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As is known,a Lie algebra ofa little group ofa tim elike

fourvectorisnotequalto so(3)unlessspacelike com ponents

ofthevectorvanish.In spite ofthisfactthealgebra can still

be interpreted as the angular m om entum algebra,as can be

shown with the explicit exam ple ofthe D irac equation. The

angularm om entum correspondsto theeven partoftheD irac

spin operator. Its eigenvalues in directions perpendicular to

m om entum decay to zero in thein�nitem om entum /m assless

lim it. This explains physically why only extrem alhelicities

survive the m assless lim it. The e�ect can be treated as a

result of a Lorentz contraction of an extended particle. A

naturalm easure ofthis extension is introduced for m assless

particlesofany spin.Itisshown thatsuch particlescan bein-

terpreted ascircularstringswhose classicallim itisdescribed

by Robinson congruence. Finally, as an application of the

even spin,we form ulate the Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen-Bohm

G edankenexperim ent forD irac electrons.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Itisknown thatthetransition from therotation group

SO (3)to thegroup SE (2)oftwo-dim ensionalEuclidean

m otions can be obtained as a continuous In�onu-W igner

contraction ofrespective Lie algebras[1,2,3]. This con-

traction can beexplained in physicalterm ssim ply asan

abstractcounterpartofthe relativistic Lorentz contrac-

tion ofa m oving body and itcan bealso shown thatthe

sam e e�ect is obtained both in the m assless (m ! 0)

and in�nite m om entum (j~pj! 1 )lim its. Thisresultis

intuitively quite naturalsince a light cone is the large-

m om entum asym ptoticsofany m > 0 m asshyperboloid.

Still,even though the SO (3)! SE (2)transition isnow

wellunderstood from a m athem aticalpoint ofview,it

seem sthatno de�nitephysicalinterpretation ofthisfact

isgenerally accepted.

W eknow thattheLiealgebra so(3)correspondsphys-

ically to an angular m om entum . O n the other hand

there exist at least two physicalinterpretations ofthe

translation subalgebra ofe(2). First,the generators of

translations can be naturally associated with the two-

com ponent position operator for m assless �elds [2]lo-

calizing m assless particles in a plane perpendicular to

theirm om entum . Second,ifone considersthe action of

a four-dim ensionalnonunitary representation ofSE (2)

on the electrom agnetic four-potential,it can be shown

thatthe\translation"operatorsgenerategaugetransfor-

m ations[3,4].Such resultsare ratherconfusing asthere

is no clear explanation for the continuous deform ation

ofthe angular m om entum into position or a generator

ofgauge transform ations. O fcourse,it is possible that

form assless�eldsvariousphysically di�erentobservables

m ay satisfy thee(2)algebrasincem asslessunitary repre-

sentationsofthePoincar�egroup aregenerated by a one-

dim ensionalrepresentations of E (2) so that not m uch

room isleftfordi�erentpossiblealgebraicstructures.

W e would like to show in this paper that it is possi-

ble to interpretthe contraction so(3)! e(2)also asthe

continuous deform ation ofthe angular m om entum ofa

relativistic particle. The Lie algebra corresponding to

the interm ediate m om entum ~p, with 0 < j~pj < 1 , is

neitherso(3)nore(2)but,asweshallsee,thereisa nat-

uralway oftreating itasthe relativistically generalized

angularm om entum algebra.

To m ake our analysis as explicit as possible we shall

discus the m entioned lim its in the contextofthe Dirac

equation. It willbe shown that relativistic spin can be

naturally represented by an \even" spin operatorwhich

reducesto ordinary nonrelativistic spin fora particle at

rest and whose com ponents in directions perpendicular

to m om entum decay to zero asthem om entum increases.

In the in�nite-m om entum /m assless lim it the operator

\points" in the m om entum direction. The three com -

ponentsofthenew spin com m utewith thefreeHam ilto-

nian so thatone can considerprojectionsofspin in any

direction even for a particle m oving with som e wellde-

�ned and nonvanishing m om entum . This property will

beused forderiving a relativisticversion oftheEinstein-

Podolsky-Rosen-Bohm paradox for two spin-1/2 parti-

cles. W e shallalso discussthe relationship between the

even spin operatorand thePauli-Lubanskivector,show-

ing thatthe in�nite-m om entum and m asslesslim its are

equivalentforthe �rstonebutnotforthe latter.

