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1 TIntroduction

Follow ing the early [li]up to the contem porary f]e ortstounify gravity w ith other fuindam ental
Interactions, one is tem pted to isolate asperhaps the singlem ost in portant nding the fact that
E Instein’s 4D theory can also be om ulated as a gauge theory ofthe Poincare group Py §1. W e
recall that under the conventional (that isto say, ral) gauging ofP o, E instein’s gravity em erges
as expected, nam ely associated w ith the subgroup L of Lorentz rotations. C uriously, how ever,
there is no gauge- eld output corresponding to the translational generators, for which we only
seem to have a dubious association w ith spin 4]. U pdating earlier attem pts and re ning recent
prelin nary results B, we will expand here on the prem ise that the transhational generators
of spacetin e are Intim ately associated w ith the electroweak interaction. W e will see that
the com pkxi ed gauging of P, a uniquely de ned 10-param eter Lie group which tums out
to be isom orxphic to the de Sitter group, gives rise to a spontaneously broken SU 2) U (1)
gauge theory uni ed w ith graviy. In the ollow Ing section we will ntroduce P and exam Ine
its conventional gauge theory. In section 3 we will prooceed w ith the com pkxi ed gauging of
P In the context of R iam ann-C artan geom etry, but without comm im ent on any particular
soin-torsion interrelation. In section 4 we w ill trace the Intricate passage from the spacetin e
geom etry to an intemalgauge symm etry. In section 5 we w illuncover and exam ine an already
present m echanian for the spontaneous breaking of that symm etry: it is elegantly in posed by
the geom etry w ithout any ad hoc assum ptions, so the need ofa H iggs sector is thus superseded.
In section 6 we w ill exam ne the relevance of our ndings to the electroweak interaction E], to
realize that we actually recover the standard m ass spectrum and charges for the electrow eak
gauge bosons. Our construction seem s to o er fundam ental upgrading to each one of the
two Interactions it uni es, together w th new (and apparently testable) predictions, aswe w ill
discuss in the last section.

To establish notation ], we brie y recall that a contem porary formulation of E instein’s
theory in a di erentiable 4D m aniold M * involves the E instein-H ibert action as
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L= 5o Ra” €7 @

wherefrom the vacuum eld equations follow upon variation of the fram e €* under the require-
ment of SO (1;3) (recast from the origihalG L, co-ordinate) nvariance, and the constraints of
vanishing torsion and m etricity. T he Jatter isby de nition expressed asD g, = 0 which, with
g = ( 1;1;1;1), am ounts to antisym m etry of the connection ! <.

W e also recall the altemative form ulation of E Instein’s graviy as a gauge theory of the



Poincare group w ith generatorsQ,  fP.;M ..0g assigned, respectively, to the translations and
the L rotationsin M *. A ccording to the standard procedure, we gauge P, (and, eventually, P )
w ith the introduction of the generalized potential

1
H H*Qa=&P,+ E!abM abi @)
w ith covarant derivative D (cf. below ), and eld strength
1 1
AQA=dH+H’\H=(dHA+§f§CHB"HC)QA=TaPa+§RabMab: )

To explicitly w rite down the torsion T2 and curvature R® 2-om s (ham ely Cartan’s structure
equations), we need the structure constants f3 . . U tilizing the algebra of P, we nd

T*=Dp & d&+ ! 7 R¥P=d! P+ 101 @)

for the gauge theory of the Poincare group. T hen, varation of the E nstein-H ibert action (in
the absence of any extemal spinorial sources) w ith respect to ! ® (24 independent com ponents)
sets to zero the 24 independent com ponents of the torsion, whilke varation w ith regpect to
fumishes E instein’s equations In vacuum .

