Tricking the Uncertainty Principle?

Today, we are capable of measuring the position of an object with
unprecedented accuracy, but quantum physics and the Heisenberg uncertainty
principle place fundamental limits on our ability to measure. Noise that arises
as a result of the quantum nature of the fields used to make those
measurements imposes what is called the "standard quantum limit." This same
limit influences both the ultrasensitive measurements in nanoscale devices and
the kilometer-scale gravitational wave detector at LIGO. Because of this
troublesome background noise, we can never know an object's exact location,
but a recent study provides a solution for rerouting some of that noise away
from the measurement. [8]

The accelerating electrons explain not only the Maxwell Equations and the
Special Relativity, but the Heisenberg Uncertainty Relation, the Wave-Particle
Duality and the electron’s spin also, building the Bridge between the Classical
and Quantum Theories.

The Planck Distribution Law of the electromagnetic oscillators explains the
electron/proton mass rate and the Weak and Strong Interactions by the
diffraction patterns. The Weak Interaction changes the diffraction patterns by
moving the electric charge from one side to the other side of the diffraction
pattern, which violates the CP and Time reversal symmetry.

The diffraction patterns and the locality of the self-maintaining
electromagnetic potential explains also the Quantum Entanglement, giving it
as a natural part of the relativistic quantum theory.
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Preface

Physicists are continually looking for ways to unify the theory of relativity, which describes large-
scale phenomena, with quantum theory, which describes small-scale phenomena. In a new
proposed experiment in this area, two toaster-sized "nanosatellites" carrying entangled condensates
orbit around the Earth, until one of them moves to a different orbit with different gravitational field
strength. As a result of the change in gravity, the entanglement between the condensates is
predicted to degrade by up to 20%. Experimentally testing the proposal may be possible in the near
future. [5]

Quantum entanglement is a physical phenomenon that occurs when pairs or groups of particles are
generated or interact in ways such that the quantum state of each particle cannot be described
independently — instead, a quantum state may be given for the system as a whole. [4]

I think that we have a simple bridge between the classical and quantum mechanics by understanding
the Heisenberg Uncertainty Relations. It makes clear that the particles are not point like but have a



dx and dp uncertainty.

Tricking the uncertainty principle

"If you want to know where something is, you have to scatter something off of it," explains Professor
of Applied Physics Keith Schwab, who led the study. "For example, if you shine light at an object, the
photons that scatter off provide information about the object. But the photons don't all hit and
scatter at the same time, and the random pattern of scattering creates quantum fluctuations"—that
is, noise. "If you shine more light, you have increased sensitivity, but you also have more noise. Here
we were looking for a way to beat the uncertainty principle—to increase sensitivity but not noise."

Schwab and his colleagues began by developing a way to actually detect the noise produced during
the scattering of microwaves—electromagnetic radiation that has a wavelength longer than that of
visible light. To do this, they delivered microwaves of a specific frequency to a superconducting
electronic circuit, or resonator, that vibrates at 5 gigahertz—or 5 billion times per second. The
electronic circuit was then coupled to a mechanical device formed of two metal plates that vibrate
at around 4 megahertz—or 4 million times per second. The researchers observed that the quantum
noise of the microwave field, due to the impact of individual photons, made the mechanical device
shake randomly with an amplitude of 10-15 meters, about the diameter of a proton.

"Our mechanical device is a tiny square of aluminum—only 40 microns long, or about the diameter
of a hair. We think of quantum mechanics as a good description for the behaviors of atoms and
electrons and protons and all of that, but normally you don't think of these sorts of quantum effects
manifesting themselves on somewhat macroscopic objects," Schwab says. "This is a physical
manifestation of the uncertainty principle, seen in single photons impacting a somewhat
macroscopic thing."

Once the researchers had a reliable mechanism for detecting the forces generated by the quantum
fluctuations of microwaves on a macroscopic object, they could modify their electronic resonator,
mechanical device, and mathematical approach to exclude the noise of the position and motion of
the vibrating metal plates from their measurement.

The experiment shows that a) the noise is present and can be picked up by a detector, and b) it can
be pushed to someplace that won't affect the measurement. "It's a way of tricking the uncertainty
principle so that you can dial up the sensitivity of a detector without increasing the noise," Schwab
says.

