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A numerical solution is obtained for the static electric spherically symmetric field in Bonnor’s unified field
theory. This solution can be interpreted as a distributed particle with a finite self-energy. Important
constants of the theory k and p are evaluated by assuming the particle carries the electron’s charge and

mass.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the thirty years that has elapsed since Ein-
stein proposed his nonsymmetric unified field
theory! progress in the area has been slow.
Closed-form solutions for Einstein’s equations
were obtained by Papapetrou,’ Wyman,® and Bon-
nor.! These solutions were not, however, in ac-
cord with nature. It appeared that Einstein’s equa-
tions did not lead to the correct Lorentz equations
of motion for electromagnetic charges.® This
problem was again examined in 1971 when Johnson
developed a fast-motion approximation which.
showed that in the lowest order the proper equa-
tions of motion are obtained.® In higher-order
correction terms, however, long-range forces
appear that have not yet been observed in nature.’

Because of the problems associated with Ein-
stein’s theory two modifications of it soon appear-
ed. The first was published in 1952 by Kursun-
oélua; the other was published in 1954 by Bonnor.®
The form used by Bonnor was previously consid-
ered and rejected by Einstein for lack of a com-
pelling reason to include it.!° In this paper we will
be concerned only with Bonnor’s theory. Closed-
form magnetic-monopole solutions for Bonnor’s
equations were obtained by Pant in 1975.!! Pant’s
interpretation of his result is based on Einstein’s
original identification of the dual of the electro-
magnetic tensor with the asymmetric part of the
metric tensor. An identical solution was obtained
by Boal and Moffat but they chose to interpret it
as an electric monopole.** This is, of course, in
apparent accord with nature. Pant comments, in
fact, that his result seems to allow magnetic
monopoles which are not observed, but forbids
electric monopoles which are observed.

In this paper we prefer to stay with Einstein’s
interpretation.!® Using it, a numerical solution is
obtained for the static, electric, spherically sym-
metric field in Bonnor’s theory. Particle-type
solutions are obtained which demonstrate a short-
range attraction that stabilizes the charge distri-
bution with a finite self-energy. The Bonnor term
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in the field equations may be interpreted as a gen-
eralized energy-momentum density. The charge
and mass of the electron is used to determine the
constants introduced by Bonnor.

II. FIELD EQUATIONS

Bonnor’s modification of Einstein’s nonsymmetric
theory may be derived from the Hamiltonian

% =V=gg" " (Ryuy= 3 °81un), (2.1)
where
Ruu =aarzv‘ avrza— rﬁargw +szrgzo (2-2)

is the contracted curvature tensor, g"¥ is the con-
travariant nonsymmetric metric tensor, and I'g,
is the nonsymmetric affine connection. The field
equations are obtained from

5[3&11—:0, (2.3)

where g*¥ and T', are varied independently subject
to the constraint

Fuv] =0. (2-4)
The resulting field equations are
aa.guv-govrzu"guorgnf:o’ (2.5)
Ryp +wn =0, (2.6)
ofrwem todpuen =0, 2.7
¢ w1 =0, (2.8)
where

Iy, =- épz(guaglw}gnu +éguvgoag[w) +g[uv]) (2.9)

and p is a constant to be determined experiment-
ally. The notation used here is

[)«Ruu)E a)«Ruv + auva + avR).u.r
g(uv)zé(guv +&uu)s
gun E%(guu"guu)'
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III. SOLUTIONS
A. Analytic results

The 82 simultaneous equations (2.5) to (2.8) are
considerably simplified by selecting the spheric-
ally symmetric metric corresponding to a radial
electric field (this is a magnetic field in Boal and
Moffat’s paper) to be

-a 0 0 0
0 -8 fsiné 0

guv= (3.1)
0 -fsind -Bsin’9 0
0 0 0 Y

The corresponding contravariant g“” is obtained

from
guvgavzéz . (3-2)

A universal constant 2 connects gi,,; with the
dual of the electromagnetic field tensor F**, The
relationship is

uv=i 72773
RF™ =3¢ gran,

where ¢***® is the Levi-Civita tensor density.

