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potential" associated, as it is known, w ith the M adelung uid. T his result carries further evidence
that the quantum kehaviour of m icro-system s can be a direct consequence of the fundam ental
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1.M adelung fluid: A variational approach
T he lJagrangian for a non-relativistic scalar particle m ay be assum ed to be:
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where U is the extemal potential energy and the other sym bols have the usual
meaning. Tt isknown that, by taking the variations of . w ith respectto ; ?, one
can get the Schroedinger equations or ? and , respectively.
By contrast, since a generic scalar wavefunction 2 d can be w ritten as
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with regpect to W rt.) and’ . W e then obtain[l-3]the two equations for the so-
called M adelung uid @] which, taken together, are equivalent to the Schroedinger

equation) : " #
e + l(')2+h2 r 0o +U =0 @)
~ 2 - I z -
© 7 2m im 2
and
Qe +r (r’=m)=0; (5)

which are the H am ilton {Jacobiand the continuiy equation for the \quantum uid",
respectively; where

— — P ©)

is often called the \quantum potential". Such a potential derives from the last-
but-one term in the rhs. of eq.(3), that is to say, from the (sihglke) \non-classical
term "

h’ r 2

;
om (7

entering our lagrangian L.

N otice that w e got the present hydrodynam ical reform ulation ofthe Schroedin—
ger theory directly from a variationalapproach.3]T hisprocedure, aswe are going to
see, 0 ersus a physical interpretation ofthe non—classicalterm s appearing In egs.(3)
or (4). On the contrary, egs.(@-5) are ordinarily cbtained by inserting relation 2)
Into the Schroedinger equation, and then separating the realand the In aginary part:
a rather form alprocedure, that does not shed light on the underlying physics.

Let us recall that an early physical interpretation of the so—called \quan—
tum " potential, that is to say, oftem (6) was forw arded by de B roglie’s pilot{w ave
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theory B]; In the fties, Bohm [6] revisited and com pleted de B roglie’s approach in
a systam atic way [nd, som etin es, Bohm s theoretical form alisn is referred to as
the \Bohm formm ulation of quantum m echanics", altemative and com plem entary to
Heilsenberg’s M atrices and H ibert spaces), Schroedinger’s (wave-fiinctions), and
Feynm an’s (path integrals) theory]. From Bohm ’s up to our days, several con gc—
tures about the origin of that m ysterious potential have been put forth, by pos-
tulating \subquantal" forces, the presence of an ether, and so on. W ellkknown
are also the derivations of the M adeling uid wihin the stochastic m echanics
fram ew ork :[7;2] In those theordes, the origin ofthe non-classicalterm (6) appearsas
substantially kinem atical. In the non-m arkovian approaches,R] for instance, after
having assum ed the existence of the so-called zitterbew egung, a soinning particle
appears as an extended-like ob gct, whilk the \quantum " potential is tentatively
related to an Intemalm otion.

But we do not need follow ing any stochastic approach, even if our phylosoph—
ical starting point is the recognition of the existenceB-12] of a zitterbewegung (zow )
ordi usive or intermalm otion [ie. ofam otion cbserved in the centerofm ass CM )
fram e, which is the one where p = 0 by de nition], besides of the [extemal, or drift,
or translational, or convective] m otion ofthe CM . In fact, the existence of such an
Intemalm otion isdenounced, besidesby them ere presence of spin, by the rem arkable
fact that in the standard D irac theory the particle in pulse p is In generalnotparalkel
to the velocity: v & p=m ; m oreover, while b;I]P]= 0 so that p is a conserved
quantity, quantity v isnota constant ofthem otion: &zs;IJP 16 0 (@ 0 being
the usual vector m atrix of D irac theory). Let us explicitly notice, m oreover, that
for dealing w ith the zbw i is highly convenient[10;12] to split the m otion variables
as follow s (the dot m eaning derivation w ith respect to tine):

Xx= +X; x v=w+V ; @)

where andw —describe the m otion ofthe CM in the chosen reference fram e,
whilst X andV X— describbe the Intemalm otion referred to theCM frame CM F).
N otice that what is called the \di usion velocity" v4ir In the stochastic approaches
is nothing but our V ]J. From a dynam ical point of view, the conserved electric
current is associated w ih the helical tra gctoriesB-10] of the electric charge (ie.,
with x and v x), whilst the center of the particle coulom bian eld is associated
w ith the geom etrical center of such tra fctories (ie., wih andw —= p=m).

