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W hat iswork and what is heat’ is re-investigated from the perspective of second law of them o—
dynam ics. It is shown that the nevitable consequence of second law of them odynam ics and spin
conservation necessitates the possible generation of zero spin photon in pair production process,
and its subsequent decay explains the birth of neutrino and antineutrino. T he proposed neutrino—
genesis, solves m any riddles of physics and universe. The riddles considered and explained are
about: (i) m ysterious neutrino (and antineutrino) and its bizarre properties such as handed-ness
and parity-violation, (ii) questionable asym m etry/ excess ofm atter over antim atter, (i) possibility
of existence of antin atter world and (iv) parity P ) violation and aspects of CP and CPT violation

or restoration in the universe.

PACS numbers: 2320Ra, 14.60Lm, 9880.%, 1130E«r

I. NTRODUCTION

Science has progressed a lot, but laves several un—
solved riddles here and there. Any convincing P roposal
even at the level of hypothesis’, which solves som e of
the riddls, should be welcom ed. The authors propose
such a hypothesis: Zero-spin-photon generation in
pairproduction and is subsequent decay into neutrinos
and antineutrinos’.

T he riddles considered here are about:

(1)M ysterious neutrinos (and antineutrinos)
bizarre properties?

(2)Is there a need of slight asymm etry of m atter over
antin atter (to explain extrem ely low valie of nucleon to
photon ratio) in early universe?

(3)P ossbility of existence of antim atter world?

(4)P arity-violation (@and also about CP and CPT)?

and its

These riddles oould easily be explmned wih the
Yero— spin-photon hypothesis’ considerations discussed
In this paper. The proposed Y“ero-soin-photon’ is
In fact attrbuted as a necessary out-come in pair-
production process asdem anded-by the second-law -of-
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them odynam ics. M oreover, since the zero-spin-photon
(boson with wvelocity c) does not exist In nature, it
must be unstable to decay into two smaller halfspin
particles such as neutrino and antineutrino (fem ions
wih velocity c) conserving the spin. The hypothesis
about Yero-spin-photon and is subsequent decay into
halfspin neutrino and antineutrino’, clearly explains the
genesis and bizarreness of neutrinos and solves several
riddles.

II. ZERO-SPIN-PHOTON GENERATION IN
PAIRPRODUCTION AND ITS SUBSEQUENT
DECAY INTO NEUTRINOS AND
ANTINEUTRINOS

T he authors have indicated in an earlier paper ] the
possbility of low-energy zero-spin-photon ( o) genera—
tion from high-energy -ray-photon in pair production
as =e +e + 4.Toexplain the essence of the paper
] , the re-understanding of heat’ and Work’ in view
of second—-law -oftherm odynam ics is necessary, which is
explained as follow s In section IT@A).

A . Heat and W ork

Second law of therm odynam ics in plies that although
work can be fully converted to heatbut heat can-not
be fully converted to work’. For conversion of heat
(radiation) to work (particle) some heat must go as
waste. E ciency of Work to heat conversion’ could
be = 100% , but e ciency of heat to work conversion’
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must be < 100% . Tk may also be noted/rem em bered
that though heat is considered as a statistical (pulk)
aspect, but them odynam ics is equally applicable even
for single-photon interactions, as shown and discussed
In the earlier paper [1].

In them odynam icprocess heat’ and Wwork’! are
generally obvious, but there are some m isconcep—
tions too. The socalled heat of a hot- body’, as
per second law of them odynam ics, is In fact not
heat’ but Work’ as it is due to vibration/m otion of
atom s/m okcules. In elctronic process where usu—
ally ‘¥nergy’-transfer/transition/conversion take place,
recognition of heat and work is even more di cuk.
W hat is energy? Is Energy heat’ or Work’? A Iittle
therm odynam ics considerations [l], however, w ill reveal
that all energies such as potential energy, kinetic energy,
electrostatic energy, chem ical energy, nuclkar energy,
mass energy m & etc. are n a way Work’, except the
radiation energy h which is the real heat’. In fact
heat’ is the energy carried by the m assless particlke
such as photon radiation waves, whereas energy carried
by m assive particle is Work’. In other words, boson
(P hoton) carries the heat’ as radiation waves, whereas
ferm jon (electron or ferm ion-groups as atom s/m olecules)
carries Work’ as kinetic, potential energy and other
energy of particle(s). W ith this understanding that the
photon (radiation h ) is heat’ and that the particle
mass (energy m A) is work; the two I ass and energy
conversion’ process nam ely — annihilation’ and bair-
production’ P-4]ofelectron and positron are reexam ined
from therm odynam ics point of view , as follow s.

