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Abstract

The wave functions and Yukawa couplings of the top and bottom quarks in the
SO(5) x U(1) gauge-Higgs unification model are determined. The result is summa-
rized in the effective interactions for Oy (z) = 0 + H(z)/fr where 0 is the Wilson

line phase and H (x) is the 4D Higgs field. The Yukawa, WW H and ZZH couplings
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vanish at 0y = 5m. There emerges the possibility that the Higgs particle becomes

stable.
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In the standard model of electroweak interactions the electroweak (EW) symmetry is
spontaneously broken by the Higgs field, the mechanism of which is yet to be scrutinized
and confirmed by experiments. The Higgs particle is expected to be found at LHC in the
coming years. It is not clear at all, however, if the Higgs particle appears as described
in the standard model. It is often argued from a theoretical point of view that the natu-
ralness and stability against radiative corrections to the Higgs field indicate the existence
of supersymmetry underlying the nature. Other scenarios with the naturalness have also
been proposed, among which are the little Higgs theory, the Higgsless model, and the
gauge-Higgs unification scenario. [, 2] 3]

Recently there has been significant progress in the gauge-Higgs unification scenario in
which the 4D Higgs field is identified with a part of the extra-dimensional component of
gauge fields in higher dimensions.[4]-[37] The Higgs field appears as an Aharonov-Bohm
(AB) phase, or a Wilson line phase, in the extra dimension, thereby the EW symme-
try being dynamically broken by the Hosotani mechanism.[6l [7, [§] The SO(5) x U(1)x
gauge-Higgs unification model in the Randall-Sundrum (RS) warped space-time has been
extensively studied to give definitive predictions.[9]-[15]

The nature of the Higgs field as an AB phase plays a decisive role here. Let us denote
the Wilson line phase along the extra dimension by 6. The effective potential Vg (0y)
becomes finite at the one loop level thanks to the AB phase nature of #5. The neutral
Higgs field H(x) corresponds to four-dimensional fluctuations of 0. It immediately follows
that the Higgs mass, related to the curvature of Vg at the minimum, is predicted at a finite
value, once the matter content of the theory is specified. Another distinctive prediction is
obtained for the Higgs couplings to W and Z. In the RS warped spacetime the WW H
and ZZ H couplings are suppressed by a factor cos 0y compared with those in the standard
model !

Inclusion of quarks and leptons, particularly of top and bottom quarks, is crucial to have
EW symmetry breaking. Medina, Shar, and Wagner (MSW) proposed an SO(5) x U(1)x
gauge-Higgs unification model with top and bottom quarks in which the EW symmetry
breaking is induced.[I4] More recently Hosotani, Oda, Ohnuma and Sakamura (HOOS)

have proposed a model with simpler matter content and many predictions.[15] It has been
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shown there that Veg () is minimized at 0y = 57 and the Higgs mass is predicted around

Tt has been discussed that the suppression occurs in a wider class of models.[38]



50 GeV. The LEP2 bound for the Higgs mass is evaded thanks to the vanishing ZZH
coupling at 6y = %71‘.

The purpose of the present paper is two-fold. The Yukawa couplings of quarks to the
4D Higgs field stem from gauge interactions in the extra-dimension. We first evaluate the
4D Yukawa couplings in the HOOS model in the Kaluza-Klein approach by determining
the wave functions of the Higgs field and quarks, inserting them into the five-dimensional
action, and integrating over the extra-dimensional coordinate. Secondly we develop an
effective interaction approach for the Higgs couplings to quarks. As the Higgs field is a
fluctuation mode of 0y, the Yukawa couplings are related to the #y-dependence of the
masses of quarks in this approach. We shall see that the Yukawa couplings in the HOOS
model determined in these two approaches coincide with each other with high accuracy.
This establishes the validity of the effective interactions at low energies, which enables us
to deduce higher-order Higgs couplings such as H"tt by bypassing laborious procedure of
summing over contributions of intermediate Kaluza-Klein (KK) excited states.

We analyze the SO(5) x U(1)x model with top and bottom quarks specified in ref. [15],
following the notation there. The model is defined in the Randall-Sundrum (RS) warped
spacetime whose metric is given by

ds* = %{nuydx“dx” + dk_z;} (1)
for 1 < z < zp. The bulk region 1 < 2z < z;, is an AdS spacetime with the cosmological con-
stant A = —6k?, being sandwiched by the Planck brane at z = 1 and by the TeV brane at
2 = zp. The warp factor zy, is large, typically around 10'3 to 10'7. The SO(5)xU(1)x gauge
symmetry is broken to SO(4) x U(1)x by the orbifold boundary conditions at the Planck
and TeV branes with the parity matrices given by Py = P, = diag(—1,—1,—1,—1,1). The
symmetry is further broken to SU(2), x U(1)y by additional interactions at the Planck

brane.

