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Abstract. General spinors in polar form display a structure that is made up by real scalar degrees
of freedom plus six components which can be recognized as Goldstone bosons: in the present paper
we show that of all singular spinors, Weyl and Majorana spinors have no real degree of freedom and
so that they can be interpreted as pure Goldstone states.

I. INTRODUCTION

In contemporary mathematical physics, the role of the
spinorial fields is essential. From a general perspective, a
spinor field is classified by means of bi-linear quantities:
the scalar and pseudo-scalar, the vector and axial-vector,
and the tensor [1–6]. According to this classification, the
spinors are split in six classes: if scalar and pseudo-scalar
are not both identically vanishing they are regular (such a
class splits into further three sub-classes, but we will not
need such a deep categorization in the following) while if
both scalar and pseudo-scalar identically vanish they are
singular and they split into further three sub-classes: for
the case where no other bi-linear is identically zero they
are called flag-dipoles, when the axial-vector is equal to
zero they are called flagpoles and when the tensor is equal
to zero they are called dipoles. Regular spinors are Dirac
spinors while singular spinors are less known: flag-dipoles
have yet to receive a thorough interpretation [7, 8], and
although flagpoles are the Majorana spinors and dipoles
are the Weyl spinors neither finds place in the description
of nature yet. A special case of Majorana spinors are the
recently introduced ELKO [9–16] which seem promising
candidates for a dark matter completion of the standard
model albeit also these spinors have not been observed.

For spinorial fields in general, a fundamental tool used
for their analysis is the polar form. A spinor field written
in polar form is just a spinor in which each component is
written as the product of a module times a unitary phase
while preserving manifest covariance. Writing spinors in
polar form has several advantages: first, they are written
in terms of real covariant quantities only, regardless their
frame or representation [17, 18]; second, it is rather easy
to obtain more general types of solutions [19, 20]; finally,
it is more straightforward to examine properties like the
non-relativistic or macroscopic approximations [21]. The
case of singular spinor fields has also been studied, with
flag-dipoles investigated in [22]: specifically, flagpoles and
dipoles are studied in [23]. ELKO are addressed in [24].

One advantage of the polar form is that in it it becomes
clear what are the true degrees of freedom and what are
the components that can always be transferred into the
underlying frame. A first thing we will do in this paper is
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to show that these last components are by construction
the Goldstone modes of the system. A second thing will
be to show that Majorana and Weyl spinors have no true
degree of freedom and being completely transferable into
the frame they can be seen as pure Goldstone states.

II. AN ILLUMINATING EXAMPLE: THE

STANDARD MODEL

In order to illustrate the principle and concept we shall
need for the spinor fields, we begin by giving the example
of the doublet of complex scalar fields undergoing to the
SU(2)×U(1) transformations since this is the prototypi-
cal case of the known standard model of particle physics.

In the most general form SU(2) transformations are

U=e−
i

2
~σ·~θ (1)

and defining

y=
∣

∣

∣

~θ/2
∣

∣

∣ (2)

and so

X=cos y (3)

~Z=
1

2

sin y

y
~θ (4)

which verify

X2+ ~Z · ~Z=1 (5)

we can write

U=XI−i ~Z ·~σ (6)

in explicit form. The inverse is given by

U−1=e
i

2
~σ·~θ (7)

and therefore

U−1=XI+i ~Z ·~σ (8)

as identity X2+ ~Z · ~Z=1 would show.
The most general form of SU(2)×U(1) transformations

are then given by

S=Ue
i

2
α=(XI−i ~Z ·~σ)e i

2
α (9)
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as obvious since the two transformations commute.
Notice that it is easy to check that

(U)abSσ
bS−1=σa (10)

where (U)ab such that (U)ak(U
T )kb=δ

a
b is a transforma-

tion that belongs to the SO(3) group and that is the real
representation of the transformation of the SU(2) group.

The doublet of complex scalar fields transforms as

Φ→SΦ (11)

in the most general case.
It can be seen that by calling

(∂µX ~Z −X∂µ ~Z)+ ~Z×∂µ ~Z=−1

2
∂µ~ζ (12)

we can write

U−1∂µU=− i

2
∂µ~ζ ·~σ (13)

having used X2+ ~Z · ~Z=1 in the computations.

