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Abstract

A century ago, de Broglie discovered the wave associated to the motion of the
electron. We present here the soliton solutions of a nonlinear relativistic wave
equation. Two such solitons exist, corresponding to the two possible states of
a particle with spin j = 1/2. The mystery of wave-particle dualism is solved:
the electron is both a particle, a point which is a singularity, and a wave ex-

tended throughout the whole space.
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1. Introduction

Wave particle dualism began with Einstein’s paper [1] explaining that light was
both an electromagnetic wave and contained energy-momentum quanta (pho-
tons). This dualism was extended by L. de Broglie to any matter particle [2]. A
major controversy followed Schrodinger’s discovery of a non-relativistic wave
equation for de Broglie’s wave: Bohr thought that matter was sometimes wave
and sometimes particle. Schrodinger thought matter was only wave. Like Eins-
tein, he was seeking a solution to the dualism in Einstein’s gravitational theory:
General Relativity. De Broglie continued to think of matter as simultaneously
wave and particle. He first tried the idea of a wave guiding his particle, later a
double wave following the same equation. He also studied the relativistic wave
equation formulated by Dirac [3], in the 30s and again in the 50s [4] [5]. Then
Einstein succeeded in linking the motion of a matter particle, which is a singu-
larity in the gravitational field, to the equation of this gravitational field. The so-
liton solutions that we present here are thus the result of a very long quest,

mainly developed by Einstein, de Broglie and their relatively few followers.
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2. The Wave Equation

The wave equation is best suited to the use of the Pauli algebra, which is also the
Clifford algebra Cl, of three-dimensional physical space (see for instance [6],
Chapter A). The wave is a function ¢ of space and time, with value in Cl,.

Our wave equation reads:

Vdic, = qAg+e P gm, (1)
p=V2(¢ ﬁ)=ﬁ[‘§1 "ZZ];&=J§(77 é)=ﬁ[’71 “’?j, @)
S m &
V= 0'”6 V 0'”6 A= o-”Aﬂ,A o"‘A 3)
i e (10
pe’ =det(g)=n'Em= o r (4)
where [ is the Yvon-Takabayasi angle, | and r are two masses which re-

place the unique mass of the Dirac wave equation. Using the Planck length |,

our wave equation may be obtained from the following Lagrangian density:

0= k£ EL ﬁ:g:m[q*(—iWqAHv)n], (5)

I3 = kiic; £, = sn[g* (<iV+aA+ rv)g]

and this density may also be obtained from the wave equation, since it is equiva-

lent to the system:

0=(-iV+gA+Iv)zy,
0=(—i§+qA+ r\”/)gg (6)

vi==;l=g¢"; p |det | (7)

3. The Soliton Wave of the Electron

To solve our wave equation and to obtain a soliton wave, in the case of a wave
equation without exterior electromagnetic potential A, we use the separation of
variables in spherical coordinates discovered by H. Kruger [7] [8], letting (see
also [6] Chapter C):

x'=rsin@cose ; x* :=rsinfsing ; x*:=rcosé. (8)

The following notations are used:

i =0y, =l0y; I, =0y =0, ; iy =0, =0y, )
. 0. 0. o o gk
S:=exp ks [P~ ; Q=Q:=r"(sing) 2, (10)
= 1 1
0''=0,0, +—0,0, + ——0,0,,.
T rsing 20
H. Kriiger obtained the remarkable identity [7]:
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0=000", (11)

The wave equation to be solved reads:
0=Vgo,, +qAp+e " gm, (12)
(60 —5);13i3 =gAd +e P gm. (13)

It’s possible to separate at one go the fand ¢ variables from the rand 6 va-
riables by using:

(/waxO) ~ (/1¢7E><°)i3

¢ = QXe " g =0Xe : (14)

X o AU -BYV % DU -CV
“lcv DU S BV AU )
where A4, B, Cand D are functions, with value in C, of the radial variable r U
and Vare real functions of the angular variable &; #cE is the electron energy;

and A is a real constant referred to as the magnetic quantum number in the

case of the electron in an hydrogen atom. We have:

_ _ det(X)
e’ =n'é = gp =det(g) = , 15
pe” =n'¢ = gp =det(9) Tand (15)
pye” =det(X)=ADU?+CBV?. (16)
The wave Equation (12) uses:
1 i
0 - 0,———20 ) :
5’()2e*‘”‘3)— ' r(  sing "’) DUe* —C'Ve ™
1 i Bve'”  AUe™
=0, +——0 -0,
r sing *
. (17)
D'U +E(V'+f1—vj —C'*+i(U'—’_1—UJ
3 r sing r sing 20
Ao ey S )
r sin@ r siné@
If Uand Vare solutions of the following system:
u-2 v A, (18)
sing siné
it implies that:
(D'+55ju (—C'*—EA*jv
A r r )
&'(Xe' )= e’ (19)

