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Abstract

The article explains that: 1) relativistic formulas obtained in the existing ver-
sion of the special theory of relativity (STR) are incorrect; 2) relativistic for-
mulas obtained in the existing version of the STR are explained incorrect due to
the use of the nonexistent in nature principle of light speed non-exceedance; 3)
conclusions on physical unreality of imaginary numbers and existence of only
our visible Monoverse drawn from relativistic formulas of the existing version
of the STR are incorrect due to the use of the incorrect principle of light speed
non-exceedance. In other words, the existing version of the STR created in
the 20th century is not quite true. Moreover, the correct STR could not be
created in the 20th century, since 1) the principle of physical reality of imagi-
nary numbers refuting experimentally the postulated (Ze. being an unproven
assumption) principle of light speed non-exceedance was published only in
the 21% century; 2) experimental data whose mathematical analysis discerned
the quaternion structure of the hidden Multiverse consisting of twenty to
twenty-two invisible parallel universes in six-dimensional space were ob-
tained by WMAP and Planck spacecraft only in the 21% century; 3) explana-
tion of the way how astronomical observations of constellations of the starry
sky in portals can experimentally prove the existence of invisible universes
was published only in 2019. Therefore, the article presents an alternative ver-
sion of the STR, free from the shortcomings of its existing version. Other re-
lativistic formulas that have been obtained in the alternative version of the
STR are explainable both at sub-light and hyper-light speeds, and for real and
imaginary values of all quantities corresponding to these formulas. Therefore,
the principle of light speed non-exceedance is excluded from this version of
the STR. For the same reason, the alternative version of the STR states that
there is a Multiverse of mutually invisible parallel universes, rather than a
Monoverse, since all the mutually invisible parallel universes are relative to
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each other beyond the event horizon. It also explains how the existence of
these invisible parallel universes can be proved by astronomical observations
in portals. Moreover, the WMAP and Planck spacecraft data are used in the
alternative version of the STR to clarify the structure of the hidden Multi-
verse. Their mathematical processing has testified that the hidden Multiverse
has a quaternion structure and contains twenty-twenty two invisible un-
iverses in six-dimensional space.

Keywords

Imaginary Numbers, Special Theory of Relativity, Dark Matter, Dark Energy,
Dark Space, Multiverse, Hyperverse

1. Introduction

The existing version of the special theory of relativity (STR) [1] [2] [3] created in
the 20" century is a great scientific achievement of physics. But its creators Jo-
seph Larmor [4], Nobel Prize laureate Hendrik Antoon Lorentz [5], Jules Henri
Poincaré [6], Nobel Prize laureate Albert Einstein [7] and other outstanding
scientists were in advance of their time and could not complete the theory, since
they began to develop a theory for completion which in physics there was no
necessary knowledge at that time. Therefore STR creators had to replace this
missing knowledge with postulates, 7e. unproven assumptions. In other words,
they had to guess this knowledge. But they did not guess. As a result, the version
of the STR that was created in the 20" century and still exists is unfinished.
Therefore, the STR was not actually created in the 20" century'. In fact, at that
time only a task of its creation was set and an attempt to find at least its partially
correct solution was made.

Nevertheless, such an unfinished version of the STR is a great scientific
achievement of Albert Einstein and other authors of SRT, since it induced phys-
ical community to persistent efforts in solving the problem of creating the cor-
rect STR.

2. The Logic of Reasoning That Led to Creation
of the Existing Version of the STR

Before proceeding to consideration of shortcomings of the existing version of
the STR, it would be useful to understand the logic of its creation and the cir-
cumstances in which it was created. Then it would become clear that the STR
version created in the 20" century was a great scientific achievement, and its er-
rors couldn’t be avoided at that time.

First of all, creating the STR it should be determined what space we lived in.

However, we have not the slightest idea about other space, than the space of our

'We can say that Albert Einstein laid the foundation of SRT and began to build the building of this
theory, but due to the lack of necessary experimental data this building was not completed.
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home and the nature surrounding it, because we have got no experimental clue.

