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Abstract

In the first quarter of the 20th century, physicists were not aware of the existence of classical

electromagnetic zero-point radiation nor of the importance of special relativity. Inclusion of these

aspects allows classical electron theory to be extended beyond its 19th century successes. Here

we review spherical electromagnetic radiation modes in a conducting-walled spherical cavity and

connect these modes to classical electromagnetic zero-point radiation and to electromagnetic scale

invariance. Then we turn to the scattering of radiation in classical electron theory within a simple

approximation. We emphasize that, in steady-state, the interaction between matter and radiation

is disguised so that the mechanical motion appears to occur without the emission of radiation, even

though the particle motion is actually driven by classical electromagnetic radiation. It is pointed

out that, for nonrelativistic particles, only the harmonic oscillator potential taken in the low-

velocity limit allows a consistent equilibrium with classical electromagnetic zero-point radiation.

For relativistic particles, only the Coulomb potential is consistent with electrodynamics. The

classical analysis places restrictions on the value of e2/~c.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A. Classical Electron Theory

Classical electron theory was introduced at the end of the 19th century in the attempt

to combine classical mechanics with classical electromagnetism. The theory, developed

prominently by H. A. Lorentz, considered point charges (with the charge-to-mass ratio e/m

found by J. J. Thompson) in mechanical potentials and also interacting with electromagnetic

radiation. The theory had a number of successes including providing explanations for the

Faraday effect, optical birefringence, and the normal Zeeman effect, none of which involve

Planck’s constant ~. However, when combined with other contemporary ideas of physics,

the theory led to unacceptable ideas such as the Rayleigh-Jeans law for thermal radiation

equilibrium and to atomic collapse for the nuclear model of the hydrogen atom. In the

first quarter of the 20th century, classical electron theory was gradually abandoned in favor

initially of old quantum theory and then modern quantum mechanics. The transition

to old quantum theory was described by Born in this way: “the stationary states of an

atomic system shall be calculated, as far as possible, in accordance with the laws of classical

mechanics, but the classical theory of radiation is disregarded.”[1]

The “disregard” of radiation has occasionally caught the attention of classical-minded

physicists. If one wishes to continue using classical electron theory to describe atomic

phenomena, then the disregard of radiation represents an error. Indeed, classical electron

theory can be extended beyond the successes of the very early 20th century by including

two aspects which were not used by the physicists of that period: 1) the presence of random

classical electromagnetic zero-point radiation, which involves Planck’s constant ~, and 2)

the importance of special relativity. These two neglected aspects allow classical theory to

explain additional phenomena, including Casimir forces, van der Waals forces, the decrease of

specific heats at low temperatures, diamagnetism, the Planck spectrum of thermal radiation,

and the absence of atomic collapse.[2][3]

B. Classical Electromagnetic Zero-Point Radiation

Many physicist are unfamiliar with the idea of classical electromagnetic zero-point radia-

tion which provides a natural extension of traditional classical electron theory.[4] Classical
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electron theory consists of three basic ideas: 1) Maxwell’s equations for the electromag-

netic fields with point charges as sources, 2) Newton’s second law for the motion of these

charges due to forces, including forces due to electromagnetic fields, and 3) boundary condi-

tions on the differential equations appearing in parts 1) and 2). Classical electromagnetic

zero-point radiation appears in item 3) as the source-free boundary condition on the elec-

tromagnetic fields in Maxwell’s equations; it corresponds to the electromagnetic fields which

are already present when the field sources start to act. The typical texts of classical

electromagnetism[5][6][7][8] scarcely mention the source-free boundary conditions. Indeed,

in our undergraduate laboratory experiments on electricity and magnetism, there is no

mention of the radio waves and thermal radiation which are present in the room while the

students adjust the sources for their experiments. However, at the level of atomic physics,

the source-free fields may become important. Classical electromagnetic zero-point radia-

tion is random classical radiation (like classical thermal radiation) with a Lorentz-invariant

spectrum, Uzp (ω) = const× ω. This spectrum of energy U versus frequency ω is also scale

invariant, and so does not pick out a preferred length, or time, or energy; its presence is

not immediately obvious. Zero-point radiation is regarded as the zero-temperature limit

of blackbody radiation and can be treated with random phases just as was classical ther-

mal radiation. At positive temperature, blackbody radiation has a different spectrum, and

includes a special energy, length, and frequency which are evident in the Wien displace-

ment rule Tλ = const. In order to match the experimentally observed Casimir forces due

to random electromagnetic fields at low temperature, the scale of classical electromagnetic

zero-point radiation is fixed so that Uzp (ω) = (1/2) ~ω where ~ is Planck’s constant. This

place is the one point where Planck’s constant ~ enters the extended version of classical

electron theory.

C. Disguised Electromagnetic Interactions

It is a curious aspect of classical mechanical systems in classical electromagnetic zero-point

energy that, in equilibrium, the mechanical system inherits the scale of motion involving ~

from the zero-point radiation, but the actual average motion is maintained as though there

were no interaction with radiation. The interaction with zero-point radiation is disguised

by the average balance between radiation emission and absorption.
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In the present article, we explore again the classical interaction between charged particles

in potentials and classical zero-point radiation. Here we make use of spherical radiation

modes, which will be unfamiliar to many physicists whose radiation training includes only

plane waves, but we deal with much easier calculations involving not random radiation but

rather coherent radiation scattering, and we deal with only circular particle orbits. We start

with an adiabatically-invariant radiation spectrum in a spherical cavity, and then consider

the interaction of this radiation with charged particles, especially charged particles in circular

orbits. Adiabatic invariance for a mechanical system refers to a quantity which maintains

its value under a slow change in one of the parameters of the system. For example, the

ratio of energy U to frequency ω for a harmonic oscillator is an adiabatic invariant U/ω = J

under very slow changes of the oscillator frequency. The assumption of an adiabatically-

invariant radiation spectrum mimics a crucial aspect of zero-point radiation. The situation

of coherent radiation driving at the particle’s resonant frequency removes the fluctuation

aspects which are present in the full interaction with zero-point radiation. What remains is

only the average values. However, even these average values are of interest and are indeed

striking.

D. Outline of the Article

We start by discussing an adiabatically-invariant spectrum of classical radiation in a

spherical, conducting-walled cavity. If the phases between the radiation modes are random,

then such an adiabatically-invariant spectrum provides an approximation to classical zero-

point radiation, and, indeed, becomes Lorentz-invariant zero-point radiation in the large-

cavity limit. The zero-point radiation spectrum contains the least possible information since

there is no basis for distinguishing any frequency; the spectrum has no preferred reference

frame, and no preferred length or time or energy.

