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A Plausible Path Towards Unification of Interactions via
Gauge Fields Consistent with the Equivalence Principle-II

James Lindesay∗
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Howard University, Washington, D.C. 20059

Abstract

An extension of the Lorentz group that includes generators Γµ carrying
a space-time index has been previously demonstrated to explicitly construct
the Minkowski metric within the internal group space as a consequence of
the non-vanishing commutation relations between those generators. Fields
that transform under representations of this extended group can funda-
mentally incorporate microscopic causality as a crucial property of physical
fields. The first part of this exploration focused on the fundamental repre-
sentation fermions (which satisfy the Dirac equation), and explored addi-
tional internal symmetries associated with those fermions. Any interactions
that could result from those symmetries were demonstrated to necessarily
be consistent with gravitational equivalence under curvilinear extensions of
the (abelian) space-time translations.

The first boson representation of this algebra is the focus of this second
paper. In particular, the equations of motion for a group of massive vector
bosons are degenerate with that of massless vector bosons, allowing them
to unitarily mix to form physical states with differing masses and dynam-
ics. Thus, this representation exhibits a potential for enhancing insights
into the standard modeling of electro-weak mixing of bosons. The various
spinors that represent these bosons exhibit kinematic factors, and those
factors are related during unitary mixing to generate the resultant physical
states. For this reason, analytic and kinematic coincidences associated with
known electro-weak masses will be explored for insights into possible predic-
tive relationships between their masses and those of this first causal boson
representation. To conclude, a plausible model will be constructed using
examined coincidences for critique and insights into the potential viability
of the approach.

1 Introduction

The relativistic formulation of electron dynamics by Dirac[1] incorporates the
charge-conjugate spinor components necessary to insure microscopic causality[2]
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into an equation that is linear in the energy-momentum operator. Some proper-
ties of fundamental fermions that require Γ̂µ P̂µ to be a Lorentz scalar operation
satisfying

Γµ · ~
i

∂

∂xµ
Ψ̂(Γ)

γ (~x) = −γmc Ψ̂(Γ)
γ (~x), (1.1)

have been explored in part I of this presentation[3]. In this formulation, the masses
(which are always non-negative) label the standard states, and the factor γ is the
eigenvalue of the hermitian operator Γ̂0. Dirac fields transform under the Γ = 1

2

finite dimensional representation of this extended group, and the Dirac matrices
γµ are given by γµ = 2Γµ.

In this paper, spinors transforming under the Γ = 1 finite dimensional repre-
sentation of this extended group will be developed. In particular, the eigenvalues
of the hermitian 10×10 matrix Γ0 take on integral values −1 ≤ γ ≤ +1, and
eigenvalues of angular momentum satisfy 0 ≤ J ≤ Γ and −J ≤ γ ≤ J , providing
associative relationships between vector and scalar components. A direct exami-
nation of (1.1) for this representation expresses a degeneracy in the equation for
γ = 0 massive components, along with massless fields. For this reason, a focus
will be placed upon the potential of these fields towards enhancing standard mod-
eling of electro-weak bosons. Plausible kinematic coincidences relating various
electro-weak parameters using presently known phenomenology will be explored,
in hopes of motivating the development of a compelling model describing general
transformations of physical states. Some exemplary coincidences that depend
upon un-discovered dark particle states and have been presented elsewhere[4] will
be expanded and critiqued in light of more recent experimental measurements.
To end the discussion, plausible models that depends only on known electro-weak
parameters will be developed as further exemplars of the potential usefulness of
this approach.

2 A Brief Extended Lorentz Group Primer

To begin, a brief summary of the general properties of the extended Lorentz
group will be developed. A more detailed exposition can be found in [3] or [5].

2.1 Group algebra

The group algebra inclusive of operators Γµ requires the non-vanishing commuta-
tors to satisfy

[

Γ0 , Γk
]

= i
~
Kk, [Γ0 , Jk] = 0, [Γ0 , Kk] = −i~Γk,

[

Γj , Γk
]

= − i
~
ǫjkm Jm, [Γj , Jk] = i~ ǫjkm Γm, [Γj , Kk] = −i~ δjk Γ

0.
(2.1)



Operators Jk and Γ0 are hermitian observables, and Kk and Γk are anti-hermitian.

For general algebras satisfying
[

Ĝr , Ĝs

]

= −i
∑

m (cs)
m
r Ĝm, the structure con-

stants can be used to develop a group metric ηab ≡
∑

s r (ca)
s
r (cb)

r
s , η

ab ≡ ((η)−1)ab
that can construct the Casimir operator ĈG ≡

∑

rs η
GrGsĜrĜs whose eigenvalues

label the irreducible representations. The Casimir operator for this extended
Lorentz group is CΓ = 1

6
[ (J · J − K ·K)/~2 + Γ0 Γ0 − Γ · Γ], and finite dimen-

sional representations have dimension NΓ = 1
3
(Γ + 1)(2Γ + 1)(2Γ + 3) = 10 for

the Γ = 1 representation being discussed. Furthermore, a metric for operators
carrying the space time indexes under Lorentz sub-group transformations takes
the form ηΓ

µ Γν
= −1

6
ηµν in terms of the Minkowski metric. General spinor forms

that satisfy (2.1) are developed in reference [5].

