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Abstract. After having briefly recalled the principles and methods on which the theory of scale relativity is
founded, we apply our scale-covariant methods to the problem of recovering relativistic quantum mechanics. The
withdrawal of the hypothesis of differentiability of space-time leads to the demonstration of the divergence of space-
time coordinates in terms of resolutions, then to the definition of scale-covariant derivatives that transform the free
particle classical equation into the Klein-Gordon equation, including electromagnetic potentials. Our suggestion of a
generalization of the dilation lawsto a Lorentzian form at high energies and its consequence for the generation of
elementary particle masses is reminded. We conclude by new theoretical predictions, concerning in particular the
W/Z boson mass ratio, which we expect to be v(10/13).

1. Introduction.

Present physicsis founded on the hypothesis that space-time is continuous and differentiable.
Hence Einstein’s equations of general relativity are the most general simplest equations which are
covariant under continuous and at least two times differentiabl e transformations of the coordinate
system [1]. But no experiment nor fundamental principle provesin a definitive way the hypothesis
of differentiability of space-time coordinates. On the contrary, Feynman's path integral approach
to quantum mechanics [2,3] alowed him to demonstrate the opposite: when going to small length-
and time-scales, the typical paths of quantum particles are continuous and nondifferentiable, and
can be characterized by (what we call now, after Mandelbrot [4]) afractal dimension D = 2.

In the present paper, we shall recall the present state of our attempt to construct atheory based
on the withdrawal of the hypothesis of differentiability of space-time [5-7], then give some hints
about its future development, including in particular the incorporation of fields in its framework.

The main consequence of continuity and nondifferentiability is scale divergence [7,8]. One can
indeed demonstrate that the length of a continuous and nowhere differentiable curve is explicitly
dependent on the resolution ¢ at which it isconsidered [L£ = L(¢)], and, further, that it is divergent
[L(g)—0o0 when ¢ —(], i.e., in other words, that this curve isfractal (in ageneral meaning) [7-9].
Thistheorem is easily generaizable to any dimension.

We then introduce explicitly the resolutions in the main physical quantities, and, as a
consequence, in the fundamental equations of physics. This means that a physical quantity ¢,
usually expressed in terms of space-time variables x, i.e. ¢ = ¢(x), must be now described as
depending also on resolutions, ¢ = ¢(X,&).



The standard function ¢(x) is identified with ¢(x,0), and the nondifferentiability means that
dp(X)/ax = d¢p(x,0)/ox does not exist. Thisis areally crucial problem, since this non-existence
would prevent us from writing differential equations.

Our proposal amounts to realize that, even if d¢(x,0)/dx no longer exists, d@(x, €)/ox can be
defined for any non zero &. But ¢ now depending also on the resolution variables ¢, we need to
complete the usual differential equations which are written in terms of displacements (laws of
motion), by new differential equations implying derivatives like d¢(x,e)/olne, and which will
describe the laws of scale.

Owing to the fact that, as do velocities, resolutions can be defined only in arelative way (only
aratio of length- or time-scale has a physical meaning), we have proposed that Einstein’s principle
of relativity, which in its present acceptation is applied to motion laws[1], should also be applied
to scale laws. Namely, defining resolutions as characterizing the state of scale of a reference
system, the principle of scale relativity states that the laws of nature should apply to all reference
systems, whatever their state of scale. Its mathematical tranglation is scale covariance, i.e. the
invariance of the form of the equations of physics under transformations of resolutions (dilations
and contractions). Its geometrical achievement is the concept of fractal space-time [5-7,10].

