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It is shown that a wave mechanical quantum theory can be derived from relativistic classical elec-
trodynamics, as a feature of the magnetic interaction of Dirac particles modeled as relativistically
circulating point charges. The magnetic force between two classical point charges, each undergoing
relativistic circulatory motion of small radius compared to the separation between their centers of
circulation, and assuming a time-symmetric electromagnetic interaction, is modulated by a factor
that behaves similarly to the Schrödinger wavefunction. The magnetic force between relativistically-
circulating charges has been shown previously to have a radially-directed inverse-square part of
similar strength to the Coulomb force, and sinusoidally modulated by the phase difference of the
charges’ circulatory motions. The magnetic force modulation in the case of relatively moving cen-
ters of charge circulation solves an equation formally identical to the time-dependent free-particle
Schrödinger equation, apart from a factor of two on the partial time derivative term. Consider-
ing motion in a time-independent potential obtains that the modulation also satisfies an equation
formally similar to the time-independent Schrod̈inger equation. Using a formula for relativistic
rest energy advanced by Osiak, the time-independent Schrödinger equation is solved exactly by the
resulting modulation function. The significance of the quantum mechanical wavefunction follows
straightforwardly from these observations. After considering the modification of Wheeler-Feynman
absorber theory required by the adoption of Minkowski-Osiak relativity, the model is extended to
obtain the full complex Schrödinger wavefunction.
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I. INTRODUCTION

When de Broglie hypothesized a wave character of
matter [1, 2], he supposed elementary particles of mat-
ter have an internal oscillation of fixed frequency in the
particle rest frame, equal that of a photon of the mat-
ter particle’s relativistic energy. By equating the phase
history of an elementary particle internal oscillation to
a superluminal phase velocity of a conjectural “phase
wave” traveling with group velocity equal the particle
velocity, de Broglie proceeded to derive a travelling wave
with photon-like wavelength and frequency-to-energy re-
lationships. The physical importance of de Broglie’s
matter-associated wave was subsequently made certain
when Schrödinger showed [3] a complex generalization
of it satisfies a wave equation that predicts the emission
spectrum of the hydrogen atom with unprecedented pre-
cision.
More recently, various authors [4–6] have noted that

the zitterbewegung [7] of the Dirac electron theory [8] can
be related to the spin of the electron, and provisionally
[9] to the internal oscillation envisioned by de Broglie.
It’s possible to interpret the zitterbewegung, or “jittery
motion,” of the Dirac electron as a circulatory relativistic
motion of a point charge, such that the charge orbital an-
gular momentum around its average position constitutes
the electron intrinsic spin [10]. This is the “zitter” [11]
model of the electron. Classical electrodynamics in the
highly relativistic limit, which, strictly, requires the use of
functional rather than ordinary differential equations for
proper description [12], has been shown to lead to such
motions [13], and internal particle motions or the zit-
terbewegung can be linked to both the de Broglie-Bohm
[14–16] and Elementary Cycles [17, 18] interpretations of
quantum theory.
In an earlier paper [19], using prior results by Rivas

[20, 21], it was described how magnetic interactions be-
tween zitter particles, i.e, elementary particles consisting
of relativistically circulating classical point charges, can
have a Coulomb-like radial inverse-square force compo-
nent, having similar strength to the Coulomb force but
with modulation that can be related to the de Broglie
wavelength. Interpretation of the phase of the de Broglie
matter wave or Schrödinger wavefunction as the differ-
ence, observed via electromagnetic interaction, of the zit-
terbewegung phases of two interacting particles, rather
than as simply an internal oscillation of an individual par-

ticle, provides a plausible classical physics explanation for
quantum behavior. As will be shown, the modulation of
the force between two zitter particles interacting magnet-
ically and time-symmetrically satisfies the Schrödinger
equation if ~ is replaced by ~/2. If the hypothesis ad-
vanced by Osiak is correct that the mass-energy equiva-
lency is properly E = mc2/2, then the modulation solves
the Schrödinger equation exactly.

II. ZITTER PARTICLE MODEL AND

INVERSE-SQUARE RADIAL MAGNETIC

FORCE BETWEEN ZITTER PARTICLES

The zitter particle model, proposed by Hestenes [9],
represents intrinsic spin as orbital angular momentum
of a point-like particle undergoing circulatory motion at
speed c. An explanation for the existence of such circu-
laratory motion is outside the scope of the zitter model.
However, such circulatory motion can arise naturally if
the electron and other elementary particles are bound
states of smaller particles [24] as proposed independently
by Shupe [25] and Harari [26].

A. De Broglie Matter Wave and Zitter Model of

Dirac Particle

De Broglie’s hypothesis [1] of a wave character of mat-
ter was based on analogy with the wave character of light.
He proposed an internal oscillatory property of matter,
that created a wave phase due to motion of an elementary
matter particle, by combining the Einstein mass-energy
equivalency E = mc2 = γm0c

2, where γ is the Lorentz
factor, with the Planck-Einstein law E = hν. De Broglie
proposed an internal frequency could be associated with
an elementary particle based on its rest mass m0 as

νB =
E0

h
=

m0c
2

h
≡ ωB

2π
, (1)

where h is Planck’s constant, and c is the “limiting veloc-
ity of the theory of relativity”. The hypothesis is difficult
to reconcile with the frequency-scaling behavior of light
and photons, however. While for a photon, frequency is
proportional to energy, any internal motion of a moving
massive particle is perceived by a stationary observer to
be slowed by time dilation.
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As de Broglie showed [2], it’s nonetheless possible to
derive a modulation with the necessary frequency scal-
ing behavior from the hypothesis of Eq. (1), by equating
the phase history generated by fixing the phase angle of
a sinusoidal modulation with frequency νB to the time-
varying position of the particle with the phase of a trav-
eling wave of superluminal phase velocity. The group
velocity of the resulting wave is equal to the particle ve-
locity, and the resulting wavelength depending inversely
on the particle momentum is the quantity now called the
de Broglie wavelength. The de Broglie wavelength for-
mula can be found alternatively, however, without ref-
erence to an internal motion, simply by combining the
Planck-Einstein law with the relativistic description of
momentum. In either case, the Planck-Einstein relation
is taken as a postulate.

The de Broglie matter wave, or “phase wave,” can be
represented in terms of a spatial coordinate x and time t
as [2]

B(x, t) = cos(kx− ωt) = cos γωB(x/υB − t), (2)

with angular frequency ω = γωB = 2πγνB, where νB
is the de Broglie frequency as given by Eq. (1), phase
velocity υB = ω/k = c/β = c2/υ, where υ = cβ is
the velocity of the particle associated with the phase
wave, and the Lorentz factor γ = (1 − β2)−1/2. The
wavenumber is thus k = 2πγνB/υB = 2πγνBβ/c =
2πγm0c

2β/(hc) = 2πγm0υ/h = 2πp/h, and the wave-
length is λ = 2π/k = h/p. As de Broglie shows, the
group velocity can be calculated as υg = dω/dk to ob-
tain that υg = υ, the particle velocity.

In the zitter particle model, the intrinsic angular mo-
mentum of a spin-half particle is modeled as orbital an-
gular momentum of a classical point charge undergo-
ing luminal-velocity circular motion around a fixed point
in the particle rest frame. The zitter particle model
thus represents the particle position as an average of the
charge position over a cycle of the circulatory motion,
henceforth the zitter motion. The circular frequency of
the zitter motion will be referred to as the zitter fre-
quency. With angular momentum of a charge with rest
mass m due to the zitter motion of radius r0 given as
L = r0γmυ with υ the velocity of the circulatory motion,
and taking γm = m0 where m0 is the observed particle
rest mass, then in the limit of υ = c, zitter motion radius
r0 = ~/2m0c obtains that the particle intrinsic angular
momentum is ~/2. The diameter of the circulatory mo-
tion that has angular momentum ~/2 is thus one reduced
Compton wavelength, λ0 = ~/m0c. Denoting the zitter
frequency of a spin-half particle by νz, then

νz ≡ ωz

2π
=

c

2πr0
=

c

πλ0

=
2m0c

2

h
= 2νB, (3)

where νB is the de Broglie frequency as given by Eq. (1).
The frequency νz is also the frequency of the zitterbewe-
gung of the Dirac electron.

