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Abstract

In this letter we seek to redress lingering misconceptions pertaining
to the physicality of the chiral phase of Dirac bi-spinor fields. Demon-
strably, the most general first-order partial differential equation for
spinor wavefunctions that can be obtained in Minkowski spacetime is
the Dirac-like equation which leaves both the mass and chiral angles
as free parameters, the so-called Chiral Dirac Equation. Previously,
claims have plauged the literature which assert that any attempt to in-
corporate chirality by such a generalization can be trivially reduced to
the case the nominal Dirac Equation. These statements are incorrect.
In this letter we present a formal proof demonstrating the physical
non-equivalence of particle states whose chiral angles differ, thereby
demonstrating unequivocally the physicality of the chiral basis.

Introduction

It is well-known that ad hoc addition of both scalar and pseudoscalar
mass terms terms to the Dirac Lagrangian will contribute to the propagation
mass of the free, bi-spinor field ψ [10-12]. That the addition of such terms
constitute the most general Poincaré-invariant generalizations of Dirac’s orig-
inal first-order equation is readily demonstrable [13-15]. The solutions to this
generalized class of equations may be identified as particle states of definite
mass and spin which transform as induced, irreducible representations of
the group of proper, orthochonous Lorentz transformations and space-time
translations.

Historically, the observation that any one of these equations is connected
to the Dirac equation via a unitary transformation has led to the misguided
assumption of the physical equivalence of the corresponding irreducible rep-
resentations. What is lost in this mathematical reduction is the subtlety of
discrete physical symmetries and the

In this Letter, we present a formal proof that there is no unitary transfor-
mation that connects the set of positive-energy, parity-eigenstate solutions of
the CDE to the set of positive-energy solutions of the DE. Thus, the results

1

ar
X

iv
:2

21
1.

16
41

1v
1 

 [
he

p-
th

] 
 2

9 
N

ov
 2

02
2



of this Letter confirm that the CDE is the most general equation for spinor
wavefunctions that can be constructed in Minkowski spacetime, whose metric
is invariant with respect to the Poincaré group. In the light of these results,
the Letter also discusses the implications QFT and modern physics.

Origin of the Chiral Dirac Equation

It is useful for our discussion to define the Chiral Dirac Equation as the
most general can be written in the following form

(iγµ∂µ −me−iαγ
5

)ψ = 0 , (1)

where α is the chiral angle, which is here a necessary degree of freedom; the
equation reduces to the DE when α = 0. The CDE was originally derived by
using several different methods [13-15], which are now briefly described.

One of them required using irreducible representations (irreps) of the
Poincaré group P = SO(3, 1) ⊗s T (3 + 1), with SO(3, 1) being a non-
invariant Lorentz group of rotations and boosts, and T (3 + 1) an invariant
subgroup of spacetime translations. The condition that the Dirac spinor
wavefunction transforms as one of the irreps of T (3 + 1) ⊂ P extended by
parity is used to define elementary particles of the theory [16,17]. Since
this method of deriving the CDE is based explicitly on the symmetries of
Minkowski spacetime, we may be certain the resulting equation is Poincaré
invariant. Furthermore, the CDE correctly accounts for all four sets of states
(spins up and down, matter and antimatter), and its solutions have important
physical implications [13].

The Lagrangian formalism is a powerful and independent way to derive
a dynamical equation. The Lagrangian for the DE is very well-known and
presented in textbooks (e.g., [18,19]) without derivation. In fact, the La-
grangian was not a part of the Dirac’s original paper where the equation
first appeared [1]. An interesting attempt to obtain the Dirac Lagrangian
is presented and discussed in [20]. Similar approach was used to find the
Lagrangian for the CDE [13,15]. Another method of deriving the CDE is
based on projection operators and as expected the same CDE is obtained
[13,15]. Being Poincaré invariant, local and having its Lagrangian, the CDE
possess all required characteristics to be called the fundamental equation of
physics.

The above statement has been contradicted by some previous work [10-12]
in which attemps were made to include ad hoc pseudoscalar mass terms into
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the DE. Then, it was shown that solutions to the DE with the pseudoscalar
terms reduce to those already known solutions to the DE without the terms.
In the following, we demonstrate these results are physically incorrect by
presenting a proof of the physical inequivalence between the representations
related by a chiral rotation.