2. Scale Covariance and Quantum mechanics.
2.1. Nondifferentiability and Renormalization Group Equations.

Asrecalled in the introduction, continuous nondifferentiability implies scale-divergence. We
shall now see that when one wants to implement scale relativity, one is naturally led to
renormalization-group like equations and to fractal behavior [8]. Consider an essentia physical
quantity ¢ which is assumed to depend not only on usua variables x, but also on resolution . If ¢
is indeed the quantity which determines the physics, we expect the variation of ¢ under an
infinitesimal scale transformation dine to depend only on ¢ itself. This reads:

dP(X,¢€)

Ine B(¢) (1)

which istypical of arenormalisation group equation, 8 being a“Callan-Symanzik” function. Once
again looking for the simplest possible form of such an equation, we expand f5(¢) in powers of ¢
and obtain to first order the linear equation d¢(x,e)/dlne =a — 6 ¢. Note that this Taylor
expansion can always been done, since one may always renormalize ¢ by dividing it by some
large value ¢1, (¢ — ¢ = ¢/¢1) in such away that the new variable ¢’ remains << 1 in the domain
of interest. The solution of Eq. (2) is

PxE) = o) {1+ EX) (i)} , @

where A°¢(X) is an integration “constant” (i.e. constant in terms of ¢) and ¢, = a/8. The meaning of
thisresult is that the simplest scale-dependent equations are solved in terms of the combination of a
standard fractal (power-law) behavior for small scales (respectively large scales, depending on the
sign of b) and of a transition to scale-independence at large scales (respectively small scales).



Such abehavior is precisely characteristic of microphysics (respectively cosmology): it yields both
guantum phenomena (i.e., Schrodinger’s equation and correspondence principle) and the
quantum-classical transition, as demonstrated for the non-relativistic case in Refs. [6-8]. We shall
now develop the consequences of this result in the (motion)-relativistic case, and show that one
can demonstrate the Klein-Gordon equation from such grounds.

2.2. “Quantum Covariance” and the Klein-Gordon Equation.

Assume that space-time is continuous but nondifferentiable. As a consequence, there will be an
infinity of fractal geodesics between any couple of pointsin such a space-time. In atheory based
on these concepts, predictions can be made only using the infinite family of geodesics, and so
become of a probabilistic nature, though particles can be considered as having followed one
particular (but undetermined) geodesic of the family [6,7]. Let us consider a small increment dX
of nondifferentiable 4-coordinates along one of the geodesics. We know from the above
considerations that such a geodesic is scale-dependent at small length-scales, while scale-
independence is recovered at large length-time-scales. Let us decompose dX' in terms of its mean,
<dX' >=dxX and afluctuation around the mean d& (such that <d& > = 0 by definition):

dX = dx + dg . 3)

Let us now introduce a fractal invariant (proper time) S along the fractal trajectory, and a classical
proper time s. Consider the case when the trgjectory isafractal curve of dimensionD =1+ 6. The
two proper times are related as given in Eq.(2):

s=sm+c ()], @

where ¢ is such that <¢>> = 1. The meaning of the fundamental scale A, which appears as an
integration constant in Eq.(2), can be specified: the comparison with guantum mechanics shows
that it must be identified with the Compton length of the particle, A =h/2mc. Let usset {s= o
and place ourselves in the small scaleregime, 65 << A. Taking the derivative of EQ.(4) yieldsdS
= do (M/65)°. We can identify the differential dS with the resolution 85 (this can be made
rigorously by using a non-standard analysis description, see Refs. [5,7]) and thisyields:

ds = (A%o )P . (5)
In the particular case D = 2, which plays a central role in our approach, this reads in the mean:
<ds%= Ads , (6)

so that, introducing classical and “fractal” vel ocitiesv' and U, such that <(ui)2> =1and <u'> =0,
we may write Eq.(3) in the form:

dX' =+ ds + A"2u ds2 7

Let us now account for the fact that there are an infinity of fractal geodesics between any couple of
events. This forces us, if we want to make predictions, to jump to a statistical representation.
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Eq.(7) means that, when D = 2, the fluctuation is such that <d§2> o ds, and one recognizes here
the basic law of adiffusion Markov-Wiener process. But the principle of microscopic reversibility
(cf. Feynman in [3]) means that one must also consider the reverse process, obtained by reversing
the sign of the classical proper time. It was realized by Nelson [12] that, because of
nondifferentiability, the mean derivatives of agiven function were apriori different for the forward
and the backward processes. So we define, following Nelson [12,13], mean forward and
backward derivatives, d+/dsand d-/ds:

H(s+85) - Y(9)s,

d+ .
——VY(S) = limgsp. < 8
ds ¥ e . )
which, once applied to X, yield forward and backward mean 4-velocities,
B =vh 1 S = ©)

The forward and backward derivatives of (9) can be combined in acomplex derivative operator

d  (de+d) =i (de-d)

ds ~ 2ds (10)
[7,8], which, when applied to the position vector, yields a complex velocity
i d’ i i Vi++vi— . Vi+_Vi—
V:&XZV_'U:T_'T (1)

Theredl part V' of the complex velocity V! generaizesthe classical velocity, while itsimaginary
part, U', isanew quantity arising from the non-differentiability.