B. Coulomb-Like Magnetic Force Between Dirac

Particles

In [19] it is shown that the magnetic force between zit-
ter particles will have a radially-directed magnetic force
component given by

F r = −qtqsr̂

r2
βt ·

[

βs

(1− β · n)3 (1− 2ǫr̂ · k̂ + ǫ2)3/2

]

ret

,

(4)
where βs = υs/c, with υs the velocity of a field-source
zitter particle in circular motion around a stationary po-
sition at or near the speed of light. The motion of the
second zitter particle referred to here as the test zitter
particle is represented by βt = υt/c. The separation be-
tween the source zitter particle center of circulatory mo-
tion and the test zitter particle charge position is r, with
r̂ a unit vector directed toward the test zitter particle
charge position from the field-source zitter particle cen-
ter of motion, and ǫ = λ0/r with λ0 the reduced Compton

wavelength. k̂ is a unit vector toward the source zitter
particle charge position from the center of its circular
motion. The test and source particle charges are qt and
qs. The subscript “ret” indicates that quantities in the
brackets are evaluated at the retarded time. (Strictly, r
here is the distance from the source zitter particle cen-
ter of motion to test particle charge position, but under
the assumption of zitter particles separation large com-
pared to the zitter motion radius, it may be taken as
the separation between zitter centers.) For large enough
interparticle separation, ǫ << 1 and so

F r ≈
−qtqsβt · βs,retr̂
(

1− βs,ret · n
)3

r2
, (5)

where βs is rewritten as βs,ret to emphasize its associa-
tion with the source particle and at the retarded time.
The term given by Eq. (4) and for large enough inter-
particle separation by Eq. (5), that contributes to the
magnetic force caused by a stationary zitter particle on
another zitter particle, differs from the Coulomb force
caused by a stationary charge on another classical point
charge by the factor βt · βs,ret and the inverse factor of

(1−βs,ret ·n)3. The inverse factor of (1−βs,ret ·n)3 mod-
ulates the magnitude of the radial magnetic force at the
frequency of the zitter motion, but averages to unity over
a zitter cycle. For the zitter particles with luminal mo-
tion of the internal charges the magnitudes of βt and βs

are unity, and for aligned in-phase zitter motions βt ·βs is
also unity. Therefore F r where it is defined is a radially-
directed inverse-square force with average strength equal
to the Coulomb force between static charges, but modu-
lated by the phase difference between the zitter motions,
including phase delay due to propagation. It is thus jus-
tified to refer to the force as described by Eqs. (4) and
(5) as the Coulomb-like magnetic force.
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III. RELATIVE MOTION INDUCED

MODULATION OF THE COULOMB-LIKE

MAGNETIC FORCE

In [19], it is shown that the spatial period of modula-
tion of the inverse-square radial magnetic force between
zitter particles varies with particles’ relative momentum
in a manner that can be related to the de Broglie wave-
length. However, the correspondence in the field-source
zitter particle rest frame as described in [19] is valid only
in the limit of small test zitter particle velocity. The cor-
respondence was limited, in part, due to omission of the
full relativistic description of the field-source particle zit-
ter phase as it influences the motion of the test zitter par-
ticle. The simple description based on time dilation used
in [19] is insufficient. Rather, a proper description must
be based on Lorentz transformation of the source particle
zitter phase from the laboratory frame to the test par-
ticle rest frame. As noted by Baylis [22], the de Broglie
matter or phase wave arises naturally by Lorentz trans-
formation of a phase function representing a distributed
synchronized system of laboratory frame clocks from the
laboratory frame to the rest frame of a moving parti-
cle. This situation corresponds in the interacting zitter
particles model to nonradial relative motion, where the
relativistic Doppler shift is equivalent to time dilation.
The interacting zitter particles model however involves
the propagation delay and advancement from the field-
source to the test particle, and has an electrodynamical
basis and effect.

In this section a detailed description is developed of
the magnetic interaction of two equal-mass zitter par-
ticles with aligned spins, for the case of a stationary
field-source spin-half zitter particle. The description is
developed initially considering only retarded interaction,
then the advanced interaction is included as needed for a
time-symmetric interaction. In the section following, the
precise relationship between the de Broglie wavelength
and the spatial modulation of the Coulomb-like mag-
netic force is developed. In the limit of large velocity,
the modulation spatial period approaches one-half the
de Broglie wavelength [23] there due to the zitterbewe-
gung frequency of the spin-half Dirac particle being twice
the frequency de Broglie hypothesized based on the spin-
one photon. In spite of being based on the photon, de
Broglie’s wavelength value has been demonstrated to be
applicable to electron wavefunctions through the success
of nonrelativistic wave mechanics. Therefore it is of in-
terest that the nonrelativistic case obtains a modulation
spatial period that is equal to the de Broglie wavelength
for both nonradial and radial relative motion, assuming
a time-symmetric electromagnetic field.

A. Motion Induced Modulation for Retarded

Interaction

Suppose that the test zitter particle is moving with
velocity

υ = ‖υ‖ = c‖ < βt > ‖, (6)

where the brackets indicate an average over a test par-
ticle zitter period, in the inertial reference frame where
the field-source zitter particle is stationary. Then, the
phase of the test particle zitter motion as observed in
the source zitter particle rest frame can be written as [22]
ωzτ = γωz(t−υ ·r/c2), where τ is the time coordinate in
the test zitter particle rest frame, γ = (1 − (v/c)2)−1/2,
and r here is the displacement from the source zitter
particle to the test zitter particle. (In [22], the frequency
referred to is ω0 = m0c

2/~ ≡ 2πνB here rather than
ωz ≡ 2πνz = 2m0c

2/~, but the equation is equally ap-
plicable using the zitter frequency ωz.) Representing the
source particle zitter motion velocity in the x-y plane
of its rest frame as βs = [− sin(ωzt), cos(ωzt), 0], and
assuming aligned spins and equal masses of the source
and test zitter particles, the modulating factor on the
inverse-square radial magnetic force in the numerator of
the right-hand side of Eq. (5) becomes [1]

βt · βs,ret

= [− sin γωz(t− υ · r/c2), cos γωz(t− υ · r/c2), 0]
·[− sin(ωztret + φ0), cos(ωztret + φ0), 0], (7)

where φ0 is a constant to account for the phase differ-
ence between the source and test particle zitter motions
at (source particle rest frame) time t = 0. Carrying out
the multiplication and applying the trigonometric iden-
tity sinα sinβ + cosα cosβ = cos(α− β) obtains

βt · βs,ret = cos
[

γωz(t− υ · r/c2)− ωztret − φ0

]

. (8)

In what follows the abbreviation M(t) ≡ βt(t) · βs(t),
where t is the time coordinate in the source zitter par-
ticle rest frame, will be used for the modulating factor
generally. The modulating factor on the Coulomb-like
magnetic force acting on the test zitter particle due to
the retarded magnetic field is then βt(t) · βs(tret) ≡
βt · βs,ret(t) ≡ Mret(t).

[1] The modulating factor on the inverse-square part of the radially-
directed magnetic force acting on the test zitter particle, for the
case of parallel spins as modeled by the zitter motions, is given
by Eq. (21) of [19], incorrectly, as

βt · βs,ret = cos(ω′t− ωtret − φ0),

where the zitter frequency of the test particle as observed in the
source zitter particle rest frame was stated as ω′ = ω/γ, with
ω = 2mec2/~. This form accounts for time dilation but does
not include the modulation phase variation with velocity and
position as described by Eq. (8) above.
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Substituting for tret = t− rret/c in Eq. (8),

Mret(t) = cos
[

γωz(t− υ · r/c2)− ωz(t− rret/c)− φ0

]

= cos
[

(γ − 1)ωzt− γωzυ · r/c2 + ωz(rret/c)− φ0

]

.