We can introduce two types of gauge fields ~Aµ and Bµ

defined as what transforms like

g ~Aµ ·~σ→U
[

(g ~Aµ−∂µ~ζ)·~σ
]

U−1 (14)

g′Bµ→g′Bµ−∂µα (15)

so that

DµΦ=∇µΦ− i
2

(

g ~Aµ ·~σ−g′BµI

)

Φ (16)

is the gauge covariant derivative of the doublet of com-
plex scalar fields, as a direct computation would show.

The dynamics is given by the Lagrangian

L =DµΦ
†DµΦ+λ2

(

v2Φ2− 1
2Φ

4
)

(17)

written in terms of the v2 and λ2 constants.
Because of the gauge covariant character of the deriva-

tives such a Lagrangian is fully SU(2)×U(1) invariant.
Considering now the most general form with which the

doublet of complex scalar fields can be written

Φ=

(

aeiα

beiβ

)

(18)

and the most general SU(2)×U(1) transformations, one
can take a complex rotation around the second axis with
angle θ and a complex rotation around the third axis with
angle ϕ giving the resulting general transformation law

Φ→
(

cos θ/2 sin θ/2
− sin θ/2 cos θ/2

)(

eiϕ/2 0
0 e−iϕ/2

)(

aeiα

beiβ

)

(19)

which shows that if we pick the angles

cot θ/2=a/b (20)

ϕ=β − α (21)

then we have the specific transformation

Φ→
√
a2 + b2ei(β+α)/2

(

1
0

)

(22)

as easy to see. With another rotation or an abelian trans-
formation of angle ς=−(β+α) we get

Φ→
√
a2 + b2

(

1
0

)

(23)

also quite clearly. The same could be done if we intended
to keep the lower component. In any case, one can always
find a gauge in which for example

Φpolar=φ

(

0
1

)

(24)

where φ is a general real scalar field. Because such form
is obtained by employing only the SU(2)×U(1) transfor-
mations then we have that we can write

Φpolar=RΦ (25)

for some R depending on the components of the general
doublet of complex scalar fields. In conclusion we can say
that for the most general doublet of complex scalar fields
transforming under SU(2)×U(1) we can always find one
gauge called unitary gauge in which

Φ=φR−1

(

0
1

)

(26)

called polar form, for some R in the SU(2)×U(1) group
and in terms of φ being a generic real scalar field,and the
only degree of freedom,called module. The unitary gauge
is the special gauge where the doublet of complex scalar
fields can be written in polar form, the form for which its
4 real components are re-arranged into that very special
configuration where the real scalar degree of freedom is
isolated from the 3 real components that are moved into
the gauge.These 3 real components are encoded as the 3
parameters of the R matrix and so the Goldstone bosons.

Remark that on the polar form the action of U3 or the
abelian transformation have the same effect. This redun-
dancy is at the basis of the fact that we cannot remove
all components from the doublet of complex scalar fields.

The components that can be transferred into the gauge
are transferred into the gauge potentials given by

R−1∂µR=− i

2
∂µ~ξ ·~σ+

i

2
∂µξI (27)

where ξ and ~ξ are the Goldstone modes. Then, defining

g ~Mµ=g ~Aµ−∂µ~ξ (28)

g′Nµ=g
′Bµ−∂µξ (29)

we have that the gauge covariant derivative is

DµΦ=
[

∇µ lnφ− i
2

(

g ~Mµ ·~σ−g′NµI

)]

Φ (30)
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in the most general case possible. It is now the moment to

see what are the transformations for the ~Mµ and Nµ vec-
torial fields. We start by seeing that for an SU(2)×U(1)
transformation the polar form transforms according to

R−1Φpolar→SR−1Φpolar (31)

which means that R−1→SR−1 since Φpolar can not have
any transformation. This means that

R→RS−1 (32)

and thus

R−1∂µR→S
(

R−1∂µR+∂µS
−1S

)

S−1 (33)

as clear. Because S=Ue
i

2
α we have

∂µS
−1S=∂µU

−1U− i

2
∂µα (34)

so that employing (13) and (27) we can write

−∂µ~ξ ·~σ+∂µξI→S(−∂µ~ξ ·~σ+∂µξI+

+∂µ~ζ ·~σ−∂µα)S−1 (35)

after some simplification. With (14-15) we then get

g ~Aµ ·~σ−g′BµI−∂µ~ξ ·~σ+∂µξI →
→ S(g ~Aµ ·~σ−∂µ~ζ ·~σ−g′BµI+∂µαI−
−∂µ~ξ ·~σ+∂µξI+∂µ~ζ ·~σ−∂µαI)S−1 ≡
≡ S(g ~Aµ ·~σ−g′BµI−∂µ~ξ ·~σ+∂µξI)S