The 4D Higgs field appears as a zero mode in the SO(5)/SO(4) part of the fifth di-
mensional component of the vector potential A%(z,z) (a = 1,---,4), which is expanded
as

a a 2
Aw,2) = 0" @pn() o pulz) = | ——— 2 2)
k(z; — 1)

An SO(4) vector ¢ forms an SU(2);, doublet @ (2)! = (1/v/2)(¢? + id', ¢* — i¢?) cor-
responding to the Higgs doublet in the standard model. Without loss of generality one
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can assume (¢?) = vd* when the EW symmetry is spontaneously broken by the Hosotani
mechanism. Let us denote the generators of SO(5)/SO(4) by T* (a = 1,---,4). In the
vectorial representation (T‘l)ab = (1/v/2)(0a50p4 — 0aadps ), Whereas in the spinorial represen-
tation 7% = (1/2v/2)I, ® 7. The Wilson line phase 6 is given by exp{£0x(2v2 T} =
exp{iga [{* dz(A.)} so that

1 22 -1 gunVvkL

0, = = .
" QgAU k 2 TMKK

(3)
Here the SO(5) gauge coupling constant g4 in five dimensions is related to the four-
dimensional SU(2); gauge coupling constant g by ¢ = ga/v/L where L = k~'In z;, is the
size of the fifth dimension in the y (= k7' In2) coordinate. The Kaluza-Klein mass scale
is given by mgx = wk(z, — 1) ~ k2t
by mw ~ \/k/Lz;"|sinfy|. The value for § is dynamically determined such that the

effective potential Vig(fy) is minimized. In the HOOS model 0y = %71’. With my, and

The W boson mass is approximately given

zp, given, k and mgk are fixed. For z; = 10 to 107, k ranges from 4.4 x 10'° GeV to
5.0 x 10 GeV, but mkxk varies only from 1.38 TeV to 1.58 TeV. Physics predictions do not
sensitively depend on the parameter z; in this range.

The main focus in the present paper is given on fermions and their interactions. Let us
consider fermion multiplets containing top and bottom quarks. In the bulk region 1 < z <
2, two SO(5) vector multiplets, ¥, (a = 1,2), are introduced with the action Lferion =
Zi:l %{WGD(CQ)\IIQ%—h.C.} where ¢, denotes the dimensionless bulk mass parameter. Each
of W,’s consists of SO(4) vector and singlet components. The former is decomposed into

two SU(2), doublets with SU(2)x charges T5% = +1;

e[ (2)0. ()0,
lf)el)ed,

1

3
The subscript % or —% indicates the U(1)x charge Qx. The electric charge is given by
Qr = T° + T°% + Qx. The orbifold boundary condition is given by ¥,(z,y; — y) =
PV, (z,y; +y) in the y coordinate with (yo,y1) = (0,L). This leads to zero modes
in Qar, qar, t and by, where the subscripts L and R denote the left- and right-handed

components in four dimensions, respectively.



In addition to the bulk fermions, three right-handed multiplets localized on the Planck
brane, belonging to (3,0) representation of SU(2), x SU(2), are introduced;

. Tr . Ur . Xr
X1R = B ; X2rR = B , X3R = ¢ . (5)
R/ 76 R/ 16 R/ _5/6

Here the subscripts 7/6 etc. represent the U(1)x charges. The brane fermions x,r have,
besides gauge invariant kinetic terms on the Planck brane, mass terms with q; and Q.
given by
3
gz = =i00)] 2 il Qs + ithan p+ () )
a=1

The four brane mass parameters, z,, and ji have dimensions of (mass)!/2. We suppose that
p?, 1> > mgg. In this case the only relevant parameter for the spectrum at low energies
turns out the ratio fi/us ~ my/my.