2.2 Kinematics of spinors

Dimensionless spinors u
(Γ)
γ generally satisfy the equation

Γµpµu
(Γ)
γ (β, s, sz) = −γ m(st)cu

(Γ)
γ (β, s, sz), (2.2)

where β = p/ǫ defines the relative Lorentz frame of the state for massive particles.
The standard state is typically identified with β = 0. For massless particles, the
standard state is traditionally specified in terms of z-moving helicity states with
contra-variant 4-momentum components ~p(st)=(1,0,0,1). More generally, standard
state massless 4-momentum can be associate with ~p(st) = µ(st)c(1,0,0,1), where
µ(st) must be a definable kinematic scale uniquely associated with the creation of
that state.

The definition of the Dirac adjoint spinor ū ≡ u†gΓ to be identified with Dirac
products between spinors requires the development of a NΓ dimensional matrix
that satisfies Gs

† = gΓGsgΓ for all finite dimensional forms of the generators of
the extended group. This matrix turns out to be purely diagonal with elements
gΓ = (−1)Γ−γ , and only corresponds to g 1

2
= γ0 for Dirac fermions.

3 Causal Γ = 1 Boson States

For massive particles, the momentum-space forms of the Γ = 1 spinors depend
on the Lorentz boost β from the standard states, and the m → 0 form of z-moving

spinors are pure numbers, just as was the case for the Γ = 1
2
representation spinors.

Unlike the Γ = 1
2
fields, the form (1.1) includes a degenerate set of γ = 0 distinct

states that can be mixed while continuing to satisfy the field equation. Unitary
mixing of these degenerate states establishes relationships between the kinematic
spinors in terms of invariant mixing angles and mass ratios.

Of particular interest, standard model electro-weak bosons include electrically
charged massive W± bosons and a massive neutral scalar H boson, as well as the



massive electrically neutral vector Z boson and photon A that result from the uni-
tary mixing of the neutral W 3 and B bosons[6, 7]. In a prior publication[4], kine-
matic conditions resulting from the unitary mixing of the degenerate Γ = 1 bosonic
causal spinors were demonstrated to potentially model electro-weak bosons con-
sistent with experimental results. The matrix representations of the generators
are 10-dimensional, inherently relating scalar and vector components. In what
follows, plausible relationships and kinematic coincidences involving electro-weak
and electromagnetically dark bosons will be further critiqued and explored. Hence-
forth, natural units with ~ → 1, c → 1 will be utilized, and Einstein’s summation
convention over repeated super/subscripts will be assumed.

3.1 General form and properties of bosonic spinors

The Γ = 1 momentum-space spinor fields Φ of the fields described in (1.1) satisfy
(2.2) with Γ = 1. The spin values s are integers satisfying 0 ≤ s ≤ 1, and the
eigenvalues of Γ0 satisfying −s ≤ γ ≤ +s represent an additional set of discrete
integer valued quantum numbers. The Γβ are 10×10 matrices[8] that will be
ordered with the first component being the single scalar component with γ = 0, the
next three components representing the sz eigenstates with γ = +1, the following
three components representing the sz eigenstates with γ = 0, and the final three
components representing the sz eigenstates with γ = −1. The representation is
irreducible due to the mixing of components in the anti-hermitian matrices Γj

and Kj.

All Dirac orthonormalized z-moving spinors u(βz, s, sz) satisfying u†
agΓ=1ub ≡

ūaub = (−1)1−γbδab have components that become singular when m → 0, where
gΓ=1 is a diagonal matrix with elements (−1)1−γ for all spin states. Other than
the subset of γ = 0 spinors, the hermitian normalized spinors are not orthogonal.
However, only the hermitian orthonormalized γ = 0 spinors are non-singular
for massless systems. Massive standard state (i.e. at rest) spinors are always
eigenstates of Γ0 satisfying Γ0ua = γa ua|β→0., where a = 1 for the γ = 0 scalar
spinor, for the γ = +1 vectors a ∈ {2, 3, 4}, for the degenerate γ = 0 vectors
a ∈ {5, 6, 7}, and for the γ = −1 (anti-particle) vectors a ∈ {8, 9, 10}.

The massless spinors are never eigenstates of Γ0. However, they do satisfy
pµΓ

µua|m=0 = 0. Generally, for massless spinors the forms A(s) β
γ,sz (~p) ≡ Γβ Φ

(1,s)
γ,sz (~p)

satisfying (2.2) are momentum space spinor forms transverse to the 4-momentum

pβA(s) β
γ,sz (~p) = 0. The configuration space form of these fields thus satisfy the

Lorentz gauge.

Only the components A(s=0)β
0,0 (~p) generate new spinor forms that are also eigen-

states of Sz
A(s=0)x

0,0 ±iA(s=0)y
0,0√

2
= ±1

A(s=0)x
0,0 ±iA(s=0)y

0,0√
2

, S2A(s=0)x
0,0 ±iA(s=0)y

0,0√
2

= 2
A(s=0)x

0,0 ±iA(s=0)y
0,0√

2
,

and can also orthogonally mix the original spinorsΦ
(1,s)
γ,sz (~p). The forms ofA(s=1)β

0,0 (~p)
are not spinor eigenstates of angular momentum Sz,S

2. Thus, the configuration



space form of the A(0)β
0,0 fields can represent covariant gauge potentials that di-

rectly generate the field strengths Fµν ≡ ∂µA(0)
0,0 ν − ∂νA(0)

0,0 µ that express common
representations of spatial polarizations.