Using (3.1) in (2.5) we obtain 64 linear simul-
taneous algebraic equations. They determine the
affine connections in terms of the g,, and its de-
rivatives. It is easy to see that these I'}, satisfy
(2.8). The task of solving 64 simultaneous equa-
tions may seem formidable, but in practice the
use of (3.1) results in considerable simplification.
The 64 equations break into independent groups
each of which includes only a fraction of the orig-
inal number of variables. The solution of these
equations has been obtained previously by Papape-
1

!

al ’ ,a
LA+ B +A—+ L 2 L

— '_
Rytly=-4 2a Y23y (2a "2y

14

trou.”®* We simply quote his results:
a'
F}l =§a’
1 _2grt _JB—BA
Ty, =cscl33 = Sa
fA+BB .
Tj3=-Tj ="5q Siné,
,yl
r4114 _Z_C!' ’
I}, =T} =34,
I}y =-T% =3Bsiné, (3.3)

I'’; =- sinf cosé,
Ify =T} =z4,
I} =- T}, =3Bcsch,
I, =T, =cotf,
,

Y
I“%4=I‘§1=§; s

-where

JOaad: %
e

_fB' =B
B-W .

The primes denote differentiation with respect to
7.

Using the affine connections (3.3) in Egs. (2.6)
we obtain six equations which are not identically
zero. They are

(3.4)

2
Ray 41 = (78~ 84)/ @) + 78~ 8) PO 1 gz 1 )00 145 Ly

=0=csc?0 (Ryy +1),

Y’ ’ Y’ al
R44 +I44:(2_(1') +§?¥_(2_(¥ '27+A

% 0,

c500 (g + 1) =[(7A +8B)/(20)]'~ BUB - ga)/(20) + (4 + 85) (g +-L0) [ 20 +E 1 (5 +1)

=+iQ =—csch (Ryy +I3).

In Eq. (3.8), iQ is a constant of integration. Its
meaning will be clarified later.
Now, let

B=R coshy,
f=iR sinhy;

(3.9)

‘)/' ’ pZ (12 _
B) (&) T Ao o9
(3.6)
3.7
(3.8)
Ii;leﬂ
A=R'/R,
i (zl)’ (3.10)
=10,

Taking the linear combination
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yY(Ryy +1yy) +a(Ryy +1,) =0, (3.11)
we obtain
A'+3AY+BY) - 3 AlIn(ay)]’ =0, (3.12)

which becomes

( %)%[(%)2- @]~ 3 % tim(an) =o.

(3.13)
This may be written as
which has the formal solution
m:%%e“’, (3.15)
where

f__i n2
&' =5 (0)

and C is a constant.
Now proceed to Ry, +1I,, =0, which we simplify

1)’_ £

2a 201

This can be integrated to give the expression
gnVayet

Vay[Q -z p°R sinhy(1 +cosh’)]ar’

J

o =C2 + fse
where A’ =(-¢/n)y.

—[ln( v)])’ - Q +%p°R sinhy(1 + cosh®yp) =0.

by the use of
§=BA-fB and in=fA+BB (3.16)
and (3.9). They give
-E ! E ’ ’ X
(ﬁ) - ;&[111(0!7)] +3'1/(2a)
+1-3p%R coshysinh®y =0, (3.17)

which may be written as

v ’
(g —'—;J e@) - Vaye®(1- %PZR coshy sinhzzp) =0,
(3.18)
where
r___ﬂ ’
0T ==
Integrating and solving for @ we obtain
“*/_5 e
C +.j (1 -2 sz coshy Slnhzzp)dy .
(3.19)

The lower limit is taken as zero and C; set to zero
to exclude a singularity at the origin.