Therefore, it was not possible to guess any other metric of the space, apart from

the usual three-dimensional space of real numbers, in the 20™ century.

relativistic formulas in the existing version of the STR were de-

And therefore,
rived precisely for such a space. They gave some idea of relativistic effects

is the rest mass of a physical body;

where m,

m is the relativistic mass of a moving physical body;

Aty is the rest time of a physical body;

At is the relativistic time of a moving physical body;

I, is the rest longitudinal length of a physical body;

/is the relativistic longitudinal length of a moving physical body;

vis the velocity of a moving physical body;

cis the speed of light.

Naturally, these formulas and their graphs (Figures 1(a)-(c)) should then be

explained in the STR. No wonder, explaining the formulas (1)-(3) in the range

0<v<c of the vargument change, the authors of the existing version of the

STR found the only three-dimensional space of real numbers known. At the

same time they were confronted with an incomprehensible and insuperable cir-

cumstance. Relativistic mass m, relativistic time At and relativistic longitudinal

length /of a moving physical body calculated by formulas (1)-(3) turned out to
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assume imaginary values at ¢ <V. No one could explain this. And there was not
the slightest hope that this could be somehow explained in the near future, since
none of great mathematicians and physicists of that time managed to explain
physical meaning of imaginary numbers discovered in mathematics four hun-
dred years before creation of the existing version of the STR. Moreover, in the
graphs of Figures 1(a)-(c), it can be seen that at 0<v<cC and c<v<o the
functions m(v), At(v) and I(v) change in a significantly different way.
Therefore, the graphs m(v), At(v) and I(v) shown in Figures 1(a)-(c)
turned out to be incompletely explained.

All this discouraged the creators of the STR. Therefore, further development
of the STR ceased for a century at this stage of its creation. In order to protect
the available results from scientific> and pseudoscientific® criticism, there was
made the only right decision at that time to deny physical reality of imaginary
numbers, since it was not proved. For this purpose, the STR introduced the
postulate of light speed non-exceedance. It was almost refuted by Nobel Prize
received by Pavel Alekseevich Cherenkov, Igor Evgenievich Tamm and Ilya
Mikhailovich Frank for discovering and explaining Cherenkov radiation [8]
arising when electrically charged particles move through a transparent medium
at a speed exceeding the speed of light in the medium. However, later the situa-
tion was saved by clarifying that the principle of light speed non-exceedance im-
plied only the speed of light in vacuum.

Nevertheless, a certain natural distrust of the postulated principle of light
speed non-exceedance has been preserved. Therefore, attempts to refute it were
made. The last was the OPERA experiment. On September 23, 2011 the OPERA
collaboration published [9] a sensational report on registration of superluminal
neutrinos. However, on March 15, 2012 the ICARUS collaboration published
[10] a no less sensational report on refutation of the OPERA experiment. This
even created illusion of incontrovertibility of the existing version of the STR.

However, creation of such an illusion was conceivably the true goal of the un-
successful OPERA experiment, since alternative successful experiments [11]-[29],
including those conducted in 2008-2010 [12] [13] [14] [15] [16], ie prior to
publication of OPERA experiment results, were not taken into account in the

*The STR was criticized by Oliver Heaviside, Nikola Tesla, Nobel Prize laureateFriedrich Wilhelm
Ostwald, Nobel Prize laureateJoseph John Thomson, Nobel Prize laureate Svante August Arrhenius,
Nobel Prize laureatePhilipp Eduard Anton von Lenard, Nobel Prize laureate Alvar Gullstrand, No-
bel Prize laureateWilhelm Carl Werner Otto Fritz Franz Wien, Nobel Prize laureateWalther Her-
mann Nernst, Nobel Prize laureateErnest Rutherford, 1st Baron Rutherford of Nelson, Nobel Prize
laureateJohannes Stark, Nobel Prize laureateFrederick Soddy, Nobel Prize laureatePercy Williams
Bridgman, Nobel Prize laureateEdwin Mattison McMillan, Nobel Prize laureateHideki Yukawa,
Nobel Prize laureate Hannes Ol of Gosta Alfven and many other outstanding scientists.