3.2 Unitary kinematic mixing of degenerate components

The mixing of previously degenerate eigenstates to develop dynamically al-
ternative representations is a phenomenon that sometimes occurs in perturbative
atomic physics (e.g. Stark effect). In this subsection, relationships for unitary
kinematic mixing of degenerate (Γ = 1, γ = 0) states will be briefly developed.
The focus will be on mixing degenerate spinors moving parallel to the z-axis ex-
pressed in terms of a kinematic parameter ζ(βz) which is a function only of the
Lorentz transformation from the standard state βz. The hermitian normalized
scalar spinor has the form

UX(ζX , s = 0, sz = 0) =



































cos ζX
0

− sin ζX√
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, (3.1)

where the dimensionless kinematic angle for particle X is defined by

ζX ≡ sin−1

(

pX√
m2

X+2p2X

)

= sin−1
√

ǫ2X−m2
X

2ǫ2X−m2
X

→ pX = mX
sin ζX√
cos 2ζX

, ǫX = mX
cos ζX√
cos 2ζX

,
(3.2)

with the Lorentz transformation from the standard state parameterized by βz =
tan ζX. It is noteworthy that systems with identical p

ǫ
are co-moving, and thus

have identical spinor forms. Massive spinors have kinematic angles in the range
−π

4
< ζX < π

4
, and massless spinors have ζX = ±π

4
. The connection between γ =

0 Dirac orthonormal spinors uX discussed previously and hermitian normalized
spinors UX is given by uX = UX√

cos 2ζX
, which clearly demonstrates a breakdown of

Dirac-type normalization for massless bosons.
Consider the general mixing of orthogonal states X + V ⇒ R + Y . Unitary

mixing of the spinor components requires

cos θXV UX(ζX , s, sz) + sin θXV UV (ζV , s, sz) = UR(ζR, s, sz),
− sin θXV UX(ζ

′
X , s, sz) + cos θXV UV (ζ

′
V , s, sz) = UY (ζY , s, sz),

(3.3)



where R and Y types interchange for θXV → −θXV . For instance, if ζX > 0 the
spinor UR(ζR, s, sz) has the formUX(ζX−θXV , s, sz), and the spinor UY (ζY , s, sz)
has the formUV (ζX−θXV , s, sz). Orthogonality requires that ifX is mass/energy-
like, then V must be tachyon/momentum-like, guaranteed by kinematic angles
satisfying ζV = ζX − π

2
.

Expressing the tachyonic form for system V via mV → iµV , orthogonal mixing
relates the kinematic angles as follows:

pV → ∓ µV

mX

√

m2
X + p2X ,

√

m2
V + p2V → ± µV

mX
pX , ζV = ζX ∓ π

2
. (3.4)

The resulting spinors through trigonometric re-combination have kinematic angle
ζR = ζX ∓ θXV . Furthermore, the spinor uR will have the same kinematic form
as uX , and uY will share the orthogonal form of uV . For massless resultant
spinors, uR(ζ = ±π

4
) = ∓uY (ζ = ∓π

4
). In most of what follows, only the upper

signs will be utilized unless the sign is explicitly demonstrated. The resultant
energy-momentum of the R or Y spinor is required to satisfy ~PX + ~PV = ~PR,Y as
appropriate for the resultant mass. Given this expression, one can derive the form
of the kinematic angle associated with mixing a massive X with an orthogonal V
resulting in a product with invariant energy M , given by

ζXM
µV

= ± sin−1





√

√

M4 + 2M2(µ2
V −m2

X) + (µ2
V +m2

X)
2 − 2mXµV

√
2 (M4 + 2M2(µ2

V −m2
X) + (µ2

V +m2
X)

2)
1
4



 , (3.5)

where the sign follows that of the momentum pX . This form vanishes when M2 =
m2

X−µ2
V . For ‘bootstrap’ self mixing, the kinematic angle takes the value ζXmX

µX
=

sin−1
√

1
2
− 1√

5
. Generally, the form ~p · ~x = mz sin ζ−ct| cos ζ|√

cos(2ζ)
that appears in the 4-

momentum conserving exponentials of quantum fields differ only in the masses
of co-moving systems. It should be emphasized that all massive co-moving states
will share the same kinematic angle.

Consistency of (3.5) with mixing to a massless state MY = 0 → ζY = ±π
4

requires that θXV = tan−1 µV

mX
and |ζX0

µV
| = π

4
− θXV = |ζXMY xv

µV
|, where an

additional invariant energy MY xv satisfies this relationship if mX > µV . The
energy of this resultant state and an invariant representation label MY xv satisfy

ǫY xv =
m2

X + µ2
V

2
√
mXµV

and MY xv =
√
2
√

m2
X − µ2

V . (3.6)

Note that generally, tan−1 mV

mX
+ tan−1 mX

mV
= π

2
, which relates the mixing angles

resulting from interchange of X and V . The kinematic angle of the spinor R

resulting from this mixing thus satisfies ζR = ζXM
µV

− θXV = ζXM
µV

− tan−1 µV

mX
.

Furthermore, orthogonal self -mixing to MXX = 0 states with ζX0
µX

= 0 (i.e. X
at rest) generates massless states of momenta ±mX .