B . Annihilation and P air-P roduction
1. Annihilation

A partick(say, ekctron e ) and an antiparticle (say,
positron €*) can annihilate each other giving two —ray
photons ie.,

e +e" =2 : @)

The totalm ass energy 1:02 M €V plus kinetic energy of
the particles fully converts 100% to the energy of the
photons. The full conversion of work (m ass energy) to
heat (radiation) is well pem issble under second law of
therm odynam ics; the exact-reverse, how ever, is not per-
m issble as discussed in next Section IIB (2) and this is
the key point of this paper.

2. Pairproduction and pairsproduction

If a -ray of radiation energy (heat) ofh = 102
M ev (exactly) could have to produce the electron and
positron pair 2m ¢ Work), then i would be 100%

conversion of heat to work against the second law of
them odynam ics, thus in possble. To save (satisfy) the
validity of the second law of themm odynam ics, a higher
energy (b > 102 M &V) photon is required and that
som e other obfct such as nuclkus is Involved in the
pairproduction process to carry-away part of initial
photon-energy (and m om entum ), thus only less than
100% photon’senergy (heat) is utilized in producing the
®lectron positron’ pair 2m & (work).

(@) Zero—spin-photon hypothesis

The authors propose the hypothesis that: Yf pair-
production is ever to happen in em pty space (such as in
early universe), then t wouldbe ke = e + " + o
giving a zero-spin-photon( o) of low energy out of
the m other -ray photon of high energy of m ore than
102 M eV, In-accordance wih second law of therm o—
dynam ics and spin consideration’. The hypothesis of
zero-spin-photon as given in Eq. [2) is a necessity in
pairproduction in empty-space to save (satisfy) the
second law of therm odynam ics and to conserve spin.

=e +e&" + 4: @)

N ote that pairproduction sinply as = e + " (spe-
cially In em pty space) is them odynam ically w rong, thus
notpossble. T here are, however, fouror ve possbilities
ofpairproduction to save (satisfy) second-law oftherm o—
dynam ics, as follow s:
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D epending on the spin considerations; possibilities
given in equations [3) and [4) show em ission of low
energy zero-goin-photon (o), whereas possbilities



given in equations [@) to [B) show em ission of usual
/nom al (put weaker) spin one photon ( 0) and that
possbilities in equations [d) and [[0) indicate the
possbl graviton ( OO) em ission. Note that though
process are given in equation [B) to [I0) are possble
(slhglk) pairproduction, but not considered any further;
whereas the interesting process given in equation [3)
and [@) can lad to (doubl) pairsproduction after
subsequent decay of the zero-spin-photon ¢ to neutrino
and antineutrino Eq. [II))) as shown in Figure 1 and in
Eq. [I2) or [[3). Combination of the above equations,
suchas =e +e" + o+ O,area]soposs:b]ebutnot
considered further because our concentration is only on
Eg. [) oron [B) and [@) to em phasize the in portance
of o and its subsequent decay via Eq. [1d]).

¥
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FIG .1: PairP roduction and P airsP roductions

() Subsequent decay of zero-spin-photon to

halfspin neutrinos and antineutrinos, m aking
the pairproduction as pairsproduction
Since the bizarredooking zero-spin-photons (with

velociy c) are not seen to exist in nature, it m ust have
been unstabl to decay nto two am aller halfspin par-
ticles such as the known neutrino ( ) and antineutrino
() wih velocity c) as ollow s.

o=+ (11)

Combining Egs. [2) and [II), the equation of pair-
production can be w ritten as

=e +e"+ + 12)

and e") but
) are produced.

which shows that not only onepair (e
twopairs € and e, and and

The them odynam ically-valid and spin-conserved pair-
production given in [2) nally becom es pairsproduction

@), as shown In Figure 1. The Eq. [2), if spin-
included, can be re-w ritten as.
1= +te )+ ( 1+ 1) 13)
2 2 2 2

III. THE RIDDLES RESOLVED

A . N eutrino (antineutrino ) and its bizarre
properties such as handedness (helicity) etc.

