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It is known that the pure additive or subtractive interference of two waves does induce the pos-
itive or negative cross-correlation energy that would contradict the conservation of energy. In the
classical wave physics, the problem can be explained simply by a fact that the pure additive or sub-
tractive interference never occurs in the real experiments. The alternately additive and subtractive
interference of waves in the experiments changes only the local energy (intensity) of waves, while
the total wave energy remains constant. The problem arises again if the conditions of the pure
constructive or destructive interference have been created, for instance, in a subwavelength set-up
or a resonator. In quantum physics, the Copenhagen-Dirac interpretation of quantum interference
gets over the difficulty associated with the cross-correlation energy by assuming that interference
between two different particles of matter never occurs. In the present study, the interference-induced
energy, which does not exist from the point of view of both the quantum mechanics and particle field
theory, is not ignored. In both the classical and quantum fields, the two-times increase of the wave
amplitude does increase the wave energy in four times, and the wave with zero amplitude has zero
energy. The problem of nonconservation of the energy is overcame by taking into account the fact
that the creation of the conditions of pure additive or subtractive interference requires ”additional”
energy. In Part I, the Hamiltonians describing the cross-correlation energy in the basic classical
and quantum fields are derived. The conditions of pure constructive or destructive interference
are found. The influence of the cross-correlation energy on the basic physical properties of boson
and fermion fields is demonstrated. The energy, mass, charge, and momentum of the interfering
fields are calculated. It is shown that the gradient of the cross-correlation energy induces attrac-
tive or repulsive forces. These forces could be attributed to the all-known classical and quantum
fields, for instance, to the gravitational and Coulomb fields. To this end, the model shows a key
role of the cross-correlation energy in several basic physical phenomena, such as the Bose-Einstein
condensation, super-radiation, superfluidity, superconductivity, and supermagnetism.

PACS numbers: 03.50.-z, 03.65.-w, 03.70.+k, 03.75.-b, 04.20.-q, 04.60.-m, 11.10.-z, 42.50.-p

1. INTRODUCTION

The additive and subtractive interference of waves is a basic phenomenon in the classical wave physics. If two
waves having the same amplitudes are made to interfere only destructively, then the waves and the energy associated
with these waves do vanish. The pure constructive interference of two waves would produce a wave with the energy
four times larger the single wave. The increase or annihilation of the wave energy by the positive or negative cross-
correlation term inducing by the interference would contradict the conservation of energy. The cross-correlation
(interference) term that increases or decreases the energy logically to call the cross-correlation energy. In the classical
wave physics, the problem connected with the energy nonconservation by the cross-correlation is usually explained
by mentioning a fact that the pure additive or subtractive interference never happens in the real experiments. The
alternately constructive and destructive interference of waves in the experiments redistributes spatially the local
energy (intensity) of waves, while the total energy of waves remains constant. The problem of energy nonconservation
appears again if the amplitude and phase conditions of the pure additive or subtractive interference have been created
in the appropriate physical system, for instance, in a subwavelength set-up or inside a resonator cavity. In such a
case, the interference-induced positive or negative cross-correlation energy, which is the ”nonexistent energy” from
the point of view of both the classical and quantum physics, violates the energy conservation.

In the past, the problem associated with the cross-correlation energy has been considered in quantum mechanics
under the study of interference of particles of matter in the context of the double-slit experiment (see, textbooks). If
the particle waves interfere in such an experiment as particles, then on the basis of the exclusively additive nature
of particles, the density of interfering particles is expected to be equal to the sum of those before the interference.
However, it was found experimentally that the interference changes the local density of particles. This can be explained
only by the alternately additive and subtractive interference (cross-correlation) of the particle waves. According to
the classical wave physics, the pure constructive or destructive interference could result into violation of the energy
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conservation in the interfering waves. To overcome the problem Paul Dirac has suggested that interference between
two different particles (photons [1l, 12]) never occurs |3]: ”... Suppose we have a beam of light consisting of a large
number of photons split up into two components of equal intensity. On the assumption that the beam is connected
with the probable number of photons in it, we should have half the total number going into each component. If the
two components are now made to interfere, we should require a photon in one component to be able to interfere with
one in the other. Sometimes these two photons would have to annihilate one another and other times they would
have to produce four photons. This would contradict the conservation of energy. The new theory, which connects the
wave-function with probabilities for one photon gets over the difficulty by making each photon go partly into each of the
two components. Each photon then interferes only with itself. Interference between two different photons never occurs.
..” [4]. In the Dirac model of the ”interference-less” particles, the main reason of exclusion of the interference between
the 7self-interfering” particles is the requirement of conservation of the number and energy of particles. According
to the Copenhagen-Dirac model of quantum interference, the probability amplitude attributed to the wave-function
of a particle in the Copenhagen interpretation of quantum mechanics must be used to calculate the likelihood of a
single particle (photon) to be in a particular single-particle Fock state. Another way in which probability can be
applied to the behavior of particles is calculation of the probable number of photons in a particular state. Although
the modern physics does use mainly the Dirac (¢raditional) interpretation based on the Copenhagen interpretation of
quantum mechanics, the former model was also applied, for instance, for coherent states and statistical mixtures of
such, as thermal light. The model allows existence of the interference between two different states (wave-functions).
Therefore, formally, the energy conservation can be violated by the cross-correlation of states (particles).

In the classical wave physics, the cross-correlation term (energy) plays a key role in description of the pure con-
structive or destructive interference. The Copenhagen-Dirac (canonical) interpretation of the double-slit quantum
experiment in terms of the ”interference-less” particles, namely the self-interfering particles that never interfere with
each other, has solved the problem of the energy nonconservation, but at the price of exclusion of the cross-correlation
energy from quantum mechanics and particle field theory. The Copenhagen-Dirac postulate, which is the viable, if non-
intuitive, opinion, has been suggested well before the modern understanding of quantum mechanics. Nevertheless, the
huge progress of the quantum mechanics and quantum field theory based on the concept (postulate) of the "interference-
less” (self-interfering) particles completely justified the Copenhagen-Dirac model of quantum interference. Although
the problem associated with violation of the energy conservation by the cross-correlation energy has been solved by
Dirac, the several principal questions remain unexplained up to now. For instance, in the quantum mechanics and
quantum electrodynamics, the wave-functions ¢, (r, t) of the N particles are not additive [¢(r,t)# 21]:[:1 Y (r,t)] due
to non-additivity of the probability amplitudes associated with the wave-functions of particles in the Copenhagen
interpretation of quantum mechanics. In other words, the waves of probabilities associated with the wave-functions
of particles are not additive because the particles never interfere with each other. In the classical electrodynamics,
however, the electromagnetic field of the N electromagnetic fields (waves) is considered as a sum (superposition) of the
interfering electric [E,(r,t)] and magnetic [H, (r,t)] fields or the respective derivatives of the electromagnetic four-

potential [A,,(r,t)] fields: E(r,t) = Zﬁ;l E,(r,t), H(r,t) = 25:1 H,(r,t), and A,(r,t) = Zﬁ;l Ay (r,t). That
contradicts the general correspondence principle that the quantum and classical treatments must be in agreement not
only for a very large number of particles (photons). The electric, magnetic and vector-potential fields of a particle
(photon) in quantum electrodynamics are not attributed to the probability amplitude of the wave of probability as-
sociated with the wave-function of the photon. Strictly speaking, the generally accepted wave-function of a photon
does not exist up to now. Furthermore, the traditional interpretation of quantum interference forbids existence of
the cross-correlation energy (each particle interferes only with itself), while the classical wave physics does use this
energy in description of the pure additive or subtractive interference. Thus the field energy calculated by using the
canonical interpretation of the quantum interference would never approach the classical value for the pure constructive
or destructive interference. In addition, the particle energy e = hiw + (1/2)hw calculated in the quantum field theory
based on the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate is different from the Planck-Einstein particle energy e = hw [1, [2]. The
quantum energy (1/2)hw, which is usually identified as the vacuum energy, does contradict both the Einstein theory
and classical physics of empty space. In particle field theory based on the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate, the force
acting upon a particle is seen as the action of the respective gauge field that is present at the particle location. The
force is attributed to the exchange of the field virtual particles. Such a physical picture does not compare well with
the Einstein theory of general relativity, where the gravitational interaction between two objects (particles) is not
viewed as a force, but rather, objects moving freely in gravitational fields travel under their own inertia in straight
lines through curve spacetime [3]. In spite of the Dirac solution of the problem of the nonconservation of energy under
quantum interference, the nonconservation of the number of particles and energy in quantum field theories based on
the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate does remain up to now one of the key problems. The founders of quantum mechanics
and particle field theory Max Born, Werner Heisenberg, Erwin Schrédinger, Pascual Jordan, and Paul Dirac already



in the 1930s demonstrated that in perturbative calculations many integrals are divergent resulting in nonconservation
of the number of particles and energy in quantum fields. Since then the different powerful renormalization procedures
have been developed to avoid the divergences (for instance, see Refs. [6-9]), but they did not provide the general
solution of the problem. One could mention also the problem associated with the superluminal signalling in the
canonical quantum mechanics (the Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen paradox [10]) that follows from the J.S. Bell inequali-
ties [11], but contradicts the Einstein special relativity. Finally, the Copenhagen interpretation (phylosophy) of the
de Broglie wave associated with a particle as the wave of probability presents a more or less intuitively transparent
background for the physical interpretation of quantum mechanics. Unfortunately, up to now, it is not completely clear
how to interpret physically the wave (field) of operators in particle field theory. In any physical interpretation of the
wave of operators, the operator would be rather a pure mathematical object than a real physical matter. In addition,
the Copenhagen interpretation (philosophy) of the de Broglie wave using the pure mathematical object (probability),
strictly speaking, did not solve the problem of physical interpretation of quantum mechanics. The probability or
the wave of probability is also rather a pure mathematical object than a real physical substance. In this regard,
one could mention the well-known ”ironic interpretation” of the canonical quantum mechanics attributing to Richard
Feynman, ” Shut up and calculate!”. The similar problems do exist also in the quantum field theory based on the
Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of ”interference-less”, self-interfering particles. With no solution of the aforementioned
problems, especially of the problem of nonconservation of the number of particles and energy in quantum fields, it
appears that an incompatibility exists between the quantum theories and the non-quantum physics (including the
Einstein theory of relativity). For the detailed descriptions of classical wave physics, canonical quantum mechanics
and particle field theory see the canonical articles and traditional textbooks [12-19] and the references therein.

In the present study (Part I and II), the interference between particles and the interference-induced positive and
negative cross-correlation energies, which do not exist from the point of view of the canonical quantum mechanics
and particle field theory, are not ignored. In both the classical and quantum fields of the present model, the two-
times increase of the wave amplitude does increase the wave energy in four times, and the wave with zero amplitude
has zero energy. The problem of nonconservation of the energy and number of particles by the cross-correlation is
overcame by taking into consideration the fact that creation of the conditions of the pure additive or subtractive
interference of the waves (fields) requires ”additional” energy that must be added or subtracted from the physical
system. Then the ”additional” energy does provide conservation of the total energy of the system. In Part I,
the Hamiltonians describing the energy mediated by the cross-correlation (interference) in the basic classical and
quantum fields are derived. The conditions of pure constructive or destructive interference are found by using these
Hamiltonians. The influence of the interference-induced cross-correlation energy on the energy, mass, charge, and
momentum of the interfering fields is demonstrated. The calculated particle energy ¢ = hw = (p?c? + m204)1/ 2 is
equal to the Planck-Einstein energy of the particle, but is different from the value e = hw + (1/2)hw of traditional
quantum field theory. The calculated vacuum energy, in agreement with the Einstein and classical physics of the
empty space, is equal to zero. In the present model, the unit-wave associated with a boson or fermion particle,
unlike the wave of probability or operators in quantum mechanics or particle field theory, is a real, finite unit-wave
(unit-field) of the physical matter, whose gradient (”curvature”) can be changed spatially and/or temporally. The
present model suggests the very simple physical interpretations of quantum phenomena. For instance, the physical
interpretation of the position-momentum uncertainty of a particle (unit-field) in the present model is different from
the some (non-generally accepted) interpretations of quantum mechanics, which are based on the ”compression” of the
pure mathematical object (probability) associated with a particle by the material boundaries of macroscopic objects.
In the present model, the physical mechanism behind the position-momentum uncertainty is attributed simply to the
increase of the gradient (spatial ”curvature”) of a real, material unit-field (particle) by interaction and interference
of the unit-field of the matter (mass-energy) with the boundaries of macroscopic objects. In order to account for the
well-known discrepancies between measurements based on the mass of the visible matter in astronomy and cosmology
and definitions of the mass made through dynamical or general relativistic means, the present model does not need
in a hypothesis of existence of the ”dark” mass. In the present model, the ”dark” cosmological energy-mass as well
as the well-known spiral cosmological structures are attributed to the cross-correlation energy-mass of the moving
cosmological objects. According to the present model, the Bell superluminal signals (the Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen
paradox) and the well-known astronomical objects, which propagate with velocities greater than the velocity of light,
involve no physics incompatible with the theory of special relativity. The superluminal velocities, if they do really
exist, are attributed rather to the physical properties of the unit-field like material mediums than the empty space
(vacuum) of the Einstein special relativity. It is also shown that the positive or negative gradient of the cross-
correlation energy does mediate the attractive or repulsive forces, respectively. These forces could be connected
with the all-known classical and quantum fields, for instance, with the gravitational and Coulomb fields. In the
present model, the physical mechanism behind the Bose-Einstein statistics, Fermi-Dirac statistics and Pauli exclusion



principle is attributed to the attractive and repulsive forces associating with the subtractive and additive interference
(cross-correlation) of the real unit-waves (bosons or fermions) of the matter. To this end, the model shows a key
role of the interference-induced cross-correlation energy in several basic coherent quantum phenomena, such as the
Bose-Einstein condensation, super-radiation, Bosenova effect, superfluidity, superconductivity, supermagnetism, and
quantum anomalous and fractional Hall effects.

Part I of the present study is organized as follows. Section (1) provides an introduction to the problem associated
with violation of the energy conservation by the cross-correlation energy in the classical and quantum physics under
the pure additive or subtractive interference. The solution of the problem by the Copenhagen-Dirac interpretation of
quantum interference, which forbids both the existence of interference between particles and the interference induced
cross-correlation energy, is discussed. Motivation of the introduction of the interference between particles (bodies) and
the respective cross-correlation energy into classical physics, quantum mechanics and particle field theory is presented.
In Sec. (2), the energy conservation in the classical and quantum fields under the interference of fields is considered
in the context of Noether’s theorem |20, 21]. The Dirac interpretation of violation of the energy conservation under
quantum interference is reanalyzed by taking into account the energy spent on the creation of the conditions of
pure additive or subtractive interference. The Hamiltonians describing the energy induced by the cross-correlation
(interference) in the basic classical and quantum fields are derived. The influence of the cross-correlation energy on
the basic physical properties of boson and fermion fields is demonstrated. The energy, mass, charge, and momentum
of the interfering fields are calculated. It is shown that the gradient of the cross-correlation energy induces the
forces that could be attributed to all known fields, for instance, to the gravitational or Coulomb fields [Sec. (3)].
The conditions of pure constructive or destructive interference of classical and quantum fields are found by using
the derived Hamiltonians in Sec. (4). The first-order and higher order coherence (interference) and the respective
cross-correlation energies are discussed. In Sec. (5), the influence of the cross-correlation energy on the basic coherent
properties of boson and fermion fields is demonstrated. The section shows a key role of the cross-correlation energy
in several basic coherent physical phenomena, such as Bose-Einstein condensation, super-radiation, Bosenova effect,
superfluidity, superconductivity, supermagnetism, and quantum anomalous and fractional Hall effects. The traditional
approach of insertion of the interference and cross-correlation energy of particles into the many-particle models of the
canonical quantum mechanics and particle field theory, which strictly forbid the existence of the interference (cross-
correlation) between particles, is illustrated in Sec. 6 by analyzing the traditional consideration of a many-particle
quantum system. The summary and conclusions are presented in Sec. (7). In order to make the interference between
particles and the respective cross-correlation energy understandable not only to experts in the research field, the model
concepts are analyzed and reanalyzed in many philosophic, mathematical and physical details in the context of each
section of Secs. (1)-(7).

2. CROSS-CORRELATION ENERGY IN BOSON AND FERMION FIELDS

The energy conservation law states that the field energy can be converted from one form to another, but it cannot
be created or destroyed. The energy conservation is a mathematical consequence of the shift symmetry of time. More
abstractly, energy is a generator of continuous time-shift symmetry of the physical system under study. When a
physical system has a time-shift symmetry, Noether’s theorem [20] implies the existence of a conserved current. The
thing that ”flows” in the current is the energy, the energy is the generator of the symmetry group [20,121]. In the modern
physics, the quantum fields are modelled by using simultaneously the energy conservation law and the Copenhagen-
Dirac postulate of “interference-less”, self-interfering particles [12-19]. According to the traditional quantum field
theory based on the postulate (interpretation) there is only one global (fundamental) spatially-infinite field of the
particles of a specific (particular) kind, which must satisfy both the energy conservation and the ”interference-less”
properties of the self-interfering particles. The particle is created or destroyed by interaction of the field with the
fundamental (global) field of another kind. For an example, photons of the electromagnetic field are created or
destroyed by interaction of the infinite electromagnetic field with the infinite field of electrons. When the fields satisfy
the shift symmetry of time, the energy and number of particles are conserved. The interaction of fields results just
into redistribution of the energy and number of particles in the space and time. The phenomenon of redistribution of
the field energy (intensity) by the interaction of quantum fields is quit similar to the redistribution of the field energy
(intensity) under the ordinary interference of classical fields. Therefore, the interaction of fields can be considered,
at least formally, as the interference of fields. Under the canonical quantum interference, however, each particle
interferes only with itself. The interference (cross-correlation) between two different particles never occurs. Thus in
the modern physics, which is based on the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of “interference-less”, self-interfering particles,
the interaction of particles is not attributed to the interference and the respective cross-correlation energy of classical or



quantum fields. In addition, the boundaries located infinitely far from any spacetime point in the traditional quantum
field theory do affect the field energy in this point instantaneously. In other words, movement of the boundaries located
infinitely far from the space point does modulate the field in this point with zero time-delay, which is associated with
infinite velocity of the signal propagation. If an ensemble of the interacting fields does not satisfy the shift symmetry
of time, then the system does not conserve the total energy and number of particles.

In contrast to the traditional approach, the present model suggests existence of an arbitrary number of the finite
fields of particular (specific) kinds, for instance, the beams of photons or electrons. The spatially and temporally finite
(quantum or classical) fields can interfere (cross-correlate) with each other and/or with the finite fields of another
kind. For instance, the electron fields can interfere with each other, as well as with the photon fields. The interference
between particles does increase or decrease not only the local density of particles, but at the pure additive or subtractive
interference creates or destroys the total field energy and number of particles by the cross-correlation. The phenomenon
of redistribution of the field energy (intensity) by the interaction of classical or quantum fields is considered as the
interference of the classical or quantum fields. In the present model, the classical and quantum fields of elementary
particles are considered as a superposition of the unit-fields associated with these particles. The material unit-field
(unit-wave) associated with a particle, in contrast to the non-material wave of probability or operators in quantum
mechanics or particle field theory, is a real, finite unit-wave (unit-field) of the mass-energy. Under the interference, each
particle (unit-wave) can interfere with itself (quantum interference). However, unlike in the canonical quantum models,
the unit-fields (particles) could interfere (interact) also with each other (classical interference). Thus the attractive
or repulsive forces associated with interaction of the particles are associated simultaneously with the classical and
quantum interference (cross-correlations) of the interfering (interacting) classical or quantum unit-fields. In other
words, the positive or negative gradient of the field cross-correlation energy does induce the attractive or repulsive
forces that redistribute the field energy (intensity). For both the classical and quantum waves (fields), the two-times
increase of the wave amplitude does increase the wave energy in four times and the wave with zero amplitude has
zero energy. In the frame of such an approach, the quantum and classical treatments of the fields are in agreement
with each other for an arbitrary number of particles. It should be stressed that the physical system of the interfering
(interacting) fields includes not only the interfering fields, but also the environment (material boundaries) that could
provide the pure constructive or destructive interference. In other words, the fields and unit-fields (particles) do
interfere and interact not only with each other, but also with the particles of boundaries of the physical system.
Although the field energy is changed under the pure constructive or destructive interference of the fields (waves), the
total energy of the physical system is conserved. The pure additive or subtractive interference is provided by the
”additional” energy, which should be added or subtracted from the physical system of interfering fields before the
interference of fields with each other. In such a case, the physical system of the interfering (interacting) fields does not
obey the shift symmetry of time. Therefore, the energy nonconservation associated with the cross-correlation energy
does not contradict the Noether theorem. The energy conservation of the total physical system is provided rather by
the exchange of the field energy with the environment (usually, particles of material boundaries) than by the shift
symmetry of time. In contrast to the pure additive or subtractive interference, the creation of conditions of the normal
(not pure constructive or destructive) interference does not require the additional energy. The normal interference is
a reversible process. The energy conservation of the total physical system under the normal interference is provided
by the shift symmetry of time in the system. Although the cross-correlation (interference) of fields is relevant to the
uncertainty of momentum and energy of a particle, the uncertainty associated with the cross-correlation should not
be confused with the uncertainty attributing to the uncertainty principle [22, [23]. In quantum mechanics, the non-
commutation of the momentum operator with the coordinate operator results into the Heisenberg position-momentum
uncertainty, which means it is impossible to determine simultaneously both the position and momentum of a particle
with any great degree of accuracy or certainty. The lack of commutation of the time derivative operator with the
time operator itself mathematically results into an uncertainty principle for time and energy: the longer the period
of time, the more precisely energy can be defined. The problem will be analyzed later [see, Sec. (4.2.)] in details by
using the Hamiltonians that include the cross-correlation energy.

2.1. Boson scalar fields
2.1.1. Boson scalar fields without the cross-correlation
The interference-induced cross-correlation energy of classical and quantum electromagnetic fields has been recently

introduced and preliminary investigated in Refs. [24](a-c). With the objective of deriving the Hamiltonians that take
into account the interference, cross-correlation and cross-correlation energy of particles in other boson and fermion



fields under classical or quantum interference, let me begin the analysis with the conventional consideration [12-19]
of an infinite boson scalar (spin s = 0) field ¢ (r, t), which is described by the Lagrangian density £ = (9,¢*)(0") —
m?2*1). The dynamics of the field is determined by the Euler-Lagrange equation of motion, which yields the well-
known Klein-Gordon-Fock equation for the complex field ¢. The present study follows the theoretical formulation
and notations of Refs. [12] and [14], which use the natural units i = ¢ = 1. Due to the spacetime shift symmetry, the
field ¢ obeys the conservation laws for the energy and momentum. The Lagrangian density is invariant under the
U(1) local gauge transformation (1) — ¢’ = €!®1)) given rise to the conserved current. The continuity equation for
the 4-vector of the Noether current density j, = m(¥*(0,¢) — (0,9*)¥) yields the conservation of the field charge
(mass) @ = [jod®z. The canonical, non-quantum Hamiltonian of the system is given by

H:/O hd®z, (1)

where
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is the Hamiltonian density. The second quantization of the field is performed by the multimode expansion of the fields

1 and 9* and the subsequent replacement of the fields by the respective multimode field operators z/AJ and 1&T:
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where e = wi = (k? +m?)/2 is the Planck-Einstein particle energy; dL, i, BL, and by are respectively the creation
and destruction operators for the particles (bosons) and antiparticles (antibosons) inside the infinite volume V. The
operators satisfy the canonical commutation relations [a, , dLm] = [I;kn , I;Em] = dpm for the bosons and antibosons; the
other operator pairs commute. Here, §,,, is the Kronecker symbol. Equations ({l)-(@) yielded the canonical quantum
Hamiltonian

=" Wi+ Ny +1/2+1/2) (5)
k

corresponding the quantum field energy ¢ = (7—Al>, where N = dek and Ny = ISLI;k are the number operators for
the particles and antiparticles, respectively. According to the traditional correspondence principle, the quantum and
classical treatments must be in agreement for a very large number of particles. The quantum field energy ¢ = (7—2}
is equal to the classical field energy ¢ = H for the very large number of particles: ¢ = (H) = H if (Vi) >> 1/2 and
(Ny) >>1/2.

The above-presented, canonical model of boson fields may be summarized and interpreted as follows. In the model,
unlike in canonical quantum mechanics, position is not an observable, and thus, one does not need the concept of a
position-space probability density. The resonator-like boundaries are located infinitely far from any spacetime point.
The wave-functions (resonator modes) ¥ (r) of the quantum mechanical system, in the non-operator or operator
form, do not have a probabilistic interpretation in position space. The quantum mechanical system is considered as
an infinite quantum field inside the infinite resonator. The field elementary degrees of freedom are the occupation
numbers, and each occupation number is indexed by a vector number k, indicating which of the single-particle states
it refers to. The properties of this global field are explored by defining creation and annihilation quantum operators
with the canonical commutation relations imposed, which add and subtract particles. The field is considered as a set
of degrees of freedom indexed by position, where the second quantization indexes the infinite field by enumerating the
single-particle quantum states. Mathematically, the second quantization of the global (infinite) non-quantum field is
performed by replacing the field by the respective field operator. In other words, the real multimode field is replaced
by the multimode field of operators. The classical (Il) and quantum (Bl Hamiltonians are invariant under the U(1)
local gauge transformation (¢ — 9} = e“®<¢by). The U(1) gauge symmetry of the classical Hamiltonian (), which
is provided by the orthogonality of wave-functions (the resonator modes are orthogonal to each other in the Hilbert
space), gives rise to the interference-less behavior of the wave-functions and the independence of the Hamiltonian on the



phases ax. Each boson or antiboson interferes (interacts) only with itself due to the canonical commutation relations
[dkn,d;&m] = [l;kn,l;,im] = Opm (the other operator pairs commute), which have been constructed to satisfy the U(1)
gauge symmetry of the quantum Hamiltonian (Bl). Although the strict interference-less behaviour of the n-th and m-th
particles could be attributed to the commutation relations and/or the orthogonality of the wave-functions (the n-th and
m-th resonator modes), the Hamiltonian symmetry also could be considered as a reason providing the interference-less
behaviour of the particles. In order to control the absence of both the interference between particles and the respective
cross-correlation energy, the field Hamiltonians have been engineered by using the U(1) gauge symmetry. In other
words, the interference, cross-correlation and interaction between two different bosons or antibosons never occurs,
in agreement with the Copenhagen-Dirac (canonical) interpretation of quantum interference, due to the U(1) gauge
symmetry of the mathematically constructed Hamiltonians. In accord with the canonical quantum interference, a
particle (wave-function, resonator mode) interferes only with itself. Thus, for instance, the boson and antiboson could
not, annihilate each other due to the gauge symmetry. Both the boson and antiboson have the positive energy-mass
ex = (kK2 +m?)'/2, or more precisely, e = (k? + m?)'/2(1 +1/2) [see, Eq. ()]. Notice, the positive energy-mass
ex = (k? + m?)1/2 of the antiboson is different from the negative energy-mass e = —(k? + m?)'/2 of the Dirac
antiparticle. Although both the antiparticle with positive energy-mass and the antiparticle having negative energy-
mass do satisfy the Einstein energy-mass relation si = k2 4+ m?, the only negative energy-mass of an antiparticle
provides physical annihilation of the positive energy-mass particle in the traditional quantum field models. Indeed,
in the Dirac model of electrons and positrons, which is based on the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate, the antiparticle
(positron) corresponds to the negative-energy solution of the Dirac equation. The physical interpretation of the
negative energy (mass) of antiparticles remains up to now one of the unsolved problems of traditional quantum field
theories.

In the above-presented model of the boson field theory, one should not confuse the wave (field) of operators with
the wave of probability associated with the wave-function of a boson in the canonical interpretation of quantum
mechanics. The fields corresponding the field operators []) and () are not attributed to the probability amplitude of
the wave of probability associated with the wave-function of the boson or antiboson. Unlike in quantum mechanics,
the generally accepted wave-function of a boson (antiboson) associated with the probability amplitude does not exist
up to now. The properties of bosons in the boson field theory may be attributed rather to the properties of a
wave of operators than the wave of probability of quantum mechanics. The Copenhagen (traditional) interpretation
(philosophy) of the de Broglie wave associated with a boson (antiboson) as the wave of probability presents a more
or less intuitively transparent background for the physical interpretation of quantum mechanics. Unfortunately, the
physical interpretation of the wave (field) of operators in the boson field theory has not been presented up to now.
Indeed, in any physical interpretation, an operator should be considered rather as a pure mathematical object than a
real physical substance. It could be mentioned again in this regard that the canonical interpretation of the de Broglie
wave using the pure mathematical object (probability) does not solve really the problem of physical interpretation of
quantum mechanics. The wave of probability is also rather a pure mathematical object than a real physical matter.
Notice, the dynamics of the above-considered infinite field of scalar bosons is determined by the Euler-Lagrange
equation of motion in the Klein-Gordon-Fock form. Unlike in the traditional interpretation of the Klein-Gordon-Fock
infinite field of bosons by the quantum field theory, the Klein-Gordon-Fock equation was originally formulated and
interpreted by the authors as a single-particle equation analogous to the Schrodinger equation. In the traditional
quantum field theory, the resonator-like boundaries located infinitely far from any spacetime point of the infinite
resonator do affect the global field and the field energy at this point instantaneously. Movement of the boundaries
located infinitely far from a space point does change the resonator modes and modulate the field at this point with zero
time-delay, which is associated with infinite velocity of the signal propagation. The infinite velocities of the signals
in the resonator, which has never been interpreted physically, is incompatible with the Einstein theory of special
relativity. Also note that the numbers of particles 1 and 1/2 in the expression e = (k? +m?)Y/2(1 4+ 1/2) [Eq. [@))]
could be associated respectively with the whole particle (boson or anti-boson) and the half of the particle. Although
the half-particles have never been observed experimentally, the energy e = (k? + m2)1/ 2(1/2) of such half-particles
in the quantum field theory is usually interpreted as the vacuum energy.

2.1.2. Boson scalar non-quantum and quantum fields with the cross-correlation

Let me now suggest the existence of an arbitrary number N of the finite boson scalar fields ,(r,t). These
spatially and temporally finite fields (beams), unlike in the quantum mechanics and particle field theory based on
the traditional interpretation of quantum interference, could interfere with each other. The model should include
not only the increase or decrease of the local density of the energy and number of particles by the interference



(cross-correlation) of the interfering (interacting) fields, but at the pure additive or subtractive interference should
take into account the creation or destruction of the energy and number of particles. The dynamics of the field
Y(r,t) = Eﬁle ¥ (1, t) of the interfering fields v, (r,t) is determined by the Euler-Lagrange equation of motion with
the initial and boundary conditions imposed. The second quantization of these ”non-quantum” fields, the replacement
of the fields by the fields of operators, will be presented in the next subsection. For the sake of simplicity, the formulas
in the present study are presented for the discrete number of fields. One can easily rewrite the formulas for the
continuous spectra by integrating the number density. The generalization of the canonical non-quantum Hamiltonian
(@) for the superposition ¥(r,t) = Efj:l Yn(r, t) of the interfering fields v, (r,t) yields

0o N N2-N
’H:/ hd®z = Hun+ Y Hum, (6)
0 n=1

n#m
where
7_[nfn :/ hnmdSIa (7)
0
and
Rpm = ot ot + V‘/)n Vd}m + mnwnmmd}m- (8)

It could be mentioned that such a generalization, in fact, is the direct generalization of the Einstein famous energy-
mass relation €2 = k2 + m? for the particles (bodies), which interfere with each other. For more details see Part II
of the present study. Notice, the Hamiltonian density h is not invariant under the U(1) local gauge transformation
(thn, — YL, = e™nah,) given rise to the interference between the non-quantum finite fields 1, (r,t) = ¢, (r,t)e’*" and
Ym(r,t) = G (r,t)e’m and the dependence of the Hamiltonian on the phases o, and a,,. In the present model of
unified fields and interactions, the classical and quantum treatments must be in agreement not only for a very large
number of particles. This general correspondence principle could be considered as a generalization of the traditional
correspondence principle of quantum physics. In contrast to the canonical model considered in Sec. 2.1.1. and in
agreement with the general correspondence principle, the field energy in the present model is determined by the
relation € = <7:[> = H for the classical and quantum fields with an arbitrary number of particles. The term H,, is
associated with the canonical energy of the single field ¢, (r, ). In the terms of the present model, the Hamiltonian
Hpn describes the correlation (interference) of the finite field 1, (r,t) with itself. In the limit of the infinite field
Yn(r,t), the self-correlation energy H,, could be interpreted as the Hamiltonian (self-energy) of the single mode of
the global (infinite) field, which is used in particle field theory before the second quantization of this (non-quantum)
field. The cross-correlation energy H,.,, which does not exist in quantum mechanics and particle field theory [12-19],
is attributed to the interference (cross-correlation) of the finite fields ¢y, (r,¢) with ¢, (r,¢). It will be shown later
[see, Sec. (6)] that the cross-correlation energy H, in the limit of the infinite fields 1, (r,t) and ¥, (r,t) can be
interpreted (remember that the cross-correlation energy associated with the ordinary interference does not exist in
quantum mechanics and particle field theory) as the energy of interaction of the resonator modes of the infinite (global)
field in particle field theory. The Hamiltonian () describes the interference of the boson fields, ¥, (r,t) = Y% (r,t).
If the field 1, (r,t) is composed from the boson field ¥ (r,¢) and the antiboson field 12%(r,t), then the Hamiltonian
is described by Eqs. (6)-(8), where t,(r,t) = ¢b(r,t) + ¢2(r,t) and ¥ (r,t) = ¥:0(r,t) + ;% (r,t). In the case
of Y (r,t) = —(r,t) and ¥2b(r,t) = —1*%(r,t), the superposition of the fields results into their annihilation. It
should be noted that the energy conservation of the total physical system under the annihilation is provided rather
by the exchange of the energy with the environment (boundaries or other fields) than by the shift symmetry of time.

We now consider the Hamiltonian (6) of the interfering fields ), (r,t) and ¢y, (r,t) in more details. At the time
moment ¢ the finite fields ¢, (r, t) and 1, (r, t) occupy respectively the finite volumes V;, and V,,,. The cross-correlation
energy Hpm vanishes, Hpm = HopmOnm, if the fields ¢, (r,t) and ., (r,t) do not overlap (interfere) with each other.
Here, d,.,, is the Kronecker delta. Notice, the infinite fields occupying the infinite volume are overlapped in the whole
space. In such a case, the field energy always includes both the canonical energies H,, of the single fields v, (r, t)
and the cross-correlation energies H,,, associated with the ordinary interference (cross-correlation) between the fields
Yn(r,t) and ¥,,(r,t). In contrast to the infinite fields, the ordinary interference of the finite fields (beams) requires
the creation of the interference conditions. In order to interfere, the finite fields 1), (r,t) and ¢,,(r,t) or their parts
have to occupy (share) the same volume V,,,,, = V,, = V;,, at the same time moment t,,,, = t,, = t,,,. The total energy
‘H at the moment %, is calculated by integrating the Hamiltonian density % in the infinite volume. The Hamiltonian



contains the canonical energy of the single fields 1, (r,t) occupying the volumes V,, and the cross-correlation energy
of the fields overlapped in the volume V,,,,, at the time t,,,:

H = Z / B + Z / R d . (9)

nim nm

According to Eq. (@), the canonical self-energies H,y, of the fields 1, (r,t) are permanent (constant) in the time,
while the cross-correlation energy .., depends on the time moment of the overlapping (interference) of the finite

fields 9 (r,t) with ¢y, (r,t): H(t) = Zn 1 Hon + Zm&m Hym(t). The difference AH(t) = H(t) — 27]:,:1 Hon =
2
ZN N m (t) between the generalized energy (@) and the canonical energy Efj:l Hnn logically to call the cross-

co;lr?zyl?ztion energy or the defect of energy-mass. Notice, the boundaries located infinitely far from the finite field,
unlike in the case of an infinite field of particles in quantum field theory, do not affect the field and energy. In other
words, movement of the boundaries located infinitely far in the transverse or longitudinal direction from the finite
field (beam) could not modulate this field. One should not confuse vanishing the cross-correlation energy H,, by
non-overlapping the finite fields v, (r,t) and t,,(r,t) with the case of the ”orthonormal” fields, which satisfy the
well-known condition fvnmq/}:;(r)djm (r)d3x = Gpm of the orthonormality in the Hilbert space. The orthonormal fields
do overlap, but the cross-correlation integrals (7)) are equal to zero due to the orthonormality, H.m = HumOnm-
Among the orthonormal fields that satisfy the Euler-Lagrange equation of motion with the initial and boundary
conditions imposed one could mention the transverse and longitudinal (stationary or transient [24](d)) modes, the
Fourier decomposition terms (time harmonic plane-waves with different spatial and/or temporal frequencies), and
other eigensolutions.

The above-considered boson fields can exist in the form of the waves, as well as the static (time-independent) fields.
Let me first consider the wave-like fields. The configuration and dynamics of the wave-like field are determined by
the Euler-Lagrange equation of motion with the initial and boundary conditions imposed. The simplest solution of
the equation for the finite wave 1, (r,t), which is located infinitely far from the boundaries, is the time-harmonic
(stationary) wave

U (r,t) = ae”Enteilknr—an), (10)

Notice, &, = w,, in the natural units. Other solutions of the Euler-Lagrange equation are considered in Part IT of the
present study. In the initial time moment ¢t = ¢,, = 0, the field ¢, (r,t) occupies the finite volume V;,. The spatial
distribution of the field in this volume is given by

U (r) = anelknr=on), (11)

where «, is the wave phase. At the time moment ¢ = t,,, # 0, the Hamiltonian H = Zn 1 Hon + Zn;ﬁm nm (t)
of the superposition ¥(r,t) = En:l Y, (r, t) of the cross-correlating fields i, (r,t) is given by Eq. (@):

N2
2y — Z/ 2 412 + m2laldie + Z / nem + Kk + M) aname (Senme=denmi=Ronm) g3, (19)

nim nm

where Ak, = k, — ki, Aepm = € — & and Aayym = a — . The first term of the right-hand side of Eq.
() does not take into account the cross-correlation phenomenon associated with the ordinary interference of the
fields ¢, (r,t). The term is associated with the field superposition ¥ (r,t) = Zﬁ;l ¥ (r,t), where each field ¥, (r, t)
correlates (interferes) only with itself. The total energy of the N correlation-free fields ), (r, t) is permanent [H # H ()]
and its value does not depend on the interference conditions:

N
H = Z%m =32 + K2+ m2]a2V. (13)
n=1
The Hamiltonian
Hipn = [5721 + ki + mi]aivn (14)

corresponds to the canonical Hamiltonian of the single field (interference-less resonator mode) ¢y, (r,t) in the tra-
ditional particle field theory (Sec. 2.1.1.). The second term of the right-hand side of Eq. (I2) plays a key role in
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description of the increase or decrease of the local density of the field energy under the interference. The positive

or negative cross-correlation energy Zg;;N Hnm(t) is responsible for the energy associated with the interference
(cross-correlation) between the waves iy, (r,t) and ¢y, (r,t) that can change the total energy of the interfering fields.
If the waves interfere only destructively in the common volume V,,,,, then the interference of waves completely de-
stroys the wave energy. The interference increases the wave energy if the waves interfere only constructively. The
energy of interfering waves can be increased or completely destroyed in an ensemble of the coherent waves by the
appropriate modification of the wave phases «,,. The pure additive or subtractive interference is provided by the
”additional” energy, which should be added or subtracted from the total physical system before the interference. In
such a case, the physical system does not obey the shift symmetry of time. Therefore, the energy nonconservation
associated with the cross-correlation energy does not contradict the Noether theorem. The energy conservation of the
total physical system is provided rather by the exchange of the energy with the environment (material boundaries or
external fields) than by the shift symmetry of time. The physical mechanism behind the cross-correlation energy in
the above-considered non-quantum boson fields is simply the phenomenon of classical (ordinary) interference.

Let me now suggest existence of a basic unit of the boson field, an indivisible unit-field vo(r, ¢) of the matter (mass-
energy), which could be associated with a boson (particle). The Hamiltonian of the field v, (r,t) = 25:1 Yon (1, 1),
which is the superposition of indivisible unit-fields 1o, (r,t), is given by Eqs. (@) and (@) with the Hamiltonian cross-
correlation density hy,, = %aﬁ% + Vg, - Vbom + Mntbl, MmWom. The concrete parameters (shape, spatial and
temporal distributions and phase) of the indivisible unit-field v, (r,t), which depend on the experimental conditions,
are determined by the Euler-Lagrange equation of motion with the initial and boundary conditions imposed. According
to the general correspondence principle, the energy Hi, = fooohlld3x of a boson unit-field ¥y (r, t) should be equal to

the Planck-Einstein particle energy g9 = wo = (k% + m3)'/? independently from the concrete form of this unit-field:

Hii = fom[aig % + Vg - Vabo + mobgmote]d®x = (k2 +m2)'/2. In the case of a free boson describing by the time-
harmonic unit-field (unit-wave) located infinitely far from the boundaries [see, Eqs. (I0) and [I4)], the correspondence
principle yields the boson energy

Hi = [ef + k3 +milagVo = [k§ + mi]'/2, (15)

which may be called the self-correlation energy, self-interference energy or simply self-energy. Then the boson unit-
wave (de Broglie’s wave) of the mass-energy associated with the particle is given by

wo(nt) _ aoe—iaotei(kor—a)7 (16)

where the amplitude ag = (2Vp[kZ + m3]*/2)=1/2 = (2Vpeo) /2 [see, Eqs. @) and @) for comparison of the field
amplitudes]. Remember, ey = wp in the natural units. It could be noted that other solutions of the Euler-Lagrange
equation determining the unit-field configuration to(r,t) are considered in Part IT of the present study. In the case
of the superposition 9 (r,t) = 21]:[:1 Yon(r,t) of the correlation-free unit-waves o, (r,t) = age’ote= (konr=an) " the
Hamiltonian H = 25:1 Hun is given by Eq. ([13):

H == NE(), (17)
where H # H(t). The number of the interference-free unit-waves, which is a positive integer, is then given by
N =0 ', (18)

where N # N(t). For the N cross-correlating unit-waves o, (r,t) describing by the Hamiltonian H = H(t) =
2
S omt Hon + Yonen” Mo (1), Eq. ([2) yields

N N2-N
H= E €on + E / [e0nE0m + KonKom + M0nMom]aonaome ™ (AKonmr—Aconmt=Aanm) g8 (19)
VnW‘L

n=1 n#Em

The expression (9] could be considered as the direct generalization of the Planck-Einstein energy e = wo = (k3 +
m%)l/ 2 for the N interfering particles (bodies). The generalized energy of the body composed from the N interfering

bodies (particles) is given by the energy H # N(kZ 4+ m3)'/2. The difference AH(t) = ZQZ;RN V... [Eongom +
KonKom + M0nM0om ]| a0naom2c0s(AKopmt — Aconmt — Actm )d>x between the generalized energy (I9) and the Planck-

Einstein self-correlation energy 27]:’:1 €on 1s the cross-correlation energy (defect of energy-mass) of the interfering
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particles (unit-fields). Notice, the energy-mass defect (cross-correlation energy-mass), which depends on the unit-field
phases a,, and «,,, can be positive or negative. The sign depends on the interference conditions determining by the
values Akgpmr — Agonmt — Aauym,. In the case of a single particle (N = 1), the generalized energy ([I9) is equal
to the Planck-Einstein energy H = ¢¢ of the particle. The energy ([9) of a body composed from the N incoherent
unit-waves (particles) has the conventional value H = Neg. In other words, the conventional (Planck-Einstein) energy-
mass is the pure incoherent energy-mass, while the generalized energy ([9) includes the additional energy, namely
the coherent cross-correlation energy-mass (energy-mass defect). That is a difference between the conventional and
generalized energy-masses. It should be stressed that the physical mechanism behind the cross-correlation energy-mass
in Eq. (@) is the interference between particles (unit-fields). In the case of Vi, = Vo = Vb, mon = mom = mo,
ko, = kom = ko and €, = €0im = €0, Eq. ([[9) is given by

H = NEQ, (20)
where
N2-N .
N=N+ > edomn (21)
n#Em

is the effective number A of the interfering unit-waves (particles), which depends on the interference conditions
determining by the phases differences Aciy,y,; the effective number N can be a non-integer, for instance, fractional

2 .
number bigger or smaller than one. The respective defect energy (mass) is given by AH = ¢g Zf:’ i;lN eAamn - One
can easily demonstrate that the energy of the cross-correlating unit-waves

0 <H < N, (22)
and the respective effective number of the unit-waves
0<N < N2 (23)

For instance, Eqs. (20) and (21 yielded the energy H = N2¢( and the effective number N' = N? for the pure additive
interference (Aayy, = 0). The pure subtractive interference results into annihilation of the unit-waves and energy.
The annihilation takes place if the pairs of unit-waves satisfy the phase condition a,, — o, = 7. The annihilation
P8 (r,t) + 982 (r,t) = 0 of the pairs of unit-waves can be represented as the pure subtractive interference of the boson
unit-fields

wgn(n t) _ aoefisgtei(kgrfan) (24)
with the antiboson unit-fields
b —igqt i(korfan)e:i:iﬂ'. (25)

Gn(r,t) = ape e

In the case of Ny = Ngj, the pure subtractive interference of the boson field

Ny
P, t) = v, (r,t) (26)
n=1
with the antiboson field
Nab
P (e t) = Ugh(r, ), (27)
n=1

results into annihilation of the fields and energy. It should be stressed again that the energy conservation of the total
physical system under the annihilation is provided rather by the exchange of the energy with the environment (for
instance, boundaries or other fields) than by the shift symmetry of time. The unit-waves do annihilate only partially
if &, — iy, = £ £ 0, where [6| < 7. In order to provide the annihilation of a boson unit-wave with an antiboson
unit-wave for the arbitrary wave-number (momentum) vectors and phases, the waves should satisfy the annihilation
condition

Vo (r, t; kY, ap) + 58 (v, keP, agp) = 0 (28)
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independently from the values of the wave momentum (wave-number) vectors and phases. In such a case, the antiboson
unit-field is the true antiparticle unit-field, which cannot be obtained by the phase shift of the boson field. In the case
of k§ = kg’ = 0 and ap = ap, = 0, however, the massive (mg # 0) fields only satisfy the condition (Z8). Therefore, the
mass-less fields do not have the true antiparticle unit-fields (antiparticles). According to Egs. (6) and (28], the energy
H = 0 of the annihilated boson-antiboson pair can be presented as the sum H. P +HS55 ™+ (= H5 )+ (—HS ™) = 0 of
the positive boson-boson self-correlation energy ’Hll’fb, the positive antiboson—antlboson self—correlatlon energy H;S*“b,
the negative boson-antiboson cross-correlation energy (— ’Hb “b) and the negative antiboson-boson cross-correlation
energy (—H327%). That means the energies of both the boson and antiboson unit-fields (bosons and antibosons)
are always positive. The negative signs of the boson-antiboson and antiboson-boson cross-correlation energies do
reflect just a fact of the destructive interference (cross correlation) of the boson and antiboson unit-waves. Notice,
the positive sign of the energy-mass g9 = (k3 +m )1/ 2 of the antiboson is different from the negative sign of the
energy-mass €9 = —(kZ 4+ m2)'/? of the Dirac antiparticle satisfying the Einstein condition €3 = [~ (k3 + m3)'/?]%.
The above-described model can be applied for other physical parameters of the cross-correlating unit-waves (fields)

Yon(r,t). For instance, the momentum P of the field ¢(r,t) = Zﬁ;l ton(r, 1) is given by

P = Ple;, (29)
where
ZP:m+ Z P (30)
n#m
Prm = / Phmd’, (31)
0
and
i O0Yg, 0o Oon O,
Prm = =75 gy ot o (32)

Here, p¢,, is the momentum density, which takes into account the cross-correlation of the unit-fields g, (r,t). The
equation (B0) yields

N N?
= Kb+ Z / [E0nkbm + Comkin]aonaome ™ (Akenm = Aommt=Bnm) iy, (33)

n=1 n#m

1/2 -1/2

where ag, = (2Voneon) * and agm = (2Vomeom) If the values Vo, = Vo = Vo, mon = mom = mo and
ko, = kom = ko (respectively, €o,, = o = €0), then Eq. [29) is given by

P = Nk, (34)

where N is the effective number (2I)) of the unit-waves. Notice, the angular momentum L of the interfering unit-fields
can be found by the similar generalization of the angular momentum L = r x P or the relativistic angular momentum
tensor L"™ = > (z"p™ — 2™p"). The generalized rest mass M (0 < M < N2my) of the system, which is determined
by Eq. 20) with kg — 0, is given by

M = Nmy, (35)

where mg = 9. Indeed, for g = (k3 + m2)'/? and kg — 0, the energy g — mg. The expression (BH) could be
considered as a generalization of the Einstein energy-mass relation ¢ = mc? (¢ = m in the natural units) for the N
interfering particles (bodies). The generalized rest mass of the body composed from the N interfering bodies (particles)
is given by the mass M # Nmyg. The difference AM = (N — N)my between the generalized rest mass (B3] and the
conventional (Newton-Einstein) rest mass Nmg logically to call the cross-correlation rest mass or the rest-mass defect.
In the case of a single particle (N = 1), the generalized rest mass ([B3]) is equal to the Newton-Einstein rest mass M =
myg of the particle. The generalized rest mass [B5]) of a body composed from the N incoherent unit-waves (particles)
has the conventional value M = Nmy. It should be stressed, in this regard, that the cross-correlation (coherent)
mass does not exist in the Newton and Einstein mechanics. In astrophysics and cosmology, the invisible mass is
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usually called the ”"dark” mass. In order to account for the well-known discrepancies between measurements based
on the mass of the visible matter in astronomy and cosmology and definitions of the mass made through dynamical
or general relativistic means, the present model does not need in hypothesizing the existence of ”dark” mass. In the
present model, the ”dark” cosmological mass as well as the well-known spiral cosmological structures are associated
with the cross-correlation (coherent) energy-mass of the moving cosmological objects. Note that the generalized mass
M = 0 of an annihilated boson-antiboson pair can be presented as the sum of the positive boson-boson self-correlation

mass MY7? = mf = myg, the positive antiboson-antiboson self-correlation mass M35~ = mg® = my, the negative
boson-antiboson cross-correlation mass (—M4;%) = —(m§)/?(mg*)}/? = —my and the negative antiboson-boson
. b—b
cross-correlation mass (— M3 7") = (mgb)1/2(m8)1/2 = —my:
M= MiT" + M=% + (=M ) + (M5 ") = 0. (36)

That means the masses of both the boson and antiboson unit-fields (bosons and antibosons) are always positive.
The negative signs of the boson-antiboson and antiboson-boson cross-correlation masses do reflect just a fact of the
destructive interference (cross-correlation) of the boson and antiboson unit-waves [see, the comments to Eq. (28)]. It
should be stressed again that the positive sign of the rest mass (energy €9 = myg) of the antibosons in the present
model is different from the negative sign of the rest mass (energy ey = —(m2)'/2) of the Dirac antiparticle. If the
unit-charge qo is associated with the mass mg of the unit-wave g, (r,t) [see comments to Eq. (I23), Eq. (I24) and
Figs. (5)-(8)], then the effective charge Q of the cross-correlating unit-fields is given by

Q = Ny, (37)

where 0 < Q < N2gq. Similarly, if the magnetic moment fiy is associated with the mass mg of the unit-wave g, (r),
then the effective magnetic moment M of the cross-correlating unit-fields is given by

M = N (38)

with 0 < M < N%m. In the case of the pure subtractive interference of the boson field ([26) with the antiboson field
@), the effective charge is given by the sum of the positive charge of the boson field with the negative charge of the
antiboson field:

Q = Mo + Nav(—qo). (39)

Although the charge and the charge-associated parameters of the particle (boson or antiboson) have been formally
introduced [see, Eqs. (BZ)-(39)] into the scalar boson model, the existence or nonexistence of the boson and an-
tiboson charges is determined rather by the empirical data than the model. In other words, the introduction or
non-introduction of the charges into the model should correspond to the experimental observations of the nature of
concrete field.

The basic properties of the interfering particles (unit-waves) of the above-presented model can be summarized
as follows. The unit-fields of the present model are not the point particles and waves (particle-wave dualism) of
quantum mechanics or the point particles of quantum field theory. The unit-fields have simultaneously the properties
of the point particles and waves of quantum mechanics, the point particles of quantum field theory, as well as the
properties of the 3-dimensional (in space) waves of theory of classical fields. The Hamiltonian of the superposition of
indivisible material unit-waves 1o, (r, t) is given by Eqgs. (6) and (), with the Hamiltonian cross-correlation density

hpm = agg" aw"’" + Vg, - Vbom + Ml mmom. The exact form of the indivisible unit-field 1oy, (r, ), which
depends on the experimental conditions, is determined by the Euler-Lagrange equation of motion with the initial
and boundary conditions imposed. In the case of the boson fields composed from the time-harmonic finite unit-fields
located infinitely far from the boundaries, the above-derived number of unit-waves, magnetic moment, mass and
charge of the waves are equal to the respective values of the traditional particle field theory if the unit-fields are free
from the cross-correlation associated with the ordinary interference phenomenon. However, the calculated energy
g0 = wo = (kZ + m)'/? and momentum py = ko of the unit-wave (particle), which are equal to the Planck-Einstein
energy and momentum of the particle, are different from the canonical values eg = w4+ (1/2)wp and pg = ko+(1/2)kg
of traditional particle field theory. The positive energy-mass ¢g = (k3 + m )1/ 2 of antibosons in the present model
is different from the negative energy-mass g = —(k2 + mo)l/ 2 of the Dirac antiparticles satisfying the energy-mass
relation €3 = [—(kZ + m2)'/?]2. The energy and momentum of the empty vacuum, in agreement with the Einstein
and classical physics energies of the empty space, are equal to zero. In the present model, the dynamics of the finite
fields is determined by the Euler-Lagrange equation of motion with the initial and boundary conditions imposed. The
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physical parameters of the cross-correlating fields have been derived for the relativistic fields with the unit-field energy
g0 = (k2 +m2)/2. One can easily demonstrate that the physical parameters of the non-relativistic (ko — 0) fields
are described by Eqs. (6)-(39), where the unit-field energy is given by eg ~ (kZ/2mq) + mo. The absolute minimum
of energy of the unit-field in both the relativistic and non-relativistic cases is given by 7" = myo. Notice, the
aforementioned transition from the relativistic cross-correlating boson unit-fields to non-relativistic ones is somewhat
similar to the transition from the relativistic correlation-free spinor (electron) infinite field describing by the Dirac
equation of motion with the resonator-like boundary conditions to the non-relativistic correlation-free finite waves of
probabilities (finite wave-functions), whose dynamics is determined by the Schrédinger equation with the quantum
mechanical boundary conditions imposed. In this regard, one could mention that the Klein-Gordon-Fock equation
describing dynamics of the infinite boson field was originally formulated and interpreted by the authors as a single-
particle equation similar to the Schrodinger equation. It should be stressed again that the physical system of the
interfering boson-fields contains not only the interfering fields, but also the boundaries that may provide the pure
constructive or destructive interference. The energy of interfering fields is changed under the pure constructive or
destructive interference, however, the total energy of the physical system is conserved. The external energy, which
is added or subtracted from the interfering fields before the interference, insures the pure additive or subtractive
interference. Thus the physical system of interfering fields does not exhibit the shift symmetry of time. The energy
conservation of the physical system is provided rather by the irreversible exchange of the energy with the environment
(boundaries or other fields) than by the shift symmetry of time. Therefore, the energy nonconservation associated
with the cross-correlation energy is in agreement witht the Noether theorem. In contrast to the pure constructive or
destructive interference, the creation of conditions of the normal (not pure constructive or destructive) interference
of the boson fields does not require the additional energy from the environment. Indeed, the energy conservation of
the total physical system under the normal interference of the boson fields is provided by the shift symmetry of time
in such a system.

The above-described model of the boson unit-fields suggests the simple interpretations and explanations of the
quantum phenomena associated with the bosons. Indeed, the Copenhagen interpretation (philosophy) of the de Broglie
wave using the pure mathematical object (probability) does not solve really the problem of physical interpretation
of the quantum mechanics of bosons. In any physical interpretation, the wave of probability associated with the
boson would be rather a pure mathematical object than a real material substance. In the boson field theory, up to
now, it is not completely clear how to interpret physically the wave (field) of boson operators. The boson operator
is also rather a pure mathematical object than a real physical matter. The real finite-wave or real finite unit-wave
of the boson matter (mass-energy) described in Sec. 2.1.2 is not the wave of probability of quantum mechanics or
the wave of operators of the canonical particle field theory. The division of the "non-quantum” field ¢ of the boson
matter (mass-energy) into the indivisible ”non-quantum” unit-fields g, of the boson matter (mass-energy) [see, Egs.
[@@)-B9)], in fact, is the second quantization of the real, material boson field without the use of the non-material fields
of operators or probabilities. The second quantization performed by replacing the ”non-quantum” unit-fields of the
boson matter (mass-energy) by the non-material unit-fields of boson operators is presented in the next section.

Finally, it should be noted that the unified description of the interfering elementary particles (unit-fields) is given
in Part II of the present study, where the Hamiltonian Hj; of the massive (the rest mass mo # 0) particle is
associated with the unit-field energy squared (Hi1 = €3 = k3 + m2). Respectively, the Hamiltonian H of the
massive field composed from the N particles (unit-fields) is attributed to the total field-energy squared (H = &2 =

Zﬁ;l Hon+ Zﬁ;f Hpm). In such a case, the physical parameters of the interfering massive unit-fields are described
by the above-presented equations with 0 < & < Neg and 0 < A < N. In Part I of the present study, the Hamiltonian
H11 of the particle is associated with the unit-field energy Hi; = o = [k + m2]'/?, and the Hamiltonian H of
the field composed from the N particles having the non-zero rest mass is attributed to the total-energy H = ¢ =

25:1 Hon + ZNZ*N Hnm. The energy of the cross-correlating massive unit-fields is then given by 0 < H < NZ2gq

n#m

with the respective effective number 0 < A < N2 of the unit-fields.

2.1.3. Boson scalar quantum-fields of operators with the cross-correlation

According to the traditional field theory |4, [12-19], the second quantization of the non-quantum fields ¢ and ¢*,
which are free from the interference, cross-correlation and cross-correlation energy, is performed by replacing the fields
by the respective field operators 1& and z/AJT [see, Sec. (2.1.1.)]. T would apply this approach to the cross-correlating
”non-quantum” fields described in the previous section. The operator 1/30 of the unit-field

o(r,t) = age oot gilkor—a) (40)
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is given by
o = Gage’or i), (41)
and the operator @[AJS of the unit-field
Y (r,t) = agetoteikor—a) (42)
is given by
1/38 = afggeilkor—ia) (43)

where ag = (2Vpeo) /2 and g¢ = [kZ + m2]'/? [see, also Eqs. (@), @) and (I8)]. Notice, the field operators (@I)
and (@3)) are similar to the respective boson parts of the multimode operators (@) and (). According to the general

correspondence principle e = (H) = H for both the classical and quantum fields with an arbitrary number of particles.

Therefore the energy g = Hi1 = fooo[aébtg % + Vi - Vo + mutbimamibo]d3z of a single particle (a boson unit-field)
is given by

g0 =Hi = / ape " *or=(ata 4+ aat) /2)[e2 + k2 + m2]age!kor—) 3, (44)
Vo

or in the conventional (Dirac) notations

€0 = Hu1 = (o|Hua|to) = (1/H|1), (45)

where

H =cola'a+aal)/2 (46)

is the Hamiltonian operator of the quantum unit-field (boson) presented in the form, which does not depend on the
order of the operators @ and a'. Equation (@) yields the ”commutator like” relation (a'a+ aa')/2 = 1. One can use
also the equivalent non-symmetric operator

H = eoata, (47)

or

H = 60&5”, (48)

with the ”commutator like” relation a'a = aa’ = 1. Note that the energy of the quantum unit-field (boson) describing
by the operator equations ([@4)-(@g]) can be considered, in terms of the virtual processes (transitions) of the traditional
particle field theory, as the product of the virtual processes of the simultaneous creation and destruction of the unit-field
(boson) at the every time moment ¢. If a quantum unit-field (boson) is absent (1o (r) = tho(r) = 0-1ho(r) = 0-ho(r) = 0)
in the volume Vj, then the energy of the empty space associated with the absence of the boson in this volume is equal
to zero:

Hoo = / [0- ao]efi(kf’”fo‘)[(de +aa')/2)[ed + k2 +m2][0- ao]ei(kf’”fo‘)dgac =0 (49)
Vo

or in the Dirac notations
Hoo = (0 - Yo[Hool0 - 1) = 0 - (voo[Hoo|tbe) = (0[7]0) = 0. (50)

That also means the unit-wave (unit-field) with zero amplitude has zero energy. It should be stressed that the
quantum particle energy Hi; calculated by using the operator equation (@) is equal to the Planck-Einstein energy
g0 = wo = (k% + m%)l/ 2 of a single boson, as well as to the energy of the "non-quantum” unit-field describing by
the non-operator equation (I3). Remember that the division of the "non-quantum” field ¢ into the indivisible ”non-
quantum” unit-fields v, [see, Eqs. ([[H)-B9)], in fact, is the second quantization of the field without the use of the
field operators. Therefore, the energy of the ”non-quantum” unit-field describing by the non-operator equation (IH)),
in fact, is the quantum energy of the quantum unit-field (particle) in the field of operators. If the unit-field (boson)
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FIG. 1: (a) The particle (epart. = Hi11) and vacuum (€yqe. = Hoo) energies in the traditional quantum field theory. (b) The
particle (epart. = Hi11) and vacuum (€yqc. = Hoo) energies in the Planck and Einstein theories and the present model. Here,
g0 = wo = (k3 +m3)'/? is the Planck-Einstein particle energy.

is absent in the volume Vp, then the vacuum quantum energy (49), the Planck-Einstein energy of the empty volume,
and the "non-quantum” unit-field energy (I5)) of the empty space (zero-energy of a zero-amplitude unit-wave) are
equal to zero. In order to obtain the non-zero vacuum energy in the present model, one can impose the additional
condition for the operator pairs, namely the canonical commutation relation [a,a'] = 1 of quantum mechanics and
particle field theory. The use of this commutation relation in Eqs. (@) and {3) yields

(1[H[1) = e0 + (1/2)e0 (51)
and
(0[#[0) =0, (52)

respectively. The quantum energy (5II), which is equal to the canonical quantum energy of a single boson in particle
field theory [3, 4, [12-19], is different from the Planck-Einstein particle energy gg = wo = (k3 —i—m%)l/ 2 and the particle
energy (I3 of the ”non-quantum” unit-field (particle). The vacuum energy (E2) could be in artificial agreement with
the canonical quantum value (0[H[0) = /2 if the zero energy Hop = 0 determining by Eq. (@J) is assumed to
be equal to £0/2. Mathematically, that means the redefinition (0 - a # 0) of the canonical zero. Then the particle
energy (BI) can be presented in the form (1|#[1) = o 4 (1/2)eo = (1|H|1) + (0|#]0), which corresponds to the
particle energy of traditional quantum field theories. In such a case, the half of the boson energy (mass mg) remains
in the volume Vy when a boson leaves this volume. In other words, the half of the boson remains in the volume.
Furthermore, the infinite energy (mass) of the half-particles is accumulated in the volume Vj if the infinite number
of bosons leaves this volume. Although the canonical values (1|H|1) = o + (1/2)eo and (0|H|0) = (1/2)eo of the
particle field theory [3, |4, [12-19] can be obtained by the above-described artificial increase of the energies (@) and
3] on the value e0/2, I will not use this procedure. In the present model, the particle quantum energy ([44) is equal
to the Planck-Einstein particle energy g9 = wo = (k3 + mg)l/ 2 as well as to the particle energy (15) of the "non-
quantum” unit-field (particle), but is different from the canonical value of quantum field theory. The vacuum energy
Hoo = (0[Hoo|0) = 0 determining by Eq. (@J), which is the quantum energy of an empty volume, is in agreement with
the Planck-Einstein vacuum energy (Fig. 1). One should not confuse here the vacuum energy of the Einstein spacial
relativity and Newton mechanics having the ”straight” geometry of the spacetime field with that of the spacetime
"curve” geometry of the Einstein general relativity. The energies of the ”straight” space (absolute vacuum) of the
Einstein spacial relativity and Newton mechanics are equal to zero, while the energy of the Einstein ”curve” space
(non-absolute vacuum) has the non-zero value. Here, one should not confuse also the absolute minimum " = my
of the energy of the unit-field (particle) with the minimum of the canonical vacuum energy (0|#]0) = mq/2 connected
with the particle. It could be mentioned, in this regard, that the problem of negative energies of the antiparticles of
traditional quantum field theories will be discussed in the context of the present model at the end of Sec. (2.1.3).



17

We now consider the Hamiltonian operator of the superposition of quantum operator unit-fields. The operators of
the fields

t) = Z wOn (I‘, t) (53)

and
N
t) = Z Vo (x,1), (54)
n=1
which are the superpositions of the respective unit-fields o, (r,t) = agme "0te!&onr=an) and 4, (r)* =

agne’®ote " Konr—an) "are respectively given by the operators

N
)= dnag,eonrmen) (55)
n=1
and
R N
of =" afagneilonrmen), (56)
n=1

/2 In the case of the superposition v (r,t) = Zﬁ[ 1 ¢on(r t) of the unit-waves won( 1) =

agneEonteikonr—an) “which are free from the cross-correlation, the energy H = En 1 Hnn"'zn?ém nm = En 1 Hnn
determining by the ﬁeld operators is given by

where ag, = (2Voneo) ™

H= Z/ agne kot =) [(Gh 6, + anal)/2][e2, + K2, + mi]agne’ kot o) @3y = (N, (57)
Von

or in the conventional (Dirac) notations

N
H= (] Y Hunlt)) = (NJHIN) = &N. (58)
n=1
Here, the Hamiltonian operator
H=ceoN (59)
and the particle number operator
N = (afan + anal)/2 = (afa + aa')/2 (60)

are determined by the commutation-like relation
(aTa+aa’)/2 = 1. (61)
The number of the correlation-free unit-waves (particles), which is an integer, is given by
N = (N|N|N) = 5 {N|H|N). (62)

The quantum energy (B8) and the quantum number of particles ([G2]) of the unit-waves (particles), which are free
from the cross-correlation, are equal to the respective non-quantum (classical) values determining by Eqs. (I7) and
([I8) for an arbitrary number of the unit waves (particles). This result is different from the traditional particle field
theory, where the quantum and classical values are in agreement in the case of very big number of particles, only. The
quantum Hamiltonian #H of the N cross-correlating unit-waves g, (r) determining by the field operators is given by

M= ZHW+ Z Hom, (63)

n#Em
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where the ”self-correlation” energy

2

> Hun = 0N, (64)
n=1

and the cross-correlation energy

N2_-N N2_N _
Z Hpm = Z / [(dldm + dnd;fn)/Q] [eoncom + konkom + mOanm]aOnQOmeﬂ(Ak""’"FAO‘"’")dgx, (65)

n#m n#m nm
with the commutation-like relation
(@l + anal,)/2 = e'Bommt, (66)

Notice, the relation (G0) is obtained by comparison of Eq. (63 with the time-dependent part of Eq. ([I9). In the case
of the "non-quantum” unit-fields considered in the previous section, the cross-correlation energy has been attributed to
the ordinary interference phenomenon. The cross-correlation energy of the quantum fields describing by the operators
could be attributed to the quantum interference phenomenon. Notice, the ordinary and quantum interference are
indistinguishable phenomena in the present model. That means that the "non-quantum” and quantum energies
are equal to each other for an arbitrary number of the unit-field (particles). In the terms of the virtual processes
(transitions) of the traditional particle field theory, the quantum cross-correlation energy can be considered as the
product of the virtual exchange of the indistinguishable unit-fields (bosons) [see, Eq. (G3)]. In other words, the
cross-correlation energy could be attributed to the simultaneous creation and destruction of the unit-field (boson)
1on(r) and the simultaneous destruction and creation of the unit-field (boson) g, (r). The cross-correlation in such
a virtual process is associated with the indistinguishableness of identical unit-fields 1o, (r) and ¥om (r) under the
interference (interaction). The total energy of the interfering unit-fields [see, Eq. (63)] consists of the self-correlation
energy (B7) and the cross-correlation energy (65]), which do correspond to the simultaneous creation/destruction of
the unit-fields (bosons) %o, (r) and the simultaneous destruction/creation of the unit-fields (bosons) g, (r) in the
self-correlation and cross-correlation (interference) processes. The virtual quantum exchange of the indistinguishable
unit-waves (particles) under the non-quantum or quantum interference is quite similar to the exchange of virtual
particles for a short time (At < 1/Ace) in the traditional perturbative particle field theory. It should be stressed,
however, that the cross-correlation energy (65) does not exist in canonical quantum mechanics and particle field theory
based on the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of ”interference-less”, self-interfering particles [3, 4, [12-19].
In the case of Vy,, = Vom = Vo, mon = mom = mo and ko, = kom = ko, Eqgs. ([G3)-(66) yielded the equation

N“—N
H=coN+ Y / [(af G + anal ) /2][e0? + K2 + mZ]aonaome’ 2o d’x, (67)
Vo

n#m

which in the Dirac notations is given by

N N?2—-N
H= (> Hun+ Y Homl)) = (NIH|N) = eo(N|N|N) = g0, (68)
n=1 n#m

where the Hamiltonian operator
H =eoN, (69)
and the effective number of the cross-correlating unit-waves (particles), which can be a non-integer, is given by
N = (NNIN) = &g (N[H|N) (70)
with the effective number operator
N2-N N2-N

N =N+ > [(@fam + anaf,)/2e 2 = N+ 3 edomn, (71)
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Notice, in Egs. ([@0)-(I), T used the relation
(] d + anal ) /2 = (aTa+ aa) /2 =1, (72)

which could be attributed to the indistinguishableness of the identical unit-waves (particles) that satisfy the condition
Vorn = Vom = Vo, mon = mom = mo and kg, = ko = kg One can easily demonstrate that the energy of the
cross-correlating unit-waves describing by Eqs. (@1)-(2)) is given by

0 <H < N, (73)
and the respective effective number of the waves
0<N < N2 (74)

Equations (€8) and (70) yielded the energy H = NZ2gy and the effective number ' = N? for the pure additive
interference (A, = 0). The pure subtractive interference results into annihilation of the unit-waves and energy. The
annihilation takes place if the pairs of unit-wave operators satisfy the phase condition «,, —a,, = £m. The annihilation
UG, (r,t) + 22 (r,t) = 0 of the boson and antiboson operators ¥3,, (r,t) and ¥t (r,t) = 0 can be represented as the
pure subtractive interference of the boson unit-field operators

b, (x,1) = dage’or—on) (75)
with the antiboson unit-field operators
Agﬁ(r, t) = bageKor—an), (76)
- . b ~, ab b
where b = ae*™. Similarly, the annihilation ¢, (r,t) + ¥ty (r,t) = 0 of the boson ¢, (r,t) and antiboson

~ ab
P, (r,t) = 0 operators can be presented as the pure subtractive interference of the operators

1/}T0n(r, t) = &Taoe—i(kor—an) (77)
with the operators
~ ab . ]
wTOH(ru t) = bTaoe_l(kor—an) (78)

where bf = ate*™. For instance, the pure subtractive interference of the boson field operators

Ny
et) =D (r,1) (79)
n=1
with the antiboson field operators
Nab
(e, t) = b (r, ), (80)
n=1

results into annihilation of the fields and energy if N, = Ngp. It should be noted that the unit-wave operators do
annihilate partially if «,, — o, = £7 = §, where |6] < 7. In order to provide the annihilation of a boson unit-wave
operator with an antiboson unit-wave operator for the arbitrary momentum (wave-number) vectors and phases, the
operators should satisfy the annihilation condition

DS (r, 1 Y, ) + P80 (r, kG, avap) = 0 (81)

independently from the values of the momentums (wave-numbers) and phases. In such a case, the antiboson unit-
field operator is the true antiparticle unit-field operator, which cannot be obtained by the phase shift of the boson
field operator. In the case of k} = k&’ = o, = aq, = 0, the massive (mg # 0) fields only satisfy the condition
([BI). The mass-less fields do not have the true antiparticle unit-fields (antiparticles) and the respective antiparticle
operators. Notice, the annihilation condition (1) applied to the boson-antiboson pair yields the commutation-like
relation (ata + bb! + afb + bal) = 0. Notice, the positive energy-mass g9 = (k2 + m2)'/2 of antibosons in the
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present model is different from the negative energy-mass of the Dirac antiparticles satisfying the energy-mass relation
— (K2 2\1/2
g0 = ( 0 + mo) .
The second quantization based on the replacement of the cross-correlating fields by the respective field operators
can be applied for other physical parameters, such as momentum, number of waves, mass and charge. For instance,
the momentum P of the field ¢ (r,t) = 25:1 Yon(r,t) is given by

P =7Ple; = (Y[P|v)es, (82)
where
A . N . N27N . . .
Pt= Z Ko + Z / [(djzdm + dndin)/ﬂ [Eonkm + 50mk6n]aOnaOme_z(Akonmr_Aa”m)d3x' (83)
n=1 n#m nm

In the case of Vo, = Vo, = Vo, mon = mom = mo and Ko, = kom = ko, Eq. [83) yields
P = Nko = (N [¢)ko, (84)

where N is the effective number operator ([{1)) of the waves. Notice, the angular momentum L and the respective
operator of the interfering unit-fields can be found by the similar generalization of the angular momentum L =r x P
or the relativistic angular momentum tensor L™ = 3" (z"p™ — 2™ p™). The generalized rest mass M of the system
according to Egs. ([@8) and (70) with ko — 0 (respectively, eg — myg) is given by

M = Nmg = ($|N]pymo (85)

with 0 < M < N2my. In the case of the pure subtractive interference of the boson field with the antiboson field, the
field energy can be formally presented as the absolute value of the sum of the positive energy of the boson unit-field
with the negative energy of the antiboson field in the interference process. Respectively, the generalized rest mass
M is given by the absolute value of the sum of the positive mass of the boson field with the "negative mass” of the
antiboson field:

M = [Nymo + Nap(=mo)| = [(@§IN186)mo — (6" Nas|d6")mol. (86)

It should be stressed that the mass-energies of particles and antiparticles are positive. The negative sign in Eq. (86)
reflects only a subtractive character of the interaction (interference). Notice, the positive rest energy-mass ey =
(m2)/? of antibosons in the present model is different from the negative rest energy-mass g9 = —(m2)'/? of the Dirac
antiparticles. If the unit-charge qo is associated with the mass mg of the unit-wave g, (r,t) [see comments to Egs.
([23) and ([@24), and Figs. (5)-(8)], in other words, if the unit wave 1o, (r) has the unit charge g, then the effective
charge Q of the cross-correlating unit-fields is given by

Q= Ngo = (Y|N¥)qo, (87)

where 0 < Q < N2gq. Similarly, if the magnetic moment fiy is associated with the mass mg of the unit-wave g, (r),
then the effective magnetic moment M (0< M<N 2[iy) of the cross-correlating unit-fields is given by

M = Nio. (88)

In the case of the pure subtractive interference of the boson field with the antiboson field he effective charge is given
by the sum of the positive charge of the boson field with the negative charge of the antiboson field:

Q = Npqo + Nap(—qo) = <7/;8|N|1/;8>(J0 —{ A3b|f\7ab|1/;3b>%- (89)

Notice, although the boson parameters associated with the charge have been formally introduced [see, Egs. (87)-(89)]
into the scalar boson model, the existence or nonexistence of the boson/antiboson charges is determined rather by
the experiment than the model. The introduction of the antibosons into the model also should correspond to the
experimental observations of the concrete field.

In the context of physical interpretations of the above-presented model, one should mention that the unit-fields
(particles) of the present model are not the point particles of quantum field theory. In the particle field theory, the
physical interpretation of the wave (field) of operators as the real physical object is very problematic. An operator
is a pure mathematical object, which should not be interpreted as a real physical matter. In the present model,
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the division of the real "non-quantum” field ¢ of the matter (mass-energy) into the indivisible ”non-quantum” unit-
fields g, of the matter (mass-energy) [see, Eqs. ([IB)-BI)], in fact, is the second quantization of the field without
the use of the fields of operators. The above-presented model of the boson quantum-fields based on the operator
representation of the fields is equivalent to the "non-quantum” model of the real unit-fields of the matter considered
in Sec. (2.1.2.). That means the physical parameters describing by Eqs. [#0)-(89)) are equal to the respective values
derived in Sec. (2.1.2.) without the use of the fields of operators. In the case of the fields (waves), which are free from
the cross-correlation associated with the ordinary interference phenomenon, the above-derived number of unit-waves,
magnetic moment, mass and charge of the waves are equal to the respective values of the traditional particle field
theory. However, the calculated energy gp = wy = (k2 + m2)'/? and momentum py = ko of a unit-wave (particle),
which are equal to the Planck-Einstein energy and momentum of the particle, are different from the canonical values
g0 = wo + (1/2)wg and pg = ko + (1/2)kg of the traditional particle field theory [4, [12-19]. The positive energy-mass
g0 = (k& +m2)'/2 of antibosons in the above-described model is different from the negative energy-mass of the Dirac
antiparticles satisfying the energy-mass relation ¢g = — (k2 +m2)!/2. The energy and momentum of the empty space,
which are in agreement with the Planck-FEinstein and classical physics of the vacuum, are equal to zero.

2.1.4. Boson vector fields

So far we have considered the interferences between ”non-quantum” and quantum scalar (s = 0) boson particles
(unit-fields). The cross-correlation model of the interfering boson unit-fields having the spin s > 0 would be similar
to the model of scalar fields considered in the previous sections. One can easily follow the above-presented cross-
correlation model for an arbitrary value of the spin s. As an example, let me briefly describe the cross-correlating
vector finite-fields composed from the mass-less vector unit-fields (vector bosons) having the spins s = 1. Such
fields correspond to the electromagnetic (EM) finite-fields of the photons. The infinite EM field is described by the
canonical Lagrangian density £ = (—1/4)1,, ", where the 4-tensor ¢"” is the field tensor F'**; the 4-vector i*
is the 4-potential A* [4, [12-19]. According to the present model, the generalization of the canonical Lagrangian
(Hamiltonian) and the second quantization should be performed for the superposition of the respective interfering
unit-fields. The configuration and dynamics of the unit-field is determined by the Euler-Lagrange equation of motion
with the initial and boundary conditions imposed. The simplest wave-like solution g, of the equation for the unit-
field, which is located infinitely far from the boundaries, is the time-harmonic plane wave. The operator 1/30# of the
cross-correlating, time-harmonic, plane, vector unit-wave

You(r,t) = aoauﬁefisotei(korfa) (90)

of the physical matter (vector boson, for instance, photon) is given by

o, = daao(luﬁei(k“”*“), (91)
and the operator 1/38# of the unit-wave
You(r,t) = aoaufj*eiaote_i(k”r_o‘) (92)
is given by
B, = alagaug” e ko), (93)

where ag, is the wave amplitude. The unit 4-vector of polarization is given by uj;, where the index « corresponds to
the two independent polarizations. Then the operators of the finite fields

N
Yu(r,t) = Voun(r,t) (94)
n=1

and

N
¢Z (r,t) = Z "/Jg;m (r,t), (95)
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which are the superpositions of the respective unit-fields g, (r,t) and Voun (r,t), could be presented respectively as

N
"/Aju = Z "/AJO;m (96)
n=1
and
~ N ~
U= b (97)
n=1

Notice, the superpositions ([@4) and ([@5) may be reinterpreted as the Fourier decomposition of the field composed
from the indivisible, time-harmonic, plane unit-waves (plane-wave photons). One should not confuse here the plane-
wave photon with the non-plane unit-wave, for instance, with the spherical-wave photon. The Fourier decomposition
could be useful in an analysis of the near-field and sub-wavelength phenomena (see, Sec. 4.2.), where the non-plane
unit-wave (indivisible non-plane photon) producing near to the sharp boundaries is presented formally as the Fourier
decomposition of the plane-wave photons. The boson vector fields (EM fields) describing by Eqgs. ([@0)-(@7) do not have
the rest mass (mo = 0). It is not necessary to repeat all the mathematical procedures of Secs. (2.1.2.) and (2.1.3.)
for the mass-less vector unit-fields (photons). One can easily demonstrate that the physical parameters [for instance,
energy, momentum and number of the unit-waves (photons)] in the linearly polarized EM fields are described by the
respective equations of Secs. (2.1.2.) and (2.1.3.) with the particle rest mass mg = 0 and energy ey = ko, which
correspond to the rest mass and energy of the Planck-Einstein photon. In the case of the fields with the two different
polarizations, the summations of the kind

N N2Z_N

)+ Y () (98)

n=1 n#m

in the equations should be replaced by

S+ DY (danam: (99)

n=1;an, NFEM;0

where the index a corresponds to the two independent polarizations, and d4,, «,, is the Kronecker symbol. For further
details see the introduction and preliminary investigation of the cross-correlation and cross-correlation energy of the
classical and quantum EM fields presented in Refs. [24](a-c). It could be noted that Eqgs. (3H), 36), (85), and (86)
describe the "moving mass” of the cross-correlating EM fields that have the rest mass mo = 0 in these equations.
The fields (@4) - ([@7), which have the positive energies, could annihilate each other if a,, — a;, = 7 for the unit-field
(photon) pairs. From a point of view of the first photon of the annihilated photon pair the second photon may be
considered formally as an anti-photon. In order to provide the annihilation of an EM unit-wave (photon) by another
EM unit-wave (anti-photon), the unit-waves should satisfy the annihilation conditions (28)) and (8I)) for the arbitrary
momentum (wave-number) vectors and phases. In such a case, the anti-photon would be the true antiparticle unit-
field, which cannot be obtained by the phase shift of an EM unit-wave (photon). The EM fields do not satisfy the
aforementioned annihilation conditions. Therefore the EM fields do not have the true antiparticle unit-fields (anti-
photons). That is in agreement with the experimental fact that the mass-less (mg = 0) unit-field (photon) has zero
charge, go = 0.