W e nally recallthe de Sitter group [1], with its algebra expressed as

0
P.;Ppl= M a; M a20;Ppl= 2 Egao]bpc; M ,20;M gol= 4 Egao][b ]SOJM 07 ©)

where the Jj jvalues ofthe (real) param eter are associated w ith the two possble types of
non-trivial topology involved (closed and open for positive and negative curvature), whik the

= 0 value practically yields the standard contraction down to the Poincare algebra. Cartan’s
structure equations for the above basis of the de Sitter agebra are

1 1 1
T a=D ea dea+ }ab,\ eb; Rab= d?‘ab+ }ac,\ }cb ea,\eb: (6)

Comparing 46) we conclude that, besides the glkal distinction (from topology), the only
di erence (at the classical level) between the Polncare and the de Sitter gauge theory is a
com ological constant proportionalto . In particular, there is again no eld-strength output
corresponding to the P, generators: in vacuum , the torsion has to vanish dentically.

2 Introducing P : unigueness, isom orphism to the de Sit-
ter group, and gauging

The m entioned peculiarity of having no eld strength associated w ith the translational gen-—
erators can actually be traced to much desper issues such as the nature of torsion and its



relation to soin and the quantization of gravity. The apparent impass is enhanced by the
Colem anM andula theorem B] plus the fact that the de Sitter (together w ith its contraction
to the Polncare) group exhausts all three possibilities for the isom etry groups of m axim ally
symm etric 4D m anifolds. The best known resolutions proposed inclide the tw istor approach
and, of course, supersymm etry P]. Re ecting on the above, we have been m otivated to look
for a generic 10param eter Lie group P (W ith generators ,;M ,.0), not necessarily constrained
to be a m axin alHisom etry group, but which must contain L as a subgroup. Thiswould in ply
that, although P will certainly act transitively on P =L, it m ight not do so on space-tim e and,
In particular, its . generators m ay loose a direct Interpretation as spacetin e transhtions.
T he latter w il1, of course, exist and be wellde ned In any case, along w ith whatever sym m etry
they m ay have.
Let us then form ally Introduce P , w ith its generators satisfying the algebra

0
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0
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0
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T he accsptable choices for such a sinpk algebra are severely restricted. In fact, the Jacobi
dentity dictates that C 3. are precisely the structure constants for the algebra ofSU (2) U (1),
nam ely they are num erically equalto 4, for j;::= £1;2;3g or zero if any one of the a;b;c
Indices is zero, whik for the rem aining structure constantswe nd
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It ollow s that P contains, in addition to L, a distinct SU (2) subgroup generated by 5 and a
U (1) associatedwith . Toexplicitly see this structure, we Introduce theusualJdy = % s« k1,
K
(1) m ay equivalently be w ritten as

= M oy generators (spatial rotations and Lorentz boosts), so that the com m utation relations

Uiidkl= 5Jdu U5iKel= Ky Uy k1= 51 v P50 ol= 0;
1 1
KsiKxl=  5Ju Ky k1= g ot 2 w«iK 1 Ky ol= 5 EJj;
1
[ 57 x]1= 50 v [ 357 ol= ZKj: ©)

In this basis, the SU (2) subgroup structure generated by the 5 is obvious, and we also note
that the comm utator ofeach jwith ( doesnot vanish but closes to a Lorenz boost along j.



Further investigation has shown that P is, n fact, unigue, m odulo isom orphisn s and trivial
cases such as direct products of 4-param eter L ie groupsw ith L or contractionsofP (eg. down
to the Poincare group). T he de Siter group, In particular, is actually isom orphic to P . This
can be established if one introduces the new set of (translational) generators P, w ith

q— q_— a_—

1 e 1
P,=2 a®t ZC M e $ Po=2 07 Py = 2 —Jdy (10)

T2
to nally show that the P ;M ..0 set satis es precisely the de Sitter algebra ).
W em ay now proceed w ith the (real) gauging ofP , utilizing thebasis in () w ith com ponents

of the generalized potential (€ ;% f aao), to nd Cartan’s equations as

2 1
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R®P=R® = gf ™ i)“a(; be+% cgdfcb+ Ci’di}“a% Ca]f:.?cd ~et+ ce N e

wih C g‘é’ given by ®). D ue to the established isom orphisn between P and the de Sitter group,
one m ight expect that the content of the sets (§) and (11) is dentical. Tn fact, this is not true
because of the di erent gauging Involved in each case. To better com pare the two sets, wem ay

