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ABSTRACT

We discuss the appearance of non-supersymmetric compactifications with exactly
the Standard Model (SM) at low energies, in the context of IIB orientifold con-
structions with D5 branes intersecting at angles on the 7™ tori, of the orientifold
of T* x (C/Zy). We discuss constructions where the Standard Model embedding
is considering within four, five and six stacks of D5 branes. The appearance of
the three generation observable Standard Model at low energies is accompanied
by a gauged baryon number, thus ensuring automatic proton stability. Also, a
compatibility with a low scale of order TeV is ensured by having a two dimen-
sional space transverse to all branes. The present models complete the discussion
of some recently constructed four stack models of D5 branes with the SM at low
energy. By embedding the four, five and six stack Standard Model configurations
into quiver diagrams, deforming them around the QCD intersection numbers, we
find a rich variety of vacua that may have exactly the Standard Model at low
energy. Also by using brane recombination on the U(1)’s, we show that the five
and six vacua flow into their four stack counterparts. Thus string vacua with five

and six stack deformations are continuously connected to the four stack vacua.
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1 Introduction

One of the main objectives of current string theory research, in the absence of a dynam-
ical mechanism that can select a particular string vacuum, is the search for particular
string vacua which can give us at low energies, the observable chiral spectrum of the
Standard Model (SM) and gauge interactions. In this sense, semirealistic four dimen-
sional (4D) models have been examined both in N = 1 heterotic compactifications and
in orientifold constructions [1].

In this work, we will examine standard model compactifications in the context of
some recent constructions [2] which use intersecting branes [3, 4] and give 4D non-
supersymmetric (non-SUSY) models. At present non-SUSY models are considered a
necessity in the search of realistic 4D string models. This is to be contrasted with past
research, where the majority of the relevant for phenomenology models considered, were
preserving N’ = 1 supersymmetry in four dimensions. Past model building studies in
the context of N = 1 weak coupling heterotic orbifold compactifications (HOC), gave
rise to semirealistic supersymmetric model generation that included at low energy the
MSSM particle content, accompanied by a variety of exotic matter representations
and gauge group factors. Additional problems included, among others, the fact that
it was not possible to reconcile the observed discrepancy between the unification of
gauge couplings in the MSSM at 10'® GeV [1] and the string scale at HOC which
is of order 107 — 10'® GeV, even though the latter discrepancy was attributed to
the string one loop corrections of the N = 1 gauge coupling constants [5]. Thus the
failure of obtaining realistic string compactifications in the context of heterotic strings
directed research towards orientifold constructions and type IIB constructions with D-
branes at singularities. See for example [6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13]. In general these
compactifications are accompanied by extra matter.

However, recent results, that made use of the fact that in type I compactifications
(IC) the string scale is a free parameter, suggested that it is possible in IC to lower the
string scale, thus solving the hierarchy problem, by having some compact directions
transverse to all stacks of branes, in the TeV region even without SUSY [14]. That alone
changed the way that we view non-SUSY models, thus suggesting us that non-SUSY
models with a string scale in the TeV range is a strong alternative to SUSY models. In
this context, the only question remaining is to find realistic compactification examples,
giving at low energies exactly the observable SM. As we will see in a moment, the latter
was shown that is possible in the context of intersecting branes.

In intersecting brane models the fermions get localized in the intersections between



branes [15]. In these constructions the introduction of a quantized NS-NS B field
[16] effectively produces semirealistic models with three generations [4]. These back-
grounds are T-dual to models with magnetic deformations [17]. For additional non-
SUSY constructions and recent developments in the context of intersecting branes, see
[18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28]. For some new directions in the context of
D6 intersecting branes in backgrounds of Calabi-Yau 3-folds see [29]. For backgrounds
with intersecting D6-branes on non-compact Calabi-Yau 3-folds see [30]. For a N =1
SUSY construction in the context of intersecting branes and its phenomenology see
[31].

Quite recently, a class of models, with four stacks of branes, was presented that
gives at low energies exactly the SM content [32]. These models were based on D6-
branes intersecting at angles on an orientifolded six-torus compactification [3, 4]. These
models have been generalized, to the same D6-brane backgrounds, to classes of models
with five- [33] and six-stacks of branes [34] at the string scale that give exactly the SM
at low energies. The models of [32, 33, 34] share some interesting common features
such as a gauged baryon, with a stable proton, and lepton number symmetries ! small
neutrino masses and a remarkable Higgs sector that, that for some choices of brane
angle parameters, is similar of MSSM. However, we should note that, while the non-
SUSY four stack model has a variety of sectors where the non-SUSY chiral fields of
the SM get localized, models that have five-[33], six-stacks [34] of D6 branes have one
additional unusual feature. They have some sectors that preserve N = 1 SUSY, even
though the model is overall a non-SUSY one. The usefulness of N =1 SUSY sectors
stems from the fact that their presence guarantees the presence of singlet scalars,
superpartners of right handed neutrinos, vg’s, necessary for the breaking of extra U(1)
symmetries. In this respect the five, six stack models, uniquely predict the existence
of SUSY particles from non-SUSY SM’s.

Moreover, the models of [32], [33], [34] have been extended to describe the first
examples of string GUT models that give exactly the SM at low energies [35]. The
latter classes of models are based on the Pati-Salam [36] gauge group SU(4)®SU(2)®
SU(2)g and have a four stack structure at the string scale. They maintain essential
features of [32, 33, 34] and in particular the fact that proton is stable, as the baryon
number is an unbroken gauged symmetry, and small neutrino masses. Also the GUT

four-stack classes of models share the unusual features of the five-, six- stack classes of

!The corresponding gauge bosons become massive through BAF couplings, arising on a generalized
Green-Schwarz mechanism [19, 32, 37, 38]. Thus the associated gauge symmetries survive as global

symmetries to low energies.



SM’s of [33, 34] respectively, namely they allow SUSY sectors to exist. These models
provide us with a nice realization of the see-saw mechanism.

It is quite interesting to note that, even though it was generally believed that in D6
brane orientifolded six torus models it was not possible to find an apparent explanation
for lowering the string scale in the TeV region, in the classes of GUT models of [35]
this issue was solved differently. In particular, the models predict the existence of light
weak doublets with mass of order v?/Mj, that necessarily needs the string scale to be
less than 650 GeV. The latter results are particularly encouraging as they represent
strong predictions for D-brane scenarios and are directly testable at present or future
accelerators.

In this work, we will discuss compactifications of intersecting D5 branes, that use
four-, five- and six-stacks of D5-branes on an orientifolded 7* @ C'/Zx [2]. The classes
of models that may potentially give only the SM at low energy are made from four
stacks of D5’s.

First we discuss again the appearance of exactly the SM at low energy from four
stacks of branes. For each of the, four stack, quivers of [2], that give rise to a different
class of exactly the SM at low energy 2, we present ‘alternative’ parametric solutions
to the twisted RR tadpole cancellation conditions. Moreover, we discuss four new
‘reflected’” quivers 3 that give rise to the SM at low energy. These ‘reflected’ quivers are
obtained from the ai-type quivers by keeping the Zy quiver transformation properties
of the nodes fixed, while simultaneously interchanging the brane/orientifold content
of the nodes with Zy transformation properties different from unity. Moreover, we
show that ‘reflected’ quivers give SM vacua that are equivalent and in a one to one
correspondence to the quivers of [2]. The comparison of the different SM vacua is
most easily seen, between the quiver vacua ai coming from the alternative RR tadpole
solutions and the ones associated with the ‘reflected’ quivers Q1.

We also discuss the embedding of the SM into five and six stacks of D5 Z3 quivers.

The new classes of SM’s exhibit some general features:

e The models are non-SUSY and in the low energies we have apart from the SM
spectrum, and gauge interactions, the natural appearance of some scalars fields
in various colour and singlet representations. The colour scalars, which have a
tachyonic mass in some cases, may obtain a positive mass from one loop effects.

Also present are some singlet scalars that receive a vev and thus break the extra

2denoted as ai-type, (i = 1,..,4), and seen in figure (2)
3. denoted as of Qi-type, (i =1,..,4), and seen in figure (1),



anomaly free U(1), beyond hypercharge.

Baryon number (B) is a gauged U (1) symmetry, thus proton is stable. The corre-
sponding gauge bosons become massive from a dimensional reduction mechanism

[2] resembling previously discussed constructions [19].

The placement of SM chiral fermions to the different intersections inside the four-
, five- and six stack D5-brane structure, is exactly the one used in the four-, five

and six stack counterpart D6-models of [32, 33, 34| respectively.

The models may have a low string scale M; ~ 1 TeV, in the way suggested in
[14], as there is a transverse compact two dimensional manifold transverse to all
D5 branes, whose size may vary, providing for the hierarchy difference between
Mpianer, and M.

The four stack quivers have exactly the observable SM at low energies *. They
are classified according to their brane transformation properties under the Zy
orbifold action, schematically seen, by placing the branes and their orientifolded
images in various quiver diagrams in the spirit of [39, 40, 41]. As a particular
example, in this work we examine in detail the SM embedding in Z3 quiver
diagrams. The five stack and six stack Z3 quivers ° provide us with more SM-like
examples with exactly the SM at low energies. In the latter constructions e.g.
A1, C1 C2 additional anomaly free U(1)’s orthogonal to hypercharge become

massive through the presence of singlet scalars getting a vev.

Using brane recombination we are able to show that five and six stack string
vacua with intersecting D5-branes ‘low’ to their associated four stack quivers

(see sect. 7).

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section we describe the rules, as well

the constraints coming from RR tadpole cancellation conditions, for constructing the

intersecting at angles D5-brane models in an orientifolded 7% x C'/Zy IIB background.

In section 3 we describe the exact form of the chiral SM fermionic structure configura-

tions that all the SM’s reproduce at low energies. We describe the SM embedding in a

four-, five- and six stack D5 structure, which follow from past discussions in [32], [33],

[34], respectively.

4They also involve the appearance of tachyonic colour singlets that may be expected to receive

non-trivial loop corrections.

5 Any tachyonic scalars present receive loop corrections that list their mass to positive values.

4



In section 4, we discuss the four stack Z3 ‘reflected” quiver embedding of the three
generation (3G) SM. We start by discussing the Ql-quiver, presenting in detail the
cancellation of the mixed U(1) gauge anomalies by a dimensional reduction scheme
which is equivalent to the cancellation of the field theory anomaly by its Green-Schwarz
amplitude. This mechanism [2] is an extension of a similar mechanism used in the
context of toroidal models with branes at angles in [19]. Also, we discuss the rest of
quivers, of Q2, Q3, Q4 type, giving only the SM at low energies. Next we discuss the
alternative RR twisted tadpole cancellation conditions to the a-type quivers of [2]. We
show that the reflected quivers Q)i give equivalent vacua at low energy to their ‘images’
ai-type quivers.

In section 5, we discuss the five stack SM embedding in Z3 quivers. We discuss a
number of quivers characterized as belonging to the A1, A1, A2, A2-quivers. The rest
of five stack quivers are examined in Appendix I. For the case of Al-quiver we examine
in detail the Higgs sector giving our emphasis on the definition of the geometrical
quantities that characterize the geometry of the Higgs sector of the model. Also we
discuss the scalar sector of the Al-quiver class of SM’s. Three more examples of five
stack quivers are examined in Appendix I.

In section 6, we discuss two examples of six stack SM-like quivers providing more
examples with the SM gauge group at low energy in addition to colour and singlet
scalars.

In section 7, we make novel use of brane recombination to show the equivalence of
six, five and four stack vacua.

Our conclusions together with some comments are presented in section 8. In ap-
pendix II, we list the RR tadpole solutions of all the SM embeddings in five stack
quivers not examined explicitly in the main body of the paper. In appendix III we list
the RR tadpole solutions of all the SM embeddings in six stack quivers, even though

only two examples are explicitly examined in the main body of the paper.

2 Exact Standard model structures from Intersect-

ing branes

In this work, we are going to describe new type IIB compactification vacua that have
at low energy just the observable Standard Model gauge group and chiral content. The
proposed three generation SM’s make use of four, five and six-stacks of D5 branes, inter-

secting at angles, at the string scale. They are based on the following compactification



[2] scheme

T4><C/ZN> ’ (21)

5/ (v o)
where () is the worldvolume parity and the presence of the parity R involution is
associated to the reflections R; of the i-th coordinate, namely R = R R7)Rs)R9).
In a compact form the action of R on the coordinates could be expressed alternatively
by using complex coordinates Z; = Xo;10+ Xo;43, 2 = 1,2, 3. In this case, the presence

of R is more elegantly expressed as

The presence of tadpoles induced by the presence of the orientifold planes is can-
celled by the introduction of N-stacks of D5 branes ¢. The latter wrap 2-cycles across
the four dimensional tori, while they are located at the tip of the orientifold singularity.
We note that under T-duality these constructions are dual to D7-branes with fluxes
across the compact 7% dimensions.

The general picture involves D5,-branes wrapping 1-cycles (n%:,m!), i = 1,2 along
each of the ith-T" torus of the factorized T* torus, namely 7% = T2 x T?. Thus we allow
the four-torus to wrap factorized 2-cycles, so we can unwrap the 2-cycle into products
of two 1-cycles, one for each T?. The definition of the homology of the 2-cycles as

2

M) = [[(nalas] +mebi]) (2.3)

i=1
defines consequently the 2-cycle of the orientifold images as

2

] = J[(ngfai] — myg[b]). (2.4)

i=1
We note that because of the QR symmetry each D5,-brane 1-cycle, must be accompa-
nied by its QR orientifold image partner (n’, —m’); n,m € Z. In addition, because of
the presence of discrete NS B-flux [16], the tori involved are not orthogonal but tilted.

In this way the wrapping numbers become the effective tilted wrapping numbers,
(n',m=m'+0b-n"/2); n, m € Z, b'=0,1/2 (2.5)

Thus semi-integer values are allowed for the m-wrapping numbers.
Let us now discuss the effect of the orbifold action on the open string sectors. The

Zy orbifold twist in the third complex dimension is generated by the twist vector

SEffectively, we will use later N = 3.



v = %(0, 0,—2,0), which is fixed by the requirements of modular invariance and for
the variety to be spin. The Zy action is embedded in the U(N,) degrees of freedom

emanating from the a'* stack of D5-branes, through the unitary matrix in the form
Yo = diag (1Ng, alys, ..., aN—llNévfl), (2.6)

with SN P Ni = N, and o = exp(2mi/N).

As we have already said, in the presence of 2R orientifold action, we need to include
sectors where its brane is accompanied by is orientifold image. Lets us denote the QR
image of the brane D5,-brane by Q2RD5, or alternatively as D5,.

Thus for example if the D5,-brane data are given by

(ng, mq) ® (ng, mg)

Voo = diag (lNg, alyy, ..., OéN_llNé\rq) , (2.7)
then the D5,+ data are given by

(nzlzv _mzlz) ® (ngv _mg)

OzN_llNé, Ceey O{].Né\ffl) , (2.8)

Vow,ar = diag (1Ng7

The closed string sector, can be computed using orbifold techniques. However,
as its spectrum will be non-chiral and non-supersymmetric, it will give rise to four
dimensional gravitation and thus will be of no interest to us. As far as the twisted
closed string sector is concerned it will rise to some tachyons from the NSNS sectors.
Thus from the point of view of the low energy spectrum of the theory the closed string
sector is not interesting. We thus focus our attention to the open string sector.