Turning now to the equation for Ry;, we can write
it as

(3.20)

(3.21)

Now we have two apparently different expressions for a. In order to cause the two expressions to be the

same, we use the method of Procrustes and require

Vayte® [Cz+f

This is an integrodifferential equation with de-
pendent variable ¥ and independent variable 7.
Equation (3.16) can be used to eliminate Vay. We
have used only three of the four equations to arrive
at our result, but Kursunoglu has shown that the
four equations are not independent. The fourth
equation is satisfied identically by a solution of the
other three. Also, the Bianchi relation requires
that the choice of the radial coordinate be arbitr-
ary. Choosing =R we can eliminate R; this
leaves us with an ordinary nonlinear integrodiffer-
ential equation in ¥ and . Before proceeding to
its solution we will examine its asymptotic forms.

- $p*R sinhy(1 +cosh2¢)]d1’] =§\/a_');neA[C1 +f e®
0

Yay (1 - $p*R coshy sinhzzp)dr] .

(3.22)

r
They will allow us to interpret the constants of
integration. C,; and C, are dropped.

B. Asymptotic forms
We can write Eq. (3.22) as
£e® [ e°Vay(1 - 3 p°R coshy sinh?p)dr
ne® = [T e*Vayl@ - 3R sinhp(2 + sinh’y)Jdr
’ (3.23)

Consider the case where p =0. Rewriting Eq.
(3.16) as
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£ =R’ coshy + Ry’ sinhy,
- =R’sinhy - Ry’ coshy,

(3.24)

we try ¢ =constant (¥’ =0). With this ® =A =0 and

£/1 = cothy, = constant. (3.25)
Thus, we have from Eq. (3.23)

e*Vay =e®Vay Q! tanhy,, (3.26)
and therefore,

Q™' = cothy;. (3.27)

The .integrodifferential equation (3.23) is therefore
satisfied when p? =0 by

P =13, =constant,
B =R coshyy,
f=1R sinhy,

and

\/517=92 R . (3.28)

=)

The choice B=#? makes the solution identical to
Papapetrou’s solution'* for the homogeneous Ein-
stein set of equations.

When this solution is interpreted as representing
a distributed charge and energy density, we find
the integrals do not converge in an asymptotically
flat space. We regard this solution as an asymp-
totic solution describing the charge distribution
near the center of the particle.

To find the appropriate asymptotic solution in the
region of large ¥ we assume f ~i{F =constant.
Again choosing 8 =7? and neglecting terms where
F2<p**, we find

coshy ~1,
sinhy ~F/7?,
£ =27,

n ~4F /7.

(3.29)

Using them in (3.15) and the right-hand side of
(3.19) we obtain

vay =C,

and

. e o
al oyt (/ dr - f 2Rp? coshy sinh%pdr
0 0

= Fp? d'r)
+_.[ 2 2/ (3.30)

If now we let

ZMEf $R%? coshy sinh®pdr, (3.31)
0
we can write (3.30) as
2M | F%p* 1
-1 __q_ 4
a-l=1 " + 2 T (3.32)

This is in agreement with the Reissner-Nord-
strém!® solution if we identify the mass and charge
by

211/1:32—”2£ (3.33)
and
242 2
e =—2-'C‘§— ) (3.34)

Turning now to the expression on the right-hand
side of Eq. (3.21) and using F =constant as above,
we find that

and this in turn gives

at z(ZF)“fr 7[@ — 3 p*F(2 + sinh®y) Jdr
0
—@r)t [ r@-pF
(2F) /; 7(Q — p*F)dr

’

- %pzf 7 sinh*pdr. (3.35)
0

This is obviously not the previous asymptotic form.

To accomplish this we put @ =Fp2; this eliminates

the first term in (3.35).

We conclude, in agreement with Pant, that only
the trivial solution exists in the region where the
charge density vanishes (F’=0). In order to find
the solution we seek we must relax that assump-
tion and allow the space to be modified by the pres-
ence of a nonzero charge density. Since we seek a
solution free from singularities and discontinuous
derivative, we must expect a charge density that
is not identically zero at any finite distance.