*For example, decisions on banning criticism of the theory of relativity were made three times in the
Soviet Union: in 1934, by the resolution of the Central Committee of the All-Union Communist
Party (Bolsheviks) on the discussion of relativism; in 1942, by the resolution of the Presidium of the
Academy of Sciences of the Soviet Union on the theory of relativity; and in 1964, by the closed de-
cree of the Presidium of the Academy of Sciences of the Soviet Union that forbade all scientific
councils, journals and departments to accept, consider, discuss and publish works criticizing the
theory of Albert Einstein.
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Internet, although they refuted the principle of light speed non-exceedance and

made the OPERA experiment needless. Therefore, assumption that the unsuc-

cessful OPERA experiment was just a promotional event allows us at least

somehow explanation of an irrational situation, in which attention was so dili-

gently attracted to the needless and false experiment and successful alternative

experiments were ignored.
So, concluding what has been said above, it can be argued that the STR was
not created in the 20" century [30] [31], because

o relativistic formulas obtained in its existing version turned out to be incor-
rect;

o its relativistic formulas were explained incorrectly due to the use of the in-
correct principle of light speed non-exceedance;

e conclusions on existence of only our visible Monoverse drawn from its rela-
tivistic formulas were incorrect due to the use of the principle of light speed
non-exceedance.

Moreover, in the 20" century correct relativistic formulas (10)-(12) could not
be obtained and correct version of the STR could not be created, since;

o the principle of physical reality of imaginary numbers refuting experimental-
ly the postulated (i.e. being an unproven assumption) principle of light speed
non-exceedance was published only in the 21* century;

e experimental data whose mathematical analysis discerned the quaternion
structure of the hidden Multiverse were obtained by WMAP and Planck
spacecraft only in the 21% century;

e explanation of the way how astronomical observations of constellations of
the starry sky in portals can experimentally prove the existence of invisible
universes was published only in 2019.

An alternative version of the STR free of the shortcomings of its existing ver-

sion is presented below in the article.

3. The Logic of Reasoning That Led to Creation
of the Alternative Version of the STR

Creation of the alternative version of the STR differed from its generally recog-
nized version. Its basic premise was experimental proof of the principle of phys-
ical reality of concrete imaginary numbers, so indisputably refuted by the light
speed non-exceedance postulate available in the existing version of the STR.
Further, the analysis of WMAP and Planck experimental data using the principle
of physical reality of imaginary numbers allowed determining* the metric of
space we live in and refining the structure of our Multiverse. Our Multiverse
turned out to consist of twenty to twenty two mutually invisible parallel un-
iverses and have a quaternion structure in six-dimensional space. Therefore, it is
called the hidden Multiverse. Notably, existence of invisible parallel universes

can be confirmed by astronomical observations made from portals available on

*And do not guess it with the postulates, as in the existing version of the STR.
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Earth.

Details are given below.

3.1. Proofs of Physical Reality of Concrete Imaginary Numbers

In contrast to existing version of the STR, its alternative version primarily proves
the principle of physical reality’ of concrete imaginary numbers®. And even three
experimental proofs have been proposed:

o The first one has been obtained in analysis of oscillatory transient processes.
Hence, it follows that there would be no tsunami, church bells would not ring
and even children’s swing wouldn’t sway after being pushed by parents [16]
[17] [20] [21] [27] [28] [29], if the statement of physical unreality of imagi-
nary numbers contained in the existing version of the STR were true.

e The second one has been obtained in analysis of oscillatory resonant
processes. Hence, it follows that there would be no television and telecom-
munication, radiolocation and radio navigation, as well as many other exact
sciences [12] [13] [14] [15] [19] [20] [27] [28] [29], if the statement of physi-
cal unreality of imaginary numbers contained in the existing version of the
STR were true.

e The third one has been obtained in analysis of forced oscillatory processes in
alternating current electric circuits. Hence, it follows that Ohm’s law
wouldn’t exist for alternating current electric circuits [22] [23] [24] [25] [26],
[28] [29], if the statement of physical unreality of imaginary numbers con-
tained in the existing version of the STR were true.

All these experimental proofs, unlike the extremely complex and expensive
unique OPERA experiment, can be verified in any radio engineering laboratory.
Now they are daily confirmed by practical activities of millions of electric and
radio engineers. Consequently, they are guaranteedly faithful and absolutely
conclusive. Nevertheless, the physical reality of imaginary numbers still has to be
proved, even contrary to Ohm’s law [23] [24], which indicates the imperfection
of modern physical education, since in SRT the principle of not exceeding the
speed of light is still assumed to be true’.

