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QUANTUM RELATIVITY: VARIABLE ENERGY

DENSITY OF QUANTUM VACUUM AS THE ORIGIN

OF MASS, GRAVITY, AND THE QUANTUM BEHAVIOR

In Quantum Relativity, time and space are separated. Time is the numerical order of material
changes, and space is the medium, in which these changes take place. Space has the origin
in a three-dimensional quantum vacuum defined by fluctuations of the energy density corre-
sponding to elementary RS (reduction state) processes of creation/annihilation of elementary
quanta. Quantum Relativity provides a unifying approach to special relativity, general relativ-
ity, and quantum mechanics. Each physical object from the micro- to the macroscale can be
derived from an opportune diminishing of the quantum vacuum energy density. In particu-
lar, the variable energy density of space in Quantum Relativity corresponds to the curvature
of space in general relativity. In quantum theory, the behavior of each subatomic particle fol-
lows from opportune elementary RS processes of creation/annihilation of quanta guided by a
quantum potential of the vacuum. Finally, the perspectives of this model regarding the view of
gravity and quantum as two aspects of the same coin and the electroweak scale are analyzed.

K e yw o r d s: mass, gravity, General Relativity, Quantum Relativity, quantum vacuum, quan-

tum mechanics, Standard Model.

1. Introduction

The 20th century theoretical physics replaced the no-
tion of an “empty” space with the idea of a unified
quantum vacuum as a fundamental medium subtend-
ing the observable forms of matter, energy, and space-
time. As a consequence of quantum field theories and
cosmology, the physical vacuum emerges as a unified
system governing the processes taking place in the
micro- and macroworlds, which manifests itself on all
space-time scales. The real particles such as electrons,
positrons, photons, hadrons, etc., as well as all macro-
scopic bodies, are quantum wave-like excitations of
this medium.

The missing point inside the physics of the 20th

century is that a region of universal space, which is
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void theoretically of all fields, elementary particles,
and massive objects, still exists on its own and so
must have some specific physical origin. The so-called
“empty space” is a type of energy that is “full” of it-
self and has its independent physical existence. We
explored recently this possibility by introducing, on
the basis of the Planckian metric emerging, for ex-
ample, from loop quantum gravity [1–3], a model
of a three-dimensional (3D) dynamic quantum vac-
uum, which can create a bridge between quantum
mechanics and general relativity. In this model, the
background space of physical processes is a 3D quan-
tum vacuum, where each elementary particle is deter-
mined by elementary reduction-state (RS) processes
of creation/annihilation of quanta (more precisely, of
virtual particle-antiparticle pairs) corresponding to
opportune changes of the energy density of space [4,
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5]. This model, as it provides a natural improvement
of general relativity and quantum theory with the
help of relevant foundations of quantum field theory
regarding quantum vacuum properties, can be appro-
priately named Quantum Relativity.

In this approach, the variable energy density of
space is the fundamental energy, which gives origin
to the different physical entities existing in the uni-
verse. In the outer intergalactic space, namely in the
absence of material objects, the energy density of
space is defined by the Planck energy density:

ρPE =
mp c

2

l3p
, (1)

where mP is Planck’s mass, c is the light speed, and lp
is Planck’s length. Quantity (1) is the maximum value
of the energy density of space and physically corre-
sponds to the total average volumetric energy density,
owed to all the frequency modes possible within the
visible size of the universe, expressed by

ρPE =
c7

~G2
≈ 4.641266× 10113 J/m

3
, (2)

~ being Planck’s reduced constant, G the univer-
sal gravitation constant. In the outer intergalactic
space, the curvature of space is zero, and its energy
density corresponds to value (2). The Planck energy
density is the average energy density of the empty

universal space, in which there are no material ob-
jects. Out of this fundamental energy pool of the uni-
verse, particles and antiparticles continuously appear
and disappear.

The quantum vacuum characterized by the energy
density (1) identifies a 3D Euclid space as a preferred
fundamental arena, which is quantitatively defined by
Galilean transformations for the three spatial dimen-
sions

X ′ = X − v τ,

Y ′ = Y,

Z ′ = Z,

(3)

and Selleri’s transformation

τ ′ =

√

1− v2

c2
τ (4)

for the rate of clocks. In Eqs. (3) and (4), v is the ve-
locity of the moving observer O′ of the inertial frame

o′ measured by the stationary observer O, and τ is
the proper time of the observer O of the rest frame o,
namely the speed of clocks of the observer O (here, as
usual, the origin of o′, observed from o, is seen to move
with velocity v parallel to the X axis). According to
transformations (3) and (4), the temporal coordinate
has thus a different ontological status with respect
to the spatial coordinates. It is the motion relative
to the rest frame of the Euclidean space associated
with the quantum vacuum energy density (1) that
influences clocks’ running. The duration of material
changes satisfying the standard Lorentz transforma-
tion for the temporal coordinate is a physical scaling
function, which emerges from the more fundamental
numerical order τ defined by the relation

t = τ

(

1− v2

c2

)

+
vX

c2
, (5)

and determines itself a the re-scaling factor of the
distance in the first spatial coordinate determined by
the material motion of the form

δ =

√

1

τ

(

t− vX

c2

)

, (6)

which yields just a re-scaling of the position mea-
sured by the moving observer expressed by the stan-
dard Lorentz transformation for the first spatial co-
ordinate [6].

By following the philosophy of Rueda’s and
Haisch’s interpretation of the inertial mass as an ef-
fect of the electromagnetic quantum vacuum [7], in
which the presence of a particle with a volume V0 ex-
pels from the vacuum energy within this volume ex-
actly the same amount of energy, as is particle’s inter-
nal energy (equivalent to its rest mass). In a similar
way in our approach of Quantum Relativity, each ma-
terial particle is associated with fluctuations of quan-
tum vacuum, which determine a diminishing of the
energy density of space. In Quantum Relativity, the
energy E of a given physical object with mass m and
volume V is the structured energy of quantum vac-
uum. The amount of energy E and mass m is propor-
tional to the diminished energy density of quantum
vacuum ρqvE at the center of a given physical object:

E = mc2 = (ρPE − ρqvE)V. (7)

Formula (7) is derived from the formula

ρqvE = ρPE − mc2

V
, (8)
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where ρqvE is the energy density of quantum vacuum
inside the physical object, ρPE is the Planck energy
density [given by (1)], and V is the volume of the
physical object.

From formula (8), one can get the following formula
regarding the mass of the physical object:

m =
(ρPE − ρqvE)V

c2
. (9)

According to relation (9), there is a fundamental sym-
metry between the property of mass and the changes
of the quantum vacuum energy density [8]. From (9),
one can get (7), by multiplying the relation by c2.

Moreover, in a given volume V of the universal
space, the total sum of the different forms of ener-
gies (due to the different physical interactions and
fields) tends to be constant. This means that, on the
basis of the conservation of energy, the average value
of the quantum vacuum energy density (8) – intended
as a unified field governing the processes taking place
in the micro- and macroworlds – is constant in the
universe.

Relations (7)–(9) imply that there is an intrinsic
relation between the mass m and the quantum vac-
uum energy density in the sense that the amount of
the quantum vacuum energy, which is forming the
physical object, its inertial mass mi, and its gravi-
tational mass mg are all proportional to the energy
E of a given physical object and so to the diminished
energy density of quantum vacuum inside of the phys-
ical object:

E

c2
= m = mi = mg =

(ρPE − ρqvE)V

c2
. (10)

On the basis of the equivalence between the mass of a
material object and the energy of quantum vacuum,
established by Eq. (7), one can consider that, when a
material object moves, its kinetic energy is absorbed
from vacuum. In other words, the energy taken by a
particle from vacuum can be also acquired as the ki-
netic energy. This means that a relativistic physical
object is getting its relativistic energy and relativistic
mass by absorbing the additional energy from quan-
tum vacuum. This means that a relativistic physical
object additionally diminishes the energy density of
quantum vacuum at its center according to the rela-
tion

ρqvE = ρPE − m0c
2 − m0v

2

2

V
, (11)

Fig. 1. Gravity as the force based on the difference between
the outer energy density of quantum vacuum ρPE and the inner
energy density of quantum vacuum ρqvE

where m0 is the rest mass of the object and

v =

√

c2 − (ρPE − ρqvE)2 V 2

m2c2

is the velocity of the relativistic physical object, which
is linked with the variable quantum vacuum energy
density and, as one can easily check, is in agreement
with the special relativistic prediction that the energy
of a physical object diverges in the limit v → c.

Furthermore, on the basis of the fundamental equa-
tion (9) expressing the origin of mass from oppor-
tune changes of the quantum vacuum energy density,
the well-known Newton gravity formula between two
masses m1 and m2 may be conveniently written as

Fg =
(ρPE − ρqvE1)V1(ρPE − ρqvE2)V2G

r2 c4
. (12)

The gravity force is proportional to the masses and in-
verse proportional to the square of the distance r. The
bigger the distance r, the smaller the difference be-
tween the outer energy density of quantum vacuum
and the inner energy density of quantum vacuum (see
Fig. 1).