−1 (36)

identically. In terms of definitions (28-29) we can express

g ~Mµ ·~σ−g′NµI→S(g ~Mµ ·~σ−g′NµI)S
−1 (37)

then due to the linear independence of identity and Pauli
matrices we can split

~Mµ ·~σ→S ~Mµ ·~σS−1 (38)

Nµ→Nµ (39)

and finally

Ma
µ →(U)abM

b
µ (40)

Nµ→Nµ (41)

showing that Ma
µ and Nµ no longer display the transfor-

mation of gauge fields and they now transform as vector
fields. As we said above, whenever we write the doublet
of complex scalar fields in polar form we can keep the real
scalar degree of freedom isolated from the 3 real compo-
nents that can be transferred into the gauge fields. After
that this is done we say that the 3 Goldstone bosons are
absorbed into 3 gauge fields becoming the 3 longitudinal
components of what are now 3 vector fields, each with 3
components, and which no longer transform as the gauge

fields but simply as vectorial fields. Such a process is just
the Goldstone mechanism, or the Goldstone theorem.

Notice that the aforementioned redundancy for the al-
lowed transformations will leave an additional symmetry
permitted for the doublet of complex scalar fields.

Let us move to the dynamics. Writing the Lagrangian
in terms of the polar form gives

L =∇µφ∇µφ+ 1
4φ

2(g2 ~Mµ · ~Mµ+g′2NµNµ −
−2gg′Nµ ~Mµ ·Φ†~σΦ/φ2)+λ2

(

v2φ2− 1
2φ

4
)

(42)

in terms of the normalized isospin vector Φ†~σΦ/φ2 which
must now be computed. In unitary gauge it is

Φ†σaΦ/φ2=(0 1)σa

(

0
1

)

=−





0
0
1



 (43)

and thus

−2gg′NµM
µ
aΦ

†σaΦ/φ2=2gg′NµM
µ
3 (44)

but because the left-hand side of this last expression is a
gauge scalar then (44) is valid in general. By plugging it
into the Lagrangian we get

L =∇µφ∇µφ+ 1
4φ

2[g2(M1
µM

µ
1 +M

2
µM

µ
2 ) +

+(gM3
µ+g

′Nµ)(gM
µ
3 +g

′Nµ)]+λ2
(

v2φ2− 1
2φ

4
)

(45)

in which by re-naming the vector fields as

1√
2

(

M1
µ ± iM2

µ

)

=W±
µ (46)

and

gMµ
3 +g

′Nµ =
√

g2+g′2Zµ (47)

−g′Mµ
3 +gN

µ =
√

g2+g′2Aµ (48)

we eventually obtain

L =∇µφ∇µφ+ 1
4φ

2[2g2W+W−+(g2+g′2)Z2] +

+λ2
(

v2φ2− 1
2φ

4
)

(49)

in which 3 vector fields have acquired quadratic terms.
The above-mentioned additional symmetry is the one

corresponding to the gauge field with no quadratic term.
To finally implement spontaneous breaking of the sym-

metry, we have to assume the shift

φ=v+H (50)

and substitute this in the Lagrangian. In the terms that
are quadratic in the vector fields we can find the terms

Lmass=m
2
WW+W−+ 1

2m
2
ZZ

2 (51)

where gv=mW

√
2 and v

√

g2+g′2=mZ

√
2 as are given

in the standard model of particle physics. So eventually,
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the spontaneous breaking of the symmetry is the mech-
anism that generates the masses of all the gauge fields.

So the Goldstone mechanism is the procedure for which
the doublet of complex scalar fields is re-arranged in such
a way as to retain only its real scalar degree of freedom
while the remaining three components are the Goldstone
modes that can be transferred into the gauge fields as the
longitudinal components. Then the Higgs mechanism is
the procedure with which the breakdown of the symmetry
fixes the ground state giving mass to the gauge fields.

This is just the standard model of particle physics.
We have only presented it in a way that will help us in

highlighting interesting properties for spinorial fields.