Therefore, it can be argued that physically real imaginary numbers correspond
to an invisible world unknown to us, which remains to be known to the science
of the future. The utmost importance of imaginary numbers in the science was
noted by Sir Roger Penrose: “The very system of complex numbers has a pro-
found and timeless reality which goes beyond the mental constructions of any

particular mathematician... They were put there neither by Cardano, nor by

*Which in the current version of SRT is denied by the postulated principle of non-exceeding the
speed of light.

®Naturally, it makes sense to talk about physical reality of imaginary, complex and hypercomplex
numbers, as well as real numbers, only when it comes to concrete numbers provided with refer-
ences to units used to measure parameters of corresponding physical objects and processes.

"The situation when postulates are sometimes used for lack of experiments is acceptable in science.
But when the postulates disprove experiments, such a situation goes beyond common sense and is
unacceptable in science.
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Bombelly, nor Wallis, nor Coates, nor Euler, nor Wessel, nor Gauss, despite the
undoubted farsightedness of these, and other, great mathematicians; such magic
was inherent in the very structure that they gradually uncovered’.

From the alternative version of the SRT, the principle of not exceeding the
speed of light is therefore excluded. And the principle of the physical reality of
imaginary numbers, on the contrary, now needs to be recognized as a general
scientific one, and in accordance with this principle all theories and hypotheses
should be corrected.

Let us show how this can be done, for example, in the STR.

3.2. Relativistic Formulas of the Alternative Version of the STR

Relativistic formulas (1)-(3) of the existing version of the STR are corrected in
the alternative version of the STR as follows. Since the principle of physical real-
ity of imaginary numbers disproves the postulate of not exceeding the speed of
light, formulas (1)-(3) might be explainable at argument values v that are both
lesser and greater than c¢. However, since they still defy explanation at ¢<v,
formulas (1)-(3) have to be recognized as incorrect. And for the corrected relati-
vistic formulas to be explainable, graphs of functions m(v), At(v) and I(v)
should be comparable at argument values vthat are both lesser and greater than
6 Le. should be as shown in Figures 1(d)-(f). They correspond to the following

formulas

4 4
mi mi

m= = (4)
\/1—(v/c—q)2 \/1—(w/c)2

At = Ati®y1-(v/c—q)° = Ati®y1-(w/c)’ (5)
I =11 (v/c—q)* =1,i%y1-(w/c)’ (6)

where q=|v/c| isthe “floor” function of argument v/c;

w=v-(c is the local velocity for each universe, which can take values only
in the range 0<w<c;

vis the velocity measured from our universe;

cis the speed of light.

Albert Einstein did not exclude such correction of the STR in future. He
wrote: “ There is no single idea, which I would be sure that it will stand the test of

time’.
3.3. Structure of the Hidden Multiverse

It follows from formulas (4)-(6) that there is a Multiverse [32]-[39], rather than
a Monoverse, as stated in the existing version of the STR. And different quanti-
ties ¢ in formulas (4)-(6) correspond to different physically real universes. The
quantity q=0 in formulas (4)-(6) corresponds (as i° =1) to our universe, and
the quantity q=1 corresponds (as i' =i) to the adjacent universe, in which

¢ <v<2c and which is therefore invisible from our universe, since it is located
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beyond the event horizon. Consequently, this is the universe containing ta-
chyons that do not violate the principle of causality [40]-[45].

Let us, therefore, call it a tachyon universe. For the same reasons our universe
shall be referred to as a tardyon universe. Subsequently:

e the quantity q=2 in formulas (4)-(6) corresponds to the invisible (as
2c¢<v<3c forit) tardyon antiverse® (as i2=-1);

o the quantity q=3 in formulas (4)-(6) corresponds to the invisible (as
3c<v<4c forit) tachyon antiverse (as i° =—i);

e the quantity q=4 in formulas (4)-(6) corresponds to the invisible (as
4c <v<5c for it) another tardyon universe (as i‘=1);

o the quantity q=5 in formulas (4)-(6) corresponds to the invisible (as
5c<v<6c forit) another tachyon universe (as i°=i)etc.