The differences between the outer and inner en-
ergy densities of quantum vacuum are infinitesimally
small. A simple calculation shows that, in the ap-
proach based on Eqs. (7)–(10), the gravitational in-
teraction is ruled by infinitesimally small changes of
the quantum vacuum energy density. Let us consider
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the values for the quantum vacuum density, which
is related to the energy density by c2 in the sense
that, when we multiply the density of quantum vac-
uum by c2, we get the energy density of quantum
vacuum. The Planck density ρP of quantum vacuum
in the outer intergalactic space is as follows:

ρP =
mP

l3P
. (13)

Thus,

ρP = 5.15500× 1096 kg/m
3
. (14)

At the center of a black hole with the mass M of the
Sun and a radius r of 3000 m, the density of quantum
vacuum is

ρqv =
mP

l3P
− 3M

4πr3
, (15)

namely,

ρqv = 5.1549999999999999999999999999999×
× 1096 kg/m

3
. (16)

By comparing values (14) and (16), one sees that
these values are almost equal: in the calculation of
quantity (15), one finds that, after 73 times of num-
ber 9, numbers 824 follow. This shows in other words
that infinitesimally small changes of the quantum vac-
uum energy density are governing gravity. The sta-
bility of atoms and subatomic particles requires that
the energy density of quantum vacuum has a certain
value. Inside of the Schwarzschild radius, the energy
density of quantum vacuum goes under that value,
which causes atoms and subatomic particles to be-
come unstable. Matter which is structured by the en-
ergy of quantum vacuum is disintegrating back into
the energy of quantum vacuum.

In Quantum Relativity, light is the vibration of
quantum vacuum. That is why light has the same
speed in all inertial systems, which all move in quan-
tum vacuum. Light obeys Doppler’s effect accord-
ingly to the velocities of the light source and accord-
ingly to the velocities of inertial systems, in which the
Doppler effect is measured.

In Quantum Relativity, the rate of clocks depends
exclusively on the energy density of quantum vacuum
and is valid for all observers. GPS proves that the rate
of clocks is valid for all observers regardless they are

on the satellite stations, at home, in a train, or in an
airplane. Quantum Relativity is abolishing the time
as the fourth physical coordinate of space. Time is
merely a numerical order of material changes in quan-
tum vacuum and has exclusively mathematical exis-
tence. When the numerical order of material changes
is measured from the side of an observer, the dura-
tion is entering the existence. There is no duration
without the measurement.

In this view, no signal can move in the physical
time dimension to the present moment. Every sig-
nal can move only in space, means in quantum vac-
uum. CMBR (cosmic microwave background radia-
tion) cannot come from some remote physical past,
because such a past does not exist. This is in ac-
cord with the vision of Albert Einstein: “Time and
space are modes by which we think and not condi-
tions in which we live. ...there is something essential
about the NOW which is just outside the realm of
science. People like us, who believe in physics, know
that the distinction between the past, present and
future is only a stubbornly persistent illusion. Time
has no independent existence apart from the order
of events by which we measure it”. According to the
Quantum Relativity, CMBR is the characteristic ra-
diation of quantum vacuum, which is the fundamen-
tal energy field of the entire universe. In quantum
vacuum, it is always NOW. The linear time “past-
present-future” has only the psychological existence,
through which an observer is experiencing the run of
physical changes in quantum vacuum [8].

Quantum Relativity is built on the bijective epis-
temology [9], which sees a given physical object in-
separably related to the space (quantum vacuum),
in which the physical object exists. In this view, the
region of quantum vacuum with a diminished en-
ergy density, in which a given physical object ex-
ists, is intrinsically connected with the physical ob-
ject. We cannot approach them separately. The re-
gion of quantum vacuum is moving with the physical
object. If the object is rotating, the region is rotating
as well. In this view, the region of quantum vacuum
around the Earth is moving with the Earth. That is
why the Michelson–Morley experiment gave the neg-
ative result. The Sun also rotates the surrounding
quantum vacuum, giving rise to what we call “drag-
ging effect”. The dragging effect is the physical origin
of the precession of planet. On the basis of Eqs. (7)–
(9), we have developed a mathematical model for the
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precession of planets, which gave exactly the same
result as the calculations by Albert Einstein.

In this paper, our purpose is to put in evidence
in what sense the approach of Quantum Relativity
provides an improvement of general relativity and
quantum theory. In Section 2, we will examine the
main results regarding quantum mechanics, which fol-
low from the RS processes of creation/annihilation of
the 3D quantum vacuum. In Section 3, we will ana-
lyze the main results regarding special relativity and
general relativity. Finally, in Section 4, we will show
how this approach determines the suggestive unify-
ing perspectives of quantum mechanics and general
relativity, as well as of the electroweak regime of the
Standard Model.

2. Quantum Relativity

as an Improvement of Quantum Theory

Quantum physics, in its modern formulation, has
about 90 years. Although it has created many in-
terpretative problems about the description of sub-
atomic processes, its predictions have been confirmed
with a incredibly high precision. As regards the ge-
ometry of the physical world, quantum physics yields
more spread scenarios than those offered by every pre-
vious physical theory, showing in particular that the
subatomic particles are non-locally connected and can
be in entangled states. While in the Copenhagen in-
terpretation owed to Bohr, Heisenberg, and their fol-
lowers, the non-locality is an unexpected host, which
lies behind the purely probabilistic interpretation of
the wave function and the mechanism of “casuality”
associated with it, on the basis of the experimental
results of many authors (such as those by A. Aspect
and A. Zeilinger, just to name a few), one has to
acknowledge that the non-locality is the ultimate vis-
iting card of the geometry of quantum physics and
constitutes an essential property, which is at the ba-
sis of the behavior of subatomic particles and the ge-
ometry of the quantum world [10, 11]. In the light
of the existence of non-local correlations in the sub-
atomic world, the following questions become natu-
ral: what is really a subatomic particle such as an
electron? What does it determine the behavior of a
subatomic particle? What is the real ultimate back-
ground of subatomic processes? Despite the “pacific
coexistence” between relativity and quantum physics
expressed by the fact that the non-local correlations
characterizing the behavior of subatomic particles do

not transport energy, and thus they do not violate
the laws of relativity, there is furthermore the funda-
mental problem of building a dynamic model of the
space-time background, in which the quantum pro-
cesses also find a place, in other words of developing
a quantum geometrodynamics.

The Quantum Relativity faces the question regard-
ing the non-locality as an essential ultimate visiting
card of quantum processes in a direct way by in-
troducing a 3D non-local quantum vacuum as the
fundamental background. Quantum Relativity pro-
vides an improvement and a completion of quan-
tum theory in the sense that the behavior of an
electron can be seen as the effect of the more el-
ementary processes of formation and dissolving of
quanta of the 3D quantum vacuum. Here, the key
point is to introduce Bohm’s quantum potential into
a 3D isotropic quantum vacuum characterized by the
Planckian metric and defined by elementary processes
of creation/annihilation of quanta corresponding to
Chiatti’s and Licata’s transactions.

In a series of recent papers [12, 13], Chiatti and
Licata proposed the idea of that, in the physical uni-
verse, the ontologically primary events are the cre-
ation and annihilation of an elementary quantum, of
an actualized transaction, and they correspond to a
peculiar reduction of the state vector (which is consti-
tuted of interaction vertices, in which real elementary
particles are created or destroyed). In the epistemo-
logical affinity with Chiatti’s and Licata’s transac-
tional approach, the Quantum Relativity model pos-
tulates that the appearance of baryonic matter de-
rives from an opportune excited state of the 3D quan-
tum vacuum defined by opportune changes of the
quantum vacuum energy density and corresponding
to the specific reduction-state (RS) processes of cre-
ation/annihilation of quanta [4]. The excited state of
quantum vacuum corresponding to the appearance of
a material particle of mass m is defined (in the center
of that particle) by the energy density (8) (and thus
by a diminishing with respect to the Planck energy
density characterizing the ground state), and its evo-
lution is determined by opportune RS processes of
creation/annihilation of quanta described by a wave
function

C =
(

Ψ
φ

)

with two components satisfying a time-symmetric
extension of the Klein–Gordon quantum relativistic
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equation
(

H 0

0 −H

)

C = 0, (17)

where H =
(

−~
2∂µ∂µ + V 2

c2 (∆ρqvE)
2
)

and ∆ρqvE =

= (ρPE − ρqvE) is a change of the quantum vacuum
energy density. Equation (17) corresponds to the fol-
lowing two equations:
(

−~
2∂µ∂µ +

V 2

c2
(∆ρqvE)

2

)

ψQ,i (x) = 0 (18)

for creation events and
(

~
2∂µ∂µ − V 2

c2
(∆ρqvE)

2

)

φQ,i (x) = 0 (19)

for destruction events.
The virtual particles-antiparticles corresponding to

the RS processes of creation/annihilation of the 3D
quantum vacuum give rise to a total zero spin, thus
constituting an organized Bose ensemble analogous
to the superfluid helium [14]. As a consequence, in
agreement with a recent model proposed by Sbitnev
in a series of recent papers [15–18], in which the phys-
ical vacuum is seen as a superfluid medium and con-
tains pairs of particles-antiparticles, which make up
a Bose–Einstein condensate, Quantum Relativity im-
plies that, in presence of ordinary baryonic matter,
the 3D quantum vacuum – and thus the fundamental
background, which rules the behavior of subatomic
particles – physically acts as a superfluid medium and
thus can be characterized by the following Einstein
energy-momentum tensor:

Tµν = (ε+ p)uµuν + pηµν, (20)

where ε and p are functions per unit volume ex-
pressed in units of pressure, and the metric tensor
ηµν has the spacelike signature (−,+,+,+). From
the energy-momentum tensor (20), one obtains the
following conservation law:

∂µ (V T
µν/n) = 0, (21)

where n is the number of the RS processes
of virtual subparticles characterizing the vacuum
medium. Hence, by following the philosophy that un-
derlines Sbitnev’s hydrodynamic picture provided in
[18], Eqs. (20)–(21) yield the first Fick’s law in the
relativistic limit in the form

jµ = −D
c2
∂µ (∆ρqvE), (22)

where the diffusion coefficient D – having the dimen-
sion of length2/time – can be seen as a result of
the scattering of the subparticles of the RS processes
characterizing the vacuum in a given volume V and
can be expressed as

D =
~c2n

2∆ρqvEV
. (23)

As a consequence of the motion of virtual particles
corresponding to the elementary fluctuations of the
quantum vacuum energy density, space-time is filled

with virtual radiation with frequency ω = c2

D , namely

ω =
2∆ρqvEV

~n
. (24)

In the light of relations (23)–(24), we can say that
each elementary fluctuation of the quantum vacuum
energy density in a given volume produces an oscil-
lation of the vacuum at a peculiar frequency. This
means that each material object given by mass (9)
corresponds to oscillations of the vacuum given by
relation (24).