W e begin ouranalysiswith a briefsum m ary ofprop-

ertiesoflittle algebrascorresponding to any tim elike or

nullfour-m om entum .
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II.LIT T LE A LG EB R A S FO R A N Y P W IT H

P
�
P� � 0

A Lorentztransform ation

�(~�;~�)= e
� i~� ~J� i~� ~K def

= e
� iL (~�;~�); (1)

where ~J and ~K are,respectively,the generatorsofrota-

tionsand boosts,leavesa four-vectorp unchanged if

L(~�;~�)p = i(~� � ~p;~�p0 + ~� � ~p)= 0: (2)

Ifp0 = 0then eitherpism asslessand p = 0orpisspace-

like.Both casescan be regarded asphysically m eaning-

less. So letusassum e thatp0 6= 0. (2)isthen satis�ed

if

~�p0 = � ~� � ~p: (3)

Substituting (3)into (1)we �nd thatthe little group is

three-param eterand generated by

~L = ~J �
~p

p0
� ~K : (4)

(4)satis�esthe algebra

~L � ~L = i~J � i
~p

p2
0

(~p�~K ): (5)

Letnow ~n = ~p=j~pj,~m be orthogonalto ~n,j~m j= 1,and

~l= ~n � ~m and letA 1 = ~A � ~m ,A2 = ~A �~land A 3 = ~A � ~n

forany three-com ponentvector ~A.W e get

L1 = J1 + K 2

j~pj

p0

L2 = J2 � K 1

j~pj

p0
(6)

L3 = J3

and (5)im plies

[L1;L2]= i
p�p�

p2
0

L3

[L3;L1]= iL2 (7)

[L2;L3]= iL1:

Eqs. (6)and (7)m ean thatthe Lie algebra ofthe little

group is param etrized by p. In the m assive case we,in

general,do notobtain so(3);in factthisisthecaseonly

ifj~pj= 0,that is when we consider the little group of

a restfram e four-m om entum . Such a restfram e always

existsform > 0.Form = 0 wehave

p0 = � j~pj: (8)

and (6) is indeed the Lie algebra e(2). Note also that
j~pj

p0
! � 1 in the in�nite m om entum lim it and, as ex-

pected,the algebra isagain e(2). The sam e conclusions

follow from the m ! 0 and j~pj! 1 contractionsof(7).

The two contractionsare equivalentand the contracted

algebra ise(2). A readerinterested in a geom etricalin-

terpretation ofthese contractionsisrefered to the book

by K im and Noz(p.200 in [3]).

The form (6) of the generators leads to a di�culty

in a direct physical interpretation, as L1 and L2 are

not Herm itian for �nite dim ensionalrepresentations of

SL(2;C ) and nonvanishing ~p. For photons represented

by a four-potentialtheseoperatorsgenerategaugetrans-

form ations. Forthe restfram e four-m om entum ofm as-

sive particles such representations correspond to spin.

However,whatisa physicalm eaning ofthisalgebra for

particles that are not at rest? In order to answer this

question we m ust�rstunderstand in whatway the spin

operatorentersrelativisticquantum m echanics.

III.SP IN O F T H E ELEC T R O N A N D T H E D IR A C

EQ U A T IO N

TheUhlenbeck and G oudsm ith idea ofan internalan-

gularm om entum oftheelectron wasform ally introduced

to quantum m echanicsby Pauliin 1927 [5].Pauliadded

anew interaction term totheSchr�odingerequation in or-

derto explain a behaviorofelectronsin a m agnetic�eld.

Thisapproachwassuccessfulbut,in fact,nootherjusti�-

cation oftheconceptofspin existed atthattim e.A year

laterDirac form ulated hisrelativistic wave equation [6].

Heassum ed thattheequation (1)hasaSchr�odingerform

i@t	 = H 	 where H doesnotcontain tim e derivatives,

(2)factorizestheK lein-G ordon equation,(3)isrelativis-

tically covariant, and found that no single-com ponent

wave function can satisfy such requirem ents. The ad-

ditionaldegrees offreedom present in the m ulticom po-

nentwave function could be interpreted physically by a

non-relativisticapproxim ation where positive energy so-

lutions ofthe Dirac equation were shown to satisfy the

equation postulated by Pauli. The Paulispin operator

was found to be an \internal" part ofthe generator of

rotationsrestricted to \large" com ponentsofa bispinor.

In this way the spin operator was identi�ed,from a

m athem aticalviewpoint,with thespinorpartofthegen-

eratorofrotations.

