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Abstract

The perspective that gravity governs the unification of all known elementary forces calls
for an extension of the gauge gravity symmetry group SL(2, C) to the broader local symme-
try SL(2N,C), where N reflects the internal SU(N) symmetry subgroup. This extension
is shown to lead to a consistent hyperunification framework, provided that the tetrad fields
of SL(2, C) retain their invertibility condition in the extended theory, thus maintaining
their connection to gravity. As a result, while the full gauge multiplet of SL(2N,C) typ-
ically comprises vector, axial-vector, and tensor field submultiplets of SU(N), only the
vector submultiplet and the singlet tensor field manifest in the observed particle spectrum.
The axial-vector submultiplet remains decoupled from ordinary matter, while the tensor
submultiplet acquires the Planck scale order masses. Consequently, the effective symme-
try of the theory reduces to SL(2, C)× SU(N), bringing together SL(2, C) gauge gravity
and SU(N) grand unification. As all states in SL(2N,C) are also classified by their spin,
some SU(N) grand unified models, including the standard SU(5), appear unsuitable for
the standard spin-1/2 quarks and leptons. However, applying SL(2N,C) symmetry to a
model of composite quarks and leptons, where constituent chiral preons form the funda-
mental representations, identifies SL(16, C) with its effective SL(2, C)×SU(8) symmetry
accommodating all three quark-lepton families, as the most compelling candidate for hy-
perunification of the existing fundamental forces.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2411.11854v3


1 Introduction

A deepening recognition has long emerged that gravity exhibits notable similarities to the
other three fundamental forces when examined within the framework of conventional gauge
theory [1, 2, 3]. Specifically, the spin-connection fields that gauge the Lorentz symmetry
arise much like photons and gluons in the Standard Model. This opens the intriguing pos-
sibility that these spin-connections could be unified with the Standard Model gauge bosons
within some non-compact symmetry group, potentially leading to a unification of all known
gauge forces. If we accept that gravity itself governs the symmetry structure of this uni-
fication, then the search for such a symmetry naturally extends the gauge gravity group
SL(2, C) to the broader local symmetry SL(2N,C), where N defines the degree of the
internal SU(N) subgroup. We focus on SL(2, C) and its extensions rather than the more
conventional SO(1, 3), as SL(2, C) more fundamentally captures the spinorial nature of
fermions in spacetime. In this context, we refer to such frameworks as hyperunified theories
(HUTs), with particular emphasis on the SL(2N,C) model examined here in detail. This
unification integrates SL(2, C) gauge gravity with SU(N) grand unified theory (GUT).
The SU(N) subgroup within SL(2N,C) is designated as a ”hyperflavor” symmetry, with
fields associated with its representations termed ”hyperflavored” fields, contrasting with
the ”neutral” spin-connection field of local SL(2, C) symmetry, which corresponds to the
graviton. Remarkably, the total gauge hypermultiplet of the SL(2N,C) HUT may encom-
pass both spin-1 and spin-2 fields, offering a potential unified framework for describing all
fundamental forces – including gravity – should some key challenges, typically encountered
in such theories, be successfully navigated.

Numerous models in the literature propose unifying gravity with other interactions by
merging local Lorentz and internal symmetries into a non-compact covering group [4, 5,
6, 7]. Their difficulties are well known and, to varying degrees, they generally appear in
the SL(2N,C) HUT as well [8]. Firstly, the vector fields in the total gauge hypermultiplet
of this group are always accompanied by the axial-vector fields which must be somehow
excluded from the theory as there is no direct indication of their existence. Then, while
vector fields are proposed to mediate ordinary gauge interactions, the tensor fields from the
same hypermultiplet must provide the subtle gravitational interactions required to align
with reality. The crucial point lies in the fact that, whereas in pure gravity case, one can
solely consider the action being linear in the curvature (R) constructed from a tensor field,
the unification with other interactions necessitates the inclusion of quadratic curvature
(R2) terms as well. Consequently, tensor fields in these terms will induce interactions
comparable to those of the gauge vector fields in the Standard Model. Moreover, the tensor
fields, akin to the vector ones, exhibit now the internal SU(N) symmetry features implying
the existence of the multiplet of hyperflavored gravitons rather than a single neutral one.
Apart from that, such R + R2 Lagrangians for gravity are generally known to contain
ghosts and tachyons rendering them essentially unstable. And lastly, but perhaps most
importantly, a potential pitfall in hyperunified theories stems from the Coleman-Mandula
theorem [9] concerning the impossibility of merging spacetime and internal symmetries.
It is worth noting that this theorem initially surfaced precisely in connection with one of
the special cases of SL(2N,C), specifically the SL(6, C) symmetry [10], used a long time

1



ago as a possible relativistic version of the global SU(6) symmetry model describing the
spin-unitary spin symmetry classification of mesons and baryons [11].

In contrast, we aim to demonstrate here how, in the SL(2N,C) HUT framework, these
difficulties can be naturally overcome in the way as yet unexplored. The key idea is that
the interactions of the extended gauge multiplet Iµ in the SL(2N,C) theory – comprising
generally the vector, axial-vector and tensor field submultiplets – are suitably shaped by
the associated tetrad fields. Crucially, these tetrads are assumed to retain their form in the
extended theory, continuing to satisfy the invertibility condition as they do in pure SL(2, C)
gravity. Consequently, from the entire gauge multiplet Iµ only the SU(N) hyperflavor-
charged vector fields and hyperflavor-neutral tensor field emerge in the observed particle
spectrum. The axial-vector fields remain sterile to ordinary matter, while the hyperflavor-
charged tensor fields acquire the Planck scale order masses through the linear curvature
terms so as to remain only with the effective SL(2, C)×SU(N) symmetry in the theory. In
this sense, the tetrads not only define the geometric structure of spacetime but also govern
which local internal symmetries and associated gauge field interactions are really operative
in it.

Next, the extension of SL(2, C) gauge gravity to SL(2N,C) naturally calls for the
inclusion of some ”safe” quadratic curvature terms in the gravitational sector of the ex-
tended theory, alongside the standard quadratic strength-tensor terms for the vector fields.
This requirement uniquely identifies, from among all possible candidates, the ghost-free
curvature-squared gravity Lagrangian initially proposed by Neville [12] (see also [13]), as
the most appropriate model for such an extension. Consequently, the resulting theory,
after reduction, includes the SL(2, C) symmetric R+R2 Einstein-Cartan type gravity ac-
tion, which remains free from ghosts and tachyons, in addition to the conventional SU(N)
gauge vector field theory regarded as the GUT candidate. Eventually, the theory effectively
manifests a local SL(2, C) × SU(N) symmetry, rather than an entire SL(2N,C) symme-
try, which solely serves to determine the structure of the gauge and matter multiplets.
In this way, the restrictions imposed by the Coleman-Mandula theorem appear naturally
circumvented.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 revisits the SL(2, C) gauge gravity in
an updated form. Section 3 presents the SL(2N,C) HUT, introducing an invertibility
constraint on the tetrads, which guides its reduction to the effective SL(2, C) × SU(N)
symmetry framework detailed in the subsequent sections. Section 4 explores the hyperuni-
fied linear and quadratic curvature Lagrangians for gravity and other fundamental forces.
Section 5 highlights specific HUT models with a particular focus on the SL(16, C) theory
that gives rise to the SU(8) GUT, accommodating all three families of composite quarks
and leptons. The paper concludes with a summary in Section 6.