The total effect of the motion of virtual particles
produced by the RS processes characterizing a given
region – in correspondence to changes of the quantum
vacuum energy density – is to generate a dragging
pushing effect of the 3D quantum vacuum. In partic-
ular, one may describe the pushing effect of a region
of volume V of the quantum vacuum at a given point
at a distance R from the center of that volume by
defining a velocity of the 3D quantum vacuum on the
basis of the relation

vqv =
2∆ρqvEV

~n
R. (25)

The quantum vacuum velocity (25) is defined with
respect to the special rest frame of the Euclid space
associated with the quantum vacuum energy density
(1). In other words, the rest frame corresponding to
the Planck energy density is a special frame, in which
the quantum vacuum velocity (25) is zero, all ma-
terial objects (and thus all variations of the energy
density of quantum vacuum) correspond to regions
of the quantum vacuum endowed with velocity (25)
with respect to this special frame. We will return to
the important role of the velocity of quantum vacuum
(25) later, in Section 3, in the treatment of relativity.

Let us now see, in mathematical details, in what
sense the non-locality is embedded in Quantum Rel-
ativity as the ultimate visiting card of processes. By
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considering the fundamental equation ruling the RS

processes, namely the Klein–Gordon equation (17),
and decomposing the real and imaginary parts of
this equation after writing the two components of the
wave function in the polar form

ψQ,i = |ψQ,i| exp
(

iSψQ,i
~

)

, (26)

φQ,i = |φQ,i| exp
(

iSφQ,i
~

)

, (27)

one obtains a couple of quantum Hamilton–Jacobi
equations for the real part that, by imposing the re-
quirement that they are Poincarè invariant and have
the correct non-relativistic limit, take the following
form:

∂µ

(

SψQ,i
SφQ,i

)

∂µ

(

SψQ,i
SφQ,i

)

=
V 2

c2
(∆ρqvE)

2
exp

(

QψQ,i
−QφQ,i

)

,

(28)

while the imaginary part gives the continuity equa-
tion

∂µ

(

σ∂µ

(

SψQ,i
SφQ,i

))

= 0, (29)

where σ is the ensemble of particles associated with
the wave function under consideration and

QQ,i =
~
2c2

V 2 (∆ρqvE)
2















(

∇2 − 1
c2

∂2

∂t2

)

|ψQ,i|
|ψQ,i|

−

(

∇2 − 1
c2

∂2

∂t2

)

|φQ,i|
|φQ,i|















(30)

is the quantum potential of the vacuum. The non-
locality characterizing subatomic processes emerges
ultimately from the quantum potential of the vacuum
(30), which represents the fundamental entity, which
guides the occurring of the processes of creation or
annihilation events in space. As a consequence of the
primary physical reality of the processes of creation
and annihilation and of the non-local action of the
quantum potential and in analogy to the epistemol-
ogy of a recent model proposed by Licata and Chiatti,
where the quantum jumps are processes of entry and
exit from the usual temporal domain to a timeless
vacuum [19], the behavior of the matter in the uni-
verse in Quantum Relativity can be seen as an un-
divided network of RS processes that take place in

a 3D timeless quantum vacuum, and time has not a
primary physical reality but exists merely as a math-
ematical parameter measuring the dynamics of the
particle under consideration.

As regards the RS processes of creation, the quan-
tum potential associated with the virtual particles of
the RS processes of the 3D quantum vacuum may be
written as

Q = V
p1 + p2
n

=

= − ~
2c2n2

4∆ρ2qvEV
2

[

∇2∆ρqvE − 1

c2
∂2

∂t2
∆ρqvE

]

+

+
~
2c2n2

8∆ρ3qvEV
2

[

(∇∆ρqvE)
2 − 1

c2

(

∂

∂t
∆ρqvE

)2
]

, (31)

where n is the number of virtual particles-
antiparticles of the RS processes in the volume V
of the 3D quantum vacuum under consideration [20].
Equation (31) shows that the quantum potential of
the vacuum describes the geometry via the pressures
p1 and p2 that arise by the collisions between the
virtual particles-antiparticles populating the vacuum
and corresponding to the RS processes. In this pic-
ture, the quantum potential of the vacuum (31) may
be considered as the real origin of the quantum ef-
fects. This means that, according to the model of the
Quantum Relativity, the quantum potential of ordi-

nary quantum mechanics (that is Q = − ~
2

2m
∇2R
R for

a one-body system in the non-relativistic domain)
can be considered a consequence of the more fun-
damental quantum potential of the quantum vac-
uum (31).

In the Quantum Relativity model presented here,
the evolution of each subatomic particle (such as
an electron in the double-slit interference) emerges
from the opportune elementary RS processes of cre-
ation/annihilation of quanta guided by the quan-
tum potential of the vacuum. The behavior of a sub-
atomic particle, as described by Bohm’s approach
to quantum mechanics, can thus be seen as a result
of the more fundamental evolution of fluctuations of
the quantum vacuum energy density corresponding
to elementary RS processes of creation/annihilation
of quanta. Because of its origin from the elemen-
tary fluctuations of the quantum vacuum energy den-
sity, an electron can be therefore associated with
appropriate waves of the vacuum, which guide it
in the different regions of the 3D quantum vacuum
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through the action of the quantum potential of the
vacuum [21].

In particular, the non-local correlations character-
izing the quantum domain can be seen as effects de-
riving from the general Bell length of the 3D quantum
vacuum

Lquantum =

=
c2~

D

√

√

√

√

√

V

n





− (∇∆ρqvE)
2
+ 1

c2

(

∂
∂t∆ρqvE

)2 −

−∆ρqvE

(

∇2∆ρqvE− 1
c2

∂2

∂t2∆ρqvE

)





, (32)

which measures the degree of non-local correla-
tion characterizing this background. The quantum
length (32) is the ultimate parameter that quanti-
tatively indicates that, at a fundamental level, the
3D quantum vacuum defined by RS processes of
creation/annihilation of virtual particles-antiparticles
corresponding to fluctuations of the quantum vacuum
energy density is a non-local and timeless manifold.

On the basis of some recent research, the Bell
length as the ultimate parameter, which quantifies
the degree of non-local correlations in a quantum sys-
tem, implies that the maximum delocalization of a
quantum system is 1 [22]. As a consequence of this,
one obtains the following simple relation satisfied by
the number of virtual particles-antiparticles of the RS

processes of the 3D quantum vacuum under the con-
dition of maximum entanglement and the maximum
grade of non-locality and delocalization in a quan-
tum system having the mass m =

∆ρqvEV
c2n produced

by the fluctuations of the quantum vacuum energy
density corresponding to the same RS processes:

n1/2=
2∆ρqvEV

1/2

√

√

√

√

√





− (∇∆ρqvE)
2
+ 1

c2

(

∂
∂t∆ρqvE

)2−

−∆ρqvE

(

∇2∆ρqvE − 1
c2

∂2

∂t2∆ρqvE

)





. (33)

In virtue of the fundamental features of the 3D quan-
tum vacuum in Quantum Relativity, one can throw
new light as regards the problem of the existence,
in quantum physics, of different descriptive levels of
physical reality, whether formal analogies exist be-
tween them or there is a deeper meaning. In fact,
by using a Bohmian terminology, the reality con-
stituted by the RS processes and their evolution

through the non-local action of the quantum po-
tential of the vacuum can be defined as the back-
ground, from whose differentiation the foreground
constituted by the events of a given subatomic par-
ticle or system (governed by the well-known laws of
quantum theory) emerges. In this picture, the ordi-
nary spacetime has no physical reality of its own,
but it is, so to speak, materialized by RS pro-
cesses. In an analogous way, the background associ-
ated with the de Broglie–Bohm pilot-wave theory but
also of Bohm’s implicate order and Hiley’s pre-space
seen as manifolds derived from this more fundamen-
tal arena represented by the three-dimensional non-
local timeless quantum vacuum are someway “ma-
terialized” by RS processes. The philosophy of this
model as regards the link between our level of phys-
ical reality (regarding measurement processes), the
implicate order, and the 3D timeless non-local quan-
tum vacuum actually follows someway the program
that Bohm had already sketched out, when he had
studied the relationship between implicate and ex-
plicate orders. At the same time, it allows us to go
beyond it, suggesting a possible deeper origin and
explanation of Bohm’s implicate order. One can say
that, since each subatomic particle (such as an elec-
tron in the famous double-slit interference experi-
ment) is indeed the evolution of RS processes of
creation/annihilation of quanta corresponding to ele-
mentary fluctuations of the quantum vacuum energy
density, there is an equivalence between the 3D time-
less non-local quantum vacuum and the space-time
background of the subatomic particle under consid-
eration (in this sense, there is a formal analogy be-
tween the 3D timeless non-local quantum vacuum and
the usual background of quantum theory). Moreover,
the Quantum Relativity allows us to suggest a deeper
meaning of the relationships between the different de-
scriptive levels of physical reality in the sense that,
with the introduction of a 3D timeless non-local
quantum vacuum defined by RS processes of cre-
ation/annihilation of quanta corresponding to ele-
mentary fluctuations of the quantum vacuum energy
density, the ordinary quantum mechanics emerges di-
rectly from the 3D timeless non-local quantum vac-
uum [21].

