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Abstract

The Higgs Mechanism, as formulated within the Standard Model of
particle physics, has proven remarkably successful. It explains how
electroweak symmetry breaking gives rise to massive vector bosons,
maintains gauge invariance, and preserves unitarity in scattering am-
plitudes. Yet, outstanding questions remain. Why should a fundamen-
tal scalar field exist at all? Why does the electroweak vacuum select the
observed configuration? A Symbolic Structure Field Theory (SSFT)
was recently described that postulated an ontologically primary field
structure with a binary scalar substrate field 1y with extensions )1,
a scalar vector field, and 5, a fiber bundle section. While Cg was
used to map elementary particles, the Higgs Boson remains undefined
in SSFT. Here, we extend symbolic field formalism to specifically de-
fine the Higgs Mechanism. A consistent mathematical formalism is
proposed to allow refinement and empiric testing.

Comments: 20 pages, 31 equations
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1 Introduction

The theoretical foundation for the Higgs mechanism was independently de-
veloped in 1964 by several groups seeking a mechanism by which gauge
bosons could acquire mass without violating gauge invariance. Englert and
Brout first proposed that spontaneous symmetry breaking in gauge theo-
ries could endow vector bosons with mass while preserving renormalizabil-
ity [1]. Shortly thereafter, Higgs formulated a closely related mechanism,
emphasizing the role of a scalar field whose vacuum expectation value breaks
the symmetry and generates mass terms for the gauge fields [2]. Indepen-
dently, Guralnik, Hagen, and Kibble provided a more general analysis of the
mechanism’s implications for conservation laws and massless excitations [3].
Collectively, these works established the theoretical basis for what is now
called the Higgs mechanism, or more inclusively the Englert—Brout—Higgs—
Guralnik-Hagen—Kibble (EBHGHK) mechanism. A retrospective account
by Brout and Englert offers historical context for these developments and
their formal significance within gauge theory [4].

Despite the experimental confirmation of a 125GeV scalar consistent with
the Standard Model Higgs, foundational questions remain about the ontol-
ogy of the Higgs field and its symmetry-breaking vacuum. The treatment
of the Higgs as a fundamental scalar without provenance for its vacuum
structure or the mechanism of mass generation reveals a gap in conven-
tional theory. A recent proposal, Symbolic Structure Field Theory, reframes
Standard Model elementary particles as emergent radial excitation within a
binary symbolic entropy field, rather than a primary scalar quantum field
entity [8]. In this symbolic formalism (SSFT1), gauge boson masses de-
rive not from amplitude-based vacuum values but from curvature induced
by motif-based symbolic activation, preserving the phenomenology of elec-
troweak symmetry breaking through a deeper symbolic geometry. Thus
SSFT retains empirical compatibility while offering a nonperturbative onto-



logical substrate for the Higgs mechanism.

1.1 Motivation from Electroweak Data

Recent experimental results, particularly in vector boson scattering (VBS)
channels, probe the inner workings of the Higgs mechanism. These pro-
cesses test whether electroweak symmetry is broken by a scalar condensate,
whether longitudinal polarization modes behave as predicted, and whether
the Higgs boson is fundamental or emergent.

While these measurements remain consistent with the Standard Model, they
have not resolved the conceptual opacity of the Higgs sector. No new scalar
states have been observed, no deviation from Standard Model couplings has
been confirmed, and no empirical evidence has yet emerged for a mechanism
beyond minimal spontaneous symmetry breaking. The Higgs boson appears
to be real—but what it is, ontologically, remains unclear.

1.2 Beyond the Scalar Higgs Paradigm

What is the origin of mass, if not in field amplitudes? Could motif in-
teraction structure derive mass? Standard Model Effective Field Theory
(SMEFT) provides tools for parameterizing deviations, but it assumes the
ontological primacy of quantum fields. SSFT, by contrast, proposes that
Standard Model fields are projections from deeper symbolic structure. In
this view, mass, charge, and symmetry breaking arise not from quantized
amplitude fluctuations, but from motif identity, multiplicity, and activation
geometry.