3.3 Modeling of electro-weak bosons

3.3.1 Standard electro-weak modeling

In the standard model of electro-weak interactions, the Lagrangian density

LEW =
(

(∂µ − igWW (a)
µ τ̂a − igBBµŶ )φ

)†
ηµν(∂ν−igWW (b)

ν τ̂b−igBBνŶ )φ−V (φ†φ)

(3.7)
manifests local gauge invariance under SU[2]×U[1] transformations, where the

W
(b)
ν potentials are associated with the SU[2] generators τ̂b, and the Bν potentials

are associated with a U[1] hypercharge generator Ŷ . For a potential that takes
the form V (φ†φ) ∼= m2

φ φ
†φ+ λ(φ†φ)2, there is a minimum when 〈φ〉 = 0, and this

ground state maintains the symmetry of the Lagrangian..
However, if the mass term becomes ‘tachyonic’ mφ → ±iµφ , then the potential

is minimum for any particular value of the field that satisfies < φ†φ >∼= µ2
φ

2λ
, so

that the system settles into a particular ground state that breaks the symmetry
of the Lagrangian. Choosing the φ̂0 component to manifest the broken symmetry,
longitudinal excitations about this new minimum φ̂0 ≡ 〈φ〉 + ĥ then define a
massive Higgs scalar field ĥ, with real mass mH =

√
2µφ and vanishing ground

state expectation value. Furthermore, transverse excitations along the symmetry
of the Lagrangian result in massless (Goldstone) modes.

Substitution of the form of φ̂0 into (3.7) yields quadratic terms generating a

mass for the gauge bosons W
(±)
µ of mW (±) =

∣

∣

∣

gW 〈φ〉√
2

∣

∣

∣
, which is independent of the

units of charge utilized. Furthermore, the remaining gauge bosons W
(3)
µ and Bµ

are mixed to generate a massive charge-neutral Z boson and a massless photon
that appropriately couples to electric charges of the W

(±)
µ bosons using

Zµ = W (3)
µ cos ϑw +Bµ sin ϑw, Aµ = −W (3)

µ sinϑw + Bµ cosϑw. (3.8)

The charge coupling to the W
(±)
µ that results upon substitution of (3.8) into (3.7),

and the quadratic term in the field Zµ, allow the following identifications:

e = gW sin ϑw = gB cosϑw, cosϑw =
mW

mZ
. (3.9)

3.3.2 Unitary mixings involving H+φ spinors

An algebra of transformations whose boson representation generates spinors with
both scalar and vector components presents an intriguing characteristic of possible
relevance to the standard electro-weak bosons. To begin an exploration towards
identifying electro-weak bosons as causal spinor fields, examine the orthogonal
mixing of the degenerate components of a spinor inclusive of the scalar H with
the tachyonic µφ that induces the electro-weak symmetry breaking using (3.5).



The mixing of mH with µφ = mH√
2
exhibits several unique properties. First,

the unitary mixing angle satisfies θHφ = tan−1 mφ

mH
= tan−1 1√

2
, defining a massless

state with energy ǫY hϕ = 3mH

27/4
generated by kinematic angle |ζHM=0

mφ
| = π

4
−

θHφ. Furthermore this combination, uniquely defines kinematic angles |ζHmH
µφ

| =
|ζHM=0

µφ
| = sin−1

√

1
6
(3− 2

√
2), which implies opposite momenta pH(ζH

mH
µφ

) =

−pH(ζH
0
µφ
). This allows the self-generating mix H + φ → H̃ to an R-like H̃ with

a mass mH̃ = mH of momentum pH , along with H ′ + φ → G̃ to a massless R-like
G̃ at the same invariant M = mH of momentum −pH , where G̃ can be associated
with a massless mode generated by an H ′ with opposite kinematic angle −ζHmH

µφ
.

In addition, the mix H+φ → Y at M = 0 generates a massless Y spinor with the
same energy as the G̃, but orthogonal to it. Similarly, H + φ → Y at M = mH

generates a massive Y -like spinor with the same kinematics as the G̃. This is
apparently a type of bootstrap consistency unique amongst particles whose mass
is generated by this type of symmetry breaking. The energy-momentum of the
massless modes satisfy ~P = (3mH

27/4
, 0, 0,∓3mH

27/4
) from (3.6).

Iit is perhaps noteworthy that H + φ mixing to result in an R-like φ occurs
with the H at rest ζH

mφ
µφ = 0. Analogous relationships are satisfied for mixing of

the mass scale gW 〈φ〉 with a tachyonic µW =
∣

∣

∣

gW 〈φ〉√
2

∣

∣

∣
, as well as for the mixing of

gB〈φ〉 with the tachyonic mass scale µB =
∣

∣

∣

gB〈φ〉√
2

∣

∣

∣
= mW tan θW , to be discussed

next. Finally, the orthogonal mixing of two H spinors generates both orthogonal
massless modes with the kinematic angle ζHM=0

µH
= 0 at rest and resultant massless

modes of 4-momentum ~p = (mH , 0, 0,±mH), since θHH = π
4
.

3.3.3 Mixing of W+B spinors

For W +B mixing, the unique case of invariant mass M = mW

cos θWB
≡ mZ analyti-

cally generates an opposite helicity state for which

ζW
mW

cos θWB
mW tan θWB

≡ ζWmZ
µB

=
θWB

2
= −(ζWmZ

µB
− θWB) = −ζZwb, (3.10)

i.e. the standard state frame of the W0 spinor is equal and opposite that of the
resultant Z spinor. This means that the spinor structure of any co-moving massive

states with equal and opposite momenta can be donated to the W0 and Z spinors
while preserving Lorentz invariance, even if those states are initially massless. It
also defines the mass scale of the B as µB = mW tan θWB =

√

m2
Z −m2

W .