(—B’—EDJV (—A'* —fc*ju
r r

The Equation (12) gives, if we suppose the existence of an interior potential

gA=-u/r:
0= ( E+ Ej Xett — 5'( Xe's )i3 —e ¥ Xme?s, (20)
r

The following system is hence obtained:
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e
0= Ka j +.[B'+§Dj e‘ﬂlc}v, (2)
el syl o
O:KEJr%jA*—i(A’*+€C*j—e‘5rD*}U. 1)

A similar system was solved in Chapter C of [6]. We will thus use the same me-

D' +— ; Bj e“”IA}U, (21)

thod. The x constant is an integer number which cannot be zero. It is linked
to the total angular number j by |x|=j+1/2. In the case k=1 and 1=1/2,

we obtain:
U=- sinecos[gj;v =— sinesin(gj, (25)

U?+VZ=sing;U?-V? =sinfcosd; 2UV =sin? 4. (26)

Similarly with k=1 and /12-1/2,we obtain:
U=- sinesin(gj;V= sinacos(g], (27)

U2+V?=sin@;U?-V?=—-sin@cos; 2UV =—sin’ 4. (28)

It is easy to prove that, in all cases, U2-V? hasa cos@ factor and is hence
null in the equatorial plane 6 =m/2. The radial system of our wave equation is

thus close to the radial system of the Dirac equation.

3.1. Resolution of the Radial System

Conjugating the two last equations, the radial system becomes:

oz(E+%)D—i(D’+§Bj—e-‘ﬂlA, (29)
0= (E+rj5+|(s'+§oj—e-iﬂlc, (30)
0=(E+%)0—i[0'+§A)—eer, (31)
0= (E+ JA+|(A’+§Cj—e‘ﬁrD. (32)

The mass-energy is supposed to be the harmonic mean m of the two masses
(2/m=1/1+1/r), and the case x=1, 1=1/2 ischosen. We now let:

A=ar’e™™™;B=bre"™;C=crie*™; D=dre”". (33)

where A is a positive real constant and a, b, c and d are complex constants. Di-
—Amr

viding by r’e the radial system becomes:
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0=(m+£jd —i(i—Amjd —iZb-e"Ia, (34)

r r r
Oz(m +E)b+i(§—/\mjb+ifd —e e, (35)

r r r
O=(m+E]c—i(§—Ach—i£a—ewrb, (36)

r r r
O:(m+£)a+i(§—Am)a+ifc—e‘/’rd. (37)

r r r

This system, with any rvalue, is equivalent to the following system:

0=m(1+iA)d —ela; 0=(u—is)d —ixb, (38)
0=m(1-iA)a—e”rd; 0=(u+is)b+ixd, (39)
0=m(1-iA)b—eIc; 0=(u-is)c—ixa, (40)
0=m(1+iA)c—e”rb; 0=(u+is)a+ixc. (41)

A non-zero solution exists only if the determinant of each system of two linear
equations is zero. And we obtain actually only two conditions:

Ir

0=1+A*-—, (42)
m
0=u?+s*—«2 (43)
We let:
1+iA =1+ A%";s+iu=e"x. (44)

Since we supposed that the mass-energy is the harmonic mean m, not the geo-

metric mean My = vIr , we can have:

2
m
LU L Ty L) (45)
m m m
Moreover, we have:
om, .
1+iA =1+ A%e¥ =% (46)
m
. m.
s—iu=e"7:1-iA=—2e™" (47)
m

with those conditions, the radial system (34)-(37) is equivalent to the four inde-

d= \ﬂei(‘”ﬂ Ja;b = \ﬁei(‘sﬂ e, (48)
r r

b=-e7d;c=—e"a. (49)

pendent relations:

And those relations imply:

b=—e"d =—e"” \/gei(‘”ﬁ Ja = —\/gei(‘”’ 7a, (50)
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b= \/Iei(éﬁ)c - \/Iei(sﬁ) (_e—iya) — _\/Iei(é‘ﬂy)al (51)
r r r

Hence we obtain:

—5—B+y=6—-L—ymod2r; y =5mod,
eiy — ieié‘ (52)
To obtain a probability density, it is necessary to choose s>0. We thus suppose,
with x=1:

1+iA

V1+A?
A

y=0;s+iu=¢e" =

1
S= = U=

m .
Jeaz mg' e A?

b= —\ﬁe‘/’ a;c=—ea;d= \ﬂe'i((s*ﬁ)a. (54)
r r

If the anomalous gyromagnetic ratio comes from the difference between the

(53)

two means m and m, (see [6] 1.5.7) we have:

m
My M _ % —=1.00115965218091(26); A =
m

9

g°-4

~0.048 (55)

