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Abstract. A systematic structure of particle interactions is predicted within and
beyond the standard model. The proof is performed either on the basis of (A) a
generalisable form of general relativity or, equivalently, (B) minimum information
quantum gravity. The emerging structure comprises several chains of interaction
generations, one generation being partly realised by the electroweak and the strong
interaction. Further interactions have not yet been observed but could be observable
in high energy particle collision experiments in the future.
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1. Introduction

This article predicts new interactions on the basis of general relativity (GR) and local
invariance under phase transformations of the matter fields. Using systematic 3-fold
space-time isometries is necessary and sufficient to predict the multiplicity of fields of the
standard model (SM) plus higher level interactions and fields. From this point of view,
the stringent and exhaustive coverage and extension of the SM is particularly impressive.
Such new physics at collision energies below the 1 TeV scale would correspond to the
expectations within the perturbative framework [I]. Alternatively, the proof can be
based on minimum information quantum gravity (MIQG) [2][3][4][5][6].

MIQG was developed in order to circumvent many problems [7][8] of conventional
attempts to quantise gravity and the ambiguity of the quantisation method (as for
example precanonical [9][10][11] versus canonical quantisation [12]). MIQG generalises
gravitational thermodynamics from [13][14] to ordinary space-time which is assumed to
be fundamentally related to statistical mechanics [15]. Unlike other theories of emergent
space-time and gravity [16], MIQG is based on very few assumptions (quantum statistics,
macroscopic space-time and minimum input degrees of freedom).

2. Gravitational action and symmetries

Consider a space-time region M with a neighbourhood in approximate thermal
equilibrium [5], boundary OM = U3, UT, its space-like part(s) ¥ and time-like part
T being piecewise smooth and every piece normal to each other. Then, the gravitational
Einstein-Hilbert action has the boundary variation term [19]]20][21][22]

55‘8M = ZT/Ad% Vil el 67hy, (1)

A:Ek7

with indices I (Minkowski) and ¢ (Lorentz) referring to the projections onto the local
subspaces associated to ¥ and 7T, v;; denotes the intrinsic 3d-metrics with determinant

v and 7y = (2//IW)(85/6vi5)e;r 19120122113, @.

We can identify several approximate symmetries of M and evaluate the constants of
motion on M, by using the ADM-decomposition [19][20][22] of () [5]:

5| = / B[N6(v/7e) — N'6(v/aji) + Nv/asisel], @)
T

with generalised lapse N, shift N*, surface energy density e, surface momentum density
Ji, and stress vector st. We choose 3 such that the translation or angular translation
or ”Lorentz rapidity” isometry vectors are contained everywhere within the subspaces
associated to 0¥ and T, use iT~' = §iNd¢ (if one coordinate is t) and define integral
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quantities as in [2][5]. This yields an expression analogous to the vacuum black hole
first law of [22],

U ~T 6S +w™ 6J,, — Pl 6VM, (3)

with constants of motion 7,,, coordinate index m and Minkowski index M.

In the local Minkowski frame, the cartesian x* translation isometry generates 341
conserved momenta Jr, = P,, we call them the T-cluster (X is a quasi-cube).

Then, we transform the space-like coordinates with indices ¢ # j # k to cylindric
coordinates, (z°,27) — (p,¢). The @-isometry provides one conserved angular
momentum Jg; (X is a quasi-cylinder). Transforming to spherical coordinates,
(p,2%) — (r,9) provides a second conserved angular momentum Jro (¥ is a quasi-
sphere). We transform to 4d-sphere coordinates by transforming to ”"boost coordinates”,
(t,r) = (2,x), t = zcoshx,r = zsinh x. The x-isometry (proper Lorentz-invariance)
induces a third conserved momentum Jro, where 7+, is now decomposed with respect
to z and (x, p, ) while integrating over the 3d-quasi-hypersphere boundary dM. This
is the R-cluster with (2 4 1) momenta.

We also can start with “boost coordinates”, (¢,z') — (u,x). The conserved
momentum is the time evolved centre of mass which can be trivially set to zero
using the translation isometry. Repeating (u,2’) — (v,1)) generates a new Jr;, and
(v,2%) — (w,&) generates another Jro. Before the second "boost” step, we can also
insert (z7,2%) — (p, ) (cylindric). The subsequent "boost” step (u, p) — (v, () yields
one last momentum Jro. Interconverting the first and second "boost” steps yields the
same &, ¢ and thus no further momentum can be found. This is the L-cluster with
(2 4+ 1) momenta.