The open string spectrum is computed by taking into account the combined ge-
ometric plus the Chan-Paton Z,, action [2]. There are a number of different sectors
that should be taken into account when computing the chiral spectrum of the models.
They include the sectors D5, — D5, D5, — D5« and D5, — D5,+. E.g. because the
D5, — D5y, sector is not constrained by the QR projection, its spectrum is computed as
in orbifold compactifications. Thus we introduce the twist vector vy = (9%, 92,0, 0),
where 7%, is the angle between the branes on the i*" torus. Also the states localized
in the ab intersection are characterized by the four-dimensional vectors r + vy which

enter the mass formula

Y? (r+wvg)* 1
"M? = Npos ~ Y 4 Eu,. 2.




In (2.9), Y is the transverse distance between the branes a, b; Ny.s(7) is the bosonic

oscillator contribution and E,;, is the vacuum energy

3
Lo i
Eabzz§|?9 (1= 17) . (2.10)
i=1
The complete massless and tachyonic states reads:
Sector State Zn phase  o/Mass?
NS (_1—1_19171927070) 1 _%(191_192)
(9, -1 +92,0,0) 1 Tt —9?) (2.11)
R (4ot —1492 -1 4L iy
(—%-1-191,—%-1-192,4-%,—%) e~ 2mig 0

where ¥ = 9, and we have set 0 < 9" < 1, ¢ = 1,2. As is it clear from above, one of
the NS states will be necessarily tachyonic while the other will have a positive mass.
Also, when |9 = [9?| the associated state becomes massless. The final spectrum will
be found again by projecting to the invariant subspace. We note that the number of
chiral fermions localized in the intersection between the a-, b-branes, is given by the

intersection number
Ly = [IL,] - [IL,] = (nbm} — m}, ) (n2m — m2n?). (2.12)

where its sign denotes the chirality of the corresponding fermion. The full spectrum
appearing in the ab-sector is given by
Tachyons Y, N Tap x (NG, V)
Left Fermions S ach SN Iy X (Né,NZH) (2.13)
Right Fermions Y, , >N, I, x (Né,N;,_l)

The complete spectrum for the D5 branes intersecting at angles in the backgrounds
(2.1) reads:

Complex Scalars
Za<b sz\il [ |Iab|(NcimN§)) + |Iab* (N}z’Nb_Z) ]
Yol 2lmgmZ|(Ingn| + 1)(AQ) + 2lmgmi|(Ingng| — 1)(S7) ]

Left Fermions

i pitl i AT—i—
Sact Dt [Lap(NE Ny + Lapa(NE, Ny 71 ] (2.14)
Yo S iic1 Gj—ici] 2mim2(nin2 + 1)(AL) + 2mim2(nin2 — 1)(S1) |

Right Fermions
Za<b Zz]il [ Iab(sz NZ ) + Iab*(Né’Nb H_l) ]
Y Ygimt Oj—ic1[ 2mgme (ngng + 1)(A]) + 2mgmg (ngng —1)(S]) |



Any vacuum derived from the previous intersection constraints is subject addi-
tionally to constraints coming from RR tadpole cancellation conditions. The latter
are equivalent to the Gauss law and imply the vanishing of the total RR charge in
the compact T* space. That demands cancellation of D5-branes charges 7, wrapping
on two cycles with homology [II,] and O5-plane 6-form charges wrapping on 2-cycles
with homology [IIp,]. Note that the RR tadpole cancellation conditions in terms of

cancellations of RR charges in homology are expressed as

7k

> (M) Tryge + o] Tryker) = [Hos] 16857 sin <W> ; (2.15)

where [[1ps] describes the 2-cycle of T4 the O5-plane wraps, ° = 1 — b(%) parametrizes
the NS B-field background and ¢, where c¢i = sin % is a weight for each k" twisted
sector usually arising in Zy orientifold compactifications [42]. Also, 163'3% can be seen
as the number of O5-planes, e.g. 43'/3%, times their relative charge to the D5-brane,
e.g. —4.

In explicit form the tadpoles are given by [2]

Ci an}lnz (Trf}/k,a + Tr”}/kﬂ*) — 16 Sin (%k)
Ci Za mémg (Tl"')/k,a + Tr’}/k7a*) = O (2 16)
Ci > n}lmg (Tryge — Tryger) =0 :

i Samin? (Tryg, — Trypes) =0

The presence of a non-zero term in the first tadpole condition should be interpreted
as a negative RR charge induced by the presence of an O5-plane. We should note that,
alternatively, the first of twisted tadpole conditions can be rewritten as

16

_—. 2.1
ok +ak (2.17)

Z nini (Trvyag 0 + Tryop ) =

3 The D5 Standard Model Configuration’s

In this section we will describe the embedding of the SM chiral spectrum into config-
urations of four-, five, and six- D5-brane stacks. The SM embedding appear in the
effective string theories produced by the Zs, quiver diagrams giving us a variety of

vacua that have the SM at low energy. Our search is facilitated using the four, five of

"Taken together with their orientifold images (n!, —m) wrapping on two cycles of homology class
[Ha*]-



six stack embedding of the SM chiral fermions that have appeared before in the con-
text of orientifolded intersecting D6 branes [32, 33, 34| respectively. Also we describe
the basic characteristics of the classes of SM vacua produced,following their derivation

from the various quivers.

3.1 The Standard Model configurations

In this section, we describe the general characteristics of the different SM configurations

that we will make use in this work. We will describe models based on a four stack

UB)@UR2)eUl).®U(1)4, (3.1)
a five stack
UB)@UR2)aUl).@oU1)s®U(1)., (3.2)
and a six-stack structure
UB)@UR)e@U1).0U(1)s@U(1). @ U(1), (3.3)

at the string scale. The localization of fermions into particular intersections, as seen
in table (1), have been considered before in [2] for the four stack D5-models. The
complete accommodation of the fermion structure of the chiral SM fermion content in
the five- and six-stack SM models in the different open string sectors can be seen in
tables (2) and (3).

Several comments are in order:

Matter Fields Intersection | Q, | @Qp | Q¢ | Qu Y
QL (3,2) Iy 1| -1 0 | 1/6
qr 2(3,2) Ty 1 1 0 0 1/6
Ur 3(3,1) Toc -11 0 1 0 | —2/3
Dr 3(3,1) Lo -1 0 |-1] 0| 1/3
L 3(1,2) Ipg 0 |-11]0 1| -1/2
Ng 3(1,1) Ieq 0 0 1 | -1]-1/2
Egr 3(1,1) Iq 0 0| -1]-1 0

Table 1: Low energy fermionic spectrum of the four stack string scale SU(3)c ® SU(2)r ®
UM)eg®@U(1l)p@U(1), @ U(1)4, D5-brane model together with its U(1) charges.

a) We note that there are a number of constraints that the chiral spectra take into

account. First of all, as a result of tadpole cancellation conditions, there is an equal
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Matter Fields Intersection | Q, | Qp | Qc | Qa | Qe Y
QL (3,2) Loy 1 |{-1] 0] 0| 0| 1/6
qr. 2(3,2) Tope 1 1 0 0 0 1/6
Ur 3(3,1) Toc -11 0 1 0 0 | —2/3
Dr 3(3,1) Toer 1] 0 |-1]0 0 1/3
L 2(1,2) Iva 0 |—-1] 0 1 0 | —1/2
Iz, (1,2) Ipe 0O |—-1] 0 0 1| -1/2
Ng 2(1,1) Ieq 0 0 1 |-1| 0 0
Er 2(1,1) Ieg 0 0O |-1]-110 1
VR (1,1) Iee 0 0 1 0| -1 0
eR (1,1) Lo 0 0O |-1] 0 | -1 1

Table 2: Low energy fermionic spectrum of the five stack string scale SU(3)¢c ® SU(2)r ®
U1)y@U(1)p@U(1),@U(1)g @ U(1)e, D5-brane model together with its U(1) charges.

number of fundamental and anti-fundamental representations. The models necessarily
include right handed neutrinos vg in the SM spectrum. Thus from now on, when we
speak about obtaining the SM at low energies, we will mean the SM with three gener-
ations of vg’s.

b) The models accommodate various known low energy gauged symmetries. The latter
can be expressed in terms of the U(1) symmetries. For example the baryon number,
B, is expressed as B = 3@), in the four, five and six stacks of models. The study of
Green-Schwarz mechanism will show us that baryon number is an unbroken gauged
symmetry and as a result the corresponding gauge boson gets massive leaving at low
energies the baryon number as a global symmetry. Thus proton is stable.

b) The mixed anomalies A;; of the U(1)’s with the non-abelian gauge groups SU(N,)
of the theory cancel through a generalized GS mechanism [19, 37, 38], involving close
string modes couplings to worldsheet gauge fields [2]. Two combinations of the U(1)’s
are anomalous- model independent and become massive, their orthogonal non-anomalous
combination survives, combining to a single U(1) that remains massless, the latter to
be identified with the hypercharge generator.

¢) The hypercharge operator in the model is defined as a linear combination of the
Ul)a, UL)e, U(1)g, U(1),, U(1)s gauge groups for the four-, five-, six-stack models

11



Matter Fields Intersection | Q4 | Qv | Qc | Qd | Qe | QF Y
QL (3,2) Top 1 |-110 0 0 0 1/6
qL 2(3,2) Tope 1 1 0 0 0 0 1/6
Ur 3(3,1) Ie -110 1 0 0 0 | —2/3
Dgr 3(3,1) Toe -1/ 0 |-1| 0 0 0 1/3
Lt (1,2) Ipg 0 |-1]0 1 0 0 | —1/2
L? (1,2) Ipe 0 |-1]0 0 1 0 | —1/2
L3 (1,2) Iy 0 |-11]0 0 0 1] -1/2
N}, (1,1) Ieq 0 0 1 |-1]0 0 0
Eh (1,1) Teg+ 0 0 |-1]-1] 0 0 1
N3 (1,1) Iee 0 0 1 0 |-1] 0 0
E% (1,1) Teex 0 0 |-1]0]|-1|0 1
N3, (1,1) Iy 0 0 1 0 0 | -1 0
E3, (1,1) Is- 0|0 |-1] 0] 0]-1 1

Table 3: Low energy fermionic spectrum of the six stack string scale SU(3)c ® SU(2)r ®
Ul)y@U)y,@U(1).@U(1)g @ U(1)e ® U(1)f, D5-brane model together with its U(1)

charges.

respectively: ) ) )
Y = LU0~ SU). ~ U0 (3.4)
Y = LU0~ 5U). ~ 500~ 5UQ). (3.5)
Y = LU, ~ U — 301~ 5U(). ~ SU(); (3.6)

d) Scalars, massless or tachyonic, appear naturally in the present classes of models.
This is to be contrasted with the D6 branes wrapping on 7°° orientifolded constructions
[3, 4], where one has to make some open string sectors supersymmetric in order to
guarantee the presence of massless scalars in the models. The latter case was most
obvious in the construction of N = 0 models, with just the SM at low energy from five
-[33], six stacks [34] of D6-branes, as well from constructions with a Pati-Salam G0
D6 four stack GUT, on the orientifolded T backgrounds [35] at the string scale. The
presence of scalars is necessary in order to break the additional massless, beyond the

hypercharge, anomaly free U(1)’s that survive the Green-Schwarz mechanism.
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e) A variety of SM solutions will be presented that are directly related to the em-
bedding of the SM configurations in tables (1), (2), (3) in quiver diagrams. In general,
when D-branes are localized on an orbifold singularity C”, the description of the local
physics at the singularity is obtained by keeping states that are invariant under the
the combined geometric and gauge action on the Chan-Paton index by the action of
the discrete group I' acting on the singularity [39, 40, 41].

Each quiver records the action of the orbifold group on the branes and their orientifold
images. We chosen for simplicity the orbifold group to be abelian, e.g. a Z3, however
more general Zy choices are possible.

We should note that what is important for having the SM at low energy constructions
is not the particular Z quiver we examine, but rather the four, five, six- stack config-
uration that localizes the chiral three generation SM fermion content, as seen in tables
(1), (2), (3). The structures of tables (1), (2), (3) have been used before in the D6
orientifolded models of [32, 33, 34] respectively.

In a quiver, each arrow between two nodes represents a chiral fermion transforming

in the bifundamental representation of the two linked nodes. Also the direction of the
arrows denotes the chirality of the representation and we choose left handed fermions
to correspond to arrows directed clockwise.
At a four stack level, we found four different Z5 quiver diagrams, that give rise to
exactly the SM at low energies. They are denoted as belonging to the Q1-, Q2- Q3-,
Q4-type and they are examined in the next section. Also we provide alternative RR
tadpole cancellation conditions, to the ones appearing in [2], for the four stack quivers
of al-, a2-, a3-, ad-type. Also, a number of five stack quivers are being examined that
are characterized as belonging to the A1, A2, A1, A2 and in Appendix B the B1, B2,
B3 type quivers. Moreover the six-stack quivers that are examined are characterized
as belonging to the C1, C2 type.

Care should be taken when treating the intersection numbers of a SM embedding.
The sign of the intersection number that denotes the chirality of the relevant fermion,
depends on the direction of the arrows between the nodes. For example, the following
intersection numbers hold in the four stack a4-quiver, the five stack Al-quiver or the

six stack C2-quiver respectively :

Iab = _17 Iab* = _'_27 Iac = _37[cd* =43
Ii= =3, Luw — +3, Ly = —3. (3.7)

]ab = +1a Iab* - _2a [ac = _3a
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Iac* - +3> Ibd - +2a [cd = _2> ch* = +2>
Lje = +1, I.o. = —1, I =+1 (3.8)

Iop = +1, Loy = =2, Ioe = +3, loer = =3,
Ly = +1, Ie = 41, Iy = +1,
La= +1, Ige = —1, I, = +1,

Lo = =1, Iy =1, Ijo = —1. (3.9)

4 Exact SM vacua from Four-Stack Quivers

In this section, we discuss the appearance of exactly the SM at low energy from four
stacks of D5 branes. The orbifold structure of the SM configurations will be depicted
in terms of quiver diagrams. In particular we examine Z3 quivers.

Initially, we describe ® the ‘reflected’ quivers seen in figure (1). These four stack
quivers give rise to four different classes of SM vacua at low energy. For each of them
we show that they give equivalent SM vacua to its ‘image’ ai-quivers seen in figure (2).
For the‘image’ ai-quivers, we discuss alternative RR tadpole solutions, to the one’s that

have appeared in [2].

4.1 Exact SM vacua from the ‘reflected’ Q1-Quiver

In this subsection we examine the derivation of exactly the SM at low energies from
the embedding of the four stack SM structure of table (1) in a Z3 quiver of Q1-type.