2.1.5. Fermion fields

It is clear that the cross-correlation model of the "non-quantum” and quantum fields of the interfering fermions
(unit-fields with half-integer spin s) should be similar to the above-considered boson fields. As an example, let me
briefly describe the cross-correlating ”non-quantum” and quantum fermion finite-fields with the unit-fields (spinor
particles) having the spin s = 1/2. Such finite fields correspond to the finite fields of spinor particles, fore instance,
electrons. The Dirac infinite spinor field, which is free from the cross-correlation (interference), is described by the
Lagrangian density £ = iz/_ry“[)#w — mapyp |4, 12-19]. According to the present model, the generalization of the
canonical Lagrangian (Hamiltonian) and the second quantization should be performed for the superposition of the
respective interfering unit-fields (spinors). The configuration and dynamics of the unit-field is determined by the
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Euler-Lagrange equation of motion, which is indistinguishable from the Dirac equation of motion, with the initial
and boundary conditions imposed. The simplest wave-like solution of the equation for the unit-field, which is located
infinitely far from the boundaries, is the time-harmonic plane wave. The operator ¥y of the spinor unit-wave

U)O(r; t) — Cogugefisgtei(kgrfa) (100)

of the material substance (spinor particle, for instance, electron) is given by

o = Eo Cogtuge 070, (101)
and the operator 1710 of the unit-field
Pi(r,t) = cogu:eiaote_i(k“_o‘) (102)
is given by
Do = ¢ cogtige i kor—e) (103)

where the particle spin 0 = +1/2. The operators of the finite fields

1/}(1.7 t) = Z Yon (I‘, t) (104)
n=1
and
N
1/)*(1“70 = Zwan(rvt)v (105)
n=1

which are the superpositions of the respective unit-fields 9o, (r,t) and g, (r,t), could be presented respectively as

N
b= ton (106)
n=1
and
~ N ~
U= Yo, (107)
n=1

It is not necessary to repeat all the mathematical procedures of Secs. (2.1.2.) and (2.1.3.) for the unit-fields (spinor
particles). One can easily demonstrate that the physical parameters [for instance, energy, momentum and number of
the unit-waves (spinors)] are described by the respective equations of Secs. (2.1.2.) and (2.1.3.). In the equations,
however, the summations of the kind

N NZ_N

)+ Y () (108)

n=1 n#m

should be replaced by

S+ D (Ve (109)

n=1;0, NFEM;Op ,Om

where the Pauli exclusion principle for the fermions (unit-waves) should be taken into account in specific (concrete)
calculations of the field parameters. For details, see Sec. II and comments to Eqs. (I23) and (I24]), and Figs. (5)-
(8)]. The Pauli principle states that no two identical fermions may occupy the same quantum state simultaneously.
It could be noted again that the dynamics of the above-considered spinor finite-fields is determined by the Euler-
Lagrange (Dirac) equation of motion with the initial and boundary conditions imposed. The physical parameters of
the cross-correlating relativistic fields are described by the respective equations of Secs. (2.1.2.) and (2.1.3.), where the
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unit-fields (spinor particles or electrons) have the relativistic energy g9 = (k2 —i—m%)l/ 2. The physical parameters of the
non-relativistic (kg — 0) cross-correlating fields are described by these equations, where the unit-field energy is given
by €0 ~ (k3/2mg) +mg. In the present model, the transition from the relativistic cross-correlating spinor finite fields
to non-relativistic ones s similar to the transition from the relativistic infinite field describing by the Dirac equation of
motion with the resonator-like boundary conditions to the finite waves of probabilities (finite wave-functions), whose
dynamics is determined by the Schrodinger equation with the quantum-mechanics boundary conditions imposed. It
should be mentioned that the positive energy-mass of a spinor antiparticle described in the Part II of the present study
is different from the negative energy-mass of antiparticle (positron) in the Dirac field theory, which is based on the
Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of ”interference-less”, self-interfering particles and the particle (antiparticle) energy-mass
c0 = +(kZ + m2)'/2. Notice, in contrast to the traditional interpretation of the Dirac infinite field by the quantum
field theory, the Dirac equation was originally formulated and interpreted by the author as a single-particle equation
analogous to the Schrédinger single-particle equation.

3. FORCES MEDIATED BY GRADIENTS OF THE CROSS-CORRELATION ENERGY

This section considers the general properties of the forces (interactions) between the interfering particles (bodies)
causing by gradients of the cross-correlation energy. In modern physics, generally speaking, there are two kinds of
physical mechanisms that describe the forces (interactions) between particles [3-5,12-19]. According to quantum field
theories, the forces acting upon a particle are seen as the action of the respective gauge-boson field that is present
at the particle location. In the perturbative approximation, the forces are attributed to the exchange of the field
virtual particles (gauge bosons). In the Einstein theory of general relativity, the gravitational interaction between two
objects (particles) is not viewed as a force, but rather, objects moving freely in gravitational fields travel under their
own inertia in straight lines through ”curve” spacetime. I should show that the physical mechanism behind the forces
inducing by gradients of the cross-correlation energy is similar to the two aforementioned traditional mechanisms.

Let me describe the forces mediating by gradients of the cross-correlation energy of the interfering particles (unit-
fields) in the form, which does not depend on the kind of the particles. For the sake of simplicity, we first consider
the cross-correlation (interaction) of the two unit-fields (particles). According to the present model [for the scalar
bosons that interfere with each other, see Eqs. (@), (@) and (@)], the total energy H of the two arbitrary unit-fields
Yo1(r, t) and o2 (r,t) at the time moment ¢ = ¢15 is calculated by integrating the Hamiltonian density h in the space.
In the general form, the Hamiltonian contains the canonical energies of the single fields 191 and g2, which occupy
respectively the volumes V3 = Vi1 and Vo = Vas, and the cross-correlation energies of the fields overlapped in the
common volume V5 = V51 at the time moment ¢15:

2 2 2 2
H=> Hum+ Y Hum= / hond®z + > / hmd*a, (110)
n=1 n=1 Van Vam

where Ay, is the Hamiltonian density, which takes into account the interference between particles, namely the
interference of the unit-fields g1 (r1,t12) = t1(r1) with toa(ra, t12) = ta2(re). In the case of the two identical
particles, the unit-fields are described by 11 (r1) = ¥(r), ¥a(r2) = ¥(r + R), ¥i(r1) = ¥*(r) and ¢35 (r2) = ¢¥*(r + R),
where R is the distance between the unit-fields (particles) [see, the illustration for the non-complex unit-fields in Fig.
2]. The particle energies Hi; and Hao, which depend on neither the coordinate r nor the time ¢ after the integration
over the volumes Vi and Vaa, are permanent (constant). The cross-correlation energy Hi2 21 = Hiz + Hai1, however,
depends on the overlapping (interference) of the fields ¢ (r) with ¥2(r + R). For more details see Secs. (1) and
(2). The cross-correlation energy Hi2 21, which depends on the distance R between the particles (unit-fields), can be
presented as the potential energy Hiz,21(R) = Hi2(R) + Ho21(R). Then the force F causing by the gradient of the
cross-correlation energy is given by

oH oH

with
OH 0
R = 5 W[hlg(r, r+R) + hoi (r,r + R)|d%2, (112)

where hi2(r,r +R) + ho1(r,r + R) = hi2,21(r,r) denotes the density of the cross-correlation energy, and r = z'e; and
R = R'e;. In an ensemble of the N unit-fields (particles), the force F, acting upon a particle having the index ¢ is
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FIG. 2: The two identical unit-fields (particles) with ¥1(z) = ¥ (z) and ¥2(z) = ¥ (x — R), where R is the distance between the
unit-fields (particles).

seen as the action of the IV — 1 unit-fields, which are present at the particle location:

oH OH
Fp=———=————¢,, (113)
1 OR, OR:,
with
oM = )
9RL. Z /V W[hqn(rqa rg + Rgn) + hng(rg, v + an)]dB‘Tqv (114)
qan n#q qn qn

where r, = r, + Ry, is the spatial coordinate in the field #,,(r,). It should be stressed that Eqs. (I10)-(II4)
do not depend on the kind of the unit-fields (particles). One can easily apply these equations for the boson and
fermion fields of any kind. The quantization (second quantization) of the non-quantum fields by replacing the fields
by the respective field operators does not change Eqs. ([I0)-([II4) [see, Sec. 2]. Thus the quantum cross-correlation
energies and respective forces of the fields of operators are equal to the non-quantum values of the ”non-quantum”
unit-fields of the matter (mass-energy) described in Sec. (2). Although the properties of the force (III)) depend
on the concrete forms of the unit-fields o1 (r1) and 9oz2(r2), the several general properties can be derived without
knowledge of the exact forms of the fields. For instance, if the Hamiltonian (I10) is not invariant under the U(1) local
gauge transformation (Yo, — 1§, = €*"1p,), then the gauge symmetry breaking gives rise to the phase-dependent
interference between the unit-fields o1 (r,t) = ¢o1(r, 1) and oa(r,t) = ¢2(r,t)e’®? resulting into the phase-
dependent interaction between particles by the gradient of the cross-correlation energy. The force (I1I]) is attractive if
the gradient of the cross-correlation energy of the two-unit fields (particles) is positive. In such a case, the maximum
and minimum of the total energy (II0) are achieved in the limits R—oo and R— 0, respectively. In the case of the
negative gradient of the cross-correlation energy, the force (III)) is repulsive. The maximum and minimum of the
total energy of the repulsive unit-fields (particles) correspond respectively to the limits R— 0 and R—oc.

In the terms of virtual processes (transitions) of the traditional particle field theory, the quantum cross-correlation
energy and the respective force associated with the gradient of this energy can be considered as the product of the
virtual exchange of the indistinguishable unit-fields (particles) [see, Eq. (65)]. That is to say that the cross-correlation
energy and the force could be attributed to the simultaneous creation/destruction of the unit-field g1 (r) and the
simultaneous destruction/creation of the unit-field ¢g2(r). The cross-correlation in such a virtual process is associated
with the indistinguishableness of identical unit-fields o1 (r) and 2 (r) under the interference (interaction). The above-
described picture of the virtual quantum exchange of the indistinguishable unit-fields (particles) under the quantum
interference, which induces the interaction force associated with the gradient of the cross-correlation energy, is quite
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similar to the exchange of virtual particles for a short time (At < 1/Ae) in the perturbative particle field theory,
where the forces are due to the exchange of the virtual particles (gauge bosons). It should be stressed, however,
that the cross-correlation energy associated with the interference between particles (unit-fields) does not exist in
quantum mechanics and particle field theory based on the traditional interpretation of quantum interference [3, |4, 12—
19]. The picture of interaction of the particles by the cross-correlation of the unit-fields is also in agreement with
the Einstein theory of general relativity. According to this theory, the massive object motion, which in classical
mechanics is ascribed to the action of the attractive force between two objects, corresponds to inertial motion of the
objects within a ”curve” geometry of spacetime |5]. In general relativity there is no force deflecting objects from
their natural, straight paths. Instead, the motion corresponds to changes in the properties of spacetime (spacetime
field), which in turn changes the straight paths that objects will naturally follow. The field curvature is caused by
the energy-momentum of matter. That is to say that the massive object determines the curvature of the spacetime
field, in turn, the spacetime field governs the matter motion. The physical mechanism of the forces associated with
the cross-correlation of massive unit-fields (particles) under the classical or quantum interference (interaction), which
is described by Eqgs. ([I0)-([II4), is very similar to the Einstein mechanism. Indeed, the motion of the first unit-field
(particle) 47 in the presence of the second unit-field (particle) ¥ can be described by the following equation

oy O (115)

dt OR?
where p; = k; is the momentum of the first unit-field (particle) at the time moment t = t;5, and —[0H/OR']e; = F
denotes the gravitational force. The motion is determined by the gradient (” curvature”) of the density cross-correlation
energy (spacetime-like field term)

h12721(1‘, r+ R) = hlg(l‘, r+ R) + h21 (I‘, r+ R), (116)

namely by the gradient (”curvature”)

%hlggl(r, r+ R) = % [hlz(r, r+ R) + hgl(l‘, r+ R)] (117)
of the spacetime-like field term in Eqs. (III)) and (IIH). The change of the particle motion corresponds to changes
in the properties of the spacetime-like field term, which, in turn, changes the straightest-possible paths that the first
particle will follow without presence of the non-quantum or quantum unit-field of the second particle. The gradient
7 curvature” (II7)) of the spacetime-like field term (II6]) is caused by the presence of the energy-momentum of matter
of the second particle (unit-field). Without presence of the second particle, the gradient ”curvature” (II7)) of the
spacetime-like field term (18] is zero, and the first particle moves freely (dp;/dt = 0). The change of the properties
of the spacetime-like field term (II6) can be considered as the change of the gradient (”curvature”) ([II7) of the
spacetime-like field term. Some physicists say that the massive bodies "tell” the spacetime how to ”curve”; the
spacetime term "tells” the bodies how to move. In the present model, the particles "tell” the spacetime-like field
term (II6) how to ”curve”, and the spacetime-like field term ”tells” the particles how to move. Mathematically, the
general relativity replaces the gravitational potential of classical physics by a symmetric rank-two field tensor. In the
present model, the gradient (” curvature”) of the cross-correlation energy is also viewed rather as a symmetric rank-two
field tensor than the gravitational potential of Newton’s mechanics. The force (III)) corresponds to the attractive
gravitational force if the gradient (”curvature”) of the cross-correlation energy of the two unit-fields (particles) is
positive. The force ([I1I]) corresponds to the repulsive gravitational force, if such a force does exist, in the case of the
negative gradient of the cross-correlation energy. Although the cross-correlation mechanism compare well with the
Newton and Einstein mechanisms of gravitation forces, the cross-correlation energy-mass is the nonexistent energy-
mass in both the classical physics and Einstein general relativity. It should be stressed again that the above-presented
analysis does not depend on the kind of the cross-correlating fields.

In order to make the above-presented general analysis more transparent let me consider several particular examples.
The following examples describe the static forces inducing by gradients of the cross-correlation energy in the ensemble
of static (time-independent) boson scalar unit-fields g, (r,t) = %o, (r). The static unit-fields 1o, (r) = ¥, (r) can
be treated formally as the fields with 0, (r,t)/0t = 0. The total energy of the two boson unit-fields is found by
using Eq. (@). For the two unit-fields (particles) with t1(r) = ¥1(r)e’®!, a(r) = ha(r)e’®2, i(r) = ¥i(r)e '™
and 3 (r) = ¥} (r)e %2, which can be presented respectively as 11 (r) = ¢(r)e’®, 1a(r) = ¢(r + R)e!*2, i (r) =
¢*(r)e~i1 3(r) = ¢*(r + R)e~%2 [an illustration for the non-complex unit-fields (11 (r) = ¥5(r), 1a(r) = ¥3(r)) is
shown in Fig. 2], Eqs. (6) and (II0) yielded the total energy

H=H1+Hs+ Hiz21(R), (118)
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where
Mt Ha = [l ()60) + V6" 0T +
+ /Ooo[mgqs*(r +R)o(r +R) + Vo* (r + R)Vo(r + R)|d>z. (119)

is the part of the total energy, which does not depend on the distance R. Here, the term Hi221(R) denotes the
cross-correlation energy Hia(R) + Ho1(R), and the self-correlation energies are given by Hi1 = Hi and Hax = Ho.
In order to satisfy the Einstein theory of relativity, the energy (II9]) should be equal to the Planck-Einstein energy
e = (k2 + m?)Y/2 + (k3 + m2)'/? of the two non-correlating unit-fields (particles):

Hi +Ho = (K2 +mD)Y2 + (K2 +m2)V/2. (120)

The cross-correlation energy Hi2 21(R), which depends on the distance R, is given by
Hizz1(R) = / (mymale™ = g" (r)p(r + R) + e/ g(r)¢" (r + R)] +
0

+lem U2 e* (r)Vh(r + R) + (@172 Vp(r)Ve* (r + R)])d>z. (121)

The force corresponding to the gradient of the cross-correlation energy is given by Eq. ([I1), where

g;[i - OOO %(mlmz[e‘““l‘“”oﬁ* (r)¢(r + R) + €172 p(r)¢" (r + R)] +
+lem U= Te* () Vh(r + R) + €172 Ve(r)Vo* (r + R)])d>x. (122)

Notice, the integral in Eq. ([22)), which corresponds to the term (I21]), depends on the coordinates, phases and the pure
geometry of the boson fields. Remember, that the operator representation [see, Sec. (2)] of the unit-fields 1 (r) and
¥ (r + R) shows that the force (ITI) can be viewed as the product of the virtual exchange of the unit-fields (particles).
In other words, the force could be interpreted as the product of the virtual process of the creation/destruction of the
particle in the point (r, ) of the unit-field ¢(r, t) and the simultaneous destruction/creation of the unit-field (particle)
in the same point (r,t) of the unit-field ¢ (r + R,¢) at the every time moment ¢. The pure geometrical nature of
the force can be emphasized by using the unit masses m; = 1 and mo = 1. In such a representation, the gradient
("curvature”) ([I22)) of the cross-correlation energy ([IZI)) is viewed rather as a symmetric rank-two field tensor of the
Einstein general relativity than the gravitational potential of classical physics. From the point of view of the present
model of the particle interactions, which is based on the gradient of the cross-correlation energy, the Einstein and
quantum descriptions (interpretations) of the forces are equivalent. The difference between the models is in absence
of the cross-correlation energy mediated by the interference between particles (bodies) in both the Einstein relativity
and the particle field theory based on the canonical interpretation of quantum interference. The values of the energy
and force could be calculated by using the concrete field functions #(r) and ¢ (r + R). The attractive or repulsive
character of the force (ITI)) is determined by the sign & = £1 of the cross-correlation energy Hi2(R). For an example,
in the case of ¢(r) = ¢*(r) and ¢(r + R) = ¢*(r + R), the expressions (IZI) and (I22]) can be presented in the very
simple forms

Hizn(R) =256 [ imio(emaolr + R) + V() Vole + R (123)
0
and
oM < 9 \
I _9sa / 9 Imig(r)med(r + R) + Vo(r)Vo(r + R)dz, (124)
OR! 0o OR!
where § = cos(a; — ag)/|cos(a; — a2)| and G = |cos(a; — ag)|. The sing S and the coupling parameter G are

dimensionless constants, which are determined by the experimental data for the energy and force of the concrete boson
unit-fields. If Eqs. (I23)) and (I24)) are applied formally to the fermion particles (electrons) with the spins s; = £1/2
and s = £1/2, then the sign & = cos(ay — ag)/| cos(a1 — az)| can be considered as the sign of the product SG ~ s1s1,
which does not depend on the intrinsic or non-intrinsic angular momentums of the unit-fields (particles). Notice, the
Planck-Einstein energy (I20) of the two unit-fields (particles) does not depend on the SG product associated with
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the spins s; and sp. The cross-correlation energy (I23) may be reinterpreted as the Heisenberg-Dirac energy of the
exchange interaction of the spins. The cross-correlation force mediating by the gradient of the energy (I23) would
be attractive if the electrons have the different spins, s; = £1/2 and so = F1/2. This case corresponds to the phase
difference 7/2 < a1 — ag < 37/2. The unit-waves with the phase difference a1 — ay = 7/2 or a3 — @y = 37/2 do not
interfere (interact) one with another. The force would be repulsive if the electrons are identical, s; = so = +1/2. The
repulsive force corresponds to the phase difference 0 < oy — s < 7/2 or 37/2 < a1 —ay < 27. That is to say that the
two identical fermions (unit-fields) cannot occupy the same single-particle states because the overlapped unit-fields
cannot share the common volume due to the repulsive force. In the present model this could be interpreted as the Pauli
exclusion principle. That means that the physical mechanism (interpretation) behind the Pauli principle in the present
model is different from the quantum mechanics and particle field theory based on the waves of probabilities or the waves
of operators. For instance, in quantum mechanics, the two-particle system is described by a symmetric (boson) or
antisymmetric (fermion) state, which has been mathematically constructed by using the probability amplitudes (wave-
functions) of the particles. If the electrons are the same, the mathematically engineered antisymmetric expression
of the state gives zero. Therefore, in an antisymmetric state, two identical particles cannot occupy the same single-
particle states. This is known as the Pauli exclusion principle, which in quantum mechanics has the pure mathematical
interpretation based on the mathematical properties of the antisymmetric state (function). In particle field theory,
the Pauli exclusion principle is attributed to the mathematical properties of the canonical commutation relation
(pure mathematical object) of fermions. The mathematical construction of the antisymmetric state (function) in
quantum mechanics or the canonical commutation relation of fermions in particle field theory yields the Fermi-Dirac
statistics, whose interpretation is also pure mathematical. Similarly, the modelling of the boson gas by a symmetric
state (function) or the use of the canonical commutation relation of bosons leads mathematically to the Bose-Einstein
statistics. In the present model, the physical mechanism behind the Bose-Einstein statistics, Fermi-Dirac statistics
and Pauli exclusion principle is attributed to the attractive and repulsive forces associating with the subtractive and
additive interference (cross-correlation) of the real unit-waves (bosons or fermions) of the matter (mass-energy). It
should be noted (see, Eq. (I2Z1))) that the sign Sy of the product myma[e 1722 ¢*(r)d(r + R) + (@1 =92) (1) p* (r +
R)] can be different from the sign Sy of the product [e=#*1=22)Ve* (r)Vh(r + R) + {122V (r)Ve* (r + R)|.
Therefore the expressions (I23) and (I24]) can be presented in the forms containing the signs S; and S5 as

Pz (B) = [ (Sumumale @267 @00 + R) + ¢ g(r)6" (x4 R)| +
0
+85le” @122 H* (1) Ve (r + R) + /@172 Vp(r)Ve* (r + R)|)d3x. (125)
and
3}; B Ooo %@mlmzle*“‘“”%* (r)¢(r + R) + ™) g(r)¢* (r + R)| +
+Ssle” U172y (r)Ve(r + R) + (@172 Vp(r)Ve* (r + R)|)d>z. (126)

In the case of S; # S, the interference of unit-fields could be neither purely constructive nor purely destructive
interference. Respectively, the interaction of unit-fields would not be purely repulsive or purely attractive. Thus
the statistics would be different from the Fermi-Dirac or Bose-Einstein statistics. Some general properties of the
energy and force determining by Eqs. (123)-(126) can be derived without knowledge of the exact functions ¢(r) and
¢(r + R). In the limit R—o0, the cross-correlation energy and force are equal to zero due to non-overlapping of the
fields ¢(r) and ¢(r + R). The total energy ([[I8) of the two unit-fields (particles), which can have the positive or
negative gradient of the cross-correlation energy for the different distances R, is equal to the Planck-Einstein energy
e = (K +mH'2 + (k3 + m2)'/? at R—oo. In the limit R—0, the energy ([[I8) of the two particles depends on
the additive or subtractive character of the cross-correlation and the nature of the particles. Also note that the
annihilation (pure destructive interference) of the particle and antiparticle yields the energy € = 0. The energy of the
particles with repulsive forces tends to infinity.

The above-considered general properties and behaviors of the energy and force could be understand better by
considering the one-dimensional (1-D in space) scalar unit-fields (bosons) with the two simplest forms of the function
¢(r), namely the static unit-fields with the functions [see, the illustrations in Figs. (3) and (4)]

$(r) = p(x) = (3m/8)"/?(1 + |z|) ™ (127)
and

() = p(z) = (m/2.6)"/2(1 + [a])~te~ /27, (128)
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FIG. 3: The two identical unit-fields (particles) with ¢(r) = ¢(z) = (3m/8) Y21 + |z|)~! and ¢(r + R) = ¢(z — R) =
(3m/8)"Y2(1 + |z — R|)™!, where R is the distance between the unit-fields (particles).
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FIG. 4: The two identical unit-fields (particles) with ¢(r) = ¢(z) = (m/2.6) /2 (1+|z|)te” /P12l and ¢(r+R) = ¢(z — R) =
(m/2.6)"Y2(1 + |z — R|)"te~W/DI*=El \here R is the distance between the unit-fields (particles).

which could be considered as the quasi-solutions of the 1-D Euler-Lagrange equation of motion having the form of
the Klein-Gordon-Fock equation (see, Part II). In order to emphasize the pure geometrical character of Egs. (121)-
(126) for these fields, I have performed the all computations with the unit masses m; = 1 and ms = 1. Notice,
the introduction of the unity into the fields ¢(r) ~ (Jz|)~! and ¢(r) ~ (|z|)~te~ /22l has been performed for
the mathematical simplicity, only. The fields (I27) and ([I28) do satisfy the Planck-Einstein energy ¢ = (k3 +
m?)Y/2 + (k3 4+ m3)'/? of the two interference-less unit-fields (particles) without the divergences in the point z = 0.
Figures (5) - (8) show the calculated energy and force for the fields (I27) and (IZ8). The pair of the unit-fields
B(r) = ¢(z) = (3m/8) 1 /2(1 + |z[)~" and ¢(r + R) = ¢(x — R) = (3m/8)"'/2(1 + |z — R|)~* could be considered as
the particle pair, which obeys the inverse square law, with the "relatively weak” (do not confuse with electroweek)
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FIG. 5: The calculated energies (1,2) and (3,4) are compared with the energies e(R) = (m1 + me) + SG10(1 + |R|)™", where
the signs § = —1 and S = +1 correspond to the curves (5) and (6), respectively. The signs (S; = 1, S2 = —1) and (S1 = —1,
S2 = 1) correspond to the curves (1) and (3), respectively. The signs (S1 = S2 = —1) and (S1 = S2 = 1) correspond to the
curves (2) and (4), respectively.

F o r c e [normalized units]
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FIG. 6: The calculated forces (1,2) and (3,4) correspond to the calculated energies (1,2) and (3,4) of Fig. 5. The forces (1,2)
and (3,4) are compared with the forces —9s(R)/OR, where the energies e(R) = (m1 + ma2) + SG10(1 + |R|)~! and the signs
S = —1and § = +1 correspond to the curves (5) and (6), respectively. The signs (S1 =1, S = —1) and (S1 = -1, S2 = 1)
correspond to the curves (1) and (3), respectively. The signs (S1 = S2 = —1) and (S1 = S2 = 1) correspond to the curves (2)
and (4), respectively.

long-range interaction associated with the Coulomb or gravitational force [Figs. (5) and (6)]. Figures (5) and (6)
show the calculated energy and force, respectively. The calculated energy and force are compared with the energy
e(R) = (mq + m2) + SG10(1 + |R|)~! and force —dz(R)/OR, which are similar to the Newton potential energy
and force. The signs & = +1 and § = —1 correspond to the repulsive and attractive forces, respectively. In the
calculations, the cross-correlation (interaction, coupling) parameter is given by G=1. The force (II)) slowly increases
with decreasing the distance R, |F(R)| ~ |R|™2. At the distance less than approximately 1, the attractive and



31

E ner gy [normalized units]

0 T T T T

0 1 2 3 4 5
Distance[normalized units]

FIG. 7: The calculated energies (1,2) and (3,4) are compared with the energies e(R) = (m1 + m2) + SG(1 + |R|)"te” /IR
where the signs S = —1 and S = +1 correspond to the curves (5) and (6), respectively. The signs (S1 = 1, S = —1) and
(81 = —1, S2 = 1) correspond to the curves (1) and (3), respectively. The signs (S1 = Sz = —1) and (81 = S2 = 1) correspond
to the curves (2) and (4), respectively.

repulsive forces exchange the roles in the case of the curves (1) and (3) of Figs. (5) and (6). The calculated energy
(H = 1.9) approaches the total energy (H = 2) of the free particles at the critical distance R. ~ 102. In the case of
the curves (1) and (3) of Figs. (5) and (6), the energies have extreme values at the distance R ~ 1. In the case of the
curves (2) and (4) of Figs. (5) and (6), the energies have maximum or minimum values at the distance R = 0. The
bounded unit-field pare with the minimum energy at the distance R # oo could be considered as a composite particle.
Note that the considerable energy-mass defect AH = H — (H1 + Ha) = Hi2 exists in such a case [see, the comments
to Eq. B3)]. The calculations have been performed for the fields with the coupling parameter G=1. The field (I27)
could be attributed to the one-dimensional gravitational field if the sign-coupling dimensionless constant SG is equal
to the respective Newton constant of gravitation. If the field ¢(r) is associated with both the unit-mass m and unit-
charge ¢, then the fields ¢ and ¢y are presented as ¢1(m,x) = ¢1(m,q,x) and ¢2(m, ) = ¢a(m, q,x). The energy
(mass) of the composite one-dimensional field is described by Eq. ([II8), where the parameters should correspond to
the Planck-Einstein energy of two charged particles. That means the energy (I19) is equal to the Planck-Einstein
energy Hi + Ho = my + mg of the two charged, massive unit-fields (with the spin s = 0 or s # 0) at the rest in
the limit R — oo. The charges of the particles (as well as the particle spins) are attributed to the sign-coupling
product SG = Svqi1q2, which characterizes the sign and value of the gradient of the cross-correlation (interaction,
coupling) energy under interference of the two charged unit-waves [see, also comments to Eqs. (I23) and (I24])]. The
unit-fields could be attributed to the one-dimensional Coulomb fields if the sign-coupling dimensionless constant is
equal to the respective Coulomb constant. The pair of the unit-fields ¢(r) = ¢(z) = (m/2.6)~V/2(1 + |z|)~Le~ 1/l
and ¢(r + R) = ¢(z — R) = (m/2.6)"/2(1 + |z — R|)~te~(/2I1==El could be considered as the particle pairs, which
exhibits the exponential law, with the strong or weak short -range interaction associated with the respective strong
or weak force. The calculated energy and force of the composite field ¥(r) + ¢(r + R) is shown in Figs. (7) and
(8). The calculated energy and force are compared with the energy e(R) = (m1 + mz) + SG(1 + |R|)~'e~ (/2RI
and force —0e(R)/OR, which correspond to the Yukawa-like potential energy and force. The calculations have been
performed for the coupling parameter G=1. The repulsive and attractive forces correspond to the signs S = +1 and
S = —1, respectively. The force (ITI)) rapidly decreases with increasing the distance R, |F(R)| ~ |R| ‘e~ I®l. At the
distance less than approximately 1, the attractive and repulsive forces exchange the roles in the case of the curves
(1) and (3) of Figs. (7) and (8). The calculated energy (H = 1.9) approaches the total energy (H = 2) of the free
particles at the critical distance R, ~ 5, which is short in comparison to the critical distance R. =~ 10? of the weakly
interacting (mass-induced or charge-induced) fields. In the case of the curves (1) and (3) of Figs. (7) and (8), the
energies have extreme values at the distance R ~ 1. In the case of the curves (2) and (4) of Figs. (7) and (8), the
energies have maximum or minimum values at the distance R = 0. The bounded unit-field pare with the minimum
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FIG. 8: The calculated forces (1,2) and (3,4) correspond to the calculated energies (1,2) and (3,4) of Fig. 7. The forces (1,2)
and (3,4) are compared with the forces —de(R)/OR, where the energies e(R) = (m1 4+ m2) + SG(1 + |R|)"te™/PIEl and the
signs S = —1 and § = +1 correspond to the curves (5) and (6), respectively. The signs (S1 = 1, S2 = —1) and (S1 = —1,
S2 = 1) correspond to the curves (1) and (3), respectively. The signs (S; = S2 = —1) and (S; = S2 = 1) correspond to the
curves (2) and (4), respectively.

energy at the distance R # oo could be considered as a composite particle. Note that the considerable energy-mass
defect AH = H;2 exists in such a case [see, also the comments to Eq. ([B3])]. The energy associated with the energy-
mass defect is usually called the binding energy. The field (I28]) could be attributed to the one-dimensional Yukawa
field if the sign-coupling product is equal to the respective Yukawa constant. Respectively, the field (I28]) could be
attributed to the strong or weak short-range interaction if the sign-coupling product SG is equal to the respective
strong or weak force. I have presented the computer results for the "weak” ([I27) and ”strong” (I28) boson scalar
unit-fields. The results for the vector boson fields and fermion fields are similar to the boson scalar unit-fields. One
can easily compute the energy and force by using the presented model for the vector boson fields and the spinor fields,
as well as for the composite fields composed from both the boson and spinor fields. It should be mentioned again
that the above-described bounded unit-field pair, the pair that has the minimum energy at the distance R # oo, is
considered as a stable composite particle. To provide the stable state at the distance R = 0, the sign &; = —1 of the
product 1 (r)y(r + R) should not be different from the sign Sy = —1 of the product Vi(r)Ve(r + R). In the case of
S = —1 and S; = —1, the two-particle state (particle) is the degenerate state because the two unit-fields (particles)
are indistinguishable, in any spacetime point. In other words, such a particle does not have any internal structure
(substructure). The stable non-degenerate state (composite particle with measurable internal structure) is provided
by the signs §; = 1 and S; = —1 at the distance 0 < R # oc.

The Einstein and traditional quantum-physics descriptions of the forces are equivalent from the point of view of the
present model of the particle interactions, which is based on the gradient of the cross-correlation energy connected with
the interference between unit-fields (particles). The difference between the models is in absence of the cross-correlation
energy mediated by the interference between particles in both the Einstein relativity and traditional quantum-physics
theories. In other words, the cross-correlation energy-mass associated with the cross-correlation (interference) of bodies
(particles) does not exist in the Newton (classical) mechanics, Einstein relativity, quantum-mechanics and quantum-
field theories. The interference-less behaviour of particles in these theories is provided by the spatial separation of
the massive point-like particles, which can not occupy the same spacetime point. Indeed, in the Newton mechanics
and Einstein special relativity of the interference-less particles, the material point-like particles are always separated
by the ”straight” empty space. The material interference-free bodies are separated by the ”curve” empty space in
the Einstein general relativity. The physical picture is more complicated in quantum mechanics and quantum field
theories, where the ”straight” or ”curve” empty space (vacuum) between the interference-less point particles (bosons
or fermions) is full-filled by the virtual particles (gauge bosons). Although the bosons can occupy the same spacetime
point, the cross-correlation energy of the bosons in this point is equal to zero due to the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate.
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The identical fermions can not share the same spacetime point. Therefore the cross-correlation energy of the identical
fermions in this point is equal to zero. The cross-correlation energy of non-identical fermions occupying the same
spacetime point is equal to zero due to the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate. The non-zero cross-correlation energy induced
by the interference between particles could give natural explanation of the invisible energy-mass, which in astrophysics
and cosmology is usually called the ”dark” energy-mass. Indeed, in order to account for the well-known discrepancies
between measurements based on the mass of the visible matter in astronomy and cosmology and definitions of the
energy (mass) made through dynamical or general relativistic means, the present model does not need in hypothesizing
the existence of ”dark” energy-mass. In the present model, the ”dark” cosmological energy-mass as well as the well-
known spiral cosmological structures are attributed simply to the coherent cross-correlation energy-mass of the moving
cosmological objects. For instance, the unit-fields (particles) of cosmological objects moving in the same direction
with the same velocity have the same moments k,, = k. According to the present model [for more details, see Part
IT and Sec. (2) of Part I], the interference between the macroscopic bodies (fields) composed from the unit-fields
does induce the cross-correlation energy-mass, which would be undetectable by emitted or scattered electromagnetic
radiation in astronomical and cosmological observations. In this regard, note that an infinite unit-field (for instance,
(r) ~ |r|71) occupying the finite volume (V # oo) of the wisible Universe is overlapped with the superposition
of all other infinite unit-fields. The energy of such an infinite unit-field includes both the canonical energy of the
single unit-field (particle) and the cross-correlation energy (e..) associated with the interference (cross-correlation)
with the superposition of all other infinite unit-fields, namely with the physical vacuum of the visible Universe. The
cross-correlation energy in such a case may be considered as the energy of interaction of the unit-field (particle) with
the virtual particles of the physical vacuum of the visible Universe. Notice, in the case of homogeneous distribution of
unit-fields (particles), the cross-correlation energy .. — 0 if the volume V' — oco. Also note that the vacuum-particle
cross-correlation energy, which is equal to zero for the constant velocity (v = const.) in inertial coordinate systems
having the shift symmetry of time, increases per the time unit d¢t with the increase dv or dk of the velocity v or the
momentum k of the unit-field (particle) due to the interference (interaction) of the accelerating unit-field with the
physical vacuum. The increase de.. of the cross-correlation (interaction) energy caused by the interference between
the accelerating unit-field and the physical vacuum could be interpreted as the mass increase, in agreement with
the Einstein special relativity relation m = mg/(1 — v?/ 02)1/ 2, That give, probably for the first time, a microscopic
explanation (physical interpretation) of this phenomenon. One should not confuse here the absolute (true) vacuum
associated with the 7straight” geometry of the mon-material spacetime field of the Einstein special relativity with
the physical (non-absolute) vacuum connected with the ” curve” geometry of the non-material spacetime field of the
Einstein general relativity. The energies of the ” straight” spacetime (non-material absolute vacuum) of the Einstein
spacial relativity and Newton mechanics are equal to zero, while the ” curve”, non-material, geometrical spacetime
(mathematical object) of the Einstein general relativity has the non-zero values depending on the spatial distribution
of masses. In the present model, the spacetime energy is equal to zero only if the non-material spacetime is not
occupied by the material unit-fields (particles). In other words, the energy of an empty (non-material) spacetime of
the present model is equal to zero. Notice, the spacetime energy of the Universe occupied by the infinite unit-fields
contains both the energies of material unit-fields (particles) and the cross-correlation energy of interfering unit-fields.
Therefore, the Universe occupied by the infinite unit-fields always has the non-zero value of the spacetime energy
associated with the cross-correlation of unit-fields. The spacetime not occupied by the finite unit-fields obeys the zero
value of energy.

The above-presented analysis of the interactions of unit-fields has showed that the physical pictures of the non-zero
energies of the physical vacuum (spacetime) of the Einstein general relativity, the traditional quantum-field theory
and the present model are formally identical. Nevertheless, from a point of view of the materialistic philosophy, the
physical (materialistic) interpretation of the non-zero spacetime energy of the physical vacuum in a volume occupied
by the finite or infinite material unit-fields is more natural and transparent physically than the interpretations based
on the use of the Einstein field of non-material, geometrical, ” curve” spacetime or the field of virtual (simultaneously
created and destroyed) unobservable particles mediated by the perturbation mathematical approximations of the
traditional theory of quantum fields. For the non-materialistic explanation (interpretation) of the non-zero spacetime
energy of the physical vacuum in a finite volume one may use the non-material, ”curve” spacetime field or the field
of wvirtual (unobservable) particles assuming that such fields do exist in the volume without presence of the material
particles inside or outside this volume. Another example of the non-materialistic explanation (interpretation) of the
non-zero spacetime energy of the physical vacuum is the so-called String Theory, where the non-material spacetime
coordinates (covariant or non-covariant ones) mediate material properties of the non-material spacetime and give to
the spacetime the form of a non-virtual or virtual material particle (sring). In the same manner, the non-material
wave-function of canonical quantum mechanics and the non-material wave of operators of traditional quantum field
theories, which are connected with a point-like material particle (a non-virtual or virtual one), give the material
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properties to this particle. Remember, the non-material wave-function and the non-material wave of operators are
conventionally considered to be inseparable from the material point-like particle.

The general properties of the forces induced by the cross-correlation energy of the two interfering particles have been
illustrated numerically by using the quasi-solutions of the 1-D Euler-Lagrange equation of motion having the form
of the Klein-Gordon-Fock equation for the scalar-boson unit-field. One can easily follow the model for an arbitrary
number of the vector-boson and fermion unit-fields having the arbitrary values of the rest masses (m,, = mq, ), charges
(gn = qon) and spins (s, = So,) of the unit-fields (particles). The fields of different kinds, generally speaking, may
cross-correlate or not cross-correlate with each other. For instance, the electron and photon fields do cross-correlate
(interact) with each other. The gravitational (mass-induced) field also does cross-correlate (interact) with the charge-
induced EM field of photons. In other words, the gravitational field deflects photons. The cross-correlation of the
different fields will be considered in details in Part II of the present study. It should be also mentioned that a tiny
attractive force between closely placed metal plates in the Casimir effect, which according to Hendrik B. G. Casimir
and Dirk Polder is due to the van der Waals force between polarizable molecules of the metallic plates [26], is attributed
in the present model to the cross-correlation energy of the plates. The cross-correlation energy could be reinterpreted
as the zero-point energy (vacuum energy) associated with the virtual exchange of particles of the quantum fields
associated with the molecules in the traditional quantum physics. The gradient of the cross-correlation energy falls
off rapidly with the distance [see, Figs. (5)-(8)]. Therefore the force has a measurable value only when the distance
between plates is extremely small.

4. THE NON-ZERO CROSS-CORRELATION ENERGY MEDIATED BY INTERFERENCE

Physical phenomena involving the interference (cross-correlation) of classical or quantum finite-fields would be
affected by the interference between particles if the cross-correlation energy of the fields does not equal to zero. Before
considering the conditions of the non-zero cross-correlation energy let me briefly show how the cross-correlation model
presented in Secs. (2) and (3) addresses the principal questions of Sec. (1), which have not been explained by the
quantum mechanics and particle field theory based on the Copenhagen-Dirac interpretation of quantum interference.

4.1. The present model versus the canonical interpretation of quantum interference

In the canonical quantum mechanics and quantum field theory based on the Copenhagen-Dirac postu-
late of ”interference-less”, self-interfering particles, the wave-functions v, (r,t) of particles are not additive
[th(r,t)# 25:1 Yn(r,t)] due to the non-additivity of the probability amplitudes (the probabilities of quantum al-
ternatives are not additive). In other words, the particles do not interfere with each other. The interference (cross-
correlation) between particles or antiparticles in these theories never occurs in agreement with the Copenhagen-Dirac
postulate because of the gauge symmetry of the mathematically constructed (engineered) Hamiltonians under the
U(1) local gauge transformation (1o, — 1§, = €**"1bg,). The absence of both the interference between particles and
the respective cross-correlation energy is provided by the U(1) gauge symmetry of the Hamiltonians constructed to
be independent from the phases a,,. In the present model, both the non-quantum and quantum (operator) fields are
modelled as superpositions of the interfering unified-fields. The Hamiltonians of such non-quantum and quantum fields
are not invariant under the U(1) local gauge transformation given rise to the interference between the non-quantum
or quantum fields and the dependence of the Hamiltonians (energies) on the field phases. Naturally, the dependence
of energy on the unit-field phases could determine the uncertainty of energy, for instance, in the tunnelling process
of any kind involving the phase uncertainty ("hidden” parameter). The general correspondence principle says that
the quantum and classical treatments must be in agreement not only for a very large number of particles. In the
present model, the non-quantum and quantum (operator) treatments are in agreement for an arbitrary number of
particles (unit-fields). The Copenhagen interpretation (philosophy) of the de Broglie wave associated with a particle
as the wave of probability presents a more or less intuitively transparent background for the physical interpretation
of quantum mechanics. However, the Copenhagen interpretation of the de Broglie wave using the pure mathematical
object (probability) did not solve really the problem of physical interpretation of quantum mechanics. The probability
or the wave of probability is not a real physical matter. In particle field theory, up to now, the physical interpreta-
tion of the wave (field) of operators does not exist. An operator is considered rather as a pure mathematical object
than a real material substance. Note, in this connection, that the problem of physical (materialistic) interpretation
associated with the concept of probability does not exist in the Newton and Einstein mechanics. For an example,
the real propagation of material particles in a gas is associated with the real mass, speed and kinetic energy. Each
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particle of the gas has the real (concrete, particular) speed and kinetic energy that can be equal or not to the pure
mathematical counterparts, the average or expected values. In other words, the every particle of the gas propagates
rather with a concrete (specific) speed than with the average or expected velocity. The average (expected) speed and
the respective kinetic energy are the pure mathematical objects calculated by using the probability (pure mathemat-
ical object) associated with other pure mathematical objects, the Bose-Einstein and Fermi-Dirac statistics. In the
present model, the unit-wave associated with a boson or fermion particle, unlike the non-material wave of probability
or operators connected with a material point-like particle in quantum mechanics or particle field theory, is a real, finite
unit-wave (unit-field) of the matter (mass-energy) with the Bose-Einstein or Fermi-Dirac cross-correlation properties.
The Copenhagen-Dirac interpretation of quantum interference does strictly exclude existence of the particle inter-
ference and cross-correlation energy. The interference between bodies (particles) and the respective cross-correlation
energy do not exist also in the Einstein general relativity. The classical wave physics and the present model do use
the interference and cross-correlation energy in description of the pure additive or subtractive interference. For both
the classical and quantum (operator) fields, in the present model, the two-times increase of the wave amplitude does
increase the wave energy in four times, and the wave with zero amplitude has zero energy. The quantum field energy
calculated by using the present model is equal to the classical value. In order to account for the well-known discrep-
ancies between measurements based on the mass of the visible matter in astronomy and cosmology and definitions of
the mass made through dynamical or general relativistic means, the present model does not need in a hypothesis of
the existence of ”dark” energy-mass. In the present model, the ”dark” cosmological energy-mass as well as the well-
known spiral cosmological structures are attributed to the cross-correlation energy-mass of the moving and interfering
cosmological objects (particles). In particle field theory, the particle energy € = wo + (1/2)wy is different from the
Planck-Einstein particle energy eo = wo = (k2 +m2)'/? [1,12]. The quantum energy go = (1/2)wp, which is identified
as the vacuum energy associated with the particle, does contradict both the Einstein theory and classical physics of
the empty space. In the present model, both the non-quantum and quantum energies of a particle are equal to the
Planck-Einstein particle energy g = wo = (k2 + m2)/2. The positive energy-mass eg = (k2 + m32)'/? of antiparticles
in the present model is different from the negative energy-mass of the Dirac antiparticles satisfying the energy-mass
relation eg = —(kZ + m%)l/ 2. In the present model, the non-quantum and quantum energies of the empty spacetime
(true vacuum) are identified as the Newton-Planck-Einstein vacuum energy €,q. = 0 of the empty straight-spacetime
(absolute vacuum). In quantum theories of particle physics, the forces acting upon a particle are seen as the action
of the respective gauge-boson (material) field that is present at the particle location. In perturbative particle field
theory, the forces are attributed to the exchange of the field virtual particles (material gauge-bosons). Such a model
is inconsistent with the Einstein theory of general relativity, where the gravitational interaction between two massive
objects (particles) is not viewed as a force, but rather, objects moving freely in non-material gravitational fields travel
under their own inertia in straight lines through non-material ”curve” spacetime [5]. From the point of view of the
present model of the particle interactions, which is based on the gradient (”spatial curvature”) of the cross-correlation
energy of the interfering particles (material unit-fields), the Einstein and quantum descriptions (interpretations) of the
forces are formally equivalent. One could mention also the problem associated with the nonconservation of the number
of particles and energy in perturbative particle field theory based on the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of ”interference-
free”, self-interfering particles. The renormalization procedures do solve the problem, but not for a general case [6-9].
In the present model, such a kind of the problems can be solved in a general form without the use of the particular
renormalization procedures of the traditional quantum field theories (see, the calculations of energies and forces in
Sec. (3) and Part II). To this end, the superluminal signaling in quantum mechanics (the Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen
paradox), which is associated with the J.S. Bell inequalities [11], does contradict the Einstein special relativity. The
discussion of the problem associated with the superluminal signalling in quantum mechanics and particle field theory
will be presented in Sec. (5).

4.2. Conditions of the non-zero cross-correlation energy

Any physical phenomenon involving interference (cross-correlation) of the classical or quantum fields would be
affected by the interference between particles if the cross-correlation energy of the interfering particles (unit-fields)
does not equal to zero. In the present model, there is an uncertainty of the energy and moment of the interfering unit-
waves (particles) due to the phase-dependent energy (momentum) of the superposition of unit-fields. This uncertainty,
however, should not be confused with the mathematical uncertainty of the energy and momentum attributing to the
uncertainty principle [22,123] for the single particle. In quantum mechanics, lack of commutation of the time derivative
operator with the time operator itself formally (mathematically) results into an uncertainty principle for time and
energy: the longer the period of time, the more precisely energy can be defined. In addition, the non-commutation of
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the momentum operator with the coordinate operator mathematically results into the Heisenberg position-momentum
uncertainty

AzAk > 1/2, (129)

which means it is impossible mathematically to determine simultaneously both the position and momentum of a
particle with any great degree of accuracy. In quantum mechanics, the physical mechanism behind the position-
momentum uncertainty is attributed to the ”compression” of the de Broglie wave 1o(r, t) of a particle. According to
the Copenhagen (canonical) interpretation of quantum mechanics, the probability amplitude attributed to the non-
material wave-function 9 (r,t) of a material particle determines the probability to find the single particle at the time
t and position r. The value ¥ (r,t)1o(r, t) is interpreted as the probability density. To obtain an accurate reading of
the position of a particle, the mathematical non-material objects (wave-function and probability) associated with the
particle must be ”compressed” as much as possible by the material boundaries of other, usually macroscopic, material
objects. That means that the non-material wave of probability must be made up of increasing numbers of mathematical
sine waves added together in the Fourier decomposition of the de Broglie wave. The momentum of the particle is
proportional to the wavelength of one of the non-material sine waves, but it could be any of them. Thus a more precise
position measurement by adding together more non-material sine waves means the momentum measurement becomes
less precise (and vice versa). The considered mathematical interpretation sometimes is mentioned incorrectly as the
physical one. Indeed, the non-material wave-function of a material particle could not be physically compressed by
the material boundaries. Moreover, the particle (wave-function) could not be physically compressed by the particles
(wave-functions) of material boundaries, because a particle interferes (interacts) in canonical quantum mechanics only
with itself.

In the present model, there are uncertainties of the position-momentum of both the single unit-field (particle) and
the superposition of N unit-fields (particles). The interpretation of the position-momentum uncertainty of the single
unit-field (particle) is different from the above-presented mathematical interpretation of quantum mechanics. For the
sake of simplicity, let me consider a scalar boson. The energy of a scalar boson (material unit-field) depends on the
unit-field 19 and the spatial ” curvature” Vg of the unit-field in the Hamiltonian density (2). The unit-field function
is determined mathematically by the Euler-Lagrange equation of motion with the initial and boundary conditions
imposed. The energy of the free unit-field (I6) is equal to the Planck-Einstein particle energy ¢ = (k? +m?)'/? [see,
([@3H)]. The momentum k of the free particle (material unit-field) located infinitely far from the material boundaries can
have an arbitrary value. The value depends solely on the unit-field gradient (”curvature”) Vig. The localization of the
material unit-field ¢o(x) by the material boundaries in the region Az = 25 — 21 means physically and mathematically
that the real parts of the fields must vanish on the boundaries, Re[)(x1)] = Re[t(x2)] = 0. The physical interaction
of the unit-field with the boundaries results into selection of the unit-field with the spatial ” curvature” determining by
the condition Vg (x) Vibo(z) = k?Vibg(x)*Viho(z), where k = nm/Az (n=0,1, 2, ...) and Ak = Ak, = 7/Az. If
the value n of the unit-field is unknown, then these relations can be presented as the position-momentum uncertainty

AzAk > T, (130)

which is similar to the Heisenberg uncertainty ([I29)). The relation (I30) can be rewritten for the energy by using the
Planck-Einstein particle energy as

AzA[e? —m?)V? > 7. (131)

The physical mechanism behind the uncertainties (I30) and ([I31)) could be attributed to the increase of the spatial
”curvature” (gradient) Vio(z) of the real material unit-field by interference (interaction) of the material unit-field
Yo(x) with the particles of material boundaries of macroscopic objects. That is to say that the uncertainties are due
to the physical interaction (interference) of the particle (material unit-field) with the particles (material unit-fields) of
the external material boundaries. Such a physical interpretation of the uncertainties, the increase of the ”curvature”
(gradient) of the material unit-field by the particles of the external boundaries under the spatial localization of the
unit-field (particle), is different from the mathematical interpretation based on the ”physical compression” of the pure
mathematical objects (wave-function and probability) connected with with a material particle. Remember, a particle
physically interferes (interacts) in canonical quantum mechanics only with itself. It should be stressed that Egs.
(I30) and ([I3T)) should be used for the particle (unit-field) and not for the empty ”straight” space (Newton-Einstein
vacuum) with & = ¢ = m = 0. Equations (I30) and ([I31)) could be generalized for the N unit-waves (particles)
localized in the region Az by using Egs. 20) and (34)). If the unit-waves have the same phases, then Eqs. 20)), (34),

(I370), and ([I3T) yielded
AzAk > N> (132)
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and
AzAe? —m?)/? > N2, (133)
If the phases are unknown, then Eqs. (I32)) and ([I33) could be rewritten as
AzAk >0 (134)
and
AzAe? —m?)V? > 0. (135)

In such a case, the boundaries do determine the ” curvatures” Vg, of the unit-fields 1g,,, but not select the energy and
momentum of the unit-field superposition due to the phase uncertainty. The energy and momentum are determined
rather by the cross-correlation of the unit-fields than by the interaction of the fields with the boundaries. In order
to derive the energy-time uncertainty, one should consider the unit-field g (z,t) = 1o () (t) of the matter and the
localization of the field ¥ (t) in the time interval At = t5 —t1. The energy ¢ of the field ¢y (x,t) depends on the field
temporal ”curvature” 9vy/0t [see, Eq. ([@)]. The localization of the unit-field ¢ (¢) in the time interval At = to — t;
means mathematically that the real parts of the fields must vanish on the time boundaries, Re[o(t1)] = Re[to(t2)] =
0. The time-boundary condition enforces the unit-field to have the temporal ” curvature” determining by the condition
[0 | Ot][Onbo | Ot] = €2[0nho™ /Ot][Onbo /O], where & = nt/At (n=1, 2, ...) and Ae = Aein = 7/At. If the value n is
unknown, then these relations can be presented as the energy-time uncertainty

AcAt > T. (136)

The energy-time uncertainty (I36]) is caused by the increase of the temporal ”curvature” 9io(t)/0t of the real unit-
field 4o (t) of the matter (mass-energy) with decreasing the localization interval At. Such a physical interpretation
of the time-energy uncertainty is different from the traditional interpretations of quantum mechanics. Note that the
above-presented analysis is applicable for the particles of another kind. For instance, one can easily rewrite Egs.
(I30)-(I36) for other boson or fermion unit-fields (particles). In the context of the above-presented interpretations
of the uncertainties, one could mention again that the Copenhagen interpretation of the de Broglie wave associ-
ated with a particle as the wave of probability presents a more or less intuitively transparent background for the
physical interpretation of the quantum mechanics. The Copenhagen interpretation of the de Broglie wave using the
pure mathematical object (probability), however, does not solve really the problem of physical interpretation of the
Heisenberg position-momentum and time-energy uncertainties. The wave of probability is not a real physical matter
(mass-energy), which can be ”compressed” by the physical (material) boundaries in some incorrect interpretations
of the canonical quantum mechanics. The particle field theory, up to now, does not give any physical interpretation
of the wave (field) of operators. Indeed, an operator should be considered rather as a mathematical object than a
real physical matter. Naturally, the spatial and/or temporal ”compression” of the mathematical object (probability
or operator) would not have any physical meaning. In the present model, the unit-wave associated with a boson or
fermion particle, unlike the wave of probability or operators in quantum mechanics or particle field theory, is a real fi-
nite unit-wave (unit-field) of the matter (mass-energy), whose ” curvature” (gradient) can be changed spatially and/or
temporally. The physical mechanism behind the position-momentum and time-energy uncertainties is attributed to
the increase of the spatial (V) and/or temporal (91 /0t) ” curvatures” (gradients) of a real unit-field of the matter
under the spatial or temporal localization of the unit-field by interaction with other microscopical or macroscopic
objects. It can be mentioned that the position-time (spacetime) uncertainty is discussed in Ref. [24](e).

It should be stressed again that any physical phenomenon involving the interference (cross-correlation) of the boson
and/or fermion fields (particles) would be affected by the field interference if the respective cross-correlation energy
is not equal to zero. The static unit-fields (9o, (r,t)/0t = 0) have been considered in Sec. (3). It has been shown as
an example that the cross-correlation energy of the static boson scalar fields does not equal to zero at the distance
R < R,, where R, ~ 10? and R, ~ 5 for the weak and strong unit-fields, respectively. The cross-correlation energies
of the transient boson fields (waves), such as the non-quantum finite waves composed from the non-quantum boson
unit-waves, are described by the cross-correlation terms in Egs. (I2) and (I9)). The second quantization of the non-
quantum finite-waves by replacing the waves (fields) by the field operators has yielded the quantum cross-correlation
energy ([G3). The non-quantum and quantum cross-correlation energies in Eqs. ([I2)), (I9), and (65) are equal to
each other. The time-dependent cross-correlation energy of the wave-like fields composed from the boson unit-waves
and/or the fermion unit-waves [see, Sec. (2)] is proportional to the terms

1
Vn m

x

/ [efi(AkOnmrfAsgnmthanm)_|_ei(AkgnmrfAso,zmthanm)]d3 , (137)
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which have the non-negligible values in the case of
kon — kom (138)
(remember, €9, — €om if kon, — kom and mo, = monm,) and/or in the case of
Vom (kzn — kzm) (kyn — kym) (k2 — kam) — 0, (139)

where k, = kon, k;n = kom and k,, # k,,. Notice, in the case of k, # ki, and Vom > (kzn — kam) (kyn —
kym)(kzn — kzm), the terms ([I37) are equal to zero if the unit-waves are confined by the resonator-like bound-
aries. The experimental realization of the condition (I3]) is extremely difficult (see, Ref. [24](a-c)). The creation
of the unit-fields with the momentums k, — k,, and k,, = k,,will be considered in details in the following sec-
tion devoted to the Bose-Finstein condensation, super-radiation, Bosenova effect, superfluidity, superconductivity,
supermagnetism, and quantum anomalous and fractional Hall effects. In the case of the ordinary physical sys-
tems, which are not associated with physical super-properties, the cross-correlation energy is equal to zero due
to the conditions k,, # k,, and/or Vi, >> 1/(kun — kam)(kyn — kym)(kzn — kzm). While, the sub-wavelength
Vam << 1/(ksn — kzm)(kyn — kym)(kzn — k2m)] systems obey the non-zero cross-correlation energy. The case (I39)
corresponds to the pure constructive or destructive interference in the sub-wavelength volume. For instance, the
physical super-properties of the sub-wavelength systems could be attributed to the cross-correlation energy in the
near-field diffraction (scattering) of waves, as well as in the tunnelling effects and virtual-particle phenomena of any
kind (for instance, in quantum-mechanics tunnelling, wave-mechanical tunnelling, evanescent wave coupling, forces
or effects by virtual particles, and Casimir effect). Note, in this regard, that the classical-mechanics particles that
do not have enough energy to classically surmount a barrier will not be able to reach the other side. In canonical
quantum mechanics, the particles with an arbitrary small energy always have the non-zero probability to overcame
the energy barrier of any value. Although the probability of tunnelling decreases for taller and wider barriers, the
particles would surmount the all potential barriers after a some time leading to decay of the all-known composite
particles (nucleus, atoms and molecules). In contrast to the tunnelling and virtual processes of the canonical quantum
mechanics and particle field theory, which may involve the infinite energy connected with the Heisenberg uncertainty
principle, the realization (reality) of such physical phenomena in the present model is strictly limited by the finite
value of the cross-correlation energy. If the cross-correlation energy is smaller than the potential barrier, then the
unit-fields will never surmount the energy barrier. Although the unit-field may occupy a small volume outside the
barrier, the main part of the unit-field should be always inside the barrier. Naturally, the evanescent part of the
unit-field may overlap (interact) with the unit-fields that occupy the external space of the potential barrier. It could
be also noted again that the spatially infinite fields are overlapped in the infinite volume. Unlike the fields occupying
the infinite volume, the interference of the finite fields requires the creation of conditions of the field overlapping. In
order to interfere, the finite fields or their parts should occupy (share) the same volume V;,,,, at the same time moment
tnm = tn = ty,. The cross-correlation energy decreases if the volume V,,,,, decreases, for instance, due to the movement
of unit-fields (particles) away from each other. One should not confuse vanishing the cross-correlation energy by the
non-overlapping of the finite fields with the case of the overlapped ”orthogonal fields” [see, Sec. (2)]. For instance, the
cross-correlation energies of the two unit-fields (particles) before and after a collision (interference) are equal to zero
due to the non-overlapping of the unit-fields. During the elastic collision (interaction) of the unit-fields, the vanishing
of the cross-correlation energy is caused by the orthogonality of the unit-fields (ko, # ko) in the Hilbert space.
Such a process could be considered as an elastic collision of the particles. In the case of the non-orthogonal unit-fields
[see, Secs. (2) and (3)], the cross-correlation (interference) of the unit-waves can lead to the non-elastic collision. For
instance, the Raman or another nonlinear scattering of a photon by an atom (composite boson-like particle) should
be considered as the non-elastic collision. So far the conditions of the non-zero cross-correlation energy have been
analyzed for the unit-waves that have the permanent (constant) phases. In the general case, the phases may have the
time-dependent values «,, = o, (t) and «,;, = a;,(t). The cross-correlation energy averaged over the time interval At
could be considered as the time-independent energy (H)a: of the interfering unit-waves:

1 o \ N N2-N
(H)ar = E/At/o (hyd*xdt = ;’Hm + > (Ham)ar, (140)

n#m

where the self-correlation energy (H,n)a: = Hnn i a time-independent value, and the time-averaged (”time-
independent”) cross-correlation energy is given by
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n#m t

n#Em



39

In the case of the incoherent unit-fields having absolutely random phases, both the term (I37) averaged over any time
At and the respective energy ([[41]) are equal to zero due to the non-correlation of such fields. Naturally, the increase
of the degree of coherence (phase correlation) increases the time-averaged cross-correlation energy of the partially
coherent unit-fields. Notice, the cross-correlation energy ([41l) averaged over the time At >> 1/Aegp,, does vanish
if the coherent unit-fields (particles) with the constant phases «, and a,, are distinguishable (kon, # kom and/or
Mon 7 Mom, respectively o, # €om). The property explains physically which particles are identical or non-identical.
The coherency of the identical (Kon = Kom and mon = Mom, respectively eon = com ) unit-fields (particles) should be
considered as the necessary condition of existence of the cross-correlation energy. One should not confuse here the
coherency and cross-correlation of the two fields in the same [(P,t) = (P1,t1) = (P2, t2)] spacetime points, which is
related to the cross-correlation energy, with the coherency associated with the cross-correlation between the fields in
the different [(Py,t1) # (P2, t2)] spacetime points of the amplitude or intensity interferometry.

4.3. Quantum coherence and correlation

The basic properties of both the classical and quantum coherence are usually clarified in the context of the Young
double-slit experiment [Sec. (1)]. Let me briefly describe the coherence properties in the frame of quantum mechanics
and compare them with the present model. In quantum mechanics, the dynamics of quantum particles in the double-
slit experiment describes the relationship between the classical waves and quantum particles. The quantum particle
is described by a wave-function associated with the wave of probability, which contains all the information about the
state of the quantum system. According to the Copenhagen-Dirac interpretation of quantum interference each particle
interferes only with itself. In the Young experiment, each particle can go through either slit and hence has two paths
that it can take to a particular final position (P, t). In quantum mechanics, these two paths interfere. If there is pure
destructive interference, the particle never arrives at that particular position. In quantum mechanics the ability of a
particle to interfere with itself is called quantum coherence. The quantum description of perfectly coherent paths is
called a pure state, in which the two paths (wave-functions) are combined in a superposition. The correlation between
the two wave-functions exceeds what would be predicted for classical correlation between the two wave-functions (see,
the Bell inequalities [11]). It should be noted in this regard that the generally accepted wave-function of a particle
(for instance, a photon) associated with the wave of probability does not exist in particle field theory. Therefore,
strictly speaking, the particle field theory could not consider the quantum (probabilistic) interference phenomena in
the Young double-slit experiment. In addition, in contrast with the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of the ”interference-
less” particles, the particle of quantum field theories interferes (interacts) with the particles of the slits due to the
boundary conditions. If the quantum mechanical system of the above-mentioned two wave-functions (or any system
of wave-functions of entangled particles in quantum mechanics) is decohered, which would occur, for instance, in a
measurement via eigenselection, then there is no longer any phase relationship (correlation) between the two states.
The quantum description of imperfectly coherent (partially coherent) paths is called a mixed state, described by a
density matrix and is analogous to a classical system of mixed probabilities, where the correlations are classical. One
should not confuse here the self-interference of the wave of operators associated with a particle in particle field theory
with the self-interference of the wave of probability associated with the above-mentioned wave-functions of a particle
in the Copenhagen interpretation of quantum mechanics. The wave of operators associated with a particle is not
attributed to the probability amplitude of the wave of probability associated with the wave-function of the particle.
Unlike in quantum mechanics, in particle field theory the generally accepted wave-function of a particle (antiparticle)
does not exist up to now. Therefore the interference mechanism behind the self-interference properties (Dirac’s one-
particle self-interference) of a particle in particle field theory should be attributed rather to the mathematical properties
of the wave of operators than the wave of probability of quantum mechanics. It should be stressed again that the
particle should interfere only with itself in the Young experiment according to the Copenhagen-Dirac interpretation of
quantum interference. However, that contradict the fact that the particle interferes (interacts) also with the particles
of the slits due to the boundary conditions imposed by the slits given rise to the "hidden” interference between particles.

In the present model, the coherence properties of the unit-waves (particles) in the Young experiment are similar to
the aforementioned quantum mechanical properties. The difference between the two models is in the interpretation of
the interference phenomenon and in the absence of the interference between particles and the cross-correlation energy
in the quantum mechanical model based on the canonical interpretation of quantum interference. The present model
considers a quantum particle as an indivisible unit-field (unit-wave) of the matter (mass-energy). The dynamics of the
unit-wave is described by the Euler-Lagrange equation of motion with the initial and boundary conditions imposed.
The energy of the field, which depends on the spatial (Vi)g) and temporal (91),/0t) ”curvatures” of the field, is
given by the Hamiltonian of the system. The spatial and temporal ”curvatures” of the unit-wave can be changed
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by the interference (interaction) of the unit-field with the particles (unit-fields) of boundaries of other microscopic
or macroscopic objects, but the unit-field cannot be divided into the different independent parts. In the Young
experiment, the indivisibility of the unit-field (unit-wave) means the unit-field passing though the double slit is not
divided by the slits into two different independent fields (waves). The spatial and temporal ” curvatures” and the shape
of the unit-wave are changed by interaction (interference) of the unit-field with the unit-fields of the boundaries (slits),
but the unit-field is not divided into the independent parts (unit-waves). The collision (interaction) of the unit-field
(for instance, photon) with the slits is elastic, linear process. Therefore the energy of the unit-field is conserved.
Notice, the particle (photon) and the respective energy can be divided into the independent parts in the case of the
nonlinear processes (inelastic collisions), only. In the Young experiment, the interaction of the unit-field with the slits
does result into reshaping of the unit-field in the transverse and longitudinal directions. The interference pattern on
the observation screen is produced by the interference of the two parts of the same unit-field (photon), which has been
reshaped by the slits before the interference on the observation screen. That is to say that the interference pattern is
formed on the slits by the change of the shape and spatial ” curvature” of the unit-wave by the interaction of the unit-
field with the slits. This mechanism can be represented as interference of the unit-field with itself on the observation
screen. The interaction of the unit-field with any additional object after the interaction with the slits would change
the spatial ”curvature”, shape and phase of the unit-wave and destroy the interference pattern. In such a case, the
unit-field is decohered by the additional interaction process. The described mechanism of the self-interference is similar
to that in the classical description of the Young experiment. The presented mechanism, however, does not require
the formation of two independent waves. The two parts of the reshaped unit-wave (photon) could interfere on the
observation screen like the two independent coherent waves in the classical model of the Young experiment. One should
not confuse here the one-particle self-interference of the wave of probability, which is associated with the single particle
(photon) in the canonical interpretation of quantum mechanics, with the transverse and longitudinal reshaping of the
real indivisible unit-wave (photon) by the slits. In the present model, the reshaped unit-wave (particle) can interfere
with itself, as well with other coherent unit-waves (photons). That provides a simple, non-probabilistic explanation
of the famous paradox of canonical quantum mechanics associated with the non-classical properties of the quantum
macroscopic system, namely the Schrodinger’s cat thought experiment. It should be also noted that a wave-function of
the entangled (strongly correlated) particles is considered in the present model rather as an indivisible unit-field than
a wave-function of a few-body quantum system of independent unit-waves (particles). In other words, the entangled
particles are considered as the parts of the same indivisible unit-wave reshaped in the transverse and/or longitudinal
direction into the entangled parts. Respectively, the parts of the same indivisible unit-wave reshaped in the transverse
and/or longitudinal direction are considered as the entangled particles. As a consequence of the indivisibility of the
reshaped unit-wave, which is composed from the entangled parts (”entangled particles”), the interference properties
of the quantum wave of strongly correlated (entangled) particles are similar to that of an ordinary (non-composite)
unit-wave. If the correlation (cross-correlation) between the different parts of the field reshaped in a liner or nonlinear
process is very weak then the parts of the composite wave could be considered as independent unit-waves (particles).

The unit-wave (particle) could interfere not only with itself, but also with another coherent unit-wave. The inter-
ference (cross-correlation) of the two unit-waves can result into creation of the positive or negative cross-correlation
energy, which does increase or decrease the energy of the unit-field pair [see, Secs. (2)-(4)]. It is interesting that
the cross-correlation of two unit-waves in the conventional Young setup does not affect the energy of the unit-field
pair. Indeed, in the conventional Young double-slit experiment the two coherent unit-waves produced by the two slits
separated by the distance A > 27 /kq are orthogonal in the far-field diffraction zone because of the different momen-
tums (ko1 /ko1 # koz/koz2, ko1 = ko2 = ko). According to the expression (I37)), the cross correlation term (energy) of
the orthogonal unit-waves vanishes. Respectively, the field energy is given by € = 2ky. The situation is completely
different in the case of Young’s subwavelength system, where A < 27/ko and correspondingly ko1 /ko1 = ko2/ko2 and
ko1 = ko2 = ko. In the case of a; — as = 0, the interference creates the extra energy, € = 4k. In Refs. [24](a) and (c),
this phenomenon has been described and interpreted as a classical analog of the Dicke quantum superradiance [25]
of a subwavelength ensemble of excited atoms. The interference completely destroys the energy (¢ = 0) at the phase
condition a; — ag = . A simple analysis of the Hamiltonians (I2)), (I9) and (63) shows that the addition of waves is
not so efficient at larger spacing of the slits (A ~ 27/kg), but still leads to the interference-induced enhancements and
resonances (versus wavelength) in the total energy emitted by the slits. In such a case the field energy [0 < g¢ < 4kg]
depends on the values ko1, ko2, a1, az and A (for more details, see the study |24](a-c) and references therein). In
the case of the Young’s two-source system that consists of the two sub-wavelength (A ~ 27/kg) dipole radiators, the
dependence is especially simple. One should simply consider the radiation of the two almost identical dipoles in the
near-field zone or far-field zone. For instance the total time-averaged radiated power W of the two classical dipoles
separated by the distance A < 27 /kg is given by W = (4w?*/3)|do1 +do2|? ~ 4Wp1, where Wo1 ~ (4wo?/3)|do1|? is the
power of the first radiator with the dipole do; ~ do2. Here, the value Wig 91 = (4w?/3)|2dg1doz2| could be considered
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as the cross-correlation power (energy) of the two dipols. The total radiated power W of the two quantum dipoles
separated by the distance A < 27/kg is also given by Wg ~ 4Wgo1. The quantum expression for the power of the
two-dipole radiation differs from the classical one only in that it contains the matrix element of the dipole momentum
instead of the dipole momentum itself. The superradiance of the two classical or quantum dipoles is very similar to
the Dicke superradiance |25]. This simple analysis of two classical and quantum dipoles also could be considered as a
proof of existence of a classical analogue [Refs. [24](a) and (c)] of the Dicke quantum superradiance. Notice, in the case
of the number N > 1 of quantum dipoles, the Pauli exclusion principle for the electrons of the dipoles should be taken
into account. The Pauli principle states that no two identical electrons may occupy the same quantum state simul-
taneously. It should be stressed again that the cross-correlation energy of the interfering classical waves or particles
(unit-waves), which does not exist in quantum mechanics and particle field theory, plays a key role in description of
the aforementioned interference phenomena. The cross correlation energy could be important also for understanding
the enhancement or suppression of the energy and momentum [Sec. (2.1.2.)] in other coherent processes involving
classical waves or particles. Here, one could mention the enhancement or suppression of the energy and momen-
tum of a light pulse propagating in a dispersive medium. The phases of the different Fourier k-components of the
wavepacket propagating in the same direction (ko /kon = ko/ko) can be changed under the propagation. According
to the present model the phase modification could result into the interference-induced enhancement or suppression
of the pulse energy and momentum. The interference phenomenon could affect also the energy and momentum of a
wave-packet scattering by the subwavelength scatters, such as nano-apertures, nano-particles and other nano-objects.
For more examples and details, see the study |24] and refrerences therein.

Nowadays, the problem associated with the superluminal signalling in quantum mechanics (the Einstein-Podolsky-
Rosen paradox [10]), which follows from the J.S. Bell inequalities [11], but contradicts the Einstein special relativity,
is considered as a most serious incompatibility between the two fundamental theories. Therefore, it is important
to consider this problem in more details. The superluminal cross-correlation (signalling) between the two entangled
particles exceeds what would be predicted for classical (non-superluminal) correlation between the two wave-functions
(see, the Bell inequalities [11]). In the present model, the entangled particles are considered as the parts of the same
indivisible unit-wave of the physical matter, which has been reshaped in the transverse and/or longitudinal direction
into the entangled parts [strongly correlated (entangled) particles| by interaction (interference) of the unit-field with
the fields of other microscopic or macroscopic objects. As a consequence of the indivisibility of the reshaped unit-wave,
which is composed from the entangled parts (”entangled particles”), the interference properties of the quantum wave
of strongly correlated (entangled) particles are similar to that of an ordinary (non-composite) unit-wave. The shape,
temporal and spatial ”curvatures” of the ordinary or composite unit-field can be changed, but the field cannot be
divided into different independent parts. In order to satisfy the experimentally observed superluminal signalling one
have to assume that any local change of the shape and/or ”curvature” of the ordinary or composite unit-field of the
physical matter does propagate with superluminal (linear and/or rotational) velocity within the field. For instance, the
superluminal rotational velocity within the spinor unit-field (electron) could be formally associated with the quantum
spin of the particle. More precisely, in the present model, the quantum spin of the particle is attributed to the
sign-coupling product SG (for details, see Part IT), which characterizes the sign and value of the the cross-correlation
(interaction, coupling) energy under the interference of two unit-waves [also, see comments to Eqs. (I23) and (I24)),
and Figs. (5)-(8)]. The superluminal velocity (signalling) within the ordinary or composite unit-field of the matter is
attributed in the present model rather to the physical properties of the field medium than the empty space (vacuum)
of the Einstein relativity. Therefore the superluminal signalling within the ordinary or composite unit-field of the
physical matter does not contradict the Einstein non-superluninal velocity of the signalling between the point particles
separated by the ”straight” or ”curve” empty space (Einstein’s vacuum). It is not easy to find a classical analogue
of the superluminal signalling within the ordinary unit-field or the unit-field like material medium of the composite
unit-field (entangled particles). The superluminal signalling within the medium of an ordinary unit-field could be
considered (interpreted), for instance, as a non-quantum or quantum analog of the wave propagation in the material
body, which has the "modulus of bulk elasticity” bigger than the ”coefficient of stiffness” of any classical material
medium. If the incompressible medium of the ordinary unit-field has an infinite elasticity, the signal could propagate
within the ordinary unit-field with infinite speed. The composite unit-field [entangled (strongly correlated) particles]
could be considered as a non-quantum or quantum analogue of Newton’s cradle, a series of swinging spheres. In the
Newton cradle, the identical bodies (particles) exchange velocities (momentums). If the first particle has nonzero
initial velocity and the second particle is at rest, then after collision the first particle will be at rest and the second
particle will travel with the initial velocity of the first particle. In the case of perfectly elastic collision of the totally
rigid particles (the parts of the composite unit-field), the exchange of velocities (momentums) provides a so-called
”quantum jump” taking zero time. Thus the signalling (”quantum leap”) in the Newton cradle of unit-fields [strongly
correlated (entangled) particles| is performed with infinite speed. Although the Newton cradle is one dimensional,
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the two or three dimensional cradle also could be considered as an analogue of the strongly correlated (entangled)
quantum particles. Notice, according to the present model, the Bell superluminal signals |11] (the Einstein-Podolsky-
Rosen paradox) and the well-known objects in astronomy, which propagate with velocities greater than the velocity
of light, involve no physics incompatible with the theory of special relativity. In the present model, the superluminar
velocities of signals, the superluminar ”quantum leaps” and the superluminar collapses of wavefunctions of any kind
are attributed rather to the physical properties of the unit-field like material mediums than the ”straight” or ”curve”
empty space of the Einstein special or general relativity (for details, see Part II).

In the context of the above-presented consideration of the quantum coherence and correlation, one should not confuse
a real finite-wave or real finite unit-wave of the real physical matter (mass-energy) with the wave of probability in
quantum mechanics or with the wave of operators in particle field theory. One should not confuse also the first-order
coherency (cross-correlation) of the two fields in the same [(P,t) = (Py,t1) = (P2,t2)] spacetime points, which are
related to the cross-correlation energy, with the second or higher order coherency (cross-correlation) between the fields
in the same [(P,t) = (P1,t1) = (P, t2)] or different [(P1,t1) # (Pe,t2)] spacetime points of the amplitude or intensity
interferometry. The degree of coherency of the fields in the first or the second order, in the same or different spacetime
points can be measured by using the conventional amplitude or intensity interferometry. It could be noted in this
regard that any coherent or incoherent field is self-coherent. In the present model, the self-coherency is associated with
the conventional energy of a field, which is called the self-correlation energy or self-energy. Two finite waves (beams)
do interfere coherently in a space point if the phase difference between the waves in this point is constant in the time.
The coherency of the two fields in the same point is attributed in the present model to the cross-correlation and cross-
correlation energy in this point. If the phase difference is random or changing the fields are incoherent or partially
coherent in the point. In the points where the fields are incoherent, the interference of the fields yields zero value
of the cross-correlation energy. That is to say that the interference between two (or more) finite fields (waves) in a
space point establishes a correlation (cross-correlation) between these waves in this point. The coherent superposition
of the wave amplitudes is attributed to the ordinary (first-order) interference, which corresponds to the first-order
cross-correlation and the respective (first-order) cross-correlation energy. In analogy to the first order coherence, the
second order interference generalizes the interference between amplitudes to that between squares of amplitudes. The
high-order cross-correlations have quite different properties in comparison to the first-order correlation. For instance,
in the case of the complex, scalar, electric waves Ey = |E1]e!® and Ey = |Ez|e’®!, the first-order interference (cross-
correlation) attributed to the amplitude interferometry does associate with the phase-dependent intensity (energy)
I = (El + EQ)(El + EQ)* = Il + IQ + 2\/H IQCOS(OQ — 011), where 0 S I S Imax; Il = ElEf and IQ = EQE; The
second-order cross-correlation (interference) associated with the intensity interferometry corresponds to the phase-
independent intensity (energy) squared I? = (I + I3)? = I? + 13 + 21115, where I? + 13 < I? < I2,, . Although the
first-order cross-correlation term 2+/T; Iscos(a; — aq) associated with the first-order cross-correlation of the waves
F4 and Fs depends on the phases a; and aq, the second-order cross-correlation term 275 I attributed to the second-
order cross-correlation of the wave intensities I; and I5 does not depend on the wave phases. One should not confuse
here definitions of the first-order and second-order cross-correlation terms with the degrees of first-order and second-
order coherences of the amplitude and intensity interferometries. Notice, in the Newton mechanics, the first order
cross-correlation does reflect formally a fact that the two-times increase of the particle velocity v increases the particle
energy ¢ in four times, e = m(2v)?/2. The free particle with zero velocity (v = 0) has zero energy (¢ = 0). In canonical
quantum mechanics and particle field theory, where a particle is associated with a wave of probability or a wave (field)
of operators, the interference and correlations between two or more particles (waves) in the same [(Py, t1) = (P, t2)] or
different [(P1,t1) # (P2, t2)] spacetime points are described mathematically by the second or higher order correlation
functions. Note that the third-order correlation between the waves E; and E, corresponds the value I3 = (I, + 12)3,
which does not depend on the wave phases. It should be stressed that the second-order correlation, which is also
independent from the wave phases, does associate with the wave intensity (energy) squared. One could distinguish the
second-order correlations attributed to the intensity interferometry associated with the Bose-Einstein correlations of
bosons and the Fermi-Dirac second-order correlations of fermions. While in the Fermi-Dirac second-order correlations
the particles are antibunched, in the Bose-Einstein correlations they are bunched. Another distinction between the
Bose-Einstein and Fermi-Dirac correlations is that only the Bose-Einstein correlations can present quantum coherence.
The Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of the ”interference-less”, self-interfering particles strictly forbids existence of both
the interference (cross-correlation) between particles and the respective cross-correlation energy. According to the
canonical interpretation, the interference between two different particles never occurs and each particle interferes
(cross-correlates) only with itself. Nevertheless, in the canonical quantum physics and particle field theory based
on the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate, the interference between particles and the respective cross-correlation energy
are permitted, due to the unclear reasons, in the second or higher order of interference (cross-correlation) in the
same and/or different spacetime points. It is not completely clear up to now how the particles, which are free from
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the interference and cross-correlation with each other, provide the Bose-Einstein and Fermi-Dirac cross-correlations.
Although the second-order, cross-correlation terms of the Bose-Einstein and Fermi-Dirac correlations in the quantum
physics and particle field theory are attributed to the energy of bosons and fermions, the second-order terms should
be associated rather with the energy squared than with the energy. The solution of the problem is analyzed and
interpreted in Part II.

