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Abstract
Awave function can bewritten in the formofReiS/ÿ.We put this formofwave function into quantum
mechanics equations and take hydrodynamic limit, i. e., let Planck constant be zero. Then equations of
motion (EOM) describing themovement ofmacroscopic bodies are retrieved. FromSchrödinger
equation, we obtainNewtonianmechanics, includingNewton’s three laws ofmotion; fromdecouple
Klein–Gordon equationwith positive kinetic energy (PKE), we obtain EOMof special relativity in
classicalmechanics. These are for PKE systems. Fromnegative kinetic energy (NKE) Schrödinger
equation and decoupledKlein–Gordon equation, the EOMdescribing lowmomentumand relativistic
motions ofmacroscopic dark bodies are derived. These are forNKE systems, i. e., dark systems. In all
cases scalar and vector potentials are also taken into account. The formalismobtained is collectively
calledmacromechanics. For an isolated system containing PKE andNKEbodies, both total
momentum and total kinetic energy are conserved. A dark ideal gas produces a negative pressure, and
itsmicroscopicmechanism is disclosed. Two-body problems, where at least one is ofNKE, are
investigated for bothmacroscopic bodies andmicroscopic particles. ANKEproton and a PKE
electron can compose a stable PKE atom, and its spectral lines have blue shifts compared to a hydrogen
atom. The author suggests to seek for these spectral lines in celestial spectra. This provides away to
seek for dark particles in space. Elastic collisions between a body and a dark body are researched.

1. Introduction

It is well known that themovement ofmacroscopic bodies follows classicalmechanics, while that ofmicroscopic
particles follows quantummechanics (QM). Both have the equations of lowmomentum and relativistic
motions, the former being the lowmomentum limits of the latter.

There are certainly relations between classicalmechanics andQM. In history, classical physical quantities
were replaced by operators to develop Schrödinger equation andKlein–Gordon equation from classical
mechanics. Therewas once an effort to obtain quantummechanics equations (QMEs) starting from classical
mechanics bymeans of quantization [1].

Everymacroscopic body is composed ofmicroscopic particles, and for the former, the effect ofQM
disappears. The disappearance of quantum effect corresponds to letting Planck constant be zero ÿ→ 0.
Therefore, it is logically correct that theQMEs arefirst principle, and the classicalmechanics equations should
be the derivation of quantumones under some approximations that remove quantum effect.We are going to
present this procedure in this paper.

Madelung [2]first expressed thewave function of Schrödinger equation in the formofReiS/ÿ. This was called
hydrodynamicmodel by Bohm [3–10]. Using thismodel he tried to explain the implications of Schrödinger
equation.He also noticed that thismodel lead to an equation approachingHamilton-Jacobi equation in classical
mechanics and hemade an attempt to obtainNewton’s second law from thismodel. A term called ‘quantum
potential’ by him always remained in his formulism.

Wefind that thismodel did set a right starting point of a route throughwhichwe are able to obtain
Newtonianmechanics, orNewton’s three laws ofmotion, from Schrödinger equation. The key point is tomake
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the approximation ÿ→ 0, to abandon the quantumpotential. This approximation eliminates quantum effect,
and is called hydrodynamic approximation or hydrodynamic limit. In the sameway, the equations ofmotion of
special relativity can be derived fromKlein–Gordon equation. In doing so, scalar and vector potentials are also
taken into account. Therefore, all the classical equations ofmotion can indeed be derived fromQMEs. These
equations describe themovement of particles or bodies with positive kinetic energy (PKE).

We [11]have pointed out that for relativistic quantummechanics equations (RQMEs), the negative kinetic
energy (NKE) ought to be treated on an equal footing as PKE. ForDirac equation, both the PKE andNKE
solutions should be consideredwhen solving themotion of a particle. ForKlein–Gordon equation, the PKE and
NKEbranches should be treated separately. For piecewise constant potentials, decoupledKlein–Gordon
equationswere easily obtained. By taking the lowmomentum approximation, PKE decoupledKlein–Gordon
equation leads to usual Schrödinger equation, andNKEdecoupled one leads toNKE Schrödinger equation
whichwas proposed by the author andmeant that particles could be ofNKE evenwhen they did lowmomentum
motion. Experiments to verify the existence ofNKE electronswere proposed. The Schrödinger equation and
NKESchrödinger equation are generically called lowmomentumQMEs, and they could also be derived from
Dirac equation under lowmomentum approximation. TheNKESchrödinger equation and decoupledNKE
Klein–Gordon equation are collectively calledNKEQMEs. TheNKE solutions ofDirac equation andNKE
QMEswere believed describingmovement of dark particles. In appendixDof that paper [11], we listed 13 points
showing theworks ofNKE systems in undertaking and to be done. The present work involves points 6 and 7
there.

The hydrodynamic limits can also be applied to theNKEQMEswith the same procedure asmentioned
above. The resultant equations are believed describing themotion ofmacroscopicNKEbodies.

Thus, hydrodynamic limits can be taken fromQMEs to achieve equations describingmacroscopic bodies,
including PKE andNKEones. Presently, we name generically these equations as ‘macroscopicmechanics’, in
short ‘macromechanics’, which contains PKEone, the classicalmechanics we are familiar with, andNKEones
describing dark bodies.

Fewmacroscopic bodies can constitute a systemwith interactions between them. Themost obvious example
is our solar system.One of the simplest systemswe can consider comprises two bodies. The treatment of a two-
body problem iswell understood. If two bodies withmassesm1 andm2 comprise a systemwith force f between
them, it is equivalent to a system comprising two bodies with a totalmassM=m1+m2 and a reducedmass
m =

+
m m

m m
1 2

1 2
. TheM is calledmass center and itmoves freely. Theμmoves as if there is the force f between theM

andμ.We point out that this treatment is for the systemswhere both component bodies are of PKE.
The two bodies can be both dark ones or onewith PKE and the otherwithNKE. All the possible cases are

going to be investigated.
The equations ofmotion ofmacroscopic bodies can indeed be obtained fromQMEs. This kind of work has

never been done before. It is found that for aNKEbody, the directions of its velocity andmomentum are
opposite to each other. ANKE ideal gas produces negative pressure (NP). It is believed thatNP is responsible for
the accelerate inflation of theUniverse, but no one has knownwhere theNPwas from yet. Herewe give a source
ofNP. It is possible that theNKEbodies, as well as one PKE and oneNKEbodies, can compose a systemdoing
stationarymotion.

In the transition fromQMEs tomacromechanics, analyticalmechanics is an importantmeans. Let us here
first retrospect the fundamental formulism of analyticalmechanics.

If the action S, kinetic energyT and potentialV of a system are known, the relationship connecting these
three quantities isHamilton-Jacobi equation [12]:

-
¶
¶

= +
S

t
T V . 1.1( )

The right hand side of equation (1.1) is alsoHamiltonian [12]H,

= +H T V . 1.2( )

When the system is doing stationarymovement, its Hamiltonian is a constant. The value of this constant is just
the total energy E of the system,H= E. In this case, we have [12]

-
¶
¶

=
S

t
E. 1.3( )

In terms of the action S, classicalmomentum can be defined [12] by

= p S. 1.4( )

2
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Both kinetic and potential energies are functions of coordinates r andmomenta p. One ofHamilton formulas is

= =
¶
¶

v r
p

H
. 1.5( )

Here a dot on the top of a quantitymeans taking its time derivative. The Lagrangian can be gained from the
Hamiltonian bymeans of Legendre transformation [12],

= -p rL H. 1.6· ( )

The Lagranian in turn is put into Euler–Lagrange equation [12]

¶
¶

-
¶
¶

=
r rt

L Ld

d
0 1.7( )


so as to achieve equations ofmotion of the system. The resultants are the equations ofmacromechanics.

Our tasks are to derive equation (1.1) fromQMEs under hydrodynamics limits for all possible cases.
As long asmacromechanics is established, we are able to study all the possible cases of two-body problems.
Here we present the standard procedure achieving equation (1.1) fromQMEs. Inmost of cases, aQME can

bewritten in the formof

y
y

¶
¶

=
t

Hi , 1.8( )

whereH is theHamiltonian of the system. The particle density probability is defined as

r y y= . 1.9* ( )

The density probability in this form is definitely nonnegative. From equations (1.8) and (1.9)we construct two
equations

r
y

y y
y y y y y

¶
¶

=
¶
¶

+
¶
¶

= -
t t t

H H
1

i
1.10*

*
* * *( ( ) ) ( )

and

y
y y

y y y y y
¶
¶

-
¶
¶

= +
t t

H Hi . 1.11*
*

* * *⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠

( ) ( )

It is apparent that they respectively take the imaginaryψ*Hψ− (H*ψ*)ψ and the realψ*Hψ+ (H*ψ*)ψ. In view
of the left hand side of equation (1.10), this equation ought to be continuity equation,

r¶
¶

+  =j
t

0. 1.12· ( )

That is to say the right hand side of equation (1.10) can bewritten as the formof−∇ · j, where the expression of
current probability j depends onHamiltonianH. Theway to take hydrodynamic limit is to let thewave function
be the formof

y = Re , 1.13Si ( )

where bothR and S are real numbers. Please note that these two quantities have specific physicalmeanings: the
square ofR is just the density probability

r = R 1.142 ( )

as can easily be seen from equations (1.9) and (1.13)After equation (1.13) is put into (1.11) and hydrodynamic
limit is taken, equation (1.1) can be obtained, which is theHamilton-Jacobi equation in classicalmechanics
[13, 14]. S is the action of the system, the significance of which is clearly revealed by equations (1.1)–(1.4)

Themotivation of this paper is thatQMEs can transit to the equations that describe themotion of
macroscopic bodies, althoughQMEs describe themotion ofmicroscopic particles which are of wave-particle
duality.