The solutions satisfying simultaneously the intersection constraints and the cancel-
lation of the RR twisted crosscap tadpole cancellation constraints are given in para-
metric form in table (4). The multiparameter RR tadpole solutions appearing in table
(4) represent deformations of the D5-brane branes, of table (1), intersecting at angles,
within the same homology class of the factorizable two-cycles. The solutions of table
(4) satisty all tadpole equations, in (2.16), but the first. The latter reads :

1 _ 2ep, N
In! — EjL Enl+ Eglh

Note that we had added the presence of extra N, branes. Their contribution to the

= -8, (4.1)

RR tadpole conditions is best described by placing them in the three-factorizable cycle

Nh (Eh/ﬁl,O) (2’0)]‘Nh . (42)

8 what was described in the introduction as,
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b, c

e

/

-———— o
ol ae (3) (a) .

Q4 s
ad
a* d* a*’d*
(1)
@ b*, c
) »e
b, c*
b, c
Q2 01

Figure 1: Assignment of SM embedding in configurations of four stacks of D5 branes depicted
by the ‘reflected’ Z3 quiver diagrams. At low energy we get only the SM. Note that & = o !.
These configurations give equivalent vacua, with exactly the SM at low energy, to those
vacua coming from the ‘image’ quivers of figure (2), under the correspondence al <= Q1,

a2 <= Q2,43 <= @3, a4 <= Q4.

of
oLt

/ o 2 (3) \@ad*

ar, d* a3

&, a,

O

() e
@) e

b*, c* b* ¢

Figure 2: Assignment of SM embedding in configurations of four stacks of D5 branes depicted

by Z3 quiver diagrams. At low energy we get only the SM. Note that & = o~ 1.
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N; (nr,mb) | (n2,m?) | (n3,m3)

79 7 19 7

N, =3 | (nk,e&p") | (3,Lée) 13

Ny=2 || (1/B1,0) | (1,1ef) a1y

Ne=11 (1/81,0) | (0,ed) a
Ng=1 | (n},3e8") | (&, —3¢) 1
Np (en/B',0) | (2,0) L,

Table 4: General tadpole solutions for the four-stack Q1-type quiver of intersecting D5-
branes, giving rise to exactly the standard model gauge group and observable chiral spectrum
at low energies. The solutions depend on two integer parameters, n., ncll, the NS-background
BY = 1 —b;, which is associated to the presence of the NS B-field by b; = 0, 1/2. and the

phase parameters € = € = 1, as well as the CP phase a.

The presence of an arbitrary number of N, D5-branes, which give an extra U(Np,)
gauge group, don’t make any contribute to the rest of the tadpoles and intersection
constraints. Thus in terms of the low energy theory their presence has no effect and
only the SM appears.

Most of the gauge theory anomalies of the four U(1)’s of the models cancel as a
consequence of the tadpole cancellation conditions. As was shown in [2], the cubic
non-abelian anomaly cancels as a consequence of the tadpole cancellation conditions.
The mixed U(1) — SU(N)? anomaly partially cancels, as a consequence of the tadpole

cancellation conditions while a non-cancelled piece remains, namely

a i Ed _omikd Sy
AU(l)a,i—SU(NgP = Z N (Iab ePE 4 Iy €% ) . (4.3)

The latter cancels [19] by the exchange of four-dimensional fields, which come from the
dimensional reduction of the RR twisted forms living on the singularity [2]. This is
clearly seen in the T-dual picture of fractional D7-branes wrapping the first two tori in
the presence of non-trivial ' and B-fluxes. By integrating the couplings of the twisted

RR p-forms ¥ of even p, A,, Ay, Ay, Ag, over the compact dimensions (T?); x (T?),

9 Appearing in the worldvolume of each D7-brane.
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we can defining the fields [2]

k k k k
B = A, B = [i2),(z2), A8
k k k k
Co” = Jianyueqaa A, 5 = AP, 4)
P _ A0 P _ A0 '
0 Jir2), A2 2 Jir2), As”s
k k k k
E(() ) = Jer2y, Aé )> Eé ) = Jir2y, AE; )
derive the four dimensional couplings as
CkN(i ntlzntzz fM4 Tr (’Yk,a - ’}/k,a*) )\z Bék) A TrFa,h
kNI nkm? for, Tr (Yo + Year) \i DS A TEE, '
kNI mAn2 [y, Tt (Yoo + Year) i ESY ATEE,
ckmem? [oy, Tr (7,;[11 + ”yk_clb) )\? B(()k) ANTr (Foj A Foj),
_ _ k
crngn? [y, Tr (7,“11 + ”ykclb) )\? C’é ) ATr (Fuj N Faj), (4.6)

_ _ k

crmgny o, Tr (%“11 - 71“11) )\? D(() "N (Faj A Faj),
_ _ k

cxnim? [y, Tr (7,“11 — 7,“11) )\? E(() VA Tr (Fuj N Fuj),

where ) is the Chan-Paton wavefunction for the gauge boson state, and N! factor arises
from normalization of the U(1),; generator. Since Bék), C’Q(k), ng) and Bék), C’ék),
D(()k) are four-dimensional Hodge duals respectively, the sum over the GS diagrams
contributes a counterterm that provides us with the structure required to cancel the
residual mixed anomaly (4.3).

In order to compute the twisted RR couplings for a specific model, that means
taking into account the U(1) anomaly constraints of (4.5, 4.6), we should take into
consideration the number of twisted sectors available to us. For the Z3 orientifold
quivers that we examine in this work there is only one independent twisted sector.
Thus for the Ql-quiver the constraints from U(1) anomaly cancellation appear into

three terms

2(a? —
Bél) Acy ( (cv a)) jad

61
DY A cyled]  3nlF* — Lpp o Lpe g
2 1 a ﬁl 51 d )
ESY A e [6eeBY|[3F* + F9). (4.7)

From (4.7) we conclude that there are two non-anomalous U(1)’s that become
massive through their couplings to the RR fields. They are the model independent
fields, U(1), and the combination 3U (1), + U (1), which become massive through their
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couplings to the RR 2-form fields Bél), Eél) respectively. In addition, there is a model
dependent anomalous and massive U(1) field coupled to Dél) field. That means that
the two non-anomalous free combinations are U(1), and U(1), — 3U(1)q.

Thus the combination of the U(1)’s, having no couplings to twisted RR fields, remains

light to low energies is

Q' = (Qu—13Qa) + 35" (ng + eng)Q.. (4.8)

The subclass of tadpole solutions of (4.8) having the SM hypercharge assignment at

low energies is exactly the one which is proportional to (3.4). It satisfies the condition,
Bi (nk+ énl)= —1. (4.9)

Summarizing, as long as (4.9) holds the U(1) (4.8) is the hypercharge generator of
the SM. Thus at low energies we get the chiral fermion content of the SM that gets
localized according to the open string sectors appearing in table (1).

An alternative RR tadpole solution for the Ql-quiver class of SM’s can be seen in
table (5).

N; (n},m}) (n2,m?) | (n3,m3)

79 7 19 7

Na =3 (n¢117 _Egﬁl) (3a _lge) 13

Ny, =2 (1/41,0) (1,—Led) a?1y

N.=1 (1/p1,0) (0, —€é) a
Na=1| (n},3e8) | (=€ —3¢) 1
Ny, (en/B",0) (2,0) 1,

Table 5: Alternative general tadpole solutions for the four-stack Q1-type quiver of inter-
secting D5-branes, giving rise to exactly the standard model gauge group and observable
chiral spectrum at low energies. The solutions depend on two integer parameters, n., ncll, the

NS-background B! and the phase parameters e = € = +1, as well as the CP phase .

In this case the U(1) couplings to twisted RR fields read

Oéz—Oé

- I,

BV A ey [2(
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. o 1 I . .
DY A ¢ [ed][—3ntF* + EFI) + EF —énh ),

ESY A ¢)[-6ee81[3F + F). (4.10)

With the choice of tadpole solutions of table (5) all tadpole equations in (2.16) are
satisfied but the first, the latter giving

9n}1—%—€+2€g¢:—8. (4.11)
The combination of the U(1)’s
Q' = (Qu — 3Qa) + 36" (ng — eng)Q.. (4.12)
if the hypercharge condition
B(ng —éng) = —1. (4.13)

is fulfilled is the hypercharge.

4.2 Scalar sector of the ‘reflected’ Ql-quiver

In this class of models, the scalars appear from the aa*, ad*, ad sectors. Lets us make
a particular choice of the tadpole parameters on these SM’s taking into account the
constraints (4.1), (4.9). We choose

n,llz—l, n}l:—l, 61:1/2’ en=1 N,=2,e=1,¢é=1 (4'14)
Sector Representation o - mass®
vt=y2
aa* 2(3,1)1/3+(6,1) 13 +1 (t(m_l (%1) —tan™! (%2)) =70
ad A3, 1)2/3 i%[tan% (%) —tan~! (UTl) — tan~ ! (%2) —
=y
tan~* (U;) - +ltan=! (U )
ad* 2(3, 1)—1/3 i%[—%tﬂfl (%1) —tan~? (%) + tan~1 (U;) —
1_u?
tan~* (%2)] —* titan™! (UT)

Table 6: Lightest scalar excitations for the four stack Ql-quiver SM’s.

There are two issues that might concern us at this point. The first one has to

do with the existence of tachyons. By choosing U! = U?/3 the mass of the colour
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aa*-sector goes to zero while the scalars from the ad, ad*-sectors can get tachyonic
values. However, as has been emphasized in [2], the last problem may be avoided as
scalars may receive loop corrections from one gauge boson exchange in the form that
may stronger for colour scalars. These corrections could drive their masses to positive
values (See also subsection (5.3)). The lighter scalar excitations for this class of SM’s

can be seen in table (6).

4.3 Exact SM vacua from the ‘reflected’ Q2-Quiver

This is another class of models which may have exactly the SM at low energy as the
scalars appearing are coloured and thus we expect loop corrections to lift the tachyonic
directions. In this subsection we examine the derivation of exactly the SM at low

energies from the embedding of the four stack SM structure of table (1) in a Z5 quiver
of Q2-type.

N; (nt,mb) | (n2,m?) | (n3,m3)

79 7 19 7

N, =3 | (n},e&p") | (3,Lée) 13

Ny=2| (1/B1,0) | (1,31eé) a’1y

N.=1 (1/81,0) | (0,—€é) a?

Ng=1 | (n},3e8") | (€, —3€) 1

Ny, (en/B%,0) (2,0) In,

Table 7: General tadpole solutions for the four-stack Q2-type quiver of intersecting D5-
branes, giving rise to exactly the standard model gauge group and observable chiral spectrum
at low energies. The solutions depend on two integer parameters, n}, ncll, the NS-background

B and the phase parameters € = € = +1, as well as the CP phase a.

The solutions satisfying simultaneously the intersection constraints and the cancel-
lation of the RR twisted crosscap tadpole cancellation constraints are given in para-
metric form in table (7). These solutions represent the most general solution of the

RR tadpoles. The solutions of table (7) satisfy all RR tadpole cancellation conditions
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in (2.16) but the first. The latter reads :

1 2ep N,
9né—ﬁ+né€+%

In this case the U(1) couplings to twisted RR fields read

- 8. (4.15)

2
1 (a® — )
Bé ) A& [QT]FI)’
D(l)/\ ~31Fa 1Fb 1Fc ~1Fd
2 Acie€][Bng F* — 31 + it T ],
ESY A cy[6eeBY|[3F* + F9). (4.16)
The combination of the U(1)’s
Q' = (Qu — 3Qa) — 36" (ng + éng) Q.. (4.17)
represents the hypercharge if the condition
Blnt+enl) =1 (4.18)

is satisfied.
An alternative RR tadpole solution for the Q2-quiver class of SM’s can be seen in
table (8).

Ni (ni,mi) | (nf,mi) | (nf,m])

N, =3 | (nl,—eeB") | (3,—1¢) 13

Ny=2| (1/81,0) | (1,—3€é) | o1,

N.=11 (1/51,0) (0, —€é) a?
Na=1| (n},3e8) | (=€ —3%¢) 1
Ny, (en/B*,0) (2,0) 1w,

Table 8: Alternative general tadpole solutions for the four-stack Q2-type quiver of inter-
secting D5-branes, giving rise to exactly the standard model gauge group and observable
chiral spectrum at low energies. The solutions depend on two integer parameters, n., ncll, the

NS-background B! and the phase parameters e = € = +1, as well as the CP phase a.
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In this case the U(1) couplings to twisted RR fields read

o’ —a

. o 1 I . .
DYV A ¢ [ed][—3nlF* + EFI) + EF —énh ),
ESY A ¢)[~6ee81[3F + F). (4.19)

JF?,

The solutions of table (8) satisfy all RR tadpole cancellation conditions in (2.16) but
the first. The latter being

onl — % +nle+ 26;% — 8. (4.20)
The U(1) which remains massless reads
Q' = (Qu — 3Qa) + 35" (ny — eng)Q.. (4.21)
The latter U(1) is the SM hypercharge if
B(nt —enl) = —1. (4.22)

4.4 Scalar sector of the ‘reflected’ Q2-quiver

We will make the choice of RR tadpole parameters by taking into account the con-
straints (4.15), (4.18). We choose

nt=1,nl=1 8 =1/2, ¢,=—1, Ny=4, e=1, =1 (4.23)
Sector Representation o' - mass?®
aa* 2(3, )13+ (6,1)_1/3 0
ad 2(3,1)_a/3 0
ad* 2(3,1)1 3 +ltan~t (4)

Table 9: Lightest scalar excitations for the four stack Q2-quiver SM’s. The limit U' = (U?)/3

is taken.

By choosing U' = U?/3 the mass of the colour aa*, ad sector singlets goes to zero
while the scalars from the ad*-sectors have a tachyonic direction. The latter should be
lifted by loop corrections as it has been emphasized before(see also (5.3)). Thus at low

energies only the SM should remain.
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4.5 SM vacua from the ‘reflected’ Q3-Quiver

In this subsection we examine the derivation of exactly the SM at low energies from

the embedding of the four stack SM structure of table (1) in a Z3 quiver of @3-type.

N; (nk,m}) (n2,m?) | (n3,m3)

17 2 2 K2

No=3 || (1/81,0) | (1,%¢) a?l3

Ny =2 || (ng,&p") | (L, 3ee) 1y

Ne=1 || (ng,3¢8%) | (0,—€) 1

No=1| (1/1,0) | (-1,3¢9) | «
Nu || (en/BY,0) | (2,0) 1y,

Table 10: General tadpole solutions for the four-stack Q3-type quiver of intersecting D5-

branes, giving rise to models, with exactly the standard model gauge group and observable

chiral spectrum at low energies. The solutions depend on two integer parameters, nb, nl, the

NS-background B! and the phase parameters e = € = +1, as well as the CP phase a.

The solutions satisfying simultaneously the intersection constraints and the cancel-

lation of the RR twisted crosscap tadpole cancellation constraints are given in para-

metric form in table (10). The solutions of table (10) satisfy all tadpole equations in

(2.16) but the first. The latter reads :

b = —4 + 2—ﬁ1(1 — 2€hNh)

Also in this case the U(1) couplings to twisted RR fields read

o’ —a
Bél) A Cl[%”SFG + Fd],
a ~ C 3
DY A cl[ee][—?F + 60y F* — 2nleFe — 2—5le],

ESY A ci[4eeBY P

The low energy U(1) combination

3e

Q' = (Qu — 3Qa) + 2An]

ST @e-
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is the hypercharge if

me= g7 (4.27)

From (4.24), (4.27) we conclude that 8! = 1/2.
An alternative RR tadpole cancellation to the one appearing in table (10) appears
in table (11).

