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Abstract

This document outlines how the Refined Unified Matrix Node Theory (MNT)
connects with established physics benchmarks, including known black hole solutions
(Schwarzschild and Kerr), Standard Model predictions for particle properties, and the
Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) power spectrum. It also discusses how MNT’s
predictions can be tested using real data from LIGO gravitational wave events and
dark matter detection experiments. Finally, it suggests example plots that illustrate
the theory’s consistency with known results and its potential to offer distinguishable

signatures for future observations.

Contents

(1 Benchmark Comparisons with Known Results|

Al d Al T T |

(1.3 C. Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) Power Spectrum|. . . . . . .. ..

2 Robust Statistical Analysis with Real Data|




2.2 B. Dark Matter Predictions and Non-Detections . . . . . ... ... ... .. 4
(3 Example Plots| 4
3.1 _A. Gravitational Wave Phase Shift Plotl. . . . . .. ... ... .. ... ... 4
3.2 B. Posterior Distribution for Dark Matter Interaction| . . . . . . . . . . . .. 4
4 Conclusionl 5

1 Benchmark Comparisons with Known Results

1.1 A. Schwarzschild and Kerr Solutions for Black Holes in GR

To verify that MNT reduces to well-known GR solutions, we consider the Schwarzschild
(non-rotating) and Kerr (rotating) black hole metrics.

Schwarzschild Solution: The Schwarzschild metric:
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In the continuum limit of MNT, where quantum node interactions become negligible at
large scales, the MNT field equations in vacuum reduce to the Schwarzschild solution for a
spherically symmetric, non-rotating mass.

Kerr Solution: The Kerr metric:
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with p? = r2 +a?cos? and A = r? — 2GMr + a?.
When MNT is applied to a rotating system, it must reduce to the Kerr solution in the

limit of negligible quantum corrections. This ensures that angular momentum in MNT’s

framework matches the classical Kerr solution.



1.2 B. Standard Model Predictions for Particle Masses and Cross-

Sections

At low energies, MNT should reproduce the Standard Model results.

Particle Masses: In MNT, particle masses emerge from node interactions. As the lattice
spacing and quantum corrections vanish, MNT yields the known masses (e.g., electron mass
~ 9.11 x 1073 kg) consistent with the Standard Model.

Cross-Sections: For processes like Mgller scattering, MNT should reproduce the QED
cross-sections:

O-M(ziller(E) ~ 7TO[2/E27

where « is the fine-structure constant and E' is the energy scale. In the MNT low-energy

limit, these results match the Standard Model predictions.

1.3 C. Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) Power Spectrum

MNT modifies the early universe’s evolution through quantum node fluctuations. These
corrections should be small enough that the CMB angular power spectrum CY closely matches
Planck observations. Deviations from the standard ACDM model due to quantum lattice
effects should be within current observational limits but could become testable with future

CMB Stage-4 experiments.

2 Robust Statistical Analysis with Real Data

2.1 A. LIGO Gravitational Wave Events and Parameter Estima-
tion

By analyzing gravitational wave data (e.g., GW150914) with MNT’s waveform templates,

we can perform MCMC parameter estimation to see if MNT provides a better fit than GR



alone.
Bayes Factor: Comparing the marginal likelihoods of MNT and GR models yields a Bayes
factor. A significant Bayes factor in favor of MNT would indicate that data prefers the

quantum-corrected waveform over pure GR predictions.

2.2 B. Dark Matter Predictions and Non-Detections

MNT predicts modified dark matter interaction cross-sections. Comparing these predictions
with current non-detections from XENONnT or LUX-ZEPLIN allows us to constrain MNT
parameters. If MNT predicts a cross-section above current experimental bounds and no

signal is seen, the parameter space can be narrowed or ruled out.

3 Example Plots

3.1 A. Gravitational Wave Phase Shift Plot

A plot comparing the GR and MNT gravitational wave phase evolution for GW150914 could
show frequency (Hz) on the x-axis and the phase difference (radians) on the y-axis. A small,
but nonzero, phase shift line would indicate MNT’s presence. Future detectors like LISA

could distinguish such shifts.

3.2 B. Posterior Distribution for Dark Matter Interaction

A corner plot showing the posterior distributions of dark matter interaction cross-sections
under MNT assumptions would highlight how experimental constraints from XENONnT
shape the allowed parameter space. Viable regions would shrink as sensitivity improves,

guiding future tests.



4 Conclusion

By demonstrating that MNT reduces to known solutions of GR (Schwarzschild, Kerr),
matches Standard Model particle masses and cross-sections, and aligns with the CMB power
spectrum, we affirm its consistency with established physics. Integrating real data—such
as gravitational wave signals from LIGO and dark matter limits from XENONnT—shows
MNT’s predictions are robust and testable.

These benchmarks and data comparisons build community confidence, illustrating that
MNT is not only theoretically sound but also practically relevant. As future experiments
provide higher precision data, MNT’s predictions—such as subtle gravitational wave phase
shifts and modified dark matter cross-sections—can be more thoroughly tested, potentially

confirming or falsifying the theory.
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