5. THE ROLE OF CROSS-CORRELATION ENERGY IN SEVERAL BASIC PHYSICAL PHENOMENA

The interference and coherence of the unit-waves (particles) is the necessary condition of existence of the cross-
correlation and cross-correlation energy in an ensemble of the unit-waves (Secs. 4.2. and 4.3.). As an example, the
present section shows a key role of the interference-induced positive and negative cross-correlation energies, which are
the nonexistent energies in quantum physics and particle field theory, in several basic coherent phenomena, such as the
Bose-Einstein condensation, super-radiation, Bosenova effect, superfluidity, superconductivity, supermagnetism, and
quantum anomalous and fractional Hall effects. The coherent phenomena are first considered by using the traditional
models of quantum mechanics and quantum field theory. Then they are compared with the predictions of the present
model and the experimental observations.

The conventional interpretation of the quantum interference strictly forbids existence of the interference between
particles. Nevertheless, in canonical quantum mechanics and field theory based on the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of
”interference-less”, self-interfering particles, the large-scale (macroscopic) quantum coherence and interference between
particles are permitted. That leads to the several basic coherent physical phenomena in the coherent quantum systems.
For instance, the superposition of particles obeying the properties of Bose-Einstein condensation, super-radiation,
Bosenova effect, superfluidity, superconductivity, supermagnetism, and quantum anomalous and fractional Hall effects
are examples of the coherent phenomena and coherent quantum systems. The Bose-Einstein condensation, which is
associated with the second-order cross-correlation of bosons, is a consequence of the Bose-Einstein statistics and thus
applicable to any kind of bosons. The Bose-Einstein condensation is at the origin of the most important condensed
matter phenomena, superconductivity and superfluidity. The Bose-Einstein correlations manifest themselves also in
hadron interferometry and the Bose-Einstein correlation between particles and anti-particles. Another example, which
emphasizes the non-classical properties of quantum coherence in macroscopic systems, is the Schrédinger’s cat thought
experiment. In the canonical quantum mechanics and particle field theory based on the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate,
the aforementioned phenomena could be attributed only to the self-coherence and self-interference (self-correlation)
of particles, which do not require the interference between particles (wave-functions) and the particle coherency. In
other words, the postulate strictly forbids existence of both the interference (cross-correlation) between particles and
the respective cross-correlation energy. The interference between two different particles never occurs and each particle
interferes (cross-correlates) only with itself. Nevertheless, the interference and cross-correlation in the traditional
models of the aforementioned coherent phenomena are permitted, due to the unclear reasons, in the second-order
(or higher) of interference and cross-correlation between particles. Although the traditional models of the coherent
quantum phenomena work perfectly, the permission of interference between particles has not been explained up to now.
According to the present model, the coherent phenomena are simply the direct consequences of the cross-correlation
energy mediated by the interference between particles (unit-fields). The coherence of the unit-waves (particles) is
the necessary condition of existence of the interference, cross-correlation and cross-correlation energy in an ensemble
of the unit-waves (particles). The coherency of the unit-waves is destroyed by collisions of the coherent unit-fields
(particles) with the incoherent or partially coherent particles of the external microscopic or macroscopic objects, for
instance with the material boundaries and/or detectors. Any superposition of the unit-waves (particles) obeying the
thermodynamical equilibrium with the incoherent unit-fields (particles) of the high-temperature (7' >> 0) boundaries
has zero cross-correlation energy.

Let me begin consideration of the aforementioned coherent phenomena with a brief general analysis of the super-
radiation properties of several coherent quantum systems by using the present model and then compare them with
the canonical quantum mechanics and experimental observations. The active medium of lasers is an example of
the coherent quantum system, which is out of the high-temperature thermodynamical equilibrium. The process of
induced emission of a photon by an excited atom of the laser medium, which is described by the Einstein stimulated
emission coefficient, results into creation of the two photons. The two photons (electromagnetic unit-waves) of the
same frequency are emitted at the same time, therefore they would be coherent. The unit-waves are identical,
kor = ko2 = ko and a1 = as. The cross-correlation energy 1221 of the coherent photon pair that satisfies the
condition (I38)) is then given by €12.21 = 2ko. Thus the total energy e = 2k + 2ko = 4ko of the coherent photon pair
is different from the Dirac energy ¢ = 2k (or more precisely € = 2[ko + (1/2)ko]) of the interference-less (correlation-
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free) photons. The energy € = 4k, however, is in agreement with the well-known experimental fact that the energy
¢ of lasers operating in the super fluorescent mode is given by ¢ ~ N2, where N is the number of the excited
atoms. Another example of the super-radiation is the Dicke superradiance of the subwavelength ensemble of excited
atoms [25]. Although the canonical quantum mechanics and quantum field theory strictly forbid existence of the
interference, cross-correlation and cross-correlation energy of particles [according to the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate,
a particle can interfere (correlate) only with itself], the interference and cross-correlation energy of particles appear in
the Dicke quantum model as the result of the particular mathematical approach (approximation). The interference
and cross-correlation energy of particles do appear in the quantum-mechanical model due to the pure mathematical
reason (approximation), namely due to the description of the radiating gas by a single quantum wave-function,
which is composed from the cross-correlating mathematical wave-functions of the electrons of the individual atoms.
The ”mathematical cross-correlation (interference)” induced by the cross-correlating mathematical wave-functions
and the calculated cross-correlation energy then are incorrectly interpreted as the physical interference and energy
of the correlated (coherent) motion of electrons in the atoms. Thus the canonical quantum mechanics, which is
based on the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of ”interference-free” particles, correctly describes the super-radiance if the
mathematical structure of quantum mechanics is modified by the mathematical approximation. In other words, any
physical interpretation of the Dicke model, in fact, would be the interpretation of the mathematical approximation that
does not compare well with the basic principle (Copenhagen-Dirac postulate) of the canonical quantum mechanics.
In the Dicke model, the momentums kg, and phases a,, of the light unit-waves (photons) produced by the excited
atoms in the far-field zone are the same, ko, = kg and a,, = «. According to both the Dicke model and present
model, the radiated energy scales as the number of atoms squared, € ~ N2. In addition to the Dicke superradiance,
the present model predicts the total destruction of the photons by the pure subtractive interference at the phase
condition ay,, — o, = w. Note that the energy Ae spent on the excitation of an atom is given by Ae = ky. Thus
the superradiance of two atoms produces the extra energy ¢ = 4kg — 2k, which in the present model is attributed to
the cross-correlation energy €12 = 2ky. Notice, the physical mechanism behind the interference-induced extra energy
is simply the four-times increase of the wave energy by the two-times increase of the wave amplitude. The energy
conservation of the total macroscopic system under superradiance or superfluorescence is obtained if one takes into
consideration a fact that the excitation of an atom has the probabilistic character. The averaged energy spent on
the excitation of one atom, for instance, by an electron beam, usually exceeds the energy Ae = kg. The creation
of the electron beam also requires the energy € > k. Although the radiated energy increases under the additive
interference, the total energy of the physical system is conserved. The creation of conditions of the pure additive
interference requires the ”additional” energy, which is added to the total physical system before the interference. The
physical system does not obey the shift symmetry of time because of the probabilistic character [irreversible character
associated with scattering and/or diffraction of unit-fields (particles)] of the excitation of an atom. Therefore, the
energy nonconservation associated with the cross-correlation energy does not contradict the Noether theorem. The
energy conservation of the total physical system is provided rather by the probabilistic exchange of the energy with
the environment than by the shift symmetry of time. In contrast to the pure constructive or destructive interference,
the creation of conditions of the normal (ordinary), for instance, in classical interferometers, does not require the
additional energy. The energy conservation of the total physical system is provided by the shift symmetry of time of
such a system. Such systems do not include the irreversible processes associated with the irreversible (probabilistic)
scattering and/or diffraction of the unit-fields (particles).

In the canonical quantum mechanics and particle field theory, the physical mechanism behind the superfluidity,
superconductivity, and supermagnetism is usually clarified by considering a Bose-Einstein condensate |27, 128, 131].
It is generally accepted that the mechanism of a Bose-Einstein condensate is the large-scale quantum coherence. In
the present model, the large-scale classical and quantum coherence (interference) of the boson unit-fields also leads
to the aforementioned coherent phenomena. The difference between the present model and the traditional quantum
mechanical models, is in the interpretation of quantum interference [see, the analysis of Young’s experiment in Sec.
(4.3.)] and in the absence of both the interference between particles and the respective cross-correlation energy in the
canonical quantum mechanics and particle field theory based on the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of ”interference-less”,
self-interfering particles. Let me briefly describe the Bose-Einstein condensation in the frame of canonical quantum
mechanics and compare that with the present model. It is generally accepted that all the atoms (boson-like particles)
that make up the Bose-Einstein condensate are coherent. The atoms are thus necessarily all described by a single
quantum wave-function, which according to quantum mechanics is responsible for the condensate super-properties.
Einstein has demonstrated, by using rather the statistical approach than the quantum mechanical arguments, that
cooling boson atoms to a very low temperature would cause them to condense into the lowest accessible quantum
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state, resulting in a Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) [21, 28]. This transition occurs below a critical temperature
T. ~ 3.31(mkp) " H(N/V)??3, (142)

which is calculated by integrating over all momentum states the expression for maximum number of excited parti-
cles [28]:

N = V/ (2m) "3 (e~ K /2mksTe _ 1)=1g8) (143)

where N/V is the particle density, and m is the particle mass. In the traditional description of BEC, all the boson-like
particles that make up the condensate are modeled to be in-phase (coherent). Respectively, the all particles are
described by a single quantum wave-function ¥(r,t), which determines the super-properties of BEC. As long as the
number of particles of BEC is fixed, the values ¥*(r)¥(r) and N = [ ¥*(r)¥(r)d*z are interpreted as the particle
density and the total number of atoms, respectively. The dynamics of wave-function ¥(r) of the ground state of the
BEC system of identical bosons is conventionally described by using the Hartree-Fock approximation (extension of
the mean field theory). In the Hartree-Fock approximation, the total wave-function of the system of N bosons is
taken as a product of single-particle functions, ¥(ry,ra,...,rn) = ¥1(r1)e(re)...y N (ry) = ¥(r1)1(r2)...100(rn). Note
that the wave-functions (particles) are indistinguishable in such a case. In other words, the boson wave-functions are
the same, 1, (r,) = ¢¥(r,) and ¥} (ry,) = ¥*(ry,), where n = 1,..., N. Provided essentially all bosons have condensed
to the ground state, and treating the bosons by the mean field theory, the energy ¢ = H associated with the stat ¥
is given by the model Hamiltonian of the BEC system based on the Hartree-Fock approximation as

H= / hd3x_ZHm+ Z Hom, (144)
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and

Z Hopm = Z / / V()0 (00 ) U (|1 — | )0 (1) (00 ) dP 2y d3 2, (146)

where my is the mass of the boson, Ue,(r) is the external potential, U(|r,, — r,|) = (9/2)d(|ry, — 11 |) is the interaction
(potential) energy of the interaction of the n-th particle with the m-th particle, g is the coupling parameter that
represents the value of the inter-particle interaction, and 6(|r, — ry,|) denotes the Dirac delta-function. Minimizing
this energy with respect to infinitesimal variations in ¢(r) and holding the number of bosons constant yields the
well-known Gross-Pitaevski model equation (GPE) of motion for the single-particle wave-function |29, [30]:

OY(r,t)

- ran [(=1/2m0)V? + Ueat (r) + g™ ()9 ()] (x). (147)

If the single-particle wave-function satisfies the Gross-Pitaevski equation, the total wave-function ¥ minimizes the
expectation value of the Hamiltonian (IZ4) under normalization condition N = [ U*(r)¥(r)d*z. The Hamiltonian
(IZ4) and GPE (I47) provide a good description of the behavior of the Bose-Einstein condensates and are thus conven-
tionally used for clarification of the basic properties of BEC. The super-properties of BEC describing by Eqs (I44) -

([IZT) have their origins in the interaction between the particles describing by the interaction energy En £m N Hpm and
the respective potential energy gi*(r)y(r). This becomes evident by equating the coupling constant g of interaction in
Eqs. ([[48) and [IZ1) with zero, on which the ordinary Hamiltonian H = ijzl Hnn and Schrodinger equation describ-
ing a particle inside a trapping potential are recovered. It should be stressed that the same result is obtained if one
excludes the cross correlation (interference) between the wave-functions of the individual bosons from the term (I486]),
fo fo P (rm)(9/2)0(tn — v )Y (en)Y (tm) PP 2nd ey = (9/2)fooo [45, (£) 8 (1)][¥5, (1) (r)]dPx = 0. Here,
P(ry) = @[Jn(rn) Y(rm) = Ym(tm), ¥v*(rn) = ¥i(rn) and ¥*(r,,) = ¥F, (r;,) due to the indistinguishableness of
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the bosons (wave-functions). With the help of the present model, one can easily recognize the trial mathemati-
cally constructed second-order cross-correlation term (I46]) as the counterpart [see, Eq. (6l)] of the first-order cross-
correlation energy of the Bose-Finstein condensate. Although the canonical quantum mechanics strictly forbids the
existence of the interference, cross-correlation and cross-correlation energy [a particle can interfere (correlate) only
with itself], in the quantum mechanical description of BEC, the interference between particles and the respective
cross-correlation energy do appear in the second order of the cross-correlation as the result of using the Hartree-
Fock mathematical approximation. In other words, the interference between particles and cross-correlation energy do
appear in the BEC quantum-mechanical model due to the Hartree-Fock approximation of the quantum system by
using a trial mathematical wave-function ¥(ry,ra, ...,ry ), which is the product of the mathematically cross-correlating
single functions associated with the single particles, ¥(rq,ra,...,rn) = 1(r1)2(r2)..on(rn) = ¥(r1)Y(ra)... ¢ (rN).
Then the calculated cross-correlation term (I4€]), which has the form of the second-order cross-correlation function

Z,J:[;;LN Hom = (9/2) Zf:’;;ljv Jo Wh () (2)5, (x) 0 (r)d3z # 0, is interpreted as the interaction energy. Remem-
ber, the second-order cross-correlation is attributed rather to the square of energy in intensity interferometry than the
energy in amplitude interferometry (see, Sec. 4.3.). Thus the "modified” quantum mechanics [the quantum mechanics
based on the interference and cross-correlation energy of particles automatically inserted into the model by using
the mathematical approximations, which are inconsistent with the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of ”interference-less”,
self-interfering particles| correctly describes BEC. In the present model, the super-properties of BEC are similar to
the quantum mechanical properties describing by Eqs. ([44) - (I4T), which use the "modified” quantum mechanics.
The difference between the ”modified” quantum mechanics of BEC and the present model is in the interpretation of
quantum interference and in the absence of the interference, cross-correlation and cross-correlation energy of particles
in the canonical quantum mechanics based on the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate.

It should be stressed again in the context of the above-presented consideration that a particle of canonical quan-
tum mechanics associated with the wave of probability is free from the interference (cross-correlation) with other
particles. The Hartree-Fock mathematical approximation automatically inserts the ”"hidden” interference between
particles and the respective cross-correlation energy into BEC. Such a kind of the ”hidden” interference (mathe-
matical cross-correlation), however, is different from the ordinary interference of the present model. Indeed, the
cross-correlation energy associated with the approximation-induced cross-correlation ("hidden” interference) between
two or more particles in the same [(r,) = (rp) = (r)] points of BEC is described in the Hartree-Fock approxi-
mation by the second order cross-correlation function [ [79* (rn)Y* (rm)(9/2)0(Jtn — tm )Y (rn) Y (rm ) d3znd® 2y, =
(9/2) J5 " [05 (2)hm (x)][005, (v) o (x)]d3a # O, which does not depend on the values of the particle phases. In other words,
the quantum Hamiltonian ([44]) of BEC constructed by using the Hartree-Fock approximation is invariant under the
U(1) local gauge transformation (¢, — !, = e*®n1),). The U(1) gauge symmetry of the trial Hamiltonian (T44)
provides the very particular (in comparison to the ordinary interference) mathematical cross-correlation (”hidden”
interference) and the respective cross-correlation energy, which do not depend on the phases of the wave-functions
of particles. In such a case, the boson-like particles that make up the Bose-Finstein condensate may have absolutely
different phases providing the BEC and its super-properties without the particle coherence. However, it is generally
accepted that all the wave-functions of the boson-like particles that make up the BEC must be in-phase. That indi-
cates that the cross-correlation ("hidden” interference) in the traditional models of BEC is provided rather by the
mathematical approximation than the large-scale classical or quantum coherence. The ”hidden” interference is usu-
ally interpreted as the inter-particle interaction describing by the interaction (potential) energy. The present model
describes the cross-correlation energy associated with the interference and correlation between particles (unit-fields)
by the first-order cross-correlation function, which does depend on the unit-field phases. The cross-correlation energy
in the present model does not depend on the unit-field phases only if all the particles (unit-fields) are incoherent.
Indeed, the time-averaged cross-correlation energy (I41)) of the unit-fields with random phases is equal to zero due
to the non-correlation of such fields. One could distinguish the Bose-Einstein second-order bunched correlation of
bosons attributed to the intensity interferometry from the first-order cross-correlation and cross-correlation energy
of the unit-fields (bosons) associated with the amplitude interferometry. It should be mentioned again that the
Copenhagen-Dirac postulate strictly excludes existence of both the interference (cross-correlation) between different
particles and the respective cross-correlation energy. According to the postulate, the interference between different
particles never occurs, each particle interferes (cross-correlates) only with itself. Therefore the interference and cross-
correlation of coherent particles in the traditional models of the Bose-Einstein condensate should be attributed rather
to the self-interference of particles than the interference (cross-correlation) between particles. In these models, the
interference, cross-correlation and cross-correlation energy of particles do appear in the second-order of interference
(cross-correlation) due to the pure mathematical reason (the Hartree-Fock approximation), which does not compare
well with the canonical interpretation of quantum interference. Moreover, the second-order interference corresponds
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to the ”intensity interferometry”, which is associated rather with the energy (intensity) squared 2 than the energy
¢ = H. The problem is analyzed in details in Part IT of the present study.

The above-described differences between the traditional quantum theory of BEC and the present model are sum-
marized and interpreted as follows. The interference-induced cross-correlation energy, which does not exist in the
canonical quantum mechanics based on the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of quantum self-interference, is permitted
in the BEC quantum model in the form of the interaction energy (I46]). According to the postulate, the BEC and
its extraordinary properties are provided by the self-coherence of particles. Although the particles (wave-functions)
of BEC are modelled to be in-phase, the quantum self-interference of a particle does not require coherency with
other particles. The self-interfering particles (wave-functions) may have absolutely different phases providing the
BEC and its extraordinary properties. The second-order, phase-independent cross-correlation term (I44) is respon-
sible for the interaction (”hidden” interference) between the different particles. The cross-correlation integral in the
expression (I46) is usually interpreted as exchange one. According to quantum mechanics, the integral describes
the quantum exchange of particles associated with the indistinguishableness of the identical bosons. The quan-
tum exchange of bosons is somewhat similar to the exchange of virtual particles in a short time (At < 1/Ae) in
the perturbation quantum theory. The BEC quantum system is described mathematically by a trial mathematical
wave-function composed from the cross-correlating, single mathematical functions associated with the single particles
[U(r1,re,....tn) = Y1(r1)the(re)... N (rN) = ¥(r1)1p(r2)...00(r N )], which yields the mathematical phase-independent
cross-correlation ("hidden” interference) between particles and the respective phase-independent cross-correlation en-
ergy. In the model, the "hidden” interference is interpreted as the inter-particle interaction having the interaction
energy mediated by the quantum exchange of particles. Remember, the same mathematical approach yielding the
”hidden” interference between particles induced by the pure mathematical reason (approximation), which contradicts
the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate, has been originally used by R. H. Dicke for the mathematical construction of the
quantum-mechanical model of the superradiance [25]. The model Hamiltonian (I44]) of BEC is also engineered mathe-
matically by using the same (Hartree-Fock) approximation, which yields the interference and cross-correlation energy
of particles, in the second order of the mathematical cross-correlation. The dynamics of the trial single-particle wave-
function of BEC is described by the Gross-Pitaevski model equation derived by using the trial Hamiltonian (I44]). As
an example of the mathematical ("hidden”) interference, one could mention also the well-known Bogoliubov treatment
of the Gross-Pitaevskii equation, which help to find the elementary excitations of a Bose-Einstein condensate and to
demonstrate the BEC super-fluidity. To that purpose, the condensate wave-function is approximated by a sum of the
equilibrium wave-function and a small perturbation. In the model, the Bose gas does exhibit an energy (velocity)
gap. The energy (velocity) gap, according to Landau’s criterion, shows that the condensate is a super-fluid, meaning
that if an object is moved in the condensate at an energy (velocity) smaller than the energy (velocity) gap, it will not
be energetically favourable to produce excitations. The object will move without dissipation, which is a characteristic
of a superfluid. The same result was found also by using the second quantization of the Bogoliubov wave-function of
BEC. For the comparison, in the present model, the physical mechanism of the BEC superfluidity is not mediated
by mathematical approximations. In the model, a quantum particle is considered as an indivisible unit-field of the
physical matter. The dynamics of the unit-field is described by the Euler-Lagrange equation of motion [12-19] with
the initial and boundary conditions imposed. The energy of the superposition of material unit-fields is given by the

2
respective Hamiltonian of the system, which contains the cross-correlation energy Zg ;N Hpm [in the first order
of the cross-correlation (interference)] without mathematical approximations [see, Secs. (2)-(4)]. The interaction

2 *
(cross-correlation) energy is given by ZQ;;N Hpm, where Hypm = fooo[agt" 8:9p_tm + VUL - Vb + mplimp b, |d3a.

The field of BEC is considered as the superposition of individual coherent or partially coherent unit-fields (bosons),

U(ry,ro,...,ry) = Zf:’:l ¥ (ry). The interaction (cross-correlation) energy Zf:[;:nN Hpm of the bosons (harmonic
wave-like unit-fields) has been calculated in Sec. (2). The interaction of the boson unit-waves of BEC with any
perturbing wave is possible only in the case k' = kg [see, the condition (I37))], where k' and kg = k,, = k,,, are the
momentums of the perturbing wave and the boson unit-waves of BEC, respectively. If the absolute values and/or
directions of the momentums are different, then the time-averaged energy of the interaction (cross-correlation) of
the BEC with the perturbing wave is zero. That is to say that the perturbation could not resist the BEC current
providing the phenomena of superfluidity. The interpretation is somewhat different from the traditional mechanism,
which does use the energy (velocity) gap in the explanation of superfluidity.

Although the quantum mechanical model and the present models are very similar in many aspects (see, the above-
presented discussion), the following basic properties of BEC do exist in the present model, only. In the present model
[see, Secs. (2)-(4)], the total energy H = Neg of the cross-correlating unit-waves (bosons) in BEC is given by

0 <H < N2, (148)
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where g9 = (k% + m%)l/ 2 is the particle energy in the ground state, and
0 <N <N? (149)

is the effective number of the unit-waves (particles) ¥(r,) = ton(r). The effective number of particles A/, which is
determined by the phases a,, of the unit-waves, can be a non-integer:

N?2-N
N=N+ > edomm (150)
n#m
The momentum P of BEC is given by
P = Nk, (151)

where ko = ko4 is the momentum of the unit-wave (particle) in the ground state. Notice, the value kgg = 372V —2/3
if BEC is closed into the resonator-like box of the volume V', and the external potential U(r)—0. If the electric
unit-charge gy is associated with the mass mg of the unit-wave g, (r) = 1 (r,) [see comments to Eqs. (I23) and
([@24), and Figs. (5)-(8)], then the charge Q (0 < Q < N2¢q) of the cross-correlating unit-fields is given by

Q = Nqo, (152)

where the value N can be a non-integer. Here, the Pauli exclusion principle for the fermions (unit-waves) should be
taken into account in concrete calculations of the field parameters. The Pauli principle states that no two identical
fermions may occupy the same quantum state simultaneously. Therefore, the charged unit-field should be a boson-like
composite unit-field (particle). Similarly, if the magnetic moment iy is associated with the mass mg of the unit-field
Yon(r) = h(r,) [see comments to Eqs. ([23) and [[24), and Figs. (5)-(8)], then the effective magnetic moment M

(0< M<N 2[ig) of the cross-correlating unit-fields is given by
M = N, (153)

where the value N can be a non-integer.

It is generally accepted that all boson-like particles that make up BEC at the temperature T << T, are in-phase
(see, the above-considered conventional quantum mechanical description of BEC). In such a case, the effective number
of particles (I50) in BEC is given by

N = N2 (154)

Respectively, Eqs. ([48)-({53) yielded the extraordinary values

H = N2, (155)

P = N%k,, (156)

Q = N?qp, (157)
and

M = N2ji, (158)

of the energy, momentum, charge and magnetic moment of BEC, which are responsible for the BEC super-properties.
Notice, although the boson parameters associated with the charge have been formally introduced [see, Eqs. (I52)),
([I53), (I51) and ([I58)] into the BEC model, the nonezistence of the boson/antiboson charges is determined rather by
the experimental data than the model (see, Part IT). The anomalous values of the physical parameters of BEC at the
low temperatures (T' << T,) are obtained also in the case of annihilation of the unit-waves 9, (r) and ¥gm, (r), which
is provided by the pure subtractive interference of the unit-waves at the phase condition Aay,y, = an, — a = +7.
The physical parameters of the annihilated BEC do vanishy N = H =P = Q = M = 0. If the boson gas is in the
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thermodynamical equilibrium at the temperatures T' >> T, the cross-correlation energy is equal to zero and the BEC
energy (H)r = N{go)T is equal to the ordinary mean thermal energy:

(H)r = N(3/2)kpT, (159)

where N is the total number of the particles. Notice, Eq. (I59) uses the non-relativistic particle energy e ~ (k3/2my),
where the irrelevant relativistic part (energy e = mg) has been discarded. At the intermediate temperatures (T ~ T¢)
the boson gas contains the particles with the extraordinary and ordinary physical properties. In other words, the gas
contains the N;. < N incoherent (ordinary) unit-waves and the N, = N — N,. coherent (extraordinary) unit-waves.
If the coherent particles (unit-waves) are in-phase, the effective number of such particles is given by N, = N2 =
(N — N;.)?. The phase transition from the incoherent (ordinary) state of the gas to the BEC state takes place below
a critical temperature T,, which is calculated by assuming the equality of the effective number of coherent particles
to the number of incoherent particles (N, = N;.):

N2 =N — N.. (160)

According to Eq. (I34]), even the small fraction (N, << Nj.) of the coherent unit-waves (particles) would dominate
(M. >> N,.) the gas physical properties if

Ne > [N+ (1/4)]Y2 = (1/2). (161)

For instance, below the critical temperature, the coherent physical properties of the one hundred and one (N, = 101)
coherent particles would dominate the ten thousand (N;. = 10000) incoherent particles of BEC [see, Eqs. (I54)-([I58)].
If the dependence of the number of coherent particles on the temperature is known, then the value T, is calculated
by using Eq. (I&0). For instance, at the exponential decrease of the number of coherent particles with increasing the
gas temperature, the value IV, is given by

N, = N?exp(—(3/2)kpT (kg,/2m) " + 1), (162)

where N. = N? at the condition (3/2)kpT = k§,/2m. In the case of BEC closed into the resonator-like box of the
volume V' and the external potential U(r)—0, the expression (I60) yields the following equation for the calculation
of the critical temperature T,:

e2N3exp(—212mkgV?*3T.) + eNexp(—n2mkpV?3T,) -1 =0, (163)
where e = exp(1). In the limits of the low and high temperatures, Eq. ([IG3) yields the analytical solutions
T. ~ (1/2)7%(mkp) 1V "2/3(e2N3 + eN — 1)(22 N3 4+ eN) ™! (164)
and
T. ~ 2(mkg) "'V ~2/3InN, (165)

respectively. The critical temperature (I64) is somewhat different from the Einstein critical temperature (I42]).
However, the value (I65) compares well with the temperature (I42]). The exact dependence of the critical temperature
T. on the particle density, which is described by Eq. ([IG3), has more complicated character in comparison to
the Einstein model. One can easily calculate the critical temperatures by using the present model also for more
sophisticated experimental conditions in the Bode-Einstein condensate. The physical mechanism behind the critical
temperature T, of the phase transition in the Bose-Einstein condensate could be clarified better by considering the
simplest BEC. The bounded unit-field boson pair, the pair that has the minimum energy at the distance R # oo,
has been considered in Sec. (4) as a stable composite particle. The composite particle can occupy the stable
state even when the first and second particles have zero momentums, k; = ko = 0. In the frame of the present
model, a composite particle could be considered as the simplest (two-particle, N = 2) Bose-Einstein condensate with
T, ~ (1/2)7(mkp) = V=2/3(e223 +2¢—1)(2¢?234-2¢)~'. The two-particle condensate (composite particle) dissociates
into the two independent (free) particles if the mean thermal kinetic energy (H)r = 2(3/2)kgT of the two particles is
bigger than the energy-mass defect AH = H — (Hi1 +Ha2z) = Hiz + Ha1 [see comments to Eqgs. (@), (30)), (I21)-([123),
and Figs. (5)-(8)] of the composite particle, (H)r > Hiz + Ha1. The dissociation at the temperature T > T, where
T. = [H12 + Ha1]/3kp, is the physical mechanism behind the phase transition in the simplest (two-particle, N = 2)
Bose-Einstein condensate describing by the Einstein critical temperature T, ~ 3.31(mkp)~*(2/V)?/? [see, Eq. ([IZ2)].
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The physical mechanism attributed to the difference between the mean thermal kinetic energy of particles and the
energy-mass defect (potential energy) of the Bose-Einstein condensate is somewhat different from the thermodynamical
interpretations of the critical temperature of the phase transition in the phenomenological and microscopic models of
BEC based on the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate and the Hartree-Fock mathematical approximation in the canonical
quantum mechanics.

Let me now briefly consider the other coherent quantum phenomena associated with the macroscopic quantum
coherence (interference), namely the superfluidity, superconductivity, supermagnetism, Bosenova effect, and quantum
anomalous and fractional Hall effects. I should first demonstrate the relationships of the aforementioned extraordi-
nary physical phenomena with the Bose-Einstein condensation, and then compare them with the present model. It is
convenient to begin such a kind of analysis with consideration of the superconductivity. The phenomenological semi-
microscopic Ginzburg-Landau theory (GLT) of superconductivity [32], which combines Landau’s phenomenological
macroscopic theory of second-order phase transitions with a Schrodinger-like wave equation, had a great success in
explanation of the macroscopic properties of superconductors. Although the Landau theory and GLT are constructed
phenomenologically, they are usually interpreted as the semi-microscopic mean field theories (MFT). Any true micro-
scopical MF'T replaces all microscopic interactions to any one particle with an average or effective interaction. That
reduce the multi-particle problem into an effective one-particle problem. The approximation mathematical procedure
is quit similar to the Hartree-Fock mathematical approach, which yields the "hidden” interference, cross-correlation
and cross-correlation energy of particles in the BEC quantum mechanical model. Probably, the MFT nature of the
Landau theory and GLT is a mathematical reason of a great success of semi-microscopic Ginzburg-Landau model in
explanation of the macroscopic properties of superconductors. The true microscopic fundamental quantum models
(the Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) and Bogoliubov quantum models) of superconductivity have been proposed by
J. Bardeen, L. N. Cooper and J. R. Schrieffer |33] and independently N. N. Bogoliubov [34]. The "hidden” interference
between particles and the respective cross-correlation energy in these two fundamental models also may be interpreted
as the result of the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of ”interference-less”, self interfering particles and the Hartree-Fock
like mathematical approximation. Indeed, in the normal state of a metal, the electrons move independently, whereas
in the BCS state, they are bound into ”Cooper pairs” by the attractive interaction through the exchange of phonons.
The BCS theory explains the superconducting current as a superfluid of Cooper pairs. Thus the superconductivity
is interpreted as a macroscopic effect, which results from ”condensation” of Cooper pairs. The pairs have boson
properties, while bosons, at sufficiently low temperature, can form the above-described Bose-Einstein condensate.
The BCS method [33] of the mathematical approximation, which yields the ”hidden” interference, cross-correlation
and cross-correlation energy in the quantum model of superconductivity based on the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate
of ”interference-less”, self interfering particles is quite similar to the Hartree-Fock approximation (MFT extension)
of the above-described model of BEC. In the BEC model, a trial mathematical wave-function ¥(ry,rs,...,rx) of the
quantum many-particle system is the product ¥(ry,ra,...,ry) = ¢1(r1)h2(r2)... N (rn) = ¥ (r1)Y(r2)...00(rN) of the
cross-correlating, mathematical, single functions v, (ry) associated with the N single bosons yielding the ”hidden”
interference (mathematical cross-correlation) between the bosons. The BCS model may be interpreted as a model,
where a trial mathematical wave-function ¥ of the BCS quantum system of the N electrons is the product

V(R1, R, .., Ryy2) = ¥1(R1)2(R2). /2 (Rij2) = v(R1)Y(R2)... (R 2) (166)

of the cross-correlating functions ¢, (R,,) associated with the N/2 electron pairs (Cooper’s bosons) having the coordi-
nates R,,. In the Bogoliubov model of superconductivity, the approximation mathematical method, which yields the
”hidden” interference, cross-correlation and cross-correlation energy in the quantum model of superconductivity based
on the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of ”interference-less”, self interfering particles, could be associated with the Bo-
goliubov transformations [34]. This extremely elegant and sophisticated transformation method is very similar to the
Hartree-Fock approximation (MFT extension). The Bogoliubov mathematical approach (approximation), however,
uses rather the mathematically cross-correlating operators than the cross-correlating, single-particle mathematical
functions ¥ (r,). In the Bogoliubov model, the "hidden” interference, cross-correlation and cross-correlation energy
of particles are mediated by the ”cross-correlating” commutators with the commutator relation

[6,b7] = (jul® + [v]*)[a, a'], (167)
where
b=wua+val, (168)
and

b =w*al 4+ v*a. (169)
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Here, G and a' are canonical annihilation and creation operators of the single boson particle. The Bogoliubov
transformation is a canonical transformation of the operators band bf. A superfluid is the Bose-Einstein condensate,
which does possess some hydrodynamical properties that do not appear in ordinary fluid. Although the quantum
mechanics of the superfluidity based on the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of ”interference-less”, self interfering particles
and the Hartree-Fock like or operator-based mathematical approximations is very similar to the superconductivity, the
microscopic details of the phenomena are different. If superfluid particles are bosons, their superfluidity is regarded
as a consequence of Bose-Einstein condensation in the system of interacting boson particles. If the particles are
fermions, then the superfluidity is described by the generalization of BCS quantum theory of superconductivity. In
the generalized theory, Cooper pairing takes place between atoms rather than electrons, and the attractive interaction
between them is mediated by spin fluctuations rather than phonons. A unified description of superconductivity and
superfluidity is currently possible only by the quantum field theory in terms of the Hamiltonian-Lagrangian gauge
symmetry and gauge symmetry breaking. The present model provides a unified description of the two phenomena
in terms of the cross-correlation energy associated with the ordinary interference of the boson or boson-like unit-
waves (particles). The superfluid boson current density j is simply given by j = P/mV = N ko/mV, where N,
(0 < N. < N?) is the effective number of the N, coherent unit-waves (bosons), and N is the total number of bosons.
The density j. of the electric super-current of the Cooper electron pairs (boson unit-waves) having the charge 2e
and mass 2m, is given by j. = 2¢P/2m.V = eN.ko/m.V, where 0 < N, < N? is the effective number of the
coherent Cooper bosons. Thus even small fraction (N, << N) of the coherent unit-waves (particles) would produce
the coherent current, whose physical properties would dominate the current associated with the incoherent unit-waves
(particles). If all the BEC particles are in-phase, the effective number N, = N? of the coherent unit-waves (bosons)
would provide the maximum value of the BEC current. It should be stressed again that interaction of the boson unit-
waves of BEC with any perturbing wave is possible only in the case k/ = kg, where k' and k( are the momentums of
the perturbing wave and the unit-waves of BEC, respectively [see, the condition (I3)]. If the directions or absolute
values of these momentums are different, then the energy of the interaction (cross-correlation) of the Bose-Einstein
condensate with the perturbing wave is zero. In other words, the perturbation does not resist the BEC current
providing the phenomena of superfluidity and superconductivity.

Superdiamagnetism (perfect diamagnetism) is a phenomenon occurring in certain materials at low temperatures,
characterized by the complete absence of magnetic permeability and the exclusion of the interior magnetic field.
According to the "modified” quantum mechanics, superdiamagnetism is a feature of superconductivity, which is
described by the quantum mechanics by a single wave-function [31] of the BEC state. The Bose-Einstein condensation
also applies to quasiparticles in solids. For instance, a magnon in an antiferromagnet carries spin 1 and thus obeys
the Bose-Einstein statistics. A magnetic ordering at the temperatures lower than the point of condensation is the
analog of superfluidity. The anomalous magnetic properties of the material, in the present model, are attributed to the
extraordinary magnetic moment [see, Eqs. (I53]) and (I58])] of the Bose-Einstein condensate. The quantum anomalous
and fractional states of particles in quantum anomalous and fractional Hall effects are not connect directly with BEC.
Indeed, the quantum anomalous Hall effect or most commonly the anomalous Hall effect is usually attributed either to
a disorder-related effect due to spin-dependent scattering of the charges or an effect which can be described in terms
of the so-called Pancharatnam-Berry phase effect. Naturally, such effects can be easily reinterpreted as the ”"hidden”
cross-correlation (interference) between particles. The fractional quantum Hall effect is a physical phenomenon in
which the quantum system behaves as if it was composed of particles with charge smaller than the elementary charge.
Fractionally-charged quasiparticles, for instance, in the very elegant theory proposed by R.B. Laughlin [35], is based
on the trial mathematical wave-function

U(ry,r, . tn) = [Mysizjz1 (ri — ) T ¢ (re) (170)

for the ground state, as well as its quasiparticle and quasihole excitations, which is quite similar to the trial mathemat-
ical wave-function (I66), which yields the "hidden” interference (mathematical cross-correlation) between particles
and the respective cross-correlation energy. According to the theory of composite fermions, which was proposed by
J. K. Jain [36], in the repulsive interactions, two (or, in general, an even number) flux quanta are captured by each
electron, forming integer-charged quasiparticles called composite fermions. In this very effective theory, the fractional
states of electrons are understood as the integer quantum Hall effect of composite fermions, which may be reinterpreted
as products of the "hidden” interference of particles. The present model interprets these effects simply in terms of
the interfering unit-waves (particles) with the effective number (0 < N < N?) of particles, which can be fractional
number bigger or smaller than one [see, Eq. ([I52)].

It is impossible in the present study to consider all the super-properties and coherent effects of the Bose-Einstein
condensate. However, one should mention the so-called Bosenova or Bose-supernova effect [37] recently observed in
the Bose-Einstein condensate. The effect is a small explosion, which can be induced by changing the magnetic field
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in which the Bose-Einstein condensate is located, so that the BEC quantum wave-function’s self-attraction becomes
repulsive. Under the explosion, a considerable part of the particles in the condensate disappears. The ”missing”
particles (atoms) are undetectable in the experiments probably because they form into molecules or they get enough
energy from somewhere to fly away fast enough. Several mean-field quantum theories have been proposed to explain
the phenomenon. It seems that in the canonical quantum theories this characteristic of the Bose-Einstein condensate
remains unexplained, because the energy of a particle near absolute zero appears to be insufficient to cause the
implosion. The present model describes the Bosenova explosion in terms of the repulsive force associated with the
gradient of the cross-correlation energy (0 < H < NZ2gg) of the interfering boson or boson-like particles (unit-waves).
The number of detectable particles, which is given by the effective number (0 < A" < N?) of particles, varies with
changing the interference conditions in the Bose-Einstein condensate. For the details of the interaction mechanism,
see Part II.

The all above-considered traditional models give the absolutely correct description and explanation of the extraordi-
nary coherent physical phenomena, such as Bose-Einstein condensation, super-radiation, Bosenova effect, superfluidity,
superconductivity, supermagnetism, and quantum anomalous and fractional Hall effects. The models are based on the
canonical quantum mechanics and quantum field theory based on the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of ”interference-
less”, self interfering particles, which are modified by the different, generally-accepted mathematical approximations.
The trial Hamiltonians of the models are invariant under the U(1) local gauge transformation. Therefore the in-
terference between particles and the respective cross-correlation energy in the models, which do not depend on the
values of the particle phases, are provided mathematically by the second order cross-correlation functions. In other
words, the U(1) gauge symmetry of the trial Hamiltonians provides the very particular (in comparison to ordinary
interference) mathematical cross-correlation ("hidden” interference) and the respective cross-correlation energy, which
do not depend on the phases of the probability waves and the waves of operators associated with the particles. The
interpretations of such models are usually incorrectly based on the interpretations of the mathematical approximations
used in the models. One could also stress that the Hamiltonians of both the modified and canonical quantum theories
are constructed to be invariant under the U(1) local gauge transformation (¢, — !, = e*“r4),) that provides the
”interference-less” behaviour of particles due to the independence of the Hamiltonians on the phases «,, of the waves
of probabilities and operators.

In quantum mechanics, particle field theory and the present model, the Bose-Einstein condensation of bosons is
intrinsically related to the Bose-Einstein statistics, Fermi-Dirac statistics and Pauli exclusion principle. The physical
mechanism behind these phenomena in the present model, however, is different from the traditional mechanisms of
quantum mechanics and particle field theory based on the waves (fields) of probabilities or the waves (fields) of op-
erators. Unfortunately, the traditional mechanisms (interpretations) are extremely complicated and non-transparent.
Therefore the traditional mechanisms should be discussed again, in the context of the present model, by emphasiz-
ing their pure mathematical nature associated with the different (powerful) mathematical approximations, which are
based on the use of mathematical objects (mathematically correlating wave-functions and commutators). For the
sake of simplicity, the traditional mechanisms will be clarified by considering the most simple systems, namely the
two-particle objects. In the canonical quantum mechanics, the two-particle system is described by an antisymmetric
(fermion) or symmetric (boson) state, which is mathematically constructed by using the mathematical trial wave-
functions associated with the probability amplitudes of particles. According to the spin-statistics theorem of quantum
mechanics the integer spin particles are bosons, while the half-integer spin particles are fermions. If the fermions
(for instance, electrons) are the same, the mathematically constructed (trial) antisymmetric expression of the state
gives zero. Therefore, in an antisymmetric state, two identical fermions cannot occupy the same single-particle states.
This is usually interpreted as the Pauli exclusion principle, which in such an interpretation form has a mathematical
character based on the mathematical properties of the antisymmetric state (antisymmetric function). In particle
field theory, the Pauli exclusion principle is sometimes attributed to the mathematical properties of the canonical
commutation relations (mathematical objects) associated with the fermion operators. The mathematical construction
of the antisymmetric state (mathematical function associated with the wave of probability) in the canonical quantum
mechanics or the commutation relation (trial commutator) of the fermion operators in particle field theory mathemati-
cally yields the Fermi-Dirac statistics (correlations), whose interpretations also have pure mathematical character. The
Pauli exclusion principle and Fermi-Dirac statistics mathematically forbid the Bose-Einstein condensation of particles
(fermions). The modeling of the two-particle boson gas by the use of the mathematically constructed symmetric state
(mathematical function) of the canonical quantum mechanics or the use of the mathematically constructed canonical
and Bogoliubov’s commutation relations for the mathematical operators in the quantum field theory does result into
the Bose-Einstein statistics (correlations), which mathematically permit the Bose-Einstein condensation. According
to the quantum mechanics and particle field theory based on the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of ”interference-less”,
self-interfering particles and the different, generally-accepted mathematical approximations, the Bose-Einstein con-
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densation, Bose-Einstein statistics, Fermi-Dirac statistics and Pauli exclusion principle have their physical origins in
the interaction ("hidden” interference) between the particles describing by the interaction (cross-correlation) energy

Zg;;]v Hpm. The interaction energy is connected with the ”hidden” interference mediated by the different math-
ematical approximations, which are based on the cross-correlating non-material wave-functions or the non-material
operator commutators. In the present model, the physical mechanism behind the Bose-Einstein statistics, Fermi-
Dirac statistics and Pauli exclusion principle is attributed simply to the repulsive or attractive forces associating with
the additive or subtractive interference (cross-correlation) of the real unit-waves (bosons or fermions) of the matter
(mass-energy).

It should be stressed again that the unified description of the interfering elementary particles (unit-fields) providing
the coherent (extraordinary) physical phenomena is given in Part IT of the present study, where the Hamiltonian
H11 of a unit-field (particle) is associated with the unit-field energy squared (H11 = €3 = k3 + m2). Respectively,
the Hamiltonian H of the field composed from the N unit-fields (particles) is attributed to the total field-energy

squared (H =2 = 21]:[:1 Hon + Zf:[;;]v Hpm)- In such a case, the physical parameters of the interfering unit-fields
are described by the respective equations of Secs. (3)-(5) with 0 < ¢ < Negg and 0 < N < N. The interference
and cross-correlation energy of these unit-fields is attributed to the second-order cross-correlation of the intensity
interferometry. In Part I of the present study, the Hamiltonian Hi; of a particle is associated with the unit-field

energy Hi1 = o = [k3 + mg]l/ 2 and the Hamiltonian # of the field composed from the N particles is attributed to
2
the total-energy H =& = 20 Hyp + S0 N

n#m
0 < H < NZ?gy with the respective effective number 0 < A < N? of unit-fields. The interference and cross-correlation

energy of such unit-fields is associated with the first-order cross-correlation of the amplitude interferometry.

Hpm. The energy of the cross-correlating unit-fields is then given by

6. THE PRESENT MODEL VERSUS TRADITIONAL ANALYSIS OF A MANY-PARTICLE SYSTEM

The following general analysis could make more transparent the methodology and philosophy of the present model
based on the non-quantum and quantum interference between particles and the respective cross-correlation energies.
The canonical quantum mechanics strictly forbids the existence of the interference between particles and the respec-
tive cross-correlation energy [a quantum particle interferes (correlates) only with itself]. The Hamiltonians of the
canonical quantum mechanics are invariant under the U(1) local gauge transformation (¢, — ¥, = e*“4),). The
U(1) gauge symmetry provides the interference-less behavior of particles due to the independence of the canonical
Hamiltonians on the phases «;,,. In the "modified” quantum mechanics based on the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate
of ”interference-less”, self interfering particles, the ”hidden” interference between particles and the respective cross-
correlation energy are mediated by using the different powerful mathematical approximations, which do not compare
well with the basic physical principle (the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of interference-less particles) of the traditional
quantum mechanics and particle field theory. In such an approach, a mathematical wave-function of the quantum
system is usually constructed mathematically as a product of the single-particle mathematical functions that cross-
correlate in the second or higher order yielding the mathematical cross-correlation ("hidden” interference) between
particles and the respective cross-correlation energy. The mathematical approach mediates the ”"hidden” interfer-
ence and cross-correlation energy of particles [in the second-order or higher of the interference (cross-correlation)] in
the quantum mechanical multi-particle systems. Although the mathematically constructed trial Hamiltonians of the
"modified” quantum mechanics are invariant under the U(1) local gauge transformation, the interference between
particles and the respective cross-correlation energy are provided mathematically by the second or higher order cross-
correlation functions, which do not depend on the values of the particle phases. That is to say that the U(1) gauge
symmetry of the trial Hamiltonians provides the very particular (in comparison to the ordinary interference) math-
ematical cross-correlation ("hidden” interference) and the respective cross-correlation energy, which do not depend
on the phases of the probability waves of particles. In such a case, the particles (wave-functions) can have absolutely
different phases providing the coherent quantum phenomena without the coherence of particles (wave-functions). That
indicates that the cross-correlation ("hidden” interference) is provided rather by the mathematical approximation
than the large-scale classical or quantum coherence. For the sake of simplicity, the mathematical approach in the
above-considered models of the coherent quantum phenomena has been attributed to the Hartree-Fock approxima-
tion and mean-field theory (MFT). Nevertheless, one can easily demonstrate that the "hidden” interference between
particles and cross-correlation energy are mediated by other powerful mathematical approximations (approaches),
such as the MFT extensions (e.g. Hartree-Fock and random phase approximations), many-body perturbation theory,
Green’s function-based methods, configuration interaction, coupled cluster, various Monte-Carlo approaches, density
functional theory, and lattice gauge theory. In the quantum field theory, the ”hidden” interference between particles
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and the respective cross-correlation energy are mathematically induced by the mathematical approximations asso-
ciated with trial cross-correlating operators (the Bogoliubov-like operators). The mathematical construction of the
antisymmetric state (function) in quantum mechanics or the canonical commutation relation for fermions in particle
field theory automatically yields the Fermi-Dirac statistics and Pauli exclusion principle, whose interpretations are
usually mathematical ones. Modelling the boson gas by the symmetric state (function) or the use of the canonical
commutation relation of bosons leads mathematically to the Bose-Einstein statistics. Naturally, the interpretations of
the mathematical approximations could have the mathematical character. In the quantum mechanics and quantum
field theory based the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of ”interference-less” particles, the ”hidden” interference, cross-
correlation and cross-correlation energy of particles appears as a result of interaction ("hidden” interference) of the
particles describing by the different approximate mathematical methods in the non-operator or operator form, which
are inconsistent with the basic principle [a particle interferes (correlates) only with itself] of the canonical quantum
mechanics and quantum field theory. The interpretations of the mathematical approximations are sometimes incor-
rectly considered as the physical interpretations of the "modified” quantum mechanics and particle field theory of the
Bose-Einstein condensation, superfluidity, superconductivity, supermagnetism, super-radiation, Bosenova effect, and
quantum anomalous and fractional Hall effects. In the frame of such an approach, the coherent quantum phenomena
are described by the phase-independent Hamiltonians. The physical mechanism behind the ”hidden” interference and
cross-correlation energy of particles is mediated by the different mathematical approximations, which do not com-
pare well with the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of ”interference-less”, self interfering particles. Thus the coherent
quantum phenomena may be attributed formally even to the mathematical errors mediated by the mathematical
approximations.

A particle of the canonical quantum mechanics associated with the wave of probability is free from the interference
(cross-correlation) with other particles. The above-discussed mathematical approach, which does not compare well
with the basic principle of canonical quantum mechanics and quantum field theory (the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate
of ”interference-less” particles”), has been extremely useful for the construction ("mathematical engineering”) of the
models that successfully describe and explain the coherent quantum phenomena, such as the Bose-Einstein conden-
sation, superfluidity, superconductivity, supermagnetism, super-radiation, Bosenova effect, and quantum anomalous
and fractional Hall effects. Therefore this approximate mathematical approach was generally accepted in the past. It
is very effectively used in the quantum mechanics and quantum field theory up to now. Although the mathematical
cross-correlation ("hidden” interference) between particles and the respective cross-correlation energy are closely con-
nected with the mathematical approximations, these theories rely on a set of approximations specific to the particular
physical problem. The "hidden” interference between particles and the cross-correlation energy have appeared in the
quantum mechanics and particle field theory already at the very beginning of consideration of the physical problems
pertaining to the properties of quantum systems made of a large number of particles (many-body problem). The
”hidden” interference and cross-correlation between particles do appear in the ”"modified” quantum mechanics and
quantum field theory in the form of the interaction (cross-correlation) energy. It is impossible in the present study to
analyze a myriad of models of such quantum theories. The conventional approach of the mathematical insertion of
the "hidden” interference, cross-correlation energy, Bose-Einstein statistics, Fermi-Dirac statistics and Pauli exclusion
principle into the canonical quantum mechanics and quantum field theory, which strictly forbid existence of the inter-
ference between particles and the respective cross-correlation energy, is illustrated by using the following traditional
(typical) analysis of a many-particle quantum system.

As long as the number of particles of a non-relativistic quantum system is fixed the system can be described by a
wave-function, which contains all the information about the state of that system. This is the so-called first quantization
approach in the traditional analysis of a many-particle quantum system. The interaction-free (interference-less)
particles are described by the Schrédinger equation of the canonical quantum mechanics of a single particle. The
wave-functions 1, (r) and t,,(r) of the interaction-free particles must not correlate with each other in the points r:

/wi(r)wm(r)d‘q’x = (¥ (0)[Pm(r)) = Onm, (171)

where d,,,,, is the Kronecker delta. Notice, the value (I7])) providing the interference-less behavior of particles is equal
to zero if the functions do not overlap spatially with each other or if they are orthogonal in the Hilbert space. The
de Broglie wave [wave-function 1, (r)] associated with the n-th particle has a probabilistic interpretation in position
space. The values ¢} (1), (r) and [ ¢} ()i, (r)d®r = N = 1 are interpreted respectively as the probability (particle)
density and the total number (N=1) of particles for the n-th particle. For the sake of simplicity, consider a system
composed from two identical particles. In the case of the multi-particle (N > 2) quantum system, the consideration
is the same as the analysis of two particles. The non-relativistic energy H of the interaction-free particles, which is a
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superposition of the non-relativistic canonical Hamiltonians of the single particles, is given by the Hamiltonian

H =M1+ Ha = (W1(r1) (BT /2ma) 11 (r1)) + (2(r2)[(P3/2m2) |2 (x2)). (172)

Notice, the Hamiltonian (I72)) of the interaction-less particles is invariant under the U(1) local gauge transformation
(Yn — P, = e*nahy,) giving rise to the interference-less behavior of particles. According to quantum theory, the
particles do not possess definite positions during the periods between measurements. Instead, they are governed by
wave-functions that give the probability of finding a particle at each position. As time passes, the wave-functions
tend to spread out and overlap. Once this happens, it becomes impossible to determine (distinguish), in a subsequent
measurement, which of the particle positions correspond to those measured earlier. Intuitively, the quantum state
[trial wave-function ¥(ry,rz)] of the system should be

U(ry,r2) = ¥1(r1)ee(r2) (173)

or

U(ri,r2) = Y1(r2)ih2(r1), (174)

for instance, see the pioneer studies [25] and [38]. The engineering of the trial wave-function is simply the canonical
way of constructing a basis for a tensor product space from the individual spaces. We can use the functions (I73)
and ([IT4) to form symmetric and antisymmetric functions of the system. The need for symmetric (bosonic) or
antisymmetric (fermionic) states and functions is sometimes incorrectly regarded as an empirical fact. It turns out,
for the mathematical reasons ultimately based on quantum field theory, that we must have the exchange symmetric
states

W(ry,ra) = P1(r1)a(re) £ 91 (re)(r), (175)

which includes the exchange of coordinates r1 and ry (not virtual particles). The states, where this is a sum, are
known as symmetric; the states involving the difference are called antisymmetric. If ¢ (r) and 2(r) are the same
[th1(r1) = ta2(r1) and ¥1(r2) = a(re)], the antisymmetric expression gives zero. The same result is obtained if
P1(r1) = ¥1(re) and ¥Pa(r2) = 12(r1). In other words, in an antisymmetric state, two identical particles cannot
occupy the same single-particle states. That is sometimes interpreted as the Pauli exclusion principle, which describes
disappearance (annihilation) of both the wave-function [¥(ry, r2) = 0] and the object composed from the two identical
particles. Note, in this regard, that Wolfgang Pauli has never considered the exclusion principle as the above-described
annihilation (disappearance) of the identical particles. The question ”Why are the particles identical?” is usually
interpreted as a wrong one, because the question arises from mistakenly regarding individual particles as fundamental
objects, when in fact it is only the particle (quantum) field is fundamental. The trial Hamiltonian of the system
describing by the mathematically constructed functions (I73]), (I74)) or (ITH) can be written by using the trial wave-
function ¥(rq,ry), for instance, in the form

H =M1+ Ha+ [Hiz + Ha ] = (¥(r1,r2)|(5/2ma + pi/2ma)|¥(ry,12)) + (¥(ry,12)|U(|ry — r2])|¥(ry, r2)), (176)

which is different from the Hamiltonian (IT2]) of the interaction-less particles. Therefore, the new term Hia + Hay =
(U(r1,r2)|U(Jr1 —r2])|¥(r1, r2)) is usually interpreted as the potential energy of the interaction of particles with each
other. Notice, the interaction term in the form (¥(ry,r2)|U(|r; —r2|)|¥(r1,r2)) can include also the potential energy
associated with the interaction of particles with the external macroscopic field [for instance, see Eqs. ([44)-(IZa)].
Although the wave-functions 1 (r) and ¥2(r) do not cross-correlate (interfere) with each other, in agreement with
the canonical quantum mechanics [see, Eqs. ([ITI)) and ([I72)], the "hidden” interference, cross-correlation and the
cross-correlation energy Hi2 + Ha1 do appear in the "modified” quantum mechanics in the form of the interaction
integrals

Hiz + Hor ~ //wi‘<r1)w5<rz)U(|r1 — 2| )b (r1) o (r2)d* 1 dP s, (177)

or

Huy + Hor ~ / / G (e (e U (1 — o)1 (r2) (v ) Py P, (178)
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in the case of the trial wave-functions (I73) or (I74)), respectively. The more complicated trial wave-function (I75)
yields the interaction energy that includes the terms (IT17) and (I78) and the Heisenberg-Dirac exchange integrals

N//W(rl)%(m)[]ﬂrl — o)) (r2)gh2 (r1)d a1 Py (179)
and
N//¢T(r2)¢§(r1)U(|r1 — o)) (r1)¢ha(r2)d’ a1 d . (180)

Notice, the object describing by the antisymmetric function (state) (I7H) composed from the identical (¢ = 1)2)
particles does annihilate, because the wave-function ¥ and the total energy ([I76) do vanish. Although this phe-
nomenon is usually interpreted as the Pauly exclusion principle, the Pauly principle was originally formulated without
involving annihilation of the identical particles. According to the usual interpretations of the ”modified” quantum
mechanics, the coordinate-exchange integrals describe the quantum exchange of particles associated with the indistin-
guishableness of the identical particles. Although the trial Hamiltonian (I76) is invariant under the U(1) local gauge
transformation (v, — ), = e‘®n1),,), the mathematical cross-correlation ("hidden” interference) between particles
and the respective cross-correlation energy, which do not depend on the particle phases av,, are provided by the inter-
action integrals of this Hamiltonian. The interference and cross-correlation of the fields ¢ (r) and t2(r) in the trial
Hamiltonian ([76]) are especially transparent in the case of U(|r1 — ra|) = (¢9/2)d(Jr1 — ra|), where g is the coupling
parameter that represents the inter-particle interaction (interference), for instance, in the Gross-Pitaevski model of the
Bose-Einstein condensate [see, Eqs. (I40) and ([I4T)]. In such a case, the interference and cross-correlation between
particles do appear in the "modified” quantum mechanics in the form of the cross-correlation (interaction) energy
Hiz + Hor ~ [[15(r)v2(r)][v5 ()¢ (r)]d3x # 0 with the second-order cross-correlation in the same (r; = ro = r)
points r1 and ro. One could compare this expression with Eq. (I7I)), which describes the interference-free and
correlation-free particles. The value (7)) providing the interference-less behaviour of particles does vanish if the
functions do not overlap spatially with each other or if they are orthogonal in the Hilbert space. If the interaction
potential is constant (for instance, U(|r; — ra|) = 1), then the interference and cross-correlation energy do appear in
the "modified” quantum mechanics in the form of the cross-correlation integrals (I77), (I78), (IT9) and (I80) with
U(|r1 —r2|) = 1, which contain the second-order cross-correlation (interference) in the different (r1 # ro2) points ry and
ro, but do not contain directly the potential value. Thus in the above-described "modified” quantum mechanics, which
does not compare well with the basic quantum mechanical principle [a particle interferes (correlates) only with itself],
the interference and cross-correlation of particles do appear in the second-order of interference (cross-correlation) in
the same and/or different space points. The U(1) gauge symmetry of the trial Hamiltonian (I70]) provides the very
particular mathematical cross-correlation ("hidden” interference) and the respective cross-correlation energy, which
do not depend on the phases of the probability waves of particles. The mathematical ”engineering” of the symmetric
or antisymmetric state [the trial mathematical wave-function associated with the waves of probability of the iden-
tical (indistinguishable) particles] yields automatically the Bose-Einstein statistics or the Fermi-Dirac correlations
(statistics) and the Pauli exclusion principle, whose interpretations are mathematical ones. The trial mathematical
wave-function of two identical particles is symmetric or antisymmetric with respect to the permutation of the two
particles, depending whether one considers bosons or fermions. In a particular case of the non-identical particles
there is no permutation symmetry. Consequently there should be no Bose-Einstein or Fermi-Dirac correlation be-
tween these particles. In the trial wave-function formalism, the difference between particles could be attributed only
to the difference in mass and/or charge. The difference in the spin of bosons or fermions results respectively into
the Bose-Einstein or Fermi-Dirac cross-correlations (statistics). Note again that the interpretations of the model are
also based on interpretations of the mathematical approximations, which are inconsistent with the basic principle
[a particle interferes (correlates) only with itself] of canonical quantum mechanics. It should be also noted that in
condensed matter physics, the quantum states with ill-defined particle numbers are particularly important for de-
scribing the various superfluids. Many of the defining characteristics of a superfluid arise from the notion that its
quantum state is a superposition of states (wave-functions) with different particle numbers N. For instance, the
concept of a coherent quantum state used to model the laser and the BCS ground state refers to a state with an
ill-defined particle number but a well-defined phase. In the present model, the cross-correlation (interaction) integral
(U(r1,r2)|U(Jr1 — r2|)|¥(r1,ra)) is associated with the cross-correlation energy Hia + Ha1 induced by the interfer-
ence (cross-correlation) of the unit-fields 1 (r) and 12(r) of the real physical matter [see, Secs. (2)-(5)]. The physical
mechanism behind the Bose-Einstein statistics, Fermi-Dirac statistics and Pauli exclusion principle is attributed to the
attractive and repulsive forces associating with the subtractive and additive interference (cross-correlation) of the real
unit-waves (bosons or fermions) of the physical matter. The additive and subtractive interference (the repulsive and



o7

attractive forces) correspond to the fermion and boson unit-waves, respectively. The time-averaged cross-correlation
energy (I4) of the incoherent unit-fields having random phases is equal to zero due to the non-correlation of such
fields. The increase of the degree of coherence (phase correlation) increases the time-averaged cross-correlation energy
of the partially coherent unit-fields. The cross-correlation energy (I41]) averaged over the time At >> 1/Aeg,, does
vanish if the coherent unit-fields (particles) with the constant phases a,, and «,, are non-identical (ko,, # kom and/or
Mon 7 Mom, respectively €0, # €om). The property gives the physical explanation of the identity or non-identity of
the unit-fields (particles). The coherency of the identical unit-fields (particles) is the necessary condition of existence
of the cross-correlation energy.

Consider now the above-presented mathematical construction (”engineering”) of the multi-particle quantum me-
chanical system also from a point of view of quantum field theory. Particle field theory deals with quantum systems
where particles and antiparticles are created and destroyed. The description of the systems with the non fixed number
of the particles demands a more general theoretical approach called second quantization. In quantum field theory,
unlike in quantum mechanics, position is not an observable, and thus, one does not need the concept of a position-
space probability density. The wave-function ¥, (r) does not have a probabilistic interpretation in position space. The
quantum mechanical system is considered as a quantum field. The field elementary degrees of freedom are the occu-
pation numbers, and each occupation number is indexed by a number n, indicating which of the single-particle states
Y1,802, .., Uy ...y Y it refers to. In the above-described ”modified” quantum mechanics, which does not compare well
with the Copenhagen-Dirac quantummechanical principles, the trial Hamiltonian describing the multi-particle system
in space representation is given by

N N2_N
n=1

n#Em

where the indexes n and m run over all particles [also, see Eqs. ([44]) - (I46]) and (I7G))]. In the quantum field theory,
the respective trial Hamiltonian is given by

H = (—1/2m)/\11*(r)v2\11(r)d3:v+//\I/*(r)\lf*(r’)Uﬂr—r’|)\I!(r)\I!(r’)d3:vd3:v’, (182)

which looks like an expression for the expectation value of the energy, with ¥ playing the role of the trial wave-
function. The properties of this field are explored mathematically by defining creation (a') and annihilation (a)
quantum operators with the commutation relations imposed, which add and subtract particles. This is the second
quantization approach. The field is considered as a set of degrees of freedom indexed by position, where the second
quantization indexes the field by enumerating the single-particle quantum states. The second quantization procedure
relies on the particles being identical. It is impossible to construct mathematically a quantum field theory from
a distinguishable many-particle system, because there would be no way of separating and indexing the degrees of
freedom. From the point of view of the above-described quantum field model, the particles are identical if and only if
they are excitations of the same quantum field. Such an interpretation is the mathematical interpretation of the trial
mathematical object, which contradicts the basic principles of canonical quantum mechanics. Remember, the question
”Why are the particles identical in quantum mechanics?” is usually incorrectly interpreted as a wrong one, because
the question arises from mistakenly regarding individual particles as fundamental objects, when in fact it is only the
field (trial mathematical object constructed by using the different mathematical approximations) that is fundamental.
Mathematically, the second quantization of the field is performed by placing the trial fields ¥ and ¥* into the infinite
resonator and subsequent replacement of these fields by the respective multimode field operators ¥ and UT. Thus the
trial Hamiltonian (I82) of the trial quantum field can be rewritten in terms of the trial field of operators by using
the creation and annihilation operators. In such a case, the "hidden” inter-particle interference and the respective
interaction energy are provided rather by the trial cross-correlating operators (mathematical objects) with the trial
(Bogoliubov-like) commutator relations for the particles and antiparticles [the observable bosons and fermions or
the virtual gauge bosons associated with the gauge field U(|r — r’|) and the gauge symmetry breaking] than by the
interference of the waves of probabilities associated with the single-particle functions ¢, (r,) and ¥, (r,,). That is to
say that the mathematical cross-correlation between particles and the respective cross-correlation energy are mediated
by the mathematical cross-correlation between the operators in the interaction integrals of the trial Hamiltonian
operator. The trial Hamiltonian (I82) and the respective Hamiltonian operator are invariant under the U(1) local
gauge transformation given rise to the very particular mathematical cross-correlation ("hidden” interference) and the
respective energy, which do not depend on the particle phases. The mathematical construction of Hamiltonians for
bosons and fermions by using the respective trial commutator relations automatically yields the particle interference,
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cross-correlation (interaction) energy, particle number, Bose-Einstein statistics, Fermi-Dirac correlations (statistics)
and Pauli exclusion principle. If one considers the possibility that non-identical particles are virtually related in the
sense that they can annihilate and transform into identical particles, there should be a new kind of the Bose-Einstein
or Fermi-Dirac correlations (statistics). Note again that the interpretations of the above-presented quantum-field
model are based on interpretations of the mathematical approximations, which do not compare well with the basic
principle [a particle interferes (correlates) only with itself] of canonical quantum mechanics and quantum field theory.
Unfortunately, in the frame of such an approach, some ”physical” interpretations may be attributed formally even to
the interpretations of the pure mathematical errors mediated by the mathematical approximations. In the present
model, the cross-correlation terms in Eqs. (I8I]) and ([I82) are considered as the cross-correlation energies mediated
by the interference and cross-correlation between the particles (unit-fields) of the physical matter [see, Secs. (2)-(5)].
The physical mechanism behind the Bose-Einstein statistics, Fermi-Dirac statistics and Pauli exclusion principle is
attributed to the attractive and repulsive forces associating with the subtractive and additive interference (cross-
correlation) of the unit-waves (bosons or fermions) of the real physical substance (mass-energy). The additive and
subtractive interference (the repulsive and attractive forces) correspond to the identical fermion and boson unit-waves,
respectively. The interference of non-identical particles or antiparticles (unit-waves) should result into a new kind
of the Bose-Einstein or Fermi-Dirac correlations (statistics), namely the correlations between non-identical particles
(unit-waves). Notice, the cross-correlation energy ([41)) averaged over the time At >> 1/Aeqy,, does vanish if the
coherent unit-fields (particles) with the constant phases a,, and «a;,, are non-identical (Ko, # Kom and/or mop, # mMom,
respectively o, # €om)-

It should be stressed that the ”modified” quantum mechanics and the particle field theory based on the ”hidden”
interference between particles and the respective cross-correlation energy inserting into the models by the different
powerful mathematical approximations have been constructed to give absolutely correct description and explanation of
the basic coherent quantum phenomena, such as the particle interference (cross-correlation), cross-correlation energy,
interaction, particle number, Bose-Einstein statistics, Fermi-Dirac statistics and Pauli exclusion principle. Naturally,
these theories give also the correct description and interpretation of the extraordinary coherent physical phenomena,
such as the Bose-Einstein condensation, super-radiation, Bosenova effect, superfluidity, superconductivity, supermag-
netism, and quantum anomalous and fractional Hall effects. The Hamiltonians of the models are invariant under the
U(1) local gauge transformation providing the very particular, in comparison to the ordinary interference, mathemat-
ical cross-correlation (” hidden” interference) and the respective cross-correlation energy, which do not depend on the
particle phases. Such a mathematical approach ("mathematical engineering”), which has been generally accepted in
the very past, is effectively used in the quantum mechanics and quantum field theory up to now. The present model
could be considered as a generalization of the "modified” quantum mechanics and particle field theory by taking
into account rather the real, direct, physical interference between material unit-fields (particles) and the interference-
induced energy than the "hidden”, approximation-induced mathematical interference between the non-material waves
of probabilities or operators associated with material point-like particles and the respective cross-correlation (interac-
tion) energy. In the frame of the present model, the hypothetical ”hidden” variable of Einstein, Podolsky and Rosen
[10], which according to the authors should be added to the canonical quantum mechanics to avoid its indeterminism
and superluminal signalling, cold be attributed to the ” non-hidden”, physical interference between material unit-fields.

7. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In Part I of the present study, the interference between material unit-fields (particles) and the interference-induced
positive and negative cross-correlation energies, which do not exist from the point of view of both the Newton
mechanics, Einstein relativity, canonical quantum mechanics and particle field theory, have been investigated. In
order to make the results understandable not only to specialists in the research field, the model concepts where
analyzed and reanalyzed in the context of each section of Secs. (1)-(7). In the model, for both the classical and
quantum fields, the two-times increase of the wave amplitude does increase the wave energy in four times, and the
wave with zero amplitude has zero energy. The problem of nonconservation of the energy and number of particles
by the cross-correlation was overcame by taking into consideration the fact that creation of the conditions of the
pure additive or subtractive interference of the waves (fields) requires ”additional” energy that must be added or
subtracted from the physical system. Then the ”additional” energy does provide conservation of the total energy of
the system. The Hamiltonians that describe the energy inducing by the cross-correlation (interference) in the basic
classical and quantum fields have been derived. The conditions of pure constructive or destructive interference were
found by using these Hamiltonians. The influence of the cross-correlation energy on the basic physical properties
of boson and fermion fields was demonstrated. The energy, mass, charge, and momentum of the interfering fields



99

were calculated. The calculated energy e = wo = (k3 + m3)/? of a unit-field (particle) is equal to the Planck-
Einstein energy of the particle, but is different from the value g9 = wp + (1/2)wp of traditional quantum field
theory. The positive energy-mass e = (k3 + m2)'/? of antiparticles in the present model is different from the
negative energy-mass of the Dirac antiparticles in the Dirac model, which is based on the Dirac interpretation of
quantum interference and the particle (antiparticle) energy-mass relation eg = 4 (k2 + mg)l/ 2. The calculated vacuum
energy, in agreement with the Einstein and classical physics of the empty space, is equal to zero. Here, one should
not confuse the true vacuum of the Einstein or Newton model with the physical vacuum of the present model
occupied by the interfering finite and infinite unite-fields. The Copenhagen interpretation (philosophy) of the de
Broglie wave associated with a particle as the wave of probability presents a more or less intuitively transparent
background for the physical interpretation of quantum mechanics. In particle field theory, up to now, it is not
completely clear how to interpret physically the wave (field) of operators. In the present model, the unit-wave
associated with a boson or fermion particle, unlike the wave of probability or operators in quantum mechanics and
particle field theory, is a real, finite unit-wave (unit-field) of the boson or fermion matter (mass-energy), whose
curvature (gradient) can be changed spatially and/or temporally. The physical mechanism behind the position-
momentum and time-energy uncertainties is attributed to the increase of the spatial (Vi) and/or temporal (9 /0t)
curvatures (gradients) of a real, material unit-field under the spatial or temporal localization of the unit-field by
the interaction (interference) with the unit-fields (particles ) of other microscopical or macroscopical objects. In
order to account for the well-known discrepancies between measurements based on the mass of the visible matter in
astronomy and cosmology and definitions of the energy (mass) made through dynamical or general relativistic means,
the present model does not need in hypothesizing the existence of ”dark” energy-mass. In the present model, the ”dark”
cosmological energy as well as the well-known spiral cosmological structures are associated with the cross-correlation
energy of the moving cosmological objects. According to the present model, the Bell superluminal signals |11] (the
Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen paradox) and the well-known superluminal objects in astronomy, if they really propagate
with velocities greater than the velocity of light, involve no physics incompatible with the theory of special relativity.
The superluminar velocities and the superluminar ”quantum leaps” of any kind are attributed rather to the physical
properties of the unit-field like material mediums than the empty space (vacuum) of the Einstein special or general
relativity. It has been also shown that the positive or negative gradient of the cross-correlation energy does mediate the
attractive or repulsive forces, respectively. These forces could be attributed to all known classical and quantum fields
(interactions), for instance, to the gravitational and Coulomb fields. In the present model, the physical mechanism
behind the Bose-Einstein statistics, Fermi-Dirac statistics and Pauli exclusion principle is attributed to the attractive
and repulsive forces associating with the subtractive and additive interference (cross-correlation) of the unit-waves
(bosons or fermions) of the real physical matter. If the interference of unit-fields is neither pure constructive nor pure
destructive (the interaction is not repulsive or attractive), then the respective statistics are different from the Fermi-
Dirac or Bose-Einstein statistics. Such parastatistics could be associated, for instance, with the so-called fractional
and braid statistics. To this end, the model showed a key role of the cross-correlation energy in several basic physical
phenomena, such as Bose-Einstein condensation, super-radiation, Bosenova effect, superfluidity, superconductivity,
supermagnetism, and quantum anomalous and fractional Hall effects.

In the ”"modified” quantum mechanics and particle field theories, the mathematical cross-correlation (”hidden”
interference) is associated with the pure mathematical approximations, which do mot compare well with the basic
physical principle (the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of interference-less particles) of the canonical versions of these
theories. Physically, the “hidden” interference is interpreted as the inter-particle interaction associated with the
interaction energy. The present model could be considered as a generalization of the "modified” quantum mechanics and
particle field theory. The generalization is performed by taking into account rather the real, direct, physical interference
between material unit.fields and the interference-induced energy than the ”hidden”, mathematical interference between
non-material waves of probabilities or operators associated with the material point-like particles and the respective
cross-correlation energy. The general properties of the forces mediated by the gradients of cross-correlation energy
under the interference between particles (unit-fields) have been illustrated by the numerical solutions for the pairs of
scalar boson unit-fields. One can easily follow the model for an arbitrary number of the boson or fermion unit-fields (for
an example, for the particles or antiparticles of the Standard Model of Particle Physics) with the arbitrary values of the
rest masses my,, charges qo, and spins sg, of the unit-fields, as well as for the composite fields composed from both the
boson and fermion unit-fields. The concept of the interference between particles and the interference-induced energy
may be easily extended to other quantum field theories. For instance, if one assumes that quantum particles are not
zero-dimensional objects of the traditional quantum mechanics or particle field theories, but rather one-dimensional
strings of the String Theory that can move and vibrate, giving the observed particles the physical properties, the cross-
correlation and the cross-correlation energy could be attributed to the interference of the vibrations in the overlapped
strings. It should be stressed in this regard that the unit-fields of the present model are not the point particles
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or strings. The unit-fields have simultaneously the properties of the point particles, strings and 3-dimensional (in
space) waves. A quasi-unified description of the classical and quantum fields and interactions, which does not include
gravity, is currently possible only in terms of the gauge symmetry breaking in the Standard Model of Particle Physics
(SM). The present study (Part I) has developed the theoretical background for unified description of the all-known
classical and quantum fields and interactions. The background is provided in the extremely trivial (in comparison to
SM) manner, namely in terms of the interference, cross-correlation and cross-correlation energy of the 3-dimensional
unit-fields. The next study (Part II) unifies the all-known classical and quantum fields, particles and interactions
(including gravitation) by using this theoretical background. The unification is performed by the direct generalization
of the Einstein relativistic energy-mass relation €2 = k? + m? for the interfering particles (bodies). The unit-fields
have simultaneously properties of the point particles and waves of quantum mechanics, the point particles of SM, the
strings of theory of strings and the 3-dimensional waves of theory of classical fields. Therefore the unification of fields
and interactions is considered as a generalization of the classical and quantum field theories, SM and string theory.
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ENERGY MEDIATED BY INTERFERENCE OF PARTICLES (Parts I-IV): The
Way to Unified Classical and Quantum Fields and Interactions

Part II. Unification of Classical and Quantum Fields and Interactions

S. V. Kukhlevsky
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A quasi-unified description of the classical and quantum fields, which defines the electromagnetic, weak and strong
interactions, but does not include gravity, is currently possible only in the frame of the Standard Model of Particle
Physics (SM) in terms of the gauge symmetry breaking. Part I of the present study has developed the theoretical
background for unified description of the all-known classical and quantum fields in terms of the interference between
particles and the respective cross-correlation energy, which do not exist from the point of view of quantum mechanics
and SM. Part II uses this background for unification of the electromagnetic, weak, strong and gravitational fields
and interactions. The unification is performed by generalization of the Einstein energy-mass relation € = k* 4+ m?
for the interfering unit-fields associated with the interacting particles. The unit-fields obey properties of the point
particles and waves of quantum mechanics, the point particles of SM, the strings of theories of strings and the 3-D
waves of theories of classical fields.

1. INTRODUCTION

A generally accepted quasi-unified description of the classical and quantum fields, which defines the electromagnetic,
weak, and strong interactions, but does not include gravity, is currently provided by the Standard Model of Particle
Physics (SM) in terms of the gauge symmetry relations and the gauge symmetry breaking. SM is based on the three
independent gauge interactions, symmetries and coupling constants, which do associate with the electromagnetic, weak
and strong interactions of particles. There are several similar candidate models (so-called Grand Unified Theories) in
which at high energy, the three gauge interactions of SM are merged into one single interaction characterized by one
larger gauge symmetry and thus one unified coupling constant. Some models, which exhibit similar properties, do not
unify all interactions using one simple Lie group as the gauge symmetry, but do so using semi-simple groups or other
super-symmetries. Grand Unified Theories are considered as an intermediate step towards the so-called a Theory of
Everything that would unify gravity with the electromagnetic, weak, and strong interactions. For an example, the
String Theory is currently considered as a candidate for a Theory of Everything. For the detailed description of the
aforementioned generally-accepted models and candidate theories see the canonical studies and traditional textbooks,
as well as any modern paper, review paper or textbook published in huge amount in the literature devoted to the
quantum fields and interactions (for instance, see Refs. [1-3&] and references therein).

Part I of the present study has developed the theoretical background for a unified description of the classical and
quantum fields and interactions in terms of the interference between elementary particles (indivisible unit-fields) and
the respective cross-correlation energy, which do not exist from the point of view of the canonical quantum mechanics,
quantum field theories, SM and string theories. The Hamiltonians that describe the cross-correlation energy mediating
by interference of the basic classical and quantum fields composed from the 3-dimensional (in space) unit-fields of real
physical matter (mass-energy) have been derived by the generalization of the traditional Hamiltonians of the classical
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and quantum field theories for the superposition of interfering unit-fields associated with the interacting particles.
It has been shown that the gradient of the cross-correlation energy induced by the interference between particles
(unit-fields) mediates the attractive or repulsive forces, which could be attributed to all known classical and quantum
fields (for details, see Part I). Part II of the present study uses this theoretical background for unified description of
the fundamental (electromagnetic, weak, strong and gravitational) fields and interactions. However, unlike in Part I,
the unification is performed rather by the generalization of the basic (energy-mass) relation of the Einstein special
relativity than the traditional Hamiltonians of the classical and quantum field theories. The model unifies the all-
known fields, particles and interactions by the straightforward generalization of the Einstein relativistic energy-mass
relation €2 = k2 +m? for the interacting particles and bodies, which are composed from the interfering, indivisible unit-
fields associated with the elementary particles. The unit-fields have simultaneously properties of the point particles
and waves of quantum mechanics (particle-wave duality), the point particles of SM, the strings of theories of strings
and the 3-D (in space) waves of theories of classical fields. Therefore the unification of the fundamental fields and
interactions is considered as the further development and generalization of the canonical quantum mechanics, classical
and quantum field theories, SM and string theories.

Part IT is organized as follows. Section 1 provides a brief introduction to the problem associated with the unification
of classical and quantum fields and interactions. In order to make the unification of the fields, particles and interactions
understandable to non-experts in the research field, the unification in Part II is performed in many philosophical,
mathematical and physical details. The model concepts are reanalyzed in the mathematical context of each section.
Section 2 summarizes and briefly interprets the basic physical concepts of SM emphasizing the methodological and
philosophical aspects of this model. Then these concepts are compared with the physical principles of the present
model. Section 3 presents a single elementary particle as a single unit-field. Unification of a single elementary particle
and a single unit-field is performed by the generalization of the Einstein energy-mass relation 2 = k%24m? for the single
unit-field. The interacting elementary particles of a multi-particle system and the interfering (cross-correlating) unit-
fields are unified in Sec. 4. The unification is performed by generalization of the Einstein energy-mass relation for the
interfering unit-fields associated with the interacting particles. Section 5 describes the internal structures [generators
and associate components (ACs)] of a unit-field associated with fundamental (gravitational, electromagnetic, weak and
strong) fields. The interference (interaction) of the structured unit-fields (elementary particles) having the arbitrary
generators and the associate components is considered in Sec. 6. In order to make the general equations of Sec. 6 more
transparent, Sec. 7 analysis the interference (interaction) of the unit-fields (particles) having the concrete generators
and associate components of the unit-fields, namely the de Broglie generators and the total associate components
containing the spherically symmetric Laplace ACs and Helmholtz ACs. Section 7 unifies the unit-fields corresponding
to the experimentally observed particles obeying the different combinations of the gravitational, electromagnetic,
weak and strong interactions. The results of unification of the all-known elementary particles and interactions are
summarized in Sec. 8.