Although this experiment is mostly a fundamental exploration of the quantum nature of microwaves
in mechanical devices, Schwab says that this line of research could one day lead to the observation
of quantum mechanical effects in much larger mechanical structures. And that, he notes, could allow
the demonstration of strange quantum mechanical properties like superposition and entanglement
in large objects—for example, allowing a macroscopic object to exist in two places at once.

"Subatomic particles act in quantum ways—they have a wave-like nature—and so can atoms, and so
can whole molecules since they're collections of atoms,"



Schwab says. "So the question then is: Can you make bigger and bigger objects behave in these
weird wave-like ways? Why not? Right now we're just trying to figure out where the boundary of
guantum physics is, but you never know." [8]

Particle Measurement Sidesteps the Uncertainty Principle

Quantum mechanics imposes a limit on what we can know about subatomic particles. If physicists
measure a particle’s position, they cannot also measure its momentum, so the theory goes. But a
new experiment has managed to circumvent this rule—the so-called uncertainty principle—by
ascertaining just a little bit about a particle’s position, thus retaining the ability to measure its
momentum, too.

The uncertainty principle, formulated by Werner Heisenberg in 1927, is a consequence of the
fuzziness of the universe at microscopic scales. Quantum mechanics revealed that particles are not
just tiny marbles that act like ordinary objects we can see and touch. Instead of being in a particular
place at a particular time, particles actually exist in a haze of probability. Their chances of being in
any given state are described by an equation called the quantum wavefunction. Any measurement
of a particle “collapses” its wavefunction, in effect forcing it to choose a value for the measured
characteristic and eliminating the possibility of knowing anything about its related properties.

Recently, physicists decided to see if they could overcome this limitation by using a new engineering
technique called compressive sensing. This tool for making efficient measurements has already been
applied successfully in digital photographs, MRI scans and many other technologies. Normally,
measuring devices would take a detailed reading and afterward compress it for ease of use. For
example, cameras take large raw files and then convert them to compressed jpegs. In compressive
sensing, however, engineers aim to compress a signal while measuring it, allowing them to take
many fewer measurements—the equivalent of capturing images as jpegs rather than raw files.

This same technique of acquiring the minimum amount of information needed for a measurement
seemed to offer a way around the uncertainty principle. To test compressive sensing in the quantum
world, physicist John C. Howell and his team at the University of Rochester set out to measure the
position and momentum of a photon—a particle of light. They shone a laser through a box equipped
with an array of mirrors that could either point toward or away from a detector at its end. These
mirrors formed a filter, allowing photons through in some places and blocking them in others. If a
photon made it to the detector, the physicists knew it had been in one of the locations where the
mirrors offered a throughway. The filter provided a way of measuring a particle’s position without
knowing exactly where it was—without collapsing its wavefunction. “All we know is either the
photon can get through that pattern, or it can’t,” says Gregory A. Howland, first author of a paper
reporting the research published June 26 in Physical Review Letters. “It turns out that because of
that we’re still able to figure out the momentum—where it’s going. The penalty that we pay is that
our measurement of where it’'s going gets a little bit of noise on it.” A less precise momentum
measurement, however, is better than no momentum measurement at all.

The physicists stress that they have not broken any laws of physics. “We do not violate the
uncertainty principle,” Howland says. “We just use it in a clever way.” The technique could prove



powerful for developing technologies such as quantum cryptography and quantum computers,
which aim to harness the fuzzy quantum properties of particles for technological applications. The
more information quantum measurements can acquire, the better such technologies could work.
Howland'’s experiment offers a more efficient quantum measurement than has traditionally been
possible, says Aephraim M. Steinberg, a physicist at the University of Toronto who was not involved
in the research. “This is one of a number of novel techniques which seem poised to prove
indispensible for economically characterizing large systems.” In other words, the physicists seem to
have found a way to get more data with less measurement—or more bangs for their buck. [7]

A new experiment shows that measuring a quantum system does not

necessarily introduce uncertainty

Contrary to what many students are taught, quantum uncertainty may not always be in the eye of
the beholder. A new experiment shows that measuring a quantum system does not necessarily
introduce uncertainty. The study overthrows a common classroom explanation of why the quantum
world appears so fuzzy, but the fundamental limit to what is knowable at the smallest scales remains
unchanged.