Let us now consider the question of the definition of a Lorentz-covariant diffusion in space-
time. This problem has been addressed by several authors in the framework of a relativistic
generalization of Nelson’s stochastic mechanics [12,13]. Forward and backward fluctuations,
dé .(9), are defined,which are Gaussian with mean zero, mutually independent and such that

<dg_ dd>=xan ds . (12)

The identification with a diffusion process allows us to relate A to a diffusion coefficient: we get
2D = A c, sothat D = h/2m, which is precisely the value postulated by Nelson. But the
difficulty comes from the fact that such a diffusion makes sense only in R%, i.e. the “metric” "
should be positive definite, if one wants to interpret the continuity equation satisfied by the
probability density (see hereafter) as a Kolmogorov equation. Severa proposals have been made.
Dohrn and Guerra [14] introduce the above “Brownian metrlc” and a kinetic metric gjj, and
obtain a compatibility condition between them which reads g 77 7’/ = gw. An equivaent method
was developed by Zastawniak [15], who introduces, in addition to the covariant forward and
backward drifts v+ and v'- (be careful that our notations are different from his) new forward and
backward drifts 6'+ and 6'- in terms of which the Fokker-Planck eguations that one can derive
from the Klein-Gordon equation become Kolmogorov equations for a standard Markov-Wiener



diffusion in R*. Serva[16] gives up Markov processes and considers a covariant process which
belongs to alarger class, known as “Bernstein processes’.

All these proposal's are equivalent, and amount to transforming a Laplacian operator in R* into
a Dalembertian. Namely, the two forward and backward differentials of a function f(x,s) read (we
assume a Minkowskian metric for classical space-time):

dsf /ds = (alds +Vs. 6 £ 54 ' a)f (13)

In what follows, we shall only consider functions that are not explicitly dependent on the
proper time s. In this case our time derivative operator writes:

d

= V-2inaa . (14)

We shall now generalize to the relativistic case the demonstration [7,8] that the passage from
classical (differentiable) mechanics to quantum mechanics can be implemented by a unique
prescription: Replace the standard time derivative d/dt by the new complex operator ddt, that
playstherole of a“quantum-covariant derivative’.

Let us first note that (14) can itself be derived from the introduction of a partial quantum-
covariant derivative dy = d /dx*:

Vi
_ 1. i g
@—ak—zuxvzaa,, (15)

where V2 = V, VX It iseasy to check that d/ds= V¥ d.

L et us assume that any mechanical system can be characterized by a stochastic (complex) action
$. The same reasoning as in classical mechanics leads us to write d$? = —m?c? dx, dx= —m?c?
ViV K ds?. The least-action principle applied on this action yields the equations of motion of afree
particle, Jvk /ds = 0. We can aso write the variation of the action as afunctional of coordinates.
We obtain the usual result (but here generalized to complex quantities):

8$=-mc VX = P =mcVg = —4$ , (16)

where Py is a complex 4-momentum. As in the nonrelativistic case, the wave function is
introduced as being nothing but a reexpression of the action:

w= Y™ o= i Aac(ny) (17)
so that the equations of motion (d'\/k /ds = 0) become:
dVilds =—ia (V¥ac— 32 % a) g (Iny) =0 . (18)

Arrived at that stage, it is easy to show that this equation amounts to the Klein-Gordon one.
Indeed, if we replace thetime variablet by it in this equation, the Dalembertian is replaced by a4-
Laplacian, and we are brought back to the non-relativistic problem which has already been treated
in detail in Refs. [7-9]. So EQq.(18) can finaly be put under the form of a vanishing 4-gradient
which isintegrated in terms of the Klein-Gordon equation for afree particle:



A2 ako
a,-{w"w}=o = iy =y . (19)

Werecdll that A = h/mc is the Compton length of the particle. The integration constant is 1 in
order to ensure the identification of p = wz/fr with a probability density for the particle. In fact,
there is afree normalisation factor in our whole approach, which can be taken such that ViV* = 1
(sinceitis precisely from the variation of thisterm that we derive the equations of motion). Such a
choice smplifies the expression of our quantum-covariant partial derivative (Eq.15).