2. BASIC CONCEPTS OF THE PRESENT MODEL VERSUS STANDARD MODEL

The basic physical concepts (principles) of the present model of the unified fields, elementary particles and interac-
tions are different from the Standard Model of Particle Physics. The standard model is usually interpreted as one of
the most complicated physical models, which is based on the sophisticated gauge symmetry relations and the gauge
symmetry breaking. In the present model, the unification of the all-known classical and quantum fields, particles
and interactions is performed in the extremely simple and transparent manner, namely in terms of the interference
between particles (unit-fields) and the respective cross-correlation energy, which do not exist from the point of view
of SM. Before the unification of fields, particles and interactions let me summarize and briefly interpret the basic
physical concepts of SM emphasizing the methodological and philosophical aspects of this model [Sec. (2.1.)]. Then
these concepts will be compared with the physical concepts of the present model [Sec. (2.2.)].

2.1. Basic concepts of Standard Model of Particle Physics

The four known fundamental interactions of nature, all of which are non-contact forces, are electromagnetism, weak
interaction, strong interaction and gravitation. The Standard Model provides a quasi-unified description of the classical
and quantum fields, which define the electromagnetic, weak and strong interactions, but does not include gravity.
SM is usually considered as the final outcome of quantum field theory combining the basic physical conceptions
of canonical quantum mechanics with the special relativity [1H22]. In the generally-accepted form, SM has been
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developed around 1968 by Sheldon Glashow, Abdus Salam and Steven Weinberg (for instance, see the studies [23-30)]
and references therein). SM describes nature except gravity in terms of the fundamental material fields, e.g., the fields
for the respective elementary particles. The elementary particle of the respective fundamental (global) field, which
is infinite in space, is associated with the field "quanta”. An elementary particle [a quanta of matter (energy-mass)]
of the fundamental material field is assumed not to be made up of smaller particles. In other words, an elementary
particle does not has a substructure. The quarks, anti-quarks, leptons, anti-leptons and gauge bosons are elementary
particles, the building blocks of the gravity-less matter in SM. All other particles are made from these elementary
particles. Quarks (up, down, charm, strange, top, bottom) and Leptons (electron neutrino, electron, muon neutrino,
muon, tau neutrino, tau) are fermions. The respective anti-quarks and anti-leptons are also fermions. Gauge bosons
(photon, W-boson, Z-boson, gluon, Higgs boson) naturally are bosons. The elementary particles are modelled in
SM as point (0-D) particles, although some other theories posit a physical dimension. For instance, in the String
Theory, particles are one-dimensional (1-D) strings that can move and vibrate, giving the physical properties to the
elementary particles.

In the conceptual picture of the SM fundamental interactions (interactive forces), the gravitation-less physical
matter consists of the aforementioned (0-D) point-like fermions, which carry properties of charges and intrinsic angular
momentums (half-integer spins s = £1/2). The interactive forces are the ways that the fermions interact with one
another by means of the electromagnetic, weak-nuclear and strong-nuclear forces having the non-contact nature.
Phenomenologically (macroscopically), the forces acting upon a fermion particle are seen as action of the respective
boson field that is present at the particle location. The electromagnetic, weak-nuclear and strong-nuclear forces are
associated with electromagnetic, weak-nuclear and strong-nuclear fields. Microscopically, the electromagnetic, strong
and weak interactions between fermions are described in terms of the mathematical approximation method known
as perturbation theory. The point fermions separated by the true vacuum (”straight” empty spacetime of Einstein
special relativity) attract or repel each other by the force mediating by the virtual exchange of the respective gauge
point bosons through the vacuum. The bosons are the virtual particles because they are created and exist only in
the exchange process. The exchange of bosons does transport momentum and energy between the fermions, thereby
changing their momentum and energy. The interaction results into attracting or repelling fermions characterizing
by the interactive force that has the absolute value and direction. The exchange can also carry a charge between
the fermions, changing the charges of the fermions and turning them from one type of fermion to another. Finally,
since the point boson transports one unit of intrinsic angular momentum (spin s = +1), the spin of the point fermion
can vary, for instance, from +1/2 to -1/2 under the boson exchange. It should be stressed that the microscopic
interpretation of the interactions using the mathematical approximations associated with the perturbation theory is
rather a pure mathematical interpretation than physical one. Moreover, such an interpretation does not adequately
describe some physical phenomena. For an example, the perturbation-based model does not compare well with the
Einstein theory of general relativity. Indeed, one can assume that the non-contact gravitational interaction between
particles is provided by the Newton force, which is associated with the gravitational field mediated by the mass of
interacting particles. Then there should be hypothetical gravitons, the supersymmetric partners of the gauge bosons
of SM, that would carry the gravitational force in the perturbation approximation of gravitational interaction. In the
Einstein general relativity, however, the gravitational interaction between two particles is not viewed as a force, but
rather particles moving freely in gravitational fields travel under their own inertia in straight lines through ”curve”
spacetime. Thus the force of gravity is considered as the result of the geometry of ”curve” spacetime.

One can present also the slightly more detailed picture of the SM concepts associated with the fields, particles and
interactions. In SM the electromagnetism and weak interaction are considered as two different aspects of the same
force. The electromagnetism is the force (interaction) that acts between electrically charged fermions (quarks and
leptons). The interaction acting between the fermions at rest is known as the electrostatic (Coulomb) force mediating
by the electric field. The combined effect of electric forces acting between the fermions moving relative to each other
is known as Lorentz’s force inducing by the electric and magnetic fields. In the perturbation approximation of the
electromagnetic interaction, the carriers of the electromagnetic force are the virtual photons (mass-less gauge bosons)
associated with the electric charge of quarks and leptons. In the frame of the Heisenberg energy uncertainty relation
and the perturbation approximation, the long range of the electromagnetic interaction is attributed to absence of the
rest mass of photons. The field strength of the electromagnetic interaction is adjusted in SM by the electromagnetic
coupling constant. The electromagnetism is called the quantum electrodynamics. The weak interaction (weak nuclear
force), which affects all known fermions (quarks and leptons), is considered as being caused by the simultaneous
emission and absorption (virtual exchange) of the W and Z virtual gauge bosons (massive particles). The typical
field strength of the week interaction, which is adjusted by the respective (electro-week) coupling constant, is several
orders of magnitude less than that of both electromagnetism and the strong nuclear force. The short range of the
weak interaction is attributed to the heaviness of W and Z bosons. In contrast to the other interactions, the weak
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interaction may change not only the energy, momentum and spin of fermions, but also the quark flavor from one of
six to another. The weak interaction, which is left-right asymmetric, does conserve CPT, but violates CP symmetry.
Although the electromagnetic and weak interactions (forces) appear very different at low energies, SM unifies the
electromagnetism and weak interaction into a single electroweak force above the unification energy (~ 100 GeV).
The quantum chromodynamics (QCD) of SM describes the strong force (color force) between the fractionally charged
quarks interacting by means of eight gluons (mass-less gauge bosons) associated with the color charges of quarks.
The color force is about one hundred times stronger than electromagnetic force, which in turn is orders of magnitude
stronger than the weak interaction and gravitation. The strong force is assumed to be mediated by gluons, acting
upon quarks, antiquarks, and the gluons themselves. On the short distance, the strong force holds quarks and gluons
together to form the proton, neutron and other particles. On the longer distance, the color force binds protons and
neutrons together to form the nucleus. In such a case, the force is considered as the residuum of the strong interaction
between the quarks that make up the protons and neutrons. The lines of force of the gluons interacting with each
other at long distances collimate into strings. In this way, the mathematical formalism of QCD not only explains
how quarks interact over short distances, but also the string-like behavior, which they manifest over longer distances.
Finally, the still undiscovered Higgs boson of the hypothetical Higgs quantum field, which has a non-zero expectation
value in empty space, gives rest mass to the all observed elementary particles, except the photon and gluon, without
breaking the so-called gauge invariance of the mathematical formalism of SM.

Mathematically, the electromagnetic, weak-nuclear and strong-nuclear fields and interactions (forces) are modeled in
the frame of the Lagrangian or Hamiltonian formalism, which controls the dynamics of the three fundamental fields.
Each kind of point-like particles is described in terms of the respective dynamical field which exists and evolutes
according to the Euler-Lagrange or Hamiltonian-Jacobi equation of motion with the initial and boundary conditions
imposed in the 4-D spacetime. The most general renormalizable Lagrangian (Hamiltonian) of the fields is constructed
by postulating a set of symmetries of the field-spacetime system that satisfies the experimentally observed particle
(field) content. Naturally, the fundamental fields must obey the experimentally observed global Poincaré symmetry
[Translations x SO*(1,3)], which consists of the ordinary translational symmetry, rotational symmetry and the
inertial coordinate system invariance of Einstein’s theory of special relativity. The local SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1)
gauge symmetry is an internal symmetry constructed and adjusted to provide the three experimentally observed
fundamental interactions and the number and kind of elementary particles and anti-particles. The hypercharge U(1),
weak isospin SU(2) and colour SU(3) symmetries correspond to the electromagnetic, weak and strong interactions,
respectively. These gauge symmetries obey the twelve flavours of elementary fermions, plus their corresponding
antiparticles, as well as the four elementary gauge bosons that mediate the electromagnetic, strong and weak forces.
SM contains the nineteen free (adjustable) parameters, including coupling constants of the fundamental interactions,
whose numerical values are established experimentally. The observable quantities associated with a fundamental field
of SM are not changed under the respective transformation attributed to the symmetry of the Lagrangian, even
though the transformed field configuration vary in spacetime. All the changes of the field configuration mediated
by the gauge transformation do cancel each other when written in terms of the observable quantities (energies,
momentums, spins, charges, etc.). In other words, the different configurations of a fundamental field associated
with the respective gauge symmetry (gauge invariance) of the field have identical observable quantities. The global
Poincaré symmetry [Translations x SOT(1,3)] conserves energy, momentum and angular momentum. The local
gauge symmetry [SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1)] conserves color charge, weak isospin, electric charge and weak hypercharge.
The accidental symmetry (continuous U(1) global symmetry) conserves the barion, electron, muon and tau numbers.
From the point of view of the symmetry formalism of SM, the mathematical nature of a gauge transformation,
which is a transformation from one field configuration to another, determines the mathematical nature of the gauge
boson. Physically, the existence of the electromagnetic, strong and weak interactions arises in SM from a type of
gauge symmetry relating to the fact that all elementary particles of a given type are experimentally indistinguishable
from each other. The quantum properties of the classical (non-quantum) fundamental fields of SM are explored
mathematically by defining creation and annihilation quantum operators with the commutation relations imposed,
which add and subtract particles. This is known as the second quantization approach. The second quantization is
performed by replacing the classical (non-quantum) spatially-infinite fields by the respective multimode field operators.

To this end, one could mention some candidate models closely connecting with with the basic physical and mathe-
matical concepts of SM. The current best models attempting to unify all fundamental particles and interactions of SM
and gravitation call for the symmetries, known as super-symmetries, which are different from the U(1), SU(2) and
SU(3) gauge symmetries. For instance, the Grand Unified Theories (GUTSs) are proposals to show that the three fun-
damental interactions, other than gravity, arise from a single interaction characterized by one larger gauge symmetry
with one unified coupling constant that breaks down at low energy levels to the three fundamental interactions with
the respective coupling constants. GUTs predict relationships among the constants of nature, such as the electromag-
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netic, week and strong interaction constants, which are unrelated in SM. Some theories beyond SM look for a graviton
to complete SM, while others, emphasize the possibility that the spacetime itself may have quantum nature (in form
of the so-called ”atoms of space and time”) and more than four spacetime dimensions. Theories of Everything try
to integrate GUTs with quantum gravity theories, which include the string theory, loop quantum gravity and twistor
theory. Some of these theories include a hypothetical fifth fundamental force to explain the recently-discovered accel-
erating expansion of the universe, giving rise to a need of the possible modifications of the Einstein general relativity.
The fifth fundamental force has also been suggested to explain phenomena such as CP violations, cosmological ”dark”
matter (energy-mass), and ”dark” flow. In some supersymmetric theories, the new particles (moduli) acquire their
masses through supersymmetry breaking effects mediating even more fundamental forces, which are different from
the forces of SM and Einstein’s gravitation. For the detailed description of the physical concepts and mathematical
formulations of SM and candidate models see the canonical studies and traditional textbooks, as well as any paper,
review paper or textbook published in the literature on the quantum fields and interactions (for instance, see Refs.
[1-38] and references therein).

2.2. Critical analysis of basic concepts of Standard Model of Particle Physics

The classical (non-quantum) and quantum fields of SM are modelled by using simultaneously the energy conservation
law and the Dirac interpretation of quantum interference associated with the Copenhagen interpretation of quantum
mechanics. According to Paul Dirac, under the quantum interference each particle interferes only with itself. In other
words, the fundamental (global) spatially-infinite fields of the particles in SM do satisfy both the energy conservation
law and the interference-less properties of particles. Part I of the present study pointed out that the phenomenon
of redistribution of the field energy (intensity) by the interaction of quantum fields of SM is quit similar to the
redistribution of the field energy (intensity) under the ordinary interference of classical fields. Therefore, the interaction
of fields can be considered, at least formally, as the interference of fields. Under the Dirac quantum interference,
however, the interference (cross-correlation) between two different particles never occurs. Thus the interaction of
particles in SM is not attributed to the interference and the respective cross-correlation energy of classical (non-
quantum) or quantum fields. This conceptual aspect of SM did not attract any critical attention of researchers due
to the huge progress of the quantum physics, quantum field theory and SM based on the standard interpretation of
quantum mechanics. 1t is clear now that the postulate of ”interference-less”, self interfering particles has played a
key role in the method and direction of development of the all modern theories of fields, particles and interactions.
The Copenhagen-Dirac postulate is the common background of the canonical quantum mechanics, traditional quantum
field theories and SM, which do provide adequate description almost of the all-known physical phenomena.

Let me describe in more details how the postulate of interference-less particles relates to quantum mechanics and
SM. In agreement with the Dirac postulate based on the Copenhagen interpretation of quantum mechanics, the parti-
cles of quantum mechanics and SM have been modeled to be free from the interference (cross-correlation) with other
particles. Therefore it was extremely difficult for physicists to find a mathematical method of the ”legal” insertion
of the interference between particles and the respective cross-correlation energy into canonical quantum physics and
SM. The mathematical cross-correlation ("hidden” interference) between particles and the respective cross-correlation
energy have been automatically inserted into the quantum mechanics and SM by using the different powerful mathe-
matical approximations, which do not compare well with the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate (see, Part I). The "hidden”
interference contradicts, in an extremely non-trivial manner, the basic principles of canonical quantum mechanics
and quantum field theory based on the Copenhagen (”probabilistic”) interpretation of quantum mechanics and the
Dirac postulate of interference-less particles. The ”hidden” interference has been originally used in the construc-
tion ("mathematical engineering”) of models for successful explanations of the coherent quantum phenomena, such
as the Bose-Einstein condensation, superfluidity, superconductivity, supermagnetism, super-radiation, and quantum
anomalous and fractional Hall effects. The "hidden” insertion of the interference between particles into the models
yielded the correct description of the particle interference (interaction), cross-correlation (interaction) energy, particle
number, Bose-Einstein statistics, Fermi-Dirac correlations (statistics) and Pauli exclusion principle. Then the mathe-
matical approach in the form of "mathematical engineering” that does not require any critical analysis of the physical
concepts has been successfully extended also to quantum field theories and SM. The ”mathematical engineering”
based on the ”hidden” interference mediated by the pure mathematical reasons (approximations), which contradict
the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate, was generally accepted by the physics community in the very past. It is effectively
used in quantum mechanics, quantum field theories and SM up to now without any critical analysis.

Although the ”"hidden” interference between particles and the respective cross-correlation energy are closely con-
nected with the pure mathematical approximations, SM relies on a set of approximations specific to the particular
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physical problem. The "hidden” mathematical interference between particles and the respective cross-correlation
energy have appeared in quantum mechanics, quantum field theories and SM already at the very beginning of consid-
eration of the physical problems pertaining to the properties of quantum systems made of a large number of particles
(many-body problem). The ”"hidden” interference (cross-correlation) between particles did appear in these theories
in the form of the interaction (cross-correlation) energy describing by the interaction integrals in the mathematically
constructed trial Hamiltonians. In SM the ”hidden” interference (interaction) of the non-quantum (classical) fields is
associated with the interaction energy of the fields describing by the trial non-quantum field Hamiltonian. Then the
quantum properties of classical fundamental fields of SM are explored mathematically by defining creation (a) and
annihilation (d) quantum operators with the commutation relations imposed, which add and subtract particles. That
is known as the second quantization approach. Mathematically, the second quantization is performed by inserting
the spatially-infinite classical fields ¥ and ¥* into an infinite resonator and subsequent replacement of these fields
by the respective multimode field operators ¥ and UT. The "hidden” inter-particle interference and the respective
interaction energy are provided in SM by the trial cross-correlating operators (pure mathematical objects) with the
trial (Bogoliubov-like) commutator relations for the particles and antiparticles, namely the experimentally observable
bosons and fermions and the virtual (unobservable) gauge bosons associated with the gauge fields, the gauge sym-
metry and the gauge symmetry breaking (spontaneous or not). In other words, the ”hidden” interference between
particles and the respective cross-correlation energy associated with the quantum fields are mediated automatically by
the cross-correlation between the operators in the interaction integrals of the trial Hamiltonian field-operator of SM.
The trial, artificially-constructed field Hamiltonians and the respective Hamiltonian operators of SM are invariant
under the U(1) local gauge transformation given rise to the very particular mathematical cross-correlation (”hidden”
interference) and the respective energy, which do not depend on the particle phases. In such a case, the all-known
coherent quantum phenomena are provided in the modified quantum mechanics and SM not only by the coherent par-
ticles (wave-functions), but also by the incoherent particles that have absolutely different phases. That means that the
cross-correlation ("hidden” interference) is provided rather by the pure mathematical approximations than the large-
scale classical or quantum coherence. The physical mechanism behind the "hidden” interference and cross-correlation
energy of particles is mediated by the different mathematical approximations, which do not compare well with the
Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of ”interference-less”, self interfering particles. In the frame of such an approach, the
coherent quantum phenomena may be attributed even to the mathematical errors mediated by the mathematical
approximations. Although SM is usually considered to be the unique and correct outcome of combining the rules of
quantum mechanics with special relativity, it seems that SM contradicts at least formally to the basic (Copenhagen-
Dirac) physical principle [a particle interferes (correlates) only with itself] of the canonical quantum mechanics and
particle field theory. That is to say that the all-known physical interpretations of SM are based on interpretations
of the pure mathematical approximations, which do contradict the basic postulate of the modern quantum physics,
namely the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of interference-less particles associated with the Copenhagen interpretation
of quantum mechanics.

It could be also mentioned that the Copenhagen interpretation (philosophy) of the de Broglie wave using the pure
mathematical object (probability) did not solve really the problem of physical interpretation of quantum mechanics.
In any physical interpretation, the probability or the wave of probability would be rather a pure mathematical (non-
material) object than a real material substance. Unfortunately, up to now, both the Schrodinger interpretation
of the de Broglie wave using arguments of classical theories of real material waves and the Finstein determinism
of classical physics over the Copenhagen probabilistic quantum physics are rejected in principle by the scientific
community. It could be also noted that the Klein-Gordon-Fock and Dirac relativistic equations in the modern generally-
accepted interpretation describe the global infinite fields of particles, while they have been originally formulated and
interpreted by the authors as single-particle equations analogous to the Schridinger equation. In SM, up to now, it
is not completely clear how to interpret physically the field (wave) of operators. In any interpretation, an operator
should be considered rather as a pure mathematical object than a real physical matter. For more details of the
above-mentioned methodological and philosophical problems, see Part I.

2.3. Basic concepts of the present model of the unified fields, particles and interactions

The basic physical concepts (principles) of the present model, which do associate with the unified fields, particles
and interactions, are different from the Standard Model of Particle Physics. However, the present model does not
use the extra dimensions of spacetime, the fifth (?dark”) fundamental energy-mass and force or other hypothetical
objects of the modern candidate models, such as the Grand Unified Theories and Theories of Everything. Part II of
the present study deals with the Einstein special relativity and quantum mechanics unified by using the concepts that
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have been introduced and developed in Part I. Let me now summarize and briefly interpret these concepts emphasizing
their methodological and philosophical aspects in the context of the above-described conceptual picture of SM.

The most basic concept of the present model is extremely simple and transparent. The concept is based on the
well-known law of physics, namely the interference phenomenon. In contrast to the non-material waves associated
with the wave functions of canonical quantum mechanics and the non-material operator fields of SM, which deal
with the interference-less (each particle interferes only with itself) wave functions and spatially-infinite fundamental
fields of the operators, the present model suggests existence of an arbitrary number of the interfering, spatially-finite
fundamental fields (beams) of the real physical matter (mass-energy). The spatially-finite material fields ¢y, (r, t) of the
fundamental kind may interfere (cross-correlate) with each other and/or with the finite fields of another fundamental
kind. The fundamental spatially-finite fields v,,(r,t) are composed from the respective indivisible unit-fields vy, (r, t)
of the mass-energy, ¢ (r,t) = Efj:l Yon(r,t). The unit-field (unit-wave) on (r,t) could interfere with itself as well
with the other (n # m) unit-fields ©om (r,t). The real, material, spatially-finite unit-field (unit-wave) on(r,t),
which does associate with the respective elementary particle and its physical matter (mass-energy), is not the wave
of probability of quantum mechanics or the field (wave) of operators of SM. In other words, the unit-field is not
explained as a point particle or a wave of quantum mechanics (particle-wave dualism) or a point particle of SM.
The unit-field has simultaneously properties of the point particle and wave of quantum mechanics, the point particle
of SM and the 3-D (in space) wave of theory of classical fields. An indivisible unit-field may exist in the infinite
number of configurations. The exact form and dynamics of the indivisible unit-field g, (r,t), which depends on the
experimental conditions, is determined by the field Lagrangian (Hamiltonian) and the Euler-Lagrange (Hamiltonian-
Jacobi) equation of motion with the initial and boundary conditions imposed. In SM, up to now, it is not completely
clear how to interpret physically the field (wave) of operators. An operator is rather a pure mathematical object
than a real physical substance. In the present model, the division of the "non-quantum” field v,, of the real physical
matter (mass-energy) into the indivisible "non-quantum” unit-fields g, of the mass-energy, in fact, is the second
quantization of the field without the use of the non-material fields (waves) of operators or probabilities.

The interference between unit-fields (particles) could affect many basic physical properties of the particles. Under
the quantum interference each particle of the canonical quantum mechanics can interfere only with itself. In the
present model, unlike in the Dirac model of quantum interference, the particles (unit-fields) may interfere (interact)
also with each other. Thus the attractive or repulsive forces associated with interaction of the particles are attributed
to the interference (cross-correlation) of the interfering (interacting) unit-fields. That is to say that the positive or
negative gradient of the field cross-correlation energy does induce the attractive or repulsive forces that redistribute
the field energy (intensity). In the frame of such an approach, the quantum and classical descriptions are in agreement
for an arbitrary number of particles (unit-fields). It should be stressed that the physical system of the interfering
(interacting) fields includes not only the interfering fields, but also the environment (material boundaries or other
fields) that could provide the pure constructive or destructive interference. In other words, the unit-fields (particles)
do interfere and interact not only with each other, but also with the environment. Although the field energy is
changed under the pure constructive or destructive interference of fields, the total energy of the physical system is
conserved. The pure additive or subtractive interference is provided by the ”additional” energy, which should be
added or subtracted from the total physical system before the interference of fields (particles) with each other. In
such a case, the physical system of the interfering (interacting) fields does not obey the shift symmetry of time.
The energy conservation of the total physical system is provided rather by the exchange of the field energy with the
environment than by the shift symmetry of time and the Dirac quantum interference associated with ”interference-less”
self-interfering particles. The interaction (cross-correlation) energy is attributed in the present model to the gradient
of cross-correlation energy mediating by the interference between the unit-fields (particles) of the physical matter
(mass-energy). Consequently, the physical mechanism behind the number of particles, cross-correlation (interference),
cross-correlation energy, interference (interaction), Bose-Einstein statistics, Fermi-Dirac statistics and Pauli exclusion
principle is associated with the repulsive and attractive forces mediating by the additive and subtractive interference
(cross-correlation) of the unit-waves (bosons or fermions) of the physical matter (mass-energy). This mechanism plays
a key role in the basic coherent quantum phenomena, such as Bose-Einstein condensation, super-radiation, Bosenova
effect, superfluidity, superconductivity, supermagnetism, and quantum anomalous and fractional Hall effects. For
more details and explanations, see Part I.

In the standard model of fields, particles and interactions, the mathematical cross-correlation ("hidden” interference)
is associated with the pure mathematical approximations, which do not compare well with the basic physical prin-
ciple (the Copenhagen-Dirac postulate of ”interference-less” self-interfering particles) of canonical quantum physics.
Physically, the "hidden” interference is interpreted as the inter-particle interaction and the interaction energy. In the
present model of the unified fields, particles and interactions, which could be considered as a generalization of SM, the
unification is performed by taking into account rather the interference-induced energy mediated by the real, direct,
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physical interference between material unit-fields than the ”hidden”, mathematical interference between non-material
waves of probabilities or operators associated with the point-like particles and the respective cross-correlation (inter-
action) energy. The "non-hidden” interference between material unit-fields may be considered as the EPR hypothetical
“hidden” variable, which according to Finstein, Podolsky and Rosen should be added to quantum mechanics to avoid
its indeterminism and superluminal signalling (see, also discussions related to the EPR paradoz associated with su-
perluminal signalling in Part I). In Part I, the Hamiltonians that describe the cross-correlation energy mediating by
interference of the basic classical and quantum material fields composed from the 3-dimensional (in space) unit-fields
of physical matter have been derived by the generalization of the traditional Hamiltonians of the classical and quantum
field theories for the superposition of the interfering unit-fields (interacting particles). Part IT uses this background for
unification of the electromagnetic, weak, strong and gravitational fields, particles and interactions. However, unlike
in Part I, the unification is performed rather by the generalization of the basic (mass-energy) relation of the Einstein
relativity than the traditional Hamiltonians of quantum field theory. The model unifies the all-known fields, particles
and interactions by the straightforward generalization of the Einstein relativistic energy-mass relation 2 = k? +m?
for the interfering (interacting) particles and bodies composed from the interfering unit-fields. The unit-fields exhibit
sitmultaneously properties of the point particles and waves of quantum mechanics (particle-wave duality), the point
particles of SM, the strings of theories of strings and the 3-D (in space) waves of theories of classical fields. Therefore
the unification of the electromagnetic, weak, strong and gravitational fields and interactions could be considered not
only as the generalization of SM, but also as the further development and unification of the quantum mechanics,
classical and quantum field theories, SM and string theories. In order to make the unification understandable to the
non-specialists in classical and quantum fields, the following analysis is performed in many philosophical, physical and
mathematical details.

3. UNIFICATION OF A SINGLE ELEMENTARY PARTICLE AND A SINGLE UNIT-FIELD: A SINGLE
PARTICLE (N = 1)

According to the basic physical concept of the present model, the fundamental fields ¥, (r,t) = Zﬁ;l Yon (1, 1)
are composed from the interfering, indivisible unit-fields g, (r,t) of the mass-energy associated with the elementary
particles. The unification of the fundamental (electromagnetic, weak, strong and gravitational) fields, particles and
interactions in the model is based on the generalization of the famous energy-mass relation €2 = k? + m? of the
Einstein special relativity for the case of the interacting particles and bodies composed from the interfering (cross-
correlating) unit-fields. Section 3 begins the unification with the generalization of the Einstein energy-mass relation
for the unit-field ¢ associated with a single (N=1) elementary particle, which is free from interactions with other
particles. The generalized mass-energy relation then yields the equation of motion for the unit-field. The exact form
(configuration) and dynamics of the single unit-field (elementary particle) is determined by the equation of motion
with the initial and boundary conditions imposed. The generalization, in fact, is simply the unification of the Einstein
relativity of a point-like particle and the quantum mechanics of a wave-like (de Broglie) particle. Mathematically, the
generalization of the Einstein energy-mass relation is performed by using the second or first derivatives of a unit-field,
since these two approaches are equivalent in the case of the de Broglie wave (unit-field) associated with a free particle.
For the sake of generality, the model is presented also in the alternative form by using the unit-field Lagrangian that
corresponds to the generalized energy-mass relation for the unit-field ¥g. In such a case, the model is formulated in
the frame of the Lagrangian formalism, where the configuration and dynamics of the single unit-field is determined by
the field Lagrangian and the Euler-Lagrange equation of motion with the initial and boundary conditions imposed.

3.1. The energy-mass relation and equation of motion for a free unit-field associated with a free particle

3.1.1. The model based on the 2nd derivatives of a free unit-field

1. The model 1st-version based on the straightforward generalization of the Einstein energy-mass relation for a free
unit-field by using the 2nd derivatives

The basic relation of Einstein’s relativity for a single, point-like particle, which is free from interactions with other
particles, is given by

g2 =k2 +m?, (183)
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where €9, kg and mg are respectively the energy, momentum and rest mass of the particle. The straightforward
generalization of the Einstein relativistic energy-mass relation ([I83]), which is associated with a free point-particle
located in the spacetime point (r,t), to the case of the free spatially-extended unit-field 1o(r,t) occupying the finite
or infinite volume V is based on the use of the canonical approach of quantum mechanics. The replacement of the
classical energy, momentum and mass of the point particle in Eq. ([I83]) by the respective quantum mechanical values
associated with the operators of energy (& = %), momentum (k = V) and mass (72 = m) of the unit-field is performed
by using the well-known, particular unit-field configuration ¢y (r,t), namely the de Broglie wave

wo(r7t) _ V—1/2ei(k0r—€0t—a0) (184)

associated with the free particle. This simple procedure yields the generalized relativistic energy-mass relation

1 .
€0 = 5 / Yo (—% — V2o + mg%) &’z (185)
v
for the free unit-field, where the quantities
my = / V5 (mho) &, (186)
1%
k2 = / V5 (=V2o) d*z, (187)
1%
= [ 05 (<) (188)
v
and
k§ +mg = / W (= V2o +m3io) d°x (189)
%

provide the Einstein relativistic energy-mass relation (I83). Notice, the values ([I85]) - (I89) do not depend on the
wave phase ag. Also note that the unit-field (I84) is normalized by fvwgwod% = 1. Comparison of the right-hand
sides of Eq. (I88)) and Eq. ([I89) yields the relativistic equation of motion

O 4+ mto = 0 (190)
for the free unit-field. I use the conventional notations 682;@0 = 1}50 and 0 = g—; — V2. Notice, the generalized

relativistic energy-mass relation (I85) and the respective equation of motion (I90) do use the second derivatives of
the free unit-field. The equivalent relativistic energy-mass relation and equation of motion, which are based on the
first derivatives of the free unit-field, are presented in Sec. (3.1.2.). Although Eqs. (I8H) and (I90) have been derived
by using the particular unit-field configuration [de Broglie wave ([I84)], the present model assumes that Eq. (I90) does
determine the all possible unit-field configurations associated with any relativistic or non-relativistic free elementary
particle that satisfies the Einstein energy-mass relation (I83]). Moreover, the generalized energy-mass relation (I83])
for the unit-field configurations determining by the equation of motion (I90) with the initial and boundary conditions
imposed is valid for the all-known free elementary particles. The value of the Einstein energy-mass given by Eq.
([IR3) for a free point-particle is equal to the generalized energy-mass determining by Eq. ([I88) for the free unit-field
(unit-wave) associated with this particle. Notice, Eq. ([90) is indistinguishable from the Klein-Gordon-Fock equation
of the relativistic quantum field theory. The Klein-Gordon-Fock equation in the generally accepted interpretation
(formulation) of the quantum field theory, however, describes the global infinite field of bosons and anti-bosons,
while Eq. ([I90) is formulated as a single-particle relativistic equation similar to the Schrodinger equation for the
wave-function of a free non-relativistic elementary particle of any kind. Equation (T90) with the initial and boundary
conditions imposed describes both the unit-field configuration and its dynamics.

In the case of a non-relativistic particle (k3 << m2), Eqs. (I83) - (I90) may be simplified. The Einstein energy-mass
relation ([I83)) is simplified to the form

k
Eg R — + mo, (191)
m
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2
which is similar to the energy-mass relation € = ;‘700 of the Newton mechanics if the particle energy ¢ is defined as

€ = g9 — mgp. The replacement of the classical energy, momentum and mass of the point particle in Eq. (I91]) by the
respective quantum mechanical values of the de Broglie wave (I84]) yields the non-relativistic energy-mass relation

1 s 1

€0 = B /‘/1/13 (“/)0 - 2—mov21/10 + mO‘/’O) d’z, (192)

where
co= [ 5 (o) &'z (193)
1%

and

k2 . 1 _, 3

—— +mo= [ Yy | —5—V %o+ motpo | d’z. (194)

2m0 v 2m0

The equation of non-relativistic motion

iy 1

o =—5— V24 + moto (195)
mo

is obtained by comparison of the right-hand sides of Eq. (193] and Eq. (I94). In the case of the stationary unit-field

Po(r,t) = Yo(r)e 0t Eq. ([I95) may be written as the Schrédinger stationary equation

e (r) = —QLmOv?wo(r) (196)

of the non-relativistic quantum mechanics of a free particle by using the aforementioned definition € = g9 — myg. It
should be stressed that Eqs. (I83]) - (I90) are valid for both the relativistic and non-relativistic particles, while the
approximations (I91)) - (I96]) describe only the non-relativistic particle. Also note that replacement of the unit-field
([@84) by the unit-field 1o (r, t) = V—1/2e~ikor=e0t) does not modify the relativistic equations (I8H) - (A0), while the
replacement does change the sign of the non-relativistic energy ([I33)) from (+) to (—).

The equation of motion (I90) describes the configuration and dynamics of the free unit-field )y associated with a
single elementary particle that is free from interactions with other particles. In other words, the unit-field configuration
1o and the energy ¢ of a free particle determining by Eqs. (I83) - (I90) do not depend on the particle spin and
charge. The different configurations vy of a single unit-field corresponding to the different solutions of Eq. (190) with
the initial and boundary conditions imposed could be attributed to the different momentums ko of a single elementary
particle having the rest mass mg. The dynamical configuration 1y corresponding to a solution of Eq. ([90) for a single
unit-field with the rest mass mg # 0 could be considered as the configuration describing the dynamics of a massive
particle. The unit-field configuration vy determining by the equation

Oy = 0 (197)

describes dynamics of a mass-less (mg = 0) particle, which has the energy squared given by
1 . .
=5 [ vi (<0 - VPw) (198)
1%

Notice, Eqs. ([I83]) - (I90) are valid for both the massive and mass-less particles, while the non-relativistic approxi-
mations (I91]) - (T96) do not have any physical sense in the case of mg = 0.

2. The model 2nd-version based on the gemeralization of the Finstein energy-mass relation for a free unit-field by
using the Euler-Lagrange formalism and the 2nd derivatives

Mathematically, the standard model of particle physics is formulated in the frame of the Lagrangian or Hamiltonian
formalism. Each kind of point-like particles is described in terms of the respective dynamical field which exists and
evolutes according to the Euler-Lagrange or Hamiltonian-Jacobi equation of motion with the initial and boundary
conditions imposed. The Lagrangian (Hamiltonian) of the field is constructed by postulating a set of symmetries of
the field-spacetime system. For instance, the fundamental fields must obey the inertial coordinate system invariance
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of the Einstein theory of special relativity. The above-presented model is based on the straightforward generalization
of the relativistic energy-mass relation of the Einstein theory. The model can be reformulated by using the Lagrangian
formalism, where the configuration of a free unit-field (elementary particle) and its dynamics are determined by the
unit-field Lagrangian and the Euler-Lagrange equation of motion with the initial and boundary conditions imposed.
One can easily demonstrate that the unit-field Lagrangian corresponding to the generalized relativistic energy-mass
relation (I83) is given by

1 e
L= [ 45 (0 - V00 + mbun) . (199)
1
where the unit-field is normalized by
/¢3¢0d3x =1 (200)
v
Equation ([I99) can be written as
L= / Ldz, (201)
1%
where
1, -
L= 35 V4o + mgio) (202)

denotes the Lagrangian density, which may be presented as
1
L= 51/)3(8#8“1/)0 +mo) (203)

using the conventional notations 0,0 = g—; — V2. It could be noted that the unit-field 1)y associated with the
particle may be considered also in the frame of the Hamiltonian-Jacobi formalism. In such a case, the Hamiltonian
corresponding to the Lagrangian (I99) has the form

H= / Hd3z, (204)
1%
where
1., -
H =S¥ (=0 = V4o + miho). (205)
is the Hamiltonian density. In contrast to Part I, whose theoretical background uses the energy definition
e=H (206)

of the canonical quantum field theory, the square of energy (I8H]) is now given by another definition:
1 .
eo=H= 3 / o (—% - V2o + m?ﬂ/fo) d*z. (207)
%

Notice, for the unit-field normalized by Eq. (200), the energy squared (207) is indistinguishable from the value (I85]).
In the frame of the Lagrange formalism, the configuration and dynamics of the unit-field 1 is determined by the
Euler-Lagrange equation

oL oL
h%‘%mezo 209

with the initial and boundary conditions imposed. Notice, the volume V of the unit-field determining by the unit-field
boundaries, in contrast to the infinite fields of SM, may be finite or infinite. For the Lagrangian density (203), Eq.
([208) yields the Euler-Lagrange relativistic equation

Odpo + miho = 0, (209)
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which is indistinguishable from Eq. (I90).
In the case of a non-relativistic unit-field, the Lagrangian that corresponds to Eq. (I92) is given by

1 N s 1
L= 3 /V%/Jo (—Z¢0 - 2—movz¢o + m0¢0> d’z, (210)
where
1, r 1 s
L= 5%/10 —ito — 2—m0v Yo + motho (211)

denotes the Lagrangian density. The unit-field Hamiltonian H corresponding to the Lagrangian (208) has the form
[204), where the Hamiltonian density is given by

1 r 1 s
— ZbF - ) 212
H =3 (Wo Qmov Yo +m0¢0> (212)
Correspondingly, the non-relativistic energy ¢ of the unit-field is determined by the expression
1 * [+ 1 2 3
eo=H = [ ¢ | 1o — 5—V %o +motp | d’z, (213)
2 v 2m0

which is indistinguishable from the energy (I92) for the unit-field normalized by Eq. (@20I). For the Lagrangian
density (21I1I), the Euler-Lagrange equation (208) yields the equation

. 1
1o = —2—V2¢0 + moo, (214)
mo

which is indistinguishable from Eq. (I93). Notice, Eq. (199) - Eq. (2I4]) do use the normalization ([200). The normal-
ization gives rise to the probabilistic (canonical) interpretation of the unit-field ¢y in Eq. ([2I4]), where the unit-field
o(r,t) can be reinterpreted according to the Copenhagen philosophy of quantum mechanics of point particles. The
Copenhagen interpretation of the value p(r,t) = ¥*(r,t)1(r,t) as the probability density, however, can lead to the
well-known philosophical and physical problems associated, for instance, with the wave-particle duality and the nega-
tive probability density. In the case of the stationary unit-field, Eq. ([2I4) is equivalent to the Schrodinger stationary
equation (I96) for the Copenhagen wave of probability determining by the wave-function of a free elementary particle.

3.1.2. The model based on the 1st derivatives of a free unit-field

1. The model 3-rd version based on the straightforward generalization of the Finstein energy-mass relation for a
free unit-field by using the 1st derivatives

The unit-field model presented in Sec. (3.1.1.) is based on the use of the second derivatives of a unit-field.

Equations (I8H) - (I90) and (I92) - ([214), have been derived by using Eqs. (18], (I87) and ([I8Y) for the squares of

mass, momentum and energy of the de Broglie wave (unit-field). Here, I present the alternative, equivalent formulation
of the model, where Eqs. (I80]), (I87) and ([I8Y) are replaced respectively by

mg = / moysod’ e, (215)
|4

K2 = / (V45) (Vbo)dx (216)
1%

and

& =/V (wo) (w'o) &z, (217)
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where the unit-field is normalized by [|,¢§¢od*z = 1. The use of Eqs. (2I6) and (2I7), which are based on the first
derivatives of a unit-field, yields the generalized relativistic energy-mass relation

1 o
=75 [ (divo-+ Vs o +miuivo) *z (218)

Notice, the energy squared (2I8)) is different from the values (I85) and 207). The value 2I8)) is equal to the values
(I85) and ([207) only in the very particular case, when the unit-field 1) has the de Broglie configuration (I84]). The
equation of motion corresponding to Eq. (2I]) is given by the expression

Uitbo = Vg Vibo + miig o, (219)

which is more complicate than Eqs. (I90) and (209).
In the case of a non-relativistic unit-field (particle), the non-relativistic energy e¢ corresponding to Eq. (91 is
determined by the relation

€ = %/V <’L1/)E§1/Jo + 2—:”0V1/}E§V1/)0 + m01/)§1/)0) d3x, (220)

which is different from the values (I92) and ([2I3]). The energy (220) is equal to the values (I92)) and (2I3) only when
the unit-field ¢y has the de Broglie configuration (I84)). The equation of motion corresponding to Eq. (220) is given
by the formula

Wotho = 2—mOV1/JoV1/)0 + motbg o, (221)
which is different from Eq. (193] and (214).

2. The model 4th-version based on the generalization of the Einstein energy-mass relation for a free unit-field by
using the Euler-Lagrange formalism and the 1st derivatives

The unit-field Lagrangian that corresponds to the energy-mass relation (2I8) with the unit-field normalization (200
is given by

L= [ (st = ViV = mviuo) d'x. (222)
where
L= % (W50 — Vs Vebo — miuiuo) (223)
denotes the Lagrangian density, which may be presented in the covariant form as
£= S(0,50" 0 — o). (224)

The unit-field Hamiltonian H corresponding to the Lagrangian ([222) has the form (204]), where the Hamiltonian
density is given by

1/. - . .

H = 5 (it + VU5 Vo + miuiuo) (225)

Thus the square of energy is given by the expression

2 1 ‘x I * 2 % 3
= H =5 | (vgdo+ Vs Vio +miviv) ', (226)
v

which is different from the relation g = H given by Eq. (15) of Part I of the present study. If the unit-field is
normalized by Eq. (200), then the energy squared ([228]) is indistinguishable from the value (2I8). For the Lagrangian

density (224) the Euler-Lagrange equation (208)) yields the equation

Do + miho = 0, (227)



74

which is indistinguishable from Eqs. ([90) and (209), but is different from the more complicated equation (2T9]).
Notice, the equations of motions (I90), (209) and 2I9) describe the configuration and dynamics of the unit-field
1o associated with a massive elementary particle having the rest mass mg # 0. The unit-field configuration g
determining by the equation

Do = 0 (228)

describes dynamics of a mass-less (mg = 0) particle, with the energy squared given by

1 o .
2 — [ = 5/ (¢3¢0 n vwov@%) dz. (229)
%
In the case of a non-relativistic unit-field, the Lagrangian that corresponds to Eq. (I91)) is given by

1

L= 2/ (1/)07/10 - V1/)0V1/)0 mO‘/)E)k?/JO) d3337 (230)
where

= (“/101/10 V%V% - mo%i/fo) (231)

denotes the Lagrangian density, which was derived by using the first derivatives of the unit-field. The unit-field
Hamiltonian H corresponding to the Lagrangian (230]) has the form (204]), where the Hamiltonian density is given by

=3 (“»/107/10 + V7/)0V7/10 + mO‘/’o‘/’O) (232)
Correspondingly, the non-relativistic energy ¢ of the unit-field is determined as
1
go=H = 5/ <Wo1/)0 + VT/JQVU)O + mo%%) . (233)

In the case of the unit-field normalized by Eq. (200), the energy squared [233)) is indistinguishable from the value
[I]). For the Lagrangian density ([231]), the Euler-Lagrange equation (208]) yields the expression

. 1
1o = —2—V2¢0 + moo, (234)
mo

which is indistinguishable from Eqs. (I95) and (2I4). Notice, Eqs. ([2I5) - (226) are valid for both the massive and
mass-less particles, while the non-relativistic approximations (230) - (234]) do not have any physical meaning in the
case of mg = 0. It should be stressed that Eqs. (222]) - (234) do use the normalization ([200) that gives rise to the
probabilistic (canonical) interpretation of the unit-field ¢ in Eqs. ([227) and (234) as the wave-function of a free
elementary particle associated with the Copenhagen wave of probability. That means that the non-relativistic unit-
field could be interpreted as the Schrodinger wave-function associated with the non-relativistic wave of probability.

3.2. Physical properties of the single particle based on the generalized energy-mass relation for the single
unit-field

Physical properties of the above-described free unit-field (particle) are summarized and interpreted as follows.
The generalized Einstein energy-mass relations (I85) and (ZI8) and the respective equations of motion (I90) and
[227) have been derived by using the de Broglie wave (I84]), which is the particular configuration of a free unit-field
associated with an elementary particle. The present model assumes that the energy-mass relations (I8H) and (2IX)
with the respective equations of motion ([90) and [227)) do determine the unit-field configuration of any relativistic
or non-relativistic free elementary particle that satisfies the Einstein energy-mass relation (I83). That is to say that
the generalized energy-mass relations (I85) and ([2I8)) for the free unit-field determining by the equations of motion
(I90) and [227) with the initial and boundary conditions imposed are valid for the all-known free elementary particles.
There is no difference between the values of the Einstein energy-mass determining by Eq. (I83) of a free point particle
and the generalized energy-mass given by Eqs. ([I88) and ([2I]) for the free unit-field associated with this particle.
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Equations (I90) and 227)) look like the Klein-Gordon-Fock equation of the relativistic quantum field theory. However,
in contrast to the Klein-Gordon-Fock equation of quantum field theory describing the global infinite field of particles
(scalar bosons), Eqs. (I90) and [@227)) are formulated and interpreted as a single-particle relativistic equation similar
to the Schrodinger equation for the de Broglie wave of the matter associated with a non-relativistic particle. It could
be mentioned again that the Klein-Gordon-Fock equation has been originally formulated and interpreted by the authors
as a single-particle equation analogous to the Schrédinger equation.

The equations of motion (I90) and @227)) describe the configuration and dynamics of the free unit-field ¢ that
determine the physical properties of a single elementary particle that is free from interactions with other particles.
The unit-field configuration 1y and the self-energy ¢ of a free particle determining by Eqs. (I83]) - (214) or Egs. (215)
- [234) do not depend on the spin and charge of the particle. The kind (type) of a free particle and the respective
unit-field configuration are determined in Eqs. (I83]) - ([234]) solely by the particle rest-mass mg. The free particles
(unit-fields) could be distinguished from each other by the particle rest-mass mg. In other words, the free particles
(unit-fields) having the different rest masses could be considered as different particles (unit-fields). For instance, the
dynamical configuration )y corresponding to a solution of Eq. ([I90) or [227) for a single unit-field with the rest
mass mg # 0 could be considered as the configuration describing the dynamics of a massive particle. The unit-field
configuration vy determining by the equation (I97) or ([228)) describes dynamics of the mass-less (mg = 0) particle.
For the given rest-mass mg, Egs. (I90) and ([227)) with the initial and boundary conditions imposed describe not only
the unit-field configuration and the kind of a free particle, but also its dynamics. The different configurations g of
a single unit-field corresponding to the different solutions of Eq. (I90) or 227)) could be attributed to the different
momentums kg of a single elementary particle having the rest mass mg. Although the unit-field vy describing by
Egs. (I83) - (2I4) or Egs. ([211) - (234) is material one, it is not measurable quantity. The experimentally observable
quantities are the rest mass mg, momentum ko and energy £ of the unit-field (particle). These quantities control
the unit-filed configuration and its dynamics and vice versa. For an example, the ”annihilation” of the rest mass
mo # 0 in the energy-mass relations (I85) and (2I8) and the respective equations of motion ([90) and 227, yields
the change of the unit-field configuration and the kind of a particle. The annihilation yields the new (mass-less) unit-
field configuration corresponding to the new (mass-less) particle, which is determined by the energy-mass relation
([[9]) or [229)) and the respective equation of motion (I97) or [228). According to the energy conservation law the
unit-field energy can be converted from one form to another, but it cannot be created or destroyed. Therefore the
energy of the new (mass-less) unit-field determining by Eq. (I98)) or ([229) must be equal respectively to the energy of
the annihilated massive unit-field given by Eq. (I85) or (2I]). It should be mentioned that the relativistic equations

[IR3) - (190), (97 - @09), @IT) - @I9) and @222) - [229) are valid for both the massive and mass-less particles,
while the non-relativistic approximations (I9I)) - (I96), I0) - @14), @20) , @221I), @230) -@34) do not have any

physical sense in the case of mg = 0. In other words, the non-relativistic equations could not describe the creation of
a mass-less (mg = 0) particle under the annihilation of a massive (mg # 0) particle (unit-field).

From a point of view of the energy, a point particle and the unit-wave associated with this particle are equivalent
(indistinguishable) objects. Indeed, the relativistic particle satisfies simultaneously the relativistic energy-mass rela-
tion ([I83)) for a point particle of Einstein’s special relativity and the generalized (equivalent) relativistic energy-mass
relation ([I88) or (2I8)) for the unit-wave associated with this particle. In addition, the non-relativistic energy (I91))
of a point particle of the Einstein non-relativistic theory (Newton mechanics) is equal to the non-relativistic energy
([I92) or ([233) of the non-relativistic unit-wave. The equality of energies of the point particle and the unit-wave could
be considered as the particle-wave duality similar to the particle-wave duality in the Schrodinger (non-relativistic)
quantum mechanics of the de Broglie wave associated with a free particle. The formulation of the present model in the
frame of the Lagrangian-Hamiltonian formalism with the normalization [200]) gives rise to the probabilistic (quantum
mechanical) interpretation of the unit-field (wave) 1)9. However, in contrast to the quantum-mechanical wave-function
o(r,t) of a point particle located in the spatiotemporal point (r,t) with the probability density ¥{(r,t)¢o(r,t), the
material unit-field ¥y (r, t) associated with the particle mass-energy does really exist in the each spatiotemporal point
(r,t) of the unit-field. That is the fundamental (principal) difference between the canonical quantum mechanics and
the present model. Tt could be also mentioned that the two versions of the unit-field model, which are based on the 1st
or 2nd derivatives of the unit-field, have the different forms (I83) and (2I8)]) of the generalized Einstein energy-mass
relation, but the indistinguishable equations of motion (I90) and ([227). The energy-mass relations (I8H) and (2I])
are equivalent for the de Broglie wave (I84) associated with a single particle that is free from interactions with other
particles. In other words, for the unit-field configuration (I84)), one can use the 1st or 2nd derivatives of the unit-field
in Eqs. (I85), (218), (I90) and @227). Although these two versions of the model are equivalent for the de Broglie
wave (I84]), Sec. (4) shows that they may give different results for more complicated unit-field configurations.
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3.3. The role of initial and boundary conditions in dynamics of a single unit-field

The kind of a free elementary particle in Eqs. (I83) - (234) of the above-presented conceptual model of a free unit-
field (particle) is determined by the particle rest-mass mg, only. The rest mass mg could be considered as a particular
kind of the initial conditions. For a given rest-mass mg, the equation of motion (I90) or (227) with the initial and
boundary conditions imposed describes dynamics of the unit-field configuration. The dynamical configurations g
corresponding to the different solutions of the equation of motion could be attributed to the different momentums kg
of the same particle. That is to say that the unit-field associated with an elementary particle having the rest mass
myg does exist in different configurations corresponding to the different solutions of the equation of motion with the
actual initial and boundary conditions. A solution to the differential equation of motion is unambiguously determined
if the value of the unit-field function (Dirichlet boundary conditions) or the normal derivative (Neumann boundary
conditions) of the unit-field function is specified on the boundaries. In the present study, a unit-field is considered as
the free unit-field if it does interact only with the boundaries imposed by the empty, ”straight” spacetime (true vacuum,).
For instance, a massive, free unit-field describing by Eqs. (I90) or (227)) has a boundary between the massive unit-field
and the mass-less true vacuum. That means that the massive, free unit-field does interact only with the mass-less
boundary of the true vacuum (empty, ”straight” spacetime). A mass-less, free unit-field, which is described by Egs.
(@97 or ([228), has a boundary between the mass-less (mg = 0) unit-field and the mass-less true vacuum. In such
a case, a mass-less, free unit-field interacts with the mass-less boundary of the empty, "straight” spacetime. A free
unit-field before interaction with the material boundaries is considered as a free unit-field. The material boundaries
can be modified by using the external energy, namely the energy that does not associate with the unit-field energy.
Interaction of a unit-field with the actual material boundaries may change or not change the absolute value |kg| of
the unit-field momentum ko. The interaction that changes the value |ko| is called a non-elastic process. The process
could be interpreted as the exchange of energy between the unit-field and the boundary. Analysis of such a process
requires the detailed model of interaction of the unit-field (particle) with the unit-fields (particles) of the material
boundary. If the interaction does not affect the momentum absolute value |ko|, then the interaction has an elastic
character. The elastic interaction of a single unit-field with the material boundaries can be treated phenomenologically
by using the Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions for the equation of motion (Z30) or (227). The evolution
of the unit-field configuration under the free-space propagation and elastic interaction of the single unit-field with a
material boundary is illustrated by the following three examples.

Let me first consider the simplest, relativistic unit-field configuration that corresponds to the free plane-wave,
namely the time-harmonic solutions of the relativistic equations (I90), 209), 221I)) and @227)) for the empty, ”straight”
spacetime. At the initial time moment ¢ = 0, such a unit-field is given by the de Broglie wave

tho(r, t) = age’(kor—wot=ao) (235)

with the unit-wave amplitude ag = V~'/2 and the phase ag = 0, where V' # oo is the volume occupying by the
spatially finite unit-field 1o(r,t) = ape™°*. Notice, the unit-wave amplitude ag decreases with increasing the volume
V. Tt could be also mentioned that the aforementioned amplitude ag = V~'/2 of the unit-wave 235) is different
from the value ag = (2Voeo) '/ of the unit-wave (16) in Part I of the present study as well as from the amplitude
ax = (2Vpex) /2 of the scalar bosons and anti-bosons in the global quantum fields (3) and (4) of Part I. In Eq.

, wo = g0 and kg denote respectively the unit-wave frequency and wave-number. The unit-field (particle) has
the momentum kg given by

Ky = /V 05 (—iV40) da. (236)

The unit-field frequency (energy) satisfies the Einstein energy-mass relation (I83]), which has the form of the relativistic

dispersion relation wp? = k3 + m3. The unit-field propagates in the free-space along the direction ko /ko with the

so-called group velocity vy = |v4| = dwy/dko. The use of the Einstein dispersion relation yields the group velocity
vy = 1/(1+m2/k2)"/2. (237)

Each point of the unit-field propagates within the unit-field with the phase velocity v = (wo/ko)(ko/ko). The value
v = |v| = wo/ko is given by

v=(1+m2/k2)2 (238)

The group velocity satisfies the inequality v, < ¢ for any value of mg or kg (in the natural units, v, = (1+m3/ kg)l/ 2<
1). That means that a signal associated with the massive unit-field (particle) propagates through the true vacuum
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with the speed v, < ¢. A massive particle is considered to be at the rest (v, = 0) if the particle momentum
ko = 0. Each point of the massive unit-field propagates within the unit-field with the phase velocity ([238]), where
v — 0 if the unit-field is associated with the relativistic particle (kg — o00). In the case of the mass-less (mo = 0)
unit-field, which is described by Eqs. ([@90), @209), @2I) and @27) with mo = 0 or simply by Egs. ([{I97) and
([228), the dispersion relation is given by wo? = k2. The respective group velocity v, is equal to the speed of light
(vg = ¢ = 1). The phase velocity v of the mass-less unit-field also is equal to the speed of light (v = ¢ =1). Thus a
signal associated with the mass-less unit-field (particle) propagates through both the true vacuum and the unit-field
medium with the luminal velocity (v, = v = ¢ = 1). In the non-relativistic case (k3 << m3), the group velocity 237
of the unit-field [235)) is equal to the non-relativistic (Newton) velocity vy = ko/mo of the non-relativistic particle
associated with the unit-field. Notice, the similar dynamics of the the non-relativistic unit-field ([238]) is predicted
by the non-relativistic equations (I95), (I96]), (2I4), 22I) and [234) with the respective non-relativistic dispersion
relation wo = (k3 +m3)'/2 = (kZ/2mq) + mo. In such a case, the group and phase velocities are given by v, = ko/mq
and v & mg/ko, respectively. The phase velocity of the non-relativistic unit-field determining by Eq. ([238) is also
given by the value v & mg/ko. A signal associated with the phase velocity propagates through the unit-field having
the momentum ko — 0 with the infinite speed (v — o0). The unit-field configuration (235]) and momentum (236]) do
not change under propagation of the unit-field in the true vacuum. Indeed, at any time moment ¢ = ¢/, the unit-field
has the configuration

Po(r' ') = age?kor’—wot) (239)

with the unit-field momentum k¢ and frequency wq. Here, ag = V /2 is the unit-field amplitude, and V is the volume
occupying by the unit-field at the moment ¢ = ¢’.

Let me now suppose that at the time moment ¢ = ¢ the unit-field ¢ (r”, ) = agei®or” ~«0t") heging propagation
through the ”transparent” aperture in the ”"non-transparent” infinitely thin material screen placed in the true vacuum.
Under the propagation, the unit-field interacts with the material boundaries of the screen. The evolution of the unit-
field configuration behind the screen at the time ¢ > t” can be described using the well-known Fresnel-Kirchhoff

integral theorem as
1 a ei(koR—wot) ei(koR—wot) awo
Pt)=— — — — | dS 240
1/’0(7) 4#//5[1/10371( R ) R on ) ( )

where R is the distance from the point P to the point (z”,4"”,2") of the unit-field ¥y = ¥o(r”,¢”) on the surface
S of the aperture, and 9/0n denotes differentiation along the normal to the surface of integration. The Fresnel-
Kirchhoff integral theorem (@240) for the mass-less (mo = 0) wave is usually regarded as an integral form of the
wave equation (Jvyg = 0 with the dispersion relation wy? = k3 and the conventional boundary conditions imposed
by the "non-transparent” boundaries. The diffraction integral (240) for an optical wave is considered as one of the
possible mathematical formulations of the Huygens-Fresnel diffraction principle in optics. In the case of a massive
(mo # 0) unit-wave, the integral theorem (240) could be regarded as an integral form of the equation g +m2ty = 0
with the energy-mass (dispersion) relation wp? = k3 + m3. Respectively, Eq. (240) could be considered as one of
the possible mathematical formulations of the Huygens-Fresnel principle for diffraction of the massive unit-wave on
the aperture. The expression (240]) describes the unit-field ¢o(P,t) in any point P behind the screen by using the
unit-field distribution g(r”,¢"”) with the amplitude ag on the surface S of the aperture at the time moment ¢ = ¢”.
The interaction of the unit-field with the material boundaries is described phenomenologically, namely in terms of
the boundary conditions imposed on the unit-field on the screen boundaries. The interaction is considered as an
elastic process that does not change the absolute value |ko| of the unit-field momentum. Thus the unit-fields [235])
and ([239) have the same value kg of momentums, while the diffracted unit-field ([240) does have the definite absolute
value |ko| with the indefinite direction ko/|ko| of propagation. In other words, the diffracted unit-field ¢o(P,t) is
considered as the free unit-field ¢ (r”, ") = age’®or" ~«ot") reshaped by the aperture. The diffracted unit-field (240)
having the definite absolute value |ko| propagates in the uncertain direction within the interval determining by the
Heisenberg uncertainty relation AkgAx ~ 1, where |Ax] is the aperture dimension. That gives the new physics inside
the Heisenberg uncertainty principle. The reshaping can be interpreted as the signalling (exchange of the information)
between the points (z”,y”,2”) and P. The signal from the point (z”,y”,2") to the point P of the unit-field (240
propagates in the form of the spherical wave R™!e!(oR=w0t) with the phase velocity v = wo/ko = (1 + mZ/k3)/2.
In the case of a non-relativistic particle (kg — 0), the signal propagates within the unit-field [240) with the phase
velocity v — oo. It should be stressed that the unit-field configuration ([240) describes the indivisible unit-field. In
other words, the unit-field (240) consists of the Huygens-Fresnel superposition of the spherical elementary waves,
which are inseparable from each other. A simple analysis shows that the above-considered dynamics of the unit-field
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configuration under the elastic collision of a unit-field with the material boundaries could be observed in many other
experimental conditions, for instance, in the Young two-slit experiment.

Consider now the third typical example of the evolution of the unit-field configuration under the elastic interaction of
the single unit-field with a material boundary. Let me assume that the unit-field (235) with the amplitude ag = V ~1/2
is placed into the center of an empty box, which has the volume V}, = Lg >> V and the "non-transparent” material
boundaries. After the time t ~ L;/vg4, the unit-field would interact with the box boundary. The elastic interaction
could be described phenomenologically by using the Neumann boundary condition imposed on the normal derivative
of the unit-field function on the "non-transparent” boundaries. The elastic interaction of the unit-field with the box
boundary results into the elastic reflection of the unit-field from the boundary that changes the momentum of the
unit-field 233) from ko to —kg. After the reflection along the normal to the surface, the unit-field propagates in the
direction —kg/ko as the unit-wave

Yo(r, t) = age~tKor—wot), (241)

The reflection may be attributed to the phase change of the unit-field @38): age (Kor=—wot) = ggeilkor—wol£m) = The
total time of the reflection is given by ¢ ~ V1/3/y,. The unit-fields (235) and (24I) have the group and phase
velocities determined respectively by Eqs. (237) and (238]). The localization (confinement) of the unit-field (235)
by the "non-transparent” material box with the volume V;, = V = L3 results into the discretization of the unit-field
momentum ko and frequency (energy) wo under the Dirichlet boundary conditions imposed on the unit-field on the
”non-transparent” boundaries. In such a case, the unit-field could have one of the possible configurations

Yonmi (v, 1) = L3/ 2eKonmix=wonmit) (242)
with the squares of the wavenumber (momentum) and frequency (energy) given respectively by
Ko = (1/L)?[n7% +m™2 +177] (243)
and
Womnt® = Kot + M3, (244)

where n, m and [ are the non-zero integer numbers. The group and phase velocities of the unit-field [242]) are
determined by Eqgs. @237) and [@238) with the discrete momentum (243) and frequency (244). The localization
(compression) of the unit-field (235) results also into the Heisenberg uncertainty relation (see, the relation (130)
of Part I of the present study). The unit-field (242) does not include the reflected wave (241I]). That means that
the velocity of the box is equal to the group velocity of the unit-field. The well-known (standing-wave) configuration
Yonmi(r, 1) = (L73/2/2)[e?Konmir=wonmit) 4 g=i(konmir=wonmt)] swhich includes the reflected wave, has the group velocity
vg = 0 corresponding to the zero momentum ([236). The elastic reflection of a unit-field and the spectral discretization
of the wavenumber (momentum) and energy (frequency) could be associated with many other experimental conditions,
where a unit-field interacts with the resonator-like boundaries. Such a behaviour of the de Broglie (quantum) wave is
well-known in the canonical quantum mechanics.

The most unexpected behavior of a unit-field does associate with the superluminal values of the phase velocity
[23]) at the particular experimental conditions. In the case of kg — 0, a signal associated with the phase velocity
can propagate within the massive (mg # 0) unit-field with the infinite speed [v = (1 + m/k3)*/? — oc]. In the
classical (Young-type) diffraction experiment, any instant change of the unit-field boundaries by instant insertion of
any additional object into the experiment should also result into superluminal modification of the diffracted non-
relativistic massive unit-field. The modification of the mass-less (mo = 0) unit-field in such an experiment would
take place with the speed of light v = wy/ko = ¢ = 1. It should be stressed that the superluminal reshaping of a
massive unit-field, which is provided with the superluminal phase velocity within the unit-field, does not contradict
the Einstein special relativity. In the Einstein theory, the signaling between massive bodies (particles) separated by
the empty, ”straight” spacetime is provided by a mass-less electromagnetic wave propagating between the particles
with the group speed of light. The superluminal reshaping of a massive unit-field with the superluminal phase velocity,
which is somewhat similar to the instantaneous collapse of a wave function and the superluminar ”quantum leap”
in the Copenhagen interpretation of quantum mechanics, does not affect the signaling between massive particles
(unit-fields) separated by the true vacuum. The Einstein signaling by a massive (mg # 0) particle is associated with
the group velocity (237) of the massive unit-fields ([Z35) that is not superluminal [v, = 1/(1 + mZ/k3)/? < 1]. In
agreement with the Einstein theory of relativity, any mass-less (mo = 0) unit-field of the present model propagates
through the true vacuum with the group velocity of light (v, = v = ¢ = 1). Notice, any change of the boundaries placed
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infinitely far from the spatially finite unit-field would not affect the configuration and momentum of the unit-field.
The modification of a unit-field occurs only after interaction of the unit-field with the boundaries.

The signaling by the massive unit-field ([230]) associated with a massive (mg # 0) particle is provided with the
velocity (Z37) that could not be superluminal [v, = 1/(1 + m2/k3)'/? < 1]. In contrast to the Einstein theory of
point particles, the present model at the particular experimental conditions predicts the signalling by the material
field with the superluminal group velocity. For an example, the spatially evanescent unit-field

Yo(r, t) = age’*or—wot) — agekorgiwot (245)
satisfies the equations of motion (I90) and (227) under the dispersion relation
wo? = —kZ +m2, (246)

which is formally indistinguishable from the Einstein mas-energy relation wo® = k§ +mg in the case of the imaginary
momentum ko = ¢kg. The group velocity [237) of the unit-field ([245) is given by

vy = 1/(1 - md /K32, (247)

The relativistic (R% — m) unit-wave (248) propagates with the superluminal group velocity v, — co. The relativistic
unit-field

Yo(r, 1) = age(0Tnt) = gge kom0t (248)

which is evanescent in both the space and time, also propagates with the superluminal group velocity 247) under the
dispersion relation

W =Kk2 —mi. (249)

The dispersion 249) formally satisfies the Einstein mas-energy relation wp? = k% + m2 for the imaginary momen-
tum ko = iko and frequency wy = —idy. The evanescent unit-field (unit-wave), which has the imaginary values
of the frequency (energy) and/or wave-number (momentum), does associate with the particle that may propagate
with the superluminal group velocity. It could be mention that superluminal particles are usually called tachions.
The dispersion relations (246) and (249), strictly speaking, are different from the Einstein mass-energy relation (I83)
associated with the real frequency (energy), wave-number (momentum) and mass. Moreover, the temporal evanes-
cence (virtual existence) of the unit-field ([248]) associated with the disappearing particle does contradict the law of
energy conservation. Therefore the superluminal unit-fields (245]) and (248)) and the respective superluminal particles
(tachions) probably do not really exist. Nevertheless, the superluminal field ¥ (r,t), which is similar to the unit-field
(243) or (248), may be created experimentally by using the method of Fourier’s decomposition. In such a case, the
composite-field ¢ (r, t) = 3;a,;10;(r,t) having the superluminal field configuration is composed from the Fourier com-
ponents (non-evanescent unit-fields to;(r, t) associated with the temporally non-evanescent particles) that satisfy the
Einstein mas-energy relation wo;? = k3, +m3, with the real values wo;, ko; and mg;. The temporal evanescence of the
superluminal configuration associated with the field superposition 3;a;1;(r, t) is provided rather by redistribution of
the non-evanescent unit-fields a;1o;(r, t) than the disappearance of these unit-fields (particles). The signalling by the
composite, evanescent field (wave) having the superluminal group velocity could play important role in explanation
of the many superluminal physical processes, such as the near-field diffraction (scattering) of waves, the tunnelling
effects and the virtual-particle phenomena of any kind. It could be also mentioned that the superluminal signaling
by the relativistic neutrinos has been recently observed in the CERN-LNGS experiment. The superlunimal signaling
in this experiment, if such a behavior really exists, may be attributed to the superluminal group velocity (vgy > 1) of
the composite evanescent field associated with the neutrinos.

4. UNIFICATION OF INTERACTING ELEMENTARY PARTICLES AND INTERFERING
(CROSS-CORRELATING) UNIT-FIELDS: A MULTI-PARTICLE SYSTEM (N > 2)

In the above-presented conceptual model, a single elementary particle that is free from interaction with other
particles has been presented as the free, indivisible unit-field associated with this particle. Unification of a free particle
and a free unit-field was performed by the generalization of the energy-mass relation €2 = k2 4+ m? of the Einstein
theory of a point particle to the case of the unit-field associated with the particle. Then the generalized mass-energy
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relation yielded the equation of motion for the unit-field. A unit-field was considered to be free if it interacts with
the boundaries imposed by the free space (vacuum), only. It was also shown that the elastic interaction of a unit-field
with the material boundaries can be treated phenomenologically by using the different boundary conditions for the
equation of motion of a free unit-field (particle). In contrast to a free particle, the analysis of non-elastic interaction of
a unit-field (particle) with material boundaries or another unit-field (particle) requires a detailed (microscopic) model
of interaction of the unit-fields with each other. Section 4 unifies the fundamental (electromagnetic, weak, strong and
gravitational) fields, particles and interactions by the further generalization of the Einstein energy-mass relation for
the interacting particles and bodies composed from the interfering unit-fields. It is assumed that any fundamental
field ¢(r,t) = 27]:’:1 Yon(r,t) is composed from the interfering, indivisible unit-fields 1o, (r,t) associated with the
interacting elementary particles. Section 4 begins the unification with the generalization of the Einstein energy-mass
relation for the composite field ¥(r,t) = o1 (r,t) + o2(r,t) associated with the composite particle composed from
two (N = 2) indistinguishable elementary particles. Then the generalization of the Einstein energy-mass relation is
performed for an arbitrary number N of the unit-fields (elementary particles). Mathematically, the generalization of
the Einstein energy-mass relation is performed by using the second or first derivatives of a unit-field. Although these
two approaches are equivalent in the case of the de Broglie wave associated with a free particle, the use of the second or
first derivatives may give the different results for the interfering unit-fields. For the sake of generality, the unification
of interacting elementary particles and interfering (cross-correlating) unit-fields is presented also in the alternative
form by using the composite-field Lagrangian (Hamiltonian) that corresponds to the generalized energy-mass relation
for the interfering unit-fields. In such a case, the model is formulated in the frame of the Lagrangian formalism,
where the configuration and dynamics of the composite field is determined by the composite-field Lagrangian and the
FEuler-Lagrange equation of motion with the initial and boundary conditions imposed.

4.1. The energy-mass relation and equation of motion for a composite particle composed from interacting
point-like particles: Interaction as cross-correlation (interference) of point-like particles

For the sake of simplicity, let me first consider the simplest composite particle, namely the point-like particle
composed from two point-particles of the Einstein theory of special relativity. It is assumed that the first point-
like elementary particle has the mass mg;, momentum ko; and energy €1 in the spacetime point (r1,t1). The
second elementary particle is characterized by the respective parameters moz, Koz, €92 and (ra,t2). In the case of
(r1,t1) = (ra,t2) = (r,t), the two identical [mg; = mg2 = mo and ko1 = ko2 = ko] point-particles could be considered
as the degenerate, composite point-particle with the common energy e determining by the energy superposition
principle:

€ = €01 + €02- (250)
The Einstein energy-mass relation ([I83) for the degenerate, composite particle is given by
g2 = k* +m?, (251)

where the values € = €p1 + €92 = 2¢9, k = ko1 + koo = 2kg and m = mg1 + mg2 = 2myg are respectively the
sums (superpositions) of the energies, momentums and rest-masses of the first and second particles. That means
that the particles satisfy the superposition principle also for the momentums and masses. In the degenerate particle,
the energies, momentums and rest-masses of the indistinguishable particles are additive. The basic relation (25I))
of Einstein’s relativity for the degenerate, composite point-particle located in the spatiotemporal point (r,¢) can be
rewritten as

62 = 5(2)1 + 5(2)2 + 812 + 521 = 631 + 5(2)2 + 512721. (252)
Here, ¢ = ¢(r,t) is the common energy of the composite particle, and g91 = €01(r,t) = (k3;, +m2,)*/? and gp2 =
c02(r, t) = (kZ, + m2,)/? denote respectively the Einstein relativistic energies of the first and second particles. The
value E1221(r,t) = E12(r, t) + E21(r, t) logically to call the total cross-correlation term or simply the cross-correlation
term. The term associates with the cross-correlation (”interference”) of the two point-particles in the spatiotemporal
point (r,t). The first cross-correlation term E12(r,t) = €o1(r, t)ep2(r, t) and the second one E2;(r,t) = ep2(r, t)ep1 (1, t)
associated respectively with the first and second point-particles satisfy the relation

512 = 521 = (1/2)512721. (253)



81

The relation ([252]) may be represented formally even in the more general form by using the notations ¢ = &(ry, ra, t1, t2),
€1 = €01 (I‘l,tl) = (k(2Jl + mgl)l/Q, €2 = 802(1‘2, tg) = (k%z + m%2)1/2 and 512)21 = 512)21 (I‘l,rg,tl,tg) =
eo1(r1, t1)e02(r2, t2) + €02(r2, t2)e01(r1, 1), where the cross-correlation term 1301 (r1,r2,t1,t2) does associate with
the cross-correlation of the two particles in the points r1, ro, t; and ¢2. It should be stressed, however, that Eq. (252))
could be used only in the case of the indistinguishable (mg1 = mo2 = mo and ko1 = ko2 = ko) point-like particles
located in the same spacetime point (ry,t1) = (ra2,t2) = (r,t). Otherwise Eq. (252) does not have any physical sense.
Although the cross-correlation term €121 = €01€02 + €02€01 can be introduced formally into the Einstein energy-mass
relation (see, Eq. 252)), the cross-correlation term does not play any important role in the Einstein theory of special
relativity. The cross-correlation term E12.91 = €o1€02 + €02601 associated with the square of energies in Eq. (252)
does not result (e # €01 + €02 + 12,21, Where €12,21 # 0) into the cross-correlation of energies [see, Eq. (250))]. That
is to say that the Einstein special relativity describes the particles, which are free (12,21 = 0) from the interaction
(cross-correlation) energies. The cross-correlation (7interference”) between the energies of point-particles does appear
in the relativistic and non-relativistic theories of the interacting point-particles in the form of the interaction (poten-
tial) energy €12,21 # 0. Indeed, in the all relativistic theories of interacting particles based on the Einstein theory of
special relativity, the common (total) energy e of the composite point-particle composed at the time moment ¢ from
the interacting point-particles is presented as

e(ri,ro,t) = co1(r1,t) + €o2(ra, t) + e12(|r1 — raf,t) + €21(|Jr2 — 11, 1) (254)
or
e(ri,ro,t) = €o1(r1,t) + €02(re, t) + c12,21(|r1 — ra2l, 1), (255)

where the values g1 (r1,t) = (kZ; +m3;)"/? and g2 (r2,t) = (kZ, +m3y)'/? denote respectively the relativistic energies
of the first and second point-particles; the cross-correlation energy €12 21(|r1 —r2|,t) = e12(|r1 —r2|, t) +e21(Jra —r1], %)
denotes the interaction energy associated with the four fundamental interactions of nature, namely the gravitation,
electromagnetism, weak interaction and strong interaction. One should not confuse here the cross-correlation energy
€12,21(r1, T2, t), which associates with the cross-correlation in the energies of two particles, with the cross-correlation
term &12.21(r1, re, t) attributed to the cross-correlation in the square of energies. The interaction energy £12,91(Jr1 —
ro|,t) is considered as the cross-correlation (7interference”) energy ei2.21(r1,r2,t) = e12.21(Jr1 — rof,t) that does
associate with the cross-correlation (”interference”) of the two point-particles in the spatiotemporal points (r1,t) and
(ra,t). The energies €12 and e21, which are attributed respectively to the cross-correlation of the first particle with
the second one and vice versa, satisfy the relation

e12 = €21 = (1/2)e12,21, (256)

where €12,21 # 0. In the non-relativistic (k3; << mZ,) theories, the common energy ¢ of the composite point-particle
composed from the interacting point-particles is given by Eq. (253]), where the non-relativistic energies of the first

k2 k2 . . . k2
(€01 ~ 277‘;[1)1 +mo1) and second (g92 & 277%2 + moz2) point-particles are replaced by the energies €1 = £9g1 —mg1 = 2772;1
2

and 9 = g2 —Mg2 = 21:7232 , respectively. In the non-relativistic and relativistic cases, the cross-correlation (interaction)
energy €12,21(|r1 — r2f,¢) may have the same or different forms. The gradients of the interaction (cross-correlation)

energy £12.21(|r1 — ral,t), which are called the interaction forces, are given by

Fia(ri,t) = — € Ri2|,t 257
12(r1,t) Ry 12,21(|Raz2l, ) (257)
and
Foi(rs,t) = — € (IRa1],t) (258)
21(T2, R, 222l ),

where Ris = r;1 — ro and Ry = ro — r1. The interaction forces F15 and Fa1, which could be considered as the
cross-correlation (”interference”) forces, act respectively upon the first and second point-particles. The interaction
(cross-correlation) forces satisfy the relation

F12 = —F21. (259)

due to the relation R12 = —Rys;. The physical action of the first particle onto the second particle is indivisible from
the action the second particle onto the first one. That is to say that the energy €15 is indivisible and indistinguishable
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from the energy e21. Therefore the interactive force F1o can not exist without existence of the interactive force Fo;.
The kind of the interaction (cross-correlation) force acting between the two point-particles is determined by the kind of
interaction (cross-correlation) energy and vice versa. Equations [257) and ([258) do determine the four fundamental
(ggravitational, electromagnetic, weak and strong) forces by the two components

e12 = (1/2)e12.: (260)
and
e21 = (1/2)e12,21 (261)

of the interaction (cross-correlation) energy £12 21, where the energy €12 21 is associated with the gravitational, electro-
magnetic, weak and strong interactions. The energy of cross-correlation (interaction) and the respective force depend
on the masses, charges, isospins, momentums and spins of the particles. Correspondingly, the kind of the point-like
elementary particle is characterized by the mass, charge (electric charge, weak hyper-charge or color charge), weak
isospin and intrinsic angular momentum (spin) of the particle. The equation of motion for the composite particle
is derived by assuming that the variation of the energy [eo1(r1,t) + €02(r2, t)] is related to the variation of the total
interaction (cross-correlation) energy €12 21(|Jr1 — r2|,t) as

dleo1(ri,t) + €o2(ra, t)] = —de12,21(|r1 — 1o, t) (262)

The relation (262)) is associated with the conservation of energy at the time moment ¢, where the variation of interaction
(cross-correlation) energy de12 21 (|r1—r2|, t) is converted into the variation of the Einstein energy d[eo1(r1, t)+€02(r2, t)]
and wvice versa. Notice, the two point-particles could be considered as the free particles that does not associate with
the compose particle if €12 21(|r1 — r2|,t) << [e01(r1,t) + €02(re, t)]. Equation (262) yields the equation of motion,
which can be presented in the general form as

8801 (I‘l, t) 8502(1‘2, t) 8601 (I‘l, t) 8602 (I‘Q, t)
Georlrn,b) g 4 deo2lrab) g ¢ t=
o, LT Ty, At gt
Oe12,21(r1 —ral,t) Oe12,21(Jr1 — 12, t) Oe12,21(|r1 — ral,t) Oe12,21(r1 —ral,t)
= — : drq, — : dro — : dt — : dt. 263
81‘1 1 81‘2 2 ot ot ( )

The equation of motion (263) may be simplified in some particular cases. For an example, in the case of
5[801(1‘1, t) =+ 502(1‘2, t)] = —6612721(|I‘1 — I‘2|, t) =0, (264)

Eq. [@63) describes the stationary condition of the composite particle in which the total energy e(r1,ra,t), the total
interaction (cross-correlation) energy €12 21 (|r1 —r2|,t) and the Einstein energy [eo1(r1,t) +e02(r2, )] of point-particles
do not depend on the time moment ¢t. In other words, the stationary composite particle has the constant energies
g(ry,r2), €12,21(|r1 —r2|), €01(r1) and ep2(r2). Another typical example that associates with the composite particle is
the movement of the first particle in the coordinate system, where the second particle is at the rest. In such a case,
Eq. ([263) yields the equation of motion for the first particle:

(91{01 (1‘1 5 If)

5 =Fi2(r1, 1), (265)

where the interaction (cross-correlation) force acting upon the particle is given by

F12(I‘1, t) = —ai612721(|1'1|, t) (266)
r

It should be stressed that Eqgs. ([254]) - (266]) in the case of gravitational interaction are valid for the Newton gravitation,
but do not compare well with the Einstein general relativity. Indeed, the gravitational interaction between two
particles in the Einstein relativity is not viewed as an interaction force mediated by the gradient of the interaction
(cross-correlation) energy, but rather particles moving freely in gravitational fields travel under their own inertia in
straight lines through ”curve” spacetime. In other words, the force of gravity and the potential energy of gravitational

interaction are explained as the pure geometrical result attributed to the geometry of spacetime.
The above-presented analysis, which considers the energies and forces associated with the two elementary point-
particles, is valid also in the case of a composite particle composed from the N > 2 point-particles. I will not
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present the multi-particle (N > 2) analysis, because the equations that correspond to Egs. ([250) - (260) for N > 2
are well-known. Let me only mention several facts associated with the degenerate point-particle composed from the
arbitrary number N of the indistinguishable, interaction-less point-particles of the Einstein special relativity. The
squares of energy, momentum and mass of the degenerate particle are given respectively by 2 = N2e2, k? = N2k3
and m? = N?m2, where e3 = k3 + mZ. Notice, the energy ¢ = Neg, momentum k = Nkq and mass m = Nmy of the
degenerate particle is similar to the energy and momentum of the N bosons of the global infinite field describing by
the Klein-Gordon-Fock equation of quantum field theory.