recast (11) as
2 2 1 1
T a _ D ea dea+ !ab,\ eb; R ab _ d!ab+ !ac,\ !cb Zlea A ebécab;) ec; (12)
expressed In temm s of the new connection
1
1 ab ? ab 5C a]:()zec; (13)
and its regpective covariant derivative D . A s com pared to the gauge theory of the de Sitter
group (amely (§) etc.), the above equations supply a form ally identical expression for the
torsion, but there are di erences In the curvature. Besides the m odi cation in the contribution
for the coan ological constant, the presence of the additional term proportionalto D € (nam ely
to the torsion) is non-redundant and cannot be transfom ed or gauged aw ay, T he reason is that,
unlike the case Porthe de Sitter group, variation ofthe E instein-H ibert action (W ritten In tem s
of either of the expressions (1,12)) w ith respect to f 22° show s that the torsion cannot vanish
In the gauge theory of P, In fact i tums out to be
a 1 a _b c
T = %Cbce ~e: (14)
W e observe that we now have a non-vanishing eld strength associated w ith the . generators.
To understand the diference in view of the identical expressions for the torsion in (§,12), we
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observe that these expressions are de nitions of T?, while {14) is its eld equation (whose
counterpart in the de Sitter case is T® = 0). Obviously, this eld equation is an algebraic one,
in accord w ith the general result that torsion does not propagate §]. In fact, we w illeventually
also get a propagating eld (the electroweak) associated w ith the ,, ollow ing the com plexi ed
gauging ofP .

3 Complexi ed gauging of P

By com plxi ed gauging of P we sinply mean that we now ket H in (¢-3) becom e com plex,
nam ely we rew rite (1) or ({2) w ith the substitutions

&l ea:ea_l_jha; !ab! J.Vabz!ab+iKab+Sab ; (15)

or, equivalently,
1
e ! & =¢&+ 1h®; faoy favy g Ecakzhc+ K*®+ s ; (16)

wih !?° stillas de ned by @3). Before we proceed to discuss the physical interpretation of
this com plexi cation, we note that what is Indicated as the in agihary part of the connection
in {[5) hasbeen split nto two pieces for Jater convenience. In K ® = K * we have chosen to
segregate all contributions com ing from (and thus been detem ined by) h®, whilke $% = g™
carries the needed 24 of the total 48 (realt in aginary) independent com ponents of #3°. The
antisym m etry hasbeen in posed so that m etricity ism aintained.

At Jeast fom ally, we could exploit the use of the com plex covariant derivative de ned w ith
L3 35 3 com plex connection. T he Jatter notion is already fam iliar from the treatm ent of non—
abelian gauge theory and connections are not cbservables anyw ay, so there is really no problem
nvolved here. On the other hand, this is not quite the case with & (fram es are geom etrical
ob Ects), o we will brie y exam Ine the physical interpretation associated with the present
am ploym ent of a com plex fram e.

Let us recall our earlier rede nition ofa connection .n ({3), which fascilitated our com par-
ative exam ination oftwo gauge theories, whereby a contrioution from the € fram e (the %Cgcec
termm ) was e ectively absorbed in the connection. In the present context, the contrlbution of
what is Indicated In {3) as the in agihary part of €*, nam ely h?, can be likew ise absorbed in
the already existing com plex connection. A s a resul, In addition to its gauging aspect, the
above com plexi cation also adm is the folow Ing geom etrical interpretation. Let us start w ith



the conventional (general relativistic) description of M 4 given in temm s of the realbasis € and
the also real { 2 as its Christo el connection. Follow ing the com plexi cation (15), the quan—
tities € and fayim retain both, their reality as well as their previous identi cation (even
though the m ay change In value as a result of additional sources In whatever w ill tum up as
E Instein’s equations). However, the connection of the resulting spacetim e w ill no longer be
sin ply Christo el (jast like the ! ® in (13) is not). In other words, f il be enlarged w ith
a tensorial contribution, nam ely w ith what is de ned as contorsion in the context ofR iam ann—
Cartan geometry (given by 2C2e® in {13)). The only di erence from that context is that in
our case the contorsion willbe com plex: it will receive m ixed (real+ In aginhary) contrbutions
from h?, K %°, $% . The realpart of this contorsion w illbe cbservable through its conventional
geom etric Interpretation. T he in aginary part w ill also be cbservable, but In a gauge-theoretic
(notably for the electroweak interaction) and topological (eg. gravitational A haronov-Bhom

e ects) context.

