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Abstract

In this memo, we will compile some ideas from various research studies with the aim of
examining the impact of treating the new, extension as an interaction mediator between
dark matter particles, which interact with real matter indirectly due to the mixing term
with the ordinary photon, on the mass of this new boson. On the other hand, we will
also present a new mathematical framework, namely non-commutative geometry, in a
simplified manner.

Résumé

Dans ce mémo, nous compilerons des idées provenant de diverses études de recherche
dans le but d’examiner I'impact du traitement de la nouvelle extension... en tant que
médiateur d’interaction entre les particules de matiére noire, qui interagissent indirecte-
ment avec la matiére réelle en raison du terme de mélange avec le photon ordinaire, sur
la masse de ce nouveau boson. D’autre part, nous présenterons également un nouveau
cadre mathématique, a savoir la géométrie non commutative, de maniére simplifiée.
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Chapter 1
GENERAL INTRODUCTION

1.1 Introduction

The field theory has provided a solid foundation for physicists to delve into the study of
elementary particle physics. This research culminated in the construction of the Standard
Model (SM). For a significant period, the Standard Model has been the most accurate
tool for describing interactions at the quantum level and unifying the three fundamental
forces (strong nuclear, weak nuclear, and electromagnetic) within a unified mathematical
framework. However, gravity remains far from being integrated with the other forces into
a unified theory. It is not clear whether treating gravity in the same manner as the other
forces would yield any satisfactory or stable results.

On the other hand, the current challenges in modern physics are not limited to uni-
fying the four fundamental forces. Advances in research technology in particle physics
have opened the door to other issues. The Standard Model no longer provides the com-
prehensive picture of elementary particles that we once believed, and it doesn’t seem to
be improving with time. Currently, the model fails to explain why neutrinos have mass,
which contradicts its predictions, nor does it provide any insight into their strange be-
havior, such as neutrino oscillation. Additionally, it completely fails to account for the
existence of dark matter and dark energy in the universe.

Fortunately for the Standard Model, alternative models are not performing well either.
Some offer fundamental solutions to the aforementioned problems and even propose the
unification of the four forces, but they continue to fail in other areas and sometimes yield
predictions that do not align with current experiments. This leads many to wonder if the
solution lies outside the Standard Model entirely. In this context, there are proposals and
attempts to modify the model itself, One such idea (which will be part of our research
topic in this thesis) involves studying the results obtained by adding a new gauge boson
() within the framework of a standard gauge symmetry (U(1)), This new gauge boson
could be considered as an additional ordinary gauge boson in the Standard Model, and
it could also act as a force carrier between dark matter particles, potentially interacting
with normal matter through a kinetic mixing term with the ordinary photon. Thus, its
effects on normal matter could be studied.

Additionally, we will explore another mathematical framework that will help us develop
our mathematical tools related to particle physics, which is Alain Connes’ noncommuta-
tive geometry (NCG). We will use it in our study related to the Standard Model. This
thesis will also provide a good opportunity to highlight noncommutative geometry. In
general, NCG offers a solid foundation for studying spaces and geometric shapes using



algebra rather than traditional geometric rules. This will help us obtain a good descrip-
tion of spacetime at the quantum level, especially those requiring additional dimensions
such as string theory. NCG is also an excellent tool for studying topological spaces and
shapes within the framework of noncommutative algebra, such as the algebra of opera-
tors in Hilbert space. Ultimately, this might lead us to develop mathematics capable of
describing gravity alongside the other fundamental forces of nature, giving a strong push
towards finding a comprehensive unified theory in the future.

1.2 The dark matter

In 1933, Fritz Zwicky presented the results of his study on the motion of galaxies in

the Coma Cluster, which confirmed that the galaxies were moving faster than expected,
indicating the presence of a greater mass than what was observed (Figure 1.1). On the
other hand, during the 1970s, Vera Rubin’s attempts to study the motion of stars within
galaxies led to some unexpected results. The stars far from the center of the galaxy
were moving faster than the laws of physics predicted. These results also required the
existence of additional mass in the universe. Following these findings, many astronomical
studies supported this conclusion, such as the study of the distribution of galaxies in the
universe, the analysis of cosmic microwave background radiation, and the gravitational
lensing effect, which predicts unseen mass concentrations.
Some scientists proposed that this mass could be explained by an unfamiliar type of matter
existing alongside ordinary matter. This additional matter is expected to have a mass
five times greater than the visible mass to account for the required gravitational effects
observed in the studies. Moreover, this matter is invisible and does not interact with any
force other than gravity. These characteristics are the main and only properties by which
we currently identify what is known as dark matter. Dark matter is considered one of
the greatest mysteries in the universe today and is a major focus of scientific research
worldwide.

Figure 1.1: A modified image shows filaments of dark matter stretching across light-years
within the Coma Cluster.|captured by the Subaru Telescope]



1.3 Why U(1)

General relativity has made several accurate predictions regarding the motion of celestial
bodies, planets, stars, and more, providing a physical explanation for the force of gravity.
However, its most mysterious predictions, which remain unclear, are dark energy and dark
matter. Dark energy accounts for approximately 68% of energy density of the univers,
while dark matter constitutes 27%. Ordinary matter makes up the remaining percentage.
Regardless of their nature, their effects are evident and measurable. For dark matter,
the most common logical explanation is that it may consist of other particles that exist
alongside ordinary matter particles but possess properties that make them undetectable.
Therefore, there are attempts to expand the Standard Model by adding new particles that
could explain dark matter. The extension U(1) represents the simplest possible addition,
which we will consider here.

Ordinary matter
Dark energy 4.9%
68.5%

- -

Dark matter

26.6%
%

Figure 1.2: The distribution ratio of ordinary matter, dark matter and dark energy in the
universe [https://www.astronomy.com|

1.4 Why noncommutative geometry ?

The unification of the four fundamental forces of the universe is the dream of any physicist.
Currently, there are two theories: General Relativity, which explains gravitational force,
and Quantum Field Theory, from which the Standard Model emerges, explaining the
quantum interactions between quantum particles and unifying the strong, weak, and
electromagnetic forces. Merging these two theories is the greatest challenge at present.
Several attempts have been made, including Quantum Gravity and Cosmological Models,
which provide some explanations in certain areas but fail miserably in others. Both
approaches rely on quantizing gravity, but the strange behavior of gravity at the quantum
level prevents this, as the equations continuously fall into singularities repeatedly, even
with renormalization. Another proposed approach for unification currently being pursued



is extending noncommutative algebra of quantum operators within Riemannian geometry.
Within this approach, noncommutative geometry emerges.

