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Mismatches correspond to QED renormalization
coefficients. Confinement is the flip side of finiteness.
Reflections from mismatches that decouple UV singularity and IR boundary confine fields to the Compton wavelength.
And quantum impedances govern phase, explain the origin of gauge invariance.

An electromagnetic impedance model of geometric wavefunction interactions is naturally finite, confined, and gauge
invariant. No need to renormalize. The model is simple and transparent, removes paradoxes driving proliferation of
quantum interpretations of the enigmatic unobservable wavefunction and its interactions[5].

FIG. 1. Historical threads of the geometric wavefunction. Arrows
indicate items whose place in the model is in part understood.
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