2 SL(2, C) gauge gravity

We begin by presenting the SL(2, C) gravity model, drawing in part from the pioneering
work [3]. At any point in spacetime, we assume a local frame where the global SL(2, C)
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symmetry group acts. Under this symmetry, the fundamental fermions transform as

Ψ → ΩΨ, Ω = exp

{
i

4
θabγ

ab

}
(1)

where the matrix Ω satisfies a pseudounitarity condition, Ω−1 = γ0Ω
+γ0, with the trans-

formation parameters θab taken to be constant for now. To maintain the invariance of the
kinetic terms, iΨγµ∂µΨ, the gamma matrices must be replaced by a set of tetrad matrices
eµ which transform like

eµ → ΩeµΩ−1 (2)

In general, the tetrad matrices eµ and their conjugates eµ incorporate the appropriate
tetrad fields eµa and eaµ, respectively,

eµ = eµaγ
a , eµ = eaµγa (3)

which transforms infinitesimally as

δeµc =
1

2
θab(e

µaηbc − eµbηac) (4)

They, as usual, satisfy the orthonormality or invertibility conditions

eaµe
ν
a = δνµ, eaµe

µ
b = δab (5)

and determine the metric tensors in the theory

gµν =
1

4
Tr(eµeν) = eaµe

b
νηab , gµν =

1

4
Tr(eµeν) = eµae

ν
b η

ab (6)

Turning now to the case where the SL(2, C) transformations (1) become local, θab ≡
θab(x), one must introduce the spin-connection gauge field multiplet Iµ which transforms
as usual

Iµ → ΩIµΩ
−1 −

1

ig
(∂µΩ)Ω

−1 (7)

This defines the covariant derivative for the fermion field

∂µΨ → DµΨ = ∂µΨ+ igIµΨ (8)

where g is the gauge coupling constant. The multiplet Iµ gauging the SL(2, C) takes the
following form by definition

Iµ =
1

4
Tµ[ab]γ

ab (9)

where the flat spacetime tensor field components Tµ[ab] transform according to

δT [ab]
µ =

1

2
θ[cd][(T

[ac]
µ ηbd − T [ad]

µ ηbc)− (T [bc]
µ ηad − T [bd]

µ ηac)]−
1

g
∂µθ

[ab] (10)
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The tensor field Tµ[ab] may in principle propagate, while the tetrad eµ is not treated as
a dynamical field. The invariant Lagrangian built from the tensor field strength

T [ab]
µν = ∂[νT

[ab]
µ] + gηcdT

[ac]
[µ T

[bd]
ν] (11)

can be written in a conventional form

eLG =
1

2κ
eµ[ae

ν
b] T

[ab]
µν , e ≡ [− detTr(eµeν)/4]−1/2 (12)

where κ stands for the modified Newtonian constant 8π/M2
P l. This form arises after using

the commutator for tetrads and some standard relations for γ matrices1. In fact, this is
the simplest pure gravity Lagrangian in the Palatini-type formulation. Its variation with
respect to the tensor field imposes a constraint that expresses the tensor field in terms of
the tetrads and their derivatives, reducing eLG to the standard Einstein Lagrangian. The
factor e, while not relevant for SL(2, C) gauge invariance, introduces an extra invariance
of the action under general four-coordinate transformations of GL(4, R) [3].

In the presence of fermions, the gauge-invariant matter coupling, expressed via the
covariant derivative (8, 9) leads to an additional interaction between the tensor field and
the spin-current density

eLM = −
1

2
gǫabcdTµ[ab]e

µ
cΨγdγ5Ψ (13)

This is a key feature of the Einstein-Cartan type gravity [2] resulting, beyond standard
General Relativity, in the tiny four-fermion (spin current-current) interaction in the matter
sector

κ
(
Ψγdγ

5Ψ
)
(Ψγdγ5Ψ) (14)

3 Extending gravity: gauge SL(2N,C) theories

The view that gravity governs the symmetry structure underlying the unification of all
known elementary forces necessitates extending the gauge gravity symmetry group SL(2, C)
to the broader local symmetry SL(2N,C), where N defines the degree of the internal
SU(N) symmetry as a subgroup. We refer to this as hyperflavor symmetry, which encom-
passes all known quantum numbers associated with quarks and leptons – such as color,
weak isospin, and family numbers. Indeed, this hyperflavor SU(N) symmetry underpins
the grand unification of the three other fundamental forces acting on quarks and leptons.
By proceeding along these lines, we aim to explore the new insights that may arise from
such a formulation.

1We give here some of them used throughout the paper

γab = i[γa, γb]/2, γaγb = γab/i+ ηab1̂, γcγ
[ab]γc = 0

[γab, γa′b′ ] = 2i(ηab′γba′

+ ηba′

γab′ − ηaa′

γbb′ − ηbb′γaa′

)

Tr(γabγa′b′) = 4(ηaa′

ηbb′ − ηab′ηba′

), T r(γabγcd) = 4(δacδ
b
d − δbcδ

a
d)

Tr(γabγa′b′γa′′b′′) = 4i[ηaa′

(ηa′′b′ηbb′′ − ηa′′bηb′b′′) + ηab′(ηa′′bηa′b′′ − ηa′a′′

ηbb′′)

+ηa′b(ηaa′′

ηb′b′′ − ηa′′b′ηab′′) + ηbb′(ηa′a′′

ηab′′ − ηa′b′′ηaa′′

)]

where 1̂ in the above is the 4× 4 unit matrix.
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3.1 Basics of SL(2N,C)

As mentioned, the SL(2N,C) symmetry group encompasses, among its primary subgroups,
the gravity SL(2, C) symmetry which covers the orthochronous Lorentz group, and the
internal hyperflavor SU(N) symmetry proposed to unify all quarks and leptons. Indeed,
the 8N2−2 generators of SL(2N,C) are formed from the tensor products of the generators
of SL(2, C) and generators of SU(N) so that the basic transformation applied to the
fermions looks as follows

Ω = exp

{
i

2

[(
θk + iθk5γ5

)
λk +

1

2
θKabγ

abλK
]}

(K = 0, k) (15)

Here, among the λK matrices, λk (k = 1, ..., N2 − 1) represent the SU(N) Gell-Mann
matrices, while λ0 is the unit matrix 1̂ corresponding to the U(1) generator involved (the
parameters θ parameters may either be constant or, in general, functions of spacetime
coordinate). Henceforth, we use uppercase Latin letters (I, J,K) for the U(1) × SU(N)
symmetry, while the lowercase letters (i, j, k) for the case of pure SU(N) symmetry2.

For description of the fermion matter in the theory one needs to reintroduce the tetrad
multiplet which generally has a form

eµ = (eaKµ γa + eaKµ5 γaγ5)λ
K (16)

It transforms, as before, according to (2), though the transformation matrix is now given
by equation (15). This tetrad structure can be simplified by excluding its axial-vector
component, which can be achieved by imposing gauge-invariant constraints on the tetrads.
To facilitate this, a special nondynamical SL(2N,C) scalar multiplet can be introduced
into the theory.

S = exp{i[(sk + ipkγ5)λ
k + tKabγ

abλK/2]} (17)

which transforms like as S → ΩS. With this scalar multiplet one can form a new tetrad in
terms of the gauge invariant construction, S−1eS. So, choosing appropriately the flat space
components in the S field one can turn the tetrad axial part to zero and establish symmetry
between Greek and Latin spacetime indices [10]. Nonetheless, even these reduced tetrads
can be regarded at best as some dynamical fields [10] rather than standard vielbeins that
satisfy the invertibility conditions (5) as in the pure gravity case.