Finally, the Bell length of the vacuum introduces
interesting perspectives as regards a new re-reading of
the well-known Bell inequalities investigating the cor-
relations between two particles that share a quantum
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state [23–25]. As regards the quantum dynamics of a
general two-qubit state, with vanishing total angular
momentum projections, given by the equation

|ψ⟩ = cos
ϑ

2
|↑↓⟩+ eiϕ sin

ϑ

2
|↓↑⟩, (34)

where |↑↓⟩ corresponds to the state of the system,
when the first qubit is in the “up” state and the second
qubit is in the “down” state, while |↓↑⟩ corresponds to
the state of the system, when the first qubit is in the
“down” state and the second qubit is in the “up” state,
the quantum potential in the Bohmian framework is

Q =

(

M̂2
1 + M̂2

2 ,
)

R

2IR
. (35)

Here, M1 = iM̂1S and M2 = iM̂2S are the angular
momenta of two qubits 1 and 2, respectively, S be-
ing the phase of the wave function of the system. The
grade of non-locality in this system may be charac-
terized by considering the following Bell length:

Lquantum =
1

√

((M̂2
1+M̂

2
2)R)

R

. (36)

In the approach of Quantum Relativity, since each
quantum system is the evolution of opportune RS

processes of creation/annihilation of quanta corre-
sponding to elementary fluctuations of the 3D quan-
tum vacuum, the Bell length (36) regarding a sys-
tem of two qubits in the entangled state (34) can be
derived from a more fundamental Bell length of the
vacuum (32). More precisely, one can say that the be-
havior of a system of two qubits in the entangled state
(34) described by the quantum laws is ultimately de-
termined by RS processes of creation/annihilation of
quanta corresponding to elementary fluctuations of
the 3D quantum vacuum on the basis of the equation

1
√

((M̂2
1+M̂

2
2)R)

R

=

=
c2~

D

√

√

√

√

√

V

n





− (∇∆ρqvE)
2
+ 1

c2

(

∂
∂t∆ρqvE

)2 −

−∆ρqvE

(

∇2∆ρqvE− 1
c2

∂2

∂t2∆ρqvE

)





. (37)

Now, in the light of these considerations, by following
the philosophy underlying the approach of Hall’s cor-
relation distance developed in [26], we can suggest in

our model of Quantum Relativity that the standard
Bell inequality in the form derived by Clauser, Horne,
Shimony, and Holt (CHSH),

CHSH ≡ ⟨AB⟩+ ⟨AB′⟩+ ⟨A′B⟩ − ⟨A′B′⟩ 6 2, (38)

may be generalized as

⟨AB⟩+⟨AB′⟩+⟨A′B⟩−⟨A′B′⟩ 6 4

2− Lmax
quantum

, (39)

where Lmax
quantum = 1 is the maximum value of the Bell

length of the vacuum that is directly determined by
opportune fluctuations of the quantum vacuum en-
ergy density on the basis of Eq. (32). By substituting
Eq. (32) into Eq. (39), we obtain

⟨AB⟩+ ⟨AB′⟩+ ⟨A′B⟩ − ⟨A′B′⟩ 6

6
4

2− c2~

D

⎯

⎸

⎸

⎸

⎸

⎸

⎸

⎷

V
n

⎡

⎢

⎢

⎣

−
(

∇∆ρmax
qvE

)2
+ 1

c2

(

∂
∂t∆ρ

max
qvE

)2 −

−∆ρqvE

(

∇2∆ρmax
qvE− 1

c2
∂2

∂t2∆ρ
max
qvE

)

⎤

⎥

⎥

⎦

,

(40)

where ∆ρmax
qvE are the opportune quantum vacuum en-

ergy fluctuations determining the maximum degree
of non-local correlations in a quantum system. The-
refore on the basis of the Bell length of the vacuum
(32), a quantum vacuum inequality can be introduced
in the form

CHSHvacuum 6 0, (41)

where

CHSHvacuum = ⟨AB⟩+ ⟨AB′⟩+ ⟨A′B⟩ − ⟨A′B′⟩−

− 4

2− c2~

D

⎯

⎸

⎸

⎸

⎸

⎸

⎸

⎷

V
n

⎡

⎢

⎢

⎣

−
(

∇∆ρmax
qvE

)2
+ 1

c2

(

∂
∂t∆ρ

max
qvE

)2 −

−∆ρqvE

(

∇2∆ρmax
qvE − 1

c2
∂2

∂t2∆ρ
max
qvE

)

⎤

⎥

⎥

⎦

.

(42)

In the Quantum Relativity approach, the violation of
the quantum vacuum inequality (41) essentially co-
incides with the one of the standard CHSH inequal-
ity. However, the measurements that maximize the
violation of CHSH are not the ones, which give the
maximal violation of CHSHvacuum. In general, for the
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standard Bell-CHSH scenario, the violation of the
standard inequality (38) is a necessary but not suffi-
cient condition for the violation of (41). The advan-
tage of the quantum vacuum inequality (41) lies in
the fact that the results depend causally on the Bell
length of the vacuum, which emerges directly as the
ultimate parameter determining, at the fundamental
level of the 3D quantum vacuum defined by RS pro-
cesses of creation/annihilation of quanta correspond-
ing to elementary fluctuations of the quantum vac-
uum energy density, the correlation degree in quan-
tum systems.

3. About the Advances

of Quantum Relativity Regarding Special

Relativity and General Relativity

In Quantum Relativity, time has only a mathematical
meaning, namely, time is a numerical order of changes
running in space. Time is not the 4th dimension of
space. In Quantum Relativity, light has the same ve-
locity in all inertial systems, because the source of
light and all inertial systems, in which the light is ob-
served, are moving in the same space (3D quantum
vacuum); a photon is the wave of space (3D quantum
vacuum), in which the source of light and all inertial
systems move. Light behaves itself accordingly to the
Doppler law. All phenomena of special relativity are
in Quantum Relativity described in a 3D space. There
is no “time dilation” and “length contraction,” which
are only the mathematical tools in the Einstein the-
ory to preserve the light speed constancy.

In Quantum Relativity, the rate of clocks is valid
for all observers. Quantum Relativity abolishes “in-
ternal observer”, “external observer,” and “coordinate
time” of special relativity. In Quantum Relativity, the
rate of clocks in all inertial systems is valid for all ob-
servers. GPS proves that. The Special Relativity ef-
fect of a slower rate of clocks on the satellites and the
General Relativity effect of a faster rate of clocks on
the satellites have, in Quantum Relativity, the ori-
gin in the variable energy density of quantum vac-
uum. Satellites are moving with higher velocity than
the Earth surface. Because of this, they additionally
absorb the energy of quantum vacuum, which actu-
ally is the kinetic energy of satellites. The additional
absorption of the quantum vacuum energy in the form
of a kinetic energy causes the additional diminish-
ing of the energy density of quantum vacuum inside

of a satellite, which causes that the rate of clocks is
slower. As for the General Relativity effect related to
the motion in the direction away from the Earth in
the space, the energy density of quantum vacuum is
increasing, and the rate of clocks is faster. The vari-
able rate of clocks in all inertial systems is valid for
all observers.

In Quantum Relativity, the light speed is con-
stant in the regions of the universal space with un-
changed energy density of quantum vacuum. Min-
imal changes of the quantum vacuum energy den-
sity cause minimal changes of the light speed in ac-
cord with classical physics’ discovery, namely, the
motion speed of a signal is increasing with the den-
sity of the medium, in which signal is moving. The
Shapiro experiment proves that light diminishes min-
imally the speed in stronger gravity, where the energy
density of quantum vacuum is lower. General Rela-
tivity describes the Shapiro experiment as “gravita-
tional time dilation”, which means that, in a stronger
gravity field, the 4th time coordinate is dilating, get-
ting longer. Respectively, the time of the light motion
from point A to point B increases. This interpreta-
tion is not realistic. Quantum Relativity is abolish-
ing the gravitational time dilation, which is purely
a mathematical model and has no correspondence in
the physical world.

In Quantum Relativity, the relativistic decay of
muons [27] has origin in the diminished energy den-
sity of quantum vacuum. Muons are moving toward
the Earth with high speed, which increases their ki-
netic energy and additionally diminishes the energy
density of quantum vacuum. The diminished energy
density of quantum vacuum causes that all physi-
cal changes, including muons’ decay, are slower. In
Quantum Relativity, there is no “time dilation,” as
it is in Special Relativity, in the sense that time di-
lates as the physical reality, in which material changes
run. In Quantum Relativity time is merely numerical
order of the material changes. When we measure this
numerical order of material changes with the clocks,
we get the duration. Muons move in quantum vac-
uum, where it is always NOW. Their high velocity
additionally diminishes the energy density of quan-
tum vacuum, which causes that the decay of muons is
getting slower and is valid for all observers. The rate
of clocks in Quantum Relativity does not depend on
the observer position; it depends only on the energy
density of quantum vacuum.
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Quantum Relativity fully explains the Sagnac ef-
fect, by which a light signal needs more time, when
travelling from point A to point B in the opposite di-
rection of Earth’s rotation. With the rotating Earth,
the quantum vacuum area around the Earth is also ro-
tating. As a photon is the wave of quantum vacuum,
it needs more time, when moving in the opposite di-
rection of the movement of quantum vacuum.