Since the source zitter particle is assumed stationary
here, rret(t) = r(t) ≡ r, and so (using the present nota-
tion for the zitter frequency generally as ωz),

Mret(t) = cos(ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2 + r/c
]

−φ0), (9)

where t is time in the source zitter particle rest frame.
Here γ = (1 − β2)−1/2, with υ = cβ = c‖ < βt > ‖ the
test zitter particle velocity magnitude, the average over
its charge zitter period.
The case of the test and source zitter particles having

opposing spins is addressed by reversing the direction of
the zitter motion of the test particle so that the modu-
lation factor as given previously for aligned spins by Eq.
(7) becomes, with β′

t ≡ [sin γωz(t−υ · r/c2), cos γωz(t−
υ ·r/c2), 0] representing the oppositely-spinning test par-
ticle,

β′

t · βs,ret

= [sin γωz(t− υ · r/c2), cos γωz(t− υ · r/c2), 0]
·[− sin(ωztret + φ0), cos(ωztret + φ0), 0]. (10)

Applying the trigonometric identity − sinα sinβ +
cosα cosβ = cos(α + β) obtains

βt · βs,ret = cos
[

γωz(t− υ · r/c2) + ωztret + φ0

]

. (11)

Substituting for tret = t−rret/c in Eq. (8), and for the
stationary source zitter particle so that rret = r,

βt · βs,ret ≡ Mret(t)

= cos
[

γωz(t− υ · r/c2) + ωz(t− rret/c) + φ0

]

= cos(ωz

[

(γ + 1)t− γυ · r/c2 − r/c
]

+ φ0). (12)

Comparing the modulation factor for opposing spins
of Eq. (12) with that of Eq. (9) for aligned spins, the
most significant difference apparent is that the frequency
quantity ωz(γ − 1) for aligned spins becomes ωz(γ + 1)
for opposing spins. This is illustrative of the nature of
the current model, that in addition to being interesting
only for equal mass particles, it also must be restricted to
aligned spins. For aligned spins and equal mass particles,
the quantity ωz(γ − 1) can be associated directly with
the test zitter particle relativistic kinetic energy. The
relativistic kinetic energy of a particle of invariant mass
m0 may be stated as K = E − E0 = γm0c

2 − m0c
2 =

m0c
2(γ − 1) = (~/2)ωz(γ − 1). Thus, in the case of

equal-mass zitter particles of aligned spins, the partial
time derivative of the magnetic force on a moving zit-
ter particle by a stationary one can be directly related
to the kinetic energy of the moving particle. This ob-
servation generalizes straightforwardly in the case of two
moving particles to the difference of the relativistic ener-
gies of the two magnetically-interacting zitter particles.

On the other hand, for opposing spins, the frequency
of the modulation is proportional to the sum of the to-
tal relativistic energies of the two particles, which cannot
convey significant information about the dynamics in the
nonrelativistic limit (or generally).

A problem for the present model, then, is how to
recover similar information about the interparticle dy-
namics in the case of opposing spins, to that available
for aligned spins. One possibility is if particles such as
electrons and quarks, usually regarded as elementary,
are actually composites of more-fundamental particles.
According to the preon model of elementary particles
[25, 26], electrons are made up of three spin-half preons
each with one-third the electron charge [24]. An elec-
tron composed of three spin-half constituents provides
a possible mechanism for atomic-scale magnetic binding
in the case of opposite spins. While the radial inverse
square law magnetic force has a vanishing average for
opposite spins of interacting zitter particles consisting of
single charges, the average magnetic interaction between
electrons consisting of three spin-half constituents need
not vanish for opposite net spins. Nonetheless, it seems
unlikely that an interaction of composite electrons each
consisting of three spin-half preons is consistent with ob-
servation, or that flipping an electron spin results in only
a small correction to the nominal binding force. For ex-
ample, in the case of opposing net spins, the test electron
will move coherently in the magnetic field of the two pre-
ons moving with equal orbital angular momentum around
the (assumed stationary here) field-source electron center
of mass. It is natural to suppose that the two spin-aligned
field-source preons move circularly in orbits where the or-
bital phase of one preon differs by 180 degrees from the
second preon. This implies that the relativistic velocities
of the two spin-aligned preons are equal and opposite,
or very close to it, at all times. This will tend to set
up a cancellation of the net inverse-square Coulomb-like
magnetic field due to the two spin-aligned preons. An
alternative explanation for how oppositely-spinning par-
ticles might interact coherently and in accordance with
Eq. (9) is therefore needed.

The preon model may perhaps more plausibly pro-
vide a mechanism of relative kinetic energy modulated
magnetic interactions of unequal mass particles. This is
a second restriction so far on the present model, that
is obviously inconsistent with observation. The wave-
mechanical approach to quantum mechanics was initially
applied to the system of the hydrogen atom, where the
constituents consisting of an electron and proton have
significantly different masses. If the interactions are be-
tween a fundamental charged preon of spin one-half and
its antiparticle, then the assumption of equal-mass in-
teracting particles and thus equal rest-frame zitter fre-
quencies is not violated. In the model, the quarks that
compose the proton are each composed of three spin-half
preons, and where the charged preon is of only one type
(along with its anti-particle). This makes plausible that
the interaction as described here might also occur be-
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tween an electron and a proton.
Returning to the problem of the interaction of

oppositely-spinning electrons each modeled as a single
point charge in relativistic circulatory motion, it seems
worth considering that a spinning top observed in a mir-
ror appears to have an opposite direction of spin. Thus,
the magnetic field caused by a spinning electron can in-
teract coherently with an oppositely-spinning particle if
it is first reflected by a perfectly conducting plane sur-
face. Obviously no such reflecting surface exists within
an atom or at an atomic scale, but the property of a mir-
ror image reversing the apparent direction of a rotation
is independent of the details of the mirror geometry, and
applies as well to the case of a spherical mirror. If the
test zitter particle is envisioned as being at the center of a
large spherical perfectly reflecting surface, then the image
of the source zitter particle would appear to an observer
at the test particle location to be rotating oppositely to
the actual particle. To a significant extent, the distant
absorber of the absorber theory of Wheeler and Feyn-
man [27] behaves like a perfectly reflecting smooth sur-
face, and because in absorber theory a radiating particle
is influenced in simultaneity with its acceleration causing
the acceleration, because a distant accelerated absorbing
charge re-radiates toward the original source along the
time-advanced path. Although the center of focus of the
radiation returned from the absorber is at the radiating
charge, there is no reason that a charge nearby the radi-
ation source will not be influenced by it as well. However
if the source is undergoing a circulatory motion, the di-
rection of the circulation will appear to be opposite the
actual source in the mirror image. Thus an interaction
between oppositely-oriented spinning zitter particles in
accordance Eq. (9) seems plausible if Wheeler-Feyman
absorber theory (WFAT) is correct. However, it must be
noted that the absorber response as found in WFAT only
loosely resembles a spherical mirrow. The quantitative
similarity is developed below as needed to incorporate
Osiak relativity into WFAT. It can also be noted that
WFAT and the present model share a common postulate
that time-advanced radiation exists and has similar influ-
ence on charged matter as does time-retarded radiation.

B. Motion Induced Modulation of

Time-Symmetric Interaction

It is also shown in [19] how a magnetic force component
with a de Broglie wavelength modulation period can be
obtained for low-velocity radial relative motion between
the zitter particles, if a time-symmetric electromagnetic
interaction is assumed, where the total electromagnetic
field is a combination of advanced as well as retarded
fields. A combination of advanced and retarded electro-
magnetic forces was considered by Schild [29] in the in-
teraction of two classical point-like charged particles and
by Schild and Schlosser [30] for the case of particles with
intrinsic spin and magnetic moment. However, these ef-

forts did not attribute the spin to relativistic circulatory
point-charge motion as does the present model.
The modulating factor on the radial inverse-square law

magnetic force for the test zitter particle moving in the
advanced field of the source zitter particle, equivalent to
Eq. (8) for the retarded interaction, is

βt · βs,adv(t) ≡ Madv(t)

= cos
[

γωz(t− υ · r/c2)− ωztadv − φ0

]

, (13)

where tadv = t+radv/c is the advanced time, with radv/c
the displacement from the test zitter particle charge at
the present time t to the field-source zitter particle center
of motion at the future time when the magnitude of the
four-displacement is null. With the source zitter particle
assumed stationary, radv(t) = rret(t) = r(t) ≡ r, and so

Madv(t) = cos(ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2 − r/c
]

− φ0).
(14)

The modulating factor on the radial inverse-square
magnetic force for the test zitter particle moving in the
sum of the retarded and advanced fields is then (using the
identity cos θ + cosφ = 2 cos((θ + φ)/2) cos((θ − φ)/2)),

βt · βs,ret + βt · βs,adv = Mret(t) +Madv(t)

≡ Msym(t) = Msym(r, t)

= 2 cos
(

ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2
])

× cos (ωzr/c+ φ0) . (15)

It is thus possible in the time-symmetric case to fac-
tor the modulation of the radial magnetic force into one
sinusoidal factor with frequency depending on the test
particle velocity and independent of the interparticle sep-
aration, and another with frequency explicitly dependent
on the separation. Such factorization is not possible for
the retarded-only interaction, as illustrated by Eq. (9).
In the case of nonradial motion of the test zitter parti-

cle, Eq. (15) reproduces the modulation behavior of the
retarded-only interaction, where the modulation spatial
period is the de Broglie wavelength for nonrelativistic ve-
locity, but approaches half the de Broglie wavelength in
the luminal limit.