N; (n},m}) (n2,m?) | (n3,m?)

(2 K2 (2 K2

N, =3 (1/B1,0) (1,—3ée) a2,

Ny =2 | (nj,—éef') | (1,—3¢e) 1,

Ne=1 | (n},3e8) (0, —e¢) 1

Na=1| (1/81,0) | (=1,—-3¢) a

Ny, (Eh/ﬂlvo) (270) ]‘Nh,

Table 11: Alternative general tadpole solutions for the four-stack Q3-type quiver of inter-
secting D5-branes, giving rise to models with exactly the standard model gauge group and
observable chiral spectrum at low energies. The solutions depend on two integer parameters,
nb, nl, the NS-background 3! and the phase parameters e = ¢ = +1, as well as the CP phase

Q.

In this case, all tadpole conditions but the first, in (2.16), are satisfied, thus

1
ny = —4+ 2—51(1 — 2¢,Np,) (4.28)
The U(1) couplings to twisted RR fields read:
(a2 _ Oé) a
By Nal=]BF + F,
e 3
DY A 01[66][2—BlF" 6nLFb — 2nleFe + 2—ﬁle],
ESY A c[—4eBY FP. (4.29)

In this case, the combination of the U(1)’s which is the SM hypercharge is

3€

Q _(Q _3Qd) 51 1

1 @e- (4.30)
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if the hypercharge condition in satisfied, namely

1 €

n =g (4.31)

From (4.28), (4.31) we conclude that 8! = 1/2.

4.6 Scalar sector of the ‘reflected’ Q3-quiver

We will make the choice of RR tadpole parameters by taking into account the con-
straints (4.15), (4.18). We choose

np=1,nt=1 8"=1/2, ¢=—1, Ny=4, e=—1, é=—1 (4.32)
Sector || Representation o' - mass?
bb* 3(1,1)0 +1(tan=1 (%) — tan~ (0]
be 2(2,1)12 i%[tan_l(%l)—i—tan_l(%) —tan_l(¥)+tan_l(%2)]
be* (2,1)_1/ +11tan (%) — tan~ ' (BL) — tan ' (BL) + tan— (L)

Table 12: Lightest scalar excitations for the four stack Q3-quiver SM’s.

If we choose U' = U? then the mass of the aa* scalars goes to zero. However
the scalars from the be, be* may tend to zero only when the U! modulus assumes
simultaneously the limit U! — oo, a decompactification limit. However, is is possible
to lift these tachyonic directions by loop corrections [6, 2|, that are not expected to
be so strong as for colour scalars. Thus the SM may remain at low energies. An
alternative way to show that there always be directions in the moduli space that will

give the SM at low energy will be shown in section 7 using brane recombination.

4.7 SM vacua from the ‘reflected’ Q4-Quiver

In this subsection we examine the derivation of exactly the SM at low energies from

the embedding of the four stack SM structure of table (1) in a Z3 quiver of Q4-type.
The solutions satisfying simultaneously the intersection constraints and the cancel-

lation of the RR twisted crosscap tadpole cancellation constraints are given in para-

metric form in table (13). These solutions represent the most general solution of the
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N; (ni,mg) | (n,m3) | (nf,m7)

10

No=3 || (1/81,0) | (1, %) a?l3

Ny =2 | (n},éeB) | (1,3€) 1,

N.=1 | (n},3¢8Y) | (0,—¢) 1

Na=1| (1/B1,0) | (1,—3€¢) a?

Ny, (en/B*,0) (2,0) In,

Table 13: General tadpole solutions for the four-stack Q4-type quiver of intersecting D5-

branes, giving rise to models with exactly the standard model gauge group and observable

chiral spectrum at low energies. The solutions depend on two integer parameters, n%, nl, the

NS-background B! and the phase parameters e = € = +1, as well as the CP phase a.

twisted RR tadpoles (2.16). The solutions of table (13) satisfy all tadpole equations,

in (2.16), but the first. The latter reads :

1
né =—44 E(l — EhNh).

Further, the U(1) couplings to twisted RR fields read

((1267_10[)][3?1 + F9,

~ 3 a ~T17C 3
DM A ¢y [ee][—Q—ﬁlF +6n)F* — 2nleFe + 2—de],

EY A ¢y [4eeBY | F.

Bél) VAN Cl[

The ‘light” U(1) combination
1 3€
Q' = (Qa —3Qa) — 61—71(1:@0-
is identified as the SM hypercharge if the condition
L€
S
is satisfied. From (4.33), (4.36) we conclude that 8! = 1.

n

(4.33)

(4.34)

(4.35)

(4.36)

An alternative RR tadpole cancellation to the one appearing in table (13) appears
in table (14). The twisted RR solutions of table (14) satisfy all tadpole equations, in
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N; (nk,m}) (n2,m?) | (n3,m3)

79 7 79 7

N,=3| (1/B1,0) | (1,—1&) | o213

Ny =2 | (ni,—&B) | (1,—3¢) 1,

N.=1| (nl,3e8Y) (0, —¢) 1
Ng=1 (1/541,0) (1, 3ee) a?
Ny, (en/B,0) (2,0) 1N,

Table 14: Alternative general tadpole solutions for the four-stack Q4-type quiver of inter-
secting D5-branes, giving rise to SM-like models with exactly the standard model gauge
group and observable chiral spectrum at low energies and also some scalars. The solutions
depend on two integer parameters, né, n!, the NS-background 3! and the phase parameters

€ = € = %1, as well as the CP phase «.

(2.16), but the first. The latter reads :

1
né =—4+ E(l - EhNh). (437)
In this case the U(1) couplings to twisted RR fields read
(a2 — Oé) a
By Nl BF + F),
DI A ey [ed][ =2 F® — Gl F® — 2nleFe — 5 p
2 G [66][2—61 — ony, — 2n e - 2—61 ]7
ESY A ¢i[—4eeB PP (4.38)
In this alternative solution the U(1) combination
l 3¢
Q' = (Qa — 3Qa) + nl—ﬂch' (4.39)

is identified as the hypercharge if

€
= 5T (4.40)
From (4.37), (4.40) we conclude that ' = 1. The Q4-models may give the SM at low

energy as the scalar tachyonic directions may always be lifted.
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4.8 Exact SM vacua from the al-Quiver

In this subsection we examine the derivation of exactly the SM at low energies from
the embedding of the four stack SM structure of table (1) in a Z3 quiver of al-type.
The latter quiver can be seen in figure (2). For an alternative RR tadpole solution of

the al-quiver see [2].

N; (n},m}) (n2,m?) | (n3,m3)

79 7 79 7

Na =3 (n}zvgeﬂl) (37_l€€) 13

Nb =2 (1/51,0) (1,—%&;) 0612

Ne=1| (1/81,0) | (0,—e€é) a?
Na=1| (n},3e8Y) | (€ 3¢ 1
Nh (en/B',0) | (2,0) Ly,

Table 15: General tadpole solutions for the four-stack al-type quiver of intersecting D5-
branes, giving rise to exactly the standard model gauge group and observable chiral spectrum

at low energies.

The solutions satisfying simultaneously the intersection constraints and the cancel-
lation of the RR twisted crosscap tadpole cancellation constraints are given in para-
metric form in table (15). These solutions represent the most general solution of the
twisted RR tadpoles (2.16). They depend on two integer parameters n}, n}, the phase
parameters € = £1, € = +1, and the NS-background parameter ; = 1 — b;, which is
associated to the presence of the NS B-field by b, = 0, 1/2.

The solutions of table (15) satisfy all tadpole equations, in (2.16), but the first.
The latter reads :

In) — % + én} + 26;&

In this case the U(1) couplings to twisted RR fields read

— _8 (4.41)

(@ —a)
51
DY A ¢y[ed][—3nl F® + Ly Lpey enLF)
2 1 a ﬁl ﬁl d )
ESY A ¢1[6€68Y(3F® + FY). (4.42)

BSY A ¢y[—2 |F?,
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From (4.42) it is easily identified the hypercharge as the U(1) combination

Q' = (Qa — 3Qa) + 35 (n, + éng) Q..
which simultaneously satisfies

B (ng +ény) = —1

(4.43)

(4.44)

An alternative solution to the RR tadpole solutions for the al-quiver, we found in

table (15), can be seen in table (16).

Ni (nimg) | (nf,m) | (ni,m3)

Ny =3 || (n},—EeB) | (3,3¢) 13

Ny=2| (1/51,0) | (1,1ee) alsy

N.=11 (1/51,0) (0, €€) o?
Na=11| (n},3€e8') | (=€ 1¢) 1
Nn (en/B',0) | (2,0) Ly,

Table 16: Alternative general twisted RR tadpole solutions for the four-stack al-type quiver

of intersecting D5-branes, giving rise to exactly the standard model gauge group and observ-

able chiral spectrum at low energies. The solutions depend on two integer parameters, n,,

1

ncll, the NS-background 3' and the phase parameters e = € = +1, as well as the CP phase .

The solutions of table (16) satisfy all tadpole equations, in (2.16), but the first.

The latter reads : ) oo N
. €plVp
9”111 — E — ené + T

In this case the U(1) couplings to twisted RR fields read

= -8

(o —a?)
61
_ | . .
DM A eqed][3nt P — EFI’ -G enlF),
ESY A ¢)[-6ee8Y(BF 4 F7).

BV A cy[2 |F?,
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Similarly the hypercharge gets identified as the expression

Q' = (Qa — 3Qq) + 38" (ny — En))Q.. (4.47)
which satisfies the additional condition

Blnt —enl) = —1 (4.48)

a_

4.9 Exact SM vacua from the a2-Quiver

In this subsection we examine the derivation of exactly the SM at low energies from
the embedding of the four stack SM structure of table (1) in a Z3 quiver of a2-type.
The latter quiver can be seen in figure (2). For an alternative RR tadpole solution of

the a2-quiver see [2].

N; (nt,ml) | (n2,m?) | (n3,m3)

79 7 7 7

Na =3 (n}zvgeﬂl) (37_l€€) 13

Npy=2 | (1/B1,0) | (1,—%€€) aly

N.=1| (1/B1,0) (0, €€) o
Na=1| (n},3¢8Y) | (€ 3¢) 1
Ny, (en/BY,0) | (2,0) 1w,

Table 17: General tadpole solutions for the four-stack a2-type quiver of intersecting D5-
branes, giving rise to exactly the standard model gauge group and observable chiral spectrum

at low energies.

The solutions satisfying simultaneously the intersection constraints and the cancel-
lation of the RR twisted crosscap tadpole cancellation constraints are given in para-
metric form in table (17). These solutions represent the most general solution of the
twisted RR tadpoles (2.16). They depend on two integer parameters n!, nl, the phase
parameters € = £1, € = +1, and the NS-background parameter §; = 1 — b;, which is
associated to the presence of the NS B-field by b; = 0, 1/2. The solutions of table (17)
satisfy all tadpole equations in (2.16), but the first. The latter reads :

1 - 2€hNh
In) — i + én) + 5 = —8 (4.49)
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In this case the U(1) couplings to twisted RR fields read

2
1 (a® —a)

Bé ) A\ Cl[_2T]Fb’

DY Ac [ed][—3nlF* + in — ti + én} [

2 1 a ﬁl ﬁl d )
EY A ¢i[6€28Y|(3F® + FY). (4.50)

The combination of the U(1)’s
Q' = (Qu — 3Qu) — 35" (ny + ng)Q. (4.51)
may be the SM hypercharge if the condition

Blnt+enl)=1 (4.52)

An alternative solution to the RR tadpole solutions for the a2-quiver, we found in

table (17), can be seen in table (18).

N; (ni,mi) | (nf,m?) | (nf,m])

0 '1% 7

No =3 | (n},—€€B') | (3,5¢é) 13

Ny=2| (1/81,0) | (1,%ee) alsy

N.=11| (1/B81,0) | (0,—¢é) o
Ng=1| (n},3e8") | (—¢ %e) 1
Nn (en/B',0) | (2,0) Ly,

Table 18: Alternative general twisted RR tadpole solutions for the four-stack a2-type quiver
of intersecting D5-branes, giving rise to exactly the standard model gauge group and observ-
able chiral spectrum at low energies. The solutions depend on two integer parameters, n.,

ncll, the NS-background 3! and the phase parameters e = € = +1, as well as the CP phase .

In this case all tadpole equations but the first, in (2.16), are satisfied. The latter

reads :
QEhNh

G= 8 (4.53)
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In this case the U(1) couplings to twisted RR fields read

(o — a?)
Bél) A\ C1 [2T

D(l)/\ ~31Fa_1Fb+1Fc+~1Fd
2 Nerled[3n B = GpF 4 r PO eng Y,
ESY A ¢i[—6€eBY)(3F + F9).

JF,

Also in this case, the U(1)
Q"= (Qu = 3Qa) — 38" (n, — éng) Qe
is being identified as the hypercharge if
Bnt—enl) =1

is satisfied.

4.10 SM vacua from the a3-Quiver

(4.54)

(4.55)

(4.56)

In this subsection we examine the derivation of exactly the SM at low energies from

the embedding of the four stack SM structure of table (1) in a Z3 quiver of a3-type.

The latter quiver can be seen in figure (2). For an alternative RR tadpole solution of

the a3-quiver see [2].

N; (nj,m;) | (nf,mi) | (nf,m})

10 1%

No=3| (1/8%,0) | (1,—3é) alg

Ny =2 | (np,&B") | (1,—3€f) 1,

Ne.=1 | (nl,3e8Y) (0,€) 1

Ng=11 (1/840) | (—=1,—32¢é) a?

Ny, (en/B*,0) (2,0) In,

Table 19: General twisted RR tadpole solutions for the four-stack a3-type quiver of intersect-

ing D5-branes, giving rise to SM-like models with exactly the standard model gauge group

and observable chiral spectrum at low energies.
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The solutions satisfying simultaneously the intersection constraints and the cancel-
lation of the RR twisted crosscap tadpole cancellation constraints are given in para-
metric form in table (19). These solutions represent the most general solution of the
twisted RR tadpoles (2.16). They depend on two integer parameters ni, n!, the phase
parameters € = £1, € = +1, and the NS-background parameter ; = 1 — b;, which is
associated to the presence of the NS B-field by b, = 0, 1/2.

The RR tadpole solutions of table (19) satisfy all tadpole equations, in (2.16), but
the first. The latter reads :

= —4+ 2—51(1 — 26, Ny) (4.57)

In this case the U(1) couplings to twisted RR fields read

2
BV A cl[w](BF" + F%),

31
DSV A 3 Fe_nlFY 4 2nleFe 4
cl[ee][? ny F° + 2n_€F° + 35 ],
EY A cq[4eeBY | FP. (4.58)
The U(1) combination given by
36
is the SM hypercharge if }
T

From (4.57) and (4.60) we conclude that 3! = 1/2.