In ref. [15] the spectrum of various fields were determined in the twisted gauge achieved
by a gauge transformation

2 2

Q(z) = exp {if(z) fT4} , 0(z) = Op . (7)

2

In the twisted gauge Ay = QA,QF — (1/9)Q0,Q1 and the background field vanishes,
(Ay ) =0, but the boundary conditions at z = 0 get twisted from the original ones.
The fields in the bulk satisfy the free equations in the linear approximation. The

equations in the bulk for the fermion fields ¥ = 2~2Q ¥ with the bulk mass parameter ¢

{(a—a 08) o <D_(C) D+(c)>} (i) =0 ®)

where D4 (c) = £(d/dz) + (¢/z). Various fields mix among themselves through the brane

simplify to

mass terms in (@) and the twisted boundary conditions caused by €(z) in (). The z-
dependence of the solutions to (§) is expressed in terms of the Bessel functions. The basis

functions are given by

t2:C

C
< L) (z; A\, ¢) == )\\/zzLF L1, l()\z,)\zL),
2

<CR> (2, ¢) = F— A@F L 1Az Az (9)

2%t



where F, g(u,v) = Jo(u)Ys(v) — Yo (u)Js(v). They satisfy the relations Si(z; A\, —c¢) =
—Sr(z; A\, ¢) and C.Cr — Sp.Sg = 1. They also obey the boundary conditions that Cr =
Cr=1,D_Cr=D,C,=0,Sg=5,=0and D_Sg = D,S;, = X at z = z;. Further D
links them by D, (Cyp,SL) = A(Sg,Cgr) and D_(Cg, Sg) = A\(SL, CL).

In the Qv = % sector (the top sector) U, B, t, t, Ur and Bp mix with each other.

The top quark component #(x) in four dimensions is contained in these fields in the form

U ayCL(z; A, ¢2)
(By £1.)/V2 | (z,2) = Vk ap+:Cr(z; M\, ¢1) | to(z)
t apSp(z; A\, ¢q)
Ur aySgr(z; A, ¢2)
(Br+ir)/vV2 | (2,2) = VEk | apuSr(z; M 1) | tr(z) . (10)
s ayCr(z; A, 1)

The brane fermions are related to the bulk fermions by
Up(x) = —Un(2,1%) = —tp(x,1%) | Bp(e) = = Ba(z,1%) (11)
Ha H M1

as follows from the equations of motion. We note that Ug, tg and By develop discontinuities

at the Planck brane. The top quark mass is given by m; = kA. The coefficients a;’s are

common to both left- and right-handed components as a consequence of the equations of

motion in the bulk (70Ux = kD, Uy, etc.) with the normalization 0 tg(z) = my tr,(z).
The eigenvalue A and coefficients a;’s are determined from the boundary conditions.

The details of the computations were given in ref. [15]. Let us denote sy = sinfy, cy =

cos By, and C’g) = CL(1; A, ¢j) etc. The coefficients satisfy sHaB_th) = cHatrSg) and

ay

K | (apst—cglap—)/V2 | =0,
(apse + cap—t) /V?2

|/~L2‘2 2 Mol
)\5(2) _ C( ) ——C( ) 0
gt 2% "
o ~12 2
_ As
K| oo go 1o oo (12)
2k 2k 2 5¢
2 2
0 aH oAgm _ c
5t k




2 = kb kE(GeV) | AM(0g =m/2) ¢ | mgg(TeV)
10° 4.70 x 107 | 3.66 x 10716 | 0.432 1.48
1010 3.83 x 10'2 | 4.49 x 107 | 0.396 1.20

Table I: With the value of z; given, k, A\, ¢; = ¢co = ¢ are determined. Input parameters
are the W boson mass my,=80.40 GeV and the top quark mass m;=172 GeV

0.4
0.3
15
ZL= 10
0.2
0.1

Figure 1: The 0y-dependence of Az of the top quark for z; = 10'° and z; = 10'. The
top mass is given by m; = Ak. The plots fit well with xsin @y as in (I4]).

where SU) = Sg) + (s%{/QSS)). The top mass, or the eigenvalue ), is determined by the
condition det K = 0. When |u;|? |a> > mkk, the equation is approximated, to high

accuracy, by

2
2 1 S ~ 1) (2
|u2|202){51(z) 550 } +aPey sy = 0. (13)
L

The first term in (I3) dominates over the second. With given zp, ¢; is fixed so as to
reproduce the observed m; ~ 172 GeV at Oy = %7?. See Table [l With these parameters
fixed, the Oy-dependence of m; is determined numerically, which is depicted in Fig. [l for

zr, = 10'° and 10". The curves fit well with

- MKk
V21

with an error of 2.0% ~ 4.0%. The top mass m; = Ak vanishes at 8y = 0 as the chiral

1 —4c? |sin by (14)

my

symmetry is restored. The effective potential Vog(0y) is evaluated from the 65-dependence
of the mass spectrum. It was found that the contribution from the top quark dominates
over those from gauge fields and other fermions. V.g is minimized at 0y = :f:%ﬂ'.