At the foundation of quantum mechanics is the Heisenberg uncertainty principle. Simply put, the
principle states that there is a fundamental limit to what one can know about a quantum system. For
example, the more precisely one knows a particle's position, the less one can know about its
momentum, and vice versa. The limit is expressed as a simple equation that is straightforward to
prove mathematically.

Heisenberg sometimes explained the uncertainty principle as a problem of making measurements.
His most well-known thought experiment involved photographing an electron. To take the picture, a
scientist might bounce a light particle off the electron's surface. That would reveal its position, but it
would also impart energy to the electron, causing it to move. Learning about the electron's position
would create uncertainty in its velocity; and the act of measurement would produce the uncertainty
needed to satisfy the principle.

Physics students are still taught this measurement-disturbance version of the uncertainty principle in
introductory classes, but it turns out that it's not always true. Aephraim Steinberg of the University
of Toronto in Canada and his team have performed measurements on photons (particles of light)
and showed that the act of measuring can introduce less uncertainty than is required by
Heisenberg’s principle. The total uncertainty of what can be known about the photon's properties,
however, remains above Heisenberg's limit.

Delicate measurement

Steinberg's group does not measure position and momentum, but rather two different inter-related
properties of a photon: its polarization states. In this case, the polarization along one plane is
intrinsically tied to the polarization along the other, and by Heisenberg’s principle, there is a limit to
the certainty with which both states can be known.



The researchers made a ‘weak’ measurement of the photon’s polarization in one plane — not
enough to disturb it, but enough to produce a rough sense of its orientation. Next, they measured
the polarization in the second plane. Then they made an exact, or 'strong', measurement of the first
polarization to see whether it had been disturbed by the second measurement.

When the researchers did the experiment multiple times, they found that measurement of one
polarization did not always disturb the other state as much as the uncertainty principle predicted. In
the strongest case, the induced fuzziness was as little as half of what would be predicted by the
uncertainty principle.

Don't get too excited: the uncertainty principle still stands, says Steinberg: “In the end, there's no
way you can know [both quantum states] accurately at the same time.” But the experiment shows
that the act of measurement isn't always what causes the uncertainty. “If there's already a lot of
uncertainty in the system, then there doesn't need to be any noise from the measurement at all,” he
says.

The latest experiment is the second to make a measurement below the uncertainty noise limit.
Earlier this year, Yuji Hasegawa, a physicist at the Vienna University of Technology in Austria,
measured groups of neutron spins and derived results well below what would be predicted if
measurements were inserting all the uncertainty into the system.

But the latest results are the clearest example yet of why Heisenberg’s explanation was incorrect.
"This is the most direct experimental test of the Heisenberg measurement-disturbance uncertainty
principle," says Howard Wiseman, a theoretical physicist at Griffith University in Brisbane, Australia
"Hopefully it will be useful for educating textbook writers so they know that the naive
measurement-disturbance relation is wrong."

Shaking the old measurement-uncertainty explanation may be difficult, however. Even after doing
the experiment, Steinberg still included a question about how measurements create uncertainty on
a recent homework assignment for his students. "Only as | was grading it did | realize that my
homework assignment was wrong," he says. "Now | have to be more careful." [6]

Quantum entanglement

Measurements of physical properties such as position, momentum, spin, polarization, etc.
performed on entangled particles are found to be appropriately correlated. For example, if a pair of
particles is generated in such a way that their total spin is known to be zero, and one particle is
found to have clockwise spin on a certain axis, then the spin of the other particle, measured on the
same axis, will be found to be counterclockwise. Because of the nature of quantum measurement,
however, this behavior gives rise to effects that can appear paradoxical: any measurement of a
property of a particle can be seen as acting on that particle (e.g. by collapsing a number of
superimposed states); and in the case of entangled particles, such action must be on the entangled
system as a whole. It thus appears that one particle of an entangled pair "knows" what
measurement has been performed on the other, and with what outcome, even though there is no
known means for such information to be communicated between the particles, which at the time of
measurement may be separated by arbitrarily large distances. [4]



