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DIRECT PARTICLE INTERACTION AS THE ORIGIN OF

THE QUANTAL BEHAVIOURS

A .Shojai& M .G olshani

A B ST R A C T

It is argued that the quantalbehaviours m ay be understood in the fram ework ofdirect

particle interactions. A speci� c exam ple is introduced. The assum ed potentialpredicts

thatatsu� ciently large distancesquantalbehavioursarise,while atvery large distances

gravitational-likeforcesare present.Thelatteristrue provided allparticleshaveinternal

structures.

1 D irect Particle Interaction Versus Field T heory

In form ulating his ideas and those of form er physicists about m otion and

gravitation,N ew ton m ade tw o fundam entalassum ptions:

(a){ H e postulated the presence of absolute space and tim e | physicalobjects

w hich act on the particles,but are not acted upon by them .

(b){ H e assum ed that absolute space is isotropic and hom ogeneous and that
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absolute tim e is also hom ogeneous. In other w ords,he supposed that physics

is invariant under G alileo’s transform ations.

A n im portant result of these assum ptions is that the particles interact at a

distance,i.e. inform ation propagates w ith in� nite velocity[1]. T heories con-

taining action-at-a-distance (A A A D ) interactions are exam ples of directparticle

interaction (D PI) theories.

Som e people felt uncom fortable w ith the above assum ptions. Philosophers

like B erkeley, Leibnitz, M ach and others, argued that the only physically

m eaningfulthing for m oving particles is the relative m otion and thus it is di� -

cult and unnecessary to believe in absolute space and tim e. It is possible to

show thatsuch a relationalphysicsm ustbe invariantunder Leibnitz transfor-

m ations[2]:
8
>>><

>>>:

~x !
$

A (t)� ~x +~B (t)

t! C(t)

(1)

w here
$

A (t)is an orthogonalm atrix and ~B (t)and C(t)are arbitrary functions

oftim e. B arbour et.al.[2-5]have constructed lagrangians w hich are Leibnitz-

invariant and show n that locally one arrives at our standard physics. T hey

are also able to relate localparam eters to cosm ologicalones in their theory.

T he apparentcontradiction betw een M axw ell’selectrom agnetic theory and

N ew ton’stheory ofm otion,led som e people to doubtthe absolutenessofspace
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and tim e and to the postulation ofabsolute space-tim e. In this w ay the spe-

cialtheory ofrelativity and Lorentz transform ations w ere born. Later w hen

Einstein tried to bring gravitation in this fram ew ork,he w as forced to throw

out the absoluteness ofspace-tim e but not its existence. A n im portant result

ofrelativity theory is that the velocity ofparticles as w ellas the inform ation

propagation velocity cannot exceed a universalvalue | the velocity oflight.

A ccordingly,there are tw o possible w aysofdescribing the interaction betw een

particles. First,one can introduce the � eld concept,a physicalobject w hich

propagatesw ith a � nite velocity w hich islessthan orequalto thatoflight. A ll

inform ation betw een particles is carried by the � eld. Second,it is possible to

look at the situation through the glasses ofD PI.Particles interact w ith each

otherdirectly butnotinstantaneously. In the case ofelectrom agnetism ,w here

the velocity of propagation of inform ation is equalto that of light,w e have

action-at-a-zero-proper-distance (A A A ZPD ). T he � rst suggestion is w hat actu-

aly is used in M axw ell’s theory ofelectrom agnetism . Schw arzschild,Tetrode,

Fokker,W heeler,Feynm an,H oyle,and N arlikar[6-18]developed a D PItheory

forelectrom agnetism w hich producesallofthe resultsofM axw ell’stheory and

in addition predicts tw o im portant things | the selfforce and the existance

ofonly the retarded solutions.

O n the other hand,quantum m echanics brought w ith itselfidealism ,inde-
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term inism and nonlocality. T he � rst tw o have been overcom e in the beautiful

theory of B ohm [19-25]. H e show ed how one can rem ain faithful to realism

and determ inism as in classicalphysics and at the sam e tim e be able to re-

produce all of the results of quantum m echanics, via introducing a quantum

potential(Q P)in N ew ton’sequation ofm otion. In thisw ay,quantum phenom -

ena are nothing but physical situations in w hich a new force, the quantum

force,derivable from the Q P:

Q = �
�h
2

2m

r 2
p
�

p
�

(2)

is present. In the above relation �(~x;t) is the density ofan ensem ble ofpar-

ticles. T he Q P has the peculiar property that it is not dependent on the

m agnitude of density, it is a function of the shape of the square root of it.