The �rstdi�culty m etin relativisticinterpretation of

thisoperatorwasthe factthat,contrary to the nonrela-

tivistic case,the com ponentsofspin were notconstants

ofm otion even fora freeparticle(unlessin a restfram e).

In the Heisenberg picture the spin operator ofthe free

electron satis�esthe following precession equation

_~S = ~! � ~S; (9)

where ~! = � 2
5~p and only the projection of ~S on the

\precession axis" ~p,the helicity,is conserved. The to-

talangularm om entum ~J also com m uteswith the Dirac
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Ham iltonian and the purely spin part of ~J can be ex-

tracted by ~n �~J = ~n �~S,where ~n = ~p=j~pj. The exis-

tence ofthe conserved helicity issu�cientforrepresen-

tation classi�cation purposes and physicalapplications

in,forinstance,theClebsh-G ordan coe�cientsproblem .

The com ponents ofspin in directions other than ~n are

rarely needed. In the lastsection ofthispaperwe shall

consider one such case,nam ely the Einstein-Podolsky-

Rosen-Bohm Gedankenexperim ent and the Bellinequal-

ity forrelativisticelectrons.

The generaltheory ofrepresentationsofthe Poincar�e

group shows that the group possesses two Casim ir op-

erators: the m ass P �P� and the square W �W � ofthe

Pauli-Lubanskivector

W � =
1

2
���
� M

�

P
�

where M �
 are generators ofSL(2;C ). W � com m utes

with P � for all� hence, in particular,with P 0. The

Pauli-Lubanskivector appears naturally in the theory

because it,in fact,generalizesthe generatorsofthe lit-

tle group described in Sec.II. The Casim irW �W � has

eigenvaluesm 2j(j+ 1)where m and j are,respectively,

the rest m ass and the m odulus ofhelicity of the irre-

ducible representation in question.

In standard approachesto relativistic �eld theoriesit

isoften stated thatW � is thecovariantgeneralization of

spin.Itssquareisde�ned asthefollowing elem entofthe

enveloping �eld ofthe Poincar�eLie algebra

W �W �

P �P�
:

W e have,therefore,two possibilities ofintroducing the

spin operatorin Poincar�einvarianttheories. The Pauli-

Lubanskivector has the advantage ofhaving four con-

served com ponentsand is closely related to the genera-

torsofthe little group ofa m om entum four-vector.The

dim ension ofW � is,however,energy tim es angularm o-

m entum so its relationship to Pauli’s 1927 spin is not

evident.

IV .T H E PA U LI-LU B A N SK I V EC T O R A N D

ELEC T R O N ’S SP IN

In thefollowingdiscussion wewillwork in them om en-

tum representation and units are chosen in such a way

that c = 1 = �h. The bispinor parts ofgenerators are

S�� = i

4
[
�;
�]and the generatorsofSL(2;C )are

M
�� = x

�
p
�
� x

�
p
� + S

��
:

Let ~S,~�, ~J and ~K be de�ned by

S
kl= �

klm
S
m

S
0k =

i

2
�
k

J
m = �

m kl
M

kl

K
m = M

0m

where �klm isthe three dim ensionalLevi-Civita sym bol.

Theexplicitform ofthegeneratorsofthePoincar�egroup

is

P
0 = H = ~� � ~p+ m 


0

~P = ~p

~J = ~x � ~p+ ~S

~K = t~p� ~xH +
i

2
~�

ThePauli-Lubanskivectoris

W
0 = ~J � ~p

~W =
1

2
(~SH + H ~S): (10)

In the restfram e we �nd W 0 = 0 and ~W = m ~S
0. ~W

is therefore spin tim es the rest m ass operator. In the

subspace ofthe \large",positive energy two com ponent

spinorsitisindeed proportionalto Pauli’sspin.

In order to understand the physicalm eaning of the

Pauli-Lubanskivectorletusm ultiply (10)from theright

by H � 1 (thisoperatoriswellde�ned form assive �elds;

for m assless �elds it exists in the subspace ofnonzero

m om enta).W e get

~Sp = ~W H
� 1 =

1

2
(~S + �~S�) (11)

= � +
~S� + + � �

~S� �

where� isthesign ofenergy operatorand � � = 1

2
(1� �)

projecton positive(+ )ornegative(� )energy solutions.