G olngback to lagrangian (3), i isnow possible to attem pt an Interpretation [3]
of the non—classical term % (r = ¥ appearhg therein. So, the rst tem in the
rhs. ofeq.(3) represents, apart from the sign, the totalenergy

@' = E ; )

whereas the second tem is recognized to be the kinetic energy p?=2m oftheCM,
if one assum es that
p= «1r': @0)

The third tem , that gives origih to the quantum potential, will be shown below
to be Interpretable as the kinetic energy in the CM F, that is, the intemal energy
due to the zZbw motion. It will be soon realized, therefore, that in lagrangian (3)
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the sum ofthe two kinetic energy tem s, p?=2m and %m \Y% 2, isnothing but a mere
application of the K onig theorem . W e are not going to exploit, as often done, the
arrival point, ie. the Schroedinger equation; by contrast, we are going to exploit
a non-relativistic NR) analogue of the G ordon decom position [L3] of the D irac cur—
rent: nam ely, a suitable decom position of the Pauli current.[14] In so doing, we
shallm eet an Interesting relation between zZbw and spin.

2. The \quantum" potential as a mere consequence of spin and zbw

D uring the last thirty years H estenes[l5] did sistem atically em ploy the C 1i ord
algebras language In the description of the geom etrical, kinem atical and hydrody-—
nam ical (ie. eld) properties of soinning particlkes, both in relativistic and NR
physics, ie., both for D irac theory and for Schroedinger{P aulitheory. In the an alk-
velocity lin it of the D irac equation, or directly from Pauli equation, H estenes got
the follow ng decom position of the particle velocity:

Il
+

11)

w here the light speed c is assum ed equalto 1, quantity e is the electric charge, A

is the extemal electrom agnetic vector potential, s is the spin vector s T vg ,
and b is the soin operator usually represented in term s of Paulim atrices as
h
b E ( x7 y; z ) : (12)

H ereafter, every quantity isa localor eld quantiy: v vt p p&;t); s
s x;t); and so on]. A sa consequence, the Intemal (Zow ) velocity reads:
r ~ (s
v 7() : @3)
m

Let us repeat the previous derivation | by m aking now recourse to the ordinary
tensor ]anquage| from the fam iliar expression of the Pauli current[l4] (ie., from
the G ordon decom position of the D irac current in the NR lim it):

i 1

= —lc ) r 1] — Y +—=r "~ (Y% ): 14)
2m m m

A spinning NR particle can be sim ply factorized into

b=y 15)

being a P auli2-com ponent spinor, which hasto ocbey the nom alization constraint
vy =1

ifwewantto have j § =
By de nition s b Y ; therefore, ntroducing the factorization
" Into the above expression (14) for the Pauli current, one just obtains:[3]
p e r "~ (5s)

. v = — (16)
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w hich is nothing but H estenes’ decom position (11) ofv.

The Schroedinger subcase [ie. the case In which the vector spin eld s =
s (x;t) is constant in tin e and uniform in space] corresponds to spin eigenstates; so
that we need now a wave-finction factorizable into the product ofa \non-spin" part
P—g (scalr) and ofa \spin" part (P aulispinor):

Pogr a7

being constant in tim e and space. Therefore, when s has no precession (and no
extemal eld ispresent: A = 0), we have s ¥b = constant, and

vV = € 0: (Schroedinger case) 18)
m

O ne can notice that, even in the Schroedinger theoretical fram ework, the Zow does
notvanish, exoept forplane waves, ie., for the non-physical case ofp-eigenfiinctions,

when not only s, but also  is constant and uniform , so that r = 0. Notice also
that the continuity equation 6), Q. + r ( p=m ) = 0, can be still rew ritten In
the ordinary way @ + r (v)= 0. In fact, quantity r v r T ~ (s)) is

dentically zero, i being the divergence of a rotor, so that r fo=m )= r vl
But ketusgoon. W emay now wrie

Ve = = 19)

sihce In general i holds
@~b)P=a’w’ @ b 20)

Let us now put into equation (19), for instance, Hestenes’ constraint ( being the

Takabayasiangk[l6]): r (s)= m sinh , which in theNR Iimiyields =0
(\pure electron") or = (\pure positron"), so that: r (s) = 0 and in the
Schroedinger case [s = constant; r s = 0] becom es

r s= 0: 21)

Then, eq.(19) does assum e[3] the in portant form

2
Vo =s ; (22)

which does nally allow us to attribute to the socalled \non—<classical" tem , eq.(7),
of our lagrangian (3) the sin ple m eaning of kinetic energy of the intemal (Zow)
m otion [ie., ofkinetic energy associated w ith the intemal (zow ) velocity V ], provided
that

h = 2s: @3)

In agreem ent w ith the already m entioned K onig theorem , such an intemal kinetic
energy does appear, n lagrangian (3), as correctly added to the (extemal) kinetic
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energy p?=2m oftheCM pesides to the totalenergy (9) and the extemalpotential
energy U ].

