag dependent on the VEV « are summarized below.

~ 1 a2 2 2 2 2 2 2
) (n+5%+%) at m a m (nta)” m
(2273 )y L0 9 =Y
M, m ( R X’Rfﬁg mTR)Y TR TR
(32  m (+3*gP  m

wheren=1,--- ,oo,n=0,--- ,00o0m=1,---, 0.

The KK mass spectrum of fermions can be obtained similar to those of the 6D gauge
boson, but we do not repeat the similar calculations since the KK mass spectrum can be
easily found by group theoretical considerations described in the main text.

35



C Calculation of one-loop effective potential

In this section, the calculation of the one-loop effective potential is discussed in some detail

by taking the 4D gauge field contributions, for example.
o 4 d4pE
Veg = 2 4
2(271') R5 R6 (27’(’)

2 o? 2 (%)2
x < log pE—I—ﬁ% + 2log pE+R—g
+

00 a2  m2 (g)2 m2
+ Z [1og<p% + Vi2 + ﬁ) + 21og<p%E + }2%2 + ﬁ)}

. 2 /d4pE
N (27T)2R5R6 (271')4

4

0o 0o 1 a 2
n—s—% m

+6 log|pp+ ( —2—2 ) +(— : 157
> Sowsfot ("4 ) 4 (3 151
In the second equality, the mode summation with respect to n is rewritten to the summation
from —oo to co. Here, we define the first term, the second term, the third term and the

fourth term in 1} as V;%(J“J“H, Ve%(ﬁ*’*), V;QHH’*’H and Ve?f(fﬂr’*).
The partial derivative of the first term of the potential ‘/eﬁﬂf(J“J“H with respect to « is
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calculated as

V) ~1 / d'pr

da 2n2RIRs ) (2m)i

Z Z n—uo

— ? m 2 2 n—o 2
n=—00 M=—00 pE + ( 7 + <R_6> n=—o00 P+ ( o >

By I' function formula

it can be rewritten as

8‘/'69(+’++ dpE B oo n—a _(n=a)% L (m)
f(goz 27r2R2RG/ / 77 Rs ‘ (RS) Z ¢ <R6> e

n=—oo

By noticing the Poisson resummation formura and its ¢ derivative,

i Z \/7 (an) 27rznat (159)

n=-—00 n=-—o0o

> t n ta TRn
3 ”;O‘ (e Z R\ S (imn)e Lt —orinat (160)

n=-—00 n=-—00
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the partial derivative of the potential can be further rewritten in a useful form.

A /w L \/? !
Oa 27r2R5R6 (2m)* t
% Z R2 / ’L’7TTL (ﬂR5n) +27rzna{ Z RG \/> (WR6m) }

— 1 ° 1
= —ﬁ_/ dt — (Z7T)
212 Rg (47)% Jo 3

> U n 2 . U m
% Z’I’Le_( Rf ) (627rmo¢ _ —27rznoz {22 Rﬁ \/j _( Re )2 i RG \/§—|— 1}
n=1

2\/_R6Zu e~ (szn) +(7rR6m)) +ﬁR6 u4 e—(ﬂR5n)2u+u% e(TFREm)QU}

2 g nsm 27ma

r®) I'(3) r(3)
/el Z . (xRon)? + (xRem)?)? vl (ARon)o T (mww}

/—/‘\

/—HQ‘Q‘ X

. = 4 2 3
- ;"SIH(%"“) {mz (FRom)? + (nRom)2f | (xRan)® 4<wR5n>5R6}

In the third equality, the changing of variable t = 1/u is performed in the ¢ integral.
I'(3) =2 and I'(3) = 2/7 are used in the last line. Integrating the above result, we can
obtain the one-loop effective potentialﬁ

4 2 3
ICH+H) 5 ‘
ot 32773 Z (FBon)? & (rBgm)?)’ | (xRan)o  A(xRan) Rg cos(2mna)
(161)

Sa indepedent constant which is an integration constant is irerevant in our analysis of the electroweak
symmetry breaking.
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The other potentials V;%H’*’*), Vf&“’iﬂ and Ve?f(fﬁ“f) can be calculated similarly.

L 4 2 3
yot=o) o + + cos(mna),
eff 1671'3 {Z 7TR5TL) (ﬂ.R6m)2>3 (7TR5n)6 4(7TR5TL)5R6 ( )
(162)
4 2 3
y et + + —1)" cos(mna),
eff 167?3 {Z 7TR5n) (WRGm)Z)?’ (7TR5n)6 4(7TR57’L)5R6 ( ) ( )
(163)
_ 4 2 3
yoto) o + — —1)" cos(mna
off 167r3 { Z ((rRsn)? + (mRgm)?)®  (wRsn)S  4(wRsn)Rg } (=1) (mna)
(164)
Finally, the one-loop effective potential from the 4D gauge field contributions is obtained.
4 2 3
Vi = + + 165
ff 327T3 { Z 7rR5n) (7TR6m>2)3 (7TR5n)6 4(7TR5TL)5R6 } ( )
x {cos(2mna) + 2 cos(mna) + 2(—1)" cos(mna)}

4 2 3
+ —
—~ ((rRsn)? + (nRem)?)’  (7Rsn)®  4(mRsn)°Rs

} 6(—1)" cos(mna).
(166)
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