Thus, we have a total of three clusters accounting for (3 + 1) and twice (2 + 1)
conserved momenta J,,. For negligible gravitational field, P, and Jg; 2 coincide with
the ADM momentum and angular momentum [17][18]. (I B]) also hold for non-vanishing
torsion and higher order curvature (GRTH) and agree with the expressions of MIQG

2] (314 [5] 6]
3. Extremization under constraints

As in @), Jn = Jr,Jr,J are related to other quantities. For any 7, =~
Jm |7 d*x+/0, we extremise S under constraints

Earc (25 jm) = cac(a), (4)

K=1,...,dim(j,), with Lagrange multipliers A (z*):
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— 3 I, i K _
58], = & [ e Blietorsy + s0eac) =, o)
> [ VRl ea 025 ~0. (6)
4 JA

We can obtain a quadratic form by decomposing the expression M5 &4 as follows
(suppressing the label A):

A e =gl o ny, = 7k PF n, = me Yk (7)

The dagger in 1. reflects the undetermined format of /X and o*. As in [2][3][5], mx is
expressed by its flow 7 across A, while A has an associated subspace with unit normal
vector nt, mi. = w,TC a*, e n, = me. Insert (7) into (), apply Gauss’ theorem, (), the
procedure in [5] and obtain the (Legendre transformed) J,,-contribution 6.5,,:

5 mlonn = /M Q=g (57 + (570,08, ®)
m = /MdW——g et + 0,08, 9)

with 85" = V,6mk.. To linear order, the local Lorentzian structure makes " oscillatory,
suggesting complex notation.

First consider the Jgjo-sector. Imposing invariance on S under local phase
transformations ¢¥* — Ul = el (“"’)Tlfgbﬁ (7! spans the 3-dimensional Clifford
algebra) implies the SU(2) invariance of S. Proof of the SU(2) invariance from MIQG:
Y* changes the number of quanta in M. By construction, the choice of the K-component
is arbitrary. Thus, S is invariant under K-rotations of ¥* and thus SU(2) invariant.

The Jro-sector provides one more constraint with one single field ¥° and induces the
invariance of S under transformations ¢/ — UKOyK = eB@Y X to be imposed on the
Y& of the Jgi - and Jgo-sector. Thus, the R-cluster yields U(1) x SU(2) invariance.

Using the same procedure, the T-cluster yields U(1) x SU(3)-invariance, and the L-
cluster yields U(1) x SU(2)-invariance. Consider the Jp;-sector (i = 1...3). Given
a point p € T, we can choose the cartesian coordinates at p and the value i so that
jr1 = p jri- This gives us three constraints &xc,1 (2% jr; jr) and three fields 1. We
can repeat this step for the second R-component, jrs = 7 jr;, to obtain three more
constraints and thus three fields ¥*72. Extending the procedure to include the jro, jro
and including the L-cluster as well leads to a total of (3 +1) x (1+2) x (1 +2) =
36 fermion fields ) 7XrXL  Altogether, these fields are subject to the symmetry
U(l) x SU3) x U(1) x SU(2) x U(1) x SU(2).
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We now show that the 7,,-sectors of each cluster describe spin 1/2 fields. In a local
Minkowski frame, consider the plane wave ansatz ¢ = ko €P** , where p, does not
depend on z#. Insert this ansatz and the factor (¢} ¢) = V,omi into (8) (h=1):

3Snlowa = [ ata B0k O ¥+ (5m) i) (10)
After replacing ip, — 9, and computing S, [5], 65 = 0 at fixed 7Y, yields

Yk ¢ = (0uk) o =yl ¢ +ipk o =0 (11)
with ¢’ = ( — V,a#. Solutions of S = 0 also solve

Uk (¢ ipy a)(¢ +ip” o) = 0. (12)

The term quadratic in p, yields @D,TC at a, p,p”. We still are free to choose a* so that
ata, = 2. Imposing p,p" = C leads to the anti-commutator relation {o#, o, } = 2 0¥,
as for the Dirac equation. 9 must therefore be spin 1/2 fields. The solutions also
imply C' = (m")? for a field of particle mass m” in the MIQG interpretation, and we
can expand the general field ¢ = [ d*p ¢xc(p,) €P*" accordingly.

4. Higher level contstraints

The transformation UX = @™ E for the Y* of each J,,-sector (with symmetry group
generators 7%) yields a Noether-current density jé’; = [0L/5(0,4")]- (09" Jdwy) — jégl’;o.
We call this the level 1 Noether current density and write the level (1) in parentheses
in order to distinguish level 1 quantities from the corresponding above quantities (level
0). Again, jé“f; depends on other quantities, yielding additional constraint equations

Ek i@ Joms Jihy) = cri (@ Jom), (13)
where K1) and k£ have the same number n;, of values, and writing

Erai = Axak (@5 Jom) A Vil + Brwi(®’; jom) (14)

(with projector 4;') preserves the index ¢ associated to the boundary. Introducing level
1 Lagrange multipliers )\’(Cl()l)l(xj ) and using the same procedure as in the last section,
we obtain:

i CK 1yt
55‘,4 = / A3z v = [TI 56,'I+577(0)ICTICRICL ’(/JEE)T’CR’CL—HSWU)CIC(DZ' ¢(1) @ ]a (15)
A

where the sum over double cluster indices C' =T, R, L is understood in the last term.