All universes in this Multiverse are mutually invisible and therefore it shall be
called the hidden Multiverse. Distribution of physical contents in this hidden
Multiverse is described by the function fq (X, Y, z)+iq , where X,Vy,z are the
coordinates of physical contents in a corresponding parallel universe, and g is
the coordinate of this universe in the fourth spatial dimension.

Moreover, invisible parallel® universes do not actually stand still in such a
four-dimensional space'®, but continuously drift and very often slightly penetrate
into each other in many spots, generating transition zones'. Such zones are
usually called portals'? or star gates [46] [47] [48] [49] [50]. Figure 2 shows an
example of structure of such a hidden Multiverse, which, as can be seen, is heli-
cal. Numerous bidirectional portals in the structure are indicated by single

two-sided arrows.

3.4. Explanation of the Phenomenon of Dark Matter
and Dark Energy

The WMAP [51] and Planck [52] spacecraft were launched into space to solve
problems that would seem to have nothing to do with the contents of this article.
They did not aim to promote the creation of an alternative version of the STR
instead of its existing version, which is still considered unshakably true. They
were created to study relic radiation produced by the Big Bang.
They also allowed to determine that the universe is composed of:
e 4.6% baryonic matter according to WMAP data (or 4.9% according to Planck
data);
e 22.4% dark matter according to WMAP data (or 26.8% according to Planck
data);
e 73.0% dark energy according to WMAP data (or 68.3% according to Planck
data).

SWhich contains antimatter, like other antiverses. And it does not annihilate with matter, because

tardyon and tachyon universes and antiverses alternate in the hidden Multiverse.

°Since they never intersect despite their infinity.

"“Non-Minkowski space.

"In which the quantity g varies by one from one integer value to another, corresponding to adja-
cent parallel universes.

“Which have nothing to do with ‘wormholes’ in the general theory of relativity.
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n
Antiverse

Figure 2. Probable structure of the hidden Multiverse corresponding to the principle of
physical reality of complex numbers.

That is, the universe (more precisely, the hidden Multiverse) turned out to be
more than 95% composed of dark matter and dark energy. Dark matter was dis-
covered by Jan Hendrik Oort [53] and Fritz Zwikky [54] in 1932-33. Dark ener-
gy was discovered by Saul Perlmutter [55], Brian Schmidt [56] and Adam Riess
[57] in 1998-1999. They were awarded the Nobel Prize for this discovery. Stress-
ing the importance of the discoveries, the Nobel Prize laureate Adam Riess
wrote: “Humanity is on the verge of a new physics of the Universe. Whether we
want it or not, we will have to accept it’. The new physics of the Universe is
concerned below.

Despite extremely diligent efforts to study dark matter and dark energy
[58]-[64], they still seem completely incomprehensible in the existing version of
the STR. Therefore, they were called dark. The famous astrophysicist and pro-
fessor MichioKaku argued: “Of course, a whole bunch of Nobel Prizes is waiting
for the scientists who can reveal the secrets of the ‘dark energy and ‘dark mat-
ter.”

However, it is easy to see that the phenomenon of dark matter and dark ener-
gy is incomprehensible only because its explanation has so far been sought ex-

clusively within the framework of the Monoverse hypothesis corresponding to
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the existing version of the STR.

In this regard, it would not be out of place to take into account the opinion of
Albert Einstein: “Insanity. doing the same thing over and over again and ex-
pecting different results.”

And when using the hypothesis of the hidden Multiverse, the phenomenon of
dark matter and dark energy turned out to be quite explainable [20] [25] [26]
[29] [35] [36] [37] [45] [65]-[70]:

e dark matter and dark energy are actually a kind of image (gravitational rather
than optical or even electromagnetic), something like a shadow, evoked by
existence of invisible parallel universes;

o therefore, any physical content, such as molecules, atoms or subatomic par-
ticles, will never be found in dark matter and dark energy;

e the dark matter phenomenon is evoked by invisible parallel universes adja-
cent to our visible universe, whereas the dark energy phenomenon is evoked
by other invisible parallel universes of the hidden Multiverse.