Next we turn to the interaction between classical electromagnetic radiation and a point

charge in a potential. The familiar elementary case involves the scattering of a plane wave

by a small linear electric dipole oscillator oriented along the z-axis. However, we simplify

the situation to involve driving at the resonant frequency. Also, we point out that the plane

wave can be expanded as a sum over spherical multipole modes, and the dipole scattering

actually involves only the spherical electric multipole field of order l = 1, m = 0, the electric
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dipole field. All the rest of the plane wave is unscattered. The energy of the oscillator

is determined by the energy of this one driving spherical multipole radiation mode. If we

consider only this one spherical multipole field and the oscillating particle, then, in steady-

state, the oscillator gives the false impression that it is a frictionless mechanical oscillation

which has no interaction with radiation; the oscillatory motion continues but there is no

average energy flow to or from the oscillator and no average flow of radiation energy in any

direction.

Next we consider a nonrelativistic charged particle in a circular orbit in a classical central

potential, driven (in dipole approximation) by an electric spherical multipole field of order

l = 1, m = 1. Specification of the mechanical system requires information regarding the

mass m and charge e of the particle and the parameters κ and n of the central potential

taken as V (r) = κrn/n where n is a numerical constant. For charge e, the radiation field

associated with a circular orbit depends upon only the radius r and frequency ω of the

mechanical orbit. Just as for the linear oscillator, the mechanical energy of the particle in

the circular orbit is determined by the radiation energy of the driving electromagnetic field.

We show that such a system is consistent with an adiabatically-invariant electromagnetic

radiation spectrum only for the harmonic-oscillator potential, V (r) = κr2/2, in the case of

an orbit of small velocity.

In contrast with the nonrelativistic particle situation, a relativistic charged particle of

arbitrary mass m in a circular orbit of any non-zero radius in a Coulomb potential is indeed

consistent with coherent electromagnetic radiation in an adiabatically-invariant spectrum.

Finally, it is pointed out that steady-state motion for the classical charge puts limitations

on the ratio e2/ (~c) involving the charge e of the particle and the scale ~ of the driving zero-

point radiation. Classical electron theory starts at a more primitive level than quantum

theory and so gives at least some restrictions on the value of the fine structure constant.

Finally, we close with a brief discussion of the contrast in points of view of quantum theory

and of classical electron theory with classical electromagnetic zero-point radiation.
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II. MULTIPOLE RADIATION MODES IN A SPHERICAL CAVITY

A. Electric Fields of Spherical Radiation Modes

A spherical cavity of radius R in a perfect conductor allows standing radiation fields

which are termed spherical electromagnetic field modes. For a cavity of finite radius R, the

radiation modes are discrete and can be labeled by the discrete indices n, l,m. Although the

spherical multipole radiation modes for arbitrary values of l and m are treated in the older,

junior-level electromagnetism textbook of Slater and Frank,[5] only the dipole fields, l = 1,

appear in Griffiths’ text,[6] and most students who encounter general spherical multipole

fields do so in a graduate-level text such as Jackson[7] or Zangwill.[8] We are using Gaussian

units throughout our analysis.

There are both electric and magnetic spherical multipole modes. The electric field inside

the spherical cavity can be written as a sum over the multipole fields,

E(r, t) = Re
∑

∞

n=1

∑
∞

l=1

∑m=l
m=−l

(
E

(E)
nlm(r, t) + E

(M)
nlm(r, t)

)
. (1)

The electric multipole fields E
(E)
nlm of (angular) frequency ωE

nl = ckE
nl are given by

E
(E)
nlm(r, t) =

aEnlm
−ikE

nl

exp
[
−ickE

nlt
]
∇×

[
jl
(
kE
nlr

)
Xlm (θ, φ)

]
(2)

and the magnetic multipole fields E
(M)
nlm of frequency ωM

nl = ckM
nl are given by

E
(M)
nlm(r, t) = aMnlm exp

[
−ickM

nl t
] [

jl
(
kM
nl r

)
Xlm (θ, φ)

]
, (3)

where aEnlm and aMnlm are constants, jl is the spherical Bessel function of order l, and the

vector spherical harmonic Xlm is given by

Xlm(θ, φ) =
1

i
√
l (l + 1)

r×∇Ylm (θ, φ) . (4)

There are magnetic fields associated with the multipoles which can be written in analogous

form,[7] but, for the radiation energy balance in our subsequent analysis, these fields are not

needed.

B. Frequencies of Standing Wave Modes in a Spherical Cavity

The normal mode (angular) frequencies are given by ω = ck where wave numbers kM
nl

and kE
nl are related to the zeros of the Bessel functions or derivatives of the Riccati-Bessel
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functions respectively[9]

jl
(
kM
nlR

)
= 0 and

(
d

dr

[
rjl(k

E
nlr)

])

r=R

= 0. (5)

If the radius R of the conducting-walled cavity is sufficiently large compared to the frequency

of interest so that knlR >> l, then the spherical Bessel functions can be approximated by

their large-argument asymptotic forms

jl (x) ≈
1

x
sin

(
x− lπ

2

)
, (6)

so that the zeros of the Bessel functions and of the Riccati-Bessel function can be approxi-

mated by

kM
nl ≈

(
n+

l

2

)
π

R
and kE

nl ≈
(
n+

l + 1

2

)
π

R
. (7)

C. Energy in Spherical Radiation Fields

The energy in a spherical mode is connected to the expansion coefficients aEnlm and aMnlm.

The energy in a normal mode is equally divided (on time average) between the electric and

magnetic fields. Thus taking the electric mode labeled by nlm, the energy for large R,

1 << kE
lmR, is

U
(E)
nlm =

∫
d3r

1

8π
(E2 +B2) =

1

4π

∫ R

0
drr2

∫
dΩ

1

2
B ·B∗

=

∣∣aEnlm
∣∣2

8π

∫ R

0
drr2

[
jl
(
kE
nlr

)]2 ∫
dΩ |Xlm (θ, φ)|2 ≈

∣∣aEnlm
∣∣2R

16π (kE
nl)

2 , (8)

where the large-argument asymptotic form in (6) has been used for the Bessel function and

the standard normalization for the vector spherical harmonic.

For classical zero-point radiation, these expansion coefficients are chosen to correspond

to an average energy U = ~ω/2 for each normal mode of (angular) frequency ω. Then we

have

U
(E)
nlm =

∣∣aEnlm
∣∣2R

16π (kE
nl)

2 =
1

2
~ckE

nl (9)

or
∣∣aEnlm

∣∣2 = 16π
(
kE
nl

)2

R
U

(E)
nlm = 8π

(
kE
nl

)3 ~c
R
. (10)

The energy in the magnetic multipole mode is analogous, U
(M)
nlm = ~ckM

nl /2.
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D. Angular Momentum in Spherical Radiation Fields

The electromagnetic fields in a spherical cavity carry not only energy but also angular

momentum. For large values ofR, spherical multipole fields have very specific ratios between

energy and angular momentum in the radiation; for a spherical multipole field of order l, m,

and frequency ω, the ratio between the z-component of angular momentum Lz and the

energy U in the multipole field in a large cavity is always given by[10]

Lz

U
=

m

ω
. (11)

This restriction in the electromagnetic fields will then limit the charged-particle systems

which can be coupled consistently to electromagnetic zero-point radiation.