In the above analysis it m akes no di erence if som e or all of the h?, K #*, 5% becom e
com plkex (9. asa resul ofthe em ploym ent of a particular representation or gauge) . A lthough
no degrees of freedom w illbe gained or lost, it w illbe usefuil to have a clear persoective on that
aswellas on potentials and their eld strengths. By the generic de nitions n ©-3) applied for
the algebra 1), Bt H be the new (com plkx) generalized potentialwith eld strength ~. The

com ponents of H” are speci ed as

1
I_Iva — ea+ j:ha; Haao _ f ab_l_ i EC alzhc+ K ab+ Sab ; (17)

N

while those of ™, namely T?, 3R®), w illbe calculated shortly.

The J'ndependept variables, nam ely those to be varied in the classical action, are 16+ 24 for
the reale® and faa plus an additional realcount 16+ 24 com ing from h? (actually A* in term sof
which h® willbede ned —cf. below ), and S aa’ D ueto certain calculational subtleties, increased
care is required in the choice of the connection and its variation, otherw ise one m ay end up
w ith virtually unm anageable com plexiy. In particular we note that our choice of the basis in
1) and the connection 13), essentially a choice of gauge, m ay not be optin al. P ractically,
the variation of ! 2%’ seem s preferable and equivalent to a varation of faa’ However, in the
form er case, under the ndependent variation & ofthe fram e, one should sin ultaneously vary
the connection as 2 = %C ¥ & . The rest of the dependent variables, nam ely s’ are
expected to be associated w ith the ferm ionic content of space-tin e but they w ill not be really
considered any further in the present treatm ent.



R etracing the steps leading to {11) or (12) (practically, jist substituting (%) n {12), having
st S = 0) we nd Cartan’s equations as

T% = de’ + 37 & R¥= dbP+ 430 4P len bt }ca‘zrc; (18)
4 2

T hese quantities specify directly observable eld strengths and the Lagrangian, so their im ag—
hary parts should vanish identically or behave as needed. In particular they should not give
unacceptable In aghary contrbutions, starting w ith the classicalaction. They essentially carry
the entire content of the present theory (exospt for its sym m etry breaking aspect, Introduced
In section 5). A Ihough one can recognize the desired sectors (notably the gravitational) al-
ready form ing in {I8), a rather delicate handling is required for uncovering what actually is an
Intemal gauge symm etry from spacetin e: the endeavoured elkctroweak interaction from the
SU (2) and U (1) subgroups (generated by ; and (, aswe have seen).

4 Internal sym m etry extracted from space-tim e

To proceed, we need explicit expressions forh® and K #° in {15). To uncover them , ket us recall
that the action of P on space-tin e m ay not be isom etric, as m entioned, but M * may wellbe
chosen to be di eom orphic to P =L . W e willm ake this assum ption so that there exist in M *
realizations of the algebra of P . This algebra contains, as we have seen, the two sub-algebras
for the SU 2) and U (1) subgroups generated by .. A lthough it iscustomary (n GUT s etc.)
to denote the presence of these subgroups as a direct product, we actually have a sam idirect
one in view ofthe [ j; o] ocommutator asgiven by (9). However, we have alredy seen from  (7)
that the structure constants C ;) are presisely those of the direct-product SU ) U (1) algebra,
which willbe refered to as u,. Next, we will Introduce a vierbein § which will relate vectors
in the two 4D vector spaces, nam ely u, and the tangent space at each point n M *.

Let usthen introduce n M * a set (fram e) of Pur realvector elds ; = Je,, ennum erated
by the ndex J = f0;jg = £0;1;2;3g and with e, the dualofe®. The ; are chosen so that
they satisfy the com m utation relations

[ssx1=Cl 1; Cck IPbcecy; (19)

w here the com m utators are de ned as usualby the respective Lie derivatives and the C J; are
de ned I temm s of the C 2, as indicated, with ! them atrix Iverse of 2.