Before going on with a first trial of introduction of fields, we want to stress the physical
meaning of the above result. While Eq.(19) is the equation of afree quantum particle, the equation
of motion (18) from which we started takes exactly the form of the classical equation of afree
particle. Hence quantum effects appear here through the implementation of scale covariance.

2.3. First Account of Electromagnetic Field.

It is easy to generalise EQ.(19) in terms of a Klein-Gordon equation including an
electromagnetic potential. But we shall see in Sec.3 that we can do better, and derive the very
existence of such afield from scale relativity.

Assume that the particle is subjected to an interaction with afield, with which it exchanges an
energy-momentum AP' = (e/c) A'. This quantity isreal, and implies a new complex 4-momentum,
Pi=P+ AP =mc V' + (e/c) A. Now, from Eq.(17), the potential will affect only the phase
of the wave function, as expected. Thisleads usto introduce a“covariant” velocity:

Vie = —i Adc(ng) + =5 A (20)

and we recogni ze the well-known QED-covariant derivative, since we can write (20) as mc Vi Y
= [- h o + (e/c) A ]y. We may now introduce a scale-covariant + QED-covariant derivative:

;{k: 07k—%i)u;\7kﬂj§j. (21)

In terms of this doubly covariant derivative, the free particle equation d°xK/ds? = 0 now takes the
form of the Klein-Gordon equation for a particle in an electromagnetic field, [ih dx — (e/c) Ak ]
[ihoX— (elc) AK] y = mPc® .

The case of the Dirac equation will be considered in aforthcoming work (see Refs. [10,17] for
early attempts to comprehend it in terms of fractal and stochastic models).

3. Scale Relativity.
3.1. Lorentzian Laws of Dilations.

Up to now, we have still not fully used the power of the principle of scale relativity. The laws
which have been demonstrated correspond only to the simplest possible laws one can construct
when giving up the hypothesis of differentiability.



But if wetry to forget all that we know (or believe to know) about scale laws, and decide to
deduce them from the implementation of scale covariance, it is found that the currently accepted
laws are only large length-scale approximations of more general scale laws[7,11].

Consider indeed the integrated length L(¢) along atypical fractal trgjectory (this may equally be
any integrated coordinate, i.e., [ |dXi|), and let us search for its law of tranformation under a
dilatation p of the resolution, ¢ — &'. We set X = In(£/L,). Assuming that this transformation
depends only on the relative “state of scale” of the reference system, V = Inp, and in alinear way
(i.e. we consider first the case of “specia scale-relativity”) we can write a general expression for
this transformation [7,8,11]:

X= AV) X+BWV) 6 ; & =c(V) X +DV) 6. (22)

The problem now amounts to find the four functions A, B, C, D which comply with scale
covariance. The general solution of this problem is well-known [11,18] and is nothing but the
Lorentz transformation. The difference with motion-relativity is that, while the Einstein-Lorentz
form of the law of motion transformation is universal, a breaking of the scale symmetry is known
to occur beyond some scale A (there is no explicit dependence of measurement results on
resolution in the classical domain). We have shown in previous works [11] that such a
combination of Lorentzian scale relativity and its breaking at large length-time-scales resultsin the
appearance of an invariant, unpassable length-scale A (that we have identified with the Planck
length), rather than the invariant dilatation one would have get in case of an unbroken symmetry.
A detailed account of the present status of the theory can be found in Refs. [7-9,11]. We shall only
recall here the main new relations that are obtained in its framework.