3.3.4 Analytic coincidences involving electro-weak mass scales

Several analytic coincidences beyond those already discussed can be ascertained.
For instance, the ratios of the mass scalesmH+µφ, gW 〈φ〉+µW , and gB〈φ〉+µB are



identical, implying relationships defined by the fundamental symmetry breaking
of the form

|ζ〈gφ〉〈gφ〉µW
| = |ζ〈g̃φ〉〈g̃φ〉µB

| = |ζHmH
µφ

| = π

4
− θHφ = |ζH0

µφ
| = |ζ〈g̃φ〉0µB

| = |ζ〈gφ〉0µW
|,

(3.11)
where for brevity 〈gφ〉 ≡ gW 〈φ〉 and 〈g̃φ〉 ≡ gB〈φ〉. Also, due to relationships be-
tween energy scales of kinematic angles like (3.5), several mixes from rest generate
relevant states, e.g.

ζH
mφ
µφ = 0, ζ〈gφ〉mW

µW
= 0, and ζ〈gφ〉MAwb

〈g̃φ〉 = 0. (3.12)

Examples of co-moving states mixing to massless resultants include

ζW 0
µH

= ζH0
µW

and ζ〈gφ〉0〈g̃φ〉 = ζW 0
µB
. (3.13)

Furthermore, the exchange W ↔ B relates the kinematic angles via

ζWmZ
µB

+ ζBmZ
µW

=
π

4
and ζB0

µW
+ θWB =

π

4
. (3.14)

Finally, as MY hφ = mH was the case for H + φ mixing, MY 〈gφ〉w = 〈gφ〉 is identi-
cally true for 〈gφ〉+W mixing.

3.3.5 Kinematic coincidences involving electro-weak mass scales

Kinematic coincidences associated with unitary mixing of degenerate boson rep-
resentations of causal states will next be explored as a means to motivate the
development of a compelling model incorporating the known properties of electro-
weak bosons. To this end, various kinematic invariants and energies related to
W,B,Z,H, φ, 〈gWφ〉, 〈gBφ〉, and the various mixing angles will be explored.

Beyond masses, additional scales were included for examination. For in-
stance, the invariant energy that satisfies |ζWMAwb

µB
| + θWB = π

4
perhaps gen-

erating a massless state labeled by MAwb ≃ 96GeV in W +B mixing, the energy
of the photon ǫAwb ≃ 70.7GeV using (3.6), as well as the analogous energies
(e.g. ǫY hφ ≃ 111.7GeV ) for other mixings, were examined. Also of interest
was the observation that the kinematic angle describing the self-mixing boot-

strap ζmm
m = sin−1

√

1
2
− 1√

5
is the product of W + B mixing at the bootstrap

invariant energy Mbs ≃ 245.8GeV satisfying ζWMbs
µB

− θWB ≡ ζmm
m. Furthermore,

a unique invariant energy M∗ ≃ 246.4GeV relating a previously examined kine-
matic symmetry involving W and Z threshold energies in the H rest frame[4]

given by ζZ(ǫ =
m2

H

mW
) = ζW (ǫ =

m2
H

mZ
) ≡ ζWM∗

µB
, was included.

Previously published predictions of the masses and ratios will here be updated
using the 2022 Particle Data Group (PDG) tables[9], as well as compared to the
more recent 2022 re-analysis of the Collider Detector at Fermilab (CDF) W boson



mass data[10]. The reported mass values here utilized are as follows: mZ ≃
91.1876(21), mH ≃ 125.25(17), mPDG

W ≃ 80.377(12), and mCDF
W ≃ 80.4335(94).

For future comparisons, the difference between the reported PDG and CDF values
of the W mass is ∆mW ≡ mCDF

W −mPDG
W ≃ 4.71 σPDF

W ≃ 6.01 σCDF
W .

The phenomenological coincidences associated directly with various kinematic
angles of mixing follow below in no particular order. In addition to attempting
to find meaningful coincidences with regards to model building, an additional
purpose of such searches is a determination of just how difficult it is to find
coincidences consistent with present observations:

KC1 : ζHmH
µφ

− θHφ ≃ −ζWmH
µH

→ mW ≃ (mW − 0.077σW )PDG or
mH ≃ (mH + 0.008σH)PDG,

mH

mW
≃ 7+

√
113

8
√
2

,
(3.15)

i.e., H + φ mixing at mH generates anti-moving kinematics with W +H mixing
at mH ;

KC2 : ζW 〈gBφ〉
µH

≃ θHW

2
=

π

4
− θWH

2
→ mW ≃ (mW + 1.62σW )PDG or

mH ≃ (mH − 0.367σH)PDG,
(3.16)

with an interpretation yet to be ascertained;

KC3 : ζH(pW (ζWmZ
µH

)) ≃ ζWmZ
µB

or pW (ζWmZ
µH

) ≃ pH(
θWB

2
)

→ mW ≃ (mW + 0.801σW )PDG or
mH ≃ (mH − 1.05σH)PDG,

mW

mZ
≃ 2m3

H

2m3
H−2mHm2

W+mW

√
m4

H+(m2
Z−m2

W )2+2m2
H (m2

Z+m2
W )

(3.17)
i.e., the kinematic angle of an H with the momentum of the W which mixes with
an orthogonal H to generate a Z is co-moving with the W in W + B mixing to
generate a Z, perhaps suggestive of the B as an off µ-shell version of an H ;

KC4 : Mbs ≃ M∗ →
mW ≃ (mW − 1.1σW )PDG or
mH ≃ (mH − 0.751σH)PDG,

(3.18)

i.e., the mass of the bootstrap generated by W + B mixing is same as the mass
generated by the W +B energy invariant symmetric under mW ↔ mZ exchange;