E. Scaling in Classical Electromagnetism

The spectrum of electromagnetic zero-point radiation has no preferred length, or time, or

energy, and so is invariant under an adiabatic compression or under a change of scale which

maintains the values of the speed of light in vacuum c and the charge of the electron e. This

scaling aspect of classical electromagnetism which maintains the values of c and e often goes

unrecognized, and represents a sharp break away from classical mechanics. Thus, classical

mechanics contains no fundamental constants, and so mechanical systems can be chosen

with arbitrary length dimensions, arbitrary periods of oscillation, and with arbitrary mass.

In contrast, electromagnetic systems are sharply constrained. For example, a plane wave in

vacuum of wavelength λ is immediately known to have a frequency c/λ. This connection

stands in contrast with that for a wave in a mechanical medium where a sound wave of

known wavelength can have various velocities and frequencies depending upon the medium.

Similarly, the electrostatic potential energy between two electrons separated by distance r

is immediately known to be e2/r whereas mechanical systems can have general potentials

V (r) connecting energy and separation.

Classical electromagnetic zero-point radiation (like all of electromagnetism) has been

termed σltU−1-scale invariant since only one parameter or scale can be freely varied while

preserving the values of c and e.[11] Thus, if we start with a spherical radiation mode labeled

by l and m having frequency ω and energy U in a spherical, conducting-walled cavity of

radius R, and change the cavity radius R adiabatically by a factor of σ so that R → R′ = σR ,
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then the spherical radiation mode has its frequency changed as ω → ω′ = ω/σ, and its energy

changed as U → U ′ = U/σ. This is what is meant by “the σltU−1-scaling of electromagnetic

systems;” the lengths, times, and energies are all connected together under an adiabatic

change or a change of scale. The situation of adiabatic invariance is probably most

familiar in connection with slowly shortening the length of a mechanical simple pendulum

by pulling the supporting string through a hole.[12] In the present case, we are dealing with

a spherical radiation mode which has harmonic-oscillator behavior analogous to that of a

small-amplitude pendulum. The spectrum of classical electromagnetic zero-point radiation

(where U = ~ω/2) is invariant under σltU−1-scaling; thus, if all lengths, times, and inverse

energies are transformed by the same factor σ , then the spectrum remains the same despite

individual modes being changed in wave number, frequency, and energy. The individual

modes are moved to new roles in the spectrum, but the spectrum is unchanged. The

Coulomb potential V (r) = −e2/r is also σltU−1-scale invariant since the electronic charge e

is an unchanged fundamental constant while the potential energy V scales inversely as the

length r, V → V ′ = V/σ when r → r′ = σr.

F. Forming an Adiabatically-Invariant Spectrum of Radiation

All the radiation normal modes in a spherical conducting-walled cavity satisfy the condi-

tions given in Eq. (5). We obtain an adiabatically invariant spectrum if we require that the

energy for each mode is proportional to its frequency, U = bω, where b is a single constant,

the same for each mode in the cavity. In order to mimic zero-point radiation, we choose

b = ~/2, so that U = bω = ~ω/2. Under an adiabatic change in the cavity radius R,

the ratio U/ω for each mode is preserved as a constant, and therefore the adiabatic change

does not alter the proportionality constant in U = bω = ~ω/2. The frequency ω and the

energy of each mode is changed, but the spectrum of radiation in the cavity is invariant

under adiabatic change in the radius R. In the limit as the radius of the conducting cavity

becomes ever larger, R → ∞, the density of radiation normal modes become ever closer

in frequency, and we arrive at a continuous, adiabatically-invariant spectrum of radiation.

The relative phases of the radiation modes at different frequencies can be chosen randomly,

and, in this fashion, we would obtain an adiabatically-invariant spectrum of random radi-

ation mimicking classical electromagnetic zero-point radiation. In the limit R → ∞, this
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radiation spectrum becomes Lorentz-invariant classical zero-point radiation.

III. SCATTERING BY A SMALL ELECTRIC DIPOLE OSCILLATOR

A. Familiar Oscillator Example

We start out with a familiar elementary example which emphasizes that particle oscil-

lation can sometimes disguise the presence of the radiation which causes the oscillation.

A familiar elementary scattering calculation[13] in classical electrodynamics treats a small,

one-dimensional electric dipole oscillator p (t) = ẑez (t), involving a particle of mass m and

charge e in a harmonic potential V (z) = κz2/2, oriented along the z-axis, and of natural fre-

quency ω0 =
√

κ/m, which is driven in dipole approximation by a plane wave of (angular)

frequency ω traveling in the x-direction, E (x, y, z, t) = ẑE0 cos [(ω/c)x− ωt] . Newton’s

second law for the motion of the particle then gives

mz̈ = −mω2
0z +mτ

...
z + eE0 cos [ωt] , (12)

where the spring restoring force is −κz = −mω2
0z, and the radiation damping term involves

the time τ = 2e2/(3mc3). In steady-state motion, the electric dipole oscillates as

z (t) = Re
(e/m)E0 exp [−iωt]

−ω2 + ω2
0 − iτω3

= Re
(e/m)E0 exp

[
−iωt+ iδE10

]
[
(−ω2 + ω2

0)
2
+ (τω3)2

]1/2 , (13)

where δE10 is the phase shift[14] between the incident and scattered waves with

tan
(
δE10

)
=

τω3

(−ω2 + ω2
0)
. (14)

(Here the notation δE10 refers to the electric multipole mode of order l = 1, m = 0.)

B. Driving the Oscillator at the Resonant Frequency

If the oscillator is driven at resonance where ω = ω0, then the particle mass m cancels

between the factor of e/m in the numerator of Eq. (13) and the time τ in the denominator,

the phase shift δE10 in Eq. (14) goes to π/2, and the displacement becomes

z (t) =
3c3E0

2eω3
0

sin [ω0t] . (15)
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The oscillation at sin [ω0t] is completely out of phase with the driving radiation E0 cos [ωt].

The amplitude of the oscillation is given by z0 = 3c3E0/ (2eω
3
0). Although the emission and

absorption of power are out of phase, the power emitted as radiation by the dipole oscillator

is balanced over one oscillation cycle by the power delivered to the oscillator by the driving

plane wave
〈[
2e2/

(
3c3

)]
ω4
0z

2
0 sin

2 [ω0t]
〉
=

〈
ez0ω0E0 cos

2 [ω0t]
〉

(16)

since
〈
sin2 [ω0t]

〉
= 〈cos2 [ω0t]〉 = 1/2.