The procedure is to substitute thewave function in the formof equation (1.13) intoQMEs in the formof
(1.8). After the hydrodynamic limit is taken, the standard routine (1.1)–(1.7) is carried out. This paper is
arranged as follows. Section 2 concerns lowmomentummotion. In section 2.1 and 2.2, from Schrödinger
equation andNKESchrödinger equation, we acquireNewtonianmechanics for PKEbodies and the equations of
motion forNKEbodies. In section 2.3 and 2.4, a vector potential is considered. Section 3 concerns relativistic
motion. In section 3.1 and 3.2, fromdecoupled PKE andNKEKlein–Gordon equations, we acquire relativistic
mechanics for PKEbodies and the equations ofmotion forNKEbodies. In section 3.3 and 3.4, a scalar and a
vector potentials are considered. Section 4 deals with two-body systems. Bothmacroscopic andmicroscopic
systems are studied. In either case, the twomasses can be bothwith PKEorwithNKE, or onewith PKE and the
otherwithNKE. Section 5 deals with the elastic collision of two bodies. Specially, the cases wheremassm1 has

3
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PKE andm2 hasNKE are considered. Section 5.1 and 5.2 discuss the casesm1<m2 andm1>m2, respectively.
Section 6 is our conclusions.

2. The hydrodynamic limits of lowmomentumquantummechanics equations

2.1. Schrödinger equation
Schrödinger equation of a particle with PKE is

y
y y

¶
¶

= = -  + 
t

H
m

Vi
2

. 2.1
2

2
⎜ ⎟⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠

( )

When thewave function in the formof equation (1.13) is substituted into equation (2.1), the real and imaginary
parts devote the following formulas.

¶
¶

= -  
R

t m
R S

1

2
2.2

2
2· ( ) ( )

and

-
¶
¶

=  +
S

t m
S V

1

2
. 2.32( ) ( )

Equaiton (2.2) is just continuity equation (2.12), because the density probability is equation (1.14) and the
current probability is

y y y y= -  -  =


j
m

R S

m

i

2
. 2.4

2

* *( ) ( )

Let us inspect equation (2.3)where a term- 
m

R

R2

2 2

has been dropped. This termwas called quantum
potential by Bohm, because it contained a factor of Planck constant ÿwhich embodiesQMeffect.When one
wants to ignore the quantum effect he lets ÿ→ 0 so as to discard this term. Thismanipulation is called
hydrodynamic limit as has beenmentioned in introduction. The resultant equation reflects the nonrelativistic
motion of a body. Since now the quantities in equation (2.3) are irrelevant to quantum effect, this equaton can
describe themovement ofmacroscopic bodies. That is to say, this equation can be treated by the theory of
mechanics [12].

For stationarymotions such as the harmonic oscillator and hydrogen atom, the spacewave functions,
denoted asjn(x), are real. However, there is a time factor e E ti n . Thewholewave function of Schrödinger
equation should be in the formof y j= x t x, en n

E ti n( ) ( ) . Therefore, there is noway for S to be zero. Physically,
any systemhas necessarily an action S.

Now let us follow the procedure equations (1.1)–(1.7). By use of equation (1.4), equation (2.3) becomes

-
¶
¶

= +p
S

t m
V

1

2
. 2.52 ( )

The right hand side is just classical kinetic energy plus potential. By comparison to equation (1.1),
equation (2.5), as well as (2.3), is theHamilton-Jacobi equation of the system and kinetic energy isK= p2/2m.
By use of equation (1.5), velocity is calculated to be

=v p m. 2.6( )

From equation (1.6), Lagrangian is

= -pL m V2 . 2.72 ( )

It is just kinetic energyminus potential energy. By use of (2.6), the Lagrangian is reexpressed by

= -vL m V2 . 2.82 ( )

This form can be substituted into equation (1.7) and the result is

= -v
t

m V
d

d
. 2.9( ) ( )

This isNewton’s second law. If themass is unchanged, equation (2.9) can be rewritten as

= -vm V . 2.10( )

This formula is usually stated as ‘force is the cause of acceleration’. However, the original equation should be
(2.9)which, bymeans of (2.6), is rewritten as

= - =p fV . 2.11( )

4
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This is the real Newton’s second law: the force felt by a body equals to the rate of change over time of the body’s
momentum. This statement emphasizes that the right hand side of equation (2.11) is the cause and the left hand
side is the consequence.

One can also explain equation (2.11) reversely: the left hand side can be a cause and the right hand side is a
consequence. Thus equation (2.11) has another physicalmeaning: the rate of change of a body’smomentum
equals its force exerting on exterior. Thismeaning has been employed such as to derive the pressure of an ideal
gas bymeans ofmolecular kinetics. Equation (2.11) has even onemoremeaning. If a body is not acted by any
force, then the right hand side is zero.We have =p 0 . In this case, themomentum is a constant. That is the law
ofmomentum conservation: if not acted by a force, a body’smomentum is conserved.

When themass isfixed, from equations (2.10) and (2.11)

= = =f r
v

r v
m

t
m Kd

d

d
d

1

2
d d . 2.122· ( ) · ( ) ( )

Thework done by a force on a body converts to its kinetic energy. This is work-energy theorem.When a body is
not subject to a force, its kinetic energy is conserved.

Let the potential at infinity be zero. It is possible for a body to do steadymotion onlywhen its potential
energy is negative. This is because the particle’s kinetic energy is positive. A PKE plus a negative potential energy
is possible tomake the total energy reach an equilibriumpoint tomeet Virial theorem [11].When a body is acted
by a repulsive force, it willmove to infinity. Hence, only subject to an attractive force can a PKEbody do steady
motion.

Let us now consider a two-particle system. TheHamiltonian is

= -  -  + -
 

r rH
m m

V
2 2

. 2.13
2

1
1
2

2

2
2
2

1 2( ) ( )

The two-particle wave function is assumed to be the formof

y = r r r rR, , e . 2.14r rS
1 2 1 2

i ,1 2( ) ( ) ( )( )

Thiswave function is substituted into (1.11), andwe proceed the same routine as above.Momenta and velocities
of the two particles are respectively defined by

=  =p S i, 1, 2 2.15i ( )

and

= =
¶

= =r v
p

pH

m
i, 1, 2. 2.16i i

i

i

i

( )

Lagrangian is achieved by transformation

= + -r p r pL H. 2.171 2 1 2· · ( ) 

The obtained equations ofmotion of the two bodies are

= - - =p r r fV a2.181 1 1 2( ) ( )

and

=  - = -p r r fV b, 2.182 2 1 2( ) ( )

where a force f=−∇1V(r1− r2) has been defined. Equation (2.18)manifests Newton’s third law: actions equal
minus reactions, or, the force the first body acts on to the second one is exactly the same as that the second one
acts on thefirst one, except in the opposite direction.

Nowwe define the totalmomentumof the two-body system to be the sumof the constituent bodies.

= +p p p . 2.191 2 ( )

Then from equation (2.18) it is easily obtained that

=p 0. 2.20( )

This is the law of themomentum conservation of the system: if there is no external force, the totalmomentumof
the system is conserved.

The kinetic energies of the two bodies are

= =vK m i
1

2
, 1, 2. 2.21i i i

2 ( )

5
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If theirmasses remain unchanged, by equation (2.12)we have

= = =f r vm K id
1

2
d d , 1, 2. 2.22i i i

2· ( ) ( )

When there is no exterior force acting on the system,we have

= + =K K Kd d d 0. 2.231 2 ( )

This is the law of kinetic energy conservation of an isolated system.
For a system containingmore particles, the same conclusion can be drawn. Assume that there areN particles.

TheHamiltonian of the system is

å å= -  + -
= <


r rH

m
V

2
. 2.24

i

N

i
i

i j

N

ij i j
1

2
2 ( ) ( )

Thewave function now is of the formof

y = r r r rR, , , , e . 2.25r r
N N

S
1 1

i , , N1( ) ( ) ( )( )  

Then the relations between velocities andmomenta are

= = ¼v p m i N, 1, 2, , . 2.26i i i ( )

The equations ofmotion of the i-th and j-th particles are respectively

å=
= ¹

p f a2.27i
k k i

N

ik
1,

( )

and

å=
= ¹

p f b, 2.27j
k k j

N

jk
1,

( )

wherewe have defined

å= - -
¹

f r rV 2.28ij i
j i

N

ij i j( ) ( )
( )

.Apparently, the force acted by j-th particle on the i-th one is fij and that acted by i-th particle on the j-th one is
fji=− fij. This isNewton’s third law.

If we define a totalmomentumof the system, = å =p pi
N

i1 , it is easily obtained from equation (2.27) that
=p 0 . This is the law ofmomentum conservation: if there is no external force acting on a system, the total

momentumof the systemdoes not change. It is easy to prove that the total kinetic energy of an isolated system is
conserved.