Viceversa, f we assume Wwithinh a zZow philbsophy) that V , eq.(22), is the
velocity attached to the kinetic energy tem (7), then we can deduce eq.(23), ie., we

deduce that actually:
1
BI= > h:

Let us m ention, by the way, that in the stochastic approaches the (\non-
classical") stochastic, di usion velocity is V Vaif = (r =), quantity being
the di usion coe cient of the \quantum " m edium . In those approaches, how ever,
one has to postulate that h=2m . In our approach, on the contrary, if we just
adopted for a m om ent the stochastic lJanguage, by com parison of our egs.(7), 22)
and (23) wewould inm ediately deduce that = h=2m and therefore the interesting
relation

_ 33,
==

24)

Let us explicitly rem ark that, because ofeq.(2), In the M adeling uid equa—
tion (@nd therefore in the Schroedinger equation) quantity h is naturally replaced
by 2573 the presence iself of the form er quantity being no longer needed; in a
way, we m ight say that i is m ore appropriate to write h = 23573 rather than
Bj= h=2 :::!

Let us conclude the st part of the present contrbution by stressing the
follow ing. W e rstachieved a non—relativistic, G ordon-like decom position ofthe eld
velocity w ithin the ordinary tensoriallanguage. Secondly, w e derived the \quantum "
potential w ithout the postulates and assum ptions of stochastic quantum m echanics)
by sin ply relating the \non—classical" energy temm to zbw and spin. Such resuls
carry further evidence that the quantum behaviour ofm icro-system sm ay be
a direct consequence ofthe existence ofspin. In fact, when s = 0, the quantum
potentialdoesvanish in the H am itton {Jacobiequation, w hich then becom esa totally
clhssical and new tonian equation. W e have also seen that quantity h itself enters
the Schroedinger equation ow ing to the presence of spin. W e are easily induced to
concture that no scalar quantum particles exist that are really elem entary; but
that scalar particles are always constituted by soinning ob fcts endowed w ith zbw .

3. About the kinematics of spinning particles

In the rstpart ofthispaper, we addressed ourselves to spin, zbow and M adeling
uld In (non-relativistic) physics. The previous analysis led us, In particular, to
X our attention on the Intemalvelocity V of the spinning particle, besides on its

extemal velocity w = p=m . In the second part of this article, we want to x our
attention on the totalvelocity v = w + V . It isnow essentialto allow w assum e any
value, and therefore to pass to relhtivistic physics. In what ©llow s our considerations
w ill be essentially classical, whilk the quantum side of these last Sections w ill be
studied in the next contribution to this Volum e.[17]

Beforegoing on, ket usm ake a briefdigression by recalling that, since thew orks
by Com pton,B] Uhlenbeck and G oudan ih,[18] Frenkel, [18] and Schrodinger[9] till
the present tim es, m any classical theories | often quite di erent am ong them selves
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from a physicaland form alpoint ofview | have been advanced for spinning particles
[for sin plicity, we often w rite \gpinning particlke" or just \electron" instead of the
m ore pertinent expression \spjn% partice"]. Follow ing Bunge,[19] they can be
divided into three classes:

T) strictly point-like particle m odels

II) actual extended{type particke m odels (\spheres", \tops", \gyroscopes",
and so on)

II0) m ixed m odels for \extended{lke" particles, in which the center of the
point-like charge Q resuls to be spatially distinct from the particle center-ofm ass
CM).

N otice that in the theoretical approaches of type IIT | which, being in the
m iddle between classes I and IT, could answer the dilemm a posed by Barut at the
top ofthis paper| them otion ofQ doesnot coincide w ith the m otion ofthe particle
CM . This peculiar feature was found to be an actual characteristicR0-22,15,11,10]
(Just called, aswe know , the zZbw m otion) of spinning particleskinem atics. T he type
IIT m odels, therefore, are a priori convenient for describing zbw, soin and intrinsec
m agnetic m om ent of the electron, while these properties are hardly predicted by
m aking recourse to the point-lke{particle theories of class I. T he theories of type
ITT, m oreover, are consistent B-12]w ith the ordinary quantum theory ofthe electron:
see below . The \extended{lke" electron m odels of class III are at present after
fashion also because of their possible generalizations to inclide supersym m etry and
superstrings.[l0b] At last, the \m ixed" m odels help bypassing the obvious non-—
Jocality problem s nvolved by a relativistic covariant picture for extended{type (in
particular rigid) ob fcts of class IT. Q uie di erently, the extended{lke (class III)
electron isnon-rigid and consequently variable in its \shape "and in its characteristic
\size", depending on the considered dynam ical situation. T his is a priori consistent
w ith the appearance in the literature of m any di erent \radii of the electron" [for
Instance, in hisbook,23]M oG regor lists at page 5 seven typicalelectron radii, from
the C om pton to the \classical" and to the \m agnetic" radius]. Because ofallthese
reasons, therefore, the spinning particle we shallhave in m ind In the next Section is
to be described by class IIT theordies.