By choosing f ~F +2J,A,/r" we may find A, such
that the Reissner-Nordstrom solution is obtained
as an asymptotic form.!®

C. Numerical integration

Standard ‘finite-difference methods were used to
obtain numerical solutions to Eq. (3.23). It can be
written as
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,
(2 sinhy +79’ coshy) eX™ f e®M*®(1 _ £ p22 cosh¢ sinh’)dy

0

‘ r
=(2 coshy— ry’ s'mth)e@(”f A ¥ tanhy, — 3 pYy? sinhg(1 +cosh?p)dy, (3.36)
0

where
AG) =- 07%%d7=—£:r) %m, (3.37)
eW)=- Or%%}m':- /;:(T)%dqb, (3.38)
®(r) =%forv(¢')2d7 =%fwwm73—$d¢. (3.39)

0

¢ and y are dummy variables standing for ¢ and 7.

The radial variable may be rescaled to absorb
the constant p, so we need only specify the start-
ing values 3, and §’(0) to determine the solution.
When #’(0) = 0, the solution rapidly diverges for
Py >0. When ¢’(0) <0 the solution generally di-
verges. However, the divergence is found to be in
the positive direction when ¥, > X and in the nega-
tive direction when ¥, <X where X is a number that
depends only upon ¥’(0). )

The source of the divergence is apparently re-
lated to the divergence noted when the terms in
Eq. (3.36) fail to cancel. This case may be re-
lated to the cosmological solutions discussed by
Synge.!”

The limitations of the numerical methods pre-
clude integration to the point at infinity. This sort
of problem is common when a boundary condition
at a distant-point is to be satisfied by choosing an
initial value and initial slope. The approximate
results obtained from the series expansion about
© indicate that the Reissner-Nordstrom solution
is approached asymptotically as 7 increases. Thus
we need only press the numerical procedure to ob-
tain results that approach the Reissner-Nordstrom
solution to the desired degree of accuracy (Fig. 1).

D. The fundamental constant

The numerical solution of the integrodifferential
equation provides the gravitational field which
gives the appearance of a charged spherically sym-
metric particle with a mass derived from its elec-
trical energy density. When we identify this solu-
tion with an existing particle of known charge and
mass, we can determine the fundamental constant
p as well as the constant relating the electric field
to the metric. The value of i, corresponding to the
electron provides such a small change in a that
the numerical method is expected to fail through
lack of significant figures. The solution for ¥,

-

however, approaches an asymptotic form, and the
physical results are obtained by extrapolation from
the region where the computations are more readi-
ly accomplished.

Comparison with the Reissner-Nordstrdm equa-
tion gives the results

2m:</c2=2M=p2f 3v!coshy sinh®pdy  (3.40)
0

and

3 p* tanhgy =2ke?/c*. (3.41)

The integral is evaluated as the numerical solu-
tion proceeds and then is augmented by an amount
determined analytically for the region where the
numerical solution has become unusable. - For ex-
ample, in the case where ¢, =10

p2M =0.5295%108 +tanh2zpof 1’;
5.6568 7

=0.7062x108, (3.42)

where 7 =5.6568 is about as far as the numerical
procedure produces reasonable results. The last
term is the remaining field energy approximated
by the inverse-square field (Fig. 2).

The shape of the curve seems to change imper-
ceptibly for smaller ¥, so we deduce

2km _ 0.7062 tanh?y,

M ="y = T (3.43)
for small ¥,.
Also
tanh%p, 2ke?
agp L/ == (3.44)
This gives
P =V2/a=0.501x10'3 cm™, (3.45)

where a is the classical electron radius, a =ez/

mc?, and

2\ 1/2
tanhy, = (—8%’2”—> E-’e’im =1.385x107%", (3.46)

p=tEih e

=11.149X107%" sec(cm/g)!’2. (3.47)