To be definite, let us take p;, i1 > 0 given by
P2 =3 =10"GeV , i? =596 x 10°GeV , (15)
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which, a posteriori, leads to the value my,/m; ~ 4.2/172 for ¢; = c5. With the value A for
the top quark, ASg/[(113/2k)Cy] in the matrix K in (I2), for instance, is O(107'%) so that
the equation (2] is well approximated by

PO sy 0 av
irnC |aPe? o (apye —cxlap) /V2 | ~0. (16)
0 0 2‘,&1‘208) (CLB_H + CI_JICLB_t)/\/g

It follows that

V2tV syt
e s

|: ap—t, ay, ay :| ~ — CH, — apit - (17)

The coefficient ap,; is determined so as to have canonical normalization for the kinetic
term of t;(z). Note that A depends on .
In the Qv = —% sector (the bottom sector) b, D, X, ¥/, Dp and Xp mix with each

other. As in the top sector, the bottom quark component b(z) in four dimensions appears

as
(;L abCL(Z; A 01)
(Dp+ X)) /V2 | (z,2) = Vi ap+xCr(z; A c) | br(x)
v, ay SL(2; A, ¢2)
br apSr(z; A, ¢1)
(Dr+ Xg)/V2 | (z,2) = Vk ap+xSr(z; A\, 2) | br(2) . (18)
i?}g ab’CR(z§ A 02)

The brane fermions are related to the bulk fermions by

. 2 2 - 2

DR(SL’) = —*DR(LL’, 1+) = ~—*bR(SL’, 1+) y XR(SL’) = —*XR(LL’, 1+) (19)
Ha K H3

The equation corresponding to (I2) is obtained by replacing (U, B,t) by (b, D, X) and

interchanging (cq, co), (p1, p3) and (ug, fi). In the same approximation as in the top case

the bottom mass and the coefficients a;’s are found, for 0 < ¢;, ¢y < %, to be

1 + 202 ,& 1—co
my ~ 4/ — 2772 m 20
b 1 + 201 125 L t ( )
and ,
SHC£ ) [LCS)

[aD-i-Xa ap-x, Ap ] ~ ]->CHa b - (21)

a
522) V245C 22)



With the wave functions of the top and bottom quarks at hand, one can evaluate
their Yukawa couplings in two manners. In the Kaluza-Klein approach we insert the
wave functions into the five-dimensional Lagrangian density £mmion 4 gbrane 4 integrate
over the fifth dimensional coordinate to obtain four-dimensional Lagrangian. The part
k=1 25:1 6]- (70)4=4¥; gives the four-dimensional kinetic terms for the top and bottom

quarks. The part with the covariant derivative in the fifth coordinate

2
S =i (D () +igads) Ui + 0l (Di(e5) — igad.) ¥, } (22)
j=1
generates both the masses and Yukawa couplings of the top and bottom quarks. The 4D
Higgs field is contained in the gauge potential A,. The vev v of ¢*(x) in (@) is related to
0y by @) and its fluctuation around v corresponds to the neutral Higgs field H(x). Hence

the relevant part of the gauge potential is expressed as

N 22 2
Al 2) = i) - 5
L

T (23)
in the original gauge where

fu ga\l 22 —1 kL 7y

O (x) =0 + (24)
In the twisted gauge defined in (7), AS = (A, ) vanishes, A,(z,z) being expanded as in
(@3) with 0y replaced by H(z)/ fx.

The Yukawa coupling originates from gA(\IfTLAZ\IfR + \IIEAZ\IIL) or gA(\i/TLflz‘ifR +
\IIEAZ@L), whereas the mass term comes from —i\IfTL(D_ + z'gAAi)\IfR + i\IfE(DJr -
igAAg)\DL in the original gauge or —z'\i/;LD_‘iij + i\i/}RDJr‘iij in the twisted gauge.
The terms involving D are important. With the wave function in (), (I0) and (O8]
inserted, @H(z)@;LT‘l‘iij (@H(z)‘if}RT‘l\iij) has different z-dependence from @;LD_@]-R
(\i/; RD+\iij). After the integration over z, the Yukawa coupling is not proportional to
the fermion mass in the RS spacetime. We also recall that a large gauge transformation
generates 0y — 0y + 27 so that the mass spectrum remains invariant under the shift
0y — Oy + 27, or equivalently under H(x) — H(x) + 27 fy. The mass is a periodic, non-
linear function of 0. (There is no level-crossing in the RS spacetime.) The nonlinearity
in the relation between the Yukawa coupling and mass is confirmed by direct evaluation

described below.



