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Abstract

We consider in the paper the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory finding a condition for
a color confinement in the theory. We consider also a Kerner—Wong—Kopczynski equation in
this theory. The Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory with a spontaneous symmetry breaking
and Higgs’ mechanism is examined. We find a mass spectrum for a broken gauge bosons
and Higgs’ particles. We derive a generalization of Kerner-Wong-Kopczyniski equation in the
presence of Higgs’ field. A new term in the equation is a generalization of a Lorentz force
term for a Higgs’ field. We consider also a bosonic part of GSW (Glashow—Salam—Weinberg)
model in our theory, getting masses for W, Z bosons and for a Higgs’ boson agreed with an
experiment. We consider Kerner—Wong—Kopczynski equation in GSW model obtaining some
additional charges coupled to Higgs’ field.

Introduction

In this paper we consider the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory in a non-Abelian case and the
Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory with Higgs’ mechanism and spontaneous symmetry breaking
in a new setting. The paper gives a comprehensive review of a subject with many new features
which are shortly summarized at the end of the introduction. Moreover, it cannot be considered
as a review paper because it contains new achievements in this rapidly developing subject.

The subject of the paper is specialized of course, but it could be very interesting for a wide
audience because geometrization and unification of fundamental physical interactions are very in-
teresting. This idea gives a justification for some phenomenological theories which are completely
arbitrary. There is no physics without mathematics, especially without geometry—differential
geometry. Even Maxwell-Lorentz electrodynamics happens post factum geometrized in fibre bun-
dle formalism. In the case of ordinary Kaluza—Klein Theory the geometrization and unification
have been achieved. Unfortunately, without “interference effects”. We consider in the paper some
additional versions of the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory. In particular, except of a real
version we consider also Nonsymmetric Hermitian Theory in two realizations, complex and hy-
percomplex. They are natural (Hermitian) metrization of a fiber bundle over a space-time. The
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nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein (Jordan—Thiry) Theory (a real version) has been developed in the
past (see Refs [1]-[5]). The theory unifies gravitational theory described by NGT (Nonsymmetric
Gravitational Theory, see Ref. [6]) and Yang-Mills’ fields (also electromagnetic field). In the case
of the Nonsymmetric Jordan—Thiry Theory this theory includes scalar field. The Nonsymmetric
Kaluza—Klein Theory can be obtained from the Nonsymmetric Jordan—Thiry Theory by simply
putting this scalar field to zero. In this way it is a limit of the Nonsymmetric Jordan—Thiry
Theory.

The Nonsymmetric Jordan—-Thiry Theory has several physical applications in cosmology, e.g.:
(1) cosmological constant, (2) inflation, (3) quintessence, and some possible relations to the dark
matter problem. There is also a possibility to apply this theory to an anomalous acceleration
problem of Pioneer 10/11 (see Refs [7], [8]).

In this paper a scalar field ¥ = 0 (p = 1). Moreover, the extension to Jordan—Thiry Theory
in any nonsymmetric version is still possible and will be done elsewhere. The scalar field can
play a role as a dark matter—quintessence with weak interactions with ordinary matter. On the
classical level, this is only a gravitational interaction with the possibility to change a strength of
gravitational interaction via a change of gravitational constant. On a quantum level due to an
excitation of a quantum vacuum a very weak nongravitational interaction with ordinary matter
is possible, i.e. a scattering of scalarons with ordinary matter particles and also a scattering of
skewons with those particles.

The theory unifies gravity with gauge fields in a nontrivial way via geometrical unifications of
two fundamental invariance principles in Physics: (1) the coordinate invariance principle, (2) the
gauge invariance principle. Unification on the level of invariance principles is more important and
deeper than on the level of interactions for from invariance principles we get conservation laws
(via the Noether theorem). In some sense Kaluza—Klein theory unifies the energy-momentum
conservation law with the conservation of a color (isotopic) charge (an electric charge in an
electromagnetic case).

Let us notice that an idea of geometrization and simultaneously unification of fundamental
interactions is quite old. GR is 100 years old and Kaluza—Klein Theory is almost 100 years
old. Both ideas: a geometrization of physical interactions and a unification are well established
contemporarily.

This unification has been achieved in higher than four-dimensional world, i.e. (n + 4)-dimen-
sional, where n = dim G, G is a gauge group for a Yang-Mills’ field, which is a semisimple Lie
group (non-Abelian). In an electromagnetic case we have G = U(1) and a unification is in 5-
dimensional world (see also [9]). The unification has been achieved via a natural nonsymmetric
metrization of a fiber bundle. This metrization is right-invariant with respect to an action of a
group G. We present also an Hermitian metrization of a fiber bundle in two versions: complex and
hypercomplex. The connection on a fiber bundle of frames over a manifold P (a bundle manifold)
is compatible with a metric tensor (nonsymmetric or Hermitian in complex or hypercomplex
version). In the case of G = U(1) the geometrical structure is biinvariant with respect to an
action of U(1), in a general non-Abelian case this is only right-invariant.

In the paper we do not mention some “modern” Kaluza—Klein developments for the reason
described in Conclusion of Ref. [9] which we do not repeat here.

Let us notice the following fact. We use a notion of a nonsymmetric metric as an abuse of
nomination for a metric is always symmetric. This will not cause any misunderstanding. It is
similar to an abuse of nomination in the case of Minkowski metric in Special Relativity for a



metric is always positive definite.

The unification is nontrivial for we can get some additional effects unknown in conventional
theories of gravity and gauge fields (Yang—Mills’ or electromagnetic field). All of these effects,
which we call interference effects between gravity and gauge fields are testable in principle in
experiment or an observation. The formalism of this unification has been described in Refs [1]-
[5], [9] (without Hermitian versions).

The theory considered here is non-Abelian and even if there are some formulations similar
to those from Ref. [9] one should remember that the theory described in Ref. [9] is an Abelian
theory with U(1) group. The difference is profound not only because a higher level of mathematical
calculations but also because of completely new features which appear in a non-Abelian theory.
If we can use similar formulations as in Ref. [9] it means that a geometrical language is correct
to describe a physical reality.

It is possible to extend the Nonsymmetric (non-Abelian) Kaluza—Klein Theory to the case of a
spontaneous symmetry breaking and Higgs’ mechanism (see Ref. [1]) by a nontrivial combination
of Kaluza principle (Kaluza miracle) with dimensional reduction procedure. This consists in an
extension of a base manifold of a principal fiber bundle from E (a space-time) to V = E x M,
where M = G/Gj is a manifold of classical vacuum states.

In this paper we consider a condition for a color confinement in the theory. We solve the con-
straints in the case of non-Abelian Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory getting an exact form of
an induction tensor for Yang—Mills’ fields in the theory. We find a formula for a non-Abelian charge
in the theory in comparison to 4-momentum in gravitation theory. We derive the Lagrangian for
Yang-Mills’ field and an energy-momentum tensor in terms of Hj, only. We consider also Non-
symmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory with Higgs’ fields and spontaneous symmetry breaking. We solve
constraints in the theory getting Lagrangian for Yang—Mills’ field, kinetic energy Lagrangian for a
Higgs field and Higgs potential in terms of gauge fields and Higgs fields only. We derive pattern of
masses for a massive intermediate bosons and Higgs’ particles. We derive also a generalization of
Kerner—-Wong-Kopczynski equation for a test particle. In such an equation there is a new charge
for a test particle which couples a Higgs’ field to the particle. This is similar to a Lorentz force
term in an electromagnetic case. This term is also similar to a new term coupled a Yang—Mills’
field to a test particle via a color (isotopic) charge in ordinary Kerner—-Wong—Kopczyniski equation
(see Ref. [3]).

The Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory is an example of the geometrization of fundamental
interaction (described by Yang—Mills’ and Higgs’ fields) and gravitation according to the Einstein
program for geometrization of gravitational and electromagnetic interactions. It means an exam-
ple to create a Unified Field Theory. In the Einstein program we have to do with electromagnetism
and gravity only. Now we have to do with more degrees of freedom, unknown in Einstein times,
i.e. GSW (Glashow-Salam-Weinberg) model, QCD, Higgs’ fields, GUT (Grand Unified Theories).
Moreover, the program seems to be the same.

We can paraphrase the definition from Ref. [10]: Unified Field Theory: any theory which
attemps to express gravitational theory and fundamental interactions theories within a single uni-
fied framework. Usually an attempt to generalize Finstein’s general theory of relativity alone to
a theory of gravity and classical theories describing fundamental interactions. In our case this
single unified framework is a multidimensional analogue of geometry from Einstein Unified Field
Theory (treated as generalized gravity) defined on principal fiber bundles with base manifolds: E
or E' x V and structural groups G or H. Thus the definition from an old dictionary (paraphrased



by us) is still valid.

Summing up, Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory connects old ideas of unitary field theo-
ries (unified field theories, see Refs [11, 12] for a review) with modern applications. This is a
geometrization and unification of a bosonic part of four fundamental interactions.

The paper has been divided into four sections. In the first section we give some elements of
geometry used in the paper. In the second section we give some elements of the Nonsymmetric
(non-Abelian) Kaluza—Klein Theory in some new setting. We give also a condition for the di-
electric confinement of a color charge. We consider in details a non-Abelian charge, color charge
in static situations. We consider two versions of the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory: 1. the
real version and 2. the Hermitian version (complex and hypercomplex). We shortly present the
second version. In the third section we give some elements of Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory
with spontaneous symmetry breaking and Higgs’ mechanism. In this section we consider also two
versions of the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory (real and Hermitian, complex and hypercom-
plex). We derive a pattern of masses for broken intermediate bosons and Higgs’ bosons. We write
down a generalization of Kerner—-Wong—Kopczynski equation in this case, getting a coupling of
Higgs’ field to a test particle. In other words, we derive an analogue of a Lorentz force term for
a Higgs’ field.

In the fourth section a bosonic part of GSW (Glashow—Salam—Weinberg) model, according
to Manton (6-dimensional model) has been extended to the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory.
We get a realistic pattern of masses of W+, Z° and Higgs’ boson. In particular, we get a mass of
a Higgs boson agreed with an experiment, which is impossible in a pure Manton model. We have
as before the G2 exceptional group as a unification group with a bare Weinberg angle 0y, = 30°
(sin? @y = 0.25). We apply here the Hermitian version of the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein
Theory, i.e. Nonsymmetric Hermitian Kaluza—Klein Theory. In the simplest case with ¢ = 0 and
Guv = N (in Minkowski space) we calculate a small deviation ¢ of a bare Weinberg angle (equal
to %) as a 1-loop and 2-loop corrections using a Ar (or AR) theory known in literature. In
Appendix A we give some details of calculations concerning solutions of constraints in the theory.

In Appendix B we give some elements of Manton model in a connection to our approach. In
Appendix C we consider the Kerner—Wong—Kopczynski equation in GSW model. We derive some
explicit influence of new charges coupled to Higgs’ field (from the SM model) on a movement of a
test particle. The existence of those new charges and their influence on a test particle movement
can be tested in experiment. In Appendix D we give formulas for interactions between gravity
and Higgs’ field and Yang—Mills’ fields in Hermitian Kaluza—Klein Theory in an application to
bosonic part of GSW model. These are “interference effects” between nonsymmetric gravity and
GSW model in a unified theory. They can be considered as effects of unification. In Appendix E
we calculate a correction d to a Weinberg angle (equal to %) as radiation corrections to a bare
angle using Ar theory.

In Conclusions we give some prospects for further research, in particular, how to treat fermions
in the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory with a spontaneous symmetry breaking and we give
a sketch of a program of quantization of the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory.

Summing up, the paper contains many novel features (without repetition of heavy calculations
from Refs [1]-[5], [9]:

1. Hermitian versions (complex and hypercomplex) in the case of U(1) and a general non-
Abelian semisimple group G also in the case with spontaneous symmetry breaking and
Higgs’ mechanism.



2. Solutions of constraints appearing in the theory (also in all considered versions).

3. Detailed calculations of a classical dielectric model of confinement of color (a non-Abelian
gauge charge).

4. Spectrum of masses for broken gauge bosons and scalar (Higgs’) particles in a general case.

5. An application to bosonic part of GSW model, where we get masses for W=+, Z° and Higgs’
boson agreed with experiment. In the last case this is possible only for an Hermitian complex
version on S? and invokes some new research connecting the theory to Kéhlerian structures.

6. A Kerner—-Wong-Kopczynski equation in GSW model with some additional charges coupled
a test particle in a motion to Higgs’ field (this one from the Standard Model).

7. Additional (non-classical) interaction of a Higgs’ field (from the Standard Model) with
gravity (described by NGT) and also additional Higgs’ phenomena in SM.

8. A possibility to tune a cosmological constant to the value obtained from observational data.

For we have not any traces of GUT or supersymmetry from LHC results we do not consider
extensions of our Kaluza—Klein Theory in these directions. Thus we stop (temporarily) on 20-
dimensional unification of electro-weak interactions (a bosonic part) and nonsymmetric gravity
(NGT) and on 12-dimensional unifications of strong interactions (a bosonic part of QCD) with
nonsymmetric gravity (NGT). The inclusion of fermions is under consideration and the work is
in progress together with an approach to quantization.

From technical point of view we get also some additional results:

9. An exact formula (a covariant one) for L%,, and L*" (an induction tensor).
10. A Lagrangian for a Yang-Mills’s field in terms of H%,, and g, only.

11. An exact formula (a covariant one) for a torsion in higher dimension Q% (I") with an
interpretation as a polarization of gauge field induced by g, and .

12. In the case of spontaneous symmetry breaking and Higgs’ mechanism, i.e. for a Kaluza—Klein

Theory with a dimensional reduction we get analogous formulas for L%.;, L““l; in terms of a
gauge

Higgs’ field @4 and a covariant derivative V, ®§ of the field. Those formulas are covariant.

We get also similar interpretations of exact formulas for torsion in higher dimensions.

Let us notice that we consider geodetic equations with respect to Levi-Civita connection
generated by a symmetric part of any nonsymmetric tensor on P as equations of motion from a
variational principle.

1 Elements of geometry

Let us now describe the notation and definitions of geometric quantities used in the paper. We
use a smooth principal bundle which is an ordered sequence

BZ (P7F7 G,E,ﬂ-), (1'1)



where P is a total bundle manifold, £ is typical fibre, G, a Lie group, is a structural group, F is
a base manifold and 7 is a projection. In our case G = U(1), F is a space-time, w : P — FE.
We have a map ¢ : P x G — P defining an action of G on P. Let a,b € G and ¢ be a unit
element of the group G, then ¢(a) o ¢(b) = p(ba), ¢(e) = id, where p(a)p = ¢(p,a). Moreover,
7o (a) = 7. For any open set U C E we have a local trivialization U x G ~ 7=(U). For any
v € B, 7 1({z}) = F, ~ G, F, is a fibre over z and is equal to F. In our case we suppose G = F,
i.e. a Lie group G is a typical fibre. w is a 1-form of connection on P with values in the algebra
of G, &. Let ¢'(a) be a tangent map to ¢(a) whereas ¢*(a) is the contragradient to ¢'(a) at a
point a. The form w is a form of ad-type, i.e.

¢*(a)w = ad], 1 w, (1.2)
where ad/_, is a tangent map to the internal automorphism of the group G
adq(b) = aba™. (1.3)

We may introduce the distribution (field) of linear elements H,., r € P, where H, C T,(P) is a
subspace of the space tangent to P at a point r and

veEH, < w.(v)=0. (1.4)
So
TT’(P) =V, ® Hy, (15)

where H, is called a subspace of horizontal vectors and V. of vertical vectors. For vertical vectors
v € V, we have 7/(v) = 0. This means that v is tangent to the fibres.
Let
v = hor(v) + ver(v), hor(v) € H, ver(v) € V,. (1.6)

It is proved that the distribution H, is equal to choosing a connection w. We use the operation

hor for forms, i.e.
(hor 8)(X,Y) = B(hor X, horY), (1.7)

where X,Y € T(P).
The 2-form of a curvature is defined as follows

2 = hordw = Dw, (1.8)

where D means an exterior covariant derivative with respect to w. This form is also of ad-type.
For (2 the structural Cartant equation is valid

2 = dw + 3w, w], (1.9)
where
[w, W](X,Y) = [w(X), w(Y)]. (1.10)
Bianchi’s identity for w is as follows
D2 =hordf2 =0. (1.11)



The map f: E DU — P such that f om =1id is called a section (U is an open set).
From physical point of view it means choosing a gauge. A covariant derivative on P is defined

as follows
DW = hor d¥. (1.12)

This derivative is called a gauge derivative. ¥ can be a spinor field on P.

In this paper we use also a linear connection on manifolds £ and P, using the formalism of
differential forms. So the basic quantity is a one-form of the connection w”p. The 2-form of
curvature is as follows

245 = dw’'p + wc Awp (1.13)

and the two-form of torsion is
04 = Do4, (1.14)
where #4 are basic forms and D means exterior covariant derivative with respect to connection
wAp. The following relations are established connections with generally met symbols
wlp = IMped©
A 1A B C
@ - 5@ 300 VAN 9
Qe =T'pc — I'cp
QAB = %RABCDGC AN GD,

(1.15)

where I'p¢ are coefficients of connection (they do not have to be symmetr in indices B and C),
RAgcp is a tensor of a curvature, QABC is a tensor of a torsion in a holonomic frame. Covariant

exterior derivation with respect to w?g is given by the formula

24 = d=4 + wio A EC

1.16
DEAB = dZAB + wAC VAN ECB - wCB VAN EAc. ( )
The forms of a curvature 245 and torsion ©4 obey Bianchi’s identities
DR =0
b (1.17)

DOA = 045 A 5.

All quantities introduced here can be found in Ref. [13].

In this paper we use a formalism of a fibre bundle over a space-time F with an electromagnetic
connection « and traditional formalism of differential geometry for linear connections on £ and P.
In order to simplify the notation we do not use fibre bundle formalism of frames over £ and P.
A vocabulary connected geometrical quantities and gauge fields (Yang—Mills fields) can be found
in Ref. [14].

In Ref. [15] we have also a similar vocabulary (see Table I, Translation of terminology). More-
over, we consider a little different terminology. First of all we distinguished between a gauge
potential and a connection on a fibre bundle. In our terminology a gauge potential A,ﬁ“ isin a
particular gauge e (a section of a bundle), i.e.

A" = e*w (1.18)



where A,ﬁ“ is a 1-form defined on E with values in a Lie algebra & of G. In the case of a strength
of a gauge field we have similarly
TFL0M NG =" 02 (1.19)
where F, W?" A 0¥ is a 2-form defined on E with values in a Lie algebra & of G.
Using generators of a Lie algebra & of G we get

A=A"0"X,=¢€'w and F= %F“H,ﬁ“ NO"X, =e*2 (1.20)

where
(X, Xp] = CwXey, a,b,e=1,2,...,n, n=dimG(= dim &), (1.21)
are generators of &, C, are structure constants of a Lie algebra of G, &, [-,] is a commutator

of Lie algebra elements.
In this paper we are using Latin lower case letters for 3-dimensional space indices. Here we are
using Latin lower case letters as Lie algebra indices. It does not result in any misunderstanding.

Fa,uz/ = 8uAau - auAa,u + OabcAb,uAcu- (1'22)

In the case of an electromagnetic connection « the field strength F' does not depend on gauge
(i.e. on a section of a bundle).

Finally it is convenient to connect our approach using gauge potentials A%, with usually met
(see Ref. [16]) matrix valued gauge quantities A, and Fj,,. It is easy to see how to do it if we
consider Lie algebra generators X, as matrices. Usually one supposes that X, are matrices of an
adjoint representation of a Lie algebra &, T with a normalization condition

Te({T°,T"}) = 269, (1.23)
where {-,-} means anticommutator in an adjoint representation.
In this way
A, = AT, (1.24)
Fu =F,T" (1.25)
One can easily see that if we take
Fu =0,A, —0,A,+ [Au, Al (1.26)
from Ref. [16] we get
F = (F%,)T, (1.27)

where F'%,, is given by (1.22). From the other side if we take a section f, f : U — P, U C E,
and corresponding to it

A=A"0"X, = frw (1.28)
F=3F%0"N0"X, = f*02 (1.29)

and consider both sections e and f we get transformation from A%, to Z“u and from F'%,, to f“w,
in the following way. For every x € U C F there is an element g(z) € G such that

f(z) = e(x)g(x) = ple(z), g(x)). (1.30)



Due to (1.2) one gets

1) Ale) + g7 (2) dg(x) (1.31)
F(z) = adg-1(,) F(z) (1.32)
where A(z), F(x) are defined by (1.28)—(1.29) and A(x), F(z) by (1.20). The formulae (1.31)-

(1.32) give a geometrical meaning of a gauge transformation (see Ref. [14]). In an electromagnetic
case G = U(1) we have similarly, if we change a local section from e to f we get

f(z) = ple(x), exp(ix(z))) (f:UDE—=P)
and A = A+ dy.
Moreover, in the traditional approach (see Ref. [16]) one gets
A, (x) = U(2) " Au(2)U(2) + U1 (2)0,U () (1.33)
Fo(z) =U 1 (2)F,U(2), (1.34)

where U(x) is the matrix of an adjoint representation of a Lie group G.

For an action of a group G on P is via (1.2), g(z) is exactly a matrix of an adjoint representation
of G. In this way (1.31)—(1.32) and (1.33)—(1.34) are equivalent.

Let us notice that usually a Lagrangian of a gauge field (Yang-Mills field) is written as

Lyn ~ Tr(F,, F™) (1.35)
where F),, is given by (1.25)—(1.26). It is easy to see that one gets
Lym ~ hapF FO (1.36)

where
hab = C'dacc'cbd (137)

is a Cartan—Killing tensor for a Lie algebra &, if we remember that X, in adjoint representation
are given by structure constants C%j.
Moreover, in Refs [1, 3] we use the notation

0= %H“wﬁ“ NOYX,. (1.38)
In this language
Lym = gehap H H. (1.39)
It is easy to see that
e (H,0" N 0" X,) = F%,0" NO" X, (1.40)

Thus (1.39) is equivalent to (1.36) and to (1.35). (1.35) is invariant to a change of a gauge. (1.39)
is invariant with respect to the action of a group G on P.

Let us notice that hy, £, F' b — p o H “wH bu,,, even H%,, is defined on P and F'%,, on E. In
the non-Abelian case it is more natural to use H%,, in place of F'%,,.

Eventually we connect the general fibre bundle formalism and Cartan calculus with a formalism
of linear connections on E, P and E x G/Gy.



Let M be an m-dimensional pseudo-Riemannian manifold with metric g of arbitrary signature.
Let T(M) be a tangent bundle and O(M,g) the principal fiber bundle of frames (orthogonal
frames) over M. The structure group O(M, g) is a group GL(m, R) or the subgroup of GL(m, R)
O(m —p, p) which leaves the metric invariant. Let IT be the projection of O(M, g) onto M. Let X
be a tangent vector at z in O(M, g). The canonical or soldering form 6 is an R™-valued form on
O(M, g) whose A-th component 64 at z of X is the A-th component of II’(X) in the frame z. The
connection form & = w4 XPB, is a 1-form on O(M, g) which takes its values in the Lie algebra
gl(m, R) of Gl(m, R) or in o(m — p,p) of O(m — p,p) and satisfies the structure equation

4 + %[a,a] — O = Fordo (1.41)

where Hor is understood in the sense of & and 2 = 245 X435 is a gl(m, R) (o(m — p, p))-valued
2-form of the curvature. X4p are generators of a Lie algebra gl(m, R) or o(m — p,p). We can
write Eq. (1.41) using R®*™-valued forms and commutation relations of the Lie algebra gl(m, R)
(ofm.m — p)) )

0p = do’'p + &% N%. (1.42)

Taking any local section of O(M,g), e, one can get the coefficients of the connection, curvature,
basic forms and torsion

6*(§AB) — ﬁAB

et = 94

e*04 = 4.
The forms on the right-hand side of equations (1.43) are different in Eqs (1.13)—(1.14). We call
this formalism a linear (affine) metric, Riemannian—Levi-Civita, Einstein) connections on M.