Theoperator~Sp isthereforetheso-called even partofthe

generatorofrotations~S.Thedecom position ofoperators

into even and odd partsiswellknown in �rstquantized

approachestotheDiracequation [7,8].Theeven partsof

operatorsaree�ectivelythepartsthatcontributetoaver-

agevaluesofobservablescalculated in statesofa de�nite

sign ofenergy.Theeven spin operatoroccursnaturallyin

thecontextofZitterbewegung and them agnetic-m om ent

operatorofthe Diracelectron [9,10].

Allthese facts suggest that the even spin operator,

which issom ehow in between the two notionsdiscussed

above,m ightbe the correctcandidate forthe electron’s

spin. Allthe three com ponentsof ~Sp com m ute with H

so a projection of ~Sp in any direction is a constant of

m otion.

The explicitform of~Sp forfree electronsm oving with

m om entum ~p isthe following

~Sp =
m 2

p2
0

~S +
j~pj2

p2
0

(~n �~S)~n +
im

2p2
0

~p� ~
 (12)

wherem 2 = p�p�.Itscom ponents

~m �~Sp =
m 2

p2
0

~m �~S �
im j~pj

2p2
0

~l� ~
 = Sp1

~l�~Sp =
m 2

p2
0

~l�~S +
im j~pj

2p2
0

~m � ~
 = Sp2 (13)

~n �~Sp = ~n �~S = Sp3
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satisfy the Lie algebra (7)

[Sp1;Sp2]= i
m 2

p2
0

Sp3

[Sp3;Sp1]= iSp2 (14)

[Sp2;Sp3]= iSp1:

Itfollowsthattheeven spin operator(13)isa Herm itian

representation ofthe algebra (7)although a directsub-

stitution ofgeneratorsof(1
2
;0)� (0;1

2
)to (6)would not

lead to Herm itian m atrices.Theeigenvaluesof~a�~Sp,for

any unit~a,are

s~a = �
1

2

p
(~p� ~a)2 + m 2

jp0j
(15)

and the corresponding eigenvector in a standard repre-

sentation is

	 ~a
� = N

 p
jp0j+ m

�
(js~aj+

1

2
~a� ~n)w� � m ~a� ~n

2jp0j
w�

�

p
jp0j� m

�
� (js~aj+

1

2
~a� ~n)w� � m ~a� ~n

2jp0j
w�

�

!

wherew� satis�es~n � ~�w� = � w� .

In the restfram ethe eigenvaluess~a are�
1

2
forany ~a.

s~a tend to 0 forboth m ! 0 and j~pj! 1 ,if~a� ~p = 0.

The transition from j~pj= 0 to j~pj= 1 deform s con-

tinuously su(2) into e(2) and the spin operator ~Sp be-

com es parallelto the m om entum direction. The latter

phenom enon can be deduced from either (12) and (13)

orthe discussed lim itsof(15).

The above lim its m ustbe understood in term sofLie

algebra contractions. Physically the in�nite m om entum

lim it is m ore reasonable than m ! 0. It m eans that

thegreatervelocity ofa particle,theless\fuzzy" arethe

com ponents ofspin in directions perpendicular to m o-

m entum . Intuitively,the particle becom es 
attened by

the Lorentz contraction so thatcontributionsto the in-

trinsic angularm om entum from rotationsaround direc-

tions perpendicular to ~p becom e sm aller the greater is

the 
attenning.

For m equals exactly zero,two ofthe three com po-

nentsofspin vanish which agreeswith the factthatthe

onlyself-adjoint�nitedim ensionalrepresentationsofe(2)

are one dim ensional. Physically thise�ectcan be again

explained by the Lorentz contraction: A m assless par-

ticle iscom pletely 
attenned and its\intrinsic" angular

m om entum can result only from rotations in the plane

perpendicularto ~p.

Equations(11)and (15)im ply thatthe eigenvaluesof

~a�~W are

w~a = p0 s~a = �
1

2

p0

jp0j

p
(~p� ~a)2 + m 2

and the eigenvectorsareidenticalto those of~a�~Sp.For

~W the m assless and in�nite m om entum lim its are not

equivalent. Indeed,let~a� ~p = 0. Then w~a = � 1

2
m 6= 0

for any ~p and w~a = 0 for m = 0. It follows that the

Pauli-Lubanskivector,asopposed to ~Sp,cannotbeused

fora uni�ed treatm entofspin in both m assiveand m ass-

lesscases.Thesam econcernstheseem ingly naturaland

covariantchoiceof(W 0=m ;~W =m )astherelativisticspin

four-vector. This property of ~W explains the following

apparent paradox. The \polarization density m atrix"