1. Birth of and and its handedness (helicity)

The m ost m ysterious and elusive of all particles are
neutrinos and antineutrinos [B]. H owever, only the basic
and fundam ental aspects of i are considered here. It is
not very much clkar —why and how these are produced
specially wih such lft or right handedness and wih
bizarre characteristics.

It is rem arkable to mention here that in Egs. [3)
and [@), the zero-spin-photon ¢ is one of the extra
outcom e of pairproduction, necessary to save the second
law of them odynam ics. It is also observed from Eg.
[I1) that this zero-spin-photon m oving w ith velocity c)
subsequently decays Into neutrino and antineutrino (@lso
m oving w ith velocities ¢ in sam e direction), the birth of
neutrino (@and antineutrino ), is rew ritten as follow s
Indicating the spins.

0= it i 14)

The reason why one of the  is left-handed (spin 1)
and the other ( ) is right-handed (spin +3) is explained
as ollows. As shown in Figure 2, ( moves in a direc—
tion with velocity ¢, and when i decays into neutrinos
and antineutrinos both m ust m ove in sam e direction to
conserve m om entum and both must have spin-rotation
In opposite direction to conserve spin. T hus to conserve
mom entum and spin, one (heutrino) is left-handed ( %)
and other (antineutrino) is right-handed (+ ). This is
so—is known to be true experim entally and is fam ous as

parity-violation [,,d].

2. Nomenchture and characteristics

N eutrinos (@nd antineutrinos) are bom out of decay
ofthe latent zero-spin-photon ( asperEq. [I1) or [I4).
T his zero-spin-photon could also be nam ed as m esonic—
photon. Is zero-spin-photon not lke 6 oldstoneboson’
] ? It seem s, i is so; and if it is so, it should have
linkage w ith H igg’s m echanian [Z].

The appropriate names of neutrinos and antineu—
trinos could be halfsoinphoton’ where halfspin
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FIG .2: Handedness (#H elicity) ofN eutrinos and A ntineutrinos

In plies % for neutrinos and + % for antineutrinos. The
neutrino (and antineutrino) alias halfsoin-photon seem s
to have m ixed properties /characteristics of photon and
ferm jon. From spin consideration it is ferm ion (lepton),
as comm only believed. But since i m oves w ith velocity
of Iight ¢, i has characteristic of photon. This m ixed
dilemma is in-fact not a dilemma but is solution for
m any bizarre properties such as handedness’ (elicity)
as just explained ( In Section IIIA (1), Figure 2).
Hence, the neutrino (and antineutrino) could be nam ed
as Yhoton-w ith-handedness’, or sinply as Yem ionic—
photon’ which indicates that i has both the aspects
(v = c and spin half) of photon and of ferm ion. It is
m ore of a photon that ferm ion, thus appropriate to be
nam ed as Yem ionicphoton’ w ith an optional pre x of
kft or right to show the handedness as listed in Table-1
(@long with som e other fam iliar particles/antiparticles
and is characteristics such as charge, z-com ponent of
soIn, handedness, possible speed, stability/decay etc.).

E ciency of heat to work conversion’ in pairproduction,

according to second law of therm odynam ics, would be
less than 100% but it could be as high as, say 99:9999% ;
thusa -ray photon WwWih energyh > 1:02M €V ) could
produce a Zero-soin-photon , (of energy 1 ev),
which subsequently splits Into thy (ofmass 0:5eV=c?)
particles: neutrino and antineutrino ¢ igures 1l and 2).

High penetrating power of the sharp-tiny (ut wih
an all m ass) neutrinos and antineutrinos (m oving w ith
velocity of light) could be due to its unidirectional soin,
resulting In is deep drilling action.

B . Isthere a need of slight asym m etry (excess) of

m atter over antim atter (to explain extrem ely low

value of nucleon to photon ratio 10 ° ) in the early
universe?