C. Scattering Involves the Electric Spherical Radiation Mode l = 1,m = 0

The plane wave E (x, y, z, t) = ẑE0 cos [(ω/c)x− ωt] can be expanded in terms of spher-

ical multipole modes.[15] Although the traditional dipole scattering problem is phrased in

terms of plane waves (which are familiar at the level of introductory physics and also ap-

propriate for laboratory experiments), the interaction between the small electric dipole and

radiation actually involves only the electric spherical multipole radiation mode l = 1, m = 0.

Only the electric dipole multipole fields, l = 1, m = −1, 0, 1, are finite in the limit as the

displacement r becomes very small, r → 0, because, for small argument, the spherical Bessel

functions go as the lth power of the argument,

jl (x) ≈
xl

(2l + 1)!!
. (17)

For a small electric dipole oscillating along the z-axis, only the EE
lm multipole given in Eq.

(2) for l = 1, m = 0 will drive the oscillator. Thus, at the natural frequency of the dipole

oscillator ω0 = ckE
n1 and for X10 (θ, φ) = φ̂i

√
3/ (8π) sin θ, this field becomes

EE
10(0, t) = Re

aEn10
−ikE

n1

exp
[
−ickE

n10t
]
∇×

[
kE
n1r

3
φ̂i

√
3

8π
sin θ

]

= −ẑ
aEn10√
6π

cosω0t (18)

and is non-vanishing at the center of the dipole oscillation. This field agrees with driving

by the plane wave when we take

E0 = − aEn10√
6π

= − 1√
6π

√
16π (kE

nl)
2

R
U

(E)
nlm (19)
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and the oscillator motion is given in Eq. (15). The oscillation amplitude of the small electric

dipole is

p0 = ez0 =
3c3

2ω3
0

E0 = − 3c3

2ω3
0

aEn10√
6π

. (20)

D. Interaction with a Single Radiation Mode

We can imagine that the small electric dipole oscillator is located at the center of a

spherical cavity with conducting walls containing an adiabatically-invariant spectrum of

radiation, corresponding to that discussed earlier which forms a parallel with classical zero-

point radiation. For a cavity of finite radius R, the mass m of the particle can be chosen

so large that the line width Γ = 2e2ω2/ (3mc3) is smaller than the separation in frequency

between the discrete radiation modes of the cavity, and the particle interacts at its resonant

frequency with a single mode of radiation which can be regarded as coherent radiation.

As the radius R increases toward infinity, the number of normal modes per unit frequency

interval increases in compensation. In order to interact with a single frequency, the ratio

e/m, involving the charge e divided by the particle mass m, must become ever smaller as

the radius R of the cavity increases and the separation between the modes decreases.

E. Analogue with Radiationless Stationary States

If we consider the oscillator along the z-axis as driven, not by a plane wave, but by

only the part of the plane wave with which it actually interacts, then we have a situation

involving an oscillator in a standing spherical wave field EE
10(r, t). The electromagnetic

wave forces the dipole into oscillation, and the oscillator then radiates into exactly the same

spherical multipole mode, but with a phase shift of π/2. In the steady-state situation, the

energy provided to the oscillator exactly balances the energy emitted by the oscillator and

gives a standing-wave radiation pattern. In this situation, no experiment would be able to

detect an average flow of energy. There is an oscillating electromagnetic radiation field and

also a charged particle oscillating in a harmonic potential. However, there is no average

transfer of energy between the radiation and the charge. The oscillation amplitude of the

small electric dipole is determined by the amplitude of the spherical multipole radiation

field which maintains the amplitude of the oscillation against radiation emission by the
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oscillator. However, this driving is completely hidden by the radiation balance. This

situation is a model for the sort of interaction with classical zero-point radiation which has

been suggested[16][17] as possibly providing a classical basis for the ground state of atomic

hydrogen or of any quantum harmonic oscillator system.

F. Consistency Under Adiabatic Change of Oscillator Frequency

We have noted that zero-point radiation is adiabatically invariant. Here, it is of inter-

est to note that the connection between the oscillator motion and the driving radiation is

maintained during an adiabatic change of the oscillator frequency when the oscillator is in

an adiabatically-invariant radiation spectrum. During an adiabatic change in the oscillator

frequency, the ratio of the oscillator energy E to the oscillation frequency ω0 remains un-

changed, E/ω0 = const. But from Eqs. (20) and (9), the oscillator energy is related to the

amplitude of the particle oscillation which is related to the radiation driving force, and so

to the radiation energy per normal mode

E =
1

2
mω2

0z
2
0 =

1

2

m

e2
ω2
0

(
3c3

2ω3
0

aEnlm√
6π

)2

=

[
3

(
mc2

e2

)
c2

ω2
0

1

R

]
U. (21)

We will require that the factor of proportionality connecting the mechanical energy E to the

radiation mode energy U is always one,

[
3

(
mc2

e2

)
c2

ω2
0

1

R

]
= 1 or

1

3

(
e2

mc2

)
ω2

c2
R = 1, (22)

so that the oscillator energy E equals the radiation mode energy U .

The situation here for single-mode driving is analogous to the narrow-line-width approx-

imation τω0 << 1 involving random driving radiation. The quantity τ = 2e2/ (3mc3)

gives a characteristic time associated with the charged particle, and the quantity Γ =

(2/3) [e2/ (mc3)]ω2
0 gives a characteristic frequency spread. In this article, we consider

a connection between the mechanical oscillator and a single radiation mode at the oscilla-

tor’s resonant frequency. In earlier work with random radiation, we integrated over the

sharply peaked function given in Eq. (13) to obtain the average energy of the oscillator

〈E〉 as connected to the average energy of the radiation 〈U (ω0)〉 at the oscillator’s resonant

frequency ω0.[16][17] For large cavity radius R, the radiation modes are closely spaced so

that Γ would cover a large number of normal mode frequencies. Here we require that
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e2/ (mc2) goes to zero and R goes to infinity in such a way that the condition (22) always

holds. Then our one-mode-coherent-field calculations come close to the random zero-point

calculations; the energy for the oscillator matches the energy per normal mode for the ra-

diation modes at the resonant frequency of the oscillator. In both our resonant treatment

and the traditional narrow-line-width calculation, the charge e has entirely disappeared from

the problem. There appears to be no connection between the mechanical system and the

radiation system. Yet we have equality between the energy U in the radiation field and the

energy E of the mechanical system. The situation looks like a mechanics problem in the

fashion suggested by Born’s quote in the introduction where the radiation is to be ”disre-

garded,” except that here we know the amplitude of the mechanical oscillation is actually

determined by the driving electromagnetic radiation.