A detailed analysis of the Sagnac effect, which re-
gards the different velocities of different light signals
relative to an interferometer, can be found, for ex-
ample, in Post’s classical paper [28]. The original ap-
paratus utilized by Sagnac in his famous experiment
is depicted in Fig. 2: a light source S generates light
signals, which are divided by the half-silvered-mirror
HSM into two beams, which follow a clockwise or
counter-clockwise path of the same length back to
HSM, where they are recombined and detected at a
final mirror D. Sagnac’s experiment shows that when
this interferometer is rotated with angular rate Ω

rad/sec, a fringe shift ∆Z given by the relation

∆Z = 4Ω ·A/ (λ0c) (43)

is observed. It corresponds, at the lowest order in
the vector Ω providing the direction and the rate of
rotation, to a phase difference between the counter-
rotating beams of

∆ϕ = 2π∆Z = 8πΩ ·A/ (λ0c). (44)

In Eqs. (43)–(44), λ0 is the vacuum wavelength of
light,

∣

∣Ā
∣

∣ is the area enclosed by the circulating
light beams, and A is perpendicular to the plane
of an interferometer. The scalar product Ω · A indi-
cates that the phase difference between the counter-
rotating beams is proportional to the cosine of the
angle between the axis of rotation and the normal
to the optical circuit. Equations (43)–(44) physically
mean that when an interferometer is rotated, there
are different transit times from a beam-splitter to
a beam-splitter for clockwise- and counter-clockwise-
rotating beams. Moreover, it is of interest to remark
that, by making an electromagnetic discussion of the
Sagnac effect in the context of a geometric optical the-
ory, Post obtained in [28] that the actually observed
fringe shift produced by the clockwise and counter-
clockwise beams in a moving interferometer with co-
moving medium, when compared with the stationary

Fig. 2. A Sagnac interferometer

case, can be expressed as

∆Z =
2c

λ0

∮

n2 (1− α)v · dr, (45)

where n is the index of refraction in the stationary
medium, v is the velocity field, dr is the vector line
element, and the equivalence between (45) and (43)
may be reproduced, if one sets α = 1− n−2 and uses
the following relation based on the Stokes theorem:

∮

v · dr =

∮

curlv · dA = 2Ω ·A. (46)

Now, in our approach, the vector Ω, which provides
the direction and the rate of rotation of a Sagnac in-
terferometer, derives from the motion of the virtual
particles of the RS processes corresponding to ele-
mentary fluctuations of the quantum vacuum energy
density, namely, it can be associated with the frequen-
cies given by Eq. (24). In other words, the vector Ω

may be expressed as

Ω =
2∆ρqvEV

~n
N̂, (47)

where N̂ is the unit vector identifying the direction
of the vector Ω. It is vector (47) associated with
the frequencies of the motion of virtual particles of
the RS processes of the quantum vacuum that de-
termines the phase difference between the counter-
rotating beams in the Sagnac experiment. In other
words, one can say that, as a consequence of these el-
ementary fluctuations of the quantum vacuum energy
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Fig. 3. A circular Sagnac interferometer of radius R rotating
with uniform angular velocity Ω in the clockwise direction [30]

density, when the whole Sagnac apparatus, includ-
ing the light source and the detector, is rotated, the
fringe shift between clockwise- and counter-clockwise-
rotating beams corresponds, at the lowest order in
the angular velocity, to a phase difference between
the counter-rotating beams of the form

∆ϕ = 16π
∆ρqvEV

~n
N̂ ·A/ (λ0c). (48)

On the basis of Eq. (48), we can say that the real ori-
gin, the real ultimate visiting card of the phase shift
of a Sagnac interferometer, is represented by motion
of the virtual particles of the RS processes of the 3D
quantum vacuum. Moreover, taking Eq. (25) into ac-
count and by introducing the length L of the fiber
optic path, Eq. (44) may also be formulated as

∆ϕ = 8π
vqv
L
N̂ ·A/ (λ0c), (49)

where A = 4L2 is the area enclosed by the moving
light beams. Equation (49) shows that the phase dif-
ference between the counter-rotating beams is pro-
portional to the velocity of the quantum vacuum de-
termined by the motion of virtual particles produced
in the RS processes of the region under considera-
tion [29]. Moreover, in a special relativistic picture,
the phase difference (49) may be expressed as

∆ϕ = 8π
vqv
L
N̂A/ (λ0c)

[

1− 13

24

(

2∆ρqvEV L

~nc

)2
]

+

+O

(

(

2∆ρqvEV L

~nc

)5
)

. (50)

In view of a comparison with Post’s treatment, it is
of interest to consider a Sagnac circular interferom-
eter of radius R rotating with uniform angular ve-
locity in the clockwise direction. Here, by following
to Field [30], we consider LS+ and LS− co-rotating
and counter-rotating light signals, which depart si-
multaneously from a beam splitter (BS), when it
is positioned at BS0 (see Fig. 3). The signals LS−

(LS+) arrive back at BS, when it is in the labora-
tory frame positions BS− (BS+). In the laboratory
frame, both light signals move with speed c. The dif-
ferent arrival times result from different laboratory
frame path lengths followed by the signals.

In this case, taking Field’s results into account, the
relative velocities of the light signals and an inter-
ferometer determined by the dragging effect of the
quantum vacuum are given by

c±r = c∓
(

2∆ρqvEV R

~n

)

, (51)

namely

c±r = c∓ vqv, (52)

where c+r (c−r ) are the velocities of clockwise (counter-
clockwise) rotating light signals, relative to an adja-
cent point on the interferometer, in the laboratory
system. The times-of-passage of the light signals from
a beam-splitter to a beam-splitter in the laboratory
system for the counter-rotating signals are

T± =
2πR

c∓
(

2∆ρqvEV R
~n

) , (53)

namely

T± =
2πR

c∓ vqv
. (54)

In a special relativistic picture, by using the differen-
tial Lorentz transformations from the laboratory sys-
tem into the instantaneous co-moving frame of the
beam splitter BS, the phase shift can be expressed as

∆φSR =
16π∆ρqvEV A

λ0~nc

[

1 +
1

2

(

2∆ρqvEV R

~nc

)2
]

+

+O

(

(

2∆ρqvEV R

~nc

)5
)

, (55)
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namely

∆φSR =
8πvqvA

λ0Rc

[

1 +
1

2

(vqv
c

)2
]

+O

(

(vqv
c

)5
)

, (56)

where A = πR2.
Equations (55) and (56) may be considered as the

counterparts of Eq. (50) as regards the Sagnac circu-
lar interferometer. In other words, the physical sig-
nificance of Eqs. (55)–(56), on the one hand, and of
Eq. (50), on the other hand, is the same. Both for
a linear interferometer and for a circular interferome-
ter, the phase difference between the counter-rotating
beams (with respect to the stationary state) is deter-
mined by the elementary fluctuations of the quantum
vacuum energy density, and thus by the velocity of
the quantum vacuum, in the area A enclosed by the
moving light beams. The only difference between the
two cases is as follows: while the area in the linear
interferometer depends of the length L of the fiber
optic path, it is linked in the circular interferometer
with its radius R.

As a consequence of the phase difference expressed
by Eqs. (55)–(56), in the circular interferometer, the
relative velocities of the light signals and the interfer-
ometer in the co-rotating systems are:

T ′
± =

2πR

γc±r
, (57)

where

γ =
1

√

1−
(

2∆ρqvEV R
~nc

)2
=

1
√

1−
(vqv
c

)2
. (58)

Relations (57) indicate that the signal flight times
in the co-rotating frame are determined by the mo-
tion of virtual particles of the RS processes of the
3D quantum vacuum and turn out to be in agree-
ment with the calculations previously performed by
Tartaglia [31]. Moreover, Eqs. (57) show that the rel-
ative velocities of the light signals and the circular
interferometer transform between the laboratory and
co-rotating frames according to the relation

(

c±r
)′

= γ

[

c∓
(

2∆ρqvEV R

~n

)]

, (59)

namely

(

c±r
)′

= γ [c∓ (vqv)], (60)

which allow us to provide a new key of reading the
previous results by Klauber [32]. From Eq. (60), it
follows also that

(c+r )
′

(

c−r
)′ =

c−
(

2∆ρqvEV R
~n

)

c+
(

2∆ρqvEV R
~n ,

) (61)

namely

(c+r )
′

(

c−r
)′ =

c− vqv
c+ vqv

, (62)

which is in agreement with Selleri’s inertial transfor-
mations


























x′ =
x0 − vt0
√

1− β2
,

y′ = y0,

z′ = z0,

t′ =
√

1− β2t0,

(63)

which determine an arena of special relativity, in
which the temporal coordinate must be clearly con-
sidered as a different entity with respect to the spa-
tial coordinates, just because the transformation of
clocks’ run between the two inertial systems does not
depend on the spatial coordinates.