Hence, we have derivedNewton’s second law (2.11) and third law (2.18). Newton’sfirst law can be regarded
as a special case of the second law. It is concluded that fromquantummechanics equation,Newton’s three laws
ofmotion can be derived. The laws ofmomentum conservation and kinetic energy conservation are also
achieved.

In oneword, by taking hydrodynamic limit of Schrödinger equation, we are able to retrieveNewtonian
mechanics.

In the above, we put thewave function (1.13) into Schrödinger equation (2.1) so as to achieve (2.2) and (2.3).
SinceHamiltonian in equation (2.1) is explicitly known,we can alternatively put (1.13) into (1.10) and (1.11),
which are respectively real and imaginary parts, to reach (2.2) and (2.3) too. In the process, we drop the terms
containing factor ÿ, the ‘quantumpotential’, i. e.,make hydrodynamic limit, obtainingHamilton-Jacobi
equation (1.1) of themacroscopic system.

In the following, in each case, as long asHamiltonianH in equation (1.8) is known, we put thewave function
(1.13) into (1.10) and (1.11). Thenwe follow the procedure equations (1.1)–(1.7). This our standard routine.

2.2. NKESchrödinger equation
According toDirac equation, a free particle can haveNKE. For lowmomentummotion, we [11] have pointed
out that when a particle was in a regionwhere its energy was less than the potential, it should obeyNKE
Schrödinger equation

y
y y

¶
¶

= =  +-
- - - 

t
H

m
Vi

2
. 2.29

2
2

⎜ ⎟⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠

( )( )
( ) ( ) ( )

Hereafter we use a subscript (− ) to label the quantities ofNKE systems, and (+) to PKE systems.
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WithHamiltonian in (2.29), we put equation (1.13) into (1.10) to gain continuity equation, where the
expression of the current probability was discussed before [11].

Thewave function (1.13) is put into (1.11) and hydrodynamic limit ismade.With themomentumdefined
by equation (1.4), we achieve theHamilton-Jacobi equation of theNKE system.

-
¶
¶

= - +-
-p

S

t m
V

1

2
. 2.302 ( )( )

( )

TheHamiltonian isNKEplus potential as the case ofQME. Equation (2.30), similar to the PKE case, is believed
to describe themovement ofmacroscopicNKE bodies.

It is seen that whatever a system is of PKE orNKE, the hydrodynamic limit always leads toHamilton-Jacobi
equationwhich determines themovement ofmacroscopic bodies. Presently, the equations that describe the
movement ofmacroscopic bodies, either PKEorNKEones, are calledmacroscopicmechanics, in short,
macromechanics, and the hydrodynamic limit that leads tomacromechanics equations is called
macromechanics approximation.

By equation (1.5), velocity is

= -- -v p m. 2.31( )( ) ( )

For aNKEbody, the directions of its velocity andmomentum are opposite to each other.
Lagrangian is obtained by equation (1.6),

= - - = - -- - -p vL m V m V2 2 . 2.322 2 ( )( ) ( ) ( )

It is NKEminus potential. The Lagrangian is substituted into (1.7) to generate the equation ofmotion

- = --v
t

m V
d

d
. 2.33( ) ( )( )

Compared to (2.9), equation (2.33)here has aminus sign on the left hand side. Thus, if themass is unchanged,
we have

- = - =-v fm V . 2.34( )( )

This can be regarded as ‘force is the cause of negative acceleration’. Nevertheless, wemention that the original
formula is (2.33). Bymeans of (2.31), equation (2.33) is rewritten as

= - =-p fV . 2.35( )( )

This form is exactly the same as that of a PKE body, equation (2.11). Therefore, Newton’s second law still applies
to a dark body: the force felt by a dark body is equal to the rate of change over time of the dark body’s
momentum.

Some other conclusions drawn from equation (2.11) also stand for aNKE body.One can also explain
equation (2.35) reversely: the left hand side can be a cause and the right hand side is a consequence. Thus
equation (2.35) has another physicalmeaning: the rate of change of a dark body’smomentum equals its force
exerting on exterior. Thismeaningwill be utilized below to derive the negative pressure of a dark ideal gas.

Equation (2.35) also shows that if a dark body is not acted by any force, then the right hand side is zero.We
have =-p 0( ) . In this case, themomentum is a constant. That is the law ofmomentum conservation: if not
acted by a force, a dark body’smomentum is conserved.

It is stressed that one has to calculate the position varyingwith time bymeans of equation (2.33).
Suppose that themass is unchanged. From either equation (2.33) or (2.35),

= - = - =-
- -f r

v
r v

m

t
m Kd

d

d
d

1

2
d d . 2.362·

( )
· ( ) ( )( )

( ) ( )

That is to say, thework done by a force on a dark body converts to itsNKE! ItsNKE is conserved if it is not subject
to a force.

It was shown [11] that it was possible for a dark body to do steadymotion onlywhen it was subject to a
repulsive force.

Now let us consider two-particle systems. If both particles are ofNKE, after theHamiltonian of the system is
put down like equation (2.13), the procedure is the same as those equations (2.14)–(2.23)

We investigate such a case that thefirst particle is of PKE and the second one is ofNKE. TheHamiltonian is

= -  +  + -
 

r rH
m m

V
2 2

. 2.37
2

1
1
2

2

2
2
2

1 2( ) ( )
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The process (2.14)–(2.23) is still followed. The relations between velocities andmomenta are

= = = = -r v
p

r v
p

m m
, . 2.381 1

1

1
2 2

2

2

( ) 

The equations ofmotion of the two bodies are easily put down.

= - - =p r r fV a2.391 1 1 2( ) ( )

and

= - - = -p r r fV b. 2.392 2 1 2( ) ( )

Every body obeysNewton’s second law. Apparently, Newton’s third law still applies.We define a total
momentumof the system, p= p1+ p2. Then =p 0 , which is law ofmomentum conservation.

We put down the kinetic energies of the two bodies.

=+ +vK m a
1

2
2.401 1 1

2 ( )( ) ( )

and

= -- -vK m b
1

2
. 2.402 2 2

2 ( )( ) ( )

Their sum is the total kinetic energy of the system.

= ++ -K K K 2.411 2 ( )( ) ( )

.It follows from equations (2.36), (2.38) and (2.39) that

= =+ +f r vm K ad
1

2
d d 2.421 1 1

2
1· ( ) ( )( ) ( )

and

- = =+ -f r vm K bd
1

2
d d , 2.422 2 2

2
2· ( ) ( )( ) ( )

which results in

= + =+ -K K Kd d d 0. 2.431 2 ( )( ) ( )

This is the law of kinetic energy conservation: if an isolated system is not affected by outside, its total kinetic
energy is conserved.

Now assume that a system containsN particles amongwhichM are of PKE and L=N−M are ofNKE. The
Hamiltonian of the system is

å å å= -  +  + -
= = + <

 
r rH

m m
V

2 2
. 2.44

i

M

i
i

i M

N

i
i

i j

N

ij i j
1

2
2

1

2
2 ( ) ( )

Thewave function now is of the formof equation (2.25). The procedure is the same as before. The relations
between velocities andmomenta are

= = ¼ = - = + ¼v
p

v
p

m
i M

m
i M N, 1, , ; , 1, , . 2.45i

i

i
i

i

i

( )

The equation ofmotion of the i-th body is

å=
= ¹

p f 2.46i
k k i

N

ik
1,

( )

where the forces are again defined by equation (2.28). Apparently, the force acted by j-th particle on the i-th one
is fij and that acted by i-th particle on the j-th one is fji=− fij. That is to say, Newton’s third law still applies. If we
define a totalmomentumof the system, = å =p pi

N
i1 , it is easily obtained from equation (2.46) that =p 0 . This

is the law ofmomentum conservation: if there is no external force acting on a system, the totalmomentumof the
systemdoes not change. Following equations (2.40)–(2.43), one gains the law of kinetic energy conservation: if
an isolated system is not affected by outside, its total kinetic energy is conserved.

The theory above is so-calledmacroscopicmechanics, ormacromechanics.
We turn to discuss the pressure of aNKE gas.
Assume that in a containerwith volumeV there is a dark ideal gas composed ofN identicalmolecules each of

which is ofNKE. Themolecular density is = = + + + +n n n nN

V i1 2  , where ni denotes the number of

molecules with their velocities within vi ∼ vi+ dvi. Consider an area dA in awall that is at a position of x> 0 and
vertical to the x axis.Within time interval dt, there are nivixdAdtmolecules with velocity vi impinging upon the
area dA. Thesemolecules carrymomenta−mvixnivixdAdt. Themolecules bounce back from thewall, so that the
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change of themomenta is mn v A t2 d di ix
2 . The totalmomentum change is å mn v A t2 d di i ix

1

2
2 , where the factor 1/2

is from the fact that half of themoleculesmove toward positive x direction. By equation (2.35), the change of the
momentumwithin unit time is the force exerted by thewall, and the force acted by themolecules to thewall in
unit area is the pressure. Hence, the pressure is

å= - = - = -P mn v mnv mnv
1

3
. 2.47

i
i ix x

2 2 2 ( )

In the last step, the statistical hypothesis = = =v v v v 3x y z
2 2 2 2 has been utilized. Hencewe arrive at the

conclusion that a dark gas produces a negative pressure. The key point is that for a dark body, its velocity and its
momentumhave opposite directions, as disclosed by equation (2.31). The velocity plays a role to determine the
position of theNKEbody, while itsmomentumplays a role to yield physical effect. Here the physical effect is
pressure. It is believed that our university inflates in an acceleration due to negative pressure [15].