KC5 : ζZM∗

µφ
≃ ζW (ǫW = mH) →

mW ≃ (mW + 0.219σW )CDF or
mH ≃ (mH − 0.031σH)CDF ,

(3.19)

i.e., the invariant energy M∗ for W +B mixing from (3.18) is the same as that for
Z + φ mixing (the only single coincidence presented that is most consistent with
the CDF results);

KC6 : ζHMAwb
mW

≃ 0 → mW ≃ (mW + 1.62σW )PDG or
mH ≃ (mH − 0.367σH)PDG,

(3.20)



i.e., the H is at rest in H +W mixing at the invariant energy MAwb for (possible)
mixing of W +B to a same helicity massless state;

KC7 : ζHmH
µB

− θHB ≃ −θWB

2
→

mW ≃ (mW − 4.86σW )PDG or
mH ≃ (mH + 0.37σH)using mPDG

W or
mH ≃ (mH + 0.72σH)using mCDF

W ,
mH

mZ
≃ 1

2

(

cos θWB + (cos θWB(1− sin θWB)
2)

1/3
+
(

cos θWB (1 + sin θWB)
2)1/3

)

,

(3.21)
i.e., the spinor generated by H+B mixing to generate a new H is co-moving with
the Z generated from W +B mixing, and anti-moving with that W;

KC11 : ζW<gWφ>
<gBφ> − θW<gBφ> ≃ −θWB

2
→ mW ≃ (mW ≃ +1.3σW )PDG or

mW ≃ (mW − 4.3σH)CDF ,

mW

mZ
≃

√

2
7

(

8 + 5
√
2−

√

79 + 52
√
2
)

,

(3.22)
a relationship involving a W mixing with energy scales in the Lagrangian.

Any consistent combination of two of the previous kinematic coincidences re-
sults in a determination of two mass ratios. Since the Z mass is presently best
measured, the closest predictions of mW and mH resulting from a requirement of
two coincidences follow:
(3.15)+(3.17) → mW ≃ (mW + 0.881σW )PDG and mH ≃ (mH + 0.105σH)PDG,
(3.15)+(3.18) → mW ≃ (mW − 0.957σW )PDG and mH ≃ (mH − 0.097σH)PDG,
(3.16)+(3.17) → mW ≃ (mW + 0.631σW )PDG and mH ≃ (mH − 0.224σH)PDG,
(3.16)+(3.18) → mW ≃ (mW − 0.422σW )CDF and mH ≃ (mH − 0.462σH)CDF ,
(3.17)+(3.18) → mW ≃ (mW + 0.152σW )PDG and mH ≃ (mH − 0.854σH)PDG,
(3.17)+(3.19) → mW ≃ (mW + 0.159σW )PDG and mH ≃ (mH − 0.846σH)PDG,
(3.17)+(3.20) → mW ≃ (mW + 0.631σW )PDG and mH ≃ (mH − 0.224σH)PDG,
(3.17)+(3.21) → mW ≃ (mW + 1.14σW )PDG and mH ≃ (mH + 0.452σH)PDG,
(3.18)+(3.19) → mW ≃ (mW + 0.144σW )PDG and mH ≃ (mH − 0.848σH)PDG.
The coincidence (3.21) has been purposefully included as a cautionary example
of an individual coincidence several standard deviations from presently measured
results providing better predictions when combined with another coincidence.

3.3.6 Kinematic coincidences involving photon normalization

For clarity, this section will utilize gaussian units for all charges eG ≡ √
α =

gW sin θWB = gB cos θWB. Typical normalizations for the photon field utilize either

forms of the type eG
√

ǫs
ǫA

(see e.g. [2, 5, 11, 12]) or eG
ǫs
ǫA

(see e.g. [13, 14]), where

ǫA is the energy of the photon, and ǫs is its standard state energy, customarily
assigned to unity (ǫs → 1). The reported value of the fine structure constant here



utilized is 1
αPDG

≃ 137.03599907. Two coincidences presented only constrain mH :

αH1 :
1√
2
(gW sin θWφ)

√
ǫY hφ ≃ 1 → mH ≃ (mH − 0.79σH)PDG, (3.23)

which defines the energy of the massless resultant of H+φ mixing as the standard
state energy of electromagnetic quanta, in terms of the coupling defined for W +φ
mixing, and

αH2 :

√
4πeG cos θHφ

sin θZφ

√
ǫs ≃

1

2(2π)3/2
√
mH → mH ≃ (mH−0.841σH)PDG, (3.24)

which suggests that a relationship between couplings involving W + B, H + φ,
and Z + φ mixing using the customary value of the photon standard state energy
inherits a normalization choice for a massive H . This also relates the photon
normalization to that of a massless mode generated from that H .

Three additional coincidences will constrain either mW or mH :

αW1 :
1√
π
gW

√

MAwb ≃ 1 → mW ≃ (mW + 0.356σW )PDG, (3.25)

αW2 :
1

2
√
4π

(gW sin θHφ)MAwb ≃ 1 → mW ≃ (mW + 0.407σW )PDG, (3.26)

which both assign a standard state energy of the invariant MAwb for electromag-
netic quanta, and

αW3 :

√

π

2
(gW cos θWφ)

√
µB ≃ 1 → mW ≃ (mW + 0.617σW )PDG or

mH ≃ (mH − 0.283σH)PDG,
(3.27)

which assigns a standard state energy of µB for electromagnetic quanta resulting
from W + φ mixing.