1.5 A reminder of the most significant results of the
Standard Model

Before delving into the details, we must first go through a brief reminder. The Standard
Model is currently the most precise tool we have for describing particle physics. Although
it is not perfect, it is the best framework available for testing the validity of any proposed
theory.

1.5.1. Introduction

The Standard Model is an application of quantum field theory within the framework of
Yang-Mills theory, with a gauge group SU(3) ® SU(2) @ U(1). Generally, the model inte-
grates two separate theories: the electroweak theory within the gauge group SU(2)®U (1),
and quantum chromodynamics (QCD) within the gauge group SU(3). The overarching
aim of the theory is to unify the three fundamental forces (strong, weak, and electromag-
netic).

1.5.2. Particles of the Standard Model

masse - =2.3 MeV/c? =1.275 GeV/ic? =173.07 GeV/c? 0 =126 GeV/c?
charge - 2/3 u 2/3 C 2/3 t 0 0 I I
spin = 1/2 12 1/2 1 9 0
boson
up charm top gluon de Higgs
=4.8 MeV/c* =95 MeV/c* =~4.18 GeV/c? 0
113 d 113 S 173 b 0
112 112 112 1 »
down strange bottom photon
0.511 MeV/c? 105.7 MeV/c? 1.777 GeV/c? 91.2 GeV/c?
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Figure 1.3: Particles of the Standard Model

The Standard Model proposes 12 different fermions (with spin s = 1/2) divided into
two families (quarks and leptons). Each family is split into three different generations.
Each fermion has an antiparticle that carries the same mass but an opposite charges.
Furthermore, each fermion can also exhibit two types of chiral polarization, right-handed



and left-handed (except for neutrinos, which exhibit only left-handed polarization, while
their antiparticles exhibit right-handed polarization).

On the other hand, there are also 12 gauge bosons (with spin s = 1) responsible for
mediating the fundamental forces between fermions. The strong force is mediated by 8
different bosons called gluons. The weak force is mediated by 3 bosons: W', W~ and Z.
The electromagnetic force is mediated by a single boson, the photon (7). Lastly, there is
a single boson (with spin s = 0), represented by the Higgs field, which is responsible for
giving mass to all particles in the Standard Model through the mechanism of spontaneous
symmetry breaking. Most information (electric charge, color charge, isospin, etc.) about
each particle can be summarized in Figure (1.3).

1.5.3. Lagrangian of the Standard Model

The Standard Model Lagrangian consists of several parts: the kinetic terms for the
fermions and gauge bosons, the interaction terms, and the Higgs field terms. It can
be expressed as:

‘cSM = Egauge + ['fermion + EHiggs + ['Yukawa (11)

Gauge Part:The gauge part of the Lagrangian includes the kinetic terms for the
gauge fields:

1

a aur 1
Lo = =705, G" = 5

4

1

W W* —

B, B" (1.3)

where:

e G, is the field strength tensor for the gluon fields (QCD),SU(2),(a € {1,2,....,8})

o W}, is the field strength tensor for the weak isospin fields (electroweak),SU(2),(i €

{1,2,3})
e B, is the field strength tensor for the weak hypercharge field (electroweak).

Fermion Part:The fermion part of the Lagrangian describes the kinetic terms for the
fermions and their interaction with the gauge fields:

'Cfermion = Z 'J] (ZIVMDM) @D (14)
P

whith ¥ € {\IICI; V7 \I/f' , U} and D, is the covariant derivative that includes

the interactions with the gauge fields.
t vV v v
= {G), (6 - w40, (), (),
! {(d L \8/ . \b/ : € \I/)p \T/L

\Iff = {UR7 CR, tR, dR, SR, bR} s \IIZR = {GR, MR, TR}



Higgs Part:The Higgs part includes the kinetic term for the Higgs field and the
potential term that gives rise to spontaneous symmetry breaking:

Lot = (D"2)1(D, @) — V(®) (15)
with the Higgs potential given by:
V(®) = 12 0Td + \(dT0)? (1.6)

for the SM we use a one complex doublet higgs field
o+
v ()

0= </Oﬁ>

Yukawa Interactions The Yukawa interactions describe the interaction between the
Higgs field and the fermions, which generates the fermion masses after spontaneous sym-
metry breaking:

and higgs in the vacuum state

Lyukawa = —yu\I/qL(fulR — yd\Iqud)df — 5. U PV 4 h.c. (1.7)

where: v,, y4, and gy, are the Yukawa coupling constants for the up-type quarks, down-
type quarks, and charged leptons respectively,

uﬁ = {uR7 CR, tR?} ) d’LR = {dR7 SR» bR}

Spontaneous Symmetry Breaking

In su(3), we identify the eight gluons. Be aware that the U(1) represents hypercharge and
not electric charge. Electric charge is the result of a linear combination of hypercharge and
weak isospin, which is determined by the weak mixing angle 0,,, which will be discussed
later. In order to charge the W bosons with electricity, this mixing is required. While Z,
and the photon are (orthogonal) mixes of the third isospin generator and hypercharge,
W+ and W~ are pure isospin states. Due to the bills’ high degree of reducibility, there
are numerous coins, including 27 intricate Yukawa couplings. Not every one of them
has a tangible purpose. They can be transformed into three gauge couplings, eighteen
physically meaningful positive numbers [4] .

g3 = 1.218 £ 0.026, go = 0.6567 £ 0.0007, g; = 0.3575 £ 0.0001,

The Higgs couplings are related to the boson masses:

1
mw = 5020 = 80.33 £ 0.15 GeV

1
my = 5\/9% + g2 v = my/ cos By = 91.187 £ 0.007 GeV

my = 2V 2 v > 65 GeV,



with the vacuum expectation value v := 11/v/\
and the weak mixing angle 6, defined by
sin*0, = §22/(g22 + go1) = 0.2315 £ 0.0005

The masses of the fundamental fermions are given by:

v
my = yfﬁ
where y; is the Yukawa coupling for the fermion f

me = 0.51099906 £+ 0.000000156MeV  m,, = 5 £ 3MeV m,, = 0.105658389 £ 0.000000034GeV
m, = 1.7771 £ 0.0005GeV me = 1.3 £0.3GeV m; =175 £ 6GeV
mg = 10 &= 5MeV mg=02+£0.1GeV my = 4.3+ 0.2GeV
Since neutrinos have no mass, mixing only happens for quarks, and the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-
Maskawa matrix is a unitary matrix that describes this mixing.