In our theory it is necessary to consider at least four principal bundles: a principal fiber bun-
dle P over E with a structural group G (a gauge group), connection w and a projection m, an
operator of a horizontality hor, a principal fiber bundle P’ of frames over (F,g) with a connec-
tion WX B, =w', a structural group GL(4, R) (O(1,3)), an operator of horizontality hor, and a
projection 7, a principal fiber bundle P” of frames over (P,v) (a metrized fiber bundle P) with
a structural group GL(n + 4, R) (O(n + 3,1)), a connection @ X5, = & and with an operator
of horizontality hor’, a projection 7 and a principal fiber bundle of frames over G with a pro-

jection IT”, operator of horizontality (hor)”, a connection @ and a structural group Gl(n, R). In
the case with a spontaneous symmetry breaking we need even more principal bundles of frames,

(1.43)

i.e. a principal bundle of frames over E x G /Gy with additional connection @, a projection I, an
operator of horizontality hor. In more complicated situation we can also consider a bundle over
G /Gy with structural group GL(n1, R). Moreover, in order to simplify considerations, we use the
formalism of linear connection coefficients on manifold (F, g), (P,), and a principal fiber bundle
formalism for P, i.e. a principal fiber bundle over £ with a structural group G, a gauge group.
In the case with a spontaneous symmetry breaking we have also an additional fiber bundle with
a structural group H over E x G/Gy. I believe this is a way to make the formalism more natural
and readable. We use tensor formalism with many kinds of indices which make some formulas
very long. Moreover, they are more readable for a non-expert.
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2 Elements of the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory in gen-
eral non-Abelian case and dielectric model of a color confine-
ment

Let P be a principal fiber bundle over a space-time E with a structural group G which is a

semisimple Lie group. On a space-time E we define a nonsymmetric tensor g,, = I(uv) T 9

such that

g= det(guy) #0
g= det(g(,uu)) # 0.

i) 18 called as usual a skewon field (e.g. in NGT, see Refs [6, 9]). We define on £ a nonsymmetric
connection compatible with g, such that

Dgap = 9asQs,(T)0" (2.2)

(2.1)

where D is an exterior covariant derivative for a connection W% = I'“3,67 and ()°g; is its torsion.
We suppose also

Q% (1) =0. (2.3)
We introduce on E a second connection
W = W,0" (24)
such that
Wes =% — 50%W (2.5)

W=W,0 = LW, — W0
Now we turn to nonsymmetric metrization of a bundle P. We define a nonsymmetric tensor
~ on a bundle manifold P such that
v = TG @ L0 @ 6° (27)

where 7 is a projection from P to E. On P we define a connection w (a 1-form with values in a Lie
algebra g of G). In this way we can introduce on P (a bundle manifold) a frame 4 = (7*(9%), )
such that

0 = ?, w=w'X,, a=25,6,....,n+4, n=dimG =dimg, M= const.
Thus our nonsymmetric tensor looks like
v=vag0t @08, A B=1,2,... n+4, (2.8)
Cab = hap + pkap,

where hgp is a biinvariant Killing—Cartan tensor on G and kg, is a right-invariant skew-symmetric
tensor on G, p = const.
We have .
hap = C%aC% . = h
ab ad"“ be ab (210)
kab = _kba
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Thus we can write

F(X,Y) =g(7' X, 7'Y) + Nh(w(X),w(Y)) (2.11)
YX,Y) = g(m' X, 7'Y) + Nh(w(X),w(Y)) (2.12)

(C%, are structural constants of the Lie algebra g).
7 is the symmetric part of v and v is the antisymmetric part of v. We have as usual

[Xa, Xp] = CuXe (2.13)
and 1
N = §H“W0“ N 6Y (2.14)
is a curvature of the connection w,
1
2 =dw+ i[w,w]. (2.15)

The frame 64 on P is partially nonholonomic. We have

1
dge = 2 (How 0" 10" —

a_ ; = a, 6b A 96) £0 (2.16)

even if the bundle P is trivial, i.e. for {2 = 0. This is different than in an electromagnetic case
(see Ref. [3]). Our nonsymmetric metrization of a principal fiber bundle gives us a right-invariant
structure on P with respect to an action of a group G on P (see Ref. [3] for more details). Having
P nonsymmetrically metrized one defines two connections on P right-invariant with respect to an
action of a group G on P. We have

_ [ 928/ 0
YAB = < 0 5@) (2.17)
in our left horizontal frame 64.
Dyap = yapQ"pc(I)0° (2.18)
QPpp(I) =0 (2.19)

where D is an exterior covariant derivative with respect to a connection wip = IMpe6° on P
and Q45 (I) its torsion. One can solve Eqs (2.18)—(2.19) getting the following results

A * (wag) — deg“aLdugeb‘Lag,ym
w'p = = 2.20
b (ﬁbdgaﬁ(wdw — L1307 &% (2.20)

where gH” is an inverse tensor of g,z

90597 = gpag” = 57, (2.21)

Ldyg = — L%, is an Ad-type tensor on P such that

Edcgub’g’de«/a + Ecdga,ug!deB'y = 2£cdga,ugwadB'ya (2'22)
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wY = N“bCHC is a connection on an internal space (typical fiber) compatible with a metric ¢4, such
that

gdbfdac + eadfdcb = _edbcdac (223)
%, =0, I'% =-I%, (2.24)

and of course Q%,(I") = 0 where Q% (I") is a torsion of the connection @%.
We also introduce an inverse tensor of g(,g)

99" = 3}, (2.25)
We introduce a second connection on P defined as
WAy = wipy — ﬁ FARTV. (2.26)
W is a horizontal one form
W =hor W (2.27)
W =W,0" =i(We — W%,). (2.28)

In this way we define on P all analogues of four-dimensional quantities from NGT (see Refs
6,17, 18, 19]). It means, (n+4)-dimensional analogues from Moffat theory of gravitation, i.e. two
connections and a nonsymmetric metric y45. Those quantities are right-invariant with respect to
an action of a group G on P. One can calculate a scalar curvature of a connection W4g getting
the following result (see Refs [1, 3]):

2 ~ ~
R(W)=R(W) - AZ (20eqHH® — £y L HY,,)) + R(D) (2.29)
where
R(W) =" (RC4po(W) + § RSoap(W)) (2.30)

is a Moffat-Ricci curvature scalar for the connection WAg, R(W) is a Moffat-Ricci curvature
scalar for the connection W3, and R(I") is a Moffat—Ricci curvature scalar for the connection w%,

H = g He, (2.31)
Lo = gorghrra o (2.32)

Usually in ordinary (symmetric) Kaluza—Klein Theory one has A = 2\/667\’, where G is a New-
tonian gravitational constant and c is the speed of light. In our system of units Gy = c =1 and
A = 2. This is the same as in Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory in an electromagnetiic case
(see Refs [4, 9]). In the non-Abelian Kaluza—Klein Theory which unifies GR and Yang-Mills field

theory we have a Yang—Mills lagrangian and a cosmological term. Here we have

1
Lym =~ lea(2HH® — L HY,,) (2.33)
and R(I") plays a role of a cosmological term.
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It is easy to see that Ly is invariant with respect to an action of a group G on P (it is gauge
invariant). R(I") is also gauge invariant.

L plays a role of an induction tensor of Yang-Mills field (a gauge field).

According to Refs [1, 3] we have

Qaw/(r) = 2(Ha/u/ - La/u/) (234)

where Q5 (I") is a torsion of a connection I'. Writing L%, in the form
L, =H%, —4tM*,, (2.35)
we get

Qa,ul/(F) = 87TMCL;L1/- (236)

One can solve Eq. (2.22) getting the result (see Appendix A):
anu = Hnwu + Mhnakadewp + (Hnawg(aé)g[éu} - Hna,ug(aé)g[éw])
— 20" ka7 G H o g1r1 9150 — 2000 k0a g0V g7 H dg[wgu]fg[aa]
+ 2B B kackipad Y H 9100 (237)

In this way we get that
Lawu = _La,uw (238)

and simultaneously Q“W(F ) has a physical interpretation as a polarization tensor of Yang-Mills
theory (a difference between an induction tensor and a gauge field strength). Moreover, it seems
from Eq. (2.33) that L*" plays the role of an induction tensor. Thus one can get

S

L =
YM oy

(hnkH’WH"w Doy HOH 4 2, HEH H s, g1, 7)

+ p {2knkH Rl 03 gl — 2kera HM" H%0 5P 5 91509100

_ k‘dekw“Hdnwﬁ(nﬁ)?7(&’))9[“04g[gp] + kdekwqunwg(né)g(ap)gwﬂg[m]}
+ 1’ {k"’f K HRH,, g0 g g wB)Ylap) = 2knkk"al R H 501 g g [nw)9lpn]
— Kk HFH Hdnw?](pa)g(nﬂ) 9ol 9i80] + ki kpg HE P e, g(@P) 9lual

— ki g HE ) g1y + Ko 1 HT |
- 1 ek g Y H 7P 951 — Rtk ™ iy Y H 57 g1 | ) (2.39)

Eq. (2.39) is written in term of H%, only. Moreover, the form Ly, i.e. Eq. (2.33), is more
convenient for theoretical considerations. One can say the same for L%, . One gets

an,u(r) = 2(_Mhnakadewu - (Hnawg(aé)g[éu} - Hnocug(a(s)g[éw])
+ 200 k0q GO G H o 991, + 200" kaaG ) 57 H 10,0, 9160
- 2M2hnahbckackbd§(aﬁ)Hda[wg|,u|ﬁ}) (234*)
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Let us introduce the following notation:

0 —BY BS —Ef
B 0 —BY—E§

Hiw=| Ba po o _ £ (2.40)
EY E$ Ef O
0 _H3a H2a _Dla
3a _r1rla _ p2a
pom — | 2 0 —H¥-=D (2.41)

_H2a Hla 0 _D3a
Dla D2a D3a 0

In this way we write H%,, in terms of Eo = (E2) = (EY,ES$,ES), a=1,2,3, and Bo— (B2) =
(B2, B¢, BY), L% in terms of D® = (D) = (D', D%, D% and H® = (H) = (H'%, {2, [%),
In this way
ES — a4a Dﬁa — La4a
a I
B = —(H%, H%, H%) (2.42)
Ho — (L%, 1981 [12)
or

B% = _% EEBEHGIZE H % = —eam B% (2.43)
Hoe — % Eaz‘,a Laba7 LOCT — _cCm_fréa (2.44)

where €., a,b,¢ = 1,2,3, is a usual 3-dimensional antisymmetric symbol, 193 = 1 and it is
unimportant for it if its indices are in up or down position. We keep these indices in up or down
position only for convenience.
One gets )
D" = B" Bl 4 A" e pT; (2.45)

where

Endp_é _ gmzj (924gr_rL65nd + ,uk‘"dgMQME + g,uég[éu} 924§(m5) 5nd o gw4g[5u] gmé§(24) 5nd

(61m) (62) =(mp)

+ 1k"9" G 9119160197 T + 1k 10 7 91,m 9150197 G 0T — 12Kk 49" 911971
= PR a0 9p 0T — 2k a9 0 91,0 G TG, (2.46)

ANe — gMgmegn, g g gde L g4 gme | e . GUo) gmgn, _ gue . gHgmd) gn,
— 049580 T + 6 9150 9T 6" — pE"49" G gyr1 91500 9GO
+ 1k 49" 5 9, 91600 9T + 1K 49 77 g 91501 9™ G
— 1" G g 9150197 T — 1K k9" 95 9™ GV — 12" k9" 915 9™ G
— 12k kg5 9™ G G + 12K kg s g T ™)
m4 4de

+ 20k" 10" " 917 915 T TG + 20K 09 9 gy 915, TG — 67ag™ g e, (247)

(mp)
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H" =T Bl + DY BT, (2.48)

where

a1 L
T P! = 5 Pzwnd (97976 a + 1k ag™ g™ — g™ 9" 9153 ™"
+ uE"3g " g 915,096 — g g5 g™ GO 8"y

— 20k"39°% 9" 17 915,09 P ) + k™09 57 gromgis0 9™ G ))7 (2.49)

R T o
D P — 5 Epél_c (g4kgm65nd - gmk‘g465nd _ Mkndgmkg4e + Mkndgekg4k + gmkgueg[éu}g(&;) 5"y
— g* gy 8"y + 20k"19" 4" gl 915,05V G
— 20k" 49 9" 9 915 TG + K" 49" G501 91m 37 g GO
— 1k" 10" 9501 9m1 T 9T + ka9 GO 910r 91501 9T + 12K K 49" gm 9™ G

— 12k k9" 1m0 T — PR k9 91s1 0™ G + 1K kg grus 1T )-) (2.50)

(md) (49)

9(65019"a — 9" 915 9™F

The confinement condition in this theory means
D =0 (2.51)

with £% #£ 0 and can be satisfied by special arrangement of the nonsymmetric tensor G- This
generalizes a notion of a charge confinement from Ref. [9] and can be considered as a color
confinement in the case of G = SU(3). (QCD).

In this case gravitation behaves as a medium which generalizes a notion of bianisotropic
medium in electromagnetic theory to non-Abelian Yang—Mills field. This is a dielectric model of
confinement.

It is easy to see that if gj,,] = ke = 0 we get

a a
L%, = H%,.

We have identities concerning H%,, and L%, coming from Eq. (2.22):

g[/“/] La/u/ - hacecpHp/u/g[MV] (252)
fdcg”ga“LdecW + fcdg“”g”BLd JHC;W _ %cdg“gg”BHd JHC,uV (2‘53)
EdcgawgﬁuLda,BLcw,u _ EcdgawgBMLdaBLcwu- (254)

The problem of a confinement emerged in QCD on a quantum level. Moreover, up to now
we have not any realistic explanation of this problem. QCD is a quantum field theory obtained
via quantization procedure from classical Yang—Mills’ field theory in a perturbative regime. The
confinement is a strictly non-perturbative effect. The natural way to solve the problem is to pose
it on a classical level and afterwards to quantize the new theory (classical) using non-perturbative
methods to get a quantum model of the confinement. The theory is of course highly nonlinear.
Nonperturbative quantization of nonlinear theories including gravity can be achieved by using
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canonical quantization as in GR (Ashtekar—Lewandowski approach) or using nonlocal approach
(as we shortly described in Conclusions). Even strings models need quantization.

There is no dielectric classical model of confinement in a symmetric theory, i.e. with gj,,; =0,
zero skewon field.

Let us give some remarks on a confinement. According to modern ideas (see [20], [21], [22],
[23]) the confinement of color could be connected to dielectricity of the vacuum (dielectric model
of confinement). Due to the so-called antiscreening mechanism, the effective dielectric constant
is equal to zero. This means that the energy of an isolated charge goes to infinity. There are
also so-called classical-dielectric models of confinement (see Refs [24], [25]). The confinement is
induced by a special kind of dielectricity of the vacuum, such that £ # 0 and D =0 (E“ # 0,

@ = 0). In this case we do not have a distribution of a charge. This is similar to the electric
type of Meissner effect.

It is easy to see that in our case (the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory) the dielectricity
is induced by the nonsymmetric tensors g, and lg. 1If gp, = 0, =L, = (in an
electromagnetic case see Ref. [9]). The gravitational field described by the nonsymmetric tensor
guv behaves as a medium for an electromagnetic field (or Yang-Mills’ field). In this way the
skewon field gj,,,) plays a double role:

1) additional gravitational interaction from NGT,
2) a strong interaction field connected to the confinement problem.

In other words we can say that we get a confinement from higher dimensions due to a torsion in
higher dimensions.

In Refs [26], [27] one can find some ideas of nonlocal field theory with an application to
confinement problem which can be connected to dielectric model of confinement.

There is a body of works on classical models of confinement for Abelian and non-Abelian
gauge fields (see Refs [28], [29], [30]) which are not directly connected to our approach. Moreover,
it is worth to mention that an idea of a confinement in QCD for SU(3) group (see Ref. [31]) can
be applied for electrodynamics in order to get a confinement of plasma in thermonuclear fusion.

We do not confuse here the “confinement” problem in strong interactions (i.e. the fact that
quarks are permanently bound in hadrons and never manifest themselves as free particles, unlike
leptons) and the “confinement” problem in thermonuclear fusion. We turn only an attention
of a reader that some ideas from strong interaction “confinement” problem can be applied to a
thermonuclear fusion problem. Moreover, the ideas are really far away from our idea of dielectric
model of confinement (see Refs [28]-[31]).

An important problem is to find an exact solution with axial symmetry for the Nonsymmetric
Kaluza—Klein Theory with fermion sources for G = SU(3). This could offer us a model of a hadron
with a confinement condition (B“ =0, E*# 0). The axially symmetric, stationary case seems to
be very interesting from more general point of view. We have in General Relativity very peculiar
properties of stationary, axially symmetric solutions of the Einstein—Maxwell equations. These
solutions describe the gravitational and electromagnetic fields of a rotating charged mass. Thus
we get the magnetic field component. Asymptotically (these solutions are asymptotically flat) the
magnetic field behaves as a dipole field. We can calculate the gyromagnetic ratio at infinity, i.e.
the ratio of the magnetic dipole moment and the angular momentum moment. It is worth noticing
that we get the anomalous gyromagnetic ratio, i.e. the gyromagnetic ratio for an electron (for a
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charged Dirac particle). We cannot interpret the Kerr-Newman solution as a model of a fermion
for we have a singularity. In the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory we can expect completely
nonsingular solutions. We can also expect the asymptotic behavior of Einstein—Maxwell theory.
Thus it seems that we probably get the solutions with an anomalous gyromagnetic ratio. Such a
solution could be treated as a (classical) model of %—Spin particle.

In a non-Abelian case (for G = SU(3), x U(1)em) the solution of field equations could offer us
a model of a charged barion (i.e. proton), where the skewon field g, induces a confinement of
color. Such solutions should be considered also for a zero charge and without and with fermion
sources. Let us mention that fermion fields (quarks fields) are coupled to the Riemannian part (a
Levi-Civita connection induced by g,y metric) of the connection @ on E (i.e. wW%).

Let us come back to our presentation of the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory. One can
easily calculate R(I") (see Appendix A) getting

~ 1
R(I') =~ (Phy, (2.55)

(it is a cosmological constant). In the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory (in the non-Abelian
case) we consider a special nonholonomic frame. Moreover, we can consider a different frame
which is still nonholonomic, moreover, it looks more classical. Let us take a section ¢ : £ — P
and attach to it a frame v, a = 5,6,...,n + 4, selecting x* = const on a fiber in such a way that
e is given by the condition e*v® = 0 and the fundamental fields ¢, such that v*({;) = 0% satisfy
[Cas &) = % C%pC.. Thus we have

1 _
W= X v X, + ﬂ*(A“MH“)Xa, (2.56)

where
fw=A= A“M@LXQ. (257)

In this frame a tensor v takes a form

_ [ 9aB + )\2€abAaaAbB‘)\€chca
’YAB = ( )\gacACB ‘ eab . (258)
This frame is also unholonomic. One gets
1
dv® = —— C%.0° A v°. (2.59)

2\

In this way a non-Abelian gauge field four-potential is a part of our theory. We present here
a model of a color confinement. This model is a dielectric model of a confinement. It is a
classical model of confinement. We know that a confinement of a color is a nonperturbative
effect. Moreover, our theory is nonlinear and contains a gravity. Thus we should quantize the
theory using Ashtekar-Lewandowski method (see Ref. [32]) or using different methods described
in Conclusions, which we mentioned already above.

In our theory test particles move along geodesic equations induced by Levi-Civita connection
induced by a symmetric part of a metric v, i.e. y(4p). This connection has a form

Ay — ™ (@%) — hdbﬁ(“a)Hduﬁm\H‘zhm
hpad P HE 567 | o9

(2.60)
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where &% means a connection (Levi-Civita one) induced by a Killing-Cartan metric on G.
One can write a geodetic equation on P:

uV 4uP =0, (2.61)

where u”(7) is a tangent vector to geodetic and V 4 means a covariant derivative with respect to
a Levi-Civita connection &“p (Eq. (2.60)). One gets

Fyo
di — 2 hy P H% " = 0
o (2.62)
U
L.
dr

This equation is written on P. We have a normalization of a four-velocity u?, g(ag)uauﬁ = 1.
The second equation gives us a constancy of a color charge of a test particle. We can identify

¢® = 2mul. (2.63)

Moreover, if we take a section e : E — P we get

5 « C
4 + Q— uﬁgaéhchdgg =0
dr mo (2.64)

A At =0
dr

where !
e 2 = -F50° N0’ X
2" 7 d (2.65)
e*(qbXb) = QbXb.

Eq. (2.64) is called a Wong equation in the case of G = SU(2) (see Ref. [33]). Moreover,
for the first time the equation has been derived by R. Kerner (see Ref. [34]) in general case (an
arbitrary group G). In Non-Abelian Kaluza—Klein Theory W. Kopczyniski derived this equation
on a principal bundle P and afterwards projected it on E (see Ref. [35]), i.e. in the form (2.62).
(This was of course Kaluza—Klein Theory with a symmetric metric.)

In our theory an action is given by

S = / d" iz R(W)/det yap (2.66)
U

where U =V x G,V C E.

The Palatini variational principle adopted here is along the main theoretical stream. Even
more unconventional approach is advocated by J. Plebanski, where we vary not only with respect
to a metric and a connection, but also with respect to a curvature. We do not apply the mentioned
formalism. The Palatini variational principle is really interesting if applied to Kaluza—Klein
Theory in a nonsymmetric version.

From the Palatini variational principle (with respect to Wag, Guv» W)

0 = 55 = vol(G)s /V d'e (ROW) + R(D) + LaaQH°H? — LW HY,)) V=g (2.67)
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one gets field equations

gauge

_ _ g
Rog(W) — = gapR(W) = 81 Tpp + Agap

N =

(
g[uv}’ -0 (
_ ¢ TS =0 (
Guv,o = 9evt “po = Gucd Cov
gauge gauge
Vi (Cal") =297V 5 (hap g H) (

where
gauge Lap - 1
Top = _ﬁ (gyﬁg CoFTL% o Llye — 29" H @, HY), 5 — 4 9ot (L H",, — 2H“Hb)). (2.72)

The skew-symmetric part of the metric induces a current

_ L

Ja
¢ o

085G (1 o) b
g Jé] (habg Huy). (273)
This current vanishes if

) = 0-
One can easily see here that if D% = 0 we have zero color charge distribution on the right-hand
side of Eq. (2.71). Moreover, a color charge is in general gauge-dependent.

We have here the same problem to define a non-Abelian charge as to define an energy in
General Relativity. We cannot define an energy or a charge at a space-time point. However,
in non-Abelian gauge field theory the situation is even more severe. According to Ref. [36],
the most important difference between theories of Yang—Mills’ type and gravitation is that the
underlying bundle of the latter—the bundle of linear frames—is “concrete”, has more structure
than “abstract” bundles occurring in other gauge theories.

A fundamental difference between these two theories (in NGT there is the same problem as

in GR) happens if we consider asymptotic behavior (at large distances) of static fields. A gauge
transformation U of A - A, U : E — G,

Au(@) = U™ (@) Au(@)U (@) + U (2)9,U (x) (2.74)
Fu(2) = U™ (@) Fyu (@)U () (2.75)

is compatible with a static A iff
u(y,
Ulr,9) = U o) (1 D02y ) (2.76)

(U does not depend on time), where 1) and ¢ are defined as usual on S? (r,1, ¢ are spheri-
cal coordinates). Uy : S? — G, (1, p) is a real function. From Egs (2.74)—(2.76) one gets
(Fuwb' NG” = e*(Hwb" N6Y), Hy = HY X,)

Fu(r, g, 0) = Uy ' Fu U + O(r™2). (2.77)
In the case of gravitational fields we have

G = N + O(r™ 1), (2.78)
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N is a Minkowski tensor, g, is nonsymmetric,
T ~0(r ), (2.79)

Tisa w“g connection in static configurations.
One gets also for Go*#
G = Uy G*Uy + O(r™?) (2.80)

where GO = gfa g’ Gag, G901 NG = e*(h*¥UgL? 6% A O") and GOM = G X,
We define a Levi-Civita symbol and a dual Cartan %asis

Napyss Mase = V=9 (2.81)
ﬁaﬁy = Héﬁaﬂwé (282)
ﬁaﬁ -2 0 /\ﬁaﬁfy (283)
No = %55 A ﬁaﬁ (284)
n=10"AT, (2.85)
Eq. (2.71) can be rewritten after taking a section e
0u(GH) = 4 J** — C’“chZGdO‘“ (2.86)
where we raise Latin indices by a Killing-Cartan tensor he®.
We rewrite Eq. (2.86) using dual forms
o~ K *
DG = 4nJ (2.87)
or in the Gauss form . . .
dG =4nJ — [A, G| (2.88)

where A = A,ﬁ“, J = J**X,7,, » means a Hodge star and J and G mean dual forms for J*
and G** .
G == Gauﬁaﬁ.