2Some relations for λ matrices used below are given here

[λk, λl] = 2ifklmλm, {λk, λl} = 2(δkl1̂ + dklmλm)

λkλlλk = −λl, λKλlλK = 0, T r(λkλl) = Nδkl

The connections with a standard choice of the SU(N) matrices are given by the links

λK =
√
2NTK , f ijk =

√
N/2F ijk, dijk =

√
N/2Dijk
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3.2 Tetrads linked to gravity

Meanwhile, some challenge lies in the fact that the tetrads in (16), along with a neutral
component, also incorporate SU(N) hyperflavored components which may generally hinder
the preservation of the invertibility conditions. Consequently, this imposes a stringent
restriction on the permissible form of tetrads. To illustrate, let us assume the tetrads
adopt the general SL(2N,C) covariant form

eµ = eaKµ γaλ
K , eaKµ eµK

′

b = ∆aKK ′

b , eaKµ eνK
′

a = ∆νKK ′

µ (18)

with certain yet unspecified constructions for ∆aKK ′

b and ∆νKK ′

µ , which in the pure gravity
case are expected to satisfy the standard arrangement

∆a00
b = δab , ∆ν00

µ = δνµ (19)

Then multiplying the conditions (18) by the tetrad multiplets ebK
′′

σ and eσK
′′

a , respectively,
one come after simple calculations to

eaKµ = ∆aK0
b eb0µ , eµK

′

a = ∆bK ′0
a eµ0b (20)

that finally gives
∆aKK ′

b = ∆aK0
c ∆cK ′0

b (21)

and correspondingly
∆νKK ′

µ = ∆νK0
σ ∆σK ′0

µ (22)

For the constant and multiplicative forms of these functions, the only viable solution arises
as

eaKµ eµK
′

b = ∆aKK ′

b = δabδ
K0δK

′0 , eaKµ eνK
′

a = ∆νKK ′

µ = δνµδ
K0δK

′0 (23)

which essentially mirrors the pure gravity case. Therefore, the invertibility condition for
tetrads holds only if they predominantly belong to the SL(2, C) subgroup rather than the
entire SL(2N,C) group

eaKµ = eaµδ
K0 (24)

Otherwise, their connection to general relativity is lost.
Note that tetrads (24) may arise from a spontaneous-like breakdown of SL(2N,C) in

the tetrad sector, though they are not treated as dynamical fields in the theory, a premise
adopted henceforth. This ansatz implies that the initial symmetry breaks as

SL(2N,C) → SL(2, C)× SU(N) (25)

ultimately defining the effective symmetry of the theory. One could, in principle, start
directly with this symmetry bringing together SL(2, C) gauge gravity and SU(N) grand
unification. However, it is particularly insightful to examine how the hyperunified theory
organizes itself in this broken symmetry phase, driven by the tetrads, while maintaining
its connection to gravity. This may, in general, yield new and distinctive effects associated
with hyperunification, as discussed later.
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3.3 Gauging SL(2N,C)

Once the SL(2N,C) transformation (15) becomes local one needs, as usual, to introduce
the gauge field multiplet Iµ transforming as

Iµ → ΩIµΩ
−1 −

1

ig
(∂µΩ)Ω

−1 (26)

whose strength-tensor takes the form

Iµν = ∂[µIν] + ig[Iµ, Iν ] (27)

This provides the fermion multiplet with the covariant derivative

∂µΨ → DµΨ = ∂µΨ+ igIµΨ (28)

where g is the universal gauge coupling constant of the proposed hyperunification. The
Iµ multiplet includes in general the vector, axial-vector and tensor field submultiplets of
SU(N), and also the neutral tensor field

Iµ = Vµ +Aµ + Tµ =
1

2

(
V k
µ + iAk

µγ5

)
λk +

1

4
TK
µ[ab]γ

abλK (K = 0, k) (29)

as follows from its decomposition to the flat spacetime component fields. Thereby, the
corresponding total strength tensor written in the component fields comes to

Iµν =
1

2
∂[µ

(
V k − iAkγ5

)
ν]
λk −

1

2
f ijkg

(
V i − iAiγ5

)
µ
(V j − iAjγ5)νλ

k

+
1

4

(
∂[µT

[ab]K
ν] γabλ

K + i
g

4
T [ab]K
µ T [a′b′]K ′

ν [λKγab, λ
K ′

γa′b′ ]
)

(30)

Similarly, the gauge invariant fermion matter couplings, when given in terms of the Iµ
submultiplets, take the form

eLM = −
g

2
Ψ

{
eµ,

[
1

2

(
V k
µ − iAk

µγ5

)
λk +

1

4
TK
µ[ab]γ

abλK
]}

Ψ (31)

where, as one can readily observe, the vector, axial-vector and tensor fields interact every-
where in (30) and (31) with the universal gauge coupling constant g of SL(2N,C). Just the
tensor fields in these equations provide gravitational interaction in the SL(2N,C) HUTs
that, aside from the standard linear curvature Lagrangian for gravity (12), includes the
conventional quadratic strength terms for all gauge field submultiplets involved.

As mentioned, this raises a crucial issue: how to ensure that only the hyperflavored
submultiplet of vector fields V k

µ and a neutral tensor field T 0
µ[ab] (underlying the SU(N)

GUTs and Einstein-Cartan gravity, respectively) appear in the observed particle spectrum,
while the hyperflavored submultiplets of axial-vector and tensor fields, Ak

µ and T k
µ[ab], are

discriminated in the theory. Remarkably, if the tetrads retain their pure gravity form
discussed above, the submultiplet of axial-vector fields typically remains sterile to ordinary
matter, while the submultiplet of tensor fields acquires the Planck scale order masses.
Furthermore, they can be completely excluded from the theory provided that the gauge
hypermultiplet Iµ is properly constrained through the tetrads involved, as we demonstrate
below.
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3.4 Axial-vector fields

Let us now focus more closely on the vector and axial-vector fields which are the basic
spin-1 carriers of the hyperflavor SU(N) symmetry in the SL(2N,C) theory. Their own
sector stemming from the common strength tensor (30) looks as

eLV,A = −
1

4
[∂[µV

k
ν] − gf ijk(V i

µV
j
ν +Ai

µA
j
ν)]

2 −
1

4
[∂[µA

k
ν]]

2 (32)

where, as one can see, the vector fields acquire a conventional gauge theory form, while
the axial-vector field couplings break this gauge invariance3. At the same time, as follows
from the matter sector of the theory (31), the vector fields interact with ordinary matter
fermions

eLV
M = −

g

2
V i
µΨe

µ
aγ

aλiΨ (33)

while axial-vector fields do not, thus being sterile to them.
One might attempt to reconcile axial-vector fields with reality, despite the lack of direct

evidence for their existence. Meanwhile, according to the Lagrangian (32), they could give
rise to various processes, including the decay of vector fields into invisible axial-vector
modes. Current data, in principle, do not rule out such decays for the W and Z bosons
in the Standard Model, whose total width fractions into invisible modes remain relatively
large [14]. A traditional approach to rendering these modes unobservable at low energies
involves making them superheavy via an extensively expanded Higgs sector, while keeping
the vector fields, which gauge the Standard Model, massless or sufficiently light. However,
this approach faces significant challenges, as the axial-vector fields typically follow the same
mass-generating mechanism as their vector counterparts.

Notably, despite the local SL(2N,C) invariance in the theory, the very presence of the
axial-vector fields breaks the special gauge symmetry SU(N) associated solely to the vector
fields. In this context, an intriguing possibility arises if the axial-vector fields condense at
some Planck-scale order M, thus providing a true vacuum in the theory,

〈
Ak

µ

〉
= n

k
µM,

whose direction is given by the unit Lorentz vector n
k
µ (nµkn

k
µ = 1). Remarkably, in such a

vacuum, as is directly seen, gauge invariance for the vector fields is fully restored, though
a tiny spontaneous breaking of the Lorentz invariance at the scale M may appear [8].

In particular, for the condensation of axial-vector fields, instead of introducing a conven-
tional polynomial potential for the entire gauge hypermultiplet, one can impose a covariant
constraint of the form

1

4
Tr(IµI

µ] = M2 (34)

which, in terms of field components, reads

(V k
µ )

2 + (Ak
µ)

2 + (T abK
µ )2 = M2 (35)

3Certainly, there are also the intersecting terms of vector and axial-vector with hyperflavored tensor
field submultiplet T

[ab]k
µ which we discuss later.
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The typical solution to this constraint might be related to a special Goldstone-type con-
figuration

Ak
µ = a

k
µ + n

k
µ

√
M2 − (V k

µ )
2 − (T abK

µ )2 − a
2 , n

k
µa

k
µ = 0 (a2 ≡ (akµ)

2) (36)

This parametrization shows that, while the axial multiplet condenses, represented by an
effective Higgs mode formed from the vector and tensor field invariants, its massless exci-
tations are orthogonal to the vacuum direction, aligned along the unit Lorentz vector n

k
µ.