IV. CIRCULAR PARTICLE ORBITS IN A CENTRAL POTENTIAL

A. Circular Orbits with Both Energy and Angular Momentum

We now generalize the mechanical system under consideration. For the small one-

dimensional linear oscillator considered above, the oscillator energy is the one quantity which

determines the amplitude of the oscillation, and, for a small electric dipole oscillator, this

energy is determined by the amplitude of the driving coherent radiation at resonance. We

now turn to charged particles in circular orbits in central potentials when driven by coherent

radiation. Although our ultimate, long-term interest is the motion of charged particles in

random classical zero-point radiation, the coherent-radiation situation can already remind

us of important aspects of the connection between radiation and matter. A charged particle

in a circular orbit in a central potential has both energy and angular momentum, which it

must be radiating away. If the circular orbit is to be steady-state, then there must be

electromagnetic driving fields which supply energy and angular momentum to the charge so

as to balance the emitted energy and angular momentum.

B. Circular Orbits for Nonrelativistic Particles

Traditional classical electron theory treats nonrelativistic charged particles in arbitrary

potential functions V (r). Therefore, we turn to more general potential functions, but
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restrict our analysis to circular orbits in central potentials V (r). We consider first charged

particles of mass m and charge e in nonrelativistic circular orbits within a central potential

V (r) = κrn/n. The particle motion lies in a plane which can be taken as the xy-plane,

r (t) = r
[
î cos (ωt) + ĵ sin (ωt)

]
. For the mechanical motion of nonrelativistic particles in

such potentials, the charge e is regarded as irrelevant, and Newton’s second law gives the

balance for centripetal acceleration as

m

v2

r
= κrn−1 or (ωr)2 = v2 =

κ

m

rn. (23)

Thus, in general, the ratio κ/m provides the connection between the particle speed v and

the orbital radius r. The energy E of the particle in the circular orbit in the potential is

given by

E =
1

2
mv2 +

κrn

n

=

(
n+ 2

2n

)
mv2. (24)

The angular momentum Jφ of the particle in its circular orbit is

Jφ = mr2ω =
mv2

ω
. (25)

Then taking the ratio of the particle angular moment to energy, we have

Jφ

E =

(
2n

n+ 2

)
1

ω
. (26)

Indeed, since we have the general relation ω = ∂E/∂Jφ, the product Jφω of the orbital

angular momentum and the angular frequency has the same dimensions as the energy E .
For our circular orbit in a central potential of the form V (r) = κrn/n, the ratio Jφω/E must

be a dimensionless number. For our nonrelativistic particle, we find from Eq. (26),

Jφω

E =

(
2n

n+ 2

)
. (27)

Thus for a nonrelativistic particle in a circular orbit, the ratio Jφω/E is a dimensionless

number which is characteristic of the power n of rn in the potential function V (r) = κrn/n.

V. CONNECTION OF CIRCULAR PARTICLE ORBITS TO ELECTROMAG-

NETIC RADIATION

A. Requirements on the Driving Radiation

Since the particle in the potential V (r) = κrn/n is assumed charged, we are interested

in connecting our mechanical system with electromagnetic radiation. Electromagnetic ra-
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diation is a wave of speed c, so that we expect the nonrelativistic particle speed ωr = v to

be much less than the radiation speed c, v << c. Accordingly, the dipole approximation is

appropriate for the connection between the nonrelativistic mechanical system and the radia-

tion. The associated spherical radiation multipole coupled with this electromagnetic current

is the electric multipole mode of order l = 1, m = 1, taken in the limit ωr/c = kr << 1.

In a cavity of radius R for a particle of sufficiently large mass m, the steady-state particle

motion must be coupled to a single radiation mode of frequency ω = ωnlm for l = 1, m = 1,

with the electric radiation field appropriately in phase with the particle orbital velocity so

as to provide exactly the energy which is radiated away by the charged particle. Thus in

this nonrelativistic dipole approximation, we have the radiation balance condition that

2e2

3c3
ω4r2 = eE0ωr (28)

or

E0 =
2e

3c3
ω2v (29)

for v << c. In this case, we need the electric field E0 = E
(E)
11φ for small displacement r. Then

using Eq. (4) to obtain X11 (θ, φ) =
√

3/ (16π)
(
θ̂ + φ̂i cos θ

)
exp [iφ], and substituting into

Eq. (2) taken for small values of r, we find E
(E)
11φ = aEnlm/

√
12π. Then combining Eqs. (29),

(24), and (19), we have

E=
(
n+ 2

2n

)
mv2 =

(
n+ 2

2n

)
m

3c4

e2ω2

U

R

=

(
n+ 2

2n

)[
3

(
mc2

e2

)
c2

ω2

1

R

]
U. (30)

Thus the mechanical energy of the particle in a circular orbit in the potential V (r) = κrn/n

is directly related to the energy U of the driving radiation mode at the orbital frequency

ω. The connection between the mechanical and electromagnetic energies involves the same

factor in square brackets which appeared for the linear oscillator in one dimension. If we

apply the same condition (22) required for the one-dimensional oscillator motion, then here

only the isotropic harmonic oscillator potential where n = 2 has a mechanical energy E
which equals the radiation energy U in the driving mode.

The harmonic-oscillator potential is also singled out by the ratio Jφω/E in Eq. (27). This

ratio agrees with the corresponding ratio Lzω/U = 1 for the electromagnetic driving normal

mode of order l = 1, m = 1 only when n = 2, corresponding to the harmonic oscillator

16



potential V (r) = κr2/2,

Jφω

E = 1 (harmonic oscillator potential). (31)

For a nonrelativistic particle in a Coulomb potential V (r) = −e2/r where n = −1, one

finds
Jφω

E = −2 (Coulomb potential). (32)

Thus, for the nonrelativistic charged particle in a Coulomb potential, the ratio in Eq. (32)

does not agree with that of the associated driving radiation where Lzω/U = 1.

B. Radiation Equilibrium in Zero-Point Radiation

We are interested not in the radiation equilibrium for a single mechanical system in

some specialized radiation arrangement, but rather in the equilibrium of a general class of

systems for varying mass m in adiabatically invariant radiation. We emphasize that for

a given charge e, the radiation equilibrium of an orbiting particle depends upon only the

frequency ω and radius r of the circular orbit or, equivalently, the speed v and frequency ω of

the particle orbit. We now consider the question of consistency under a σltU−1-scale change

for both the particle orbit and the associated driving radiation. The radiation spectrum,

which is assumed adiabatically-invariant, is unchanged under this scale change. However,

while the speed v of the nonrelativistic particle in its orbit and the angular momentum Jφ

are both unchanged under this scale change, the frequency ω of the orbit will be changed

by a factor of 1/σ, ω → ω′ = ω/σ. From Eq. (25), we see that

v2 =
Jφω

m

. (33)

This means that in order to retain the connection to an adiabatically-invariant radiation

spectrum (where the length, time, and inverse energy all change together), the change in

mass m and the change in frequency ω must be connected. There are only two potentials for

which this situation actually holds. Using equations (24) and (25), we see that the orbital

frequency is connected to the particle mass m and orbital angular momentum Jφ as

ω =
∂E
∂Jφ

=
κ2/(n+2)

m
n/(n+2)

J
(n−2)/(n+2)
φ . (34)
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Only for n = −1, corresponding to the Coulomb potential V (r) = −e2/r, does the factor m

appear in first power in the numerator of Eq. (34). In this case, the constant κ corresponds

to the square of the electric charge, κ = e2, and does not change under a σltU−1-scale

transformation, while

v = e2/Jφ (Coulomb potential), (35)

which does not involve the mass m at all. The particle energy is

E = −me4

2J2
φ

(Coulomb potential). (36)

In this case, both ω and m indeed have the same σltU−1-scaling behavior involving 1/σ.

