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Abstract. We explicitly test the asymptotic grand unification of a minimal 5-dimensional
model with SO(10) gauge theory compactified on an S1/Z2 × Z′

2 orbifold. We consider all
matter fields as propagating in the bulk and show that the gauge couplings asymptotically run
to a fixed point in the UV. However, the Yukawa couplings will typically hit a Landau pole right
above the compactification scale in this class of SO(10) models.

1. Introduction
Theories of grand unification continue to play an important role in guiding the searches for
extensions of the Standard Model (SM) [1, 2]. The idea of grand unification theories (GUT) is
to reduce all the gauge interactions to one single gauge group and all the fermionic multiplets
into one or two different representations for each generation of matter [3, 4, 5]. This single
gauge group corresponds to a unification of the three forces described by the SM. Since our
observations are mostly in agreement with a model based on the SM gauge group, we require
that the unified gauge group has SM gauge group as a subgroup. The SM group is rank 4,
which means that the gauge group G must be at least rank 4. In the same way as in the Higgs
mechanism, we demand that the unified gauge group spontaneously breaks to the SM gauge
group at some higher energy scale. The SO(10) group is a popular candidate for unification for
many reasons; it contains both the Pati–Salam group, SU(5) × U(1) (and hence also SU(5))
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as subgroups and is therefore more “unified” in a sense. It also embeds all SM fermions of a
generation, plus the right-handed neutrino, into one single representation [6, 7] . Since SO(10)
is rank 5, which is one more than SM gauge group, there are several possibilities for symmetry
breaking. On the one hand, this produces a rich variety of phenomenologies, but on the other
hand, it introduces arbitrariness into the model in terms of the choice of scalar sector and
potential. Furthermore, since the scalar and intermediate symmetry breaking steps affect the
renormalization group (RG) running, the chosen breaking procedure can have an effect on the
unification scale and hence the related phenomenology.

In this work, we shall study the non-supersymmetric extensions of the SM based on the gauge
group SO(10). In particular, we will study higher-dimensional non-supersymmetric orbifold
models. We will consider a unification where the couplings unify asymptotically, as in these
models with a compact extra dimension (which becomes relevant at scales higher than the
electroweak (EW) scale) the gauge symmetry in the bulk is unified [2]. We study the asymptotic
GUT based on an SO(10) model in a flat S1/Z2 × Z ′2 orbifold.

The structure of this paper is as follows: In section 2 we outline the model setup, in section
3 we explore the gauge running and asymptotic unification, and in section 4 we present the
running of the Yukawa couplings. In section 5 we conclude.

2. Model Setup
We consider here a minimal SO(10) grand unified model in five dimensions, where the extra
dimension is compactified on an S1/Z2×Z ′2 orbifold [8, 9]. SO(10) gauge symmetry is broken to
a Pati-Salam model SU(4)C×SU(2)L×SU(2)R by an Z2×Z ′2 orbifold twisting which generates
two inequivalent fixed points. One is the preserved SO(10) symmetric fixed point (we call this
the visible brane) while the other has only a Pati-Salam symmetry (we refer to as the PS hidden
brane) [10, 11].

The breaking is performed with a scalar in the 16 or 126 representations of SO(10), thus
breaking to the SU(5) is done by the ordinary Higgs mechanism on the brane (we will refer to
this as brane breaking):

16⇒10 + 5 + 1

126⇒50 + 45 + 15 + 10 + 5 + 1.
(1)

Both the 16 and 126 representations contain a singlet under SU(5), where we choose the adjoint
scalar in the 16 representation. The minimal content at the SO(10) scale to realise this symmetry
breaking could be either 16 + 16 or 126 + 16. We could also use a 16 + 45 on the SO(10)
symmetric brane to break SO(10) to SU(5). The unbroken gauge group in the overlap of
SU(4)C × SU(2)L × SU(2)R with SU(5) is just the SM [12].

