1303.3180v1 [physics.gen-ph] 9 Mar 2013

arxXiv

Is there an inertia due to the supersymmetry
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We derive a standard Lorentz code (SLC) of motion by exploring rigid double transformations
of, so-called, master space-induced supersymmetry (MS-SUSY), subject to certain rules. The renor-
malizable and actually finite flat-space field theories with Ny,qz = 4 supersymmetries in four dimen-
sions, if only such symmetries are fundamental to nature, yield the possible extension of Lorentz
code (ELC), at which the SLC violating new physics appears. In the framework of local MS-SUSY,
we address the inertial effects. We argue that a space-time deformation of MS is the origin of inertia
effects that can be observed by us. We go beyond the hypothesis of locality. This allows to improve
the relevant geometrical structures referred to the noninertial frame in Minkowski space for an arbi-
trary velocities and characteristic acceleration lengths. This framework furnishes justification for the
introduction of the weak principle of equivalence, i.e., the universality of free fall. The implications
of the inertia effects in the more general post-Riemannian geometry are briefly discussed.

PACS numbers: 11.30.Pb, 12.60.Jv, 11.30.Cp, 04.65.4+€

I. INTRODUCTION

The principle of inertia, whose origin can be traced back to the works developed by Galileo [1] and Newton [2], is one
of the fundamental principles of the classical mechanics. This governs the uniform motion of a body and describes how
it is affected by applied forces. The universality of gravitation and inertia attribute to the geometry but as having a
different natures. However, despite the advocated success of general relativity (GR), the problem of inertia stood open
and that this is still an unknown exciting problem to be challenged. The inertia effects cannot be in full generality
identified with gravity within GR as it was proposed by Einstein in 1918 [3], because there are many experimental
controversies to question the validity of such a description, for details see e.g. |4] and references therein. The model
discussed in the latter illustrates the problems of inertia effects, but it also hints at a possible solution. We will not be
concerned with the actual details of this model here, but only use it as a backdrop to explore first the SLC in a new
perspective of rigid double transformations of, so-called, master space-induced supersymmetry (MS-SUSY), subject
to certain rules. The theories with extended N,,,, = 4 supersymmetries, namely N = 4 super-Yang-Mills theories, if
only such symmetries are fundamental to nature, lead to the model of ELC in case of the apparent violations of SLC,
the possible manifestations of which arise in a similar way in all particle sectors. We show that in the ELC-framework
the propagation of the superluminal particle could be consistent with causality, and give a justification of forbiddance
of Vavilov-Cherenkov radiation/or analog processes in vacuum. However, we must be careful about the physical
relevance of the standard theory of extended supersymmetry which does not allow for chiral fermions, and that its
spectrum in no way resembles that of the observed in nature [12]. Consequently, in the framework of local MS-SUSY,
we address the accelerated motion, while, unlike gravitation, a curvature of space-time now arises entirely due to the
inertial properties of the Lorentz-rotated frame of interest, i.e. a fictitious gravitation which can be globally removed
by appropriate coordinate transformations. The only source of graviton and gravitino, therefore, is the acceleration
of a particle. This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we explain our idea of what is the MS. In
section 3, we give a hard look at MS. The MS-SUSY is dealt with in section 4. In section 5, the complementary
approach is developed where the SLC and ELC are derived. More about the accelerated motion is said in section
6, this time in the presence of the local MS-SUSY. In section 7 we briefly discuss the inertia effects. We go then
beyond the hypothesis of locality in subsections A-C. We compute the improved metric and other relevant geometrical
structures in noninertial system of arbitrary accelerating and rotating observer in Minkowski space-time. The case
of semi-Riemann background space V; is studied in subsection D, whereas we give justification for the introduction
of the weak principle of equivalence (WPE) on the theoretical basis, which establishes the independence of free-fall
trajectories of the internal composition and structure of bodies. The implications of the inertial effects in the more
general post-Riemannian geometry are briefly discussed in subsection E. The concluding remarks are presented in
section 8. We will be brief and often ruthlessly suppress the indices without notice. Unless otherwise stated we take
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natural units, h = c = 1.

II. PRELIMINARIES: A FIRST GLANCE AT MS

With regard now to our original question as to the understanding of the physical processes that underly the motion,
we tackle the problem in the framework of quantum field theory. Let us consider functional integrals for a quantum-
mechanical system with one degree of freedom. Denote by z(t) the position operator in the Heisenberg picture, and
by |z,t > its eigenstates. The probability amplitude that a particle which was at = at time ¢ will be at point 2’ at
time #', also called the Schwinger transformation function for these points, is F(z't'; xt) =< 2't’ |xt >. For a particle
moving through the two infinitesimally closed points of original space, this in somehow or other implies the elementary
act consisting of the annihilation of a particle at the point x and time ¢t and, subsequently, its creation at the point z’
and time ¢’. The particle can move with different velocities which indicates to existence of the intermediate, so-called,
motion state. Then the annihilation of a particle at point z and time ¢ can intuitively be understood as the transition
from the initial state |z,¢ > to the intermediate motion state, |z, >, yet unknown, where z(t) represent atomic
element of idealized motion point event. Meanwhile, the creation of a particle at infinitesimally closed final point z’
and time ¢’ means the subsequent transition from the intermediate motion state, |z, >, to the final state, |/, ¢ >.
So, the Schwinger transformation function for two infinitesimally closed points is written in terms of annihilation and
creation processes of a particle as

F(:C't';:vt):/dg<x't'|§§><§§|xt>. (1)

It should be emphasized that since we do not understand the phenomenon of motion, then here it must suffice to
expect that the state functions |z,¢ > and |z, ¢ > are quite different. Therefore, the intermediate motion state, |z,t >,
can be defined on say motion space, M, the points z(t) of which are all the motion atomic elements, (z(t) € M). To
express Schwinger transformation function, F', as a path integral, we divide the finite time interval into n+ 1 intervals:
t=to,t1,...,tnt1 =1'; tx =to+ ke, where € can be made arbitrarily small by increasing n. In the limit n — oo, by
virtue of (), F becomes an operational definition of the path integral. Hence, in general, in addition to background
4D Minkowski space My, also a background motion space M, or say master space, MS (= M) is required. So, we
now conceive of the two different spaces M4 and MS, where the geometry of MS is a new physical entity, with degrees
of freedom and a dynamics of its own. The above example (Il) imposes a constraint upon MS that it was embedded
in M, as an indispensable individual companion to the particle, without relation to the other matter. In going into
practical details, we further adopt the model discussed recently in reference [4], which illustrates the problems of
inertia effects, but it also hints at a possible solution. In accord, MS is not measurable directly, but it was argued
that a deformation (also see |5]) of MS is the origin of inertia effects that can be observed by us. In general case of 3D
motion in My, following [4], a flat MS is the 2D Minkowski space M , (see next section). In deriving the final step,
we should compare and contrast the particle states of quantum fields defined on the background spaces My and M 5,
forming a basis in the Hilbert space. It is quite clear that the following properties, being the essence of the chain of
transformations () for the finite time interval, hold:

1. There should be a particular way of going from each point x;_1(t;—1) € My to the intermediate motion point
z;_1(t,_1) € M, and back x;(t;) € My, such that the net result of each atomic double transformations is as if we had
operated with a space-time translation on the original space My. So, the symmetry we are looking for must mix the
particle quantum states during the motion in order to reproduce the central relationship between the two successive
transformations of this symmetry and the generators of space-time translations. Namely, the subsequent operation of
two finite transformations will induce a translation in space and time of the states on which they operate.

2. These successive transformations induce in M, the inhomogeneous Lorentz group, or Poincaré group, and that
a unitary linear transformation |z,¢ >— U (A, a)|z,t > on vectors in the physical Hilbert space.

Thus, the underlying algebraic structure of this symmetry generators closes with the algebra of translations on
the original space M, in a way that it can then be summarized as a non-trivial extension of the Poincaré group
algebra, including the generators of translations. The only symmetry possessing such properties is the supersymmetry
(SUSY), see e.g. [6]-|23], which is accepted as a legitimate feature of nature, although it has never been experimentally
observed. Certainly we now need to modify the standard theory to have MS-SUSY, involving a superspace which is
an enlargement of a direct sum of background spaces My @ M , by the inclusion of additional fermion coordinates.
Thereby an attempt will be made to treat the wuniform motion of a particle as a complex process of the global (or
rigid) MS-SUSY double transformations. Namely a particle undergoes to an infinite number of successive transitions
from My to M 5 and back going permanently through fermion-boson transformations, which can be interpreted as its
creation and annihilation processes occurring in My or M ,. We derive the Lorentz code of motion in terms of spinors
referred to MS. This allows to introduce the physical finite time interval between two events, as integer number of



the duration time of atomic double transition of a particle from M, and back. While all the particles are living on
My, their superpartners can be viewed as living on M ,.

III. A HARD LOOK AT MS

Following [4], we assume that a flat MS is the 2D Minkowski space:
_pl
My =Ry @R (2)

The ingredient 1D-space R}, is spanned by the coordinates 7. The following notational conventions are used
throughout this paper: all magnitudes related to the space M , will be underlined. In particular, the underlined
lower case Latin letters m,n, ... = (&) denote the world indices related to M ,. The metric in M, is

g=g(e,, e,) 0™ ®I*", (3)

where 9™ = dn™ is the infinitesimal displacement. The basis
two real null vectors:

€,, at the point of interest in M , is consisted of the

e £2) =< £y 5= 0mae Coma)= (1 0). (@)
The norm, id = di), given in the basis @) reads id = ed = em ® 9™, where id is the tautological tensor field of type
(1,1), e is a shorthand for the collection of the 2-tuplet (§(+), g(_)), and ¥ = (%Et; > . We may equivalently use a
temporal ¢° € T' and a spatial ¢' € R! variables ¢"(¢°, ¢*)(r = 0, 1), such that
M,=R'oT. (5)
The norm, ¢d, now can be rewritten in terms of displacement, dq", as
id =dj = ey ®dq® + e; ® dq', (6)

where ey and e; are, respectively, the temporal and spatial basis vectors:

_ 1 o
€= (Q(Jr) +Q(*)) o G1= 5 (§(+) - Q(,)) ,
10 (7)
2(67‘7 65) =< €r, €g >= Ors, (OT‘S) = 0 —1 .