W e have here to rephrase som e of the previous considerations in tem s of
M inkow sky (four-dim ensional) vectors. For instance, ket us recall again that in the
ordinary D irac theory the particle furim pulse p is in general not parallel to the
fourvelocity: v 6 p =m . Before all, ket us repeat that, in order to describe the
Zzbw , In all type ITI theories it is very convenient[10-12]to split the m otion variables
as ollow s (the dot m eaning now derivation with respect to the proper tine ):

X + X ; x v=w +V ; 25)

where and w — describe as before the extermalm otion, ie. the m otion of
the CM ,whilst X andV X- describe the intemalm otion. From an electro—
dynam ical point of view , as we know , the conserved electric current is associated
w ith the tra ectories ofQ (ie. wih x ), whilst the center of the particle Coulom b

eld | obtained, 2] eg., through a tim e average over the eld generated by the
quickly oscillating charge| is associated with the CM (ie. wih w ; and then, for
free particles, w ith the geom etric center of the intemalm otion). In such a way, i
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isQ which follow s the (total) m otion, whilst the CM follow s the m ean m otion only.
Tt is worthw ile also to notice that the classical extended{lke electron of type III is
totally consistent w ith the standard D irac theory; in fact, the above decom position
for the totalm otion is the classicalanalogue of tw o welkknow n quantum -m echanical
procedures: ie., of the G ordon decom position of the D irac current, and the (opera—
torial) decom position of the D irac position operator proposed by Schrodinger in his
pioneering works.B]W e shall com e back to these points below .

T he wellknown G ordon decom position of the D irac current reads[l3] there—
after we shall choose units such that num erically c= 1):

-~ Ip © )1 —b (S ); 26)
m

being the \ad pint" spinor of ; quantiy p i@ the 4-din ensional In pulse
operator; and S Zl ( ) the spin-tensor operator. The ordinary
Interpretation ofeq.(26) is in totalanalogy w ith the decom position given in eq.(25).
The rsttem in the rh.s. results to be associated w ith the translationalm otion of
the CM (scalar part of the current, corrisponding to the traditionalK lein{G ordon
current). The second tem in the rh s. results, nstead, directly connected w ith the

existence of spin, and describes the zbw m otion.
In the abovequoted papers, Schrodinger started from the H eisenberg equation

for the tim e evolution of the acceleration operator in D irac theory [ ]

e Yo lpm-Zav o en
a&  n o VT R Eev o Pl

where H isequalasusualtov p+ m . Integrating once this operator equation
over tin e, after som e algebra one can obtain:

i 1
v=H"p EhH a; (28)

and, Integrating it a second tin e, one ocbtains[l4] just the spatialpart of the decom —
position:
X + X (29)

where (still in the operator form align ) i is

1

=r+H “pt; (30)

related to the m otion ofthe CM , and
i 1 1
X=§hH ; ( v H'p); 1)
related to the Zbw m otion.

4.New kinematical properties of the \extended{like" particles

W e want now to analyze the form al and conceptual properties of a new de ni-
tion for the 4-velocity of our extended{lke electron. Such a new de nition hasbeen
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rst adopted | but w ithout any em phas:is| In the papers by Barut et al. dealing
w ith a successfiilm odel for the relativistic classical electron.[l0a;12] Let us con—
sider the follow ing. At variance w ith the procedures ollowed in the literature from
Schrodinger’s till our days, we have to m ake recourse not to the proper tim e of the
charge Q , but rather to the proper tim e of the center-ofm ass, ie. to the tin e ofthe
CMF.*! Asaconsequence, quantity in the denom inator ofthe 4-velocity de ni
tion, v dx =d ,hastobethe htterpropertime. Up to now | w ith the exoeption
of the above-m entioned papers by Barut et aL| ﬂn all theoretical fram ew orks the
Lorentz factor has been assumed to be equalto 1 V. On the contrary, into
the Lorentz factor it has to enter w 2 instead of v?, quantity w p=P being the
3-velocity of the CM w ith respect to the chosen fram e [p° E is the energy]. By
adopting the correct Lorentz factor, all the form ulae containing it are to be rew rit—
ten, and they get a new physicalm eaning. In particular, we shall show below that
the new de nition does actually in ply* 2 the in portant constraint, which | holding
dentically for scalar pa]:tjc]es| is often jast assum ed for spinning particles:

pv =m;

where m is the physical rest m ass of the particke (and not an ad hoc m ass-lke
quantity M ) * 3

O ur choice ofthe propertine m ay be supported by the follow ing consider—
ations:

(1) The light-like zbw | when the speed 0of Q is constant and equal to the
speed of light in vacuum | is certainly the preferred one (am ong all the \a priori"
possible ntemalm otions) in the literature, and to m any authors it appearsthem ost
adequate for a m eaningfiil classical picture of the electron. In som e special theoret—
ical approaches, the light speed is even regarded as the quantum -m echanical typical
speed for the zbw . In fact, the Heisenberg principle In the relativistic dom ain [14]
In plies (not controllable) particle{antiparticle pair creations when the CM F) ob—
servation involves space distances of the order of a Com pton wavelenght. So that
h=m is assum ed to be the characteristic \orbital" radiuis and 2m =h? the CMF)
angular frequency of the zbw | as rst noticed by Sdm:odjnger;| and the orbial
m otion ofQ is expected to be light-likke. Now, ifthe charge Q travels at the light
speed, the proper tim e 0ofQ does not exist; while the proper tin e ofthe CM  Wwhich
travels at sub-lum inal speeds) does exist. A dopting as tin e the proper tine ofQ,

#1 Let us recall once m ore that the CM F is the fram e in which the kinetic in pulse vanishes
identically, p = 0. For spinning particles, in general, it is not the \rest" fram e, since the velocity v
is not necessarily zero in the CM F .

#2 For allplane wave solutions of the D irac equation, we have (labelling by < > the corre—
sponding Jocalm ean valieor eddensity): p <k > p Yo p YO p =m.

#3 Let m ake just an exam ple, recalling that P avsic[10b] derived, from a lagrangian containing
an extrinsic curvature, the classical equation of the m otion for a rigid n-dim ensional w orld-sheet
in a curved background spacetim e. C lassical world-sheets describe m em branes for n 3, strings
forn = 2, and point particles for n = 1. For the special case n = 1, he found nothing but
the traditional P apapetrou equation for a classical spinning particle; also, by \quantization" of the
classicaltheory, he actually derived the D irac equation. In ref.[10b], however, M isnot the observed
electron m assm : and the relation between thetwom assesreads:m = M + H 2, quantity being
the so—called string rigidity, while H is the second covariant derivative on the world-sheet.
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as often done in the past literature, autom atically excluded a light-lke zZbw . In our
approach, by contrast, such zZbw m otions are not excluded. Analogous considera—
tions m ay hold for Super-lum inalzbw speeds, w fthout too m uch problem , since the
CM (Which carries the energy—im pulse and the \signal") is always endowed w ith a
sublum inalm otion;

(i) The indipendence between the centerofcharge and the centerofm ass
m otion becom es evident by our de nition. As a consequence the non-relativistic
Iim it can be form ulated by us in a correct, and univocal, way. N am ely, by assum ing
the correct Lorentz factor, one can In m ediately see that the zitterbew egung can go
on being a relativistic (n particular, light-lke) m otion even in the non-relativistic
approxin ation: ie.,,whenp ! 0 (thisisperhapsconnected w ith the non-vanishing
of spin In the non-relativistic 1m i). In fact, In the non-relativistic lim i, we have
to take

and not necessarily

asusually assum ed in the past literature;

(i) T he de nition for the 4-velocity that we are going to propose [see eg.(33)
n the ©llow ing] does agree w ith the natural \classical lin " of the D irac current.
Actually,  wasused in those m odels which (lkke Barut et al’s) de ne velocity even
at the clssical kevel as the bilinear com bination , Via a direct introdution of
chssicalspinors . By thenew de nition, we shallbe able to w rite the translational
term asp =m , wih the physicalm ass in the denom inator, exactly as in the G ordon
decom position, eq.(26). Quite di erently, in all the theories adopting as tim e the
proper tin e ofQ , it appears in the denom nator an ad-hoc variabke m assM , which
depends on the intemal zbw speed V (see below );

(iv) The choice ofthe CM proper tin e constitutes a natural extension of the
ordinary procedure for relativistic scalar particles. In fact, for spinless particles in
relativity the 4-velocity is known to be univocally de ned as the derivative of 4-
position with respect to the CM F proper tine (which is the only one available in
that case).

The m ost valuable reason In support of our de niion tums out to be the
circum stance that the old de nition

p p
Vega= (1= 1 ¥;v= 1 ) (32)
seam s to entaila m ass varying w ith the intemal zZow speed.

But ket us explicitate our new de nition orv . The symbols which we are
going to use possess the ordinary m eaning; the novely Bﬁl)] is that now the Lorentz
factord =dtwillnotbe equalto 1 +,butinsteadto 1 w2 . Thuswe shall
have:

dt dx dt
v dx =d dt=d ;dx=d ) —&; — —
d dt d

P P
= (1= 1 w?; v= 1 w?): %4 dx=dt] (33)
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Forw we can write:

d =d dt=d ;d =d ) gi(E d de
w = jd = P
d dt d
P
= (1= 1 w%; w= 1 w?); W d =dt] (34)
and for the 4-m pulse:
P P
P mw =m@l= 1 w?; w= 1 w2): (35)

[ presence ofan extermal eld such relations rem ain valid, provided that onem akes
the \m Inim alprescription": p ! p e (ntheCMF wechallhavep eA =0
and consequently w = 0, as above)].