D means an exterior covariant derivative with respect to a gauge connection w on a fiber bundle
P (in a section e), d is an ordinary exterior derivative of £. 7,,7,3 mean a dual Cartan base.
In this way a total non-Abelian charge

ﬁ ]f G (2.89)

is ill-defined.
A conservation law for a non-Abelian charge can be written

d(,*] - %[A, c*:]) =0 (2.90)

(see Ref. [36]).
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One gets
1 —.gauge
— g1l VB (habg[uy}Hb;w) (2'91)

and i i
Om (Lapy DY™) 4 O, A% DY gy = J2. (2.92)

Our confinement condition (D™ = () is considered in a static (or stationary) limit. In this way
J* =0 and a fact that a total non-Abelian charge is ill-defined does not concern us. In the case
with some external sources, i.e. quark fields (fermion colored fields) J2 will compensate a charge
caused by fermions and a total color charge distribution remains zero. In this situation we can
develop a color confinement program on the level of exact solutions with fermion sources which
we mentioned before.

In the case of gravitational field (see Ref. [36]) an analogue of a non-Abelian charge (2.89)
is not ill-defined in static situation for an asymptotically flat space-time (also in the case of
nonsymmetric gravitation field).

Let us consider a transformation of a connection W, (I"%.,), i.e.

o =UYo)@U(x) + U dU (2.93)

where
w=w%X?, (2.94)

where X%, are generators of a GL(4, R) group and U(z) has the form (2.76). Now of course the
group G is GL(4, R) group. In order to have the asymptotic behavior (2.79) in static configu-
rations, Uy must be a constant Lorentz transformation, i.e. it belongs to SO(1,3) € GL(4, R).
Introducing pseudotensor of an energy-momentum for a gravitational field we can define a con-
served four-momentum from a conservation law

ATy +1,) =0 (2.95)
where
T,=Tu0", t,=1t,0", (2.96)

* *
T, t, are dual Hodge forms to 7}, and ¢,,.

T, is an energy-momentum tensor for a matter (Yang-Mills’ field) which is nonsymmetric
in general. In some future extensions we include also an energy-momentum tensor for fermion
(quark) fields. t,, is a pseudotensor of an energy-momentum for a gravitational field, defined in
such a way that Eq. (2.95) is equivalent to gravitational field equations via Bianchi identity. In
this way we can define superpotentials V), such that

AV, = 4n(T, +1,) (2.97)

and a conserved 4-momentum 1
P,=— 74 V.. 2.98
o | o ( )

P, is well defined in static situation (under condition (2.78) and (2.79)).
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Using (2.37) one easily gets

G = hegrg e (Lg (" — ph"hag H,
+ (H"03" gi5,0 — H"au3 Y gis)) — 200" k0a 37 5 Hs 0 91 91600
— 20h" kqqg P GO H 1, 9,17 9150) + 202 R B ke hipa g™ )Hda[wg\p,\ﬁ])anXe)a (2.99)
where 1, = 7(7,,,)-

One also derives
Vi =V,Ug, +0(r™?) (2.100)

where Up = (Ug),) € SO(1, 3).
If we want to consider fermions (quarks) in the theory we should add a Lagrangian of fermions
(quarks)

Efermions \Va Z '“,Z)jf ]k - mféjk)¢kf (2101)
where _
(Dy)jr = Vi + GA%(Xa) ik (2.102)

is a covariant derivative of a spinor field with respect to Riemannian part of a connection W
(@) generated by g(,p) and a gauge field at once (g = det(g(ag)))-

Vu=0,+0T%,, 0asg = Va8, (2.103)

g is a coupling constant, my is the mass of a quark of flavour f. X, is a generator of the Lie
algebra of a group G (equal to SU(3)) in a fundamental representation and repeated indices are
summed over.

One derives a color current for fermions (quarks) getting

JU#, = Zg \/_Z%ﬂ o) ik (2.104)

and a COIOI' Charge dlstrlbutlon
Zg /——‘jz:

The color confinement condition reads now
J +JY =0 (2.106)

or
gauge

‘ * v a
g\/ ZT/JJf’Y o) jktng + gle ( Vy (hapg" H W)) = 0. (2.107)

Spinor fields (quark ﬁelds) are defined in the same gauge e. In this way we can write

gauge

(ng Z%f’Y o)ikZp + g Vg (hapg 1 H )) =0, (2.108)
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i.e. in any “gauge”, ij,@jf are spinor fields on P. This means that
i
g\/ Z%ﬂ Diklis + g0V (hapg HA,,) = 0. (2.109)

Eq. (2.109) means a dielectric color confinement condition in a presence of fermion (quark) sources.

It is interesting to express E4 and B fields in terms of D® and H® fields. From Eq. (2.22)
one gets

2(0°LacGuwgus + 0%a9pugun) L = H,. (2.110)
From Eq. (2.110) we obtain
E% = %(€ﬁmj(fce£dcgﬁmgm4 + 5ed94ﬁ9wﬁ)H[d
+ (0L (gmwgas — Gawgma) + 0%4(9a4Gwm — g4mgw4))de) (2.111)
B = ™ [ (0 bacGrat s + O abpmun) H'®
+ ((°Lac(gnwg gy — 9awgip) + 0°a(Gpagun — gzﬁgm))Dﬁd} (2.112)

It is interesting to ask how to construct a Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory with a group
G = Gy ® U(1)em with an obvious application Gy = SU(3)..
The simplest choice is to suppose that a nonsymmetric right-invariant tensor on G has the

form
by O
< 0 _1> (2.113)

where L4, = hgp + pkqp is a nonsymmetric right-invariant tensor on Gy.

In this case we can consider also a fermion sources (quarks) adding to the Lagrangian a
Lagrangian of fermion (quark) fields. We considered such a situation before. Moreover, now we
should add also a coupling with an electromagnetic field, i.e.

aV/=g Y b A (2.114)
7

where ¢ is an elementary charge, gy is a charge of a quark measured in g, A, is a four-potential
of an electromagnetic field and repeated indices are summed over.
In this way we get an electric current as a source of Maxwell equations in our theory:

1 14
s = 57 4 (g Es) qu Zwm“% (2.115)
a density of a charge is

1 m v
Jnis = %QM 10 (g F,p) Z%Z%ﬂ V- (2.116)

If we want a conﬁnement of a charge we should have D =0 (see Ref. [9]). This means
that even B #0, Ji 5 =0, for G =SU(3). n =8. Let us consider Egs (2.110)(2.112) for
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G = U(1), i.e. in an electromagnetic case. Let us notice that in the formulas below Latin small
cases a,b,c = 1,2,3 correspond to space indices as in Ref. [9]. One gets

%(guwguﬁ + ggugw,,)HW = Fa, (2.117)

Ew = %(Enme(gnwgnﬂ + g4mgwn)He + (gnwg44 — J4w9m4a — 944Gwm — g4mgw4)Dn) (2118)

Ba = €awb (5nme(gnwgmb + gbmgum)He + (gnw.g4b — G4wgmb T gbaGuwn — gbn.gw4)Dn) (2119)

Thus we get
E, =Ky H®+ Ly, D" (2.120)
Ba = Koo H® + Loy D" (2.121)
where

Fwe % Enme(gnwgm4 + g4mgwn) (2122)
zan - % (gnwg44 — J4w9m4 — 944Gwm — g4mgw4) (2123)
Kae = €U)ba5mne(gnwgmb + gbmgwm) (2124)
Lan = Ewba(gnwg4b — JawYmb — Gba9wn — gbngw4) (2125)

Let us give the following remark on confinement condition B“ = 0. This condition should be
satisfied outside a hadron, which in our model is a solution of field equation for the Nonsymmetric
Kaluza—Klein Theory with or without fermion (quark) sources with G = SU(3). or G = SU(3), ®
U(1)em. In this way we consider a soliton model of hadrons. Inside a hadron, i.e. a solution of
field equation this condition is not satisfied. The solution should be static (or stationary) with
spherical symmetry or axial symmetry.

Eq. (2.68) can be rewritten in a different shape

_ _ gauge
Rag(W) =81 Top — Agag. (2.126)
From Eq. (2.126) one gets
_ _ gauge
Riap)(I') = 87T (ap) — Ag(ap) (2.127)
— _ gauge
Rijag)(I) = 87 T1ag)7] ~ AYjfag) (2.128)

gauge
We use of course a fact that a trace of 1,5 is zero

gauge
Tos g*? = 0. (2.129)
Eq. (2.71) can be rewritten in the form
gauge gauge
Vi (bap L) = 2917 Vg (hapg™ H ), (2.130)
gauge gauge

V, means a gauge derivative with respect to a connection w, V, means a covariant derivative
with respect to connection w (a gauge derivative) and a connection @3 on E at once,

La/u/ — \/—_gLa/W, E[MV} - \/__gg/“/‘ (2.131)
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Let us consider a different approach to NGT coming from Einstein Unified Field Theory.
This is a so called Hermitian-Nonsymmetric Theory (see Refs [18, 37]). In this theory we have a
fundamental tensor g,, as before. Moreover, now this tensor is complex and Hermitian

g;ﬁﬂ = Guv- (2.132)

(In this case the star x means the complex conjugation. Do not mix up it with the Hodge star.)
In such a way one gets

v = () + v (2.133)
and 9] 1S pure imaginary
9] = ipuu (2134)

where p,,, is a real antisymmetric tensor

Puv = —Pvu- (2.135)

In the theory we have two connections as before (in the real version) w% = I'%,07 and W% =
We,0. The first connection is an Hermitian connection (in holonomic system of coordinates)

_*O‘g,y = TOZ,B (2.136)
and
T“[ﬁa] =0 (2.137)
or
QQBQ(T) =0 (2.138)

where @O‘B,Y (I') is a torsion of the connection w®3. The second connection is not Hermitian

9
W =w% — 3 YW (2.139)

and the form W is pure imaginary.

The Ricci tensor is defined as before (Moffat—Ricci) tensor. This tensor is Hermitian. The
inverse tensor of g,,,, g*” is also Hermitian. It is easy to prove that in a nonholonomic system of
coordinates we have in place of Eq. (2.136)

T*Vuw = Tywu + (TV/,LUJ - TVUJM) (2140)
where I, is a Levi-Civita connection generated by the symmetric part of g, 9 The
connection w®g satisfies Egs (2.2)-(2.3).

Now we construct a Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory exactly as before (see Refs [3, 4]).
In the 5-dimensional (electromagnetic) case we have in place of the nonsymmetric tensor g,, an
Hermitian tensor g;,, = gyy. Thus we get Nonsymmetric Hermitian Kaluza—Klein Theory. It is
an Hermitian metrization of a fiber bundle. This is a natural Hermitian metrization of a fiber
bundle (5-dimensional case).

All the formulas are the same. Moreover, we should remember that g, is pure imaginary.
The connection w?p on P is Hermitian in holonomic system of coordinates. Moreover, in our
lift-horizontal basis it satisfies a different condition

pv):

I*Nyw = yw + Caw — TV ) (2.141)
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where @y = I'Nyw 6% is a Levi-Civita connection generated by y(4p), where N,W, M, A, B =
1,2,3,4,5. If a frame is holonomic, we get a condition to be Hermitian from Eq. (2.141).
In the case of an exact solution from Ref. [9] we have

—a 0 0 w
0 —r2 0 0
9w =110 0 —r2sin200 (2.142)
—w 0 0 ol
where . /
¢ -1
w:r—2 and ’y:(l—ﬁ)a

and all the remaining formulae are the same as in Ref. [9] (Eqgs (4.1), (4.3), (4.5), (4.6) of Ref. [9]).
The energy-momentum tensor for an electromagnetic field is also Hermitian

« em
25= T ga. (2.143)

Let us come to the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory in a general non-Abelian case. In
this way we consider an Hermitian nonsymmetric tensor on P (as in this section) y45. But now
our constant p is a pure imaginary constant, e.g. u = ifi, where 1 is a real number. Our tensor
is right invariant with respect to the group action on P and Hermitian,

Vs = TBA. (2.144)

In all the formulae derived here it is enough to put if in place of u. The connection on P, wp
satisfies condition (2.141), but now A, B =1,2,...,n + 4,

gab = hab + Nkab = hab + Z‘ﬁk‘aba (2145)
0 = Uy (2.146)

In this way we consider a natural Hermitian metrization of a fiber bundle in a general non-Abelian
case (for a semisimple gauge group). All energy-momentum tensors are now Hermitian, e.g.

gauge gauge
Tos* = The - (2.147)

Let us give the following remark. A lift horizontal basis in Kaluza—Klein Theory is nonholo-
nomic. For this a Levi-Civita connection coefficients are not Christoffel symbols. They are not
symmetric in lower indices.

One can consider in place of a complex (Hermitian) metric also a hypercomplex (Hermitian)
metric (see Ref. [38]). Hypercomplex numbers (see Ref. [39]) are defined as

=1t Lo (2.148)
where x1, x5 are real numbers and

—1 for complex numbers,
I?={+1 for hypercomplex numbers, (2.149)

0 for dual or parabolic numbers.
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Hypercomplex numbers form a ring. They do not form a field. Addition and multiplication are
defined as usual taking into account the fact that I? = 1 (I # 1). An inverse of a number does
not always exist. This ring contains also divisors of zero. One gets

Eip=31(I+1), E},=FE

(2.150)
Ey-Ey=0.

In this way
r=11F1 +39FEy = (l‘l + :Eg)El + (332 — :El)EQ (2.151)

and the ring of hypercomplex numbers is isomorphic to a simple product of two copies of real
numbers field. In some sense it is a trivial structure in comparison with the complex numbers
field.

Thus if we take

Guv = I(uv) T Ig[;w} = Ergu — E2gup (2.152)
where
G = I(uw) + Il (2.153)
as in the real version of the theory, we get two disconnected real versions of the theory for
9w and transpose g,,. The nonsymmetric natural metrization of a fiber bundle in Hermitian
(hypercomplex) can be done analogously to the complex one in 5-dimensional case and in general
non-Abelian (for a semisimple group) case.

Moreover, all the calculations given by us in the case of a real version can be repeated remem-
bering that gj,,,) should be shifted to Ig,,| and also ka — Tkgp. In this way we get Nonsymmetric—
Hermitian (Hypercomplex) Kaluza—Klein Theory. Moreover, we can write also in the case of a
tensor yap

YaB =Y(aB) + IVaB) = E1vaB — E2VBa (2.154)
YAB = Y(AB) + V[AB (2.155)

and we have as before in a 4-dimensional case two disconnected real versions. Thus in the case
of Hermitian (Hypercomplex) Kaluza—Klein Theory we are reduced to a real version. Moreover,
from the methodological point of view it is better to consider a Hermitian approach.

The solution (2.142) will now look

102 N
W=7 and = (1 + F)oz . (2.156)
This solution can be written also in the form (2.153)—(2.154), i.e.
—a 0 0 0 0 00%
~ 0 —r? 0 0 0 000
Gr=10 o —2sin260| 7| 0 000
2
0 0 0 v ~L o000
—a 0 o & —a 0 o -
0 -2 0 0 0 —r 0 0
=5 0 —7r?sin?6 0 — b 0 0 —rZsin?0 0 (2.157)
2 2
-5 0 0 v 5o 0

where 7 is given by the second formula of Eq. (2.156).
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3 Spontaneous symmetry breaking and Higgs’ mechanism in the
Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory

In order to incorporate a spontaneous symmetry breaking and Higgs’ mechanism in our geomet-
rical unification of gravitation and Yang-Mills’ fields we consider a fiber bundle P over a base
manifold E x G/Gg, where E is a space-time, Gy C G, G, G are semisimple Lie groups. Thus
we are going to combine a Kaluza—Klein theory with a dimensional reduction procedure.

Let P be a principal fiber bundle over V. = F x M with a structural group H and with a
projection 7, where M = G /G is a homogeneous space, G is a semisimple Lie group and G its
semisimple Lie subgroup. Let us suppose that (V,~) is a manifold with a nonsymmetric metric
tensor

YAB = Y(aB) + V[AB]- (3.1)
The signature of the tensor v is (+ — — —, — — —--- —). Let us introduce a natural frame on P
—_———
n
oA = (7*(64),0° = Aw?), X = const. (3.2)

It is convenient to introduce the following notation. Capital Latin indices with tilde E,E,é
run 1,2,3,....m+4, m=dmH +dimM =n+dmM =n+mny, gy =dimM, n = dim H.
Lower Greek indices «, 3,7,0 = 1,2,3,4 and lower Latin indices a,b,c,d = ny + 5,n2 +5,...,
n1+6,...,m+4. Capital Latin indices A, B,C =1,2,...,n1 +4. Lower Latin indices with tilde
@,b,¢run 5,6,...,n1+4. The symbol over #* and other quantities indicates that these quantities
are defined on V. We have of course

ny =dim G — dim Gy = ng — (ng — nq),

where dim G = no, dim Gy = ng — n1, m =n1 + n.
On the group H we define a bi-invariant (symmetric) Killing—Cartan tensor

h(A, B) = ha,A°B. (3.3)

We suppose H is semisimple, it means det(hgyp) # 0. We define a skew-symmetric right-invariant

tensor on H
k(A,B) = kA’ B¢, ky. = —ke.

Let us turn to the nonsymmetric metrization of P.
K(X,Y) =v(X,Y) + Al (X)w? (V) (3.4)

where
eab = hab + gkab (35)

is a nonsymmetric right-invariant tensor on H. One gets in a matrix form (in the natural frame

(3.2))
Kip = <—’MSB ;;) : (3.6)
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det(gp) # 0, £ = const and real, then

Lapl®C = Lp £ = 65%. (3.7)
The signature of the tensor x is (+,———,—---—, — —---—). As usual, we have commutation
—— —
ni n
relations for Lie algebra of H, h
[XaaXb] = Ccach- (38)

This metrization of P is right-invariant with respect to an action of H on P.

Now we should nonsymmetrically metrize M = G/Gy. M is a homogeneous space for G (with
left action of group G). Let us suppose that the Lie algebra of G, g has the following reductive
decomposition

g=go+m (3.9)

where g is a Lie algebra of G (a subalgebra of g) and m (the complement to the subalgebra gg)
is Ad Gy invariant, + means a direct sum. Such a decomposition might be not unique, but we
assume that one has been chosen. Sometimes one assumes a stronger condition for m, the so
called symmetry requirement,

[m, m] C go. (3.10)

Let us introduce the following notation for generators of g:
Y, € g, Y;em, Y€ do- (3.11)

This is a decomposition of a basis of g according to (3.9). We define a symmetric metric on M
using a Killing—Cartan form on G in a classical way. We call this tensor hg.

Let us define a tensor field h°(z) on G/Gy, © € G/Gy, using tensor field h on G. Moreover,
if we suppose that h is a biinvariant metric on G (a Killing—Cartan tensor) we have a simpler
construction.

The complement m is a tangent space to the point {eG(} of M, ¢ is a unit element of G. We
restrict h to the space m only. Thus we have h°({G(}) at one point of M. Now we propagate
RO({fGo}) using a left action of the group G

W({fGo}) = (L) (h°({eGo})).

hO({eGyp}) is of course Ad Gy invariant tensor defined on m and L;ih0 = ho.
We define on M a skew-symmetric 2-form k°. Now we introduce a natural frame on M. Let
fijk be structure constants of the Lie algebra g, i.e.

Y. Yi] = Fius (3.12)

Y are generators of the Lie algebra g. Let us take a local section o : V' — G /G of a natural bundle
G — G/Gy where V.C M = G/Gp. The local section o can be considered as an introduction of
a coordinate system on M.

Let wysc be a left-invariant Maurer—Cartan form and let

O.)JMC = O'*O.)Mc. (313)
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Using decomposition (3.9) we have
Wne = W + W = 07+ E1Y;. (3.14)

It is easy to see that 6% is the natural (left-invariant) frame on M and we have

0 = h068% @ 6 (3.15)
K0 = k067 A B, (3.16)
According to our notation ’d,g =95,6,...,n1 +4.
Thus we have a nonsymmetric metric on M
Yab = 7”2(h0&13 + Ckoai)) = 7"29&6' (3.17)

Thus we are able to write down the nonsymmetric metricon V=E x M = E x G/G
_ gaﬁ 0 1
YAB = <T’%> (3.18)

9op = 9(ap) T Ylas

where

9ap = M + Ck%
0 0

Kap =~k

0_ _ p0

hab = ha

a8 =1,2,3,4, a,b =5,6,...,n1 +4 = dimM +4 = dimG — dim Gy + 4. The frame 67 is
unholonomic: 1 i
do" = 3 k%0 N O (3.19)
where nﬁgé are coefficients of nonholonomicity and depend on the point of the manifold M = G /G
(they are not constant in general). They depend on the section ¢ and on the constants f‘ié.
We have here three groups H, G, Gy. Let us suppose that there exists a homomorphism u
between Gy and H,
uw:Gyg— H (3.20)

such that a centralizer of u(Gp) in H, C* is isomorphic to G. C*, a centralizer of u(Go) in H,
is a set of all elements of H which commute with elements of p(Gg), which is a subgroup of H.
This means that H has the following structure, C* = G.

u(Go) ® G C H. (3.21)
If 11 is a isomorphism between Gy and p(Gg) one gets
Go®G C H. (3.22)

Let us denote by 4/ a tangent map to p at a unit element. Thus 4/ is a differential of p acting on
the Lie algebra elements. Let us suppose that the connection w on the fiber bundle P is invariant
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under group action of G on the manifold V = E x G/Gy. According to Refs [13, 40, 41, 42] this
means the following.

Let e be a local section of P, e: V C U — P and A = e¢*w. Then for every g € GG there exists
a gauge transformation p, such that

F9)A=Ad, 1 A+ py ' dgg, (3.23)

f* means a pull-back of the action f of the group G on the manifold V. According to Refs
[40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45] (see also Refs [46, 47, 48]) we are able to write a general form for such
an w. Following Ref. [42] we have

w=0uwg+ 1 ow’+Dowy. (3.24)

(An action of a group G on V = E x G/Gy means left multiplication on a homogeneous space
M = G/Gy.) where w% + w%, = w’y¢ are components of the pull-back of the Maurer—Cartan
form from the decomposition (3.14), Wg is a connection defined on a fiber bundle @) over a space-
time F with structural group C* and a projection mg. Moreover, C* = G and wg is a 1-form
with values in the Lie algebra g. This connection describes an ordinary Yang-Mills’ field gauge
group G = C* on the space-time E. @ is a function on F with values in the space S of linear
maps

d:m—bh (3.25)

satisfying
?([Xo, X]) = [t/ X0, 2(X)],  Xo € go. (3.26)

Thus ,
wWg=WwgY;, Yieg,

W =0V, Ya€ go, (3.27)
Wiy = gaYgL, Y; € m.

Let us write condition (3.24) in the base of left-invariant form 9?, 0%, which span respectively
dual spaces to gop and m (see Refs [49, 50]). It is easy to see that

Dowy=0%)0°X,, X,€h (3.28)
and R
p o= p0'X,. (3.29)
From (3.26) one gets i
B () 1, = 1P () Cap (3.30)

where f?l;d are structure constants of the Lie algebra g and C¢; are structure constants of the Lie
algebra h. Eq. (3.30) is a constraint on the scalar field ®¢(z). For a curvature of w one gets

1
0= 5 HC A0 NP X =

. gauge -
HiWWb' N6 oS X, + Y, B0 A 6X,

N =

1 c afbpa b 1 ¢ rd pa b
+§Cab45[14559 /\9 Xc_adaczfdi)o /\0 Xc (331)
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Thus we have

H¢, = o5HY, (3.32)
gauge
Hs =V, 95 =—H%, (3.33)
HCj = Cy - DUDY — pEfls — Dof s (3.34)

gauge
where V,, means gauge derivative with respect to the connection wg defined on a bundle () over

a space-time E with a structural group G
Y = a5 X, (3.35)

H iﬂy is the curvature of the connection @g in the base {Y;}, generators of the Lie algebra of the
Lie group G, g, of is the matrix which connects {Y;} with {X.}. Now we would like to remind
that indices a, b, ¢ refer to the Lie algebra b, Zi,g, ¢ to the space m (tangent space to M), 7,7, k to
the Lie algebra gg and 4, 7,k to the Lie algebra of the group G, g. The matrix af establishes a
direct relation between generators of the Lie algebra of the subgroup of the group H isomorphic
to the group G.