3

Now by letting:

a,=[al;a=ae™;¢=In(l)-In(r),

a b a e“b
f = , 56
3 (C d ] [el()c d ] ( )
the wave becomes:

~ $_Amr i[fé—ﬁj _o Y 4 (az—ié—é—ﬁJrﬂ—ExO]%
g=—arlet e ?2e2’2%f g2’ |g° 4222 . (57)

Since s<1, the center is a singularity of the electron wave, which appears both
as a point particle and as extended throughout the whole space. Moreover we

have:

_2. 9 %\ %, 14e?¥ 1-eY %
e 2% 2" f({ezlz]ezI3 = Ze +—2e =0y, (58)
r

¢ (9.8 i¢ i5 3 L& 0 B g0
¢3=—airs‘1e7me{ i ZJ{HE—S +1—265 : }e(az ER R

3.2.Case x=1 and A=-1/2

The wave Equation (12) now uses:
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1 i
8 =l 6, -——a 2 ¢
(XeJ ' r(‘g sin0 j DUe 2 —C'Ve:

i?
2

1 i -2
=6, +——0 -0 2 4
r( ' Gng ¢j . BVe A'Ue

. (61)
D'U+E(V'— v j —C'*+i(U’+ v j

_%;
2%

r 2sind r 2sin@

AU'+ U -BvV —C— V'— V —-A"U
r 2sin@ r 2sin@

Since x is still +1, we obtain the same radial system. Next we have:

_i? i2
- % |DUe 2 —CVe?

Xe =
_i® . 2
BVe 2 A'Ue ?
P .0 (62)
—dsin— —c cos—
:mrse_m 2 2

o « . 0
bcos— -—a sin—
2 2

—\ﬁei(‘” asin 2
r 2

_ 2 (63)
\F g 0O .. 0
—./—€ “aC0S— —a SIn—
r 2 2

e cosg sin 4
¢ (2L Py Py ay-is 2 L
:aie“e( 2 Zji2 2 2 e(2 ‘2 2)3, (64)

Next we use (54):

.0 N 1]
—dsin— —c cos—
2 2

bcosg —a*sing

0 s 0
—SIin— e COS—
2 2

-i3

e2e?’, e?
.0 s 0
—-sin—  e“cos—
2 2

o, o |€°C0S~ sinZ o
2 2 i
2 2

i5 N6 _1g
1+e” 8 1?4. (65)

Here also the center is a singularity of the electron wave, which appears both as a

point particle and as extended to the whole space. We have:

. e i[-2-2 i a0 _ 1% a0 L g0
¢:a1rs_1e4 /\mre[ 2 ZJXi2|:1+e +e 1X :|e( 255 js, (66)

—O.
2 r °

Eopmr (242 1+e e _1% ap+ie-0 L _g0);
p=ar e’ mre(z in{ *— Gg}e[z s JS. (67)

3.3. Normalization

The normalization of the wave is a necessary consequence of the equivalence
principle, the equality between inertial mass and gravitational mass linked to the
frequency of de Broglie’s clock (see [6] 1.5.5), which means that E = ”.[dVTOO .

This equality is indeed equivalent, for any stationary solution of the wave equa-
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tion, to:
J° m m
1=|||]dv—;J=—D, +—D,,, 68
m e K" kr ° (68)

—D D =_¢1 O3 ¢T T¢1+O-3 ¢’r ¢(1+|;_:O_3J¢T (69)

i ,Jrﬁ _ ,,é,é,E,Exojis l+el5 1-— e|5 X
o _arst e(z zj (2 4 2 2 X 70
¢ =—a > > 03 (70)
I 1+ 1-e™ %
1+ r -2 —2Amr +
¢( I+r03j¢ =% { 2 2 r%}
(71)
[ - }gg@ 1+e” 1-e“ %
x[1+——o, |e%e 03—
2 2 r
This gives:
2 .
J:m &4_& :i 2l r2372e—2Amr 1+ Sln5(03XX) , (72)
k| r K I+r r
JO :i 2| r.Zs—ze—ZAmr (73)

K I+r

In the proper frame of the electron, its probability density has indeed the spher-
ical symmetry. But this density—contrary to non-relativistic quantum mechan-
ics—is not at all static, but rather turns about the third axis: the electron is a par-
ticle with spin, and thus a magnet, as explained by de Broglie [4].