Letusnow exam ine the resulting in pulse{velocity scalarproduct,p v ,which
has to be a Lorentz invariant, both wih our v and wih the old vgg. Quantity
P ©; p) being the 4-m pulse, and M {;M , two relativistic nvariants, we m ay
w rite:

p p v
pv M, P—; (36)
1 w2
or, atematively,
° p v
P Vgq M, —pﬁ: (37)

Ifwe refer ourselves to the CM F, we shallhave poyr = Wevr = 0 utvewr
Vecur 6 O), and then
M= ngF (38)
in the st case; and q
Bur=Mz2 1 Viup (39)

In the second case. So, we see that the Invariant M ; is actually a constant, which
| being nothing but the center-ofm ass energy, P2 ¢ | can be identi ed, aswe are
going to prove, w ith the physicalm assm of the particke. On the contrary, n the
second case (the standard one), the center-ofm assenergy resuls to be variabk w ith
the Intemalm otion.

Now, from eg.(35) we have

pv mw v
and, because of egs.(33,34),
pv m@ wv)=0 W): (40)

Sihcew isa vector com ponent ofthe total3-velocity v, due to egs.(25), and m oreover
is the orthogonal profction ofv along the p-direction, we can w rite

w v=W;
which, Introduced into eq.(40), yieldsR4] the in portant relation:

m=pv : 41)
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Quite di erently, by use of the w rong Lorentz factor, we would have got

P P
v = (1= 1 +; v= 1 +#)

and consequently

P
PV m@l wv)= @1 w2l +A)

p P
=m 1 w?= 1 +¥6m

By recourse to the correct Lorentz factor, therefore, we sucoeeded in show Ing
that the noticeable constraint m = p v , trivially valid for scalar particles, does
hold for spinning particles too. Such a relation, eq.(41), would be very usefil also
for a ham iltonian form ulation of the electron theory.[12]

Finally, we want to show that the ordinary kinem atical properties of the
Lorentz invariant v? v v donothold any longer in the case of spinning particks,
endow ed w ith zitterbew equng. In fact, it iseasy to prove that the ordinary constraint
for scalar relativistic particles | quantity v? constant in tin e and equalto 1 | does
nothold for spinning particles endowed w ith zow . N am ely, ifwe choose as reference
frame theCM F, In which w = 0, we have [cf. de nition (33)]:

Veu F LiVemr) i @2)
wherefrom , i being
V(ZZMF 1 véMF 7 43)
one can deduceP4] the ollow ing new constraints:
0<Va,p()<1 , 0<¥yr()<1 (\tin e-like")
Viee()=1 , ¥yp()=0 (\light-like") (44)
Viep()>1 , ¥Fyp()<0: (\space-like")

Since the square ofthe total4~elocity is invariant and in particular it isv2,, , = v%,
these new constraints for v2 willbe valid in any fram e:

0< V()< 1 (\tin e-like")
V()=0 (\light-lke") 45)
V()< 0: (\space-like")

N otice explicitly that the correct application of Special Relativity to a soinning
particle led us, under our hypotheses, to obtain that v* = 0 In the light-like case,
butv? 6 +1 inthetinelkecase and v* 6 1 i the spacelike case.

Let us now exam ine the m anifestation and consequences of such new con-—
straints In a goeci c exam pl: nam ely, In the already m entioned theoreticalm odel
by Barut{Zanghi[l0a] which did inplicitly adopt as tim e the proper tim e of the
CMF. In this case, we get that In generali isv? 6 1. And I fact one obtains[l2]

the rem arkable relation:
v v

2

V=1 (46)

4m
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In particular,P2] in the Iight-dke case it is v v = 4m ? and therefore v? = 0.

G oing back to eq.(43), notice that now quantity v is no longer related to the
external speed v jofthe CM , but on the contrary to the intemal zitterbew equng
soeed V cmr J Notice at last that, In general | and at variance w ith the scalar
case| the value of v is not constant in tim e any longer, but varies w ith (except
when V 2, , itself is constant in tin e).