IV. SIMILARITY OF THE TIME-SYMMETRIC

FORCE MODULATION TO THE SCHRÖDINGER

WAVEFUNCTION

To investigate further what relationship the inverse-
square radial magnetic force and its modulation might
have to quantum behavior, its possible similarity will be
considered in this section to the Schrödinger wavefunc-
tion. Schrödinger developed a nonrelativistic wave equa-
tion for a scalar field based on de Broglie’s matter wave.
Schrödinger recognized that the de Broglie wave group
velocity equality with particle velocity could be used to
link the matter wave spatial derivative to the particle
momentum. Along with a time variation relatable to the



7

particle energy, this enabled construction of a Hamilto-
nian using partial derivatives of a “wavefunction” that is
a complex extension of a nonrelativistic approximation
of the de Broglie wave.
In the interacting zitter particle model, the Coulomb-

like radial magnetic force modulation can be factored
such that one factor satisfies a partial differential equa-
tion that is similar to the free-particle Schrödinger equa-
tion (SE), where the occurrences of ~ in the SE are re-
placed by the quantity s, the intrinsic angular momentum
of the zitter particle. Thus, for the electron, occurrences
of ~ in the Schrödinger equation are replaced by s = ~/2.

A. Similarity of the Time-Symmetric Force

Modulation to the de Broglie Matter Wave

The modulating factor due to the time-symmetric field
was found in Eq. (15) as Msym = Mret +Madv. Drop-
ping the leading factor of 2 as irrelevant here let

Msym(x, t) =

cos
(

ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2
])

cos (ωzr/c+ φ0)

≡ M1M2. (16)

The space and time varying phase of the first cosine
factor M1 of Eq. (16) can be written as

ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυυ̂ · r/c2
]

= ωt− kd, (17)

where d = υ̂ ·r, wavenumber k = γωzυ/c
2 = γωzβ/c and

frequency ω = ωz(γ − 1). The phase velocity is

υp =
ω

k
=

ωz(γ − 1)c

γωzβ
=

c(γ − 1)

γβ
. (18)

For β near unity, the phase velocity is thus superlumi-
nal and approaches that of the de Broglie matter wave.
For small β, γ ≈ 1 + β2/2 and (unlike the de Broglie
matter wave),

υp ≈ ωz(β
2/2)c

ωzβ
=

cβ

2
=

υ

2
. (19)

For the spin-half zitter particle with ωz = 2ωB =
4πc/λ0, the wavelength λ = 2π/k is

λ =
2πc

γβωz
=

λ0

2γβ
=

h

2γm0cβ
=

h

2γm0υ
=

h

2p
, (20)

with p = γm0υ the test zitter particle momentum. The
wavelength of the first modulating factor of Eq. (16) for
the spin-half zitter particle model of the Dirac electron
is thus half the de Broglie wavelength. The wavelength
for the spin-one zitter particle is equal to the de Broglie
wavelength.
The group velocity of a wave of frequency ω and

wavenumber k is generally υg = dω/dk. Following de
Broglie, and with ω = ωz(γ − 1) and k = γωzβ/c, the

group velocity of the first cosine factor of Eq. (16) is thus
calculated as

υg =
dω

dk
=

dω

dβ

dβ

dk
=

dω

dβ

[

dk

dβ

]

−1

=
ωzc

ωz

d(γ − 1)

dβ

[

d(γβ)

dβ

]

−1

= c
dγ

dβ

[

γ + β
dγ

dβ

]

−1

. (21)

Substituting for dγ/dβ = γ3β, and withγ2β2 = γ2 − 1,

υg = γ3βc
[

γ + γ3β2
]−1

=
cγ2β

1 + γ2β2
= υ. (22)

The group velocity of the first cosine factor of Eq. (16) is
therefore, like the group velocity of the de Broglie matter
wave, equal to the velocity of the particle containing the
oscillating dipole.
The spatial period is the distance the test zitter par-

ticle travels during one cycle of modulation. The spatial
period D2 of the second factor, M2, on the right hand
side of Eq. (16), that depends on the interparticle sepa-
ration, may be found as

ωz

[

D2

c

]

= 2π, (23)

so

D2 =
2πc

ωz
=

2π~c

2mec2
=

h

2mec
=

λ0

2
. (24)

The second factor on the right hand side of Eq. (16) thus
oscillates with a spatial period that is half the Compton
wavelength.

B. Partial Differential Equation of Constraint for

Magnetically-Interacting Dirac Particles

In the following, for simplicity, the case of one spa-
tial dimension is considered. All of the results generalize
straightforwardly to three dimensions. From Eq. (16),
and restricting to one spatial dimension, let

M1(x, t) ≡ cos

(

ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γβx

c

])

= cos

(

ωz

[

γβx

c
− (γ − 1)t

])

, (25)

where t here is again the time coordinate in the field-
source zitter particle rest frame, and x is the separation
between the test and source zitter particles in the source
zitter particle rest frame.
With ωz = m0c

2/s = E0/s with s the intrinsic spin,
and K ≡ E−E0 = (γ−1)E0 the kinetic energy, Eq. (25)
becomes

M1(x, t) = cos

(

E0

s

[

γβx

c
− (γ − 1)t

])

= cos

(

1

s
[γm0υx−Kt]

)

. (26)
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For the spin-half zitter particle, s = ~/2, and with
p = γm0υ the relativistic momentum,

M1(x, t) = cos

(

2

~
[px−Kt]

)

. (27)

Noting that eiθ = cos θ + i sin θ, where i is the imagi-
nary unit, the modulating factor given by Eq. (27) can
be justifiably redefined as

M(x, t) = exp

(

i
2

~
[px−Kt]

)

, (28)

with the understanding that only the real part of expres-
sions involving it need have physical significance. Then,

∂M(x, t)

∂t
= −i

2K

~
M(x, t), (29)

and

∂2M(x, t)

∂x2
= −4p2

~2
M(x, t). (30)

If the time-dependent Schrödinger wavefunction
Ψ(x, t) is replaced byM(x, t) in the one-dimensional free-
particle Schrödinger equation as

−~
2

2m

∂2

∂x2
M(x, t) = i~

∂

∂t
M(x, t), (31)

then the result is

4
p2

2m
= 2K, (32)

in contradiction with the kinetic energy relation to the
momentum as K = p2/2m in the non-relativistic limit.
However, M(x, t) satisfies

−s2

2m0

∂2

∂x2
M(x, t) = is

∂

∂t
M(x, t), (33)

where s is the spin of the zitter particle, with s = ~/2 for
the Dirac electron. This equation is formally identical
to the free-particle time-dependent Schrödinger equation
(SE) in one dimension if ~ is replaced by the electron spin
s. For the electron Eq. (33) thus becomes

−~
2

2m0

∂2

∂x2
M(x, t) = i2~

∂

∂t
M(x, t). (34)

This result is formally identical to the time-dependent
free-particle SE apart from the factor of 2 on the right-
hand side.
A time-dependent equation involving a potential func-

tion, similarly to the time-dependent SE, does not exist
within the present model. This is a consequence of the
fact that in the case of magnetically-interacting zitter
particles, the time frequency of the force modulation is
proportional to the kinetic energyK rather than the total
energy E = K + V .

It is of interest to separate variables so as to obtain a
time-independent equation. Letting

M(x, t) = exp (i2 [px−Kt] /~) = M(x)f(t), (35)

where M(x) = exp (i2px/~), and f(t) = exp (−i2Kt/~),
then

∂2M(x)

∂x2
= −4p2

~2
M(x), (36)

∂f(t)

∂t
= −i

2K

~
f(t). (37)

Also,

∂M(x)

∂t
=

∂f(t)

∂x
= 0. (38)

Eq. (34) then becomes

−f(t)
~
2

2m0

∂2

∂x2
M(x) = i2~M(x)

∂

∂t
f(t). (39)

Evaluating the derivatives yields

f(t)
~
2

2m0

4p2

~2
M(x) = −i2~M(x)i

2K

~
f(t), (40)

which reduces to p2/2m0 = K, the low-velocity approx-
imation for the kinetic energy. Returning to Eq. (39),
evaluating the derivative on the right-hand side only, and
dividing out f(t)) on both sides obtains

− ~
2

2m0

∂2

∂x2
M(x) = 4KM(x). (41)

With K = E − V , where V = V (x) is a potential
function of position,

− ~
2

2m0

∂2

∂x2
M(x) + 4VM(x) = 4EM(x). (42)

This result is formally similar to the time-independent
Schrödinger equation in one dimension, but the two fac-
tors of 4 are inconsistent with observation.