With 4=-1/2 we have:

(5.5 L8 B : Y X
e R S {%_1_;503%}(42) (74)

¢ =ar’

I—r oo 1+e™ 1-e™x
1+—o0 r2s-%e 2Amj - o
¢( +r 3j¢ al 2 r 3

l-r € to 146’ 1-6¢ x|, .
] e ST O (-i,) (75)

X =i,%i, =x'c, —x’0, +x’0, (76)
A symmetry thus appears, which was completely overlooked by nonrelativistic
quantum mechanics: when we go from the 4=1/2 to the A=-1/2, the cur-
rent density not only changes sign, but the space itself is changed by a symmetry.
And we obtain:

2
J:E[ﬂ+&j:i2_'r25 2g-2mr [1 %(%xx*)} (77)
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2
Jozi 2' r25—2e—2/\mr. (78)

K I+r

Only the probability density is unchanged; the normalization of the wave is the

same and we obtain:

0
1= [ J':%rzsin odrdade, (79)
BT 2am) ™ 50)
8nll"(2s+1)

4. Discussion

The electron without interaction is nevertheless a complicated object: the center
of the wave is a singularity and the wave is present in the whole space. The elec-
tron wave is stationary in its proper frame and indefinitely stable. Two spin
states are possible, the magnetic quantum number is A=+1/2 or A=-1/2.
The stationary wave is seen by any observer moving relative to the electron as a
progressive wave, as a consequence of the transformation R:X > x'=MxM'
which acts also on the time, thus on the phase of the wave, seen as propagating
in space.

The phase used in non-relativistic quantum mechanics is the angle of a rota-
tion of the probability current in the “spin plane” as understood by de Broglie’s
followers, as explained by R. Boudet [9]. The particle is the “small clock” of de
Broglie’s thesis [2]. Any clock uses a periodic movement, which is here the
movement of rotation of the probability current about the third axis.

The soliton wave of the electron was imagined for a very long time, and is
similar to Descartes’ vortex; many physicists followed this idea, but two reasons
stopped them: first the rapid dispersion of the quantum wave, and the non-physical
nature of the wave as only a mathematical tool to calculate a probability density.
Our soliton wave is a physical vortex, with a proper momentum with value 7/2
(see [6] 2.5). This momentum is quantized, it is impossible to change its value;
there is no dispersion, it is linked both to the non-linearity of our wave equation
and to the conservation of the kinetic momentum. Next the probability density
is a physical necessity, arising from the equivalence principle, and actually issues
from an energy-momentum density. And there are not only one but two ener-
gy-momentum tensors, because the electron wave has not only one but two
parts, left 7 and right &. The necessity of the Lagrangian formalism is also
part of the wave properties (see [6] 2.3.4), and determines the value of the ener-
gy-momentum and kinetic momentum tensors.

Our soliton wave also bypasses the difficulty of the infinite proper energy of
Lorentz’s attempt for a model of electron-particle: the mass-energy of the elec-
tron is not the energy of the electromagnetic field, but the energy-momentum of
the wave. At the center of the soliton wave the energy density is indeed infinite,
but the sum over all space of this energy density is finite, and this allows the

normalization of the wave. Moreover the electromagnetic field associated to this
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wave directly combines the components of the energy-momentum tensor (see [6]
1.10).

The electron wave, as calculated above, cannot be obtained without a nonzero
difference between the left and right masses (otherwise the exponential term
cancels in the radial functions). This explains why this calculation was not pre-
viously made. It was indeed necessary, before:

1) to avoid the non-relativistic framework of the Schrodinger equation (quan-
tum field theory was not able to realize that change, because this theory cannot
work out the domain of the unique phase of the non-relativistic wave),

2) to discover the importance of chirality in the quantum domain, which was
discovered only in 1956,

3) to obtain the true nonlinear wave equation, from the relativistic wave equa-
tion of the electron and from the wave equation of Lochak’s magnetic monopole
(10] [11],

4) to understand the yield brought by the strict constraints of Cl;, a mathe-
matical framework where chirality and relativistic invariance are naturally hig-
hlighted,

5) to observe the tracks of magnetic monopoles [12] and to see there the pos-
sibility of two different masses for a single fermion wave: physics is first an expe-
rimental science,

6) to transpose this hypothesis to the electron wave, and to state that electron
physics is compatible with the existence of two masses,

7) It was finally necessary to understand how the above soliton waves may be
obtained, particularly to abandon the idea that the electromagnetic potential u/r
is exterior to the wave.

The soliton wave obtained for the electron may be generalized to the other
fermions (positron, muon, quarks, neutrinos...), and this was already described
in [6].

5. Conclusion

We thus may consider as finally solved that difficult question of wave-particle
dualism for the fermions: a fermion is a soliton wave, following an equation with
partial derivatives, strictly deterministic. But this wave is also compelled to ad-
just its internal mass-energy, that of the little clock imagined by de Broglie, to
the energy-momentum density of the whole wave: this is a perfectly nonlocal

condition.
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