Let us come back to a construction of the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory on a mani-
fold P. We should define connections. First of all, we should define a connection compatible with
a nonsymmetric tensor v45, Eq. (3.18),

@' =Tpc0° (3.36)
E'VAB = ’VADGDBc(T)GC (3.37)
QPpp(T) =0

where D is the exterior covariant derivative with respect to @ and QP (T) its torsion.
Using (3.18) one easily finds that the connection (3.36) has the following shape

op = <WTE@QB) 0 ) (3.38)

~

where W% = Tam@“f is a connection on the space-time FE and 5&5 = 1'%.0° on the manifold
M = G/Gq with the following properties

Dgas = 9as@’s,(T)0 =0 (3.39)

Q%a (1) =0 (3.40)

ﬁg&é = gad'gdéa(%)- (3.41)
Qha(T) =0

D is an exterior covariant derivative with respect to a connection W%. %, is a tensor of

~

torsion of a connection @. D is an exterior covariant derivative of a connection @% and Q%.(I")
its torsion.
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On a space-time E we also define the second affine connection W3 such that

9
W% =w% — 3 %W, (3.42)

where B
W= VV’Ym = %(WU’YU - WU’yU)-
We proceed a nonsymmetric metrization of a principal fiber bundle P according to (3.18). Thus

we define a right-invariant connection with respect to an action of the group H compatible with
a tensor K 5

Dr g =k ipQ7pc(1)0¢ (3.43)
0

where wAB =1 ABCHC. D is an exterior covariant derivative with respect to the connection wAB

and QABC its torsion. After some calculations one finds

WA T (@) — Lapy™ A L p0°| L5 f” (3.44)
B lay*P(2H%p — L%c)0°| &% '
where
L% = —L%nm (3.45)
LacymBY M Lo a + Legyany™C Lise = 2y any™ Hpe, (3.46)
L% 4 is Ad-type tensor with respect to H (Ad-covariant on P)
&% = I'%.0° (3.47)
gdbfdac + eadfdcb = _edbcdac (348)
fdac = _fdcaa fdad =0. (3'49)
We define on P a second connection
- . 4 .
WhS =wis — ——— 4. 3.50
B=YB 3m+2) B (3.50)

Thus we have on P all (m + 4)-dimensional analogues of geometrical quantities from NGT, i.e.

AB(pC c
RW) = w5 (R 456(W) + 3R c25(W) (3.51)
where Réé ip(W) is a curvature tensor for a connection WAB and k4P is an inverse tensor for
kiB . - .
I{ACI{AB = /QCAI{BA = 5035. (3.52)
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Using results from Ref. [1] one gets (having in mind some analogies from a theory with a base
space F to the theory with the base space V.= FE x M = E x G/Gy)

1 ~ ~ A

_ 1 =~
R(W) = R(OW) + — R(T') + 5 R(I) = Cap(2HOHY — LMN HY ) (3.53)

where R(W) is a Moffat—Ricci curvature scalar on the space-time E for a connection W, R(I)

is a Moffat-Ricci curvature scalar for a connection &% on a homogeneous space M = G/Gg, R(I")
is a Moffat—Ricci curvature scalar for a connection W%,

a a 6% a 1 Zf a
H = H ) = g H o + — g™ H (3.54)

LaMN _ ’VAM’VBNLGAB _ 5MH5Nvgaugﬁ“{Laaﬁ
1 - an L am b
+ 5 (9™ 9" L + 9" 9 Lp) 0,075 + — g™ L 0M 00" (3.55)
One finds that

2 i 1 .. i
—Lap LN H v = L (gaugﬁyLaaBHbuu t3 g g L G H i + 29 nLaaEHbﬁm)

2 | R
— _Eab (LauVwaj + r_2 gana,uI;Hbuﬁ + ﬁ gamganaaI;Hbmﬁ) ) (3.56)
We get conditions from Eq. (3.46)

EdcguﬁgwuLdfya + Ecdgaug'm/[/d,@'y = ZECdQQMQlWHd,B'y ( )
CacG 59" L% + Leagamg™ L%, = 2L eagamg™ " H%,; (3.58)
ac9up g Lha + Leagamg ™ L%: = 2Leagamg™ H%: (3.59)
L = g L (3.60)
L = go‘“L"ug. (3.61)
For Lo, H*H® = hoy H*H® we have the following:
hap H*H® = hoy HHY + % hap HHY + 7«_14 hap HY HY, (3.62)

where .
H% = g*PH% 5, HY = gl H;. (3.63)

Finally, we have for a density of R(W), i.e.

Ik ROW) = v=gr™ /5] /16| R(W)
D 2

[~ / - /(T R(I’ 1 = A " e
- 9 Tnl ’g’ w’ (R(W) + ( ) + 7‘_2 R(F) + _eab(2H OHbO —L H Hb;u/)
2

A2 4
Y 4H(a Hb) _9 EﬁLau~Hb - ° / a b am bira _prb_
ab( 0 1 g b ,un) ab(2H lH 1 g g L abH mn) . (364)
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We define an integral of action

S~/ Ik ROV) e, 3.65
. K| R(W) (3.65)
where

U=MxGxV, VCE, d""z=d%dugh)dm(y),

dpg(h) is a biinvariant measure on a group H and dm(y) is a measure on M induced by a
biinvariant measure on G. R(W) is a Moffat-Ricci curvature scalar for a connection W% on E.
Let us consider Egs (3.57)—(3.59) modulo equations (3.32)—(3.34). One gets

Eijguﬁg%u[/iﬁ/a + Ejiga,uglwl/iﬁ'y = 2€jigauglp{HiB'y (3'66)
where /;; = Ecdaciozdj is a right-invariant nonsymmetric metric on the group G and
Lc,uz/ = acif/i,uz/- (367)

Iiiu,, plays a role of an induction tensor for the Yang—Mills’ field with the gauge group G. H iw, is
of course the tensor of strength of this field. The polarization tensor is defined as usual

L'y = H'yy — 4AnM',. (3.68)

We introduce two Adg-type 2-forms with values in the Lie algebra g (of G)

I = %Liwﬁ” AOVY; (3.69)
M= % Miwgu A 0VY; (3.70)
and we easily write o I

where @ = %@iwﬁ“ A 0VY;, @iwj = o/cQCW. Qp is a 2-form of a curvature of a connection g
(Eq. (3.27)) in Eq. (3.31) (the first term of this equation).

In this way we get a geometrical interpretation of a Yang—Mills’ induction tensor in terms of
the curvature tensor and torsion in additional dimensions (see Refs [1, 3]). Afterwards we get

Cedmpd™™ L% + Lea9amg ™ L%, = 2 cagamg ™ (CUp @il — pf's, — L% ), (3.72)
o~ _ _gauge
Ceagus g™ L e + Leagamg™ L%z = 2Leagamg™ Vg PL. (3.73)

Let us rewrite an action integral

1
S=- / (RW)d"z)d"zd'z, U=V xMxH, VCE, (3.74)
WiVarm Ju

Vi = /H\/Md% (3.75)
Vo = /M Viglda. (3.76)

S—— / =g d*z (W, g, A, ) (3.77)
1%

Thus we get
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where

L(W,g,A,®)
— A2 ~ 2 gauge 4 ~
—R(W) + z(&wYM(A) + 5 Lian( V #) 4 V(ds) 3 Linn(®, D) +r (378)
Lym(A) = —é 0 (2H H) — L™ HY,,,) (3.79)

is the lagrangian for the Yang-Mills’ field with the gauge group G (see Eqgs (2.33) and (2.39)),

gaugo
L / 13l d™ s (bapng L% 5, @)
1 ~| m bivra 85 8°
= Lapg™" @/M V0l d" (g LV, BY) (3.80)

is a kinetic part of a lagrangian for a scalar field @¢. It is quadratic in gauge derivative of @¢ and
is invariant with respect to the action of groups H and G.

/ Vg d™ 2g il (00 P, PL — M‘%f?mﬁ — B i)
g[ab] (CbEqug@gf —H ]Af ab — afdai)) - gamgbﬁLaaé(Cbcdqj%z@% - ,ub?fzmﬁ - 952 éfnﬁ)} (3.81)

is a self-interacting term for a field @. It is invariant with respect to the action of the groups H
and G. This term is a polynomial of fourth order in @’s (a Higgs’ field potential term)

Lin(B, A) = hopu, H' g™ (Clog @S] — pof'yy — 27 %5) (3.82)

where 1
@ _ 1 / Al dm g olad) 3.83
g 7 M\/Igl rg (3.83)

is the term describing non-minimal coupling between the scalar field F' and the Yang—Mills’ field.
This term is also invariant with respect to the action of the groups H and G.

-5 L-19% \/7|1§ T)d"a = —R( [) + %P. (3.84)

The condition (3.73) can be explicitly solved (see Appendix A). One gets

gauge gauge d gauge 0ad ~(a )gaugc n
L = Vi @0, + £k Wy 0 — (' 0210k 5 + 5O g 0 g10)
gauge - ~_gauge -
— 26Ck"s Ve P17 91wy A K i + ER"a (PR Vo BIRO Gk eh™
gauge gauge = gauge
+ Vi 5 9501910 3 — €. kpa (¢ Vi PIRPKE 5 + GV, B2 g1,5)  (3.85)

where
k" = prapbP,,. (3.86)

37



The condition (3.72) can be also explicitly solved. One gets

Lo = H + pk"aH % + (W H K4 — O H "k %)
- 2,UC2 hOJéhO&BHdJakO&J] kOE - 2NCkn hOaphOded o kO }pkoda
+ 202 k™ hpg H % k5P (3.87)

In this case a kinetic term for a scalar field takes a form

gauge gau, gauge gauge
Lian 7 / Vgl e [turg g™, o5V @y, + ke V. a8,
(RO, — T @2, g — 26V BIGOD gl
gauge ~ o (o)~
— (G NV BLROPRORT OO o, T 0 G R0 g )

gauge

(K™ kg Vo BRI 4 VL @l 79 g5 })}]. (3.88)
In the case of g, = 1w (a Minkowski space-time) one gets

gauge gauge gauge gauge
ﬁkm / \/ |dn1 f kgmp VY @ {V @ —|—£k’ V @m

gauge

> . gauge _ gauge
(VL DU ek kO T B 4 €20k kY, quH (3.89)

gauge

where V¢ @k = pn v, @’;, k0% = 0%k ;.

The nggs potential is given by

1 — o
= [ V1 {g g™ o, + 2 H
+ u (ankH kOd + C( Qkded~ﬁk0J@]€0&m — k‘ded?wk‘Omng‘O?& + k:deC%ka?ak;Ow&)
t C (k" H k0T K — 2hepgok™ H O RO k0%, — knkk"dH%kOm%Oé))
+ (3¢ (kpik ™ kpg H % k058 — knkknbkbdﬂdamk%ﬁ)] H*50 — 2heq(HC%49P0) (Hd&g)g[&b])} (3.90)
or
1 — e B a~
V(o) =y /M V0al ™ (PP H g 1 — 20 (HYag0) (H' 59 )

1 ~1 m &d)[pq s

ngﬂ [pal _ Qgiq] led] _ _ng} [pal _ —Qf,f] [ap] _ Q[Sc]l;é] 73]
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where
P, ledlpd — g[é[ﬁgtﬂﬁ]hsk _ QghskkO[J'agéHﬁglé\é] + Mc(_zkskko[ﬂé‘gél[ﬁ\élﬂ
+ ((kakk;o[élélkOJ]f.gé[ﬁglf\d} — kg k055 kOMIEl BB glelal kskko[a&lgﬂ[dglé\ﬁ]koéa))
+ 17¢ (—hoska Ky 7P gD — 207y kO KON PPN 4 ¢ (e kO KO g7 g1
+ ¢ (K" kg k% KO #19° alpalg] _ opn k‘nkkro[c‘ |;€0d} g [Pg\f\q])))
+N3<( kbsk”bknkk0~[d dlp gle\q} Ky kK kk‘o lel[p d]t]]) + g [ q]kp bk, (3.92)
Qledlpd — p [edlpd _ o, gled gl

Let us do some manipulations concerning physical dimensions. The connection w on the fiber
bundle P has no correct physical dimensions. Let us pass in all formulas from w to ay % w,

1
W, (3.93)

where £ is a Planck constant, ¢ is the velocity of light in the vacuum and oy is a dimensionless

coupling constant for the Yang Mills’ field if this ﬁeld couples to a matter. For example in the
2 _

W — Qg

electromagnetic case ag = \/ﬁ We use oy = o = &= ® where g is a coupling constant for a gauge
field. The redefinition of w is equivalent to a usual treatment in local section e : V O U — P,
efw=£ZA.

Let us notice that we do this redefinition for a connection w, not only for wg. This means that
we treat Higgs’ field as a part of Yang-Mills’ field (gauge field). This is a part of our geometrical

unification of fundamental interactions. One easily writes an integral of action
1 1 [T
—r—2/\/—gd x |R(W)
8TA%a? 1
L 5 Lxin — =5 V(®) — 5=
4ch ( M e 4 ko g2 (@) 2712
If we want to be in line with an ordinary coupling between gravity and matter we should put

8mA2a? _ 8GN

Lint (@, A)) + AC] (3.94)

e (3.95)
One gets
2 2
A= —tlp=—1{n (3.96)
Qg NGP
where £ is the Planck length ¢, = \/% ~ 10733 cm. In this case we have
a? - - P
A = (57 R(I) + ﬁ) (3.97)

Let us pass to spontaneous symmetry breaking and Higgs’ mechanism in our theory. In order
to do this we look for the critical points (the minima) of the potential V(®). However, our field

satisfies the constraints .
PEfr — PPl C,, = 0. (3.98)
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Thus we must look for the critical points of
VI =V 4 (86 o — n%PhC%) (3.99)

where 1/1?&0 is a Lagrange multiplier. Moreover, we should change dimensions of the scalar field ¢
in the potential. It is in the following exchange form

H' = Coa®i® — %ty — B2 (3.100)
to 1 1
b _ d  gc5d b 1 b p& _
H'; = oy T COa PPt — a—sx/%mfﬁ — PLfes (3.101)
It is easy to see that, if
H% =0 (3.102)
then o,
— = 1
53 0 (3.103)

if (3.98) is satisfied.
This was noticed in Refs [42], [1] and it is known in the symmetric theory. H%;, is a part of
the curvature of w over a manifold M. Thus it means that @ satisfying Eq. (3.102) is a “pure

gauge”. If the potential V(&) is positively defined, then we have the absolute minimum of V'
V(2

crt

) =0. (3.104)

But apart from this solution there are some others due to an influence of nonsymmetric metric
on H and M. The details strongly depend on constants &, ¢ and on groups G, Gy, H. There are
also some critical which are minima. Moreover, we expect the second critical point @, # @,
such that V(®L,) # 0 and

crt

Hen(PL,) # 0 (3.105)
/
1% @

55 (Do) =0, =01 (3.106)

This means that &., is not a “pure gauge” and a gauge configuration connected to @ is not
trivial. This indicates that the local minimum is not a vacuum state. It is a “false vacuum” in
contradiction to “true vacuum” for the absolute minimum @Y,

Now we answer the question of what is a symmetry breaking if we choose one of the critical
values of #0, (we choose one of the degenerated vacuum states and the spontaneous breaking of
the symmetry takes place). In Ref. [42] it was shown that if H%;,; = 0 and Eq. (3.98) is satisfied
then the symmetry is reduced to Gy. In the case of the second minimum (local minimum—false
vacuum) the unbroken symmetry will be in general different.

Let us call it G and its Lie algebra gf. This will be the symmetry which preserves ®., and
the constraint (3.98). It is easy to see that the Lie algebra of this unbroken group preserves @,
under Ad-action. For the symmetry group V is larger than G (it is H) we expect some scalars
which remain massless after the symmetry breaking in both cases (i.e., i = 0,1, “true” and false
vacuum case). They became massive only through radiative corrections. They are often referrred
as the pseudo-Goldstone bosons.

40



Let us pass to the integral of action (3.94) in the two vacuum cases ®%, L. Let us expand

the Higgs’ field 2 in the neighbourhood of (& Crt)g, k=0,1,

crt»

DF = (Pe)f + ()5 (3.107)

gauge

and apply this formula for e ( vV, DY)

gange BUEC b Lok Nard e )
(v @ ) (Vu ((10 )d)+a8 h_((écrt) OGCO[]'AH_‘_( crt) f A ) (3108)

and for V(®) N
V(®) = V(D) + VE(P"), k=0,1, (3.109)

where V(@£ ) is the value for the critical value of & and V¥(oF) is the > polynomial of fourth order

in o*. If we use Eq. (3.88) we get a mass matrix for vector bosons A] which strongly depends

k
on &7

N,U,VM2 (@k

crt

)AL AT, (3.110)
The matrix N* depends on g, and in the case g,, = 7., (Minkowski tensor) we have
NH = v (3.111)

and

2 _ (k) (k) (k) (k) _
2 k g 1 ~| m m d n d d 0a
M; @crt) = dnr2he Vz/M V l9ld 1${€np9 poB(i(B myj) + &k B my) — (B%ik
2;n 1.00_ 1.04 (k)d 2 -1.mb 0a (k)d
— ECK K5 kY% B L ) + €2CK ki gk %%, B aj))}, k=01, (3.112)

where "
Bbfu’ — [5mﬁCbm5a8,~ + 5b m_ ][(ﬁk

crt

Im (M2 = M3). (3.113)

In the case of a symmetric theory £up = hap, 955 = O -; one gets

M? = / V19l d™ a {hpn kO™ B B0} 114
K 4717’2716 V2 o { m])} (3 )

Let us consider an expression
( crt)mcbmsa + (dalgrt) mﬁi (3115)
in order to find its interpretation. One easily notices that it equals to

([Ady (Y;) + Adg (V)] 25,7 (3.116)

(Ad}; and Ady; mean the adjoint representation of Lie algebras of H(h) and G(g), respectively).

Thus if £ = 0 (3.115) equals zero for Y; € go and if £ = 1 (3.115) equals zero for Y; € g;,. The
latest statement comes from the invariancy of the vacuum state with respect to the action if the
group Gy for k = 0 (G, for k = 1). Generators of gy (g{) should annihilate vacuum state. Thus

the matrix elements M? (@’grt) are zero for 4, j corresponding to go (gp)-
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From the invariancy of the potential V' with respect to the action of the group G one gets

2V s
2L 0] 8@[1‘@ o (T00), (265 =0 (3.117)
where ) )
(T%%), [P, = (Bl Clmse®s + [BE 10 s (3.118)

Eigenvalues of M; 2 (@’jrt) are the squares of the masses of the gauge bosons. The secular equation

det(M?2—m?I) = O gives us a mass spectrum of massive vector bosons. Thus there is an orthogonal
matrix (A;) A such that AT = A=1 and

mi(Pe) ... 0

JA = : : , (3.119)
0 mi(@'jrt)

lp=n1, 1 =dimG — dimGO.

A" M (o

crt

In this way we transform the broken vector fields into massive vector fields
B, =) A';A), (3.120)

such that
v Z m? BB, = = M M (D5

crt

)AL, A, (3.121)

Moreover, we should remember the formula (3.98) which is a constraint on Higgs’ field. The mass
matrix of masses for Higgs’ bosons can be obtained in a similar way,

oV

+—— % 4 3.122
25@35¢g(pa4pb ( )

The matrix )

ok =
(o) 5@“5(151”@ ok

crt

(3.123)

can be calculated for £ = 0. One gets

palnal g2 s, (60,)%,

2% & -1 / {8043 [&a][7d] s vk 0 \e Qs
i ~— S ac e CI" QSCI‘
S a 8mr2Vo Jar | ke Qo ClacCes ( ert) ) Vhe
4a$ ea n S C e = AN
L . 7 e (B) s + Quf T 7, },/\gyd Ly, (3.124)

_l’_

For k =1, H%;(®L,;) # 0 and &L, (if exists) satisfies the following equation

20

\/_ Qs [ea pq]Osac( crt)c~ - Q k[Cd pq]fe 1 (3125)
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and the supplementary condition (3.98).
A mass matrix for Higgs’ bosons looks like

- -1 4o 1156 ~
0 = e [ (S Qul I igtat vy ) v (3.120)
We can diagonalize the mass matrix and we get
~ 7 lk
m2(¢]§rt)aab590aa‘ﬁbb = Z m?((plgrt)a& %% (3.127)
j=1
where -
U=y A% (3.128)
bb

For the mass matrix one has

(AT amA (@) A%y = (M2 (Pen) ) 0%0%%. (3.129)
The eigenvalue problem for m?(®%,,) can be posed as follows
(@) X % = m (@) X (3.130)

One gets the mass spectrum of Higgs’ particles from the secular equation
det ([m? ()]0, — m2(@8,)1%0,) = 0 (3.131)

where }

180, = 6,09, (3.132)
The diagonalization procedure of the matrix m2(q5’§rt)dabb can be achieved in the two follow-

ing ways. The matrix defines a quadratic form on the representation space N for Higgs’ field.

Moreover, the space N can be decomposed into Higgs’ multiplets m; and according to this de-

composition the matrix can be written in a block diagonal form

[m* (@) = Z ®m (D). (3.133)

2

We can diagonalize every matrix m; (%) corresponding to the multiplet m;.

Let us consider a problem of the Higgs’ multiplet &% on E. One can find a representation
space N of &% in the following way (see Ref. [45]). Let

Adg — ) @n; @ Adg, (3.134)
i
be the decomposition of the adjoint representation of GG, where n; are irreducible representations

of Gg and let us consider the branching rule of Adgy

Adg — ) ®(n) @ m;) (3.135)
J
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where ﬂ; are irreducible representations of Gy and m;- are irreducible representations of G. The
latest formula comes from the known fact Gog ® G C H. Thus for every pair (@Z,Q;) where n;
and Q; are identical irreducible representations of G there is an m; multiplet of Higgs’ field on F.

In this way we can decompose @ into a sum

b= P (3.136)
(ni,n})
or
N= > om. (3.137)
(i)

Thus the multiplet of Higgs’ field is quite complicated in contradiction to the usual case where
the Higgs’ field belongs to the adjoint representation of chosen group. Moreover, in our case we
have to do with smaller number of parameters in the theory. The theory is established by a
coupling constant ay, a radius r, parameters coming from the nonsymmetricity of the theory &, ¢,
a homomorphism p, an embedding of G in H, of (g in h) and an embedding of G in G (i.e. the
manifold M).

The second way of diagonalization of the matrix [m? (&£, )] is based on the following observa-
tion. )

The matrix m?(9£,)%?, can be transformed into a different matrix (nyn) x (nyn) forming an
index from two indices @ and a

a=oaa+ Pa+y (3.138)

where «, 8, are integers. The new index @ should be unambigous. Thus we must choose «, 3,
in such a way that for every @ € Nlnm the equation (3.138) has only one solution for a € N7,
ae Ny

After this we diagonalize [m?(®%,,)] as an ordinary matrix. What is a scale of masses in our
theory? It is easy to see that

my =2 (E) (3.139)

is this scale where m ; is a typical vector boson mass obtained due to Higgs’ mechanism.
Let us consider the following decomposition of the connection wg defined on the principal
fiber bundle @:
wWE :w0E+UE, wOE € go, Or €m, (3.140)

corresponding to the decomposition of the Lie algebra g,
g = got+m.

In this way we consider a reduction of a bundle @ to )¢ induced by an embedding of Gy into G.
The form w'g is a connection defined on Qg and o is a tensorial form defined on Q(E,G). We
suppose that the reduction of the bundle Q to Qg is possible.

The form w'g corresponds to the Yang-Mills’ field (massless vector bosons) which remains
after symmetry breaking. The tensorial form op corresponds to massive vector bosons.

One gets for the curvature form

Qp = 2% + D% g +[op,0F], (3.141)
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where 2°; is a curvature form for w'; and DY means a covariant exterior derivative with respect
to w%. Thus

1 o~
QOE' = 5 Hl,uyeu A 91/6%\}/@ (3142)
op =0 (3.143)
.0 ga%%c _ _

eDog = V[“ E“,,]H" N7 (3.144)

gauoge_ _ g - . _B o~
Vi@ = 0o + he 5050 WAy (3.145)
o*op =7%0"Y; = 7,3%Y;, (3.146)
e*w'p = ﬁiﬁ%@“Yi (3.147)

where e is a local section of the principal bundle @, matrices 3%, ﬁi? define an embedding of gg
gauge
into g, Vg means a gauge derivative with respect to a connection w'g.

If the symmetry is broken from G to Gf, we have a different decomposition
wg = w'% + o (3.148)

One can easily connect o or o with B (i.e. fields with defined non-zero rest mass, because A
have not defined masses) fields. One gets

* 9 5it 5
€ op = o B",0"Y; (3.149)
where ‘ o
Yo = (A7, Y = (A7) 4. (3.150)

The matrix A is defined by (3.119). The same holds for 0.
Let us consider the following gauge transformation, i.e. a change of a local section of @) from

e to f,
*)
e(x) = U (a)f(x), (3.151)

where
(k)
5*(:5) = exp (Z (7'3)6(3;)}@) (3.152)

for k=0, Y; €m,ie. a=a; for k=1, Y; € m, and (fy)é(a:) is a multiplet of scalar fields on F
transforming according to the Ad Gy (AdGy). Y span mor m’ (k=0 or k = 1). Such a gauge
transformation (a condition) is a “unitary gauge”.