The M 5-companion is smoothly (injective and continuous) embedded in the My. Suppose the position of the particle
in the background M, space is specified by the coordinates 2™ (s) (m = 0,1,2,3)(z? = t) with respect to the axes of
the inertial system S(4). Then, a smooth map f: M, — M, is defined to be an immersion- an embedding which
is a function that is a homeomorphism onto its image:

L = % (77(+) + 77(*)) =t q¢'= % (,7(+) _ 77(*)) = |4. (8)

To motivate why is the MS two dimensional, we note that only two dimensional constructions of real null vectors ()
are allowed as the basis at given point in MS, which can be embedded in the (3+1)-dimensional spacetime. This
theory is mathematically somewhat similar to the more recent membrane theory, so the M , can be viewed as 2D
space living on the 4D world sheet. Given the inertial frame S(4) in My, we may define the corresponding inertial
frame S(2) used by the non-accelerated observer for the position ¢" of a free particle in flat M ,. Thereby the time
axes of the two systems S(3) and Sy coincide in direction and that the time coordinates are taken the same, @ =t
For the case at hand,

dn™® dg* .
v = p :%(1:&%), Vg = goo = |0] = |

g

B 9)

So the particle may be viewed as moving simultaneously in My and M ,. Hence, given the inertial frames S(4), Sé "t
S&),... in My, in this manner we may define the corresponding inertial frames S(y), 562), 52’2),... in M>. Suppose the
elements of the Hilbert space can be generated by the action of field-valued operators ¢(z) (x(z), A(x)) (x € My),



where x(x) is the Weyl fermion and A(zx) is the complex scalar bosonic field defined on My, and accordingly, of
field-valued operators ¢(n) (x(n), A(n)) (n € M,), where x(n) is the Weyl fermion and A(n) is the complex scalar
bosonic field defined on M 5, on a translationally invariant vacuum:
|z >= ()]0 >, |z1,22 >= d(x1)p(22)|0 > referring to My,
I >= )]0 >, |n1,m2 >= ¢(n)P(n2)|0 > referring to M ,,

etc. The displacement of the field takes the form
P21 + @2) = €122 P p(ay) e 102" P (g + 1) = €2 P p(y ) 72 P (11)

where P,, = iy, is the generator of translations on quantum fields ¢(z), and P m = 10, is the generator of translations
on quantum fields ¢(n) = ¢(t, ¢"). According to the embedding map (B), the relation between the fields ¢(z) and ¢(n)

can be given by the a proper orthochronous Lorentz transformation. For a field of spin-g , the general transformation
law reads

(10)

S - o\ B
G (a') = M,? 93(2) = exp (307" Snn),” 05(x) = exp (—ifl- § =i &) ~ 65(a), (12)

where § is the rotation angle about an axis 7 (55 01i), and ('is the boost vector ¢ = &,-tan h ™! 3, provided &, = o/ |0,
B=|vl/c, 0" = (1/2)e¥* 0 (i,4,k =1,2,3), and ¢ = 6 = —°. The antisymmetric tensor S, = —Spm, satisfying
the commutation relations of the SL(2.C), is the (finite-dimensional) irreducible matrix representations of the Lie
algebra of the Lorentz group, and « and (8 label the components of the matrix representation space, the dimension
of which is related to the spin S = (1/2)e* S}, of the particle. The spin S generates three-dimensional rotations

in space and the K = S% generate the Lorentz-boosts. The fields of spin-zero (S = K = 0) scalar field A(z) and
spin-one A™(x), corresponding to the (1/2.1/2) representation, transform under a general Lorentz transformation as

A(n) = A(z), spin 0; A™(n) = A", A"(x), spin 1, (13)
where the Lorentz transformation is written as
A" (M) = 3 Tr (oMo MY) (14)

provided, 0™ = (I2,5), & are Pauli spin matrices. A two-component (1/2,0) Weyl fermion x(z) transforms under
Lorentz transformation, in accord to embedding map (8], as

xs(x) — x () = (Mg)," xp(z), @, f=1,2 (15)
where the rotation matrix is given as
MR — ei%a2026i%a303' (16)
The matrix Mg corresponds to the rotation of an hermitian 2 x 2 matrix p"o,,:
Py om = Mrp"o, M}, (17)

by the angles 03 and 63 about the axes m3 and no, respectively, where the standard momentum is p" =
m(ch3, shf3sinf cos b3, shBsinbysinfz, shfcosbz), and p}' is p;* = m(chp, 0, 0, shf3). According to (I3)), a two-

component (0,1/2) Weyl spinor field is denoted by xP (2), and transforms as
) — x4m) = (MpH)'% (@), @.p=1,2 (18)

where we have used (M T)’é 5 = (M) dB . The so-called ’dotted’ indices have been introduced to distinguish the (0,1/2)
representation from the (1/2,0) representation. The bar over the spinor is a convention that this is the (0,1/2)-
representation. The infinitesimal Lorentz transformation matrices for the (1/2,0) and (0, 1/2) representations,

M~ —20-6-4C-6, for(L,0;, (M W)~l—1i6.5+1C-7 for (0,3) (19)

give S™" = ¢™" for the (1/2,0) representation and S™" = ™" for the (0,1/2) representation, where the bilinear
covariants that transform as a Lorentz second-rank tensor read

(O.mn)a = %(U(Td Gnas _ 020‘4 6.mdﬁ)7 (5mn)d¢6 = %’(57710}04 UZB _ gnao 0.21[3)7 (20)

provided ™ = (I; —37), (Um*)a,é =0 and (6™ *)dﬁ — gmBa



IV. MS-SUSY

As alluded to above, a creation of a particle in M 5 means its transition from M, to M 5, while an annihilation
of a particle in M , means vice versa. The same interpretation holds for the creation and annihilation processes in
My. Since all fermionic and bosonic states, taken together, form a basis in the Hilbert space, the basis vectors in the
Hilbert space, therefore, can be written in the form |n,, ny > or |ny, n ¢ >, where the boson and fermion occupation

numbers are ny or n;, (=0, 1,...,00) and ny or n ; (= 0,1). So, we may construct the quantum operators, (qf, QT) and
(q, g), which replace bosons by fermions and fermions by bosons, respectively,

q" ny, ng>— |ny—1,ng+1> qlny, ng>— |n,+1,nf—1>, (21)
and that
gT|nb,Qf>—>|nb—1,@f+1>, g|nb,nf>—>|nb+1,nf—1>. (22)

This framework combines bosonic and fermionic states on the same footing, rotating them into each other under the
action of operators ¢ and g. Consider two pairs of creation and annihilation operators (b%, b) and (fT, f) for bosons

and fermions, respectively, referred to the background space My, as well as (QT, b) and (f ff ) for bosons and fermions,

respectively, related to the background master space M ,. Putting two operators in one B = (b or b) and F = (f or
f), the canonical quantization rules can be written most elegantly as

[BvBT]:l; {FvFT}:1§ [BvB]:[BTvBT]:{FvF}:

{(F', F'Yy = B, F] = [B, F!] = [B, F] = [B, F1] = 0, (23)

where we note that 6;;6%(p—§') and §;;6°(p, — Py,) are the unit element 1 of the convolution product *, and according
to embedding map (§) we have p, = £[p] and p, = £|p’|. The operators q and ¢ can be constructed as

' =aqbft, 9= b'f, ¢t=awbf, g=qd'f (24)
So, we may refer the action of the supercharge operators ¢ and ¢’ to the background space My, having applied in the
chain of following transformations of fermion x (accompanied with the auxiliary field F' as it will be seen later on) to
boson A, defined on M :
Respectively, we may refer the action of the supercharge operators g and gT to the M 5, having applied in the chain of
following transformations of fermion x (accompanied with the auxiliary field I') to boson A, defined on the background
space My:

T L L R L i (26)
Written in one notation, @ = (¢ or g), the operators (24) become

Q=qB'F=(qorq), QF=qyBF=(q"orql). (27)
Due to nilpotent fermionic operators F? = (F1)? = 0, the operators @ and Q1 also are nilpotent: Q? = (Q7)? = 0.

Hence, the quantum system can be described in one notation by the selfadjoint Hamiltonian H = (H, = {q', q} or
H, = {QT, q}), and that the generators () and Q' satisfy an algebra of anticommutation and commutation relations:

H={Q", Q}>0; [H,Q]=[H, Q=0 (28)
This is a sum of Hamiltonian of bosonic and fermionic noninteracting oscillators, which decouples, for Q) = ¢, into
Hy=q§ "0+ f1f) = a3 00+ 3) + a3 (fTf — 5) = Hy + Hy, (29)

or, for = g, into

Hy =3 (0Tb+ fTf) = a3 070+ ) + a3 (f1f — 5) = Hy+ Hy, (30)



with the corresponding energies:
Ey=qd(mp+3)+a@3(ny— %), Eg=aq (m+3)+q3(ny— 3) (31)

This formalism manifests its practical and technical virtue in the proposed algebra (28], which becomes more clear
in a normalization gy = \/m:

{Qf, @t =2m; {Q,Q}={Q", Q"}=0. (32)

The latter has underlying algebraic structure of the superalgebra for massive one-particle states in the rest frame of
N =1 SUSY theory without central charges, see e.g. |6]-]23]. This is rather technical topic, and it requires care to do
correctly. In what follows we only give a brief sketch. The extension of the MS-SUSY superalgebra (82]) in general
case when p = id # 0 in My or pg = i0y # 0 in M ,, and assuming that the resulting motion of a particle in My
is governed by the Lorentz symmetries, the MS-SUSY algebra can then be summarized as a non-trivial extension
of the Poincaré group algebra thus of the commutation relations of the bosonic generators of four momenta and six
Lorentz generators referred to My. Moreover, if there are several spinor generators Q' with i = 1,..., N - theory with
N —extended supersymmetry, can be written as a graded Lie algebra (GLA) of SUSY field theories, with commuting
and anticommuting generators:

{Qala Qﬂj}:{Qlda Qjﬂ}:O7 [p’rﬁap’fl]:o

Here o) = (1/2)(0° & 03), and in order to trace a maximal resemblance in outward appearance to the standard
SUSY theories, we set one notation m = (m if Q =g, or m if @ = g), nosum over 7, and as before the indices
a and & go over 1 and 2. So for both supercharges, ¢ and g, we get a supersymmetric models, respectively:

{02, @ 4} =267 0 pms [P 40" = [Py @ 4] = 0, (34)
{qal7 qﬁj} = {qla‘u q]ﬁ} = 0; [pma pn] = 0.

and
{4, Tst =207 0g5 pmi [Pm> 4] = P, @6l =0, (35)

{a0:97Y =120 @} =05 [Pm, pu] = 0.
For the self-contained arguments, we should emphasize the crucial differences between the MS-induced SUSY and the
standard theories as follows:
1) The standard theory can be realized only as a spontaneously broken symmetry since the experiments do not show
elementary particles to be accompanied by superpartners with different spin but identical mass. The MS-SUSY, in
contrary, can only be realized as an unbroken supersymmetry.
2) In the standard theory, the Q’s operate on the fields defined on the single My space. It is why the result of a
Lorentz transformation in My followed by a supersymmetry transformation is different from that when the order of
the transformations is reversed [12]. But, in the MS-SUSY theory, the Q’s (([24)), (1)) operate on the fields defined
on both My and M , spaces, fulfilling a transition of a particle between these spaces (My = M ,). So after a Lorentz
transformation in My followed by a supersymmetry transformation (which, as we shall see below, now results to
uniform motion of a particle with initial constant velocity) we have a particle moving with changed constant velocity.
We obtain the same result if we reverse the order of the transformations, namely a Lorentz transformation changes
the initial velocity and a supersymmetry transformation followed by a Lorentz transformation just keep the uniform
motion with the changed velocity.

We shall forbear to write out further the unitary representations of supersymmetry, giving rise to the notion of
supermultiplets, as they are so well known. Also, unless otherwise stated we will not discuss the theories with N > 1,
because it is unlikely that they play any role in low-energy physics.

A. Wess-Zumino model

To obtain a feeling for this model we may consider first example of non-trivial linear representation of the MS-SUSY
algebra in analogy of the Wess-Zumino toy model [24], which has N = 1 and sy = 0, and contains two spin states of a
massive Majorana spinor 9 (x, x) and two complex scalar fields A(A, A) and auxiliary fields F(F, F), which provide



in supersymmetry theory the fermionic and bosonic degrees of freedom to be equal. This model is instructive because
it contains the essential elements of the MS-induced SUSY. Let us first introduce four additional, anticommuting

(Grassmann) parameters €*(£%, £*) and €*(£%, £€7):

{ev, Py ={ev, &} = {e*, &} =0, {e¥, Qp} =" = [pm, €] =0, (36)
which allow to write the algebra B3] (N = 1) in terms of commutators only:
[€Q, Q] = 2e0™epsm,  [eQ, €Q] = [Q€, Qe = [p™, €Q] = [p™, Qe =0. (37)

Here we have dropped the indices €Q = €*Q, and éQ = €,Q%. The infinitesimal supersymmetry transformations for
Q = q read

SeA = (Eq+£q) x A=V2€x,
dex = (Eq +£9) X X = iV20"EDm A + V2AF, (38)
0eF = (§q+£q) X F = iv/266™0mx;

and for () = g are in the form

0eA=(8q+£0) x A=V2¢x,
dex=(6q+Eq) x x =iV20mEA+ VAE, (39)
5 F=(Eq+&q) x F=ivV2£™m 0, X,

where according to ([I3)) A = A. The first relation in ([B3]) means that there should be a particular way of going
from one subspace (bosonic/fermionic) to the other and back, such that the net result is as if we had operator of
translation pys on the original subspace. Actually, it can be checked that the supersymmetry transformations close
supersymmetry algebra:

[661, 662]A = —2i(6107h€2 — Egdmél) O A, (40)

and likewise for 1 and F. In the framework of MS-SUSY theory, the Wess-Zumino model has the following La-
grangians:

EQ:q = ,CO + mﬁm, LQ:E = éo + mémv (41)
provided,
Lo = i0mxo™x + A'QA+ F*F, L, =AF+A*F*— Ly —1yy, (42)
Ly=i0nXo"x+ AOA+FF, L, =AF+A"F —1Ixx—1XX

where according to the embedding map [8), 0 =0 and A = A. Whereupon, the equations of motion for the Weyl
spinor ¥ and complex scalar A of the same mass m, are

i6™ O X + mx = 0, 10" O X +mX = 0,
F+mA* =0, or F+mA* =0, (43)
OA+mEF* =0, OA+mEF* =0.

(a) (0)

By virtue of (28) and (20]), respectively, (a) stands for @ = ¢ (referring to the motion of a fermion, x, in My) and
(b) stands for @ = g (so, of a boson, A, in Mj). Finally, the algebraic auxiliary field F can be eliminated to find

Lo=g = i0mX0" X = 30X +XX) + A'TDA - m’A"4, (44)
2

Lo—g = 10m X0 (XX +XX)+ATA—m?A* A.
B. General superfields

In the framework of standard generalization of the coset construction [25]-[30], we will take G = G4 x G4 to be the
supergroup generated by the MS-SUSY algebra (33]). Let the stability group H = H, x H, be the Lorentz group (as



to My and M ,), and we choose to keep all of G unbroken. Given G and H, we can construct the coset, G/H, by an
equivalence relation on the elements of G:  Q ~ Qh, where = Q, x Q € G and h = hy X hy € H, so that the
coset can be pictured as a section of a fiber bundle with total space, G, and fiber, H. So, the Maurer-Cartan form,
Q~1dQ, is valued in the Lie algebra of G, and transforms as follows under a rigid G transformation,

Q — gQh~, Q71dQ — R(QLd)R! — dh b, (45)

with g € G. Also we consider a superspace which is an enlargement of My @& M, (spanned by the coordinates
X™ = (2™, n™) by the inclusion of additional fermion coordinates ©% = (4%, §) and O4 = (04, 0,), as to (g, q),
respectively. But note that the relation between the two spinors # and @ should be derived further from the embedding
map (8) (see next section). These spinors satisfy the following relations:

{0°, 0P} = {04, 65} = {02, 0,} =0,

@™ 69 = [, 03] = 0, [, 0] = [p=, ] = 0. (46)

and ©%* = ©%. Points in superspace are then identified by the generalized coordinates z™ = (X™, 6%, ©4). In case
at hand we have then
Q(X, 0, 8) = ¢i(-X"Pn+0"Qa+64Q%) — Q,(z, 0, 8) x Q,(n, 0, 0), (47)
where we now imply a summation over m, etc., such that
Q(x, 0, 0) = ei(—wmpm-l-@aqa-i-éaljd), Q,(n, 0, 0) = Pl (- rm+0%g +0,3%) (48)
Supersymmetry transformation will be defined as a translation in superspace, specified by the group element
9(0, €, €) = ei(<"QateaQ™) — ¢ (0, £, &) x g, (0, £ 9= ei(E"aatEad®) o (i(E70,+E,3%) (49)

with corresponding anticommuting parameters e = (£ or §). To study the effect of supersymmetry transformations (43])
and h = 1, we consider

9(0, €, H QX, ©, O) = ei(e"QuteaQ™) (i~ X"pn+0"Qu+05Q%) (50)

The multiphcamon of two successive transformations can be computed with the help of the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorf
formula e?ef = eATB+1/2A Bl+ Hence the transformation (50) induces the motion

g(0, 6, QX™, 0,0) — (X" +iO0"E—icoc™O, O+¢ O+6), (51)
namely,
94(0 ,f,g)ﬂq(x, 0, é) (™ —l—z@amﬁ—zfamG 9—}—5,7 g) (52)
( 7§7§)Q (777 Q7Q) (77*4'290 g_lgo-me 9+§79+§)

The superfield ®(z™), which has a finite number of terms in its expansion in terms of © and © owing to their
anticommuting property, can be considered as the generator of the various components of the supermultiplets. We
will consider only a scalar superfield ®'(z™ /) = ®(2M), an infinitesimal supersymmetry transformation of which is
given as

6 D(2M) = (*Qq + EaQ%) x (M), (53)
Acting on this space of functions, the @ and @ can be represented as differential operators:
_ _0 - QQ & a _m &
Qa = 6= — 10",,0% 0, Q 6 — 10% BEB Orns (54)

where, as usual, the undotted/dotted spinor indices can be raised and lowered with a two dimensional undotted/dotted
e—tensors, and the anticommuting derivatives obey the relations

ef =48, S2-0°07 =507 -516°, (55)

6@0‘

and similarly for ©. In order to write the exterior product in terms of differential operators, one induces a new basis
as

e(z) = dZM e, (2), (56)



and that

DA = eAN(Z)@zLNa

(57)
where to be brief we left implicit the symbol A in writing of exterior product. The covariant derivative operators
Dy = iy, Do = 58+ +1i07,40%0, D* = 55—+ i@aa%aﬁdaﬁl, (58)

anticommute with the Q and Q

{Qav Dﬁ}:{Qaa Dﬁ}:{Qav Dﬁ}:{Qaa DQ}ZO, (59)
and satisfy the following structure relations:
{Da, Dd} = —ZiU%daﬁh {Da, Dg} = {Dd, Dﬁ} = 0. (60)
From (B8], we obtain
e&mzégi_A el = ean =0
e M= ‘egm = io”@@o‘g. eq“ = oH Cap = O‘ , (61)
e :Z@UQBE et =0 e% =05

where @ = (a or a), a=0,1,2,3; a=(+),(—). The supersymmetry transformations of the component fields can
be found using the differential operators (G8]). The covariant constraint

Dg®(2M) =0, (62)

which does not impose equations of motion on the component fields, defines the chiral superfield, ®. Under the
supersymmetry transformation (&II) the chiral field transforms as follows:

5¢® = (§q+ £q) x D = J¢ A(n) + V206ex(x) + 000 F(x) + - - - (63)

in case of () = ¢, and

5e®=(6q+Eq) x @ =106¢ A(x) + V205 x(n) + 006 F(n) + - -- (64)

in case of Q = ¢, where as before A(z) = A(n), and the supersymmetry transformations are decoupled to (B8]
and ([B9). Equations (G3) and (64) show that the chiral superfield contains the same component fields as the
Wess-Zumino model for MS-SUSY theory. The supervolume integrals of products of superfields constructed in the
superspace (2™, 6, §) will lead to the supersymmetric kinetic energy for the Wess-Zumino model

[ d*xd*0 o1, (65)
where the superspace Lagrangian reads

* ) oAm T oFM 66
F*F 4 50mXx0™X — X0 OmX], (66)

where JA = JA and 0, A" 0A = 0, A* 9™ A. Similarly, the supersymmetric kinetic energy for the Wess-Zumino
model constructed in the superspace (n, 6, 8) for MS-SUSY theory is

[ &nd'g o’ @, (67)
where the superspace Lagrangian is written down

DB =A" A+ +0000[14°
F'E+30ux02x—5x0™20

(68)

OA+ 10A*A - 19,4 0™ A+
m X

To complete the model, we also need superspace expressions for the masses and couplings, which can be easily found
in analogy of the standard theory, namely: 1) fermion masses and Yukawa couplings, (9?P/9.A2)1); and 2) the scalar
potential, V(A, A*) = |0P/0A|? where P = (1/2) m ®? + (1/3) A ®3 is the most general renormalizable interaction
for a single chiral superfield. Thereby, the auxiliary field equation of motion reads F* + (0P /9.A) = 0. Similarly, we
can treat the vector superfields, etc. Here we shall forbear to write them out as the standard theory is so well known.
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V. UNACCELERATED UNIFORM MOTION; A FOUNDATION OF SR

Let impose peculiar constraints upon the anticommuting spinors (¢, £) and (¢, £):

— *

=il £ =—ilil,, € =i0 &=—iTls, (69)
and write down the infinitesimal displacement arisen in M , as
Anﬂ:va:Qng—gamé, (70)

where the parameter 7 (= 7*) can physically be interpreted as the duration time of atomic double transition of a
particle from M,y to M , and back. So,

v = (0, §1 - §1 él)v v = i(0y §2 - §2 é2)’ (71)
and that
27?2 =) = (9, §1 -& 01)(0, §2 - & 0,) =46, 0,0, 8, > 0. (72)
Hance
v =1/20,0, >0, ) =+120,0,>0. (73)

According to embedding map (8), therefore, we may introduce the wvelocity of light (¢) in vacuum as maximum
attainable velocity for uniform motions of all the particles in the Minkowski background space, My:

= 550 +00) = V3 (8, 8 +0,8,) = V208 = const,

L0 — o) = VE (@0, — 08,) = +7] = const, [7] <. o

5

The spinors 6(8, §) and §(

[ , §) satisfy the embedding map [B), namely A¢® = Az® and Ag¢? = (AZ)?, so from (G2
we have
ané_—éaoéz o0& —¢000, (Qa?’é_—éagé)Q =(05&—€50)2. (75)
By virtue of (€9), the (78) reduces to
0,0,+0,0,=00=00, 0,0,—0,0,=+/3(~0000)"/* = +/309, (76)
where we use the following relations:
(0™ 0)(00™ ) = £ 0000 ™, (—0000)*/% = (0000)*/ = 64. (77)

So,

0,0, = 3(1%/3)00, 0,8, =11 \/3)00. (78)

Hence we conclude that the unaccelerated uniform motion of a particle in My is encoded in the spinors 8 and @ referred
to the master space M o, which is an individual companion to the particle of interest. Therefore, to account for the most
important two postulates constituting a foundation of SR, it would be necessary further to impose certain constraints
upon the constant Lorentz spinors 6. Lorentz invariance is a fundamental symmetry and refers to measurements of
ideal inertial observers that move uniformly forever on rectilinear timelike worldlines. In view of relativity of velocity
of a partlcle we are of course not limited to any partlcular spinor 6(¥), but can choose at will any other spinors Q’(z?),
0" (v"), ... relating respectively to velocities v/,v”, ..., whose functional dependence (transformational law) on the
original spinor §(?) is known. Of the various poss1ble transformations, we must consider for a validity of SR only
those which obey the following constraints:

c T v (79)
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According to first relation, we may introduce a notion of time, for the all inertial frames of reference S, S’, S”,..., we
have then standard Lorentz code (SLC)-relations: ° = ct, 2% =ct/, 2% = ct”,.... This is a second postulate
of SR (Einstein’s postulate) that the velocity of light (¢) in free space appears the same to all observers regardless
the relative motion of the source of light and the observer. By virtue of second relation and equations (@9), we may

derive the invariant interval between the two events defined in Minkowski spacetime:

801 0,050, At? = 202At? = (¢ — v2)At? = (¢ — 0?)A? = 20
AA2 — AT? = As? =80, 0,0, 05 At'? = AAU? — AZ? = As'? = - = inv, (80)
where we introduce the physical finite time interval, At = k7, between two events as integer number of the duration
time, 7, of atomic double transition of a particle from M, to M, and back, where k is the number of double
transformations. Hence, an unaccelerated uniform motion, for example, of spin-0 particle in M4 can be described by
the chiral superfield ®(n™, 6, §), while a similar motion of spin-1/2 particle in M, can be described by the chiral
superfield ®(z™, 6, ), etc. So, we may refer to all constant Lorentz spinors obeying (79) as the SLC-spinors, which
constitute a foundation of SR. Hence, in view of the MS-SUSY mechanism of motion, the uniform motion of a particle
in M, is encoded in the spinors € and 9, which refer to M - This will call for a complete reconsideration of our ideas
of Lorentz motion code, to be now referred to as the individual code of a particle, defined as its intrinsic property.

A. Extended supersymmetry and ELC

In four dimensions, it is possible to have as many as eight supersymmetries: N4, = 4 for renormalizable flat-space
field theories; Ny,q: = 8 for consistent theories of supergravity. It has been shown that the N = 4 theory is not only
renormalizable but actually finite. So, the theories with N > 1 may play a key role in high-energy physics. These
models explore in (B0) more than one distinct copy of the supersymmetry generators, Qn;, therefore, this perspective
ultimately requires to relax the Einstein’s postulate, because it is natural now to circumvent the limitations to any
particular spinor 6, instead, considering i(= 1,...,4)-th (N4 = 4) copy of the spinors ©%% = (§** or §**). Therefore,
we now have a straightforward generalization of ([79):

1. Q’L éi _ Qi/ éi/ _ Qi/l éil/ = ... = \c/% = const; (no sum over 1)7 (81)
11Qi2 §12 — Qi/l §1/1Qi/2 :1/2 = ... = inw.

2.0° ¢
This observation allows us to lay forth the extension of Lorentz code, at which SLC violating new physics appears.
We may now consider the particles of i(=1,...,4)-th type (Nmaz = 4). That is to say, the i-th type particle in free
Minkowski space carries an individual Lorentz motion code with its own mazimum attainable velocity c;, i.e., its own
velocity of ’light-like’ state:

¢ = i(vf) + vg_)) =V2(0,;,0,; +0,,0,) =v20,0, = const, (no sum over i),

_ = . . (82)
Vi = i(Uﬁr) - ”g )) =V2(01;01; — 02 05) = £[Gi| = const,  [ti| < ci.
A general solution to the Lorentz covariance in the theory can be easily accommodated if the ’time’ at which event
occurs is extended by allowing an extra dependence on ’different type’ readings t; referred to the particles of different
type. They satisfy for all inertial frames of reference S, S’, S”,..., so-called "ELC-relations’:

IOEcltlz"':Citi:...

=t ==t =, (83)

where ¢; = ¢ is the speed of light in vacuum, and ¢; > ¢1, (¢ = 2, 3,4) are speeds of the additional ’light-like’ states,
higher than that of light. The clock reading t; can be used for the i—th type particle, the velocity of which reads

v = z/t; = cix/a¥, so B =wvi/cy = ...v;)c; = - =v/e = x/2°. If v; = ¢; then v; = ¢1, and the proper time of
light-like’ states are described by the null vectors ds? = ...ds? = --- = 0. The extended Lorentz transformation
equations for given i-th and j-th type clock readings can be written then in the form

o=l —vt), =92 - F), y=y =z y=1/V1-5 (84)

Hence, like the standard SR theory, regardless the type of clock, a metre stick traveling with system S measures
shorter in the same ratio, when the simultaneous positions of its ends are observed in the other system S’: da’ = dz /7.
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Furthermore, a time interval dt; specified by the i—th type readings, which occur at the same point in system S
(dz = 0), will be specified with the j—th type readings of system S’ as dt; = ~v(c;/c;)dt;. Here we have called
attention to the fact that the mere composition of velocities which are not themselves greater than that of ¢; will
never lead to a speed that is greater than that of ¢;. Inevitably in the ELC-framework a specific task is arisen then
to distinguish the type of particles. This evidently cannot be done when the velocity ranges of different type particles
intersect. To reconcile this situation, we note that, according to (83]), we may freely interchange the types of particles
in the intersection. Therefore, we adopt following convention. With no loss of generality, we may re-arrange a general
solution that the particles with velocities v; < ¢, regardless their type, will be treated as the 1-th type particles
and, thus, a common clock reading for them and light will be set as ¢;. This part of a formalism is completely
equivalent to the SLC-framework. Successively, the particles, other than ’light-like’ ones, with velocities in the range
ci—1 < v; < ¢, regardless their type, will be treated as the i-th type particles and, thus, a common clock reading for
them and ’light-like’ state (i) will be set as t;. The invariant momentum

2 2
v =pupl = (B) 5t = miie? =t = part = (£) 5t = mict (85)

introduces a modified dispersion relation for i—th type particle:
E} = pic; + mgcl = pic; + mgcicf, (86)

where the mass of i—th type particle has the value mg;, when at rest, the positive energy is
E;, = micf = WmOic? = YMo1C16;, (87)

and p; = m;U; = ymy;; is the momentum. The relation ([87) modifies the well-known Einsteins equation that energy
E always has immediately associated with it a positive mass m; = ymg;, when moving with the velocity v;. Having
set this theoretical background, one may find some consequences for the superluminal propagation of particles. In
particular, in the ELC-framework of uniform motion, the time elapsing between the cause ¢;4 and its effect ¢;5 as
measured for the ¢—th type superluminal particle is