The Bridge

The accelerating electrons explain not only the Maxwell Equations and the Special Relativity, but the
Heisenberg Uncertainty Relation, the wave particle duality and the electron’s spin also, building the
bridge between the Classical and Quantum Theories. [1]

Accelerating charges

The moving charges are self maintain the electromagnetic field locally, causing their movement and
this is the result of their acceleration under the force of this field. In the classical physics the charges
will distributed along the electric current so that the electric potential lowering along the current, by
linearly increasing the way they take every next time period because this accelerated motion.

The same thing happens on the atomic scale giving a dp impulse difference and a dx way difference
between the different part of the not point like particles.

Relativistic effect

Another bridge between the classical and quantum mechanics in the realm of relativity is that the
charge distribution is lowering in the reference frame of the accelerating charges linearly: ds/dt = at
(time coordinate), but in the reference frame of the current it is parabolic: s = a/2 t* (geometric
coordinate).

Heisenberg Uncertainty Relation

In the atomic scale the Heisenberg uncertainty relation gives the same result, since the moving
electron in the atom accelerating in the electric field of the proton, causing a charge distribution on
delta x position difference and with a delta p momentum difference such a way that they product is
about the half Planck reduced constant. For the proton this delta x much less in the nucleon, than in
the orbit of the electron in the atom, the delta p is much higher because of the greater proton mass.

This means that the electron and proton are not point like particles, but has a real charge
distribution.

Wave - Particle Duality

The accelerating electrons explains the wave — particle duality of the electrons and photons, since
the elementary charges are distributed on delta x position with delta p impulse and creating a wave
packet of the electron. The photon gives the electromagnetic particle of the mediating force of the
electrons electromagnetic field with the same distribution of wavelengths.

Atomic model

The constantly accelerating electron in the Hydrogen atom is moving on the equipotential line of the
proton and it's kinetic and potential energy will be constant. Its energy will change only when it is
changing its way to another equipotential line with another value of potential energy or getting free
with enough kinetic energy. This means that the Rutherford-Bohr atomic model is right and only that



changing acceleration of the electric charge causes radiation, not the steady acceleration. The steady
acceleration of the charges only creates a centric parabolic steady electric field around the charge,
the magnetic field. This gives the magnetic moment of the atoms, summing up the proton and
electron magnetic moments caused by their circular motions and spins.

The Relativistic Bridge

Commonly accepted idea that the relativistic effect on the particle physics it is the fermions' spin -
another unresolved problem in the classical concepts. If the electric charges can move only with
accelerated motions in the self maintaining electromagnetic field, once upon a time they would
reach the velocity of the electromagnetic field. The resolution of this problem is the spinning
particle, constantly accelerating and not reaching the velocity of light because the acceleration is
radial. One origin of the Quantum Physics is the Planck Distribution Law of the electromagnetic
oscillators, giving equal intensity for 2 different wavelengths on any temperature. Any of these two
wavelengths will give equal intensity diffraction patterns, building different asymmetric
constructions, for example proton - electron structures (atoms), molecules, etc. Since the particles
are centers of diffraction patterns they also have particle — wave duality as the electromagnetic
waves have. [2]

The weak interaction

The weak interaction transforms an electric charge in the diffraction pattern from one side to the
other side, causing an electric dipole momentum change, which violates the CP and time reversal
symmetry. The Electroweak Interaction shows that the Weak Interaction is basically electromagnetic
in nature. The arrow of time shows the entropy grows by changing the temperature dependent
diffraction patterns of the electromagnetic oscillators.

Another important issue of the quark model is when one quark changes its flavor such that a linear
oscillation transforms into plane oscillation or vice versa, changing the charge value with 1 or -1. This
kind of change in the oscillation mode requires not only parity change, but also charge and time
changes (CPT symmetry) resulting a right handed anti-neutrino or a left handed neutrino.

The right handed anti-neutrino and the left handed neutrino exist only because changing back the
quark flavor could happen only in reverse, because they are different geometrical constructions, the
u is 2 dimensional and positively charged and the d is 1 dimensional and negatively charged. It needs
also a time reversal, because anti particle (anti neutrino) is involved.