Let us define the normalized coefficients a;-L’R by

/L (1)
(aUaaB:l:tuat’ \/ cL au, \/ Nc AB+t, \/ sL at’ )
IR (2) (1)
(aif, dfyy, ay') = (\/Ns,, av,\/ N, 5 Japie, V Ne,p av) (25)

where NgL) = flzL dzCr(z; A\, ¢j)* ete.. Then the free part of the Lagrangian for the top

quark is found to be

P+ P,
Efreo _PLZtEO-atL + PRZtJ]rzo'ﬁtR + Ak%(lt}/t}z - ZtJIr%tL) s
Prr = lag )P + a5 517 + a5 + lag (26)

The contributions coming from the brane mass term £2722¢ turn out O(107'°) smaller than

P, and Pg, and can be ignored.
Recall that D_Sr = AC, and D, Cf, = ASg, from which it follows that No, = Ng,, +

A 1SRCL|.=1. Hence

1
P, = Pp + X{Sﬁf’CﬁaUV + 5P (Japl + lap—i?) + S§1>0§§>|at,|2}

sho 1Bl SPCy
O T TE A0

25; al® CF

— Py (27)

2
= PR + X|a'B+t|2C§,1){S}({1) +

The relations (I7) and C,Cr — S;.Sr = 1 have been used in the second equality. The last
equality follows from the relation (I3]) determining the mass spectrum. Let us adopt the
normalization P, = Pr = 1 with which the top mass appears as Ak in (26]) as it should.
The coefficients a;-L and a;-R represent how much portion of each field contains the left- and
right-handed top quark, respectively.

/L,R _IL,R 'L,R : :
Similarly the normalized coefficients a, ", a 'y, @, are determined. The numerical

values are tabulated in Table[[ll The numerical values for the dominant terms (a’%,,, a;,L A

al, d’f. , and ajft) do not vary very much with z;, in the range 10" to 10, In the 5 = 0
limit, the four-dimensional ¢;(x) and tg(z) are mostly contained in the five-dimensional
t and ¢/, respectively. At 0y = i, t;(z) resides in the (B +t)/v2 and ¢’ components,
whereas tg(x) remains in ¢’. The four-dimensional by, (x) and br(z) are mostly contained,

for any value of Ay, in the five-dimensional b and V', respectively.
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ay agy alt 2.9 x 10710 0.024 51x107°|3.0x 1071 0.025 0.0017

apre Ak, df, 1.2 x 1078 0.71 0.0015 | 1.2x107% 0.73 0.050
agy adf, df,| -12x107% -0.71 —0.0015 0 0 0
ay ay  af 43 x107%  0.021 1.0 | 44x1078%  0.69 1.0
ap al  af 1.2 x 1078 1.0 51x107°| 1.2x107% 1.0 0.0016
apyx @by dfy | 29x107% 0017  88x1077|29x1071° 0.017 2.8 x107°
ap-x ab v adB | -29x1071% —0.017 —-88x 107" 0 0 0
ay ay  aft 4.3 x 1078 0.00051 1.0 | 4.3 x 1078  0.016 1.0

Table II: The coefficients (25]) of the wave functions of the top and bottom quarks at 0y = 0
and i, evaluated for ¢; = ¢; = 0.43, z, = 10", and p;, o in ({IF).

The Yukawa couplings are evaluated in the same manner. Inserting A} = H(z)py(2)

and the wave functions (I0) into (22]) in the twisted gauge, one finds, for the top quark,

i a . a .
\/detg Ey = —§QAHQOH(Z){t/;(tL - BL) + t/TL(tR — BR) — (hc)}
i
= k apa tpt — tT . 28
\/§9A v AB—t <PH { ( )} ( )
The overall phase of the a;’s has been taken to be real. By making use of (I7) and
integrating over z, the 4D Yukawa coupling constant in L3P = iyH(thtp — tht) is

found to be

y(Og) = gvV/EL(zZ = 1) sgeg O
45V p ’
_ 1+ (1) 5% Cg) ? (1) | ]2 Cg) 2 @)
P = N, —| == | N —= | N5 . 29
Nt ) M e ) e .