It is easily understood that the total energy of this ideal gas per unit volume is that

e = - mnv
1

2
. 2.482 ( )

Each darkmolecule has an averageNKE-mv 22 .
The author firmly believe that all the physical laws stand for both PKE andNKE systems. Indeed, fromour

previous paper to the present one, we have not seen any violation of physical laws. The equation of state of an
ideal gas

=P nk T 2.49B ( )

is also valid forNKE gases. For a dark ideal gas, pressure is negative, so that temperature is negative. The concept
of negative temperaturewill be discussed later whenwe present the statisticalmechanics of theNKE systems.We
also have

e = nk T
3

2
. 2.50B ( )

This is equipartition theoremof energy inmolecular kinetics.

2.3. Schrödinger equationwith a vector potential
In equation (2.1) there is a scalar potential. Now a vector potential is added. TheHamiltonian is

= -  - ++  AH
m

q V
1

2
i . 2.512( ) ( )( )

Here the sign of the charge q is not explicitly assigned. To deal with such aHamiltonian, a gauge transformation
is helpful [16].

 +   -
¶
¶

A A f V V
f

t
, , 2.52( )

where f is an arbitrary function of the coordinates and time.Herewe assign this function to satisfy

 = Af , 2.53( )

and f is independent of time since the vectorA is.We let

y f=+
e . 2.54qfi ( )( )

Thus, thewave function observes theHamiltonian in equation (2.1), and then the procedure following (2.1)
applies. Therefore, thewave function is transformed as

y f= = =+ + + +   R Re e e e , 2.55qf S qf Si i i i ( )( ) ( ) ( ) ( )

where

= ++S S qf . 2.56( )( )

Substituting (2.51) and (2.55) into (1.10) leads to

r¶
¶

= -


-+ +
+ A

t

R S

m

q

m
R

2
. 2.57

2
2⎡

⎣
⎢

⎤

⎦
⎥· ( )( ) ( )

( )

This is, asmentioned above, just the continuity equation, where the expression of the current density is just what
was given in quantummechanics textbooks,
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y y y y

y y

=-  - 

- =


-

+ + + + +

+ +
+ +

+


j

A A

m

q

m

R S

m

q

m
R

i

2

2
. 2.58

2
2

* *

*

( )

( )

( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )

( ) ( )
( ) ( )

( )

Equations (2.51) and (2.55) are put into (1.11) andmacroscopic approximation ismade. After using (1.4), we
obtain theHamilton-Jacobi equation

-
¶
¶

= - ++
+p A

S

t m
q V

1

2
. 2.592( ) ( )( )

( )

Velocity is evaluated by equation (1.5). It follows that

= -+ +v p A
m

q
1

. 2.60( ) ( )( ) ( )

Lagrangian and equation ofmotion are derived through equations (1.6) and (1.7) and they are expressed by
momentum.Having the relationship between velocity andmomentum equation (2.60), we replacemomentum
by velocity so as to giveHamiltonian, Lagrangian and equation ofmotion in the familiar forms in classical
mechanics.

= ++ +vH
m

V
2

. 2.612 ( )( ) ( )

= + -+ + +v v AL
m

q V
2

. 2.622 · ( )( ) ( ) ( )

Hamiltonian is still kinetic energy plus potential, but Lagrangian is not of the formof kinetic energyminus
potential. The equation ofmotion is

= ´ -
¶
¶

- + +v v B
A

t
m q q

t
V

d

d
. 2.63( ) ( )( ) ( )

HereB=∇× A, and theB belowhas the samemeaning. IfV is an electrostatic potential energy, the last two
terms in (2.63) is the electric field force acting on the charge, and the right hand side of (2.63) is Lorentz force.
Equations (2.61)–(2.63) have been given in textbooks [17]. Sincewe have assumed that the vector potentialA is
independent of time, equation (2.63) can be recast to

= ´ -
¶
¶

- + +p v B
A

q q
t

V . 2.64( )( ) ( )

2.4. NKESchrödinger equationwith a vector potential
InNKE Schrödinger equation, we take p→ p− qA.

= - -  - +-  AH
m

q V
1

2
i . 2.652( ) ( )( )

The process imitates the last section. Thewave function is transformed by

y f= = =- - - -
-   R Re e e e . 2.66qf S qf Si i i i ( )( ) ( ) ( ) ( )

( )

where the function f again obeys (2.53). Substitution of (2.65) and (2.66) into (1.10) produces continuity
equation,

r¶

¶
= --

-j
t

, 2.67· ( )( )
( )

where the expression of j(−) is of the same formof (2.58) except that aminus sign is added. It was pointed out [11]
that the current probability of aNKE system is just contrary to that of a PKE system. Equations (2.65) and (2.66)
are put into (1.11) andmacroscopic approximation ismade. After using (1.4), we obtain theHamilton-Jacobi
equation

-
¶
¶

= - - +-
-p A

S

t m
q V

1

2
. 2.682( ) ( )( )

( )

Velocity is evaluated by equation (1.5). It follows that

= - -- -v p A
m

q
1

. 2.69( ) ( )( ) ( )

Lagrangian and equation ofmotion are derived through equations (1.6) and (1.7) and they are expressed by
momentum.With equation (2.60), Hamiltonian is expressed by
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= - +- -vH
m

V
2

. 2.702 ( )( ) ( )

It is NKEplus potential energy. Lagrangian is

= - + -- - -v v AL
m

q V
2

. 2.712 · ( )( ) ( ) ( )

equation ofmotion is

- = ´ -
¶
¶

- - -v v B
A

t
m q q

t
V

d

d
. 2.72( ) ( )( ) ( )

Compared to equation (2.63), the right hand sides are the same, but the left hand sides differ by aminus sign. A
force always causes negative acceleration of aNKE body. Sincewe have assumed that the vector potentialA is
independent of time, equation (2.72) can be recast to

= ´ -
¶
¶

- - -p v B
A

q q
t

V . 2.73( )( ) ( )

It is of the same formof equation (2.64).

3. The hydrodynamic limits of decoupledKlein–Gordon equations

By taking hydrodynamic limit of Klein–Gordon equation, we are able to gain formulas describing relativistic
movement in classicalmechanics. The same process can be carried out forNKE systems. First the cases of free
particles are considered, and then scalar and vector potentials are taken into account. For a free particle, the
original Klein–Gordon equation is

y-
¶
¶

- -  = 
t

m c c 0. 3.12
2

2
2 4 2 2 2⎡

⎣⎢
⎤
⎦⎥

( ) ( )

Wehave stressed [11] that it should be decoupled into PKE andNKEbranches. The equation for a PKEparticle is

y
y

¶
¶

=+
+ +

t
Hi . 3.2( )( )

( ) ( )

and for aNKEone is

y
y

¶

¶
=-

- -
t

Hi . 3.3( )( )
( ) ( )

where

= - = - + - H H m c c . 3.42 4 2 2 2 ( )( ) ( )

For the sake of convenience of discussions below, the square root is expanded as

å-  = 
=

¥

m c c mc b a, 3.5
n

n
n2 4 2 2 2 2

0

2 ( )

where

= = - = -
-  b b

m c
b

n

n m c
n b1,

2
,

2 3

2
, 2. 3.5n n0 1

2

2 2

2

2 2

( )!!
!

( ) ( )

3.1. A PKE free particle
TheHamiltonian isH(+) in equation (3.4). Thewave function in equation (3.2) is written in the formof (1.13).
Then, from equation (1.10), continuity equation is obtained,

r¶

¶
= -+

+j
t

, 3.6· ( )( )
( )

where the expression of current probability j(+) has been given before [11].
Equation (1.11)nowmanifests

y y

y y

-
¶
¶

= - 

+ - 

+
+

+ +

+ +





R
S

t
m c c

m c c

2

. 3.7

2 2 4 2 2 2

2 4 2 2 2

*

* ( )

( )
( )

( ) ( )

( ) ( )
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In (3.7) there are infinite terms after the expansion (3.5). Let us inspect the termof the n-th order,

y =   Re . 3.8n n n n S2 2 2 2 i( ) ( )

On the right hand side, the actions of gradient operators producemany terms. Among themonly one,
R Si n n2 2( ) , does not contain ÿ, and any other term contains a factor of powers of ÿ.Whenwe do hydrodynamic

limit, all the terms containing powers of ÿ are dropped. As a result, from (3.7)Hamilton-Jacobi equation
describing a relativistic body is as follows:

-
¶
¶

= + +
+

S

t
m c c S . 3.92 4 2 2( ) ( )( )

( )

Hamiltonian of the system is

= + =+ + +pH m c c E . 3.102 4 2 2 ( )( ) ( ) ( )

This is just the energy of a PKE free relativistic particle. Velocity is evaluated by equation (1.4) to be

=+
+

+v p
c

E
. 3.11

2

( )( )
( )

( )

Velocity is always less thanmomentumdivided bymass. Inversely, themomentum can be expressed by velocity

=
-

+
+

+

p
v

v

m

c1
. 3.12

2 2
( )( )

( )

( )

Lagrangian is obtained from equation (1.5),

= -
+

= - -+

+

+
p

vL
mc

m c c
mc c1 . 3.13

2

2 4 2 2

2 2 2 ( )( )