P resent approach:

It is well known that our universe contains much
more number of photons ( 10°) for each nuclkon.
This is explained In the past and contem porary physics

5,14, 7,18, 9] as llows. It is assum ed that during
particles-production in the early universe there was slight
asymm etry (excess) ofm atter over antin atter ie., m ore
m atterparticles (eg., onebillion plisone) were produced
as com pared to antin atter particles (one billion). The
one billion of each m atter and antin atter particles an—
nihilated to produce two billion photons leaving behind
one m atter particle, n each tum. T hus the slight excess
ofm atter particles survived ultin ately giving rise to our
m atter universe in which nucleon to photon ratio is10 °.
A ternative approach:

A nother explanation, how ever, is possibl w ithout the
need of any asymm etry of m atter over antim atter, is
given as follow s. For i, i is considered that due to sym —
m etry, in early universe exactly sam e am ount of m atter
and antin atter were produced (eg.,one billion plus one,
foreach). T he one billion each ofm atter and antim atter
annihilated to produce tw o billion photons. O ut ofthese,
one billion photons w ith one m atter particle every tim e
went to create m atter world; w hereas one billion photon
w ith one antin atter particle every tin e went to produce
antin atter world. T hus there seam s a possibility of cre-
ation of antim atter world.

C . Possibility of creation, separation and existence
of antim atter world

Interpretation of Fitch-C ronin experim ent of
K ayon-decay in both ways: as evidence against
and in-favour-of existence of antim atter-w orld

The present model of BigBang assum es that there
was a slight excess of m atter (asym m etry-hypothesis)
over antin atter in early universe perhaps 1 part in 10°.
T he altemative possibility (@s explained In the previous
Section III B )) based on sym m etry-hypothesis is that:
m atter and antin atter were produced in exactequal
quantity, but later som e how antin atterworld separated
from the matterworld. There is no @mot enough)
evidence either in favour or against the possbility
of symm etry-hypothesis. There is, however, the key
evidence [ itch-C ronin experin ent, as reported In [2,110]
In favour of asymm etry-hypothesis is decay of neutral
kaon; but that is particularly not a strong evidence and
that the sam e kaon decay can be reinterpreted otherw ise
In favour of symm etry-hypothesis as well, explained as
follow s.



Table-1 Som e particles and its characteristics

P article (sym bol) spin H andedness Speed C ategory D ecay
E lectron (e ) ( %) No 0 v<c fe (lep) stable
Positron (") ( %) No 0 v<c & (lep) stable
Proton (p' ) ( %) No 0 v<c f& (bar) stable
Antiproton (o ) ( %) No 0 v<c fe bar) stable
N eutron (n) ( %) No 0 v<oc fe par) n=e +p +
A ntineutron (n°) ( %) No 0 v<c fe bar) n=¢ +p +
Photon ( ) (1 No v=cC bos(h) stable
Zero-soinph ( o) 0) No v=C m esph 0=+
Neutrino ( ) (%) L-handed v=c L-f&ph stable
Antineutrino ( ) “*3) R -handed v=c R -f&ph stable

Here, L, R, ph, f&, bos, Jkp, m es and bar stand for Left, R ight, photon, ferm ion, boson, Jepton, m eson and baryon whereas
m esph and feph are understood to be read asm esonicphoton and fermm ionic-photon respectively.

Fitch-C ronin experim ent of kaon decay: to-
tality in both-worlds rather supports possibility
of antim atter-world:

In our matterworld (as n Fich-Cronin experim ent
[2, |10] the Iong-lived neutral kaon k; can decay into
@ *+e + oor d + &' + .. For supporting
sym m etry-hypothesis both (i) and () should decay
w ith equal probability, but i is found (experim ent in
our m atterword) that probability of m ode (i) is very
slightly higher, Indicating a possible excess of m atter in
ourm atterworld. It can be argued that ifF ich-C ronin
experin ent is done in antim atterworld, the neutral k;,
would decay but therein probability In m ode (1) would
be very slightly higher, indicating a possble excess
of antin atter in antim atterworld. Considering both
the m atterworld and antin atterworld in totaliy, the
whole universe would be perfectly symm etrical w ith
equal am ount ofm atter and antim atter. T hus it can be
further argued that the decay of kaon, is not against
antin atterw orld, but rather is in its favor if both the
m atter and antin atter worlds are considered in totality.