III. THE GENERAL SPINORIAL FIELDS

Having this example at hand, we will now move toward
the main section of the work by studying the spinor fields,
defined as the quadruplet of complex scalar fields trans-
forming under the complex Lorentz transformations.

In the most general form complex Lorentz transforma-
tions are given in terms of Clifford matrices γa such that

{γa,γb}=2Iηab (52)

where ηab is the Minkowski matrix. Then we can define

1
4 [γa,γb]=σab (53)

where σab also verify

2iσab=εabcdπσ
cd (54)

implicitly defining the π matrix (this matrix is normally
denoted as a gamma with an index five, but because in
the space-time this index has no meaning we will employ
a notation with no index). It possible to see that

γiγjγk=γiηjk − γjηik+γkηij+iεijkqπγ
q (55)

from which it is possible to prove that

{γa,σbc} = iεabcdπγ
d (56)

[γa,σbc] = ηabγc−ηacγb (57)

and

{σab,σcd} = 1
2 [(ηadηbc−ηacηbd)I+iεabcdπ] (58)

[σab,σcd] = ηadσbc−ηacσbd+ηbcσad−ηbdσac (59)

are all valid as geometric identities.
This very last relationship in particular tells us that the

σab matrices are the generators of the Lorentz algebra,
so that with parameters θij=−θji we can write

Λ=e
1

2
θabσ

ab

(60)

as the Lorentz transformations in the most general case
and which can be made explicit. For that we define

a=−1

8
θijθ

ij (61)

b=
1

16
θijθabε

ijab (62)

and then

2x2=a+
√

a2+b2 (63)

2y2=−a+
√

a2+b2 (64)

so to introduce

cos y coshx=X (65)

sin y sinhx=Y (66)
(

x sinhx cos y + y sin y coshx

x2 + y2

)

θab +

+

(

x coshx sin y − y cos y sinhx

x2 + y2

)

1

2
θijε

ijab=Zab (67)

which verify

X2−Y 2+
1

8
ZabZab=1 (68)

2XY − 1

16
ZijZabεijab=0 (69)

in terms of which using (58) we can see that

Λ=XI+Y iπ +
1

2
Zabσab (70)

in the most compact way. The inverse is

Λ
−1=e−

1

2
θabσ

ab

(71)

written explicitly as

Λ
−1=XI+Y iπ − 1

2
Zabσab (72)

as clear after using relations 8X2−8Y 2+ZabZab=8 and
32XY −ZijZabεijab=0 as they are given here above.

The complete Lorentz and phase transformation is

S=Λeiqα=(XI+Y iπ+ 1
2Z

abσab)e
iqα (73)

and it is called spinorial transformation.
Notice that we have

(Λ)abSγ
bS−1=γa (74)

where (Λ)ab such that (Λ)ak(Λ)
b
jη

kj = ηab is a transfor-

mation that belongs to the SO(1, 3) group and that is the
real representation of the Lorentz transformation.

With this transformation we can define spinor fields as
what transforms according to

ψ→Sψ (75)

4



in the most general case.
By introducing the object

(∂µXZ
ab −X∂µZ

ab) + 1
2 (∂µY Zij − Y ∂µZij)ε

ijab +

+∂µZ
akZb

k=−∂µζab (76)

we can finally write

Λ
−1∂µΛ=

1

2
∂µζabσ

ab (77)

with 8X2−8Y 2+ZabZab=8 and 32XY −ZijZabεijab=0
which have been used throughout the whole calculation.

We can now introduce the spinor connection Ωijµ given
in terms of its transformation

1
2Ωijµσ

ij→Λ
[

1
2 (Ωijµ−∂µζij)σij

]

Λ
−1 (78)

Aµ→Aµ−∂µα (79)

so that

∇µψ=∂µψ+
1
2Ωijµσ

ijψ+iqAµψ (80)

is the spinorial covariant derivative of the spinor fields.
The Dirac matter field equations are

iγµ
∇µψ−XWµγ

µπψ−mψ=0 (81)

with Wµ axial-vector torsion and X torsion-spin coupling
constant, added to be in the most general case.