2.1. Boundary conditions
All the quarks and leptons, including right-handed neutrinos, in each generation are unified to
a single 16 and 16 dimensional spinor representation field. One family of fermions with an
addition of a right handed neutrino [13, 14] is:

16 = (tL, νL, bL, τL, B
c
L, T cL ,−T cL,−N c

L, TR, NR, BR, TR, bcR, τ cR,−tcR,−νcR) , (2)

and
16 = (TL, NL, BL, TL, bcL, τ cL,−tcL,−νcL, tR, νR, bR, τR, Bc

R, T cR,−T cR,−N c
R) . (3)

We choose the P0 and P1 matrices to be:

P0 =diag(−1,−1,−1,+1,+1)⊗ diag(+1,+1),

P1 =diag(+1,+1,+1,+1,+1)⊗ diag(+1,+1).
(4)



Field (Z2, Z
′
2) Zero Mode? KK mass

l (+,+)
√

2n/R
L (−,+) − (2n+ 1)/R
τ (−,−)

√
2n/R

T (−,+) − (2n+ 1)/R
q (+,+)

√
2n/R

Q (−,+) − (2n+ 1)/R
t (−,−)

√
2n/R

T (−,+) − (2n+ 1)/R
b (−,−)

√
2n/R

B (−,+) − (2n+ 1)/R

NC (−,−)
√

2n/R
Bµ (+,+)

√
2n/R

W a
µ (+,+)

√
2n/R

Giµ (+,+)
√

2n/R

Yα, Y
′
α (+,−) − (2n+ 1)/R

Aα, A
′
α (+,−) − (2n+ 1)/R

Xα (+,−) − (2n+ 1)/R
W 0
R (+,−) − (2n+ 1)/R

W+
R (+,−) − (2n+ 1)/R

W−R (+,−) − (2n+ 1)/R
H10 (+,+)

√
2n/R

(+,−) − (2n+ 1)/R

Table 1. Quantum numbers and parities of all the 5D fields.

With the set of fields introduced in Table 1, we can write down the most general Lagrangian
as:

LSO(10) =− 1

4
F

(a)
MN F

(a)MN − 1

2ξ
(∂µA

µ − ξ∂5Ay)2 + i166D16

+
∑
a,b

Y ab
10 16a Γi 16bH

i
10 + |DMH10|2 − V (H10),

(5)

where 6D = ΓM DM ,
(
DM = ∂M − i gAabM .Σab

)
, and AabM are real valued N(N−1)/2 vector gauge

fields with a, b = 1, 2, ...., 10, for the SO(10) case. Σab are the antisymmetric representation
matrices [15, 16]. Note that the inner product

(
Aabµ .Σab

)
implies a sum over the group indices

ab. Using Γ′is we can construct the generators of SO(10) group as:

Σij =
1

4i
[Γi , Γj ]. (6)

3. Gauge running and asymptotic unification
First, in the SM the three SM gauge couplings run according to the following renormalization
group equations (RGEs) [17]:

2π
dα1

dt

∣∣∣∣
SM

=
41

10
α2
1 , 2π

dα2

dt

∣∣∣∣
SM

= −19

6
α2
2 , 2π

dα3

dt

∣∣∣∣
SM

= −7α2
3 , (7)

where αi = g2i /4π. These equations will be used for the running of the Yukawa couplings between
the EW scale and the compactification scale.



Above the compactification scale, the couplings behave as a unified version and will all share
the same gauge coefficient:

cSO(10) = −11

3
C2(G) +

1

6
C2(G) +

4

3
2ng(TR(16)) +

1

3
n10H TR(10), (8)

where each term refers to a different field (gauge 4-components + gauge fifth component +
fermion + scalar), ng being the number of fermion generations in the bulk and n10H being the
number of 10 Higgs in the theory. In SO(10), we have C2(G) = N − 2 = 8, TR(16) = 2 and
TR(10) = 1.

For one 10-Higgs and three bulk fermions families, we obtain

cSO(10) = −35

3
. (9)

The RGEs then become:

2π
dα1

dt
=

41

10
α2
1 + (S(t)− 1) cSO(10)α

2
1 ,

2π
dα2

dt
= −19

6
α2
2 + (S(t)− 1) cSO(10)α

2
2 ,

2π
dα3

dt
= −7α2

3 + (S(t)− 1) cSO(10)α
2
3 .

(10)

The generic structure of the running of the gauge couplings at one loop is given by:

2π
dαi
d t

= bSM α2
i + (S(t)− 1) baGUT α2

i , (11)

where t = ln (µ/MZ) and contains the energy scale parameter µ. We chose to use the Z mass as
a reference scale, so that for µ = MZ we have t = 0 and we can fix the initial conditions of the
running [2]. The function S(t), is defined as

S(t) =

{
µR = MZ R et for µ > 1/R ,
1 for MZ < µ < 1/R.