Aty =tip — tia = #2554, (88)
where z4 and xp are the coordinates of the two points A and B. In another system S’, which is chosen as before and
has the arbitrary velocity V = V; with respect to S, the time elapsing between cause and effect would be

Vi v

where according to (&T), tip = (¢;/ci)tjp and t;a = (¢;/ci)tja. That is, the ELC-framework recovers the causality
for a superluminal propagation, so the starting of the superluminal impulse at A and the resulting phenomenon at B
are being connected by the relation of cause and effect in arbitrary inertial frames. Furthermore, in this framework,
we may give a justification of forbiddance of Vavilov-Cherenkov radiation/or analog processes in vacuum. Thereby,
in this framework we have to set, for example, k1 = (%, k_i) for the 1-th type =1 photon, provided ky = €kg)—l, and

P2 = (f—;, P2) for the 2-nd type superluminal particle. Then the process (I3 — l3+1) becomes kinematically permitted
if and only if

kip = 22 (1-a2) =0, (90)

C1 C2

Vy2
Cc2

which yields w = 0 because of (1 — € ) # 0. This evades constraints due to VC-like processes since the superluminal

particle v,2 does not actually travel faster than the speed c. Finally, in ELC-framework we discuss the VC-radiation
of the charged superluminal particle propagating in vacuum with a constant speed vs > c¢; higher than that of
light. Recall that, for a charged particle (e # 0) moving in a transparent, isotropic and non-magnetic medium with
a constant velocity higher than velocity of light in this medium the VC radiation is allowed. The energy loss per
frequency is |31]

dF = —dw'le- Y w (& - 2) [ %, (91)
where the direction of the velocity ¥ is chosen to be x—direction: k, = kcosf = w/v, k = nw/c is the wave number
n = /¢ is the real refractive index, ¢ is the permittivity. The summation is over terms with w = +|w|, and a variable

(=¢" (5~ ) (92)
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is introduced, provided ¢ = ,/kZ + k2. The integrand in (@I)) is strongly peaked near the singular point { = 0, for

which ¢ + k2 = k?. Using standard technique, the formula (@) can be easily further transformed to be applicable
in ELC-framework for the charged superluminal particle of 2-nd type propagating in vacuum (i.e. if ¢ = 1) with a
constant speed vy higher than that of light (¢; < ve < ¢2):

dF = —dwic zw(gg—%)f%, (93)
and, respectively, ([@2) becomes
(=ai - (&%), (94)
2 2

where ¢ = /k2, + k2

2, @&+ k2, = k? =w?/c}, and now ky1v2 = w. We have then

2

(=4 (s —1) 20, ()

because of vy < ¢o, and that the integral ([@3) is zero, since the integrand has no poles. Hence, as expected, the
VC-radiation of a charged superluminal particle as it propagates in vacuum is forbidden.

VI. ACCELERATED MOTION AND LOCAL MS-SUSY
In case of an accelerated (a = |d@| # 0) motion of a particle in My, according to (B2)), we have then

i d?g _ d*¢ 1 (&P 2N - +) _ do®
2 (00% 55 - 550%0) = T —a= L (G - T ) = H (0P =), 0 = &2, (96)

So, we may relax the condition Ome = 0 and promote this symmetry to a local supersymmetry in which the parameter
e = €(X™) depends explicitly on X™. Such a local SUSY can already be read off from the algebra (37) in the form

[€(X)Q, QE(X)] = 2¢(X)o™&(X )p, (97)

which says that the product of two supersymmetry transformations corresponds to a translation in space-time of
which the four momentum p,;, is the generator. Similar to the results of subsection F, the multiplication of two local
successive transformations induces the motion

g(0, e(X), & X)) QUX™ 0,0) — (X" +i0c™me(X) —ie(X)o™O, O+ e(X), ©+€X)), (98)
and, in accord, the transformation ([40)) is expected to be somewhat of the form
[6e, (x5 Oea(x)]V ~ €1(X)0™E(X) OV, (99)

that differ from point to point, namely this is the notion of a general coordinate transformation. Whereupon we see
that for the local MS-SUSY to exist it requires the background spaces (M 2 M4) to be curved. Thereby, the space

M4, in order to become on the same footing with the distorted space M 5, refers to the accelerated proper reference
frame of a particle, without relation to other matter fields. A useful guide in the construction of local superspace
is that it should admit rigid superspace as a limit. The reverse is also expected, since if one starts with a constant
parameter € ([B0) and performs a local Lorentz transformation, then this parameter will in general become space-time
dependent as a result of this Lorentz transformation. The mathematical structure of the local MS-SUSY theory has
much in common with those used in the geometrical framework of standard supergravity theories. In its simplest
version, supergravity was conceived as a quantum field theory whose action included the Einstein-Hilbert term, where
the graviton coexists with a fermionic field called gravitino, described by the Rarita-Scwinger kinetic term. The two
fields differ in their spin: 2 for the graviton, 3/2 for the gravitino. The different 4D N = 1 supergravity multiplets
all contain the graviton and the gravitino, but differ by their systems of auxiliary fields. For a detailed discussion we
refer to the papers by [7]-]9], [11], [13], [14], [17], |19]-[21]. These fields would transform into each other under local
supersymmetry. We may use the usual language which is almost identical to the vierbien formulation of GR with
some additional input. In this framework supersymmetry and general coordinate transformations are described in a
unified way as certain diffeomorphisms. The motion (O8] generates the super-general coordinate reparametrization

Mo M = M (M (), (100)
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where (M (2) arc arbitrary functions of z. The dynamical variables of superspace formulation are the frame field
E4(z) and connection Q. The superspace (2™, ©, ©) has at each point a tangent superspace spanned by the frame
field E4(2) = dzME,{*(2), defined as a 1-form over superspace, with coefficient superfields, generalizing the usual
frame, namely supervierbien E,7(z). Here, we use the first half of capital Latin alphabet A, B,... to denote the
anholonomic indices related to the tangent superspace structure group, which is taken to be just the Lorentz group.
The formulation of supergravity in superspace provides a unified description of the vierbein and the Rarita-Schwinger
fields. They are identified in a common geometric object, the local frame E4(z) of superspace. Covariant derivatives
with respect to local Lorentz transformations are constructed by means of the spin connection, which is a 1-form
in superspace as well. Here we shall forbear to write the details out as the standard theory is so well known. The
super-vierbien £ MA and spin- connection {2 contain many degrees of freedom. Although some of these are removed by
the tangent space and supergeneral coordinate transformations, there still remain many degrees of freedom. There is
no general prescription for deducing necessary covariant constraints which if imposed upon the superfields of super-
vierbien and spin-connection will eliminate the component fields. However, some usual constraints can be found using
tangent space and supergeneral coordinate transformations of the torsion and curvature covariant tensors, given in
appropriate super-gauge. Together with other details of the theory, they can be seen in the textbooks, see e.g. |9],
[13]. The final form of transformed super-vierbien, can be written as

e (X)) 300(X) 5Pma(X)
EM(3) o oy = 0 & 0 : (101)
0 0 5"

where the fields of graviton e 2 and gravitino %wm"‘, %@ma cannot be gauged away. Provided, we have
e@ﬁleﬁf = 52, 7/’@” = €@m1/fma5g, 1;&;1 = e&m’t/;ﬁm(Sﬁ‘. (102)

The tetrad field e @(X) plays the role of a gauge field associated with local transformations. The Majorana type
field %1/)7%0‘ is the gauge field related to local supersymmetry. These two fields belong to the same supergravity
multiplet which also accommodates auxiliary fields so that the local supersymmetry algebra closes. Under infinitesimal
transformations of local supersymmetry, they transformed as

deql = i(YmoC — o), ) )
6 = —2Dp (™ +ie {3 M (e060)™ + boC™ + 3b4(Co450)},

etc., where My and bg are the auxiliary fields, and (*(z) = (*(X), (%(z) = (*(X) and (%(z) = 2i[00%((X) —
¢(X)o%@]. The chiral superfields are defined as Ds® = 0, therefore, the components fields are

(103)

A= Plg_g_g, Ya= %Da Plo_p—g, F= _%DO‘DQ Plo_p-0: (104)
which carry Lorentz indices. Under infinitesimal transformations of local supersymmetry, they transformed as
6A = _ﬁcawau .
e = —V2 (o F — V2 aaBdCBDaA, (105)

0F = =3V2 M* (Yo + C*(§V2baath® — iV2 Daath®),
where D, is, so-called, super-covariant derivative
D[IA = e&ﬁl(aﬁ%A - %wmuwu)a )
A —_ (. _ L _ i B
,dea = €4 (,meoz ﬁwma}— \/ﬁwm DaﬁA)'
The graviton and the gravitino form thus the basic multiplet of local MS-SUSY, and one expects the simplest locally
supersymmetric model to contain just this multiplet. The spin 3/2 contact term in total Lagrangian arises from

equations of motion for the torsion tensor, and that the original Lagrangian itself takes the simpler interpretation of
a minimally coupled spin (2, 3/2) theory.