Vud Vus Vub
CKM = V::d ‘/cs ‘/cb
Via Vis Va

For physical purposes it can be parameterized by three angles 6,2, 6,3, 6,3 and one CP
violating phase o:

0

C12C13 S12C13 S13€
_ i6 is
Crm = | —S12¢23 — C12523513€ C12C23 — 512523513€ 523C13
0 0
512523 — C12€23513€ —C12523 — 512€23513€ C23C13
with ¢y := cos by, si := sinfy;. The absolute values of the matrix elements are:

0.9755 £ 0.0006  0.221 £ 0.003 0.004 £ 0.002
0.221 £0.003  0.9745 £ 0.0007  0.040 £ 0.008
0.010 &= 0.006 0.039 £0.009  0.9991 £ 0.0004

10



Chapter 2

INTRODUCTION OF
NONCOMMUTATIVE GEOMETRY

2.1 Mathematics tools for the noncommutative geom-
etry

In this section, we will introduce a set of new terms that we will need later on

2.1.1. Vector fields

First,let’s define an open subsetU of R™ The Vector fields will be the family of derivable
Vectors in the space R”, where the components of these Vectors are elements of U , Also,
note that the Vectors v(x) do not necessarily have to be within the subset U, unlike the
points x.In Cartesian coordinates (y*,u = 1,2, ,, n) any Vector field can be expressed as:

v = Zv“ 8y“ (2.1)

where a{_u are the vector fields with Cartesian components (0,..., 0, 1, 0,..., 0). The
one is the pth entry. In this case, 88“
that helps us in transformations from one coordinate system z* to another z*/, according

to the following relationship:

is not a differential operator but merely a notation

dy’ 0
&L‘“ Z Oxr Oy (22)

oy”

5or 1s the Jacobian matrix.

2.1.2. Differential forms

Define the p-form ¢as a differentiable family of maps or functions ¢, ,in the space of R,
where its inputs are p vectors, while its outputs are just real numbers

o, :R"---R" — R

11



(01(2), -+, 0p(@)) = (01(), - -+, vp())
Each map ¢, is required to be multilinear (with respect to the real numbers) and alter-
nating, i.e.
O Vi 0 ) = — (e e )
We frequently suppress the point x for convenience. The set of all p-forms on U is denoted
by QPU. Keep in mind that this collection only includes the zero member if p > n. The

set of all (differentiable) functions from U into the real numbers is defined as QU for p
= 0.

2.1.3. Wedge product
We define the wedge product between p-form and g-form as follows.
A QPUQIU — QPHU
(0, ) — @AY

1 )
(wAwﬂ%~w%w%=5E;E:S%W¢@ﬂm~w%@0¢0wmnw“a%mm) (2.3)

" TESp4q

where the sum is over all permutations of p + ¢ objects and sigm is the sign of the
permutation 7. The wedge product is bilinear, associative and graded commutative, i.e.

e A= (=1)"p A (2.4)

the wedge product gives us a new way to express a p-form , in the form of a product
for p 1-forms map, according to the following relationship

p = Z O oy (@) At A - A dat? (2.5)
M1y s p

When a p-form is evaluated on p vector fields, it corresponds to a complete contrac-
tion, and the wedge product corresponds to the antisymmetrized tensor product of the
covariant tensors.A set of vector space QPU, where (p=0,1,...,n), along with a bilinear,
associative, and graded-commutative product denoted by A, is also known as the exterior
algebra or Grassmann algebra.

2.1.4. Exterior derivative
We define the Exterior derivative of a p-form as follow:
d: U — Py
pr—r dy
dy = Z <%90m---up) dz” Adz AL A datr (2.6)

K15 s ipyV

The exterior derivative is a linear first order differential operator. It obeys the Leibniz
rule

dp AY) = (dp) Ao+ (1) A dys (2.7)
Another property of the exterior derivative is
d>=0

12



2.1.5. Integral

for a m-form ¢ in subset U from R*
© = fuy,op, (@) dzt Ao Adat (2.8)

We can simply define the integral of ¢ as
/gp = /fm,...up(x)dxldx%.dx” (2.9)
5 S

where S is a p-dimensional sufficiently regular piece of U,and [ jest a regular integral
s
of the function ¢ on S

2.1.6. Hodg star
The Hodge star is a map turning a p-form into an (n - p)-form. We define it as:
x: WPU — Q"PU

Q= *Q

1 1
% = CET Z o Z €prpn V| det gn Z Puroy g - g [ AL (2.10)

n — !
p> Hp+1--Hn H1Hp Vi-Vp

where dI = datr+t A --- A datr
€1y 18 the completely antisymmetric tensor with

€l.n — 1

It should be noted that while this definition is independent of the specific coordinate
system employed, it does necessitate selecting an orientation in R n. Similar to the wedge
product, the Hodge star operation is exclusively algebraic. Its square is plus or minus the
identity, and it is linear.

s x @ = (=1, (2.11)

s is the number of minus signs in the metric

2.1.7. Vector valued differential forms

Since all operations introduced so far are linear, we can generalize the values of differential
forms from the real numbers to vectors in W

o, :R"--.R" =W

W is a finite dimensional real vector space

13



QP(U, W) is the set of p—forms on U with values in W, later We will use W as a Lie
algebra or a vector space carrying a linear representation of some symmetry group. With
a basisT,, for any element w € W we ca written it as:

w= Y w'T, (2.12)

w® is a real numbers.
for any p—form & with values in W it can to be writing as

O =) 9T, (2.13)
a=1
U is a real valued differential forms on U.

we define the the commutator of a p-form and a g-form from W, both with values in
the Lie algebra, by

1 .
(D, U] (v1,...,Vp4q) = il Z sig [CID (vﬂ(l), o ,vﬂ(p)) U (Uﬂ(pﬂ), o ,vﬂ(erq))}

7lSp+q
(2.14)
or with respect to a basis T,
o= ¢, . b= T"
[(I)v \II] = Z (ba A wb[Tav Tb]
a,b
The commutator of forms is graded commutative
(@, V] = —(=1)"[®, V] (2.15)

2.2 The Yang-Mills-Higgs theory

2.2.1. Spectral triples

A is the algebra of operators endowed with the representation p on the Hilbert space H of
fermions. D is the Dirac operator, the (A,H,D) called the spectral triple. We now define
C>° (M), which is the commutative algebra of smooth functions with complex values on
spacetime M, and £%(S, M) is the Hilbert space of square-integrable Dirac spinors. We
define the spectral triple

A =C*M)® A

Hi=L*(S,M)@H

Dy =iy"0,@1+~"®@D
To generalize Riemannian geometry to noncommutative spacetime, the spectral triple
(A, Hy, Dy) must satisfy certain axioms derived from the commutative case , We define
the chirality operator y, which will serve as the defining tool for right- and left-handed

polarization, and the real structure operator J and the charge conjugation C, for matter
and antimatter, respectively, where