The neutrino is a 1/2spin creator particle to make equal the spins of the weak interaction, for
example neutron decay to 2 fermions, every particle is fermions with % spin. The weak interaction
changes the entropy since more or less particles will give more or less freedom of movement. The
entropy change is a result of temperature change and breaks the equality of oscillator diffraction
intensity of the Maxwell-Boltzmann statistics. This way it changes the time coordinate measure and
makes possible a different time dilation as of the special relativity.



The limit of the velocity of particles as the speed of light appropriate only for electrical charged
particles, since the accelerated charges are self maintaining locally the accelerating electric force.
The neutrinos are CP symmetry breaking particles compensated by time in the CPT symmetry, that is
the time coordinate not works as in the electromagnetic interactions, consequently the speed of
neutrinos is not limited by the speed of light.

The weak interaction T-asymmetry is in conjunction with the T-asymmetry of the second law of
thermodynamics, meaning that locally lowering entropy (on extremely high temperature) causes the
weak interaction, for example the Hydrogen fusion.

Probably because it is a spin creating movement changing linear oscillation to 2 dimensional
oscillation by changing d to u quark and creating anti neutrino going back in time relative to the
proton and electron created from the neutron, it seems that the anti neutrino fastest then the
velocity of the photons created also in this weak interaction?

A quark flavor changing shows that it is a reflection changes movement and the CP- and T- symmetry
breaking!!! This flavor changing oscillation could prove that it could be also on higher level such as
atoms, molecules, probably big biological significant molecules and responsible on the aging of the
life.

Important to mention that the weak interaction is always contains particles and antiparticles, where
the neutrinos (antineutrinos) present the opposite side. It means by Feynman’s interpretation that
these particles present the backward time and probably because this they seem to move faster than
the speed of light in the reference frame of the other side.

Finally since the weak interaction is an electric dipole change with % spin creating; it is limited by the
velocity of the electromagnetic wave, so the neutrino’s velocity cannot exceed the velocity of light.

The General Weak Interaction

The Weak Interactions T-asymmetry is in conjunction with the T-asymmetry of the Second Law of
Thermodynamics, meaning that locally lowering entropy (on extremely high temperature) causes for
example the Hydrogen fusion. The arrow of time by the Second Law of Thermodynamics shows the
increasing entropy and decreasing information by the Weak Interaction, changing the temperature
dependent diffraction patterns. A good example of this is the neutron decay, creating more particles
with less known information about them.

The neutrino oscillation of the Weak Interaction shows that it is a general electric dipole change and
it is possible to any other temperature dependent entropy and information changing diffraction
pattern of atoms, molecules and even complicated biological living structures.

We can generalize the weak interaction on all of the decaying matter constructions, even on the
biological too. This gives the limited lifetime for the biological constructions also by the arrow of
time. There should be a new research space of the Quantum Information Science the 'general
neutrino oscillation' for the greater then subatomic matter structures as an electric dipole change.
There is also connection between statistical physics and evolutionary biology, since the arrow of
time is working in the biological evolution also.

The Fluctuation Theorem says that there is a probability that entropy will flow in a direction opposite
to that dictated by the Second Law of Thermodynamics. In this case the Information is growing that
is the matter formulas are emerging from the chaos. So the Weak Interaction has two directions,
samples for one direction is the Neutron decay, and Hydrogen fusion is the opposite direction.



Fermions and Bosons
The fermions are the diffraction patterns of the bosons such a way that they are both sides of the
same thing.

Van Der Waals force

Named after the Dutch scientist Johannes Diderik van der Waals — who first proposed it in 1873 to
explain the behaviour of gases — it is a very weak force that only becomes relevant when atoms and
molecules are very close together. Fluctuations in the electronic cloud of an atom mean that it will
have an instantaneous dipole moment. This can induce a dipole moment in a nearby atom, the
result being an attractive dipole—dipole interaction.