V. TIME-SYMMETRIC MAGNETIC FORCE

MODULATION ASSUMING OSIAK RELATIVITY

Based on the relativistic law of motion attributed to
Minkowski as F = m0A = m0dU/dτ = m0γdU/dt,
where F is the four-force, m0 is invariant mass, A is
the four-acceleration, U is four-velocity, and τ is the
proper time, Osiak [31] derives alternative formulas for
the relativistic rest and total energies as E0 = m0c

2/2
and E = m0γ

2c2/2, and relativistic kinetic energy K =
E − E0 = m0γ

2υ2/2. It’s worth noting here that in
the Osiak formulation, the relativistic kinetic energy is
exactly p2/2m0, where p is the relativistic momentum.
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This leads to the time component p0 = γmc of the four-
momentum equatable to

√
2m0E in Osiak relativity, as

opposed to p0 = E/c in Einsteinian relativity. [1]

A. De Broglie Wave Properties Assuming Osiak

Relativity

Before considering how the time-symmetric magnetic
force modulation and its similarity to the Schrödinger
wavefuntion are affected by an assumption that Osiak’s
revision of special relativity is correct, it is of interest
to consider initially the de Broglie matter wave. The
de Broglie frequency ωB = E0/~ = m0c

2/~ as given
previously by Eq. (1) will be halved by modifying the
rest energy of a particle of invariant mass m0 to become
ω = E′

0/~ = m0c
2/2~ = ωB/2, with E′

0 ≡ m0c
2/2 the

rest energy assuming Osiak relativity is correct. How-
ever, if it is also considered that de Broglie based his
wave frequency on the intrinsic angular momentum ~ of
the photon, without knowledge in 1923 that the electron
intrinsic angular momentum ~/2 is half that of a photon,
it is natural to rewrite the de Broglie frequency based on
Osiak relativity and taking into account the electron spin
as

ω′

B ≡ E′

0

s
=

m0c
2

2

2

~
=

m0c
2

~
= ωB. (43)

That is, the net result of halving both the rest energy,
per Osiak relativity, and the intrinsic angular momentum
of the particle, as needed to describe the electron rather
than the photon, is a wave frequency equal to that hy-
pothesized by de Broglie.

With the de Broglie frequency also derivable based
on the electron intrinsic angular momentum combined
with the Minkowski-Osiak mass-energy equivalency, the
remainder of de Broglie’s argument concerning phase har-
mony between of moving particle with an internal oscilla-
tion and a wave of superluminal phase velocity υp = c/β
is unaffected by the alternative rest energy. The result-
ing wavelength remains λ = h/p, with p = γmυ the
relativistic momentum. The de Broglie matter wave can
thus coexist with Osiak’s version of special relativity, pro-
vided that the photon intrinsic angular momentum ~ is
replaced by the electron spin ~/2. This seems a reason-
able circumstance for a matter wave associated with the
electron rather than the photon.

[1] It is of relevance to the Dirac relativistic electron theory that
the time component of the four-momentum, p0 = γmc = E/c
in standard relativity becomes p0 = γmc =

√

2mE in Osiak
relativity. This allows for negative values of the time component
of four-momentum without introducing the concept of negative
energy.

B. Time-Symmetric Force Modulation for Osiak

Relativity

Assuming rest energy E0 = m0c
2/2, the first factor of

Eq. (16) for the time-symmetric Coulomb-like magnetic
force modulation, after restricting to one spatial dimen-
sion, becomes

M1(x, t) = cos

(

ωz

[

γβx

c
− (γ − 1)t

])

, (44)

where ωz = E0/s = m0c
2/(2s) = m0c

2/~, here, with s
the spin.
The space and time varying phase of Eq. (44) can be

written as

ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυυ̂ · r/c2
]

= ωt− kd, (45)

where d = x, wavenumber k = γωzβ/c and frequency
ω = ωz(γ − 1). The phase velocity is

υp =
ω

k
=

ωz(γ − 1)c

γωzβ
=

c(γ − 1)

γβ
. (46)

This differs from the de Broglie wave phase velocity
υB = c/β = c2/υ, but is identical to the expression found
previously (i.e., Eq. (18)) based on the Einstein mass-
energy equivalency E = mc2.
For the spin-half zitter particle with (in the Minkowski-

Osiak case) ωz = ωB = m0c
2/~, and wavenumber k =

γωzβ/c, the wavelength λ = 2π/k is

λ =
2πc

γβωz
=

2πc~

γβm0c2
=

h

γm0cβ
=

h

γm0υ
=

h

p
, (47)

with p = γm0υ the test zitter particle momentum. The
wavelength of the first modulating factor of Eq. (16) for
the spin-half zitter particle model of the Dirac electron
is thus the de Broglie wavelength.
The group velocity of the first cosine factor of Eq. (16)

calculated using Einstein-Osiak relativity arrives again
at the result υg = υ. This can be seen by inspection of
Eq. (21) determining the group velocity of the position
and time dependent modulation factor on the Coulomb-
like time-symmetric magnetic force assuming the Ein-
stein mass-energy equivalency. The appearance of ωz in
both the numerator and denominator of the expression
for the group velocity shows that halving ωz has no effect
on the result.
The spatial period D2 of the second factor on the right

hand side of Eq. (16), that depends on the interparticle
separation, is found as

D2 =
2πc

ωz
=

2π~c

mec2
=

h

mec
= λ0. (48)

Using Einstein-Osiak relativity, the second factor on the
right hand side of Eq. (16) thus oscillates with a spatial
period that is equal the Compton wavelength.
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C. Partial Differential Equation of Constraint

using Osiak’s Relativistic Energy

For the spin-half zitter particle with spin s = ~/2,
and with rest energy E0 = m0c

2/2 according to Osiak’s
special relativity energy calculation, then ωz = E0/s =
m0c

2/~ = ωB, where the de Broglie frequency ωB was
defined in Eq. (1). With M1(x, t) incorporating Osiak
relativity as according to Eq. (44),

∂2M1(x, t)

∂x2
= −

(

ωBγβ

c

)2

M1(x, t)

= −
(

m0c
2γβ

~c

)2

M1(x, t)

= −
(p

~

)2

M1(x, t), (49)

with p = γm0υ.
Also, (with ωz = m0c

2/~ ≡ ωB here), ωz(γ − 1) =
m0(γ−1)c2/~. In the low-velocity approximation, and in
Osiak relativity, m0(γ − 1)c2/~ ≈ m0(β

2/2)c2/~ = K/~,
and Eq. (44) becomes, for non-relativistic velocity,

M1(x, t) = cos

(

1

~
[px−Kt]

)

. (50)

Using the complex extension of the modulating factor
given by Eq. (50),

M(x, t) = exp

(

i

~
[px−Kt]

)

, (51)

and K = p2/2m, then M(x, t) satisfies, in the non-
relativitic approximation,

−~
2

2m0

∂2

∂x2
M(x, t) = i~

∂

∂t
M(x, t), (52)

which is formally identical to the time-dependent free-
particle Schrödinger equation. Also, like the Schrödinger
equation, it is valid only non-relativistically (here be-
cause in Osiak relativity, the kinetic energy is Ek =
m0(γ

2 − 1)c2/2 = p2/2m = K, but γ only appears to
the first power in the (γ − 1)t part of the exponential
argument of the right-hand side of (44), as it arises from
a Lorentz trasformation). However, it can be shown [32]
that Osiak relativity is fully compatible with Dirac’s rel-
ativistic quantum theory of the electron.

D. Separation of Variables of Partial Differential

Equation of Constraint - Osiak’s Relativistic Energy

The modulation factor M(x, t) of Eq. (51) may be
factored as

M(x, t) = f(t)M(x)

= exp [−i2 (Kt) /~] exp [i (px) /~] . (53)

Eq. (52) then becomes

f(t)
−~

2

2m0

∂2

∂x2
M(x) = iM(x)

~

2

∂

∂t
f(t). (54)

Evaluating the derivatives,

f(t)
−~

2

2m0

∂2

∂x2
M(x) = iM(x)

~

2

[−i2K

~

]

f(t)

= KM(x)f(t). (55)

Dividing by f(t) obtains

−~
2

2m0

∂2

∂x2
M(x) = KM(x). (56)

With total energy E = K(x) + V (x), where V (x) is
the potential energy,

−~
2

2m0

∂2

∂x2
M(x) + V (x)M(x) = EM(x). (57)

Osiak’s interpretation of energy in special relativity
thus leads to an equation of motion of the modulation fac-
tor on the Coulomb-like magnetic force that is formally
identical to the time-independent Schrödinger equation.