Wemay now express h* in (15) - term s of some uyvalued 1-om A7 = AJe® where AY
are di erentiabl filnctions n M %) dotted to the $. To do that, we cbviously need an Inner



product between vectors in u,. W e are thus prom pted to the de nition

h* ] A7 = (costy A+ sin#y A (20)

w here the particular value chosen for the constant m atrix ; hasbeen generically expressed (in
view ofthe nature of the u, algebra) as a m ixing by a single constant angle param erter #y .

To reexpress (1§), we substitute for h* its de nition in term s of A ', which cbviously does
not change the real count of 24 Independent variables. T he resul of this calculation is

T* =T+ I1PA7 K2+i o Hrav+ DRI RENE (1)

1 1 .
R¥®=R® RIKP+=Cc®r°+= I F 22a9~a%+3i DR*® =
2 4 4
In the above expressions, we have m ade use of the de nitions

D 2 di+!12%°+1]5%; ©3)

F' dAI+:—2Lc§KAJAAK; wih 2= D): 4)
Tt should be noted that the de nitions of T® and R® as given by (12) are clearly retained,
although these quantitities w ill acquire di erent values through the eld equations. The result
{12), in particular, is not expected to hold in the present context, because it w ill be replaced
by the new el equation resulting from the varation of ! ®. W e also cbserve that the eld
strength F ! is de ned as usual for the gauge potential A ', while the covariant derivative D

rem ains the sam g, as long as it does not m est a u, Index, otherw ise (@s In {_:3)),therejsan

extra tem from the A -connection in u,, in plem ented by
Cox A" : 25)

For reasons which will be discussed shortly, we will assum e that the $ is covariantly con-—
stant, namely wewillsst D 2 = 0 in {3) (thismay be viewed as analogous to the D € = 0
In conventional general relativiy, inposed there as the zero-torsion constraint. Then, the
indicated as in aghary part of the torsion in 1)) vanishes dentically if

K2rP= 2 F: 26)

Re ecting upon the structure of 22), we see that a YangM ills sector associated with F can
be expected to em erge autom atically as part of the E instein-H ibert action w ritten for R,
realizing that, we w ill see the space-tin e m etric g, transform ed by the vierbein ¢ into gry as

I
32 G
? S —g 9 27)



up to an overall factor speci ed by the param eter g. T he latter w ill, in fact, tum out to be the
gauge coupling, which will cbviously deviate from a constant to the extend that D 3 = 0 is
viclated. Such deviations would, In any case, be negligble at energies below those associated
w ith the epoch of hom ogenization of the universe. M oreover, to secure correct relative signs
In the YangM ills sector, the signature ofgry must be 15 @llplises), attainablewih a W ik
rotation’ of ( to i o, hermafter rede ned as , by which allour results rem ain form ally intact.

W earenow ready to w rite down the E instein-H ibert action n M * w ith the curvature tensor
©2) . D ropping the in aginary surface tem and the gauge- xing tem s (which, however, would
be of in portance for quantization aswell as for certain topologicale ects discussed In the last
Section), we end up wih three contrbutions. The 1rst one is precisely the E instein-H ibert
action (1) written or R® @which includes a com ological constant, as m entioned), cbviously
associated w ith the gravitational sector. T he second one gives the Yang-M ills action (W ith the
correct relative sign when considered asa source orgraviy) ofthe unbroken SU 2) U (1) gauge
theory. The third contribution describes a st of novel gravity-induced electrow eak processes.
W e will om it the details of this calculation because they can be fully recovered from the case
w ith spontaneous breaking of the gauge sym m etry, to which we now tum.