Consequently, believing that mass-energy of invisible parallel universes has
been substantially averaged over billions of years due to existence of portals,
their mass-energy can be accurately assumed to be equal. Therefore, we deduce
the following:

e The total number of invisible parallel universes in the hidden Multiverse is
100%/4.6% = 21.7 universes according to WMAP data and
100%/4.9% = 20.4 universes according to Planck data, Ze. 20 ... 22 universes;

e The number of invisible parallel universes evoking the phenomenon of dark
matter is 22.4%/4.6% =4.9 universes according to WMAP data and

26.8%/4.9% =5.5 universes according to Planck data, Ze. 5 ... 6 universes;

e The number of invisible parallel universes evoking the phenomenon of dark
energy is 73.0%/4.6% =15.9 universes according to WMAP data and
68.3%/4.9% =13.9 universes according to Planck data, ie. 14 ... 16 un-

iverses.

3.5. Relativistic Formulas of the Alternative Version
of the STR (Continued)

Thus, although the WMAP and Planck spacecraft were sent to space for another
purpose, the data they received allowed clarifying the structure of the hidden
Multiverse and thereby provided experimental support for creation of the alter-
native version of the STR.

But it is easy to see that results of mathematical processing of WMAP and
Planck spacecraft data are inconsistent with formulas (4)-(6) and the structure of
the hidden Multiverse shown in Figure 2. In Figure 2 only one tachyon universe
and one tachyon antiverse are actually adjacent to each tardyon universe and an-
tiverse, rather than five or six tachyon universes and antiverses as according to
the calculations. The thing is that there is no space for placing five or six invisi-

ble parallel universes near each tardyon universe or antiverse in the structural
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diagram given in Figure 2. Consequently, there are three extra dimensions
g,r,s in our hidden Multiverse, rather than one ¢. In this regard, formulas
(4)-(6) corresponding to the principle of physical reality of complex numbers
should be corrected in accordance with the principle of physical reality of qua-

ternions [71] containing three imaginary units i,i,,i; interconnected by the

relations
=2 =7 =1 @)
i iy = 1,50 =i, =—1 (8)
bigi, =i, =00, =1 9)

The corrected formulas are written as follows

my (iy)" (i,)" (ip)’ mq (iy)" (i,)" (i)’

m= = = - (10)
\/1—[v/c—(q+r+s)] 1-(w/c)
M=t (i) () (i) J1-[v/e—(a+7+5)] o
= Aty (i) (i)' (i) L= (we)?
=1, (i)' (i) (i) y2-[e—(a+r+s) ] )

=1y (i) (i) (i) yL-(w/e)’
where ¢ is the total number of parallel universes, penetration into which is made
through portals, corresponding to the imaginary unit i, with increasing dis-
tance from our tardyon universe;

r is the total number of parallel universes, penetration into which is made
through portals, corresponding to the imaginary unit i,, with increasing dis-
tance from our tardyon universe;

s is the total number of parallel universes, penetration into which is made
through portals, corresponding to the imaginary unit i,, with increasing dis-
tance from our tardyon universe;

vis the velocity measured from our tardyon universe;

cis the speed of light;

w=v—(q+r+s)c is the local velocity for corresponding universe, which
can take values only in the range.

And it is quite obvious that the above given WMAP and Planck research data
that allowed deriving relativistic formulas (10)-(12) for the alternative version of
the STR could be guessed by no postulates. Therefore, the Nobel Prize laureate
Stephen Weinberg clearly remarked on the theories created using the postulates:
“Scientific theories cannot be deduced by purely mathematical reasoning”. In

other words, no true physical theory can be created without experimental clues.

3.6. Structure of the Hidden Multiverse (Continued)

As can be seen, the results obtained are inconsistent with perceptions generally

accepted in relativistic physics and astrophysics. However, Sir Isaac Newton ar-
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gued: “No great discovery was ever made without a bold guess’. The same opi-
nion was held by the Nobel laureate Niels Henrik David Bohr who said his catch
phrase: “There is no doubt we have faced a mad theory. But the question is this.
Is it really crazy enough to be righf?”