Let us consider the following parametrization of the Higgs’ field

(k) (k) , (k)

0% = Ada(U (2))5 Adp (U (2))% (@) 5 + ¢ o (). (3.153)
We transform Higgs’ and gauge fields
k) c (k) k) ., .,
(V)" = Adp(U )5 Ada(U)F 95 = (@)% + % () (3.154)
-, k) he () (k)
B"(2)Y; = Adu (U (z))";B?,Y; — n 0 U () U ™ (). (3.155)
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One easily gets

gauogc (k) (k)—l _, gauogc ((I}) ,
V, @; = Adp(U (2))wAde(U ™ (2)"; V,, (P )C&,. (3.156)
On the level of a tensorial form one gets
(k) (k) (k)
s = Ada(U () ("W 5 — dU () U (@) (3.157)
and N N _
Lym(A) = Lym(B) = Lym(B). (3.158)

It is important to notice that we should con51der a local section for /;;, i.e. a;; = e*f;; in
the lagrangian for the Yang—Mills’ field. The fields B’ are massive with the same masses as B.
The important point to notice is that the full lagrangian is still G-gauge invariant. Moreover,
a choice of a particular value of ¥, (which is Gy invariant) reduces symmetry from G to Gy
(spontaneously). The fields n;(x) disappear. They are eaten by the gauge transformation and
due to this the massive vector fields have three polarization degrees of freedom. Sometimes 7;(z)
are called “would-be Goldstone bosons”. In the matrix of masses they correspond to zero modes.

Let us come back to field equations in our theory. From the Palatini variational principle for
the action S (see Eqs (3.77)—(3.78)) one gets (variation with respect to W*,, g,,, wg and @)

Ru(W) - %QMVF(W) 872# (T + T (@) + Tr,lf,, + g ) (3.159)
g =0 (3.160)

Vg =0 (3.161)

Guv.o — Jevl o — Guelop =0 (3.162)

gauge __ __

V(T L) — 9 gleBI s (B o) i
(i L") ) s (hijg )

2 g
+T—2\/—_9ﬁ

0L x auge -
+ (%)Q%ﬂb”gﬁ“( Vy %) (P5C g0 + QSZUf“nj)]

[ﬁabgbﬁguaLaul} (Qgcbdcacj + ég &ﬁj)

§ Ve O¥
4 a 7 jki~[ab%e®® e \/% c h
+ V= ha O gy {g[u }[ dPEPT — (C phfis — 2 gl )” (3.163)

T ke =~ (%)%ﬁ

, 2v'he
+ 2/ =g (g hea (=

an C Qs Ci n
g, b g — T IV ag) ) (3.164)

where

gauge Z ~. o~ ~ . o~
Top = _ﬁ {gyggT”g”LlpaLJTe _ Qg[uV}H(ZWHJ)aB

1 T 77 V] 55 o] 77j
— 3 Yas (L W, — 2(glr ]Huy)(gh }HJW))} (3.165)
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is the energy momentum tensor for the gauge (Yang—Mills’) field with a zero trace

gauge

Top g’ = (3.166)
1 biira S8 p
TMV(QS) = m (eabg L b vv daﬁ)av (3167)
1 1 1 bn _aBra ~gauge b
— 5 9w (_W V(@) + 5 ban (979" L5 Vs ‘Pﬁ)av). (3.168)

It is an energy-momentum tensor for a Higgs’ field

nt 1 azpi (~ah) (VA€ b exd Qs oy 7 Qs p od

Ty = T 9m2 hap 5 H (9[ ](a—s C ca®5®; — e Kol ab — The P;f aE))
Guv a i oloBlgab (VA b pega  Qshop 5o Qs
+ Amr2 {habﬂ ZH apd g ( s C Cddaadab c n Zf ab \/%

It is an energy-momentum tensor corresponding to the non-minimal interaction term L'int(g, D).

av

" fcz&l;)]w. (3.169)

ct o2R(I) P 167G N ~
= 5 =)= Ac. 3.170
167G N ( K?ﬂ + 7‘2) ct ( )
It plays a role of the “cosmological constant”
L' = /=g g™ g L's, (3.171)
g = /=g gl (3.172)
1
...... w=— gldx™ (......). 3.173
(oo =37 [l () (3173)
We can write
gauge . . gauge
Vi L") = V=g Vi (b L) (3.174)

gauge
where Vu means a covariant derivative with respect to a connection w3 on E and wpg at once.
Let us come back to the equation of motion for test particles in our theory. According to
the usual interpretation we write down a geodetic equation on P with respect to a Levi-Civita
connection induced by a symmetric part of K(AR)-
One writes ) )
uV juP =0 (3.175)

where V 4 means a covariant derivative with respect to a Levi-Civita connection induced by K(AB)
on P.

One finds
ﬁua q° 81 ~(ad) rrd N ~(a8)55% 5d
Tt (o) head O s 4+ (1= )b heag®® V5 2 = 0 (3176)
Du® 1 /¢ 8y 0ad a1 d°N\ 5 oadprd_
==+ ﬁ(m_o)u heah™ N 5 B4+ ﬁ(m_o)” heah® @ Hs = 0 (3.177)
d/q
—(Z-)=0 3.178
dT(mo) ( )
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where D means a covariant derivative along a line with respect to the connection 5‘3‘5 on F.
D means a covariant derivative along a line with respect to the connection W% on G/Gq (r =
const),

ut = (u®, u®, u®) (3.179)
out = L, (3.180)
mo

a

q” is a Yang-Mills’ charge known from the Non-Abelian Kaluza—Klein Theory (color (isotopic)
charge), u® is a four-velocity of a test particle.

u® is a charge associated with a Higgs’ field. This charge transforms according to the properties
of a complement m with respect to Gy and G. Eq. (3.177) describes a movement of a test particle
in a gravitational, gauge and Higgs’ field. Eq. (3.178) is an equation for a charge associated
with Higgs’ field. This charge describes a coupling between a test particle and a Higgs’ field.
Eq. (3.179) has a usual meaning (a constancy of a color (isotopic) charge). In this way we get a
generalization of Kerner—Wong—Kopczyniski equation to the presence of a Higgs’ field. We have a
normalization of a four-velocity u®, g(ag)uauﬁ =1.

Let us project the equation on a space-time FE, i.e. we take a section e : E — P. One gets

Du® | QN 5(as) pd QN o, (ad) o B
=~ ad) fp = ) ulhegg®e* oY) = 181
T+ (mo)u g 35 + (mo)u dg" " e* (Vs @7) =0 (3.181)
Du® 1 /Q°\ g oad By 1 QN b Gad e rd
? + ﬁ(m—o)u hcdh e ( Vﬁ did-) + ﬁ(m—o)u hcdh (& (H db) =0 (3.182)
e'w = A%0" X, + PLPX, (3.183)
e(¢°X.) = Q°Xe. (3.184)

Equation (3.178) takes the form

dOa

g — C%Q ANu™ =0, : )
3.185

- achcAbtu - achcébﬁuﬁ =0,

dQ*
dr

or

3*?) is defined by Eq. (2.25).
Let us consider a Nonsymmetric Hermitian Kaluza—Klein Theory with spontaneous symmetry
breaking. We should introduce an Hermitian tensor on the manifold V = F x M = E x G/Gy.

It is
([ Gw| O
YAB = < 0 7429;15) (3186)
but now
95 = h'gp +iCk%; (3.187)
926 = Gis (3.188)
and
Vip = VBA. (3.189)



The tensor (in a nonholonomic frame)

0
Kip= (%) (3.190)

is such that

Cap = hap + i€k (3.191)
05 = by (3.192)

and
Kip = KBA- (3.193)

I e = I+ g = D) (3.194)

where N, M, W =1,2,3,...,(m +4).

All the formulae derived here (in this section) are the same but we should consider gj,,) as a
pure imaginary tensor and put ¢ in place of ¢ and £ in place of &.

The Ricci (Moffat-Ricei) tensor and all energy-momentum tensors are Hermitian.

N i is a connection generated by K(AB)- In this theory we can consider Kéhler structures
on M = G/Gy.

In the case of the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory with a spontaneous symmetry breaking
and Higgs’ mechanism we have more possibilities. We can have a complex Hermitian structure
as we describe above or a hypercomplex Hermitian structure on a P manifold. Moreover, we can
define on M = G /Gy a hypercomplex Hermitian metric tensor or a complex Hermitian metric.
This means that we have £ — I¢ and ¢ — ¢ (a pure imaginary). The last possibility seems to
be very interesting for we get Hermitian Theory with a mixture of hypercomplex and ordinary
complex. In this way we get two disconnected real structures on E (a space-time) coupled to
Yang-Mills’ fields and to a Higgs’ field. For a base manifold V = FE x M is a Cartesian product
of £ and M we have to do effectively with a real version and only on M a tensor is complex
(Hermitian). In some cases the geometry of a whole space is effectively real and only on M we
have even Kéhlerian geometry.

4 GSW (Glashow—Salam—Weinberg) model in the Nonsymmet-
ric Kaluza—Klein Theory

Let P be a principal fiber bundle
P=(P,V,m, H,H) (4.1)

over the base space V = E x §? (where E is a space-time, S?>—a two-dimensional sphere) with a
projection 7, a structural group H, a typical fiber H and a bundle manifold P. We suppose that
H is semisimple. Let us define on P a connection w which has values in a Lie algebra of H, . Let
us suppose that a group SO(3) is acting on S? in a natural way. We suppose that w is invariant
with respect to an action of the group SO(3) on V' in such a way that this action is equivalent to
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SO(3) action on S2. This is equivalent to the condition (3.23). If we take a section e : E — P we
get
efw = A%404X, = A,04 (4.2)

where 64 is a frame on V and X, are generators of the Lie algebra b.
[Xaa Xb] = Ocach- (4.3)

We define a curvature of the connection w

1
2 =dw+ i[w,w]. (4.4)
Taking a section e
1 A = 1 4 =
=3 FUApft NOPX, = 3 Fapb* A 6P (4.5)
Foyp = 04A% — 0pA®s — Cp A4 AB. (4.6)

Let us consider a local coordinate systems on V. One has z4 = (2,1, ) where z# are
coordinate system on FE, * = dz*, and v and ¢ are polar and azimuthal angles on S?, §° = du,
0% = dp. We have A, B,C = 1,2,...,6, u = 1,2,3,4. Let us introduce vector fields on V
corresponding to the infinitesimal action of SO(3) on V (see Ref. [43]). These vector fields are
called 6,, = (62), m = 1,2,3, A = 1,2,...,6. Moreover, they are acting only on the last two
dimensions (A, B = 5,6, a,b=>, 6). We get:

o0 =0 and
5V = cosp, 87 = —cot Y sin g, 1)
5%’ = —sin ¢, 85 = — cot 1 cos ¢, '
§¢ =0, 5 =1.
They satisfy commutation relation of the Lie algebra A; of a group SO(3),
550408 — 020408 = ejnnpol . (4.8)

The gauge field A4 is spherically symmetric (invariant with respect to an action of a group SO(3))
iff for some Vz—a field on V' with values in the Lie algebra h—

Op0AAA+070aAR = 0pVin — [AB, Var. (4.9)

It means that

a Lie derivative of A4 with respect to d results in a gauge transformation (see also Eq. (3.23)).
Eq. (4.10) is satisfied if

sin cos ¢

Vo=®3—— V3=0 (4.11)

Vi = @y 209
! % sing’ sin ¢
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and
A, =Au(x), Ayp=—-Pi(x) =A5=D5, A, =Po(x)siney — P3costp = Ag = P (4.12)

with the following constraints

[¢37¢1] = _¢27
(D3, Do) = Py, (4.13)
[@3,A,] =0.

Ay, ®1, Dy are fields on E with values in the Lie algebra of H(h), @3 is a constant element of
Cartan subalgebra of ). Let us introduce some additional elements according to the Nonsymmetric
Hermitian Kaluza—Klein Theory. According to Section 3 we have on E a nonsymmetric Hermitian
tensor g, connections W and We. On S? we have a nonsymmetric metric tensor

Vab = 7”29115 = 7”2(h0a13 + Qkoai)) (4.14)

where 7 is the radius of a sphere S? and ( is considered to be pure imaginary,

-1 | 0
0. _
h ab — < 0 ‘_ sin2 w) (415)
0 ‘ sin vy
0. _
k ab — <—Sln’l/}‘ 0 ) (416)
and a connection compatible with this nonsymmetric metric
5 6
o -1 ‘ (siny \ 5 4.17
Jab (—(Sin¢‘—sin2¢> 6 (4.17)
§ = det(gyp) = sin (1 + ¢?) (4.18)
. 5 6
le; o 2 o .
g% = — sin w‘ (sing ) 5 (4.19)
sin? (1 + (2) ( (sin ‘ —1 6

’d,g = 5,6. In this way we have to do with Kihlerian structure on S? (Riemannian, symplectic and
complex which are compatible). This seems to be very interesting in further research connecting
unification of all fundamental interactions. On H we define a nonsymmetric metric

Eab = hab + gkab (420)

where kg, is a right-invariant skew-symmetric 2-form on H.
One can rewrite the constraints (4.13) in the form

(@3, D] = id
(@3, D] = —id (4.21)
[¢37 A,u] =0

where & = &1 + i®y, & = B — iPy (see Ref. [43]).
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In this way our 6-dimensional gauge field (a connection on a fiber bundle) has been reduced to
a 4-dimensional gauge one (a connection on a fiber bundle over a space-time E) and a collection of
scalar fields defined on E satisfying some constraints. According to our approach there is defined
on S? a nonsymmetric connection compatible with a nonsymmetric tensor 9airs 6,5 = 5,6,

Bgaé = gaJQdi)e(f)gé

_ad (4.22)
Q%4(I) =0

where D is an exterior covariant derivative with respect to a connection &% = I'%.0° and Q%(I")
its torsion.
Let us metrize a bundle P in a nonsymmetric way. On V' we have nonsymmetric tensor (see

Ref. [1])
VAB = <96v 7‘2(5)%5) (4.23)

and a nonsymmetric connection i = Mpeo°© compatible with this tensor

Dyap = yapQPpc(T)0°

QPpp(T) =0. 2

The form of this connection is as follows

A wag 0
W B = <T’TC~LB> (425)

where D is an exterior covariant derivative with respect to @4g and QPp(T) its torsion.
Afterwards we define on P a nonsymmetric tensor

k0" ® 08 = 7 (yapd? ® 05) + £0° @ 6° (4.26)

where

01 = (7 (64), A, (4.27)
w = wYX, is a connection defined on P (A, B,C =1,2,...,n+6).
We define on P two connections wg and W45 such that w?p is compatible with a nonsym-
metric tensor 453,

(4.28)

where D is an exterior covariant derivative with respect to a connection wAB and QP se () its
torsion.
The second connection

Wihs =wis - 3(n+4) 0"5W  (n=dim H). (4.29)
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In this way we have all quantities known from Section 3. We calculate a scalar of curvature
(Moffat-Ricci) for a connection W45 and afterwards an action

S:—Vllvz/U\/—_gd‘lx/H\/Md”x/Sz\/@dQR(W
:_ﬁ/ \/—_gd4a;/ Vigiae (raw)

87TGN 1 1 ~
(ﬁYM 13 Lan(V®) = 5 V(@) — 55 Line(2, A)) + ) (4.30)
where Vi = [i; V(] d"z, Vo = [ \/]g]dS2, U C E,
a? - 1
Ao = (6_1231 R(D)+ — p) (4.31)

where R(I") is a Moffat-Ricci curvature scalar on a group H (see Section 3 for details).

~ 1 .
P=— gld R(I 4.32
P = [ lala2 RD) (4.32)
where ﬁ( I') is a Moffat-Ricci curvature scalar on S? for a connection @%.
1 e
Ly = by (D) — D) (439
where _ . .y
Eijguﬁg%u[/lﬁ/a + Ejiga,ugleZB'y = 2€jigauglp{HZB'y (4'34)
One gets from (3.45)
Lby =l 0%, (4.35)
1 ~ c _ C am b e
A / V 191 d£2 (2hea(H g )(Hdédg d) —Leag™™g"" L aEHdﬁm)
_ 1 iB; + (B, D i + [@r, ® 4.36
AN k((ersi®s + (D7, P5]), (e7si®Pt + [Dr, D5])) (4.36)
= (1= 2¢*)hde + E K akce (4.37)
where
k% = h kg (4.38)

v2=/sz\/@drz=4m/1+c2, (4.39)

7,5,t = 1,2,3, 75 is a usual antisymmetric symbol €193 = 1.
We get also from (3.45)

Cacus 9" L%a + LeaLl%s = 20caF 4. (4.40)
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Using Eq. (3.85) one gets
Lo = Vo W 4+ 67V 0, — G0N g
+ Sk"dg%l?@%?(w ) 9150191 3 — €26 kg g ” )ga%gogpgag[wﬁ]- (4.41)
Moreover, now we have to do with Minkowski space g, = 7, and

anﬁ% = Hnwﬁ% + gkndewrh- (442)

We remember that m = 5,6 or ¢, and that

gauge

H" o = ¥, DL, (4.43)
We have 1 i
ﬁkin(Hnmﬁ) = 72/ \V ‘g‘ df? (eabnﬁ“Lagf,Hbudgba)’ (4'44)
Finally we get
2 7.[.2 n jug gauge gauge
Lyin(V,@7) = — ——k( V, @7, V., P57, 4.45
k ( M ) Vs m "i( H ) ( )
Kad = (had + §2kabkbd) (446)
where pange
Y, By = 0,8% — [A,,, ). (4.47)

Now we follow Ref. [43] and suppose rank H = 2 and afterwards H = G2. In this way our
lagrangian can go to the GSW model where SU(2) x U(1) is a little group of @3 (see Appendix B).
We get also a Higgs’ field complex doublet and spontaneous symmetry breaking and mass gen-
eration for intermediate bosons. For simplicity we take £ = 0 and also we do not consider an
influence of the nonsymmetric gravity on a Higgs’ field. We get also a mixing angle 6y (Weinberg
angle). If we choose H = G2 we get Oy = 30°. We get also some predictions of masses

My 1
= /1 —2¢2 4.4
My cosOw ¢ (4.48)

My 21— 2

where ( is an arbitrary constant

= 4.49
We take My ~ 125 GeV and My ~ 80 GeV (see Refs [51, 52, 53, 54, 55]).
One gets
¢ = +0.911622i. (4.50)

Thus ( is pure imaginary. This means we can explain mass pattern in GSW model. r gives us a
scale of mass and is an arbitrary parameter.

Moreover, a scale of energy is equal to M = which we equal to MEW (electro-

he
V21 /142
weak) energy scale, i.e. to My,. One gets r ~ 2.39x 10~ m. In the original Manton model Higgs’
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boson is too light. We predict here masses for W, Z° and Higgs bosons in the theory taking two
parameters, ¢ (Eq. (4.50)) and r ~ 2.39 x 107'® m in order to get desired pattern of masses. The
value of the Weinberg angle derived here for H = G2 has nothing to do with “GUT driven” value
i for % is a value of our sin? 6y, not sin fy. According to Ref. [43] a Lie group H should have
a Lie algebra b with rank 2. We have only three possibilities: G2, SU(3) and SO(5). The angle
between two roots plays a role of a Weinberg angle. For SO(5) # = 45° and for SU(3) 6 = 60°.
Only for G2, 8 = 0y = 30°, which is close to the experimental value. In this way a unification
chooses H = G2.

Let us notice that dim G2 = 14 and for this dim P = 20.

Moreover, we have
My My 2
cosf  cosby %

My ~92.4 (4.51)

and we get from the theory
sin? Oy = 0.25  (fw = 30°). (4.52)

However from the experiment we get
sin? @y = 0.2397 & 0.0013 (4.53)

which is not 0.25.

Moreover, from theoretical point of view the value 0.25 is a value without radiation corrections
and it is possible to tune it at @ = 91.2 GeV /c in the MS scheme to get the desired value.

Let us notice the following fact. In the electroweak theory we have a Lagrangian for neutral
current interaction

g
cos Oy

Ly =qJ" A + (T = sin® O ™) 2% = g I AF + "0 pvulaly — ghn ) 2™ (4.54)
f

where g‘f, and gf; are coupling constants for vector and axial interactions for a fermion f. One

gets

2q .
g‘f/ = = (T})’ — 2q; sin” Oyy)
sin 26y
9 (4.55)
gh = —
AT gin 20y

where T ;’ is the third component of a weak isospin of a fermion f and ¢, is its electric charge
measured in elementary charge q,

Y,
g =T} + ?f (4.56)

where Y} is a weak hypercharge for f. It is easy to see that for an electron we get g‘]; = 0 if
0w = 30°.
Moreover, we know from the experiment that

gl #0 (4.57)

(see Ref. [51]).
In the original GSW model a Weinberg angle 6y is a phenomenological parameter which
has no geometrical interpretation in terms of Lie algebraic theory. Here this parameter has this
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interpretation. Moreover, this theory is still classical. How we can quantize it in a general case
including nonsymmetric gravity we describe in Conclusions and prospects of further research.
Some quantum corrections can change many things going effectively to Eq. (4.57). Moreover,
in Minkowski space g,, = 71, and with { = 0 the situation is much more simple and we can
agree that radiative correction can go to Eq. (4.57) which is interpreted as a correction to sin

for example in MS scheme at Q = 91.2 GeV/c. This means that even if g{i(@w = 30°) = 0 the

corrections change g‘f/ to be nonzero in such a way that 0y is not exactly equal to 30°. Moreover,
the unification scheme with H = G2 is still valid.

Let us define a differential cross-section for f*f~ — f'* f/~ scattering

do
dt (

where k%, is a kinematic factor from the Dirac algebra equal to (%)? for L(left) — L(left) and
R(right) — R(right) and to (£)? for L(left) — R(right) and vice versa. At Z° mass energies we
can ignore mass of fermion f and f’ (mzo > 2my and myo > 2my).

In this way the helicity is conserved. Mpps is an invariant amplitude which contains all
nontrivial information about a coupling. It is defined in such a way that Mpp/ is equal to 1
independently of P, P’ for a simple s-channel photon exchange diagram of lowest order QED for
electrons. In GSW theory one gets

4T Oem

Fo(P)fY = (P ) = Kppr| Mppr(—s)|” (4.58)

Mpp(Q?) = g5 <_—8>fo

Q?
N (T})’—qfsin2 HW) ( S ) (T})’, —qy sin? 9W> (4.50)
cos Oy sin Oy Q2 + M2, — Im(II 12(1)‘2’5(@2)) cos Oy sin Oy ’
where
T3 2m>
I Hl—loop _ 1—10 Moo — Qem |:|:<£ . . 29 ) (1 f)
m( 7070 ) 70V 70 3sinZ Oy cos2 Oy zf: 5 qysin® Oy + M%o

() (1 ;g)](l ZZ)CQCDU)], (160)

where TJ‘?’L is a left-handed isospin component for a fermion f. The factor Cocep is Coep =

3(1 4+ as(—M32,)/7) for quarks and 1 for leptons. These formulas are very well known in all
textbooks and as we mention above Ay is an arbitrary parameter. If we evaluate the formulas
for Ay = I one gets

Mpp(Q) = Qf<;2_§)‘_7f’ (4.61)

which simply means that g‘f, =0 (sin? Oy = 0.25).

Moreover, we can introduce an effective Weinberg angle 6y = ¢ + 0 in such a way that all
the formulas are satisfied. In this way radiative corrections can be considered as corrections to
30° Weinberg angle. The formula (4.59) can be evaluated in the following way:

Mpp(Q%) = g5 <—@ + 467 ( ST _i e 1OOP(Q2))))>Qf’ (4.62)
7020

AVAS
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(0 is a small correction to Oy = F).
One can use also some achievements from GSW model. Let us notice that

Tem (0)G R

M3, = 4.63
W /2 sin? Oy (1 — Ar) (4.63)
where Ar is the 1-loop correction and its dominant contributions are
_ «in2
Ar = Arg — 182711014/ Ap + Arem (4.64)
sin“ Oy
Qem (0)
Arg=1— ——5— 4.65
0= (M) (469)
3G m2 —m? 2 _ 2
8721/2 872/2
V2GrME, 11 My 5

Gr is a Fermi constant, m; and m, are top and bottom quark masses.