5 Spontaneous breaking of the gauge sym m etry

Let us recall a fundam ental symm etry of the E nstein-H ibert action (), by which the latter

ram alns nvariant if the connection ! ., is changed by any 1-form  to
!ab ! !ab_l_ g_ab: (28)

If is real, aswe will assum e, this special kind of a profctive transform ation is known as
Einstein’s transfom ation [[}]. O bviously, the new connection viclatesm etricity as

Daw= 2 Qui 29)

which apparently is the reason why -transfomm ations have rarely been used in recent tin es
(see, however, [9}]) . Thus unoovered, a degeneracy of the vacuum exists in the sense that the
sam e E instein-H ibert action ) describes not only the symm etric vacuum ' M * corresponding
to = 0, but equally well any other vacuum M % with any 6 0. Remarkably enough,
if we repeat the construction of the previous section not in M  but rather in M *, then the
gauge symm etry of the YangM ills sector is broken. Conform ing to standard termm inology, we
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m ay characterize the breaking as spontaneous. The m agnitude of this breaking is directly

proportional to the scale of whidh, at the outset, has nothing to do w ith the P lanck scale.
To see explicitly how thismechanisn works, we w ill repeat the steps leading to 22), but

now wem ust com plexify starting w ith the connection €8) forthe vacuum M *. In other words,

instead of %, we m ust em ploy the connection
L3P= 14 g™+ K (P (30)

In this expression we have anticipated that the contorsion will change Whilk retainning its
antisym m etry), as it indeed does described by

K, €= ;5 F7+ ~A7 (31)

Ty = T+ ~e*+ 17~k .,%, ;i ~na’+i0° (32)
1 1
R® = R¥+¢™ K, K P+ Ecaﬁ’;“()% v TEabpalApT+ 0% (33)

where we have de ned

0?2 ;D 3~nav+ P74+ 2 ~n7 4K 3N (34)
1
o DK P y T2+ %)~ n7: (35)
The above expressions coviously reduce to @1,22) at the = 0 lini. The m ost prom inent

di erence between the two sets is the already noted presence of the term proportionalto in
31). It is precisely this term which w ill give m asses to the gauge bosons, aswe w ill see In the
next section. The com ponents of K  $° can be calculated explicitly from (1), ifwe also take
into account the speci c value orthe { introduced in €0). The result of this calculation is

2K ( yape = cos#y Cape + sin#y Sares (36)
Care= 02 Fot WA A + o F2+ a2 Al o Fo+ A2 A2 ; @37
Sarc = ja Fa+ A2 AL + 4 FL+ A2 A e Foo+ A AL ;0 (38)

wherefrom we m ay recover, if needed, the explicit values for the com ponents of K 2° by setting
= 0. W e thus have at our digposal everything we need to nd explicitly the classical action
of the theory.
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A galn dropping the In agihary surface and gauge- xIng tem s (essentially the O tem s In

32,33)), we obtain the E instein-H ibert action
Z
1
I ——  ROm" E~¢& 39
()EH 2 G oy ( ) 39)
expressed as

I()EH = M4LEH+LYM +ng+Lmass: (40)
The rst contrbution in 40) describes the gravitational sector w ith

1
Les = 3o o Ra” @~ e); @1)

reproducing precisely the action ). The second contrbution gives the Yang-M ills action for
the SU 2) U (1) gauge ed with

|
Lozzgfw F oabFe?b+ szg#w JabFa]O Qrelrnre; (42)
and the indicated couplings. The third contrbution is too long (to be In good taste and
context), so i willbe descrbed only form ally as
Loo= 5 qeSih TRIAL s (T F RIS ¢ e _utdn £ Y falnl: @)
It predicts a novel kind of electroweak processes nduced by graviy We will call them gravi-
toweak) which are in fact oftwo generic types. The st one nvolves couplings of the order of
g and L? (the P lanck scale cancels out in view of £7)). The second type, described by the
last temn In {43), is at a much higher scale, roughly given by the geom etric mean of L (the
electroweak breaking scale) and the P lanck scale, namely at about 10'°G ev. Th general, the
couplings (@nd scattering am plitudes) speci ed by them atrices S;T;U are fully calculable, but
the explicit treeJdevel predictions which are thus avaibbl w illbem eaningfulonly afterthe A ;’s
have been rotated to physical states. This rotation willbe e ected by  {, the diagonalizer of
them assm atrix M 15, the Jatter specifying the last contrbution in ¢Q) as
Lnass = éM w(i g )APAld r et r e r el 44)
M 15 is fully expressble in temm softheparam eters ; ; and #; (L isthescaleof ), which fully
determ ine the sym m etry-breaking pattem, aswe w ill see in the next section. T he contribution

Lyw =

42) can be viewed as a gravitational substitute for the H iggs sector. The htter is hereby
abrogated because we have no option on the spontaneous breaking of the gauge symm etry
presented In this section: it is in posed by the geom etry and the only existing freedom is in the
choice of the scale and ordentation of
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6 Relevance to the electrow eak interaction

W ith the generic m ixing introduced by €0), the m ass m atrix as de ned by ©@4) tums out to
be

Mg = Sﬁ(zgab) 2 b) COF #y ;

(45)

|
—
N

Q2

o

[\

o
%[\)
.