Although only the Coulomb potential allows a scaling of mass m in agreement with the

scaling of frequency ω, the scaling situation can be avoided entirely by going to the large-

mass limit in Eq. (33). If the quantity Jφω is fixed, the large-mass limit m → ∞ will

give the small-velocity limit v → 0, which is indeed required for nonrelativistic particle

behavior. But this is the situation for the harmonic oscillator potential V (r) = κr2/2

where n = 2, and the mechanical frequency is ω = ω0 =
√
κ/m. In this case, the spring

constant κ must increased along with m so as to hold the frequency ω0 fixed. We see in Eq.

(34) that the harmonic oscillator provides the only potential where the frequency is entirely

independent of Jφ.

C. Successful Harmonic Oscillator Calculations

Most of the calculations connecting charged mechanical systems to radiation involve lin-

ear oscillators in one spatial dimension. Indeed, Planck considered such an oscillator in

random classical radiation at the end of the 19th century and concluded that the oscillator

came to equilibrium with the radiation (in dipole approximation) when the energy of the

oscillator matched the energy per normal mode of the random radiation at the frequency of

the oscillator. It has been pointed out several times that adiabatic changes in the natural

frequency of a linear harmonic oscillator[18] or adiabatic changes in the mechanical interac-

tion frequencies between oscillators[19] will preserve the connection between the mechanical

frequencies and classical electromagnetic zero-point radiation in the dipole approximation.

All these one-dimensional calculations do not involve angular momentum. However, the

isotropic oscillator in three dimensions was considered in connection with diamagnetism,
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and, indeed, the connection between the mechanical system and radiation was found to be

preserved in classical electromagnetic zero-point radiation in the dipole approximation.[20]

The treatments of nonrelativistic charged particles in potentials other than the harmonic

oscillator potential involve systems which will not fit consistently with classical electromag-

netic zero-point radiation. Within classical physics, we must go to relativistic systems if we

hope to move beyond the harmonic oscillator and its radiation connection at low velocity.

Most physicists seem unaware of this requirement.

VI. RELATIVISTIC CHARGED PARTICLE IN THE COULOMB POTENTIAL

A. Relativistic Mechanical Motion

The no-interaction theorem of Currie, Jordan, and Sudarshan[21] requires that any rel-

ativistic system involving an interaction between classical charged particles other than

through point collisions requires the introduction of a field theory. The only familiar

mechanical potential which can be extended to a fully relativistic system is the Coulomb

potential which appears as part of classical electrodynamics. As noted above, only the

Coulomb potential has scaling properties which fit with the σltU−1-scaling which appears in

electromagnetic systems.

Once again, we consider a charged particle in a circular orbit in a potential, this time

using relativistic analysis for the particle motion in the Coulomb potential V (r) = −e2/r.

In this case, the particle charge e not only connects the particle to the radiation field, but

also determines the particle motion in the Coulomb potential. Newton’s second law for

relativistic momentum gives for the force-balance of the centripetal acceleration

mγ
v2

r
=

e2

r2
or

(
e2

mc2

)
1

r
= γβ2 (37)

where β = v/c and γ = [1− β2]
−1/2

. Here the ratio e2/ (mc2) with the dimensions of length

provides the connection between the velocity ratio β contained in γβ2 and the radius r. The

energy of the particle in the circular orbit in the Coulomb potential is

Ue = mγc2 − e2

r
= mγc2 −mγv2 = mc2

√
1−

(
v2

c2

)
= mc2

√
1− β2. (38)
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The angular momentum of the particle in the circular orbit is

Jφ = rmγv =
e2

v
or

v

c
= β =

e2

Jφc
. (39)

The relationship found here connecting the velocity v to the angular momentum Jφ, v =

e2/Jφ, holds for both relativistic and nonrelativistic treatments of a particle in a circular

orbit in the Coulomb potential. The relativistic energy in the circular orbit can be rewritten

as

Ue

mc2
=

√

1−
(

e2

Jφc

)2

=
1

γ
, (40)

giving the angular frequency

ω =
∂U

∂Jφ
=

mc3

e2

(
e2

Jφc

)3
[
1−

(
e2

Jφc

)2
]
−1/2

, (41)

or (
e2

mc3

)
ω = γβ3. (42)

Since ωr/c = β, the equation (42) is consistent with Eq. (37). Thus the particle mass

m (when combined with the fundamental invariants e and c) provides a scale for all the

dimensions (length, time, and energy) connected to the mechanical motion of a relativistic

particle in the Coulomb potential. Under a change in the particle mass m, this mechanical

system follows the σltU−1-scaling which holds for classical electromagnetism.

B. Ratio of Angular Momentum to Energy

Once again, we would like to calculate the ratio of angular momentum times angular

frequency to energy for this relativistic situation. We find

Jφω

U
=

(
e2

Jφc

)2


√

1−
(

e2

Jφc

)2



−2

=
β2

1− β2
. (43)

We notice that here for the relativistic Coulomb case, the ratio Jφω/U is dimensionless,

but, in sharp contrast with the nonrelativistic Coulomb case in (32) where Jφω/U = −2,

is not a constant. Nonrelativistic mechanics contains no fundamental constants and the

dimensionless ratio in Eq. (27) involves the dimensionless index n which appears in the

potential function V (r) = κrn/n.
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For a circular orbit of a relativistic particle in a Coulomb potential V (r) = −e2/r, the

ratio Jφω/U in Eq. (43) can range between 0 and infinity, as the speed ratio β = v/c ranges

between 0 and 1. In the “nonrelativistic limit” of the relativistic expression, we would need

the energy E above the rest energy mc2, E = U −mc2, giving

Jφω

E =

(
Jφω

U

)
U

(U −mc2)
=

(
β2

1− β2

)
(1− β2)

1/2

[
(1− β2)1/2 − 1

]

= β2 1

[−β2/2 + ...]
→ −2 for β → 0. (44)

Thus in the limit of small particle speed v compared to c, the expression (43) indeed goes

over to the earlier result for a nonrelativistic particle in a Coulomb potential as given in Eq.