On the light of the treatment of the Sagnac effect
based on Eqs. (47)–(62), one can say that the dif-
ferent velocities of clockwise- and counter-clockwise-
rotating light beams relative to the Sagnac interfer-
ometer (both in the cases of the linear and circular
interferometers) is really due to the motion of vir-
tual particles of the RS processes of the 3D quantum
vacuum and, therefore, to the velocity of the quan-
tum vacuum. The motion of virtual particles, which
arise in the RS processes of the 3D quantum vac-
uum can be considered as the ultimate visiting card,
which determines the different velocities of clockwise-
and counter-clockwise-rotating light beams relative to
the Sagnac interferometer. In virtue of the motion of
virtual particles of the RS processes, the quantum
vacuum around the Earth is turning with it, and –
as Eqs. (47)–(62) explicitly demonstrate – this causes
that the light signal between two clocks moves with
higher velocity in the direction of Earth’s rotation
and with lower velocity in the opposite direction. A
turning quantum vacuum, in which a photon moves,
influences its velocity (see Fig. 4).
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Fig. 4. Sagnac effect by measuring the light signal velocity

It must be emphasized that the above interpre-
tation of the Sagnac effect in terms of fundamental
fluctuations of the quantum vacuum energy density
turns out to be compatible with the consideration
of the Doppler effect between different light signals
moving in the different arms of the interferometer. In
fact, if ω0 is the light frequency in free space, it
gets, as a consequence of the Doppler effect, an in-
crement ±∆ω depending on along which arm of the
interferometer the light spreads, and it is this incre-
ment which can be associated with the different veloc-
ities of the clockwise and counter-clockwise rotating
light signals (52) and, consequently, of their respec-
tive times-of-passage from a beam-splitter to a beam-
splitter (54). In particular, in the case of the circular
interferometer, on the basis of Eqs. (52), the incre-
ment ∆ω of the frequency depending on along which
arm of the interferometer the light spreads is

∆ω± = ∓vqv
λ0

, (64)

λ0 being the usual wavelength of light in vacuum. Ac-
cording to Eq. (64), the frequency difference between
clockwise and counter-clockwise rotating light signals
is determined just by the velocity of the quantum vac-
uum, and thus by fluctuations of the quantum vac-
uum energy density. The treatment of the Sagnac ef-
fect in terms of the Doppler effect determined by a ve-
locity of the quantum vacuum, described by Eq. (64),
may be compared to the one of the transmission of
signals from rate-adjusted transmitters orbiting on

Global Positioning System (GPS) satellites. On the
basis of Ashby’s results [33], the frequency jumps aris-
ing from satellite orbit adjustments – used by GPS in
order to provide the world-wide position and the time
determination – allow several relativistic effects, such
as just the Sagnac effect, to be explained. In particu-
lar, according to Ashby’s results, if f0 = 1023 MHz is
the frequency of the satellite transmission, before the
rate adjustment is done, after considering the rate ad-
justment, the received frequency for a receiver fixed
on Earth’s rotating geoid is

fR = f0

[

1 +
2GME

c2

(

1

α
− 1

r

)]

(1−N · vR/c)
(1−N · vj/c)

, (65)

where α is the semimajor axis of the orbit of a satel-
lite, ME is Earth’s mass, N is a unit vector in the
propagation direction in the local inertial frame, vR
is the velocity of a receiver, vj is the velocity of the
satellite. In our opinion, Ashby’s formalism (65) re-
garding the Doppler effect of signals coming from
GPS satellites is compatible with our treatment of
the Sagnac effect in the context of the Quantum Rela-
tivity approach. What we do here more than Ashby’s
formalism, in our interpretation of the Sagnac effect,
is to suggest that the variation of the frequency of
the light depending on along which arm of the in-
terferometer the light spreads, is owed to the motion
of virtual particles of the RS processes of the quan-
tum vacuum, associated with the fluctuations of the
quantum vacuum energy density, namely by the dif-
ferent values of the velocity of the quantum vacuum
depending on along which arm of the interferometer
the light spreads, as established by Eq. (64).

Let us examine now the main results regarding the
treatment of the gravitational interaction. In this re-
gard, in Quantum Relativity, the curvature of space-
time in General Relativity is only the mathematical
description of the energy density of quantum vac-
uum in a given region of space. This is valid from
the micro- to macroscale. The changes and fluctua-
tions of the quantum vacuum energy density gener-
ate a curvature of space-time similar to the curvature
produced by a “dark energy” density [5, 20], through
a quantized metric, characterizing the underlying mi-
croscopic geometry of the 3D quantum vacuum, ex-
pressed by the relation

dŝ2 = ĝµνdx
µdxν , (66)
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where the (quantum operators) coefficients of the
metric are defined (in polar coordinates) as

ĝ00 = −1 + ĥ00, ĝ11 = 1 + ĥ11, ĝ11 = 1 + ĥ11,

ĝ33 = r2 sin2 ϑ(1 + ĥ33), ĝµν = ĥµν for µ ̸= ν
(67)

and
〈

ĥµν

〉

= 0

except
〈

ĥ00

〉

=
8πG

3

(

∆ρqvE
c2

+
35Gc2

2π~4V

(

V

c2
∆ρDEqvE

)6
)

r2,

and
〈

ĥ11

〉

=
8πG

3

(

−∆ρqvE
2c2

+
35Gc2

2π~4V

(

V

c2
∆ρDEqvE

)6
)

r2.

(68)

In this picture, the dark energy represents itself the
structured energy of space on the basis of the equation

ρDE ∼= 35Gc2

2π~4V

(

V

c2
∆ρDEqvE

)6

, (69)

and the variable energy density of space (producing
the dark energy) acts as a two-point correlation func-
tion according to the relation

c4

4π~4

(

V

c2
∆ρDEqvE

)6

∼=
∞
∫

0

C (s) sds, (70)

where C(s) is the two-point correlation function of the
quantum vacuum fluctuations, which depends only
on the distance between the two points. In Quan-
tum Relativity on the basis of Eqs. (66)–(70), the
3D quantum vacuum defined by the quantized metric
(66) determined by the changes and fluctuations of
the energy density of space can be considered as the
ultimate visiting card of general relativity, namely as
the fundamental origin of the curvature of space-time
characteristic of general relativity.

Finally, the equivalence principle does not need
here to be independently postulated but can be seen
as a consequence of the RS processes and, thus, the
elementary fluctuations of the energy density of the
3D quantum vacuum. The inertial mass of an object
emerges from the interacting fraction of an energy

density characterizing the electromagnetic properties
of the 3D quantum vacuum defined by the spectral
energy density for the zero-point fluctuations

ρ (∆ρqvE) =
4 (∆ρqvE)

3
V 3

~2π2n3c3
. (71)

They are determined by the frequencies associated to
opportune RS processes of creation/annihilation cor-
responding to elementary fluctuations of the energy
density of space, according to the equation

mi =

[

4
V 4

~2π2n3c5

∫

η (ρ) (ρpE − ρ)
3
dρ

]

, (72)

where c is the speed of light, η (ω) is the spectral
factor, interacting with the body, which physically
measures the relative strength of the interaction be-
tween the oscillations produced by the motions of vir-
tual particles of the RS processes and the massive
object, whose interaction acts to oppose the accel-
eration [2]. Therefore, the quantum vacuum inertia
hypothesis suggested by Rueda and Haisch in [7, 34–
36] gets here a new significance: the drag force, which
acts as the inertia reaction force of an object that is
being forced to accelerate, can be derived from the
oscillations associated with the radiation produced
by the motions of virtual particles of the RS pro-
cesses. Namely, it is related to elementary fluctua-
tions of the energy density of the same 3D quantum
vacuum. These fundamental quantum vacuum energy
density fluctuations lead to the following associated
non-relativistic form of the inertia reaction force:

fzp* = −mi gω, (73)

where gω is the acceleration, with which the fre-
quency ω appears in a local inertial frame I*, and
the coefficient mi is given by (72). Here, it should be
emphasized that the coupling function η(ω) of the in-
ertial mass (72) has different shapes for an electron,
a given quark, a composite particle like a proton,
a molecule, a homogeneous dust grain, or a homo-
geneous macroscopic body. However, what appears
as the inertial mass, mi, to the observer in a local
Lorentz frame I*,L corresponds to the passive gravi-
tational mass, mg. Thus, we have

mg =

[

4
V 4

~2π2n3c5

∫

η (ω) (ρpE − ρ)
3
dω

]

(74)

[20].
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4. Unifying Perspectives of Quantum

Relativity: From Gravity and the Quantum

as Different Aspects of the Same Coin... to

the Electroweak Scale and the Interpretation

of a Higgs Boson

In addition to the possibility to explain and justify the
quantum behavior of subatomic particles at a more
fundamental level and to provide a completion and
improvement of special relativity and general relativ-
ity regarding various aspects (such as the explanation
of the Sagnac effect, curvature of space, and dark en-
ergy), Quantum Relativity introduces other interest-
ing and relevant unifying perspectives.

Before all, it suggests us to interpret gravity and
quantum behavior as two different aspects of a same
source, of a same coin. In the spirit of the philoso-
phy that is at the basis of F. Shojai’s and A. Shojai’s
model developed in [37, 38], the quantum behaviors
of matter and gravity in Quantum Relativity consti-
tute two different aspects following from the same
3D timeless non-local quantum vacuum characterized
by RS processes of creation/annihilation correspond-
ing to elementary fluctuations of the quantum vac-
uum energy density. In this regard, by starting from
the Hamilton–Jacobi equation (28) regarding Bohm’s
version of the Klein–Gordon equation of the generic
component of the probability amplitude of the occur-
rence of a creation event for a quantum particle, one
can show that the generic component of the spinor
associated with the quantum particle under consid-
eration (and thus the quantum potential associated
with it) has an important link with the curvature of
the ordinary space-time we perceive. This means that
the effects of gravity on the geometry and the quan-
tum effects on the geometry of space-time are highly
coupled and that both of them can be derived from
the RS processes of the 3D timeless non-local quan-
tum vacuum.

From Eq. (28), by changing the ordinary differen-
tiating ∂µ with the covariant derivative ∇µ and by
changing the Lorentz metric with the curved met-
ric gµν , one obtains the equations of motion for a
change of the quantum vacuum energy density [which
determines the occurrence of a creation event for a
quantum particle Q of mass (9)] in a curved back-
ground:

g̃µν∇̃µSQ,i∇̃νSQ,i =
V 2 (∆ρqvE)

2

c2~2
, (75)

where ∇̃µ represents the covariant differentiation
with respect to the metric

g̃µν = gµν/ expQ, (76)

which is a conformal metric, where

QQ,i =
~
2c2

V 2 (∆ρqvE)
2

(

∇2 − 1
c2

∂2

∂t2

)

g
|ψQ,i|

|ψQ,i|
(77)

is the quantum potential of the vacuum.