Again, S must be phase invariant. The transformations involving the index i or u
are part of the space-time diffeomo;phisms and already have induced the 7,,. There
remains @Dg)” —U ’C,,@Dﬁ)“ = elta(@X (El)” , where A7 are either the generators of SU(ny)

or U(1) (if we set \§, = Bp/d%)), K! = CK(1y and C is any cluster.
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We can restrict the spin value of wg;c” . To account for the flow of the field across the
boundary, we again set dmg,, = 07mi,,n” (level and cluster index suppressed). We write
dTxw @s a normal to the space associated to A, using a 4d-vector product (asymmetric
in p, v). With w, = dmic, Y’ Gauss’ theorem and 0T = —0Tkyy, We have

/ W / dw = / A (V') O 4 S F] (16)
oM M M 2

with F = v o — v# X The elements of F** have the same structure as the

electromagnetic field tensor and thus represent a field of integer spin.

The same procedure as for level 1 leads to the level 2 Noether currents and constraints,
and so on. This yields:

i (KK rKL}OK 0]
5S‘A:/Ad35’3 |7|(7—I§ei]+z67T(l){ICTICRICL}[CIC(Ui] by T, (1)

>0

where [x] means x for [ > 0 (else void), and {z} means x for [ = 0 (else void). Finally,
the total function Sioga is obtained with [3][4]:

Stotal = / d4.f1}' vV —g (eiei@% -+ wu[JQMIJ
M

; {KTKRrKL}HCK )]
+ Z j/(l){KTICRICL}[C/C(l)M ¢(l)
1>0

1 {KrKrKL}HCKqyplv

+ [i]ﬂ-(l){KTICRKL}[CK(l)N]V F(l) ) (18)

where w,;; is the connection 1-form, ®4" is the generalised curvature 2-form, Q7 is

the gravitational variable conjugate to the connection 1-form, F, (E;CT’CR’CLHC’C“MV is the

covariant derivative (antisymmetrised if [ > 0) of wg)CT’CRKLHC’C“)M], 7w (KrKrKL}OK o]

is the generalised current density (the divergence of W(l){KTKRKL}[C’C(l)p]y).

Increasing levels involve more and more Noether currents entering the ”first law”
@), and the energy associated to the fields may increase accordingly. Therefore, the
expansion of levels should not have infinitely many levels, but stop before the Planck
energy is reached.

5. Identification and prediction of interactions

5.1. Level 0

The (34 1) x (14+2) x (1 +2) = 36 spin 1/2 fields wéf]T)FKR’CL have the same rank as
the formal Dirac functions of the standard model: (3 quark colours + 1 lepton)x (1 + 2
electroweak components: singlet plus doublet) x (3 flavours). The spinor structure arises
once §S = 0 is solved. The same U(1) x SU(2) and SU(3) invariances are found as for
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the electroweak and strong interaction mechanisms. These coincidences indicate that
the level 0 might have to be identified with the most elementary known fermions, and
one additional structure (U(1) x SU(2)) might explain the flavours.

5.2. Level 1

The boson fields @D(Cll)c(”” have the same rank and index structure as the set of electroweak
interaction potentials (B*, W}) associated to the -, the Z° W™ and W~ bosons
(U(1) x SU(2)), the gluons (SU(3)), one more singlet coupling to leptons and quarks
(as does the Higgs-field), and a third family of 4 bosons (U(1) x SU(2)) (flavour?).
To lowest order, the level 1 bosons are exchanged between level 0 fermions, and non-
linearities may allow for couplings between the bosons. We find a good correspondence
with the standard model.

5.3. Higher level interactions

All other interactions predicted according to our expansion (I8) have not yet been
observed. The particle collision energy might be required to be higher than for the
level 0 and 1 processes in order for the higher level particle resonances to be observed.
For example, consider ¢(C2’)C(2)N from the SU(3) symmetry of the electroweak sector
SU(2). These fields represent 8 bosons X*@ exchanged between the bosons W*
(v, Z° WH W) W — W + XFe,

6. Conclusions

Starting either from well-established general relativity (with relaxed prescriptions on
the connections and on the expansion of the differential orders) or from MIQG (defined
by three assumptions), it has been shown that several chains of interactions (with new
particles) follow. These chains comprise all fields and interactions of the standard model
as well as additional structures of interactions. The proof is even more elegant if based
on MIQG rather than GRTH, as the assumption of phase invariance may be omitted.
It is hoped that the existence of some higher level interactions might be confirmed in
high energy collision experiments, via new particle resonances and the associated decay
channels.
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