The length of afractal curve (more generaly, any curvilinear fractal coordinate) now diverges,
at resolutions r < Ay, following the scale-covariant law, simplified thanks to the choice £, =
L(ho)

L= Lo (A, with &) = 1 | (23)

V1= In2(Aolr) 1 102(AolA)

The Compton relation is generalized as:
n M = In (Ao/A)
V1 = In%(A/A)IN%(AolA)

(24)

Mo

The fact that the fluctuations dé have positive definite metric finaly allows us to implement special
scale relativity from the introduction, at small space-time scales ¢ < A,, of a 5-dimensional
Minkowskian “space-time-zoom” of signature (+,-,-,-,-), whose fifth dimension is the (now
variable) “scale’ dimension 6:

2 = Cof do? -3, (dIng)? (25)

where Co=In(Ao/A) and dIng / dd = V' = In(Ad/e').

When going back to large space-time scales: (i) the scale dimension jumps to a constant value,
then dé = 0 and the 5-space degenerates into a 4-space; (ii) among the 4 variables X', we can
singularize the one which is characterized by the smallest fractal-nonfractal transition, say X', and



call it “time”; then one can demonstrate [7, pp.123-4] that the fractal divergences cancel in such a
way that the three quantities <dX'/dX*>, i =2,3,4, remain smaller than 1 (i.e. cinunitsmys); (iii)
this implies Einstein’s motion-relativity, i.e. equivalently, a Minkowskian metric for the mean
(classical) remaining 4 variables.

3.2. Mass spectrum of charged fermions.

Asisnow clear from the above developments, quantum mechanics is provided to us only by
the Markov-Wiener, reversible process whose fractal dimensionis 2 (see[9]). On the other hand,
the requirement of scale-covariance leads us to introduce a fractal dimension D = 1+4(r) becoming
larger than 2 for scales smaller than the Compton length of the electron. This seems to be in
contradiction with the well-verified fact that quantum mechanics, in its gauge quantum field
version, remains valid at least up to the present largest energies reached in particle accelerators (=
100 GeV, i.e. length-scales =10° times smaller than the electron Compton scale). But we have
found [8,9] that the scale dependence of the self-energy of the particle (e.g., an electron) due to
radiative corrections cancels the scale dependence coming from D = 2, in such away that one can
define an effective fractal dimension remaining very closeto 2.

Namely, setting 09/t = Cot/Ae = cr/Ag (valid for r<<ig, where Ag is the Compton length of the
electron), Eq.(12) isgeneralizedfor D =D (r) = 2 as.

(2/D)-1

e i i h [2/D(r)]-1
<dd dd>=x2100ds (% <zl - ds{e (!
T

me 9s { mr) (;) } o (29)
e

with D(r) = 1 + §(r) as given by Eq.(23). The variation with scale of the mass m(r), due to n

elementary fermion pairs of Compton length A; =t /mc and charges Q; (in units of the electron

charge) is given by the solution to its renormalization group equation [7,8,19], i.e. to lowest order:

3oe
R D RIEDICIO (27)

where ae (=1/137.036) is the fine structure constant. In this formula we have set V; = In(Ad/Ai)
and 'V = In(Agr). It isvalid to lowest order and neglecting threshold effects.
Now the requirement that quantum mechanics remains true in the energy domain 0.5 MeV-100
GeV amounts to requiring the vanishing of the corrective termin (26), i.e..
[2/D(n)]-1
mn () =1, (28)
e

As shown in [8,9], the solution to this equation provides us with a mass and charge
distribution in very good agreement with the observed spectrum of elementary charged fermions.
In particular, it allows us to predict atop quark mass of 120 + 30 GeV, agreeing with its deduction
from radiative correction and precision experiments, 130 + 40 GeV [20,21], and with our
expectation of the emergence of amass scale at 123.23 GeV (see[7] and Sec.3.5 below).



3.3. Nature of the Electromagnetic field.

The theory of scale relativity also allows us to get new insights about the nature of the
fundamental fields and their associated charges. We shall only very briefly consider some possible
roads in this direction and their consequences. A more detailed treatment exceeds the scope of the
present contribution and will be presented elsewhere [22].