On the basis of Eqs. (75)–(77), one can say that the
quantum potential of the vacuum determined by the
RS processes associated with creation events of quan-
tum particles from the 3D quantum vacuum is equiv-
alent to a curved space-time with its metric given
by (76). The quantum potential of the vacuum cor-
responding to the generic component of the spinor of
a quantum particle is tightly linked with the curva-
ture of the space-time we perceive. In other words,
we can say that the RS processes, through the man-
ifestation of the quantum potential of the vacuum
(77), lead to the generation, at our macroscopic level
of reality, of a curvature of space-time. At the same
time, the space-time metric is linked with the quan-
tum potential of the vacuum, which influences and
determines the behavior of the particles (correspond-
ing to the creation events in the 3D timeless non-
local quantum vacuum). In this way, a fundamental
geometrization of the quantum aspects of matter is
obtained in a picture, where the variable energy den-
sity corresponding to the elementary RS processes
of the 3D timeless non-local quantum vacuum act-
ing as a superfluid medium is the ultimate entity. In
this approach, one can say that the space-time ge-
ometry sometimes looks like what we call gravity and
sometimes looks like what we understand as quantum
behaviors. Both these features of physical geometry
emerge from the RS processes of the 3D timeless non-
local quantum vacuum corresponding to the variable
energy density [21].

It is also of interest to observe that the quantum
potential of the vacuum (77) equipped with the con-
formal metric (76) allows us to throw a new light
onto the interpretation of the cosmological constant,
by taking account for the fruitful considerations made
by Ali and Das in [39]. By assuming that the universe
is filled by a condensate described by a wave function
Ψ = ReiS/~ in the context of the Raychaudhuri equa-
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tion, they found a quantum potential of the form

Q =
~
2

3m2
qab

(

∇2 − 1
c2

∂2

∂t2

)

R

R
, (78)

where qab = gab − uaub, ua = ~

m∂aS. Ali’s and Das’
quantum potential (78) allows one to obtain directly
a cosmological constant that, by assuming a Gaussian
form of the wave function or a scalar field theory, is
expressed by the relation

ΛQ =
1

L2
0

= (mc/~)
2
, (79)

where L0 = ~/mc may be identified with the current
linear dimension of our observable universe, m can be
interpreted as the small mass of gravitons (or axions),
with gravity (or Coulomb field) ruled by a force law
of the Yukawa type

F = −Gm1m2

r2
exp (−r/L0). (80)

In fact, by considering the value L0 = 1.4 × 1026 m
and, thus, m ≈ 10−68 Kg, one obtains the cosmolog-
ical constant in good agreement with observations:

ΛQ = 10−52 m−2. (81)

By making a parallelism with Ali’s and Das’ ap-
proach in our approach of Quantum Relativity, the
information associated with the quantum potential
(77), being linked with the curvature of space-time in
virtue of the conformal metric (76), may be assimi-
lated with the quantum potential (78). Therefore, in
analogy to Ali’s and Das’ approach, by assuming a
Gaussian form of the wave function of creation events
Ψ ≈ exp

(

−r2/L2
0

)

, where L0 = ~c
∆ρqvEV

, we obtain

~
2c2

V 2(∆ρqvE)2

(

∇2 − 1
c2

∂2

∂t2

)

g
|ψQ,i|

|ψQ,i|
=

=
1

L2
0

=

(

∆ρqvEV

~c

)2

. (82)

Therefore, taking L0 = 1.4× 1026 m, the correspond-
ing value of the quantum vacuum energy density fluc-
tuations in the minimum quantized space given by the
Planck volume is

∆ρqvE =
1.4× 1026~c

l3p
= 1.048327×10105 J/m

3
. (83)

This value is the change of the quantum vacuum en-
ergy density, which corresponds to the cosmological
constant in good agreement with observations [com-
patibly with (81)]. The difference of the approach of
Quantum Relativity lies in the fact that, here, gravi-
tons (or axions) do not exist as a primary physical
reality, but may be seen as a result of the interplay
of opportune quantum vacuum energy density fluc-
tuations of the more fundamental variable quantum
vacuum energy density.

Furthermore, Quantum Relativity yields the inter-
esting perspective to face the problems of the current
Standard Model, by suggesting to consider a general
scalar potential in the picture of a 3D timeless quan-
tum vacuum characterized by the elementary pro-
cesses of creation/annihilation of quanta [40]. In this
approach, the most general scalar potential invariant
under the Standard Model gauge group has the form

V = λCC
4 + λIs

4
I + λRIs

2
Is

2
R + λRs

4
R+

+λICC
2s2I + λRCC

2s2R, (84)

where

C =
(

ψQ,i
φQ,i

)

is the wave function with two components describ-
ing the probability of the occurrence of a cre-
ation/destruction event for a quantum particle Q of a
given mass (9) (determined by an opportune change
∆ρqvE of the quantum vacuum energy density) in a
point event x, sR and sI are the real and imaginary
parts of a singlet field S, which is a function of the
changes and fluctuations of the quantum vacuum en-
ergy density, λC is the coupling associated with the
wave function C, λR is the coupling associated with
the real part sR of the singlet field S, and λI is the
coupling associated with the imaginary part sI of the
singlet field S. We have

λR = λS + λ′S + λ′′S , (85)

λI = λS + λ′S − λ′′S , (86)

λRI = 2 (λS − 3λ′S), (87)

λRC = λSC + λ′SC , (88)

λIC = λSC − λ′SC . (89)

The one-loop renormalization group equations of the
scalar couplings in terms of the top Yukawa coupling
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yt and the Standard Model gauge couplings g and g′

are

16π2βλC
=

3

8

(

3g4 + 2g2g′2 + g′4
)

+
1

2

(

λ2RC + λ2IC
)

+

+24λ2C − 3λC
(

3g2 + g′2 − 4y2t
)

− 6y4t , (90)

16π2βλR
= 18λ2R + 2λ2RC +

1

2
λ2RI , (91)

16π2βλI
= 18λ2I + 2λ2IC +

1

2
λ2RI , (92)

16π2βλRI
= 4λICλRC + 6λRI (λI + λR) + 4λ2RI , (93)

16π2βλRC
= −3

2
λRC

(

g′2 + 3g2 − 4y2t
)

+ λICλRI +

+6λRC (2λC + λR) + 4λ2RC , (94)

16π2βλIC
= −3

2
λIC

(

g′2 + 3g2 − 4y2t
)

+ λRCλRI +

+6λIC (2λC + λI) + 4λ2IC . (95)

By approximating λR as

λR = βλR
ln

|sR|
s0

, (96)

where βλR
is the always positive beta function of λR,

and s0 is the scale, on which λR becomes negative,
the square quantum vacuum energy density matrix
for CP-even fields in the basis (C, sR) is given by





2v2λC −
√
2v2
√

λC |λRC |

−
√
2v2
√

λC |λRC | |λRC | v2 + 2βλR
λCv

2

|λRC|



, (97)

where

v =
s0
e1/4

√

|λRC |
2λC

. (98)

In the case of small λRC , the square matrix (97) leads
to the following eigenvalues for the energy density of
the quantum vacuum:

ρ2h
∼= v2

(

2λC − λ2RC
βλR

)

, (99)

ρ2s
∼= v2

(

2
βλR

λC
|λRC |

+
λ2C
βλR

+ |λRC |
)

(100)

while the CP-odd quantum vacuum energy density is

ρ2s
∼= v2

(

2
λCλRI
|λRC |

+
λIC
2

)

. (101)

Equations (99)–(100) are valid only if
λ2
RC

βλR

≪ 1. If

this is not true, the eingenvalues of the density matrix
(97) for the energy density of the quantum vacuum
are:

ρ2h
∼= v2 (2λC + |λRC |+ βλR

), (102)

ρ2s
∼= v2

(

2
βλR

λC
|λRC |

+ βλR

)

, (103)

which imply that the real singlet sR can be derived
from a quantum vacuum energy density, which is as-
sociated to a mass lighter than the Higgs boson. On
the basis of Eqs. (99)–(103), the singlet sR decays to
Standard Model particles via more fundamental val-
ues of the quantum vacuum energy density. The pro-
posed approach based on Eqs. (99)–(103) implies in
this way that the mixing action of the Higgs boson in
the production of the mass of Standard Model parti-
cles cannot be considered as a fundamental physical
reality, but follows from more fundamental entities
represented by opportune physical values of the quan-
tum vacuum energy density, given just by Eqs. (99)–
(103). One can say that, in this picture, at a fun-
damental level, the Higgs boson does not exist as
a physical reality: the action of the Higgs boson is
only an emerging reality, it is the interplay of op-
portune fluctuations of the quantum vacuum energy
density, which determines, indeed, the action of the
Higgs boson.

Another relevant perspective of this approach lies
in the possibility to remove the global minimum of
the Standard Model Higgs potential

V (h) = −µ2h2 + λH (h)h4 (104)

(−µ2 being the Higgs mass parameter, h the Higgs
field strength, λH the Higgs quartic coupling) in the
vicinity of the scale ≈1026 GeV (where λH runs neg-
ative values). In this regard, in analogy to the ap-
proach developed by Gabrielli et al. in [41], one can
show that the various couplings of the scalar sector
have a crucial role in removing the global minimum of
the Standard Model Higgs potential (104) and gener-
ating the electroweak symmetry breaking minimum.