The hidden Multiverse corresponding to formulas (10)-(12) can have the
structure shown in Figure 3. The structure looks like an open helical ring the
ends of which are connected to two other Multiverses. Besides, the hidden Mul-
tiverse can be connected to other Multiverses in another way. As can be seen, the
quaternion structure [72] differs from the structure shown in Figure 2 by con-
taining three tachyon universes 1i,i,,i; and three tachyon antiverses i, i,,I;,
which provides three necessary extra dimensions. Thus, six-dimensional space of
the hidden Multiverse (Figure 4) has actually three extra dimensions Q,r,S
containing parallel universes, and three dimensions X,Y,Z containing physical
contents of each of these universes. That is, space of such a hidden Multiverse is
described by the formula f, (X, y,z)+iq+i,r+i;s, where the function

fors (X, Y,2) describes distribution in coordinates X,Y,z of physical content
in the corresponding parallel universe having the coordinates Q,r,s.

A member of the US National Academy of Sciences Lisa Randall wrote in this

regard: “We can be living in a three-dimensional space sinkhole in a high-

er-dimensional universe”. Apparently, her assumption was justified.
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Figure 3. Example of structure of the hidden Multiverse corresponding to the principle of
physical reality of quaternions.

DOI: 10.4236/jmp.2020.112020

335 Journal of Modern Physics


https://doi.org/10.4236/jmp.2020.112020

A. A. Antonov

3.7. Explanation of the Phenomenon of Dark Space

Previous Figure 3 shows that our hidden Multiverse is united with other Multi-
verses through the corresponding portals and forms the Hyperverse together
with them. Therefore, it can be argued that other invisible Multiverses of the
Hyperverse except our hidden Multiverse form dark space [29] [73]. Herewith,
invisible parallel universes of the Multiverses of dark space may presumably be
connected to our visible tardyon universe through the corresponding portals, as
in Figure 5(b), or may not, as shown in Figure 5(a).

However, availability or lack of such connections cannot be ascertained by as-
trophysical studies of the WMAP and Planck spacecraft, since otherwise the reg-
istered universes would have been classified as universes of dark matter or dark

energy.

Figure 5. Structure of the Hyperverse.
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So, how to make sure of existence of dark space invisible universes? And can
this be verified anyway? Apparently, yes. Even in two different ways. First way is
astrophysical research of portals. This can be unsafe for people. But for this
purpose robotic mobile systems similar to WMAP and Planck spacecraft can be
created. Second way is astronomical observations of starry sky constellations

made from portals. They are described below.

3.8. Experimental Proof of the Alternative Version of the STR

Thus, we can state that two hypotheses of dark matter and dark energy have
been proposed by now. And both are unusual enough to claim to be true in ac-
cordance with the criteria of Isaac Newton and Niels Bohr.

The first hypothesis—corresponding to the existing version of SRT—is better
known. It suggests that explanation of dark matter and dark energy should be
sought in the microcosm. Therefore, it is sought by research at the Large Hadron
Collider.

The second hypothesis—corresponding to the alternative version of
SRT—is almost unknown set forth in the article. It suggests that explanation
of dark matter and dark energy should be sought in the macrocosm. And it is
based on the existence of invisible parallel universes of our hidden Multi-
verse.

There is a good chance that a third hypothesis may be proposed and that it
may be even more unusual and appear to be the truest.

But for the time being all of them are just hypotheses. And only an experiment
can show which of them will ultimately become a theory [74]. As concerns
science, only experiments decide which hypotheses are true or wrong'. There-
fore, supporters of the first hypothesis search for such a decisive argument at the
Large Hadron Collider so persistently. The second hypothesis will also be recog-
nized as true only if it gets experimental confirmation.

It can get the confirmation in the course of astronomical observations of star-
ry sky constellations made from portals [75]. Let’s give a comparison to make
this idea more clear. The room of our house we are in now is our visible world,
whereas the next room is invisible world. However, we can make certain of its
existence by TV sounds heard there from. We can see it partially, coming closer
to the door and sticking head therein. We can even see the next room entirely,
entering it through the door. In this case the room we were in before would be-
come invisible to us.