4.2. The energy-mass relation and equation of motion for the interfering (cross-correlating) unit-fields
associated with elementary particles

4.2.1. The model based on the 2nd derivatives of the composite field

1. The model 1st-version based on the straightforward generalization of the Finstein energy-mass relation for the
composite field by using the 2nd derivatives

The spatially-finite or infinite unit-fields ¢g1(r1,t1) and ¥g2(ra, t2) associated with the 1st and the 2nd elementary
particles are not the Einstein point-like particles with the spateotemporal coordinates (r1,t1) and (ra, ). Therefore
Eqs. (250) - (252) should be generalized for the arbitrary spacetime coordinates (ri,t1) and (ra,ta) of the composite
field ¥ = (r1,ra,t1,t2) composed from the unit-fields 11 (r1,t1) and o2(ra,t2). The common energy € of the
composite particle may be attributed to the composite field ¢ (ry,ra, t1,t2) = ¥o1(r1, t1) + Yo2(r2, t2) only in the case
of t; = to = t. Indeed, the cross-correlation of the unit-fields o1 (r1,t1) and ¥ga(ra,t2) at the different (¢; # t2)
time moments, in the common or different inertial coordinate systems, does associate rather with the amplitude or
intensity interferometry (see, Part I) than the cross-correlation term €12 21 of the common energy e of the composite
particle. At the time moment ¢ of the inertial coordinate system, which is the common system for the first and second
unit-fields, the composite field ¥ (ri,re,t) may be presented as the field ¥(r,t) = wo1(r1,t) + wo2(ra,t) with the
different (r; # rs) space coordinates. The common field that has the common temporal coordinate may be presented
also as the field ¥(r,t) = ¥o1(r,t) + to2(r,t) with the common (r; = ro = r) space coordinate. The common field
¥ (r,t) composed from the identical unit-fields g1 (r,t) = ¥(r1,t) and P2 (r,t) = 1(ra,t) associated with the particles
has the form

"/’(rv t) = ¢(r1 ) t) + ¢(r2= t) =01 (I‘, t) + Yoz (I‘, t)' (267)

Notice, the composite field (267)) is in agreement with the field superposition principle (see, Part I). The field super-
position principle may be interpreted as a particular form of the energy superposition principle e = €91 + €92 for two
point particles, which are considered as the composite particle with the common energy € determining by the energy
superposition principle € = g1 + €g2.

The generalization of the Einstein energy-mass relation (I83) for the composite field [267) of the physical matter,
which is associated with the energies and masses of the first and second particles in the common volume V', is perform
by the replacement

wO(rvt) - '@[J(rvt)v (268)

where the unit-field ¢g(r, ) is replaced by the composite field (267)) in the all equations of Sec. 3 that include the
field o(r, t). This procedure first yields the replacements

Yo(r,t) = [or(r, ) + Poa(r, )] (269)
and
V’lbo (I‘, t) — [v¢01 (I‘, t) + v¢02 (I‘, t)] (270)

and then leads to the energy-mass relation with the respective equation of motion for the composite field associated
with the composite particle.

For the superposition (267), the replacements (268) - (270) in Eqs. (I8A) - (IR9) yielded the energy-mass relation

g2 = 8(2)1 + 8(2)2 + &0+ E91 = 531 + 8(2)2 + 512721, (271)
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where
2 1 * y 2 2 43 272
€1 =5 V?/J()l (—1/)01 — Vo1 + m(ﬂ/’Ol) x, (272)
> _ 1 5 s — V2 2 43 273
€02 = 3 V%z ( o2 o2 + m0¢02) Z, (273)
1 .
&2 = 3 / LnS) (—¢02 — Vo2 + m%¢02) d*z, (274)
v
1 .
521 = 5 / 1/182 (—1/)01 - V21/)01 + m%d’m) dB:E, (275)
v

and £1221 = £12 + £21. One can easily demonstrate the very important inequality E12.21 < 5(2)1 + 532 associated with
the interaction of two unit-fields (particles). Notice, Eq. ([271) is indistinguishable from Eq. ([252]). For the composite
field ([267), the relativistic equation of motion

O [¢o1 + Yoa] +mj - [tho1 + Po2] =0 (276)
is obtained by the replacements [268)) - (270) in Eq. (I80). For the composite field

N
'@[J(rv t) = Z Yon (I‘, t)v (277)

which is composed from the N unit-fields o, (r, t) associated with the N particles having the masses mq, = mq, the
above-described procedure yields the energy-mass relation

N N2Z_N
="+ Y. Eum. (278)
n=1 n#m
where
1 .
Egn = 5 / 1/)371 (_wOn — V2w0n + mngn) d*z (279)
1%
and
1 .
Enm = 5 / Pon (—1/)0m — V%om + méwm) dPz. (280)
\%

The respective relativistic equation of motion is given by

N
Z ¢On (I‘, t)
n=1

In the case of the composite particle composed from the non-relativistic particles, the replacements (268) - (270)
in Egs. (I92) - (I96]) yielded the non-relativistic energy-mass relation

O-

+mi- [Z Yon (T, t)] =0. (281)

€ = €01 + €02 + €12 + €21 = €01 + €02 + €12,21 (282)

with the respective non-relativistic equation of motion

2m

i[Yho1 + Po2] = —LOVQ [Yo1 + Yo2] + mo[tbor + o2], (283)

where

1 y 1
€01 = 5 ‘/V’lbgl (Z’lﬁol - 2—7nov2'€[101 + m0¢01> dsxa (284)
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1 s 1
€02 = 5 /‘/1/)32 (“/’02 - 2—mOV21/102 + m01/102> d’z, (285)
£19 = l/w* ihos — L V2402 + mothos | d>x (286)
12 — 2 v 01 02 2m0 02 002 9
n = / s (ihon — —— V24001 + motin ) @ (287)
= — VA _ m X
21 2 v 02 01 2m0 01 0%01 )

and €1221 = €12 + €21. Notice, Eq. ([282)) is indistinguishable from Egs. ([254) and (255). For the composite field
@T7), the procedure yields the non-relativistic energy-mass relation

€= Z Eon + Z Enm, (288)

n#Em

with the respective non-relativistic equation of motion

i [ZN: @bo"(r,t)} = ——v2 Zwo,, r,t)| +mo Z¢0n r,t) ] (289)
oy
where
Eon = % /V Vo <m/}0n - 2—:’mv2¢0n + m01/10n) d*x (290)
and
% /V v (i%m - %movz’@bom + mo¢0m) . (201)

2. The model 2nd-version based on the generalization of the Einstein energy-mass relation for the composite field
by using the Euler-Lagrange formalism and the 2nd derivatives

For the composite field (268) composed from the two unit-fields, the replacements ([268) - [270) in Egs. (I39) -
[207) yielded the relativistic energy-mass relation (271), where

1 N .
€01 = B / Vo1 (—%1 — V%01 + mg%l) d’z, (292)
1%
€2 = /%2 1ﬁ02 — V%02 + m0¢02) (293)
1 * 5 2 2 3
1255 Vo1 (—¢02 = V%02 + mo¢02) d’z (294)
v
and
1 .
3 / Vo2 (—1/)01 — V%01 + m?ﬂ/’m) d*z, (295)
v
where €291 = 12 + Ea1 < €3y + €35. The respective relativistic equation of motion ([ZT6) is obtained by the

replacements (268) - (270) in Egs. (208) and (209). For the composite field ([Z77), which is composed from the N
unit-fields g, (r,t) associated with the N particles, the procedure yields the relativistic energy-mass relation (278,
where

EOn = /wOn ¢0n - v ¢On + m0¢0n) (296)



86

and
_ 1 * 0 R v 2 2 3
5nm - 2 U)On 1/)Om V 1/)Om + mowOm d x. (297)
1%

The respective relativistic equation of motion is given by Eq. (28T]).

In the case of the composite particle composed from the two non-relativistic particles, the replacements (268) -
@70) in Egs. I0) - @I4) yielded the non-relativistic energy-mass relation (282) with the respective non-relativistic
equation of motion ([283]), where

1 . 1

o1 =35 /‘/1#31 (“ﬁm - 2—mOV2¢01 + m0¢01> &, (298)
1 . (. 1 o 3

€02 =5 V‘/’oz oz — 2—mov Vo2 + motoz | d’x, (299)
1 * . 1 2 3

€12 =5 V7/101 itho2 — 2—mov Vo2 + motoz | d°x (300)

and

1 « (. 1 2 3

go1 = 3 V¢O2 o1 — —2mov Yo1 + moo1 | d . (301)

For the composite field ([277), which is composed from the N unit-fields g, (r,t), the replacements (268) - 270) in
Egs. ([2I0) - ([214) yielded the non-relativistic energy-mass relation ([288]) with the respective non-relativistic equation
of motion (289), where

1 " e 1
Eon = 5 /‘/1/}071 <’“/}0n - 2—mv2w0n + m0¢0n) dBI (302)
and

1 e [ 1
Enm = 5 / Yon (“/JOm - —Vom + moi/f()m) d*z. (303)
2 v 2m0
4.2.2. The model based on the 1st derivatives of the composite field

1. The model 3rd-version based on the straightforward generalization of the Einstein energy-mass relation for the
composite field by using the 1st derivatives

For the superposition (267), the replacements (268) - 270) in Eqs. 216]) - (2I]) yielded the energy-mass relation

€2 =2 +edy +E12+ En =dy + 2y + Era01, (304)
where
1 .
5%1 = 5/‘/ (¢31¢01 + Vg1 Vibor + mg¢31¢01) d*z, (305)
1 . . .
532 =3 /V (¢32¢02 + Vg Vihoo + mg¢02¢02) d’z, (306)

1 o
E12 = 5/ (%kl%boz + Vg1 Vbor + m3¢31¢02) d’z (307)
v
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and

1

e =5 | (Vhatin + VU5 Vohr + mivizin ) ', (308)

where E12.01 = E12 + E21 < €2, +e3,. Notice, Eq. ([B04) is indistinguishable from Eqs. (271) and ([252). The respective
relativistic equation of motion

[, + Vo) [Wo1 + 2] = [Vibiy + Vo] [Vebor + Viboo] +ma [y, + Piel[tor + tos], (309)

is obtained by the replacements [268)) - (270) in Eq. (2I9). For the composite field

t) = Z ¢0n(r7 t)v (310)

which is composed from the N unit-fields g, (r,t) associated with the N particles having the masses mg, = mg, the
above-described procedure yields the energy-mass relation

€ _Za%+ Z Enm, (311)

n#m
where
Eon = % /V (%‘an + Vibg, Vibon + m%@bén@bon) d*z (312)
and
Eun =5 [ (it + V03 Vb + mi ) (313)

The respective relativistic equation of motion is given by

N N N
lz wén(r,t)] lz 1/)On(rvt)‘| = > Vg, (r.t) ] ZW’On r,t)
n=1 n=1 n=1

Notice, he relativistic energy-mass relation (BI1)) is indistinguishable from Eq. 278]).
In the case of the composite particle composed from the non-relativistic particles, the replacements (268) - (270)
in Egs. (220) and (22I)) yielded the non-relativistic energy-mass relation

+m0

Zwon r t] lz ton(r ] 0.(314)

n=1

€ = €01 + €02 + €12 + €21 = €01 + €02 + €12,21 (315)

with the respective non-relativistic equation of motion

i[gy + Vhal o1 + Yo1] = [V¢01 + Vool [Vbor + Viboa] + molthgy + 1oa] o1 + to2], (316)
where
go1 = %/V (Wm%l +— V%lv%l + m0¢01¢01> x. (317)
€02 = %/ <Z¢021/102 +— V¢02V¢02 + m01/1021/)02> . (318)
v

€12 = %/V <“/)011/102 + om V1/’01V1/102 =+ m01/)011/)02> €Z. (319)
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and

E91 = %/V (7/@/102’@/101 + — V¢02V¢01 + m0¢02¢01> (320)

Notice, Eq. (3I6) is indistinguishable from Eqs. (282), (254) and 255). For the composite field 277), the procedure
yields the non-relativistic energy-mass relation

€= Z gon + Z Enm, (321)

n#Em

with the respective non-relativistic equation of motion

i [ZNJI wan(r,w] [ZN; wan(r,t)] - ivjlvwsn(r 0 ] > Vion(r. )|+ mo Zszwon ] [ZN; wOn(r,w] (322)
vhere - - * -
con = % / (z%n%n TV Vi + m0¢0n¢0n> . (323)
and
oo =3 |, <w0nw0m o VG Vo + mowonw0m> (324)

2. The model 4th-version based on the generalization of the Finstein energy-mass relation for the composite field by
using the Euler-Lagrange formalism and the 1st derivatives

For the composite field (268) composed from the two unit-fields, the replacements ([268) - [270) in Egs. (222) -
[@24)) yielded the relativistic energy-mass relation

52 = 8(2)1 + 8(2)2 + &0+ E91 = 531 + 8(2)2 + 512721, (325)
where
1 . . .
581 = 5/‘/ (¢31¢01 + Vb5 Vhor + m(2J¢01¢01) d*z, (326)
1 . . .
5%2 =3 /v (¢32¢02 + Voo Vihoo + mg¢02¢02) d*z, (327)
1 .
10 = 5/ (1#31%2 + Vbg, Vhoo + mg¢31¢02) d>x (328)
1%
and
1 ..
En = [ (thatin + Vi T00n + miviyon) s, (329)
v

where E12.01 = 12+ E21 < €3; +€35. It could be mentioned that Eq. (32F) is indistinguishable from Eqs. B04), 271)
and ([252). The respective relativistic equation of motion

O+ [o1 + to2] +mg - [thor + 2] = 0, (330)

which is indistinguishable from Eq. ([276]), is obtained by the replacements ([268)) - (270) in Eq. (227). For the composite
field [2TT), which is composed from the N unit-fields 9o, (r,t) associated with the N particles, the procedure yields
the relativistic energy-mass relation

£ _250n+ Z Enm, (331)

n#Em
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where
cBn =5 | (Vhution + TGV + ) (332)
and
Eum =5 /V (it + V5, Vi + M350 ) . (333)

Notice, Eq. (331 is indistinguishable from Eq. (B1I)). The respective relativistic equation of motion is given by

N
Z 1/}071 (I', t)
n=1

which is indistinguishable from Eq. (281]).
In the case of the composite particle composed from the two non-relativistic particles, the replacements (268) -
@10) in Eqs. 230) - [234) yielded the non-relativistic energy-mass relation

N
n=1

€ = €01 T €02 + €12 + €21 = €01 + €02 +€12,21 (335)

and the respective non-relativistic equation of motion

i[thor + hoa] = —2—;0V2 [Yo1 + Yo2] + mo[tbor + o2], (336)
where
5 / <“/Jo11/101 V‘/)(lel/fm + m01/1011/)01> dz, (337)
%
=3 / (l%z%z V%zv%z + m0¢02¢02> dz, (338)
%
1 3
€12 = 5/‘/ <“/1011/102 V¢01V1/}02 + m01/101¢02> d’z (339)
and
1
€91 = 5/ <Z¢oz¢01 V¢02V¢01 + mo%z%l) (340)

Notice, Eq. ([B833)) is indistinguishable from Eqs. (254)), (253) and (282); Eq. (330]) is indistinguishable from Eq. (283]).
For the composite field ([27T), which is composed from the N unit-fields g, (r,t), the replacements (268) - [270) in
Eqs. @230) - ([234) yielded the non-relativistic energy-mass relation

€= Z Eon + Z Enims (341)

n#Em

with the respective non-relativistic equation of motion

i lZN:l &on(r,t)] = 271% lz Yon(r,) | +mo XN:%H (r,1) ] (342)
where - :
con =5 (#Winon — V5, T + motin ) s, (343)
and
com =5 [ (¥ = V5, Tt + oo ) (344)

Notice, Eqs. (341) and (842]) are indistinguishable from Eqs. (288) and (289)), respectively.
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4.3. Physical properties of a composite particle based on the generalized energy-mass relation for the
composite field

1. The interaction energies and forces associated with the relativistic and non-relativistic interfering (cross-
correlating) unit-fields

The above-presented models (Secs. 4.1. and 4.2.) are based on the generalization of the energy-mass relation of
the Einstein special relativity, where the kind of an elementary particle is characterized only by its mass. Section 4.2.
has presented a composite particle of the Einstein special relativity as the composite field, where the unit-fields of the
composite field do associate with the massive (mq, = mg # 0) or mass-less (mg, = mo = 0) elementary particles of
the Einstein relativity. In the case of the relativistic composite field [267) satisfying the condition

E12,21 = €01€02 + €02€01, (345)

the relativistic mass-energy relations (271]), (804) and ([B25) correspond to the relativistic energy-mass relation (252)
attributed to the two particles. If the the total cross-correlation term is given by

E12,21 # €01€02 + €02€01, (346)

then the comparison of the mass-energy relations (Z71]), (304)) and ([B28]) with the energy-mass relation [252)) indicates
unambiguously existence of the interaction (non-zero cross-correlation) between the two unit-fields (particles). The
further comparison of the total energy determining by the mass-energy relations (271)), (304) and ([B20]) with the total
energy ([254) or [253) attributed to the interacting particles yields the total interaction (cross-correlation) energy

€12,21 = (631 + 532 + 512,21)1/2 — (€01 + €02); (347)
where the total cross-correlation term
E12,01 = 2612 = 2601 < €3y + €00 (348)

is determined by Eqs. (274), @75), (294), 295), B01), (B0]), (328) and (B29). The gradient of the interaction energy

€12,21 attributed to both the first and second point-particles satisfy the relation
€12,21 = 2€12 = 2€21, (349)

where €1221 # 0 is given by Eq. (B47). The gradients of the interaction (cross-correlation) energies €12 and €93
determining by Eqs. (847) - (349) automatically yielded the relativistic interaction (cross-correlation) forces

0
Fia(r1,t) = —6R12512,21(|R12|,t) (350)
and
For(ra,1) = =215 91 (|Rot |, 1) (351)
21(r2, 1) = Fp—ciza(Ra ), 1),

acting respectively upon the first and second unit-fields (particles). The forces satisfy the relation
Flg(l‘l,f) = —le(l‘g,f). (352)

It should be stressed that Eqs. ([B47) - [B52) are valid for both the strong-relativistic (e%, + €35 ~ E12,21) and
weak-relativistic (12,21 << €3, +¢e2,) interactions. In the case of the weak-relativistic interaction, which is the typical
situation in the most of physical experiments, Eq. (347) simplifies to the equation

e1221 & (€5, — €01) + (€52 — €02) + (1/2)€12,21, (353)
which yields the weak-relativistic interaction (cross-correlation) forces

1

Fio(ri,t) = —3 mgm,zl(

|Ri2l, ) (354)
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and

1 0
Foi(ra, t) ~ 5—6R12512’21(|R12|’t)’ (355)

The interaction between the 1st and 2nd interacting elementary unit-fields (particles) results into the attraction or
repelling of the unit-fields (particles) characterizing by the interactive forces (350), (321]), (354) and (B53) that have
the absolute values and directions. In the case of the negative values e12(|r|,t), €21(|r|, 1), E12(|r|,t) and Ex1(|r], ),
the interactive forces [B50), (B51), (B54) and [B53) are attractive. The interactive forces (B50), B5), (354) and (B55)
are repulsive if the cross-correlation parameters e12(|r, t), €21 (||, ), E12(|r], t) and Ea1(|r|, t) have the positive values.
In Eqs. (347) - (355), one should not confuse the strong-relativistic and weak-relativistic interactions with the weak
and strong interactions of SM.

In the case of the non-relativistic composite field [267)) composed from the two interfering (cross-correlating) non-
relativistic unit-fields, the comparison of the non-relativistic mass-energy relations (282), (BI5) and B35) with the
non-relativistic energy-mass relation (254) or ([253) attributed to the two interacting, non-relativistic particles yielded
the total non-relativistic cross-correlation (interaction) energy

€12,21 = €12 + €12, (356)

where the non-relativistic cross-correlation (interaction) energies e12 = (1/2)e12,21 and €21 = (1/2)e12,21 associated
with the first and the second non-relativistic unit-fields (particles) are determined by the non-relativistic equations

[286), @287, (300), BoI), BI9), B20), B39) and (B40). The non-relativistic interaction (cross-correlation) forces

Fi5(r,t) and Fa1(r,t) are determined by Eqs. (350) - (852), where the gradients of the interaction (cross-correlation)
energies £12 and €91 are calculated by using the relations (286, (2817), (300) B01), B19), (320), (339) and B40]).

The above presented analysis of the two interfering unit-fields (particles) is valid for any number N of the interfering
unit-fields (particles) of the composite field (particle). In the case of N > 2, one can easily demonstrate that Egs.
B45) - B56) describe the interaction (cross-correlation) of unit-fields (particles) in the each pair of the unit-fields
(particles).

2. The probability density, energy and effective number of the relativistic and non-relativistic interfering (cross-
correlating) unit-fields and their connection with the FEuler-Lagrange and Hamilton-Jacoby formalisms

The interaction (cross-correlation) relations ([B4%0) - ([B56]) have been derived by using the two equivalent versions
of the model of a composite field (particle) ¢ (r,t) = 27]:’:1 Yon(r,t). The 1st and 2nd model versions are based
on the straightforward generalization of the Einstein energy-mass relation for the interfering unit-fields by using
respectively the 1st and 2nd derivatives of the unit-fields. The model versions have been presented also in the more
general form by using the Euler-Lagrange formalism. In addition, it was demonstrated that the model versions can be
easily rewritten in the frame of the Hamilton-Jacoby formalism by using the Hamiltonians Hg,, of the unit-field g,,.
It should be stressed that the Euler-Lagrange and Hamilton-Jacoby formalisms for the the single interference-free
unit-field 1o, (r, t) is based on the normalization

[ vhnmd’s =1, (357)
s

which could give rise to the probabilistic (”Copenhagen quantum-mechanical”) interpretation of the unit-field (unit-
wave) 1o, associated with the n-th single particle, where the value ¥, %0, is interpreted as the probability density
to find the single particle in the spacetime point (r,¢). However, unlike in the canonical quantum mechanics based
on the quantum-mechanical (non-material) wave-function g, (r,t) describing a material point-particle located in the
spatiotemporal point (r,t) with the probability density g, (r,t)to,(r,t), the material unit-field (particle) oy, (r,t)
associated with the particle mass-energy does really exist in the each spatiotemporal point (r, ¢) of the unit-field. That
is the principal difference between the canonical (probabilistic) quantum mechanics and the present model (See, Sec.
3.2.). The material composite field ¥ (r,t) = 25:1 Yon (r, t) associated with the composite-particle mass and energy
also really exists in the each spatiotemporal point (r,t) of the composite field. The composite field 1 (r,t) obeys the
inequality

/ Prpdie # 1, (358)
\4
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which is not consistent with the normalization 200)) of the single interference-free unit-field tg,,. Therefore the com-
posite field ¢ (composite particle) could not be associated with the fields (waves) of probabilities of the ”Copenhagen”
(canonical) quantum mechanics. The non-probabilistic interpretation of the composite field does not contradict the
traditional quantum field theories, which also do not use the concept of the fields (waves) of probabilities.

Consider now the energy and number of the relativistic and non-relativistic interfering (cross-correlating) unit-fields
and their connection with the Hamilton formalism of Part I of the present study. In the relativistic case, the relativistic
Hamiltonian Ho; of a unit-field (particle) is associated with the unit-field energy squared:

Hor = 2, (359)

where €3, = k2, + m?,. The relativistic Hamiltonian H of the composite field (particle) composed from the N
unit-fields (particles) is attributed to the total field-energy squared:

H =2, (360)
where
H= ZHW + Z Hom, (361)
n#Em
e = 25%4— Z Enm, (362)
n#Em
Hon = €55, (363)
and
Hom = Enm (364)

Here, the values €3,, are calculated by using Eqs. 279), (296), (312)) and ([332), where the cross-correlation term &,
is determined by Eqs. 280), 297), (I3)and [B33]). One can easily demonstrate that the physical parameters of the
interfering relativistic unit-fields (particles) are described by the energy ¢ in the energy interval

0 S g S NE()l (365)
with the particle relativistic energy eo; = [k2, + m2,]'/? and the effective number N = £/e¢; of particles in the
number interval

0<N <N (366)

If the relativistic identical unit-fields add coherently, then the composite-field energy and effective number of the
unit-fields do scale as the number of unit-fields (particles):

g = NE()l (367)
and
N =N. (368)

In the non-relativistic case, the non-relativistic Hamiltonian Ho1 of a unit-field (particle) is attributed to the unit-field
energy:

Ho1 = €01, (369)

where the the non-relativistic particle energy eo1 is given by Eq. ([[9) as co1 = 5,2 The non-relativistic
Hamiltonian H of the composite field (particle) composed from the N unit-fields (partlcles) is attrlbuted to the total
field-energy

H=¢ (370)
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with
N N2-N
n=1 n#m
N N2-N
€= Z Eon + Z Enims (372)
n=1 n#m
Mo = Eon (373)
and
Hnm = Enm, (374)

where the unit-field energy e, is determined by Eqs. 2390), B02), (323) and ([B43), where the cross-correlation
(interaction) energy ey, is calculated by using Eqs. (291), B03)), (324) and [B44]). The energy of the cross-correlating
non-relativistic unit-fields is then given by

0<H< N%en (375)

2

with the particle energy €91 = 21;2;1 + mo1 and the respective effective number

0<N < N? (376)

of the unit-fields (particles). If the identical unit-fields add coherently, then the composite-field energy and effective
number of the unit-fields do scale as the number of unit-fields (particles) squared:

e = N2y (377)
and
N = N2 (378)

Notice, the squares of energy, momentum and mass of the degenerate, composite field ¢ (r,t) = N1 (r,t) associated
with the degenerate, composite particle is given respectively by £ = N2e2;, k> = N?k3 and m? = N?m,;, where
5(2)1 = kgl + m%l. The energy ¢ = Negy, momentum k = Nkg; and mass m = Nmg; of the degenerate field (particle)
is similar to the energy and momentum of the N bosons of the global infinite field of bosons describing by the
Klein-Gordon-Fock equation of quantum field theory.

Part I of the present study has used the Hamiltonian-energy relation H = e(k) of the traditional quantum field theory,
where the relativistic Hamiltonian Ho; is associated with the relativistic particle energy as Ho1 = o1 = (k3; +m3;)/2.
In such a case, the relativistic Hamiltonian H of the field composed from the N unit-fields (particles) is associated

with the field total energy, ¢ = H = Zf:;l Hon + Eg;:nN Hpm- The energy of the cross-correlating unit-fields is
then satisfy the inequality 0 < H < NZ2gg; with the respective effective number 0 < N < N? of the unit-fields
(particles), where eo1 = (k3; + m32,)'/2. It is clear now that the relations (373) and (F73), which have been derived
in Part I for the relativistic [co, = (k3, + mgn)l/ 2] unit-fields by using the traditional quantum field theory, are valid
only for the non-relativistic [eo, ~ (K3,,/2mon) + mon] unit-fields. The relativistic unit-fields (particles) should obey
the relativistic relations [B63) and (B64]), which are completely different from the non-relativistic relations (73) and
@74). That also means that the total energy € of the composite field (particle) composed from the N relativistic or
non-relativistic unit-fields (elementary particles) does not overcome the relativistic limit:

e < N(kZ, +m?)"2 (379)

It can be mentioned again that the above-presented relativistic equations based on the relativistic energy eo, =
(k2,, +mZ,)"/? are considerably simplified in the case of the mass-less (mo, = 0) unit-fields associated with the
mass-less (mg, = 0) particles. While the non-relativistic equations based on the non-relativistic approximation
gon ~ (k3,,/2mon) + moy, do not have any physical meaning for the mass-less unit-fields (particles).
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3. The physical interpretation of the effective number of the unit-fields (particles): The normal and virtual unit-fields
(elementary particles)

The physical interpretation of the effective number N' = e/g¢; of the N interference-less unit-fields (particles) is
very simple:

N =N. (380)

The physical meaning of the effective number N of the N interfering (cross-correlating) unit-fields is more complicated.
For the sake of simplicity let me first interpret the number of particles in the case of the composite field (particle)
composed from the two interfering (interacting) unit-fields. The energy-mass relation for the composite relativistic

field is given by Eqs. @271)), (304)) and (B28) as
e? = fy +egp + Erz + Ean, (381)

where the cross-correlation terms £12 and &1 are determined by the relativistic equations 274), 275), [294), 293,
B07), (B08), (32]) and @29). For the composite non-relativistic field, the energy-mass relation is given by Eqgs. ([282),

BI5) and (B33) as
€ = €01 + €02 + €12 + €21, (382)

where the non-relativistic cross-correlation (interaction) energies €12 and €21 are determined by the non-relativistic
equations (286), 287), (300), (B01), BI9), (B20), (339) and (B40). According to the Einstein special relativity
the energies 91 and eg2 in the non-relativistic relation (882)) could be attributed to the physical substance of the
1st and 2nd non-relativistic unit-fields (elementary particles). Correspondingly, the energies €91 and €21 could be
attributed, at least formally, to the physical matter (mass-energy) of the 3rd and 4th non-relativistic unit-fields
(particles) of interaction. The 3rd and 4th non-relativistic unit-fields (particles) of interaction, which are attributed
to the interaction of the 1st and 2nd non-relativistic unit-fields (elementary particles), could be interpreted as the
carriers of the non-relativistic interaction (force). The 3rd and 4th unit-fields (particles) of interaction are the virtual
unit-fields (particles) because they are created and exist only in the exchange (interaction) process. In other words,
the interaction between the 1st and 2nd interacting (interfering) normal unit-fields (particles) could be considered as
being caused (mediated) by the simultaneous emission and absorption (virtual exchange) of the 3rd and 4th virtual
unit-fields (particles) of interaction. The exchange of 3rd and 4th wvirtual unit-fields (particles) of interaction does
transport momentum and energy between the 1st and 2nd normal unit-fields (elementary particles), thereby changing
their momentum and energy. The interaction results into the attraction or repelling of the 1st and 2nd non-relativistic
interacting elementary unit-fields (particles) characterizing by the interactive force that has the absolute value and
direction. The interaction may be interpreted also in the frame of the perturbation approximation of the traditional
quantum field theory as follows. From a point of view of the energy, a point-like elementary particle and the unit-wave
associated with this particle are equivalent (indistinguishable) objects (Sec. 3). Therefore the 1st and 2nd elementary
point-particles separated by the vacuum attract or repel each other by the force mediating by the virtual exchange of
the 3rd and 4th virtual point-particles of interaction through the vacuum. The interpretation of the relativistic relation
(BT is quite similar to the above-considered non-relativistic equation (882). The energies squared £3; and &2, could
be attributed to the physical substance (mass-energy) of the 1st and 2nd relativistic normal unit-fields (elementary
particles). The cross-correlation terms £12 and &1 could be attributed to the physical substance of the 3st and 4th
relativistic virtual unit-fields (particles) of the relativistic interaction. Thus the relativistic interaction between the
two normal, relativistic unit-fields (elementary particles) could be considered (interpreted) as the interplay of the four
unit-fields (particles), where the composite field (particle) is composed from the 1st and 2nd normal, relativistic unit-
fields (elementary particles) and the 3rd and 4th virtual, relativistic unit-fields (elementary particles). The effective
number N of the interacting unit-fields (particles) in the interval (366) or ([B76]) has been obtained by comparison of
the total energy € of the composite field (particle) with the energies €91 and €o2 of the 1st and 2nd identical (e91 = €02)
normal unit-fields (elementary particles): N = ¢/eg; in the interval 0 < A < N or 0 < N < N? for N = 2. Although
the effective number N of the interfering unit-fields (interacting particles) is different from the number (four) of the
interplaying unit-fields (particles), the two interpretations describe the same physical process, namely the interference
(interaction) of the two (N = 2) elementary particles. One can easily extend the above-presented analysis to the
multi-particle (N > 2) system. In such a case, the each pair of the normal unit-fields (elementary particles) is
associated with the pair of virtual unit-fields (elementary particles), while the effective number A of the interacting
unit-fields (particles) is given by N = €/eg1 in the interval 0 <N < N or 0 <N < N2 for N > 2.
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4. The energy conservation and the non-conservation of mass and number of the normal and virtual unit-fields
(elementary particles): Annihilation of unit-fields (elementary particles)

For the two normal interfering unit-fields (interacting elementary particles), the energy conservation law applied to
Eqs. (B81) and (B82)) is given respectively by the relations

eg1(t) +€ga(t) + Er2(t) + Ea1(t) = 51 (1) + €52 (t') + Eaa(t') + Ean (') (383)
and
€01 (t) + €02 (t) + Elg(t) + €921 (t) = €01 (t/) + €02 (t/) + Elg(tl) + Ezl(tl) (384)

for the relativistic and non-relativistic unit-fields (particles). Here, the left- and right-hand sides of Eq. (B83)
are the squares of total energies of the interfering relativistic unit-fields (particles) at the time moments ¢ and ¢/,
respectively. While, the left- and right-hand sides of Eq. (B84 describe the total energies of the interfering non-
relativistic unit-fields at the time moments ¢ and t’, respectively. From the point of view of the energy, Eqs. (B883)
and (B84) describe the interplay of the four unit-fields (particles), namely the 1st and 2nd normal, massive unit-fields
(elementary particles) and 3rd and 4th virtual, mass-less unit-fields (elementary particles). The relativistic equation
([B83) describes the energy conservation of the four unit-fields (particles) associated with the massive and/or mass-less
unit-fields (particles). For an example, the left-hand side of Eq. ([B83) may be associated with the massive and
mass-less unit-fields (particles). The right-hand side of Eq. (B83) may contain the mass-less unit-fields (particles),
only. In such a case, the rest-mass of the 1st and 2nd normal unit-fields (elementary particles) does annihilate and
then convert into the energy of the mass-less particles. If the left-side of Eq. ([B83) does include only the mass-less
unit-fields (particles), then the energy of the mass-less particles converts into the mass-energy of the massive and mass-
less unit-fields (particles). It should be stressed that the non-relativistic equation (384]) based on the non-relativistic
approximation o, &~ (kZ,/2mo,) + Mo, does not have any physical sense for the mass-less unit-fields (particles). In
the case of E12(t") = Ea(t') = 0 or e12(t") = €21(¢') = 0, the 3rd and 4th virtual unit-fields (elementary particles)
disappear:

5(2)1(t) + 532@) + E12(t) 4+ E21(t) = 531(t/) + 5(2)2(t/) (385)
and
601(t> + EOQ(t) + €12 (t) + 621(t> = 601(t/) + Eog(t/). (386)

That is to say that the 3rd and 4th virtual unit-fields (particles) do annihilate and the respective virtual energies
and masses convert into the normal energies and masses of the 1st and 2nd normal unit-fields (particles). The cross-
correlation terms [E12(¢') and Ea1(¢')] and the cross-correlation energies [e12(t') and e21(¢')] do vanish in the two typical
composite systems. The first system corresponds to the 1st and 2nd unit-fields, which are orthogonal in the Hilbert
space. Such unit-fields correspond to the eigensolutions of the equations of motion of the composite system. In the
second system, the 1st and 2nd unit-fields (particles) are separated by the infinite distance. The above-presented
analysis can be easily extended to the multi-particle (N > 2) system. In such a case, the each pair of the normal
unit-fields (elementary particles) is associated with the pair of virtual unit-fields (elementary particles).

5. Global (N — 00) Composite Field associated with the Universe of Einstein’s elementary particles

In the above-presented conceptual picture of the unit-fields (elementary particles) combining the basic physical
conceptions of canonical quantum mechanics with the special relativity, the Global Composite Field composed from
the unit-fields associated with the all (N — o0) elementary particles satisfying the Einstein special relativity could
be considered as the Global Composite Field of the Einstein Universe. In such a picture, the Global Composite Field

N —o00

\I/(I‘, t) = Z "/JOn(rvt) (387)

attributed to the Global Composite Particle is composed from the interfering or non-interfering material unit-fields
associated with the material elementary particles of the Einstein special relativity. The elementary particle of the
Global Composite Field is associated with the ”field quanta” (unit-field). The unit-field (quanta of energy-mass) of
the Global Composite Field is assumed not to be made up of smaller unit-fields (elementary particles).
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Let me indicate the formal and conceptual differences between the formulation of the Global Quantum (Composite)
Field (387) and the modeling of the Fundamental Non-Quantum Fields and the Fundamental Quantum Fields of
Operators associated with the fundamental (electromagnetic, weak and strong) interactions of the traditional quantum
field theories and SM. The present model follows the scheme [a unit-field (particle) — Global Quantum (Composite)
Field ], while the traditional quantum field theories and SM follow the inverse approach [Global Non-Quantum Field
— a particle]. That means the present model regards individual particles (unit-fields) as fundamental objects, while
the field theories and SM assume that only the Global field is fundamental. In other words, the present model of the
Global Quantum Field ¥(r, ) of the Einstein Universe does begin the field description with determination of a ”field
quanta”, namely formulation of a single unit-field 1, (r,t) and its equation of motion by using the generalization
of the Einstein energy-mass relation. That is different from the canonical approach (formulation) of traditional
quantum field theories and SM, which first look for the Global, Fundamental, Non-Quantum Field and its Lagrangian
(Hamiltonian) by postulating a set of symmetries of the Field Lagrangian (Hamiltonian) and then construct the
Fundamental Quantum Field of Operators determining the fundamental elementary particle (*field quanta”). Indeed,
in the traditional quantum field theories and SM, the fundamental elementary particles of the Fundamental Non-
Quantum Fields ¥,(r,t) associated with the three fundamental [electromagnetic (i = 1), weak (i = 2) and strong
(i = 3)] interactions are found by using the Dirac second quantization procedure based on the formal replacement
of the Fundamental Non-Quantum Field W, (r,¢) by the Operator of Fundamental Field W,(r,t) composed from the
creation (dj,On) and destruction (G;, oy ) operators of the respective (i-th) fundamental elementary particles. The present
model deals with the one unified field [Global Quantum Field ¥(r,¢)] composed from the unit-fields (particles), while
the traditional quantum field theories and SM consider the siz fundamental fields, namely the three Fundamental
Non-quantum Fields W;(r,t) and the three Fundamental Quantum Fields of Operators W;(r, ). Here, one should not
confuse the Global Quantum Field (B87) of the present model, which is not a field of operators, with the Fundamental
Quantum Field of Operators of the traditional quantum field theories and SM.

The conceptual difference between the approach (formulation) of the present model and the traditional quantum
field theories and SM could be illustrated by the following concrete example. Formally, Eqs. (I90) and (227) look
like the Klein-Gordon-Fock equation of the relativistic quantum field theory and SM. However, in contrast to the
Klein-Gordon-Fock equation describing the Infinite Non-quantum Field Wsp(r,t) of Particles (Scalar Bosons), Egs.
([[90) and [@2217) are formulated and interpreted in the present model as the single-particle relativistic equation for
the unit-fields o, (r,t) of the Global Composite Field (B87), which is similar to the Schrédinger equation for the
de Broglie wave of the physical matter associated with a non-relativistic particle. In the traditional quantum field
theories and SM, the Infinite Non-quantum Fields ¥ gp(r,t) and U5 (r, t) placed into the Infinite (V' — oco) Resonator
of Universe, are given by the Fourier discrete (modal) decompositions that satisfies the Klein-Gordon-Fock equation
of motion with the boundary conditions of the Universe Resonator:

N —oc0

\I]SB = Z (2V€kn)_l/2(a’kn6_iknr+bkneiknr) (388)
n=1
and
N —o0

Vig= Y (2Vex,) *(aw, ™ + by, e ), (389)

n=1

where 1, = wk, = (k,? 4+ m?)'/? is the Planck-Einstein energy of the n-th boson, which has the discrete (quantum)
wave-number (243)) and frequency (244) with n = m = [ due to the quantization imposed by the boundary conditions.
Notice, the different resonator modes associated with the different particles are orthogonal in the Hilbert space,
providing the interference-less and interaction-less behavior of the different modes and particles. In other words, the
Infinite Non-quantum Fields Wgp(r,t) and U§g(r,t), in fact, are the Infinite Quantum Fields, with the ”hidden”
quantization provided by the use of the Universe Resonator. The second quantization of the fields ([B88) and (B89)
yields the Infinite Quantum Fields of Operators (Infinite Quantum Field-Operators):

N—oo
Usp= Y (2Ver,) P (a,e ™" +bf, ™) (390)
n=1
and

N —o00

bp= D (@Vew,) V2@, €™ + bi,em). (391)
n=1

(=B
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The operators dLn, ax,, IA)L, and IA)kn are respectively the creation and destruction operators for the n-th particle

(boson) and the n-th antiparticle (antiboson) inside the Resonator of Universe. The interference-less and interaction-
less behavior of the resonator-mode operators associated with the particles is provided by the canonical commutation
relations [dkn,d};m] = [l;kn,l;,im] = Jpm for the bosons and antibosons (the other operator pairs commute). Here, dpm,
is the Kronecker symbol. The details and interpretations of the Infinite Non-quantum Fields (B888) and (889) and
the Infinite Quantum Fields of Operators (B90) and ([B91]) have been presented in Sec. 2.1.2. of Part I. Although the
Global Quantum Field (B81) of the present model is somewhat similar to the Infinite Non-quantum Fields ([B88) and
B89) and the Infinite Quantum Fields of Operators (B90) and B9I) of the traditional quantum field theories and
SM, the Global Quantum Field is not a Field of Operators and its quantization does not require the resonator-like
boundaries of Universe. Furthermore, the Global Quantum Field ([B8T) describes both the interacting (interfering) and
non-interacting (interference-free) unit-fields associated with the elementary particles of the Einstein special relativity,
while the Infinite Non-quantum Fields ([B88]) and (B89) and the Infinite Quantum Fields of Operators (390) and (B91)
deal with the interaction-free particles of the very particular kind (scalar bosons).

5. SUBSTRUCTURES OF A UNIT-FIELD ASSOCIATED WITH FUNDAMENTAL (GRAVITATIONAL,
ELECTROMAGNETIC, WEAK AND STRONG) FIELDS: THE GENERATOR AND ASSOCIATE
COMPONENTS OF THE UNIT-FIELD

Equations ([I83) - (887) do not indicate the dependence of the single unit-field ¢, and its energy ep, on the
intrinsic angular-momentum (spin) and charge of the unit-filed (particle). Indeed, the unit-field g, is determined
as the solution of the equation of motion (I90) or (ZZ7) with the initial and boundary conditions imposed, which do
not contain the spin and charge of the particle. That is to say that the unit-field g, depends solely on the particle
rest-mass mg, which could be considered as the particular initial conditions of Eqs. (I90) and [227). In Eqs. (I83)
- (B81), one could distinguish the massive (mg, # 0) and mass-less (mg, = 0) unit-fields vg,. The unit-fields vy,
corresponding to the solutions of Eq. (I90) or (2271) with the rest masses mg, # 0 could be considered as the massive
unit-fields associated with the massive particles. The unit-fields ¢, determining by the equations (I97) and ([228)
correspond to the mass-less unit-fields ( particles). The different configurations of a unit-field vy, corresponding to the
different solutions of Eq. (I90) or [227)) for the given rest-mass mq, of the n-th particle are attributed to the different
momentums ko, of the particle. In such a case, the model describes the interfering (interacting) and non-interfering
(non-interacting) unit-fields g, of Global Composite Field ([B8T) attributed to the elementary particles satisfying
Einstein’s special relativity in the general form, which does not indicate the kind (type) of the unit-field (elementary
particle). The description could be considered as the unified model of the unified unit-fields (particles). In the unified
model [Eqs. ([I83) - B8], a unified unit-field 1o, does associate with the n-th unified point-particle of Einstein’s
special relativity that does not has a substructure. In other words, the unified unit-field g, is considered as the
4-dimensional structure-less object in the spacetime, namely as a structure-less quanta of energy-mass of the Global
Unified Field (387). Naturally, the appropriate substructure (internal structure) of the unit-field g, associated with
the respective kind of an elementary particle of the Universe could determine the four fundamental (gravitational,
electromagnetic, weak and strong) interactions, forces and energies of the Nature.

The appropriate structuring of the unit-field vy, is not a very simple problem. The internal substructure of the unit-
field g, should determine the kind of the elementary particle and its energy in agreement with the four fundamental
(gravitational, electromagnetic, weak and strong) interactions, forces and energies associated with the rest masses,
intrinsic angular momentums (spins) and charges of the respective kinds of elementary particles. An analysis shows
that the unit-field 1o, should be separated (divided) into the substructures as follows. The structuring of the unified
unit-field o, could be presented in general form as the indivisible connection of the unit-field generator Yon with the
gravitational (¢gn), electric (¢rn), weak (dwn) and strong (¢sy,) associate-components (AC's) of the unit-field:

4
I=1

The four unit-field components 15071(25171 are attributed to the four fundamental [gravitational (I=1), electromagnetic
(I=2), weak (I=3) and strong (I=4)] fields characterized by the respective masses, charges and spins. In the case of
Z? 1 $1n = 1, the structure-less unified unit-field %o, attributed to the n-th unified elementary particle is indistin-
guishable from the unit-field generator won (for comparison, see the relevant examples in Part I of the present study). If
the generator won of the unit-field component ¢On¢ In vanishes, then the unit ﬁeld component disappear (z/JonqS 1n =0).

That means that the associate-component ¢y, of the unit-field structure won Z 1—1 ¢1n is the secondary object, which



98

is indivisibly connected with the unit-field generator ,. The use of the structured unit-field B92) instead of the
structure-less unified unit-field vy, yields the four-component version of the unified model [Eqs. ([I83) - (B387)]. If
the unit-field associating with an elementary particle does not obey some fundamental interaction properties due to
the absence of some associate-components attributed to the rest mass, charge or spin, then the unit-field structure
simplifies to the one-, two- or three-component unit-field. The use of the one-, two-, three- or four-component unit-
field instead of the structure-less unified unit-field naturally yields the one-, two-, three or four-component version
(sub-model) of the unified model [Eqgs. ([I83) - [B8T)]. The associate-components ¢r, may be interpreted as the four
”dressings” of the wunit-field generator tg,. In such a picture, the unit-field generator o, is a ”carrier” of these
”dressings” characterizing by the respective masses, charges and spins, which are responsible for the four fundamental
(gravitational, electromagnetic, weak and strong) fields and interactions.

Although the unit-field representation ([892) could be somewhat strange for the non-experts in the quantum fields
and SM, the representation reflects just a fact that the gravitational, electromagnetic, weak and strong fields satisfy
the superposition principle. Notice, the alternative representation Yo, = ton (PGcnPERPWndsn) of the unit-field 1o,
results into incorrect vanishing of the unit-field in the region of the spacetime, where one of the associate-components
does vanish, while other ACs do not. The gravitational, electromagnetic, weak and strong fields have different physical
natures. In order to separate the physical natures of the unit-field associate-components (ACs) from each other, any
mathematical product of the cross-correlation between the associate components of the different natures is assumed
to be equal to zero. In other words, one should suppose that the associate components ¢, and ¢, should satisfy
the orthogonality-like gauge (restriction):

Prnbn = Grndndrs, (393)

where ¢ is the Kronecker delta. Respectively, the values like Vo;, Vo, and gb[ngb Jn should be also vanished
(VoinVosm =VornVé ,or5 and (ﬁjngz'SJn = (bjnq.ﬁ,]néu) for I # J. The orthogonality-like gauge ([B93]), which could
be mathematically interpreted as the orthogonality of the associate-components in the Hilbert (mathematical) space,
will be used in the following sections to exclude the cross-correlation (interference) between the associate components
of different physical natures in the physical spacetime. Mathematically, the orthogonality-like gauge ([B93) means
that the four ACs may be formally represented as the components of the four-vector or the four-component one-
column (one-row) matrix in the Hilbert space. Such a mathematical representation is relevant, for instance, to the
matrix mechanics of Heisenberg, the Pauly and Dirac matrices in quantum physics and the tensor formalism in
Einstein’s relativity, which exclude the cross-correlation (interference) of the different components of the n-vector
or the n-component one-column (one-row) matrix. Nevertheless, for the sake of mathematical simplicity, instead of
the aforementioned mathematical formalisms I will use the representation ([B92) together with the orthogonality-like
gauges (restrictions) imposed on the unit-field generator Yon and the associate-components ¢r,,. In order to satisfy
the physical properties of the experimentally observed elementary particles, the unit-field generator and associate-
components should be calibrated (fixed) by the additional restriction (gauge) conditions, which will be presented in
the following sections.

5.1. The one-component unit-field associated with the gravitational, electromagnetic, weak or strong ACs

The one-component unit-field (particle) with the pure gravitational, electric, weak or strong associate-component
(AC) is described by the respective one-component sub-model, which is based on the use of the one-component
unit-field Yo, = Yon @1, determined by the equation

7/)071 = 1Z)OnﬁbGn = 1/N)On(blm (394)

7/)071 = 1Z)OnﬁbEn = 1/N)On(me (395)

1/’071 = 7/;0n¢Wn = J)On(bSm (396)
or

7/)071 = 1ZJOnQZ/)Sn = 1/N)On(b4m (397)

which is associated respectively with the pure gravitation, electromagnetism, weak interaction or strong interaction.
Naturally, the unit-fields (394) - (397) are described by the unified model [Eqgs. (I83) - B87)], in which the structure-
less unified unit-field vy, is replaced by the one-component structured unit-field 1, = Yon@rn, where I =1, 2 3 or 4.
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The new equations for the unit-fields (394) - (B9T) would be distinguished from each other only by the index I. That
is to say that the mathematical background of description of the one-component unit-fields is completely unified. The
different physical properties of the pure gravitational (I=1), electromagnetic (I=2), weak (I=3) and strong (I=4)
unit-fields (particles) are attributed to the different properties of the gravitational (¢1,,), electromagnetic (¢2, ), weak
(¢3n) and strong (¢u,) associate-components of the unit-field. Therefore the gravitational, electric, weak and strong
associate-components (ACs) of the unit-field should be considered as the mediators of the respective interactions and
forces, while the unit-field generator o, should be interpreted as a “carrier” of these ACs. It is not necessary to
present the all new equations corresponding to Eqs. (I83) - (381). Let me show only the equations, which determine
the most basic physical properties of the pure gravitational, electromagnetic, weak or strong fields, particles and
interactions.

5.1.1. The energy-mass relation and equation of motion for the single one-component unit-field with the pure gravitational,
electromagnetic, weak or strong AC: The one-component unit-field gauges

1. The model 1st-version based on the straightforward generalization of the Finstein energy-mass relation for the
single one-component unit-field by using the 2nd derivatives

The generalized energy-mass relation for the n-th one-component relativistic unit-field [[B394]) - [B97)] is given by

Eq. (I8Y) as
1 N .
5(2)71 = 5 / 1Z)On (_wOn - V21/10n + mgnw0n) d3$, (398)
v
where g, = Yondrn. The respective relativistic equation of motion, which is given by Eq. (I90) as

Dpon + mitbon = 0, (399)

yields the one general equation of motion

G1n (Do +mihon) + Yo Obr, + 21710”45171 — 2V, Vrn =0 (400)

for the unit-field generator 1/;071 and associate-component ¢r,,.

Some solutions of the general equation ([@00) correspond to the unit-fields (elementary particles) with the phys-
ical properties, which have not been observed experimentally. In order to select the solutions satisfying only the
experimentally observed properties of the elementary particles, the field generator 1;071 and the associate-component
@1 should be calibrated (fixed) by the additional restriction (gauge) conditions. Such a procedure is similar to the
procedure of fixing (choosing) a field gauge in the traditional field theories. An analysis of the consequences that
follow from the use of different calibrations (gauges) of the unit-field generator Yon and the associate-component ¢;,,
suggests the following two gauges. The first calibration (static gauge)

Grn =0 (401)
means that the associate-component ¢y, is static one. The second restriction (gauge)
Yondin — VibonVérm =0 (402)

should be attributed to the orthogonality of the gradients Vz/;on and V¢r, in the Hilbert (mathematical) space, which
means that the gradients Vi, and V¢, do not cross-correlate (interfere) in the physical spacetime. The procedure
of fixing the gauges (@01 and (@02)) in Eq. (00) yields the simpler equation of motion

(ZSIn(I:’/lLOn + mg"LOn) + /lLOnVQ(bIn =0. (403)
In addition to the gauges ([01)) and ([@02)), one may use the Laplace gauge

VZ¢r, =0 (404)
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or the Helmholtz (eigen) gauge
V2hrn + 7,01 =0 (405)

imposed on the associate-component ¢r,, by the Laplace (404) or Helmholtz ({05 equation. The equation (403) with
the gauge (404]) or (405) imposed on the unit-field AC yields the respective equation for the unit-field generator vy,

Otjon + mgthon =0 (406)

Oon + (m§ + T'7,,)thon = 0. (407)

In Egs. (@05) and (@Q07), which depend on the eigen parameter T2, the value 'y, can be the real (I'z, = |T'1,|)
or imaginary (I'z,, = i|T'1,|) value. The equation ([@06]) describes a unit-field (particle) with the mass mg, while Eq.
@7 corresponds to a unit-field (particle) with the mass (m2 + I'2 )1/2. Naturally, Eqs. ([@04) and (@06) should
describe the unit-fields (elementary particles) whose physical properties are different from the unit-fields (elementary
particles) describing by Eqs. [@03) and [@07). The unit-fields (particles) with the different physical properties could
be considered as the unit-fields (particles) of different kinds. Notice, Eqs. ([#06) and ({#07) are coupled to the associate-
component ¢or, whose configuration is determining respectively by Eq. ([@04]) or (@03]), only through the orthogonality
condition ([@02). If the eigen-parameter I', = 0, then Eqs. (@04) and (0H) are indistinguishable from each other.
In such a case, the equations (406]) and ([@07) are equivalent. In other words, they describe the same unit-field with
the particle mass mg. That means Eqs. [#04]) and ([406) are the particular cases of the general equations ([#05) and
[@07). In addition, one should describe properties of the mass-less unit-fields (particles), which have the zero rest-mass
(mo = 0) with the respective energy-mass relation €3, = k2,,. The mass-less, one-component unit-fields (particles)
are described simply by Eq. (#00) with the rest mass mo = 0, which has the form ¢,0v%0, + ¥0,0¢r, = 0.
The unit-fields that satisfy this equation have the structure-less form (2338 of the the time-harmonic plane waves
Yon(r,t) = Pon(r, 1) rn(r,t) = agne*onr=20nt) with the generator o, (r,t) = \/agme!(kon/2r=l20n/21t) and associate-
component ¢, (r,t) = \/agneikon/2r=lcon/2) that are indistinguishable from each other. In contrast to the massive
unit-fields (particles), which obey the time-independent ACs ((b]n = 0), the mass-less unit-fields particles have the
time-dependent ACs ((;5 1n # 0). In such a case the gauge [@02) provides the balance between the temporal and spatial
variations of the unit-field. Notice, in the case of Z;lzl ¢rn = 1, the structure-less unified unit-field v, attributed
to the n-th unified elementary particle is indistinguishable from the unit-field generator Don (for comparison, see Eq.
[B92) and the relevant examples in Sec. I of the present study).
The use of the gauges ([@01)) and [@02) in the general equation (B98)) yields the unit-field energy squared as

E%n = % /‘/1/;Sn¢ln* |:_1.ZOn - VQ’L/;OH + mgi/;()n + 1Z)On(QZ)171)71V2¢171 ¢Ind3$; (408)

where the unit-field generator 1y, is a solution of Eq. (@08) or [@UT), while the unit-field associate-component ¢, is
a solution of Eq. (@04]) or (405)), respectively. The well-known stationary solutions of Eqs. ({#00) and {07) are given
by the time-harmonic plane waves

Yon (1, 1) = agpe’Konr—eont+an) (409)

of the form (238) with the phase «,, # 0. Such solutions are also called the plane waves or the de Broglie waves. In the
case of the unit-field with the generator (409) and the associate-component ¢y, calibrated by the Laplace equation
([@04), the unit-field energy squared is given by the [@08) as

1 Tx T *
5(2)71 = 5 [5(2)71 + (k(%n + mg)} /1/10n1/)0n¢1n¢1nd333 =
1%

= (kp,, +mp) / D Von i ndrnd’ e, (410)
1%

where the value €3, does not depend on the unit-field generator phase . The square of energy (#I0) of the one-
component unit-field is consistent with the Einstein energy-mass relations €3 = k% + mZ and e} = k3 for the massive
and mass-less particles of the Einstein special relativity under the normalization ([200), which here is given by the
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relation [, Vi bon s, drnd®s = a2, [y #5n¢imd®x = 1. For the unit-field with the generator (@09) and the associate-
component ¢y, calibrated by the Helmholtz equation ([@03]), the unit-field energy squared is given by the (@08) as

1 Tx T *
\4

= K2, + (m2 +T2,)] / TonBondinbrad’e, (411)

which is in agreement with the Einstein energy-mass relation e = k3, + (m3 + I'? ) for a particle of the mass
(mZ +T2 )'/2 under the above-mentioned normalization (Z00). The additional (gauge) mass I'r,, could be attributed
to the mass of AC of the unit-field (particle). In the case of the AC calibrated by the gauge (@05) with 'z, = 0, the
gauge mass I'r,, of the AC is equal to zero. Since the value 2, > 0, the unit-fields (particles) with the parameters
I'1n = i|T1p| under the condition |z, > mg could exist only as the moving ([k3,, + (md — [T'1n|*)] > 0) unit-fields
(particles).

In the case of a non-relativistic unit-field [[B94) - (B97)] calibrated by Eqs. ([{@0I) and [@02) with the generator (#09)
and the associate-component ¢p,, calibrated by the Laplace equation ([@04]), the non-relativistic energy-mass relation
([I92) yields the equation

2m0

1 k(2)n T T * 3
€on = 9 €on + +mo VonYon @1 Prnd x =
14

2 ~ ~
- (kOn +m0> /‘/¢Sn¢0n¢?n¢lnd3$7 (412)

2m0

2
which is consistent with the Einstein energy-mass relation eg = ;"01’"(”) + myg for a non-relativistic (Newton) particle

under the normalization (200). The equation of non-relativistic motion (193]

iy 1
Won = —5— V2%on + mothon (413)
mo

with the aforementioned calibrations yields the non-relativistic equation

s 1 ~ ~
Won = " e V2o + moton (414)

for the unit-field generatomzon coupled to the associate-component ¢7,, only through the orthogonality gauge (402).
For the stationary unit-field generator ¥o,, Eq. ([@I4)) yields the Schrodinger stationary equation

- 1 9~
EwOn = 2m0v ¢0m (415)

where & = £, — mg. The use of the gauge [@00) instead (@04 yields the non-relativistic equation of motion

'~ 1 ~ 12 ~
Won = — 57—V hon + (mo e ) Yon (416)

2my 2mo

with the non-relativistic energy

n — o n m nPonPrpnPIrnd T =
0 5 | €0 Sme L L0 onPrn I

k3 Ir? e - 3
<2m0 +mo + 2m0> /V Vonon @l drnd’© (417)

2 2
which is consistent with the Einstein energy-mass relation ; O (mo + oln ) for a non-relativistic (Newton) particle
mo 2mo

s \1/2
of the mass (mo + F’") under the normalization (200). For the stationary conditions, Eq. ([@I6]) is presented as

2m0
the Schrodinger stationary equation

- 1 9~
EwOn = 2m0v ¢0m (418)
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2
where € = €¢,, — (mo + QF . ) The physical properties of the non-relativistic unit-field (elementary particle) describing

by Eqs. {@12]) - (@I0) are different from the respective Eqs. ([@I06]) - (#I8). That means that the equations describe
the non-relativistic unit-fields (particles) of different kind.

2. The model 2-nd-version based on the generalization of the Einstein energy-mass relation for the one-component
unit-field by using the Fuler-Lagrange formalism and the 2nd derivatives

The Euler-Lagrange formalism (I99) - (2I4)), which is based on the generalized energy-mass relation
1 . .
2, = 3 / Vo (—w(m — V?4on + m%n%n) d*x (419)
%
and the respective relativistic equation of motion

Otpon + mithon = 0, (420)

can be easily rewritten for the one-component unit-field ¥g, = ondrn given by Eqs. B94) - B97). This simple
procedure yields the equations of motions, which are indistinguishable from the respective equations (399) - ({@07),
{13) - (@I8) and (#I]). The energy-mass relations in the Euler-Lagrange formalism have the forms

1 .
5(2)71 = 5 /ngn (_'@[JOn - vzdjOn + mgnwOn) d3£L', (421)
1 Tk * = 7 7 " —
Eon = 3 / YonPrn [-UJOn — V2on + mgton + Yon(drn) 1V2¢In:| drd’z, (422)
14
_ k(2)n T T * 3
Eon = 2 + mo U)Onwon¢]n¢lnd X (425)
mo A4
and

K2 r? L ;

con = |52 + (ot 32 )| [ Goudntionde (426)

which are indistinguishable respectively from the energy-mass relations (398), ({@08), @I0), @11), @I2) and @IT).
Notice, Eqs. ([@21)) - ([@20) are consistent with the Einstein energy-mass relation under the normalization ([200) given

by the equation

/V o PonBinbrnd®s = 1. (427)

3. The model 3rd-version based on the straightforward generalization of the Finstein energy-mass relation for the
one-component unit-field by using the 1st derivatives

The straightforward generalization of the Einstein energy-mass relation by using the 1st derivatives of the one-

component relativistic unit-field g, = Yon @1y, is given by Eq. [2I8) as

1 . . " N
Egn = 5 /V (wandjon + vanvdJOn + mgd]OnwOn) d3x7 (428)
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The respective equation of motion is given by Eq. (2I9) in the form
Vi ton = Vi, Vibon + M, von, (429)
where 1, = z/z(mgb In. For the unit-field calibrated by the gauges

$rn =0 (430)

the equation of motion ([@29) can be presented as a system of two equations

Vo1,V
(b?n(bfn

for the unit-field generator g, and addition-component ¢y,,. The use of the additional gauge

Vé1,Vorm =0 (433)
yields the equations
2 1 ~:k o Tk 7 2 Tk 7 * 3
€on = 5 Y [‘/JOnUJOn + Vo, Vibon + mowonwOn} ¢1,Prnd T, (434)
and

which are consistent with the Einstein energy-mass relation e2 = k2, + m2 for a particle of the mass mg. The use of
the gauge

instead of the calibration [@33)) yields
1 T T T n Tx T *
egn = 5 /V [1/}8711/)071 + vd)Onvan + (m(2) + F%n)¢0nw0n len(blndBfE; (437)
and

which are consistent with the Einstein energy-mass relation €3 = kZ,, + (mg + I'%,,) for a particle of the mass (m3 +
I'2 )'/2 under the unit-field normalization (200).

In the case of the one-component non-relativistic unit-field g, = 1/~)On¢1n7 the non-relativistic energy g, that
corresponds to Eq. (220) is determined as

1 e 1 N .
Egn = 5/ (lw()nwmz + —2 V’Q/J()nvan + mo’lﬁon'@[]On) d3!E- (439)
1% mo
The respective equation of motion is given by the formula ([22]) in the form
Z¢On¢0n — 2 Vd’()nvan + m0¢0n¢0n7 (440)
mo

where 1o, = Yondrn. For the unit-field calibrated by the gauges @30) and @31, the equation of motion (@0) can
be presented as the equation

Ty T 1 e 7 \ *nv n TE T
W Pon = 5 Vi Vibon + (mo + %) Bnton, (441)
In?in
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for the unit-field generator ¢g,. The use of the additional gauge [@33)) or [@30) respectively yields the equations

1 e T 1 e 7 Tk T *
5371 = 5/ (“/’0711/)071 + 2—V¢Onvw0n + m07/10n1/10n> ¢]n¢lnd3$ (442)
% mo
and
Ty T 1 e 7 Tk T
“/)0711/)071 = 2—V¢Onvw0n + m0¢0n¢0n (443)
mo
or the equations
b= 3 [ [udon + Ve, Pn + (0 312 ) G| 67,610 (a1
€5, = = ) — n m n nd’x
on 2 v Oon ¥ 0n 2m0 on 0 0 2m0 on %0 In?I
and
Foon = V5, V0n + (1m0 + L2 ) 55,0 (445)
WonWYon = 2m0 on On mo 2m0 on¥0n,
which are consistent with the Einstein energy-mass relations g = ;ﬁ;g + mg or g = ;‘72’;"; + (mo + gj;) ) for a

2

1/2
non-relativistic particle of the mass mg or (mo + 5 — ) under the unit-field normalization (200).

4. The model 4th-version based on the generalization of the Finstein energy-mass relation for the one-component
unit-field by using the Euler-Lagrange formalism and the 1st derivatives

In the model version based on on the generalization of the Einstein energy-mass relation by using the Euler-Lagrange
formalism and the 1st derivatives of the relativistic unit-field (397), the square of relativistic energy and the equation
of relativistic motion are given respectively by Eqs. (226) and [227)) as

= | (Futin+ V55, T+ mBi0,) (446)

and
Othon + mithon = 0, (447)
where 1o, = on ¢ with the calibrations [@30), @31) and @33) or the gauges @30), @3I) and @36). In the case

of the non-relativistic unit-field [B97), the non-relativistic energy eo, and the equation of non-relativistic motion are
given respectively by Eqs. (233) and ([234]) as

Eon = 5 / <“/Jon1/10n to - Vipg, Vipon + moi/fon1/)0n> d*x. (448)
\% mo
and
. 1
ihon = —2—V21/10n + moYon, (449)
mo

where 10, = Yondrn. The relativistic #Z7) and non-relativistic (@49]) equations of motion for the unit-field g, =
Yondrn are indistinguishable from Eqs. ([339) and [@I3). That means that the relativistic and non-relativistic equations
of motions in the 4th version of the unit-field model are equivalent to the respective equations of the 1st version. The
relativistic (440) and non-relativistic (448)) energy-mass relations are indistinguishable from the relativistic equations

[@34) and [@3T) and the non-relativistic equations ([@42) and ([@44).

5.2. The one-, two-, three- and four-component unit-fields (particles)

The one-component unit-field with the pure gravitational (G), electric (E), weak (W) or strong (S) associate-
component, which has been considered in Sec. (5.1.), is given in the general form as

Yon = Pondin (450)
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tYon = Vondan (451)
Yon = VonPsn (452)
1/)071 = 1/;071(25471- (453)
The two-component unit-field combines the G, E, W and S associate-components as

Yon = Yon(d1n + P2n) (454)
¢On = /lLOn((bln + ¢3n) (455)
¢On = /lLOn((bln + ¢4n) (456)
¢On = 1;0n(¢2n + ¢3n) (457)
Yon = Yon(Pan + Gan) (458)
1/1071 = 1Z)On(QZ/)Bn + ¢4n) (459)

The three-component unit-field combines the G, E, W and S associate-components as
¢0n = ’@[;On (¢1n + ¢2n + ¢3n) (460)
¢0n = ’@[;On (¢2n + ¢3n + ¢4n) (461)
¢0n = "ZJOn (¢1n + ¢2n + ¢4n) (462)
Yon = Yon(B1n + Gz + Pan). (463)

The four-component unit-field has the form

Yon = Yon(P1n + G2n + d3n + Gan)- (464)

The orthogonality-like condition ([B93) means that the interference (cross-correlation) G—G, E—E, W —W and S-S
of the unit-field components of the same physical nature is permitted in the present model, while the interactions
(cross-correlations) G—E, G—W,G—S, E—W, E—S and W — S of associate-components with the different physical
natures is excluded. For an example, the condition ([B93]) permits the Newton gravitational force Fiy ~ mo1mg2/ R? and
Coulomb electrical force Fiy ~ qo1qo2/R?, but does not support the Newton-Coulomb like forces Fo—n ~ qo1moz/R?
and Fy_c ~ mo1qo2/R?, where q denotes the electric charge of the unit-field (particle). One can easily extend the
present model to a such kind of forces, if they do exist somewhere in the Universe.
In the general (unified) form, the one-, two-, three- or four-component unit-field can be presented as

Yon = Yon P, (465)

where a = 1, 2, 3 or 4, and the total associate-components (TACs) ®L, ®2. &3 and @} correspond the one-, two-, three-
and four-component unit-fields describing respectively by Eqs. (@50) - (@53), Eqs. (@54) - @R9), Egs. {@80) - {63)
and Eq. ({@64). The gravitational (I = 1), electric (I = 2), weak (I = 3) and strong (I = 4) associate-components
(ACs) ¢, have the common unit-field generator 7,/;071. If the unit-field generator 1/;071 vanishes, then the all components
Yondrn of the unit-field v, disappear. That is to say that the unit-field o, is annihilated by vanishing the unit-field
generator 1g,. The zero total associate-component (®2 = 0) of the unit-field also annihilates the unit-field (particle).
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5.2.1. The energy-mass relations and equations of motions for the single unit-fields with one-, two-, three- and
four-component ACs: The multi-component unit-field gauges

Section (5.1) has presented the 1st, 2nd, 3rd and 4th versions of the energy-mass relations and equations of motions
for the single, one-component, structured unit-field. Section (5.2) generalizes the results of Sec. (5.1) for the two-,
three- and four-component unit-fields. Notice, the 1st, 2nd, 3rd and 4th versions of Sec. 3 describing the structure-less
(unified) unit-field and the all four versions 1st, 2nd, 3rd and 4th versions of Sec. (5.1) dealing with the structured
unit-field are considered to be equivalent ones, Sec. (5.1) yielded the energy-mass relations that require the different

gauges [([@30), @3I) and @33)) or @30), @3I]) and [@36)] in order to satisfy the Einstein energy-mass relation. Since

the four versions are considered to be equivalent, I present the generalization for the two-, three- and four-component
unit-fields by using the 1-st version of the model, only. One can easily rewrite the formulas for the 2nd, 3rd and 4th
versions of the energy-mass relations and equations of motions.

Let me now derive the energy-mass relations and equations of motions for the single, multi-component unit-field
([#65) with the total associate-component ®¢ by using the 1-st version of the unit-field model, which is based on the
straightforward generalization of the Einstein energy-mass relation for the multi-component unit-field by using the
2nd derivatives (for the one-component unit-field g, = @ZJQ,@ 1 the procedure is given in Sec. 5.1.1). The generalized
energy-mass relation for the n-th one-component relativistic unit-field ({@65) is given by Eq. (I8H) as

Eon = % /V%kn (—ZLOn — Von + mgn%n) d’r, (466)
where the unit-field g, = 1/;0,1(1)‘,‘1 has the generator J)On and the total associate-component ®&. The respective
relativistic equation of motion, which is given by Eq. (I90) as

Obon + mithon = 0, (467)
yields the one general equation of motion
@ (Wion + miton) + Pon 0P + 200, B4 + 2900, V4 = 0 (468)

for the unit-field generator 1;071 and the total associate-component ®¢ of the unit-field ¥g, = @[;onsz. Notice, the
masses mg, of the same particles are given by mg, = mg, while the different particles have the different masses
(mon # mo). In order to select the solutions to Eq. ([@68]) that satisfy only the experimentally observed properties of
the elementary particles, the field generator z/?on and the total associate-component ¢ should be calibrated (fixed)
by the following gauges. The first calibration (static gauge)

¢ =0 (469)
means that the total associate-component (T AC) is static one. The second restriction (gauge)
Y& — Vo, Ve, =0 (470)

should be attributed to the orthogonality of the gradients Vz/;on and V®¢ in the Hilbert (mathematical) space, which
means that the gradients Vi), and V®& do not cross-correlate (interfere) in the physical spacetime. Equation (468)
for the unit-field calibrated by the gauges [@69) and (AT70) yields the equation of motion

Oddon + [m3 +T42] don =0 (471)
for the unit-field generator Yon. The common ” eigen-like function” T'%2, which is given by the expression
re? = (v22) (02) ', (472)

depends on the total associate-component ®%. For the associate-components ¢y, calibrated by the gauges (469) and
70, the use of the additional [Helmholt (I'?, # 0) or Laplace (I'?, = 0)] gauge

V261 +T2, 1 =0 (473)

in the general relativistic equation of motion [@68)) yields the relativistic equation

Oddion + [mg + r;ﬂ Jom = 0, (474)
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which determines the relativistic motion of the unit-field generator @[;on. For the unit-field with the one-component
T AC, the equation ([@74) has the form Q7)) with the total relativistic eigen-parameter

re?=r2 =12, (475)

In the case of the two-, three- and four-component unit-fields the total relativistic einen-parameters have respectively
the forms

FZ2: (b +¢ ’ (476)
in in
ror_ Thudin + Thb0 + T, (477)
" len + (bjn + ¢kn
and
12 n T2 n I? n r? n
ra2 _ London +Téndon + Lipndwn + Tsndsn. (478)

¢Gn + ¢Cn + ¢Wn + ¢Sn
Here, the indexes i, j and k are given by i = G,C,W, S, j = G,C,W,S and k = G,C,W, S with i # j # k. Notice,
Eqs. @TH) - (@T1) have been derived by using the orthogonality-like condition ([B93]). The multi-component unit-field

(EGH) describing by Eq. (T4) and the calibration ([@Z3) obeys the particle mass [mZ + I'%?] 1/2, where the additional
(gauge) mass I'? could be attributed to the mass of the total associate component (TAC) of the unit-field (particle).

The solution to Eq. {@T4)) for a single unit-field (particle) placed in the free space is a time-harmonic stationary
plane-wave

Yon(r,t) = age’Konr—cont) (479)

of the form (235), which could be associated with the de Broglie wave. For the unit-field with the one-component
TAC, the use of the gauges [@69), [@7T0) and @73) and the replacement of the unit-field generator 1, by the de
Broglie plane wave (A79) in the relativistic equation [@60]) yields the relativistic unit-field energy ([@I1) in the form

€2 = (K2, +md +T2) /V ot dimd’z. (480)

In the case of the two-, three- and four-component unit-fields, the procedure yields the relativistic unit-field energy
given respectively by

T2 [, 6% Gind3z + T2, [, ¢% dinda
2 2 2 in JV Fainn JnJV ¥ynyrin * * 3
€on on T Mg + fv(gbrngf)ln + ¢;n¢gn)d3I /V((bznd) + (bj (bj ) €T ( )

- /V (G in + Bonbin + Ghnion) A2 (182)

and

for the two-, three- and four-component TACs. Notice, in the case of T'Z,, =%, =T%,, =TI'% =0, the square of
total mass M? = mg [\, (¢5, dan + Pendcn + Gjyndwn + 04, dsn)d>x could be associated with the masses contained
in the gravitational, electric, weak and strong components of the unit-field. The terms that include the parameters
Iz, #0,T%, #0,T%, #0and I'}, # 0 also could be attributed to the masses of the gravitational, electric, weak
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and strong components of the unit-field (particle). It will be shown in the subsequent subsections that l’%n = 0,
¢, =0,T%, #0and I'%, # 0. That means that the total mass M of the particle is associated with the rest-mass
my attributed to the gravitational and electric components of the unit-field and the gauge masses of the weak and
strong components of the unit-field, which are proportional to the eigen parameters I'yy,, and I's,,. The mechanism
provides the non-zero gauge-mass of the unit-field (particle) independently from the value of the rest-mass m2 = 0
attributed to the gravitational and electric components of the unit-field.

In the case of a non-relativistic unit-field [@63]), the above-described calibrations in the non-relativistic equation of
motion ([95) yielded the equation

s 1 - Tae 27 .
Wop = “me Vo + [mo + 2;;20] YPon (484)

which determines the non-relativistic motion of the unit-field generator z/;on. For the unit-field with the one-component
TAC, the total non-relativistic eigen-parameter I'** = (1/ 2mo)I'%, = (1/2mo)T%,. In the case of the two-, three-
and four-component unit-fields the total non-relativistic einen-parameters have respectively the forms [{@75) - {77
multiplied by the factor (1/2my). The solution to Eq. ([@&4]) for a single unit-field (particle) placed in the free space,
is the de Broglie wave g, (r,t) = age¥on*=0nt) of the form (235). For the unit-field with the one-component TAC,
the use of the gauges [@69), (A70) and @73 and the replacement of the unit-field generator 1;071 by the de Broglie
wave in the non-relativistic energy-mass relation (I92)) yields the relativistic unit-field energy in the form

k2 I?
On +mo + in
mo 2m0

Eon =

] / ¢pdind’ . (485)
\4

In the case of the two-, three- and four-component unit-fields, the procedure yields the relativistic unit-field energy
given respectively by

k3 1 7, [y ¢imdind®c + T3, [, ¢5,ndx / 3
Eon = ™+ mo +  Oin + 05, Dn )T, 486
: [Qmo T omg Ty G+ 0,0 y (Finin * G50 (=)

€on = +mo + * * * 3 ’

2myg 2myg S (05, bin + 0% bjn + b Phn)d3
/ (D5 Gin + Oinbin + Prpnrn)dx (487)
v
and
on = / (% ain + Gonbon + Gymdwn + Gondsn)d®a
v
2my 2my S (endan + 0Enbon + Giyndwn + 05,050 )d>x

respectively for the two-, three- and four-component TACs.

5.3. Categorization of the single one-, two-, three- and four-component unit-fields (particles) by using
symmetry of the unit-field associate-components (ACs): Kinds of the unit-field ACs

5.8.1. Categorization according to the symmetries of the coordinate systems of ACs

In the model of a structure-less unit-field (elementary particle) describing by Eqs. ([I83) - (B887), the kind of
the unit-field (particle) has been determined solely by the particle rest-mass mg. The structure-less unit-field g,
depends only on the particle rest-mass, which could be considered as the particular initial conditions of the equation
of motion. In such a case, the different configurations of the structure-less unit-field vy, corresponding to the different
solutions of the equation of motion for a given rest-mass my, are attributed to the different momentums kg, of the
same particle. In other words, the structure-less unit-field g, with the rest mass mo = 0 or mg # 0 is considered
as the 4-dimensional (in spacetime) structure-less object, namely as the structure-less quanta of energy-mass. The
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Coordinate system  Solutions (configurations) of the unit-field ACs

Cartesian Exponential, circular and hyperbolic functions
Spherical Legendre polynomial, power and circular functions
Cylindrical Bessel, exponential and circular functions

Conical Ellipsoidal harmonics and power functions

Oblate spheroidal ~ Legendre polynomial and circular functions

Prolate spheroidal  Legendre polynomial and circular functions

Elliptic cylindrical ~Mathieu and circular functions

Parabolic cylindrical Parabolic cylinder, Bessel and circular functions

Parabolic Bessel and circular functions

Paraboloidal Circular functions

Confocal ellipsoidal Ellipsoidal harmonics

Bispherical Functions based on a multiplicative factor

Toroidal Functions based on a multiplicative factor

TABLE I: The all possible coordinate systems and the respective unit-field ACs. Notice, the Laplace equation does have
solutions in the bispherical and toroidal coordinate systems, while the Helmholtz equation does not.

unit-field (particle) with the internal structure (substructure) corresponding to the gravitational, electromagnetic,
weak and strong fields and interactions has been described by Eqs. ([B92) - @88). In the model of the structured
unit-fields ([@6H), the unit-fields g, = z/;on@;ll are distinguished from each other not only by the rest mass mg, but
also by the associate-components ¢;,, of the total associate component ®¢. That means that the structured unit-fields
with the different ACs correspond to the unit-fields (particles) of the different kinds. It was indicated that the two
calibrations (gauges) of the associate-components ¢;, could be consistent with the Einstein special relativity and
the experimentally observed properties of the elementary particles. In order to satisfy these conditions the unit-field
ACs should be calibrated by the gauge [@T3)) in the form of the Laplace (I'?, = 0) or Helmholt (I'?, # 0) equation.
The Laplace and Helmholtz equations (gauges) describe the ACs of the two different kinds, namely the Laplace and
Helmholtz associate-components with the respective gauge masses I'y, = 0 and 'y, # 0.

The Laplace and Helmholtz equations have the infinite number of possible solutions (configurations). The number
of the symmetric ACs, which are symmetric in space, however, could be finite due to the finite number of possible
symmetries. One of the ways of categorization of the all possible configurations of the ACs, which corresponds to the
different solutions of the Laplace or Helmholtz equation is the spatial symmetry of the AC. A solution to the Laplace
or Helmholtz equation is uniquely determined if the value of the function is specified on all boundaries (Dirichlet
boundary conditions) or if the normal derivative of the function is known on all boundaries (Neumann boundary
conditions). The Helmholtz equation has solutions in all 11 well-known coordinate systems, namely in Cartesian,
circular cylindrical, conical, confocal ellipsoidal, elliptic cylindrical, oblate spheroidal, parabolic, parabolic cylindrical,
paraboloidal, prolate spheroidal and spherical systems. Naturally, the Helmholtz associate-component ¢;, can have
any configuration that corresponds to a solution of the Helmholtz equation in any coordinate system of the 11 systems.
The spatial symmetry of the Helmholtz A C could be determined by the symmetry of the coordinate system. Thus the
11 kinds of the Helmholtz A Cs could be categorized by the 11 spatial symmetries of the unit-field associate-components
according to the spatial symmetries of the 11 coordinate systems. In addition to the aforementioned 11 coordinate
systems and symmetries, the Laplace equation has solutions in the two other coordinate systems, namely in the
bispherical and toroidal ones. In such a case, the Laplace AC of the unit-field (particle) can have any configuration
that corresponds to a solution of the Laplace equation in one of the 13 coordinate systems. The 13 kinds of the
Laplace AC could be categorized by the spatial symmetry of the Laplace associate-component in the 13 coordinate
systems. The all 13 coordinate systems and the respective Laplace and Helmholtz ACs are summarized (categorized)
in Table [

Strictly speaking, the configurations of the Laplace and Helmholtz ACs summarized in Table [l are 3-dimensional
objects. Nevertheless, in principle, the more exotic (low-dimensional) ACs satisfying the Laplace or Helmholtz equa-
tion also can be considered. For instance, the Laplace and Helmholtz ACs having the low-dimensional configurations
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could be presented as the 0-D (point), 1-D (straight string), 2-D (open curved string, closed string, open membrane
or closed membrane) ACs. It should be stressed that the creation of such exotic configurations (points, strings and
membranes) from the 3-dimensional Laplace and Helmholtz ACs is practically impossible. Indeed, the low-dimensional
ACs have the Dirac §-like distributions at least in one of the three spatial dimensions. Therefore the unit-fields with
the low-dimensional ACs obey infinite energies [see, Eq. (466)]. Although the low-dimensional ACs obey the infinite
energies, in contrast to the 3-dimensional ACs having the finite-energies, they are very important for the simplified
(0-D, 1-D or 2-D) theoretical analysis of the unit-fields (particles) and for comparison of the present model with the
modern string theories.