(12)

The asymptotic behaviour of the running of the gauge couplings can be easily understood
when rewriting Eq. (11) in terms of α̃,

dα̃

dt
= α̃+

baGUT

2π
(α̃)2 , (13)

where

α̃i(µ) ∼ αi(µ)

2
µR. (14)

As such we only retain the term proportional to S(t) that grows with energy. The beta function
vanishes at:

α̃|IV = 0, α̃|UV = − 2π

baGUT
. (15)

Therefore, for three bulk generation we have

α̃|UV =
6π

35
. (16)

The fixed point’s existence requires ng ≤ 5. For ng = 6, or more bulk generations, the asymptotic
unification would fail.
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Figure 1. Running of the gauge couplings (left panel) and Yukawa coupling (right panel) using one-loop
factors, with R−1 = 10TeV. The range of t corresponds to the Z mass (t = 0) and the reduced 5D Planck
mass.

4. Running of the Yukawa couplings
First, in the SM the four Yukawa couplings run according to the following RGEs:

2π
dαt
dt

∣∣∣∣
SM

=

[
9

2
αt +

3

2
αb + ατ + αν −

17

20
α1 −

9

4
α2 − 8α3

]
αt , (17)

2π
dαb
dt

∣∣∣∣
SM

=

[
9

2
αb +

3

2
αt + ατ + αν −

1

4
α1 −

9

4
α2 − 8α3

]
αb , (18)

2π
dατ
dt

∣∣∣∣
SM

=

[
5

2
ατ + 3αt + 3αb −

1

2
αν −

9

4
(α1 + α2)

]
ατ , (19)

2π
dαν
dt

∣∣∣∣
SM

=

[
5

2
αν + 3αt + 3αb −

1

2
ατ −

9

20
α1 −

9

4
α2

]
αν , (20)

where αf = y2f/4π. These equations will be used for the running of the Yukawa couplings
between the EW scale and the compactification scale.

Adding all the parts for the bulk top Yukawa beta function above the compactification scale,
we obtain the following RGE with respect to:

16π2
dY

dt

∣∣∣∣
aGUT

=y3
(

2× 8 +
1

2
× 10 +

1

2
× 10 + 2× 32

)
+ yg25

(
6×

(
−27

8

)
− 3× 9

2
+ 2× 27

8
+

1

2
× 45

8
+

1

2
× 45

8

)
+ yg25ξ

(
2×

(
−27

8

)
+

45

8
+

45

8
+

9

2
− 2× 9

4
− 2× 9

4

)
,

(21)

where, as explained before, we computed the coefficients of the gauge contribution with unified
gauge coupling g5. The sum of the contributions shows that the gauge-parameter ξ vanishes, as
expected by gauge-invariance. Then, the one loop RGEs give:

16π2
dY

dt

∣∣∣∣
aGUT

=90y3 − 171

8
yg25. (22)

Using the RGEs for 3 families of fermions we show in Fig.1 the one-loop evolution of the
three gauge couplings. We start the running at the Z mass with the SM values {g01, g02, g03} =



{0.45, 0.66, 1.2}, while the matching to the 5D running takes place at the scale 1/R, indicated by
the point where the running changes sharply [2]. One can see that the couplings will never cross,
therefore, they do get very close and tend to a unified value asymptotically at high energies. In
fact, this value corresponds to the UV safe fixed point of the 5D theory. At t ≈ 9 the couplings
are effectively unified. In the case of the Yukawa couplings, they will typically hit a Landau pole
before the GUT scale in this class of SO(10) models.

5. Conclusions
In this proceeding, we propose a 5-dimensional model that realizes asymptotic Grand Unification
for the gauge couplings. The model is based on a bulk SO(10) gauge theory compactified on
an S1/Z2 × Z ′2 orbifold. We find that, in the minimal SO(10) model, asymptotic unification
is only possible for a number of bulk generations less than or equal to 5. The gauge couplings
asymptotically run to a unified fixed point in the UV. We also studied the running of the
Yukawa couplings and found that the Yukawa couplings typically hit a Landau pole close to the
compactification scale, hence reducing the validity of this model.
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