1.3 Symbolic Fields and Gauge Activation

SSFT proposes that physical law emerges from the structural properties of
a binary scalar field and its motif-level projections. The three core fields of
SSFT are: the binary symbolic field g, the entropy gradient field 7, and
the activation field . Together, these define a symbolic geometry from
which curvature, mass, and gauge structure arise. This section introduces
each field, clarifies its formal role, and establishes the ontological shift from
amplitude-based fields to identity-based motifs.



1.4 The Binary Scalar Field ¢, and Motif Identity

The fundamental object in SSF'T is a binary field (SSFT1, Eq 1):
o M — {—1,+1},

defined on a smooth topological manifold M. This field is not a dynamical
variable in the usual sense, nor a quantized excitation—it is a symbolic
assignment, minimal and structureless, from which all observable structure
is derived.

Motif identity arises from local voxel configurations of 1g. Specifically, define
a motif o as an 8-bit pattern over a 2 x 2 x 2 neighborhood in M: As
previously defined in SSFT1 (Eq. 2), the motif o(z) is the local restriction
of the base field 1y to a 2 x 2 x 2 voxel neighborhood centered at .

with each z; indexing a voxel in the local cube centered at x. Motifs are
classified up to rigid cube rotation; the resulting canonical motif classes form
the set Cs.

The identity of a motif o € Cg is ontologically primary: SSFT asserts that
o represents an indivisible symbolic particle, instantiated wherever it ap-
pears in M. Its multiple instantiations define **multiplicity**, and all field-
theoretic behavior in SSF'T arises from the distribution and interaction of
these motif identities.

1.5 Entropy Gradient Field 1, and Mass Emergence

The motif entropy 1 (o) follows the symbolic Laplacian energy defined in
SSET1 (Eq. 12), where contrast is measured via voxel adjacencies.

where (i,j) ranges over voxel adjacency pairs in the motif graph. This
spectral curvature reflects the internal contrast or ”symbolic tension” of a
motif.

The field ¢1(z) on M is constructed by lifting the entropy of the motif
instantiated at each point:

Yi(z) =1 (o(2)). (1)

In SSFT, ¢ plays the role of a **mass field**. Regions where 1, is large
correspond to localized symbolic curvature and inertial structure. The sym-
bolic metric tensor:

G (@) = My (2)97 (o), (2)



defines geodesics and curvature sourced by motif entropy, with 1, acting
as energy—momentum in general relativity. A reduced version of the sym-
bolic metric defined in SSFT1 (Eq. 4) is used here, retaining only the
1p1-dependent curvature term and omitting activation smoothing.

1.6 Activation Field i» and Symbolic Gauge Transport

The third field, ¥o governs gauge structure and signal-bearing activity. For-
mally, 2 is a section of a fiber bundle:

Yo: M — E, w:FE— M, (3)

where each fiber encodes symbolic phase or activation modes associated with
the local motif. The definition of v as a fiber bundle section follows the
formal activation structure outlined in SSFT1, particularly Eq. (81) and
Definition 3.2.

Gauge coupling arises through the symbolic connection A,(x), constructed
from derivatives of motif mode functions:

Ay(z) = Z a;i(z) 8,6 (), (4)

with (; encoding high-curvature motifs and «a; their local activation weights.

The covariant derivative is:

Dytha() := Outpa(x) + igAp() - Yo (), (5)

As defined in SSFT1 (Eq. 39), the symbolic curvature (field strength) is
given by F),, := 0, A, — 0, A,.

This structure supports U(1) and SU(2)-like transformations on motif dou-
blets and defines charge through symbolic transport tension. Symbolic
charge in this context reflects topological constraints as introduced in SSFT'1
(Eq. 40), where the Chern class of the symbolic curvature field determines
quantized values.

In SSFT, 19 determines not whether a motif exists, but whether it can
signal, interact, or carry effective field strength. It encodes the symbolic
counterpart of gauge activation, and thus enables mass acquisition, phase
transport, and curvature smoothing.