An alternative solution to the RR tadpole solutions for the a3-quiver, we found in
table (19), can be seen in table (20).

The solutions of table (20) satisfy all tadpole equations, in (2.16), but the first.
The latter reads :

b = —4 + 2—51(1 - QEhNh) (461)

In this case the U(1) couplings to twisted RR fields read
2
a— o u
Bél) AN Cl[(ﬁil)](BF + Fd),
a ~ C 3
DM A cl[ee][—2—ﬁ1F + 6ny F? + 2nleFe — 2—de],
ESY A o) [—4ee 81 FP. (4.62)
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N; (nk,m}) (n2,m?) | (n3,m3)

79 7 79 7

N,=3| (1/8%,0) (1, 3¢ée) als
Ny =2 | (n},—epB") | (1,3ee) 1,
N.=1 (71(1:,36['31) (076) 1

Ny=1 (1/8%,0) (—1,%65) o?

Np (en/B,0) (2,0) Ln,

Table 20: Alternative general twisted RR tadpole solutions for the four-stack a3-type quiver
of intersecting D5-branes, giving rise to models with exactly the standard model gauge group
and observable chiral spectrum at low energies and also some scalars. These scalars may
always have non-tachyonic mass directions. The solutions depend on two integer parameters,
n%, nl, the NS-background 3! and the phase parameters e = ¢ = £1, as well as the CP phase

Q.

From (4.62) we conclude that the U(1) combination

Q' = (Qu — 3Qu) - %fné@c (4.63)

is the hypercharge if

3

nl = 25 (4.64)
From (4.61) and (4.64) we conclude that ' = 1/2. That means that the alternative
solution of table (20) gives at low energy a SM vacuum with identical parameter as
that of (19). Thus there is no need for us to redefine the background to show the

equivalence between the two vacua.

4.11 SM vacua from the a4-Quiver

In this subsection we examine the derivation of exactly the SM at low energies from
the embedding of the four stack SM structure of table (1) in a Z3 quiver of a4-type.
The latter quiver can be seen in figure (2). For an alternative RR tadpole solution of
the ad-quiver see [2].

The solutions satisfying simultaneously the intersection constraints and the cancel-

lation of the RR twisted crosscap tadpole cancellation constraints are given in para-
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N; (ni,mg) | (n,m3) | (nf,m7)

2 K2

No=3 | (1/8%,0) | (1,—3ée) als

Ny =2 | (n},éeBt) | (1,—3€e) 1,

N.=1 || (nl,3¢8Y) (0,¢) 1
Ng=1 | (1/8%,0) (1, 3ee) !
Np (en/B',0) | (2,0 L,

Table 21: General twisted RR tadpole solutions for the four-stack a4-type quiver of intersect-
ing D5-branes, giving rise to SM models with exactly the standard model gauge group and
observable chiral spectrum at low energies. The solutions depend on two integer parameters,
nb, nl, the NS-background 3! and the phase parameters e = ¢ = £1, as well as the CP phase

Q.

metric form in table (21). The solutions of table (21) satisfy all tadpole equations in
(2.16), but the first. The latter reads :
1
né =—4+ E(l - EhNh) (465)
In this case the U(1) couplings to twisted RR fields read

RPN (Gt ; (3o 4 P,

a ~ (& 3
DY A ¢ [ee][—2—ﬁ1F +6niFY + 2nleFe + 2—5le]

ESY A ey [4eeBY| F. (4.66)

From (refrapo3) we conclude that the U(1) combination

Q' = (Qu—3Qu) + ﬁ?—;QC. (4.67)

represents the SM hypercharge if the hypercharge condition is satisfied

nel = —%. (4.68)

From (4.65) and (4.68) we conclude that 8! = 1.
An alternative solution to the RR tadpole solutions for the ad-quiver can be seen
in table (22).
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N; (nk,m}) (n2,m?) | (n3,m3)

79 7 7 K3

N,=3| (1/8%,0) (1, 3¢ée) als

Ny =2 | (n},—epB") | (1,3ee) 1,

NC: 1 (71(1:,36['31) (076) 1

Ng=1 (1/84,0) | (1,—3€) !

Np (en/B,0) (2,0) Ln,

Table 22: Alternative general twisted RR tadpole solutions for the four-stack a4-type quiver
of intersecting D5-branes, giving rise to to models with the standard model gauge group
and observable chiral spectrum at low energies and also some tachyons scalars. The tachyon
directions may always be lifted to positive values. The solutions depend on two integer
parameters, nb, nl, the NS-background ' and the phase parameters € = ¢ = %1, as well as
the CP phase «.

The solutions of table (22) satisfy all tadpole equations in (2.16), but the first. The

latter reads :

1
=4+ — 61 (1 - EhNh) (469)
In this case the U(1) couplings to twisted RR fields read
(Oé B a2) a
BV A a5 GF" + Fy,
cpe | 9

DY A ¢ [ee][—?F” +6niFY + 2nleFe + 2—5le],

EY A ci[4eBY | FP. (4.70)

The combination of the U(1)’s which remains light at low energies is identical to (4.67).

Also the hypercharge condition in this case is identical to (4.68). In addition 8! = 1.

4.12 Effective SM Theories from the Qi and ai Quivers

As we have already pointed out the theories described by the Qi-, ai-quivers, 1 = 1, .., 4,
and seen in figures (1), (2), are in one to one correspondence. Lets us show that the

theories described by these quivers are equivalent. The correspondence is
ar < Q1, a2 & Q2, a3 & @3, a4 < Qy, (4.71)
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Lets us discuss the relation a; < Q1. A direct comparison of the theories between
the two quivers, e.g. using the relations (4.2), (4.8), (4.9) for the Q1l-quiver and (4.41),
(4.43), (4.44) for the al-quiver, shows that the first tadpole condition, and the hy-
percharge of the initially different classes of models are identical . That means that
the low energy content of the the two quivers is identical as matter as it concerns the
fermion sector; the low energy effective theories are identical. For the two classes of
theories to be actually equivalent we have to show that their scalar sector as well the
couplings of the antisymmetric fields to various two form RR fields are identical. This
is obvious, since the data that we have to take into account to calculate the scalar
sector are based on the selection of a particular set of wrapping numbers satisfying the
first tadpole condition and the hypercharge condition. The latter equations are identi-
cal, thus the scalar sector is identical for both theories. Also the various couplings to
twisted RR fields are the same. In the following, we compare the theories coming from
their general RR tadpole solutions and not their alternative solutions seen in tables
(8), (10), (12), (16), (18), (20).

Identical relations hold for the other pair ay < Q5.

For the pair a3 < ()3 we need to transform

= (4.72)

Y

in the @3 quiver relations to show that the two class of SM theories are identical.

For the pair a4 < Q)4 we need to transform
e 93 g (4.73)

in the Q)4 quiver relations to show that the two class of SM theories are identical. We
note that the correspondence between the ‘reflected’ quivers Q7 and their ‘images’ ai
is most easily seen in the solutions presented in this work.

Alternatively, we could try to prove the equivalence e.g. of the effective theories for
the Qi-quivers presented in this work and those one’s that follow from the RR tadpole
solutions for the ai-quivers, that appeared in [2]. In this case the transformations
needed for the two theories to be proven equivalent are more complicated, as can be

seen by the field redefinition,
Bl PN gl gl VL (4.74)

We note that we have used the RR tadpole solutions of the 4.a;-quiver (the a2-quiver

10 Also identical appear to be the couplings to RR fields
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Figure 3: Assignment of SM embedding in configurations of five stacks of D5 branes depicted
1

by Zs quiver diagrams. At low energy we get the SM. Note that & = a™".
of the present work) of [2] and also relations (4.49), (4.50), (4.51), (4.52), of the present

work.

5 Standard Model Vacua from Five-Stack Quivers

In this chapter, we will discuss the basic elements of the five stack SM quiver embed-
ding classification, namely the classification of the different quivers describing the SM
embedding of chiral fermions of different intersecting D5 branes that appear in table
(2). We discuss for simplicity the embedding in Z3 quivers. For each class of models,
we present the general class of solutions to the twisted RR tadpole solutions, the two
massless U(1)’s, surviving the Green-Schwarz mechanism, as well the hypercharge con-
dition on the parameters of the tadpole solutions, that is needed for one of the massless
U(1)’s to be identified with the hypercharge generator of the SM. We will explicitly
describe the scalars generically present in the models only for the A; (Bl in appendix)
quiver. The scalars generically present in these classes of models are expected to get
massive from the loop corrections (5.18). Also, the extra, beyond the hypercharge
combination, anomaly free U(1)’s get massive by the use of the some charged scalars

getting a vev and/or their non-zero coupling to twisted RR fields. Thus in the classes of
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theories coming from five stack quivers, the SM survives in general down to low energy.
In general one expects to find always tachyonic scalars that might look problematic.
However, the tachyonic diretions might be lifted by loop corrections (see section (5.3))
or as we will show in section 7, the present SM-like structure of the models is not
permanent as using brane recombination the models flow to the associated four stack
quiver . In this procedure we have assumed that brane recombination e.g. d +e — d
takes place .

The multiparameter tadpole solutions appearing in tables (23), (25), (26), (27),
represent deformations of the D5-brane branes, of table (2), intersecting at angles,

within the same homology class of the factorizable two-cycles.

5.1 SM Vacua from the Five-Stack Al-type quiver

The first class of models, that give the SM at low energy, are associated with the

Al-quiver and can be seen in figure (3).

N; (ni,mi) | (n,m3) | (n},m])
No=3| (ng,—eB') | (3,3¢é) 13
Ny=2| (1/B1,0) (€, 3¢) als
Ne=1| (1/B1,0) | (0,—¢) a
Na=1 | (nj,—2¢8") | (1, —5¢8) 1
Ne=1| (n;,—eB") | (1,—5€€) 1

N (en/B',0) (2,0) 1y,

Table 23: General tadpole solutions for the five-stack Al-type quiver of intersecting D5-
branes, giving rise to SM at low energies. The solutions depend on three integer parameters,
nl, n}l, nl, the NS-background B! and the phase parameters ¢ = ¢ = £1, as well as the CP

phase a.

The solutions satisfying simultaneously the intersection constraints and the cancel-

lation of the RR crosscap tadpole constraints are given in parametric form in table

Hwhich is obtained by naively deleting the e-brane from the five stack quiver
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(23). These solutions represent the most general solution of the twisted RR tadpoles.
The solutions of table (23) satisfy all tadpole equations in (2.16), but the first. The

latter becomes : N
€ 2€h h
Qn;—ﬁ%—néjtniﬂt a1

Note that we had added the presence of extra N, branes. Their contribution to the

— -8 (5.1)

RR tadpole conditions is best described by placing them in the three-factorizable cycle

Nh (Eh/ﬁl,O) (270)1Nh (52)

The presence of Nj, D5-branes, give an extra U(NN},) gauge group, which don’t contribute
to the rest of the tadpoles and intersection constraints. Thus in terms of the low
energy theory their presence has no effect. For the Al-quiver the constraints from

U(1) anomaly cancellation appear into three terms

2¢ A2
B noy (2=

ﬁl
D&M A ¢y <ee(3n;Fa Y Ay A %(Fb - Fc)> ,
ESY A ei[—2¢BY[9F + 2F 4 F]. (5.3)

A U(1), which is orthogonal to the U(1)’s coupled to the RR fields in(5.3), is given by
Ql = (Qa - BQd - 3@6) - 3g51(nclu + ncll + né)QC' (54)

The subclass of tadpole solutions of (5.4) having the SM hypercharge assignment at

low energies is exactly the one which is proportional to (3.5). It satisfies the condition,
&B1 (nk+ nl+ nl)=1. (5.5)

Summarizing, as long as (5.5) holds (5.4) is the hypercharge generator of the SM. Thus
at low energies we get the chiral fermion content of the SM that gets localized according
to open string sectors appearing in table (2). We note that there is one extra anomaly

free U(1) beyond the hypercharge combination which is

Q¥ = Qi —2Q. + Q. (5.6)

The latter U(1) is orthogonal to the U(1)’s seen in (5.3), if

€

7 =0 (5.7)

—ny +2n. +
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The following choice of wrapping numbers is consistent with the constraints (5.1), (5.5),
(5.7)
=1, ny=3 nl=1nl=-3 =1 e=1 ¢ =-1, N,=38 (5.8)

One comment is in order. The Al-quiver five stack diagram is similar to the a2-four
stack quiver of table (2). Their only difference stems from the addition of the 5-th stack
of e-branes in the quiver node which transforms with CP phase 1. By taking the limit
of vanishing e brane, at the same time taking the limit where the contributions of the
e-brane to the hypercharge generator vanish, e.g. n! — 0, we recover the corresponding
four stack hypercharge that is associated with the a2-quiver in (4.43) only if the moduli

tadpole parameters of the five stack Al-quiver SM-like model change as follows:

EB — B, nl — énl, e, — % (5.9)
Thus quivers on different stacks appear to have the same effective low energy theory,
the SM, at low energy. Actually, the tadpole constraint at the limit n! = 0 are the
same for both theories (see (5.1), (4.49)). However, it appears at this stage that their
scalar sectors are not identical. It will not be the case. Later in section 7 we will see
that all five stack quivers are identical theories to their associated four stack quivers
thus they have only the SM at low energy, also suggesting that string vacua in the

present models are continuously connected.

5.2 Higgs sector of the Five-Stack Al-quiver

A general comment is in order.

The Al five-stack quiver describes the embedding of the SM chiral fermions of table
2, in the Al-quiver. However, all quivers described in this work, are constructed be
deforming around the QCD intersections I, Iup+, lae, laex. Thus the Higgs sector
which is coming from b,c, branes is of common origin to the present D5-branes and
also in the corresponding five-stack D6 models of [33]. This is easily understood as
it is the SM embedding of table 2 which is embedded in either the present D5-brane
models or the D6-brane models of [33]. For the sake of completeness we will repeat
soem aspects of this mechanism.

The set of Higgs present in the models get localized on the bc, bc* intersections.
The Higgs available in the models can be seen in [33] Apriori, this set of Higgs , are
part of the massive spectrum of fields localized in the intersections bc, bc¢*. However,
the Higgses H;, h; become massless, and effectively tachyonic triggering electroweak

symmetry breaking, by varying the distance along the first tori between the b, c*, b, ¢
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branes respectively. Similar set of Higgs fields appear in the four [32], five [33], six
stack D6-SM’s [34] as well the Pati-Salam four stack D6-models [35].

For the models presented in this work, the number of complex scalar doublets is
equal to the non-zero intersection number product between the bc, bc* branes in the
second complex plane. As it have been discussed before in [32, 33, 34, 35] the presence
of scalar doublets H* h*, can be seen as coming from a field theory mass matrix
involving the fields H; and h; defined as

1 1
H* = 5 (H7 = H); hE = 5 (hi % ha) (5.10)

and making the effective potential which corresponds to the spectrum of Higgs scalars

to be given by

Vitiggs = miy(IHL|* + |Hal*) + mi(|ha]* + [ho?)