A. Regular Spinor Fields

It is time to find the unitary frame in which the spinor
can be written in polar form. The first thing to do is to
observe that in general the two bi-linear spinor quantities
iψπψ and ψψ are not both equal to zero identically, and
therefore we can always find a frame in which

ψ=φe−
i

2
βπL−1







1
0
1
0






(82)

so that

iψπψ=2φ2 sinβ (83)

ψψ=2φ2 cosβ (84)

as well as

ψγaπψ=2φ2sa (85)

ψγaψ=2φ2ua (86)

with L Lorentz transformation while φ and β are a scalar
and a pseudo-scalar and the only true degrees of freedom
called module and Yvon-Takabayashi angle. So the 8 real
components of the spinor can be rearranged in such a way
that the 2 real scalar degrees of freedom are isolated from

the 6 real components that can always be transferred into
the frame. In the details, these 6 real components are the
3 rapidities and the 3 Euler angles encoded as parameters
of the Lorentz transformation L and therefore they could
be identified as the Goldstone bosons for the spinor field,
in the same way as the 3 parameters of the R matrix are
defined as the Goldstone bosons of the Higgs field above.

The components that will be transferred into the frame
are transferred into the spinorial connection

L−1∂µL= iq∂µξI+
1

2
∂µξ

abσab (87)

where ξ and ξab are the exact mathematical analogous of
the Goldstone modes defined in general. Then, setting

q(∂µξ−Aµ)≡Pµ (88)

∂µξij−Ωijµ≡Rijµ (89)

we have that the spinorial covariant derivative is

∇µψ=(− i
2∇µβπ+∇µ lnφI−iPµI− 1

2Rijµσ
ij)ψ (90)

in the most general case. We see that it does contain the
derivatives of the two degrees of freedom given by module
and Yvon-Takabayashi angle while the components that
can be transferred into the frame combine with the spin
connection and the gauge field. After that, the Goldstone
bosons absorbed into the spin connection and the gauge
field become the longitudinal components of the Pµ and
Rjiµ objects, which no longer transform as one spin con-
nection and one gauge field but simply as gauge invariant
real tensor quantities. Again this is the Goldstone mech-
anism, and it can be proven for the spinor fields in exactly
the same way as we did for the Higgs field.

Plugging the polar in the Dirac equations we obtain

Bµ−2P ιu[ιsµ]+(∇β−2XW )µ+2sµm cosβ=0 (91)

Rµ−2P ρuνsαεµρνα+2sµm sinβ+∇µ lnφ
2=0 (92)

with R a
µa =Rµ and 1

2εµανιR
ανι=Bµ and which can be

proven to be equivalent to the original Dirac equations
in general. The Dirac equations are 8 real equations and
thus as many as the 2 vectorial equations (91, 92). Such a
pair of vector equations specify all space-time derivatives
for both the module and the Yvon-Takabayashi angle.

The explicit structure of the polar form of the spinorial
field (82), the structure of its spinorial covariant deriva-
tive (90) and the field equations (91, 92) have been thor-
oughly discussed in work [21] and references therein.

So what is the physical information that we can extract
from this section? The main idea is that in exact analogy
with the case of the Higgs field also for spinor fields it is
possible to write them in a way in which their degrees of
freedom (the observable Higgs H of the standard model
and module and Yvon-Takabayashi angle φ and β for the
spinor field) are isolated inside the fields themselves while
all the remaining components (the parameters of R in the
standard model and of L for the spinor field) are moved

5



into the gauge where they combine with the underlying
connection to become real tensor fields (the Ma

µ and Nµ

of the standard model and the Pµ and Rjiµ for the spinor
fields). Either way, the transferred components (and that
is the parameters of R in the standard model and of L for
the spinor field) are identified with the Goldstone bosons.

If the dynamical action were to be subject to a mecha-
nism of symmetry breaking, the tensor fields (theMa

µ and
Nµ of the standard model and the Pµ and Rjiµ for the
spinor fields) would give rise to massive bosons, although
the mechanism of symmetry breaking is not a necessity.

So we showed that the derivatives of the parameters of
the local transformations that bring a field into its polar
form are the Goldstone bosons of the system, whether we
are in the known standard model or for spinor fields.

We next move on to study singular spinor fields.

B. Singular Spinor Fields

We now move on to study spinors in singular case, that
is when both iψπψ=0 and ψψ=0 identically.