In the modern conceptual picture of the Universe, the all elementary particles have been created in the early stage of
the cosmological Big-Bang. The non-elementary particles of the Universe are the products of fusion of the elementary
particles in the late stages of the Big-Bang. One may suppose that after creation of the elementary particles they
satisfy to the Einstein special relativity. In such a case, the all 13 kinds of the Laplace unit-field ACs and the all 11
kinds of the Helmholtz unit-field ACs, which do satisfy the generalized Einstein energy-mass relation and respective
equations of motions, may exist somewhere in the Universe. Although the all 24 kinds of the unit-field ACs may exist
in principle, the only unit-field ACs that obey physical properties of the experimentally observed elementary particles
will be considered in the following sections. One can easily follow the present model for any hypothetical unit-field
AC of the 24 kinds of the unit-field ACs of the elementary particles that have not been yet observed experimentally.

5.8.2. The single unit-fields (particles) with the spherical and cylindrical symmetries of the unit-field ACs: Physical
explanation of a particle spin

As an example, consider here the unit-fields (particles) with the spherical and cylindrical symmetries of the Laplace
and Helmholtz ACs. For the well-known solutions of the Laplace and Helmholtz differential equations in other 11
coordinate systems see mathematical textbooks.

1. The single unit-fields (particles) with the spherical symmetries of the Laplace ACs

Let me first consider the unit-field (particle) v, = 1/~)On<I>$l whose AC is described by the Laplace equation (cal-
ibration). In spherical polar coordinates [r = (r,0,¢)], the Laplace (I'?, = 0) equation ([@T73)) for the unit-field
associate-component ®¢ has the form

1 92 L2

2Fa _ |- . = a —
Vool (r) = [raﬂT 3 oo (r) =0, (489)

where L2 is the square of the angular momentum operator L= i(r x V). The two linearly independent well-known
solutions to the Laplace equation ([@89) in a ball centered at the origin, which are non-singular and singular at the
origin, are called respectively the regular and irregular solid harmonics. The simplest regular and irregular ACs are
given by the regular

o7 (r) = 'Y (0, ), (490)
and irregular
o (r) =Y (0, 9) (491)

solid harmonics, where the spherical harmonics Y, (0, ¢) of degree | and order m are the joint eigenfunctions of the
square of the orbital angular momentum operator L? and the generator of rotations around the azimuthal axis L.:

L2V (0, 0) = 11+ 1)Y™ (6, ) (492)

and

~ oy m 0 m m

The ball occupied by the solid harmonic may have the infinite radius (R = o0). For a given non-negative integer [,
there are 2/ 4 1 independent solutions of the form ([@90]), one for each integer m with —I < m <. Under the standard
probabilistic normalization (in the Dirac notations)

™ 2w
o= [ e = b, (491)
6=0 J =0
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the Laplace spherical harmonics are given by

20+ 1) (1—m)1"?
4 (I+m)!

Yi"(0,¢) = P (cosf)e™?, (495)
where dQ) = sinfdpdf, P"(cosb) is an associated Legendre polynomial, and ¢;, i, and d,,, m, denote the Kronecker
symbols. The harmonic degree [ logically to call the orbital quantum number. While the harmonic order m could be
denoted as the "magnetic” quantum number.

The 3-D unit-field (particle) ¥o, = 1@0”@% is not a point particle of classical mechanics, quantum mechanics or SM.
Therefore, it obeys naturally the intrinsic (internal) angular momentum (spin) (L) = (8) associated with the unit-field
AC. In the case of the unit-field with the unit-field associate-component ®¢ satisfying Eq. (@90) or (91)), the square
of a unit-field spin is given by

(%) = (Y8 [y™) = 1L+ 1), (496)
while the z-component of the intrinsic orbital angular momentum (spin) is equal to
(52) = (Y[$.]Y™) = m. (497)

The numbers [ and m denote respectively the intrinsic orbital quantum number and the intrinsic “magnetic” quantum
number. The unit-fields (particles) with the Laplace ACs and the integer spins describing by Eqs. (@92]) - (@9T) could
correspond to the elementary bosons. The present model (see, Sec. 5.2.) does not need the probabilistic normalization

@94). The regular
o5 (r) = r' A Y™ (0, ), (498)
and irregular
o5 (r) = r~ ' AL, Y0, ) (499)

ACs, where Ay, is an arbitrary constant, are also the legal solutions of Eq. (@83). In the case of Egs. (98) and
[#99), the square of a unit-field spin is given by

(8%) = (A Y, 8| A Y™ Y (At Y A Y™) T = 11+ 1), (500)
while the z-component of the spin is equal to
(s2) = <Alelm|5Az|Alelm>(<Alelm|Alelm>)71 =m. (501)

The unit-fields (particles) with the Laplace ACs and the spins describing by Egs. (B00) and (BOT]) could correspond
to the elementary particles describing by integer spins. It should be noted in this regard that the classical (Newton)
intrinsic orbital angular momentum L = r x p and relativistic (Einstein) intrinsic orbital angular momentum tensor
L™ = 3 (a"p™ — 2™p™) of a point particle are always equal to zero if p # co. In canonical quantum mechanics
and SM, the spins of the point (structure-less) particles have been engineered formally by using the operator or
matrix formalism. In the present model, the unit-fields (particles) obey naturally the spins attributed to the physical
properties of the respective ACs [see, ([@89) - (B0I])], which do not require the physical interpretation of any abstract
mathematical object, such as an operator or matrix. The angular distribution of the AC function does not change in
the conservative physical processes due to the conservation law for the spin and energy. Therefore the knowledge of
the exact angular distribution of the AC function could not be important for description of the physical processes.
For such a description, the model of the unit-field spin can be represented as the formal matrix algebra or operator
formalism, like the matrix algebra and operator formalism of the spin used in the canonical quantum mechanics and
SM. The transition from the AC function associated with the material associate-component of the real (material)
unit-field to the matrix representation or operator formalism is quit similar to the transition from the Schrédinger
wave model of quantum mechanics to the Heisenberg or Pauli matrix (operator) models based on the matrix (operator)
commutation relations. The presented model, probably for the first time, presents a physical explanation of a particle
spin without using the physical interpretations of the abstract matrixz algebra or operator formalism.

The general regular solution to Laplace’s equation (@89) is a linear combination of the regular solid harmonics
multiplied by the appropriate scale factors Ay,:

[e'S) l

o)=Y Y Apr'VM(0,¢), (502)

=0 m=—1
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where Aj,;, are the scaling constants. Correspondingly, the general irregular solution to Laplace’s equation ([@89) is a
linear combination of the irregular solid harmonics multiplied by the scale factors By,:

9] l

L) =" " Bunr Y0, ), (503)

=0 m=—1

where By, denotes the appropriate scaling constants. Then the general solution to Eq. [#@89), which includes both
the regular and irregular solid harmonics is given by

(e} l
) = > [Amr! + Bir T Y0, ). (504)

=0 m=—1

The linear combinations of the regular and irregular solid harmonics can describe the complicated configurations, such
as the asymmetric ACs. The transformations associated, for instance, with the group of rotations or translations,
as well as the conformal symmetry properties of the solutions of the types (@90), @91, (Z9]), @99), G02) - 04,
have been investigated in the past by the well-known ”potential theory” and the theory of Laplace’s equation (for the
details, see the mathematical textbooks).

The relativistic and non-relativistic energies of the unit-field (particle) g, = 15071‘1)% with the Laplace ACs are
determined respectively by Eq. (@80) - Eq. (@83)) and Eq. (@8H) - Eq. [{@88)). For an example, for the two-component
unit-fields (particles) with the Laplace gravitational and electrical ACs (I'4,, = 0 and I'%,, = 0, for details see Sec.
7.2), the relativistic and non-relativistic energies are given by Eqs. [@&I]) and (486) as

B = [0+ 18] [ (Gndn + dndon)a, (505)
1%
and
k3
Emz=:[2 - +TmﬂL/(¢En¢Gn4_¢gn¢Cnyﬁx7 (506)
mo 1%

respectively, where the normalization [|, (¢, ¢an + ¢&,¢cn)d’z = 1 provides the Einstein relativistic and non-
relativistic energy-mass relations.

2. The single unit-fields (particles) with the spherical symmetries of the Helmholtz ACs

The Helmholtz (T2, # 0) equation [@73) describing the Helmholtz AC of the unit-field (particle) 1o, = 0, ®% in
spherical coordinates has the form

10 B

(V2 + T4, 205 (r) = [; st~ 2 T8 B =0, (507)

where the eigen parameter I'¢, ? denotes a positive or negative constant corresponding to the real (T'¢, = [T'%,|) or
imaginary (I'¢,, = |9, |) value of I'},,.

The two linearly independent well-known solutions to Eq. (507)) are related to the spherical Bessel functions of the
first and second kind. The first solution in a ball centered at the origin, which is associated with the spherical Bessel
functions of the first kind, is given by

P75 (r) = 5u(L7,r) A Y™ (0, ©), (508)

where Aj,, is the scaling constant that determines the value of the unit-field (particle) spin, j;(I'Y,,r) is the spherical
Bessel function of the first kind with the real (I'¢,,r = |T'Y,,|r) or imaginary (I'¢,;r = 4|T'},,|r) argument, and Y;™(6, ¢)
denotes the spherical harmonic determining by Eqs. ([@92) - (494). In the terms of the modified Bessel functions of
the first kind, which have the real arguments [I'Y, |r, the spherical Bessel function of the first kind with the imaginary
argument is given by

o ) Iip1)2(I0,I7)
I _ jlrl/2 T In 509
]l(z| Inlr) ? (7T_12i|1—‘?n|r)1/2’ ( )
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where I;11/5(|T'},|r) is the modified Bessel function of the first kind with the real argument. The second solution in
a ball centered at the origin, which is associated with the spherical Bessel functions of the second kind, is given by

@5 (r) = yi(TE,7) A Y™ (0, ), (510)

where Aj, is the scaling constant that determines the value of the unit-field (particle) spin, y;(I'¢,,r) is the spherical
Bessel function of the second kind with the real (I'},,r = |I'¢, |r) or imaginary (I',,r = i|['¢,,|r) argument, and Y;™ (6, ¢)
denotes the spherical harmonic determining by Eqs. ([@92) - (@94). In the terms of the modified Bessel functions of
the first and second kind, which have the real arguments |I'¢, |r, the spherical Bessel function of the first kind with
the imaginary argument is given by

(i|T% ) = §1+3/2 D 2(I090Ir) 2 1)) Kaga2(T,07) (511)
( 12Z|Fa | )1/2 7T ( 12Z|Fa | )1/2’

where Ij11/2(|T'¢,|r) and Kjyq/2(]TF,|r) are respectively the modified Bessel function of the first and second kinds with
the real argument. Notice, the following useful relations hold among the functions: K /5(|T',|r) = [7/2sin(n[l +
V2D —i—1/2(I0¢,17) = Li41/2(ITF,[r)]. The linear combinations

lmax

Z Z Alm.]l Fln (97 ) (512)

=0 m=-1
and

Imaa

=, Z Bimyi(T7,7)Y,™ (0, ), (513)

=0 m=-1
are also solutions of Eq. (B02)). The superposition of the linear combinations (505) and (G08]) gives the general solution

0o l

B3(r) =3 > (i) + Bunn (F,7)]Y7 (0, ). (514)
=0 m=—1

in a ball centered at the origin. The spin of the unit-field (particle) with the Helmholtz AC (B08)) or (5I0) are described
by Eqgs. (B00) and (BOTI)). The unit-fields with the ACs (512) - (EI4) could describe the more complicated spins of the
unit-fields (particles).

The relativistic and non-relativistic energies of the unit-field (particle) ¢, = 15071‘1)% with the Helmholtz ACs are
determined respectively by Eq. ([@80) - Eq. @83) and Eq. [@88) - Eq. (@88). For an example, for the four-component
unit-fields (particles) with the Laplace gravitational and electrical ACs (I'%,, = 0 and I'%,, = 0) and the Helmholtz
weak-interaction and strong-interaction ACs (I'Z,, # 0 and I'%,, # 0) , for details see Sec. 7.2) , the relativistic and
non-relativistic energies are given by Eqs. ([@83) and [48]) as

T2, [y Girndwnd®e + T2, [, ¢4, dsnd®s
[ (PmdGn + O dn + Oy dwn + O, dsn)d3e

%=Wﬁw%

and

Eon = / (¢En¢Gn + sz‘n(an + ¢T/Vn¢wn + gf)gnd)gn)dgili

kgn +mo 1 1—‘l12/Vn fV (an(andg.I—FF an ¢Sn¢5"d €T
2my 2 mo [ (e, ban + O dcn + Olyndwn + O, dsn)d>x

; (516)

respectively. The relativistic (BI5) and non-relativistic (BI6) energies of the unit-field do not depend on the intrinsic
orbital and azimuthal angular momentums (spins) of the unit-field. That is to say that the unit-field spin does not
depend on the momentum kg, and energy eq, of the unit-field (particle) and vise versa. The momentum kg, and
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energy £op, can be changed, however, that would not affect the the spin of the unit-field (particle). In Eqs. (5IH) and
(EI6), the gauge (TACs) masses

1/2
{Fivn /V Diyndwnd’s + %, /V ¢§n¢5nd3x} (517)
and
1
2m0 v \%

could be associated with the effective relativistic rest-masses (m + [I'%,, [y Givndwnd®z +T%, [, ¢, dsnd>z) )1/2

and the effective non-relativistic = rest-masses (mo + ﬁ [I‘%Vn fv qS};anSWndi‘x + F2Sn fV ¢*5n¢snd3x]>
of the unit-fields (particles). Alternatively, the parameters GEIT7) and (EI8) can be attributed
to the effective relativistic  (k§, + [[3, [\ Olvndwnd®s + T3, [ 05, 0sndx]) Y2 and  non-relativistic

(kZ, + T3, [y Givndwnd®c +T%, [, ¢*Sn¢snd3x])l/ ? momentums of the the relativistic and non-relativistic
unit-fields (particles).

3. The single unit-fields (particles) with the cylindrical symmetries of the Laplace and Helmholtz ACs

The Laplace (I'2, = 0) or Helmholtz (I'2, # 0) gauge [@73) describing the unit-fields 1o, = 10, P with Laplace or
Helmholtz AC in cylindrical coordinates [r = (r, i, z)] has the form

2oy = |20 (0 & 1O gy
Vool (r) = [rar U + 557 + 2 9,2 Pi(r)=0 (519)
or
2 pe geey = |10 (L0 2 L e 2] gary =
[V +F1n ](I)n(r) - |:T or T(?T + 922 + 72 8(/72 +F1n (I)n(l‘) - 07 (520)

respectively. The well-known general solution of the Helmholtz equation (520) in a cylinder of radius R is given by

2 (r) = i i [Anmjm (m/n2 + P;,ﬁ) + BumYm (T\/rl"‘}nz)] .

n=0m=0

[Cne™" 4 Dpe™] [Eme™? + Frpe™ ™), (521)

where Anm, Bam, Cn, Dn, En and F,, are the scaling constants, J,, (7“1/712 + I“}nQ) and Y, (m/n2 + F7n2) are

respectively the ordinary Bessel functions of the first and second kinds with the real (r/n2+~2 = r|y/n? ++2|)
or imaginary (ry/n? 4+ 2 = ri|y/n? + v?|) arguments, and n and m denote positive integers. Here, the functions

Yo (m/n2 + F7n2> should not be confused with the Laplace spherical harmonics [@35]). The simplest solutions of
Eq. (520) have the forms

D (r) = Jp, (m/n2 + F‘}n2) e " Ay e™? (522)
O (r) = Jp, <m/ n2 + Ft;nz’) e Ao ime (523)
®(r) = J,, <r n2 + Fg,f) e"? Ay e (524)

D (r) = Jp, (M/n2 + F?nQ) e Ay e me (525)
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Do (r) =Y (r\/nQ + F7n2> e " Ay e™? (526)
% (r) =Y, (r\/nQ + F?n2> e " Ay eime (527)

% (r) =Y, (7‘\/77,2 + F?n2> e"? A, et™e (528)
% (r) =Y, (7‘\/%2 + l"?n2> e"? Ay e (529)

where n and m are positive integers independent from each other, and A,, denotes the scaling factor. The ACs
(G21) - (52Z9) with the eigen parameter 'Y, * = 0 are the solutions to the Laplace equation (5I9). That means that
the unit-field (particle) with the Helmholtz AC calibrated by the gauge {@73) with the eigen parameter I'¢, % = 0 is
indistinguishable from the unit-field (particle) describing by the Laplace gauge.

The angular components A,,e™™¥ and A,,e~ "% of the unit-fields (particles) with the Helmholtz (T'¢,? # 0) or
Laplace (I'%,? = 0) ACs (522) - (529) are the eigenfunctions of the generator L. = &, of rotations around the
azimuthal axis:

§ A, e = —iaiAmeim“’ = mA,e™m? (530)

—ime — —ime _

—i—Ae —mAye” ™. (531)

I

s, Ane

The respective z-components of the intrinsic angular orbital momentums (spins) are given by

(s2) = (Ameim“"|s;|Ameim“">(<Ameim“’|Ameim“">)71 =m (532)

(8.) = (Ape™ ™5, | Ape” ™) (A P | A e ™)) Tt = —m. (533)

That means that Eqs. (532]) and (B33) for the probabilistic (A,, = 1) and non-probabilistic (A,, # 1) normalizations
give the same result:

(52) = (2] ™) (e leme)) = m (534)

(5:) = (s lem ) (e 2™ 1 = . (535)

(52) = (Ame™ |52 A ™) (A ™| ™))~ = m (536)
(52) = (Ame ™[ A ™9) (A ™| ™))™ = —n (537)

In contrast to the the unit-fields (particles) with the Laplace and Helmholtz spherical ACs, the unit-fields (particles)
with the Laplace and Helmholtz cylindrical ACs have the azimuthal spins, only.

It should be stressed again that the all 24 kinds of the unit-fields (elementary particles) can exist in principle. As
an example, Sec. 5 has showed the unit-fields (particles) with the Laplace and Helmholtz ACs having spherical and
cylindrical symmetries. The model, probably for the first time, provided a physical explanation a particle spin. For
the well-known solutions of the Laplace and Helmholtz differential equations corresponding to the unit-field ACs that
are symmetric in the Cartesian, conical, confocal ellipsoidal, elliptic cylindrical, oblate spheroidal, parabolic, parabolic
cylindrical, paraboloidal, prolate spheroidal, bispherical or toroidal system see mathematical textbooks.
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6. THE INTERFERENCE (INTERACTION) OF THE STRUCTURED UNIT-FIELDS (ELEMENTARY
PARTICLES) WITH THE ARBITRARY GENERATORS ¢, AND THE MULTI-COMPONENT TACS %

Before considering the concrete (experimentally observed) unit-fields (particles), let me present in the general forms
the relativistic and non-relativistic energy-mass relations and equations of motions of a composite field (particle), which
is composed from the arbitrary unit-fields (particles) whose generators and associate-components (ACs) do satisfy the
gauges [@69), (@T0) and {@T73). The simplest composite field (particle) is composed from the two interfering (cross-
correlating) unit-fields associated with the two interacting elementary particles. The common field ¢ (r,t) composed
from the interfering (cross-correlating) unit-fields o1 (r,t) and toa(r,t) associated with the respective interacting
particles has the form (267]), which for the structured unit-fields

o1 = o1 DY (538)
and
Yoz = P23, (539)
with the one-, two-, three- or four-component TACs is presented as
W = o1 + Y02 P (540)

The generalized basic relation of Einstein’s special relativity for the composition ([B40) of the relativistic unit-fields is
given by Eq. (271]) as

g2 = 8(2)1 + 8(2)2 + &0+ E91 = 531 + 8(2)2 + 512721. (541)

For the composition (B40) of the non-relativistic unit-fields, the non-relativistic energy-mass relation (282)) has the
form

€ = €01 + €02 + €12 + €21 = €01 + €02 + €12,21- (542)

For the composite field (particle)
N ~
b= Pon®, (543)
n=1

which is composed from the N relativistic unit-fields 1/301@)?1 associated with the N > 1 relativistic particles, the
relativistic energy-mass relation ([278)) has the form

N N?2—-N
e? = Z 2, + Z Enm- (544)
n=1 n#Em

The non-relativistic energy-mass relation for the composition (B63]) of the non-relativistic unit-fields is given by Eq.

(88) as

N N2-N
=D comt+ > Enm- (545)
n=1

n#m

6.1. The relativistic interference (interaction) of the structured unit-fields (particles) with the arbitrary
generators Yon and the multi-component TACs ®¢: The relativistic energy-mass relations and equations of motions

In the case of the relativistic composite field (B40), which is composed from the two structured unit-fields (particles),
the relativistic energy squared €2, of the first unit-field (538) in the relativistic energy-mass relation (541J) is given by

Eq. 272), which under action of the gauges [@69), ({@70) and [{@T3]) has the form ([@]3):

1 Tk Fa* bs 7 7 7 a\— a a
€01 = B /‘/1/101‘1’1 [—wm — V%01 + mior + o1 (BF) T VE] | @ d’x. (546)
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Similarly, the relativistic energy squared of the second unit-field (539) has the general form
1 Tx Fa* = 7 7 7 a\— a a
= / Dia®8" [~ toe — V2002 + miion + o2 (25) 7 V20| @5’ (547)
%

The relativistic cross-correlation terms associated with the first and second unit-fields are given by Egs. ([@274) and
[@78) with the aforementioned gauges in the general form respectively as

1 T % a* = 7 7 7 a\— a a
b2 =35 / Vo1 DY [—1/102 — Vo2 + mihos + Po2(P5) lvzq’z} o5’ (548)
v
and
1 Tx Fax - 7 7, 7 ay— a a
&n =35 / Vo2 P3 {—%1 — Vo1 +migtbor + o1 () 1V2‘1’1} oid’z, (549)
v

respectively. The total relativistic cross-correlation term &2 21 = €12 + E21 associated with both the first and second
unit-fields is given by

1 Tx Fax = 7 7 7 a\— a a
E12,21 = 3 / o1 P [—1/102 — V%02 + mitos + Vo2 (PF) 1V2‘I’2} Phdix +
v
1 Tx Emax = 7 7 7 a\— a a
"‘5 / Yoo D5 [—7/101 — V%9Po1 + mitbor + Yo1 () 1V2(I)1} Pid’. (550)
v

The relativistic equation of motion of the composite field (540]) is given by Eq. (276) or {@G8]) with the gauges (469),
{70) and {T3) or the calibrations [@69), @7T0) and [@7H) in the general form

(I)(ll (D’L/;()l —|— mg’t/;()l —|— 12)01 (<I>‘1l)71V2<I>‘11) —|— (I)g (D1/~}02 —|— m(2)1/~)02 —|— 12)02(‘1)5)71V2q)g) = 0 (551)

Notice, the unit-fields ¥o; ®¢ and ¥ga®% of the composite field do not obey the normalizations (200) and @27) of

the single unit-fields associated with the single particles. In the case of ® = ®§ = const., Eq. (B51) describes the
correlation-free (interaction-free) unit-fields that could be attributed to the intersection-free particles (bosons).

In the case of the relativistic composite field (543]), which is composed from the N structured relativistic unit-fields,

the relativistic energy squared &2, of the n-th unit-field 15071‘1)% in the relativistic energy-mass relation (544) is given
by Eq. (279) in the general form as

Eon = / 7/’071‘1’“ Do = VP0r + mhon + 1/30n(‘1’71)7lv2q)ﬂ pd. (552)

The relativistic cross-correlation terms associated with the n-th unit-fields is given by Eq. ([280) with the aforemen-
tioned gauges in the form

/ %n‘l’a* Do — Vom + mom + %m(‘l’ﬁl)_lvzq’fn} o5 d’x (553)

The relativistic cross-correlation terms associated with the m-th unit-fields is given by Eq. (280) with the aforemen-
tioned gauges in the form

- / B @i [~ D0n = T2 on + mEon + don(@5) "1 V05| Brd’ (554)

The total relativistic cross-correlation term associated with both the n-th and m-th unit-fields is given by the equation
Enm,mn = Enm + Emn in the form

nm mn — / ¢0nq)a* ’&Om - v2’@[;07n + m(2J’JJOm + %/;Om(q’fn)_lv2‘1’%} ‘I’Zldsﬂﬁ +

/ ¢Om(1)a : 1LOn - v277[;0" + m?ﬂj’On + ¢0n(@2)71v2@2} @ngx. (555)
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respectively. The relativistic equation of motion of the composite field (543)) is given by Eq. ([281]) in the general form
as

N
3o (D%n + m2don + gZo"(q)g)—lv?@g) ~0. (556)
n=1

The unit-fields 10, ®% and g, ®%, of the composite field do not obey the normalizations (200) and @Z7) of the
single unit-fields associated with the single particles. It should be stressed that the relativistic energy of the n-th
unit-field, which is determined by Eq. (552), does not depend on the unit-field phase «,,. While the total relativistic
cross-correlation term (B5H) associated with the n-th and m-th unit-fields depends on the phases a,, and ayy, of the
interfering unit-fields (particles).

6.2. The non-relativistic interference (interaction) of the structured unit-fields (particles) with the arbitrary
generators Yon and the multi-component TACs ®¢: The non-relativistic energy-mass relations and equations of
motions

In the case of the non-relativistic composite field (540), which is composed from the two structured non-relativistic
unit-fields, the non-relativistic energy e of the first unit-field (G38) in the relativistic energy-mass relation (542) is
given by Eq. 284) or Eq. ([484), which under action of the calibrations (gauges) (469), (@70) and (A7) has the form

1 " * -~."' 1 " 7 1 - a\— a- a
f1 =35 /‘/%/131‘1"11 _2%1 - 2—mOV2¢01 + motho1 + 2—mo¢ol(‘1’1) 'V2ot| ofdie. (557)

Similarly, the relativistic energy of the second unit-field (539) has the general form

1 Tx ma* -~."’ 1 7 7 I - a\— a- a
02 =35 /1/%2(1)2 _Woz - 2—mov2¢02 + mothoz + 2—7%%2(‘1’2) 'V2eg | d5dia. (558)

The non-relativistic cross-correlation energies associated with the first and second unit-fields are given by Eqs. (286)
and (287) with the aforementioned gauges in the general form respectively as

1 T oxak |7 1 7 7 1 - ay— a a
€12 = B /‘/7,/101@1 {21/)02 - 2—mov21/102 + motoz2 + 2—m01/)02((1)2) 1V2<I>2} 5’z (559)
and
1 T xax |7 1 27 7 1 - a\—1v2ga a j3
21 =35 V¢02¢2 Wor — 2—mov Yo1 + motpor + 2—mol/101(‘1)1) VioT| Od . (560)

The total cross-correlation energy is given by €1221 = €12 + €21. The non-relativistic equation of motion of the
composite field (540) is given by Eq. ([283]) with the gauges [@69), ({@70) and {T3) in the form

.7 1 7 7 L - a\— a
of (—Wm - 2—mOV2¢01 + motbo1 + 2—%%1(‘1’1) 1V2‘1’1> +

I os - I - “1o2
— —_— (2 P57 ) =0. 1
2mov Yoz + Mooz + 2m0¢02( 9) "V 2) 0 (561)

+®3 (—“/)02 -
Notice, the unit-fields ;¢ and 102 ®¢ of the composite field do not obey the normalizations 200) and @27) of the
single unit-fields associated with the single particles.
In the case of the non-relativistic composite unit-field (543), which is composed from the N Laplace or Helmholtz
unit-fields, the relativistic energy €91 of the n-th unit-field %/;an’fl in the relativistic energy-mass relation (543l is given
by Eq. (290) in the general form as

_1 T x a * L= _1 27 7 1 - a\—1w2xa a 33
€on = 2 /‘/¢On(1)n |:“b0u 2m0v w(Jn + m0¢0n + 2m0 ¢0n((1)n) \Y (I)n:| (I)nd €. (562)

The non-relativistic cross-correlation energies associated with the n-th and m-th unit-fields are given by Eq. (291) in
the general form as

1/ - g 1 - . 1 -
wm =5 [ V5 ®h" | g — 5——Vom m + 5——om (®4,) V208 | &% da. 563
€ 9 ‘/VwOn n |:“b0m 2m0v ¢0 + mO/lbO + 2mo ¢0 ( m) \4 m md T ( )
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and

1/ - s 1 . . 1 -
= — * (I)a* . ——V2 " " — on Ppa 71v2(1)a (I)adS . 564
o = 5 [ B [0 = o o+ o (05)71 90 (564)

respectively. The total cross-correlation energy is given by €1221 = €12 + €21. The relativistic equation of motion of
the Laplace or Helmholtz composite field (543)) is given by Eq. (289) in the general form as

N
* 1 ~ ~ 1 -
Z @5, (—iwon — ——V?on + mothon + —won@g)—lv?@g) =0. (565)
el 2m0 2m0

The unit-fields 10, ®% of the composite field do not obey the normalizations (200) and [@27) of the single unit-fields
associated with the single particles. Notice, the non-relativistic energy ([B62)) of the n-th unit-field does not depend on
the unit-field phase a,. While the total non-relativistic cross-correlation energy (B64) associated with the n-th and
m-th unit-fields depends on the phases o, and «,, of the interfering unit-fields (particles).

7. THE INTERFERENCE (INTERACTION) OF THE UNIT-FIELDS (PARTICLES) HAVING THE DE
BROGLIE GENERATORS 9, AND THE LAPLACE OR HELMHOLTZ ONE-COMPONENT ACS ¢;,

7.1. The general forms of the interaction terms and energies of the unit-fields (particles) having the de Broglie
generators Yo, and the Laplace or Helmholtz arbitrary one-component ACS ¢in

The above-presented Eqs. (B46]) - (556) and Eqs. (B57) - (B65) describe respectively the relativistic and non-
relativistic unit-fields (particles) in the general form associated with the arbitrary configurations of the unit-field
generators and associate-components (ACs) satisfying to the gauges [@69), (@T0) and [@73)). Naturally, the equa-
tions that describe the unit-fields (particles) with the concrete (ACs) and (TACs) corresponding to the concrete,
experimentally-observed elementary particles should be also presented.

For the sake of simplicity, I present here the equations for the two unit-fields, namely for the unit-fields ¥y = 1/301 o
(G38) and g2 = Y2 ®% (539) of the composite field 1 = o1 B¢ + 1o @4 (G40), where the total associate-components
(TACs) have the one-component forms ®§ = ¢;; and ®§ = ¢;2. The simplest solutions to the relativistic Eqs. (BRI
and non-relativistic (B61) equations of motions, which couple the first unit-field to the second one and vice versa, are
the de Broglie unit-waves

o1 (r, 1) = agelkorr—eortta) (566)

1/;02 (I‘, t) = aoei(kozr_€02t+a2) (567)

of the form (479)) with the momentums ko1 # ko2, energies €91 # €p2 and phases a1 # ao.
In the case of the relativistic composition of the unit-fields (G66) and (B67T), the relativistic interaction (cross-
correlation) terms are given by Eqs. (548) and (549) as

E12 = / (k3o + (mormos + TinTio) | agdin* dine ™ (Korr—eort) gilkoar=zozton) giy, (568)
v
and
& = / [k3; + (mo1moz 4+ TinTi2)] algin” pinekorr—ent)gmilkoar—corttaz) gy, (569)
v

where the eigen parameter I'?, is determined by Eq. ([@T3) in the form of the Helmholt (I', # 0) or Laplace (I'?, = 0)
gauge

V2 ¢in + T3, 0in = 0. (570)
Then the total relativistic interaction (cross-correlation) term is given by

1221 =E12 +En (571)
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where ko1 # ko2, €01 # €02, mo1 # mo2 and I';; # Iz, and Akis = ko1 — ko2, Aci2 = €01 — €02 and Aoz = a1 — as.
It should be mentioned that the relativistic interaction (cross-correlation) terms in the 4th version of the model (Sec.
5.2.1.) are described by Eqs. (568) and (569), where the parameters k3, and k2; should be replaced respectively by
the values kg1 kos and kgokgr. In the case of ko1 = koo, the terms of the 1-st and 4-th versions are indistinguishable
from each other.

The non-relativistic energies associated with the first and second relativistic unit-fields are given by Eqs. (E59) and
(E60) with the aforementioned gauges in the general form respectively as

1 1 . ;
€12 = / (2—ng + {mo + Trilriz}) aggbﬂ*(bige’z(k“”’s“l”“l)el(k”r’s"ﬁ*”)d% (572)
v mo mo
and
\% mo mo

where the value mo = /mg1/moz. Then the total non-relativistic interaction (cross-correlation) energy is given by
€12,21 = €12 + €21. (574)

Notice, the non-relativistic interaction (cross-correlation) energies in the 4th version of the model (Sec. 5.2.1.) are
described by Eqs. (572) and (573), where the parameters k2, and k3; should be replaced by the values koikos and
kooko1. Naturally, in the case of ko1 = kg2, the interaction energies of the 1-st and 4-th versions are indistinguishable
from each other.

Equations (B66]) - (574]) describe the interaction energies of the unit-fields (particles) having the de Broglie generators
Yon and the arbitrary Laplace (I'2, = 0) or Helmholtz (I'2, # 0) ACs ¢;, calibrated by the gauge @T3). It should be
stressed that the total relativistic cross-correlation term (B7I) and the total non-relativistic cross-correlation energy
(BE74) associated with the 1-st and 2-nd unit-fields do depend on the phases a1 and s of the interfering unit-fields
(particles). In the case of unit-fields (particles) having the probabilistic (for instance, thermal) distributions of the
values k,, €, and aj2 in macroscopic bodies (macroscopic composite ”particles”), the values (&71l) and (G74) should
be averaged using these probabilistic distributions.

7.2. The interference (interaction) of the unit-fields having the de Broglie generators 17/;071 and the spherically
symmetric, one-component Laplace-ACs ¢in: The non-quantum and quantum pure gravitations and pure
electromagnetism

1. The Newton-like and Lorentz-like non-quantum and quantum pure gravitations

Let me consider, for the sake of simplicity, the equations for the two unit-fields, namely for the unit-fields 1y, =
1/301<I)‘1’ B38) and gy = 1/~)OQCI)§ B39) of the composite field ¢ = 1/301<I)‘1’ + 1/302@)5 (B40), where the total associate-
components (TACs) have the one-component forms ®§ = ¢;; and ®§ = ¢2, and the relevant values are given
by k01 = k02 = ko, €01 = €02 = &0, Mp1 = Mop2 = My, X1 = Qg = Qo and Fil = Fig = Fi. An analysis of
the unit-fields (particles) (538) and (539) having the de Broglie generators g (r,t) = agei(korr—eort+e1) ([ERE) and
Yoa(r, t) = agelko2r—eo2t+e2) [BET) and the spherically symmetric regular @I8) or irregular @) Laplace-ACs shows
that only the one-component unit-fields (B38) and ([B39) with the irregular Laplace-ACs and the intrinsic orbital
quantum number [,, = 1 and the respective intrinsic "magnetic” quantum numbers s, = m, = —1,0,1 of the unit-
field spin may be considered as candidates for the pure-gravitational interaction with the interaction energy ~ 1/R.
Among the candidates, the only unit-fields with the quantum numbers [,, = 1 and s,, = 0 satisfy the experimentally
observed physical properties of the gravitation. Indeed, in the case of the first irregular Laplace-AC [¢p;1 = dg1(r)]
centered at the origin and the second irregular Laplace-AC [¢i2 = Ppa2(r —R)] located at the distance R = |R| = |Rqz2]
in the azimuthal direction, the relativistic gravitational interaction (cross-correlation) total term (571 has the form

g 27 S
1 0
A151A152a3/ d95in9/ dgp/ r?dr— GRS ’%521’82)
6=0 =0 0 r lr — R|

™ 27 o0
1 0
A151A152a3/ d@sin@/ dgp/ TQdT—Q GRS ’%21’82>
0=0 =0 0 r |r — R

E12,21(R, 11,12, 51, 52) = kor koo +

+m01 mo2 y (575)
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where

Pzzl = 1—‘122 = I%l = I%2 =0
l1=1=1 (576)

and the Laplace-AC amplitude Ay, can be an arbitrary constant [see, Eq. ([@99)]. Here, the angle factor
f(r,R,0,p,s1,s2) associated with the spherical harmonics is given by

F(r R 0,0,51,52) = Y77 (0,90)Y;52 (0, 02) + Y171 (0,0)Y177 (0, 02), (577)
with
YN0, 0) =4/ 3sin@e*i“" (578)
! ’ 8T ’
YN0, 92) = 4/ isin@e‘“"2 (579)
! ’ 8T ’
0 0 /3
Yi(0,0) =Y, (97 902) = 4_00897 (580)
7T
1 3 i g
Y7 (0,9) = —{/ —sinbe'? (581)
8m
and

3 _
Y10, p2) = —4/ gsinGezm, (582)

where the intrinsic orbital quantum numbers have the values [y = I3 = 1, the intrinsic ”magnetic” quantum numbers
have the values s1 = —1,0,1 and so = —1,0, 1, and the angle w2 = 2(r, R, ) denotes the azimuthal angle associated
with the vector r — R in the spherical coordinate system of the second AC. Notice, a simple analysis shows that
Egs. (B72) - (B74) derived by using the non-relativistic (Newton) approximation of the unit-field (particle) energy
do nmot describe correctly the gravitational interactions. That means that the gravitationally interacting unit-fields
(elementary particles) are relativistic objects describing rather by the Einstein particle energy than by the Newton
particle energy. In order to exclude the singularities in the particle self-energy (410) and the cross-correlation energy
(BTH) associated with the points » = 0 and r — R = 0, one should suppose that the gravitational ACs ¢g1(r) and
¢c2(r — R) are hollow around these points in the bolls of the gravitational radius rg . The assumption yields the
relativistic gravitational interaction (cross-correlation) term with the modified integration boundaries:

E12,.21(R, 51, 52) = ko1 koa fa + mormoz fa, (583)

where the gravitational geometrical factor

fG = fG(R, S1, 52) (584)
is given by
T 27 R_T(?:low/2 S R.O
fa(R,s1,52) = Asg, Alsgag/ dﬁsinH/ dgo/ / drf(r’ 2% P il’ 82). (585)
6=0 ©=0 r& R+r§ /2 r - R|

The value |r — R|, which is calculated by using a simple geometrical analysis of the two vectors, is a function of the
parameters 7, R, 6 and ¢. Correspondingly, the low (rg*: low) and upper (rgfup) integration limits are calculated by

using this geometrical analysis as functions of the parameters r, R, 0, ¢ and r§. The radius

r=r§ (586)
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could be considered as the classical radius of a gravitationally interacting particle. Among the unit-fields (particles)
with the intrinsic ”magnetic” quantum numbers s,, = —1,0, 1 only the unit-field (particles) with s,, = 0 demonstrate
the 7 spin-less” behavior [E12,21(R, s1,$2) = E12,21(R)] that correspond to the non-quantum (Newton and Einstein)
gravitation. The infinite upper integration boundary in Eqs. (E75) and (B85 corresponding to the infinite ACs is
in agreement with a fact that the Newton and Einstein interactions are described by the infinite gravitational fields.
Although the interaction energy of unit-fields (particle) with the spins s,, = —1, 1 obey the gravitation-like dependence
~ 1/R, the only unit-fields with the spins s, = 0 do satisfy the spin-independent interaction of the Newton and Einstein
gravitations. In the case of the spins s; = sy = 0, the relativistic gravitational interaction (cross-correlation) total

term is given by Eqgs. (B83) - (B85) as

ko1 ko2 MO17M02 mM11M02
& R)y=—— {2 7} {2 7} 587
12,21(R) . R + |27¢ R (587)
with the gravitational parameter
™ 27 R*Tr?jlow/Q oo R.O 0.0
G = (1/2)RA151A1526L(2J/ d@sin@/ d<p/ / drf(n’—%’). (588)
6=0 »=0 rs R+r§,. /2 Ir —R|

The strength of gravitational interaction is determined by the gravitational parameter g, while the range of the
gravitational interaction is attributed to the long-range geometrical factor fo(R) ~ 1/R of the unit-fields with the
irreqular Laplace-ACs. In order to be in agreement with the Newton and Einstein gravitations, the gravitational
parameter (588), which does not depend on the value R at the distances R >> r§, should be adjusted to the value of
the Newton gravitational constant. Notice, the dependence 7o = vo (R, r§) at the extremely small (R ~ r§’) distances
between the two unit-fields (particles) gives the new inside the physics of the non-quantum and quantum gravitations.

The weak-relativistic (E12,21 << €3; + €2,) interaction forces ([B54) and (B55) acting upon the first and second
unit-fields (particles) have respectively the forms

1 8 k01 k02 m01m02R m01m02R
F = = — x — Bt s e
12(R) = -5 gp (R e L T I L 2 (589)
and
1 0 k01 k02 mop11Mo2 R mop11Mo2 R
Fo1(R)==-=—=¢& R)=——Fx — — = - —_— = 590
21(R) =55 fr2a1(R) mor ez [m R2 R] {WG R2 R]’ (590)

The forces (B89) and (BI0) acting between the "moving” (ko1 = ko2 = ko # 0) unit-fields could be considered as
the Lorentz-like gravitational forces. The present model, which modifies the Einstein general relativity, predicts the
relativistic gravitational interaction (cross-correlation) energy

ko1 ko2 m1M02
Ely21(R) = P [2707}% } (591)
and the respective forces
kor _ ko2 mo1moz2 R
PR — 2 R 592
2(R) mo1 - mo2 “"R R (592)

k k
ST )

593
mo1 mo2 R2 R ( )

that do not exist according to the modern field theories. That means that the present model, in addition to the
Newton gravitational force and interaction-energy associated with the unit-fields at "rest” (kg1 = ko2 = 0), predicts
the Lorentz-like gravitational force and interaction-energy attributed to the "moving” (kg1 = ko2 # 0) unit-fields.
The "new” gravitational interaction (cross-correlation) energy 8{2)21(}2) and the "new” force F/,(R) = —FJ,(R)
describing by Eqs.(@A1) - (B93)) logically to consider as the fifth fundamental energy and force, which could explain
the recently-discovered accelerating expansion of Universe, as well as the CP violations, the cosmological ”dark”
matter (energy-mass) and the ”dark” flow. The gravitational interaction acting between the unit-fields at "rest” in
the present model is given by the Newton gravitational interaction-energy:

mMp1Mo2
5%,21 (R) = {27617]

= (594)
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and the Newton gravitational forces

mo1mo2 R

FY(R) = [chi();p z E] (595)
mo1mo2 R

Fy(R) = - [707011%2 2 E} (596)

One can easily recognize the formal similarity between the above-presented gravitational model and the classical
(non-quantum) electrostatics and magnetostatics. Equations (E87) - (596) may be presented in the terms of the
”electrostatic-like” and ”"magnetostatic-like” gravitational fields and ”potentials” as

E1221(R) = €L 51 (R) + E o1 (R), (597)
&y 21(R) = ko1 UJ (R) + ko2U{ (R) (598)
F/,(R) = ko1 x B{(R) (599)
F},(R) = ko2 x B (R) (600)
Ef2.21(R) = morUy' (R) +moaUY (R) (601)
F3(R) = moEY (R) (602)
F21(R) = mo:EY (R), (603)

where U2f (R) = koava and U 1f (R) = ko1vG % are respectively the magnetic-like gravitational potentials mediating by
the ” moving masses” of the second and first unit-fields (particles); BJ (R) = kos X6z % and B/(R) = —ko, XVe gz
are respectively the magnetic-like gravitational fields inducing by the ”moving masses” of these unit-fields (particles);
U (R) = mozya+ and UM (R) = mo17g are respectively the Newton (electric-like) gravitational potentials medi-
ating by the ”"non-moving masses” of the second and first unit-fields (particles) at "rest”; EY (R) = m027gé% and
EVMR) = —moyygﬁ% are respectively the strengths of the Newton (electric-like) gravitational fields mediating by
the "non-moving” masses of these unit-fields (particles). Thus, in the terms of electrostatics, the gravitational force
acting between the unit-fields (particles) at rest could be interpreted as the Newton (”electrostatic”) force inducing
by the electric-like gravitational field of the "non-moving masses”. The fifth gravitational force (interaction energy)
could be considered as the “magnetostatic” gravitational force (interaction energy) mediating by the magnetic-like
gravitational field of the ” moving masses”. In the terms of electrostatics and magnetostatics, the combined action
of the electric-like and magnetic-like gravitational fields could be interpreted as the Lorentz-like gravitational force
mediating by the electric-like and magnetic-like gravitational fields.

Equations (589) - (603) are valid for the weak relativistic (E12,21 << €3, + €2,) interaction, which is the case of
the most of experimental conditions. The other two interaction conditions, namely the strong relativistic and non-
relativistic gravitational interactions, are also possible. Under the strong relativistic (E12,21 ~ €3, + €3,) gravitational
interaction, which corresponds to the extremely small distance R ~ rg, one should use the above-derived equations
with the relations (347), (850) and (B51) instead of the relations [854) and [B53). The strong-relativistic gravitational
interaction forces ([B50) and (B5I]) acting upon the first and second unit-fields (particles) have respectively the forms

10
Fi2(R) = _§ﬁ512’21(R> (604)
and
Fur(R) = 2 —e151(R) (605)
21 = 5 22 ),
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where the gravitational interaction energy e12(R) is given by Eq. (847) as
e12,21 = (g0 + €5 + E12.21)'/% — (€01 + €02), (606)

with the relativistic cross-correlation (interaction) total term &2 21 given by Eqgs. (&70) - (E86). It should be stressed
that Eqs. (B73) - ([603) are valid in the particular case of the de Broglie generators of the unit-fields having the same
moments. Although the distance R ~ 7y probably can be realized in some very particular experimental conditions,
for instance inside a cosmological black hole, the unit-field generators of such unit-fields (particles) are not the de
Broglie waves. In other words, the strong relativistic gravitational interaction of the real unit-fields (particles) should
be described rather by the equations (604) - ([G06) than Eqgs. (587) - (G03).

The gravitational interaction between the two unit-fields determining by Eqs. (B78) - (596) may be interpreted
not only by using the ”electric-like” and ”magnetic-like” gravitational fields and potentials [Eqs. (97) - (603)], but
also in the terms of the virtual particles. The relativistic energy of the composite field (particle) composed from the
gravitationally interacting unit-fields (particles) is given by Eq. (381 as
e? = &gy + €00 + E12 + Ea1 = €01 + €0 + 12,21 (607)
The energies squared £3; and €2, could be attributed to the ”moving” and “non-moving” masses of the 1st and 2nd
relativistic normal unit-fields (elementary particles). The gravitational cross-correlation terms E12 = E12(mo1, Mo2)
and &1 = E21(mo2, mp1) could be attributed to the "moving” and "non-moving” masses of the 1st and 2nd relativistic
normal unit-fields. The gravitational cross-correlation terms 15 and £;; associated with the masses and gravitational
interactions may be considered as the 3rd and 4th virtual relativistic unit-fields (elementary particles) attributed to the
relativistic gravitational interaction. Thus the relativistic gravitational interaction between the two normal relativistic
unit-fields (elementary particles) could be considered (interpreted) as the interplay of the four unit-fields (particles),
where the composite field (particle) is composed from the 1st and 2nd normal unit-fields (particles) and the 3rd and
4th virtual unit-fields (particles). In the case of the weak relativistic (1221 << €3, + €3,) interaction, the energy
€12.21 = €12,21(E12,21) of the 3rd and 4th wvirtual unit-fields (particles) is given by Eq. (B53). For more details of the
virtual-particle interpretation see the comments to Eq. ([B81)). The virtual relativistic unit-fields (elementary particles),
which carry the gravitational force and energy, logically to call the virtual gravitons. Since the physical properties of
the interaction energy attributed to the energy of the 3rd and 4th virtual relativistic unit-fields (elementary particles)
are determined by the gauge {T3) with the eigen parameter I'Z, = I'¢1'g2 = 0, which could be interpreted in the
total (effective) mass (moi1moz + Fe1la2)/? = (mo1mo2)'/? as the gauge-mass squared of the gravitational AC, the
virtual particles may be considered as the mass-less gauge bosons (virtual mass-less gauge gravitons). The name
virtual graviton corresponds to the hypothetical carrier of the quantum gravitation in the modern literature devoted
to the quantum gravitational fields and interactions. In the frame of the Heisenberg energy uncertainty relation and
the perturbation approximation, the long range of the gravitational interaction may be formally (phenomenologically)
attributed to absence of the rest mass of gravitons. However, the present model gives the microscopic explanation of
the phenomenon. The long range of the gravitational interaction is attributed to the long-range geometrical factor
fa(R) ~ 1/R (B8A) of the unit-fields with the rreqular Laplace-ACs, where the field strength of the gravitational
interaction is determined by the gravitation constant vs (BE88). One should not confuse the non-virtual, mass-
less, one-component gravitational unit-fields (non-virtual gravitons) describing by Eq. (@00) with the rest mass
mo = 0 and the index I = G, which has the form (bGnD’L/;On + 12)077,D¢Gn = 0. The non-virtual gravitational unit-
fields (gravitons) that satisfy this equation have the structure-less form ([233]) of the the time-harmonic plane waves
Yon(r,t) = @[;on(r, t)pon(r,t) = agne’®onr—cont) with the generator @[;on (r,t) = g, et (Ton/2r=leon/21t) and associate-
component ¢gy, (r,t) = \/cm_nei([ko"/z]r_[a‘m/z]t) that are indistinguishable from each other. The non-virtual gravitons
have the zero rest-mass (mo = 0) with the respective energy-mass relation €3, = k2. In contrast to the massive
unit-fields (particles), which obey the time-independent ACs ((bgn = 0), the non-virtual, mass-less, one-component
gravitational unit-fields (non-virtual gravitons) have the time-dependent ACs (¢an # 0). In such a case the gauge
[#02) provides the balance between the temporal and spatial variations of the non-virtual gravitational unit-field
(non-virtual graviton). Notice, in the case of the unit-field ¢, (r,t) = 10, ®% with the TAC ®¢ = 1, the structure-
less unified unit-field v, attributed to the m-th unified elementary particle is indistinguishable from the unit-field
generator @[;on (for comparison, see Eq. (392) and the relevant examples in Sec. I of the present study).

For the sake of simplicity, I have presented the model [Eqgs. (&3] - [@07)] for the two (N = 2) unit-fields (particles)
with the moments ko1 = kg2 = kg. One can easily follow the model for an arbitrary number N of the unit-
fields (particles) having the de Broglie generators tho, (r,t) = age!®onr=¢ont) with the moments ko, = +ko. The
model with N >> 1 describes the classical (non-quantum) gravitational fields and interactions that correspond to
the case of Newton’s and Einstein’s gravitations (non-quantum gravitations). The model based on Eqs. (604) -
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([606) corresponds to the case of quantum gravitation. It should be stressed that among the unit-fields (particles)
with the intrinsic ”magnetic” quantum numbers s,, = —1,0, 1 of the unit-field spin only the unit-fields (particles) with
sn, = 0 demonstrate the spin-less (non-quantum) behavior [E12,21(R, $1, s2) = E12,21(R)] that satisfies the non-quantum
(Newton and Einstein) gravitation [Eqgs. (B8T) - [@03)]. The spin-less (non-quantum) gravitational interaction of the
unit-field (particles) with the gravitational ACs having s,, = 0 could be considered as the pure-attractive interaction of
boson-like unit-fields (bosons) that explains the Bose-Einstein condensation and statistics of such unit-fields (particles).
The spin-dependent (quantum) gravitational interaction between the two unit-fields is described by the interaction
energy &12.21(R, $1,52) determining by Eqs. (&70) - (B86) with the intrinsic ”magnetic” quantum numbers (s; = 1,
sg=1), (s1 = -1, 82 =—1), (51 =1, s2 = —1) or (s1 = —1, s3 = 1). If the unit-field (particles) with s, = 1 and
sp, = —1 do exist somewhere in Universe, then Eqgs. (854) and (B53) and Eqgs. (B50) and (B5]) should determine the
repulsive (s; = s3) and attractive (s1 # $2) quantum-gravitational forces between the unit-fields (particles). The spin-
dependent (quantum) gravitational interaction of the unit-field (particles) with the gravitational ACs having s, # 0
could be considered as the gravitational interaction of the fermion-like unit-fields (fermions). The spin-dependent
(quantum,) gravitational interaction that attract or repel the fermion-like unit-fields (particles) could be considered as
a physical background of the Pauli exclusion principle and the Fermi-Dirac statistic of the gravitationally interacting
unit-fields (particles). It should be also noted that in the case of the two normal unit-fields (elementary particles)
having the same "magnetic” numbers s; = sa, the unit-fields (particles) can annihilate. Indeed, the unit-fields are the
solutions of the equations of motions of the present model for both the A;,, and —A;,, amplitudes. The Laplace-AC
amplitude Ay, can be an arbitrary constant [see, Eq. ([@99)]. The two unit-fields with s; = s can satisfy the
annihilation condition in the case Ajs, = —Ajs,. The unit-field (particle) with the positive value of A, could be
considered as a normal unit-field (particle), while the unit-field (particle) with the negative value of A4, could be
considered as an anti unit-field (anti-particle).

The annihilation of the gravitationally interacting unit-fields with the spins s; = s = 0 does not require adjustments
of the unit-field spins in contrast to the gravitationally interacting unit-fields with the spins s; = so = &1 . The more
easy annihilation of the gravitationally interacting unit-fields with the spins s,, = 0 in comparison to the unit-fields
having the spins s; = s2 = +£1 should result into domination of the non-zero spin unit-fields. The absence of the
gravitationally interacting unit-fields with the spins s, # 0, if they really have been created under the cosmological
Big Bang, could be considered as a fact that such unit-fields (particles) have been produced in the negligible amount
in comparison to the gravitationally interacting unit-fields with the spins s; = so = 0. It should be noted again
that Eqs. (575) - (603) are valid in the particular case of the de Broglie generators o (r,t) = age’dorr=<o1t) (55)
and Yo (r,t) = age’(02r—02t) ([EFT). If the unit-field generators are not the de Broglie time-harmonic plane-waves,
then the pure gravitational interaction of the unit-fields (particles) are determined rather by the general Eqs. (546)
- (556) than the particular Eqs. (578) - (603). One can easily follow the present model for any hypothetical unit-
field (particle) with the spherically symmetric regular Laplace-AC [@38)) if such a kind of elementary particles exists
somewhere in the Universe. Notice, the unit-fields with the spherically symmetric reqular Laplace-ACs ([498) should
have the finite external dimensions.

2. The Coulomb and Lorentz interactions of the electrically charged unit-fields (particles): The non-quantum and
quantum pure electromagnetisms

Among the unit-fields (particles) (B38]) and (B39) having the de Broglie generators (566) and (567]) and the spherically
symmetric regular (98)) or irregular [@99) Laplace-ACs only the one-component unit-fields (B38) with the irregular
Laplace-ACs and the intrinsic orbital quantum number /,, = 1 and the intrinsic ”magnetic” quantum numbers s, =
—1,0,1 may be considered as candidates for the pure electromagnetism describing by the Coulomb and Lorentz
interactions of the electrically charged unit-fields (particles) with the interaction energy ~ 1/R. Among the candidates,
the only unit-fields with the quantum numbers [, = 1 and s, = £1 obey the physical properties of the quantum
electromagnetism. Since the ACs of the electrically-charged unit-fields (particles) are indistinguishable from the ACs
of the gravitationally interacting unit-fields (particles), the electrically and gravitationally interacting unit-fields are
described by the similar interaction (cross-correlation) total terms. Although the descriptions are similar in many
aspects, the physical nature of the electrical ACs associated with the electric charges of the unit-fields is different from
the gravitational ACs associated with the unit-field masses. For the comparison, see the previous section devoted to
the gravitation. In the case of the first irreqular Laplace-AC ¢;1(r) = ¢pc1(r) centered at the origin and the second
irregular Laplace-AC ¢i2(r — R) = ¢c2(r — R) located at the distance R = |R| = |Rq2| in the azimuthal direction,
the relativistic electric (Coulomb) interaction (cross-correlation) total term (571]) has the form (G70):

™ 2 o
1 0
A151A152a3/ dﬁsinH/ dgp/ r2dr F(r, 1,0, ¢, 51, 92) +
0=0 =0 0
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Ars, Ats, a%/ d98m6‘/ dgo/ r2dr—2 ( R ) , (608)
6=0 =0 0 r |r |

+mop1Mo2

where

Pzzlzl—‘?Q:O:I%‘l:l—%?:O
l1=1o=1. (609)

Here, the angle factor f(r, R, 0, p, s1,s2) associated with the spherical harmonics is given by
Fr R0, 0,51, 50) = Y7 (0, 0) Y2 (0, 02) + Y7 (0, 0) Y177 (0, 02), (610)

where the intrinsic orbital quantum numbers have the values I = I3 = 1, the intrinsic ”magnetic” quantum numbers
have the values s; = —1,0,1 and s = —1,0,1. The other parameters have the meanings of the previous section
devoted to the gravitation. Notice, a simple analysis also shows that Eqs. (&72) - (574)) derived by using the non-
relativistic (Newton) approximation of the unit-field (particle) energy do not describe correctly the interaction of
electrically charged unit-fields (particles). That means that the electrically charged unit-fields (elementary particles)
are relativistic objects describing rather by the Einstein particle energy than by the Newton particle energy. In order to
exclude the singularities in the particle self-interaction energy (@I0]) and the cross-interaction energy (608) associated
with the points r = 0 and r — R = 0, one should suppose that the electric (Coulomb) ACs ¢c1(r) and ¢eoo(r — R) are
hollow around these points in the bolls of the Coulomb radius 7§, which could be different in the general case from the
gravitational radius (r§ # r§’). The calibration of unit-fields by the cut-off of the AC fields around the singular points
yields the relativistic electric (Coulomb) interaction (cross-correlation) term with the modified integration boundaries:

E12,21(R, s1, 52) = korkoa fo + moimoz fe, (611)

where the electrical (Coulomb) geometrical factor

fo = fo(R, s1,52) (612)
is given by
T 27 R—rg:low/2 00 R.O
fo(R,s1,52) = Asg, Alsgag/ dﬁsinG/ dgo/ / drf(r’ % P il’ 82). (613)
6=0 ©=0 r¢ R+rf /2 r - R|
A simple analysis shows that the radius
r=rs (614)

could be considered as the classical radius of an electrically interacting particle. The introduction of the integration
boundary rg of an electrically interacting unit-field (particle) into the present model explains in the microscopical
details why the canonical quantum mechanics, quantum field theories and SM of the dimension-less point-particles do
require different renormalization procedures to avoid the field singularities and divergences. In fact, the renormalization
procedure is a ”hidden” introduction of the dimension r§’ of the dimension-less point-particle. Among the unit-fields
(particles) with the intrinsic magnetic quantum numbers s, = —1,0,1 only the unit-field (particles) with s, = 0
demonstrate the ”spin-less” behavior [E12.21(R,s1,82) = E12,21(R)] that satisfy the non-quantum (Coulomb and
Lorentz) interactions. The infinite upper integration limit in Eqs. ([G08) and (6I3) corresponding to the infinite ACs
of the unit-fields is in agreement with the infinite fields of the Coulomb and Lorentz interactions. If the spin numbers
s1 = $2 = 0, then the relativistic electric interaction (cross-correlation) total term is given by Eqgs. ([@08) - (613)) as

kot k
E12.21(R) = mlimi(; [270 %ﬁoz} + {270 %1};}02} , (615)

where the strength of interaction is determined by the interaction parameter

I 27 R_T(?,'low/2 S r R.6 0.0
0= (/DR Avey o 00| Aves (o)l [ atsind [ ap [ [ alt Rt e Rl e
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while the long range of the interaction is attributed to the long-range geometrical factor fo(R) ~ 1/R of the unit-
fields with the érregular Laplace-ACs. Notice, the Laplace-AC amplitude Ay, s, can be an arbitrary constant [see, Eq.
@99)]. In Eq. (6I6), the amplitude A, s, is presented in the form Aj, s, (qon/mon) that corresponds to the electric
(electromagnetic) interaction mediating by the electrical (Coulomb) charges. To satisfy the Coulomb and Lorentz
interactions, the electrical parameter (GI6) that does not depend on the value R at the distances R >> 1§, should
be adjusted to the Coulomb constant. The value g1 = *|go1| and go2 = %|qo2| could be interpreted as the electric
charges of the first and second unit-fields (particles). Unlike in the traditional quantum field theories, the Laplace-
AC amplitude associated with the electric charge of the electromagnetically interacting unit-field (particle) gives the
physical (non-phenomenological) explanation of the electric charge. Notice, the fact that the electrical interaction
parameter v¢ = yc(R,r§) depends on the length scale at the extremely small (R ~ r§’) distances between the two
unit-fields (particles) gives the new inside the physics of the non-quantum and quantum electromagnetism.

The weak-relativistic (E12.21 << €3, + €&,) interaction forces ([B54) and (B55) acting upon the first and second
electrically charged unit-fields (particles) have respectively the forms

10 ko1 koo qo1902 R qo1qo2 R
F [ — [ JE— J— - 1
12(R) = =g pr b)) = o R® R R® R (617)
and
10 ko1t _ koo qo1902 R qo1q02z R
F = - — = —_— _ — | — — 1
2(R) = 5 ogrea(R) mor . Moz R2 R R2 R|’ (618)

The forces ([617) and (GI8) acting between the "moving” (ko1 = ko2 = ko # 0) unit-fields could be considered as the
Lorentz forces. Naturally, Eqs (615) - (GI8) may be interpreted using the conventional terms

512,21(R) = 5%,21(}2) + 5102721(}%), (619)
M kot ko2 . ar
12.21(R) = qo1——U3" (R) + qo2——U;" (R) (620)
mo1 mo2
M kot o
Fi2(R) =gn—— x By (R) (621)
mo1
M koo
F31(R) = go2— x By (R) (622)
mo2
5102,21(3) = qo1U§ (R) + qo2UYL (R) (623)
FO,(R) = qnES (R) (624)
F$ (R) = ¢02ES5 (R), (625)
of the electrostatics and magnetostatics, where UsY(R) = qoa 7’;%22 Yc and UM (R) = qo1 %”yc% denote respectively

the magnetic potentials mediating by the ”moving charges” of the second and first unit-fields (particles); BY(R) =
Qo2 71:1‘;22 X WC%% and BM(R) = —qp 717‘1‘;11 X WC%% are respectively the magnetic fields inducing by the ”moving

charges” of these unit-fields; U$ (R) = qogﬂyc% and UZ(R) = qoyyc% denote respectively the Coulomb potentials
mediating by the "non-moving charges” of the second and first unit-fields (particles) at "rest”; ES(R) = qonc#%
and Ef(R) = —quc%% are respectively the strengths of the Coulomb fields mediating by the ”non-moving”
charges of these unit-fields. Thus, in the terms of electrostatics, the electrostatic force acting between the charged
unit-fields (particles) at rest could be interpreted as the Coulomb force inducing by the electric field of the ”non-moving
charges”. The magnetostatic force (interaction energy) could be considered as the magnetostatic force (interaction
energy) mediating by the magnetic field of the ”moving charges”. The combined action of the electric and magnetic
fields could be interpreted as the Lorentz force mediating by the electric and magnetic fields. One could mention
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that the above-presented ”elementary” magnetic and electric fields do satisfy the well-known electrodynamic relation
B =v x E = m 'k x E for the macroscopic magnetic and electric fields.

Equations (6I5) - (625) describe the weak relativistic (E1221 << €31 + €2,) interactions between charged unit-
fields. The other two interaction conditions, namely the strong relativistic and non-relativistic interactions between
electrically charged unit-fields, are also possible. Under the strong relativistic (12,21 ~ €3y + €35) interaction, which
corresponds the extremely small distance R ~ rg , one should use the above-derived equations with the relations
B27), B50) and BEI) instead of the relations (B54]) and [B5A). The strong-relativistic interaction forces ([Bh0) and
B5I) acting upon the first and second unit-fields (particles) have respectively the forms

Fi2(R) = —%%81221(3) (626)
and
For(R) = -2 cpon(R), (627)
20R 7
where the interaction energy £12(R) is given by Eq. ([B41) as
€12,21 = (6(2)1 + 532 + 512721)1/2 — (01 + €02), (628)

with the relativistic cross-correlation (interaction) total term &2 21 given by Eqgs. (@01]) - (607). It should be stressed
that Egs. (6I5) - (625) are valid in the particular case of the de Broglie electromagnetic generators z/NJon of the unit-
fields having the same moments. Although the distance R ~ ry can be easily realized experimentally, the unit-field
generators of such unit-fields (particles) are not the de Broglie waves because of the strong interaction. That is to say
that the strong relativistic interaction of the charged unit-fields (particles) should be described rather by the equations
(GI7) - (GI3) than Eas. (615 - [625).

The Coulomb and Lorentz interaction between the two electrically-charged unit-fields determining by Eqgs. (GOS8 -
([628) may be interpreted not only by using the electric and magnetic fields and potentials [Eqs. (619) - (G25])], but
also in the terms of the virtual particles. The relativistic energy of the composite charged-field (particle) composed
from the electromagnetically interacting unit-fields (particles) is given by Eq. (B81)) as

e =ty +eon+ 12+ En =€) + ey + E1201 (629)

The energies squared €3, and €2,, which do not depend on the electric charges of the 1st and the 2nd unit-fields
(elementary particles), could be attributed to the "moving” and ”non-moving” masses of the 1st and 2nd relativistic
normal unit-fields (particles). The electrical cross-correlation terms E13 = E12(qo1, go2) and 21 = E21(qoz, go1) could be
attributed to the "moving” and "non-moving” electric charges of the 1st and 2nd relativistic normal unit-fields. The
electrical cross-correlation terms £12 and &2; associated with the electric charges and electrical interactions could be
considered as the 3rd and 4th virtual relativistic unit-fields (elementary particles) attributed to the relativistic electrical
interaction of the 1st and 2nd normal electrically charged unit-fields. Thus the relativistic electromagnetic interaction
between the two normal electrically charged unit-fields (elementary particles) could be considered (interpreted) as
the interplay of the four unit-fields (particles), where the composite field (particle) is composed from the 1st and
2nd normal charged unit-fields (particles) and the 3rd and 4th virtual unit-fields (particles). For more details of the
interpretation based on the use of virtual particles see the comments to Eq. [B81]). The virtual relativistic unit-fields
(particles), which carry the electromagnetic (Coulomb and Lorentz) forces and energy, logically to call the wvirtual
photons. Since the physical properties of the interaction energy attributed to the energy of the 3rd and 4th wvirtual
relativistic unit-fields (particles) are determined by the gauge ([@T3) with the eigen parameter 1"20 =Tc1l'es =0,
which is interpreted in the total mass (mgimez + 1"011"02)1/2 = (m01m02)1/2 as the gauge-mass squared of the
electrical AC, the virtual particles may be considered as the mass-less gauge bosons (virtual mass-less gauge photons).
In the frame of the Heisenberg energy uncertainty relation and the perturbation approximation, the quantum field
theories and SM have phenomenologically attributed the long range of the electromagnetic (Lorentz) interaction to
absence of the rest mass of gravitons. The present model gives the microscopic explanation of the phenomenon.
The long range of the electromagnetic interaction is attributed to the long-range geometrical factor fo(R) ~ 1/R
©I3) of the unit-fields with the irregular Laplace-ACs, where the field strength of the electromagnetic interaction is
determined by the electrical (Coulomb) constant o (616]). Here, one should not confuse the non-virtual, mass-less,
one-component electromagnetic unit-fields (non-virtual photons) describing by Eq. [@00) with the rest mass mo = 0
and the index I = C, which has the form qﬁanz/;on +’l;0n|:|¢0n = 0. The non-virtual electromagnetic unit-fields (non-
virtual photons) that satisfy this equation have the structure-less form (238]) of the the time-harmonic plane waves
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Yon(r,t) = z/;on(r, t)pon(r,t) = agne’®onr—cont) with the generator z/NJon (r,t) = Ao, et (Ton/2r=leon/21t) and associate-
component ¢y, (r,t) = aone’(kon/2r=[e0n/2It) that are indistinguishable from each other. The non-virtual photons
have the zero rest-mass (mg = 0) with the respective energy-mass relation €3, = k3,,. In contrast to the massive
unit-fields (particles), which obey the time-independent ACs ((an = 0), the non-virtual, mass-less, one-component
electromagnetic unit-fields (non-virtual photons) have the time-dependent ACs (o # 0). In such a case the gauge
(@02) provides the balance between the temporal and spatial variations of the non-virtual electromagnetic unit-field
(non-virtual photon). Notice, in the case of the unit-field g, (r,t) = 1o, ®¢ with the TAC ®¢ = 1, the structure-
less unified unit-field v, attributed to the m-th unified elementary particle is indistinguishable from the unit-field
generator @[;on (for comparison, see Eq. (392) and the relevant examples in Sec. T of the present study)

The model [Eqs. @08) - (629)] describes interaction of the two (N = 2) electrically-charged unit-fields (particles)
with the moments kg1 = ko2 = kg. One can easily follow the model for an arbitrary number N of the electrically-
charged unit-fields (particles) having the de Broglie generators Yon (r,t) = age’Konr=¢0nt) with the moments ko, =
+ko. The model [Egs. (@13]) - (620)] with N >> 1 and s,, = 0 describes the classical (non-quantum) electrostatic and
magnetostatic fields and interactions that correspond to the case of the Lorentz (non-quantum) interaction. In other
words, such a model corresponds to the non-quantum interactions of the classical electrostatics and magnetostatics of
the electrically-charged unit-fields (particles). Among the electrically-charged unit-fields (particles) with the intrinsic
magnetic quantum numbers s, = —1,0,1 of the unit-field spin, the only unit-field (particles) with the spin numbers
s$p = my, = 0 demonstrate the "spin-less” [E12,21(R, 81, 52) = E12,21(R)] Lorentz classical behavior that satisfy the
attractive (go1 = —qo2) and repulsive (go1 = goz2) electrostatic interactions Fl% and the attractive (go1 = qoz2, ko1 = koz
or go1 = —4qo2, k01 = —k02 ) and repulsive (qu = {402, k01 = —kog or go1 = —4qo2, k01 = kog) magnetostatic interactions
FM of the electrically-charged unit-fields (particles). The purely attractive spin-less (Lorentz-like) "non-quantum”
interaction F$, +F2 of the unit-field (particles) with the electric ACs having the spin numbers s,, = 0, electric charges
go1 = —qo2 and momentums kg; = —kg2 could be considered as the ” non-quantum” classical attraction of charged unit-
fields [boson-like (qo1 = —qoz2, ko1 = —ko2) particles] that explains microscopically the Bose-Einstein condensation and
statistics of such particles. Although the ”spin-less” (s, = 0) electrically charged unit-fields (particles) have not been
yet detected, the model [Egs. (615 - 620)] is good for the classical (Coulomb and Lorentz) description of the classical
Coulomb and Lorentz forces. The spin-dependent quantum interaction between the two charged unit-fields, which is
observed experimentally, is described by the Lorentz-like spin-dependent quantum interaction energy Ei12,21(R, s1, $2)
determining by Eqs. (354), (353), (608) - (614) with the spin numbers (s1 =1, 82 =1), (s1 = -1, s =-1), (51 =1,
s9 = —1) or (s1 = —1, so = 1). That is to say that Eqs. (354), (353), ([G08) - (6I4) determine the electromagnetic
properties of the electrically charged unit-field (particle) and their connections with the unit-field spin. A simple
analysis of Eqs. (854)), (853), (608)) - (GI4) for the two identically charged unit-fields shows that the equations describe
the repulsive (s1 = s2, 01 = qo2, ko1 = koz2) and attractive (s1 # s2, 901 = qo2, ko1 = koz2) quantum forces associated
with the Lorentz-like spin-dependent (quantum) interaction energy of the electrically charged fermion-like unit-fields
(fermions). The Pauli exclusion principle states that no two identical (s; = s2,901 = qo2, ko1 = ko2) fermions may
occupy the same quantum state simultaneously. The spin-dependent (quantum) repulsive or attractive interaction of
the identically charged (qo1 = qoz2) unit-fields (fermions) having respectively the same (sy = s3) or different (s1 # s2)
spin numbers could be considered as the physical origin explaining microscopically the Pauli exclusion principle and the
Fermi-Dirac statistics of the fermions, which in canonical quantum mechanics and SM have nature of the unexplained
postulates. Unlike in the traditional quantum field theory and SM, which consider rather the fields of operators than
the fields of particles, Eqs. (354)), (355), ([@08) - (6I14) determine the electromagnetic properties of the electrically
charged unit-field (particle) and their connections with the unit-field spin naturally, without introduction of any pure
mathematical object, like the spin matrix or operators. Moreover, Eqs. (354), (355), (G08) - (GI4) explain, probably
for the first time, why the spin s, = £1/2 of the electrically-charged electron (fermion) in the traditional quantum
field theory and SM is artificially increased in two times up to the value s, = 2(£1/2) = £1 in order to correspond
the experimentally observed value

fin = pp2(£1/2) = +up (630)

of the electron (fermion) magnetic moment p, = pps,, where up = qon/2mo denotes the Bohr magneton. The
present model gives the correct magnetic moment of the electrically-charged unit-field (electron) having the spin
sn = £1 without any artificial adjustment:

pin = pp(£1) = +up. (631)

That also means the present model obeys the same (unified) g-factor ¢ = gs = g, = 1 for both the electron spin
g-factor gs and the electron orbital g-factor gr, which in in the traditional quantum field theory and SM have the
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different values gs = 2 and gy, = 1. Notice, the g-factor ¢ = gg = g;, = 1 corresponds to an electron placed into
the absolute vacuum (”straight” empty space). In the case of the unit-field (electron) interacting (interfering) with
the physical (non-absolute) vacuum associated with other spatially infinite or finite unit-fields, the value g is slightly
larger. The g-factor approaches the value corresponding to the anomalous magnetic moment of an electron in the
traditional quantum electrodynamics. It should be also noted that in the case of the two electrically charged normal
unit-fields (particles) having the spin numbers sy = s; = +1 and charges go1 = —qo2, the unit-fields (particles)
can annihilate. Indeed, the charged unit-fields are the solutions of the equations of motions of the present model
for both the A;,, and —A;,, amplitudes. The Laplace-AC amplitude A; ¢, can be an arbitrary constant [see, Eq.
(@99)]. The two charged unit-fields with s; = s can satisfy the annihilation condition in the case A5, = —Ajs,. In
Eqgs. ([@08) - (629), the charged unit-field (particle) with the positive value of A4, could be considered as a normal
unit-field (particle), while the charged unit-field (particle) with the negative value of Ay,,, could be considered as
an anti-unitfield (anti-particle). The annihilation of the two charged unit-fields with s; = s = 0 does not require
adjustments of the unit-field spins. The easy annihilation of the charged unit-fields with s,, = 0, if they really have
been created under the cosmological Big Bang, could be considered as a physical mechanism of the absence of such
unit-fields (particles) in the present Universe. It should be noted again that Eqgs. (608]) - (629)) are valid in the
particular case of the de Broglie generators 1oy (r,t) = age’®01r=<01t) ([BEE) and g (r, t) = age’ko2r—co2t) (567 . If
the unit-field generators are not the de Broglie plane-waves, then the pure electromagnetic interaction of the unit-
fields (particles) are determined rather by Eqgs. (B40) - (B56]) than Egs. (€08) - (625). The above-present model may
be easily reformulated for any hypothetical unit-field (particle) with the spherically symmetric regular Laplace-AC
([498) if such a kind of elementary particles exists somewhere in the Universe. In such a case, the unit-fields with the
spherically symmetric reqular Laplace-ACs ([@98)) should have the finite external dimensions.

7.3. The interference (interaction) of the unit-fields (particles) having the de Broglie generators (1o,) and the
spherically symmetric, one-component Helmholtz-ACs (®5;): The non-quantum and quantum pure-week and
pure-strong interactions

1. The non-quantum and quantum pure-weak interactions of the unit-fields (particles)

For the sake of simplicity, I present here the equations for the two unit-fields, namely for the unit-fields 191 = o1 i
(38) and g2 = Y2 P4 (G39) of the composite field 1 = o1 B¢ + 1hoo®4 (GAT), where the total associate-components
(TACs) have the one-component forms ®¢ = ¢;1 and ®§ = ¢i2, and the relevant values are given by ko1 = ko2 = ko,
€01 = €02 = €0, M1 = M2 = Mo, X1 = Q3 = and Fil = Fig = Fl A simple analysis of the unit-fields (particles)
(538) and (539) having the de Broglie generators gy (r,t) = age’korr—co1t+e1) ([FFE) and tog(r, t) = age’korr—eoat+az)
(B67) and the spherically symmetric Helmholtz-ACs associated with the spherical Bessel functions of the first (G08])
or second (BI0) kind shows that only the one-component unit-fields (B38) related to the spherical Bessel functions
(B08) of the first kind with the real (I'?, r = Twyr = [Ty |r) argument and the quantum numbers (I, = 0, s, = 0)
or (I, =1, s, = —1,0,1) are suitable for description of the pure-weak interactions of the unit-fields (particles) with
the short-range interaction energy. Moreover, among these unit-fields the only one-component unit-fields with the
quantum numbers [, = 1 and s,, = +1 demonstrate the experimentally observed physical properties of the pure-weak
interaction. Indeed, in the case of the first Helmholtz-AC [p;1 = édw1(r)] centered at the origin and the second
Helmholtz-AC [pi2 = dwa(r — R)] located at the distance R = |R| = |Ry2]| in the azimuthal direction, the relativistic
interaction (cross-correlation) total term (B71]) has the form

g 2 00
812121(1{, ll, 12, S1, 82) = k01k02 A1151A12S2a3/ d@sm@/ d(p/ TQdell (FWIT)jlg (FW2|r - RDf +
0=0 =0 0
T 2 0o
+ [moimoz + THT) AllslAlzszag/ d95in6‘/ dcp/ 7°2d7°jll(1"er)jl2 (Twalr —R|)f|, (632)
0=0 =0 0
where
I'fy =T% =Twi1 =Twz = |T'wi| = Twe| #0
lhhi=l=1 (633)

Here, the angle factor f = f(r, R,0,p,l1,l2, s1, $2) associated with the spherical harmonics has the form

f(ru R7 97 ®, ll7 l27 S1, 82) = l/lfl *(97 QO)YE22 (97 @2) + l/lfl (97 QO)YS2*(97 @2)7 (634)

l2
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where the intrinsic ”magnetic” quantum numbers are given by s; = —1,0,1 and sy = —1,0,1, and 2 = pa(r, R, ¢)
denotes the azimuthal angle associated with the vector r — R in the spherical coordinate system of the second
Helmholtz-AC. Notice, a simple analysis also shows that Eqs. ([B72) - (574) derived by using the non-relativistic
(Newton) approximation of the unit-field (particle) energy do not describe correctly the weak interaction of unit-fields
(particles). That means that the weakly interacting unit-fields (elementary particles) are relativistic objects describing
rather by the Einstein particle energy than by the Newton particle energy. Also note that the relativistic interaction
(cross-correlation) total term &12.21(R, 11,12, s1,s2) = 0 if the intrinsic orbital quantum numbers I; # l3. That is to
say that the two one-component unit-fields having the different intrinsic orbital quantum numbers do not interact
weakly with each other. To exclude the singularities in the particle self-energy ([#I0) and the cross-correlation energy
([632)) associated with the points » = 0 and r — R = 0, one should suppose that the weakly interacting Helmholtz-AC's
éw1(r) and @2 (r—R) are hollow around these points in the bolls of the radius 7. A simple analysis shows that the
infinite upper integration limit (r;) = co) in Eq. (632) is inconsistent with the finite fields and energies of the weak
interaction. Indeed, such a case corresponds to the infinite Helmholtz-ACs with infinite interaction energies. In order
to satisfy the finite fields and energies of the weak interaction, one should suppose that the unit-field Helmholtz-AC
of the weakly interacting unit-field is limited by the upper boundary of the radius Tff; < 00, where rff; >y, In
other words, the unit-field Helmholtz-AC vanishes above the AC upper boundary (integration limit). The calibration
of unit-fields by the "ultraviolet” and ”infrared” cut-offs of the AC fields yielded the relativistic weak interaction
(cross-correlation) term Ei2.91 = £12,21(R, 11, l2, $1, s2) with the modified upper and lower integration limits:

E12,21(R, 11,12, 51, 52) = korkoa fw + [mo1moz + Twil'we] fw, (635)

where the weak-interaction geometrical factor

fw = fw(R, 12,51, 52) (636)

is given by
fw (R, 1,12, 81,82) =

T 27 R—r(‘;‘ﬁow/Z 7‘1‘:‘;
= AllslAlzszag/ d@sin@/ dcp/ / 7“2d7“jl1 (Cw1r)ji, (Cwa|r — RJ) f. (637)
0=0 ©=0 r(‘)}v R+r(‘)}f/up/2

It should be stressed that the Helmholtz-AC amplitude Ay, s, can be an arbitrary constant [see, Eq. (508))], which cold
be called the weak isospin. If the n-th weakly interacting unit-field (particle) has the ”charge-like” weak hypercharge
Q" which is different from the electric (Coulomb) charge, then the amplitude A;, s, in Eq. (637) could be presented
in the form A; . (m,/Q") that corresponds to the ”electric-like” (”electromagnetic-like” ) weak interaction mediating
by the hypercharge of the weakly interacting unit-field (particle) [for the comparison, see Eq. (616])]. Naturally, the
Helmholtz-AC amplitude (weak isospins or weak hypercharges) of the unit-fields (particles) should be adjusted to the
value corresponding to the experimentally observed parameters of the weak interaction. In contrast to the traditional
quantum field theories, the Helmholtz-AC amplitude associated with the weak isospin or weak hypercharge of the
weakly-interacting unit-field (particle) gives the physical (non-phenomenological) explanation of the weak isospin and
weak hypercharge of an elementary particle. The radius

r=ry (638)
could be considered as the external radius of a weakly interacting unit-field (particle). The parameter r = " logically
to associate with the classical radius of a weakly interacting particle. The value |r — R|, which is calculated by using
a simple geometrical analysis of the two vectors, is a function of the parameters r, R, § and ¢. Correspondingly, the
integration limits Tgf/low, rgf/up and TZ‘Z/, are calculated by using this geometrical analysis as functions of the parameters
r, R, 0, p, rlV and Tff;.