We have further employed the factorized form, nkµ ≡ nµǫ
k, where nµ is the unit Lorentz

vector (n2µ = ±1, while ǫk is associated with the internal SU(N) symmetry (ǫkǫk = 1).
Now, turning back to the spin-1 field Lagrangian (32) and substituting the Ai

µ ex-
pression (36) one can confirm that first-order terms in the zero modes a

i
µ do not appear,

provided the orthogonality conditions

nµa
k
µ = 0 , nµV

k
µ = 0 , (∂n)akν = 0 (37)

hold. These can be viewed as gauge conditions for the zero modes akµ and vector field V k
µ ,

respectively, while the last condition implies that the zero modes are independent of the x
coordinate along the direction where Lorentz symmetry is broken. Neglecting higher-order
terms in the zero modes, one arrives at the Lagrangian

eLV,A = −
1

4

(
∂[µV

k
ν] − f ijkV i

µV
j
ν /2

)2

+
1

M2

{[
n
k
[µ(V

i
σ∂ν]V

i
σ)
]2

+
[
n
k
[µ(T

Kab
σ ∂ν]T

K
σab)

]2}
(38)

which consists of the conventional vector field gauge-invariant Lagrangian, plus small non-
invariant and Lorentz-violating terms arising from the square root in (36) when the lowest-
order terms in (V i

µ)
2/M2 and (T abK

µ )2/M2 are considered.
At higher orders, the kinetic and interaction terms of the axial-vector zero modes

emerge, subtly influencing the observable sector. Notably, some of these modes acquire
large masses due to the fact that the symmetry of the constraint (35) is significantly
higher than that of the Lagrangian, making certain zero modes pseudo-Goldstone states.
From their mass term in (32)

(aiµa
µi′)(njνn

νj′)f ijkf i
′j′kM2/2 (39)

it follows that modes associated with the ”non-diagonal” generators of SU(N) acquire su-
perheavy masses, whereas those corresponding to the ”diagonal” generators remain mass-
less, though only at the tree level. Consequently, some distinct processes involving these
modes may arise, while the modes themselves remain decoupled from ordinary matter, as
previously noted.

A more radical approach, discussed below, would be to impose a specific tetrad filtering
condition that automatically excludes the axial-vector field from the total gauge multiplet
(29).
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3.5 Constraints by tetrad filtering

We begin by proposing some tetrad filtering condition applied directly to the general gauge
multiplet (29) that, instead of being imposed by postulate, can be incorporated into the
theory through the Lagrange multiplier type term

C

(
Iµ −

1

4
eσIµe

σ

)2

(40)

where C(x) is some multiplier function. This term, upon variation under C, yields the
constraint condition

Iµ = eσIµe
σ/4 (41)

using the ”neutral” tetrads, eσ and eσ (24), which are only permitted in the theory. This
yields

Iµ =
1

4
eaKσ eσK

′

b (γaλ
KIµγ

bλK
′

) (42)

which, upon employing the invertibility conditions of the tetrad (23), results in the equality
(
V k
µ + iAk

µγ5

)
λk + TK

µ[ab]γ
abλK/2 =

(
V k
µ − iAk

µγ5

)
λk

This implies that the reduced gauge multiplet (44) comprises solely the vector fields

Iµ = V k
µ λ

k/2 (43)

while the axial-vector and tensor field submultiplets vanish identically. Remarkably, by
imposing the covariant constraint (41) the starting SL(2N,C) symmetry group is effectively
reduced to the pure unitary SU(N) symmetry case. In a sense, the constraint acts as a
symmetry-breaking mechanism, but unlike typical scenarios, nothing remains of the original
SL(2N,C) gauge sector except its SU(N) part.

Further, to also only keep the axial-vector field submultiplet in the theory one could
use another tetrad filtering instead

Iµ = eρeσIµe
σeρ/16 (44)

which goes to
(
V k
µ + iAk

µγ5

)
λk + TK

µ[ab]γ
abλK/2 =

(
V k
µ + iAk

µγ5

)
λk

resulting in the gauge multiplet

Iµ =
(
V k
µ + iAk

µγ5

)
λk/2 (45)

with the vanished tensor field submultiplet.
And, finally, to include the tensor field submultiplet instead of the axial-vector one, we

could require the ”less stringent” filtering constraint instead

eρIµe
ρ = eρeσIµe

σeρ/4 (46)
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that removes the tensor field submultiplet in the both sides. Specifically, this leads to
(
V k
µ − iAk

µγ5

)
λk = eρ

(
V k
µ − iAk

µγ5

)
λkeρ/4 =

(
V k
µ + iAk

µγ5

)
λk (47)

resulting in the vanishing of the axial-vector multiplet, Ak
µ = 0, while the tensor field

multiplet remains unaffected. Consequently, one could in principle use the constraint (46)
and the properly reduced gauge field hypermultiplet

Iµ = V l
µλ

l/2 + TK
µ[ab]γ

abλK/4 (48)

that would solely lead to the theory of vector and tensor fields.
When examining the structure of the total gauge multiplet Iµ in the SL(2N,C) HUT,

it becomes evident that while its vector submultiplet persists under any tetrad filtering
constraint, the inclusion of axial-vector and tensor field submultiplets in the theory depends
crucially on the specific filtering applied. We do not impose these constraints here, though
some were employed in earlier works [8, 15].

4 Lagrangians

Below, we present the linear and quadratic stress-tensor Lagrangians for all the field sub-
multiplets comprising the total gauge multiplet Iµ. Our primary focus will be on the
Lagrangians for the tensor fields, as the common Lagrangian for the vector and axial-
vector submultiplets has already been discussed in (32). Furthermore, considering that
with neutral tetrads taken, the axial-vector fields decouple from ordinary matter, we can
temporarily set them aside. One could choose the vacuum where they are condensed.
This, as was mentioned above, effectively strengthens the gauge nature of the vector fields
in the theory. Another, more radical approach might involve their complete exclusion from
the theory through an appropriate tetrad filtering constraint (46), ultimately leading to a
properly reduced total gauge multiplet (48).

4.1 Linear strength-tensor theories

We are taking the linear hyperunified theory Lagrangian in the Palatini type form

eL
(1)
H ∼ Tr{[eµ, eν ]Iµν} (49)

In the SL(2N,C) case the strength tensor Iµν (30), apart from tensor submultiplet un-
derlying the gravity sector, comprises the vector and axial-vector submultiplets as well.
However, due to the neutral tetrad chosen (24) satisfying the commutator

[eµ, eν ] = −2ieµae
ν
bγ

ab (50)

one can easily confirm that the they do not contribute to the Lagrangian (49).
Eventually, for the tensor field strength in (30) one has, after taking the necessary traces

of products involving γ and λ matrices, the following linear curvature gravity Lagrangian

eL
(1)T
H =

1

2κ

(
∂[µT

[ab]0
ν] + gηcdT

[ac]K
[µ T

[bd]K
ν]

)
eµae

ν
b (51)

11



Similarly, beyond the fermion matter coupling with vector fields (33), there are also cou-
plings with the tensor submultiplet, as derived from the general matter Lagrangian (31)

eLT
M = −

g

2
ǫabcdTK

µ[ab]Ψe
µ
c γdλ

Kγ5Ψ (52)

where couplings of the tensor fields with the neutral and hyperflavored spin density currents
appear with the same coupling constant g.