The term Arg corresponds to the running of aey, from zero (it means, from Q% = m?2 ~ 0)
to the electroweak scale Q% = M %0. Ap depends quadratically on the mass difference between
the members of the same fermion doublet. Arey, (the remainder) is dominated by Higgs’ boson
effects and depends logarithmically on M.

We evaluate these formulas for 6y = § getting

9 AT e G F

M2, = Ao AT (4.68)

Now we proceed as before writing
draem G

M = —=—""
w V2 sin? Oy

(4.69)

where

Oy = % + 06 (as above).

¢ is not a new phenomenological parameter. It is an effect of 1-loop corrections and a running
of dem. In Eq. (4.64) we can write Oy = § getting

Ar = Arg — 34p + Arrem. (4.70)

In the formula (4.67) we can put the value of Higgs’ mass and bare value of My obtained by us.
In this way we get the desired value of sin? fyy

sin® Oy = 4(1 — Ar). (4.71)

In terms of é one gets

_\/gAr
6

\/g aem(o)
?(1 Qe (M2Z,)

0=

(4.72)

§=— —3Ap+ Areem). (4.73)
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R 2
We get exactly the same results if we use the MS definition of sin?fy = 1 — J\Aﬁ” which is also
z0

an effective value of sin® @y .
Using results from Ref. [51] we can evaluate d from the formula (4.73) getting

§ = —0.00748550. (4.74)

We have
§ =—25'44" and 6y =29°34'16".

This gives
sin? Oy = 0.243546 (4.75)

which is not bad as compared with the experimental value for an effective Weinberg angle. The
formula (4.73) can be improved getting

\/g aem(o)
:——1—7—A Arom 1_4A . 4.
6= = (1= Gy ~ 340 + Arwen) /(1 = 420) (4.76)
We get
§ = —0.0074855 (4.77)
sin? Oy = 0.249162 (4.78)

More precise quantum field calculations can improve the result. The conclusion is as follows.
The Weinberg angle is coming from the unification theory with G2 group. The value of this

parameter is equal to §. The ¢ correction is coming from radiative corrections.

Now we have a physical relevance and correct description of the Nature. The results can be
improved starting from the formula

MEV) _maem(0) g4 Ay (4.79)

M2,/ 2GF

using results from Refs [56, 57, 58] and references cited therein. The numerical results obtained
here do not change significantly the full quantization scheme. Eventually we get some remarks.

We have here to do with a finite renormalization of a parameter in the theory, i.e. with a
finite renormalization of a Weinberg angle. According to the idea of a renormalization of any
parameter due to quantum interactions this is correct. We should renormalize not only masses or
charges (as in QED, an electron charge and its mass, which is an infinite renormalization), but
really any physical quantity as in solid state physics (an effective mass of an electron). An infinite
renormalization in QED showed us an impossibility to avoid a renormalization in general.

The second remark is as follows. In classical field theory as our model for g,,, = 1,, we have
to do with parameters which have an interpretation as tree values. They should be renormalized.
Only in a superrenormalizable theory they can remain the same in any order of perturbation
calculus. Our theory is not superrenormalizable.

In our approach on a classical level we have the following parameters: rg,( (sin fy is known
from the theory). In order to get a precise prediction we should translate them into Gp and
Qem(0), in particular Gr = G,. We take from Particle Data (see Ref. [51]) all the interaction
constants (coupling parameters) which can change running parameters.

M (1 -
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Let us use the above results to recalculate ¢ and 7y in terms of My and Mzo. One gets

My = Mo cos Oy (4.80)

M
M; =4/1-¢2 (4.81)

and
¢ = +0.948735 (4.82)
he
ro = = 2.73126 x 107 "®m. 4.83
O Mupv2my1+ &2 (4.83)
In this way
My = Mzo cos(g + 9) (4.84)
gives us for the value (4.75)
My, = 79.3119 GV, (4.85)
for the value (4.78)
My = 79.3321 GeV. (4.86)

In the above formulas we take for My = 125.7GeV and for Mzo = 91.19 GeV. This means that
for ¢ given by (4.82) and r( given by (4.83) we get desired values of My and Mzo. The predicted
value for My is a little smaller than the experimental value 80.385 GeV. Moreover, it seems that
consideration of higher order corrections of perturbation calculus (2-loop corrections) can improve
the result to tune it to the experimental value. This has been done in Appendix E. It seems that
everything is self-consistent. The value of My and sin? 8y obtained in Appendix E indicates that
higher order corrections improve an agreement with an experiment. This means that our 20-di-
mensional model works pretty well. The Weinberg angle is not here a phenomenological parameter
and we have a confiance that a unification group H is G2. This our future development is justified
by an experiment.

Appendix A

In this appendix we find formulae for L",,, L™, L"n. We get these formulae using a general

formula from n-dimensional generalization of Einstein Unified Field Theory obtained by Hlavaty
and Wrede (see Refs [19, 59]). One gets

Ny =T + $(Kwad™ — 2k Ky apk™P)

+ hNE{KE(W,Ak‘M)A + k’c,B [k’(M.CKW)ABk‘E,A + KEAB]C(W,A]CM),C]} (A.l)
Kapc = —Vakpo — Vkca + Vokap, (A.2)
where
YAB = ha + kaB, (A.3)
hap = hpa, kap = —kpa, (A.4)
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TNy is the Levi-Civita connection generated by hap = Yap) (VaB) = kaB), V 4 is a covariant
derivative with respect to the connection I'Nyv e
The connection I'Ny s is the solution of the equation

Dyasp- = Dyap —yapQPpc(IN0° =0, A,B,C,D,N,M =1,2,...,N,

A.5)
D (
spI") =0,
where D is an exterior covariant derivative with respect to the connection I'.

WA Bhpe = 64¢ (A.6)

and all indices are raised by h4%. (E. Schrodinger was surprized that it was possible to find a

solution to (A.5) in a covariant form.)

Equation (A.1) is more general than that form Refs [19, 59] for in Eq. (A.1) Iy are
coefficients of the Levi-Civita connection. This connection can be nonsymmetric in indices W, M
for it can be considered in nonholonomic frame. In Refs [19, 59] IV 3s mean Christoffel symbols.

Moreover, the proof is exactly the same as in Refs [19, 59]. The authors of Refs [19, 59] are
using the natural nonholonomic frame connected to the nonsymmetric metric y4p in order to find
(A.1). Moreover, this nonholonomic frame has nothing to do with the frame we consider.

V. Hlavaty and C. R. Wrede were first to consider n-dimensional generalization of the geometry
from Einstein Unified Field Theory with the nonsymmetric real tensor y45. Thus we can find
L%,, from the nonsymmetric non-Abelian Kaluza-Klein theory where N = n + 4 (see Section 2).
We can also consider non-Abelian theory with a spontaneous symmetry breaking where N =
44+ mn+ny =4+ m (see Section 3).

In order to find L%, we should calculate I'™,, = L",,. We should know a Levi-Civita
connection generated by v(4p) (and IQ(A*B)) which is easy to find from Eqs (2.20) and (3.44) (e.g.

f"wu = H",,) in order to find covariant derivative of antisymmetric part of the metric. Thus one
eventually finds:

anu - Hnwu + fouwkfehne + (Hnawg(aé)g[éu] - Hnal/g(aé)g[éw})
— 260" k0qG 7 G H o 99150 — 260" Kaad " G H %1, 9,17 9(50)
+ 267 R" W Kackpad " H o101 (A7)

(One can try to get formula (A.7) using a different approach. It means to use an approximation
formula from Ref. [60]. This is similar to our second approach from Ref. [9] in the case of an
electromagnetic field (see Appendix B of Ref. [9]). Moreover, this approach in the case of the
Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory seems to be much more complex.)

L'gn = H' + EH gk peh™ + €2 (gmﬁ(b&)Hfm - g[ﬁg]ﬁ(b&)waa)kfbk‘cdhcnhdb
= H"p, + EHYspkefh" + £2<(k°~,;§@&>Hfm — k53 HY 52 kppkeah R (A8)
L = H'n — EH unkpeh™ — € (910p) 3" HY g + K055 HY ua )k pokcah®™ h®
gauge gauge gauge
= Vo OF — €V Lksh™ — (9md CORS 45 + ¢ 7PN, Bk ppkegh B (AL9)

gauge
where V means a gauge derivative with respect to a connection w on F,

He; = cabqsgcpg — pSfly — 04 f (A.10)
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Working in the same way we get Einstein—Kaufmann connections on a group GG and on a homo-
geneous manifold M = G/Gq. This is important to find cosmological terms in the theory.
We have Levi-Civita connections

~A 7T* ((I)a/g) — hdbg(““)HdMBHb‘H“BVHV
wp = — — A1l
o < hyag P HY, 3607 | 0% (G) (A.11)

where &% (@) is a Levi-Civita connection on G, &% is defined on E and &5 is defined on P,
A, B=1,2....,.n+4

~A ™ (@48) — hay7 MY Hy 6| H 06
why = — — A.12
B < hbd'V(AB)HdCBHC ‘ wab(H) ( )
w%(H) is a Levi-Civita connection on a group H,
a(AB)W(AC) =65 (A.13)

Now &g is defined on V = Ex G/Gy and(ZJAB onP,AB=1,2....m+4, A B=1,2,...,n+
n+ 4. B B
Using (A.11) and (A.12) one can easily calculate covariant derivatives V skpc or V ;K55 and

afterwards K pc or K j54 in order to find desired connection coefficients of I'Nyy s and FNW e
Let us do it for (A.11). One gets

r dﬁv =H dﬁv

I8, = —hgh*?HY,,
Mo = hagh®P H
% =1%=Tt;=0

(A.14)

(see also Ref. [61]).
Using (A.1) one gets

n n 1 n «a n «a n ne a
[ =Tt 5 (Kw. — 2K, Kook — 2K, K k™ + B (ke(w. Kuya

kP [k Kipaghe = Keaphw"ky ) ). (A.15)

Moreover, we have
Kope = —Vukue — Vikew — Vekyy = 2H ke (A.16)
Kwab = _6wk’ab - %akbw - %bk’wa = 0. (A17)

In all the formulae we keep original notation from Refs [19, 59] and after all calculations we

switch to our notation.
W — GO kap — Ekap. (A.18)

In this way
Kope = 26HY ke (A.19)

61



and we get Eq. (A.7).
Using (A.14) and switching according to (A.18) one gets
6wkue = _hedg(VB)Hdwﬁg[;w} - gHmuwkme
6ukew = _hedg(ay) Hd’yug[aw] - nguwkme
6ekwu = _hedg(VB)Hdwﬁg[uu} - hedg(uﬁ) Hd,uﬁg[wu]
Vwkab = vakbw = kawa = 0.
We quote these formulae for a convenience of a reader.
Working similarly we get (A.8) and (A.9).

Let us come back to cosmological terms and calculate a connection (A.1) on G and G/Gy. On
a group G a right-invariant Einstein—-Kaufmann connection reads

1 1

n n n 2 a nb
I'ym = _5 Cm + §(me —2u k[m Kw]abk )
+ hne{,uKe(w-akm)a + N2kc-b [k(m-cKw)abke-a - Keabk(w-akm)vc} } (A2O)
where N B B
Kabc = _N(Vakbc - kaca + Vckab) (eab = hab + Nkab)- (A21)

V. means a Riemannian covariant derivative on a semisimple Lie group G with respect to a
biinvariant Killing tensor hgp.
One gets

~ 1
Vkpe = —§(ofbck:fe + Cocky) (A.22)

and
Kabc - N(Cfbakfc + Cfackfb - Cfbckfa)- (A23)

If we write a connection on I in the form
1
anm - _5 anm + unu)m (A24)

one gets for a Moffat—Ricci tensor on G

_ . _ 1 - .
Rpg = Rpg + Vou%g — Vaupe + 5 (Vbu“ad — Vdu“ab) (A.25)
where
~ 1
Vaucecl = _5 (Cfeaucfd + Cfdaucef - Ccfaufed) (A26)
n 1 n a T
U wm = ) ,U(me - Z/Lk[m Lw}abk b)
- N2hn6 (Le(w-akm)a + N2kc-b [k(m-eLw)abkea - Lebk(w-akm)vc]) (A27)
where
Labe = Clyakpe + Clockpy — Clyck . (A.28)
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Eventually we find
5o Loap o a Lra o1 ! Lqa 1 f oa
Rya = Fpa — 5 Clay(uag +usa) = 7 C%a(20”ha +wlap) + 7(C%ptlaa — Clpau’sa)- (A-29)

ébd is a Moffat—Ricci (equals to Ricci tensor) for a Levi-Civita connection on G generated by hgp

~ 1
Rea = —7 P (A.30)
Moreover, if
kab = ClapVy (A.31)
where !
ViV = —3 CVe (A.32)
we get

n _ K osn 3 rnb a s
W = 5 CwC%ns Vi = 1 ClasVyC Ve Ol *Vig Ol
+ //'4Cfcbvf [Cp m-c \p\CS\b\w)anSV;]CTna‘/r - Csbncpas‘/pcq(wa‘/qcrm) er’} . (A33)
u™ym can be calculated explicitly in a general form. One gets

Uy = %u(cfmwkf" + CT oy — CF k)
- %#2 [Ofbwkfa(k"akmb — k) + C ok pa (K™ — K™ k®) — 26"k CY ke
— (b f kmeCh + 2k O™ kg, = CL ke i + C k) |
+ %;f* [3kcbcfabkf ok + Clyuk pakn (kPE™ — kPE™) + Ok paken” (k2E™ — kLE™)
- Ok Ky + Ok (B R — B + COpbf (k8 hmaka” — kb)) (A34)

and
Rg = fabRab. (A.35)

In the case of the Einstein—Kaufmann connection on M = G/Gy manifold one gets
= n
IMpm = { _ } + uom (A.36)

where { E;L;%} is the Christoffel symbol built from hO&E. In this way a cosmological term reads

1 o~
P:—/ g R(T)d™ A37
P [ VAR (A7)
R(I') = g™ Ryy(T) (A.38)
5 5 S G S a l & & S a
Rig = Ryg + Vau'yg — Vgu'y + 5 (VauTyg — Vju'g) (A-39)



where EI; ;7 is a Moffat—Ricci tensor for a connection 7‘15 and Rj;is a Ricci tensor of a Levi-Civita
connection formed for a metric tensor hoal;, where

n
U 1w

(K o — 20 [m~a] Km}aég [nb})

N —

onée a ~ ~ b |~ c ~ aq ~ a~ C
+h {Ké @Imla) + 9ie |91l 1K oyasde ] — Keapl(w- 19[m~ﬂ}- (A.40)

During the calculations in Section 4 we used the following identities:

9amg™ = gmag™ = & (A.41)
gnag”"" = gamg”" = 0g (A.42)
where m,d,b = 5,6, (p,1) and
gauge .
Flup=Fus = —Fsy = —Fpy = — V, &1(x) = " (H,y) (A.43)
gauge
Fu, =sinty V, $o(x) = —F,, = Fue = —Fgu = € (Hyy) (A.44)
We have also
Fyp = Fos = cos 1 (Pa(x) — [P3,P1(2)]) + sin (D3 + [P2(), P1(2)])
= ¢ (Hes) = —Fop = —€"(Hzg). (A.45)
Appendix B
Following Ref. [43] we use the following formulae
1 * *
D5 = 5(901$—a + P32_5 — P1Ta — P21p) (B.1)
sin « *
P = Zf (170 + p2a8 + Q1T + P30-3) — P3cos ). (B.2)

&3 is constant and commutes with a reduced connection. SU(2) x U(1) is a little group of @3,

1. _
3 = 5 i(2— (v,0)) " (ha + hg), (B-3)
Ta, T—q, £, T_pg are elements of a Lie algebra h of H (see Ref. [62]) corresponding to roots

a, —a, 3, =3, hq and hg are elements of Cartan subalgebra of b such that

2042'
ha = Hi = [PayL—al B.4
200, = fra, 2] (B.4)
where o = (o, ...,a), k = rank(h), v = a — 3, [H;, xw] = wixy,, H; form Cartan subalgebra

of b, [zw,x;] = CuTwtr if w+ 7 is a root, if w + 7 is not a root z,, and x, commute. We take
k=2. )

T il cos 6. (B.5)
a- o

(v, ) =
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In this way we get a Higgs’ doublet (i;) = Q.
The SU(2) x U(1) generators are given by

1.

t = 5@(:17«, +a_,)
1

ty = 5(517“/ —Zy)
1.

t3 = §Zh»Y
1

h is an element of Cartan subalgebra orthogonal to h, with the same norm. Now everything is

exactly the same as in Ref. [43] except the fact that

kadg = had — E2kapky
kad = (1 — 2¢*)hag — Ekapkby.

In Ref. [43]

kad = kaa = haa-
A four-potential of Yang-Mills’ field (a connection wg) can be written as
3
Ay = ZAuti + By
i=1
or A, = %i(A;:E«, + Afz_y 4+ AShy + Byh)
A=Al £iA2.
We have (see Ref. [43])

1
h(ti b)) = ——— 65
(ti:t) = = %

1

My,y) = ———

©:9) v
Fu = (04A% — 0,A% + e% AL AS)ta + (0uBy — 0,Bu)y = Futa + By

0, 1

BB, Fyu) = — 20 o, e — — B B
gauge 1 . _ 1 . 1 )

V.= (E?Mgpl ~ 3 iA, P2 — 3 1Aicp1 ~ 3 i tan HBMgpl)a;a

1. 1. 1.
+ (%02 -3 zA:cpl + 3 zAicpg ~ 3 7 tan HBMgpg)azg
gauge _ L, 1. P P x
Vi ® = —(Oupi + 5 i45 65 + S idpgt + 5 itan0B,g7 )ra

_ (augpz + 3 iA,p7 — 3 ZAS’L<,02 + 3 itan 93“902):17_5
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We redefine the fields Aj, B, and ¢ with some rescaling (g is a coupling constant)

AlY = LAY Bl =LB,, § =Ly (B.17)
where
1 1
i=—-—— B.18
NG R (B.18)
1y 12
Ly = E(E) (B.19)

We proceed the following transformation

Z0 cosf —sind A3
v — 0
<Au> (SinH cos 6 ) (BM> ’ (B-20)

According to the classical results we also have % = tan @, assuming g = gsinf, where ¢ is
an elementary charge and g and ¢’ are coupling constants of Aj, and B, fields. The spontaneous
symmetry breaking and Higgs’ mechanism in the Manton model works classical if we take for
minimum of the potential

0\ .
Qo = ( )y ) ', « arbitrary phase, (B.21)
NG

and we parametrize ¢ = (i;) in the following way

1 0
o(x) = expli — oc™%(x vtrH(z) | - B.22
B(a) = expi5- <>)(+5§<>) (B.22)

B0 = (ﬂ) , (B.23)
V2

t*(z) and H(z) are real fields on E. t*(z) has been “eaten” by Af, a = 1,2, and ZS fields making
them massive. H(x) is our Higgs’ field. o are Pauli matrices.
In the formulae (B.7)—(B.8) we take £ = 0. One gets in the Lagrangian mass terms:

For a vacuum state we take

1 1
MWW —H 4 3 Mz Z, 2% — 3 M%H?,

where WJ = A/f, W, = A, getting masses for W#, Z% bosons and a Higgs boson (see Eqgs
(4.48)—(4.52)). For G2 (y,a) = 3 and 6 = 30°, 0 is identified with the Weinberg angle 0y .

In order to proceed a Higgs’ mechanism and spontaneous symmetry breaking in this model
we use the following gauge transformation

- - 1 0
2o) = V@) = ( N H@)) , (B.24)
where
v = % cos 6 (B.25)
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a vacuum value of a Higgs field

1 a a
Ulz) = exp(—%t (z)0"). (B.26)
H(x) is the remaining scalar field after a symmetry breaking and a Higgs’ mechanism. One gets

Ay A = ady Ay + U (2)9,U (2) (B.27)
FNV — F;LV = ad,U,l(x)Fw,. (B28)

Appendix C

In this appendix we derive a Kerner-Wong—Kopczyniski equation in GWS-model. One gets (see
Egs (3.176)—(3.178))

ﬁu“ uP

2 (g, Hy) -5 (o h(a, Vs 25) +fhla, Vi) =0 ()
T mo N mo

lzl—f — %2 ;—BO h(q g%Jge@g,) 1 uh(q, Hsg) = 0 (C.2)

C%(mio) = 0. (C.4)

q is an isotopic charge belonging to a Lie algebra of H (h), u® = (u®, u®) is a charge which couples

a test particle to Higgs’ field, Hgs is a strength of SU(2) x U(1) Yanngills’ field, @5, Pg are
scalar fields before a spontaneous symmetry breaking (see Eq. (4.12)). 7= is a covariant derivative

along a line with respect to a connection 5“5 on F, % is a covariant derlvatlve with respect to a

Levi-Civita connection on S2. We have of course g(ag)uauﬁ =1.
gauge gauge

Using some additional fields @1, @5, @3 and also @ and @ we can write V, &5 and V, & in
terms of Higgs’ fields 1 and @9 (see Appendix B), my is the mass of a test partlcle

gauge 1 gauge 1 1 o 3 1
V@5 =2V, (2+ P) = 5 [(8u(p1 ~3 iA, 2 — zA WL 5 itan HBugpl)

2
. 1.
+ ( Yy — = zAu 1+ 3 zA:gpg ~3 1B, 2 tan H)xg
1 1 1. .
( LP1+ 5 5° ,ﬁpz + B ZA3<,01 + = 5 1B, tan 9):1:_a
1 1.3, 1. .
( 03 + 5 5 iALpT — 5 zAigpQ + 3 itan 93“902):1:_5} (C.5)
gauge sin 1/} gauge - sin 1/}

V, g =

V(qs d) =

1. 1. 1.
{(8“901 ~ 3 1A P2 — 3 zAigol ~3 itan HBugpl):Ea

. . 1.
+ ((%02 3 ZA:‘Pl + 3 1A:SD2 ~3 iBps tan 9)3;5
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1

1. . « 1. X
- (au@f + 3 ZA:(;DQ + = ZAigpl + - 1B,] tan 9):1:_a

2 2 2
L, Lo . 1. L 1 *
_ (OHQDQ + 5 iAPT — 5 zAigpg + 3 i tan HBH(,DQ)$_B} (C.6)
Let
q = qyTy + G- Ty + gh + Ghy + oo + -aT—a + qa25 + q—pT_p. (C.7)

It is easy to see that the first part of g,

q=q1+q2,
q1 = qyTy + q—yT—~ +qh+ qvhw (CQ)

couples to Yang—Mills’ field and the second part

42 = Ga%a + q—a¥—a + 43T3 + 4—BT_p (ClO)

to scalar fields @5 and Pg.

In this way in a GSW model a test particle has a weak isotopic charge, weak hypercharge
which are equivalent to weak charge and an electric charge. It has also an additional weak charge
which couples it to Higgs’ field, i.e. g2. Moreover, we have also u® = (u®, u®) charge. It would be
very interesting to observe this additional charges in an experiment.

