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Abstract

The Standard Model of elementary particles, with its associated con-
cept of a vacuum state of empty space, leads to strongly restricted
results in subatomic physics. Examples are given by vanishing rest
masses and an associated spinless state of the photon. In a revised
quantum electrodynamic theory by the author, new results have
been deduced which cannot be obtained from the Standard Model.
These are due to a vacuum state populated by Zero Point Energy
and a corresponding nonzero electric charge density. This leads to
a screw-shaped photon configuration with rest mass, spin and pos-
sibilities of needle radiation, to a deduced value of the elementary
charge of the electron, muon and tauon being close to its experimen-
tal value, to a deduced mass being nearly equal to 125 GeV of the
Higgs particle detected at CERN, and to the discovery of large in-
trinsic charges of both polarities within the volume of a particle. In
their turn, these charges give rise to effects of the same magnitude
as that of the strong force, and can account for the binding ener-
gy of 8 MeV of the neutron and proton. This makes a unification
possible of electrodynamics with the strong nuclear force.
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Quantum Electrodynamics, Standard Model and Beyond,
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1. Introduction

The fundamental properties of elementary particles have earlier been
discussed by the author in terms of subatomic physics, as given by a re-
vised quantum electrodynamic theory [1,2]. These properties will here
be reconsidered with special emphasis on the concepts of rest mass,
spin, elementary electric charge, intrinsic electric charges, needle ra-
diation, the strong force, the binding energy of neutrons and protons,
the Higgs mass, and the relation between relativity and quantum me-
chanics.

The shortcomings of conventional theory, based on a vacuum state
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of empty space, will first be elucidated in Section 2. This is followed
in Section 3 by a description of the revised subatomic field equations
of a vacuum state populated by Zero Point Energy (ZPE). In its turn,
this leads to new subatomic properties of the elementary particles, as
being discussed in Section 4.

2. Shortcomings of Conventional Theory

In conventional electromagnetic theory and such applications as plas-
ma physics, particles of given electric charge and mass form the basis
of corresponding macroscopic field equations. The latter are then re-
lated to a vacuum state of empty space. This theory is well established
and will not be further discussed here.

A different situation arises, however, when attempts are made to
treat the interior of elementary particles in terms of subatomic theory.
In this section some important examples are given on what happens if
the vacuum concept of empty space is being retained. It implies that
the electric charge density represented by the local value div E of the
electric field strength E vanishes identically.

The first example concerns the conventional equations being applied
to a model of the propagating photon, treated with divE = 0 by
means of the Hertz vector, as given by Stratton [3]. According to
Chapter 9 of [1], these equations have solutions in plane, cylindrical,
and spherical geometry which all lead to a vanishing total angular
momentum (spin). In particular for cylindrical geometry the local
spin contributions s,; and s, of the TM and TE wave types become

$.1 = 820 o< K2n [J,(K7)]? (sin 2n¢p) (1)

where
K? = (w/e)® — k? (2)

for a wave form f(r)exp[i(—wt + kz + ny)] in a cylindrical frame
(r,,2) with J,(Kr) as a Bessel function. The total integrated con-
tribution to the spin then vanishes for all K and n. Consequently,
conventional theory does not become reconcilable with a physically
relevant photon model which should possess spin according to exper-
iments.

The second example concerns the steady state with both divE =0
and 9/0t = 0. Then the charge density eodiv E and curl B of the mag-
netic field B will vanish. This implies that there are no local sources
of the electromagnetic field. As also being pointed out in Section 6.1
of [1], this is in agreement with Quigg [4] who states that the sym-
metry of the conventional field equations does not permit masses for
quarks and leptons. Consequently, the existence of particle-like states
rests on a nonzero div E and an associated broken symmetry between
E and B.

A third point concerns the conventional description of the photon in
terms of plane waves. This is not only in contradiction with a nonzero
spin, but also with the experimentally proved needle-like behavior,
as described in Chapter 4.1 of [1]. Both these circumstances influence
the way in which the concept of special relativity has to be transferred
from a plane-wave model to a multidimensional model, such as that
of cylindrical geometry later treated in this paper. Needless to say,
this does not affect the general lines of thought of special relativity by
Einstein.

DOLI: 10.4236/jmp.2019.106047

664 Journal of Modern Physics


https://doi.org/10.4236/jmp.2019.106047

B. Lehnert

3. Revised Subatomic Field Equations

The shortcomings of conventional theory impose restrictions on a
treatment of subatomic physics. A way out of this dilemma is pro-
vided by the following sections. The present treatment thus includes
terms with a nonzero div E which are not present in a conventional
analysis, and where div E acts somewhat like a hidden variable.