14



-I 0 0 0 0010
0O I 0 O 000 I
X 0 0 10 7=l 1000
0 0 0 I 07100
We define the representation p and D.

pr 0 0 O 0O M 0 O
B 0 pr 0 O | M 0 0 O
P=1 0 0 5 o CP=l 0 0 0 owm
0 0 0 p% 0O 0 M* 0

Finally, we define the following axioms|9]
[p(a), Jp(@)J ] =0
Dx = —xD

DJ =+JD

[D, p(a)]is bounded for all a in A
(D, p(a)], Jp(@)J ] =0 , aaeA

2.2.2. The Geometrical and Physical constraints

The choice of a spectral triple (A;, Hy, D;) is not arbitrary and should satisfy the set of
NCG axioms, As already pointed out, the axioms of NCG reduce in our case to reality,
Poincaré duality, and orientability axioms since in the case of a product of usual Rieman-
nian geometry with a S°real spectral triple all other axioms are obviously satisfied. The
reality is equivalent to the following two relations:

(), Jp(z')J] =0, [[D,p(x)], Jp(z')J] =0, =z’ €A (2.16)

The Poincaré duality

The Poincaré duality[8] means the non-degeneracy of the intersection form which is given
by the matrix N:

Nij = Tr(xp(pi)Jp(p;)J) (2.17)
Poincare duality holds if and only if the intersection form is non-degenerate, detn # 0
where p; are the minimal Hermitian projections of our algebra.

The orientability

The orientability axiom means that the chirality can be written in the following manner:

X =>_pla;)Jp(b;)J, aib €A (2.18)

The unimodularity
we defind the unimodularity condition as

Trylp(x)+ J,(x)J]=0 , xz€g (2.19)

15



Cancellation of gauge anomalies

Tryp[x(p(x) + Jp(z) ]’ =0 , x€ig (2-20)

The electric charge

For any model, it is necessary to set the appropriate hypercharge to obtain the charge
() in accordance with the experiment,so,we choose x € ig that it satisfies the following
equation:

Q= plx) + Jp(x)J (2.21)

2.2.3. The higgs field

In our setup, the field manifests as a special kind of mathematical object known as an
antihermitian 1-form. This object describes how the Higgs field and gauge fields are dis-
tributed across the product space. Specifically, this 1-form separates into two components:
the gauge fields and the Higgs field. This separation occurs due to the unique structure
of the mathematical operator D;.

H= Z p(z6))[D, p(21:)]; Tos, 715 € A (2.22)

We can express this separation using a purely noncommutative 1-form, assuming it
depends implicitly on space and time. The curvature of this 1-form, denoted by C, is
defined by a mathematical operation called d, which represents the differentiation within
our internal algebra.

C=6H+ H? (2.23)
Next, we introduce the preliminary Higgs potential.
Vo(H) = Tr(2C?) (2.24)

which is represented by a positive definite matrix denoted by z. This matrix commutes
with certain mathematical operators, including p(A), Jp(A)J, and D.

(w,w") = Tr(zw * w") (2.25)

this is a scalar product between two forms w and w’ of the same degree. The Higgs
field and the Higgs potential have a geometric interpretation in NCG because the Higgs
field can be thought of as a gauge field on the internal space and the Higgs potential is
the square norm of its curvature. is a scalar product between two forms w and w’of the
same degree.
with C denoting the complex conjugation. Finally, the noncommutative gauge coupling
z has the form

z =diag(z/3l3n5, I @ y,x/Isn,y,T/Isn, o @Y, x/I3n,7) (2.26)

where  and 7 are strictly positive numbers and y and g positive definite diagonal
matrices of size NN.
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2.2.4. The differential forms on spacetime

We'll start by constructing differential forms based on a spectral triple. In the commuta-
tive case, our aim is to produce Rham’s differential forms, denoted as QM.

Firstly, we define QA, which is the differential algebra of the algebra A, where Q°A := A
and Q' A is a 1-form generated using differentiation da,a € A ,so we can generalize the
relation for p-form

P’ 7q

A= Z ahdaldal. . ... dal al € A (2.27)

On the other hand, 6(da) = 0, so:
6(&05&1532 ...... 5&13) = 5&05&15&2 ...... 5ap (228)

The involution * is extended from the algebra A toQ'A by putting (da)* := 6(a*) =:
da* and to the entire differential envelope by (k¥)* = ¢*k*

on othre hand ,The representation p from algebra A must then be extended to its
envelope QA. This addon needs a different name lets use 7 for that.

7 QA = @p(End(H)) (2.29)

m(agday. .. da,) = (—i)’p(ag)[D, p(ar)]. .. [D, p(ap)] (2.30)

7 is a representation of QA as graded involution algebra .

for this to be achieved, the differentiation operator § on 24 should also satisfy the
relation §(7m(¢p)) = 7(d¢), However, there are certain elements ¢ € QA with 7(¢) = 0 but
m(Q¢) # 0, By dividing out these forms, we get differential algebra Qp.A that we want

T(QA
QpA = (j ) (2.31)
with
J = m(0kerm) = ®,J° (2.32)
J is the junk | for O-form and 1-form ,the differential algebra Qp.A is
Q%A = p(A) (2.33)
OpA = 7(Q1A) (2.34)
for p > 2:
Op
ap A - TA (2.35)

7(8(kerm)’™)
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2.2.5. The scalar product

In addition to defining differential forms, we must also define their scalar product ,in the
context of noncommutative geometry,The scalar product allows us to define differential
forms Qp.A as operators on H space. For shapes of finite dimensions, we will consider
the scalar product between tow operators ¢ and k as < k,¢ >= Re tr(k*¢). However,
for shapes of infinite dimensions such as the Hilbert space £%(S), we will require a Dirac
operator for this purpose.

We define the Dixmier tr,, [7] for any positive operator Q on H a shape as follows:

N
- 1
—dim |\ __ 1
try,(Q)D™™|) = A}l_r)r(l)o Iog ¥ ngl An (2.36)

Given that ), are the eigenvalues of Q|D~4™|, for the case of finite dimensions, we define
The scalar product ofr(QA) as follows.

< K, ¢ >= Retry,(k*¢|D~"™|) | K, ¢ € (QA) (2.37)

In the commutative case, for four-dimensional spacetime M, we define the scalar product
as

< K, p >=

R try[x*éld* 2.38

Considering that Qp.A is a subset of 7(QA) , it inherits The scalar product from it,
and from there.