Acknow ledgements

Thiswork is dedicated to them em ory ofAsin O .Barut. The authorsw ish to ac—
know ledge stim ulating discussionsw ith R J.S.Chisholm , H E .Hemandez, J.K eller,
Z .0 ziew icz, W A .Rodriguesand J.Vaz. For the kind cooperation, thanks are also
due to G . Andronico, M .Baldo, A .Bonasera, M .Borrom eti, A . Bugini, F.Catara,
L.D’Amico, G.Dimartiho,M .DiToro, G.G11 rida, C.K ihl], L.Lo M onaco, G .
M archesini, R L..M onaco, E C .0 liveira, M .P ignanelli, G M .P rosperi, R M . Salesi,
M .Sambataro, S. Sam bataro,M . Scivoltto, R . Sgarlata,R . Turrisi, M .T .Vasconse—
lIos, IR . Zeni, and particularly I.A ragon, C .D jpietro and JP.dos Santos. One of
the authors ER) w ishes to thank P rof. J.K eller and allthe O rganizers for generous
hospitality during this IntemationalC onference; and W A . R odrigues and FAP E SP

for a research grant.

References

1. GuerraF.and L M .M orato: Phys. Rev.D 27 (1983) 1774.

2. CavalleriG .: Lett. Nuovo Cin . 43 (1985) 285; Cavalleri G . and G . Spavieri: Nuovo Cin .
B 95 (1986) 194; CavalleriG .and G .M auri: Phys. Rev.B 41 (1990) 6751; CavalleriG . and
A .Zecca: Phys. Rev.B 43 (1991) 3223. Cf.also CavalleriG . and G . Salesi: h derived from
cosm ology and origin of special relativity and Q ED , to appear in the P roceedings of \P hysical
Interpretations of R elativity T heory (B ritish Society for the P hilosophy of Science; London,
9{12 Septem ber, 1994)".

3. SalesiG .: Spin and M adelung uid, subm itted to Phys. Rev. A .

4. M adeluing E.: Z.Phys. 40 (1926) 332. Cf. also Rylov Y A .: D irac equation in tem s of
hydrodynam ical variables, Adv. ApplL CLi .Al. 5 (1995) 1; T.W aite: The relativistic
Heln holtz theorem and solitons, P hys. Essays 8 (1995) 60.

5. de Broglie L.: C.R.Acad. Sc. (Paris) 183 (1926) 447; \Non-Linear W ave M echanics"
(E lsevier; Am sterdam , 1960).

6. Bohm D .: Phys.Rev. 85 (1952) 166; 85 (1952) 180; Bohm D .and JP.V igier: Phys. Rev.
96 (1954) 208.

7. GhirardiG C. C.Omero,A.Riminiand T .W eber: Rivista Nuovo Cimento 1 (1978) 1, and
refs. therein; Guerra F .: Phys. Rep. 77 (1981) 263, and refs. therein.

8. Compton A H.: Phys. Rev. 14 (1919) 20, 247, and refs. therein. See also Bostick W H .:
H ydrom agnetic m odelof an elem entary particle, in G ravity Res. Found. E ssay C ontest (1958
and 1961).

9. SchroedingerE .: Sitzunger. P reuss. Akad. W iss. Phys.M ath. KL 24 (1930) 418; 3 (1931) 1.
Cf.alsoDiracP A M .: \T he principles of quantum m echanics" (C laredon; O xford, 1958), 4th
edition, p.262; M addox J.: W here Z itterbew equng m ay lead, N ature 325 (1987) 306.

10. a)BarutA O .and N .Zanghi: Phys.Rev.Lett. 52 (1984) 2009;BarutA O .and A J.Bracken:
Phys.Rev.D 23 (1981) 2454;D 24 (1981) 3333; BarutA O .and IH .Duru: Phys. Rev. Lett.
53 (1984) 2355; Barut A O .: Phys. Lett. B237 (1990) 436; Phys. Lett. A189 (1994) 277;
b) Barut A O .and M .Pavsic: C lass. Quant. Grav. 4 (1987) L131; Phys. Lett. B 216 (1989)
297; Pavsic M .: Phys. Lett. B205 (1988) 231; B221 (1989) 264; Class. Quant. Grav. 7
(1990) L.187; and refs.therein.

11. Corben H C .: \Classicaland quantum theories of spinning particles" H olden-D ay; San Fran—
cisco, 1968); Phys. Rev. 121 (1961) 1833; Phys.Rev.D 30 (1984) 2683; Am . J.Phys. 45
(1977) 658; 61 (1993) 551; Int.J. Theor.Phys. 34 (1995) 19, and refs. therein.



14

12.

13.

14.
15.

16.

17.

18.

19.
20.

21.

22.
23.
24.