Electromagnetic inertia and mass

Electromagnetic Induction
Since the magnetic induction creates a negative electric field as a result of the changing acceleration,
it works as an electromagnetic inertia, causing an electromagnetic mass. [1]

Relativistic change of mass

The increasing mass of the electric charges the result of the increasing inductive electric force acting
against the accelerating force. The decreasing mass of the decreasing acceleration is the result of the
inductive electric force acting against the decreasing force. This is the relativistic mass change
explanation, especially importantly explaining the mass reduction in case of velocity decrease.

The frequency dependence of mass

Since E = hv and E = mc, m = hv /¢ that is the m depends only on the v frequency. It means that the
mass of the proton and electron are electromagnetic and the result of the electromagnetic
induction, caused by the changing acceleration of the spinning and moving charge! It could be that
the m,inertial mass is the result of the spin, since this is the only accelerating motion of the electric
charge. Since the accelerating motion has different frequency for the electron in the atom and the
proton, they masses are different, also as the wavelengths on both sides of the diffraction pattern,
giving equal intensity of radiation.

Electron - Proton mass rate

The Planck distribution law explains the different frequencies of the proton and electron, giving
equal intensity to different lambda wavelengths! Also since the particles are diffraction patterns
they have some closeness to each other — can be seen as a gravitational force. [2]

There is an asymmetry between the mass of the electric charges, for example proton and electron,
can understood by the asymmetrical Planck Distribution Law. This temperature dependent energy
distribution is asymmetric around the maximum intensity, where the annihilation of matter and
antimatter is a high probability event. The asymmetric sides are creating different frequencies of
electromagnetic radiations being in the same intensity level and compensating each other. One of
these compensating ratios is the electron — proton mass ratio. The lower energy side has no
compensating intensity level, it is the dark energy and the corresponding matter is the dark matter.



Gravity from the point of view of quantum physics

The Gravitational force
The gravitational attractive force is basically a magnetic force.

The same electric charges can attract one another by the magnetic force if they are moving parallel
in the same direction. Since the electrically neutral matter is composed of negative and positive
charges they need 2 photons to mediate this attractive force, one per charges. The Bing Bang caused
parallel moving of the matter gives this magnetic force, experienced as gravitational force.

Since graviton is a tensor field, it has spin = 2, could be 2 photons with spin = 1 together.

You can think about photons as virtual electron — positron pairs, obtaining the necessary virtual
mass for gravity.

The mass as seen before a result of the diffraction, for example the proton — electron mass rate
Mp=1840 Me. In order to move one of these diffraction maximum (electron or proton) we need to
intervene into the diffraction pattern with a force appropriate to the intensity of this diffraction
maximum, means its intensity or mass.

The Big Bang caused acceleration created radial currents of the matter, and since the matter is
composed of negative and positive charges, these currents are creating magnetic field and attracting
forces between the parallel moving electric currents. This is the gravitational force experienced by
the matter, and also the mass is result of the electromagnetic forces between the charged particles.
The positive and negative charged currents attracts each other or by the magnetic forces or by the
much stronger electrostatic forces!?

The gravitational force attracting the matter, causing concentration of the matter in a small space
and leaving much space with low matter concentration: dark matter and energy.

There is an asymmetry between the mass of the electric charges, for example proton and electron,
can understood by the asymmetrical Planck Distribution Law. This temperature dependent energy
distribution is asymmetric around the maximum intensity, where the annihilation of matter and
antimatter is a high probability event. The asymmetric sides are creating different frequencies of
electromagnetic radiations being in the same intensity level and compensating each other. One of
these compensating ratios is the electron — proton mass ratio. The lower energy side has no
compensating intensity level, it is the dark energy and the corresponding matter is the dark matter.

The Higgs boson

By March 2013, the particle had been proven to behave, interact and decay in many of the expected
ways predicted by the Standard Model, and was also tentatively confirmed to have + parity and zero
spin, two fundamental criteria of a Higgs boson, making it also the first known scalar particle to be
discovered in nature, although a number of other properties were not fully proven and some partial
results do not yet precisely match those expected; in some cases data is also still awaited or being
analyzed.