(Hv ¢) =<K, ¢ > ) K, ¢ S QDA (239)

In the four-dimensional case, this scalar product disappears, and due to the symmetry
between QP M and y.A, the scalar product of differential forms

QA

is defined as follows.

(k, @) = LRe/ Kx¢p , QPM (2.40)
M

872

2.3 Standard Model in noncommutative geometry

In this section, we will review the standard model within the mathematical framework
previously established|[6][8][17][10]. Firstly, we will define the mathematical algebra to be

adopted here.
A=Ho Ca M;(C)

as well as the group.
SU(2)@U(1) ® SU(3)

On the other hand, we will consider the effect of the chiral property. Thus, the Hilbert
space adopted will be as follows:

H, = (CPCYNeCH e (C*PeCY®C)
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Hr=(CeC)C"C*)a (CeCY®C)

The first part will represent the isospin in the weak interaction, either doublet or singlet.
The second will represent the number of generations (N=3). The third part will represent
the color charge, either singlet or triplet. After this, we will elaborate on the particles of
the standard model in detail

the representation p acts onH by:

puwr(a) 0 0 0
0 wi(b 0 0
pla,b,c) = 0 p 18( ) b0 (2.41)
0 0 0 pa(be)

with

pur(a) = diag (a @ sy, a @ In)
pur(b) = diag (bsx, bls, bly)
s (b,¢) = diag (Iox @ ¢, blay)
pst.(b, ¢) = diag (IQN ® C,BIN)

The selected representation p accounts for strong interactionsps(b, c), ¢ € M3(C), ¢ for
color and weak interactions p,(a,b),a € H,b € C. Leptons, or color singlets, and quarks,
or color triplets, are distinguished by this selection. For p(a, b, ¢) to be a representation of
A, b € C must play a key part in both weak interactions p,(a,b) and strong interactions
ps(b,c). This is especially true for weak hypercharge computations. Particles and anti-
particles appear to be asymmetrical,

the former are vulnerable to weak interactions while the latter are subject to strong ones
The third item in the spectral triple is the Dirac operator

0 M 0O
M0 00
D= 0 0 00 (2.42)
0O 0 00
The mass matrix M is given by:
( M, ® I3 0 ) 0
M= 0 My I3 . (2.43)
o ()

and :
M, = diag(my,, me,my) , Mg = Vogudiag(mg, ms,my) , M. = diag(me, my,, m;)
where m,, stands for the mass of particle p and Vg is the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa

mixing matrix.
The chirality x and the charge conjugation J are given by
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0  Iisy
J =
< Iisn 0O )

The Higgs being an anti-Hermitian 1-form H € Q},.A

0 por(W)M 0 0 B
. M*pr(h*) 0 0 0 o ]’Ll —hg
H=i 0 0 00 =1y, n, ) SH
0 0 00

The internal junk in degree two is again is :

J®A 00 0
. 0 00 0 .
J =i 0 00 0  JEH
0 000
with:
AL (MM — MaMy) @ My
_2 _MeM;

Now, The homogeneous scalar variable is:

0 pur(@)M 0 0 B
_ | M pur(e”) 0 00 o1 —¢
H=i oL 0 0 0 : h(é 512>EH
0 0 00

the internal field strength is:

C=6H+H?>=(1—|¢[)

e}

<

<
o O OO
o O O O

1 < (M M+ MyMy) @ Ms 0 )

=3 0 M M?

aC' dosn’t have no junk component so:

aC = (1 —|¢[H)p(aly, B,vI3)

(2.44)

(2.45)

(2.46)

(2.47)

(2.48)

(2.49)

(2.50)

(2.51)

(2.52)

to calculate the real numbers «,f3, and v,we ignore all fermion masses in order except
the top quark mass, This estimate is accurate up tom?/m? = 0.0006, and the three linear

equations are available.

3
4Noo + N ﬁ+3N’y:§mf
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2Na + 12N B + 6Ny = 3m?
3Na+ 3N B+ 6Ny = 3m?

the solution is

1
a=0, =0, ’y:ﬁmf
The Higgs and Yukawa couplings:
3 1
p? = (5 - N)m? (2.53)
72 3 1
A=—(z——= 2.54
62(2 N> (2:54)
2 2
o  my 2
=—=— 2.55
i U2 3z ( )
and by unimodularity condition
tr[P(p(a,b,c) + Jp(a,b,c)J '] =0 (2.56)

where P is the projection on H; & Hg, the space of particles,we get the gauge couplings
as:
, 2m? s  2m? , 67
93 =" 5 99= - » 91 = ~_
Nz Nz SNz
In particular we have

3N-2, , N

TR gtzggg

5in*0, = 3/8 , A

Finally, we make a simple addition related to adding the right-handed neutrino to
the Standard Model, using the Poincar ‘e duality condition and for the three minimal
projectors

o O O
o O O

1
b = (‘[27070) y P2 = (07 17()) y P3 = 0707 0
0

in the normale case of SM we get

0 1 1
N=-2N11 -1 -1
1 -1 0

is non-degenerate,but if we add right-handed neutrinos to the standard model, massive
or not,we get

0 1 1
N=-2N1|1 -2 -1
1 -1 0

Poincar “e duality fails.
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Chapter 3

U(1) EXTENSION AND THE DARK
MATTER

3.1 U(1) extension in Standard Model

[1]In this section, we will incorporate the U(1) gauge field directly into the Standard Model
without the previous condition related to dark matter. Ignoring interactions with other
Standard Model particles will be challenging, making traditional studies more difficult.
Without a specific Higgs model and an appropriate mixing term each time, and with no
guarantee that the model won’t fundamentally collapse, it would be impractical to study
all possible patterns individually. This prevents us from deriving a general result for all
potential scenarios of the model. Therefore, we will use noncommutative geometry to
address this issue.

We will construct the algebra representation by employing geometric constraints and
associated physical properties. We will determine the possible values of the generalized
hypercharges and the types of Higgs fields.

3.1.1. Modifications

In order to introduce the required modifications to the standard model, we will only
modify the representation p(a, b, c) on the algebra A to take the form p(a,b,V, c) ,where
(a,b,b',c) € He C & C & M;3(C), without changing the part related to the strong and
weak forces. Then, the representation( pr, p5, p%) will remain the same, while p;, will be
written as follows:

pr = diag(alsn, Blsn, vIN)

where : «, 8,7 € b,b, b,V
it easy to Proof that the orientability condition(2.18) is verified,on other hand , the
Poincaré conditions(2.17),give us some zeros for certain possible distributions in the rep-
resentations in the C' @ C' algebra part. By removing these distributions, we obtain 40
possible distributions according to the following table(3.1).
It should be noted that the intersection form does not discriminate between a repre-
sentation and its complex conjugate because it contains hermitian projections. Despite
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a I6] v | detn
bb | bb | bb | =0
b,b | bb | V.5 | #£0
b,b | b6 | bb | #£0
V.8 | b6 | bb | £0
bo | V.5 | V.5 | =0
VO | 6,6 | b | £0
V.5 | bb | V5| =0
VB |60 VB | #£0

Table 3.1: A table showing the possible distributions of oSy [1]

the fact that these 40 spectral triples meet all geometrical axioms, We must check the
physical constraints next

first ,we defind the unimodularity condition (3.1) that cancels a U(1) factor is applied
to the group of unitary elements of the algebra A, yielding the gauge group G.