Notably, in the Lagrangian (51), only the neutral component T
[ab]0
µ of the total tensor

field multiplet T
[ab]K
[µ of U(1) × SU(N) contains derivative terms, while the hyperflavored

components T
[ab]k
µ are solely involved through interaction terms. This indicates that the

neutral tensor field alone gauges gravity, while the hyperflavored components are simply

reduced to spin currents, given by ǫabcdΨeµcγdλ
kγ5Ψ. When they both, T

[ab]0
[µ and T

[ab]k
µ ,

are independently eliminated from the entire linear tensor field Lagrangian eL
(1)
G + eL

(T )
M ,

one arrives at the Einstein-Cartan type gravity containing, besides the usual GR, the tiny
4-fermion spin density interaction

κ
(
Ψγcγ

5λKΨ
)
(Ψγcγ5λKΨ) (53)

which in contrast to the standard case [2] includes the hyperflavored four-fermion interac-
tion terms as well.

4.2 Quadratic strength-tensor theories

4.2.1 Pure gravity case

As previously noted, extending the SL(2, C) gauge gravity to the hyperunified SL(2N,C)
theory naturally implies the inclusion of some ”safe” quadratic curvature terms in its
gravitational sector, alongside the standard quadratic terms for the vector field strength
tensors. This criterion distinctly identifies the ghost-free curvature-squared gravity model,
originally proposed by Neville [12], as the most fitting for such an extension.

Accordingly, we employ the corresponding Lagrangian.

L
(2)
G = λeTabcd

(
T abcd − 4T acbd + T cdab

)
(54)

where the curvature tensor T ab
µν is contracted with tetrads, T abcd = T ab

µνe
µceνd, and properly

(anti)symmetrized. In the SL(2, C) gravity case this curvature is constructed from tensor
fields involved, while the constant λ, though currently arbitrary, may potentially be deter-

mined within the SL(2N,C) unification framework. The Lagrangian L
(2)
G , when properly

expressed through the tensor field strengths and tetrad components takes the form

eL
(2)
G = λ(T µν

ab T
ab
µν − 4T µν

ab T
ac
ρν eµce

ρb + T µν
ab T

cd
ρσeµceνde

ρaeσb) (55)

In view of the extension to the SL(2N,C) hyperunified theory, we suggest that all
terms in the Lagrangian (55) may be understood as originating from the corresponding
traces of general matrix couplings

eL
(2)
G = aTr(IµνI

µν) + b(r)Tr(Iµν , I
ρν , eµ, eρ)

(r) + c(s)Tr(Iµν , I
ρσ, eµ, eν , eρ, eσ)

(s) (56)

12



They include all possible mutual placements of the strength-tensors and tetrads inside of
traces taken with arbitrary coefficients a, b(r) and c(s) (r = 1, 2...; s = 1, 2...; here and
below, summation is implied over repeated indices r and s). The strength tensor Iµν in

the pure gravity case is solely related to the tensor field strength T
[ab]
µν , as outlined above

in (11). Thus, we have for some basic couplings in (56)

16eL
(2)
G = aT ab

µνT
µν
cd U

[cd]
[ab] + T ab

µνT
ρν
cd e

µfeρg

(
b(r)U

(r)[cd]g
[ab]f

)

+T ab
µνT

ρσ
cd e

µfeνf
′

eρgeσg′
(
c(s)U

(s)[cd]gg′

[ab]ff ′

)
(57)

where the above U tensors are related to the traces of the corresponding products of γ
matrices

U
[cd]
[ab] = Tr(γabγ

cd) = 4(δcaδ
d
b − δcbδ

d
a)

U
(1)[cd]g
[ab]f = Tr(γabγ

cdγfγ
g), U

(2)[cd]g
[ab]f = Tr(γabγfγ

cdγg), · · ·

U
(1)[cd]gg′

[ab]ff ′
= Tr(γabγ

cdγfγf ′γgγg
′

), U
(2)[cd]gg′

[ab]ff ′
= Tr(γabγ

cdγfγf ′γgγg
′

), · · · (58)

including all their mutual placements. The sum of terms in the Lagrangian (57), with
appropriately justified coefficients a, b(r) and c(s) will inevitably lead to the ghost-free
Lagrangian (55). Notably, the second term in (57) not only contributes on its own but
also influences the first term, while the third term, in addition to generating its own
contribution, similarly affects both the first and second terms. As a result, the Lagrangian
(57) takes the form

eL
(2)
G =

(
A′T µν

ab T
ab
µν +B′T µν

ab T
ac
ρν eµce

ρb + C ′T µν
ab T

cd
ρσeµceνde

ρaeσb
)
/16 (59)

The new numerical factors A′, B′ and C ′ arise due to the trace contributions to the terms
with the original factors a, b(r) and c(s), and their appropriate summation

A′ = a+ b(ra)t
(ra)
b + c(sa)t(sa)c

B′ = b+ c(sb)t(sb)c

C ′ = c(sc)t(sc)c (60)

where the appropriate parameters b(ra), c(sa,sb,sc) and corresponding trace values t
(ra)
b ,

t
(sa,sb,sc)
c are explicitly indicated. While these connections between the new and old factors
are theoretically calculable, they are not relevant for what follows. The only requirement
is that gravity remains free from ghosts and tachyons, imposing the following conditions
on the new parameters

A′ = −B′/4 = C ′ = λ (61)

that directly leads to the acceptable quadratic curvature Lagrangian (55).
Consequently, the spin-connection field T ab

µ becomes truly dynamic. In the particle
sector, besides the ordinary massless graviton, there exists a scalar torsion excitation S(0−)
which could, in principle, normally propagate. However, it typically possesses a Planck-
scale order mass, m2

S ∼ M2
P /λ, making it unlikely to have any observable significance

unless the numerical parameter λ is exceedingly large.

13



4.2.2 Extension to SL(2N,C) theory

The extension of quadratic curvature terms to the SL(2N,C) HUT follows directly from
the general Lagrangian (56) where the strength-tensor Iµν now relates to the total gauge
multiplet of SL(2N,C) rather than only the gauge tensor field of SL(2, C).

Let us first focus on the vector field submultiplet in this extension and examine how
the internal symmetry in the hyperunified theory is organized. This can be analyzed by
considering the Lagrangian (56) term by term using the reduced gauge multiplet (48) and
neutral tetrads (the axial-vector fields are now excluded from consideration). As follows,
for the pure vector field part all three terms in (56) results in a conventional gauge-invariant
form for the vector field interaction.

Indeed, from the structure of the vector field part in the general strength-tensor Iµν
(30) one obtains the following expressions for the first, second, and third terms in (56),
respectively

Tr{VµνV
ρν} = N(V k

µνV
µνk)/4,

T r{VµνV
ρνeµeρ} = N(V k

µνV
µνk),

T r{VµνV
ρσeµeνeρeσ} = 2N(V k

µνV
µνk) (62)

where the tetrad invertibility conditions (23) and corresponding traces for γ and λ matrices
have been applied. Summing these terms with their respective coefficients, the resulting
Lagrangian for the vector fields takes the form

eL
(2)V
H /N = (V k

µνV
µνk)(a/4 +B + 2C), B =

∑

r

b(r), C =
∑

s

c(s)

that remains the SU(N) gauge invariant form for their interactions, while the factors a,B
and C satisfy the standard condition for the vector field multiplet

N(a/4 +B + 2C) = −1/4 (63)

As to the tensor field interactions, they emerge from the direct SL(2N,C) extension of
the pure gravity Lagrangian in (57)

16eL
(2)T
H /N = aT abK

µν T µνK
cd U

[cd]
[ab] + T abK

µν T ρνK
cd eµfeρg

(
b(r)U

(r)[cd]g
[ab]f

)

+T abK
µν T ρσK

cd eµfeνf
′

eρgeσg′
(
c(s)U

(s)[cd]gg′

[ab]ff ′

)
(64)

So, collecting both vector and tensor field terms one finally comes to the SL(2N,C) in-
variant quadratic Lagrangian

eL
(2)
H = −1/4V k

µνV
µνk

+λ(T µνK
ab T abK

µν − 4T µνK
ab T acK

ρν eµce
ρb + T µνK

ab T cdK
ρσ eµceνde

ρaeσb) (65)
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where the λ parameter is related again to the factors A′, B′ and C ′ (60) in the pure gravity
case. They meet the ghost-free gravity conditions which have practically the same form as
in (61)

A′ = −B′/4 = C ′ = λ/N (66)

These conditions, encompassing all the initial parameters a, b(r) and c(s) are readily satis-
fied, while still allowing the parameter λ to remain arbitrary, though it may be expected
of order 1, similar to other parameters in the hyperunified theory.