( )

( )

The equation ofmotion is =+p 0( ) , for the particle is free. In terms of velocity, the energy is

=
-

+

+v
E

mc

c1
. 3.14

2

2 2
( )( )

( )

3.2. ANKE free particle
TheHamiltonian isH(−) in equation (3.4). The process is the same as section 3.1. The current probability of a
NKE systemwas given in the author’s previous paper [11].Wemerely put down thefinal results derived from
equation (1.11). The relationship between velocity andmomentum is

=-
-

-v p
c

E
. 3.15

2

( )( )
( )

( )

Please notice that since the energy is negative, the directions of velocity andmomentum are opposite to each
other, which determines that a relativistic NKE gas produces a negative pressure, see below.Hamiltonian and
Lagrangian are respectively

= - + = -
-

- -
-

p
v

H m c c
mc

c1
. 3.162 4 2 2

2

2 2
( )( ) ( )

( )

and

=
+

= --

-

-
p

vL
mc

m c c
mc c1 . 3.17

2

2 4 2 2

2 2 2 ( )( )

( )

( )

Each one has aminus sign compared to corresponding formula of a PKE particle.
In the end of section 2.2, we derived the pressure of an ideal gas composed of lowmomentumNKE

molecules, whichwas just the contrary number of that of a PKE ideal gas, see equation (2.47). Nowwe derive the
pressure of a relativistic NKE gas in the sameway.Within time interval dt, there are nivixdAdtmolecules with

velocity impinging on an area dA on awall. Thesemolecules carrymomentum - n v A td d
E

c i ix
2

2

( ) . They bounce back

from thewall, so that the change of themomentum is- - n v A t2 d d
E

c i ix
2

2

( ) . The totalmomentum change of

molecules with all possible velocities is- å - n v A t2 d di
E

c i ix
1

2
2

2

( ) .When divided by time dt, it is the force acted by

thewall on themolecules during this time, and the pressure is the force acted by themolecules on thewall in unit
area. Therefore, the pressure is
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= å =

=-
-

-
-P

E

c
n v

n

c
E v

mn v

v c3 1
. 3.18

i i ix x2
2

2
2

2

2 2

⎛

⎝
⎜

⎞

⎠
⎟ ( )

( )
( )

This is just the contrary number of the pressure of a relativistic PKE gas, see equation (35.9) in Landau’s
textbook [17].

Here we like to ask a question. There are two fundamental relativistic quantummechanics equations: Klein–
Gordon equation andDirac equation.We havemademacroscopic approximation fromdecoupled Klein–
Gordon equations so as to achieve formulas inmacroscopicmechanics. Is it possible to do the same thing from
Dirac equation? The answer is no. The reason is thatDirac equation applies to particles with spin 1/2.On one
hand, theremust be Planck constant ÿ as the unit of a spin.When takingmacroscopic approximation, we let
ÿ→ 0 to try to eliminate the information of spin. On the other hand,Dirac equationmanifests spin in terms of
the formof spinors. The spinor form representing spin cannot be removed by taking hydrodynamic limit. So,
therewill be a contradictionwhen one tries tomakemacroscopic approximation fromDirac equation. It fails to
achievemacromechanics fromDirac equation. Substantially, formacroscopic bodies, there is no spin as an
intrinsic property.

3.3. PKE casewith scalar and vector potentials
Nowwe add potentials intoKlein–Gordon equation. First, we discuss the case where there is only a scalar
potential. Klein–Gordon equation is

y
¶
¶

- - -  = 
t

V m m ci 0. 3.19
2

2 4 2 2 2⎡
⎣⎢

⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠

⎤
⎦⎥

( ) ( )

Wehave stressed that to deal with PKE andNKEbranches separately, decoupled Klein–Gordon equation should
be used. The obvious form is that

y
¶
¶

- +
¶
¶

- - = 
t

V H
t

V Hi i 0, 3.200 0⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠

⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠

( )

whereH0 is justH(+) in equation (3.4). The problem is that the right hand sides of (3.19) and (3.20) are actually
not the same. They differ by

y y-H V VH . 3.210 0 ( )
This is not zero unless the potentialV is piecewise constant.H0 is expanded by equation (3.5). In each order,
there aremany terms, just as (3.8). It is easily seen that every term contains a factor of powers of Planck constant
ÿ. They can certainly be droppedwhenwe take hydrodynamic limitÿ→ 0. The conclusion is that equation (3.21)
can be discarded.

When there is a vector potential, we have to consider PKE andNKE cases separately.
TheHamiltonian of a PKE particle is

= + -  - ++  AH m c c q Vi . 3.222 4 2 2( ) ( )( )

WhenHamiltonian (3.22) is substituted into (1.8), this equationwas firstly suggested by Salpeter [18], so that it is
usually called Salpeter equation [19, 20]. Herewe call it PKEdecoupled Klein–Gordon equation, becausewe
think there is another one, NKEdecoupledKlein–Gordon equation theHamiltonian of which is (3.31) below.

Thewave function is taken the formof equation (2.55).When equations (2.55) and (3.22) are substituted
into (1.10), continuity equation is obtained, where the current probability j(ψ(+)) is to be determined by

y

y y

y y

- 

= + -  -

- + -  -

+

+ +

+ +







j

A

A

m c c q

m c c q

i

i

i . 3.23

2 4 2 2

2 4 2 2

*

*

· ( )

( )

( ) ( )

( )

( ) ( )

( ) ( )

The expression of j(ψ(+)) contains infinite terms, each being complicated.
After equations (2.55) and (3.22)are put into (1.11) and hydrodynamic limit ismade, the achieved

Hamiltonian-Jacobi equation is

-
¶
¶

= +  - ++
+ A

S

t
m c c S q V . 3.242 4 2 2( ) ( )( )

( )
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Thus, by equation (1.4), theHamiltonian of amacroscopic body is

= + - ++ +p AH m c c q V . 3.252 4 2 2( ) ( )( ) ( )

According to equation (1.5), the relationship between velocity andmomentum is

=
-

+ -
+

+

+

v
p A

p A

c q

m c c q
. 3.26

2

2 4 2 2

( )

( )
( )( )

( )

( )

Lagrangian is evaluated by equation (1.6):

=
- + -

+ -
-+

+

+

p A A

p A
L

m c c q q

m c c q
V . 3.27

2 4 2

2 4 2 2

( ) ·

( )
( )( )

( )

( )

Hamiltonian and Lagrangian are expressed by velocity:

=
-

++

+v
H

mc

c
V

1
3.28

2

2 2
( )( )

( )

and

= - - + -+ + +v v AL mc c q V1 . 3.292 2 2 · ( )( ) ( ) ( )

Finally, the equation ofmotion is derived from equations (1.7),

-
= ´ -

¶
¶

- +

+

+
v

v
v B

A

t

m

c
q q

t
V

d

d 1
. 3.30

2 2
( )( )

( )
( )

equations (3.27)–(3.17) have been given in textbooks [17]. Sincewe have assumed that vector potentialA is
independent of time, the left hand side of equation (3.18) can again bewritten as +p( ) .

3.4. NKE casewith scalar and vector potentials
TheHamiltonian of aNKEparticle is

= - + -  - +-  AH m c c q Vi . 3.312 4 2 2( ) ( )( )

Wave function is taken the formof equation (2.66). The process is the same as section 3.3. The expression of
current probability j(ψ(−)) of aNKE system is just− j(ψ(+)) the latter being determined by equation (3.23).We
merely put down thefinal results derived from equation (1.11).

The relationship between velocity andmomentum is

= -
-

+ -
-

-

-

v
p A

p A

c q

m c c q
. 3.32

2

2 4 2 2

( )

( )
( )( )

( )

( )

Hamiltonian and Lagrangian are respectively

=- + - +

=-
-

+

- -

-

p A

v

H m c c q V

mc

c
V

1
3.33

2 4 2 2

2

2 2

( )

( )

( ) ( )

( )

and

=
- -

+ -

= - + -

-
-

-

- -

p A A

p A

v A

L
m c c q

m c c q

mc c qv V1 . 3.34

2 4 2

2 4 2 2

2 2 2

( ) ·

( )

· ( )

( )
( )

( )

( ) ( )

The equation ofmotion is

-
-

= ´ -
¶
¶

- -

-

-
v

v
v B

A

t

m

c
q q

t
V

d

d 1
. 3.35

2 2
( )( )

( )
( )

Sincewe have assumed that vector potentialA is independent of time, the left hand side of equation (3.35) can
again bewritten as -p( ) .
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4. Two-body problems

4.1.Macroscopic systems
The observable world exhibits that a great amount of PKE particles can, by interactions between them, compose
amacroscopic bodywhich is still of PKE. The PKEbody follows classicalmechanics, the fundamental formalism
ofwhich can be derived fromQMEs as shown by section 2.1, 2.3, 3.1 and 3.3.

Similarly, it is believed that a great amount ofNKEparticles can also, by interactions between them, compose
amacroscopic dark body. It is dark because it is ofNKE. TheNKEbody followsmacromechanics, the
fundamental formalism ofwhichwere derived fromQMEs as shown by section 2.2, 2.4, 3.2 and 3.4.

More than one body can constitute a systemdue to interaction between them. Themost obvious interaction
is the universal gravity. There can be other interactions such as electrostatic force when the bodies are charged.