T he nonlocality of quantum m echanics (i.e. the presence of A A A D ) w hich

can be seen both through the Q P[25,26] and in B ell’s theorem [27], has ap-

parently been proved experim entally[28]. T herefore one is forced to set som e

lim itations on the validity dom ain of the relativity theory. T he Q P alw ays

acts via A A A D .It cannot be form ulated either as an A A A ZPD or as a � eld

theory. A lthough som e w orks have been done,to m ake B ohm ’s theory con-

sistent w ith relativity[29-31],none ofthem are acceptable,either because of

theoreticalproblem s or because ofthe lack ofagreem ent w ith experim ents.
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In addition to this apparent contradiction betw een relativity and quantum

theories,there isyetanotherproblem . W hen one com binesthese theoriesand

applies it to M axw ell’s theory,one gets som e am azing results. In M axw ell’s

theory the interaction betw een charged particlesistransported by the electro-

m agnetic � eld,w hile in quantum electrodynam ics,thisinteraction ism ediated

by particle-like-states called photons. It is alw ays stated that photons travelat

light’s speed and thus there is no room for m ysterious A A A D .B ut,w e m ust

note that � rst of all,the virtualphotons are not on the m ass shell, so they

m ay have any velocity from zero to in� nity. A lthough w hen one sum s over

allpossible paths,the result is Lorentz-invariant,this seem s to be in contra-

diction w ith the spirit of relativity theory. Second, although quantum � eld

theory rem oves the need for A A A D , it leads to in� nities. Investigation of

som e ofthese in� nities (by the point splitting renorm alization m ethod,say)

show sthatthey are the resultsofinteraction ofphotonsand charged particles

at a point (action-at-a-pointor A A A P).To avoid them ,one m ust let the inter-

action takes place at a distance! In sum m ary one can choose either A A A D or

A A A P,but the latter leads to in� nities.

Sum m ing up our discussion,one is forced to accept that the correct phys-

icaltheory m ust be relationaland containing D PI.W e ruled out G alileo and

Lorentz transform ations and chose Leibnitz transform ations because of tw o
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facts. First, w e know that they are only of lim ited validity, and, as B ar-

bour et.al.[2-5]have show n,they are localapproxim ations ofLeibnitz trans-

form ations. Second, a relational physics rules out the unphysically existing

self-dependent space-tim e.

In the follow ing, a speci� c and appropriate D PI is suggested, using the

generalpropertiesofD PIs. T histypicalD PIisfounded on a trivial,tautolog-

icalpostulate. It contains tw o scale factors,a short scale �s and a large scale

�‘. It w illbe show n that at distances larger than �s,this prototype D PI is

equalto the B ohm ’s Q P plus som e sm allcorrections. T herefore it provides a

fram ew ork for understanding the m ysterious quantalbehaviours in term s of

instantaneous interaction betw een di� erent particles ofthe ensem ble. A s it is

w ellknow n[25],the Q P plusthe nuturalconstrianton density to obey the con-

tinuity equation,leads to the schrodinger equation. So in fact w e shallderive

the quantum theory from D PI.A n im portant property ofour prototype D PI

is that its sm allcorrections to the Q P m agnify the internalstructure ofany

particle atlarge distances. T hey lead to gravitational-like forces. T herefore it

is suggested that D PI theories are suitable for unifying gravity and quantum

m echanics (w hich from B ohm ’s point ofview is nothing but a � fth force). A

good D PI theory m ust uni� y at the sam e tim e allofthe � ve forces (gravity,

electrom agnetism ,w eak,strong and quantum forces).
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2 A TypicalD P I

A sitw asdiscussed in the previoussection,m any areasofphysics,including

quantum m echanics and N ew tonian gravity, are understandable in term s of

A A A D , i.e. nonlocality. It is also argued that D PI theories seem to be a

naturalfram ew ork for describing nonlocalphenom ena and thus for unifying

di� erent parts ofphysics. In this section w e shalldevelop a typicalD PI,and

later, in the forthcom ing sections, w e show that under certain conditions it

reduces to the Q P or to the N ew tonian gravity.