Tr,lpla,b, b, c) + Jy(a,b, V', ¢c)J] =0 (3.1)

with i(a, b, V', c) € su(2) ® iR ® u(3) We can reexpress the u(1) Lie algebra resulting from
the decomposition u(3) = u(1) ® su(3) of the Lie algebra of the unitaries of M3(C) in
terms of the two U(1) emerging from the two C summands of A . We now observe that
g = su(2) ® iR ® iR ® su(3) is the Lie algebra of the group of unitary elements of A
(after the unimodularity condition is applied), whose representation on the Hilbert space
of particles and antiparticles is:

ﬁ = diag(ﬁLvﬁRaﬁ%n&%> (32)

pr(a) = diag (a® I3 n,a ® Iy),
pr (b,0) = diag ((yub + y,b') I x, (yab + yib') Is x, (veb 4+ y.b) In, )

R
pi (b7 b/a C) = dla‘g (12 N & (C + llbg + u/b/13> ) _bIQ N) )
ﬁcR (bv b/a C) = dlag (12 N X (C + U-b13 + u/b/13) ; _bIN)

where where (a,b, b, c) € ig

y, y'€ 1,0, 41 (the generalized hypercharges)and u and u’ are rational linear combinations
of the generalized hypercharges.

Now we will check the anomalies cancellation condition,In the Standard Model, the
condition for anomalies cancellation is equivalent to the condition for unimodularity. How-
ever, this is not the case in our situation since every extension of the Standard Model is
actually anomalous.

with the condition of cancellation of gauge anomalies (2.20),and taking into account
the electric charge(2.21) ,This will place us in front of 14 possible hypercharge configura-
tions, corresponding to four type of Higgs,in table (3.1.1)

23



Y Y Y Y

Yu | Yo' | Yad | Yd [ Ye | Y | U u | Type
o1 ]o[-1]lo|-1]1/4]1/12] 1
O-1[0| 10| 1| 1/4]|-1/12] 1
L0 |-1]0 0| 1] 1/4/|-1/12]| 2
0|1 |0]|-1|-1|0]1/3 0 2
1|0 |-1]0]0]|-1]1/3 0 2
1|0 |-1]0]0]|-1]1/4]|1/12| 2
O|-1(-1]0 0|1 |1/2] 1/6 3
10 |0|-1]-1]0/]1/12| 1/4 3
1,0 |[0| 1 [-1]0|1/12| -1/4 | 3
0|1 (-1]0|0|-1|1/2]-1/6] 3
Lfojofj1]0|1] 0 |-1/3]| 4
0| 1 [(-1]0 |-1|0 |7/12|-1/4 | 4
0|-1[-1]0 |-1|0 |7/12] 1/4 4
1{ofo|-1]0|-1] 0 1/3 4

Table 3.2: A table showing the possible distributions of hypercharge [1]

3.1.2. Higgs type
we give the higgs field in the NCG

H= Zp(ﬁol)[D, p(xh)], Toi, T1; € A (33)

According to Poincare duality, the commutator [D,p(A)] vanishes on antiparticle
space, so we should use the change of variable ® = H — ¢D ,To recover the genuine
Higgs field of a YMH theory ,now,Using the new variable, the curvature C defined by

C=0*+D*+0
where 6 is an element of the junk in degree two J2 that is given by
0= [D.p(x)][D, plx})] (3.4)

with the condition
> o) D, plai)] = 0 (3.5)

where 29, 2! € A., the junk in degree two is

1771

ih ® A, 0 0 0
. 0  h@A, 0 0
Jjo = 0 0 00 , heH (3.6)
0 0 0 0
where: Ay = Y(MM; — MyM;) , Ay = —1iM.M; Then, we can compute the

Higgs field ® and its curvature C, and we give the results in our four types of models,
using the following notations|1|:
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0 0 ® 0 k000
o0 0 e I e A
®=e: 0 0 0] © “Tlo 0 cr o

0 @ 0 0 0 0 0 CF

e Type 1 models, one scalar doublet: ¢
P, = (o In® )M, &= (p®Iy)M,
Cy =1 =0d)%, Cf =(1-¢¢")%
Oyt = My(1 = 9" )M,,  Cff = M{(1 — ¢o") M,
e Type 2 models, two scalar doublets: ¢; and ¢ — ¢
P, = (¢ @ In ® I3)M,, O = (P ®IN)M,

Cy = (1= 0g0})Sg + (94030] — 3,030]) ® A,
Cf = (1= 40 %1+ (64030] — d4030]) ® A
Cff = My(1 = 6y0)) My, Cff = M{(1— 616]) M,
e Type 3 (¢ =—1) and Type 4 (¢ = +1), two scalar doublets: ¢, and ¢,

Py = (1 + ¢203) @ Iy ® I3) My, Py = (1 + p203) ® In)M,

Cr = (1— ¢19] — $20))5q — (1030} + Paglos) ® A,
Cf = (1= ¢16] — dad))T1 — (edr030) + dadlos) ® A
Clt = MI(1— ¢16] — da0 — a3020}) M|,

Cft = M{(1 = 410} — 620} — cospuoh) My

All the ¢’s are quaternions that parametrize the Higgs field and € is an integer taking
the value —1 (type 3 models) or +1 (type 4 models), We use here the notations:

Tr (23,4,) + €Tr (y2144)
Tr (zA2) + Tr (yA})

Tr (zX,4,) + €Tr (yX144)
Tr (zA2) + Tr (yA?)