(106)

VII. INERTIAL EFFECTS

We would like to place the emphasis on the essential difference arisen between the standard supergravity theories
and some rather unusual properties of local MS-SUSY theory. In the framework of the standard supergravity theories,
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as in GR, a curvature of the space-time acts on all the matter fields. The source of graviton is the energy-momentum
tensor of matter fields, while the source of gravitino is the spin-vector current of supergravity. In the local MS-
SUSY theory, unlike the supergravity, a curvature of space-time arises entirely due to the inertial properties of the
Lorentz-rotated frame of interest, i.e. a fictitious gravitation which can be globally removed by appropriate coordinate
transformations. This refers to the particle of interest itself, without relation to other matter fields. The only source of
graviton and gravitino, therefore, is the acceleration of a particle, because the MS-SUSY is so constructed as to make
these two particles just as being the two bosonic and fermionic states of a particle of interest in the curved background
spaces My and M ,, respectively, or vice versa. Whereas, in order to become on the same footing with the distorted

space M ,, the space My refers only to the accelerated proper reference frame of a particle. With these physical
requirements, a standard Lagrangian consisted of the classical Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian plus a part which contains
the Rarita-Schwinger field and coupling of supergravity with matter superfields evidently no longer holds. Instead
we are now looking for an alternative way of implications of local MS-SUSY in the model of accelerated motion and
inertial effects. For example, we may with equal justice start from the reverse, which as we mentioned before is also
expected. If one starts with a constant parameter e (B8] and performs a local Lorentz transformation, which can only

be implemented if MS and space-time are curved (deformed/distorted) (MQ, M4) then this parameter will in general
become space-time dependent as a result of this Lorentz transformation, which readily implies local MS-SUSY. In
going into practical details of the realistic local MS-SUSY model, it remains to derive the explicit form of the vierbien
e 2(0) = (e,2(0), em (0)), which describes fictitious graviton as a function of local rate o(n, m, f) of instantaneously
change of the velocity v(*) of massive (m) test particle under the unbalanced net force (f). At present, unfortunately,
we cannot offer a straightforward recipe for deducing the alluded vierbien e.%(p) in the framework of quantum field
theory of MS-supergravity. However, recently it was derived by [4] in the framework of classical physics. Together
with other usual aspects of the theory, this illustrates a possible solution to the problems of inertia behind spacetime
deformations. Thereby it was argued that a deformation/(distortion of local internal properties) of M , is the origin
of inertia effects that can be observed by us. Consequently, the next member of the basic multiplet of local MS-SUSY
-fictitious gravitino, 1,.*(e), will be arisen under infinitesimal transformations of local supersymmetry (I03), provided
by the local parameters ¢ (a) (00).

A. The general space-time deformation/distortion of MS

For the self-contained arguments we first review of certain essential theoretical aspects of a general distortion of
local internal properties of MS |4], formulated in the framework of classical physics. There was no need for a major
revision of the topic but we have taken the opportunity to make one improvement. That is, we show how this recovers
the world-deformation tensor (NZ, which still has to be put in |5] by hand. To start with, let V 5, be 2D semi-Riemann
space, which has at each point a tangent space, Tﬁz2, spanned by the anholonomic orthonormal frame field, €, as
a shorthand for the collection of the 2-tuplet (¢(), €—)), where é; = édﬁ €., with the holonomic frame is given as

éﬁ = 5ﬁ. Here, we use the first half of Latin alphabet a, l;, é,... = () to denote the anholonomic indices related to
the tangent space, and the letters pu,v = (:I:) to denote the holonomic world indices related either to the space V , or

ﬂ 5. All magnitudes referred to the space, V ,, will be denoted with an over ’ ¥ ‘. These then define a dual vector, 1;,
y 3(+H)
of differential forms, ¥ = ( g(*) ) as a shorthand for the collection of the > = & 19 whose values at every point

v

form the dual basis, such that € | 9o = (58 where | denoting the interior product, namely, this is a C°° bilinear map
| - Q° with QP denotes the C°°-modulo of differential p-forms on V ,. In components eA—e = 5b On the

manifold, V ,, the tautological tensor field, zd of type (1,1) can be defined which assigns to each tangent space the
identity linear transformation. Thus for any point 17 € V27 and any vector { € TvVQ, one has zd({“) = { In terms
of the frame field, the 9o give the expression for id as id = & = €4) ® I 4 € ® 9 ), in the sense that both
sides yield 5 when applied to any tangent vector 5 in the domain of definition of the frame field. We may consider
general transformations of the linear group, GL(2, R), taking any base into any other set of four linearly independent

fields. The notation, {é&a, 55}, will be used below for general linear frames. The holonomic metric can be defined in
the semi-Riemann space, V 5, as

= G V" @ 0% = §(&y, &,) V" @ 0%, (107)
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with components, g, = §(éy,¢y) in the dual holonomic base {ﬁﬂ} The anholonomic orthonormal frame field, é,

a b
p v

relates g to the tangent space metric, *o,;, by *0,; = g(€a, €;) = Juv édﬁ égz, which has the converse g, = *0,; €
because of the relation é&E e, = 55. A distortion of local internal properties of MS comprises then two steps.

1) The linear frame (e,,; ¥™) at given point (p € M ,) is undergone the distortion transformations conducted by

V, ') an , Y), relating respectively to V , an : , ,» which may be recast in the form
DY d(D,Y lating ly to V., and M, hich may b he fi
éy =D ey, E=YRU™ e,=Diey, OF=Ygim (108)

2) The norm dfﬁ = id of the infinitesimal displacement dﬁA on the general smooth differential 2D-manifold ./\A/l/z can
then be written in terms of the space-time structures of V5 and M> as

id=ed =06, @M =00600" =¢, @ =c; @0 = Q1 e, @92 € M,, (109)

where e = {es = e," eu} is the frame field and ¥ = {9* = e

, U-} is the coframe field defined on M 4, such that

es 9® = 5. Hence the anholonomic deformation tensor Q. = 7.8 7. ¢ = Q2 &% &% vields local tetrad deformations
a b 24 vy Yy

¢ b 2
6@:71'6&5&, 19(3:7Téi71§6, 61926(3@19&:{2[185@@156. (110)
The matrices () : = (wg‘i)(?ﬂ are referred to as the first deformation matrices and the matrices v,;(77) =

0,5 (1) wdb(ﬁ), - second deformation matrices. The matrices 7% (7)) € GL(2,R)V7, in general, give rise to
right cosets of the Lorentz group, i.e. they are the elements of the quotient group GL(2, R)/SO(1,1), because the
Lorentz matrices, A%, (r,s = 1,0) leave the Minkowski metric invariant. A right-multiplication of m(7]) by a Lorentz
matrix gives an other deformation matrix. So, all the fundamental geometrical structures on deformed/distorted MS
in fact - the metric as much as the coframes and connections - acquire a deformation/distortion induced theoretical
interpretation. If we deform the tetrad according to (II0)), in general, we may recast metric as follows:

g =045 w0 ¢ @ I = 5,50° @ I = "0, 9% @ 9. (111)
The deformed metric can be split as [4]:

ggz(”) = T?(m) Jup + 7&2(”)7 (112)

where Y () = 72, and

V(1) = [yap — T2(m) 0,5 €2, 80, (113)

B. Model building in the 4D background Minkowski space-time

Here we briefly discuss the RTI in particular case when the relativistic test particle accelerated in the background
flat My space under an unbalanced net force other than gravitational, but we refer to the original paper by [4] for
more details. To make the remainder of our discussion a bit more concrete, it proves necessary to provide, further,
a constitutive ansatz of simple, yet tentative, linear distortion transformations of the basis e,, (@) at the point of
interest in flat space M ,, which can be written in terms of local rate o(n, m, f) of instantaneously change of the
measure v of massive (m) test particle under the unbalanced net force (f) [4]:

(+) 114

e(;)(g) = D(;_)(Q)Qm =e)+olmm,f) vl €(4)s (114)

Clearly, these transformations imply a violation of relation @) (e’(¢) # 0) for the null vectors e,,. Whereas we
simplify distortion matrices for further use by imposing the constraints

Di*=Dy ., Yu=Dn, (115)

which yields the partial local tetrad deformations

co=co V=000 e =eu @090 =08 & @0, (116)
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The relation (@) now can be rewritten in terms of space-time variables as
id=e¥=dj=¢®dl+¢,®dq, (117)

where €y and ¢, are, respectively, the temporal and spatial basis vectors:
gO(Q) = \/i§ e(;)(g) + e(l)(@) ) gq(@) = % 6(;)(9) - e(;)(g) . (118)

Hence, in the framework of the space-time deformation/distortion theory [4], we can compute the general metric

g (I) in M, as

9= grsdq” @ dg°, (119)
provided
Vq 2 Vg 2 — _
g =0+’ -4, gn=-1-P+%, g15=91=—V2e (120)

We suppose that a second observer, who makes measurements using a frame of reference §(2) which is held stationary
in curved (deformed/distorted) master space Ma, uses for the test particle the corresponding space-time coordinates

q ( @6, qu) = (tN, q)). The very concept of the local absolute acceleration (in Newton’s terminology) is introduced

by 4], brought about via the Fermi-Walker transported frames as

- _ - d - | deg -
Qabs = €4 \/5(52(] = €q |% = €q |a| (121)

Here we choose the system S(y) in such a way as the axis €, lies along the net 3-acceleration (€, ||€,), (€, =
Anet/|@net]), @net 18 the local net 3-acceleration of an arbitrary observer with proper linear 3-acceleration @ and proper
3-angular velocity & measured in the rest frame: @, = % =da N U+ & x i, where u is the 4-velocity. A magnitude

of dy,e¢ can be computed as the simple invariant of the absolute value |§—‘S‘| as measured in rest frame:

1/2
al = 148 = (%5 4) (122)

Also, following [32,133], we define an orthonormal frame e;, carried by an accelerated observer, who moves with proper
linear 3-acceleration and @(s) and proper 3-rotation @(s). Particular frame components are e, where & = 0, 1, etc.
Let the zeroth leg of the frame e; be 4-velocity u of the observer that is tangent to the worldline at a given event
7!(s) and we parameterize the remaining spatial triad frame vectors e;, orthogonal to ey, also by (s). The spatial
triad e; rotates with proper 3-rotation d(s). The 4-velocity vector naturally undergoes Fermi-Walker transport along
the curve C, which guarantees that eg(s) will always be tangent to C determined by z! = z!(s):

da — e, (123)

where the antisymmetric rotation tensor ® splits into a Fermi-Walker transport part ® gy and a spatial rotation part
(I)SR:

ok, = aluk — kil BY, = upw,emnik (124)

The 4-vector of rotation w' is orthogonal to 4-velocity u!, therefore, in the rest frame it becomes w!(0, &), and ™"
is the Levi-Civita tensor with €123 = —1. So, the resulting metric (I19) is reduced to

ds? = DP(0)ds?, Qo) =1+70% 2° =v*? v*= v () =2 I |a|dsy,. (125)