+ mEyH Hy + mihihy + hec., (5.11)
where
be bc*
P T SO 17
h An? o e
M? M? *
2 s [,q(bc) . 2 s [,9(bc™)
mp = 20/\192 | mp = 20/|192 , (5.12)
where - -
(be) _ z -1 (Y (be*) _ z N -1 (Y 1
Uy 2+tan <2>,192 5 tan <2>, (5.13)

and we have made the choice of parameters (5.8).
We note that the Z; is a free parameter, a moduli, and thus can become very small

in relation to the Planck scale.

5.3 Scalar sectors of the Five-Stack Al-quiver

Scalars appear in the theory in sectors that share the same CP phase. Thus for example
in the Al-quiver that we will examine in detail, the lightest scalars appear from the
nine intersections aa*, dd*, ee*, ad, ad*, ae, ae*, de, de*. They are listed in table (24).
We note that the subscript in the scalar representations denotes the hypercharge.

Let us make the choice (5.8). Within this choice, the angles that the branes a, b,

¢, d, e form with the orientifold plane appear as follows :

U! 20!
It = —1 +tan™? <?> , Uy =—tan™" <T> ; (5.14)
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(5.16)

2 2

V2 = —tan™! <%> , U3 =tan! <%> ; (5.15)
1
e 2 ) °

(5.17)

Sector Representation o' - mass?

aa® || 10(3,1)1/3+8(6, 1)1z || £ (—1 + Ltan1(40) — %tan_l(%z))

dd* 4(1,1) +1 (—L‘an_l(%) +tan_1(U72))

ee* No scalars present

ad 18(3,1)—2/3 i%[%mnil(%) — %tan’l(%z) + %tan’l(%z)
—tan (3]

ad* 3(3,1)_1y3 :I:#[—ﬁ—i—tan*l(%z)—tanfl(%)_i_tan—l(%])
—tan= (%))

ae* 2(3,1)1/3 i%[—ﬁ+tan*1(%l)+tan*1(%2) _mn—l(Ué)
—tan~ Y (UY)]

ae 8(3,1)-2/3 ﬂ:%[—ﬁ—tcmf%%) +tan*1(%2)+tan*1(%l)
+tan=Y(UY)]

de (L,1)o o (—tan*l(%) +tan*1(U1)) + 2

de” 5(1,1)o o (—tan*l(Ul) — tan~(2) + Qtanfl(g))

hypercharge.

Table 24: Lightest scalar excitations for the Al-quiver models. The subscript denotes the

As can be seen from table (24) there is a number of scalars present in the models.
These scalars may receive, as the models are non-SUSY, important higher loop correc-
tions which are stronger for coloured scalars. As it has been emphasized before [19, 2],

the precise form of the one loop corrections takes the form

AC %o, (M)

Am?(p) = > ——~

a

M; fa 10g(Ms//~L)AM12<K/W7 (5.18)
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where t = 2log(M,/p) and b, the one-loop [-function coefficients, C'% the quadratic
Casimir in the fundamental representation and the sum over the index a runs over the
different gauge representation of the individual scalar fields. Also, AMZ . Jw Treceives
contributions from Kaluza-Klein, winding and string excitations lighter than the string
scale 12, Thus all scalars in the models are expected to receive non-zero contributions
to their mass, the latter being driven to positive values for these scalars.
The complete absence of tachyons in the models is difficult to be maintained just
by fixing the complex structure parameter. E..g. the choice
20" U?
3 27

sends to zero the mass of the dd* scalars. Also the mass of the de-sector singlet scalars

(5.19)

may become positive by varying the distance between the branes. In addition, all
scalars receive corrections from (5.18). Thus the Al-models may receive important
loop corrections which may lift their tachyonic directions. Our claim will be further
justified in section 7, where the models will be shown to be equivalent to the four stack
al quivers under brane recombination. A comment is in order. From the ee* sector
there are no scalars present, as can be seen from the fact that the “existing” scalars

transform in the antisymmetric representation of the U(1) group.

5.4 Vacua from the Five-Stack Al-type quiver

In this section we examine the derivation of a class of Standard models with exactly
the SM at low energies, from the embedding of the five stack SM structure of table (2)
in the quiver of Al-type.

The solutions satisfying simultaneously the intersection constraints and the cancel-
lation of the RR twisted crosscap tadpole cancellation constraints are given in para-
metric form in table (25). These solutions represent the most general solution of the
RR tadpoles. The twisted RR solutions of table (25) satisfy all tadpole equations in
(2.16), but the first. The latter reads :

1 2ep N,
9ni—ﬁ+né€+ni€+ Eglh

Note that we had added the presence of extra N, branes. Their contribution to the

- 8. (5.20)

RR tadpole conditions is best described by placing them in the three-factorizable cycle

Ny (en/B1,0) (2,0)1y, . (5.21)

2+b, )¢ . .
12Where f, = 2tz and b, the coefficients of the one-loop S-functions.
1+4ba aa(hlb)t7
4m
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N; (nr,mb) | (n2,m?) | (n3,m3)

79 7 19 7

No=3 | (nl,eB') | (3,3¢€) 13

Ny=2 | (1/B1,0) | (1,%€e) a1y

N.=1 (1/81,0) | (0,—€€) a?

Ng=1 | (n},2e8") | (€, —3¢) 1
Ne=1| (nt,eB') | (E,—3€) 1
Ny, (en/B*,0) (2,0) In,

Table 25: General tadpole solutions for the five-stack Al-type quiver of intersecting D5-

branes, giving rise to exactly the standard model to low energies. The solutions depend
1

a’

on three integer parameters, n n}i, nl, the NS-background B' and the phase parameters

€ = € = %1, as well as the CP phase a.

The presence of an arbitrary number of N, D5-branes, which give an extra U(N},)
gauge group, don’t make any contribution to the rest of the tadpoles and intersection
constraints. Thus in terms of the low energy theory their presence has no effect. The

U(1) couplings to twisted RR fields read:

OZZ—OZ

51
= a 1 1 c ~ = e
Dél) A ci[ed][3ntFe — EFb + EF —énlFt —enlFe,
ESY A c[2€28Y[9F® + 2F* + F°]. (5.22)

B A cyf2! I

The combination of the U(1)’s which remains light at low energies is given by
Q' = (Qu — 3Qa — 3Qc) — 35" (ng + éng + éng ) Q... (5.23)
In addition, the hypercharge condition in this case is given uniquely by
B(nl +énk+enl) = 1. (5.24)
The, other than hypercharge, anomaly free, U(1) is given by

Q¥ = (Qu —2Q. + Qo). (5.25)
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Using the consition coming from the requirement the fifth U(1) to survive massless
the Green-SChwarz mechanism, e.g. if it is orthogonal to the model dependent U(1)
coupled to the RR field DSV give us (1/8;) — énl + 2én! = 0. Wrappings consistent
with this constraint and (5.20) are given by

ng=4,n.=3, é=—1, /1 =1/2, e=1, e, =1, Ny =20, n} = 0. (5.26)

If the scalar fields (1, 1)y, which are localized in the de-sector with mass given by 3

Ut U! A
ami, = £—|tan (=) — tcm_l(g)\ +

2
2 4 (5 7)

receive a vev then they may break the Q® symmetry. All scalars that may be present
in the models may receive important loop corrections frm (5.18) which may lift their

tachyonic directions. Thus at low energies only the SM gauge group survives.

5.5 SM Vacua from the Five-Stack A2-type quiver

In this section we examine the derivation of a class of theories with exactly the SM at
low energies. They come from the embedding of the five stack SM structure of table
(2) in the quiver of A2-type.

With the choice of tadpole solutions of table (26) all tadpole solutions in (2.16),
but the first, are satisfied, the latter giving

€ 2€hNh

In! — a1 +ny+nl+ = —8. (5.28)
The U(1) couplings to twisted RR fields read:
2
o —
B A ey[—2¢ 5 s
1 ~ a g g [ &
DY A c1[ée|[3ntFe — EFI) — EF —niF¢—nlFe,
ESY A ey (—2e8Y)[9F® + 2F% + F°]. (5.29)

The combination of the U(1)’s which remains light at low energies is given by
Ql = (Qa —3Qq — 3@6) + 3€B1(ni + n}l + ni)QC’ (5’30)
while the hypercharge condition in this case is given uniquely by

B (nt +nh+nl)= —1. (5.31)

Bwhere Z() is the transverse distance between the branes d, e in the second tori
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N; (ni,mi) | (nf,m3) | (n},m])
No=3| (ng,—eB') | (3,3¢é) 13
Ny=2| (1/B1,0) (€, 3¢€) al
Ne=1| (1/51,0) (0,¢) a®
Ng=1| (ng,—2¢p") | (1, —3¢f) 1
Ne=1| (n;,—eB") | (1,—3€€) 1

N (en/B',0) (2,0) 1y,

Table 26: General tadpole solutions for the five-stack A2-type quiver of intersecting D5-
branes, giving rise to the standard model at low energies. The solutions depend on three
integer parameters, n}, n}l, n!, the NS-background 3! and the phase parameters ¢ = ¢ = =1,

as well as the CP phase a.

The fifth anomaly free U(1) given by

QP = (Qq —2Q. + Q) (5.32)

survives massless the generalized Green-Schwarz mechanism if —n) + 2n! — ¢/ = 0.

Wrapping numbers consistent with this constraint and (5.28) are given by
nt=1,n=-3 nl=4 8=1/2, e=1,é=1,¢,=1,N, =3. (5.33)

Then U(1) gauge boson associated with (5.32) gets broken with the help of de-sector

scalars
(1,1)o (5.34)
with - - 22
1 1
oo oy U -1,V zZ-
a'mi, = i27r < 7Ttom ( 1 )+ tan™( 5 )) + o (5.35)

where Z is the distance between the branes d, e in the second tori. The latter scalars
receive a vev and break the Q® symmetry leaving only the SM gauge symmetry at
low energies. Any tachyonic directions that may be present in the models may receive

important corrections from the couplings (5.18).
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N; (nr,mb) | (n2,m?) | (n3,m3)

79 7 19 7

No=3 | (nl,eB') | (3,3¢€) 13

Ny=2 | (1/B1,0) | (1,%é) a1y

No=1| (1/8,0) | (0,¢9) a

Ny=1 | (ng,2e8") | (¢ —3€) 1

Ne=1| (ni,ep") | (€ —3¢) 1
Nu || (en/BY,0) | (2,0) 1N,

Table 27: General tadpole solutions for the five-stack A2-type quiver of intersecting D5-

branes, giving rise to the standard model at low energies. The solutions depend on three

1
a

integer parameters, n, n}i, nl, the NS-background $' and the phase parameters e = € = +1,

as well as the CP phase a.

5.6 SM Vacua from the Five-Stack A2-type quiver

In this section we examine the derivation of a class of models, with exactly the SM
at low energies, from the embedding of the five stack SM structure of table (2) in
the quiver of A2-type. With the choice of tadpole solutions of table (27) all tadpole
solutions in (2.16), but the first, are satisfied, the latter giving

1 - QEhNh
In} — a1 + &(ny +nl) + o —8. (5.36)
The U(1) couplings to twisted RR fields read
2
a—a
B A ¢ [~2 5 |F?,
D(l)/\ ~ SlFa in iFC ~1Fd ~1Fe
2 €1 [GEH g - 61 - 61 — €Ny — €N, ]7
ESY A c1[2¢eBY|[9F® + 2F® + F°]. (5.37)

The combination of the U(1)’s which remains light at low energies is given by
Q' = (Qu — 3Qa — 3Qc) + 35" (ng + éng + éng)Qe. (5.38)
The hypercharge condition in this case is given uniquely by
Bni +ény+énl)= -1 (5.39)
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The other anomaly free U(1), beyond hypercharge, given by

Q¥ = Qq—2Q. + Q. (5.40)

survive massless the Green-Schwarz mechanism if —n} + 2n! — (¢/8') = 0. A set of

wrappings consistent with the last constraint and (5.36) are given by
nt=3 ng=4,n.=1,é=-1,e=1,¢=1 N,=1. ' =1/2 (5.41)

The scalar fields breaking Q® get localized in the de-sector, e.g. (1,1)y with mass

given by
1 Ut IEVAC)
o/mie = :l:%|tcm_l(z) — tcm_l(?)\ +

where Z® is the transverse distance between the branes d, e in the second tori. The

(5.42)

latter scalars receive a vev and break the @Q©® symmetry. Tachyonic scalar directions
may be lifted by their corrections from the couplings (5.18). Thus at low energy we
get the SM gauge group and chiral content.

6 Standard Models from Six-Stack 73 Quivers

In this section, we discuss the embedding of SM configurations of table (3) in six stacks
of intersecting D5-branes at the string scale, that in general, give at low energy the
SM together with some extra scalar fields. Part of these scalar fields is responsible
for breaking the two anomaly free free U(1)’s, beyond the the U(1) corresponding to
the SM, surviving massless the generalized Green-Schwarz mechanism. Nevertheless,
all scalars may receive important loop corrections from (5.18) which may lift all their
tachyonic directions. The latter will be further justidied in section 7 using brane
recombination. The embedding of the six stack SM structure of table (3) in various
quivers can be seen in figures (4) and (6). In the present work, we will describe explicitly
only the C1, C2 quivers. Similar results hold for the other six stack quivers. in addition
to various doublet scalar fields. However, in the next section we will show by using
brane recombination that there is continuous flow of all the six stack quivers to their

four stack quiver ‘counterparts’.

6.1 SM Vacua from the Six-Stack Cl-quiver

The Cl-quiver of SM embedding seen in figure (3) is solved by the RR tadpole solutions
seen in Appendix III. With the latter choice the tadpole solutions in (2.16), but the
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adef

a, o, e, b* ¢t

%@ F®ad of

b*,c b, c* a, o, e, f*
c2 c3

b,c b, b* b, c

b*, c* ¢ c* b, ¢

()— ’@ (D—
a,def ¢4 adef ad.ef &,d e, f* adent o5 adef

Figure 4: Assignment of SM embedding in configurations of six stacks of D5 branes depicted
in Z3 quiver diagrams; six out of a total of ten quivers. In all the cases we get the SM at low

energy. Note that & = a~ 1.

first, are satisfied, the latter giving
2€hN h

In} —E+nd+n +np+ —— a1 = 8. (6.1)
Also the U(1) couplings to twisted RR fields read:
B A ey [262 =
2 Cl[ € 51 ] )
~ a g g C e
DY A c1[ée)[3nt Fo — ﬁ—Fb + EF —niFt —nlFe— n}Ff],
ESY A (—2¢BY)[9F® + F4 4 F¢ + FY). (6.2)

There are three U(1)’s which survive massless the Green-Schwarz mechanism. One of

them is automatically orthogonal to all U(1)’s seen in (6.2). It is

Q' = (Qu = 3Qa — 3Qc — 3Qy) — 3¢8' (n, + ng +ng +n)Q.. (6.3)
The latter U(1) represents the hypercharge (3.6) if the hypercharge condition is satisfied

e (ny +ny+nl+ny) = 1. (6.4)
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The other U(1)’s which survive massless the Green-Schwarz mechanism are given by

Q¥ = 2Q4- Q.- Qy, (6.5)
QY = Q.—Q (6.6)

e —

The U(1)’s (6.6) remain massless, and orthogonal to the U(1)’s (6.2) if nj = n} = nj.
The set of wrappings

ng=4ny=n,=ny=-108"=1é=16=—1,N, =20 (6.7)

a €

is consistent with all the constraints present.