Consider an electron (or any other particle). In scale relativity, we identify the particle with its
potential fractal trajectories, described as the geodesics of a nondifferentiable space-time. These
trgjectories are characterized by internal (fractal) structures. Now consider anyone of these
structures, lying at some (relative) resolution ¢ (such that € < A) for agiven position of the particle.
In a displacement of the particle, the relativity of scales implies that the resolution which
corresponds to the same structure will a priori be different from theinitial one. In other words, we
expect the occurrence of dilatations of resolutions induced by trand ations, which read:

o¢

h = = —C AL X (29)

This behaviour can be expressed in terms of a scale-covariant derivative:
DuIn(Me) = d,In(Ae) + (ehc) A, . (30)

However, if one wants such a*“field” to be physical, it must be defined whatever the initial scale
from which we started. Starting from another scale ¢ = pe (we consider Galilean scale-relativity
for the moment), we get hcoe'/e’ = —e A’ ,0x", so that we obtain:

S €
EAM: EA‘u +h5ulnp ) (31)

which depends on the relative “state of scale”, V =Inp. However, if one now considers
translation along two different coordinates (or, in an equivalent way, displacement on a closed
loop), one obtains a commutator relation:

(DuDy—D, D,) In(Me) = (ehc) (9,A, —dvA,) . (32)

This relation defines atensor field Fy,,, = d,A, —a, A, which, contrarily to A, is independent
of the initial scale. One recognize in F, an electromagnetic field, in A, an electromagnetic
potential and in (31) the property of gauge invariance which, in accordance with Weyl’ s initial
ideas [23], recoversitsinitial status of scale invariance. However, Eq.(31) represents a progress
compared with these early attempts and with gauge invariance in today’s physics. Indeed the
gauge function, which has, up to now, been considered as arbitrary and devoid of physical
meaning, is now identified with the logarithm of internal resolutions. In Weyl’stheory, and in its
formulation by Dirac [24], the metric element ds (and consequently the length of any vector) isno
longer invariant and can vary in terms of some (arbitrary) scale factor. Such atheory was excluded
by experiment, namely by the existence of universal and unvarying lengths such as the electron
Compton length. In scale relativity, we are naturally led to introduce two “proper times’, the
classical one dswhich remains invariant, and the fractal one d.s', which is scale-divergent and can
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then vary from place to place. Since dS = do (A/e) from Eq.(4), we have 6(dS )/dS = —d¢ele =
(efhe) A, 6x*, and we recover the basic relation of Weyl’ s theory at small scales (e < A).

The passage to quantum theory will now allow usto derive a general mass-charge relation and
to make new theoretical predictions. We introduce a generalized action which includes motion laws
and scale laws, through the motion- and scale invariants: d$ = ads + b do, with aand b
constants. Now the action is directly related to the probability amplitude asrecalled in Eqg.(17). In
the “Galilean” scale-relativistic case (D = 2) that we consider for the moment, we can write do =
din(S/S ) = 6. din(A/€) with 6 = 1, so that d$ reads after identification of the two constants

d$=-ihdny =-mcV, de — C A, dx" . (33)

We recover the QED+scale-covariant derivative of Eq.(21) and the interpretation of A, asa
variation of momentum, so that we shall be led once again to the Klein-Gordon equation.

3.4. Mass-charge relation.

In a gauge transformation (i.e., in a transformation of resolution Inp in terms of our new
interpretation), the probability amplitude changes as vy’ = exp{ (i /h) (e/c) e Inp} v , which
becomes, since € = 4r o h C,

v’ :ei 4na|npw . (34)

In the Galilean case such arelation leads to no new result, since Inp is unlimited. But if one
admits that scale laws become L orentzian below some scale A (Sec. 3.1), then Inp becomes limited
by C = In(A/A). Thisimplies a quantization of the charge which amounts to the relation 4t o C =
2km, i.e.

«aC=K2 . (35)

Since C = In(A/A) = In(m/mp), where mpis the Planck mass, Eq.(35) is nothing but a new
genera mass-charge relation. Note that the existence of such arelation could aready be expected
from arenormalization group approach [22].