3.1. The Zero Point Energy

In a study of the quantum mechanical energy levels of the harmonic
oscillator, M. Planck found that there is a nonzero ground level, the
Zero Point Energy (ZPE), as further described in a review by Schiff [5].
The related electromagnetic vacuum fluctuations were investigated by
Casimir [6] who predicted that two metal plates separated by a s-
mall spacing will attract each other, due to the fact that only small
wavelengths can exist within the spacing. Such a net differential force
was first demonstrated experimentally by Lamoreaux [7]. Part of the
fluctuations also carry electric charge, as pointed out by Abbott [8].
Consequently, the vacuum is not merely a state of empty space, but
includes photon-like modes being each of frequency v and energy hv/2
and which result in a real macroscopic pressure. Even if these fluc-
tuations occur at the lowest ZPE level, their spatial inhomogeneity
can produce a pressure gradient. Since the Casimir force is due to a
comparatively small differential pressure, the total ZPE can become
much larger. More detailed discussions are presented elsewhere [9-11].

The basis of the present subatomic field equations is thus formed
by the concepts of ZPE and the Casimir force, in combination with
special relativity.

3.2. The Extended Equations

With the basic concepts of the previous subsection, a revised quantum
electrodynamic theory (RQED) is now established [1]. Thereby the
new inclusion of terms with a nonzero div E becomes sources of electric
charge and matter, in accordance with the incorporated effects of the
ZPE. It thus leads to a four-dimensional representation

A Lo 2) A
UA, = cfgﬁ_v p = todu (3)
of the Lorentz invariant field equations with p = 1,2,3,4. Here A, =
(A,i¢/c) where A is the magnetic vector potential, ¢ the electrostatic
potential, ¢ = 1/ugeo where ¢ 2 2.998 x 10% m/s denotes the velocity
constant of light determined by the magnetic permeability o and the
dielectric constant €¢, and J,, = (j,icp) where j stands for the electric
current density and p = gqgdiv E for the electric charge density. Since
J,, is relativistically invariant, it has to satisfy the condition

j? — 2p? = const. (4)
where the constant must vanish because J,, disappears when there are
no sources of charge and current density. This leads to the final form

Jﬂ = ﬁ (07 iC) (5)
where
Cc? =¢2 (6)
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and C is a wvelocity vector with the modulus c.
In a three-dimensional representation the new extended subatomic
field equations of the vacuum state become

OE

eurl B = (divE) C + e (7)
curlE = —aaf]tg (8)
where
B =curl A, divB =0 (9)
A
E=-V¢-— 83775’ divE = p/eo (10)

As compared to conventional theory, these include the additional con-
tributions from divE due to ZPE in Equations (7) and (10), with
the vector C of Equation (6) replacing the velocity constant ¢. This
replacement is associated with the extension of the plane-wave repre-
sentation of special relativity to a two-dimensional one, such as that
of cylindrical geometry with an incorporated spin concept.

4. Resulting New Subatomic Properties

A number of new results have been obtained from Equations (3)—(10)
which cannot be deduced in terms of the Standard Model. Corre-
sponding particle models of steady axisymmetric states thus arise from
a related generating function. As shown in Chapter 6 of [1], a radially
convergent such function leads to vanishing net electric charge ¢y and
magnetic moment My, whereas a divergent one results in net values
of go and My under certain circumstances. In this section a number
of examples [2] will be reconsidered.

4.1. Photon Model with Spin and Rest Mass

The solution for cylindrical waves in a frame (r, ¢, ), with the velocity
vector C = ¢(0,cos ,sina), cosa < 1, and a constant angle «, leads
to a screw-shaped configuration which includes spin and an associated
very small but nonzero rest mass, as shown in Chapter 11 of [1]. The
phase and group velocities become slightly smaller than ¢, the field
geometry is helical with nonzero axial field components, and it becomes
limited in space.

For a generating function with a convergent radial part there is an
effective photon radius

8)\0

"= 27 (cos @)

(11)
with a main wavelength A\g of a corresponding wave packet, and a
parameter ¢ = 1. As an illustration, cosa < 107* and A\g = 3 x 1076
m yields a photon rest mass mg < 10740 kg. The phase and group
velocities then only deviate by a factor less than 5 x 10~° from the
velocity constant c. The spin thus exists at the expense of a very small
reduction of the momentum which is related to the axial propagation.