If the number of constituent bodies are few, the investigation of theirmovement is so-called few-body
problem. The simplest case is two-body problem.

The skill of treating two-body problemhas been sophisticated.Here wemean that the two constituent
bodies are usual PKE ones. Now that we have been aware of that there can bemacroscopicNKEbodies, the
constituent two bodies can be PKE andNKEones or bothNKEones.

Wefirst briefly retrospect the treatment of PKE two-body problem. Thenwe investigate other cases. In this
section, it is assumed that all themasses do not changewith time.

4.1.1. Both bodies are of PKE orNKE
Twobodies havemassesm1 andm2, respectively. The interaction between them is f(r1− r2).We copy equations
(2.18) here:

= - = - -r f r r r f r rm m, . 4.11 1 1 2 2 2 1 2̈ ( ) ̈ ( ) ( )

After a relative radius vector r1− r2= r is defined, it follows from equation (4.1) that

m =+r f r , 4.2̈ ( ) ( )

where

m =
++

m m

m m
4.31 2

1 2

( )

is called reducedmass [12]. Its feature is that it is always less than bothm1 andm2. Equation (4.2)manifests that a
bodywith the reducedmass, hereafter called reduced body in short,moves subject to the force between the two
constituent bodies, and the original position of the force can be any point in space although usually set as the
origin of coordinates. Please note that the reduced body is of PKE, so that it can be in a steadymovement only
when it is subject to an attractive force, as discussed below equation (2.11).

If we define

+ =r r Rm m M , 4.41 1 2 2 ( )

equation (4.1) can also turn to be

=RM 0. 4.5̈ ( )

This equationmeans that amassM is doing freemotion in space. It is emphasized that theM andR in (4.4) have
not been explicitly defined. If one of them is explicitly defined, the other is either. In customary,M is set as the
sumof themasses of the two constituent bodies, and consequently,R is the coordinate of themass center of the
two bodies. As amatter of fact,M can also be any othermass, and correspondingly,R can be a shift frommass
center.

The position of themass center is in between the two bodies and on the line connecting them. Takingmass
center coordinate as the origin, the so-called center-of-mass frame, ismost convenient because in this system the
totalmomentum is zero, which facilitates evaluation of physical quantities.

For the sake of simplicity, let us assume that the reduced body is doing circularmotionwith angular velocity
ω around themass center which is set as the origin. Then the distances between themass center and the bodies
are respectively r1 and r2, r1+ r2= R. Their ratio is r1: r2=m2:m1. This ratio can also be obtained by setting
R= 0 in (4.4). The rotational kinetic energies of the two bodies are w=K m r1

1

2 1 1
2 2 and w=K m r2

1

2 2 2
2 2,

respectively. The sumof them is that of the reduced body, m w+ = +K K r1 2
1

2
2 2, and their ratio is

K1: K2=m2:m1.
We are aware of that although the ratio r1: r2 is given, the explicit values of r1 and r2 are not uniquely

determined. They are to be determined by initial conditions.
This system is illustrated infigure 1.
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We turn to the case where the two constituent bodies are ofNKE. Their equations ofmotion, following
equation (2.34), are

- = - - = - -r r r r r rm f m f, . 4.61 1 1 2 2 2 1 2̈ ( ) ̈ ( ) ( )

After a relative radius vector r1− r2= r is defined, equation (4.6) is combined to be

m- =+r f r , 4.7̈ ( ) ( )

where the reducedmass (4.3) is used. Comparison of equations (4.7) and . (4.2) discloses that the reduced body is
still ofNKE.Wehave pointed out that aNKE body can do steadymotion onlywhen it is subject to a repulsive
force. It is obvious that as long as we set = - ¢f f in equations (4.6) and (4.7) then their forms become exactly the
same as (4.1) and (4.2). Therefore, the treatment can copy the procedure of PKE two-body problem. For
example, if it is supposed that the reduced body is doing circularmotion, then the ratio of the rotational kinetic
energies of the twoNKEbodies isK1: K2=m2:m1.

This system is illustrated infigure 2.

4.1.2. One PKE and oneNKE bodies
One bodywithmassm1 is of PKE and the otherwithmassm2 is ofNKE. Equations (2.39) are copied here:

= -r f r rm 4.81 1 1 2̈ ( ) ( )

and

- = - -r f r rm . 4.92 2 1 2̈ ( ) ( )

When the twomasses are equal,m1=m2, there is only one equation. In the following, wemerely investigate the
cases ofm1≠m2.

After a relative radius vector r1− r2= r is defined, equations (4.8) and (4.9) combine to be

-
=r f r

m m

m m
. 4.101 2

2 1

̈ ( ) ( )

Wedefine a ‘reducedmass’ of this system as follows:

m =
--

m m

m m
. 4.111 2

2 1∣ ∣
( )

If we define

- =r r Rm m M . 4.121 1 2 2 ( )

Figure 1.TwoPKEbodies constitute a stable systembymeans of an attraction between them. In thisfigure and those bellow, the
followingmarks are used: the larger solid circlemeans the largermass, the open circlemeans themass center, the dash-dotted line is
just the line connecting the two bodies, an arrowwith dashed linemeans velocity and an arrowwith double linemeansmomentum,
the dotted circles represent the trajectories of the two bodies. For a PKEbody, the directions of itsmomentum and velocity are the
same, and for aNKEbody, the directions are opposite to each other.
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the sumof equations (4.8) and (4.9) gives

=RM 0. 4.13̈ ( )

Similar to equations (4.5), (4.13)manifests that amassM is doing freemotion in space. Note that theM andR in
(4.13) have not been explicitly defined. As a simplest case, one can setM=m2−m1.

In the following, we investigate two cases withm1<m2 andm1>m2 separately.
(1)m1<m2

In this case, equation (4.10) is rewritten as

m =-r f r . 4.14̈ ( ) ( )

This is the equation ofmotion of a PKEbody. That is to say, the reduced body is of PKE. It can do steadymotion
if subject to an attractive force. Therefore, in such a system, the net force between the two bodies should be
attractive. The primary candidate is universal gravity.

The feature of the reducedmass (4.11) is that it is always greater thanm1:μ−>m1. Its relationwithm2

depends on the latter: asm2< 2m1,μ−>m2; asm2= 2m1,μ−=m2; asm2> 2m1,m1< μ−<m2.When
m1=m2,μ−≈m1.

For the sake of simplicity, we assume that the force between them is universal gravity, and the ‘reduced body’
is doing circularmotion around the originwith angular velocityω. By equation (4.14), the value of theω is

w =
-G m m

r
. 4.152 1

3 2

( )
( )

whereG is the gravitational constant. The kinetic, potential and total energies of the reduced body are
respectively

m w= =-K r
Gm m

r

1

2 2
, 4.162 2 1 2 ( )

= -U
Gm m

r
4.171 2 ( )

and

= + = -E K U
Gm m

r2
. 4.181 2 ( )

Let usfind the position of the ‘mass center’. Apparently, both bodies should do circularmotion around themass
center, and the angular velocity of them is the same as that of the reduced body. Themass center taken as the
origin, the distances of the bodies to the origin are r1 and r2, respectively. The force between themdetermines
that

w w= =m r
Gm m

r
m r . 4.191 1

2 1 2
2 2 2

2 ( )

Figure 2.TwoNKEbodies constitute a stable systembymeans of a repulsion between them.
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Thus, the distance ratio is

=
r

r

m

m
. 4.201

2

2

1

( )

This ratio can also be gained by takingR= 0 in equation (4.12).
Nowm1 is of PKE andm2 is ofNKE. The sumof their kinetic energies is the PKEof the reduced body.

w w m w+ = - = -K K m r m r r
1

2

1

2

1

2
. 4.211 2 1 1

2 2
2 2

2 2 2 2 ( )

Combination of equations (4.20) and (4.21) results in

=
-

=
-

r
m

m m
r

m

m m
, . 4.221

2

2 1
2

2

2 1

( )

Subsequently,

- =r r r. 4.231 2 ( )

This reveals that themass center is still on the line connecting the two bodies, but not in between them. It is on
the outside of the dark body.

The ratio of the absolute values of their kinetic energies is

=K K m m: : . 4.241 2 2 1∣ ∣ ∣ ∣ ( )

The physical picture of themovement of the two bodies can be outlined. They do circularmotion around the
mass center in the same radial direction. The radius of bodym1 is larger and that ofm2, as shown by
equation (4.20). The absolute value of kinetic energy ofm1 is greater and that ofm2 is less, as shown by (4.24).
The closer the values ofm1 andm2, the closer their radii, and the farther themass center position. Consequently,
the absolute values of their kinetic energies and the total kinetic energy become greater. Asm2→m1, r2→ r1.
The case ofm1=m2 is impossible because they stick together but the total kinetic energywould become infinite.

The line speeds of the two bodies are respectively v1= r1ω and v2= r2ω. Theymove along the same angular
direction, i. e., v1 and v2 have the same direction.However, theirmomenta have opposite directions. According
to equations (2.6) and (2.31) theirmomenta are respectively

=p vm 4.251 1 1 ( )

and

= - = -p v pm . 4.262 2 2 1 ( )

In themass-center frame, the totalmomentum is zero.
This system is illustrated infigure 3.
Please note again that although the ratio r1: r2 is given, the explicit values of r1 and r2 are not known, but to be

determined by initial conditions.
According to this result, if a body or a galaxymoves around a center, there can be nothing in the center, as

long as a dark body or a dark galaxy with a greatermass but smaller radius alsomoves around the center
synchronously.