On the Distinctions of the Dirac Equation and its
Chiral Forms

Given the Dirac equation

(iγµ∂µ −m)ψ = 0

We define a particle state in the chiral basis α = 0 as the positive-energy
(+E), positive-parity solutions

ψ+ (x; 0) = us (p; 0) e−ip·x

and take the antiparticle spinors to be given by the negative-energy −E,
negative-parity solutions:

ψ− (x; 0) = vs (p; 0) e+ip·x

Now, there will always exist a unitary transformation which allows one to
transform the Dirac equation into the Eq. (1), and vice versa. It is given by

ψ → Uψ = e
iα
2
γ5ψ

and constitutes an alternate choice of chiral basis1. Applying the unitary
chiral rotation operator above to our +E Dirac solutions, we find

ψ+ (x; 0)→ ψ+ (x;α) = e
iα
2
γ5ψ+ (x) = us (p;α) e−ip·x

and

ψ− (x; 0)→ ψ− (x;α) = e
iα
2
γ5ψ− (x, t) = vs (p;α) e+ip·x

1Crucially, U is not a unitary spinor transformation of the type ψ → V ψ and γµ →
V γµV †. Rather, U acts only on the composite bi-spinor and not jointly on the underlying
Clifford Basis
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for

us (p;α) ≡
[
cos

α

2
us (p; 0) + i sin

α

2
v3−s (p; 0)

]
vs (p;α) ≡

[
cos

α

2
vs (p; 0) + i sin

α

2
u3−s (p; 0)

]
These chiral-rotated states now satisfy Eq. (1). In investigating the par-
ity properties of these representations, recall that the intrinsic parity of a
fermionic field is defined by the action of the parity operator (P̂ = λγ0 for
λ ∈ {±1,±i}) on the at-rest solutions. Because a chiral rotation is not a uni-
tary spin transformation, P̂ remains invariant. Therefore, in the rest frame
the CDE equations reduce to:

P̂ us (0;α) = +e−iαγ
5

us (0;α)

P̂ vs (0;α) = −e−iαγ5vs (0;α)

and so us (p;α) and vs (p;α) are not generally eigenstates of parity. This
is significant as it implies a unitary chiral rotation will carry +E, parity-
eigenstate solutions of the Dirac equation into +E solutions of the more
general Eq. (1) with mixed parity.

We are, of course, free to construct states with well-defined intrinsic parity
in the α 6= 0 basis. These are not difficult to obtain and are given simply in
the rest frame by:

ψA (x;α) = e−iαγ
5/2us (0;α) e−imt = us (0; 0) e−imt

ψB (x;α) = e−iαγ
5/2vs (0;α) e+imt = vs (0; 0) e+imt

However, as we are currently working in the basis where α 6= 0, these
particle/anti-particle states are related to the solutions in the basis where
α = 0 via the inverse transformation U † = exp (−iαγ5/2). Hence the parity
eigenstates ψA (x;α) and ψB (x;α) correspond in the α = 0 basis to the
at-rest solutions given by:

ψA (x;α)→ ψA (x; 0) = e−iαγ
5/2ψA (x;α) = e−iαγ

5

us (0; 0) e−imt

=
(

cos
α

2
us (0; 0)− i sin

α

2
v3−s (0; 0)

)
e−imt

ψB (x;α)→ ψB (x; 0) = e−iαγ
5/2ψB (x;α) = e−iαγ

5

vs (0; 0) e+imt

=
(

cos
α

2
vs (0; 0)− i sin

α

2
u3−s (0; 0)

)
e+imt
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Figure 1: A diagrammatic representation of the effects of a unitary chiral
rotations on the set of solutions to the Dirac equation (α = 0) and the
general form (α 6= 0) presented in the text. The bijectivity of the unitary
transformation results in positive energy solutions of mixed parity in the
general case. The Dirac equation is thereby seen to be a special case in
which eigenstates of intrinsic parity and energy align. (Note the antiparticle
diagram follows via a reversal of the parity signs.

Note the appearance of v3−s (p; 0) e−imt and u3−s (p; 0) e+imt. These are
states of positive energy and negative parity, and negative energy and positive
parity respectively. Thus, we have proven the following:

No unitary transformation exists which connects the set of positive-energy,
parity-eigenstate solutions of the Chiral Dirac Equation to the set of positive-
energy solutions of the Dirac Equation.2

The implications of this statement are physically meaningful when taken
in conjunction with the requirement that any well-defined QFT should pos-
sess only states with bounded energies. It is then the combination of these
facts that amount to the physical inequivalence of the representations. This
is the central point which some authors [10-12] have failed to properly ap-
preciate, and is the reason we argue the CDE constitutes a non-trivial gener-
alization of the DE whose solutions form physically inequivalent irreducible
representations of the Poincaré group.

To summarize: The formulation of any QFT for spin-half fields con-
strained by the continuous symmetries of flat space-times must begin with
the chiral-free form of the Dirac Equation (CDE). It is only by the assump-
tion of additional discrete symmetries that one may proceed to more specific
forms (e.g., the nominal Dirac Equation). What previous authors have failed
to appreciate is that the assumption of discrete symmetries is a physically-

2The only exception to this is the trivial case of the identity matrix when α = 0.
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meaningful statement and so must result in a physically distinct theory. It
is our hope that the above proof will serve to definitively clarify this mis-
conception and facilitate a more precise dialogue when exploring the larger
permissible parameter space.
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