There is also a photon mode originating from a generating function
with a divergent radial part. A revised renormalization procedure is
applied to this mode, to obtain finite values for the parameters of
a wave packet as shown in Chapter 11.3.5 of [1] and in [12]. The
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effective radius of Equation (11) is then obtained for 0 < ¢ < 1. With
e<cosar <107% and A\g = 3 x 107 m we then have # < 5 x 1077 m.
This represents a form of needle radiation.

4.2. The Elementary Charge

The main features of steady axisymmetric states can be deduced from
the time-independent field equations of a separable generating function

F(r, 9) = GoG (p, 9) G=R (p) T (9) (12)

in a spherical frame (r,0, ), where all relevant quantities are inde-
pendent of the angle ¢ and p = r/rg, with rg, as a characteristic
radial dimension. To arrive at a particle with net electric charge and
magnetic moment, a divergent radial part

R=pe? >0 (13)

is chosen, in combination with a polar part T" of top-bottom symmetry.

The divergence problem of infinite self-energy which arises in the
resulting point-charge-like geometry, can be tackled by a process of
renormalization. The conventional way of proceeding is described by
Ryder [13] among others, implying that the divergent behaviour is
outbalanced by adding extra ad hoc counter terms to the Lagrangian.
In the present approach an alternative way is chosen, where the “in-
finity” of the divergent system is out balanced by the “zero” of a
counter-factor [14]. Such a factor is already inherent in the present
theory and has not to be imposed, as shown in Chapter 7.3 of [1].

Corresponding deductions have been performed on the electron,
muon, and tauon, leading to the following results:

e There is a net electric charge gy = Qo fp, where Qo = (eoch)/? ~
8.86 x 10719 C and f, is a dimensionless profile factor. Qg is
related to the fine-structure constant, and it can be taken as
an example where relativity is linked with quantum mechanics
through the present theory.

o A variational analysis on the factor f, finally results in a min-
imum elementary charge gy = 1.60 x 107'° C within an uncer-
tainty a few percent as compared to the experimental value of
e [1,15,16].

e The product of the rest mass mg and the magnetic moment M,
becomes

moMo = (ch/4m) [1 + (€ /4meoch)] = 8.46 x 107 ** kg - A - m?

(14)
This agrees with experimental data for mgM, of the electron,
muon and tauon within the limit of a few percent.

The obtained characteristic charge ()9 and the deduced minimum
value of gy being close to the experimental value of the elementary
charge e, thus suggests that the latter should be considered as a de-
duced quantity, and not as a fundamental and independent parame-
ter.

4.3. The Z Boson and the Higgs Particle

The treatment of the vacuum as an empty space leads to a number of
shortcomings, such as to a missing rest mass of elementary particles.
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This point was made clear by P. W. Higgs and F. Englert among
others. The theory by Higgs [17] is based on a spontaneous nonlinear
mechanism of symmetry breaking of an empty vacuum state, by which
an unstable boson of unspecified but large rest mass is being formed.
This particle has zero net electric charge and zero spin. In its turn, the
same particle is considered to decay into a set of all other lighter and
massive elementary particles. An open point concerns the theoretically
undetermined value of the rest mass.

A particle was later discovered at the projects ATLAS [18] and CMS
[19] of CERN, being unstable, having vanishing net electric charge and
spin, and with a rest mass of 125 GeV. This discovery was understood
to be a confirmation of the heavy particle due to the theory by Higgs.

An alternative and different way of explaining the results by CERN
has been presented by the author [20-22], as being characterized by
intrinsic linear broken symmetry. It starts with a model of the Z boson
determined from a convergent axially symmetric generating function.
From superposition of the solutions of two such Z boson models with
antiparallel spin directions, a composite model can be formed. With a
mass of 91 GeV for each of the original Bosons, the composite particle
obtains characteristical data given by lacking electric charge, magnetic
field, and spin. It is purely electrostatic and highly unstable, and
has a minimum mass close to 125 GeV. This appears to be in good
agreement with the results by CERN. The composite particle solution
is also consistent with the point made by Quigg [4] that the Higgs is
perhaps not a truly fundamental particle, but is built out of as yet
unobserved constituents.

4.4. Intrinsic Charges and the Strong Force

The local nonzero behaviour of divE does not only generate a net
integrated electric elementary charge e, but also intrinsic integrated
electric charges +Q; of both polarities within various parts of the vol-
ume of an elementary particle [1,2,23]. This can be demonstrated
by a model of an individual quark being deduced from a convergent
generating function, in a frame of spherical coordinates (r, 8, ¢) being
independent of ¢. We further consider a tentative model of the neu-
tron, given by three individual quarks which are mutually bound to
each other, to form a triangular configuration [24]. In a first simplified
treatment equal models are used for these quarks.
The following points concern the model of an individual quark:

e In the triangular configuration each quark is assumed to have a
mass of 5.57 x 10728 kg being a third of the neutron mass.

e Integration of the local electric charge density over various parts
of the quark volume results in large positive and negative intrin-
sic charges +@Q; where @;/e = 19.9. Thus @); becomes an order
of magnitude larger than the elementary charge.