If the "non-quantum” (spin-independent) weak interaction does exist somewhere in the Universe, then the unit-
fields (particles) with de Broglie generators and the spherically symmetric Helmholtz-A Cs associated with the spherical
Bessel functions of first kind and the quantum numbers I,, = 0, s, = 0 could be attributed to such an interaction. In
the case of the unit-field Helmholtz-ACs with the quantum numbers I; = [ = 0 and s; = s3 = 0, the spherical Bessel
functions in Eq. (637) are given simply by

sin(Twr)

g Twar) = jo(T'war) = (639)

FWl’I”
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and

sin(Tyo|r — R|)

j1, (T —R|) = jo(I —R|) = 640

i (Tywalr = RJ) = jo(Twalr — R) = SR 2D, (640)
and the angle factor f = f(r, R,0,p,11,12,51,82) = f(r,R,0,¢,0,0,0,0) has the spin-independent form

f('f', R7 97 ®, 07 07 07 0) = YOO*(97 SD)YOO(97 SOQ) + Y00(97 SD)YOO* (97 @2) = 1/27T (641)

The annihilation of the two weakly interacting unit-fields with the quantum numbers I; =l = 0 and s; = s3 =0
does not require adjustments of the unit-field spins. The easy annihilation of the weakly interacting unit-fields with
Iy =13 =0 and s; = s3 = 0, if they really have been created under the cosmological Big Bang, could be considered
as a physical mechanism explaining the absence of such unit-fields (particles) at the present stage of Universe.

The physical properties of quantum (spin-dependent) weak interactions, which are observed experimentally, could
be attributed to the unit-fields (particles) having the de Broglie generators and the spherically symmetric Helmholtz-
ACs associated with the spherical Bessel functions of the first kind and the quantum numbers I,, = 1, s,, = +1. In
the case of Iy = Iy = 1 and s; = £1, s3 = +£1, the relativistic weak interaction (cross-correlation) term Ei221 =
E12,21(R, 11,12, 81, 82) is determine by Eqgs. (635) - (637), where the spherical Bessel functions are given by

. . sin(I'wir cos(I'wqr
ity (Cwar) = i (Twar) = (ngf:;ﬁ— F(WVIV;) (642)

and

.. .. sin(l'ywalr — R cos('walr — R
i (iTywale = Rj) = (Pl - ) = el 22D cosllalr ), (643

and the angle factor f = f(r, R,0,p,l1,l2,51,82) = f(r,R,0,p,1,1, 51, $2) has the spin-dependent form
f(Tv Ra 95 2 15 17 51, 52) = }/181 *(97 <P)Y182 (95 902) + }/151 (95 @)Ylsz*(ea 902) (644)

Although the weakly interacting unit-fields (particles) with the quantum numbers I; = lo = 1 and s1 = s2 = 0
can exist in principle, the annihilation of such unit-fields does not require adjustments of the unit-field spins. The
absence of the weakly interacting unit-fields (particles) with the quantum numbers [,, = 1 and s,, = 0 in the present
Universe, if they have been created after the cosmological Big Bang, could be considered as s a physical mechanism
explaining of the absence of such unit-fields (particles) at the present stage of Universe. It should be noted that the
relativistic interaction (cross-correlation) total term &2 21 (R, l1, 12, s1, $2) = 0 if the intrinsic orbital quantum numbers
l1 # l5. The "weak strength” of the weakly interacting unit-field is attributed to the properties of the weak-interaction
geometrical factor (G37T), while the short-range of the weak interaction is associated with the external radius r}f; of
the Helmholtz-AC.

The weak-relativistic (E1221 << €2, + €35) interaction forces ([B54) and (B55) acting upon the first and second
unit-fields (particles) have respectively the forms

Fi2(R) = —%%512,21(&11,12,81, 52) (645)
and
Fa1(R) = li512 21(R, 1, b2, 51, 52). (646)
20R 7

Analysis of Egs. ([632) - (640]) shows that the weakly interacting unit-fields 19, = Yordw1 and o2 = Yoedwe indeed
have the finite interaction energies corresponding to the finite total interaction (cross-correlation) term £12 21 # oo in
the case of the Helmholtz-AC dimensions r§" # 0 and TZ‘Z/, # oo. The interaction energy decreases with the increase
of the value R and approaches the zero value at R > r}f{,. The dimensions r§’ # 0 and TZ‘; # oo should be adjusted
to the values, which are in agreement with the physical properties of the weak interactions. The parameter 4’ could
be interpreted as the classical radius of the particle, while TZ[; as the external radius of the unit-field determining the
short range of weak interactions Helmholtz-AC.

Equations (632) - ([646) are valid for the weak relativistic (E12.21 << €31 + €35) interaction, which is the case of
the most of experimental conditions. The other two interaction conditions, namely the strong relativistic and non-
relativistic weak interactions, are also possible. Under the strong relativistic (E1291 ~ €3, + €35) weak interaction,
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which corresponds to the extremely small distance R ~ 7y, one should use the above-derived equations with the
relations (B47), B50) and (BEI) instead of the relations ([B54) and (BBH). The strong-relativistic weak-interaction
forces (350) and (B5I]) acting upon the first and second unit-fields (particles) have respectively the forms

Fi2(R) = —%%812,21(3) (647)
and
For(R) = -2 chon(R), (648)
20R 7

where the weak-interaction energy 12(R) is given by Eq. B471) as
e12,21 = (€31 + €3y + E12,21)"? — (c01 + €02), (649)

with the relativistic cross-correlation (interaction) total term &12,21 given by Eqs. ([632)) - (646). It should be stressed
that Eqs. ([632)) - ([640) are valid in the particular case of the de Broglie generators of the unit-fields having the same
moments. Although the distance R ~ ry probably can be realized in some very particular experimental conditions, the
unit-field generators of such unit-fields (particles) are not the de Broglie waves. In other words, the strong relativistic
weak-interaction of the real unit-fields (particles) should be described rather by the equations (604) - (606]) than Egs.
(BR7) - @03). A simple analysis also shows that Eqs. (B72) - (574)) derived by using the non-relativistic (Newton)
approximation of the unit-field (particle) energy do not describe correctly the weak interactions. That means that the
weakly interacting unit-fields (elementary particles) are relativistic objects describing rather by the Einstein particle
energy than by the Newton particle energy.

The weak interaction between the two unit-fields determining by Eqs. (632]) - (646]) may be interpreted not only by
using the ”electric-like” and ”"magnetic-like” weak-interaction fields and potentials, which are somewhat similar to the
respective Eqs. (597) - (603), but also in the terms of the virtual particles. The relativistic energy of the composite
field (particle) composed from the weakly interacting unit-fields (particles) is given by Eq. (381]) as

62 = 5%1 + 532 + 812 + 521 = 681 + 532 + 512721. (650)

The energies squared 2, and €3, could be attributed to the "moving” and “non-moving” masses of the 1st
and 2nd relativistic normal unit-fields (elementary particles). The weak-interaction cross-correlation terms &3 =
E12(mo1, Tw; moz, Twe) and a1 = E21(mo2, Twa; mo1, Twi) could be attributed to the "moving” and ”non-moving”
masses mo1, Mo2, I'w1 and I'yo of the 1st and 2nd relativistic normal unit-fields. The weak-interaction cross-
correlation terms &2 and &2; associated with the masses mg1, mo2, ['w1 and I'yyo and the weak interactions may
be considered as interplay of the 3rd and 4th virtual relativistic unit-fields (elementary particles) attributed to the
relativistic weak-interaction of the 1st and 2nd normal massive unit-fields (elementary particles). Thus the rela-
tivistic weak-interaction between the two normal relativistic unit-fields (elementary particles) could be considered
(interpreted) as the interplay of the four unit-fields (particles), where the composite field (particle) is composed
from the 1st and 2nd normal unit-fields (particles) and the 3rd and 4th wirtual unit-fields (particles). For more
details of the interpretation based on the use of virtual particles see the comments to Eq. B8I). The wvirtual rel-
ativistic unit-fields (elementary particles), which carry the weak force and energy, logically to call the virtual W or
Z bosons mediated by the weak isospin or the weak hypercharge of the 1st and 2nd normal unit-fields (particles).
The names W and Z bosons correspond to the carriers of the weak interaction in the quantum field theories and
SM. The weakly interacting normal unit-field (particle) with the mass mg, obey the relations mg, << I'w,. In
such a case the weak-interaction cross-correlation terms are given by £12(mo1, Dwi; mo2, Twz) = E12(Tw1, Twe) and
Ea1(moz, Twa; mor, Twi) = E21(Twa, w1 ), where the values I'yq and T'yo could be interpreted as the gauge masses
of the virtual W or Z bosons associated with the 1st and 2nd weakly interacting normal unit-fields (particles). In the
frame of the Heisenberg energy uncertainty relation and the perturbation approximation, the short range of the weak
interaction is attributed phenomenologically (formally) by the quantum field theories and SM to the heaviness of the
virtual W and Z bosons. The present model gives the microscopic explanation of the phenomenon. The short-range of
the weak interaction is attributed to the finite external radius TZ‘Z/, of the heavy Helmholtz-AC of the weakly interacting
unit-field (particle). It should be stressed that the parameter Ty, # 0 could be attributed to the mass of the weakly
interacting particles even in the case of the unit-fields (particles) that obey the zero rest-mass mo = 0 [see, Eq. ([@83))].

The model [Egs. [632]) - (650))] describes interaction of the two (N = 2) weakly interacting unit-fields (particles) with
the moments kg; = kg2 = kg. One can easily follow the model for an arbitrary number N of the weakly interacting
unit-fields (particles) having the de Broglie generators @[;on(r, t) = age®onr—cont) with the moments kg, = +ko. The
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model [Egs. ([632) - (650)] with N >> 1 and s, = 0 describes the spin-independent (non-quantum,)” electrostatic-like”
and "magnetostatic-like” weak-interaction fields and weak interactions that correspond to the case of the Lorentz-
like (non-quantum) spin-independent interaction. In other words, such a model corresponds to the non-quantum
interactions of the ”electrostatics” and "magnetostatics” of the weakly interacting unit-fields (particles). Among the
weakly interacting unit-fields (particles) with the intrinsic magnetic quantum numbers s,, = —1,0,1 of the unit-
field spin, the only unit-field (particles) with the spin numbers s, = m, = 0 demonstrate the ”"spin-independent”
[E12,21 (R, 51, 2) = E12,21(R)] Lorentz-like behavior that satisfy the attractive (A;,s, = —Ai,s,) and repulsive (4;,5, =
Ay,s,) "electrostatic-like” weak interactions F$,,, and the attractive (Aj,s, = Alpsy, ko1 = ko2 or Ay s, = —Aps,,
ko1 = —ko2 ) and repulsive (A, s, = Aiys,, ko1 = —koa or Ay, = —Au,s,, ko1 = Ko2) "magnetostatic-like” interactions
FM., of the weakly interacting unit-fields (particles). The purely attractive spin-independent (Lorentz-like) ”non-
quantum” interaction F§,,,+FM , of the unit-field (particles) with the weak-interaction ACs having the spin numbers
sn = 0, amplitudes A;, = —A;, and momentums kg = —kg2 could be considered as the ”non-quantum” attraction
of weakly interacting unit-fields [boson-like (A;, = —Ai,, ko1 = —ko2) particles] that explains microscopically the
Bose-Einstein condensation and statistics of such particles. Although the ”spin-less” (s, = 0) weakly interacting
unit-fields (particles) have not been yet detected, the model [Egs. ([©32) - (650)] is good for the (Coulomb-like and
Lorentz-like) description of the weak-interaction forces. The spin-dependent (quantum) interaction between the weakly
interacting unit-fields, which is observed experimentally, is described by the Lorentz-like spin-dependent (quantum)
interaction energy E12.21(R, s1, s2) determining by Egs. (354), (353), (632) - (€50) with the spin numbers (s1 = 1,
sa=1), (s1=—-1,80=-1), (s1 =1, s2=—1) or (s = —1, s = 1). In other words, Eqs. (854), (353), [©32) -
(650) determine the interaction properties of the weakly interacting unit-field (particle) and their connections with
the unit-field spin. A simple analysis of Eqs. ([B54), (853), (632) - (650) for the two unit-fields with the amplitudes
Al s, = Aiys, shows that the equations describe the repulsive (s1 = sa, Alys;, = Alysy, ko1 = ko2) and attractive
(s1 # s2, Al s, = Alysy, ko1 = Ko2) quantum forces associated with the Lorentz-like spin-dependent (quantum) energy
of the weakly interacting fermion-like unit-fields (fermions). The Pauli exclusion principle states that no two identical
(s1 = $2, A5, = Alys,, k01 = Ko2) fermions may occupy the same quantum state simultaneously. The spin-dependent
(quantum,) repulsive or attractive weak-interaction of the unit-fields (fermions) with the amplitudes Aj s, = Aiysy
having respectively the same (s1 = sa) or different (s1 # s2) spin numbers could be considered as the physical
origin explaining microscopically the Pauli exclusion principle and the Fermi-Dirac statistics of the weakly interacting
fermions, which in canonical quantum mechanics and SM have nature of the unexplained postulates. Unlike in the
traditional quantum field theory and SM, which consider rather the fields of operators than the fields of particles, Eqgs.
B54), (355), (632) - ([G50) determine the ”electromagnetic-like” properties of the weakly interacting unit-field (particle)
and their connections with the unit-field spin naturally, without introduction of any pure mathematical object, like
the spin matrix or operators. It should be also noted that in the case of the two weakly interacting, normal unit-fields
(particles) having the spin numbers s; = so = £1 and amplitudes A;, 5, = —Aj,s,, the unit-fields (particles) can
annihilate. Indeed, the weakly interacting unit-fields are the solutions of the equations of motions of the present
model for both the A;,, and —A;,, amplitudes. The Helmholtz-AC amplitude A;, s, can be an arbitrary constant
[see, Eq. (B08))]. The two weakly interacting unit-fields with s; = so can satisfy the annihilation condition in the case
Ays, = —Ais,. In Egs. ([632) - (650), the unit-field (particle) with the positive value of A4, could be considered as
a normal unit-field (particle), while the unit-field (particle) with the negative value of Aj,,, could be considered as
an anti-unitfield (anti-particle). The annihilation of the two weakly interacting unit-fields with s; = s = 0 does not
require adjustments of the unit-field spins. The easy annihilation of the weakly interacting unit-fields with s,, = 0, if
they really have been created under the cosmological Big Bang, could be considered as a physical mechanism of the
absence of such unit-fields (particles) in the present Universe. It should be noted again that Eqs. ([632) - (650) are
valid in the particular case of the de Broglie generators 11 (r,t) = age’*01*=<01t) ([GEE) and oo (r, t) = age’(ko2r—co2t)
(B67). If the unit-field generators are not the de Broglie time-harmonic plane-waves, then the pure-weak interaction
of the unit-fields (particles) are determined rather by the general equations (546) - (B50]) than the particular equations
([632) - (©50). One can easily follow the present model for any hypothetical unit-field (particle) with the spherically
symmetric Helmholtz-ACs associated with the spherical Bessel functions (5I0) of the second kind, if such elementary
particles exist somewhere in the Universe. In such a case, the spherically symmetric Helmholtz-ACs associated with
the spherical Bessel functions (BI0) of the second kind should have the finite external radius.

2. The non-quantum and quantum pure-strong interactions of the unit-fields (particles)

An analysis of the unit-fields (particles) (B38) and (539) having the de Broglie generators (G66) and (B6T) and
the spherically symmetric Helmholtz-ACs associated with the modified spherical Bessel functions of the first (G09)
or second (BII) kind, which is quite similar to the above-presented analysis of the weakly interacting unit-fields,
shows that only the one-component unit-fields ([B38) related to the modified spherical Bessel functions ([B09) of the
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first kind with the imaginary (I'¢,,r = i|I's,|r) argument and the quantum numbers (I, = 0, s, = 0) or (I, = 1,
s$n = —1,0,1) may be considered as candidates for the pure-strong interactions of the unit-fields (particles) with the
short-range interaction energy. Furthermore, the only one-component unit-fields with the quantum numbers /,, = 1
and s, = 1 obey the experimentally observed physical properties of the pure-strong interaction. In the case of the
first Helmholtz-AC [¢i1 = ¢s1(r)] centered at the origin and the second Helmholtz-AC' [pi2 = dwa2(r — R)] located
at the distance R = |R| = |R12] in the azimuthal direction, the relativistic interaction (cross-correlation) total term
(ETI) has the form

Er221(R, 1, 2, 51, 82) = Korkoz | Aty sy Al s, a0 /;O d@sinﬁ/%odcp/o r2drji, (i|Ts1|r)ji, (iDs2|lr = R|) f| +
= i @_277 .
+ [movmes — [Tsa|[Tsal] | Aty oy Atyay /e_odesme/w_o dgo/o P2drjy, (iTs1 )i, (i T2l v — RIS | , (651)
where
If =illsi| = i[Ts2| #0

lh=ly=1. (652)

Here, the angle factor f = f(r, R,0,p,11,l2, s1, $2) associated with the spherical harmonics is given by
F(r R, 0,0,01,1a,51,82) = Y77 (0, 0)Y,7 (0, 02) + Y7 (0, 0) Y227 (0, 2), (653)
where the intrinsic ”magnetic” quantum numbers are given by s;1 = —1,0,1 and so = —1,0, 1, and po = wa(r, R, )

denotes the azimuthal angle associated with the vector r — R in the spherical coordinate system of the second
Helmholtz-AC. Notice, a simple analysis also shows that Eqs. (&12) - (&4) derived by using the non-relativistic
(Newton) approximation of the unit-field (particle) energy do not describe correctly the strong interaction of unit-
fields (particles). That means that the strongly interacting unit-fields (elementary particles) are relativistic objects
describing rather by the Einstein particle energy than by the Newton particle energy. The relativistic interaction
(cross-correlation) total term &12.21 (R, 1,12, 51, $2) = 0 if the intrinsic orbital quantum numbers I3 # l3. That is to
say that the two one-component unit-fields having the different intrinsic orbital quantum numbers do not interact
strongly with each other. In order to exclude the singularities in the self-correlation energy ([@I0) and the cross-
correlation energy (G51) associated with the points = 0 and r — R = 0, one should suppose that the strongly
interacting Helmholtz-ACs ¢351(r) and ¢ga2(r — R) are hollow around these points in the bolls of the radius r5. A
simple analysis shows that the infinite upper integration limit (1}, = oc) in Eq. (632) does not compare well with
the finite fields and energies of the strong interaction. The case of rfp = 0o corresponds to the infinite Helmholtz-ACs
with infinite strong-interaction energies. In order to satisfy the finite fields and energies of the strong interaction,
one should suppose that the unit-field Helmholtz-AC of the strongly interacting unit-field is limited by the upper
boundary (integration limit) of the radius Tfp < 0o. That means that the unit-field Helmholtz-AC vanishes above the
AC upper boundary. The calibrations of unit-fields yielded the relativistic strong interaction (cross-correlation) term
E12,.21 = E12.21(R, 11, 12, $1, 52) with the modified integration boundaries:

E12,21(R, 11,12, 51, 52) = korkoa fs + [mo1moz — |T's1||Tsz|] fs, (654)

where the strong-interaction geometrical factor fs = fs(R, 11,12, s1, $2) is given by
fs(R. 11,12, 81,82) =

T 2 R—r(‘ilow/2 rfp
— Ay Auye,al / d0sing / dy / / r2drji, (i1 |r)ju, (i Dsal e — RS- (655)
0=0 =0 r[‘f R+r[‘iup/2

Notice, the Helmholtz-AC amplitude A; s, can be an arbitrary constant [see, Eq. ([E09)]. If the n-th strongly
interacting unit-field (particle) has the ”colar charge” Q,,, which is different from the electric (Coulomb) charge,
then the amplitude A; s, in Eq. (G653) could be presented in the form Aj s (Q§,/mon) that corresponds to the
7electric-like” (”electromagnetic-like”) weak interaction mediating by the ”hyper charges” Q§,, [for the comparison,
see Eqs. (@I0) and (G37)] . The Helmholtz-AC amplitudes color charges of the unit-fields (particles) should be
adjusted to the values corresponding to the experimentally observed parameters of the strong interaction. Unlike in
the conventional quantum field theories, the Helmholtz-AC amplitude associated with the hyper (color) charge of the
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strongly-interacting unit-field (particle) gives the physical (non-phenomenological) explanation of the color charge.
The parameters

r=ry (656)
and
r=ry, (657)

could be considered respectively as the particle classical dimension and the external radius of a strongly interacting
unit-field. The value |r — R, which is calculated by using a simple geometrical analysis of the two vectors, is a function
of the parameters 7, R, § and . Respectively, the integration limits r& low? rg’) up and rfp are calculated by using this
geometrical analysis as functions of the parameters r, R, 6, ¢, rg and rfp.

If the "non-quantum” (spin-independent) strong interaction does exist somewhere in the Universe, then the unit-
fields (particles) with de Broglie generators and the spherically symmetric Helmholtz-ACs associated with the modified
spherical Bessel functions of first kind and the quantum numbers [, = 0, s,, = 0 could be associated with such an
interaction. In the case of the unit-field Helmholtz-ACs with the quantum numbers I = I3 = 0 and s; = s = 0, the
modified spherical Bessel functions in Eq. (G55) are given by

o o (i))OTY21 o (salr)  sinh([Tsalr) 1 [ellsilr e ITsilr
Sl =0l = a7~ sl 2\Tsil sl (05
and
o o I /o(|Ts2llr — RY)
jl2(71| 52||r |) ]0(Z| 52||r |) (27T71|F52||I'—R|)1/2
_ sinh(|Tsof[r —R[) 1 ( ell'sallr—Rl e|FS2||”R> (659)
ITszllr — R| 2 \[Ps2|lr —=R| [Ps2flr —R|)’
and the angle factor f = f(r, R,0,p,11,12,51,82) = f(r,R,0,¢,0,0,0,0) has the spin-independent form
f(’f', R7 97 ®, 07 07 07 0) = YOO*(97 SD)YOO (97 902) + YOO (97 SD)YOO* (97 902) = 1/27T (660)

The annihilation of the two strongly interacting unit-fields (particles) with the quantum numbers I; = Iy = 0 and
51 = s2 = 0 does not require adjustments of the unit-field spins. The easy annihilation of the strongly interacting
unit-fields (particles) with the quantum numbers l; = I3 = 0 and s; = s = 0, if these unit-fields (particles) really have
been created under the cosmological Big Bang, could be considered as a physical mechanism explaining the absence
of such unit-fields (particles) at the present stage of Universe.

The physical properties of quantum (spin-dependent) strong interactions, which are observed experimentally, could
be attributed to the unit-fields (particles) having the de Broglie generators and the spherically symmetric Helmholtz-
ACs associated with the modified spherical Bessel functions of first kind and the quantum numbers [, =1, s, = +1.
In the case of [y =lp = 1 and s; = £1, s; = £1, the relativistic strong interaction (cross-correlation) term Ej2.21 =
E12,21(R, 11,12, 81, s2) has the form (654]), where the modified spherical Bessel functions are given by

i iTsilr) = g1 (iTsalr) = D Ae(lsil) i [cosh(Tsalr) = (Tsrlr) sinh(Tsilr)]
hAE st Hon st (27 Li[Tg1|r)1/2 Tsu|r

3 ‘FSI‘T _|F51|7‘ ‘F51|’I‘ —|F51‘r
:1|:(6 +€ )_(6 22_6 22)] (661)
2 ITs1|r ICs1|r |Ts1]?r |Ts1|?r

o o (i)"+Y211 11 2 (|Ds2lIr — R)
F — = F — = =
J1, (i Ts2||r — R|) = j1(i[['s2||r — R) (2n Y| gs|lr — R|)1/2

_ i [cosh(|Tsa|[r — R|) — (|Tsz|lr — R|)~"sink(|Csal[r — R[)] _

[Ds2llr — R

i ells2llr=R|  ,—|Ts2|[r—R| elTs2/[r—R| o—|Ts2([r—R|
= < + ) - 5 — 5|1 (662)
2 [\Ilsz|[r =R| = [Iszf[r — R Tso2r —R>  |Ts2l?|r — R

and
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and the angle factor f = f(r, R,0,p,11,12,51,82) = f(r,R,0,¢,1,1, s1, $2) has the spin-dependent form
f(T, R7 97 2 17 17 51, 82) = YISI*(ev (P)Yi” (97 302) + les1 (97 SD)Y152*(97 302)' (663)

It should be noted that the relativistic strong-interaction (cross-correlation) total term &io.21(R, 11,12, 51, $2) = 0 if
the intrinsic orbital quantum numbers [y # l3. Although the strongly interacting unit-fields (particles) with the
quantum numbers [y = I3 = 1 and s; = s = 0 can exist in principle, the annihilation of such unit-fields does not
require adjustments of the unit-field spins. The absence of the strongly interacting unit-fields (particles) with the
quantum numbers l,, = 1 and s, = 0 in the present Universe, if they have been created under the cosmological Big
Bang, could be considered as s a physical mechanism explaining of the absence of such unit-fields (particles) at the
present stage of Universe. The ”strong strength” of the strongly interacting unit-field is attributed to the properties
of the strong-interaction geometrical factor (G5H]), while the short-range of the strong interaction is associated with
the external radius rfp of the Helmholtz-AC. Thus the parameter r§ could be interpreted as the classical radius of
the particle, while rfp as the external dimension of the unit-field determining the short range of weak interactions
Helmholiz-AC.

The weak-relativistic (E1221 << €&, + €35) interaction forces ([B354) and (355) acting upon the first and second
unit-fields (particles) have respectively the forms

10
Fi2(R) = —§ﬁ512,21(R711712781, $2) (664)
and
For(R) = =015 o1 (Ro 11,1 ) (665)
21 - 28R 12,21 5 U1y 2781782 .

Analysis of Egs. ([651)) - ([663]) shows that the strongly interacting unit-fields vp; = Yo1¢s1 and Yoz = Yo2¢se indeed
have the finite interaction energies corresponding to the finite total interaction (cross-correlation) term &1221 # 0o
in the case of the Helmholtz-AC dimensions r§ # 0 and rfp # oo. The dimensions r§ # 0 and rfp # oo should be
adjusted to the values, which are in agreement with the physical properties of the strong interactions. The parameters
r§ and rfp could be interpreted as the internal and internal dimensions of the unit-field having the strong-interaction
Helmholtz-AC. The strong-interaction energy and force do increase exponentially with the increase of the distance
R between the strongly interacting unit-fields (particles) and approaches the zero value at the distance R > 2rfp.
Indeed, the volume of interaction associated with the two overlapping Helmholtz-ACs slowly decreases with increasing
the distance R, while the energy of the interaction (cross-correlation) of the Helmholtz-ACs increases exponentially.
On the short distance (R << rfp), the strong force could hold the strongly interacting unit-fields (particles) together
to form the composite field (hadron). On the longer distance (R ~ rfp), the volume of interaction (cross-correlation)
associated with the two overlapping Helmholtz-ACs has the string-like shape. In other words, the lines of strong force
could collimate into strings in such a case. In this way, the present model not only explains in microscopical details how
the strongly interacting unit-fields (particles) interact over short distances, but also the string-like behavior, which
the virtual unit-fields (particles) manifest over longer distances. In the quantum field theories and SM, the color
confinement is the physics phenomenon that color charged particles (such as quarks) cannot be isolated singularly,
and therefore cannot be directly observed. In the present model, the above-considered unit-fields (particles) having
the color charges do interact with each other by means of the strong force, whose value exponentially increases
with the increase of distance between the unit-fields (particles). That gives the microscopic explanation of the color
confinement phenomenon.

The strong interaction between the two unit-fields determining by Eqgs. ([G51)) - (665) may be interpreted not only
by using the ”electric-like” and ”magnetic-like” strong interaction fields and potentials, which are somewhat similar
to the respective Eqs. (B97) - (603]), but also in the terms of the virtual particles. The relativistic energy of the
composite field (particle) composed from the strongly interacting unit-fields (particles) is given by Eq. ([B81) as

52 = 5%1 + 532 + 812 + 521 = Egl + 532 + 512)21. (666)

The energies squared €3; and €3, could be attributed to the "moving” and "non-moving” masses of the 1st and
2nd relativistic normal unit-fields (elementary particles). The strong-interaction cross-correlation terms 12 =
E12(mo1,Ts1;m02,Cs2) and Ea1 = E21(mo2, I'sa; mo1,s1) could be attributed to the ”moving” and ”non-moving”
masses mo1, M2, L's1 and I'go of the 1st and 2nd relativistic normal unit-fields. The strong-interaction cross-
correlation terms &2 and &5 associated with the masses mg1, mog2, I's1 and I'so and the strong interactions may
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be considered as the interplay of the 3rd and 4th wvirtual relativistic unit-fields (elementary particles) attributed to
the relativistic strong interaction of the 1st and 2nd normal massive unit-fields (elementary particles). Thus the rel-
ativistic strong-interaction between the two normal relativistic unit-fields (elementary particles) could be considered
(interpreted) as the interplay of the four unit-fields (particles), where the composite field (particle) is composed from
the 1st and 2nd normal unit-fields (particles) and the 3rd and 4th wvirtual unit-fields (particles). For more details
of the interpretation based on the use of virtual particles see the comments to Eq. @B8I). The virtual relativistic
unit-fields (elementary particles), which carry the strong force and energy, logically to call the virtual gluons induced
by the color charges of the 1st and 2nd normal unit-fields (particles). The name gluon corresponds to the carrier
of the strong interaction in the quantum field theories and SM. The strongly interacting normal unit-field (particle)
with the mass mg, obey the relations mg, << I's,. In such a case the strong-interaction cross-correlation terms
are given by 512(m01,I‘51;m02,I‘52) = 512(F51,F52) and 521 (mog,rsg;mol,F51) = 521(1—‘52,1—‘51), where the values
T's; and I'so could be interpreted as the gauge masses of the virtual gluons associated with the 1st and 2nd strongly
interacting normal unit-fields (particles). The parameter I'yy,, # 0 could be attributed to the mass of the strongly
interacting particles even in the case of the unit-fields (particles) that obey the zero rest-mass mo = 0 [see, Eq. ([@83))].
In the frame of the Heisenberg energy uncertainty relation and the perturbation approximation, the short range of the
strong interaction is attributed phenomenologically (formally) by the quantum field theories and SM to the heaviness
of the virtual gluons. The present model gives the microscopic explanation of the phenomenon. The short-range
of the strong interaction is attributed to the finite external radius rfp of the heavy Helmholtz-AC of the strongly
interacting unit-field (particle). In the terms of the virtual particles (gluons) of the present model, the strong force is
assumed to be mediated by gluons, acting upon the strongly interacting unit-fields (particles). On the short distance,
the strong force holds the strongly interacting unit-fields (particles) to form the composite field (particle). The lines
of strong force of the gluons interacting with each other at long distances collimate into strings. In this way, the
physical interpretation of the phenomena is similar to the traditional quantum field theories and SM.

Since the energy squared of the n-th unit-field is positive (g2, > 0), the unit-fields (particles) with the parameters
Isn = i[l'gn| under the condition [s,| > mgo could exist only as the moving ([k3,, + (m§ — |T'sn|?)] > 0) unit-fields
(particles). The model [Egs. (651 - (666l)] describes interaction of the two (N = 2) strongly interacting unit-fields
(particles) with the moments ko1 = koo = kg. One can easily follow the model for an arbitrary number N of
the weakly interacting unit-fields (particles) having the de Broglie generators ﬁon(r,t) = qgoe'®onr—cont) with the
moments kg, = +ko. The model [Egs. (G5I) - ([@60)] with N >> 1 and s, = 0 describes the spin-independent
(non-quantum) ”electrostatic-like” and "magnetostatic-like” strong-interaction fields and strong interactions that
correspond to the case of the Lorentz-like (non-quantum) spin-independent interaction. In other words, such a model
corresponds to the non-quantum interactions of the ”electrostatics” and ”"magnetostatics” of the strongly interacting
unit-fields (particles). Among the strongly interacting unit-fields (particles) with the intrinsic magnetic quantum

numbers s, = —1,0,1 of the unit-field spin, the only unit-field (particles) with the spin numbers s, = m, = 0
demonstrate the ”spin-independent” [E12.21(R, $1,582) = E12,21(R)] Lorentz-like behavior that satisfy the attractive
(A5, = —Aps,) and repulsive (A;,5, = Aj,s,) electrostatic-like” strong interactions F§,,, and the attractive

(Apys; = Alysy, kot = kop or Ay s, = —Auys,, kot = —ko2 ) and repulsive (A, s, = Ays,, kot = —ko2 or Aj, 5, = —Apys,,
ko1 = ko2) "magnetostatic-like” interactions F%u of the strongly interacting unit-fields (particles). The purely
attractive spin-independent (Lorentz-like) "non-quantum” interaction F$,,, + FM , of the unit-field (particles) with

the strong-interaction ACs having the spin numbers s,, = 0, amplitudes A;; = —A;, and momentums ko; = —ko2
could be considered as the ”non-quantum” attraction of strongly interacting unit-fields [boson-like (A;, = —Ai,,
ko1 = —ko2) particles] that explains microscopically the Bose-Einstein condensation and statistics of such particles.

Although the ”spin-less” (s, = 0) strongly interacting unit-fields (particles) have not been yet detected, the model
[Egs. (651) - (G64)] is good for the (Coulomb-like and Lorentz-like) description of the strong-interaction forces. The
spin-dependent (quantum) interaction between the strongly interacting unit-fields, which is observed experimentally, is
described by the Lorentz-like spin-dependent (quantum) interaction energy E12.21(R, s1, s2) determining by Egs. ([357),
(353), (651) - (66A) with the spin numbers (s1 =1, sa =1), (s1 = —1, s2 =—1), (s1 =1, sa=—1) or (s1 = —1,
s2 = 1). In other words, Eqs. (B54), (B53), (G5I) - (666) determine the interaction properties of the strongly
interacting unit-field (particle) and their connections with the unit-field spin. A simple analysis of Eqs. ([B854), (353,
([651) - ([666) for the two unit-fields with the amplitudes A;, 5, = Aj,s, shows that the equations describe the repulsive
(s1 = 82, A5, = Alysy, ko1 = ko2) and attractive (s1 # Sa2, Ay sy = Alysy, Ko1 = Koz2) quantum forces associated with
the Lorentz-like spin-dependent (quantum) energy of the strongly interacting fermion-like unit-fields (fermions). The
Pauli exclusion principle states that no two identical (s1 = sa, Ajys; = Aiys,, ko1 = Koz2) fermions may occupy the
same quantum state simultaneously. The spin-dependent (quantum) repulsive or attractive strong-interaction of the
unit-fields (fermions) with the amplitudes Aj s, = Ai,s, having respectively the same (s1 = s2) or different (s1 # s3)
spin numbers could be considered as the physical origin explaining microscopically the Pauli exclusion principle and
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the Fermi-Dirac statistics of the strongly interacting fermions, which in canonical quantum mechanics and SM have
nature of the unexplained postulates. Unlike in the traditional quantum field theory and SM, which consider rather the
fields of operators than the fields of particles, Eqs. ([B354]), (355), (651) - ([@60) determine the ”electromagnetic-like”
properties of the strongly interacting unit-field (particle) and their connections with the unit-field spin naturally,
without introduction of any pure mathematical object, like the spin matrix or operators. It should be also noted
that in the case of the two strongly interacting, normal unit-fields (particles) having the spin numbers s; = s = +1
and amplitudes A;, 5, = —Aj,s,, the unit-fields (particles) can annihilate. Indeed, the strongly interacting unit-fields
are the solutions of the equations of motions of the present model for both the A;s, and —A;s, amplitudes. The
Helmholtz-AC amplitude A, 5, can be an arbitrary constant [see, Eq. (509)]. The two strongly interacting unit-fields
with $1 = sy can satisfy the annihilation condition in the case A5, = —Ais,. In Egs. (651) - (G64), the unit-field
(particle) with the positive value of A5, could be considered as a normal unit-field (particle), while the unit-field
(particle) with the negative value of Aj,,, could be considered as an anti-unitfield (anti-particle). The annihilation
of the two strongly interacting unit-fields with s; = s3 = 0 does not require adjustments of the unit-field spins.
The easy annihilation of the strongly interacting unit-fields with s,, = 0, if they really have been created under the
cosmological Big Bang, could be considered as a physical mechanism of the absence of such unit-fields (particles) in the
present Universe. It should be stressed again that Eqs. (651)) - (666) are valid in the particular case of the de Broglie
generators o1 (r, t) = age’*01r=0t) ([BEE) and oo (r, t) = age’ko2r—<02t) (EFT). If the unit-field generators are not the
de Broglie plane-waves, then the pure-strong interaction of the unit-fields (particles) are determined rather by Egs.
(26) - (B30) than Egs. (@51 - (666). The above-presented model may be easily reformulated for any hypothetical
unit-field (particle) with the spherically symmetric Helmholtz-ACs associated with the spherical Bessel functions (G11)
of the second kind, if such elementary particles exist somewhere in the Universe. Notice, the spherically symmetric
Helmholtz- A Cs associated with the spherical Bessel functions (BIT)) of the second kind should have the finite external
radius.

7.4. The interference (interaction) of the unit-fields having the de Broglie generators 1/;% and the TACs
containing the spherically symmetric, Laplace-ACs and Helmholtz-ACs ¢in: The unit-fields corresponding to the
experimentally observed particles obeying the different combinations of the gravitational, electromagnetic, weak and
strong interactions

In the standard model of particle physics (SM), the quarks, anti-quarks, leptons, anti-leptons and gauge bosons
are experimentally observed elementary particles, the building blocks of the gravity-less physical matter. All other
particles are made from these elementary particles. Quarks (up, down, charm, strange, top, bottom) and Leptons
(electron neutrino, electron, muon neutrino, muon, tau neutrino, tau) and the respective anti-quarks and anti-leptons
are fermions. If the particles have electric charges, weak isospins, weak hypercharges and color charges, then they
interact with each other electromagnetically, weakly and strongly by exchanging the respective gauge virtual particles.
The gauge virtual particles (photons, W-bosons, Z-bosons, gluons and Higgs particles) are bosons. If the bosons
have the weak isospins or weak hypercharges, then they demonstrate the weak interactions between each other.
The particles and interaction of SM are summarized in Tab. [l In the present section (Sec. 7.4), the unit-fields
having the de Broglie generators 1o, and the different TACs containing the spherically symmetric, Laplace-ACs
and Helmholtz-ACs ¢y, obeying the different combinations of the gravitational, electromagnetic, weak and strong
interactions are identified as the elementary particles, namely the gravitons (mass-less), photons (mass-less), quarks
(massive), anti-quarks (massive), leptons (massive), anti-leptons (massive), W-bosons (massive), Z-bosons (massive)
and gluons (massive) as follows.

1. The mass-less unit-fields corresponding to the non-virtual gravitons. Gravitational interaction of gravitons with
each other. The gravitational interaction of massive unit-fields with each other by the virtual exchange of the mass-less
unit-fields (gravitons) or the curving of space by the massive unit-fields (particles)

In Sec. 7.2., the massive gravitationally interacting unit-fields having the de Broglie generators Yon, which do not
carry electric charges, weak isospins, weak hypercharges and color charges have been attributed to the one-component
unit-fields with the one-component TACs containing the spherically symmetric gravitational Laplace-ACs ¢Gn. The
mass-less one-component unit-fields corresponding to the non-virtual or virtual gravitons are different from the massive
gravitationally interacting unit-fields. The mass-less unit-fields, which do not have the rest masses, electric charges,
weak isospins, weak hypercharges and color charges, are the simplest unit-fields. The non-virtual, one-component,
gravitational unit-fields (non-virtual gravitons) Vo, (r,t) = thon (r,t)dan(r, t) are described by Eq. ([@Q0) with the rest
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mass mg = 0 and the index I = G, which has the form

(bGnEh/;On + 1/N)Onlj(bGn =0. (667)
The solutions of Eq. (667)) are the non-virtual gravitons

1/}071 (r’ t) — aOne’L(konI‘fsont+0¢n)7 (668)

which have the structure-less form ([238]) of the the time-harmonic plane waves with the de Broglie generators

1/~)On(r7t) _ mei(kOnr750nt+an)/2 (669)
and the de Broglie associate-components
QbGn (I‘, t) — /—QOnei(kgnrfsontJran)/Q (670)

that are indistinguishable from each other. In contrast to the massive gravitationally interacting unit-fields (particles),
which obey the time-independent ACSs (¢Gn = 0), the non-virtual, mass-less, one-component gravitational unit-fields
(non-virtual gravitons) have the time-dependent ACs (¢an # 0). The non-virtual gravitons have the zero rest-mass
(mo = 0) with the Einstein energy-mass relation

€on = Kin (671)

for the normalization ag, = 1/ VV. The present model predicts interaction of the identical or almost identical non-
virtual gravitons with each other. The relativistic gravitational interaction (cross-correlation) term (571)) for the two
interacting mass-less gravitons located at the distance R from each other has the form

512721 = k01k02/ 2agcos(Ak12r — A€12t + k02R + Aau)d?’x. (672)
\4

For comparison see the relativistic gravitational interaction (cross-correlation) term (G83]) for the interacting massive
unit-fields (particles) separated by the distance R. In the case of the identical (ko1 = ko2 = ko, Aaja = a1 —as =0
and R = 0) gravitons, the energy-mass relation for the graviton pair is given by Eq. @71)), (304)) and ([B325]) as

e? = Egl + 632 + 512721 = 4kg, (673)
which corresponds the maximum

Emaz = 2Kko, (674)

Standard model of elementary particles and interactions (SM)

Elementary particles

Matter: Quarks and Leptons

Antimatter: Antiquarks and antileptons

Carriers of forces: Photons, W-bosons and Z-bosons, Gluons

Composite particles: Hadrons (Mesons and Barions), nuclei, atoms and molecules

Interactions
FElectromagnetic Force Force carriers: Photons
Weak Force Force carriers: W- and Z-Bosons
Strong Force Force carriers: Gluons

TABLE II: The particles and interactions according to the standard model of elementary particles and interactions (SM). Some
non-standard, candidate theories (Grand Unified Theories or Theories of Everything) do include into SM also the Gravitational

Force by considering the exchange of virtual gravitons (hypothetical particles) or the curving of space by the massive particles
of SM.
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of the graviton-pair energy. In the case of the almost identical (ko1 ~ ko2, Aaja = a3 —as ~ 0 and R ~ 0) gravitons,
the energy squired for the graviton pair could vary in the region

0 < e < 2ko. (675)
The minimum energy
Emin ~ 0. (676)

is attributed to the different (ko1 # ko2, Az # 0 and R # 0) gravitons. An analysis of Eqs. (672) - (676]) predicts
the bunching and anti-bunching of gravitons as well as the Bose-Einstein condensation of such unit-fields (particles).
Notice, the similar coherent phenomena are known in the traditional quantum electrodynamics describing the other
mass-less particles, namely the photons.

The relativistic gravitational interaction (interference) between the massive unit-fields (particles) separated by
the distance R, which is governed by the relativistic gravitational interaction (cross-correlation) term (G83]), can be
considered as the virtual exchange of the above-described gravitons. In other words, the gravitational interaction
may be reinterpreted as the exchange of virtual gravitons at the every time moment ¢. For instance, in the case
of the two one-component unit-fields g1 (r,t) = 1/301(r,t)¢G1(r, t) and ¥pa(r,t) = 1/;02(1', t)dG2(r,t) interacting only
gravitationally, the relativistic gravitational interaction (cross-correlation) total term (568)) - (571]), (583)) has the form

E12,21(R, s1, 52) = korkoa fa + moimoz fa, (677)

where the gravitational geometrical factor fo determining by Eq. (G85]) may be represented as

i 27 R_T(?:low/2 S R.0
fa(R,s1,52) =A151A152a3/ desme/ dso/ / gl R0 ¢51,82)
6=0 ©=0 T

2
G Rr§ /2 r - R|

'[ef’i(k()ll‘fs()lt+a1)ei(k02!‘7602t+0¢2) + ei(koll‘fs(ntJrOLl)e*i(k02P7602t+0¢2)]/2 (678)

with ko1 = ko2, €01 = €02, a1 = a9 and ag;1 = ag2. In such a case, the interaction could be reinterpreted as

the virtual exchange of real gravitons or simply as the exchange of virtual gravitons. The present model of the
interference (interaction) of the unit-fields, which are not the point particles, does not really require the introduction
of the virtual point-particles because such a reinterpretation does not give new inside the mechanism of gravitational
interactions. Nevertheless, the use of the virtual unit-fields (gravitons) provides a background for comparison of the
present model with the traditional quantum field theories, where the point-particles separated by the vacuum may
interact with each other only by the exchange of virtual particles. In the terms of the Einstein general relativity,
the gravitational interaction determining by Eqs. (G77) and (678) may be reinterpreted as the consequence of the
curving space by the massive unit-fields (particles). Indeed, the gravitational geometrical factor fg(R, s1, $2) = const.
could be attributed to the "non-curved” space with the freely moving particles, while the gravitational geometrical
factor fo(R, s1,82) # const. could describe the gravitationally interacting unit-fields (particles). In the present model
of the gravitational interaction of massive unit-fields, the virtual exchange of the mass-less unit-fields (gravitons) is
equivalent to the curving of space by the massive unit-fields (particles). Also note the particles (gravitons) with the
negative values of the unit-field amplitudes have been attributed in Sec. 7.2. to the ant-particles (anti-gravitons).

2. The mass-less unit-fields corresponding to the non-virtual photons. Electromagnetic interaction of photons with
each other. The electromagnetic interaction of massive electrically charged unit-fields with each other by the virtual
exchange of the mass-less unit-fields (photons)

The description of the mass-less unit-fields corresponding to the non-virtual and virtual photons is quite similar
to the above-presented model of gravitons. Although the gravitons and photons have the unit-field amplitudes of
different natures, the equations describing the photons are indistinguishable from the respective equations describing
the gravitons. Indeed, the massive electromagnetically interacting unit-fields having the de Broglie generators Yo,
which do carry masses and electric charges but do not have weak isospins, weak hypercharges and color charges,
have been considered in Sec. 7.2. as the one-component unit-fields with the one-component TACs containing the
spherically symmetric electrical Laplace-ACs ¢cy. The mass-less one-component unit-fields corresponding to the
non-virtual or virtual photons are different from the massive electromagnetically interacting unit-fields. The mass-
less unit-fields, which do not have the rest masses, electric charges, weak isospins, weak hypercharges and color
charges, are the simplest unit-fields. The non-virtual, one-component, electromagnetic unit-fields (non-virtual photons)
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Yon(r, 1) = Yon(r,t)dpon(r,t) are described by Eq. (@) with the rest mass mg = 0 and the index I = C, which has
the form

dcnon + YonOben = 0. (679)
The solutions of Eq. ([679) are the non-virtual photons
o (r, t) = agpe'konr—eontton), (680)
which have the structure-less form ([235)) of the the time-harmonic plane waves with the de Broglie generators
ﬁon(r, t) = Gon e’ (Konr—€onttan)/2 (681)
and the de Broglie associate-components
bon(r,t) = \Jagpe'Kont—eont+an)/2 (682)

that are indistinguishable from each other. Notice, that Eqs. (680) - ([682]) describing the photons are indistinguish-
able from Eqgs. (668]) - (670) describing the gravitons. In contrast to the massive electromagnetically interacting
unit-fields (particles), which obey the time-independent ACs (¢cy = 0), the non-virtual, mass-less, one-component
electromagnetic unit-fields (non-virtual photons) have the time-dependent ACs (¢cn # 0). The non-virtual photons
have the zero rest-mass (mg = 0) with the Einstein energy-mass relation

€on = Kin (683)

for the normalization ag, = 1/ VV. The present model predicts interaction of the identical or almost identical non-
virtual photons with each other. The relativistic electromagnetic interaction (cross-correlation) term (GZ1)) for the
two interacting mass-less photons located at the distance R from each other has the form

512721 = k01k02/ 2agcos(Ak12r — AElzt + k02R + Aalg)dgw. (684)
14

For comparison see the relativistic electromagnetic interaction (cross-correlation) term (611) for the interacting mas-
sive unit-fields (particles) separated by the distance R. In the case of the identical (kg1 = ko2 = ko, Aaja = a3—as =0
and R = 0) gravitons, the energy-mass relation for the photon pair is given by Eq. 271]), (804) and (325) as

e? = 631 + 632 + 512721 = 4kg, (685)
which corresponds the maximum
Emaz = 2ko, (686)

of the photon-pair energy. In the case of the almost identical (ko1 ~ ko2, Aajs = @3 — as ~ 0 and R ~ 0) photons,
the energy squired for the photon pair could vary in the region

0 < e < 2ko. (687)
The minimum energy
Emin ~ 0. (688)

is attributed to the different (ko; # ko2, Aaiz # 0 and R # 0) photons. A simple analysis of Eqgs. (€79) - (688)
predicts the bunching and anti-bunching of photons as well as the Bose-Einstein condensation of such unit-fields
(particles). The similar coherent phenomena are known in the traditional quantum electrodynamics describing the
behavior of photons.

The relativistic electromagnetic interaction (interference) between the electrically charged unit-fields (particles) sep-
arated by the distance R, which is governed by the relativistic gravitational interaction (cross-correlation) term (G83)),
can be considered as the virtual exchange of the above-described photons. That is to say that the electromagnetic
interaction may be reinterpreted as the exchange of virtual photons at the every time moment ¢. For instance, in the
case of the two one-component unit-fields to; (r,t) = o1 (r, t)po1(r, t) and oa(r,t) = hoa(r, t)dpca(r,t) interacting
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only electromagnetically, the relativistic electromagnetic interaction (cross-correlation) total term (B68) - (&71)), (GIT)
has the form

E12,21(R, s1, 52) = ko1 ko2 fo + moimoz fe, (689)
where the electromagnetic geometrical factor fo determining by Eq. (6I3) may be represented as

I Y L T [(rR,0,0.51,50)
fo(R, s1,82) = A1s, A1s,05 dfsinb dy dr RIZ .
6=0 =0 r§ R+rg:up/2 |I‘ - |

,i(kmr,ant+a1)ei(k02r—sgzt+a2) + ei(koll‘*iolt+041)e*i(k02l‘*502t+0‘2)]/2 (690)

.[e

with ko1 = ko2, €01 = €02, a1 = ag and ap1 = ap2. The representation (690) gives rise to the interpretation of
the electromagnetic interaction as the virtual exchange of real photons or simply as the exchange of virtual photons.
The present model of the interference (interaction) of the unit-fields, which are not the point particles, does not
really require the introduction of the virtual point-particles because such a reinterpretation does not gives new inside
the mechanism of electromagnetic interactions. Nevertheless, the use of the virtual unit-fields (photons) provides a
background for comparison of the present model with the traditional quantum electrodynamics, where the electrically
charged point-particles separated by the vacuum may interact with each other only by the exchange of virtual photons.
Also note the particles (photons) with the negative values of the unit-field amplitudes have been attributed in Sec.
7.2. to the ant-particles (anti-photons).

3. The massive unit-fields corresponding to the electrically charged leptons (electron, muon and tau). Gravitational
and electromagnetic interactions of the leptons with each other

The massive gravitationally and electromagnetically interacting unit-fields having the de Broglie generators Yo,
which do carry masses and electric charges but do not have weak isospins, weak hypercharges and color charges,
should be attributed to the two-component unit-fields ¥, (r,t) = Yon(r, t)[dan(r,t) + don(r,t)] associated with
the electrically charged leptons (electron, muon and tau). In the case of the two electrically charged leptons
Yo1(r,t) = Yo1(r,t)[pc1(r,t) + doni(r,t)] and o2(r,t) = Yoa(r, t)[pa2(r,t) + dca(r,t)], the relativistic interaction
(cross-correlation) total term is given by the field superposition principle as

E12,21(R, 51, 52) = korkoz2[fa + fc] + mormoz[fa + fcl (691)
where the gravitational geometrical factor fo determining by Eq. (B85) may be represented as

T 27 R_T(?,'low/2 S R.0
fa(R, s1,82) =A151A152a3/ dﬁsinH/ dgo/ / drf(r’ : ’gil’s2) .
6=0 ©=0 r& R+r§,,/2 r - R|
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and the electric geometrical factor fo determining by Eq. (GI3]) may be represented as

. 2 R=r§15,/2 oo f(r,R,0,p,51,52)
fo(R, s1,82) = A151A152a(2)/ dﬁsinG/ dgﬁ/ / dr A0 Y ’2 ’ .
=0 =0 JIr§ RA7Gup/2 Ir—R|

.[e—i(k(nl‘—é‘()lt+0¢1)ei(k021‘—€02t+a2) + ei(k(nl‘—é‘()lt+0¢1)e—i(kogr—€02t+a2)]/2' (693)

with ko1 = ko2, €01 = €02, a1 = a2 and ag1 = ape. The representation ([692) gives rise to the reinterpretation of
the gravitational interaction as the virtual exchange of real gravitons or simply as the exzchange of virtual gravitons.
Similarly, the representation (Z00) may be reinterpreted as the electromagnetic interaction by the virtual exchange of
real photouns or simply as the ezchange of virtual photons. The electrically charged leptons (electron, muon and tau) are
fermions (s, # 0). Nevertheless, the case of the spins s; = so = 0 is instructive for understanding of the gravitational
and electromagnetic interactions. If the spins s; = sy = 0, then the relativistic interaction (cross-correlation) total

term is given by Eqs. (B8T), (615) and ([@79) as

_ ko1 ko2 [2 m01m02} {2 Mo1M02
mop1 Mo2 R R
ko1 k
+ 01 Ko2 {270(101(102}
mo1 Mo2 R

E12,21(R) } +

(694)

+ {270 %1%2} '

R
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Formally, the relativistic interaction (cross-correlation) total term (G94) mediates the superposition of the Lorentz-
like gravitational and electromagnetic interactions (forces Fi2(R) = —F2;1(R)), which compare well with the non-
quantum gravitation and electromagnetism associated with the non-existing electrically charged particles having the
spins s;1 = s2 = 0. The relativistic interaction (cross-correlation) total term (691I]) mediates the superposition of
the Lorentz-like gravitational [[B89), (B90)] and electromagnetic [(617), (GI8)] interactions (forces) (see, Sec. 7.2.)
between the electrically charged leptons (electron, muon and tau) carrying the masses and electric charges. Also note
the particles (electrically charged leptons) with the negative values of the unit-field amplitudes have been attributed
in Sec. 7.2. to the ant-particles (electrically charged antileptons).

4. The massive unit-fields corresponding to the leptons (electron neutrino, muon neutrino and tau neutrino) carrying
the weak isospins or weak hypercharges. Gravitational and weak interactions of the leptons with each other

The massive gravitationally and weakly interacting unit-fields having the de Broglie generators Yon, which do
carry masses and weak isospins/hypercharges but do not have the electrical and color charges, should be at-
tributed to the two-component unit-fields Yoy, (r,t) = thon (r,t)[pan (r,t) + dwn(r, )] associated with the the elec-
trically uncharged leptons (electron neutrino, muon neutrino and tau neutrino). In the case of the two leptons
Yo1(r,t) = Yo1(r,t)[pa1(r,t) + dwni(r,t)] and Yo2(r,t) = Yo2(r, t)[pa2(r,t) + dwa(r,t)], the relativistic interaction
(cross-correlation) total term is given by the field superposition principle as

E12,21(R, s1, 52) = (korkozafa + mormozfa) + (korkoa fw + [mormoz + Twil'wa] fw), (695)
where the gravitational geometrical factor fo determining by Eq. (B83]) is presented as

T 2m Rfr(?,low/2 00 R.O
fa(R,s1,82) = AlslAlszag/ dﬁsinH/ dgo/ / drf(r’ 72 2, il’ 52) |
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with ko1 = ko2, €01 = €02, @1 = a2 and ag; = ag2, and the weak-interaction geometrical factor fy determining by
Eq. (637) has the form

T 2 Rfr(‘)}f/low/Q ’I"X‘;
fw(R,s1,82) = AllslAlQSQag/ dﬁsinH/ dgo/ / r2d7°jll(1"er)j12 (Cwalr —R|)f. (697)
6=0 ©=0 ’I"(‘)/V R+’I"g‘,/up/2

The representation ([696]) gives rise to the reinterpretation of the gravitational interaction as the virtual exchange of
real mass-less particles (gravitons) or simply as the exchange of virtual gravitons. While the form (G97) could be
reinterpreted according to Sec. 7.3 as the weak interaction by the virtual exchange of real massive particles (W and Z
bosons). The relativistic interaction (cross-correlation) total term (G95) mediates the superposition of the Lorentz-like
gravitational [(589), (E90)] and weak [([645]), (646)] interactions (forces F12(R) = —F2;(R)) [for details, see Sec. 7.2.]
between the electrically uncharged leptons (electron neutrino, muon neutrino and tau neutrino) carrying the masses
and weak isospins/hypercharges. Also note the particles (electrically uncharged leptons) with the negative values of
the unit-field amplitudes have been attributed in Sec. 7.3. to the ant-particles (electrically uncharged antileptons).

5. The massive unit-fields corresponding to the quarks (up, down, charm, strange, top and bottom) carrying the
masses, electric charges, weak isospins, weak hypercharges and color charges. Gravitational, electromagnetic, weak
and strong interactions of the quarks with each other

The massive gravitationally and weakly interacting unit-fields having the de Broglie generators 150”, which do
carry masses, electric charges, weak isospins, weak hypercharges and color charges, should be attributed to the two-
component unit-fields o (r,t) = on (r, 1) [pan(r,t) + don(r,t) + dwn(r,t) + ¢sn(r,t)] associated with the quarks

(up, down, charm, strange, top and bottom). In the case of the two quarks ¥o1(r,t) = o1 (r, t)[dg1(r,t) + do1(r, t) +

dw(r,t) + ds1(r,t)] and Yoz (r, t) = oz (r, t)[dan (r,t) + doa(r, t) + dwa(r, t) + dsa(r,t)], the relativistic interaction
(cross-correlation) total term is given by the field superposition principle as

E12.21(R, s1,52) = (korkoz fa + mormoz fa) + (koikoz fo + mormoz fc) +
+(korko2 fw + [mormoz + T'wil'wa] fw) + (koikoz fs + [mo1moz + T'siTs2] fs), (698)

where the gravitational geometrical factor fo determining by Eq. (B85 is represented as

Y e e e F(r.R.0, 0,51, 52)
fa(R, s1,82) = A1, A1s,05 dfsin dp dr 3 .
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145
.[e—i(k(nl‘—é‘()lt+0¢1)ei(k021‘—€02t+a2) + ei(k(nl‘—é‘()lt+0¢1)e—i(kogr—€02t+a2)]/2, (699)

the electric geometrical factor fo determining by Eq. (6I3]) is represented as

o [Ty [T [T f(r, R, 0,0,51,52)
fo(R, s1,82) = Ais, A1s,05 dfsinb dp dr 3 .
6=0 =0 rs Rtr§,,/2 r - R|
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with kg1 = ko2, €01 = €02, @1 = a2 and ag; = age. The weak-interaction geometrical factor fyr determining by Eq.
([637) has the form

T 2T Rfr[‘;‘flow/2 Tup
fw (R, s1,82) = AllslAlzszag/ d95in6‘/ dcp/ / rzdrjll (Cw1r)ji, (Twalr — R|)f  (701)
0=0 ©=0 ’I"(‘)/V R+r(‘{"/up /2

and the strong-interaction geometrical factor fy determining by Eq. (655) has the form

fs(R, 11,12, 51,52) =

T 27 R—r(‘?’low/2 rfp
— Ay Auye,a / d0sing / dy / / r2drji, (i1 |r)ju, (i Dsal e — RS- (702)
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The representations ([699) and (700) give rise to the reinterpretation of the gravitational and electromagnetic inter-
action as the exchange of virtual gravitons (mass-less gravitational particles) and the exchange of virtual photons
(mass-less electromagnetic particles), respectively. While the forms ({0I]) and (702) could be reinterpreted according
to Sec. 7.2 respectively as the weak interaction by the virtual exchange of the massive, weakly-interacting particles (W
and Z bosons) and the strong interaction by the virtual exchange of the massive, strongly-interacting particles (glu-
ons). The virtual photons and gravitons are the mass-less particles associated with the gauge masses I'¢ = gy = 0,
while the gauge masses of the W and Z bosons are associated with the eigen-parameters I'yy # 0 and I's # 0.
The relativistic interaction (cross-correlation) total term (698) mediates the superposition of the Lorentz-like gravita-
tional [(ERY), (5I0))], electromagnetic [[GIT), GI8)], weak [[645]), 640)] and strong [(664), (665)] interactions (forces
Fi2(R) = —F21(R)) (see, Sec. 7.3.) between the quarks (up, down, charm, strange, top and bottom) carrying the
masses, electric charges, weak isospins, weak hypercharges and color charges. Also note the particles (quarks) with the
negative values of the unit-field amplitudes have been attributed in Sec. 7.3. to the ant-particles (antiquarks). The
comparison of the gravitational (fg), electromagnetic (fzar), weak (fw) and strong (fg) geometric factors presents a
physical explanation why the field strength of the strong interaction is a few orders of magnitude higher than that of
the weak force, electromagnetism and gravitation. The different dependences of the geometric factors on the distance
R give a natural explanation of the long range of the gravitation and electromagnetism and the short range of the
weak and strong interactions.

8. THE PARTICLES, INTERACTIONS AND FORCES ACCORDING TO THE PRESENT MODEL
UNIFYING THE ALL-KNOWN ELEMENTARY PARTICLES AND INTERACTIONS

Unification of the all-known particles, interactions and forces by the present model is summarized in Tab. [IIl The
present model considers an elementary particle as a material unit-field of mass-energy. The unified interaction between
unit-fields (particles) is considered to be mediated by the cross-correlation energy connected with the interference
between the unit-fields. The unified force between unit-fields (particles) is attributed to the gradient of the cross-
correlation energy. A unit-field g, obeys the internal structure associated with the generator Yon and the total
associate-component ®¢ of the unit-field, 1, = 7,/;071(1)?1. In other words, the unit-fields are distinguished from each
other by the generators Yon and the total associate-components ®¢. The free unit-fields with different generators
have the different values of the unit-field momentum. The differences in the associate components yields the different
masses, electric charges, weak isospins, weak hypercharges and color charges of the unit-fields. That leads to the
differences in the interactions and forces between the unit-fields (particles). The Gravitational Force is mediated by
the interference of massive unit-fields, which may be reinterpreted as the exchange of virtual gravitons (hypothetical
mass-less particles) or as the relativistic curving of empty space by the massive particles.

If the unit-field generators have the configuration of the de Broglie time-harmonic plane-waves, then the gravita-
tional, electromagnetic, weak and strong interactions of the unit-fields (particles) are described by Eqs. (B66]) - (Z02]).
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The unified model of elementary particles and interactions

Elementary particles = Unit-fields

Matter: Quarks and Leptons

Antimatter: Antiquarks and antileptons

Carriers of forces: Gravitons (Curved Space), Photons, W-bosons and Z-bosons, Gluons

Composite particles: Hadrons (Mesons and Barions), nuclei, atoms and molecules

Interaction = Interference (cross-correlation)

Gravitational Force by interference of massive unit-fields Force carriers: Gravitons
Electromagnetic Force by interference of electrically charged unit-fields Force carriers: Photons

Weak Force by interference of unit-fields having isospins and hypercharges Force carriers: W- and Z-Bosons
Strong Force by interference of unit-fields having color charges Force carriers: Gluons

TABLE III: The particles and interactions according to the present model, which unifies the all-known particles and interactions.
Similarly to the some non-standard, candidate theories ( Grand Unified Theories and Theories of Everything), the present model
do contain the Gravitational Force by considering the interference of massive unit-fields, which may be reinterpreted as the
exchange of virtual gravitons (hypothetical mass-less particles) or as the curving of space by the massive particles.

The behavior of unit-fields (elementary particles) having the arbitrary generators z/NJon and the multi-component TAC's
®¢ with the calibrations (gauges) (@69), [@70) and {T3) is described by Eqs. (B40) - (B56) of Sec. 6. In the most
general case, one should use the all above-presented equations without the calibrations (gauges) [{69), (470) and {{73).
For an example, the system of motion equations

N
S 0% (Odon + miton + don(®2) 71 V20L) =0 (703)
n=1
describing the interfering (interacting) unit-fields (particles) under the calibrations (gauges) (469), (70) and {73,
in the most general case [see, Eq. (@00)] has the general form of the N coupled equations

N ~ . ~
> @8 (Odhon + mithon) + Yon D% + 20, 04 — 2V, VL = 0, (704)

n=1

which is more complicated, but is suitable for the comparison of formulas of Part II based on the direct generalization
of the Einstein energy-mass relation for a structured unit-field (particle) with the Standard Model of Particle Physics
(SM) and/or with Part I based on the insertion of interference between particles into the traditional interaction-free
(interference-free) Hamiltonians of the traditional quantum field theories. The detailed relations of the present model
with the Standard Model of Particle Physics will be illustrated in the following study. Notice, the transition from the
state describing by the unit-field generator z/NJon to the state characterizing by the generator z/NJ(Jn could be described
simply by application of the perturbation theory to Eqs. (546) - (B56]) based on the calibrations (gauges) [@69), (#70)
and [@T3)) or to the above-presented equations that do not use these calibrations. In the present model, the transition
from one kind of a unit-field (particles) to another is accompanied by the change (”spontaneous or non-spontaneous
breaking”) of symmetry of the total associate component (TAC) of the unit-field (see, Secs. 7.2 and 7.3.). It should
be also noted that the total relativistic cross-correlation terms (684)), (689), ([€91)), (695) and (GI8) associated with the
m-th and n-th unit-fields do depend on the phases oy, and ., of the interfering (interacting) unit-fields (particles).
In the case of unit-fields (particles) having the probabilistic (for instance, thermal) distributions of the values ki,
Ko, €ny €m, iy and @, in macroscopic bodies (macroscopic composite ”particles”), the energies and total relativistic
cross-correlation terms should be averaged using these probabilistic distributions. That is important for description
of the well-known macroscopic coherent quantum phenomena, such as the Bose-Einstein condensation, superfluidity,
superconductivity, supermagnetism, super-radiation, Bosenova effect, and quantum anomalous and fractional Hall
effects. For the elementary particles of the present model, the macroscopic quantum phenomena will be presented in
the next study.

In conclusion, Part I of the present study has developed the theoretical background for a unified description of the
classical and quantum fields and interactions in terms of the interference between elementary particles (indivisible
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unit-fields) and the respective cross-correlation energy, which do not exist from the point of view of the canonical
quantum mechanics, quantum field theories, SM and string theories. The Hamiltonians that describe the cross-
correlation energy mediating by interference of the basic classical and quantum material fields composed from the
3-dimensional (in space) unit-fields of physical matter (mass-energy) have been derived by the generalization of
the traditional Hamiltonians of the classical and quantum field theories for the superposition of interfering unit-
fields associated with the interacting particles. It has been shown that the gradient of the cross-correlation energy
induced by the interference between particles (unit-fields) mediates the attractive or repulsive forces, which could be
attributed to all known classical and quantum fields (for details, see Part I). The present study (Part IT) has used this
theoretical background for unified description of the fundamental (electromagnetic, weak, strong and gravitational)
fields and interactions. However, unlike in Part I, the unification was performed rather by the generalization of the
basic (energy-mass) relation of the Einstein special relativity than the traditional Hamiltonians of the classical and
quantum field theories. The model unified the all-known fields, particles and interactions by the straightforward
generalization of the Einstein relativistic energy-mass relation 2 = k? +m? for the interacting particles and bodies,
which are composed from the interfering, indivisible unit-fields associated with the elementary particles. The unit-
fields have simultaneously properties of the point particles and waves of quantum mechanics (particle-wave duality),
the point particles of SM, the strings of theories of strings and the 3-D (in space) waves of theories of classical fields.
Therefore the unification of the fundamental fields and interactions could be considered as the further development
and generalization of the canonical quantum mechanics, classical and quantum field theories, SM and string theories.
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ENERGY MEDIATED BY INTERFERENCE OF PARTICLES (Parts I-IV): The
Way to Unified Classical and Quantum Fields and Interactions

Part III. New Approach for Constructing a Unified Quantum Model of Gravitational and
Electromagnetic Fields and Interactions

S. V. Kukhlevsky

Department of Physics, Faculty of Natural Sciences,
University of Pecs, Ifjusag u. 6, H-7624 Pecs, Hungary

Part I of the present study has developed the theoretical background for unified description of the all-known classical
and quantum fields in terms of the interference between particles and the respective cross-correlation energy, which
do not exist from the point of view of quantum mechanics and SM. Part II developed this background for unification
of the electromagnetic, weak, strong and gravitational fields and interactions. However, unlike in Part I, the
unification was performed rather by the generalization of the basic (energy-mass) relation of the Einstein special
relativity than the traditional Hamiltonians of the classical and quantum field theories. Part III presents a unified
quantum model of gravitation and electromagnetism. The model is based on a concept of cross-correlating material
unit-fields. Starting from the energy-mass relation of Einstein’s special relativity and using this concept, the unified
equations for gravitation and electromagnetism are derived. For strong fields and relativistic particles, the unified
model yields new predictions compared to the Einstein gravity and Maxwell-Lorentz electromagnetism. The model
explains physical nature of the spin and anomalous gyromagnetic factor of an electron, as well as the Pauli exclusion
principle. The cross-correlation of gravitational and electric potentials predicts the existence of ”antigravitational”
forces. Keeping terms of no more than second order in the potential yields the Hamiltonians of canonical quantum
mechanics. For weak fields, the unified model simplifies to the Maxwell-Lorentz electromagnetism and the so-called
gravitoelectromagnetic approximation of Einstein’s general relativity.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Maxwell-Lorentz electromagnetism and Einstein general relativity are the most fundamental models of physics.
Theoretical background of the electromagnetism differs from the general relativity. The model of electromagnetic fields
is based on the scalar and vector potentials mediated by electrical charges, while the tensor framework of Einstein
general relativity considers gravitational fields attributed to the spacetime structure around massive particles. In both
models, the sources of fields are material particles. Nevertheless, the electromagnetic fields are considered as material
objects, while the gravitational fields are interpreted as immaterial spacetime structures.

In spite of the aforementioned differences, there are many connections between the two models. For instance, the
early studies [1H3] have revealed the gravitational analogues to Maxwell’s equations, called the ”gravitoelectromag-
netic” equations. The study [4] has derived the Lorentz-like force law for a massive particle moving in gravitational
fields. In 1916, arranging Maxwell equations into a form compatible with general relativity, Albert Einstein noticed
that the Maxwell equations can be formulated in a form independent of the metric gravitational potential [5]. This
was followed by further important studies [6-H9]. Correspondence between the two models uncovered in the last few
decades by the publications |10-37] has been highlighted by the monographs [38-40].

The ”gravitoelectromagnetism” and Lorentz-like gravitational force are fundamental solutions of the Einstein gen-
eral relativity. Indeed, the ”gravitoelectromagnetic” equations for gravitational fields are derived [25] by assuming
a weak gravitational field or reasonably flat spacetime in the Einstein field equation. Keeping terms of no more
than linear order in the velocity in the geodesic equation yields the Lorentz-like force law for a test particle moving
in ”gravitoelectric” and ” gravitomagnetic” fields [4]. Similarity of the ”gravitoelectromagnetic” and electromagnetic
equations, as well as the Lorentz-like gravitational and Lorentz electromagnetic forces, indicates the material nature
of gravitational fields, i.e., the gravitational fields mediated by massive particles could be considered rather as mate-
rial objects than immaterial spacetime structures. The hypothesis of material nature of gravitational fields may be
considered as a starting point for unification of electromagnetic and gravitational fields and interactions.
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Although today we know that the electromagnetism is part of a larger gauge group described by the Standard
Model (SM), SM does not include gravity. The present article describes the new approach to the construction of
a unified quantum model of gravitation and electromagnetism. One should not confuse here the model with the
aforementioned ” gravitoelectromagnetic” approximation of Einstein’s general relativity. The unified quantum model
of gravitation and electromagnetism (unified gravitoelectromagnetism) is based on a concept [41] of cross-correlating
material unit-fields (quantum particles).

II. UNIFIED QUANTUM MODEL OF GRAVITATION AND ELECTROMAGNETISM OF A SINGLE
UNITE-FIELD (PARTICLE)

The concept of cross-correlating material unit-fields [41] has been inspirited by the de Broglie idea of material waves
(quantum particles). According to this concept, any gravitoelectromagnetic field ¥(r, ) of the massive, electrically
charged quantum particles consists of the cross-correlating (interfering), indivisible, material unit-fields Wg, (r,t)
attributed to the particles:

U(r,t) =Y on(r, 1), (705)

where NN is the number of particles. Unification of gravitational and electromagnetic fields and interactions is per-
formed by generalization of the energy-mass relation of Einstein’s special relativity for the cross-correlating unit-fields.
In the following section, the model connects the de Broglie idea of material wave of a particle with the Einstein special
relativity of a classical point-like particle.

A. Generalized energy-mass relation

We begin with the unification of gravitation and electromagnetism by generalization of the Einstein energy-mass
relation for the unit-field Uy (r,t) attributed to a single particle (N = 1). The particle is free from interactions with
other particles. The energy-mass relation for a point particle located at the spacetime point (r, t) is given by Einstein’s
special relativity,

e2 = mict 4 pic?, (706)
where g, mg and pg are the particle energy, rest mass and momentum. Using the concept of unit-field (quantum
particle) and Eq. (706)) yields the quantum energy-mass relation in the Klein-Gordon form

2 = / Ui (m§c*¥o + p2c? V) d’x. (707)
%

Here, p2 = —h?V2 and V are the squared momentum operator and the unit-field volume. In the Dirac notations,

Eq. ({07) reads
(To|€2|Tg) = (Ug|mact + p2c?|Ty), (708)

where &2 = _5268_; is the operator of the energy squared. To describe the gravitational and electric phenomena, the
unit-field ¥y is structured as

[Wo(r,t)) = Poge (r)|¢o(r; 1)) (709)

The intrinsic structure of the unit-field state |¥o) shows indivisible connection of the generator state |¢)g) with
the gravitoelectric associate-component ®g4.. The associate-component @4, is interpreted as the ”gravitoelectric
dressing” of the unit-field generator 1y, which can be thought as a ”carrier of the dressing”.

The generalization of Eq. ([08) for the ”gravitoelectrically dressed” unit-field is impossible without additional
assumptions.The derivation of the generalized energy-mass relation for the structured unit-field (Z09) is based on the
following assumptions. The stationary value of the squared energy (708 is given by the stationary form

o(r, ) = cap (£ 320t ) B0l ) (710)
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of the unit-field state (Z09) and the generalized operator

1 o2
22 2
£ =—h m@ (711)

of the squared energy. Using Eqs. (I0) and ({11)) in Eq. (Z08)) yields the generalized energy-mass relation

g5 = (ol ®Ggelto)mic” + (10| PGy B [o)c”. (712)
Here, we supposed the conditions
(o(r)[tho(r)) =1 (713)
DPoge = Ppge (714)
<¢O|q)096132(1)0g6|¢0> = <1/10|‘1’3gel32|¢0>7 (715)

which provide the appropriate normalization of |1(r)), the real value of ®g,e and the commutation [p?, oze] = 0
of ®gge and p2. The meaning of "ad hoc” assumptions becomes evident in the following sections. One can compare
these assumptions with the so-called ”minimal substitution” assumptions ¢ — ¢ — q¢ and p — p + (¢/c)A of Field
Theory. The integral equation ([7I12]) can be presented in the differential form. The generalized energy-mass relation
in the differential form is given by

gbltho) = By (mic” + ¢*p?) [vho). (716)
The particle energy expressed in terms of the momentum p is called the Hamiltonian. Therefore, the operator
H? = 92, (mdc" + *p?) (717)

is identified with the squared Hamiltonian operator, which has the eigen-generator state |)9) and the eigen-value of
squared energy 3.

1. Identification of the gravitoelectric component ®Poge

The generalized energy-mass relation (T12) should reduce to the Klein-Gordon form (f08) if a unit-field (particle)
looses its gravitoelectric properties. That indicates that the associate component ®gge(r) has the form

Uoge (r)
(b()ge (I') =1 + W (718)

The physical meanings of ®gge(r) and Upge(r) are uncovered with the help of Eq. (7I5). The condition (7IH) is
satisfied if the Laplace calibration and transverse gauge are imposed respectively on the term Uyge(r) and generator

1/)0 (I‘):
V2Upge(r) = 0 (719)

VUoge(r)Vipo(r) = 0. (720)
Spherically symmetric solutions of Eq. (I9) that do not diverge at r — oo are given by the irregular solid harmonics
UOge(r) = Almrililyim(ea SO), (721)

where r = (1,0, ), Y,*(0, ) is the spherical harmonic of degree | and order m, and A;,, is a constant. For the lowest
degree (I = 0), assumption of the additivity of gravitational (Upy(r)) and electric (Up,(r)) components,

Uoge(r) = Ung(r) + Upe(r), (722)
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uncovers their physical meanings:

Ug(r) = % (723)
Upe(r) = iq?g, (724)

where go denotes the electrical charge of unit-field. Thus the terms (23] and ([24) are identified respectively with
the gravitational and electrical potential self-energies of the unit-field. The signs (—) and (+) in Egs. (Z23]) and ([724)
are responsible for the attractive and repulsive self-forces, respectively. Therefore, for the stable unit-fields we should
took the sign (—). In order to exclude the meaningless negative values of the Einstein energy ey = moc? of a particle
at rest, the particle mass my must be positive. In the case of Uyge(r) = 0, the energy-mass relation (712)) simplifies
to the form (708). Notice, Eq. (IJ) has the same solutions as the canonical equations V2Up,(r) = —4mm3d(r) and
V2Upe(r) = —4mq34(r), where §(r) is the Dirac delta.

2. The spin of a unit-field

The second term on the right-hand side of Eq. ({12) is associated with the unit-field kinetic energy. For a particle
at rest (1o(r) = s(r)), the kinetic energy vanishes. In such case, the intrinsic generator s(r) satisfies the equation

p?[s(r)) = 0. (725)

Solutions of Eq. ((28) depend on the symmetry of the spin psi-wavefunction s(r). For the spherical symmetry,
Eq. (725) has the form

h2 52 .2
292 _ _
where L2 is the square of the angular momentum operator L=rx p = ikh(r x V) and p is the momentum operator.
We are looking for the solutions of Eq. (720) that do not diverge at r — 0. They are given by the regular solid
harmonics

s(r) = BlmrlYlm(H, ©). (727)

Here, By, is a constant, and Y™ (6, ¢) is the joint eigenfunctions of the operator L2 and the generator L., of rotations
around the azimuthal axis:

L2Y™(8, ) = K11+ 1)Y,"(8, ) (728)

L.s(r) = hms(r). (729)

The species of the particles are determined by the intrinsic momentum (pos) = (s(r)|p|s(r)) and the intrinsic angular
momentum (spin) (s,) = (s(r)|L.|s(r)) = hm of the intrinsic wavefunction s(r). For a given non-negative integer
I, there are 2l + 1 independent configurations (727), one for each integer m with —I < m < . We will see that the
electron corresponds to the orbital and magnetic quantum numbers [ = 1 and m = +1.

B. Generalized energy-mass relation for a unit-field having the spin

Let us extract the spin state |s) and intrinsic momentum (pos) = (s|p[s) from the total generator-state |¢) and
total momentum (p) = (¢)o|P|¢)0). The total generator-state and momentum can be represented as [bo) = |s)|tbo) and
(p) = (pos) + (P) = (Yol|{s|D|s)|v0), where (P) = (¢o|DP|1)o) is the external momentum corresponding to the external

generator |1o). Using this representation and the relation ({I8) yields the new forms

m002

2 7 Uoge ’ 7 2 4 7 Uoge ’ 2452 7
2t = sl (14 1225 ) Iyt + (altl (14 2025 ) 2p21sld) (730)
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7 UOe
2Rl = (14 20

) (mge* +¢*p?) |s)[do) (731)

of the integral ([({12) and differential (7I6) energy-mass relations. Taking into consideration Eq. ([[23)), the expres-

sion ([730)) yields

2 _ /. UOge ’ 7 2.4
eo = (ol(s| |1+ o2 |$)tho)moe” +
7 Uoge ? AloNA T ~2) 7 2
(Wol(s (1425 ) (201s)plo) + [5)D7[4o) ) (72)

We now explain the electron spin. The orbital (I = 1) and magnetic (m = £1) quantum numbers correspond to
the spin states |s;) and |s_) and the spins (s;|5,|s+) = h and (s_|$.|s—) = —h. The spin states with m = +1 should
provide minimum of the squared energy ({32]) in comparison to the state |sp) having m = 0. According to Eq. (32,
that requires the gauges

(s4|ls4) (PolPltbo) < O (733)
(s_|Pls—)(tho|Dlvo) < O (734)
(s0[P|s0) (¥o|B|tbo) > 0. (735)

Notice, the difference between the spin (s|§,|s) = +h and the value (s]3.|s) = +h/2 of quantum mechanics will be
clarified in the following sections.