Hs6 = 0596 — 06Ps5 + (@5, P (C.11)
Hegs = 055 — 05Pg + [P, P (C.12)
We get
Du® P ~ . ub
R (7)) i _ 2 ~(ad) . . B
dr mo 97Q ij 4 B mog Q B85
PENCY) (- hlq.e (V5 5)) + uh(q.¢" (V5 Bg))) = 0 (C.13)
mo g q, ) q,¢€ 6 +6 — .
Du5 1 Wf gauge 1
dr r2 mo h(Qae ( VB ) 5) ) U h(Qve ( 56)) 0 (C )
Du® 1 ub gauge 1 u®
- = h * Pg)) — = ———h *(H, = 1

dr 1?2 mgsin2e (@ e"( V5 %)) r2 mgsin? (@, e"(Hes)) =0 (C.15)

d a
@ CQ A8 uM =0 (C.16)

dr

where
e*wg = AL@“ti + B,0"y (C.17)
e (¢°Xe) = QX (C.18)
¢'w = af AL 9" + D07 X, (C.19)
@i = 3; is an isotopic charge, @ = % is a weak hypercharge,

ti=ti, i=1,23, t4=uy, (C.20)
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h(z,y) = hapa"y". (C.21)

Let us consider the transformation (B.20) and the following transformation

Q" [ cosf sinf) (Q?
<q>_<—sin0 cosH) (Q) (C22)

6 plays of course a role of the Weinberg angle . QU is a neutral weak charge and ¢ an electric
charge. In this way we get in Eq. (C.16) a very familiar term

’LLB
S CTO Py 2
o 9 aF s (C.23)
where
FB(S = 85145 - 8514,3 (C.24)

is a strength of an electromagnetic field and ¢ an electric charge, i.e. a Lorentz force term.
One gets for Hsg

.. « O * i . .
H56 = _H65 = —9 51111/1(()01(‘01 " + Y219 ﬂ)HZ — 72 COS wcplxa — 1COS wngb
a-a BB

. « . « o . o "
— 1COS PP T _oq — 1COSPPrT_g + 5 sin Y195Cq, g~ + 5 Sin Yoap1Ca —qx—ry. (C.25)

Let us proceed a spontaneous symmetry breaking and Higgs’ mechanism in our Kerner—Wong—
Kopczynski equation. In this way we transform

gauge , gauge gauge _
Vu®s—ady1,) VpPa= VP35, a=35,6, (C.26)
where
gauge u 1
Vi @5 = 3 {%H(Uﬁ)(% —z_p)
i U u —Uu
+ 5(1} + H(x)) (A (x5 + x_3) + Butan(z_g — x5) — AT "w_o + A, xa)} (C.27)
gauge - sine
) u —u u
+ 5(1} + H(x)) (Ao — A 20 + Ai (g —x_g)+ Bytanf(z_g — ZE,B))} (C.28)
H56 — adlUfl(x)Hé%a (C29)
where
. I :
. — _sin ¢(v;- () ((v + H(a:))ﬁﬁﬂ H; + V2 cos (x5 + x_g)) (C.30)
Hge = —Hgs (C.31)
where
” 1
Al AR = (ad)y 1 A) T+ 50 Out™ (@) (C.32)
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i
2v
A5 A = (adfys ) A + 3= 0ut(@). (C.34)

Ap = A = (adpo ) Ap) + 5 Out (2) (C.33)

Simultaneously we proceed a transformation on charges

In this way we have from Eqgs (C.13)—(C.16)

ﬁu‘” u (08 Siu a u u’ ~(a
i %g( DQ™ 51 W g5 — —9( 0Q™ 2% m—og( ?)qFps
~(a) , SRuse 6 gauge
b (u hQ", Vs #) +u’h(Q", Vs #5)) = 0 (C-36)
0
Du® 1 WP , Buee 1 I
a2 e M@ Ve B5) - 5 u’h(Q", Hyg) = 0 (C.37)
Du 1 WP L o
h(Q", Vs @ 6) — hQ", Hgs) = 0. (C.38)

dr r2 mgsin? r2 mgsin2 ¥

In Egs (C.36)—(C.38) a test particle is coupled to physical fields only, i.e. WW, F,, and H.
gauge gauge
One derives a final form of h(Q",e*( V,, @5)), M(Q",e*( V, D)), h(Q",e*(Hse)), getting

. gauge 1 2 —u “
Q" e (V, §5)) = 2\[(04 = (g-aWy —an+)+ﬂ(3 H(q-p — qp)
+ % (v+ H(x))(Z)" cos 0 + Ay sin0)(q—s + qp) + (—Z"sin O tan 6 + A, sin0)(q—5 — qg))

+ h(Tas Ta )@ W, ™ + Wz, 25)q5 (OHH + %(v + H(:E))(ZS“ cosf + A, sin6)
+ (ZB“ sinftanf — A, sin 9))
+ W2 o, T—a)q- oW, + h(2_p._5)q—3 (—OHH + %(v + H(:E))(ZS“ cos @ + A, sin §)

+(~Zsin0tan 0 + A, sin0)) ) (C.39)

Qe (V) ) = S5 (HETED - g
ZOu
*3. 5(8 H(qp +q-p) + (a-p — ap) Co’ge)

- % h(Ta,Ta)gaW, ™ + % hMz—o,—0)q—a(v+ H(x))W:“

ZOu ZOu
+ h(zg, 25)qs (O H + CO’;H) + h(z_p,xp)ap(0uH — COZH)> (C.40)
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hMQ",e"(Hss)) = —h(Q", e* (Hs))

_ _M ((qﬁ + q_ﬁ)(% + h(zg, 25) + h(g;_ﬁ,x_g)» (C.41)

Here the superscript © means that all quantities are in a gauge U. In this way all couplings of a
test particle are expressed by physical fields after a spontaneous symmetry breaking and Higgs’
mechanism.

Let us consider Eq. (C.16) in more details using Eq. (C.6) and let us change a gauge using a
gauge changing function U(z). One finds

Qs o ) u v+ H(x) 5 .siny g
T —i((Z," cosf —sin0A,)Q% — W, q)u —I—T(%a}(u +ti——u )qa
i
b u® cos i ({v, B) + (7, a))Q% =0 (C.42)
ini“/ 3 +uyu Ou : u I 1 5 sin ¢ ub
i (W Q" — (2, cos§ —sin0A,)QY. Ju' + ﬁ(v + H(z)) (7, @)q—q (u - — 5 )
]
Frubcos((ra) + (1 B)QL=0  (C43)
dq
) =0 (C.44)
d* 1
(g _ 5(WJruQu - W Q") =0 (C.45)
dge, 1 . u . Y102 — You
I + = z((cos 0A, — ZS sin 0) (o, vY)qa — 2(22 cos ) —sin A, )qa %)u’i
w(v+ H(z)) ., 5 isin 5 i 6
# ) gu(u 4 ) - L osbaa(2 4 (0, 8) =0 (C.0)
dg—o 1. Ou . Y102 — Y20 Ou : "
= + 3 2(2(008 0A, — Z,"sinf)q_q T + (Z,," cos 0 — sin HAu)q_a(a,’ﬁ)u
v+ H(z) o, (5 isinypu’ i B
5 (u o) g costa-a(2+ (@ 5) =0 (CAT)
Simultaneously we get
98 =q-p = 0. (C.48)

In this way our equations are simpler, e.g. h(Q% e*(Hss)) = h(Q%, e*(Hgs)) = 0. Let us
notice that ¢, and ¢_, charges are not influenced by the gauge transformation U(z). The electric
charge ¢ does not feel any movement of additional charges.

Thus one gets eventually

Du' Q™ )
d— -——9g
T mo

1 _ 1 u " 1 Y .
- T ) <u5(—a'a(q—aW5 —an; )+ 53 ﬂ(h(xa,xa)an(; (T gy T 0)qa Wy ))

Ou
5ijUBW v Q_ gro) ﬁzgg _ mio g(ué)UBFﬁé

H
+ b sin¢(v+ :E

) a5~ g (W )aaloH H@)WS™) ) =0 (C9)
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Du® 1 WP
dr 2 \/2myg

1 —u "
+ m(h(aza,xa)qawﬁ + h(x—a7x—0c)Q—aW/j )) =0 (C50)

Duf 1 uf v+ H(x)
dr 2 \/_mo sinw(
(—=h(Tar Ta)@a W5 " + Wz -0, 2—a)(v+ H(@))WF")) = 0. (C.51)

1
—u “+u
(a ] a(Q—awg - Qaw/j )

a-a (QaWB—HL - Q—aWB_u)

(ﬁﬂ)
Let us suppose that H = G2. In this case one gets

Bl = lal = V2, |y = V6,
a-a=p-=2 ~-7=6,
(77a>:37 (77/8>:<a7/8>:_17
Q2 — 20 ﬁ (C.52)

v 6’
6 = 30°, cos@z?, sin@z%.

Thus one gets

W (V- a0 - W
_ 3(21—!-7\/1;(:17)) o (u5 ny y uﬁ) — i cos TZJQ: =0 (C.53)
Lo (WGt - (VB2 - AQL,)
+ 37(1) + H(z))q- (u5 —1 5121/) 6) + 3’ cos YL, = (C.54)
dq
) - = 0 (C.55)
Q" 1 w QU ) =
p (W-i- Q" - —’Y) =0 (C.56)
b B
+ w(v + H(x) T/EH(OC)) Q4 (u5 121\1/1_1/1 6) - %uﬁ cosPgq =0 (C.57)
d —Q ) \/g u 3 u
Lo 2(Y2(V3 4, - 20 + 5(V3 2 fAu>)u“q—a |
L\/fg(w) E’Y (u5 B ZSI;”/) u6) 4 % cosPq_q = 0. (C.58)

Eqs (C.49)—(C.51) and (C.53)—(C.58) are generalized Kerner—Wong—Kopczyriski equations in
GSW model.
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At the end of this appendix we consider a cosmological constant in GSW model. In this case

we have from Eq. (4.31)
a? 1 ~
Ao = (67 R(I) + = P)

Moreover, now we have also an additional term for a Higgs’ potential V' (0) # 0. One gets

2m(1 — 2¢?)
M=), - ) C.59
(&) /1 + C2 T2 ( )
and eventually
a? 1/~ 2n(1—2¢%
o= RO+ 5 (- Tra) (€60

where P is given by the formula (4.32).
Moreover, we should add to cosmological constant term also V2(0) (see Appendix D). The
term P has been calculated in Refs [1, 5] for S2. R(I") is equal to Rgo (G = G2, see Eq. (A.35)).
One gets

) Ak 1 16[¢| 2 ISl o2 <]
=g Ror+ (5 smarna e < EgE) ~ 2 K ()
(1+9¢% —8¢H|¢P? 1
+81n(IC|\/<2+1+ TS ))2\C\\/TC2
77 2) ¢
—\/T_@(2(1—2C e K(he + hg, ho +h5))> (C.61)
where
w/2 de
K :/o I (€62
E(k) i V1 — kZsin?6do (C.63)

are elliptic integrals of the first and second order.
Rgo strongly depends on kg, and €. It seems that we can tune )., to the desired value known
from observational data. K(-,-) is defined by Eq. (D.15).

Appendix D

In this appendix we give details of an interaction of the Higgs’ field and nonsymmetric (Hermitian)
gravity. One gets from Eq. (3.88)

Lan(V @) = m{%@@kg@ (A6~ 1) 1~ Ok + (26— ¢~ 26¢ — )

gauge gauge

+ (= 2)€) K kok — 2hpa + €226 = WK knikoa ) 9 + Vi B4 Vo 85 (<262hnad ) gja,
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— 2£3~(7B) 9[Bw] kna + 2§(ay) N(ﬁ/p)g[yw} 9lpa] Fna + 252 kndkndN(aV)N(Pyp)g[uw}g[Pa}) wH

gauge gau ge _ gauge __ ge gauge gaug ~
+ (-2 v, 25V, B 120V, BEVL B+ 20(C+ DKV, BEV, B
gau ge
Vi ) g L

w n 9 9 o gauge gauge d
+ Lk g K g (T + 4¢ 4 4087 + 2mECT + 4CE) 9" g Vi P Va D

D¢, g @ G VBV B4 2V BV a1 2V BV
+26Clnkg“tg I ipal ( 5 +¢? vV, L+ 5)

+ 262(CE+ 1)k v gzs’f vw ¢+ 2¢ Ck"bkbd v 456

gauge __ gauge gauge . gau ge . gauge __ gauge )

+£nkgw[( 2V, PEV, OF —26(¢C — 1)k V, PEV,, B¢ + 262k kyy V,, PE YV, BE

gauge __ gauge gauge __ gauge gauge __ gauge
+ 7O g (2 Vo BEV, BE — 262NV, BE Vo, BL— ACEK" Y, BE Vo szsd)]} (D.1)

gauge
where V,, @5 is given by the formula (C.5) before an electro-weak symmetry breaking and by the

formula (C.27) after an electro-weak symmetry breaking (in a gauge U),

gauge __ 1 sgauge
V, P = " V, P (D.2)

gauge

and V, @ is given by the formula (C.6) before an electro-weak symmetry breaking and by the
formula (C.28) after an electro-weak symmetry breaking (in a gauge U). ( is pure imaginary. We
should do a rescaling (B.17) in (C.5) and (C.27).

One can derive Liy, (see Eq. (3.82)) and gets

iCV6

Line = 167r2(1 + (2)

(3F3, 0" (019F — paih) — 01605 (F g™ + Fihg™)). (D.3)
One eventually gets in a gauge U

i¢3v/6 (v + H(x))?
647r2(1 + ¢?)

Ling = — (Z)% + V3 Fu)g". (D.4)
Let us notice the following fact. In the formulas (D.1) and (D.3) an interaction between Higgs’
and “gauge” fields is covariant, however non-minimal. The interaction between gravity and Higgs’
fields has a non-classical kinetic term. The real significance of this interaction demands more
investigations.
They are “interference effects” between Higgs’ field from GSW model and a nonsymmetric
gravity being an effect of a unification. L;, is an effect of a unification as well.

gauge
Let us consider Lyin( V @) in a Minkowski space g, = 1, and let us suppose that electroweak
symmetry breaking took place. One gets

gauge

Liin( V @) =

gauge gauge

1 (#9)
11" 7 | ((€0(262 = ¢ = 26¢ = 2) + (m = 2)O) R akok — 2har) Vo B4 V), B
gauge  gauge .

+ (C2(C+1) + g, + 26(E(CE +1) — Q) akink) Vo PE V., B
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gauge ~L gauge

+ (it — 262(2C = DkPukp) Vo B Vi B|  (D.5)

where
gauge 1 —u T

V, b5 = 2\[[ ~(v+ H@) (W zo + W, z_0)

. w1 u
+ (0uH + 5 Litw+ H() (W, + (VB2 - Au))zs) (D.6)

i u
— (9.1 + AU+ H(@))Z5" )z ] (D.7)
gauge __ 1 —u T
V, b6 = 2\[( i(v+ H(@) (W "za + Wi o))
1 . “+u 1 Ou
— (BuH + 5 ilv+H(x) (W, + (V32— Au))s)
i u
+ (0uH + Ao+ H(2))Z0" )z s. (D.8)
Let us come back to the Higgs’ potential. One can write
1 272 1. 1 3. -
Vien ) = 7 g (1@~ erP)ha + 512 = leal s — S ipreie, = Siprvies,
1. ) 1 ) 3., 3
52— le1ha + 512~ o2y = J iprese, — Sivipia_y) (D.9)
where

K(2,y) = Kaaz"y" (D.10)
Kad = (1 - 2C2)had + 62 Cdkce (Dll)

and ( is pure imaginary.

This is of course in the case of Hermitian Kaluza—Klein Theory. This generalized potential is
much more complicated than in the GWS model and can go to some complicated Higgs’ sector
structure. Moreover, in the simplest case for & = 0 it can predict a good agreement with an
experiment for a pattern of masses for W, Z° bosons and Higgs’ boson.

The Higgs’ potential can be written in the following form

V{1, p2) = Vi1, p2) + Valpr, ¢2) (D.12)
(1l — 2
Viloroa) =~ ff)rl [ foillal - = @l
_ 22 B) 29— o

M(z o)~ g @ e =l )| (Da3)

T 2 —
Vil 2) = ez | ~1 2~ 91 R (o) = 52 = 012 = 2 PR (ho )

122~ o)oK (e, 23) + 22— lor PR (e, )

3 — 3 —
~(2— 2?1905 K (hg, ) + 52— lp2) o105 K (hg, )

1 .
- 1(2 — |¢2|*)?K (hg, hg) + 5
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9 - 9, . — 9 —
- Z(¢1¢2)2K(xwx'y) - Z(‘P1902)2K(x—'yax—'y) - Z"P1’2W2‘2K(~T—%x—v) (D.14)

where L _ 4
K(:an) = kgew ye = kcdkcex yea

kS = hkyg,  Fage = kea,  kab = —kpa

(a right invariant tensor on H = G2).

Vi(p1,p2) is a part of Higgs’ potential known in Manton model corrected by a constant from
Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory (Hermitian version). Va(p1,2) is an additional term from
Hermitian Kaluza—Klein Theory and can give additional Higgs’ phenomena. Moreover, according
to an experiment we do not see new phenomena. Moreover, we should do a rescaling (B.17) and
use primed fields.

(D.15)

One gets

Vi) =i (o(52) oo (222) ieh)
m(1 —2¢%) [99°(a - ) 1 Pla-a) ;2 1 9o a) |, 9\2
(1+C2)T2{ (7-7)3 el ’%’2_(04'04)( () #iF%) _(ﬁ-ﬂ)(2_ R o1

2( - B) gla-a), Pla-a), ,
N W(Z - sz) (2- Wl%lz)] (D.16)

V3(¢h,h) = Va(g (2)1/290&79(&)1/290/2)

v v
e 3 R ) R
-5 (2= L) (2 - T ) R,
#2100 (o D ) b (Rl 27) + R )
- 3o L) R + 2 (o - LO D) R ) + R hp)
O (i R o) () R ) — 2 P PR )

(D.17)
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Eq. (4.33) can be rewritten in the form below (see Eq. (2.39)):

RN Foon repd o o5 phen pn (@)
ﬁYM_S_W[_W[g RHEV T, — 20, HOH 4 26, HPV H's,, 910,05 |

+¢ [%m; H*1 g ﬁéwﬁ(éa)g[am — 2 ™ H 0 gD G 915010,
— kP H 575 1) 9155 + g H " Hg ™57 g155y7100) |
+ & e K" H I H G0 50 1y glag) — 2k ik Hso G G g g1 (D-18)
— ke, k" Fkwn HJ Gl gnh) g Ilua) 910 + klky 7 H ko d_awﬁ(aﬁ )g[,m}
— k' kygH ka 1 Pg 9ws) + Kk, H Kot ff ﬁwu]

+& [knk Ky g H g9 gy — bk kg Y H, 5 )g[wﬁﬂ ]

where H¢ = Hé,wg[“”], n,k,é,d=1,2,3,4 in such a way that
e*wp = A,0" + B,0" = (A,"t, + Buy)0" (D.19)

(a=1,23), t1 = 5i(zy + ), t2 = 5 (17 = 24), t3 = 3ihy = H(MH1 + M), ts =y =
3 ih = S5 (v Hy — 2 Hy),
* * 1 k o “w 1 a DL A O
Qp=c (§H 0"\ 0") = 5 (Fita + Buy)o* A0, (D.20)
a,b,e=17,8,...,20 (h = G2) in such a way that
c=q,—q, B7 _/87 Y= alu _0/7 B,7 _/8/7 ’Y/a _’}/7 197 207
where o, 3 etc. correspond to 12 roots of the algebra G2 and to generators z,zg etc., 19,20
correspond to the generators Hi, Ho—elements of Cartan subalgebra of G2.
One gets
1
lng = == Opg + Eafaked (D.21)
v
where
asxe = tp, (D.22)
n = 1,2,3, tﬁ:ta, ﬁ:4, t4:y.
In this way we have

Hf,, - F* k=1,2,3,
L (D.23)
H"y) — By
In a gauge U one gets
Foou—=Wo, a=1,2,

Wi
1
F3wy, — Fguw,u, = _(ZS;Z + \/ngH) (D24)
“V — _(\/’ZOu _ )

One should remember that we have to do with Hermitian version of Nonsymmetric Kaluza—
Klein Theory (Hermitian Kaluza—Klein Theory). Moreover, we consider Hypercomplex—Hermitian
version which is effectively equivalent to a real version of a theory.
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Appendix E
In this appendix we consider our d-deviation from 6y = & in a deeper level. It means we consider

a Ar theory up to the second order known in the literature (see Ref. [56] and references therein,
see also [63], [64]). We have

ar=(1- ;=0 ) (1 - G Ap) + Arve,

e (M2, Sz,
C% = cos’ by, S% =sin’ Oy, (E.1)
where
Ap =32, (1+ 2p® (2) + 6poen) (E.2)
Grm?
= E.3
Qs Qs 2
paop =~ ey 4 () (£.4)
s T
2 /w2
co = —14.59 (E.6)
49 27 3
P (z) = T + 72+ 5 log z + 2 log? z + %(2 — 1272 + 12log 2 — 27log? 2)
2
+ Z—S (1613 — 24072 — 1500log 2z — 720log? 2) (E.7)
2
2= L (E.8)
My
V2GrME, 11 M%N\ 5
From the equation
sin? Oy = sinz(% +9)=4(1- Ar) (E.10)
one gets
_ Olem (0) _ Q’em(o)
i V3(1 ALy 3Ap(1 + —Q—%IH(MZO)) + Aryem) E)
- Qem (0) :
6(1—4Ap(1 — T(M;O)))
Taking

as(M2) = 0.1185 (E.12)
Gr =G, = 1.66378 x 107° (GeV) 2 (E.13)
m; = 173.21 GeV (E.14)
My =125.7GeV (E.15)
My = 80.385 GeV (E.16)
Myo = 91.18 GeV (E.17)
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1

em X~ Oem 2 = E.1
@em (0) 2 Qe (M) = 1500 (E.18)
1
Qe (M20) =~ a(ME,) = 8 (E.19)
Ap = —0.000044702565 (E.20)

and eventually

§ = —0.01652297 (
or §=—56"48.108" (

sin® Oy = sin®(Z + §) = 0.23583 (E.23
and My = 79.7067 (

which is almost correct value of a mass of W+ bosons,
Oy = 29°3'11.898". (E.25)

It seems that this is self-consistent.

Conclusions and prospects for further research

In the paper we consider a color confinement in the nonsymmetric non-Abelian Kaluza—Klein
Theory. We derive a condition for a dielectric confinement in the theory. We remind to the reader
some notions of the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory and a new version of the Kerner—Wong—
Kopezynski equation in this theory. We solve constraints in Nonsymmetric (Non-Abelian) Kaluza—
Klein Theory and also constraints in the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory with spontaneous
symmetry breaking and Higgs’ mechanism.

In our geometrical unification we consider all interactions unified by one connection defined on
many dimensional manifold (see Refs [1, 65]). We consider also spontaneous symmetry breaking
and Higgs’ mechanism in the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory in a general scheme applicable
in a general version for a unification of the nonsymmetric gravity (NGT) with a grand unified
model of gauge field interactions in a bosonic sector. We combine in this case a dimensional
reduction model with Kaluza—Klein Theory. In this approach Higgs’ field is a part of a Yang—
Mills’ field on an extended space-time with a symmetry. A base manifold V = E x M, where
M = G /Gy is a vacuum state manifold (classical vacuum). This approach has been suggested for
the first time in Ref. [66]. We derive a generalization of the Kerner—-Wong—Kopczynski equation
for a case with a Higgs’ field presence.

Due to a geometrical origin of these equations we get a new kind of a “charge” which couples
to Higgs’ field as an electric charge couples to an electromagnetic field in a Lorentz force term.
This charge is a generalization of a color (isotopic) charge which couples to Yang—Mills’ field.

We consider also a Manton model of electro-weak interactions in the framework of Nonsymmet-
ric Kaluza—Klein Theory. In this way we unify electromagnetic and weak interaction (a bosonic
sector) with a nonsymmetric gravity (NGT). (This is a 6-dimensional Manton model with G2
group.) We get a possibility to obtain a realistic mass spectrum for W=, Zy bosons and a re-
cently discovered Higgs’ boson. Our unification is justified by the fact that a small correction to
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Ow = § (Weinberg angle) obtained in the theory can be got by renormalization procedure known
in the literature (Ar theory).

Let us give the following remark. The classical 5-dimensional Kaluza—Klein Theory (formu-
lated as a metrized electromagnetic fiber bundle) gives the exact results of Maxwell electrody-
namics with a Lorentz force term and Einstein General Relativity, on a unified geometrical basis.
This theory can be considered as a quintessence of classical physics, even it does not give any
“interference effects” between gravity and electromagnetic theory. Our 20-dimensional unification
of Hermitian gravity and GSW model (a bosonic part) in a framework of Hermitian Kaluza—Klein
Theory with spontaneous symmetry breaking can be treated as a prequantum geometrical unifica-
tion of gravity and electro-weak interactions. Our 12-dimensional unification of Hermitian gravity
and Nonabelian Yang-Mills’ field for G = SU(3) into Hermitian Nonabelian Kaluza—Klein The-
ory can be treated as prequantum geometrical unification of gravity and strong interactions (a
bosonic part of QCD). Both unifications give “interference effects” between gravity, electro-weak
interactions and strong interactions.

There are some further prospects for a research. First of all it is necessary to incorporate
fermions in the theory.

The beautiful theories as Kaluza—Klein theory (a Kaluza miracle) and its descendents should
pass the following test if they are treated as real unified theories. They should incorporate chiral
fermions. Since the fundamental scale in the theory is a Planck’s mass, fermions should be massless
up to the moment of spontaneous symmetry breaking. Thus they should be zero modes. In our
approach they can obtain masses on a dimensional reduction scale. Thus they are zero modes in
(4 4 nq)-dimensional case. In this way (n; + 4)-dimensional fermions are not chiral (according to
the very well known Witten’s argument on an index of a Dirac operator). Moreover, they are not
zero modes after a dimensional reduction, i.e. in 4-dimensional case. It means we can get chiral
fermions under some assumptions.