Since the Higgs boson is necessary to the W and Z bosons, the dipole change of the Weak interaction
and the change in the magnetic effect caused gravitation must be conducted. The Wien law is also
important to explain the Weak interaction, since it describes the T,,,, change and the diffraction
patterns change. [2]

Higgs mechanism and Quantum Gravity

The magnetic induction creates a negative electric field, causing an electromagnetic inertia. Probably
it is the mysterious Higgs field giving mass to the charged particles? We can think about the photon
as an electron-positron pair, they have mass. The neutral particles are built from negative and
positive charges, for example the neutron, decaying to proton and electron. The wave — particle
duality makes sure that the particles are oscillating and creating magnetic induction as an inertial
mass, explaining also the relativistic mass change. Higher frequency creates stronger magnetic
induction, smaller frequency results lesser magnetic induction. It seems to me that the magnetic
induction is the secret of the Higgs field.

In particle physics, the Higgs mechanism is a kind of mass generation mechanism, a process that
gives mass to elementary particles. According to this theory, particles gain mass by interacting with
the Higgs field that permeates all space. More precisely, the Higgs mechanism endows gauge bosons
in a gauge theory with mass through absorption of Nambu—Goldstone bosons arising in spontaneous
symmetry breaking.

The simplest implementation of the mechanism adds an extra Higgs field to the gauge theory. The
spontaneous symmetry breaking of the underlying local symmetry triggers conversion of
components of this Higgs field to Goldstone bosons which interact with (at least some of) the other
fields in the theory, so as to produce mass terms for (at least some of) the gauge bosons. This
mechanism may also leave behind elementary scalar (spin-0) particles, known as Higgs bosons.

In the Standard Model, the phrase "Higgs mechanism" refers specifically to the generation of masses
for the W*, and Z weak gauge bosons through electroweak symmetry breaking. The Large Hadron
Collider at CERN announced results consistent with the Higgs particle on July 4, 2012 but stressed
that further testing is needed to confirm the Standard Model.

What is the Spin?

So we know already that the new particle has spin zero or spin two and we could tell which one if we
could detect the polarizations of the photons produced. Unfortunately this is difficult and neither
ATLAS nor CMS are able to measure polarizations. The only direct and sure way to confirm that the
particle is indeed a scalar is to plot the angular distribution of the photons in the rest frame of the
centre of mass. A spin zero particles like the Higgs carries no directional information away from the
original collision so the distribution will be even in all directions. This test will be possible when a
much larger number of events have been observed. In the mean time we can settle for less certain
indirect indicators.

The Graviton

In physics, the graviton is a hypothetical elementary particle that mediates the force of gravitation in
the framework of quantum field theory. If it exists, the graviton is expected to be massless (because
the gravitational force appears to have unlimited range) and must be a spin-2 boson. The spin
follows from the fact that the source of gravitation is the stress-energy tensor, a second-rank tensor



(compared to electromagnetism's spin-1 photon, the source of which is the four-current, a first-rank
tensor). Additionally, it can be shown that any massless spin-2 field would give rise to a force
indistinguishable from gravitation, because a massless spin-2 field must couple to (interact with) the
stress-energy tensor in the same way that the gravitational field does. This result suggests that, if a
massless spin-2 particle is discovered, it must be the graviton, so that the only experimental
verification needed for the graviton may simply be the discovery of a massless spin-2 particle. [3]

Conclusions

The accelerated charges self-maintaining potential shows the locality of the relativity, working on
the quantum level also. [1]

The Secret of Quantum Entanglement that the particles are diffraction patterns of the
electromagnetic waves and this way their quantum states every time is the result of the quantum
state of the intermediate electromagnetic waves. [2]

One of the most important conclusions is that the electric charges are moving in an accelerated way
and even if their velocity is constant, they have an intrinsic acceleration anyway, the so called spin,
since they need at least an intrinsic acceleration to make possible they movement .

The bridge between the classical and quantum theory is based on this intrinsic acceleration of the

spin, explaining also the Heisenberg Uncertainty Principle. The particle — wave duality of the electric
charges and the photon makes certain that they are both sides of the same thing. Basing the
gravitational force on the accelerating Universe caused magnetic force and the Planck Distribution
Law of the electromagnetic waves caused diffraction gives us the basis to build a Unified Theory of
the physical interactions.
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