Note that we do not consider here the intersecting terms between the vector and tensor

fields which necessarily arise for the hyperflavored tensor field submultiplet T
[ac]k
µ in the

general gauge multiplet couplings (56). As follows from the general covariant derivative
(30), these couplings will include the intersecting terms of the form

gf ijkD[µV
i
ν]T

[ab]j
µ T [a′b′]k

ν (ηaa′ηbb′ − ηab′ηa′b) (67)

and some similar ones. They directly break SU(N) gauge invariance because, although
the vector fields appear with covariant derivatives, the tensor fields in these terms cannot
be treated as matter fields in a way that would preserve such invariance. Fortunately,
however, these tensor fields seem to acquire masses at the Planck scale, rendering them
irrelevant at lower energies, as argued below.

Combining the linear and quadratic curvature terms for the tensor fields, as presented
in (51) and (65), respectively, one leads to a remarkable conclusion concerning the heavy
mass origin for the SU(N) tensor field submultiplet. Actually, as noted earlier, within the
linear curvature terms, only the neutral tensor field component contains derivative terms,
while the hyperflavored components appear solely through polynomial couplings. It can
now be readily seen that these couplings

e
1

2κ
gηcd

(
T [ac]K
µ T [bd]K

ν − T [ac]K
ν T [bd]K

µ

)
eµae

ν
b (µ, ν; c, d = 0, 1, 2, 3) (68)

may generate the Planck scale order masses for the SU(N) tensor field submultiplet. Ac-
tually, in flat spacetime, where eµa = δµa and eνb = δνb , these couplings yield a Fierz-Pauli
type mass term for the 2-tensor field multiplet

−
g

2κ
ηcd

(
T [µc]K
ν T [νd]K

µ − T [µc]K
µ T [νd]K

ν

)
(69)

which ultimately leads to the mass

M2
T ∼ (g/λ)M2

P (70)

This implies that, alongside the massless graviton and the heavy scalar excitation associated
with the neutral tensor field (K = 0), as seen in the pure gravity case [12] , the hyperunified
theory also incorporates the SU(N) hyperflavor multiplet of tensor fields having superheavy
masses. These fields may become active at the Planck scale, potentially influencing the
cosmology of the early universe.
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5 Application to GUTs

5.1 Symmetry breaking scenario

It is evident that the hyperunification of all elementary forces implies that, while gravity is
basically governed by its unique linear tensor field strength Lagrangian (51), the quadratic
strength terms for all components of gauge multiplet Iµ are naturally unified in a common
SL(2N,C) invariant Lagrangian (65). Consequently, the gauge sector of the hyperunified
Lagrangian takes the form

eLH = eL
(1)T
H + eL

(2)T
H −

1

4
V k
µνV

µνk (71)

containing, besides the unified Einstein-Cartan type gravity given by the Lagrangians (51)
and (65), the standard SU(N) invariant vector field part. Meanwhile, the axial-vector
fields are effectively excluded from the theory, either due to their sterility, condensation,
or the tetrad filtering constraints discussed earlier.

A conventional scenario for breaking the SL(2N,C) invariance in the theory typically
relies on an appropriate set of scalar fields capable of first reducing this invariance to
the intermediate SL(2, C) × SU(N) symmetry, and subsequently to the Standard Model.
However, in our framework, there is no necessity to induce the initial stage of symme-
try breaking explicitly. Indeed, due to the neutral tetrad pattern proposed, the gauge
submultiplets related to the ”nondiagonal” generators of SL(2N,C) either are generically
superheavy, as observed above with hyperflavored tensor fields due to the relevant linear
curvature terms, or remain sterile to ordinary matter, as is the case with the axial-vector
fields (alternatively, they can be entirely filtered out of the theory).

As to the internal SU(N) symmetry violation down to the Standard Model one actually
need to have the adjoint scalar multiplets of the type

Φ = (φk + iφk5γ5)λ
k + φKabγ

abλK/2 (72)

which transform under SL(2N,C) as

Φ → ΩΦΩ−1 (73)

It generally contains, apart the scalar components, the pseudoscalar and ”tensor” compo-
nents as well. However, as in the above gauge multiplet case, one can use again the tetrad
projection mechanism to filter away these ”superfluous” components, just like as it was
done in (41)

Φ = eσΦe
σ/4

As a result, with tetrads satisfying the invertibility conditions (23) there is only left the
pure scalar components in the SU(N) symmetry breaking multiplet Φ

Φ = φkλk (k = 1, ..., N2 − 1)

providing (with other similar scalar multiplets) the breaking of the SU(N) GUT down to
the Standard Model. The final symmetry breaking to SU(3)c×U(1)em is provided by extra
scalar multiplets whose assignment depends on which multiplets are chosen for quarks and
leptons.
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5.2 SU(5) and its direct extension

As discussed, the SL(2N,C) HUT effectively exhibits a local SL(2, C)× SU(N) symme-
try, rather than an entire SL(2N,C) symmetry, which primarily serves to determine the
structure of the gauge and matter multiplets. This results in the SL(2, C) gauge gravity
on one side and SU(N) grand unified theory on the other. Given that all states involved
in the SL(2N,C) theories are additionally classified according to their spin values, many
potential SU(N) GUTs, including the conventional SU(5) theory [16], appear to be irrel-
evant for standard spin 1/2 quarks and leptons. However, the application of SL(2N,C) to
their proposed preon constituents turns out both natural and exceptionally promising.

Note first that the SL(2N,C) symmetry is presently applied to the chiral fermions,
leading to the decomposition of a general transformation (15) into distinct transformations
for lefthanded and righthanded fermions

ΩL = exp

{
i

2

[(
θk − iθk5

)
1̂λk +

1

2
θKabΣ

abλK
]}

,

ΩR = exp

{
i

2

[(
θk + iθk5

)
1̂λk +

1

2
θKabΣ

ab
λK

]}
(74)

in the chiral basis for γ matrices. Here Σab and Σ
ab

are given by

Σab =
i

2
(σaσb − σbσa), Σ

ab
=
i

2
(σaσb − σbσa) (75)

where the two-dimensional matrices σa and σa

γa =

(
0 σa

σa 0

)
(76)

are expressed in terms of the unit and Pauli matrices as

σa = (1̂,σ), σa = (1̂,−σ) (77)

Accordingly, the gauge multiplets of SL(2N,C) associated with both lefthanded and
righthanded fermions are appropriately specified.

We begin with the familiar SU(5), which could naturally emerge from the SL(10, C)
hyperunification. In this context, some of its low-dimensional chiral fermion multiplets
(lefthanded for certainty) can be represented in terms of the SU(5)×SL(2, C) components
as

Ψia
L , 10 = (5, 2) (78)

and
ΨL[ai, jb] = ΨL[ij]{ab} +ΨL{ij}[ab], 45 = (10, 3) + (15, 1) (79)

Here, we have used that any common antisymmetry across two or more combined SL(10, C)
indices (ia, jb, kc) implies antisymmetry in the SU(5) indices (i, j, k = 1, ..., 5) and sym-
metry in the spinor indices (a, b, c = 1, 2), and the reverse holds as well (the dimensionality
of the representations is also indicated). Notably, while the fermionic SU(5) antiquintet is
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easily constructed (78), the fermionic decuplet does not arise from the purely antisymmet-
ric SL(10, C) representation (79). Instead, the tensor in (79) corresponds to a collection
of vector and scalar multiplets rather than fermionic ones. This effectively rules out the
standard SU(5) GUT, along with its supersymmetric or string-inspired extensions [17, 18]
from consideration.