By following the philosophy that is at the basis of
Gabrielli’s program, let us start in Quantum Relativ-
ity based on the 3D timeless quantum vacuum, by
looking at the running of λR. We set λR to a small
negative value on the electroweak scale. Since the

640 ISSN 2071-0194. Ukr. J. Phys. 2018. Vol. 63, No. 7



Quantum Relativity: Variable Energy Density of Quantum Vacuum

beta-function (91) is always positive, λR will grow,
when running toward higher energies and will cross
zero on some scale s0 above the electroweak scale.
This scale is provided by the initial value of λR on
the electroweak scale and by the slope of the run-
ning set by the beta-function. Since λR itself has to
be small near the scale s0, and since λRC is required
to be small in order to keep the mixing between sR
and the regime of small wave function C, the beta-
function (91) is dominated by λRI on low scales. In
order to avoid a huge hierarchy between s0 and the
electroweak scale, the running of λR has to be suf-
ficiently rapid, implying that λRI cannot be very
small.

To remove the global minimum characterizing the
Standard Model Higgs potential a positive term has
to be added to the beta-function of λC . On the basis
of Eq. (90), this can be achieved by the termλ2RC +
+λ2IC . Since λRC is small to avoid a large mixing,
namely this term is dominated by λIC , and the global
minimum must be removed by setting a sizable initial
value for λIC on the electroweak scale.

We want to avoid generating a vacuum expectation
value for the imaginary part sI , which means that
λI must be positive. Hence, we set a small positive
initial value for λI on the electroweak scale. Beta-
function (92) of λI contains a positive contribution
from both λIC and λRI , which we know from above
to have sizable values. Therefore, the running of λI
will be quite rapid, and it will eventually run into
a Landau pole. Let us choose the initial values for
the parameters on the top mass scale as λRI = 0.3,
λR = −1.2 × 10−3, λIC = 0.35, λI = 0.01, λRC =
= −10−4, λC = 0.12879, and mt = 173.1 GeV and
let us take the beta functions of the first order in the
scalar couplings and the second order in gauge cou-
plings. In this picture, the couplings of this approach
yield a Higgs self-coupling λH, which remains posi-
tive. Therefore, the Standard Model global minimum
at 1026 GeV is removed, while λR becomes negative
around s0 ≈ 104 GeV.

On the basis of Eqs. (99)–(103), the electroweak
symmetry breaking is indeed determined by the real
component of the singlet field S (while the imagi-
nary component remains stable because of the CP-
invariance of the general scalar potential (84)). The
wave function of the quantum vacuum associated to
the occurrence of creation/destruction events, which
trigger the electroweak symmetry breaking, can be

expressed in the following form:

C = exp
{

i
σi
2
θi (x)

} 1√
2

(

0
λR + sR (x)

)

. (105)

Now, in analogy to the Standard Model, by defining
the covariant derivative as

DµC =
[

∂µ + igW̃µ + ig′yφB
µ
]

C, (106)

where

W̃µν=
σi
2
W i
µν , W

i
µν=∂µW

i
ν − ∂νW

i
µ − gεijkW i

µW
k
ν ,

(107)

Wµ being the massless isovector triplet (for SU(2)L),
g being the coupling of the isospin current Jµ of
the fermions to Wµ, Bµ being the mass isosinglet
(for U(1)Y ), g

′ being the coupling of the hypercharge
current of the same fermions to Bµ, as in the orig-
inal Weinberg–Glashow–Salam model [42–44]. If one
takes the physical unitary gauge θi (x) = 0 with re-
gards for the electroweak symmetry breaking, one ob-
tains

(DµC)
+
DµC

θi→0−−−→ 1

2
∂µsR∂

µsR+

+(λR + sR)
2

{

g2

4
W+
µ W

µ +
g2

8 cos2 θW
ZµZ

µ

}

. (108)

The kinetic piece of the Lagrangian in the electroweak
symmetry breaking regime (108) leads the vacuum
expectation value of the neutral scalar to generate a
quadratic term for the gauge bosons W± and the Z
and thus leads those gauge bosons to acquire masses
on the basis of the relation

MZ cos θW =MW =
75

2 sin θW
GeV =

1

2
λRg, (109)

θW being the weak mixing angle. Therefore, one finds
that, in the electroweak symmetry breaking regime,
the coupling λR associated with the real part of the
singlet field S has the following expression:

λR =
75

g sin θW
. (110)

The general scalar gauged potential (84) suggests a
new interesting manner to give masses to fermions,
as well as to the intermediate carriers of the weak
force. On the basis of the consideration of the kinetic

ISSN 2071-0194. Ukr. J. Phys. 2018. Vol. 63, No. 7 641



D. Fiscaletti, A. Sorli

piece (108) in Quantum Relativity, one can define a
new effective Lagrangian, which can be defined as a
“beyond Standard Model Lagrangian.” On the one
hand, it is invariant under gauge transformations,
which guarantees the renormalizability of the associ-
ated quantum field theory (as it occurs in the original
Weinberg–Glashow–Salam theory [45]). On the other
hand, it allows the electroweak symmetry breaking to
occur dynamically via a dimensional transmutation
determined by the singlet couplings associated with
the singlet field S, which is a function of the changes
and fluctuations of the energy density of the timeless
3D quantum vacuum, thus removing the global min-
imum of the Standard Model Higgs potential. This
“beyond Standard Model Lagrangian” is defined as

LbeyondSM
effective = −1

4
W a
µνW

aµν − 1

4
BµνB

µν −

− gC̄1γ
µW̃µC1 − g sin θWAµ

∑

j

C̄jγ
µQjCj −

− g

2 cos θW
JZµ Z

µ +
1

2
∂µsR∂

µsR+

+(λR + sR)
2

{

g2

4
W+
µ W

µ +
g2

8 cos2 θW
ZµZ

µ

}

−

− t(λCC
4 + λIs

4
I + λRIs

2
Is

2
R + λRs

4
R+

+λICC
2s2I + λRCC

2s2R), (111)

where C1 is the wave function of the quantum vacuum
determining the appearance of a left-handed electron

and a neutrino in the state ψ1 =
(

νe
e−
)

L
. In the

light of the effective Lagrangian, which determines
the electroweak Symmetry Breaking dynamically via
a dimensional transmutation by means of the cou-
plings associated with the singlet field S of the time-
less 3D quantum vacuum, the Vacuum Expectation
Value of the scalar sector then induces the Standard
Model Higgs Vacuum Expectation Value through a
portal coupling [40].

At the end of this section, it is of interest to
make some considerations about how our model is
presented in a general picture with respect to the
Standard Model and what progress it allows us to
reach. The Standard Model Lagrangian contains only
four parameters, g, g′, µ2, and h, but it implies the
necessity to introduce the Higgs field in an ad hoc
form, which yields a global minimum at ≈1026 GeV,
thus determining significant problems in this energy

range, in the light of Gabrielli’s results [41]. Instead,
in this model, in the gauge and scalar sectors, the be-
yond Standard Model Lagrangian allows us to face,
in a significant coherent way, different problems en-
countered by the Standard Model (in connection to
the electroweak symmetry breaking and the possibil-
ity to remove the global minimum at ≈1026) GeV in
the picture of the same 3D timeless quantum vacuum
characterized by fluctuations of its energy density
corresponding to the elementary processes of annihi-
lation/creation of quanta. However, these significant
results are obtained at the price of the introduction of
several physically important parameters, namely the
couplings associated with the wave function of the
quantum vacuum (but it is worth to mention that,
among these, as regards the generation of masses as-
sociated with the spontaneous symmetry breaking,
the most fundamental parameter is indeed the cou-
pling associated with the real component of the sin-
glet field S).

5. Conclusions

The variable energy density corresponding to the el-
ementary RS processes of creation/annihilation of
quanta of the 3D timeless non-local quantum vac-
uum acting as a superfluid medium is the fundamen-
tal background, which determines the Sagnac effect,
gravity, dark energy, and quantum behavior of sub-
atomic particles. Interesting perspectives of the unifi-
cation of gravity and quantum in a sole picture, where
a non-local quantum potential of the vacuum is the
ultimate entity, and a completion of the Standard
Model, where the action of the Higgs boson emerges
as the interplay of opportune fluctuations of the quan-
tum vacuum energy density, are opened.
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КВАНТОВА ТЕОРIЯ ВIДНОСНОСТI: ЗМIННА
ЩIЛЬНIСТЬ ЕНЕРГIЇ КВАНТОВОГО ВАКУУМУ
ЯК ПРИЧИНА МАСИ, ГРАВIТАЦIЇ
ТА КВАНТОВОЇ ПОВЕДIНКИ

Р е з ю м е

У квантовiй теорiї вiдносностi (КТВ) час i простiр роздiле-
нi. Час дає числове вираження змiн матерiї, а простiр – це
середовище, в якому цi змiни вiдбуваються. Простiр ство-
рюється з тривимiрного квантового вакууму, який визна-

чається флуктуацiями щiльностi енергiї, що вiдповiдає еле-
ментарним процесам народження/знищення елементарних
квантiв у редукованому станi (РС процесам). КТВ дає єди-
ний пiдхiд до спецiальної теорiї вiдносностi, загальної теорiї
вiдносностi i квантової механiки. Кожен фiзичний об’єкт вiд
мiкро- до макромасштабу може бути отриманий при вiдпо-
вiдному зменшеннi щiльностi енергiї квантового вакууму.
Зокрема, змiнна щiльнiсть енергiї простору в КТВ вiдпо-
вiдає кривизнi простору в загальнiй теорiї вiдносностi. В
КТВ поведiнка кожної субатомной частки випливає з вiд-
повiдних РС процесiв, що залежать вiд квантового потенцi-
алу вакууму. Проаналiзовано перспективи даної моделi для
гравiтацiї i квантiв як двох сторiн однiєї монети i електро-
слабкої взаємодiї.
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