The lack of spin in this model makes the identi-
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I 4 2 >—O—%
O  Einstein - Bonnor
O  Born-infeld
A Papapetrou
.8 F i . .
<  Reissner- Nordstrém
6 .
ti
4 4
.2 4
0 1 )
0 .5 |
x=pr/(l+pr)

FIG. 1. A comparison of normalized field functions. The Einstein-Bonnor theory approaches the Reissner-
Nordstrom solution for large ». In the region of small », the Einstein-Bonnor theory approaches Papapetrou’s
solution. The Born-Infeld theory has a field function similar to the Einstein-Bonnor theory but lies in a Minkowski
space.

fication with the electron and subsequent evalua-

T_e® 1,22 inh?
tion of the constants somewhat capricious. —£ cosh<l>(1 = zp"y" cosh¢ sinb’¢)dy

4 -}
= fo ¢ Sltanhy,

E. The Born-Infeld model sinh
An analytic solution of a closely related equation -4 p¥*Psinhe(1 +cosh?e)ldy. (3.52)

may be found. If ¥’ is ignored only in the form
Therefore, the integrands must be equal and

7 _sinhy— 37y’ costh
£ coshy + 37y’ sinhy

~tanhy, (3.48) tanhy(1 — 5 %2 coshy sinh%p)

- =tanhd, - 3p%?* sinhy(2 + sinh®p) (3.53
then the integrodifferential equation reduces to o= zb abi( ¥ )

r or
tanhy eAfo ¢"1*(1 = 3p%" coshe sinh’g)dy S 28" anng-Las 228 (3.50)
~ rr o B 2 pr-st" 072 Zﬁ—s’ *
=e@j(; " [tanhiy where o
-1p%/2sinhe(1 +cosh?e)ldy, (3.49) s =7 sinhy =— 4.
where This may be written as
i - tanhy),
A=- ! dy = — 1n| S s =820 (3.55)
A= [coth¢¢ dy=-1In sinhd, |’ (3.50) 1+p28

which corresponds to the Born-Infeld solution when
= r the space is taken to be flat.
O=- f 'dy —=— .C.QSh_d) . S
0 tanhp o’ dy In (coshz/;o : (3.51) The early choice of a Hermitian metric (f =is)
, now gives us an approximate solution without the
Then we have singularity. Bonnor has pointed out that ignoring
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FIG. 2. Mass in zth shell vs x for small charge. The numerical integration fails pastp» =36/4, so we use the
Reissner-Nordstrom curve to estimate the remaining area under the curve.

P’ in (3.48) produces an error of up to a factor of
2 in n/£.18 '

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The classical problem of the interaction of a
charged particle with its own field has been solved
in the Einstein-Bonnor unified field theory. The
static model shows that the asymptotic conditions
that correspond to a charged particle require a
charge distribution that does not vanish at a finite
distance, but is sufficiently concentrated near the
center to look like a point charge for » > 1072 cm.
The particles mass is derived entirely from the
generalized energy density. The identification of
this model with the electron and subsequent eval-
uation of p and % is clouded by the electron’s spin.
The integrodifferential equation and subsequent
numerical solution may be readily extended to in-
clude interaction terms other than Bonnor’s.

Papapetrou’s solution, the Born-Infeld solution,
and the Reissner-Nordstrém solution are shown
to be closely related to the present solution. Using
the charge and mass of the electron, we find that
the deviations of o and ¥ from constants are so
slight that they have no observable consequences
(other than the existence of this particlelike charge
distribution).

The solution presented here has the same prop-
erties under space and time inversion and charge
conjugation as the current quantum field theories
of the electron. It is also noted that the antisym-
metric energy tensor is a feature of a spinor field.

If one takes the point of view that the discontin-
uous derivative located at the center of the particle
is a result of a fundamental process not included
in the present theory, then we have a theory that
predicts a unique charge and charge/ mass. ratio
for the electron. Once p and y; are specified, the
charge and charge/ mass ratios are fixed.
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