Possible creation of both m atter and anti-
m atter worlds and its separation

In this and next paragraphs i is brie y discussed
that how m atter and antin atter worlds were form ed,
and how it separated out. A fter the big bang for each
10° + 1 matterparticles, 10° + 1 antin atter particles
were generated. The 10° each from matter and anti-
m atter anniilated to form photons. The rem ainder
an all num ber of m atter and antin atter particles form ed
the corresponding two worlds. Besides large number
of photons, m atter world m ainly consist of proton p* ,
ekctron e ,and neutron M= p' + € + );whereasan—
tin atter world would consist of antiproton p , posiron
e" and antheutron n® ® = p + & + ). There
would be large num ber of neutrinos and antineutrinos
around. But all the free neutrinos would go along

with matter sensing (from neutron decay) that as —
if neutron contains is counterpart antineutrinos
Sin ilarly all the free antineutrinos would go along w ith
antin atter. That is why our m atterw orld contains free
abundant neutrinos (@ll left-handed); antineutrino com es
out only in neutron-decay or in such weak interactions
Indicating parity-violation. Sim ilarly, antin atter world
would contain free abundant antineutrinos; neutrino
would com e out there as in antineutron-decay indicating
parity-iolation there too.

M any physicists dont deny and some even agree
to the possbility of existence of antin atter world but
wonder why and how it got separated from our world.
W hy matterworld and antinatterworld separated
out is di cult to explin because the reason is not

known. But, possbly, i can be explihed as follows.
An alemative novel gravity-theory recently proposed
by Gupta [L1] explains: how Yravity is the residualnet
electrostatic attraction/repulsion (due to second-order
relativistic e ect) between the charged-constituent of
otherw iseneutral m atteratom s’. Interestingly, i is
shown in the paper [L1] that Newton’s gravitational
form ula is derivable from Coulomb’s form ula if applied
between the constituents of atom s of two bodies and if
special relativity considerations are taken into account.
This graviy theory [L1] also suggests (predicts) that
though elem entary particles and antiparticles attract
each other but atom s (of m atterworld) and antiatom s
(@atom s of antim atterworld) would repel each other.
T his repulsion between the m atter and antin atter could
be the cause of separation of antim atterworld from the
m atterworld!

From Einstein’s graviy theory (G eneral Relhtiviy)—
point of view also, this repulsion of matter from
antin atter seem s possble, if interpreted as follows.
M atter creates a concave dinple (valley) around it in
spacetin e fabric. The testm atterm ass around this
valley tends to fall into the valley, creating an apparent



graviational attraction. To the testantin atterm ass,
residing on the other side of the fabric (horizon), the
dinplk (valley) would appear from the other side as a
m ole (hill); hence the testantin atterm assw ill 2llaway
from the cli , creating an apparent repulsion between
m atter and antin atter.

D . Parity violation and also about CP and CPT

In Section IITA (1) i is explained how neutrinos
(and antineutrinos) are bom due to decay of the zero—
soin-photon as ¢ = 1t 4. A Iso explained there,
is the fact that why neutrinos are left handed ( %)
and antineutrinos are right handed (+ %), both m ove
In same direction with spin in di erent directions to
conserve spjn,+% + % = 0. Thus all neutrinos (free
and abundant In our m atter world) are left handed and
all antineutrinos (free and abundant there In antin atter
world) are right handed. This is full (m axin al) pariy
violation (in weak interaction) as observed [Z, |5, 16]
experin entally too.

Parity (P ), and charge-conjigation (C) taken together,
CP seam swell restored initially. But from F itch-C ronin
experim ent [Z,110] of kaon decay, a very an allCP viola—
tion does seem to occur in m atter world thus favoring
an all asym m etry asm entioned in Section ITIC . But In
the sam e section, it is also argued that sim ilar violation
(iIn otherway) could occur in antim atter world too again
favoring am all asymm etry but in opposite way. Thus
In totality (for both worlds considered together) the
symm etry seem s to be restored/retained.

For tin ereversal symm etry (T ) there are com pelling
reasons that tim ereversal can not be a perfect symm e~
try, especially in view of them odynam ic-irreversibility
(or second law of them odynam ics) creating them ody-—
nam ic arrow of tine [@]. Thus T must be violated [12]
even though it may be very slight, even un-noticeable.
T he slight violation of CP in each world and slight vi-
olation of T together; could yield TCP restoration in
each world and in totality too. The beauty’ is that
the two slight asymm etries (CP and T violations) m ake
an exact symmetry (TCP restoration). Nature prefers
symm etry in the whole universe. T he suggested way of
TCP restoration is well n accordance w ith the beauti-
ful’ TCP theorem [L3]which statesthat tombined e ect
of T,C and P (in any order) is an exact symm etry of
any interaction’. B rief description for quick look of vio—
Jation/R estoration of P, CP, T and CPT are tabulated
In Tablk2 (at appropriate page).