Combining (@) and (I2I]), we obtain

—

Q—,Yg

(9 o3 4L _ iagé)‘ : (126)

= dsq dsq = =
where 74 = (1 — v2)~'/2. The resulting inertial force f(m) is computed by [4] as

Fliny = —mTki(0) 9= 9L = — gl (127)
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Whereupon, in case of absence of rotation, the relativistic inertial force reads

f?m) = —m[ﬁ'f‘ (v — 1)73(;5)]- (128)

Note that the inertial force arises due to nonlinear process of deformation of MS, resulting after all to linear relation
([I2]). So, this also ultimately requires that MS should be two dimensional, because in this case we may reconcile
the alluded nonlinear and linear processes by choosing the system S5y in only allowed way mentioned above. At low
velocities vg o~ |U] =~ 0 and tiny accelerations we usually experience, one has Q(g) ~ 1, therefore the (I28) reduces to
the conventional non-relativistic law of inertia

— —

f(zn) = —Mdaps = —F. (129)
At high velocities vy >~ |T] >~ 1 (Q(g) ~ 1), if (¥~ F) # 0, the inertial force (I28) becomes
f(zn) ——61,(61, ’ ﬁ)a (130)

and it vanishes in the limit of the photon (|| = 1, m = 0). Thus, it takes force to disturb an inertia state, i.e. to
make the absolute acceleration (@qps # 0). The absolute acceleration is due to the real deformation/distortion of the
space M ,. The relative (d(m20)/dsq = 0) acceleration (in Newton’s terminology) (both magnitude and direction), to
the contrary, has nothing to do with the deformation/distortion of the space M , and, thus, it cannot produce an
inertia effects.

C. Beyond the hypothesis of locality

In SR an assumption is required to relate the ideal inertial observers to actual observers that are all noninertial,
i.e., accelerated. Therefore, it is a long-established practice in physics to use the hypothesis of locality [33]-[41]),
for extension of the Lorentz invariance to accelerated observers in Minkowski space-time. The standard geometrical
structures, referred to a noninertial coordinate frame of accelerating and rotating observer in Minkowski space-time,
were computed on the base of the assumption that an accelerated observer is pointwise inertial, which in effect
replaces an accelerated observer at each instant with a momentarily comoving inertial observer along its wordline.
This assumption is known to be an approximation limited to motions with sufficiently low accelerations, which works
out because all relevant length scales in feasible experiments are very small in relation to the huge acceleration lengths
of the tiny accelerations we usually experience, therefore, the curvature of the wordline could be ignored and that the
differences between observations by accelerated and comoving inertial observers will also be very small. However, it
seems quite clear that such an approach is a work in progress, which reminds us of a puzzling underlying reality of
inertia, and that it will have to be extended to describe physics for arbitrary accelerated observers. Ever since this
question has become a major preoccupation of physicists, see e.g. [35]-|44] and references therein. The hypothesis of
1ocahty represents strict restrictions, because in other words, it approxunately replaces a noninertial frame of reference

8(2), which is held stationary in the deformed /distorted space M, = 14 (g # 0), with a continuous infinity set of
the inertial frames {S(2), S(y), S(3),---} given in the flat M, (¢ = 0). In this situation the use of the hypothesis of
locality is physically unjustiﬁable. T herefore, it is worthwhile to go beyond the hypothesis of locality with special

emphasis on distortion of M, (M, — K(Qg)), which we might expect will essentially improve the standard results.
The notation will be slightly different from the previous subsection. We now denote the orthonormal frame e; (I23),
carried by an accelerated observer, with the over ’breve’ such that

do=¢le,=¢é" e, U =glor=2¢bir (131)

®>t

with €, = 8, = 9/dx*, &, = 9, = /o, U* = dzt, 9" = di. Here, following [33, [36], we introduced a
geodesic coordinate system &* - ”coordinates relative to the accelerated observer” (laboratory coordinates), in the
neighborhood of the accelerated path. The coframe members {ﬁb} are the objects of dual counterpart: é; | 9 = st.
We choose the zeroth leg of the frame, &;, as before, to be the unit vector u that is tangent to the worldline at a
given event x*(s), where (s) is a proper time measured along the accelerated path by the standard (static inertial)
observers in the underlying global inertial frame. The condition of orthonormality for the frame field e, reads

Nuv €4 €% = 04 = diag(+ — ——). The antisymmetric acceleration tensor ®q;, [3G]-[43] is given by
D) =T T =T T, = u T (132)
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provided f‘ab = f‘aﬁ dz*, where f‘az is the metric compatible, torsion-free Levi-Civita connection. According to (I23)
and (I24), and in analogy with the Faraday tensor, one can identify ®,, — (—a, w), with a(s) as the transla-
tional acceleration ®p; = —a;, and w(s) as the frequency of rotation of the local spatial frame with respect to a
nonrotating (Fermi- Walker transported) frame ®;; = —¢;ji wk. The invariants constructed out of ®,; establish the
acceleration scales and lengths. The hypothesis of locality holds for huge proper acceleration lengths |I |_1/ 2> 1and
|I*|71/2 > 1, where the scalar invariants are given by I = (1/2) ®,, ® = —G%> + &2 and I* = (1/4) &%, % = G- &
(®*, = abea 4) [36-41]. Suppose the displacement vector z#(s) represents the position of the accelerated observer.
According to the hypothesis of locality, at any time (s) along the accelerated worldline the hypersurface orthogonal to
the worldline is Euclidean space and we usually describe some event on this hypersurface (?local coordinate system”)
at 2* to be at ¥, where z*# and #* are connected via #° = s and

oh = 2k (s) + gvcié“i(s). (133)

Let ¢"(¢°, ¢') be "coordinates relative to the accelerated observer” in the neighborhood of the accelerated path in
M ,, with space-time components implying

q

Dy

dj® = di® dq'=|df|, €=4E =4 ¢

dq [dZ]’ =1 (134)

|

As long as a locality assumption holds, we may describe, with equal justice, the event at «* ([I33) to be at point ¢",
such that z* and ¢", in full generality, are connected via ¢° = s and

ot = 2t(s) + 4" B (s), (135)

where the displacement vector from the origin reads dzg(s) = pH 5 d¢®, and the components 3" » can be written in
terms of €”,. Actually, from (I33) and (I35) we may obtain

ot = dzl!(s) + dg* B"(s) + ¢ dB"y(s) = [3”0(1 +§'¢o) + BY (jlgzal} dq°® + B dq' (136)
= det(s) +dz' e (s) + 1" de’(s) = [6“0(1 + 210Y) +€“5 aéicb{)} di® +e’ dz’,

where dﬁ”i (s) is written in the basis %, as dﬁ”i = (@oﬁﬂo + ¢1B#i)d(j0. The equation ([I36]) holds by identifying

Bl (4G o) =2 (1+2180), B §'¢ = E“j:firbf, BY dj' =% di'. (137)
Choosing Bﬂ() = E”O, we have then

7

61950:%1‘@0 B%:E%éﬂ dlsbl:i.iq)géflj (138)

with ¢7 ¢, 1 = 5{ . Consequently, ([I36) yields the standard metric of semi-Riemannian 4D background space V4(O) in
noninertial system of the accelerating and rotating observer, computed on the base of hypothesis of locality:

-,

=N ot @ da” = [(1+5-%)2+(w-5;)2_(w-w)(%-%) 470 @ di—

T L (139)
2(BAF) - di © di® — di ® d,

This metric was derived by [34] and [35], in agreement with [45] -[47] (see also [36-41]). We see that the hypothesis
of locality leads to the 2D semi-Riemannian space, 1(20 ), with the incomplete metric § (0 = 0):

9=[1+q"%0)* = (q'¥1)*] di° ®dq® —2(¢'¢1)dg" @dg® —dg' @ dq', (140)

Therefore, our strategy now is to deform the metric (I40) by carrying out an additional deformation of semi-
Riemannian 4D background space V4(O) — My = \/4(9), in order it becomes on the same footing with the complete

metric g (o # 0) () of the distorted space M, = K(Qg). Let the Latin letters 7, §,... = 0,1 be the anholonomic

indices referred to the anholonomic frame ez = e®, 93, defined on the K(Qg), with 95 = 9/0 ¢° as the vectors tangent to

() (o)
2

the coordinate lines. So, a smooth differential 2D-manifold V)’ has at each point ¢° a tangent space qu , spanned

by the frame, {e;}, and the coframe members 9" = e,” dg°, which constitute a basis of the covector space Tvgz(zg). All
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this nomenclature can be given for K(20) too. Then, we may compute corresponding vierbein fields &,

the equations

% and e,” from

Grs = 8,7 ¢, 050, grs(0) = €,7 (0) e, (0) 0541, (141)
with g ([40) and grs(0) (I20). Hence
&l =1+a-i, &= AF &°=0 ¢l=1, (142)
eo’(0) =1+ oL e’ (0) = %7 e,%(0) = _%7 e'(0) =1~ Q_\/g-

Since a distortion M, — ﬂ , may affect only the M ,-part of the components 3", without relation to the 4D

) (0 "

background space-time part, therefore, a deformation V4(0 — V% is equivalent to a straightforward generalization

B — B".(0), where
B':(0) = B:*(0) BY, E;*(0): =e"i(0)¢, 7. (143)
Consequently, the (I43]) gives a generalization of (I33)) as

ot — aly = 2y (s) + 2 e (s), (144)

provided, as before, # denotes the coordinates relative to the accelerated observer in 4D background space V4(9), and
according to (I3T), we have

e"s(0) = B (o), €",(0) = 8" (0) & . (145)

A displacement vector from ‘fhe origin is then dz}(s) = €";(0) diY, Combining ([43)) and ([[45H), and inverting e, (o)
([£2), we obtain €, (0) = m;"(0) €", where