The first domain to which one can try to apply such arelation is QED. However we know
from the electroweak theory that the electric charge is only aresidual of a more general, high
energy electroweak coupling. One can define an inverse ‘ electroweak coupling’ o, = agt from
the U(1) and SU(2) couplings:

Uy —

©w
[eeR[é)

a,tia, . (36)
Thisnew ‘coupling’ issuchthat ay = a; = o, @ unification scale and is related to the fine structure
constant at Z scale by the relation o = 3a/8. We suggest that it is o, rather than « which must be
used in Eq.(35). Indeed, even disregarding as a first step threshold effects, we get a mass charge
relation for the electron (corresponding to k = 2 in Eq.35):

m 3 _
In—— = !

me ~ 8¢ (37)
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From the known experimental values, the two members of this equation agree to 2%o: Ce =
In(mie/me) = 51.528(1) while 3/8¢71 = 51.388. The agreement is made better if one accounts for
the fact that the measured fine structure constant (at Bohr scale) differs from the limit of its
asymptotic behavior. One finds that the asymptotic inverse coupling at the scale where the
asymptotic mass reaches the observed mass me is o © = 51.521, within 10~ of the value of Ce.

Now, the development of GUT’s has reinforced the idea of a common origin for the various
gauge interactions. The sameistrue from the scale relativistic approach. Indeed Eq.(29) is clearly
asimplified formula, since it does not account for the fact that one can define four resolutions e,
one for each coordinate. We shall suggest and develop generalizations of Eq.(29) in forthcoming
works [22], such as d¢/e = —(elhc) W, (sils) ox", in which four 4-potentials are introduced
instead of one, that can be related to the electroweak field. Then we also expect mass-charge
relations of the kind of Eq.(37) to betrue for them, but at the Z scale rather than the electron one
in the case of the electroweak couplings. We suggest that the following relations hold for the o,
and o couplings:

3a1, C; =2 3ap, Cp =4 . (38)

From the current Z mass, m, = 91.187 + 0.007 GeV [25 and refs. therein], we get C, =
39.7558(3) , so that we predict a;, " = 59. 6338(4) and «,, " = 29.8169(2), in good agreement
with (and more precise than) the currently measured values. But, more importantly, the two
relations (38) imply a5, = 2a4,, and then fix the value of the weak angle at Z scale, or, in an
equivalent way, the W/Z mass ratio:

(sin%), = 1% : m%” =4/ (1—2) , (39)

once again in good agreement with the measured value, (sin?6), = 0.2312(4) [25] or 0.2306(4)
[26, (for m; = my = 100 GeV)], (while 3/13 = 0.230769...). The mass of the W is then predicted
to be my= 79.978 £ 0.007 GeV (measured, 80.22(26) GeV [25,26]).

Another possible mass-charge relation was aready suggested in Ref. [7]. It reads ag. C, =1
and, under the conjecture that the bare coupling ag. =1/4n® (see Refs. [7,8]), it definesa mass
scale m; = 123.23(1) GeV, that we have suggested to identify with the top mass (since the top,
being the most massive charged fermion in the minimal standard model, plays the role of a new
reference scale for the high energy scale-relativistic transformation). Having precision values of
the W and top masses, we can make afirst rough prediction of the value of the Higgs boson mass
[21,26] thanks to the combined effect of these particles in radiative electroweak corrections. We
find my = 410 + 50 GeV from my = 123.23 GeV and m, = 79.978 GeV.

4. Discussion and Prospect.

In the present contribution, we have given only the great lines of some possible ways for
future developments of the theory of scale relativity. It is clear that the present stage of the theory
isvery provisional, since we still mix results coming from scale relativity with results from the
current quantum theory. For example, our mechanism of mass generation for elementary charged
fermions is obtained by a cancellation between terms coming from the assumed new Lorentzian
nature of dilation laws and radiative correction terms coming from current QED. But in Sec.3.3 we
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have presented first hints of a generalization of scale relativity capable of supplying the
electromagnetic field from the very nature of the micro-space-time, so that areally self-consistent
approach can be expected in the near future in the scale-Galilean case [22], (while the
generalization of the full structure of scale + motion relativity to non-linear transformations and
complete account of fields appears as a big task). The important point is that, even at this very
primary stage, the theory seems to be able to provide us with new insights concerning the physical
meaning of masses, charges and gauge invariance, which are achieved in terms of our theoretical
predictions of Sec.3.4.
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