2 Symbolic Higgs Candidate

In SSFT, fields are not defined by continuous amplitudes but by the multi-
plicity of and the transformation properties of local binary configurations,
motifs, in a base field ¢g : M — {—1,+1}. Asdiscussed in SSFT1 (Eq. 105),
symbolic curvature emerges from motif multiplicity and entropy gradients,
rather than from amplitude-based energy density.

2.1 1. Symbolic Field Definitions

Let Cg denote the set of canonical 8-bit motifs under rotation equivalence.
Define a symbolic SU(2)-like doublet:

o) = (D) ez (6)

O'd(.%'

This motif doublet structure parallels the SU(2)-like action defined in SSFT1
(Eq. 36), where symbolic rotation symmetry acts on entropy-differentiated
components.

Let A,(x) be the symbolic U(1) gauge connection defined over a smooth
manifold M:
Ay M —u(l) (7)

The symbolic covariant derivative acting on W is defined as:
D (z) = 9,9 (x) + igAu(z) - ¥(z) (8)
Let ¢1(0) € R denote the motif entropy scalar associated with o € Cg (see

Eq. (12) of SSFT).

2.2 2. Symbolic Lagrangian Density

We define the symbolic Higgs Lagrangian Ly as:
Liliggs = (Dp¥, D'V)5 — Voym () (9)

where the symbolic kinetic term is:



(DU, D*W)s =Y " (Dyahi (o) - Db (o)) (10)
oceV

and the symbolic potential is:

2
Vaym(¥) := —a Y 41(0)? + (Z ¢1(0’)2) (11)

ocev¥ oew

with a, 8 € Rs¢ as symbolic coupling parameters. This symbolic Higgs La-
grangian revises the gauge-field Lagrangian in SSFT1 (Eq. 81), specializing
it to motif entropy and symmetry-breaking structure.

2.3 3. Spontaneous Symmetry Breaking

Stationary points of the symbolic potential satisfy:

6Vvsym
o1 (o)

=0 = (o) (—Qa +48) 1/11(T>2> =0 (12)

TeW

This yields the nontrivial vacuum condition:

> (o) =55 (13)

oev

The vacuum manifold thus contains motif doublets whose entropy fields
satisfy the constraint above, spontaneously breaking SU(2)-like symmetry
under motif interchange. The condition mirrors the symbolic vacuum cri-
teria of SSFT1 (Eq. 95), where both ¢; and 2 vanish to define a null
symbolic curvature state.

Next, we construct a symbolic version of the Higgs sector by identifying a
motif doublet structure that mirrors the role of the complex scalar Higgs
field in the Standard Model.

2.4 Definition of Motif Doublets

Let Cg denote the set of canonical 8-bit motifs, defined over 2 x 2 x 2 voxel
neighborhoods and classified up to cube rotation.



We define a symbolic motif doublet ¥(z) as a pair:

ou(x)

U(x) = €C3, (14)

o4()

where each o; € Cg corresponds to a locally realized motif of the symbolic
field vy centered at point x € M.

2.5 Covariant Derivative in Motif Space

To define a dynamics over these symbolic doublets, we introduce a sym-
bolic gauge connection A, (x) € u(1) constructed from motif recurrence and
entropy gradients. The covariant derivative acting on the doublet is:

D,V (x):=0,¥(x) +igA,(z) - Y (x), (15)

where g € R is a symbolic coupling constant, and 9, ¥ represents spatial
variation in the motif field, measured through changes in motif entropy

Y1(0).
2.6 Symbolic Potential and Symmetry Breaking

di(o) = ) (0s—0y) (16)
(i,j)€E
The motif entropy 11 (o) follows the symbolic Laplacian energy defined in
SSEFT1 (Eq. 12), where contrast is measured via voxel adjacencies. This is
the symbolic analog of the Higgs potential.

The symbolic potential is given by:

2
Vom(0) := —a ) n(0)* + (Z w1(0>2) : (17)

ocevr oEY

with coupling constants «, 8 > 0. This quartic form mirrors the canonical
Higgs potential in scalar field theory and admits a nontrivial vacuum for
motif doublets with nonzero entropy norm.