(norm alized by Tr� = 2m )fortheDiracultra-relativistic

electron can be written as[16]

� =
1

2
p
�

�

�

1� 
5(�k +
~�? � ~
? )

�

where~�? = 2

m
h~W � (~W � ~n)~ni,and h� idenotesan aver-

age. Forhelicity eigenstates~�? = 0 and �k equalstwice

the helicity so that

� =
1

2
p
�

�(1� 
5): (16)

(16)isidenticalto the expression forthe density m atrix

oftheDiracneutrino.However,forsuperpositionsofdif-

ferenthelicities~�? 6= 0 which seem sto suggestthateven

in thein�nitem om entum lim itsom e\rem ains" ofspin’s

com ponents in directions perpendicular to the m om en-

tum m ay be found. Still,there isno contradiction with

ouranalysisifwe treat ~Sp and not ~W asthe relativistic

spin operator.Therem ainsarethoseof ~W and notof~Sp.

The\transversepolarization"vector~�? hastobetreated

asa m easureofsuperposition ofthe two helicites.

V .LO R EN T Z C O N T R A C T IO N ... O F W H A T ?

The decom position of operators into even and odd

parts can be used for rewriting the Dirac Ham iltonian

in a form which isratherunusualbutespecially suitable

forinvestigation ofitsultra-relativisticand m asslesslim -

its. Letusconsiderthe angularvelocity operator~! de-

�ned by (9).Form 6= 0 and ~p 6= 0 ~! doesnotcom m ute

with H . Its even part,com m uting with H ,is given (in

ordinary unitswith c6= 1)by

~
 =
c2 + m c3~
 � ~n=j~pj

c2 + m 2c4=~p2
~!:

W ecan seethat~
 reducesto ~! in both lim its.A Ham il-

tonian ofa particlem oving with velocity~v = c~� can now

be expressed as

H =

�

1+
m 2c4

c2~p2

�
~
� ~Sp = ~�

� 2~
� ~S = ~�
� 2~
� ~Sp (17)

where each ofthe operatorsappearing in H iseven and

com m uting with H . The lim iting form H = ~! �~S is

characteristicofallm assless�elds,whereforhigherspins

theequation (9)isstillvalid,butangularvelocitiesfora

given m om entum aresm allerthe greaterthe helicity.
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The new form ofthe Ham iltonian leadsto the follow-

ing interesting observation [11].Noticethatform assless

�elds the Ham iltonian can be written in either of the

following two form s

H = ~! �~S (18)

or

H = ~c� ~p = ~v� ~p (19)

where ~v is the velocity operator for a generalm assless

�eld (c~� in caseoftheDiracequation)and~c= (~v� ~p)~p=~p2

isitseven part.W e recognizeherethe classicalm echan-

icalrule fora transition from a point-like description to

theextended-object-likeone:linearm om entum goesinto

angularm om entum ,linearvelocity into angularvelocity,

and viceversa.Thethird partofthisrule(m ass{m om ent

ofinertia)can be naturally postulated asfollows

H = m k~c
2 = Ik~!

2
: (20)

where(20)de�nesthekineticm ass(m k)and thekinetic

m om entofinertia (Ik)ofthem assless�eld.Theexplicit

form ofIk form assless�eldsofhelicity s= m � n [corre-

spondingtothe(m ;n)spinorrepresentation ofSL(2;C )]

is,in ordinary units,

Ik =
s�h~p�~S

c~p2
: (21)

The equation

Ik = m kr
2

s (22)

characteristic,by the way,ofcircularstrings(here with

m assm k)de�nessom eradiuswhich isequalto

rs =
�hs

j~pj
(23)

which can be expressed also as an (operator!) form of

the \uncertainty principle"

j~pjrs = �hs: (24)

It is rem arkable that this radius occurs also naturally

in the twistor form alism [12]. A twistor is a kind ofa

\square root" of generators of the Poincar�e group on

a light cone and belongs to a carrier space ofa repre-

sentation ofthe conform algroup. It is known that al-

though spin-0 twistorscan be represented geom etrically

by nullstraightlines,thisdoesnothold forspin-s,s6= 0,

twistors[12].Instead ofthestraightlinewegetacongru-

enceoftwisting,null,shear-freeworld lines,theso-called

Robinson congruence.A three-dim ensionalprojection of

this congruence consitsofcircles,whose radiiare given

exactly by our form ula (23) (cf.the footnote at p.62

in [12]). The circles propagate with velocity oflight in

the m om entum direction and rotatein the right-orleft-

handed sensedepending on the sign ofhelicity.