X =%, - Ay S=%—

1

1 1
Y= 3 (Mg My + MygMy), 3= §M46Me*

, Tr (yA?) : Tr (z47)
A, = q A1 =
T Tr(zA2) + Tr (yA?) Tr (2A2) + Tr (yA3)

1
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3.1.3. Masses of the gauge bosons

In NCG, the bosonic part (Higgs boson and gauge bosons) of the action is given by the
following expression

S[X, @] = / (Tr(2p(Y*) A #p(Y)) + Te(:DD* A xD®) + +V (D)) (3.7)

The covariant derivative and the Higgs potential are given by the following expressions

V(®) =Tr[(C = p(x) = 0)"(C — p(x) = 0)] (3.8)

Dy = do + [p(X), ¢ (3.9)

Using the orthogonality condition between C' — p(z) — fandp(A) + j2, we can determine
both x and #. To obtain the gauge boson masses, we use the usual spontaneous symmetry
breaking approach, by finding the expression ¢ that minimizes the potential V' (), which
corresponds to C=0. Using the relation (2.23), we can deduce that C=0 is satisfied only for
H=0, and hence the minimum of the Higgs field is ¢ = ¢D. Using the general expression
for the curvature C and substituting ¢ with D, we can extract the specific conditions
for the gauge boson masses. Since we are looking for the general condition for the gauge
boson masses, we will not focus on a specific form of the Higgs, thus we will only consider
an approximate limit. We define X as follows

1
X, = 3 (gQJaAZ, g1cos 0B, — ¢y sin0B,,, g1sin0B, + gy cos OB, gg)\cq‘j) (3.10)

Due to the unimodularity condition, the two u(1) summands of the Lie algebra g are
no longer orthogonal, so we have to introduce a mixing angle #. The coupling constants
(91,91, 92, 93) and the mixing angle 6 are defined such that the part corresponding to (s=1)
of the action takes the following form

* 1 7 v 1 v 1 v 1 a v
/ Tr(zp(Y) A*p(Y))=/ (gFuyFi“ + BB + B, B" +1GuuG5)d4‘”
M M
(3.11)

F jy, B,,, B:Wand G, represent the curvature corresponding to the gauge bosons G, B,

, B}, and AZ- By substituting ¢ with ¢D, we obtain the mass part of the gauge bosons.
The charged gauge boson A; and Ai are orthogonal to the neutral gauge bosons Af’, By,

and B;L, and in the vector space spanned by the three neutral gauge bosons, this quadratic
form is

!/
(A> B, B,)| Mip Mgz 0 B, (3.12)
M3y 0 My B,
where,if we using
a=Tr(eM,M) , B=Tr(xzM;M)) , Tr(yM.M}) (3.13)
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we can writing M2, , M2, , M35 as

1
Mia =595 (a+5+7) (3.14)
1
Mg = 591 (cos™0(ay + Bya + ye) + sin®0(ay,, + Byy + 1u,)) (3.15)
1, .
M3 = §g12 (cos® 0oy, + Byl + vyb) + sin®0(ayu + BYa + Yye)) (3.16)

The coupling constants and the angle # are defined as

957 =Nz +Tr(y),

1
g2 = 3 cos? 0 (yoNz + yiNz + y2Tr(y) + ANZu® + 3T7(3))

1
+5 sin® 0 (y2Nz + y;Nz + y2Tr(y) + ANZu®) — 4NFuu' cos B sin b,

, 1
g2 = 5 sin® 0 (y2Na + y;Nz + y2Tr(y) + ANZu® + 3Tr())

1
+ 5 cos® 6 (yiNm +yaNz + y>Tr(y) + 4N£u2) + 4N Zuu' cosfsin 6,

fan 20 = SN T (3.17)
C2Nx (y2 42 — 1)+ Tr(y) (2y2 — 1) + ANF (u? — w2) + 6Tr(§)’ ‘

We do not need the specific form of Msp and M/ 5 to determine the masses of the
three bosons,we can directly take the trace of the matrix to obtain

(1/2)m% + (1/2)m3 = M3, + Mjp + M2 (3.18)

The right-hand side heavily depends on the variables (z,y, &, 7). We observe that the
variables (Z,7) appear only in the coupling constants, and considering them as non-zero
positive constants, by ignoring them we obtain the following inequalities

2

2
< - 3.19
cos? 6 (y2Nz + y3Nz + y2Tr(y)) + sin® 6 (y2Nz + y 2 Nz + y2Tr(y)) (3.19)

2

: 3.20
sin?@ (y2Nz + yiNx +2Tr(y)) + cos? 0 (y;?N:c +y Nz + yfTr(y)) ( )

2/
91 <

We substitute the inequalities into equation (3.18), to simplify and eliminate the remaining
variables (x, y), we will use another inequality, of the form

Zﬁ ;T - Q;
c < — 3.21
Z? biw; . bi ( )

The previous inequality is only valid for positive values of (x, y). In the end, we reach
the final inequality

(1/2)m% + (1/2)m2 < (3/2N)(Tr(M,M:) + Tr(M M) + 3Tr(M.M?)? - (3.22)
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We neglect the masses of the other fermions compared to the top quark mass to obtain
m% +m% < m? (3.23)

This result tells us that for all possible cases that can be applied within this model|2],
it is never possible to obtain a gauge boson z’ whose mass exceeds the mass of the top
quark.

3.2 U(1) extension as a dark matter interaction medi-
ator

3.2.1. Mixing Term
First, we will define the bosonic part of the Lagrangian as follows:

1 v 1 12 v
Lyange = _ZijFlﬂ - 1F5VF2“ — 2cF,, F? (3.24)

F,,=0,A,-0,A, (r=12)

The fields —iF o, kinitice term of the gauge fields A,. Fermions interact with the gauge

fields as follows:

Line = qrjp A" + gojn A (3.25)

The interaction can be written in matrix form as follows:

L 0) /A
Live = (7 77) <901 g2> < AQN) (3.26)

where j}L and jZ are the fermionic currents.
il = gl Uy (3.27)

Now, to eliminate the mixing term in equation (3.24), we will perform a rotational
transformation using the angle 0, resulting in the following:

1 v 1 v
£gauge = _ZG}WGLLL - ZGZVCTQM (328)
Gl = 0,8, - 0,B, (r=12)

The fields B, and B will undergo the following transformation|[16]:

1 1
(A;) _ 1 ( A cqs@ % sin 9) (Bé) (3.29)
A 2 \7osind  =cost ) \ B}
We define the variables A; and Ay by the following relations:
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1 1
A= 1 + 2ccosfsinf) Ay = 1 — 2ccosfsinf

A+ A =1/2 (3.30)
(3.31)

After redefining the gauge fields A}, and A”, we need to adjust the coupling matrix between
fermions and gauge bosons. This includes changes to the fermionic currents jllt and ji, as
well as the coupling constants g; and go. The results are as follows:

g O B!
cw= 0t 1) (5 0) (28) (3.32)
o

where
JYN [ cosg  sing\ (i
(Jﬁ) N (— cosp sing ) \ gy (3.33)
and
2 2 2 2
cos p = 91 sin 91 + 93 - |91t g5

g2 -
, o=, G1= , o=
Voi+ a3 N 2\ 2A2

3.2.2. Spontaneous Symmetry Breaking
For the gauge field ¢, we can write the covariant derivative as:
Dy = (O, + igi1 A}, + 1922 A%) b = (0, + i1 Q1 By, + 132Q2B7) b (3.34)

where the charge ¢ is associated with the new gauge fields A; and AZ'
the charge 1, ¢, carry the same transformation matrix of j4" and jy'.