(32).

For both a nonrelativistic particle and for a relativistic particle in a Coulomb potential,

we find v = e2/Jφ. Therefore the speed v is “small” only for Jφ “large.” However, nonrel-

ativistic mechanics contains no fundamental parameter involving speed, and all speeds are

possible, 0 ≤ v < ∞. Similarly, there is no scale for angular momentum, and all values of

angular momentum are possible. Thus, in nonrelativistic physics, there is no fundamental

criterion for what is meant by a “small” or “large” speed. It is only when relativistic theory

is introduced, either in terms of relativistic mechanics or in terms of relativistic radiation

with the appearance of a fundamental speed c, that a criterion for a large or small speed

appears. If the theory contains both the speed c and the electronic charge e, then there is

also a fundamental scale e2/c for angular momentum.

C. Connection of a Relativistic Particle to Radiation

A relativistic particle in a circular orbit in the Coulomb potential allows an entirely

different connection to the radiation field from the situation for nonrelativistic particles.

We are no longer restricted to small particle speeds in the isotropic harmonic oscillator

potential coupled to radiation through the dipole approximation. Now radiation modes for

all values of l and m are allowed and indeed required. Burko[22] has given an analysis in

terms of spherical multipole modes for the radiation emitted by a particle in uniform circular

motion at any speed v < c. We can use his results, but the radiation pattern is now chosen

as a standing wave pattern, rather than merely the emission of radiation as considered by
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Burko. Indeed, we may consider the radiation field as involving standing radiation modes in

infinite space. Since the magnitude of the electronic charge e is fixed, the dimensional units

can now be scaled based upon the particle mass m, giving an energy ratio U/(mc2), a length

ratio r/ [e2/ (mc2)], and a time ratio t/ [e2/ (mc3)]. An adiabatic change in the invariant

(rest) mass m of the particle in the circular orbit will give a change in the energy U , the

radius r, and frequency ω of the orbit, leaving the velocity of the particle unchanged. The

change in the energy U, radius r, and frequency ω can all be compensated by an adiabatic

change in the frequency of the driving radiation. However, if the driving radiation is

adiabatically invariant, the spectrum is unchanged by any adiabatic change or any scale

change. Both the mechanical system and the radiation involve the same one-parameter

σltU−1-connection between the length, time, and energy under adiabatic changes. Indeed,

the harmonic oscillator potential in the small-velocity limit and the relativistic Coulomb

potential are the only classical scattering systems which preserve the spectrum of classical

electromagnetic zero-point radiation.[18]

VII. RELATIVISTIC HYDROGEN AND LIMITS INVOLVING e2/c AND ~

A. Nonrelativistic Suggestions for the Hydrogen Ground State

It has long been suggested that classical electromagnetic zero-point radiation might ac-

count for the ground state of hydrogen by providing radiation pick-up which balances the

acceleration-related radiative energy loss. In 1975, a qualitative calculation[17] was pre-

sented based upon the radiative energy loss of a nonrelativistic charge in a circular orbit in

a Coulomb potential
dEloss
dt

=
2e2

3c3
ω4r2 =

2e6

3m2c3r4
, (45)

and the energy pick-up associated with a dipole rotor in classical zero-point radiation as

dEgain
dt

=
e2~ω3

2mc
3
=

e5~

2m5/2c3r9/2
, (46)

leading to an orbital radius r = (3/4)2 ~2/ (me2). Although it was recognized at that time

that use of pick-up by an electric dipole oscillator, in contrast to use of a dipole rotor, would

give the exact result for the Bohr radius, the qualitative analysis clearly did not justify

any suggestion of exact agreement. In 2021, a phase space calculation using action-angle
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variables for purely circular nonrelativistic Coulomb orbits in classical zero-point radia-

tion suggested[23] a phase space probability distribution P (Jφ) = const× exp [−Jφ/ (~/2)].

However, such a phase space distribution will lead to a divergent result for the average

nonrelativistic energy of the charged particle. Neither of these nonrelativistic calculations

suggests any limit involving Planck’s constant ~.

In nonrelativistic classical electromagnetic theory, Planck’s constant ~ appears as the

scale of zero-point radiation and may be chosen as large or as small as one desires. A

nonrelativistic charged particle in a Coulomb potential V (r) = −e2/r involves only the

mechanical parameters of charge e and particle mass m. The presence of classical elec-

tromagnetic zero-point radiation introduces the constant ~ associated with the scale of the

random radiation and having the dimensions of angular momentum. Thus the nonrela-

tivistic classical theory of a charged particle in a Coulomb potential in zero-point radiation

involves the fundamental parameters e,m, ~ and so allows exactly one length ~
2/ (me2) , one

time ~
3/ (me4) , and one energy me4/~2. There exists no restriction on the values of e,

m, or ~. In steady state, if such exists in nonrelativistic classical theory, we expect no

restrictions on the average values of orbital radius, or frequency, or of energy. Rather, we

should find actual values proportional to the corresponding length, time, and energy formed

from e, m, and ~. And indeed the nonrelativistic qualitative calculations are consistent

with this expectation.

B. Relativistic Mechanics and a Lower Limit on the Value of Jφ

The situation involving a charge particle in a Coulomb potential is changed significantly

by the introduction of relativity for the particle behavior. Now the mechanical system has

parameters involving e,m, and c. Accordingly, from the mechanical parameters alone, we

may form a length e2/ (mc2) , a time e2/ (mc3) , and an energy mc2. Furthermore, we see

from Eq. (40), that there is a limit on the smallest allowed value for the angular momentum

Jφ of a relativistic particle in a Coulomb potential. Thus for our circular orbit, we must

have e2/Jφ = v < c, or e2/c < Jφ. Indeed, for a general orbit (not necessarily circular) of

a bound relativistic particle in a Coulomb potential, we have[24]

U

mc2
=

{
1 +

[
(J3 − J2) c/e

2 +

√
(J2c/e2)

2 − 1

]
−2
}

−1/2

, (47)
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where the action variables are given by J2 = Jφ + Jθ, and J3 = J2 + Jr, and again there

is the lower limit e2/c on the value of J2 corresponding to the total angular momentum of

the particle. We see that as the angular momentum decreases to e2/c, Jφ → e2/c for the

circular orbit, the particle speed in Eq. (39) increases to c, and the particle total energy

in (40) decreases to zero . Thus, the situation for the relativistic particle is completely

different from that of the nonrelativistic particle in Eqs. (35) and (36) where, as the angular

momentum decreases to zero, Jφ → 0, the particle speed increases indefinitely, v → ∞,

while the particle energy decreases indefinitely, E → −∞.