Note in this connection, that all GUTs where fermions are assigned to the pure anti-
symmetric representations seem to be also irrelevant since the spin magnitude of appearing
states are not in conformity with what we have in reality. The most known example of
this kind is the SU(11) GUT [19] with all three quark-lepton families collected in its one-,
two-, three-, and four-index antisymmetric representations. No doubt this GUT should
also be excluded in the framework of the considered SL(2N,C) theories. Actually, for the
right 1/2 spin value of ordinary quarks and leptons these theories should include more
complicated fermion multiplets having in general the upper and lower indices rather than
the pure asymmetric ones. The point is, however, that such multiplets appear enormously
large and contain in general lots of exotic states which never been detected. This may
prompt further exploration into the composite structure of quarks and leptons, for whose
constituents – preons – the SL(2N,C) unification might look much simpler. As we demon-
strate below, applying the SL(2N,C) symmetry to the model of composite quarks and
leptons – comprising constituent chiral preons in its fundamental representations and the
masslessness condition for their composites – leads to the identification of the SL(16, C)
HUT as the most likely candidate for the hyperunification of existing elementary forces,
accommodating all three quark-lepton families [8, 15].

5.3 SU(8) with composite quarks and leptons

Following the recent discussion [20], we introduce N lefthanded and N righthanded preons
being the fundamental multiplets Pα

Lia and Pα′

Ria of the vectorlike ”metaflavor” SL(2N,C)
HUT symmetry (i = 1, ..., N ; a = 1, 2) times some local left-right ”metacolor” SO(n)L ×
SO(n)R symmetry (α = 1, ..., n; α′ = 1, ..., n) binding preons inside quarks and leptons4.
Both of these symmetries are obviously anomaly-free and the numbers of metaflavors (N)
and metacolors (n) are not yet determined. The metaflavor symmetry describes preons at
small distances as well as their composites at large ones. They are produced individually
from the lefthanded and righthanded preons due to confining forces of the above meta-
color symmetry. Some of these composites, including the observed quarks and leptons,
are expected to be much lighter than their composition scale. For that, the accompanying
chiral symmetry SU(N)L × SU(N)R of the preons should be preserved at large distances
in a way that – when it is considered as the would-be local symmetry group with some
spectator gauge fields and fermions – the corresponding triangle anomaly matching con-
ditions [21] are satisfied. Namely, the SU(N)3L and SU(N)3R anomalies related to N
lefthanded and N righthanded preons have to individually match those for lefthanded and
righthanded composite fermions being produced by the SO(n)L and SO(n)R metacolor
forces, respectively.

4By tradition, we call them the ”metaflavor” and ”metacolor” symmetry, while still referring to the
SU(N) subgroup of SL(2N,C) as the hyperflavor symmetry.
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Moreover, as is turned out, just this condition, when being properly strengthened,
can determine the particular metaflavor symmetry SL(2N,C) in the theory. Indeed, we
first assume that all composites, both lefthanded and righthanded, have just the three-
preon configuration (n = 3), thus fixing the metacolor symmetry to SO(3)L × SO(3)R.
And second and most importantly, they belong to a single representation of their chiral
symmetries SU(N)L and SU(N)R, respectively, rather than to some set of representations.
Then it turns out that among all their third-rank representations the anomaly matching
condition holds individually only for multiplets of the type ψk

[i j]L and ψk
[i j]R (i, j, k =

1, 2, ..., N), that gives the unique solution to the number of preons N , both lefthanded and
righthanded,

N2/2− 7N/2 − 1 = 3, N = 8 (80)

This means that among all possible chiral symmetries only the SU(8)L×SU(8)R symmetry
can in principle provide masslessness of lefthanded and righthanded fermion composites at
large distances. This in turn identifies – among all metaflavor SL(2N,C) symmetries –
just SL(16, C) as the most likely candidate for hyperunification. Note that, in contrast to
the above global chiral symmetry, in the local SL(16, C) metaflavor theory, being as yet
vectorlike, all metaflavor triangle anomalies are automatically cancelled out.

Turning now from the chiral symmetry multiplets ψk
[i j]L,R to the corresponding SL(16, C)

composite multiplets Ψkc
[ia, jb]L,R one can write them in terms of the SU(8)×SL(2, C) com-

ponents as the collection

Ψkc
[ia, jb] = Ψkc

[ij]{ab} +Ψkc
{ij}[ab], 1904 = (216, 2) + (216 + 8, 4) + (280 + 8, 2) (81)

which contains some spin 1/2 and 3/2 lefthanded and righthanded composite fermion
submultiplets. Meanwhile, as one can easily confirm, among all submultiplets in (81) only
the (216, 2)L,R ones satisfy individually the anomaly matching condition for the chiral
SU(8)L and SU(8)R symmetries, respectively. As a result, all the other submultiplets
there have then to acquire superheavy masses. This actually means that only the SU(8)×
SL(2, C) subgroup of the SL(16, C) HUT symmetry survives at large distances where
the composite fermions emerge. Surprisingly enough, this is consistent with what we had
above, albeit from a different perspective. Namely, the filtered SL(2N,C) gauge theory, in
which only neutral tensor field and vector field multiplet remain, turns out to be effectively
reduced to the SU(N)× SL(2, C) invariant theory. Now, in the composite model, for the
particular case of metaflavored symmetry SL(16, C), this independently follows from the
preservation of the accompanying chiral symmetry SU(8)L × SU(8)R at large distances,
thus leading to the theory with the residual metaflavor symmetry SU(8) × SL(2, C).

Remarkably, the above (216, 2)L,R submultiplets being decomposed into the standard
SU(5) GUT and family symmetry SU(3)F looks as

(216, 2)L,R = [(5 + 10, 3) + (45, 1) + (5, 8 + 1) + (24, 3) + (1, 3) + (1, 6)]L,R (82)

where the first term in the squared brackets, when taken for lefthanded states in 216L,
describes all three quark-lepton families being the family symmetry triplets. However,
there are also the similar righthanded states in 216R in our still vectorlike SL(16, C) theory.

19



This means that, while preons are left massless being protected by their own metacolors,
the composites (82) being metacolor singlets could in principle pair up and acquire the
heavy Dirac masses.

To avoid this for the submultiplet of physical quarks and leptons in (82), (5 + 10,
3)L, one may propose, following the scenario developed in [20], some spontaneous break-
ing of the basic L-R symmetry in the theory. This is assumed to follow from the sec-
tor of righthanded preons that reduces the chiral symmetry of their composites down to
[SU(5) × SU(3)]R. Actually, such a breaking may readily appear due to a possible con-
densation of massive composite scalars which unavoidably appear in the theory together
with composite fermions. This means that, though the massless righthanded preons still
possess the SU(8)R symmetry, the masslessness of their composites at large distances is
now solely controlled by its remained [SU(5) × SU(3)]R part. Thus, while nothing really
happens with the lefthanded preon composites still completing the total multiplet (216, 2)L
in (82), the righthanded preon composites with their residual chiral symmetry no longer
include all submultiplets given in (216, 2)R. Very remarkably, the corresponding anomaly
matching condition ”organizes” their composite spectrum in such a way that the submul-
tiplet (5 + 10, 3)R is absent among the righthanded preon composites. As a result, all
the lefthanded submultiplets in (216, 2)L, except the (5 + 10, 3)L, will then pair up, thus
becoming heavy and decoupling from laboratory physics [20].

Accordingly, once the L-R symmetry is violated in the theory, the vectorlike metaflavor
symmetry SU(8)×SL(2, C), while still working for preons, will also break down to its sub-
group [SU(5)×SU(3)F ]×SL(2, C) for their large-distance composites. So, one eventually
comes to the conventional SU(5) GUT [16] together with the extra local SU(3)F family
symmetry [22] describing just three standard families of composite quarks and leptons.
Both types of the triangle anomalies, SU(5)3 and SU(3)3F , emerging at this stage are
properly cancelled out in the theory.