A 2 ) 5 > ; _ _ i . =
wg(g)z(l—i—;’Tg)—l(l—g—;)(l—i—a z), WO(Q):_(l—i_QE;q 1%@ (143,
A 2 > vy o ~ .
w0 = (1t £) 7 [@ADA - %) - g & wl(0) =8l n(o), (146)
2 I "
(o) = (1L+£2) 7 @A) & +1+ 22
Thus,
dat = dzh(s) + d:fcie”g —i—;ﬁide“%(s) - (TB A0 +7T§ dgvci)é”l;, (147)
where
b— . b ~i Gadb dﬂf
TNETg+ X <7T€‘I>a—|- s > (148)

Hence, in general, the metric in noninertial frame of arbitrary accelerating and rotating observer in Minkowski space-
time is

9(0) = N daly @ dxl) = W, (o) dzt @ dz¥, (149)

which can be conveniently decomposed according to

Woole) = 7* [(1+-8)° + (& 3)* = @ )(F - D] +00(0); (150)
and that

(151)
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As we expected, according to ([49)- (&), the matric g(o) is decomposed in the form of (I12):
g(e) = m*(e) 4 + (o), (152)

where v(0) = 7,0 (0) di* @ di” and Y (o) = 72(0) = (o). In general, the geodesic coordinates are admissible as long
as

. 2 5 =\ 2
(1+a-F+<) > (@nd+£). (153)

The equations ([39) and (I49) say that the vierbein fields, with entries 7, €, €"; = 0,; and n,, e’ e Y = Yap lead to
the relations

jg=0,;9"® L 0,590 ® Wb = V359 @ b = (Q,° Qg‘ioéd) 9o @ e, (154)
and that (I36) and ([I47) readily give the coframe fields:
00 =% Vot =&, dir, &y =Ny, & = NP,

b_>b b gwp b Ja b o b bo_ b
V=€, dly =€, dit" =7, 0% e’y =1", €, =7

(155)
where NJ = N = (1 +a- %) , N2=0, N.=N'i= (o? : ,%) , N;j = (5f In the standard (3 + 1)-decomposition of
space-time, N and N? are known as lapse function and shift vector, respectively [48]. Hence, we may easily recover
the frame field e, = €/, ¢, = m,* &; by inverting ([I55):

_ (o) v (o) 5

©0(0) = T @ © T @ el )

A A (156)
N 7 () o 1 j 9 (0) 9 (0) .
o) = o R@ g 0 T () [5i T @@l @ |

A generalized transport for deformed frame e;, which includes both the Fermi-Walker transport and distortion of M 5,
can be written in the form

de " =
T =0, e (157)

where a deformed acceleration tensor ®,° concisely is given by

$=dhn 7l (158)

Thus, we derive the tetrad fields e, () ([42) and ", (o) (I50) as a function of local rate o of instantaneously change
of a constant velocity (both magnitude and direction) of a massive particle in My under the unbalanced net force,
describing corresponding fictitious graviton. Then, the fictitious gravitino, ¥;* (o), will be arisen under infinitesimal

transformations of local supersymmetry (I03)), provided by the local parameters (™ (a) (I00).

D. Involving the background semi-Riemann space V;; Justification for the introduction of the WPE

We can always choose natural coordinates X*(T,X,Y,Z) = (T, X ) with respect to the axes of the local free-fall

coordinate frame .S il) in an immediate neighbourhood of any space-time point (&,) € V4 in question of the background
semi- Riemann space, Vy, over a differential region taken small enough so that we can neglect the spatial and temporal
variations of gravity for the range involved. The values of the metric tensor g,, and the affine connection I at
the point (#,) are necessarily sufficient information for determination of the natural coordinates X (%*) in the small
region of the neighbourhood of the selected point [49]. Then the whole scheme outlined in the previous subsections

(a) and (b) will be held in the frame Sil). The general inertial force computed by [4] reads

9
=

— _ _mdgps  _ € o 0X Po ditt dz¥
f(m) = _Qz(@b,yq = _Qz@f) T |f(l) - maT,FWW a5 |- (159)

Whereas, as before, the two systems Sy and Sil) can be chosen in such a way as the axis €, of Sy lies (¢, = €}) along

the acting net force fz f_('l) —l—f;(l), while the time coordinates in the two systems are taken the same, ¢° =t = X° = T.
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Here f_('l) is the SR value of the unbalanced relativistic force other than gravitational and f;(l) is the gravitational force

given in the frame S, il). Despite of totally different and independent sources of gravitation and inertia, at f(ol‘) =0, the

(I59) establishes the independence of free-fall (v, = 0) trajectories of the mass, internal composition and structure
of bodies. This furnishes a justification for the introduction of the WPE. A remarkable feature is that, although the
inertial force has a nature different than the gravitational force, nevertheless both are due to a distortion of the local
inertial properties of, respectively, 2D M , and 4D-background space.

E. The inertial effects in the background post Riemannian geometry

If the nonmetricity tensor Ny, = —D) gur = —guw;x does not vanish, the general formula for the affine connection
written in the space-time components is [50]

_7 p p 1ar P
re,,=re,, +K W—NW+§N(# by (160)

o
where the metric alone determines the torsion-free Levi-Civita connection T 7, K"

Riemann part - the affine contortion tensor. The torsion, Q” o = %T’) w = r’ (v given with respect to a holonomic

K . = 2Q(W§)+pr is the non-

frame, d 9 = 0, is a third-rank tensor, antisymmetric in the first two indices, with 24 independent components. We
now compute the relativistic inertial force for the motion of the matter, which is distributed over a small region in
the Uy space and consists of points with the coordinates x*, forming an extended body whose motion in the space,
Uy, is represented by a world tube in space-time. Suppose the motion of the body as a whole is represented by an
arbitrary timelike world line v inside the world tube, which consists of points with the coordinates X*(7), where 7 is
the proper time on . Define

dxt =t — XM, 620 =0, ut = dxr (161)

The Papapetrou equation of motion for the modified momentum ([50]-[53)]) is

pe’ _ _1 3 1 A
DO = 1 RV, utJoP — L N\ K#oN, (162)
where K| is the contortion tensor,
[e]
OV =P’ + % T 0w JO + Now) — Lo |, v N#eo (163)

is referred to as the modified 4-momentum, P = Ik 720 d Q) is the ordinary 4-momentum, d ) := dz*, and the following
integrals are defined:

M#P =40 fr”p dQ), MHP = —u0 fé:z:“ TP dQ, NHP = u? fs‘“’f) ds,
JHP = f(é:v“ PO — §xP 71O SMPO) dQ = L(_MWO + MPHO 4 NMPO),

u0

(164)

where 7#7 is the energy-momentum tensor for particles, s#*? is the spin density. The quantity J** is equal to
J(8at TR — SxP X + s1PA) d Sy taken for the volume hypersurface, so it is a tensor, which is called the total spin
tensor. The quantity N#* is also a tensor. The relation dz° = 0 gives M?”? = 0. It was assumed that the dimensions
of the body are small, so integrals with two or more factors dz* multiplying 777 and integrals with one or more factors
Sx# multiplying s“?* can be neglected. The Papapetrou equations of motion for the spin (|50]-|53] ) is

5 AV __ oV QA A Qv A v, 1 A v, v A 1 v A
2N =u’ @ —ur O + KA, NV 4+ LK, AN Nwe — KV N — LR v N#eY, (165)

Computing from (I62)), in general, the relativistic inertial force, exerted on the extended spinning body moving in the
RC space Uy, can be found to be

g _ mdaps(z) ey 1 ra _0X* [2p oA
(Zn)(x) - Q2(2) e m 02(2) Ye |m f(l) EETD T 5 u” ut+ (166)
% T ,/% (’u,” Jro + NOVP) — ﬁ KVPH NvPO + % R Mygp u? JoP + %Nup)\ Kupk:u} ‘ i
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VIII. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We present a standard Lorentz code of motion in a new perspective of supersymmetry. In this, we explore the
intermediate, so-called, motion state for a particle moving through the two infinitesimally closed points of original
space. The Schwinger transformation function for these points is understood as the successive processes of annihilation
of a particle at initial point and time, i.e. the transition from the initial state to the intermediate motion state, and
the creation of a particle at final point and time, i.e. the subsequent transition from the intermediate motion state
to the final state. The latter is defined on the master space, MS (= M ,), which is prescribed to each particle,
without relation to every other particle. Exploring the rigid double transformations of MS-SUSY, we derive SLC as
the individual code of a particle in terms of spinors referred to MS. This allows to introduce the physical finite time
interval between two events, as integer number of the duration time of atomic double transition of a particle from My
to M 5 and back. The theories with extended Ny, q, = 4 supersymmetries, as renormalizable flat-space field theories, if
only such symmetries are fundamental to nature, lead to the model of ELC in case of the apparent violations of SLC,
the possible manifestations of which arise in a similar way in all particle sectors. We show that in the ELC-framework
the propagation of the superluminal particle could be consistent with causality, and give a justification of forbiddance
of Vavilov-Cherenkov radiation/or analog processes in vacuum. In the framework of local MS-SUSY, we address the

inertial effects. The local MS-SUSY can only be implemented if ﬂ2 and My are curved (deformed). Whereas the

space ]T@, in order to become on the same footing with the distorted space M/ 5, refers to the accelerated reference
frame of a particle, without relation to other matter fields. So, unlike gravitation, a curvature of space-time arises
entirely due to the inertial properties of the Lorentz-rotated frame of interest, i.e. a fictitious gravitation which can
be globally removed by appropriate coordinate transformations. The only source of graviton and gravitino, therefore,
is the acceleration of a particle, because the MS-SUSY is so constructed as to make these two particles just as being
the two bosonic and fermionic states of a particle of interest in the background spaces My and M ,, respectively,
or vice versa. Therefore, a coupling of supergravity with matter superfields evidently is absent in resulting theory.
Instead, we argue that a deformation/(distortion of local internal properties) of MS is the origin of inertia effects that
can be observed by us. In the framework of classical physics we briefly discuss the model of inertia effects and go
beyond the hypothesis of locality. This allows to improve essentially the relevant geometrical structures referred to the
noninertial frame in Minkowski space-time for an arbitrary velocities and characteristic acceleration lengths. Despite
the totally different and independent physical sources of gravitation and inertia, this approach furnishes justification
for the introduction of the WPE. Consequently, we relate the inertia effects to the more general post-Riemannian
geometry.
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