The above discussion takes a simplestmodel: circularmotion, where the distance between the two bodies is
fixed. In reality, the orbitals of celestial bodies are generally elliptical. Then the distance between the two bodies
will vary periodically.

(2)m1>m2

In this case, equation (4.10) is rewritten as

m- =-r f r . 4.27̈ ( ) ( )

The reducedmass is still defined by (4.11). Its feature is that it is always greater thanm2,m2< 2m1. As
m2< μ−,μ−>m1; asm1= 2m2,μ−=m1; asm1> 2m2,μ−<m1. Equation (4.27) describes themotion of a
NKEbody. It has been discussed that aNKE body is in a steadymovement onlywhen it is subject to a repulsive
force. Therefore, in this case the net force between the two bodies should be repulsive. Under a net attractive
force the system cannot be stable.

The universal gravity always exists. There should be repulsive forces between them, and they are numerically
greater than universal gravity. A possible case is that they have the same kind of electric charges and the
electrostatic repulsive force is greater than universal gravity. The dark body has to be constituted by charged
particles withNKE. The bodym1 with PKE should also be charged. A possible candidate is a charged black hole.

For the time being, we are content with describing some qualitative behaviors of the systems.
Themass center position is on the line connecting the two bodied, but not in between, and it is at the outside

of them1 side. The sumof the PKE ofm1 andNKEofm2 is theNKEof the reducemass. If both bodies do circular
motion around themass center, the radius of the dark bodym2 is greater than that of bodym1. The absolute
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value of kinetic energy ofm1 is less than that ofm2. The closer the values ofm1 andm2, the closer their radii, and
the farther themass center position. Consequently, the absolute values of their kinetic energies and the total
kinetic energy become greater. Asm1→m2, r1→ r2. The case ofm1=m2 is impossible because they stick
together but the total kinetic energywould become infinite.

Theymove along the same angular direction, i. e., v1 and v2 have the same direction.However, their
momenta p1 and p2 have opposite directions. In themass-center frame, the totalmomentum is zero.

This system is illustrated infigure 4.
Now let us discuss the energies of the four two-body systems illustrated by figures 1–4. It is assumed that in

each system, the two bodies do circularmotion due to a central force between them and the distance between
them is r. Infigures 1 and 3, the attraction candidates can be gravity f=−Gm1m2/r

2 or Coulomb attraction
f=− aq1q2/r

2 when the twomass points carry different kinds of charges. The potential is therefore
U=−Gm1m2/r orU=− aq1q2/r. Infigures 2 and 4, the repulsion candidate can beCoulomb repulsion
f= aq1q2/r

2 when the twomass points carry the same kind of charges. The potential is thereforeU= aq1q2/r.
It is easily calculated that forfigure 1, w w m w+ = + = +K K m r m r r ;1 2

1

2 1 1
2 2 1

2 2 2
2 2 1

2
2 2 forfigure 2,

w w m w+ = - - = - +K K m r m r r ;1 2
1

2 1 1
2 2 1

2 2 2
2 2 1

2
2 2 forfigure 3, w w m w+ = - = -K K m r m r r ;1 2

1

2 1 1
2 2 1

2 2 2
2 2 1

2
2 2

forfigure 4, w w m w+ = - + = - -K K m r m r r1 2
1

2 1 1
2 2 1

2 1 1
2 2 1

2
2 2. In every case, we have = + = -K K K U1 2

1

2
,

whichmeets Virial theorem [11]. The kinetic and potential energies infigure 2 are just the contrary numbers of
those in figure 1, and the kinetic and potential energies infigure 4 are just the contrary numbers of those in
figure 3.

We list in table 1 four possible cases of stable two-body systems.We usually see Case I: PKE celestial bodies
combine together due to universal gravity between them.

By theway let us have somewords about the topic related to the hypothesized star namedNemesis regarded
as a companion of the Sun. In 1984, Raup and Sepkoski claimed that they had identified a statistical periodicity
in extinction rates of species on the surface of the Earth over the last 250million years [21]. The average time
interval between extinction events was determined as 26million years. The extinction periodwas further
investigated later [22–25]. It was guessed that the cause of the extinction events were probably related to
extraterrestrial forces [21]. Possiblemechanics were proposed to explain the reasons of the extraterrestrial forces
[26–30]. One of themwas that the Sun had a companion [27]. The solar companion star was named asNemesis.
However, it has not been observed. Some investigations [23, 24] thought that the assumed orbital ofNemesis
was difficult to explain the periodicity of the extinction events.

The author thinks that theremay be such a companion for the Sun. Sincewe have known in the present work
that darkmacroscopic bodies can exist in theUniverse, the solar companion is probably a dark one so that it is
not observable to us. For the sake of convenience of discussion, presently, this companion is named dark
Nemesis. It is conjectured that darkNemesis is alsomoving around the center of our galaxy. Because the Sun and

Figure 3.Themasses of a PKE and aNKE bodies are respectivelym1 andm2, andm1 < m2. They constitute a stable systembymeans of
an attraction between them.
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darkNemesis connect together by universal gravity, it should beCase II in table 1. According to discussion
above, themass of darkNemesis, denoted byMNem, is larger than that of the SunMSun and darkNemesis is
closer to theGalaxy center. The distance between the Sun and theGalaxy center is about tens of thousands l.y,
and that between the Sun andNemesis is about one l.y or so. Thus, by equation (4.20) it is estimated that

~- -10M M

M
4Nem Sun

Sun
. That is to say, theirmasses are quite close to each other. Since the distance between the Sun

andNemesis varies with a period about 26million years, we further conjecture that darkNemesis has its dark
companion. They compose a system, called darkNemesis system.However, in this system, both objects are dark,
which should beCase IV in table 1. That is to say, the net force between them is repulsive. A possible way is that
both of them carry charges of the same kind. In this way, the distance of the Sun and darkNemesis can varywith
time periodically, and the period can be tuned tomatch the value of 26million years. Of cause this ismerely an
immature speculation for the possible unseenNemesis.

Evidences demonstrate that in the center of theMilkyWay, there is at least one unobservable object themass
of which ismillions of times of the Sun. A probable candidate is a black hole [31]. Here it is suggested that an
alternative candidatemay be aNKEobject. This needs further investigations.

4.2.Microscopic systems
Nowwe investigate two interactivemicroscopic particles. One PKE particle hasmassm1 and the other is ofNKE
withmassm2. TheHamiltonianwaswritten by equation (2.37). After r1− r2= r andm1r1−m2r2=MR are
defined, equation (2.37) is transformed to be

= +mH H H , 4.28M ( )

Figure 4.Themasses of aNKE and a PKEbodies are respectivelym1 andm2, andm1 < m2. They constitute a stable systembymeans of
a repulsion between them.

Table 1. Four possible cases of a stable system composed of two bodies
withmassesm1 andm2, respectively. The reducedmassesμ± are defined
by equations (4.3) and (4.11).

Interaction

between the two

KE KE Reducedmass bodies thatmakes

Case ofm1 ofm2 and its KE the system stable

I PKE PKE μ+, PKE Attraction

II PKE NKE μ−, PKE Attraction

m1 < m2

III PKE NKE μ−, NKE Repulsion

m1 > m2

IV NKE NKE μ+, NKE Repulsion
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where

= -
-

 +m


rH
m m

m m
V

2
4.29r

2
2 1

1 2

2( ) ( ) ( )

and

= -
-




H
m m

M2
. 4.30RM

2
1 2

2
2( ) ( )

Apparently, thewave function of (4.28) is in the formof

y c x=r R r R, . 4.31( ) ( ) ( ) ( )

The factor ξ(R) is the eigenfunction ofHM, representing the freemotion of a particle withmass
-
M

m m

2

1 2∣ ∣
.When

m1>m2, this is a PKEparticle, andwhenm1<m2 aNKE one.
The factorχ(r) is the eigen function ofHμwith a reducedmassμ− defined by equation (4.11).When

m1<m2, this reducedmass is of PKE.OnlywhenV(r) is an attractive potential canmake the two-body system
be a stable one.Whenm1>m2, the reducedmassμ− is ofNKE. Then onlywhenV(r) is a repulsive potential can
itmake the systembe a stable one.

In short, if themassm2 of the dark body is larger, the two-body system is a PKEone, and an attractive
potential between them canmake the systembe stable.While ifm2 is smaller, it is aNKE system, and a repulsive
potential between them canmake the system stable. This conclusion is in agreement with that ofmacroscopic
two-body systems. Formicroscopic particles, there can indeed be a repulsive interaction between the two
particles, e. g., they carry same kind of electric charge.

A simplest example is a system composed of a proton and an electron. In table 2, hydrogen and three possible
cases are listed.

The dark hydrogen atomand dark combo hydrogen atom cannot be observed by us because of their NKE.
The combo hydrogen atom is of PKE, so that its spectrum, if there is, can be observed by us. If thewave number

of a spectral line of hydrogen atom is n , then that of the combo hydrogen line should be n+
-

m M

m M

1

1
 . There is a

slight blue shift. The author suggests to look for such lines in celestial spectra. Of cause, when one observes such
spectra from a celestial body, the possible red shift due to its going away from the Earth should be taken into
account.