IV.. DISCUSSION

Therm odynam ics and R elativity Linked

T he generation of zero-spin-photon ( In pairproduction
is the neviable consequence of second law of them o—
dynam ics and spin-conservation, as mentioned in the
Section ITB 2 (a). It is also interesting to note, asm en—
tioned in the other paper [l], that diverse phenom ena
such as Yecond law of them odynam ics (heat-to-work
ratio, e ciency WQ—l = 1)’ and Ypecialrelativiyy
(velocity ratio ¢ = < 1)’ are intim ately linked or in
other words are two faces of the sam e coin. Subsequent
decay of zero-spin-photon ( moving wih c¢) into
neutrino and antineutrino as halfspin-photon (oth
moving wih c¢ in the same direction) is discussed in
the Section IIB 2 (o). T he halfspin-photons (ferm ionic—
photons) have dual property of photons (v = <)
and of ferm ons Galf spin). It seem s that for both:
zero-soin-photon and halfspin-photon, the key is rela—
tivity (orthem odynam ics) along w ith soin-conservation.

Super-symm etry: A
super-sym m etry

new possibility of self-

The halfspin-photons alias fem ionicphotons are
commonly known as neutrinos and antineutrinos.
If the fem ionicphoton is thought (renamed) as
ferm ionicboson, its dual nature (@nd nam e) rem inds of
super-symm etry. Super-symm etry [9] is a novel conoept,
which states that every ferm ion could have is bosonic
partner and vice versa and is an in portant ingredient of
super-string theory. Is the neutrino as ferm ionichboson is
super-sym m etric partner of iself, and the antineutrino
too as ferm ionicboson is a super-sym m etric partner of
tself? Tt opensup a new possibility of a particle being
selfsuper-sym m etric.

E = m & re-interpreted

Re-coonsideration of energy as work or heat as dis—
cussed In Section IT@A) indicates that mass energy
m & is lke work and radiation energy  is heat. The
fam ous m assenergy equation E = m ¢ needs to be
reexpressed for annihilation and for pairproduction
di erently (@s follows) In the light of the second law
of them odynam ics validity. For annihilation it is as
mcd = , but fr pairproduction Egs. B)- B)) it
shoudbeas = md+ or =md+ o,where and

are nom al spin-one high and low energy photons and
o is the Iow energy zero-spin-photon.

Possible by-products in pair(s)-production

The input ingredient for pairproduction is the high
energy -ray photon whereas the output products are
electron and positron wih som e possble by-products
such as listed herein: (1) low energy nomm al spin-one



Table-2 V iolation/R estoration ofP,CP, T and CPT

M atter W orld

Antin atter W orld

W hole universe
containing both
m atter and antin atter worlds

®) M axin ally violated.
A llneutrinos are keft,
free and abundant.

Cp) N early restored but

very slight violation

suggests asym m etry (slight excess)
ofm atter over antin atter.

M axim ally violated.
A Il neutrinos are right
handed, free and abundant.

N early restoration but
very slight violation to
to suggest asym m etry
(slight excess) ofm atter

P arity violation necessary,

since the left handed neutrinos and
right handed antineutrinos are bom
out of decay of zero spin-photons.

Symm etry ofm atter and
antin atter in totality, w ith
slight violation of CP but
di erently in both worlds.

over antin atter.

(T) V iolation (m ay be
slight) due to them odynam ic
arrow oftime.

CPT) R estored.

V dolation (m ay be slight)
due to them odynam ic
arrow of tim e.

R estored.

V dolation (m ay be slight)
due to them odynam ic
arrow oftim e.

R estored.

photon ! (see Egs. [B)-[)), (i) low energy novel zero—
spin photon ( (m esonicphoton) as .n Egs. [@) and @),
(iii) the o decays/splits Egs. [II) and [I4) and F igures
1 and 2) into halfspin photons (ferm ionic-photons) or
ie. Into neutrino and antineutrino ( and ) and ()
bigpin-photon (i Egs. [@) and [0), possbl as
gravion!).