E. Imaginary Character of Advanced

Electromagnetic Field in Osiak Relativity

Osiak’s proposed form of special relativity implies that
the electromagnetic field is a complex quantity, due to
the allowance of a negative temporal component of four-
momentum. From Jackson Eq. (12.114),

Θ00 =
1

8π

(

E2 +B2
)

(58)

and

Θ0i =
1

4π
(E ×B)i (59)

are components of the covariant symmetric electro-
magnetic stress tensor that correspond to components
of the four-momentum density of the electromagnetic
field. Allowing the temporal component of electromag-
netic four-momentum to be negative in the case of time-
advanced electromagnetic fields leads to the expectation
that advanced electric and magnetic field are pure imag-
inary quanities, that is,

Θ00
adv =

1

8π

(

E2
adv +B2

adv

)

≤ 0 (60)

Since either the electric or magnetic field may vanish
separately, the advanced fields must be pure imaginary.
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The momentum transported by the advanced field ac-
cording to (59) is thus real. Also, the direction of en-
ergy transport by the electromagnetic field is reversed
for time-advanced radiation.

Creation of an imaginary field requires either an imag-
inary charge, or charge motion in an imaginary space.
Here it will be supposed that charge associated with par-
ticles of negative Lorentz factor is imaginary, and that
all positive charge is imaginary, while negative charge is
real, for forward-time observers.

F. Complex Form of Modulation Factor Naively

Expected Due to Osiak Relativity

The modulating factor on the radial inverse-square law
magnetic force for the test zitter particle moving in the
advanced field of the source zitter particle, equivalent to
Eq. (8) for the retarded interaction, aussuming advanced
fields are imaginary as predicted by Osiak relativity, is

Madv(t) ≡ iβt · βs,adv(t)

= i cos
[

γωz(t− υ · r/c2)− ωztadv − φ0

]

, (61)

where tadv = t+radv/c is the advanced time, with radv/c
the displacement from the test zitter particle charge at
the present time t to the field-source zitter particle center
of motion at the future time when the magnitude of the
four-displacement is null. With the source zitter particle
assumed stationary, radv(t) = rret(t) = r(t) ≡ r, and so

Madv(t) = i cos(ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2 − r/c
]

− φ0).
(62)

The modulating factor on the radial inverse-square
magnetic force for the test zitter particle moving in the
sum of the retarded and advanced fields is then

Msym(t) ≡ βt · βs,ret + iβt · βs,adv

= Mret(t) +Madv(t) = Msym(r, t)

= cos(ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2 + r/c
]

− φ0)

+i cos(ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2 − r/c
]

− φ0) (63)

Such a modulation is not obviously useful, as it does
not display the similarity to the Schroedinger wavefunc-
tion found under the assumption of a real advanced field.
It cannot be written as a product of two factors, where
one of the factors solves the Schroedinger equation (and
the other separates out). It will be seen that Eq. (63) is
incomplete due to lack of accounting for absorption and
re-radiation as described in Wheeler-Feynman Absorber
Theory (WFAT), however. To arrive at the complete
expression, it is necessary to modify and extend WFAT
on account of the complexity of the EM field in Osiak
relativity.

VI. NECESSARY EXTENSION OF

WHEELER-FEYNMAN ABSORBER THEORY

DUE TO OSIAK RELATIVITY

As noted above, the present model obtains a modu-
lation factor resembling the Schroedinger wavefunction
only for the case of aligned spins. Also, it was suggested
above that a Schroedinger wavefuction-like modulation
factor can be obtained for opposing spins using WFAT,
because advanced radiation coherently converging on the
source particle will also converge coherently on a nearby
test particle, but may be inverted or in-phase depending
on whether the absorber advanced radiation is conver-
gent on, or diverging from, the source particle.
Osiak relativity applied to WFAT implies that WFAT

can work in a time-symmetric fashion it doesn’t exhibit
when based on Einstein relativity. In the original version,
WFAT predicts radiative damping due to absorption. Be-
cause advanced radiation from the absorber cancels that
from the source, there can be no absorbtion of the ad-
vanced field.
Osiak relativity leaves intact the retarded and ad-

vanced electromagnetic wave equation solutions for the
real EM field, while allowing a second set of solutions for
the imaginary EM field. For the real case, the retarded
field is divergent while the advanced field converges on
the source. The imaginary field is time-reversed, so what
appears as convergent to a time-forward observer is di-
vergent to the time-reversed observer. The time-reversed
observer sees WFAT working exactly as it does for the
time-forward observer, because the imaginary field can-
not interfere with the real field. Thus, the divergent (to
the time-reversed observer) time-reversed field causes as
apparently-spontaneous emission (i.e., time-reversed ab-
sorption) in the distant past, causing a real π/2 phase-
advanced field converging on the source according to the
time-forward observer.

A. Real field phase-identical to the imaginary

advanced field simultaneous with the retarded field

Osiak relativity implies that advanced fields that trans-
port energy from the present to the past, if they exist, are
imaginary. It has been found above without considera-
tion of Osiak relativity, that assuming a real advanced
field can lead to a modulation that is similar to the
Schroedinger wavefunction. That result will be negated
if the advanced field is generally imaginary. However, as-
suming a version of WFAT is also true, it is possible that
a real field phase-identical to the advanced field can act
on the test particle, as follows.
According to a time-reversed observer, the advanced

field is a real retarded field, and as such may be com-
pletely absorbed by a distant absorber. This creates ra-
diative fields that are both retarded and advanced. What
is advanced to the time-reversed observer is retarded and
thus real to the forward-time observer. The real retarded
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field from the absorber eventually passes through the
source and becomes part of the total retarded field from
the source. Prior to converging on the source, it en-
counters the test particle, and according to WFAT it is
phase-identical to the source advanced field.
The absorber retarded field from the distant past con-

verging on the source in the present, that is real in the
forward-time frame, is also needed to account for the ra-
diative damping force described by WFAT, if Osiak rela-
tivity is correct and requires advanced fields to be imag-
inary.

B. Extended WFAT and the non-observability of

advanced fields

WFAT if correct explains the origin of radiative damp-
ing, by hypothesizing reality of the action of the advanced
solutions to the electromagnetic wave equation. At the
same time, everyday experience argues against such re-
ality, in that, for example, transmitted radio signals are
always received after they are transmitted, never prior to
transmission. Therefore it seems an essential feature of
WFAT that modifications as needed if Osiak relativity is
correct preserve this feature of the original. However, it
is clear that the precise mechanism in the original WFAT
cannot be preserved in the Osiak relativity version and
if it is to support the present model of quantum behav-
ior, as the imaginary character of the future absorber
advanced field precludes its reinforcement of the half-
retarded source field. Also in the original WFAT, the ad-
vanced field from the absorber cancels the half-advanced
source field, so explaining the lack of observation of time-
advanced action.
In the present model it will be hypothesized that ad-

vanced fields are not observed, at least to date, in that
their imaginary character restricts their obvious effects
on charged matter to positive charges only. This hy-
pothesis is motivated by two considerations. First, Os-
iak relativity, already requiring that advanced fields that
carry energy toward the past are necessarily imaginary,
seems to require an imaginary character associated with
charges in order for such advanced fields to have a real
effect on proper acceleration. Second, the present model,
and Osiak relativity separately, seem to be compatible
with, and may possibly require, that some version of the
Shupe-Harari preon model of elementary particles is true.
In the Shupe-Harari model, there are only two fun-

damental particles, and the only charged particle is the
“minus” particle, with one-third the fundamental charge
of the electron. The other particle, the “zero,” is neutral.
Each particle has an antiparticle, and it is uniquely the
anti-minus preon that is associated with positive charge.
The direct relevance of the preon model to the present
model of quantum behavior as described herein is that
the effects described herein occur only between charged
spin-half particles with equal mass. Therefore in order
for the present model to be, like quantum mechanics, ap-

plicable to all charged matter, it seems to require such a
restriction to a single type of charged particle.

A more fundamental reason to hypothesize that pos-
itive charge is imaginary, assuming Osiak relativity is
correct, is that if position and velocity are real quanti-
ties, while advanced electromagnetic field quantities are
imaginary, then only if charge is imaginary can acceler-
ation caused by advanced electromagnetic fields be real.
If all positive charge is associated with antimatter, par-
ticularly, but even in the restricted case limited to that
antimatter has a negative Lorentz factor, it seems nec-
essary that a hypothetical time-reversed observer should
infer physical laws very similar if not identical to the
forward-time observer. For example, if as reasonably
expected according to Osiak relativity, the positron is
seen as an ordinary, negative charge electron to the time-
reversed observer, then a cloud-chamber photograph of a
pair-creation event shows what is happening in the time-
reversed world. The positron acceleration which is con-
jecturally here due only to an advanced magnetic field
causes position changes that are changes to real coor-
dinates in the forward-time reference frame. Thus, to
describe the motion while assuming the advanced field
is imaginary requires that the positve charge be imag-
inary, or that the Lorentz force law changes to include
an imaginary factor when used to describe time-reversed
phenomena.