5. Elastic collision of two bodies

Weconsider elastic collisions between two bodies.
When both bodies are of PKE, the case has been fully researched [12].When both are ofNKE, the case can be

investigated almost the same as that of two PKE bodies.
Here we study the case that onewithmassm1 is of PKE and the other withmassm2 is ofNKE. Theymove

along the x axis before and after the collision.
It is assumed that before collision,m1 is at x< 0 andm2 is at x> 0. Before collision, the velocity and

momentumofm1 are respectively v10 and p10, and those ofm2 are respectively v20 and p20. After collision, the
quantities are denoted by the same symbols with the subscript 0 removed.

By the discussion in section 2.2, in the process of collision both the total kinetic energy and totalmomentum
are conserved.Hence, we have

Table 2.Hydrogen and three possible cases of a stable system
composed of a proton and an electron. The electric charge q can be
either positive or negative. Themasses of proton and electron are
respectivelym andM. Two reducedmasses are defined
by m = 

m

m M1
.

KE and KE and Reduced

charge charge mass and

of proton of electron its KE Name

PKE, q PKE,− q μ+, PKE H (Hydrogen atom)
NKE, q PKE,− q μ−, PKE ComboH

PKE, q NKE, q μ−, NKE Dark comboH

NKE, q NKE, q μ+, NKE DarkH
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- = -
m
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1

2
5.1

1
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2

2
20
2

1
1
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2
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2 ( )

and

+ = +p p p p . 5.210 20 1 2 ( )

The reducedmassμ− is defined by equation (4.11).We have to distinguish two cases ofm1<m2 andm1>m2.

5.1. TheNKEbody has a largermass than the PKEbody
In this case,m1<m2. It is solved from equations (5.1) and (5.2) that

m= - +  +-p
m

p p
p

m

p

m

1
5.31

2
10 20

10

1

20

2

[ ( ) ( )] ( )

and then p2 is solved from equation (5.2). In equation (5.3) there are two possible solutions. One is always such
that p1= p10 and p2= p20. Thismeans that after collision each body goes through the other and continues its
moving, which is unreasonable and is excluded. In each case listed in the following, only the reasonable solution
is discussed.

(1)Head-on collision
Before collision,m1moves rightward andm2moves leftward: v10> 0, p10> 0, v20→− v20< 0, and p20> 0.

In this case, the physically reasonable solution in equation (5.3) is that

m= - + + <-p
m m

p

m
a

1 1 2
0 5.41

1 2

20

2

⎜ ⎟
⎡
⎣⎢

⎛
⎝

⎞
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⎤
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( )
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m m
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2
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2
. 5.42
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⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠

( )

After collision,m1moves leftwardwith amomentumgreater than that before collision andm2 continue tomove
leftwardwith a greatermomentum. Since theymove in the same direction, it is required that |v1|> |v2|. It is so
because the evaluation is |v1|− |v2|= v10+ v20.

An extreme case is that asm1=m2 andμ≈m1, v1≈− v10− 2v20, v2≈ v20. The largermass keeps its
velocity almost unchanged and the smallermass gains velocity, a slingshot effect.

If a celestial body changes itsmoving direction rapidly, it probably collides a dark body.
(2) Following collision rightward
Before collision, bothm1 andm2move rightward: v10> 0, p10> 0, v20> 0 and p20→− p20< 0. In order for

the collision to occur, it is required that v10> v20. In equations (5.2) and (5.3) p20→− p20 ismanipulated, and
the physically reasonable solution is that

m= - + +-p
m m

p
p

m
a

1 1 2
5.51
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What are themoving directions ofm1 andm2 after collision depends on their initial velocities v10 and v20.
(3) Following collision leftward
Before collision, bothm1 andm2move leftward: v10→− v10< 0, p10→− p10< 0, v20→− v20< 0 and

p20> 0. In order for the collision to occur, it is required that v10< v20. In equations (5.2) and (5.3) p10→− p10 is
manipulated, and the physically reasonable solution is that

m
m

= + --
-p

m m
p

m
p a

1 1 2
5.61

1 2
10

2
20⎜ ⎟

⎡
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What are themoving directions ofm1 andm2 after collision depends on their initial velocities v10 and v20.
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5.2. The PKEbody has a largermass than theNKEbody
In this case,m1>m2. It is solved from equations (5.1) and (5.2) that

m= +  +-p
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p p
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( ) ( )

and then p2 is solved from equation (5.2). In equation (5.7) there are two possible solutions. One is always such
that p1= p10 and p2= p20, which is excluded. In each case listed below, only the reasonable solution is discussed.

(1)Head-on collision
Before collision,m1moves rightward andm2moves leftward: v10> 0, p10> 0, v20→− v20< 0 and p20> 0.

In this case, the physically reasonable solution in equation (5.7) is that
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After collision, bothm1 andm2move rightward, and the velocity ofm2 is greater than that before collision. Since
theymove in the same direction, it is required that v1< v2. It is so because the evaluation is
v1− v2=− v10− v20< 0.

An extreme case is that asm1?m2 andμ− ≈m2, v1≈ v10, v2≈ v20+ 2v10. The largermass keeps its velocity
almost unchanged and the smallermass gains velocity, a slingshot effect.

(2) Following collision rightward
Before collision, bothm1 andm2move rightward: v10> 0, p10> 0, v20> 0 and p20→− p20< 0. In order for

the collision to occur, it is required that v10> v20. In equations (5.2) and (5.7) p20→− p20 ismanipulated, and
the physically reasonable solution is that
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What are themoving directions ofm1 andm2 after collision depends on their initial velocities v10 and v20.
(3) Following collision leftward
Before collision, bothm1 andm2move leftward: v10→− v10< 0, p10→− p10< 0, v20→− v20< 0 and

p20> 0. In order for the collision to occur, it is required that v10< v20. In equations (5.2) and (5.3), p10→− p10
ismanipulated, and the physically reasonable solution is that
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What are themoving directions ofm1 andm2 after collision depends on their initial velocities v10 and v20.

6. Conclusions

The equations ofmotion (EOM) ofmacroscopic bodies are derived fromquantummechanics equations.
In doing so, hydrodynamic limits are taken. FromSchrödinger equation, all the content ofNewtonian

mechanics, includingNewton’s three laws ofmotion, are derived. FromdecoupledKlein–Gordon equation, the
EOMof relativisticmotion in special relativity are retrieved. These are for PKE systems. FromNKE Schrödinger
equation andNKEdecoupled Klein–Gordon equation, the EOM formacroscopicNKEbodies in low
momentum and relativisticmotions are obtained.

NKE bodies are believed dark bodies. A unique feature is that for a dark body, its velocity andmomentum
have opposite directions. For dark bodies, Newton’s three laws ofmotion still apply.
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The laws ofmomentum conservation and total kinetic energy conservation are still valid. Explicitly, suppose
a system is composed ofN interactive bodies, amongwhich a part is of PKE and the remainings are ofNKE. If
this system is not acted by forces fromoutside, the totalmomentum and total kinetic energy of the system are
conserved.

In oneword, all the known laws in physics remain unchanged.
The achievedmechanical EOMare collectively calledmacroscopicmechanics, in shortmacromechanics.
For a dark ideal gas, the pressure is negative, which is proved in viewpoint ofmolecular kinetics. The key

point is that for a darkmolecule, its velocity vector andmomentum vector are antiparallel to each other. The
velocity plays a role to determine its position in space, while itsmomentumplays a role yielding physical effect.
Here the physical effect is pressure.

Two-body problems are studied. If both bodies are dark, the system can be investigated bymimicking that of
a system composed of two PKE bodies. If onewithmassm1 is of PKE and the otherwithmassm2 is ofNKE, the
reducedmass is defined by m =- -

m m

m m
1 2

2 1∣ ∣
, and themass center is on the line connecting the two bodies but not

in between. Ifm1<m2 (m1>m2), the reduced body is of PKE (NKE), and only a net attractive (repulsive) force
between them canmake a stable system.

The two-particle system containing one PKE and oneNKEparticles is also researched bymeans of low
momentumquantummechanics. ANKEprotonwithmassM and a PKE electronwithmassm can constitute a
stable systemby the attractive electric potential between them,which is called combo hydrogen atom. Its

spectral lines are those of a hydrogen atommultiplied by a factor +
-

m M

m M

1

1
. That is to say, they have blue shifts

compared to hydrogen spectral lines. The author suggests to seek for such lines in celestial spectra. Following this
thinking, it is possible to calculate the spectra ofmore PKE systems composed of some PKE and someNKE
particles, and then to seek for corresponding lines in celestial spectra.

Elastic collisions between two bodies are studied. The results provide us at least one clue to seek for the
evidence of celestial dark bodies: if a celestial body changes itsmoving direction rapidly, it probably collides a
dark body.

Themovement ofNKEbodies has never been touched before.Herewe compare some properties ofNKE
bodies with PKE ones. For aNKE (PKE) body, the direction of its velocity is antiparallel (parallel) to that of its
momentum. An ideal NKE (PKE) gas produces negative (positive) pressure. A two-body system comprising two
bodies both being ofNKE (PKE) can have stationarymotion onlywhen there is a repulsive (attractive)
interaction between them. In either case, themass center of the two bodies is in between them. It is also possible
that one PKE and oneNKEbodies comprise a systemdoing stationarymotion. In this case, themass center of
the two bodies is not in between them.
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