Note that sy /N, SL) remains finite in the sy — 0 limit. The 0y-dependence of y(fy) for the
top quark is depicted in fig. 2 which is well approximated by the cosine curve. It is seen
that y vanishes at 0y = %7?. The result for the bottom quark is similar to that for the top
quark, with a magnitude scaled down by a factor m,/m.

So far we have evaluated the masses and Yukawa couplings of the top and bottom

quarks in the Kaluza-Klein approach. One can develop an effective interaction approach

11




Y

0.6 -\
04

0.2}
T T T T S SN R \.\...\..\ S S S Y S S we\H
05 10 15% 20 25 30
.,

-0.4}f .
-0.6} \

Figure 2: The @y-dependence of the Yukawa coupling for the top quark for z; = 10'°. The

-0.2¢1

curve is well approximated by a cosine curve. The curve has little dependence on zj,.

[12, 13, B8] to concisely summarize the results. It enables us for deducing the Higgs
couplings in higher order as well.

In the original gauge g and H(x) always appear in the combination éH(x) in (24)).
Therefore the effective local interactions at low energies, which manifest significant devia-

tion from the standard model, can be written in the form

~

Leg = —Ver(Ou) — mw(éH)2W;IWM - %mZ(éH)QZMZM

=m0V gy (30)
f

The key feature is that 5 is a phase variable so that L.g is periodic in 9H with a period
27. The first term is the effective potential for éH As shown in ref. [6], Veg is finite and the
value of 0y is unambiguously determined by the location of its global minimum. The Higgs
mass my, given by m2, = V.2 (6y)/ /%, is predicted to be finite. myy (6x) and mz(fy) in

the SO(5) x U(1)x model in the RS spacetime has been evaluated in refs. [10, [11];

mw (05 ~ cos Oy my(Oy) ~ s9fu sin Oy (31)
where my, = my (), mz = mz(0y), and Oy is the Weinberg angle. Expanding my (A )?
and mz(0y)? in B0) in a power series in H, one finds that WWH and ZZH couplings
are suppressed by a factor cosfy compared with those in the standard model. For the
WWHH and ZZH H couplings the suppression factor becomes cos 20y. As demonstrated
by Sakamura, it includes the contributions of the KK towers of W and Z in the intermediate
states.[I3] The effective interactions contain contributions coming from heavy KK excited

states.
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We apply the same argument to the last term in ([B0). In this approach the Yukawa
coupling yyH " 71y is related to the mass by

uylow) = 20 3
The top quark mass m;(fy) is determined from (I3) as a function of fy. Its derivative
dm(0y)/dfy is compared with the Yukawa coupling y,(fy) in (29) determined in the
Kaluza-Klein approach. We have numerically confirmed that the equality (32) between
the two holds with an error less than 0.3 % in the entire region of 65, which establishes
the validity and usefulness of the effective interaction approach. As is seen in fig. [I]
the mass m;(fy) reaches the maximum at 6y = i7. The relation (32) implies that the
Yukawa coupling y;(0) vanishes there, which, independently, is shown in the Kaluza-Klein
approach as well. In the effective interaction approach the H H1) #1¢ coupling, is given by
mgg)(ﬁH)/f?{. In the HOOS model m () ~ rysinfy and 6y = . Although the Yukawa
coupling y vanishes, the H Hy 1y coupling is nonvanishing (~ —m;/f%). The KK excited
states of 1 contribute in the intermediate states for the H H m #¢¢ coupling.

In this paper we have given detailed analysis of the Yukawa couplings in the SO(5) x
U(1) gauge-Higgs unification model, particularly in the HOOS model[15]. We have deter-
mined the wave functions of the top and bottom quarks in the extra-dimensional space,
with which the Yukawa couplings are evaluated numerically in the Kaluza-Klein approach.
We have also shown that all the results are concisely cast in the form of the effective
interactions.

The phenomenological implication is significant. In the gauge-Higgs unification scenario
the large deviation from the standard model of electroweak interactions appears in the
Higgs couplings. All of the WW H, ZZH, and Yukawa couplings are suppressed by a factor

cos 0, which can be checked in the forthcoming experiments at LHC. In the HOOS model,

1

57 is dynamically realized, leading to completely new phenomenology.

in particular, 0y =
The Higgs particle becomes stable in the low energy effective theory at the tree level. It
is interesting to see whether or not the Higgs particle can decay at all through heavy KK

excited states. We will come back on this issue in a separate paper in more detail.
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