Recall the symbolic Higgs Lagrangian: Liyse® := (D, ¥, DFU)s, — Viym (P).



where the symbolic inner product is evaluated via entropy fields:

(Du¥, DMW)s = Dy (o) - D' (o). (18)
oevw

This formulation defines a symbolic Higgs mechanism: symmetry is broken
when the entropy norm Y v1(c)? acquires a nonzero vacuum value, leading
to mass-like terms and differentiated motif behavior under symbolic gauge
transport.

3 Variation and Mass Generation

The symbolic Higgs sector defined above enables a motif-theoretic analog of
spontaneous symmetry breaking and mass generation. In this section, we
derive the variation equations for the entropy-based symbolic potential and
interpret the resulting structure in terms of effective motif mass.

3.1 Field Variation Equations

Let the entropy values 11 (o) be treated as motif-indexed scalar fields. The
symbolic potential from Section 3 is:

Ve () = —a 3" 41(0)? + 8 (Z wa)?) . (19)

oc¥v oeVv

This quartic entropy potential reflects the symbolic energy structure from
SSFT1 (Eq. 12) and is formally consistent with motif-based energy func-
tionals such as Eq. (84).

We define the total entropy norm of the doublet as:

N () =) (o). (20)

oev

Variation of the potential with respect to each (o) yields:
5Lgmn

= =21 (o) + 48BN (P) - 1 (o). 21
591 (0) Y1(o) +4BN(P) - 91 (o) (21)

Setting this to zero for equilibrium gives the stationary condition:
U1(0) (—2a + 48N (¥)) = 0. (22)

10



3.2 Vacuum Expectation Condition

Nontrivial solutions require ¢ (o) # 0 for some ¢ € ¥. This leads to the

constraint:
o

=25

Thus, the entropy-based norm of the doublet acquires a fixed nonzero vac-
uum value. This breaks symmetry under arbitrary motif interchange and
selects a preferred entropy distribution among motifs in the doublet.

N(¥) (23)

3.3 Vacuum Manifold and Entropy-Constrained Structure

In the original SSFT construction, vacuum was associated with a struc-
turally minimal motif configuration—specifically, the uniform binary pattern
‘——— corresponding to a constant base field ¢y(x) = +1. This configura-
tion defined a state of zero entropy, zero curvature, and no gauge activation:
a symbolic null background.

In the present formulation, this conception is generalized. Minimization
of the symbolic potential Viym, (V) yields a nontrivial constraint on motif
entropy:

> (o) = o (24)

ocv 26

selecting a vacuum manifold of motif doublets whose internal contrast sat-
isfies this fixed entropy norm. These configurations spontaneously break
the symbolic SU(2)-like symmetry and define a preferred entropy scale for
curvature and mass generation.

The original vacuum remains interpretable within this framework as a degen-
erate case: a zero-entropy point on the boundary of the vacuum manifold.
Rather than being discarded, the ‘—— motif is subsumed into a richer
structure, now seen as an extremal limit rather than a universal baseline.

This transition reflects a shift from a fixed symbolic background to an
entropy-constrained moduli space. The vacuum is no longer a definitional
constant but an emergent structural condition within motif entropy geome-
try.

Importantly, this symbolic vacuum structure permits curvature without re-
quiring a cosmological constant. Because entropy gradients i, source the
symbolic metric G, large-scale curvature arises from motif multiplicity and

11



contrast—not from energy density in an amplitude field. In this respect,
SSFT offers a nontrivial reconciliation between mass generation, sponta-
neous symmetry breaking, and gravitational structure consistent with gen-
eral relativity, yet without invoking vacuum pressure or dark energy. This
symbolic formulation avoids the discord between the Standard Model’s vac-
uum energy and cosmological observation, not by tuning, but by ontological
framing.