The further symmetry violation is related, as was mentioned above, to the adjoint
scalar field multiplet Φ (72) which in the present context breaks the SU(5) to the Standard
Model. As to the final breaking of the SM and accompanied family symmetry SU(3)F , it
appears through the extra multiplets H [ia,jb,kc,ld], and χ[ia,jb] and χ{ia,jb} of SL(16, C),
respectively. These multiplets contain, among others, the true scalar components which
develop the corresponding VEVs and give masses to the weak bosons, as well as the flavor
bosons of the SU(3)F . They also generate masses to quarks and leptons located in the
lefthanded fermion multiplet (81, 82) through the SL(16, C) invariant Yukawa couplings

1

M

[
Ψic

[ja, kb]LCΨld
[me, nf ]L

]
H{[ja,kb],[me,nf ]}(auχ[ic,ld] + buχ{ic,ld})

1

M

[
Ψic

[ja, kb]LCΨld
[ic, me]L

]
H{[ja,kb],[me,nf ]}(adχ[ld,nf ] + bdχ{ld,nf}) (83)

with different index contraction for the up quarks, and down quarks and leptons, respec-
tively (i, j, k, l,m, n = 1, ..., 8; a, b, c,d,e,f = 1, 2). The mass M stands for some effective
scale in the theory that in the composite model of quarks and leptons can be related to
their compositeness scale, while au,d and bu,d are some dimensionless constants of the order
of 1. Actually, these couplings contain two types of scalar multiplets with the following
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SU(8)×SL(2, C) components – theH multiplet H{[ja,kb],[me,nf ]} containing the true scalar
components

H [jkmn]{[ab],[ef ]}(70, 1) (84)

and symmetric and antisymmetric χ multiplets, χ{ic,ld} and χ[ic,ld], whose scalar compo-
nents look as

χ[il][cd](28, 1), χ[cd]{il}(36, 1) (85)

Decomposing them into the components of the final SU(5)× SU(3)F symmetry one finds
the full set of scalars

70 = (5, 1) + (5, 1) + (10, 3) + (10, 3)

28 = (5, 3) + (10, 1) + (1, 3)

36 = (5, 3) + (15, 1) + (1, 6) (86)

containing the SU(5) quintets (5, 1) and (5, 1) to break the Standard Model at the elec-
troweak scale MSM and the the SU(3)F triplet and sextet, (1, 3) and (1, 6), to properly
break the family symmetry at some large scale MF . One may refer to the scalars (84) and
(85) as the ”vertical” and ”horizontal” ones, respectively, which are actually the simplest
choice to form the above Yukawa couplings. Working in pairs in them, they presumably
determine masses and mixings of all quarks and leptons. And the last but not the least,
they may be indeed composed, in the model considered, from the same preons as quarks
and leptons [20].

6 Conclusion

We have investigated the potential of the local SL(2N,C) symmetry to unify all fundamen-
tal forces, including gravity. The view that gravity alone dictates the symmetry structure
required for this hyperunification naturally leads to extending the SL(2, C) gauge gravity
group to the broader local symmetry SL(2N,C), where N defines the internal SU(N)
symmetry as a subgroup. This extension yields a consistent hyperunification framework,
provided that the tetrad fields of SL(2, C) gravity retain their form in the extended theory,
thereby preserving the crucial invertibility condition that would otherwise be lost. Conse-
quently, while the full gauge multiplet of SL(2N,C) encompasses vector, axial-vector and
tensor field submultiplets of the SU(N) symmetry, only the vector field submultiplet and
the singlet tensor field emerge in the observed particle spectrum. The axial-vector fields
remain decoupled from ordinary matter, while the tensor field submultiplet acquires mass
at the Planck scale. As a result, the effective symmetry reduces to SL(2, C) × SU(N),
representing SL(2, C) gauge gravity and SU(N) grand unified theory, thereby naturally
circumventing the restrictions imposed by the Coleman-Mandula theorem.

For the gravitational part, the extension of SL(2, C) gauge gravity to SL(2N,C) HUT
necessitates the inclusion of some ”safe” quadratic curvature terms in the gravitational
sector of the extended theory, alongside the standard quadratic terms for the strength-
tensors of the vector fields. This requirement uniquely identifies, from among all possible
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candidates, the ghost-free curvature-squared gravity Lagrangian [12, 13], as the most ap-
propriate model for such an extension. Consequently, the resulting theory, after reduction,
includes the SL(2, C) symmetric R + R2 Einstein-Cartan type gravity action, which re-
mains free from ghosts and tachyons. The theory also contains the properly suppressed
four-fermion (spin current-current) interaction (53) which, in contrast to the standard case
[2], includes the hyperflavor depending interaction terms as well.

For the grand unification part, in turn, since all states involved in SL(2N,C) theories
are additionally classified by spin magnitude, the SU(N) GUTs with purely antisymmetric
matter multiplets, including the usual SU(5) theory, turn out to be irrelevant for the
standard 1/2-spin quarks and leptons. Meanwhile, the SU(8) grand unification for all three
families of composite quarks and leptons, arising from the SL(16, C) theory formulated for
preon constituents, appears to be particularly interesting.

Meanwhile, it is important to clarify that SL(2N,C) hyperunification does not imply a
single universal coupling constant for gravity and other interactions, as is usually assumed
in unified theories. Instead, it suggests that all these forces are provided by vector and
tensor fields being the members of the same SL(2N,C) gauge hypermultiplet. A universal
constant is indeed necessary for the standard quadratic strength terms of vector and tensor
fields. However, the pure gravitational interaction has a fundamentally different coupling,
linear in the tensor field strength (51). This unique coupling arises solely due to the
presence of tetrads, which are essential ingredients for an SL(2N,C) invariant theory. It
comes with its own independent coupling constant (1/2κ), conventionally related to the
Planck mass. Significantly, the vector (and axial-vector) fields cannot have these linear
strength terms alongside the standard quadratic ones. Furthermore, we should emphasize
the special role of tetrads within the entire SL(2N,C) theory framework. The key point
is that tetrads should be truly neutral, devoid of any SU(N) hyperflavored components.
Otherwise, they cannot be treated as standard vielbein fields satisfying the invertibility
conditions (23).

Finally, axial-vector fields may present challenges within the theory, though, as previ-
ously discussed, these could be addressed through their condensation [8] or via the tetrad
filtering constraint (46), which fully eliminates them. However, there exists a fundamen-
tally different approach that may resolve this issue specifically for the tetrads considered.
Unlike vector and tensor fields, axial-vector fields do not directly couple to fermionic mat-
ter, as shown earlier. This points to a novel scenario for hyperunification, where all gauge
fields associated with the SL(2N,C) symmetry arise as composite bosons formed from
fermion pairs, rather than being elementary fields. This approach, which has long been
considered a viable alternative in quantum electrodynamics [23], gravity [24] and Yang-
Mills theories [25, 26, 27], has yet to be applied to noncompact unified symmetries. In
this framework, where only the global SL(2N,C) symmetry is initially imposed on the
pure fermionic Lagrangian with suitably constrained fermion currents, one might expect
that only composite vector and tensor fields emerge in the effective gauge theory, while
axial-vector fields are never generated.

Further study may also focus on the phenomenological aspects of the theory. The spon-
taneous breaking of the SL(2N,C) HUT through the effective SL(2, C)×SU(N) symmetry
down to the Standard Model and beyond will give rise to numerous new processes. These
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processes arise from the generalization of both the gravity and Standard Model sectors,
leading to new particles and interactions. As partially discussed earlier, this includes axial-
vector fields, which may introduce corrections to the decays of electroweak bosons in the
Standard Model, and superheavy tensor fields, which could have a significant impact on
the cosmology of the early universe.

These significant issues will be addressed elsewhere.
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