The following coincidence determines only mW :

αW13 :
4πgB sin θHφ√

2
≃

√

< gBφ >

ǫAwb
→ mW ≃ (mW + 0.55σW )PDG, (3.28)

suggestive of mixing of H+φ to generate a massless mode with energy ǫAwb. Two
additional coincidences involve generation of a massless H + φ mode with charge
quantization eG

3
:

αW41 :

√
4πgB sin θWφ

3
√
2

√

mH

ǫY hφ
≃ 1

(2π)2/3
→ mW ≃ (mW − 0.04σW )PDG or

mH ≃ (mH + 0.01σH)PDG,

(3.29)



suggestive of a state labeled by mH off mass shell towards mW generating a mass-
less mode, and

αA45 :
4πgW sin θHφ

3
≃

√

1

2

√

µB

ǫY hφ
→ mW ≃ (mW − 0.004σW )CDF or

mH ≃ (mH − 0.004σH),
(3.30)

suggestive of a state labeled by B generating a massless H+φmode. The plausible
physical relevance of these various coincidences are not considered to be equivalent.

Exemplars pairing a kinematic coincidence with a photon normalization in-
clude
(3.15)+(3.25) → mW ≃ (mW + 0.356σW )PDG and mH ≃ (mH + 0.048σH)PDG;
(3.17)+(3.23) → mW ≃ (mW + 0.159σW )PDG and mH ≃ (mH − 0.845σH)PDG;
(3.17)+(3.25) → mW ≃ (mW + 0.356σW )PDG and mH ≃ (mH − 0.587σH)PDG.

Alternatively, coincidences involving the reported renormalized value for the
fine structure constant 1

αR(mZ )
≃ 127.951[9, 15] can be explored. The form of the

running fine structure constant at this fixed point is taken to be

αZ(µ) =
αR(mZ)

1− 2αR(mZ )
3π

g(µ) log µ2

m2
Z

, (3.31)

where g(µ) sums over the squares of charges (in units of eG) below charged pair
productions at momentum transfer µ. A few example coincidences follow:

αZ2 :
1√
2

√

αZ(mW )

3 sin θWB
≃

√
4π

ǫs
mW

→ mW ≃ (mW − 0.57σW )PDG; (3.32)

αZr2 :
4π

√

αZ(< gBφ >)

sin θWB

sin θHφ

√

< gBφ >

ǫY hφ

≃ 1 → mW ≃ (mW + 0.19σW )PDG

or mH ≃ (mH − 0.07σH);

(3.33)

αZr3 :
1

2(2π)3/2

√

4παZ(ǫY hb)

cos θWB
sin θWφ ≃ ǫs

ǫY hb
→ mW ≃ (mW + 1.31σW )PDG

or mH ≃ (mH − 0.04σH);
(3.34)

αZr25 :

√

4παZ(MAwb)

3 sin θWB

cos θHφ
ǫY hb

MAwb

≃ 1

(2π)3/2
→ mW ≃ (mW + 0.09σW )CDF

or mH ≃ (mH + 0.01σH).
(3.35)

Next, selected predictions involving possible combinations of kinematic coinci-
dences (3.15)-(3.21) with photon normalization coincidences (3.23)-(3.27) will be
presented (recall 1

αPDG
≃ 137.03599907):

• (3.17)+(3.19)+(3.23)→ mZ ≃ (mZ+0.095σZ)PDG, mW ≃ (mW+0.173σW )PDG

and mH ≃ (mH − 0.844σH)PDG, or alternatively 1
α

≃ 137.0357, mW ≃
(mW + 0.159σW )PDG and mH ≃ (mH − 0.846σH)PDG;



• (3.17)+(3.19)+(3.24)→ mZ ≃ (mZ+0.634σZ)PDG, mW ≃ (mW+0.257σW )PDG

and mH ≃ (mH − 0.835σH)PDG, or alternatively 1
α

≃ 137.038, mW ≃
(mW + 0.159σW )PDG and mH ≃ (mH − 0.846σH)PDG;

• (3.21)+(3.22)+(3.29) → 1
α

≃ 137.0329, mW ≃ (mW + 1.33σW )PDG and

mH ≃ (mH + 0.47σH).

A few observations are noteworthy. First, the originally reported values of
the kinematic angles ζW ≃ θWB

2
≃ −ζZ for W + B → Z mixing were just ex-

tremely close numerical coincidences[4]. Subsequently, the analytic result (3.10)
was found to require this to be the case, providing substantial motivational sup-
port for this approach. Furthermore, there are some cautionary observations that
should be noted. Previous coincidences involving (3.17) and (3.19) using 2018
Particle Data Group (PDG) masses were very close, while they are only some-
what close using the more recent 2022 PDG data. Finally, one might be tempted
to utilize two compatible photon normalization coincidences with two massive
kinematic coincidences to attempt to calculate all mass and coupling values.
For instance, if the four equations (3.17)+(3.19)+(3.23)+(3.24) were all physi-
cally relevant, one could calculate all electroweak parameters as satisfying 1

α
≃

137.0368(vs.137.03599907), mZ ≃ (mZ+0.365σZ)PDG, mW ≃ (mW+0.215σW )PDG

and mH ≃ (mH − 0.84σH)PDG. However, such a set of mathematically consistent
relationships would make a disturbing inference about the ‘arbitrariness’ of the
choice of the standard state photon energy ǫs in the photon normalization terms,
somehow mathematically fixing choice of units of measurement.