It is crucial to remember that the relativistic particle trajectories change dramatically

when the value of the angular momentum gets near to e2/c.[25] This aspect has nothing

to do with Planck’s constant ~ which appears as the scale of the adiabatic spectrum of

classical zero-point radiation. Rather this aspect depends only upon the square-root of the

quantity J2
2 − (e2/c)

2
associated with the relativistic mechanical behavior of the particle in

the Coulomb potential. For steady-state particle behavior, values of angular momentum J2

smaller than e2/c are forbidden.

C. Suggestion of Relations Relating e2/c and ~

Now for our circular relativistic particle orbits described in Eqs. (37), and (39), the

driving radiation must be such as to balance the relativistic radiation energy loss of the

accelerating charge,

Ploss =
2e2

3c3
γ4v4

r2
=

2

3

(
mc2

)(mc3

e2

)(
e2

Jφc

)8
[
1−

(
e2

Jφc

)2
]
−3

, (48)

where we require e2/c < Jφ. The energy gain, when treated as due to coherent radiation,

corresponds to power delivered by the radiation evEφ(r, φ, 0, t). However, in this case, we

cannot assume that the radius r of the orbit is small. As an approximation, we may take

only the l = 1, m = 1 multipole field, giving

Pgain ≈ evE
(E)
11φ(r, φ, 0, t) = eckr

√
3

16π
aE11

{
1

kr

∂

∂r
[rj1 (kr)]

}
. (49)

The crucial aspect remains that if the scale of the driving field given by aE11 is too small,

then the driving radiation giving Eq. (49) cannot balance the radiation emitted according
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to Eq. (48). Thus if the scale ~ of the classical zero-point radiation were too small, say

less than e2/c, then no stable hydrogen atom would be possible in classical theory, since all

the circular orbits would be in the forbidden region. A relativistic classical electromagnetic

analysis seems to suggest limits on the value of the fine structure constant.

VIII. CONTRASTING OUTLOOKS IN CLASSICAL AND QUANTUM THEO-

RIES

A. Separate Behavior or Coupled Interactions Between Radiation and Matter?

The classical point of view taken here stands in sharp contrast with the view appearing in

quantum theory. In the classical view here, charged particle motion can be in steady state,

despite emitting electromagnetic radiation, because of the presence of radiation which is

driving the particle motion. However, only very specific potentials (the harmonic oscillator

for a low-velocity particle and the Coulomb potential for a relativistic particle) allow a

consistent treatment in classical electromagnetic zero-point radiation. In quantum theory

on the other hand, quantum behavior is intrinsic for every system, and a mechanical particle

can exist in its quantum ground state for any arbitrary potential V (r) . The particle state

can be described by a time-independent wave function involving ~ even though the particle

experiences no interactions at all with electromagnetic radiation.

The successes of 19th century classical electron theory, such as the Faraday effect, optical

birefringence, and the normal Zeeman effect, do not involve the particle’s interaction with

any fundamental radiation distribution and do not involve Planck’s constant ~. It is only

with the introduction of classical electromagnetic zero-point radiation, that classical electron

theory can be extended by detailed electromagnetic calculations to explain some microscopic-

level phenomena which do indeed involve Planck’s constant ~, such as Casimir forces, van der

Waals forces, the decrease of specific heats at low temperatures, diamagnetism, the Planck

spectrum of thermal radiation, and the absence of atomic collapse.

As emphasized in the present article, the extended classical electron theory sharply re-

stricts the allowed potential functions for charged particles in zero-point radiation. In

general, the successful calculations of classical electron theory with classical electromagnetic

zero-point radiation involve either free electromagnetic fields (such as for Casimir forces) or
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charged particles in harmonic potentials which are driven by classical zero-point radiation

(such as for van der Waals forces). The classical calculations involving free electromagnetic

fields are exactly parallel to the quantum counterparts; the average values for the energy

per normal mode agree between the classical and the quantum theory, and this agreement is

sufficient to account for the average Casimir forces.[17] On the other hand, for the interac-

tion of dipole oscillator systems, the classical theory has the more primitive starting point,

involving charged point particles in radiation. The classical theory leads to phase space

distributions for the particles which have direct connections with the quantum harmonic-

oscillator probability distributions.[26] The classical and quantum theories agree regarding

average values of forces but disagree regarding fluctuations. Although the average val-

ues of the forces (where there is agreement) have indeed been checked by experiment, the

fluctuation aspects do not seem to have been tested.

The quantum point of view, which treats “quantum behavior” as something entirely

different from classical charged particles interacting with zero-point radiation, sometimes

gives rise to controversies. For example, some quantum physicists claim that Casimir

forces between materials are due to quantum zero-point radiation while others insist that

Casimir forces do not depend at all on quantum electromagnetic zero-point radiation but

rather are van der Waals forces due to interactions arising from quantum charge fluctuations

in the molecules of the materials.[27] From the viewpoint of classical electron theory, such

controversies make little sense since there must be a consistent interaction between radiation

and charged matter, and the same interaction gives rise to both Casimir forces and to van

der Waals forces.

B. Nonrelativistic or Relativistic Hydrogen Atom?

The contrasting descriptions for charged particles in the Coulomb potential are also strik-

ing. For the Bohr model of old quantum theory, the Schroedinger wave function of non-

relativistic quantum theory, and Dirac’s component wave function of relativistic quantum

theory, the hydrogen ground state in quantum theory is complete without any need for

electromagnetic radiation. This quantum viewpoint stands in sharp contrast with classi-

cal electron theory with classical electromagnetic zero-point radiation where the hydrogen

ground state depends crucially upon the absorption of radiation energy from the classi-
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cal zero-point radiation; it is this energy absorption which prevents atomic collapse. For

nonrelativistic classical electron theory including classical zero-point radiation, the neces-

sary hydrogen calculations are incomplete but tantalizing, involving numerical simulations[3]

and qualitative analytic calculations.[17] As suggested in the present article, only the full

calculation of a relativistic particle in zero-point radiation is entirely consistent with clas-

sical theory. And such a calculation remains to be done. The relativistic treatment of

a classical mechanical particle in a Coulomb potential includes novel aspects which remain

unfamiliar to most physicists.[25] Such an analysis requires not the simplified model of the

present article involving coherent radiation acting on the particle at resonance, but rather

full random classical electromagnetic zero-point radiation with a scale set by ~ acting on

relativistic charged particles. Indeed, even qualitative classical electromagnetic analysis sug-

gests restrictions on the value of e2/ (~c) . The classical electromagnetic treatment stands

in complete contrast with quantum theory which assigns the same value ~ to every physi-

cal system, both mechanical and electromagnetic, and then changes the rules of interaction

between radiation and matter so as avoid any restrictions on the value of the fine structure

constant. It remains to be seen just how much information regarding the value of the fine

structure constant will appear from a completely classical calculation.
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