1. The gravitational, electric and gravitoelectric terms in generalized energy-mass relation

Considering the additivity (722) of gravitational (Upy(r)) and electric (Upg(r)) components of Upge(r), the general-
ized energy-mass relation ([32) yields

3 o U2 2U, []2 2Uy, U,
2 0g 0g Oe Oe 99~ 0e
_ 1 '
€5 <’(/JO|<S| < + o2 + mgC4 + moc? m3c4 + mgc‘l )
(m3c19)lio) + 2015)plio) + 15)5% ) ) ¢ (730)

That uncovers physical meaning of the pure gravitation, pure electricity and gravitoelectricity. The terms

2 2
(% + Yog ) and (% + Y. ) are responsible for the pure gravitation and pure electricity, while the term

moc? 7n§c4 7n§c4
(%) determines the gravitoelectricity mediated by the cross-correlation of gravitation and electricity.
0

2. Determination of the squared eigen-energy of unit-field by the squared Hamiltonian operator

For the unit-field with [¢o) = |s)|to), Eq. (Z30) yields the squared quantum energy

p>  2Unge | Uge | 2Unged® | UjgeP’
£=mew«H-%-+OQ+2g+ 09 4 20 ) Jyo) (737)

mge?  moc?  mget mgct mgcd
According to the relations (713) and (737), the squared eigen-energy €3 of the unit-field is determined by the equation

e3lvo) = H[yo), (738)

where the squared Hamiltonian operator H?2 reads

739
moc®  mict m3c mach (739)

& p? 2U e U28 2U €A2 U28A2
0
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8. Determination of the eigen-energy of unit-field by the Hamiltonian operator

The classical and quantum mechanics consider the particle energy rather than the squared energy. For the com-
parison with these models, we find the quantum energy of unit-field by using Eq. (737):

1/2
-2 2 -2
2 p 2U096 UOge 2U0gep UOqe
= 1 . 740
=0 = Mhoc¢ [WJO' < + mac? + moc? + mact + mact + mgch [t0) (740)
Consequently, the unit-field eigen-energy is the eigen-solution of the equation
golto) = Hlo), (741)
where the Hamiltonian operator
n=1(
2 n—1J""(0) 0) _ 1 1 1
H = myc Zx =) = mgc <1+2:v—§:v —i—ﬁx— (742)

yields the non-divergent eigen-energy if (vo|z|1)o)? < 1. Here, f(x) = (1 + 2)*/? and

(743)

132 2U0ge UO?qe 2U096f)2 U&qeﬁz
2
C

2 2 2.4 34 4.6 °
my mocC mgC myC mgC

For a non-relativistic unit-field with (1o|y|v0)? < 1, where y = %2(:27 the non-divergent form of the Hamiltonian is

given by
B Uoge S2.2\1/2 _
(moc® + Unge) 1+1y—ly +iy - (744)
0 Oge 278 16 '

Notice, the Hamiltonians (742)) and (744)) provide the exact values of eigen-energies while regarding the infinite number
of terms in the Taylor expansions. The problem does not exist in the case of squared Hamiltonian, which yields the
exact eigen-value of squared energy by using the six terms in Eq. (739)).

C. The Hamiltonian and squared Hamiltonian in terms of scalar and vector potentials

The Hamiltonian (742)) and squared Hamiltonian (739]) operators are determined by the parameter ([43]) that
contains the gravitational (723)) and electric (T24)) potential self-energies of the unit-field. In terms of the gravitational
and electric scalar potentials

m
oy (r) = £~ (745)
Poe(T) = i%, (746)

these energies are given by
Uog(r) = mowpog(r) (747)
Uoe(r) = qooe(r), (748)

respectively. Consequently, the parameter x in Eqs. ([42) and (739) reads

p? 2(movog + qooe) . (Moog + qopoe)?

= + + +
v mc? moc? migct
9 ~ 9 202
(motog 43— qo%Poc)P I (mopog +4q09008) P (749)

4 6
mgc mge
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1. The gravitoelectromagnetism, pure gravitation and pure electromagnetism
The parameter z in Eqs. ({39) and (742) can be expressed also in terms of the operators of the scalar (pp) and

vector (Ag) potentials.
The quantum gravitoelectromagnetism corresponds to

oo PP 2mopos + dovoe) (MG, + 45eE. + 2modogogpae)
m3c? moc? m3ct
2(mOAOg + QOAOe)IS (mgA%q + qSA?Je + 2m0qu09A0€)
53 + 51 . (750)
mgc mge
The quantum pure gravitation is determined by
132 $0og (p(2Jq AOan A%q
=== +2—+ —F+2— —. 751
v mac? + c? + ct + mocd + ct (751)
In the quantum pure electromagnetism,

) 2,2 A5 242

p qoPoe | 45%0 qoAoeP | GHAG
e R s s 51 T2 53 R (752)

5 e mge mge mgc

In Eqgs. (780)-(752)), the operators of the gravitational and electric vector potentials are given by
N @ng)
Ay, = 753
0Og moc ( )
AOe — @Oep (754)
mopcC

respectively. The operators ¢og@0. and Ag,Aq. in Eq. (750) are responsible for the cross-correlation (interference)
of gravitational and electric potentials inside a unit-field. Notice, in the case of gy = mg = 1, the pure gravitation and
electromagnetism of a unit-field, which are described by Eqs. (75l) and ([52)), become undistinguishable from each
other.

If the unit-field is called a string, then the above-presented description of the gravitoelectromagnetism is a model
of gravitoelectric string.

III. UNIFIED QUANTUM MODEL OF GRAVITATION AND ELECTROMAGNETISM OF A PARTICLE
IN EXTERNAL GRAVITOELECTRIC AND GRAVITOMAGNETIC FIELDS

Using the principle of additivity for potential energies and potentials, the quantum gravitation and electromagnetism
of a single unit-field can be extended to the case of a unit-field in external gravitoelectric and gravitomagnetic fields.
In such case, the gravitoelectric potential self-energy (722) in the Hamiltonian (742]) and squared Hamiltonian (739)
should be replaced by the total potential energy

Uge(r) = [Uog(r) + Uy (r)] + [Uoe (r) + Ue(r)], (755)

where Uy (r) and U.(r) are respectively the gravitational and electric potential energies attributed to the gravitational
©q(r) and electric ¢¢(r) external potentials. Notice, the parameters @o4(r) and ¢oe(r) are the intrinsic potentials. In
terms of the total scalar and vector potentials

Py (r) = pog(r) + pg(r) (756)
@3 (r) = poe(r) + e (r) (757)
A} = 9P (758)

mopc
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Ar = LB (759)

the parameter z in Eqs. (739) and (742) is given by

T = 2 2

p? N 2(mog} + qog}) N (mges? + qges” + 2moqoel) N
3c moc? m3ct

2moA; + wADD | (mBAS? + GAL + 2moqoAjAL)

760
m3c? m3ct (760)
.9 * * A* A A*2
1Y% Pg | P2 gP g
D AP BB 24 761
v mac? + c2 + ct + moc3 + ct (761)
_ 152 QO@Q qngQ qugf) q(2)A22 762
T =22 T c2 2 4 23 2,4 (762)
5 oC mgc mgc mgc

in the quantum gravitoelectromagnetism, pure quantum gravitation and pure quantum electromagnetism, respectively.
The relations ([6Q)-((62) predict the new physical phenomena. The cross-correlation of the gravitational and

(m3es?+a5 0% +2moqoplel)
m2ct
unknown in the general relativity and electromagnetism, could be important in the case of strong fields.

electrical potentials is uncovered by the operators ¢7p; and A;A; The term , which is

A. The Hamiltonians of quantum mechanics of a charged particle in external electromagnetic fields as the
low-order approximations of the unified Hamiltonian of pure electromagnetism

The generally accepted models of gravitoelectromagnetism and quantum gravity of a particle in external gravito-
magnetic or gravitational fields do not exist. Therefore, we will compare the unified quantum model with the canonical
quantum mechanics of a charged particle in external electromagnetic fields. For the sake of simplicity, the comparison
will be performed for a few basic Hamiltonians of quantum mechanics.

In the pure electromagnetism, the unit-field energy e is determined by the unified Hamiltonian ([42) and the

parameter ([[62):

eolto) = Hlt), (763)
where
. 1 1 1
H-= 214z — -2+ —a®— . 4
e ( + 5%~ g% + T (764)
22 * 2, *2 A * A 2 A *2
_ P Qove | Gore” | 59AD | dGAL
T= et 2 gt 2T 5 - (765)
5 e mgc mgc mgc

Let us show that the Hamiltonians of canonical quantum mechanics [42, 143] of a charged particle in external electric
and/or magnetic fields are the low-order approximations of the Hamiltonian (764)) in the parameter x.

In the case of a unit-field having no spin, [1o) = |to), keeping the first two terms in Eqs. (Z64) and (763) yields the
Shrodinger equation

-9
(20— moc) e} = (o + e ) 1) (766)
mo
for the stationary state |1/~)0> that describes the nonrelativistic quantum mechanics of a charged, spin-less particle in
an electric field E, = —V .. The constant <1ﬁo|qogooe|z/~10) = (z/~10|<si|qocpoe|si>|1ﬂo) was omitted for the comparison.
Taking into account the first two terms in Eq. (Z64) and the first, second, forth and fifth terms in Eq, (Z65), we
obtain the basic equation

22 A A 2 A2

N[ T 1Y qoAeP qo e 7

~ | WA A , 767
(g0 —moc)|tho) = <2m0 + qope + o + 2m002> %0) (767)
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of quantum mechanics of a charged, spin-less particle in an external electromagnetic field. Here, I omitted the constant
- Aq,
(ol (dopoe + BARE 4 LRI |y).

In the case of a unit-field with |to) = |s+)[o) having the spin state |s; ) or |s_), taking into account the first two
terms in Eq. ({G4)) and the first, second, forth and fifth terms in (765), we obtain the well-known equation

(c0 — mo®)lss) o) = [5— (B + LAL) +anel | s liho) =
0 0 +/)|%o 2mo p c re QoPe | 15+)|%0

)

p 7 dogL e 7\ 409s e

i . B.L. B.L.
52) | s+ doge | o) + 152 22 B o) + o) 2222 B, ) +

do 20,7
55) g2 (B x 1)°1o) (768)

of quantum mechanics. Here, A, = (1/2)B, x r and VA, = 0. The spin-orbit interaction terms p|o)p|s+) and
the constants proportional to |1/~10>q0gpe|si> |¢0>(B x 1)%|s1) and qopoe|s+) were omitted for the comparison. In
eq. ([Z68), the orbital momentum (L.) = (4o (r)|L.|do(r)) = £hm and the spin (s.) = (si(r)|L.|s+(r)) = £h reveal
the unified gyromagnetic factor ¢ = g, = gs = 1 of the electron. In quantum mechanics, eq. ([Z68) describes an
electron with the orbital momentum (L,) = +hm, the spin (s,) = £k/2 and the non-unified gyromagnetic factors
gr =1 and g5 = 2.

B. The anomalous magnetic moment of the electron

The anomalous gyromagnetic factors gy, and g5 related to the orbital angular momentum and spin are determined
by the anomalous magnetic moments of the electron. The quantum electrodynamics calculations agree with the
experimental value g = g5, = ¢gs/2 = 1.00115965218 with more than ten significant digits. For instance, the quantum
electrodynamics calculus [44, 145] of one loop contribution to anomalous part of the magnetic moment yields g;, =
gs/2 =1.00116.

The present model yields the value g;, = g5 = 1.00116 by keeping the first two terms in Eq. ({64) and the first,
second and forth terms in Eq. [[63) for ¢%(r) = @oc(r) + @e(r). Indeed, for the electron unit-field [) = |s+)|to),
the unit-field energy is given by

. 1/2
. - H2 * 2G0 AP -
H[s.)|do) = moc? <1+ e p) |5.0)[) ~

m3c2  “moc?2  m3c?
) [mact + 2 +gos4 o) + 1) Gt el o) + [t} 5 B s:), (769)
where the unified gyromagnetic factor
—1/2
2 e
mocC
takes the value 1.00116 under the ratio
[(gopoc)| _ «
—_— = 771
moc? 2m (771)
Here o = e?/he is the fine structure constant, (gowoe) = (s+|Upe(r)|s+) is the electron electric self-energy, and

qgo = —e. Notice, we took the negative signs in Egs. ({24) and (740)) to provide the attractive electric self-force. Using

the calculated value (sy|Upe(r)|s+) = which is found with help of Eqgs. (T13) and ({24]), we may compare the

47" ’
intrinsic electric radius r¢ of the electric field Eg. = —Vg. with the electron classic radius r, = e2 / moc?:
0 51
— = — 772
Te 2 (772)
According to Eqs. ({64)), (765) and (6], the electric mass
(m,) = {900c) (773)

c2
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of the electron is added to its mechanical mass mg yielding the total mass m = mq+ (m.). The weak ((1o|x|1g)? < 1)
interaction between the electric and mechanical masses of the electron yields the anomalous magnetic moment and
the anomalous gyromagnetic factor. That is in agreement with the quantum electrodynamics explanation [44, 45] of
the anomalous magnetic moment and g-factor, which is based on the hypothesis of a weak interaction between the
mechanical and electromagnetic masses (matter and radiation) under the zero-point oscillation of the electromagnetic
field and the current fluctuations induced in the Dirac vacuum. Notice, the present model yields the unified gyro-
magnetic factor (g, = g¢s), while the quantum electrodynamics corresponds to experimental data under the relation

gr = gs/2.

IV. UNIFIED QUANTUM MODEL OF GRAVITATION AND ELECTROMAGNETISM OF A
MULTI-PARTICLE SYSTEM

Let us apply the single-particle model developed in the previous sections to a multi-particle system (Z05). The
system is described by the gravitoelectromagnetic field

N>2

U(r,t) = > Wou(r,t) (774)
n=1

consisted of the cross-correlating unit-fields ¥g,, (r, ).

Using the principle of additivity for the energies, potential energies and potentials, the quantum gravitoelectromag-
netism, quantum pure gravitation and quantum pure electromagnetism of a multi-unitfield (multi-particle) system are
described by the unified energy-mass relation

(Z 50n> [T lvon) = <Z Hn> 1T [¥on), (775)

n=1 n=1
where
- 1 1 1
H, = monc? (1 + 5%n — gxi + Exi —-.. ) (776)
B W | U 2R UpheR )
"om2 2 monc® o mi et omd et mg,,c8
U;en (r) = [Uogn(r) + Ugn(r)] + [Ugen(r) + Uen(r)]. (778)

Here, Uy, (r) and U}, (r) are the gravitational and electric potential energies attributed to the gravitational ¢, (r)
and electric ¢%, (r) potentials, respectively. In terms of the scalar and vector potentials

N—-1

@;n(r) = ¢Ogn(r) + Z Pognm (I‘) (779)
m#n
N-—1

@5 (T) = oen () + Y Poenm (r) (780)
m#n
. ©ynPn

Af =2 781

L —— (781)

A;, = Lenbn (782)

monC
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the parameter z,, of the quantum gravitoelectromagnetism, quantum pure gravitation and quantum pure electromag-
netism respectively reads

P2 2(monwl, F qon®h,) | (Mon®h, + qoneln)’
Tn = "9 2 + o 2 + 2 A +
On onC "TL077,C
2(mon A, + qon AL, )Pn | (MonAy, +qonAl,)? 783
mé c3 + mé ct (783)
On On
L~ 2 A* ~ A*2
v — 5n2+2@+@+2 gnPr | Zon (784)
mOnC monC C
~2 * 2 *2 A* - A*2
Ty = mlz)nc2 + 23271()‘%;1 + qOr;(peZ + 2q0n 2677,::5)77/ + q0n2 o (785)
on onC mpp€ mppC mopC

For a unit-field (particle) in the external gravitoelectromagnetic fields, the relations (f60)-([(62) already predicted
the new physical phenomena. Equations (783)-(785]) reveal the similar phenomena in a multi-unitfield system. The
operators YognPogm, LognPgms LanPgms AognAogm, AognAgm and AgnAgm uncover the cross-correlation of the
gravitational intrinsic end external potentials, while the operators @oen@oem, PoenPems PenPem, AOenAOem7 AgenAom
and AenAem reveal the cross-correlation of the electric intrinsic and external potentials. The cross-correlation of the
gravitational and electric potentials is predicted by the operators wognPoem, PognPems PgnPem AanAOem7 AanAem

( mon w_;n +qon Saen)

and Aanem. The second order term prop e does not exist in the general relativity and electromagnetism of
- on

a multi-particle system. For strong gravitoelectromagnetic unit-fields, this term strongly affects the cross-correlation.

A. The Hamiltonians of quantum mechanics of a multi-particle system as the low-order approximations of
the unified Hamiltonian of pure electromagnetism

There is not a generally accepted model of quantum gravity of a multi-particle system. Therefore, the present
model will be compared only with the canonical quantum mechanics of a system of charged particles. For the sake of
simplicity, the comparison will be performed for a few basic Hamiltonians of quantum mechanics of charged particles
in external electric and magnetic fields.

Using the relations (Z75) and (Z85) for the spin-less unit-field states 4o, ) = |t ), the one-particle equations (7606)
and ([{67) transform to the multi-particle forms

N 5 N
Z (EOn - mOnC H W)On = Z < L + QOn@en> H WJOn (786)
n=1 n=1

n=1

and

M=

(EOn - mOnCQ)

==
<
g

1

Aen)2 + q0@6n> H 1/1071 (787)

3
Il

S

HZN:<210 (p"+

which are well-known in the canonical quantum mechanics.

B. The unified Hamiltonian of pure electromagnetism of a multi-particle system. The Pauli exclusion
principle

For a system of the unit-fields having the states [¢o,) = |s+.n)[00n) with the spin states s ) or |s_ ), the unified
Hamiltonian of pure electromagnetism is given by

N

N
(con — monc®) [ Is2n)ltbon) =

n=1 n=1
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N
1 ~ qon 4 2 QOn@
ot AL+ aon (@) ) [ton 788
7; [2m0n (p + c en + qo @en Mon 02 H |S:t |U)O ( )
where
(p;n( ) 900671 Z (penm (789)
m#n
A;, = Zenbn (790)
monC

Notice, Eqs. (788)-([790) reveal the orbit-orbit, spin-orbit and spin-spin (exchange) interactions between the charged
unit-fields (particles).

The Pauli exclusion principle has been introduced into the canonical quantum mechanics as a hypothesis. The
electron calibrations (733))-(735]) and the gauges

<"/~10n|<Si,n|q0n@06n|si,n>|d~]0n> <0 (791)
(Gon (52,0 1G0n P0en] 52,n) [on) (Yom | (55,m[G0m Poem|55,m) [om) < 0 (792)
<1/~}On|<5:|:,n|q0n9008n|5:t,n>|1/~}On><1/~)0n|<5:t,m|q0m<POem|5:|:,m>|1/~}On> >0, (793)

which provide the minimum energy of the system only if no two identical electrons occupy the same quantum state,
do explain physically the Pauli principle.

V. THE UNIFIED ENERGY-MASS RELATION FOR NON-STATIONARY ENERGIES

According to Eqgs. ([09)-(11]), (738) and (39), the unified energy-mass relation for the time-dependent energies
described by the non-stationary unit-fields

|w0n(r7t)> 7é €Tp (i Eon ) |¢On( )> (794)

has the form

2 2 o, 1) = 2 5, 1), (195)

where the squared Hamiltonian reads

; D2 20, Uz 20, Ux2 p?
B = e (14 B 2y L Sl TR (796
mg, e monc?  mg,c mg,c mg,c
In terms of the energy, the relation (795) can be presented as
m ~[ton (r,1)) = Ha|thon (r, 1)), (797)
where the Hamiltonian operator is given by
P Wi,  UZ 20 Uzp?\’
I:In _ " 2 1 gen gen gen gen ) 798
fon€ * m3,,c? * monc®  mg,ct  md mg,, (798)

Equations (794)-(798)) describe the transient physical processes, such as scattering, radiation and absorption of the
gravitoelectromagnetic fields. Like in the previous sections, it can be easily shown that the transient phenomena
described in the quantum mechanics by the time-dependent perturbation theory are the low-order approximations
of the unified energy-mass relation ({97). The differences between the unified Hamiltonian (798) and the canonical
Hamiltonians [42, 143] predict the new phenomena mediated by the electro-gravitational cross-correlations and the

*2

term —ogen
mg,ct’
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VI. THE CLASSICAL LIMIT OF UNIFIED QUANTUM MODEL OF A PARTICLE IN EXTERNAL
GRAVITOELECTROMAGNETIC FIELDS: NON-QUANTUM GRAVITOELECTROMAGNETISM

In the classical limit, the physical parameters of a unit-field (quantum particle) obey the non-quantum values of
classical particles. That means that a physical value f determined by the respective operator f does satisfy the
following relations:

1) = 1) = [ ) = [ e s (199)
and
plt') = bl — '), (300)

where §(r —r’) is the Dirac delta. In such case, the unified quantum gravitoelectromagnetism reduces to the
unified non-quantum gravitoelectromagnetism:

U \?
2 e 2 4 2 2
H,, = (1+m§c2) (moc +p c), (801)
where p = 2. Consequently, the particle total gravitoelectromagnetic energy Hg. is given by
- ‘

*

1/2
UseP\’
Hye = (mgc4 +c? (p + ﬁ) + 2moc*Up, + U;ﬁ) . (802)

Notice, Eqs. (80I) reduces to the Einstein relation (70G) in the case of Uy, = 0. In the non-quantum equations (80T
and (802), the total potential energy is given by
Uge(r) = Uy (r) + Ul (x), (803)

where the gravitational and electric potential energies

U; () = mog) (x) (804)
UZ(r) = oy (r), (805)
are determined by the scalar potentials
(1) = Pog(r) + ¢y (r) (806)
pe(r) = ©oe(r) + @e(r). (807)

In the terms of the scalar potentials ([806) and (807) and the vector potentials

P
Ar = 9% 808
97 moc (808)
Ar = 2P (809)
mopc

the non-quantum gravitoelectromagnetism, pure gravitation and pure electromagnetism are described respectively by

Hy = (mgc4 + 2 (p +ct [mOA; + qOAﬂ )2 +
2moc? [mowl + qowt] + [mowls + aowr]*)H? (810)
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) 1/2
ty = (et + (o4 [Z2A5]) "+ 2 o] + o) o

5 1/2
H, = (mgc‘1 +c? (p + [q—coA;D + 2moc? [qopl] + [qowZ]Q) : (812)

In the case of strong pure electromagnetism, the difference between the Hamiltonian (8I2]) and the canonical
Hamiltonian [46]

2
H, = \/mgc‘l +c? (p + %OA6> + qotpe (813)

of the Lorentz electromagnetism predicts the new phenomena attributed to the term [qogoz]2. For the weak external
scalar potentials [(gopX)? < 2moc?|qop?t]|], the Hamiltonian (8I2) reduces to the canonical form (8I3)). That means
that in the non-quantum gravitoelectromagnetism described by Eq. (812)), the scalar and vector potentials are given
by

©y(r) = @4(r) (814)

pe(r) = pe(r) (815)

A= 2R (816)
mopc

Ar = 2P (817)
mopc

rather than Eqs. (806)-(809).

A. The unified model of non-quantum gravitoelectromagnetism by using the Lagrange formalism

The Einstein relativity and the Maxwell-Lorentz electromagnetism are usually formulated in frames of the La-
grangian formalism. For the comparison, let us reformulate the above-presented model using the Lagrange approach.
The non-quantum Lagrangian that corresponds to Eqs. (80I]) and (802) is given by

Lge = — (moc® + Uj,(r)) /1 — ‘C’—Q (818)

In the terms of potentials (814)-(8IT), the non-quantum gravitoelectromagnetism, pure gravitation and pure electro-
magnetism are described respectively by

_ 2
Lye = _(m(2)04 - m%c2 (v +ct [Ay + (qo/mo)Ae]) +

2moc? [mogy + qoge] + [Mopy + qowe]’) " (819)

1/2
1 2
Ly = — <m364 —mgc? (v + [EAQD + 2mypc? [mow,] + [m0<ﬂg]2> (820)

5 1/2
Le=~— <m304 —mgc? <v + [%Aeb + 2moc? [qope] + [qosae]2> : (821)
0
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The respective unified equations of motion in the non-quantum gravitoelectromagnetism, pure gravitation and pure
electromagnetism are given by

d Lge  OLge

dt ov  oOr (822)
ddL, 9L,

qAov - or (823)
d L. 0L,

dt ov ~ or (824)

Notice, the terms ~ @40, and ~ AjA. in Eq. (8I9) reveal the cross-correlation of gravitational and electric potentials.
The cross-correlation in the equation of motion ([822]) predicts the ”antigravitational” forces, i.e, the gravitoelectric
repulsive forces (new, unknown forces) acting in opposite direction to the gravitational attraction.

The generally accepted model of the gravitoelectromagnetism does not exist. Therefore we will compare the unified
model with the Maxwell-Lorentz model of electromagnetism and the Einstein relativity. One should not confuse
here the unified gravitoelectromagnetism (gravitation + electromagnetism) with the so-called gravitoelectromagnetic
approximation of Einstein’s general relativity.

B. The Lorentz force and Maxwell equations as the low-order approximations of the unified model of pure
electromagnetism

The difference between the unified Lagrangian (821)) of pure electronmagnetism and the canonical Lagrangian [46]

V2
L. = —moc®y /1 — = + %OAGV — QoPe (825)

of the Lorentz electromagnetism predicts physical phenomena, which Eq. (828 does not take into account.
For the weak external potentials [(gop?)? < 2moc?|qoe?|], the unified Lagrangian (82I) reduces to Eq. (825). In
such case, the equation of motion (824]) yields the Lorentz force

dp q0

- = gE. + 2v x H,, 2

o = + LV X (826)
where
p= ﬂ (827)
-5
10A,

E.=— e — 828
Ve 5 (828)
H. =V x A.. (829)

The Maxwell first two equations are derived (ref [46]) by using Eqs. (828)) and (829):

1 0H,
vp, - 10

- o (830)

V-H,=0. (831)

The variations dp. and §A. of potentials ¢, and A, in the equations

o0 1 o0
/ woped’ = - / E2d (832)

— 00 — 00
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1 [ 1 [
—/ jeAcdPz = _/ H2dzr, (833)

cJ_ oo A J_

under the standard transverse gauge for ¢. and A., yielded the Maxwell two second equations,
V- E. = 4mqop (834)
10E, Arw

VxH,=- —Je 835
. c Ot + c? (83)
where j. = qopv. Notice, one can derive the Maxwell equations also by using the stationary equation V2Up.(r) =
0, which is equivalent to the canonical relation V2Up.(r) = —4mg3d(r) (see, Sect. II.A.1). Indeed, for a non-

stationary electromagnetic field (unit-field), the signal velocity is given by dr/dt = c. That yields VZ?Up(r,t) =
C%g—;er(r,t), (V2 - ia—z) Upe(r,t) = 0 and (V2 - %g—;) Uoe(r,t) = —4mq3d(r)d(t), where Uge(r,t) is associated

c? Ot? c
with the time-dependent Green function. The last equation and Eq. (8T7) yield (V2 — C%g—;) Yoe = —4mqop and

(V2 — c%g—;) Ay, = —%’joe. These equations with the Lorenz gauge VAg. — %% = 0 and the notations g = e

and Ag. = A, are equivalent to the Maxwell equations. Here, the Lorenz gauge was yielded by using Eq. (8TT) with
the particle velocity dr/dt = v = p/my.

C. Comparison of the unified model of pure gravitation with the Einstein relativity

The Einstein relativity is described by the spacetime metric
ds® = gipdx'da®, (836)

where g;;, is the metric tensor and 2 = (ct,r). For the flat spacetime, g;, = gf‘,f . T use the Minkowski tensor g% with
the signature (+ — ——). [46] For the unified pure gravitation, Uy, = U,. Thus the Lagrangian (8I8) and relation
L, = —mgcds/dt yielded

Pg(r) ) Pg(r) )
ds® = <1 + > Fdt* — <1 + > dr?. (837)
c c
By comparison of Eqs. [838]) with (837), we find the unified metric tensor
u 90‘](1‘) ? M
i, = |1+ ‘02 Gik » (838)

which is similar to the Schwarzschild tensor. The general relativity and the unified pure gravitation become undistin-
guishable from each other in the case of g;x = g;..

D. The Lorentz-like gravitational force and Maxwell-like gravitational equations as the low-order
approximations of the unified model of pure gravitation

For the weak fields [(mo@})? < 2moc®|moe}]], the unified Lagrangian of pure gravitation (820),

2 1/2
Ly=— (m§c4 {1 — Z—Q} +2mictp, — 2micA,v + mip,* — m?)AQQ) , (839)
reduces to the form
V2 0
1=+ 2y — mogy, (840)

which is similar to the Lagrangian (825) of the Lorentz electromagnetism. In such case, the expressions ([823]) and
([B26)-(831))) yielded the Lorentz-like force
dp

mo
E = mQEg —+ ?V X Hg, (841)
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with

Ey=—-Vg, — 16;;" (842)
H, =V x A,, (843)

and Maxwell-like equations
V x B, = —%8;9 (844)
vXHQZE% 47”1(, (845)
V-E, =4mmgp (846)
V.H, =0, (347)

with j, = mopv. Notice, if the sign in Eq. (745)) is negative, then the force —moVyy is an attractive one.

VII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The article has described a unified quantum model of gravitation and electromagnetism. The model is based on
the concept of cross-correlating material unit-fields (quantum particles). Using the energy-mass relation of Einstein’s
special relativity and this concept, the unified equations for gravitation and electromagnetism were derived. In the
case of strong fields and relativistic particles, the unified model yields new predictions compared to the Einstein
gravity and Maxwell-Lorentz electromagnetism. The model explains physical nature of the spin and anomalous
gyromagnetic factor of an electron, as well as the Pauli exclusion principle. The cross-correlation of gravitational and
electric potentials predicts the existence of ” antigravitational” forces, i.e., the gravitoelectric repulsive forces acting in
opposite direction to the gravitational attraction. The terms of no more than second order in the potential yielded the
Hamiltonians of canonical quantum mechanics. The unified model simplifies to the Maxwell-Lorentz electromagnetism
and the so-called gravitoelectromagnetic approximation of Einstein’s general relativity in the case of weak fields. The
unified quantum model could be important for analysis of more particular physical problems, e.g., the phenomena
that deal with the strong fields and relativistic particles. The unified model is surprisingly simple in comparison with
the Maxwell-Lorentz electrodynamics, quantum mechanics and Einstein?s relativity. A basic knowledge of physics is
sufficient for understanding the model and its predictions.
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ENERGY MEDIATED BY INTERFERENCE OF PARTICLES (Parts I-IV): The
Way to Unified Classical and Quantum Fields and Interactions

Part IV. New Approach for Constructing a Unified Quantum Model of Gravitational,
Electromagnetic, Weak and Strong Fields and Interactions

S. V. Kukhlevsky

Department of Physics, Faculty of Natural Sciences,
University of Pecs, Ifjusag u. 6, H-7624 Pecs, Hungary

Part I of the present study has developed the theoretical background for unified description of the all-known
classical and quantum fields in terms of the interference between particles and the respective cross-correlation
energy. Part II developed this background for unification of the electromagnetic, weak, strong and gravitational
fields and interactions. However, unlike in Part I, the unification has been performed rather by the generalization of
the basic (energy-mass) relation of the Einstein special relativity than the traditional Hamiltonians of the classical
and quantum field theories. Part III presented a unified quantum model of gravitation and electromagnetism.
The model is based on a concept of cross-correlating material unit-fields. Starting from the energy-mass relation
of Einstein’s special relativity and using this concept, the unified equations for gravitation and electromagnetism
are derived. For strong fields and relativistic particles, the unified model yields new predictions compared to
the Einstein gravity and Maxwell-Lorentz electromagnetism. The model explains physical nature of the spin and
anomalous gyromagnetic factor of an electron, as well as the Pauli exclusion principle. The cross-correlation of
gravitational and electric potentials predicts the existence of ”antigravitational” forces. Keeping terms of no more
than second order in the potential yields the Hamiltonians of canonical quantum mechanics. Part IV extends the
model to weak-nuclear and strong-nuclear fields and interactions. Using the energy-mass relation of Einstein’s
special relativity and the concept of unit-fields carrying the gravitational, electric and strong-nuclear ”dressings”,
the unified quantum equations and their classical limits for gravitational, electromagnetic, weak-nuclear and strong-
nuclear fields and interactions are derived. The results of unified model are in agreement with the Standard
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Model. Furthermore, the cross-correlation of electric and strong-nuclear potentials of the electric and strong-
nuclear ”dressings” explains the physical nature of weak-nuclear force. While the cross-correlation of gravitational
and strong-nuclear potentials predicts the new kind of interactions, namely the gravito-strongnuclear forces.

I. INTRODUCTION

Unification of the gravitational, electromagnetic, weak-nuclear and strong-nuclear fields and interactions is a long-
standing problem in physics. The generally accepted unified description of electromagnetic, weak, and strong in-
teractions, which does not include gravity, is provided by the Standard Model of Particle Physics (SM) in terms of
the gauge and broken-gauge symmetries. SM is considered as the final outcome of quantum field theory combining
the basic physical conceptions of quantum mechanics with special relativity [1-22]. In its generally accepted form,
SM has been developed mainly by S. Glashow, A. Salam, S. Weinberg, F. Englert, R. Brout, and P.W. Higgs (see,
for example, the studies [23-30] and references therein). SM is based on the three independent gauge symmetries,
interactions and coupling constants, which are attributed to the electromagnetic, weak-nuclear and strong-nuclear
interactions of particles. There are several similar candidate models, for instance, Grand Unified Theories (GUTs),
in which at high energy, the three gauge interactions of SM are merged into one single interaction characterized by
one larger gauge symmetry and thus one unified coupling constant. Some models, which exhibit similar properties,
do not unify all interactions using one simple Lie group as the gauge symmetry, but do so using semi-simple groups
or other super-symmetries. GUTs are considered as an intermediate step towards a Theory of Everything (TE) that
would unify gravity with electromagnetic, weak-nuclear, and strong-nuclear interactions. String Theory is currently
considered as a candidate for TE. The description of candidate theories and generally accepted models can be found
in research articles and textbooks published in the last 100 years.

Although today we know that the electromagnetism is part of a larger gauge group described by the Standard
Model (SM), SM does not include gravity. In this regard, one could mention the famous article of A. Einstein and
N. Rosen that tried to unify the Maxwell-Lorentz electromagnetism with the Einstein theory of gravity [31]. The
new approach for constructing a unified quantum model of gravitation and electromagnetism has been presented
in the study [32]. This approach has been inspired by the de Broglie idea of material waves (quantum particles).
The approach is based on a concept of cross-correlating material unit-fields carrying the gravitational and electric
associate components (”dressings”). Connecting the mass-energy relation of Einstein’s special relativity with this
concept, the unified quantum equations for gravitation and electromagnetism were derived. For strong fields and
relativistic particles, the unified model yielded new predictions in comparison to the Einstein gravity and Maxwell-
Lorentz electromagnetism. The model explains the spin and anomalous gyromagnetic factor of an electron, as well
as the Pauli exclusion principle. The cross-correlation of gravitational and electric potentials of the gravitational and
strong-nuclear ”dressings” predicts the existence of ”antigravitational” interactions, i.e., the gravitoelectric repulsive
forces acting in opposite direction to the gravitational attraction. Keeping terms of no more than second order in
the potential yields the Hamiltonians of canonical quantum mechanics. For weak fields, the model simplifies to the
Maxwell-Lorentz electromagnetism and the so-called gravitoelectromagnetic approximation of the Einstein gravity.

The aforementioned model [32] is based on a concept of cross-correlating material unit-fields (quantum particles)
that only have gravitational and electric ”dressings”. The present study extends this model to the unit-fields carrying
strong-nuclear ”dressing”. Using the unit-fields with gravitational, electric, and strong-nuclear ”dressings” yields a
unified quantum model of gravitational, electromagnetic, weak-nuclear, and strong-nuclear fields and interactions.

II. UNIFIED QUANTUM MODEL OF A SINGLE UNIT-FIELD (PARTICLE)

According to the concept of cross-correlating material unit-fields [32], any field ¥(r, t) of quantum particles consists
of the cross-correlating (interfering), material unit-fields U, (r, ¢) attributed to the particles:

N

U(r,t) =Y on(r, 1), (848)

n=1

where N is the number of particles. Unification of gravitational, electromagnetic, weak-nuclear, and strong-nuclear
fields and interactions is performed by generalization of the Einstein energy-mass relation for the unit-fields carrying
the gravitational, electric, and strong-nuclear ” dressings”.



167
A. Generalized energy-mass relation

Let us connect the energy-mass relation of Einstein’s special relativity of a classical point-like particle (N = 1) with
the de Broglie idea of material wave attributed to a particle. The energy-mass relation for a point particle located at
the spacetime point (r,t) is given by Einstein’s special relativity,

g2 = mic* + pac?, (849)
where g, mg and po are particle energy, rest mass and momentum. Connecting the concept ([848)) for a material
unit-field (quantum particle) with the relation ([849) yields the quantum energy-mass relation in the Klein-Gordon
form, which in the Dirac notations reads

(Wo|&2| W) = (Wo|mict + Pp2|Ty), (850)

where, Wo(r,t) = Wo(r,t), and p? = —h°V? and &2 = —h2§—; denote the operators of the squared momentum and
energy, respectively.

In order to describe the gravitational, electromagnetic, weak-nuclear and strong-nuclear fields and interactions, the
unit-field ¥y is assumed to be structured as

[Wo(r,t)) = Poges (r)|¢o(r, 1)), (851)

where |Uy(r,t)) and |¢o(r,t)) denote the states of the unit-field ¥y(r,t) and the unit-field generator vo(r,t). The
intrinsic structure indicates indivisible connection of the generator 1y with the associate-component ®ggcs. We
assume that the unit-field ¥y is mediated by the generator 1y, because ¥y = 0 for )9 = 0. The associate-component
is interpreted as the gravitoelectic-strongnuclear (ges) ”dressing” of the unit-field generator, which can be thought as
a ”carrier of the gravitational (g), electric (e) and strong-nuclear (s) ”dressings”.

The generalization of Eq. (850) for the ”gravitoelectic-strongnuclearly dressed” unit-field is impossible without
additional assumptions. The derivation of the generalized energy-mass relation for the structured unit-field 851I)) is
based on the following assumptions. The stationary value of the squared energy (850) is given by the stationary form

o(r.1)) = e (120t ) a1 a(e) (852)

of the unit-field state (851), which indicates that the energy operator could be presented as

1 0?
A2 2
g =—-h"——. 853
D s Poges O (853)
In such case, Eq. [850) yields the stationary squared energy
(%oledlto) =
<¢0|(I)Ek)gesq)0gesm(2)c4 + (1)896562132(1)0965|¢0>7 (854)

The mass-energy relation (854) should reduce to the Klein-Gordon form (850) if the unit-field ¥ (r,t) looses the ges
”dressing”. That indicates that the associate component ®gges(r) has the form

Boges(r) = 1+ 22l) (855)
We assume the additivity of gravitational (Up,(r)), electric (Upy(r)) and strong-nuclear (Ups(r)) components:
Uoges(r) = Upg(r) + Uge(r) + Ups(r). (856)
The Laplace and Helmholtz calibrations
V2Upge(r) = 0 (857)

V2Ups(r) = [T |*Ups(r) (858)
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are imposed respectively on the terms Upge(r) = Upg(r) + Uge(r) and Ups(r). The transverse gauge
VUpge (r) Vo (r) = 0. (859)
is used for the term Upge(r) and generator 1(r), whereas the gauge
VUos (r)Vho (r) + [T *Uos (r) 10 (r) = 0. (860)

is used for Ups(r) and vy (r). Notice, Eqs. (85H)-(B60) yielded the relation p2(Pogestho) = PogesP>eo. In addition, we
impose the conditions

q)O!JES = q)gges (861)

(o(r)tho(r)) =1, (862)

which provide the real value of ®g4es and the appropriate normalization of ¥(r). The meaning of "ad hoc” as-
sumptions (85I)-(862) becomes evident in Sects. I1.B.3 and II.C (See Eqgs. (893)-([@03) and (@I6]) that support the
assumptions). One can compare these assumptions with the so-called ”minimal substitution” assumptions e — € — gy
and p = p + (g/c)A of Field Theory. Using the relations (855)-(862) in Eq. ([854) yields the generalized energy-mass
relation

Uoges (1) )’
(ool = (ol (1+ 222200 ety
2
ol (14 250 ) 252 (363)

In the differential form, the integral relation (BG3) reads

i = (1+ Do) gt 4 29) ). (864)
where the operator
o2 Unges(r) ’ 2.4 222
H? = (HW) (mge* + *p?) (865)

is the squared Hamiltonian operator having the eigen-generator state |19) and the eigen-value £3. Notice, the relation
([BG3) simplifies to the Klein-Gordon form (850) in the case of Upges(r) = 0.

1. Identification of the gravitational (Uog(r)), electric (Uve(r)) and strong-nuclear (Uos(r)) components

Spherically symmetric solutions of Eq. ([857)) that do not diverge at  — oo are given by the irregular solid harmonics

Ung(r) = A7,,r= 71V (0, ) (866)

Uoe(r) = Afr ™ 1Y (0, 0), (867)

where Y;(0, ¢) is the spherical harmonic of degree | and order m, A] ~and Af, . are the constants, and r = (r, 0p).
For a given non-negative integer [, there are 2] + 1 independent configurations (866]), one for each integer m with
—I < m < [. The divergent solutions, which are based on the regular solid harmonics, are described in Sec. VI.A.
The gravitational (866]) and electric (867) components with the lowest degree (I =" = 0) and the respective order
(m = m/ = 0), which satisfy the condition (861]), uncover the physical meaning of the components:

2
m
Uog(r) = £y — (868)

r
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g
Upe(r) = 7e (869)

where 7, and 7. are respectively the gravitational (Newton) and electric (Coulomb) constants, and gy denotes the
electrical charge of unit-field. The terms (868) and (869) are identified with the gravitational and electrical potential
self-energies of the unit-field. The positive mass (mo > 0) excludes the meaningless negative values of the Einstein
energy 9 = moc® of a particle at rest. The sign (—) in Eqs. (868) and (869) yields the attractive gravitational and
electric self-forces, whereas the repulsive self-forces are explained by the sign (4). To provide the attractive forces,
we will use the sign (—).

Spherically symmetric solutions of Eq. (858) that could be associated with the strong-nuclear potential self-energy
Ups(r) are given by

Uos(r) = Aj,, 01 (i|Ts|r) Y™ (0, 0), (870)

where A7 is the constant, j;(i|T's|r) is the Bessel function of first kind with the imaginary argument i|T's|r. The
Bessel functions of first kind with the real argument |I's|r and/or the Bessel functions of second kind, which are also
solutions of Eq. (858)) have been considered Chapter II. The harmonic degree | = 0 and the respective order m = 0 in
Eq. (B870), which satisfy the condition (86Tl), yielded

eIFS‘T e_IFS‘T

Ups(r) = —b , 871
0s(0) = 0" - (371)
where a and b are the constants. For instance, in the case of a = 0 and b = —75Q3, the potential self-energy Ups(r)
obeys the Yukawa form
2 e ‘FS IT
Vs (r) = 7.QF—— (872)

where vsQq 87‘:5 " is the Yukawa potential, vy, is the strong-nuclear constant, and () is the color charge with the value

Qo > 0. The self-energy (872) vanishes at r > |T's|~! and becomes infinite (Ups(r) — o) at 7 — 0. The potential
self-energy (BTI) with a = —b = —,Q3% reads

e‘FS‘T eflrsw
Unr) = 203 (S + ). (573

r r
The potential self-energy (873]) becomes infinite (Ups(r) — —o0) at r — 0 and r — oo.

We will see that the strong-nuclear fields and interactions correspond to Eq. (73] rather than Eq. (872). Notice,
Eqs. (857) and (B58) have the same solutions as the respective equations V2Uy,(r) = —4my,mad(r), VZUp.(r) =
—477.q35(r) and V2Ups(r) — |Ts|?Ups(r) = —4my:Q%*(r), where §(r) is the Dirac delta. It could be mentioned that
the solutions of Eqs. (857) and (858]) having the non-spherical symmetries are discussed in Ref. [32].

2. The spin of a unit-field

The second term on the right-hand side of Eq. (863) is associated with the unit-field kinetic energy. The kinetic
energy of a particle (unit-field) at rest vanishes. Therefore, the generator state |¢o(r)) = |s(r)) of the unit-field at
rest satisfies the equation

p?|s(r)) = 0. (874)

For the spherically symmetric generator, Eq. (874]) reads

h? 9? L2
2072 _ _ _
h*VZs(r) = l L 7“2] s(r) =0, (875)

where L2 is the square of the angular momentum operator L=rx p = ih(r x V) and p is the momentum operator.
Therefore the generator ¢o(r) = s(r) is called the spin psi-wavefunction. Similarly to Eq. (857)), the solutions of
Eq. (870) are given by in the regular

s(r) = Binr'Y™ (0, ) (876)
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and/or irregular
5(r) = Cimr™71Y/" (6, 0) (877)

solid harmonics, where By, and Ci,,, are constants; Y™ (6, ) are the joint eigenfunctions of the operator L2 and the
generator L, of rotations around the azimuthal axis:

L2V (6, ) = U1+ 1Y (6, ) (878)

L.s(r) = hms(r). (879)

The different species of particles (unit-fields) correspond to the different values of I and m. For an orbital quantum
number [, there are 2/ + 1 independent spin wavefunctions (876)), one for each magnetic quantum number m with — <
m < [. Although the squared intrinsic quantum momentum of the unit-field vanishes ({p3,) = (s(r)|p?|s(r)) = 0), the
intrinsic quantum momentum (pos) = (s(r)|p|s(r)) # 0 yields the non-vanishing intrinsic angular momentum (spin)
(s.) = (s(r)|L.|s(r)) = hm for m # 0. Such behaviour is different from the classic mechanics of a point particle,
where p = 0 if p2 = 0.

B. Generalized energy-mass relation for a unit-field with spin

The intrinsic momentum (pgs) = (s(r)|p|s(r)) and the intrinsic generator |s(r)) can be extracted from the total
momentum (p) = (Yo (r)|P|to(r)) and the total generator |1 (r)):

(P) = (Pos) + (B) = (o (r)[(s(x)[Bs(r))|do(r)) (880)

[Yo(r)) = |s(x)) |0 (r)), (881)

where (p) = (¥o(r)|D|tho(r)) is the external momentum corresponding to the external generator |¢o(r)), and the
intrinsic generator |s(r)) denotes the spin state.
Using the representation (881]) yields the energy-mass relation (863) in the new form:

(ol (sld|s) o) = (ol (sIH2|s)[bo). (882)

Taking into account Eqs. (862), (863) and (874, the energy-mass relation ([882) yields

7 UO es ? 7
e = {dul(e] (1+ 2222 ) ot +
. Uo 2 . -
(altl (1+ 2222 )" (2p1s) i) + 1)1} (583)
In the case of Upges(r) = 0, Egs. (862) and (883) for a unit-field at rest (|to) = 1) yielded the Einstein energy-mass
relation
g2 = (s|symact = mict (884)

under the condition (s|s) = 1. For the orbital quantum number [ > 1, the condition is provided by the normalizations

(s|s)y = /0:3 /:_ﬂo dQ/OTD#OOS*(r)s(r)ﬁdT =1 (885)

(s|s) = /0 i / "0 / Rozms*(r)s(r)rzdr: 1. (886)

=0 J =0 0700

for the regular (B76) and irregular (877) solid harmonics, respectively. The relation (883]) indicates that the intrinsic
(spin) wavefunctions corresponding to the regular solid harmonics obey the finite (rg # oo0) dimension, i.e., the spin
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wavefunctions are local. While, Eq. (886) reveals the non-locality of the spin wavefunctions based on the irregular
solid harmonics with infinite (Ry = oo) radius. If | = 0, respectively m = 0, then Eq. (879) yields the zero spin
((s2) = (s(r)|L.|s(r)) = 0). For irregular harmonics with [ = 0, Eqs. (885) and (888) yielded (s|s) = co. In the case of
the unit-fields with zero spins, the condition (s|s) = 1 is provided by the regular harmonics and Eq. (88H). Thus the
unit-fields with non-zero spins are described by the regular (local) or irregular (non-local) harmonics with the orbital
quantum number [ > 1, whereas the zero-spin unitfields correspond to the regular harmonics with [ = 0. Notice, the
relation (B8%]) means that the spin wavefunction vanishes (s(r) = 0) for r > 7. In the case of Eq. (880), s(r) =0 for
r <Tp.

1. The pure gravitational, pure electric, pure strong-nuclear, gravitoelectric, gravito-strongnuclear and electro-strongnuclear
terms in the squared energy

The additivity (856) of gravitational (Uyy(r)), electric (Upy(r)) and strong-nuclear (Ups(r)) potential self-energies
in Eq. (882) yields

e6 = (ol (sF1%|s)[o), (887)
where
Uoges \ >
T2 _ ges 2 .4 242
H* = <1 + m002> (mge* + *p?) (888)

2
and (1 + UO—E"}) = X2 is given by

moc
20 Uz 2Upe U2
X2 —1 ( 0g 0g ) < 0 Oe >

moc2  mict moc?  mict
2
2U05 UOs 2UOQU08
T\ et ea) T 2.4
0c?  mic mac

2WooUos 2WouUos
+( Ogo)+( 020). (889)

2.4 4
mqpc mapc

The generalized energy-mass relation (887) uncovers physical meanings of the pure gravitational, pure electric,
pure strong-nuclear, gravitoelectric, gravito-strongnuclear and electro-strongnuclear (electro-weaknuclear) terms in the
squared energy. The second, third and forth terms on the right-hand side of Eq. (889]), which describe the pure grav-
itational, pure electric, pure strong-nuclear contributions to the squared energy, are mediated by the self-correlation
of gravitational, electric and strong-nuclear potential self-energies. The fifth, sixth and seventh terms correspond to
the gravitoelectric, gravito-strongnuclear and electro-strongnuclear contributions induced by the cross-correlation of
the respective potential self-energies.

2. The squared eigen-energy of unit-field determined by the squared Hamiltonian H?

According to the relations (864)) and (881]), the squared eigen-energy €2 of unit-field (quantum particle) is determined
by the equation

eols)|v0) = H?[s) o). (890)
Using Eq. (865)) yields the squared Hamiltonian operator
H? = m2c*(1 + z), (891)

where

~ 9 2
p + 2U0ges UOges
mécz  mec?  mict
0 0 0
~ 9 2 A2
2UOQesp UOgesp

3 o4 1.6
e mge

Tr =

— (892)
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3. The eigen-energy of unit-field determined by the Hamiltonian H

The classical mechanics, quantum mechanics and SM consider the particle energy rather than the squared energy.
For the comparison with these models, we find the quantum energy of unit-field using the representation of Eq. (890)
in the form

€0€0|S>|1/~)0> = ﬂﬂ|5>|1/~10>- (893)
Equations (893) and (891)) yielded the unit-field self-energy as the eigen-solution of the equation
cols)|vo) = Hls)[¢h), (894)

where the Hamiltonian operator is given by

f)2 1/2
i 2
H-= (moC + UOges) (1 + W) . (895)

Equation (895) with the notation y = mi:T; has the form
0
I:I = ("A’KLOC2 + UOges) (1 + y)1/2 =

1 1 1
(moc® + Unges) <1 tau- §y2 + Eys - .. > ; (896)

which yields the non-divergent eigen self-energy
g0 = (to| (s[FL|s)|t)o) (897)

(1ho|(s]y|s)|1o) satisfies the condition (y) < 1. For the unit-field at rest

only if the dimensionless parameter (y)

(|tho) = 1), Eq. (BI7) yields

g0 = (mo + (mog) + (moe) + (mos)) &2, (898)
where
(mog) = (s|Uogc™?|s) (899)
(moe) = (s|Ugec™2|s) (900)
(mos) = (s|Upsc™2|s) (901)

are identified with the gravitational, electric and strong-nuclear rest-masses of the unit-field (particle), which satisfy
the relations

(mog) < (moe) < (mo) < (mos).- (902)
The Hamiltonian operator (895]) can be presented also in the equivalent form

H = moc?(1+ )2 =

moc? (1 + %w - %xz + 1—16553 —.. ) , (903)
where z is given by Eq. (892). The eigen self-energy determined by Eqs. (897) and (@03)) does not diverge only if the
dimensionless parameter () = (1| (s|z|s)[o) < 1. If (y) < 1, then the conditions (z) < 1 is satisfied by the pure
gravitational (Upges = Ung), pure electric (Upges = Uge) and grawitoelectric (Upge = Uy + Upe) unit-fields because of
the relation ([@02).

In the case of (x) < 1 or (y) < 1, the exact values of eigen self-energies are provided by the infinite number of terms
of the Taylor expansions in Egs. (896) and ([@03). Surprisingly, the divergence problem does not exist in the case of
Eq. (890), which yields the exact eigen-values of squared self-energies by using the six terms in Eq. (891)).
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4. The gravitational, electric and strong-nuclear rest-masses

The rest-masses of the gravitational (Upy(r)), electric (Upe(r)) and strong-nuclear (Ups(r)) fields of the unit-field
(particle) depend on the internal (spin) wavefunction s(r). The spherical symmetry of the non-local spin wave-
functions based on the irregular solid harmonics (8717) could be affected by a border placed at infinite distance from
the particle. The rest-masses determined by such exotic (non-local) spin wavefunctions are calculated in the Appendix.
Here, we consider the unit-fields with local spin wavefunctions based on the regular solid harmonics (876). For the

unit-fields with the spins (I > 0), Eqgs. (899), (885), (R76) and (8GE) and Eqgs. (@00), ([884), B7Q) and (869) yielded

the gravitational and electric rest-masses

gm2 20+ 3
(mog) =~ (904)
(moe) = — e (2L + 3) (905)

2roe (20 +2)°
whereas the strong-nuclear rest-mass is given by Eqgs. (Q0I)), (883)), (R76) and ([873) as

2
_7sQ8(20+3) (e\rs\m +e—\rs\m), (906)

m =
) = g

Notice, rog, roe and ros are the gravitational, electric and strong-nuclear dimensions of the spin wavefunction s(r).

C. The Hamiltonian H and squared Hamiltonian H? in terms of the scalar (¢0) and vector (Ao) potentials

The squared Hamiltonian (891)) and Hamiltonians (896]) and ([@03]) are determined by the parameter = (see, Eq. (892]))
that contains the gravitational (BG8]), electric (869) and strong-nuclear ([873]) potential self-energies of the unit-field.
These energies can be presented as

Uog(r) = mopog(r) (907)
Uoe(r) = qopoe(r) (908)
Uos(r) = Qowos(r) (909)

by introducing the gravitational, electric and strong-nuclear scalar potentials

mo

Pog(r) = C (910)
poc(r) =~ (911)
|FS|T 7‘1_‘5"'"
ost) = =300 (- + ). (012

Introduction of the scalar potentials and the respective gravitational, electric (magnetic) and strong-nuclear vector
potentials

A PogP

Ay, = 913
09 mopc ( )

Ag, = 0P (914)

mopcC
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AOS = spospa
yielded the parameter x in the form

915
oc (915)
. p’ 2(mowog + qopoe + Qowos)
mac? moc2

(moog + qopoe + Qopos)?
* mict +
0

(moAog + qoAge + QoAgs)p
m3c?

i (mvog + QOAOe + QOAOS)2
2

4
mapc

(916)
1. The pure gravitational, pure electric, pure strong-nuclear, gravitoelectric, gravito-strongnuclear, electro-strongnuclear and

gravito-electric-strongnuclear unit-fields

The species of unit-fields (particles) are determined by the parameter x in the squared Hamiltonian (891]) and the
Hamiltonians (896) and (@03]).

For the pure gravitational, pure electric (electromagnetic) and pure strong-nuclear unit-fields, the parameter x is
given by Eq. ([@I9) in the forms

~ 92 A A 2
® A A
x:_p22+2@+ﬂ+2 0B | 0 (917)
mac moc c
o 2 9 A & 242
p qoPoe . 4LH qoAocD | q5Aj
=22 m st i t2 =3t 54 (918)
0 0C mOC mOC mOC
~ 2 2, .2
v oy 2 Tt
mgc moc mgc

+2 QOAOSIA) Q%Ags

2.3
mgc

919
mact’ (919)

respectively. Notice, in the case of —y,mo = Yeqo = 1, the pure gravitation (Eq. (OI7)) and pure electromagnetism
(Eq. ([@I8)) of the unit-field become undistinguishable from each other. Imposing the commutation relation [p, Ag]
0, Egs. (@I'0)-(@I9) can be represented as

1

. Mo & 90
,’E:Tz(p‘f'—voq) +2SDO(] +— Oq
moc C

(920)
Lo qoi \?2, %% , 93¥0
- KUy ) P e 921
v m3c? (p—|— ¢ o) T moc?  mict (921)
1

mact’
The gravitoelectric (gravitoelectromagnetic), gravito-strongnuclear and electro-strongnuclear unit-fields are deter-
mined respectively by

T="575 (P + o Aos> + QQOWS
mOC

moc2

p? 2(m +
r= B (mopog 2Q0<P0e)
5C moc
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(movog + qooe)?
+ m2ct
0
L 2(moAgy + goAoe)D
mgc3

i (mOAOg + q0A06)2

2

— (923)
0

2 n 2(mowog + Qowos)

m3c? moc?
(moog + Qopos)?
+ m2ct
0
2(moAgy + QoAos)P
m3c3
4 (mOAOg + Q0A05)2

2.4
mgc

+

(924)

o - PP 2(q0p0e + Qopos)
m3c? moc2

(d0p0e + Qopos)?
+ 24
mOC
2(qoAge + QoAos)p
m3c?
(QOAOe + Q0A05)2

+
2.4
moc

+

(925)

The pure gravitational (Eqs. (@17) and (@20)), pure electromagnetic (Eqs. (@18 and (@21))) and gravitoelectromagnetic
(Eq. @23)) unit-fields have been discussed in Ref. [32]. The gravitoelectromagnetic properties of unit-fields are
determined by Eq. ([@23]), where the intrinsic cross-correlation (interference) of gravitational and electric potentials is
given by the operators yoq¢0. and AOgAOE The cross-correlation of gravitational and strong nuclear potentials inside
the pure gravito- strongnuclear unit-fields is described by the operators ¢gqp0s and AoquS in Eq. (@24]), whereas the
operators g pps and AOEAOS in equation ([@28]) describe the cross-correlation of electric and strong-nuclear intrinsic
potentials of the pure electro-strongnuclear unit-fields.

The physical properties of gravitoelectromagnetic-strongnuclear unit-fields are determined by the parameter x in
the forms (QI6)-(@25). If a unit-field is called string, then the above-presented description of the unit-field could be
considered as a model of the gravitoelectromagnetic-strongnuclear string.

III. UNIFIED QUANTUM MODEL OF A UNIT-FIELD (PARTICLE) IN THE EXTERNAL
GRAVITOELECTROMAGNETIC-STRONGNUCLEAR FIELD

In order to extend the unified quantum model of a single gravitoelectromagnetic-strongnuclear unit-field to the unit-
field placed into external gravitoelectromagnetic-strongnuclear field, we use the principle of additivity for potential
energies and potentials. The potential self-energy Upges(r) of a single unit-field is replaced in Eqgs. (891]), (896) and
[@03) by the total potential energy Uy, (r) of the unit-field:

Uges(r) = Uy (r) + Ul (r) + U (r), (926)
with
Ug (r) = Ung(r) + Uy(r) = mowj(r) (927)

UZ(r) = Ue(r) + Ue(r) = qop? (r) (928)
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U (r) = Uos(r) + Us(r) = Qowi(r). (929)

The components Uy(r) = mopy(r), Ue(r) = qope(r) and Us(r) = Qops(r) denote respectively the gravitational,
electric and strong potential energies attributed to the gravitational (¢4(r)), electric (¢c(r)) and strong-nuclear
(ps(r)) external potentials. The total scalar and totalvector potentials are given by

SD; (r) = pog(r) + @4(r) (930)
Pz (r) = poe(r) + pe(r) (931)
@3 (r) = @os(r) + ps(r) (932)
Al = £oP (933)

: moc
Ar = £eP (934)

mopc
A = $3P (935)

mopc

Notice, the parameters @oq(r), @oe(r) and ¢os(r) are internal potentials. Thus the gravitoelectromagnetic-
strongnuclear unit-field placed into the external gravitoelectromagnetic-strongnuclear field Uge,(r) = Uy(r) + Ue(r) +
Us(r) satisfies Egs. (890) and (894), where the squared Hamiltonian ([891]) and the Hamiltonians (896) and (@03)) are
described by the parameter x in the form

p?  2(mow; + qows + Qops)
m3c? moc2

(Mo} + qos + Qog’)?

+ . 51 +

mOC
2(moA% + qoA% + QoAY)p
m3c?
L (moA + goAf + QoA%)?

2.4
mgC

xTr =

(936)

Thus the gravitoelectromagnetic-strongnuclear interaction of the unit-field with the external field is determined by
the parameter ([@36). The pure gravitational, pure electric (electromagnetic) and pure strong-nuclear unit-fields and
interactions correspond to the parameter x, which is given by Eq. [@36) with ¢} = ¢f =0, p; = @5 = 0 and ¢} =
©r = 0, respectively. The gravitoelectric (gravitoelectromagnetic), gravito-strongnuclear and electro-strongnuclear
unit-fields and interactions are determined by the parameter (336) with ¢} =0, ¢} = 0 and ¢} = 0, respectively.
The relations (890), ([894)), (89), (894), ([@03) and ([@36) predict the new physical phenomena attributed to inter-
action (cross-correlation) of the unit-field with the external gravitoelectromagnetic-strongnuclear field. The opera-
tors wog¢y and AogAg uncover the interaction mediated by means of the cross-correlation of intrinsic end external

gravitational potentials. The terms ¢pcp. and AoeAe reveal the interaction induced by the intrinsic and external
electromagnetic potentials, whereas the operators ¢ps¢s and AgA, predict the interaction by the cross-correlation
of intrinsic and external strong-nuclear potentials. The gravito-electric interaction is predicted by the operators
wype and AgAz The gravito-strongnuclear interaction is revealed by the operators py¢y and AgA* whereas the

S
electro-strongnuclear (electro-weak) interaction correspond to the operators ¢*¢* and AgA; The second order term
(mowy + qonl)*my 2¢=*, which does not exist in the general relativity and electromagnetism could play a key role
in the interactions mediated by the strong gravitational and electromagnetic potentials.

It is surprising that the physical picture of the interactions based on the approximation ([@03) of H(x) under the
condition (x) = (¢o|(s|z|s)|tho) < 1 depends on the number of terms in the Taylor expansion. The terms of more

than second order in the potentials yielded the combined interactions, which are the high-order combinations of
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gravitational, electromagnetic, strong-nuclear, gravito-electromagnetic, gravito-strongnuclear and electro-strongnuclear
interactions. The interaction models based on Egs. ([Q03]) and (836]) are perturbative theories, i.e., they are described by
expansions in powers of (x) or (y) = (¥o|(s|y|s)|1o). In the case of the relativistic unit-fields ((p) =~ p), the condition
(y) < 1 is satisfied by the gravitoelectro-strongnuclear unit-fields if v < ¢/ V2, where p = mov/4/1— ‘é—j is the particle

momentum. If the dimensionless parameters (y) or (x) are of order one or larger, then the non-perturbative theory
based on Eq. (891 have to be used to describe the interactions. An example of the latter is the strongnuclear and
electro-strongnuclear interactions, where the parameter (z) > 1 due to Eq. (002).

IV. UNIFIED QUANTUM MODEL OF MULTI-UNITFIELD SYSTEM

We now extend the single-unitfield (V = 1) model developed in the previous sections to the multi-unitfield (N > 2)
system. The multi-unitfield system (848]), which consists of the cross-correlating gravito-electromagnetic-strongnuclear
unit-fields W, (r,t), is described by the field

N>2

U(r,t) =Y Wou(r,t). (937)

The n-th unit-field, which is surrounded by the (N —1) external unit-fields, does satisfy Eqs. (890) and (894)), where
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ A~ ~ A~ a2
|s)|v0), H*(z), H(z) and H(y) are replaced respectively by [s,)|ton), H2 (2,,), Hy(2zy,) and H,, (y,) with y, = =52

mg (&
and
o Bh | 2mongh, + dong, + Qon¥sn)
" omd, c? MonC2
| (m0n @i + donein + Qonein)®
m3,,c*
2(mOnA§n + qon A7, + QonAlL,)P
m3, 3
m nA*n + nAZn + nAgn 2
+( on Ay qo2 » Qo ) ' (938)
mg,,C
(for comparison, see Eq. ([@36)). The respective total scalar and total vector potentials are given by
N—-1
D0 (t) = Cogn(r) + Y Pogmn(r) (939)
m#n
N—-1
<P:n (I‘) = Poen (I‘) + Z Poemn (I‘) (940)
m#n
N-1
(p:n(r) = (pOSn(r) + Z ()OOSmn(r) (941)
m#n
A ©gnPn
Aj, =-—"T— 942
gn monC ( )
. -
Ay, = Pl (943)
monC
Ay, = ZenPn (944)

monC
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N-1 N—-1
where @, (r) = 2, Pogmn(T), Pen(T) = D2, Poemn(r) and @gn(r mn P0smn () denote the gravitational,
electric and strong-nuclear external potentials (for comparison, see Eq. (mﬂl) (ﬁﬁ]} Usmg the principle of additivity

for the squared energies and energies yields the unified mass-energy relations
N 5 N 5
D etalsadon) = Y Hilsa)ldon) (945)
n=1 n=1

N

N
Z 50n|5n>|1/~]0n Z n|5n wOn (946)
n=1

Imposing the relations I:In|sm>|z/;om> = 5nmI:In|sm>|z/~Jom> and (z/;on|<sn|sm>|l/~10m> = 0pm, Where 0,,, is the Kronecker

symbol, Egs. ([@48) and (@46) read
N N
<Z 5(2)n> H WJOn -

<§: )ﬂ ton) (947)

(550 i -

N
(ZH ) [T Isn)1on). (948)

n=1

where |U) = Hi:’:l |5n)|Yon) denotes the state of the field ¥(r, ) of the multi-unitfield system.

It has been shown in Ref. [32] that the Hamiltonians of canonical quantum mechanics [33],|34] of a system of
electrically charged particles are the low-order approximations of the unified Hamiltonian of the system of pure
electromagnetic unit-fields. The unified energy-mass relation ([048) provides the minimum energy of the system only
if no two identical electrons occupy the same quantum state. [32] The model explained physically the Pauli exclusion
principle. In the quantum mechanics, the principle was introduced as a postulate.

V. THE UNIFIED ENERGY-MASS RELATION FOR NON-STATIONARY UNIT-FIELDS

According to equations (851)-([853) and (8R1]), the unified energy-mass relation for the time-dependent energies of
the n-th non-stationary unit-field

|¢0n(1‘7f)> = |Sn(r7t)>|1;0n(r7t)> #

e (201t ) 50 ) o ) (949)
has the form
, 0 '
—h atQ |Sﬂ(r7 t)>|"/]0n(r7 t)> =
n|$n(r7t)>|1/~}0n(rvt>>a (950)

In terms of the energy, the relation (@50) can be presented as

ilh [ (x, £))[don (r, 1)) =
n|Sn(I',t)>|1/)0n(I‘,t)>, (951)

where the operators H2 and H,, have been presented in the previous sections. Eqs. (949)-(I07) describe the transient
physical processes, for instance, scattering, emission and absorption of a unit-field (quantum particle) by a system of
unit-fields.
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VI. THE CLASSICAL LIMIT OF UNIFIED QUANTUM MODEL

The physical parameters of quantum particles (unit-fields) obey the non-quantum values of classical (spin-less)

particles in the classical limit. That means that a physical value f determined by the respective operator f is given
by

) = () = [ @ o) d! =
/_OO p(r') f(x')d*’, (952)

where p(r') = d(r —r’) denotes the Dirac delta. Therefore, in the classical limit, the gravitoelectro-strongnuclear
unit-fields are described by the unified non-quantum model of classical particles:

Ut \?
Hieo = (1 * —qz) (mie" + p?e?) =

mopc
{moges) Uges ’ 2 4 2 2
<1 + TQ + m002 (moc + pc ) (953)

*

U es
= (1) i

mocC

(1 4 {moges) ULQ) (m2c* + p2c?) /2, (954)

mo mocC

where

Uges(r) = Uy (r) + Ul (r) + Ul(r) (955)
Uy (r) = (mog)c® + Uy (r) (956)
Uz (r) = (moe)c® + Ue(r) (957)
Uilr)= <m05)c2 + Us(r) (958)

(Moges) = (Mog) + (Moe) + (Mos) =
(s|Uogc™2|s) + (s|Upec2[s)
2|S

+(sUosc™"|s) (959)

Uges(r) = Ug(r) + Ue(r) + Ue(r) (960)
Uy(r) = mopy(r) (961)

Ue(r) = qope(r) (962)

Us(r) = Qops(r) (963)

A, = 2P (964)
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A, = PP (965)
moc

A, = 2P (966)
mopcC

v (967)

P=—F—
Ji-x

In other words, in the non-quantum model, the quantum parameter = determined by Eqs. (892)), ([@16), (954)), (934)),
and ([@38) is replaced by the respective non-quantum value, while the quantum parameter y = % should have the
0

2
non-quantum form y = —B—. Notice, the energy-mass relation ([@54) reduces to the Einstein form (849) in the case of
0

Uges = 0. In the case of pure electromagnetic particles (Uj.; = U, (mge) < mo) and weak external scalar potentials
[(q0eX)? < 2moc?|qopt]], Egs. @54), (@57), (@62) and ([@65) yielded the canonical Hamiltonian [35]

2
H, = \/m364 +e(p+ %OAe) + Qe (968)

of the Lorentz electromagnetism. [32]

A. The unified model of non-quantum gravitoelectromagnetic-strongnuclear particles by using the Lagrange
formalism

The classical fields and interactions, for instance, the Einstein relativity and Maxwell-Lorentz electromagnetism are
usually formulated in frames of the Lagrangian formalism. For the comparison, we reformulate the above-presented
model using this formalism. The non-quantum Lagrangian that corresponds to equations (053) and ([@54)) is given by

2 v?
Lges = — (moc + U;es(r)) 1-— ==
2
_ \/ (moc? + (Moges)c? + Uyes)® <1 - ‘c'—2> (969)
The unified equations of motion
d OLges  OLges
dt ov  or (970)
d OLge  OLge
dt ov ~ or (O71)
d OLgs  OLys
dt ov ~ or (972)
d OLes  OLes
dt ov  Or (973)
d oL, 0L,
diov  or O74)
dOL. OL. (975)

dt ov or



181

d oL, oL,
dt ov ~ or’ (976)

yielded the respective forces, namely the non-quantum gravitoelectromagnetic-strongnuclear, gravitoelectric (gravito-
electromagnetic), gravito-strongnuclear, electro-strongnuclear (electro-weak), pure gravitational, pure electromagnetic
and pure strongnuclear forces. Notice, the Lagrangian (@69) describes these forces as different aspects of a single
gravitoelectromagnetic-strongnuclear interaction. In other words, at very high energies, the gravitational, electro-
magnetic, strong-nuclear and weak-nuclear forces are combined into one. The gravitoelectromagnetic (Fge = agl?e)
and gravito-strongnuclear (Fgys = 8555) forces are the new kinds of forces, compared to SM. The fundamental forces
correspond to Eqs. ([@74)-(O70), whereas the combined forces are described by Eqgs. ([@70)-(@73). Notice, the Tailor
expansion in the Lagrangian ([@69) changes the physical picture of interactions. Indeed, the cross-correlation terms of
more than second order in the potentials yielded other combinations of gravitational, electromagnetic, strong-nuclear,
gravito-electromagnetic, gravito-strongnuclear and electro-strongnuclear forces.

In the case of pure electromagnetic (U, = UZ, (moe) < mg) particles with the weak [(qop?)? < 2moc?|qop?]]

ges

external potentials ¢, and A, = 22X, Eqgs. ([053)-(©@61), (@69) and ([@73) yielded the canonical Lagrangian [35]

2c
2 vi g
Le = —MmoC 1— C_2 + ;AGV — qoPe (977)

of Lorentz’s electromagnetism, the Lorentz electromagnetic force F, = %Lrﬁ and the Maxwell equations. [32]

The Einstein relativity is described by the spacetime metric

ds® = gipdada®, (978)
where g, is the metric tensor and z° = (ct,r). For the flat spacetime, gz = g% . Here, I use the Minkowski tensor
gi with the signature (+ — ——). [35] For the pure gravitational particles (U}, = Uy, (mog) < my), the Lagrangian
(©O69) and the canonical relation Ly = —mgcds/dt yielded [32]

2 90(1')222 90(1')22
ds =<1+g—2> dt —(1+g—2> dr (979)
c c

with the respective unified metric tensor

2
Pg(r)
ot = (14247 ) gt (950)
which is similar to the Schwarzschild tensor. The general relativity and the unified non-quantum pure gravitation
becomes undistinguishable from each other in the case of g;; = g;;.. It can be mentioned that the divergent solutions
to Eq. (821), which are based on the regular solid harmonics (see, Sec. I1I.A.1), yielded a repulsive gravitational force
which increases infinitely with the increase of r. The other properties of forces Fy = %, F. = 88% and Fg. = 855‘3
have been considered in Ref. [32].

VII. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

Starting from the mass-energy relation of Einstein’s special relativity and using the concept for the unit-fields with
gravitational, electric, and strong-nuclear ”dressings”, the unified equations for gravitational, electromagnetic, strong-
nuclear, gravito-electric, gravito-strongnuclear and electro-strongnuclear (weak-nuclear) fields and interactions were
derived. The cross-correlation of the gravitational (Uy), electric (UZ) and strong-nuclear (UY) fields (”dressings”) or
the respective potentials explain the three fundamental kinds of interactions, namely the gravitational, electric and
strong-nuclear forces. The gravito-electric (Uy, = Uy + U7), gravito-strongnuclear (Uys = Uy + U;) and electro-
strongnuclear (UZ, = U? 4+ U}) fields are the combined ”dressings” of the unit-field, which are responsible for the
gravito-electric, gravito-strongnuclear and electro-strongnuclear (weak-nuclear) combined forces. The gravitational
(Uy = Ugg + Uy), electric (U = Upe + Ue) and strong-nuclear (U = Ups + Us) fields ("dressings”) consist of the
gravitational (U, ), electric (Up.), and strong-nuclear (Ups) intrinsic fields (”intrinsic dressings”) and the gravitational
(Ug), electric (Ue), and strong-nuclear (Us) external fields (”external dressings”). The total rest-mass (mgges) of the
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gravitoelectric-strongnuclear ”intrinsic dressing” Upges of the unit-field, which is given by

(moges) = (mog) + (moe) + (mos) =
(s1(Uoge™)]s) + (sl (Uoec™?)[s)
+(s|(Uosc™2)]s), (981)

consists of the gravitational ((mqg4)), electric ({mge)) and strong-nuclear ((mos)) masses of the gravitational (Upg),
electric (Upy) and strong-nuclear (Up,) ”intrinsic dressings” (intrinsic fields). In terms of SM, the gravitoelectric-
strongnuclear unit-field carries the intrinsic gauge-bosons associated with the respective ”intrinsic dressings”. The
gravitonal, electric, strong-nuclear, gravito-electric, gravito-strongnuclear and electro-strongnuclear (electroweak) in-
trinsic gouge-bosons have the masses (mog), (Moe), (Mos), (Moge) = (Mog) + (Moe), (Mogs) = (Mog) + (Mos) and
<m085> = <m05> + <m08>a respeCtiV61Y- ~

The physical picture of quantum interactions is determined by the unit-field state |s)|t)), the squared Hamil-
tonian I:I2(:v) and the Hamiltonians I:I(:C) and I:I(y) The model predicts gravitational, electromagnetic, strong-
nuclear, gravito-electromagnetic, gravito-strongnuclear and electro-strongnuclear (weak-nuclear) quantum interactions
described by the dimensionless quantum parameters (@I7)-(@I9) and @23)-@25). If the dimensionless parameter
(y) = (Dol (sly|s)|tho) or (x) = (o|(s|z|s)|1)y) is of order one or larger, then the quantum interactions are described by
the non-perturbative theory based on Eq. (891]). The quantum models based on Eqgs. (896) and ([@03]) are perturbative
theories, i.e., they are described by expansions in powers of (y) or (x). The physical picture of quantum interactions
based on the approximation (@03) of I:I(:C) under the condition (z) < 1 depends on the number of terms in the Taylor
expansion. The terms of more than second order in the potentials yielded the combined quantum interactions, which
are the high-order combinations of gravitational, electromagnetic, strong-nuclear, gravito-electromagnetic, gravito-
strongnuclear and electro-strongnuclear interactions. In terms of SM, the interaction of unit-fields is provided by the
virtual (U* = U*(r)) or real (U* = U*(r,t)) exchange of the virtual or real gauge-bosons, respectively. For instance,
the real gravitons, real photons, electro-strong (electroweak) real bosons and strong-nuclear real bosons (real gluons)
are the real gauge-bosons associated with the gravitational (U (r,t)), electric (Uj(r,t)), strong-nuclear (U (r,t)),
gravito-electric (Up,(r,t) = Uy (r,t) + UZ(r,t)), gravito-strongnuclear (U, (r,t) = Uj(r,t) + Uz (r,t)) and electro-
strongnuclear (UZ,(r,t) = UX(r,t) + UZ(r,t)) intrinsic and external fields (”intrinsic and external dressings”). In
other words, the interaction of unit-fields is provided by exchange of the ”intrinsic dressings” (virtual or real intrinsic
gauge-bosons) or ”external dressings” (virtual or real external gauge-bosons).

In the standard model of particle physics, the relative strengths of the four fundamental (gravitational, electromag-
netic, strong-nuclear and weak-nuclear) forces are quoted in terms of the respective dimensionless coupling constants
= 'Y;lzg, g = aeg—z = Qe 'va’e%g. The experimen-
tal data describing the strong-nuclear (color) force between nucleons is consistent with the value a; ~ 1. SM sees the
color force as the force between the constituent quarks. The quantum chromodynamics of SM describing the color
force gives the well-known expression for the strong-nuclear coupling constant:

(e) ~ 127
I B35 ang)in ()
where n, is the number of quarks, € denotes the energy, and A ~ 0.2GeV is experimentally determined parameter.
Equation ([@82]) shows that the strong force coupling constant decreases to zero (as(e) — 0) at small distances (r — 0,
respectively e — 00), i.e., the quarks approach a state where they can move without resistance in the tiny volume of
the hadron. In other words, the color force diminishes inside the nucleons. The phenomenon is called the ”asymptotic
freedom” of quarks. In the quantum picture of SM, the nuclear strong force between quarks is based on exchange of
gluons. The color force acts like a spring between quarks of different colors, becoming stronger as they get farther
apart. That explained why quarks cannot be isolated singularly. According to SM, the weak-nuclear coupling constant
@, is related to the strong-nuclear o, coupling constant as ay,/as ~ 10~7. SM describes the electromagnetic force
and the weak-nuclear force as two different aspects of a single electroweak interaction. At very high energies, SM
combines the electromagnetic and weak forces into one.

In the unified model, the counterparts of the coupling constants of SM are the unified dimensionless coupling

parameters (see, Eqs. (891), (896) ([@03), @53), (@54)), and ([@69)):

oy = <m09> _ <S|Uogc_2|8> (983)

mo mo

0, O, 0 and a,,. The coupling constants oy and o, are given by a.

(982)

Qo = <m0€> _ <S|U0€C_2|S> (984)

mo mo
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-2
s = <m05> — <S|UOSC |S> (985)
mo mo

—1/2.—2
= (Mmow) _ (s](UoeUos) c |5> (986)
mo mo

The unified dimensionless coupling parameters are consistent with the respective coupling constants of SM. For
instance, the strong-nuclear force between two quarks with the color charges Q1 and 2, which is described by

Eq. (873), (@69) and (@76), reads

0L, oU,

F, = or = - or :_75Q1Q2

|FS| 1 —|Ts|r |FS| 1 Ts|r

Here, we considered the quarks at rest (v = 0). The strong-nuclear force ([@87) diminishes at the distance r ~ v/3|T's|~*
between the quarks independently from the color charge @. That means that the quarks move freely (Fs ~ 0)
within the hadrons, whose dimensions are given by r ~ v/3|T's|~!. Like in SM, the quark color charges have three
kinds. Antiquarks come with the anti-color charges. At large distance between quarks, Eq. ([@81) yields the force
F, ~ Me‘rs\r which increases infinitely with the increase of r. In case of Q'Q’ = (—1 + 2§;;)|Q"||Q’|, the
quarks of different colors attract each other, and the quarks of the same color repel each other. That explains why
the attractive quarks are apparently inseparable, though they can move freely when they are close together. The
attractive quarks are elementary particles from which nucleons (protons and neutrons) are composed. Like in SM, a
neutron, proton or any other three-quark particle have one of each color to exist. In the present model, the electro-
weak (electro-strongnuclear) force between two unit-fields (particles) with the electric charges ¢; and g2 and the color

charges Q1 and @2, which is described by Eq. (869), (873), [@73) and (@76), reads

L.,
Few="5"=
0 2
—E\/(moc2 + (Moes)c? + Ups(r))” <1 — Z—2> (988)

The parameters U2, (r) = U2(r) + 2U,(r)Us(r) + U2(r) and U,(r)Us(r) in Eq. ([@88) explain the electro-weak (electro-
strongnuclear) force. Notice, Eq. (O88]) describes the electromagnetic force and the weak-nuclear force as two different

aspects of a single electroweak interaction. Indeed, at very high energies, the electromagnetic (F, = BaLre) and strong
F, = 6;; forces are combined into the electro-weak force F.,, = ‘9553.

The role of the unit-field spin wave-functions in the interactions is described rather by the quantum equations of
Sects. I-V than the non-quantum equations of Sect. VI. For an orbital quantum number [, there are 2[4 1 independent
spin wavefunctions (876]), one for each magnetic quantum number m with —I < m <1 (see, Sec. I1.A.2). It was shown
that the electron corresponds to the unit-field with the orbital and magnetic quantum numbers [ = 1 and m = =+1,
which yielded the well-known normal and anomalous values of the electron magnetic moment. [32]. For other particles,
the values of | and m are determined by the experimental data and SM. Notice, the spin wave-functions s(r) and
—s(r) of a particle and antiparticle provide their annihilation.

The present model has explained the weak-nuclear interaction (force) by the cross-correlation of electric and strong-
nuclear potentials of the electric and strong-nuclear ”dressings”. The cross-correlations of gravitational potential
with the electric and strong-nuclear potentials predict the existence of new forces, namely gravito-electromagnetic
and gravito-strongnuclear interactions, which are unknown in SM. Keeping terms of more than second order in the
potentials of perturbative model ([@03) uncovers other combinations of gravitational, electromagnetic, weak-nuclear
and strong-nuclear interactions. The unified model is surprisingly simple in comparison to the Maxwell-Lorentz
electrodynamics, Einstein relativity, quantum mechanics, and SM. The unified model may be useful in other branches
of physics, especially in the case of strong gravitational, electric and strong-nuclear potentials. As an example, the
new aspects of the physics of cosmological black-holes, solid-state physics, near-field optics and photonics based on
the unified model will be presented in the next paper.
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