From the representative set of kinematic coincidences presented, it seems clear
that PDG values provide far more kinematic coincidences than CDF values. It
should be noted that there are other kinematic coincidences with a broad range of
subjective plausibility that have been examined, but excluded for brevity. Some
are consistent with the overall predictions described in this section, while others
are incompatible.

3.4 Modeling using only anti-moving frames

As has been mentioned, degenerate neutral Γ = 1 causal bosons W +B that can
mix to form a massless state also necessarily generates a massivemZ = mW

cos θWB
that

moves in the opposing Lorentz frame β
Z
= −β

W
. Since the primary purpose of

this paper is to demonstrate a plausible pathway towards enhancing predictability
and understanding of standard model phenomenology, a final effort will be made
to demonstrably model electro-weak phenomenology consistent with kinematic
coincidences involving kinematic angles ζ = ±θWB

2
resulting from degenerate bo-

son mixing. The focus will remain only on the kinematics of known particles,
exclusive of any undiscovered potential massive dark particles.



The phenomenological coincidences involving anti-moving frames that have
been presented include KC3 (3.17), KC7 (3.21), and KC11 (3.22). However, since
KC11 involves energy scales in the Lagrangian (not mass scales of particle states),
the focus will be on particle state mixing to generate new particles. For conve-
nience, the coincidences are repeated below, and plausible kinematic diagrams for
unitary mixing are exhibited in Figure 1:

KC3 : pW (ζWmZ
µH

) ≃ pH(ζW
mZ
µB

), KC7 : ζHmH
µB

− θHB ≃ −θWB

2
. (3.36)

The modeling should produce all known particle states in a kinematically consis-
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Figure 1: Unitary diagrammatic representations of KC3 (left) and KC7 (right)
generated by anti-moving kinematics.

tent manner. For KC3, an H and anti-H colliding via exchange of an H scatter
into precisely the needed reference frame ζH = θWB

2
(leaving the scalar H compo-

nent unaffected), then go off-shell as intermediate Ws with the same momenta.
The neutral component of an intermediate W has the momentum needed to mix
with an orthogonal vector H to generate a Z, while the charged components W±

which are not degenerate remain unaffected. Thus the diagram generates all ob-
served states. For KC7, an H and anti-H colliding via exchange of a vector B

scatter into precisely the needed reference frames ζH = ±θWB

2
(leaving the scalar

H component unaffected), then go off-shell as an intermediate W with the cor-
rect kinematic parameter needed to mix with a B to generate a Z. The charged
components W± which are not degenerate remain unaffected, likewise generat-
ing all observed states. This diagram is suggestive of the intermediate Bs as off
mass-shell tachyonic Hs that can unitarily mix to generate Z and A bosons.

4 Discussion and Conclusions

The model described in this paper (examining bosons) and its companion part
I paper (which examined fundamental fermions) has been demonstrated to mirror



causal spinor fields that exhibit properties consistent with observed leptons and
bosons. Just as is the case for Dirac fermions, the Γ = 1 boson representation
spinors have the kinematically dependent forms that allow the equation of motion
to be linear in the energy-momentum operators, simplifying cluster decompos-
ability. However, unlike the fermion representation, there are a set of degenerate
(massive and massless) spinor fields corresponding to a vanishing eigenvalue for
the equation of motion, inclusive of both vector and scalar components. This
allows the degenerate set of spinors to be unitarily mixed to generate physical
states that continue to satisfy the defining equation of motion, suggestive of a
meaningful application of the formulation to describe electro-weak bosons.

Unitary mixing of orthogonal spinors consistent with one resultant state pos-
sibly being massless defines analytic forms relating the kinematic angles of the
involved spinors in terms of the invariant mass of that resultant. In particu-
lar, the unique relationship of an H spinor with an orthogonal Φ spinor with
(tachyonic) mass µφ = mH√

2
to generate a resultant spinor of mass mH , might also

generate an orthogonal massless (Goldstone-like) mode utilizing the same invari-
ant (extended Poincare) group label mH . Furthermore, mixing W+B at invariant
energy mZ = mW

cos θWB
analytically requires that the kinematic frame of the W must

be equal but opposite that of the resultant Z, with a value precisely half the uni-
tary mixing angle θWB

2
. These (and other) analytic relationships compelled the

author to search for meaningful kinematic coincidences in a manner analogous to
the examination of planetary motions by Kepler and others in hopes of discovering
a set of rules that can lead to the development of acceptable supplementations to
standard model canon.

Several representative (but by no means comprehensive) analytic relationships
and kinematic coincidences that fall within a (subjectively) chosen range of plausi-
bility and consistency with measured electro-weak parameters have been presented
for demonstrative purposes. The selection includes exemplars that illustrate how
the formulation might provide insight into how the Higgs sector provides kinematic
structure to the massive W and Z spinor fields, as well as substantive support for
massless modes. Furthermore, it should be noted that the formulation has the
potential to provide insight into states that are electromagnetically dark, yet have
physical and cosmological significance.

To conclude, an attempt has been made to develop exemplary model candi-
dates consistent with what was initially an extremely close experimental kinematic
coincidence involving W + B → Z mixing that has now been demonstrated to
be an analytic necessity. The exemplars predict kinematic parameters consistent
with present data. The approach recognizes that the development of a compelling

model ultimately embraces the most elegant combination of analytic relationships
with plausible kinematic coincidences that remain consistent with future measure-
ments, as well as predictive of yet to be discovered phenomena.
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