In this special instance, the polar decomposition is still
possible. It gives that we can always write the spinor as

ψ= 1√
2
(I cos α

2 −π sin α
2 )L

−1







1
0
0
1






(93)

so that

ψγkπψ=− sinαψγkψ (94)

and

ψγkψ=Uk (95)

2iψσijψ=M ij (96)

where L is a general Lorentz transformation and α a real
pseudo-scalar and the only degree of freedom. Therefore,
the two constraints iψπψ=ψψ=0 reduce 8 components
to 6 only, but the presence of one degree of freedom is still
ensured by a redundancy in the Lorentz transformations.

In general, still with (87) and (88-89), we have

∇µψ=[− 1
2 (I tanα+π secα)∇µα−

−iPµI− 1
2Rijµσ

ij ]ψ (97)

as the spinorial covariant derivative.
The Dirac equations decompose as

[(2XW−B)σεσµρν+R[µgρ]ν +

+gν[µ∇ρ]α tanα]Mηζε
µρηζ =0 (98)

[(2XW−B)σεσµρν+R[µgρ]ν +

+gν[µ∇ρ]α tanα]Mµρ+4mUν=0 (99)

(εµρσν∇µα secα−2P [ρgσ]ν)Mρσ=0 (100)

Mρσ(g
ν[ρ∇σ]α secα−2Pµε

µρσν)+4m sinαUν =0 (101)

specifying all derivatives of the degree of freedom. Notice
that the above-mentioned redundancy in all the possible
Lorentz transformation is here reflected as a redundancy
in the number of all the independent field equations.

1. Flag-dipole spinors

The case of flag-dipoles is the first sub-class of interest,
characterized by the fact that α is not constrained to have
any specific value. Consequently, there still is one degree
of freedom, and the Dirac equations specify its derivative.

These results can be found in reference [22]. One more
time, what is the physical meaning of this? The answer is
that with respect to regular spinor fields, singular spinor
fields are restricted to have fewer degrees of freedom but
still they have some, so they are still physical. As for the
components transferred into the gauge and eaten by the
connection, they formally are still the Goldstone bosons.

2. Weyl spinors

The case of dipoles is the second sub-class of interest,
and in particular for us it is the first case displaying some
peculiar behaviour. In fact, Weyl spinors are given when
α=±π/2 identically. Its form is therefore given by

ψ= 1
2 (I∓ π)L−1







1
0
0
1






(102)

for left-handed and right-handed chiral parts. Let us now
check this statement directly, considering the Weyl spinor
written in general as

ψL=









aeiα

beiβ

0
0









(103)

performing Lorentz transformations on it. Analogously to
what we have done in the case of the Higgs field (18), the
Weyl spinor is also, mathematically, a doublet of complex
scalar functions, so that we can employ rotations in order
to bring it in the form

ψ→φ







1
0
0
0






(104)

with φ a general real function, exactly as we have had for
the Higgs field. But differently from what we had for the
Higgs field, for which we can only use complex rotations,
for Weyl spinors we can also use complex boosts. Using a
boost along the third axis with rapidity ϕ=lnφ2 brings
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the Weyl spinor in the final form given by

ψ→







1
0
0
0






(105)

in general. For right-handed Weyl spinors we would have

ψ→







0
0
0
1






(106)

also in general. Thus for a Weyl spinor

ψ→ 1
2 (I∓ π)







1
0
0
1






(107)

in the most general case. So we can always write a Weyl
spinor in the form (102). This shows that the Weyl spinor
does not possess any degree of freedom whatsoever.

The spinorial covariant derivative is given by

∇µψ=(−iPµI− 1
2Rijµσ

ij)ψ (108)

as straightforward to see. Of course no degree of freedom
appears in the explicit form of the spinorial derivative.

The dynamical equations in this case imposem=0 and
they can be written as

RµU
µ=0 (109)

(−Bµ+2XWµ±2Pµ)U
µ=0 (110)

[(−Bµ+2XWµ±2Pµ)ε
µραν+gρ[αRν]]Uρ=0 (111)

which are constraining relationships on the Weyl spinor.
Therefore, differently from the case of regular spinorial

fields, and also differently from singular spinor fields in a
strict sense like the flag-dipoles, dipoles are restricted so
much that they have no degree of freedom, and this is a
situation that raises a few questions about their physical
status. Weyl spinors are constituted only by components
that can be transferred into the frame and swallowed by
the connection, so that they are pure Goldstone states.