=

a b

M ore explicit values w ill cbviously depend on the particular choice of . For exam ple, we can
orient (without loss of generality) to lie In the ( ¢; 1) plne as

s e i+ kD) (46)
L 32 G

0, wih L and the ratio k=] (or }; =1) as two independent real constant param eters, we have

2 2 12
2= aa=]0;]1 ﬁ;fq Tsin®#y + L oo #y : a7)

From (346), we nd forthemassm atrix and its diagonalizer

]foosz #W :Igll S:ln#w COS#W 0 0
B : 2 2
_ B  lblhshi#y costy ¥ sin” #y 0 0 )
M=% 0 0 P sin® #y 0 5% “8)
0 0 P sin® #y
0 . 1
b=k ) sin#y L=k )cos#y 0 O
s B Gl)ooshy (=L )sn#y 0 0E o)
T e 0 0 1 0&°
0 0 01
Taking also into account the scake from  {44), we obtain the m ass spectrum
m§=0;m§=g2L2 mé;m§=m§=g2Lzsm2#W mg ; (50)
obviously acquired by the physical bosons
B = isjn#w A%+ ioos#W A'; 7 = ioos#W 204 g #y AT, WP =A% W =A°:
W & % &
(1)
Wecan trade L formy (orm gy ) and i =1 (or 1=L) for the positive param eter
!
m? ooy  Lsin®dy + Boohy w0 52)
m 2 (2 + 2)tan? #y ltan#y
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so that, ©llow ng the = 1 choice (see, however, llow Ing rem arks), we recover precisely the
m ass goectrum of the standard electroweak m odel. One m ay now proceed to fiillly determ ine
the gravitoweak sector given by {43), which however is beyond our present scope and willbe
exam Ined elsew here.

Tt m ay have been already notioced that our construction carries certain aspects ofa K aluza—
K Jein setting B]. These could be pro tably exploited in spite of cbvious fiindam entaldi erences
In din ensionality orthe fact that P isnot necessarily an isom etry group (@lthough it isexpected
to be s0 asym ptotically, eg., In m odels which attain the hom ogenization m entioned earlier).
In any case, there seam s to be no obstruction n applying existing m ethods to obtain results
such as the quantization ofthe electric charge and the com putability of g,#y , [J]1. A s related
to that, we may already dem onstrate in the present context an elgant formulation of the
generalized m nin al coupling prescription, which isprecisely carrded by e, (the dualofe®) and
autom atically assigns the correct charges to the electroweak gauge bosons. For an explicit
expression et us assum e that the in agihary part ofe® in (15) is sm all so that, to Iowest order

In h, we have

+ 1l Pa%)e,; (53)

where we should actually rotate the A; to the physical states {51). To better recognize this
resul, onem ay convert to holonom ic co-ordinates and disregard the non-abelian contributions.
Then, (53) further reduces to the electrom agneticm inin al coupling prescription @,  ieA ., with
the electric charge e em exging through the identi cation of the relevant charge operator.

7 D iscussion and conclusions

Shortly after its discovery as a possble spacetin e symm etry, the de Sitter group has been
repeatedly advocated as an option superior com pared to the Poincare group []]. Here we have
seen that the com plexi ed gauging of the de Sitter group, abeit wih its algebra expressed
in the particular basis () for the isom orphic P, has uncovered a uni ed description of the
graviationaland electrow eak interactions (cf. also comm ents at thebegining of section 2). The
construction is xed by lessthan ve adjistable param eters (@t best only the two scales) am ong
the G;g;my ;#w ; - W e have seen that the known association of graviy w ith the generators
ofthe Lorentz group L hasbeen retained, whilk the , have been unigquely associated w ith the
electroweak Interaction. O ur ndings o er new theoretical perspectives and predictions w hich
apparently could upgrade general relativity as well as the standard electroweak m odel. The
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In plied programm e is obviously vast so we will only list what appear at the mom ent as is
m apr agoects, also to be thought of as testing grounds on its worthiness.