To begin w ith,let us stress a trivialproperty ofD PIs. It is clear that any

D PI,highly depends upon the con� guration ofparticles,i.e. on their relative

position. T herefore the � rst task in constructing any D PI is to ensure that

each particle isatitscorrectposition,i.e. the position derived from the equa-

tion ofm otion. A ccordingly w e postulate the follow ing tautologicalstatem ent:

Postulate: Each particle isatitsown location.

It seem s unbelievable that this postulate can lead to any physicalconse-
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quences,but as w e shallsee,it is essentialin obtaining the Q P.

N ow let us form ulate this postulate. C onsider a system of N identical

particles, each one located at ~ai(t), i = 1� � � N . O ne can im agine that this

pattern ofparticles is m ade by bringing particles in one by one,and locating

them at their correct position. In order to ensure that each particle is at its

right position, the D PI potentialshould contain a factor,w hich is in� nitely

large w hen som e particle is at incorrect position and is � nite otherw ise. T his

can be achieved for each particle,ifw e m ake use ofthe D irac delta function,

in the form 1=�(~x � ~ai(t)). Since w e assum e that all particles are identical,

each particle m ay be put at any of~ai(t)’s. So the corresponding factor in the

D PI potentialis 1=
P N

i= 1�(~x � ~ai(t)). T his is zero w hen ~x is equalto som e legal

position and is in� nite elsew here.

A part from this factor,the D PI potentialm ay contain a factor (obviously

relational) representing relative con� guration ofparticles. To have a de� nite

m odel,w e assum e tw o kinds ofinteractions: a short range interaction and a

long range one w ith ranges �s and �‘ respectively. In addition, w e assum e

these interactions be exponential. T herefore,as a typicalD PI potential,w e

consider the follow ing one:

U(~x;t)=
U0

P
N
i= 1�(~x � ~ai(t))

8
<

:

NX

j= 1

exp[� (~x � ~aj(t))
2
=�

2

s]

9
=

;

(
NX

k= 1

exp[� (~x � ~ak(t))
2
=�

2

‘]

)

(3)
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w here U0 is som e constant. W e shallw ork w ith this D PI potentialthrough-

out this paper. T w o notes m ust be rem arked here. First,the � rst factor is

equalto 1=�(~x;t). T his says the follow ing: particles like to go where particles are

present. Second,the exponentialform is not necessary. In fact,ifthese term s

fallfaster than 1=x2 allofthe forthcom ing results can be obtained. W e choose

thisform for sim plicity. In other partsofthisw ork w e shallshow thatthe Q P

and the N ew tonian gravitationalpotentialare derivable from this prototype

D PI potential.

3 Q P A s A R esult O fD P I

In thissection,w e use ourprototype D PIto derive the B ohm ’sQ P.Suppose

w e are dealing w ith particle separations larger than �s. M ultiply U(~x;t) by

the identity factor 1= (��2
s)
3=2=(��2

s)
3=2,and use the identity:

Z

d
3
yexpf� [~y+ �(~x � ~ak(t))]

2
=�

2

s + y
2
=

2
� y

2
=

2
g= (��

2

s)
3=2

(4)

for arbitrary � and . B y choosing � and  in the form :

� =
1

2

�

1+

q

1� 4�2s=�
2
‘

�

(5)

 =

p
2�s

h

1�

q

1� 4�2s=�
2
‘

i1=2
(6)
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and after a little algebra and noting that for sm all � (or in other w ords for

(~x � ~ak(t))
2 � �2) w e have the follow ing representation for the square root of

D irac’s delta function:1

�
1

��2

�3=2

exp[� (~x � ~ak(t))
2
=�

2
]’ �(~x � ~ak(t)) (7)

w ith 2�2 = �2s and using the follow ing fact:

NX

k= 1

q

�(~x � ~ak(t))=

v
u
u
t

NX

k= 1

�(~x � ~ak(t)) (8)

w hich can be proved by using the step function representation ofD irac’sdelta

function,and using the de� nition ofthe density ofparticles:

�(~x;t)=

NX

k= 1

�(~x� ~ak(t)) (9)

one can easily show that the D PI potentialcan be w ritten as:

U(~x;t)’ U0(4�)
� 3=4

Z

d
3
y

v
u
u
t �(~x + ~y;t)

�(~x;t)
exp

"

�
y2

2

#

(10)

T hisisan equivalentform ofequation (3)forourtypicalD PI,w ritten in term s

ofthe density ofthe ensem ble. B ut it m ust be noted that equations (10) and

1Note that we have used the param eter �s as the sm allparam eter ofthe representation ofDirac’s

delta function.Itm ay seem thatitisan arbitrary choice,butitcan beseen thatifonechoosesanother

sm allparam eter,the resultisofthesam eform asin (21)with di� erentcoe� cients.Theabovechoiceis

the m osteconom icalone.
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(3) are the sam e, only for (~x � ~ak)
2 � �2s. T hus w e assum e that the correct

potential,both for sm alland large separations is (3).

O ur aim is now ,to show the relation betw een (3) or (10) and B ohm ’s Q P.

In order to do this,w e express
q

�(~x + ~y;t)in term s of(7){(9). T he integralis

then G aussian and can be carried out:

U(~x;t)’ U0

 
1

4��2�

! 3=4  
�

1=2�2 + 1=2

! 3=2
P N

k= 1exp
h

�
(~x�~ak(t))

2

2�2+ 2

i

q

�(~x;t)
(11)

N ote that for �l� �s this is proportionalto:

P N
k= 1exp[� (~x � ~ak(t))

2=�2l]
P N

k= 1exp[� (~x � ~ak(t))
2=2�2]

T his is a form w hich can be obtained directly from equation (3) by using the

above G aussian representation ofD irac’s delta function.

Equation (11) is a form for D PI that contains both the density and the

particles’ position. R elation to B ohm ’s Q P w ould be appear if the D PI is

w ritten in term s of the density,only. In order to arrive at this aim ,w e use

B acker{H ausdroflem m a:

e
� G
Ae

G
= A � [G;A]+

1

2
[G;[G;A]]+ � � � (12)

and set G = G(~x)and A = ~r . N othing that

[G;~r ]= � ~r G; [G;[G;~r ]]= 0 etc: (13)
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w e have

e
� G ~r e

G
= ~r + ~r G (14)

T his is an operator identity. N ow suppose that it acts on the unity:

�

e
� G ~r e

G
�

1=
�
~r G

�

1 (15)

Ifone uses this relation for the follow ing operator:

e
!r 2

� 1+ !r
2
+ � � � (16)

one has:

�

e
� G
e
!r 2

e
G
�

1= e
!j~r G j2

(17)

In this relation w e choose:

G = �
(~x � ~ak(t))

2

2�2
(18)

So:

e
!r 2

e
� (~x�~ak(t))

2=2�2
= e

(� 1=2�2+ !=�4)(~x�~ak(t))
2

(19)

Ifone sets:

! =
1

2

�22

2�2 + 2
(20)

the relation (11) can be sim pli� ed as:

U(~x;t)’ U0

 
1

4��2�

! 3=4  
�

1=2�2 + 1=2

! 3=2 e!r
2 P N

k= 1exp
h

�
(~x�~ak(t))

2

2�2

i

q

�(~x;t)
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= U0

 
1

4��2�

! 3=4  
�

1=2�2 + 1=2

! 3=2
e!r

2p
�

p
�

= U0

 
1

4��2�

! 3=4  
�

1=2�2 + 1=2

! 3=2
1
p
�

�

1+ !r
2
p
�+ � � �

�

(21)

B ut this is just B ohm ’s Q P corrected by sm all term s! T hus, conclusion is

that at separations larger than �s, our D PI leads to B ohm ’s Q P w ith som e

corrections. N ote that the approxim ate nature of(21) is due to (7).

A t this point it is w orthw hile to note that our D PI potentialin form (3)

seem s to be large w hen � is sm all,but this property is not apparant in (21).