3. Majorana spinors

The case of flagpoles is the third sub-class of interest,
the second displaying the peculiar behaviour above. The
Majorana spinor has α=0 identically. Its form is hence

ψ= 1√
2
L−1







1
0
0
1






(112)

so that iγ2ψ∗ =ψ as eigen-spinor of charge-conjugation
operator. The actual computations are analogous to the

ones we did for the case of Weyl. And as for Weyl, there
is no degree of freedom remaining in the spinor as well.

Because iγ2ψ∗=ψ the spinorial covariant derivative is

∇µψ=− 1
2Rijµσ

ijψ (113)

having lost all contributions of the momentum too.
Because the Majorana spinor field has no spin then it

decouples from torsion and we can assume torsion to be
zero, so that the dynamical equations are

(gσ[πBκ]−Rµεµσπκ)M
πκ=0 (114)

1
2 (Bµε

µσπκ+gσ[πRκ])Mπκ−2mUσ=0 (115)

or equivalently

RµU
µ=0 (116)

BµU
µ=0 (117)

(−Bµε
µραν+gρ[αRν])Uρ+2mMαν=0 (118)

which are analogous to what we had for the Weyl case as
constraining relations on the Majorana spinor.

Therefore, differently from the case of regular spinorial
fields, and also differently from singular spinor fields in a
strict sense like the flag-dipoles, but similarly to dipoles,
flagpoles are restricted to have no degree of freedom, with
dire consequences for their physical status. Like the Weyl
spinors, Majorana spinors have only components that can
be transferred into the frame and swallowed by the con-
nection, consequently being pure Goldstone states [23].

It is worth to mention, however, that, differently from
dipoles, flagpoles may actually have a way out of such a
circumstance. Indeed, special types of Majorana spinors,
recently introduced and named ELKO, are defined with a
different type of spinor adjoint that is independent from
the original spinor [12]. The consequence is that whereas
Majorana spinors in polar form also have adjoint in polar
form, ELKO spinors in polar form do not have adjoint in
the polar form. This means that even in unitary gauge,
where both a Majorana spinor and its adjoint would have
no degree of freedom, either an ELKO or its adjoint will
always have at least some degree of freedom [24].

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have considered the standard model,
reviewing the mechanism for which it is always possible to
go in the unitary gauge, having all the non-physical com-
ponents of the Higgs transferred into the vector bosons
as their longitudinal degrees of freedom. Hence, we have
seen that a similar procedure can also be done for spinors
in general, where the unitary gauge is the one in which a
spinor acquires its polar form, and all non-physical com-
ponents of the spinor field are transferred into the Pν and
Rijν tensors. We have seen also that this procedure can
be done on spinor fields that are singular as well, but for
this case there are two sub-cases of interest where the Pν
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and Rijν tensors absorb all components and so that these
spinors remain with no true degree of freedom left. Such
instances of spinors which are pure Goldstone modes are
found to be the well-known Majorana and Weyl spinors.

Weyl and Majorana spinors have peculiar features with
respect to their chirality because they are the spinors for
which either a single chiral part exists or both chiral parts
exist but are complex conjugated of one another. Either
way, the full spinor has a single chiral part that is truly
independent. This however makes the spinor mathemat-
ically equivalent to the doublet of complex scalar fields
given by the Higgs field in the standard model, for which
transformation properties can always be used to remove
all degrees of freedom but one. Nevertheless, for spinors
the extra boosts allow the removal of the remaining de-
gree of freedom leaving Majorana and Weyl spinors with
no proper intrinsic character. In essence, Weyl and Ma-
jorana spinors have only components that can be trans-
ferred into frames, and so they are pure Goldstone states.

What lesson we can learn from this? Apart from pure

mathematical interest, the physical meaning of the above
results is that Weyl and Majorana spinors behave exactly
in the same way in which the Higgs would if it were possi-
ble to transfer all 4 components into the gauge fields, that
is there would be 4 massive vector fields but no physical
degree of freedom that would remain in the Higgs itself.

This fact seems to point toward the situation for which,
like we would consider the Higgs unphysical in the above-
mentioned case, we should consider Majorana and Weyl
spinors as unphysical too. Perhaps this can indicate that
physics should not be constructed on them, or on singular
spinor fields, but only on the regular Dirac fields alone.

Yet another interpretation might be that Weyl and Ma-
jorana spinors should simply be regarded as topological
defects intrinsic to the space-time structure as a whole.

We will leave this question to further investigation.

Manuscript has associated data in a repository.
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