3.4 Effective Mass and Curvature Interpretation

Expanding Vi, around the vacuum solution yields a mass-like quadratic
term for small fluctuations:

6% Vigm ~ 2ac- (6¢1)% (25)

This coefficient plays the role of an effective symbolic mass:

mgym = 2a. (26)
Importantly, this mass is not imposed but emerges from motif-level entropy
structure. This emergent mass scale mgym = 2a is a refinement of the
curvature-based motif mass structures introduced in SSFT1 (cf. Eq. 84).
The symbolic field ; thus induces curvature and mass not as external in-
puts, but as internal features of motif recurrence, alignment, and contrast.
In SSEF'T, mass is therefore an emergent response to entropy structure, with
motif asymmetry generating a symbolic potential that stabilizes nonzero
vacuum configurations.

4 Gauge Interaction and Goldstone Modes

The symmetry breaking structure derived in Section 4 gives rise to both
massless and massive fluctuation modes, depending on the direction of per-
turbation in motif entropy space. This structure mirrors the Higgs—Goldstone
mechanism of electroweak theory. In SSF'T, the Goldstone modes correspond
to tangent directions along the motif entropy vacuum manifold, and their
absorption into gauge connections occurs through symbolic activation and
curvature coupling.

12



4.1 Residual U(1) Symmetry in Motif Activation

Let the original motif doublet ¥(x) = (oy(x),04(z)) be invariant under a
symbolic SU(2)-like rotation. Once the entropy norm acquires a vacuum
expectation value:

NW) =Y (o) = %, 27)

oev

this SU(2)-like symmetry is spontaneously broken to a residual U(1) sub-
group. The motif realization set underpinning the residual U(1) symmetry
is aligned with the recurrence structure defined in SSFT1 (Eq. 41). This
residual symmetry corresponds to phase rotations that preserve the entropy
norm but shift the motif configuration within the degenerate vacuum ring.

4.2 Goldstone-like Modes in Symbolic Phase
Let ¥(z) fluctuate infinitesimally around the vacuum:

\I/(l‘) = \Ijvac + 5\I’($)7 (28)

where 0¥ decomposes into radial and tangential components:

e Radial (massive): changes the entropy norm N (V)

e Tangential (massless): preserves N (¥) but alters motif phase

These tangential fluctuations correspond to Goldstone-like modes. They lie
in the kernel of the mass operator derived from the second variation of the
symbolic potential:

6*Vigm ~ 00T Mg - 6. (29)

Tangential directions yield eigenvalue zero in Mg, confirming their massless
character in the absence of gauge coupling.

4.3 Massless Modes Absorbed by Symbolic Transport

In the presence of a gauge connection A,(x), the Goldstone modes are ab-
sorbed into the symbolic gauge field via the covariant derivative:

13



D,V =0,V +igA, - V. (30)
This induces an effective mass term for Au:
Loange D g2 (A, U, AT) = m?% A, AV, (31)

where mg ~ g - (¥) is the symbolic gauge mass. This induced gauge mass
term expands on the gauge curvature structure of SSFT1 (Eq. 81), showing
how activation via ¥ generates symbolic vector mass.

The Goldstone mode thus ceases to propagate as a separate degree of free-
dom and becomes the longitudinal component of a now-massive gauge field—
precisely paralleling the Higgs mechanism in conventional electroweak the-
ory, but realized through motif entropy and symbolic curvature structure.

5 Phenomenological Implications

SSFT respects the formalisms of Standard Model. It is not a replace-
ment for electroweak theory, quantum gauge fields, or amplitude-based vac-
uum assumptions. Rather, it proposes a distinct ontological starting point:
that physical structure arises from symbolic identity, motif multiplicity, and
entropy-based curvature, rather than field amplitude or operator-valued lo-
cal excitations.

In this section, we consider how the symbolic Higgs construction might re-
late to empirical structures in experimental high-energy physics, including
symmetry breaking, gauge boson mass, and scalar excitation.