A complete description of physics in Osiak relativity
seems also to require an additional kind of space-time
coordinate transformation to the Lorentz transformation.
This follows from an expectation that physical descrip-
tion should be independent of the sign of an observer’s
rest frame, as assigned by a second observer based on the
temporal direction of the first observer. That is, there is
no Lorentz transfiormation that takes a particle with a
positive Lorentz factor to having a negative Lorentz fac-
tor.

In original WFAT, the absorber plays a role of retard-
ing the phase of the source retarded wave by π/2 radi-
ans, when averaged over complete absorption. The ad-
vanced field re-radiated in response by the absorber is
not affected by the absorber, however. This seems at
least potentially to be a temporal bias toward retarded
effects compared to advanced ones. The lack of inter-
action on the return trip allows the advanced field from
the absorber to both reinforce the source retarded field
and cancel the source advanced field. Therefore it is an
essential feature of the original WFAT.

If instead the absorber advanced field interacts with
the absorber time-symmetrically, then it arrives at the
source in phase opposition to the source retarded field,
while reinforcing the source half-advanced field to full
strength. That is, it is phase advanced by π/2 radians,
on average, exactly undoing the average delay of absorp-
tion. Due to the imaginary nature of advanced fields, the
phase opposition relative to the source half-retarded field
is inconsequential because the two exist independently.
Reinforcement of the half-retarded field to full strength
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is then accomplished in the modified extended WFAT by
the retarded field from the distant-past absorber, as is
described in detail below. The same half-retarded field
from the distant past absorber also gives rise to radiative
damping.
It is also important to the present effort that the ex-

act cancelation of the source advanced field that occurs
in Einsteinian WFAT is not present in extended modi-
fied WFAT that incorporatess Minkowski-Osiak relativ-
ity. As will be seen, the direct advanced source field is
an essential contributor to the present model reconstruc-
tion of Schroedinger wavefunction, while the advanced
absorber field, which inverts due to passing through the
source (, according to a time reversed observer), is essen-
tial to reconstructing the Pauli model.
Finally, about the question of observability of advanced

electromagnetic fields, the present model asserts that
they are being observed in every cloud-chamber photo-
graph showing a positron circulating in a magnetic field.
It is simply not possible to influence ordinary matter di-
rectly with time advanced fields, as negative electrical
charges don’t feel their force. It seems plausible that the
time advancement of such advanced action on positrons
or other positively charged latter such as positive ions
might be measurable.

C. Time-Reversed Observer Sees Positron

Imaginary Advanced Field as Real Retarded

Electron Field

To understand the character of the advanced field of
an electron, it is instructive to consider that to a time-
reversed observer, the forward-time frame electron is a
“positron,” and creates an imaginary retarded field. Fur-
ther, the field the time-reversed observer computes is
based on the positron having a negative, imaginary, fun-
damental (i.e. electron) charge.
So, forward and reversed time observers don’t agree on

the complexity of the charges. What appears to the for-
ward time observer as a real charge electron appears to
the reverse time observer as an imaginary charge electron.
However the electron in the forward-time frame creates
an imaginary retarded field in the time-reversed frame,
which is viewed in the forward-time frame as an imag-
inary advanced field. Thus, the souce of the advanced
field is the same imaginary charge to both observers.
The imaginary or real character of the charge thus de-

pends on which created field is under consideration. A
forward-time electron in the forward time frame is as-
signed a real character when creating a retarded field, but
imaginary charge when creating an advanced field. Con-
versely, the reversed-time electron in the forward time
frame (i.e., a positron) creates a real advanced field and
an imaginary retarded field.
At the same time, the real advanced field for an elec-

tron in the time forward frame is still a valid and relevant
solution to the electromagnetic wave equation. This field

can be regarded (if desired) of causing the elctron motion
that creates the retarded field. Also, it is constructed by
the real retarded field from the distant past absorber.

The imaginary constant on the field, coupled with the
imaginary constant on the negative electron charge, leads
to the positron apparent positive charge in the forward-
time frame. Also, the charge of a “positron,” a time-
reversed electron, should be regarded by the forward-
time observer as identical to that of an electron, in both
sign and magnitude. The apparent positive charge of
a time-reversed electron is due to the appearance of the
imaginary constant in both the field itself (via the charge
that created it) and with the charge it acts on. An imag-
inary field acting on a real charge does not cause a real
acceleration, nor does a real field acting on an imagi-
nary charge. But, it seems more parsimonius to consider
charge an invariant to both observers, in magnitude and
sign, while the choice in allocating an imaginary charac-
ter determined by the time-sense of the observer and the
particle carrying the charge.

D. Summary of rules of interaction of

time-symmetric field and particle descriptions

Observers may be considered to have opposite tempo-
ral directions. Then,

1. A time-forward (i.e., Lorentz factor ≥ 1) particle is
influenced only by a retarded field

2. A time-reversed (i.e., Lorentz factor ≤ −1) particle
is influenced only by an advanced field

3. Observers must regard advanced fields in their frame
as imaginary

4. Observers see all charges as the same sign (nega-
tive per convention) but particles with negative Lorentz
factors have imaginary charge

5. Moving charges regardless of Lorentz factor sign
create both retarded and advanced fields

VII. COMPLEX FORM OF MODULATION

FACTOR ACCOUNTING FOR ABSORPTION

So far, the modulation function that has been shown
to solve the free-particle Schroedinger equation is fun-
damentally a real quantity. Just as real electromagnetic
waves may be usefully considered as the real part of a
complex function, the time-symmetric modulation func-
tion found without assuming Osiak relativity could be
represented as a part of a complex function. However,
unlike the Schroedinger wavefunction, it is not funda-
mentally complex. Therefore it is of interest to investi-
gate if the imaginary character of time-advanced electro-
magnetic fields predicted by Osiak relativity leads to a
complex modulation function that can be argued repre-
sents the Schroedinger wavefunction.
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A. Real Part of Complex Modulation Factor

The modulation function found above, that solves the
time-dependent free-particle Schroedinger equation, is a
real function that is a sum of two real sinusoids, one
based on a retarded interaction and the other based on
an advanced interaction. Properly incorporating Osiak
relativity into the description however requires that the
advanced interaction acquires an imaginary constant fac-
tor. In order to obtain the real part of a complex wave-
function that is similar to the real modulation function
found above, it is necessary to have a second interaction
with a real field that has a phase similarity to the direct
advanced source field. Such a field component may exist
if the past absorber radiated a retarded field, that ar-
rives at source at the present with phase similarity to the
source advanced field. Such an interaction is arguably re-
quired from a requirement of symmetry of electrodynam-
ics. If the retarded field may interact with an absorber
in the distant future, then a time-symmetric electrody-
namics arguably requires that the advanced field from
the source may interact with the absorber in the distant
past.
A time reversed observer sees absorption of the re-

tarded (from the time-reversed perspective) field from
the source and its re-emission by the absorber in their
distant future. Assuming here complete absorption, the
advanced fields from the absorber have a phase delay of
π/2 radians to the time reversed observer. To the for-
ward time observer, the reversed-time advanced field is
the distant past absorber real retarded field coherently
causing the source motion. The absorber is thus a coher-
ent radiator that in the distant past radiated a field that
may be regarded as causing the motion of the source
in the present. That is, the retarded field of the ab-
sorber at the source, where the retarded and advanced
path lengths are equal and cancel, is π/2 radians ad-
vanced by the time-reversed absorption process, and so
is in phase with the source acceleration. This process
may be regarded as both retarded and advanced fields
being created by the source that is due to source motion,
with both the retarded and advanced fields in addition
being real. The real advanced field is phase-identical with
the imaginary advanced field, but carries energy toward
the future rather than toward the past for the imaginary
advanced field.
Suppose the distance from the source to an absorber

particle is Ra. An advanced wave from the source “emit-
ted” at time t reaches the absorber particle at time
ta = t − Ra/c. The re-radiated retarded wave arrives
at the source at time t = ta + Ra/c. It arrives at a
point along the ray between the source and absorber
particle separated a distance R from the source at time
t = ta + (Ra −R)/c = t−Ra/c+ (Ra −R)/c = t−R/c.
The re-radiated retarded field is thus in phase with the
retarded field from the source, in the region between the
absorber charge and the source.
In order to write the field due to the distant-past ab-

sorber particle retarded field at an arbitrary point be-
tween the source and absorber particles, it is thus nec-
essary to consider the round trip path difference, and its
rate of change with position. So, if R is the distance from
the source particle to the field point between the source
and absorber particles, then the time at which the field-
exciting motion causing radiation along the path relative
to the current time at the point, t, is t = t+R/c ≡ tadv.
The retarded field from the absorber is thus phase iden-
tical to the advanced wave from the source, apart from
the phase change associated with interaction with the
absorber.
It is well established, as described by Wheeler and