The scalars from the de* sector
Lo (1,1)0 = 2(1,1)o (6.8)
break the extra U(1) Q©®). Also the scalars from the df* sector
(1, 1) = 2(1, 1), (6.9)

break the extra U(1) Q. The masses of the de*, df* scalars may be given respectively
by

12 Lo gy b, U2
a'my. = |1 ——tan™(U") — =tan™" (—)|, (6.10)
T T 2
Mipe = Mo (6.11)

Because all scalars receive important corrections to their mass from the couplings (5.18)

all tachyonic directions may be lifted. Thus at low energies, only the SM survives.

6.2 SM Vacua from the Six-Stack C2-quiver

The C2-quiver embedding of the SM chiral fermions of table (3) can be seen in figure
(4). With the choice of tadpole solutions seen in appendix C all tadpole solutions in
(2.16), but the first, are satisfied, the latter giving

1 2e, N
9ni—ﬁ+né+ni+n}+%z—8. (6.12)
The U(1) couplings to twisted RR fields follows:
2
1 a—
BV A2 = |F?,
1 ~ a 1 1 c €
DY A c[ée)[3ntFe — ﬁFb — EF —nlFd —nlEe— n}Ff],
ESY A ¢y (—2ee8Y)[9F + F? + F° 4 F). (6.13)
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For the C2 quiver the SM hypercharge may be associated with the U(1) combination
Q' = (Qa — 3Q4 — 3Q. — 3Qy) + 38 (nt + n}+nl +n})Q.. (6.14)
if the hypercharge condition is given uniquely by
BHny +ng+ni+ny)= —1. (6.15)
The other U(1)’s which survive masslss the Green-SChwarz mechanims are given by

QY = (2Qi—Q.—Qy), (6.16)
QY = Q.—Qy (6.17)

The existence of the latter U(1)’s give us the model dependent condition nj = n} = nj.
E.g making the choice ny =n} =n; =1, n, = —4, e =1, f' =1, ¢, = =1, N}, = 21,
the scalars from de*-sector 2(1, 1), break Q©), while the scalars from df*-sector 2(1, 1),
break Q. Thus at low energy only the SM remains as all tachyonic directions may

be lifted by the corrections (5.18).

7 Brane recombination flows of SM string vacua

with different number of stacks

We have seen that when examining five and six stack vacua, some additional features
appeared in comparison to the corresponding four stack ‘counterpart’ quiver vaccum
14 Thus we find more scalars to be present in these models. We should emphasize
however, that this is an artifact of our procedure. The appearance of the scalar spec-
trum in the models we studied, as opposed to the chiral multiplets that is fixed by
the intersection numbers, depends on our choice of wrapping numbers entering the RR
tadpole cancellation conditions. Their number for a general brane j comes from the
sector which the brane transforms with a CP phase of unity.

In this section we will show that the appearance of fermion and scalars in five and
six stack quiver models is in one to one correspondence with their counterpart four
stack quivers. That is we show using the mechanism of brane recombination (BR),
that there are directions in homology space such that the five and six stack D5 vacua

are equivalant to four stack vacua and thus have only the SM at low energy.

1By ‘counterpart’ we mean the quiver obtained by ‘naively’ deleting the extra branes from the five,

six, stack quivers so that they become four stack one’s.
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Brane recombination in the picture of the D5-brane models we are examining may
correspond exactly to the picture suggested by Sen, namely that the tachyon condensed
at its minimum is exactly the final configuration of the recombined branes (which are
stretched along a minimal volume cycle in its homology class). In the context of
intersecting branes BR effects have been considered in [19] (and further in [24] ) where
it corresponds to a stringy version of the electroweak symmetry breaking mechanism.
In this case it was the recombination of one of the U(1) of the ‘left” b-brane with
the U(1) ‘right” c-brane that induced the Higgs mechanism. In our case the origin
of BR effects are different. In gereral the BR mechanism corresponds to recombining
D5-branes wrapping different intersecting cycles. We note that the D5 branes that we
will recombine are not necessarily paralled across some two dimensional tori. Thus we
will be able to show that by recombining always the U(1) branes that are not involved
in the QCD intersection numbers (not the a, b, ¢, branes) there is a continuous flow
between the six, five and four stack models.

In order to illuminate our points we will examine for simplicity some examples in
the five and in the six stack quivers. We note that there are two general types of quivers
occuring in the present work. In the first class of quivers the coloured (or baryonic)a-
brane is on the same node (transforming trivially under CP) with another two d, e
(resp. three, the d, e, f) U(1) branes (and/or images) in the five (resp. six) stack
quiver. In the second class of quivers the left U(2) b, brane (and/or images) is on the

node (transforming trivially under CP) with the right ¢ brane (and/or images).

7.1 Five stack D5-models flowing to four stack SM D5’s

Take for example one representative of the 1st type of quivers, e.g. the five stack Al-
quiver. Its intersection numbers before BR were given in eqn. (3.8). Lets us assume
that two of the branes recombine, e.g. the d with e brane into a new brane j. Thus
instead of the original five stack model with a, b, ¢, d, e branes we are left with a four
stack model made of a, b, ¢, j branes. The new intersection numbers are computed
easily by noticing that I, is now an additive quantity, thus I; = l4q+ I = 0+0 =0,
and e.g. Iyj = Iyg + Ire = 2+ 1 = 3. Thus after recombination into a single brane

d + e — j we are left with the following intersection numbers

[bj - 3, ch - —3, ch* - 3,
Iab - ]_, Iab* - 2, [ac - —3, Iac* - 3 (71)
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which we regognize to be the intersection numbers of the four stack a; quiver (the

quiver obtained by naively deleting the e-brane from the Al-quiver!). Pictorially

Al 25 a1 (7.2)

Let us now examine a quiver of the 2nd type appearing in the present work, one
representative of which is the B3-quiver seen in figure (6). Again we recombine the d,

e branes '°. Its intersection numbers before BR are given by

Iab - _1> [ab* = -2 s Iac - 3a [ac* = 3>
Ii=—-2, Lhe=-1, I4=2, I.qo =2,
Lo=1, IL.—1 (7.3)

After BR, d + e — j and we are left with the following intersection numbers, namely

Iab = _17 Iab* = -2 ) Iac = 37 Iac* = 37
]bj = —3, Ic' == 3 5 Ice* - 3 (74)

which are the intersection numbers of the four stack a4 quiver (the quiver obtained by

naively deleting the e-brane from the B3-quiver). Pictorially
B3 %5 a4 (7.5)

Thus something novel happens here, as the the original five stack quiver Al(resp.
B3) flows into the a;y (resp. ay4) quiver. The latter quiver has only coloured scalars
and they are expected to receive strong loop corrections from the couplings (5.18).
Therefore the Al-quiver (resp. B3) at low energy may have only the SM at low energy.
What is BR is really telling us is that there are flat directions in the moduli space of
the Al-quiver (resp. B3) which can be used to break the extra U(1) symmetry carried
by the e-brane. Moreover, they confirm that we are speaking about two equivalent
theories.

In addition, they confirm the uniqueness of our original choice of constructing five
16 stack deformations out of the four stack vacua of [2] by deforming around its QCD
intersection number structure 7. An additional example is shown in appendix for the

five stack B3 quiver.

5Even though they are transforming non-trivially with a CP phase
16These results also hold for the five stack D6 SM’s of [33] which under d + e brane BR, flow to

the four stack SM examples of [32], while the six stack SM’s of [34] flows into the SM’s of [32] under
d +e+fBR.

"Following the choice of universal five stack SM intersection number ansatz of table (2).
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7.2 Six stack D5-models flowing to four stack D5 SM’s

Using BR in the branes d, e, f, the six stack quivers can be shown to “flow” to their
corresponding quiver SM that is generated by naively deleting the presence of the
branes d, e, f, from the corresponding node and replacing it by the new recombined
brane. To show the latter we will consider two representative examples that are based
on the C1 and C3 quivers.

The intersection numbers of the C1 quiver before BR are given by

Ly =1, Iy =2, Io.=-3, I=3,
La=1, Ie=1, ILy=1 I4=-1

Lgp=1, To=—1, Ie=1 Ij=—1,

Lp =1 (7.6)

After BR, d+ e+ f — [, one can easily seen that the new intersection numbers are

those of (7.1). Thus we have evident the chain transition

c1 " (7.7)

Let us now turn our attention to the C3 quiver. In this case, the intersection numbers

before BR are given by

Ipy=—-1, Ige=-2, I,.=3, l,v =3,
Ly=-1, Lhe=-1, Lyy=-1 I4=1

Lo =1, le=1, Iew=1, I =1,

Ipe =1 (7.8)
while after BR, d + e + f — [, they become those of the 4-stack ad-quiver, the latter
naively obtained by deleting the e, f, branes from the B3-quiver dagram.

!

3 T g (7.9)

7.3 Six stack D5-models flowing to five stack SM D5’s

There are more chirality non-changing transitions. We note that brane recombination
as we proposed to be carried out does not change the chiral content of the models but
rather by changing the positions of the chiral matter in the target space reduces also

the scalar content of the models present. A more appropriate name for the transitions
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adg (3) =
@a,def a,ds,e”

_ef=e d+e= d
b*, c* e , b, c

b*, c* c1

ar, d*, e, f*

C3

d+e+f=d

Figure 5: Recombination flow for some of the six-stack quivers. All models flow to four stack

SM quivers after recombination.

taking place will be gauge and scalar changing transitions as they help us avoid the
presence of extra scalars generically present in the five and six stack SM’s.
By BR on the d, e branes under the chain e + f — € it may be shown that the

following chirality non-changing transitions take place on the :

15 By (7.10)
C3 ‘25" By (7.11)

As B3’ quiver we denote the intersection numbers of the B3 quiver where the d, e branes
are interchanged (this is a symmetry of the B3 quiver, B3’ e B3). Subequently
adopting BR, d + e — d, the B3’ quiver flows to the a; (resp. a4) quivers. The

transitions described can be seen in figure (5).

8 Epilogue

In this work, we have discussed the appearance of non-supersymmetric compactifi-

cations with D5 branes intersesting at angles that may have exactly the SM at low
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energies. Our main purpose was to classify all the possible configurations that may
give the SM at low energy and may be of phenomenological interest.

The models of this work, are build on a background of D5-branes, the latter being
part of a four, five and six-stack structure, with intersecting D5-branes on an orientifold
of T*® % [2]. The orbifold structure of the background is encoded in different quiver
diagrams (see figures 1-7). The quiver diagrams reflect the geometric and orbifold
action on the brane/orientifold-image system placed on the quiver nodes.

We completed the discussion of four stack SM’s initiated in [2] by discussing the
four, ‘reflected’, quivers Q1, Q2, Q3, Q4. We pointed out that these quivers describe
equivalent theories to the quiver examples presented in [2], thus they describe vacua
with exactly the SM at low energies.

We showed that reflected Z5 quivers, that are obtained from an ‘image’ quiver by
keeping the quiver transformation of the nodes fixed, while at the same time inter-
changing the brane/orientifold content of the nodes with CP phases different from
unity, describe equivalent theories. Also, we presented some new tadpole solutions to
the four stack quivers of [2], the latter seen in figure (2). The new solutions describe,
at the level of low energy effective theories equivalent SM theories to those of [2].

In addition, we discussed the Standard model embedding in five and six stack
quivers, denoted as Ai, Ai;/Bj (i = 1,..,2;5 = 1,..,7), Ck (k = 1,..,10) quivers
respectively 8. In this case, the appearance of the SM at low energies is achieved easily
but also make their appearance singlet, doublet and colour scalars. In all cases singlet
scalars may be used to break the extra U(1)’s, while tachyonic directions that exist
among scalars may be lifted by the loop corrections (5.18). Further justification to the
latter was provided by using the mechanism of brane recombination (BR). BR showed
us that there are gauge breaking transitions in the context of intersecting D5-branes
that allow a continuous flow between the six, five and four quivers of the same kind,
namely the one’s that can be created by adding leptonic U(1) e, f, branes, on the nodes
of the four stack quiver having a baryonic (a) brane. This is quite interesting result,
since gauge breaking transitions are known to exist only in the context of M-theory to
occur through small instanton transitions [43].

All the models have a gauged baryon number as it happens in their orientifolded
T*® tori counterparts [33]. We note that the same property is being shared in all the

constructions involving modelling with D5-branes in the same backgrounds or in the SM

BThese particular SM embedding have been used before in five and six-stack orientifolded 7'
backgrounds [33, 34] respectively and produced string vacua with exactly the Standard Model at low

energy.
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vacua from intersecting D6-brane models on the orientifolded T tori [32, 33, 34, 35].
The models based on the present backgrounds have a stability defect as they have
closed string tachyons. Thus their full stability is an open question. Similar issues
have been examined in the context of non-compact orbifolds [44].

Crucial for the four-, five-, six- stack constructions of D5-branes used in this work,
was the configurations of tables (1), (2), (3) that exhibit the particular localization of
fermions at the different intersections. The same configurations have been used before
in the construction of four- five- six- stack SM’s in orientifolded T tori [32, 33, 34].

The most important difference of the present study with the relevant four- five or
six- stack SM’s found in their counterparts SM’s in orientifolded T tori [32, 33, 34, 35]
is related to the existence of scalars in the models. In the models of [33, 34, 35] the only
scalars present in the models where the one’s appearing after imposing N = 1 SUSY
in a particular sector involving the right handed neutrino. The latter supersymmetric
scalars were responsible '% for the breaking of the extra massless U(1)’s, beyond the
one associated with the hypercharge, at low energies. On the contrary in the present
intersecting brane backgrounds there is a variety of different scalars in the models,
color, singlet, or doublet scalars. All scalars receive loop corrections that are stronger
for the coloured scalars. Also singlet scalars are being used to break the extra U(1)’s,
beyond hypercharge, that survive massless to low energies. The kind of scalars present
in the SM-like models depends on our choise of parameters entering the RR tadpole
cancellation conditions. Thus a different choice of parameters will provide us with
different scalars.

In section 7, the novel use of the brane recombination (BR) mechanism showed us
that there is continous “flow” from six to five and four stack vacua depicted by quiver
diagrams. In fact, we were able to show that by starting with the six stack vacua
and recombining the d, e, f branes(resp. e, f) the six stack (resp. five stack) quiver
intersection numbers “flow” to the four stack intersection numbers. Thus instead of
solving the five and six stack quiver one could also solve the associated four stack
model. As the intersection numbers [, are practically involved in the RR tadpole

cancellation conditions through the relation

Y N[l ] =0 (8.1)

Ythe latter scalars are necessary if the corresponding U(1) gauge bosons have a zero coupling to
the RR fields.
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which ‘flows’ to
> NI - [IL] = Y~ Nalay = 0, (8.2)

the latter being the cancellation of the cubic non-abelian anomalies, we have found 2
that the six and five stack models are equivalent in homology space to the associated
four stack models. Thus we were able to show that classes of quiver vacua with D5
branes are continously connected ?'. The mechanism responsible for BR flow is rather
topological at our current level of understanding BR. It will be interesting if a deeper
explanation may be found, perhaps in relation with a lifting of the present D5-models
to their dual models that may result from an M-theory compactification. The latter
perhaps could be justified in relation to the analysis of [43].