TheRobinson congruencepictureistypicalofclassical

twistors.Itsuggeststhatclassicalm assless�eldsm ay be

related naturally to classicalstrings whose radiiwould

have to be di�erentfordi�erentinertialobservers. The

quantized twistorform alism doesnothavesuch a picto-

rialrepresentation sinceeven fora spin-0 particlewhose

m om entum isgiven no world lineexists,butadditionally

because ofthe di�culties with the relativistic position

operator.

Thestring-likepictureofm assless�eldsresulting from

them om entofinertiaform ulasand from theiragreem ent

with the classicalRobinson congruence isa physicalin-

dication thata fundam entalroleshould beplayed in this

context by the conform algroup. Indeed, a transition

from one inertial reference fram e to another not only

transform s the particle’s four-m om entum ,but sim ulta-

neously rescales the radiusrs ofthe congruence.

Finally,the fact that the m assive Dirac Ham iltonian

written in term sofeven operatorshasthe\energyofpre-

cession"form (17)suggeststhatsom ekindofanextended

structure can be associated also with m assive spinning

particles. Structures ofthis type were constructed ex-

plicitly by Barutand collaborators[13,14,15].

V I.A N A P P LIC A T IO N O F ~SP : T H E B ELL

T H EO R EM FO R D IR A C ’S ELEC T R O N S

Letusconsidertwo electronswith opposite m om enta

~p1 and ~p2 = � ~p1 (wechoose,in thisway,acenterofm ass

referencefram e).

Thesquared totaleven spin operator

(~Sp1 
 1+ 1
 ~Sp2)
2 (25)

in the helicity basisisgiven by the m atrix

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

(1+ m
2

p2
0

)1 0 0 0

0 m
2

p2
0

1 m
2

p2
0

1 0

0 m
2

p2
0

1 m
2

p2
0

1 0

0 0 0 (1+ m
2

p2
0

)1

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

:

where1isthe4� 4identity m atrixand p0 istheenergyof

oneoftheparticles.Itseigenvaluesare:1+ m
2

p2
0

,2m
2

p2
0

and

0.The�rsttwo correspond to thenon-relativistictriplet

stateand thethird onetothesinglet(degeneraciesofthe

eigenvaluesare,respectively,8,4 and 4). An im portant

property of the de�nition (25) is the usage of squared

even operators(thisisnotthe sam e asthe even partof

the ordinary squared two-particlespin operator).

The singlet state takes in the helicity basis 	 � the

usualform

	 =
1
p
2
(	 + 
 	 � � 	 � 
 	 + ):
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In orderto provetheBelltheorem wem ustcalculatethe

singlet state average ofan analog ofthe nonrelativistic

operator~a� ~� 
~b� ~�:Here we�nd

h	j
~a�~Sp1

js~aj


~b�~Sp2

js~bj
j	i= �

1

4js~as~bj
(~ak �

~bk +
m 2

p2
0

~a? �~b? )

(26)

where the sym bols k and ? denote projections on,re-

spectively,the m om entum direction and the plane per-

pendicular to it. For~a and ~b perpendicular to ~p1 (26)

equals�~a�~b,theform ula known from thenonrelativistic

quantum m echanics,and theBelltheorem can beform u-

lated. Forotherdirectionsthe form ula (26)di�ersfrom

the nonrelativistic one so m ight be used for an experi-

m entalveri�cation ofthe even spin concept[17].

V II.C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehaveshown thatthealgebraofalittlegroup ofany

physicalfourm om entum isisom orphicto the algebra of

theeven spin operator.Thisresultexplainsqualitatively

the fact that m assless �elds can exist only in extrem al

helicity states since eigenvalues ofthe even spin’s com -

ponentsperpendiculartom om entum tend tozeroin both

in�nite m om entum and m asslesslim its. A physicalori-

gin ofthisphenom enon can beexplained by the Lorentz


attenning ofthe Dirac particle provided the particle is

extended. For m assless �elds (or ultra-relativistic elec-

trons)the
attenned picturecan benaturally associated

with theclassicalRobinson congruenceofnullworldlines,

leading to a string-like classicallim it ofspinning parti-

cles. In this way we have returned to the old problem

oflocalization ofspinning particles[1,8,18,19]and have

found anotherargum entfortheirextended structureand

usageofnoncom m uting position operators.
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