Similarly, we can partially see the invisible universe, entering the portal. And
the further we are, the more we see. The next invisible universe can be seen en-
tirely after entering it through the portal. Thus the last visible universe would

become invisible to us. The snag is that portals are invisible too. It is not easy to

“In the Thirty Years’ War Cardinal Richelieu, driven by the same reasons, ordered to inscribe upon
cannons the following text: “Ultima ratio regum”. And the last argument of scientists is experi-
ments. Only by experiments can the postulates be confirmed or disproved. But the experiments
cannot be either confirmed or disproved by postulates.
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get into the next universe through them. Much easier is to get lost in portals and
not to return to our world.

Therefore, deepening into portals requires special portal orientation equip-
ment (just as a marine compass used by sailors). Creating the equipment, it
should be taken into account that all radio signals fade down with your dipping
into the portal and gradually disappear once you are in the adjacent universe.

However, people should not put themselves in danger for such research. In-
stead, robotic systems can be sent to the portals. They are much easier to create
than WMAP and Planck spacecraft.

Moreover, one can see the edge of the adjacent universe even with a shallow
dipping into portals. This can be verified by observation of the changed constel-
lation pattern similar to that made by Sir Arthur Stanley Eddington in 1919 [76].

4. Conclusions

Thus, the relativistic formulas obtained in the existing version of the SRT were
incorrect due to the lack of experimental support, their conclusion was not com-
pleted, they were incorrectly explained, and the conclusions drawn from them
about the physical unreality of imaginary numbers and the existence of only our
visible Mono-Universe in nature were also incorrect. In other words, the existing
version of SRT is incorrect.

Nevertheless, the existing version of STR is a great scientific achievement of
Albert Einstein, who created the relativistic physics. Without creating an existing
version of the SRT, it would be impossible to create its alternative version.

But in the alternative version of STR, relativistic formulas were created using
experimental data obtained already in the 21* century':

e experimentally proven principle of physical reality of imaginary numbers re-
futing the postulated principle of light speed non-exceedance;

e WMAP and Planck data whose mathematical processing allowed to deter-
mine the structure of the hidden Multiverse.

The new relativistic formulas using the principle of physical reality of imagi-
nary numbers are fully explainable. It follows from them that in reality there is
not a Monoverse, as stated in all physics textbooks, but a multitude of mutually
invisible parallel universes, which together form a hidden Multiverse. And from
the data obtained by the WMAP and Planck spacecraft, it follows that the hidden
Multiverse exists in six-dimensional space and has a quaternionic structure. In
addition, it follows from these data that the invisible Multiverses exist outside
the hidden Multiverse, with which they form the Hyperverse.

Such a hypothesis of the hidden Multiverse and Hyperverse made it possible
to explain the phenomenon of dark matter and dark energy by a peculiar gravi-
tational shadow of other invisible universes of our visible universe. Such an ex-
planation of the phenomenon of dark matter and dark energy also made it poss-

ible to understand why in studies at the Large Hadron Collider it was not possi-

"“And it is possible that as a result of new experimental data obtained in the future, the relativistic
formulas presented in this article will be corrected again, possibly even repeatedly.
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ble to detect material carriers of this phenomenon. And the invisible universes,
located beyond the borders of the hidden Multiverse, generated the phenome-
non of dark space.

The hypothesis of the hidden Multiverse and Hyperuniverse set forth in the
alternative version of SRT also explains where antimatter is located and why it
does not annihilate with matter, as well as where are tachyons, which do not vi-
olate the principle of causality. These explanations are simple and straightfor-
ward. Antimatter is found in numerous antiverses, since there are many un-
iverses. And tachyons that do not violate the principle of causality are in nu-
merous tachyon universes and anti-universes.

The invisible parallel universes of the hidden Multiverse and Hyperuniverse in
six-dimensional space naturally drift relative to each other. Therefore, in many
places, neighboring invisible universes are slightly immersed in each other,
forming portals through which exchange of their material contents between
these universes is possible. On our planet, at least some of the existing anomal-
ous zones are such portals. And from these portals, even with a shallow penetra-
tion in them, one can see the edge of the starry sky in neighboring universes with
constellations other than we see outside the portals. Thus, such astronomical
observations can prove the existence of invisible universes. And for the entire
history of the existence of astronomy, there was no more interesting and more

important task in it.
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