N eutrinos (and antineutrinos): the three known
brands and other possible brands

Equations[Id) and [[4) and Figures 1 and 2 show
how neutrinos and antineutrinos are created. The
zero-spin-photon ¢ is bom-out in pairproduction.
The ¢ is, as if, also lke a pair of Siam ese-tw ins(of
and ) Ppined at hip, which (o) subsequently decays
(splits) into two separate particles and . Before the
split the rotation (soin) is restricted to zero but after
the split these two rotate (spin) In opposie way (see,
Figure 2) while moving In same direction with same
velocity c. The and therein (Section IIB (2)) have
been considered, mahly in reference to understand
how ¥lctron-type’ neutrinos and antiheutrinos are
bom. The sam e concept m ay, sin ilarly, be extended for
generation of lmuon-type’ and tau-type’ neutrinos and
antineutrinos too, but correspondingly higher energy
¥evelwould be required.

Furthem ore, i appears that similarly as per Eq.
[I2), other brands of neutrinos (and antineutrinos)
such as, say, proton-type or meson-type could also
be bom. But no such brand of i are known. The
reasons for its absence could be that: (i) no one has
cared-for/noticed it, (ii) these probably unstabl brands
of neutrinos (and antineutrinos) m ay have decayed into

the three known stable neutrinos (and antineutrinos),
(i) its corresponding zero-spin-photon never decayed
to produce such brands and rem ained quiet, thus these
undecayed zero-spin-photons could be still around us
unnoticed but m ay account for m ysterious [9, [14] dark
m atter (orpart of i).

H eavier particles
C om posite?

synthesis: E lem entary or

T he present paper, though capable of explaining m any
riddles, seam s speculative at several places. The other
speculative possibility is that neutronse + pt + = n)
and antineutrons € + p + = ), are not elem en—
tary particles but com posite particles (as indicated in
the brackets), and are created only after the various
pairproduction processes have created is constituent-
Ingredients. Simn ilarly, other particles such as pions
( + = , T+ = %) could possbly also be
com posite particles. If it is so that the heavy particles
are com posite ones, the prin ordialnuclko-synthesis have
to be re-investigated !

A ntim atter W orld

T he possibility of existence of antim atterworld and its
separation from m atterworld isdiscussed in som e details
(In Sections ITI® ) and III(C)) wih consideration of
equal am ount of m atter and antin atter w ithout any
need of asymm etry In i. Possbl existence of the two
worlds (m irror universe) may seem speculative, but
is less speculative than that for the much-advocated
m ultiuniverse or paralleluniverses and w arped passages
15].



P,CP,T and CPT violation/restoration

As mentioned (in section IIIDO ) and in Tablk2);
pariy P) is necessarily m axin ally violated in both
m atter and antin atter worlds. Parity wih charge
conjigation (CP) isvery slightly violated but di erently
In both worlds. Them odynam ically essential slight
violation of tim exeversal (T) indicates thermm odynam ic
arrow of tine. In totality, as well as In each world
separately, CPT is always restored (In agreem ent to
CPT theorem [13]).

The only real asymm etry, separately in both worlds
and In totality as well, is them odynam ic irreversibility
(violation of tin exeversal) which is the origin of ther-
m odynam ic arrow of time [B]. W ithout i there would
be no past, present or future, hence nothing would exist
or can be perceived. Thus, the key to ourexistence
(or anthropic principle [L€] ) is the “econd law of
them odynam ics’.

V. CONCLUSIONS

Second law of them odynam ics seem s to be the key
to many secretes of physics and universe. As shown,

the second law of them odynam ics with spin conser—
vation) Yem ands’ generation of a low energy zero-spin-—
photon  in pairproductionas = e +e"+ (.This ¢,
being unstable, decays/splits into neutrino and antineu—
trino. This neutrino-genesis not only solvesm any m ys—
teries of neutrinos and antineutrinos but also explains a
few riddles of physics and universe. T he novel concept of
Yeneration of zero-spin-photons in pairproduction and
its subsequent decay into neutrinos and antineutrinos’
could open new avenues and vistas for search of truth
In wide eldsranging from particle-physics [17] to astro—
physics and cosn ology [L&].
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