T o the extend that one can isolate gravity, E Instein’s theory rem ainsunchanged exept forone
m a prissue, nam ely the dram atic reduction ofthe In m ense body ofallpossible gllaltopologies
1] to just P=L. Einstein’s equations (possbly wih the addition of appropriate extemal
sources) w ill still have to be solved, and even the asym ptotic— atness boundary conditionsm ay
certainly retain most (out not all) of their practical applicability, eg., for an isolated local
source. Clearly however, solutions w ith topology consistent to that of P =L Which includes
severalm odelsw ith B ianchitype symm etry [11}]) would be of special interest w ithin the present
context. Transcending the gravitational sector, novele ects are expected such as those related
to violations of m etricity and to alterations of the general relativistic junction conditions on
the surface of appropriately chosen sources. T he form er should be observable through tests for
violation of the principle of equivalence, expected to be positive if their accuracy exoeeds one
part in 10*7 (the ratio of the electroweak to the P Janck scale). T he second type uncovers a new
generation of A haronov-Bohm -lke e ects and a novel insight for the B Jackett e ect, as already
discussed in a related context [2].

Our ndings also provide a uni cation of the electroweak sector when considered by itself.
T he association ofthe group generatorsw ith a space-tim e vierbein (which could o eran elegant
explanation ofthe origin and unigqueness ofthe SU 2) U (1) choice) is in no way contradicted
by any rigorous resul In the C olem an-M andula theoram , but it does supply a counterexam pl
to som e fiindam ental assum ptions therein [B]. The gravitoweak sector involves, as we have
Seen, tw o types of gravity-induced electroweak interactionsw ith couplings at a low (essentially
elkectroweak) scak and at an interm ediate scake of about 10'°G ev.

On ma®r open issues, we note that the m odi cations in the commutation relations @),
eg. the association of the [ ;; (o] with a Lorentz boost along j, will be clari ed once the
representations of P w ith the related kinem atics etc.) have been worked out in fiill detail.
W e also note that the predicted absence of a H iggs sector, congruous as i m ay be with cur-
rent doubts, w ill expose the electroweak sector to contam nation by the renom alization and
quantization in passes for gravity, possibly m ade worse by uniarity problem s. Contrdbutions
to the latter could also com e from the G oldstoneboson analogue expected from the symm etry
breaking: although E instein’s -transfom ation is an Invariance of the classical vacuum , it does
contribute w ith surface and gauge tem s, as seen from G3).

Such contributions can also be expected from term s in B2-33) (eg. the O ’s) which were
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dropped in the classicalaction @Q). O n the other hand, the sam e tem s seem to convey a welth
of topological con gurations and novel e ects, including the classical ones m entioned above.
A dditional (@nd possbly exploitable) novel agoects m ay be item ized as follows: the simplk
group P replacing the (essentially responsible for the m entioned im passes) P y; novel insight
on the CPT theorem and chiralbehavior, or on spin and space-tinm e paralkelizability, through
their association (togetherw ith the electrow eak bosons) w ith the globally de ned #-fram e EL:&'];
the uncovered gravitow eak processes and novel e ects; the rigorous foundation of them inim al
coupling prescription o ered by e,; the expected predictability and protection of the g;#y ,

= 1 values; and the hereby anticipated explanation ofD irac’s largenum ber concture. W e

nally note the rather unexpected (and certainly peculiar) synthesis of severalm a prtheoretical
aspects: grand-uni cation with P (albeit geom etrical); superseding of the C olem an-M andula
theoram (W ithout supersymm etry); spontaneous breaking of the gauge symm etry W ithout
Higgs elds); com plexi cation @ ithout com plex or tw istor structures @:]); and K aluzaX lein
aspects (W ithout extra din ensions!). Amusihg as it m ay be, this assortm ent m ay also supply
options to be further pursued.
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