We should look for some possibilities of Grand Unified Models (see Ref. [67]). First of all we
should look for a group G such that

SUB3). ®SU(2), @ U(1)y C G.

There are a lot of possibilities. One of most promising is G = SO(10). Moreover, we need also
a group Gy such that M = G/Gy (see Refs [42, 43]). In our world Gy = SU(3), ® U(1)em. The
group H, G = SO(10) and G = U(1)em @ SU(3), should be such that

SO(10) ® (SU(3)e ® U(1)em) C H.

The simplest choice is H = SO(16). Why? First of all G2 C SO(16) and SO(10)®SO(6) C SO(16).
Moreover, SO(6) ~ SU(4) and SU(3) ® U(1) € SU(4). Thus if we identify U(1) with U(1)em and
SU(3) with SU(3). we get what we want. In this way

M = SO(10)/SU(3) ® U(1),

S? ¢ M, dimSO(16) = 120, dim SO(10) = 45, n; = dim M = 36. There is also a possibility to
consider a different possibility
M’ = S0(10)/SU(3)

and SO(10) ® SU(3) € H for a U(1) is an Abelian factor, which is a little in a spirit of the
Manton approach for GSW model (see Ref. [43]). Coming back to the problem of fermions we
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can try to couple multidimensional spinors in a minimal coupling scheme to multidimensional
connections describing a unified field theory. In this way we can get chiral fermions coupled to
gravity, Yang-Mills’ and Higgs’ fields.

Thus a Yukawa mechanism is possible in our approach. The Yukawa sector in the theory can
be obtained due to a minimal coupling to a total covariant derivative (“gauge” and with respect
to a Levi-Civita connection generated by a symmetric part on a multidimensional metric on a
total (4 + n + np)-dimensional manifold at one) to many-dimensional spinor in 2"V-dimensional
space, where N = Ent(m%). In this way we can write a Lagrangian of the spinor field in

gauge gauge gauge

the form %ihc(@[‘ M7 W+ VoM V), where Vs is a derivative mentioned above. I'M are
2NV_dimensional generalization of Dirac matrices and ¥ = I'*¥*. Due to a dimensional reduction
procedure, taking only zero-modes for 2/V-dimensional spinor we can get 4-dimensional spinors
defined on a space-time E. We can try to get chiral spinors (a Witten argument of an index of
a Dirac operator does not work on a 4-dimensional space) and also to arrange many-dimensional
(2V-dimensional) spinor as a collection of 4-dimensional spinors to get fermions (known from
an experiment). Due to a coupling to many-dimensional Yang-Mills’ field (after a dimensional
reduction decomposed into 4-dimensional Yang—Mills’ field and a multiple of scalar (four-dimen-
sional) fields—Higgs’ fields) we get a Yukawa-type terms for 4-dimensional spinors. Thus due
to a Higgs’ mechanism (geometrized in our theory) we get a pattern of masses for 4-dimensional
fermions. The scale of mass for such fermions is given by a parameter r—a radius of a manifold
M = G/Gy. Very heavy fermions with masses of order of a Planck’s mass are removed from the
theory by conditions of zero-mode for ¥. The bare masses obtained here can interact according
to the Newton law.

Generalized Dirac matrices are defined by the relations

(0P =™ or (04,17 =

where
B = diag{—1,-1,-1,1,—-1,...,—1}
————
n
0B = diag{—1,—1,-1,1,—1,...,—1,—1,...,—1}.
ni n

For (n+4) or (n+ n; +4) equal to 2/ 4 2 (the even case) we define
S(EM+ 1,
LA Aty A=, L
It is easy to show
{FA+,FB+} — {FA_,FB_} — O
In particular B B
(FA+)2 — (FA_)2 — 0

In this way we always have a spinor ¥, such that

=y, =0
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for all A. We get all possible spinors acting on ¥ by I+ We get 2/*1 such spinors (a full
representation). I'4 or I'* can be derived in such a base by using iterative method.
In the case of 2/ + 3 (an odd case) we should have

F2l+3 — Z'—(l-i-l)Fl .. 1—12l+2

such that

(P23y2 = 1 (23 Ay —o A=1,...,20+2.
It is easy to define a basis of spinors for both cases. Let ¢ = ((1,...,{), (1 = *3,

l
WC = (H (F(I+A))C(l+5)+1/2)WO.
A=0

I'?'%3 in the even case distinguishes between two classes of spinors

F2l+3£l7< = +¥; (2-dimension—first representation)

I3y, = —w, (2!-dimension—second representation)

In the odd case we have only one representation of 2:+!-dimension.
We can introduce also generators of SO(1,3 4+ n) or SO(1,3 + nj + n) algebra
GAB  or GAB

3AB _ i[FA’FB]

We have of course

[aMNyaRS] — —i[nNSGMR—i—nRN&SM+77MR8NS+775M8RS]
[a,MNja,RS] — —i[nNSa'MR+T]RNa'SM+T]MR8NS+T]SM&RS].

Our spinors transform as
U — exp(%aAB?fAB)LP
or ¥ — exp(3a;56°)W
QAB = —QBA

Qip = —OpA

We also have
(a,AB)+F4 — F46'AB

In our particular cases with or without spontaneous symmetry breaking we get our matrices

using ordinary Dirac matrices and their tensor products with some special matrices. One gets for

covariant derivatives _
DV = a¥ + 154554 5w

BW = d¥ + %@Aga—“{égp.
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Moreover, we use as before (see Ref. [9])

gauge gauge
DW—horDW—"d w+1 L hor(@ap)atPw
gauge

D W=horDW="d ¥+ Lhor(@;5)55w

and also
DV = d¥ — —w A BWJ
or DU = d¥ — 50@}@@3‘4&
where
U=yt
and similarly
8aUsC  gauge
D V= d V- ihor(@ap)¥s?
gauge gauge

oo DW= d ¥—Lhor(@;z5.
wap and Wj;p are Levi-Civita connections defined on P with respect to a symmetric part of

metrics y4p) and Y(AB)-
How does an iterative method for a construction of I" matrices work? Let us suppose we have
ordinary Dirac matrices v* and let us define

=y (‘01 ‘f) n=1,2,34,

aeft)

=04 ® ( 0 ) 14 an identity matrix, 4 x 4.

Next step

TA=r ( 1 (1) A=1,234,5,6,

0 1
I6®Iﬁ®<1 0)

TB=Lele < ) , Ig an identity matrix, 6 x 6.

The Lagrangian for out spinor field (multidimensional) looks like

_ gauge he gauge gauge
LT, D )=i (WA D ¥+ DTN

where
t=1"n,

and 7j,, is a dual Cartan basis on E.
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gauge

We also write new type of covariant derivative D as D and D¥ (see Ref. [9]).

The interesting problem is to find exact solutions of field equations in the case of GSW-
model of Hermitian Kaluza—Klein Theory with spontaneous symmetry breaking and also for the
Nonsymmetric Nonabelian (real or Hermitian) Kaluza—Klein Theory with G = SU(3). We expect
some nonsingular, particle-like stationary solutions in the case of spherical symmetry. Axially
symmetric stationary solutions in both cases seem to be very interesting from more general point
of view and we will seek for them. These solutions can be considered with and without fermion
sources. We also look for some wave-like solutions: a non-Abelian plane wave, spherical and
cylindrical waves. The waves can be considered as gravito- Yang—Mills’ waves.

Let us give some comments. There are two versions of the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein
Theory: real and Hermitian. Both versions work very well in the case of 5-dimensional (electro-
magnetic) and in the case of Non-Abelian Yang—Mills’ field. We get charge and color confinement
and nonsingular solutions. However, if we want to apply the theory for GSW model (a bosonic
part of this model), only Hermitian version works getting pattern of masses of Z° and W* bosons
and Higgs’ boson agreed with an experiment. It seems that an experiment chooses the Hermitian
version. In this way an idea of deriving a unified field theory from higher-dimensional gravity is
maintained, together with much of the appealing simplicity and unity of the theory.

Hermitian Kaluza—Klein Theory seems to be closer to quantum theory even it is a classical field
theory. According to A. Einstein Hermitian version of Unified Field Theory would be prequantum
gravity.

Let us express F. and H¢ in terms of D™ and By in the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory
(electromagnetic case):

E.= Al -T,,D"+ A’K,.C*By

where Ly, K. and C°? are given resp. by Eqs (2.123), (2.122), and by Eq. (1.73) of Ref. [9] and
AT is an inverse tensor of 0¢ — K, A, i.e.

(0 — KyeA®)AG = &
where A% is given by Eq. (1.70) of Ref. [9] and
det (8¢ — K e A%) # 0
H® = =¢A"L,, D" + E5C*' B,
and Z¢ is an inverse tensor of §% — A“K ., i.e.
(08 — ACK )25 = 6%, det(62 — AK.) # 0.

In the case of Hermitian Kaluza—Klein Theory we define vectors

1
Fo=—=(D. +1iB.
75 PetiBe)

1
V2

and

G. (E. +iH,).

One gets

Ge = —=[(ATL," + 2 AY L") Dy, + (ATK,.C 4 iZ.,,C%) By).

1
V2
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We remind to the reader that Latin indices (3-dimensional space indices) are keeping in up or
down position only for convenience. Thus we exchange

—cC

=% = Zea
D" - D,
L, — Lf"
L — L
H¢ — H,.

In this way we describe the Riemann—Silberstein vector in the Hermitian Kaluza—Klein Theory
in an electromagnetic case (see Refs [68], [69], [70], [71]) F. and the second vector G.

For a vector F. is considered as a wave function of a photon we are closer to the quantum
theory. This really is a prequantum theory.

We can do the same in the case of Yang-Mills’ field getting

1

F¢
c V2

(Dg +iBg)

and 1

Gs = 75 (0 i),
which can be calculated in the Hermitian-Nonabelian Kaluza—Klein Theory using formulas (2.45)—
(2.50) and (2.111)—(2.112).

How to quantize the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory? First of all we can quantize it
using Ashtekar-Lewandowski formalism considering it as GR with additional sources, i.e. gp,,
gauge fields, Higgs’ fields (see Ref. [32]). This will be done elsewhere. The second approach is to
consider our theory also as GR with additional geometrized sources (see Appendix E of Ref. [9])
and develop it into a nonlocal theory. There are several approaches of quantization of nonlocal
theories (see Refs [72], [73]). In this case we can avoid infinities appearing in perturbation calculus,
getting a theory which is renormalizable, super-renormalizable and even finite.

Nonlocal theories, roughly speaking, are equivalent to theories with higher derivatives up to
an infinite order. An integral transformation is equivalent to a differential operator of an infinite
order.

Moreover, introducing nonlocality or a differential operator of an infinite order can be consid-
ered as a special type of a regularization procedure to remove infinities from Feynman diagrams
calculations in perturbation calculus. It is possible to consider such a procedure as a general-
ized (covariant and gauge invariant) Pauli—Villars regularization procedure. Simultaneously we
can quantize the theory (as an ordinary field theory) using Faddeev—Popov prescription in path-
integral formalism for gravity and Yang-Mills’ field. A divergence of a one loop in the case of
gravity can be removed using dimensional regularization-renormalization procedure. In order to
avoid massive ghosts we should carefully design higher derivative corrections to gravity, Yang—
Mills’s fields, Higgs’ fields using differential operator of infinite order. According to Ref. [74, 75]

we should add A
Lap LM hy (— E) H,
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where A is a Laplace operator, a gauge covariant and a covariant with respect to a Levi-Civita
connection generated by g(ag), 4 is a scale:

gauge gauge
A=gPV, V;.

hy is an entire function (non-polynomial) which should be carefully chosen.
We should also add

By H%ho (— %) Hb

R(W) and R, (W) should be expressed by ﬁ, ﬁwj and additional fields, i.e. g, and W,.
In the case where we have to do with Higgs’ fields and spontaneous symmetry breaking we

add also the terms
1 = P A gauge
72/ Vl0gld 33 abgb L “th( Az) Vi gpbﬁ)
A A B
and  hgyp”, thﬁ( A2 ) ] (Clea ‘pcqj — 155 — %)

where hg, hy, hs and hg are entire transcendental functions of a complex variable.

The problem which arises now is as follows: Is it possible to choose hq, ho, h3, ha, h5, hg in such
a way that no physical poles are introduced while the theory will be (super-) renormalizable and
unitary. It seems that such entire transcendental functions can be defined (see also Refs 76, 77]).
This will be examined elsewhere.

Let us consider the following Lagrangian in the theory

Vi — — A&

= (W) + RW)hs (— =3 ) BT + R (V) (——5 )R (V)

A b a A b DT
F)H s + hay HOhy (—F)H +R(T),
i.e. a Lagrangian (2.67) plus higher order in derivatives terms (this Lagrangian can be extended
to the case with Higgs’ fields).

Let us apply a path-integral method to quantize gravitational and Yang-Mills’ field. We write
rather formally (see Ref. [78])

1l LM By (—

Z= / iS40 WD ADGDIV,
where S is a classical action

DA = HDAM =[[dA.(=

T,
Dg = HDgag I Dgies = 11 490y (@) T dgam (@
a,B B z,o,0 z,a,3
a<p a<fB a<p 0l<5
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DW =[[DPW, = [[dW .(2)
M 0

mean functional (nonexiting) measure for gauge field and gravity.
According to Ref. [74] we add gauge-fixing terms

1 (]

——~ O
/12 (

Qv
Ly =~ BlaWe(~ ) 1uld) - 5 Y ALA] = 5o T (-
where 1, 32, f3 are constants and [ is an ordinary d’Alembert operator in a Minkowski space.
"9l = f*gap] is a gauge fixing function for a gravitational field, f,[A] for a gauge field, W is a
gravity gauge-fixing weighting function, Wy is a gauge-term weight for a Yang—Mills’ field. We
add also a gauge-fixing function for W, field with its weight @.

We can also add gauge-fixing terms for Higgs’ fields. Sometimes it is possible to consider a
gauge condition which involves gauge and Higgs’ fields together. In this way we can get also ad-
ditional Faddeev—Popov ghosts. But this does not threaten us. These ghosts are easily exorcized.
The most important problems in this theory are possible massive ghosts which could appear if
functions h; are not properly chosen.

The FP (Faddeev—Popov) ghosts are not dangerous as we mention above from quantum field
theory point of view. They are also exorcized from geometrical point of view, i.e. they can be
geometrized (see Ref. [79]). According to Refs [79, 80] a gauge field (in specific fixed gauge, i.e. in
a section of a principal bundle) plus a ghost field is a globally defined connection on the principal
bundle (see also Eq. (2.56)). The anticommuting property of a ghost field can be easily derived
and a nilpotent BRST charge obtained as a differential operator. In order to proceed a functional
integration we apply a well-known Faddeev—Popov trick in order to do an integration over those
configurations which satisfy a gauge fixing conditions. In this approach ghosts fields appear in
the Lagrangian. We have two kinds of ghosts—gauge field ghosts and gravity field ghosts. Thus
we have a ghost field Lagrangian

fal AWy (— dugt

Lgh = CaMpcp + EMNM,,CV +cMc

coming from an exponentiation of a Faddeev—Popov determinant (an infinite analogue of a “Ja-
cobian”) such that

Mapcp = 0cfalA,z]  (scalars)
Nuvey =dafolg,x]  (vector)

Mec = 6h[W,x] (scalar)

where 0. f,; is the infinitesimal transformation of f, with gauge parameters ¢, ., f, is the infinites-
imal transformation of f, with a changing of a frame with parameter ¢, and dh is an analogue
of a gauge changing of W,. They do not depend on weighting functions. The Faddeev-Popov
ghosts are ghost fields in this sense that they do not have a right statistics. In order to get ghost
Lagrangian we should integrate using anticommuting fields. In this way, they are anticommuting
bosons. Thus one gets

7 = /eiS[A,g,W,ca,cu,c} DEFEDh=1V- /eiS[A,g,W,ca,c#,c] DF

87



where

DF = [[dA™ (2) [T dg™ (2) [] dW*™ () [[(dea(2) deu()) [[(dey (@) dey () [[(de(a) de(e))

T x T

Dh = Hdh(m) (integration over a gauge group),
€T

Ca,Cy, ¢ mean antighost fields. V' is an “infinite volume” of a local gauge group, AX(z) means

that the gauge has been fixed. The same for ¢f%(z) and Wﬁx(:n). (In a more geometrical language
we say that an integration is over an orbits space of a local gauge group.)

S[A797W7 Ca,Cu,C] = /d4$ V _g(L + Lg +Lgh)-

The above formulae are starting points for a path-integral quantization of the Nonsymmetric
Kaluza—Klein Theory after a careful choice of entire functions h;, i = 1,2,3,4. We hope to find
them to get (super-) renormalizable or even finite theory unifying nonsymmetric gravity and other
fundamental interactions (in a bosonic section) with “interference effects” obtained on a level of a
classical field theory. After an inclusion of fermion fields this program accomplishes the Einstein
idea of a Unified Field Theory of all interactions, which is geometrical (geometrization of physical
interactions), nonlinear (nonlinear field equations) and also non-local. This nonlocality should
of course be causal and this depends on functions h;. Such functions are entire transcendental
functions. They are not polynomials, i.e.

h(z) = Zoanz" and  lim lan| = 0.

It means they are defined on a whole open complex plane and according to Liouville theorem they
have a pole or an essential singularity at infinity.

The construction of such functions can be done according to Refs [74, 75, 76, 77]. In any cases
we can write (g is a coupling constant)

py(2) 1 — C(w)
w

h(z):1+§2exp(/0 dw—l)

where p,(z) is a real polynomial of degree v and p,(0) = 0, {(z) is an entire function and real on
the real axis and ¢(0) =1,

((z)] > 00 for |z] = o0, z€C.

There are several propositions for such functions in some applications for GR and Yang-Mills’
fields. We can perform a perturbation calculus using Feynman diagrams for S-matrix which is
unitary. The full program will be developed elsewhere.

We should look for Kéhler structure on M = G/Gp (on a homogeneous space) and also on
compact Lie groups G and H in order to get a more sound mathematical constructions.

Let us notice that all the conclusions from Appendix D of Ref. [9] can be applied also here.

The important problem in this theory is a problem of ghosts and tachions. This problem
should be solved on the level of a classical field theory before a quantization, on a prequantum
level. The problem is connected with the existence of the skew-symmetric tensor gj,,;—a skewon.
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This particle in a linear approximation is massive getting mass term from a cosmological constant
which appears in the theory. According to modern ideas a cosmological constant is not zero and
we are (in principle) able to tune our cosmological term to the observation data. In this way we
can predict a value of a mass of a skewon. Skewon has a spin zero and has a positive energy in
the case of a pure real or hypercomplex Hermitian Theory (see Refs [81], [82], [83], [84]).

Thus our 20-dimensional unification should be considered in the case of hypercomplex Hermi-
tian gravity with Kéhlerian structure on S? combined to Hermitian (complex or hypercomplex)
Kaluza—Klein Theory.

Our 12-dimensional unification should be considered in the case of hypercomplex Hermitian
gravity combined to Hermitian (complex or hypercomplex) Kaluza—Klein Theory.

Our 5-dimensional unification from Ref. [9] should be considered in the case of hypercomplex
Hermitian gravity combined to Hermitian (complex or hypercomplex) Kaluza—Klein Theory.

We do not exhaust a possible research in this direction. First of all we can consider a Quater-
nionic (or Split-Quaternion) Hermitian gravity (if we find some applications of additional degrees
of freedom) to extend to Hermitian (quaternionic or split-quaternion) Hermitian Kaluza—Klein
Theory. The second direction is to consider in place of a Cartesian product V.= ExM = ExG /G
or V = E x S? a nontrivial principal fiber bundle over E with a fiber M = G/Gy or S?. Moreover,
we need application of additional degrees of freedom, i.e. a connection on the bundle.

In Ref. [85] the authors write in a very pessimistic way. We quote: “Unfortunately, although
our understanding of gauge theories has continued to develop, we have made very little progress
in understanding the origin of spontaneous symmetry breakdown. For the most part, the Higgs’
mechanism continues to be described by the ad hoc introduction into the Lagrangian of elementary,
weakly self-coupled scalar fields. In the minimal model, a complex SU(2) doublet is used, providing
three Goldstone bosons (longitudinal W and Z bosons) and one physical massive scalar.”

According to our research this pessimistic view of Higgs’ sector is not longer true. Higgs’ fields
are part of gauge fields (dimensional reduction procedure). A full bosonic sector of GSW model
can be incorporated as a part of the Hermitian (Nonsymmetric) Kaluza—Klein Theory getting
masses of W and Z bosons, Higgs’ boson and Weinberg angle agreed with an experiment. All
mentioned particles have been discovered and some additional phenomena can be predicted due
to the existence of antisymmetric tensors in the theory.

Let us give some historical remarks. The dimensional reduction and invariant connections
which lead to the interpretation of the Higgs-like scalar multiplets as a part of Yang—Mills’ field
in higher dimensional bundle over a quotient space has been also introduced in Refs [86, 87, 88].
Moreover, in our approach we follow Refs [40]-[48]. They are by any means published earlier. Let
us notice the following fact. In 1977 A. Trautman communicated to me that K. A. Olive found
a possibility to get a kinetic term for a scalar field from the fifth dimension which was similar to
my observation.

The idea to interpret the non-Abelian gauge field as a torsion appeared in Refs [89, 90]. The
quartic potential of generalized Higgs’ field can be obtained in the framework of non-commutative
geometry, see Refs [91, 92]. Actually we do not follow this approach.

We mention above on our plans to consider chiral fermions in our approach. Probably we use
some ideas from Ref. [93].

In Refs [94, 95] an idea was considered to use supergroups in order to unify physical interac-
tions. In this way a nonsymmetric tensor on a supergroup appears naturally as a part of gen-
eralized Killing—Cartan tensor connected anticommuting generators. We mention this possibility
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in Ref. [1]. Moreover, in Refs [94, 95] this idea is not connected to any nonsymmetric geometry
as in Ref. [1]. Let us notice the idea to geometrized BRST symmetry has been developed in
Ref. [96]. Let us notice that in Refs [94, 95] supergroups are considered as global symmetries.
Our suggestions from Ref. [1] considered a supergroup as a local symmetry combined via Einstein
geometry with nonsymmetric gravity or even supergravity. This idea can be considered as future
prospects for further research. Let us notice that we give some historical remarks on Einstein
Unified Field Theory in the last section of Ref. [9]. It is interesting that A. Einstein in Ref. [17]
came back to his first ideas in Unified Field Theory (from 1920-30) and we develop them fur-
ther in a new context. Let us mention on Ref. [97] where A. Crumeyrolle developed a program
of geometrization and unification using a manifold with hypercomplex coordinates close to our
prospects with quaternionic metric.

Finally, let us give some remarks. We do not consider in our (even do not touch) approaches
in which weak interactions and gravity are cross-correlated. In particular, the possibility to
see gravitational interactions as emerging from the long-range behavior of the Higgs’ field (see
Ref. [98]), the possibility that gravitation morphs into weak interactions at the Fermi scale (see
Ref. [99]) and the relationship between weak interactions chirality and gravity (see Refs [100, 101]).
All mentioned approaches are very interesting in principle. However, they have not any application
in our approach—geometrization and unification of fundamental interactions. Only in Ref. [99] we
see some possibility to extend it to an Einstein—Cartan-like theory in order to get current-current
interaction known in an old weak interaction theory. However, this approach even interesting
from conceptual point of view cannot be maintained because we have now GSW-model employing
Yang—Mills’ and Higgs’ fields. The relationship between weak interactions chirality and gravity
(see Refs [100, 101]) is not applicable in our Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein Theory because we can
get chiral fermions in a completely different setting (mentioned above).

We should look for a flavor-chiral fermion representation in our approach as we described
above. However this is a still unresolved problem to be considered in future works. Moreover,
we can claim that we deal with GSW-model and QCD-model in the Nonsymmetric Kaluza—Klein
Theory. Our theory is a real candidate of TOE. Moreover, it does not make any development
to “modern” Kaluza—Klein Theory for the reasons given in Conclusions of Ref. [9]. Now we are
waiting for results from new LHC and future accelerators.

The nonsymmetric metric considered here is a crucial point and it has real physical motivation
described in the paper (dielectric model of a confinement and a correct pattern of W=, 7% and
Higgs bosons in GSW-model). The gravitational influence on GSW-model (Higgs kinetic energy)
can be of course testable in an experiment as a skewon-Higgs’ interaction which may be discovered
in LHC even before graviton-Higgs’ interaction.
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