QY [ cosp sing\ [qf
<Q‘2‘ ~ \—cosp singp) \gy (3.35)
where
For the vacuum state < ¢g >= \”/—25 # 0, the mass matrix takes the following form:

2 = y_2 (1Q1)? (51Q1)2(52Q2)?
e (@1@1)2(@2622)2 (§2Q0)? ) (3.36)

In more detail

Voi+d V9itas O V9itas 0
M2 _ v2 24/ 4+2csm900s0 2\/i+2051n9c059 2\/%—205in900s9
2
 JEE o, \/ng R e
24/ 4+205m900$0 24/ 1 —2031n9cos€ \/——203m90059

(3.37)
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We must consider that the ordinary photon is actually massless. On the other hand,
the dark photon should have a mass according to the previously proposed hypothesis.
Therefore, we must introduce a new transformation that ensures this:

7 . 4
X1\  [(cosx —siny) (B
(XS) N (Sinx Cos Y ) (Bé‘) (3.38)

1 . 1
Cos X = N‘92Q2| , SHMX = N|Q2Q1|

where

and
N? = (32Q2)* + (71 Q1) (3.39)

2 2
2 2
VIit+g
N? = 1 J2 O

21 2
_ 91 95 QZ (340)
2\/411 4 2csin 8 cos @

2\/}l — 2csinf cos 6

+

Thus, we obtain the gauge masses for the dark photon msy and the ordinary photon m;,
as follows:

mi=0 , m;=N%’
Thus, the intrection lagrangian become
oy (91 0 cosxy sinx\ [x}
£1nt - (‘]1 J2) (0 92) (_ SiIlX cos X) (Xg) (341)

By definition «; and as as :

0 )
Vo Y Vo

we can write the mass of the dark photon

2 (9%4‘9%)(@%‘1‘@%) (a% +a_%) 02

3.42
N (3.42)

m5 = g

3.2.3. The coupling constants

In this section, we will study the coupling constants of the ordinary photon and the dark
photon with the rest of the fermions. We recall the interaction Lagrangian for the ordinary
photon and the dark photon:

(2]

we rewrite equation (3.41) as follows:

Linte = [(§1J1 cos x — G2 sin x) X1, + (G1J] sinx + g2 J4 cos x) Xo,]

(vﬁ+g V9i + 95

D)
2
Jt cosy —
2 1 X 2(}1—{—205m9c089

) J4 sin X) X1,

) D) D) D)

VIi T G5 . V 91 T G5
+ | Y—=Jsiny + J! cos X 3.44
( 2 1 x 2 (% — 2¢sin 0 cos (9) 2 X) 2#] ( )
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We define the fermionic currents (J;}) and (JE) as follows:
Aﬁ _ Qf\Ifj/”\If — J{‘al + JSLO‘Q 7 jz _ Q’f\IW“\P _ _JfCYQ + JSLOél

By substituting into the equation(3.44),we get:

Eint - £X1 + EXQ (345)
where
9192 . .
LX = = = Jle# = gHJle# (346)
L VR gt " g
S —nan(@ — B+ (@27 + 2R I2) Xow = g I 1 X, + g1 X
Xo = T sy araa(gy — 93)J) + (0297 + 0193) ;7 ) Xow = 9113 Xay + 9221, X,
V 910; + gaaq
(3.47)
Here, we can distinguish the coupling constants ,g11, g12,921 andgss as follows:
g = —= 92192 — , gu =10 (3.48)
91 + 930
a1 (g? — gi - -
g1z = — 201 — 9) , 922 = \/Jias + giai (3.49)

5 9 | ~2 9
9105 + g309

3.2.4. Numerical Study of the Mass of Boson Z’

Using numerical applications, we can propose some expected results for the mass of the
dark photon by studying the ratio as a function g = %f ,where m; here is the mass of
top the quark(172 Gev) of the real variable c, for different values of the angle 6 and the

variable x7, where

= Ao + Xaaj 3.50
1 2
and we know that g1 = e, (e is Electromagnetic Coupling Constant ) so we can also
write
5:§< 162 2 (3.51)

by those equations we can write (3.42) as

2 _ 6252<Q% + Q%)

2
m; = N h v (3.52)

where e = VAragy and My = (1—16 —4c?sin 6 cos 6)

1
Mg = (1_6 — 4c*sin* 0 cos? 0) > 0
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Figure 3.1: Illustrative curves of the Higgs mass as a function of £ at possible values of #
and &.[generated by Jupyter Notebook]|
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c <

1
88in9(:os€‘

On the other hand, we also will choose different values for £ taking into account the
allowed conditions and values, which we will present as follows:

0<§<)\1+)\2:1/2

and QF + Q35 =1
we will get the results in Figure (3.1)

From the results obtained in the curves, it can be observed that, unlike what was
previously obtained, the mass of the new boson can exceed the mass of the top quark.
The angle 6 plays an important role in determining the possible mass values over the
allowed range for the variable c. The function diverges towards infinity at an angle of
Omax = 1%, allowing the Z’ boson to achieve a large mass as ¢ approaches %L. Angles close
to the angle 6,,., also allow for relatively large masses, but there is a ceiling for the mass,
and this ceiling decreases as we try values further towards angles of 0, = n7, where the
mass becomes dependent only on the variable &, as can be predicted from the equation.

Conclusion

In this thesis, we reviewed the results of adding a new gauge boson to the Standard Model
directly within its general framework. As a clear outcome, it is impossible to obtain a
gauge boson with a mass exceeding that of the top quark in any manner. However, this
can be achieved by considering the new boson as a mediator for dark matter interactions,
which indirectly interacts with ordinary matter particles due to the mixing term between
it and the photon.  On one hand, this memo provides a brief overview of the use of non-
commutative geometry in the study of elementary particles, which offers a flexible and
more general approach to additions and modifications to the Standard Model compared
to the direct method. On the other hand, it paves the way for the unification of the four
fundamental forces into a single model,However, there are some issues associated with it,
including mathematical complexity and the difficulty in finding an experimental approach
to validate it. Additionally, there are discrepancies in some of the results it predicts, such
as the mass of the Higgs boson.
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