Concerning the interaction between two quarks, the following points
should be observed:

e The source terms of the present theory lead to a volume force
density
f=pE; E,=E+CxB (15)

Here part of the electric contribution E is outbalanced by the
magnetic contribution C x B. Therefore the total field E; only
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becomes noticeable within the innermost part of the quark vol-
ume. The result (Q;/e)? = 396 implies that the interaction due
to E; would become more than two orders of magnitude larger
than that arising between two elementary charges. But in the
real situation the added influence of C x B partly outbalances
that of E.

e The total interaction between two quarks in the triangular con-
figuration thus is of short-range character, and becomes about
two orders of magnitude larger than that between two elemen-
tary charges.

e The mutual quark force and its corresponding work can be de-
termined in terms of the distance between the quark centra. It is
obtained from the force due to the local intrinsic charge density
of quark number I, in combination with the reversed total field
E; generated by quark number II.

e When gradually shrinking the distance between the quark cen-
tra, a corresponding work of the mutual forces and their asso-
ciated potential distributions is being traversed. This results in
an outer potential barrier, followed by an intermediate well, and
thus ending at an additional barrier. The mutual quark interac-
tion thus becomes stable and attractive.

e An application to the neutron then leads to a well depth of
about 7.7 MeV, being rather close to the binding energy of 8
MeV obtained from experiments reported by Bethe [24]. Since
the additional net charges of the proton are comparable to the
elementary charge, a similar result should also hold for the pro-
ton.

e In the triangular quark model an outer radius of about 3 x 10~1°
m and a core radius of about 10~1® m are obtained. These values
are comparable with a nuclear radius of 1.5 x 1075 m given by
experiments.

These deduced data are impaired by some uncertainties. Neverthe-
less the general outcome could still hold. The obtained short-range
character and the order of magnitude of the attractive and stable in-
teraction thus gives a clear indication that it should become possible to
unify the fundamental phenomena of electromagnetics and the strong
nuclear force.

4.5. Special Relativity versus Quantum Mechanics

In quantum mechanics an instantaneous behaviour of entangled states
can take place through long-range interaction. A vacuum state of
empty space leads on the other hand to a limited relativistic velocity
propagation in subatomic physics. When divE = 0, Equations (7)-
(10) thus result in a conventional transverse electromagnetic EM wave,
with the velocity c. This is not reconcilable with instantaneous long-
range interaction.

A possible way out of this dilemma [25] may be provided by the
transition to a vacuum state with ZPE and div E # 0. Equations (7)-
(10) then lead to two wave types. The first is an EMS nontransverse
electromagnetic space-charge wave with curl E # 0 and a limited rela-
tivistic propagation determined by the velocity constant c. The second
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type is an S wave of purely longitudinal electric space-charge character
with curl E = 0. This wave depends only on the dielectric constant
€0, has no relation to relativity, and is not limited in its velocity of
propagation, as defined by the vector C in Equation (7).

The EMS and S concepts are here proposed to be combined into
a system which satisfies the requirements of long-range interaction.
Thus, two spatially limited EMS particle models being at a long mu-
tual distance become linked by an S mode which is not limited in its
speed of transition. This would imply that relativity and quantum
mechanics do not necessarily have to be in conflict. But it remains
so far as an open question which requires more investigation. There
are the remaining questions whether the S mode becomes a physical
reality, and how the matching of the axial electric field components of
the EMS and S modes can be realized in detail.

5. Conclusions

From the present revised subatomic field equations, new results have
been obtained in terms of the Zero Point Energy. These results can-
not be deduced from the conventional Standard Model. They concern
the spin, rest mass and needle radiation of the photon, a deduction
of the value of the elementary electric charge, and of the mass of the
CERN particle. The latter deduction is not related to the theory by
Higgs. The present theory has further debouched into the discovery of
intrinsic electric charges and related forces acting within correspond-
ing particle models. These forces give rise to a potential well depth
being rather close to the binding energy of the neutron and proton.
This provides a possibility of unifying electrodynamics and the strong
nuclear force.

It is improbable that all these different obtained results should mere-
ly by chance happen to agree with experimentally confirmed facts.
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