Feynman, that complete absorbtion of the retarded field
leads to net phase delay of the re-radiated field of π/2 ra-
dians. As noted above, symmetry considerations lead to
an expectation that the change from the imaginary ad-
vanced wave to the real re-radiated retarded wave is an
advancement under complete absorption of π/2 radians.
With sin(θ+π/2) = cos θ and cos(θ+π/2) = − sin θ, the
modulation factor for test zitter particle moving in the
magnetic field of the past absorber retarded re-radiated
field caused by the source advanced field may be written
as

βt · βs,pabs,ret

= [− sin γωz(t− υ · r/c2), cos γωz(t− υ · r/c2), 0]
·[− sin(ωztadv + π/2 + φ0), cos(ωztadv + π/2 + φ0), 0]

= [− sin γωz(t− υ · r/c2), cos γωz(t− υ · r/c2), 0]
·[− cos(ωztadv + φ0),− sin(ωztadv + φ0), 0]

≡ −[− sinα, cosα, 0] · [cosβ, sinβ, 0]
= sinα cosβ − cosα sinβ

= sin(α− β)(64)

with α ≡ γωz(t−υ ·r/c2), and β ≡ ωztadv+φ0. Thus,

βt · βs,pabs,ret =

sin
[

γωz(t− υ · r/c2)− ωztadv − φ0

]

= sin
[

γωz(t− υ · r/c2)− ωz(t+ r/c)tadv − φ0

]

= sin
(

ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2 − r/c)
]

− φ0

)

. (65)

The real part of the modulating factor on the radial
inverse-square magnetic force for the test zitter parti-
cle moving in the sum of the retarded direct and ad-
vanced source to retarded past absorber fields is then,
with cos(θ − π/2) = sin θ

Msym,real(t) ≡ βt · βs,ret + βt · βs,pabs,ret

= Mret(t) +Mpabs,ret(t) = Msym,real(r, t)

= cos(ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2 + r/c
]

− φ0)

+ sin(ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2 − r/c
]

− φ0)

= cos(ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2 + r/c
]

− φ0)

+ cos(ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2 − r/c
]

− (π/2 + φ0))(66)
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Using the identity cos θ + cosφ = 2 cos((θ +
φ)/2) cos((θ − φ)/2):

Msym,real(t) =

2 cos(ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2
]

− π/4− φ0)

· cos(ωzr/c+ π/4) (67)

Comparison with Eq. (15) finds that the previ-
ous results obtained assuming real-definite electromag-
netic fields of Eqs. (52) and (57) for the real part of
the free-particle time-dependent and time-independent
Schroedinger equations are recovered.

B. Imaginary Part of Complex Modulation Factor

Due to complete absorption of the retarded field from
the source and its re-emission by the absorber in the dis-
tant future, the fields from the absorber have a phase
delay of π/2 radians. That is, the advanced field of the
absorber at the source, where the retarded and advanced
path lengths are equal and cancel, is π/2 radians behind
the source motion. This process is identical to both re-
tarded and advanced fields being created by the source
that is due to source motion delayed by π/2 radians from
its actual motion, with both the retarded and advanced
fields in addition being imaginary.
The imaginary advanced field of the future absorber

carrying energy toward the source is phase-delayed by
π/2 radians compared to a re-radiated field by an ab-
sorber particle on its inner boundary. With the phase de-
lay averaged over the absorber of π/2 radians, it is phase-
identical to the retarded field from the source. This is
the field that in WFAT reinforces the half-retarded field
of the source, in the region between the source and the
absorber particle. According to Osiak relativity it has
a separate identity due to its imaginary character, and
it is transporting energy toward the source rather than
away. The modulation due to this field part is, with
cos(θ− π/2) = sin θ, and assuming the source zitter par-
ticle is stationary so that rret(t) = r(t) ≡ r,

βt · βs,fabs,adv,in =

cos
[

γωz(t− υ · r/c2)− ωztret − π/2− φ0

]

= sin
[

γωz(t− υ · r/c2)− ωztret − φ0

]

= sin(ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2 + r/c
]

− φ0), (68)

where the subscript notation “s” is for “source,” “fabs”
is for “future absorber,” and “in” is for “inbound” to the
source particle from the point of view of the reversed-
time observer. The designation “inbound” indicates that

at a particular field point, the field component here is due
to an absorber paricle that is beyond the field point from
the source position. (“Outbound” from the reverse-time
perspective will refer to the inverted field after passing
through the source, as discussed below.) Although this
field component is an advanced field and so imaginary,
it is in-phase to the source retarded field but delayed by
π/2 radians.
It can be noted that in WFAT, the “inbound” advanced

field from the future absorber reinforces the source half-
retarded field to full strength. Such reinforcement does
not occur here in the present model on account of the
advanced field being imaginary.
The modulating factor for the spin-aligned test zitter

particle moving in the inbound future absorber field is
thus

Mfabs,adv,in(t) =

sin(ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2 + r/c
]

− φ0). (69)

Had previously (14) (for stationary source zitter par-
ticle), for the test zitter particle moving in the direct
advanced field,

Ms,adv(t) = cos(ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2 − r/c
]

− φ0).
(70)

This can be rewritten, with sin θ = cos(θ − π/2), as

Ms,adv(t) = sin(ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2 − r/c
]

−π/2−φ0).
(71)

So, with sin θ+ sinφ = 2 sin((θ+ φ)/2) cos((θ− φ)/2),

βt · βs,fabs,adv,in + βt · βs,adv =

Mfabs,adv,in(t) +Madv(t)

≡ Msym,imag(t) = Msym,imag(r, t)

= sin(ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2 + r/c
]

− φ0)

+ sin(ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2 − r/c
]

− φ0 − π/2)

= 2 sin
(

ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2
]

− π/4− φ0

)

× cos (ωzr/c+ π/4) . (72)

C. Complex Modulation Factor for Aligned Spins

The complex modulation that is comparable to the
complex Schroedinger wavefunction may now be con-
structed from the real and imaginary modulation factors
as
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Mcmplx(r, t) ≡ Msym, real(r, t) + iMsym,imag(r, t)

= 2 cos(ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2
]

− π/4− φ0)× cos(ωzr/c+ π/4)

+i2 sin
(

ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2
]

− π/4− φ0

)

× cos (ωzr/c+ π/4)

= 2 exp i(ωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2
]

− π/4− φ0)× cos(ωzr/c+ π/4)

= 2 exp iωz

[

(γ − 1)t− γυ · r/c2
]

× exp−i(π/4 + φ0) cos(ωzr/c+ π/4) (73)

Performing variable substitutions as shown above in sec-
tion VD , the first factor on the right hand side of
the final equation of (73) can be shown to solve the
free-particle time-dependent Schroedinger equation. The
other factors separate out.

VIII. INTERPRETATION

The central result of the work presented herein may
be stated as follows. If classical Hamiltonian mechanics
is valid, the position and momentum dependent modu-
lation factor on the time-symmetric Coulomb-like mag-
netic force between classical Dirac particles satisfies a
time-independent auxiliary equation that may be solved
to find constraints on allowed particle trajectories. As-
suming the present standard formulation of relativity
theory, the time-independent auxiliary equation is for-
mally similar, but not identical, to the time-independent
Schrödinger equation. Using an alternative relativity
theory formulation suggested by Osiak, the resulting
auxiliary equation is formally identical to the time-
independent Schrödinger equation.
The Schrödinger wavefunction can thus be regarded as

a kinematical feature of classical physics and Hamiltonian
mechanics, assuming time-symmetric electromagnetic in-

teraction and a real zitterbewegung. The wavefunction
is not a dynamical field quantity that influences particle
motions. Rather, it is an indication that classical in-
teractions between particles with intrinsic spin are more
complicated and interesting than has been previously re-
alized.

IX. CONCLUDING REMARKS

A plausible classical physics based explanation for
quantum behavior is straightforwardly obtainable as-
suming time-symmetric electromagnetic interactions of
charged point particles undergoing relativistic circulatory
motions accounting for intrinsic spin. This explanation is
so far incomplete, but deserves further consideration and
investigation due to its explanatory power and more par-
simonious nature than the currently-established quantum
theory.
No new hypotheses beyond classical electrodynamics

are required to reach the results provided. The exis-
tence of the electron intrinsic spin and magnetic moment
are taken to be empirical fact and dynamical behaviors,
not fundamental attributes. The hypothesis that time-
advanced interaction terms arising naturally in the clas-
sical description are to be disregarded is not used.
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