ERASMO RECAMIAND GIOVANNISALESI

PavsicM ., E.Recam i, W A .Rodrigues, G D .M accarrone, F .Racitiand G . Salesi: Spin and
electron structure, Phys. Lett. B 318 (1993) 481; RodriguesW A . J.Vaz,E.Recamiand G .
Salesi: Z itterbew egqung and electron structure, P hys. Lett. B 318 (1993) 623; SalesiG .and E.
R ecam i: F ield theory ofthe spinning electron: Interalm otions, P hys. Lett. A190 (1994) 137,
E 389; Field theory of the extended-like electron, preprint IC /94/185 (IC TP ; Trieste, 1994),
to appear in \Particles, G ravity and Space-Tine", ed.by P.I.Pronin & G A . Sardanashvily
W orld Scient.; Singapore), pp .345-368; A bout the kinem atics of spinning particles, subm itted
forpub.; Recam iE .and G . Salesi: F ield theory of the spinning electron: T he new , non-linear
eld equations, P reprint INFN /AE-94/13 (INFN ; Frascati, 1994), subm itted to Adv. Appl
Cl .AX.; and refs. therein.
B prken JD .and SD .D rell: \Relativistic Q uantum M echanics", p.36 M oG raw {H ill B ook
Company; U S A . 1964).
Landau L D .and E M . Lifshits: \Teoria quantistica relativistica™ M IR ; M oscow , 1978).
Hestenes D .: \Spacetim e algebra" (G ordon & Breach; New York, 1966); \New foundations
for classicalm echanics" (K luwer; D ordrecht, 1986); Found. Phys. 23 (1993) 365; 20 (1990)
1213; 15 (1985) 63; 12 (1981) 153; Am . J.Phys. 47 (1979) 399; 39 (1971) 1028; 39 (1971)
1013; J.M ath.Phys. 14 (1973) 893; 16 (1975) 573; 16 (1975) 556; 8 (1967) 798; 8 (1967)
809; 8 (1967) 1046; Hestenes D . and G . Sobczyk: \C1li ord algebra to geom etric calculis"
R eidel; D ordrecht, 1984).
Takabayasi T .: Nuovo Cim . 3 (1956) 233; 7 (1958) 118; Takabayasi T .and J.P.V igier:
Progr. Theor. Phys. 18 (1957) 573.
Salesi G . and E.Recam i: About the velocity operator for spinning particles in quantum
m echanics, in this P roceedings Volum e (next contribution).
Uhlenbeck G E.and SA .Goudan it: Nature 117 (1926) 264; J.Frenkel: Z.Phys. 37 (1926)
243.
Bunge M .:Nuovo Cimento 1 (1955) 977. Cf.also K alhay A .J.et al,, refs.R0].
M athisson M .: Acta Phys. PoL 6 (1937) 163; HonlH.and A .Papapetrou: Z.Phys. 112
(1939) 512; 116 (1940) 153; Bhabha M J.and H C .Coroen: Proc. Roy. Soc. (London) A178
(1941) 273; Huang K .: Am . J.Phys. 20 (1952) 479; HonlH .: Ergeb. Exacten N aturw iss.
26 (1952) 29; Proca A .: J.Phys. Radium 15 (1954) 5; Gursey F .: Nuovo Cimento 5 (1957)
784; Liebow iz B .: Nuovo Cimento A 63 (1969) 1235; Kalhay A J.et al.: Phys. Rev. 158
(1967) 1484; D1 (1970) 1092; D 3 (1971) 2357; D 3 (1971) 2977; Jehle H .: Phys. Rev. D 3
(1971) 306; Riswe F .: Lett. Nuovo Cim .1 (1971) 807; G A .Perkins: Found. Phys. 6 (1976)
237; GutkowskiD .,,M .M olesand JP .V igier: Nuovo Cim . B 39 (1977) 193; BarutA O .1 Z.
N aturforsch.A 33 (1978) 993; Lock JA .:Am .J.Phys.47 (1979) 797; PauriM .: in \Lecture
N otes in P hysics", vol. 135 (SpringerVerlag; Berlin, 1980), p. 615; RodriguesW A . J.Vaz
and E . Recam it A generalization of D irac nonlinear electrodynam ics, and spinning charged
particles, Found. Phys. 23 (1993) 459.
W igner E P.: Ann. of Phys. 40 (1939) 149; W eyssenhof J.and A .Raabe: Acta Phys. Pol
9 (1947) 7; PryceM H L.: Proc. RoyalSoc. (London) A195 (1948) 6; Jordan T F.and M .
M ukunda: Phys. Rev. 132 (1963) 1842; Flem ing G N .: Phys. Rev. B 139 (1965) 903; F A.
Tkem ori: Phys. Lett. B 199 (1987) 239; Ph. G ueret: \Lectures at the Bariuniversity" @ ari;
1989); G .Cavalleri: Phys. Rev. D 23 (1981) 363; Nuovo Cin . B 55 (1980) 392; C 6 (1983)
239; Lett.Nuovo Cim .43 (1985) 285.
Vaz J.and W .A .Rodrigues: Phys. Lett. B 319 (1993) 203.
M oG regor M H .: \T he enigm atic electron" (K luwer; D ordrecht, 1992).
SalesiG .and E .Recam i: A bout the kinem atics of spinning particles, Report NFN /AE {95/16
(Frascati, 1995), subm itted for pub.