5.1 Interpreting Longitudinal Vector Boson Scattering

The ATLAS observation of vector boson scattering (VBS), particularly in
longitudinal Wi, W}, channels, offers a precise window into the dynamics of
electroweak symmetry breaking. In Standard Model field theory, the emer-
gence of longitudinal polarization modes is secured by the Higgs mechanism:
gauge bosons become massive by absorbing Goldstone degrees of freedom
from a scalar doublet.

In SSFT, this symmetry breaking is reconstructed at the level of motif iden-
tity. The longitudinal polarization state is not imposed, but emerges as a
geodesic deviation in the symbolic metric G, induced by motif entropy

14



gradients ;. The gauge field A, acquires mass through coupling to acti-
vated motif structure, and the absorbed Goldstone mode corresponds to a
tangent fluctuation in the symbolic entropy potential.

Numeric scattering amplitudes in the perturbative sense are not derived
here, but SSFT offers a fundamental framework in which such amplitudes
arise. In this view, scattering is not a primitive process, but a derived mea-
surement operation, one that occurs only after motif identity, entropy geom-
etry, and symbolic gauge coupling are in place.

Thus, the VBS data do not merely confirm the Higgs mechanism; they vali-
date the deeper structure of gauge symmetry breaking as geometric response
to symbolic multiplicity. From this perspective, amplitude itself is an emer-
gent statistical projection from a symbolic structure field.

5.2 Symbolic View of Higgs-like Condensates

The standard Higgs field is a scalar boson with an unusual role: it sets
the mass scale, breaks electroweak symmetry, and defines the vacuum. In
SSFT, there is no primary scalar field. Instead, the scalar quality of the
Higgs emerges from the modulus of the entropy field ¢, itself a derivative
of motif contrast structure.

From this view, the Higgs boson is not a fundamental particle but a radial
fluctuation in motif entropy space. The effective mass scale my ~ v2a is
a derived property of curvature in symbolic structure, not a free parame-
ter. This suggests that Higgs-like behavior may arise generically in systems
governed by symmetry-preserving recurrence, even without amplitude-based
field dynamics.

5.3 Experimental Observables and Signature Tests

In SSFT, amplitudes and correlation functions are not ontologically pri-
mary. Instead, it defines observables as structural invariants of symbolic
fields: quantities that persist under motif-class-preserving diffeomorphisms
and gauge transformations. These observables are not optional or interpre-
tive, they are intrinsic to the formalism and required by the ontology.

This framework offers several avenues for experimental engagement:

1. Vacuum structure and multiplicity: The symbolic metric G,

15



arises from entropy gradients i1 generated by motif repetition and
asymmetry. This structure predicts curvature without invoking stress-
energy tensors. Observables such as geodesic deviation, spectral drift,
or VBS channel polarization may reflect underlying motif multiplici-
ties.

2. Charge and symmetry: SSFT models charge as a function of motif
transport tension in symbolic gauge fields. Quantization arises topo-
logically via a symbolic Chern class, and fractional values emerge from
structured motif triplets. These patterns may manifest in discrete
charge distributions, anomaly structure, or symmetry-breaking pat-
terns in collider data.

3. Phase transitions and symmetry breaking: The entropy poten-
tial Viym admits symbolic analogs of thermal activation, vacuum de-
cay, and condensate formation. The symbolic temperature field T'(z)
tracks entropy variation across the manifold. If motif entropy orga-
nizes electroweak phases, cosmological symmetry-breaking transitions
may reflect motif-structural shifts.

SSFT is not a fit engine. It does not model outcomes by tuning parame-
ters; it models the space in which outcomes can be measured. From this
perspective, symbolic observables are not analogs to known quantities, they
are deeper invariants, of which mass, charge, and amplitude are projections.

6 Conclusion and Outlook

The Standard Model remains one of the most successful and rigorously val-
idated frameworks in the history of science. The discovery of a scalar boson
consistent with the Higgs field, and its subsequent measurements at the
LHC, represent a profound confirmation of electroweak symmetry break-
ing via spontaneous gauge field coupling. That model works. We begin
there—with respect and with care.