We also note that the Standard Models discussed in this work, have a natural low
scale of order of the TeV [2; 14], thus avoiding the hierarchy problem, as the volume
of the two dimensional manifold over which the singularity structure of C'/Zy can be

embedded can be made large enough.
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20The recombination changed the intersection numbers, such the RR charge (8.1) was conserved,

and (8.2) before and after recombination was preserved.
21Tt can be easily seen, using BR along the lines of section 7, that the six and five D6 brane stack

deformations of [33] [34] are continously connected to the D6-models of [32].
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Figure 6: Configurations of D5 branes with Z3 quiver diagrams, which give at low energy
the SM.

10 Appendix A

In this appendix, we will continue the discussion of the five stack SM chiral fermion
embedding of table (20), in the B1, B2, B3 quivers seen in figure 5.

10.1 SM Vacua from the five-stack Bl-type quiver

This class of models is described by the embedding of the SM stack SM configurations
of table (2) in the Z3 quiver Bl seen in figure (5). The corresponding RR tadpole
solutions can be seen in Appendix B.

With the choice of tadpole solutions all tadpole solutions in (2.16), but the first,
are satisfied, the latter giving

1
ny = —4+ @(2 — e, Ny) (10.1)

The U(1) couplings to twisted RR fields read

2

1 o — a e
Bé)/\cl[T] (9F" +2F" + F°),
3€e - . fe €€ e
Dgl) Acy <_2—ﬁlFa + 2éen, F* + 2nleF° + EFd + 2—BIF ) )
BV Ny (—28") P, (10.2)
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The combination of the U(1)’s which remains light at low energies is given by
3€
neh

while this U(1) is identified as the hypercharge uniquely if

Q' = (Qu —3Qu — 3Q.) + Qe- (10.3)

nl = _5£1‘ (10.4)

We note that there is an extra anomaly free U(1), beyond hypercharge, which is

9 1

3 29
Qb = _%Qa +Qq— 2_8Q6 — %ﬁl—néQb (10.5)

The scalars from the bb* sector break the Q©® symmetry. Thus at low energy only the
SM gauge group survives. Choosing nj =1, ¢, = —1, N, =3, e¢ = 1, n! = 1, we find

the scalars

Sector || Representation || o' - mass?

bb* 2(1,1)(0,2,0,00) || £ (—tan‘l(Ul) + tan—l(U;))

cct 2(1,1); +1 (tan YUY - T)) + &
ber 22, 1) 1y | £ (—tcmfl(%l) - tanfl(zﬂ))
be 2(2,1)1 2 +L[tan (L) + tan~ (U2)] + £

Table 28: Lightest scalar excitations for the Bl-quiver models. In the last three rows we

have displayed the hypercharge of the scalars.

Thus (see table (28) ) when U' = U?/2 = 7/2, the mass of the bb*, cc* sector
scalars tends to zero. The tachyonic directions of the bc scalars may always be lifted
by varying the distance along the 1st torus, while the scalars from the bc* sector may
receive loop corrections (see 5.3) which will lift their tachyonic direction. Thus at low

energies only the SM remains.

10.2 SM Vacua from the five-stack B2-type quivers

This class of models is described by the embedding of the five stack SM configurations
of table (2) in the Z3 quiver B2 seen in figure (5). The RR tadpole solutions may be
located in Appendix B.
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The U(1) couplings to twisted RR fields read:

2

1 a—o a e
BSY Ay i J(9F" + 2F" + F*),
3ee - . €€ €€ .
DY A ¢y <—2—ﬁ1F“ + 2een) F* + 2nleF° + EFd — ot )
B3 Aoy (<26 F") . (10.6)

In this way all tadpole solutions in (2.16), but the first are satisfied, the latter giving

ny = % <—8 + %(5 — 2ehNh)> (10.7)

The combination of the U(1)’s which doesn’t have a coupling to the RR fields is
3€

l
= a — e a 15 We 10.
Q' = (Qu=3Qu=3Q0) + 5750 (1038)
and it is the hypercharge if B
1 o €

From (10.7), (10.9) we conclude that ' = 1/2. Also there is an extra anomaly free
U(1) which reads
9

3 29
6) — (=2 ~20.—

Q) (10.10)

The latter U(1) may be broken by the bb*-sector scalars giving the SM gauge group a
low energies. The remaining scalars, as in the B1 quiver, receive corrections whic lift

their tachyonic directions. Thus at low energy only the SM remains.

10.3 SM Vacua from the five-stack B3-type quiver

This class of models is described by the embedding of the five stack SM configurations
of table (2) in the quiver B3 seen in figure (5). The RR tadpole solutions may be
placed in Appendix B.

The U(1) couplings to the twisted RR fields are :
a—a’ a d e
T] (9F" +2F" + F°),
DYV Ay [ge][—iFa bpig ey nLF — 2nl F),
241 2431 2431 c
B Ney (4 eep' P (10.11)

Bél) A Cl[
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Figure 7: Configurations of five stacks of intersecting D5 branes placed in Z3 quiver diagrams

and giving rise to the SM at low energy.

Using the B3 RR tadpoles all tadpole solutions in (2.16), but the first, are satisfied,
the latter giving

1
ny = —4+ 5(3 — enNy). (10.12)
The U(1)
3
Ql = (Qa - BQd - 3@6) - nl—ch (1013>
may represent the hypercharge uniquely if
1
n, = E (10.14)
The other massless anomaly free U(1), orthogonal to the hypercharge is
3 29 1
G) — (2 -0, - — 10.15
Q ( 28 Qa + Qd 28 Qc 14B1n(£ Qb) ( )

This U(1) may be broken by the bb* scalars, leaving the SM gauge group at low energies.
The rest of the scalars will receive corrections which may lift their tachyonic directions.
Actually, BR have been considered for this quiver in section (7.1) justifying our claim.
Under BR the B3 quiver it has been shown in section (7.1) to be equivalent under

homology flow to the a4 four stack quiver.
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Figure 8: Assignment of SM embedding in configurations of six stacks of D5 branes depicted
in Z3 quiver diagrams; four out of a total of ten quivers, giving rise to the SM at low energy.

Note that @ = a1,
11 Appendix B

The solutions of the five stack D5 quivers depend on the integer parameters, nl, n},

nl, nk n! the NS-background ' and the phase parameters ¢ = € = ¢, = &1, also on

the CP phase «.

RR tadpole solutions for Bl-quiver

Ni (ni,mi) | (i, mf) | (n},m7)
N,=3| (1/84,0) | (3,4é) als
Ny =2 | (nj, —éeB") | (1,1ce) 1y
N.=1| (nl esh) (0, €) 1
Ny = (1/8',0) | (=2,¢€f) o’
Ne=1| (1/840) |(1,—3ie)

Ny, (en/B",0) (2,0) Ly,
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RR tadpole solutions for B2-quiver

Ni (nj,m;) | (ni,m7) | (nj,m7)
N, =3 (1/840) | (3,3¢é) als
Ny=2 | (n—eeB) | (1L3e) | 1
N.=1] (nl es") (0,¢) 1
Ny=1| (1/84,0) | (2, —eé) a
Ne=1| (1/840) | (-1, %€ 2

No || (en/B1,0) | (2,0) 1w,

RR tadpole solutions for B3-quiver

Ni (nj,m;) | (ni,m?) | (nj,m7)
N, =3 (1/840) | (3,3¢é) als
Ny =2 | (n}, —éeB") | (1, 3¢e) 1o
N. = (nl,—eep') | (0, —ece) 1
Ny=1| (1/84,0) | (2,—eé)

Ne=1| (1/840) | (1,—%ee)
Ni (en/B',0) | (2,0) 1y,
RR tadpole solutions for B4-quiver

Ni (nj,m;) | (ni,m?) | (nj,m7)
N, =3 (1/840) | (3,3¢é) als
Ny =2 | (n}, —€eB") | (1, 3¢e) 1o
N.=1] (nl es") (0,¢) 1
Ny = (1/84,0) | (—2,¢€é) 2
Ne=1| (1/840) | (-1, %€ 2

No || (en/B',0) | (2,0) 1w,

RR tadpole solutions for B5-quiver
Ni || (nismi) | (nf,m7) | (nf,m7)
N, =3 (1/8%0) | (3,3¢e) a’ly
N=2 | (nhees) | (L2e) | 1
N.=1| (n},ep') | (0,—€f) 1
Nyg=1| (1/8%0) | (—2,¢€)
Ne=1| (1/8%0) | (=1, 3€€)

Ni | (en/B',0) | (2,0) 1w,
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RR tadpole solutions for B6-quiver

Ni || (nimy) | (nf,m3) | (nd,m7)
N, =3 (1/8%0) | (3,3¢e) a’ls
Ny=2 | (n.ees') | (Liee) | 1
N.=1| (n}ep') | (0,—cc) 1
Ny=1| (1/8%0) | (2, —¢€) a?
Ne=1| (1/8%0) | (=1, 3¢€€)

Ny || (en/B'0) | (2,0) 1y,

RR tadpole solutions for B7-quiver

Ni (ni,mi) | (nf,m) | (n,m7)
N,=3| (1/80) (3, 4¢ée) a?l3
Ny =2 | (n},—éeB') | (=1, —1ée) 1o
N.=1| (nl,—ees") (0, €€) 1
Ny=1| (1/8%0) (—2, €€) o
Ne=1| (1/840) | (1,—3€e) a?

Ni, (en/B",0) (2,0) L,
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12 Appendix C

In this Appendix, we will provide the explicit RR tadpole solutions corresponding
to the classification of embedding the six stack SM configurations of table (3), using
intersecting D5 models, in Z3 quivers. We list all tadpole solutions appearing in the

C1,..., C10 quivers.

RR tadpole solutions for Cl-quiver

N, =3 | (nl,—€B') | (3,3¢ée) 13

Ny=2| (1/8,0) (€, 3€) aly
Ne=1] (1/B1,0) | (0,—€) a
Ng=1| (nj,—eB) | (1, —3¢€) 1
1
1

Ne=1| (nl,—eB") | (1,—1e)
Ny =1| (nj,—eB") | (1, —5€é)
Np (Eh/ﬁl7 0) (27 O) L,

RR tadpoles for 6-stack C2 quiver

N, =3 (n(117 _6651) (37 %g‘s) 13

Ny =2 (1/54,0) (1, %66) alsy
Ne=1| (1/B:,0)
Ng=1| (n,—eeB") | (1, —1ee)
N, =1 | (nl, —eep")
Ny=1| (n},—eeB') | (1,—%e€)

Ny, (en/B,0) | (2,0) Ly,

—~
@)
M
[}

~—
Q

[N}

—~
—_
|
M
™R
~—
—_ —_ —_

RR tadpoles for 6-stack C3 quiver

Ni (ni,mi) | (nf,m?) | (nj,mj)
N,=3| (1/84,0) | (3,3¢é) als
Ny =2 || (ng, —€ef) | (1,3e€€) 1y
N.=11| (nl,—¢eeB') | (0,—ec) 1

Ny=11 (1/84,0) | (1, —3€e) a
Ne=11 (1/840) |(1,—%ee) a
Ny=1] (1/84,0) | (1,—3€c) a
Nn || (en/B',0) | (2,0) L,
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RR tadpoles for 6-stack C4 quiver

Ni (ni,mi) | (nf,m?) | (nj,m})
N,=3| (1/84,0) | (3,1¢) als
Ny =2 | (n},—éef) | (1,1ee) 1o
N.=11| (nl,—¢eeB') | (0,—ec) 1
Ny=11 (1/84,0) | (-1, 31ee) 2
Ne=1| (1/840) | (=1, 1Lee) 2
Ny=1] (1/84,0) | (-1, 3€e) 2

N (en/B',0) | (2,0) Ly,

RR tadpoles for 6-stack C5 quiver

N; (ni,mi) | (nf,m7) | (nj,m})
N, =3 (1/ﬁ1 0) (3, 5¢¢) a?ls
Ny =2 | (n,—€eB) | (=1, —3€e) 1y
N.=1 | (nl,—éep") (0, €€) 1
Ny=11 (1/8%0) (—1, e€) «
Ne=1| (1/840) | (1,—%ed) a?
Ny=1| (1/84,0) | (1,—1ee) a?

Ni (en/B",0) (2,0) Ly,

RR tadpoles for 6-stack C6 quiver

N; (nj,mi) | (ni,mg) | (nj,mj)
N,=3| (1/8%0) (3, 3¢€) a?ls
Ny =2 | (ny, —éef?) | (=1, —3¢€€) 1y
N.=1 | (nl,—éep") (0, €€) 1
Ny=1| (1/840) | (1,—1ed) a?
N1 /80 | CLid) | a
N1 W | CLid | a

Ny, (en/B,0) (2,0) 1y,
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RR tadpoles for 6-stack C7 quiver

N; (nj,mi) | (ni,m?) | (nj,mj)
N,=3| (1/8%0) (3, 1¢€) a?l3
Ny =2 | (ny, —€ef?) | (=1, —3€€) 1y
N.=1 | (nl,—éep") (0, €€) 1
Ny=1| (1/8%0) (1, —1ee) o?
N.=1| (1/8%0) (1, —%ee) a?
Ny=1| (1/8%0) (—1, 2ee) o

Ny, (en/,0) (2,0) In,

N; (ni,mi) | (nf,m7) | (nj,m})
N, =3 (1/51 0) | (3,3¢€) als
Ny =2 || (ng, —€ef) | (1, 3e€€) 1y
N.=11| (nl,—¢eep') | (0,—ec) 1
Ny=11 (1/84,0) | (1,—3€e) a
Ne=1| (1/840) | (-1, %€ o?
Ny=1] (1/84,0) | (-1, 3€c) o?

Ny, (en/3,0) (2,0) In,

RR tadpoles for 6-stack C9 quiver

N; (ni,mi) | (nf,m3) | (ni,m7)
N, =3 (1/51 0) | (3,1é) als
Ny =2 | (n},—éef) | (1,1ee) 1y
N.=1| (nl,—¢eeB') | (0,—ec) 1
Ny=11 (1/84,0) | (-1, 31ee) 2
Ne=1| (1/840) |(1,—1ee)

Ny=1| (1/8.0) |(-Lie)| o2

N (en/B',0) | (2,0) Ly,
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RR tadpoles for 6-stack C10 quiver

Ni (nj,m;) | (ni,m?) | (nj,m7)
N, =3 (1/84,0) | (3,3¢é) als
Ny=2 |} )| (L1 | L
N.=1| (nl,—¢eeB") | (0,—ec) 1
Ny=11 (1/84,0) | (-1, 3¢c) a?
Ne=1| (1/840) | (-1, %€ o?
Ny=1] (1/84,0) | (1,—3€c) a

No | (en/B',0) | (2,0) 1w,
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