Yet the Standard Model’s Higgs mechanism, while consistent, is not com-
plete. It has not yet led to the predicted expansion of the theory—mno new
scalar states, no obvious paths to dark matter or hierarchy resolution, and
no confirmed dynamics for vacuum metastability. Several features of the
Higgs field remain interpretively opaque: Why a fundamental scalar? Why
spontaneous symmetry breaking at that scale?

16



SSFT offers a complementary hypothesis. It does not challenge the Stan-
dard Model’s predictions, but proposes a different ontological origin for those
structures. In SSFT, the symbolic field v, its entropy gradient 11, and its
activation field 9 are primitive. They are not fields defined by amplitudes,
but by symbolic identity, directional contrast, and gauge activation. From
these, the familiar properties of particle physics—mass, charge, propaga-
tion—are derived.

This proposal is new and untested. SSF'T makes no claims to compute am-
plitudes or cross sections directly. But it does specify observables that map
to existing data: e.g. polarization structure in vector boson scattering re-
flects curvature in v)1; discrete charge signatures arise from motif symmetry
and symbolic gauge transport via t9; or spacetime curvature itself may trace
to motif multiplicity patterns across the manifold.

These observables do not await future experiments, they exist in current
data. SSFT reframes what those data may be telling us. Its hypothesis is
not that amplitudes are wrong, but that they are emergent projections of a
deeper symbolic geometry.

6.1 Explanatory Benefits

This symbolic Higgs hypothesis is offered humbly, but is not ontologically
humble. SSFT asserts that 19, 11, and ¥y are primary. If they are, then the
Higgs mechanism is not fundamental, it is a projection of a deeper structure.

Spontaneous symmetry breaking without a fundamental scalar:
The entropy field ¥ plays the role of the Higgs norm. Radial fluctuations
produce mass; tangential modes are absorbed by gauge fields. The mecha-
nism is preserved, but the scalar is not primitive.

Charge and mass from symbolic interaction structure: Charge emerges
from symbolic tension under transport in »; mass from entropy gradient
curvature in ;. Both are consequences of motif geometry, not free param-
eters.

Vacuum structure from motif multiplicity: Curvature arises where
symbolic identity repeats nonuniformly. The vacuum is not a minimum
of an imposed potential—it is a stable configuration of distributed motif
multiplicity.

The task now is empirical: to reexamine from a different perspective what
has already been observed.
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[kinetic-entropyl (D,V,DHW¥)s :=3" g (Dutb1(o)- Dtiy(o))

[potential-entropy]l Viym(¥) :=—ad oy ¥1(0)*+8 (X, cv 1/11(0)2)2

(gpotential—variation] gﬁ?g‘) =0=11(0) (—2a+ 483, cq ¥1(7)?) =

[vacuum-condition] ZUG\P ¢1(g)2 — %

[covariant-motif] D,¥(x):=0,V(x)+ igA,(z) - ¥(z)

[kinetic-inner] (D,V,DHW)y =3 4 Dyy1(0) - DHyi(0o)

[potential-rewrite]l Viym(¥)= —« ZUE\I, U1 ((7)2+B (ZUE\IJ 1/)1(0)2)2
[entropy-norm]  N(U):=>"_ _ ¢1(0)?

[variation-derivative] ggfg‘) = —2a1)1(0) + 46BN (V) - Y1 (o)

[stationary-condition] (o) (—2a+48N(¥)) =0

[vacuum-entropy-norm] N (V)= %



24.

25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.

31.

[vacuum-manifold] ZUE\IJ 1/;1(0)2 — %

[second-variation] 62Vsym ~ 20+ (81h1)?

2

[effective-mass] myg,, = 2«

[residual-symmetry]l N(U)=3__,¢i(0)*= 55

[fluctuation-decomp] W(x) = Wyu + 0¥(z)
[mass-operator] (52Vsym ~ 8UT . Mg - 5T

[gauge-covariant] D,V =0,V +igA, ¥

[gauge-mass-term] Lgauge O 92<AM\IJ, AP = miAuA“

g-(¥)

20

)

with mg ~