A glance at the derivation of(21) from (3) show s that the exponentialterm s

in (3) are related to �,and thus in taking the lim it ofsm all�,their role m ust

be considered. In fact the case of sm alldensities needs som e caution. (See

e.g. [25])

4 O bservations

W e have seen that B ohm ’s Q P,m ay be view ed as a result ofa D PI.H ere

is som e points:

(a){ In the previous section,w e see that for a system ofN sim ilar particles,
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our prototype D PI led to the Q P.In our derivations an essentialassum ption

w as m ade. It w as assum ed that the density function �(~x;t) is a di� erentiable

function of ~x. T his is true only for large N . T herefore the prototype D PI

leads to the Q P for a large ensem ble ofparticles.

(b){ A lthough the Q P m ay be derived foran ensem ble ofsim ilarparticles,itis

also the correctpotentialfora particle observed a large num ber oftim es. T he

term representing our tautologicalpostulate m ust be interpreted as follow s.

T he D PIpotentialhasto be � nite w hen the particle isatany allow ed position

and in� nite elsew here. T he exponentialterm s have sim ilar interpretations.

(c){ T heaboveone-particlederivation m ay begeneralized to them any-particle

case. C onsider N particles ofkind 1,N particles ofkind 2,� � � ,and N particles

ofkind m . T hen the D PI potentialm ust be w ritten as:

U(~x1;� � � ;~xm ;t)=
U0

P N
i= 1

Q m
l= 1�(~xl� ~a

(l)

i (t))

�

8
<

:

NX

j= 1

mY

l= 1

exp[� (~xl� ~a
(l)

j (t))
2
=�s]

9
=

;

(
NX

k= 1

mY

l= 1

exp[� (~xl� ~a
(l)

k (t))
2
=�‘]

)

(22)

w here~a(l)i (t)representsa legalposition fora particle ofkind l.In a m annervery

sim ilar to that ofthe one-particle case,one can show that the D PI potential
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can be w ritten as:

U(~x1;� � � ;~xm ;t)’ U0(4�)
� 3m =4

 
�

1=2�2 + 1=2

! 3m =4
1

q

�(~x1;� � � ;~xm ;t)

� exp
n

![r
2

1
+ � � � + r

2

m ]
o q

�(~x1;� � � ;~xm ;t) (23)

for separations larger than �s and for large N . T his is just B ohm ’s expres-

sion for the Q P of a m any-particle system , corrected by sm allterm s. N ow ,

although w e have derived the above expression for an ensem ble of sim ilar

m any-particle system s,it is also true for any m any-particle system .

(d){ A s it w as seen in the previous section, our prototype D PI potential

is equivalent to B ohm ’s Q P w ith som e sm allcorrections. N ow w e show that

this correction term s have the property ofm agnifying the sm allscale struc-

ture ofm atter to large distances. Since in the expression (21),derivatives of

very high degree exist,very far points are connected. To see this,suppose w e

discretize the space by unit�,and consider �(~x;t)to be spherically sym m etric.

T hen w e have:

r
2
p
� ’

q

�(r� 2�)

�2
+ other term s: (24)

So the D PI potentialm ay be w ritten as:

U(~x;t)’ U0(4�)
� 3=4

 
�

1=2�2 + 1=2

! 3=4
1

q

�(r)
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�

M =2� 1X

n= 0

1

n!
!
n 1

�2n

q

�(r� 2n�)+ other term s: (25)

w here

M =
r

�
(26)

Ifw e choose

� =
p
! ’

�s

2
(27)

w e obtain:

U(~x;t)’ U0(4�)
� 3=4

 
�

1=2�2 + 1=2

! 3=4
1

q

�(r)

M =2� 1X

n= 0

1

n!

q

�((1� 2n=N )r)+ other term s:

(28)

N ote that this expression is acceptable only for

r� � � �s (29)

A sitisseen in thisrelation,the D PIpotentialrelatesany point,to the density

at a distant location.

A s a m odel,suppose that the universe is m ade of a uniform distribution

ofm atter w ith density �0 and a particle w ith very � ne internalstructure like

below :

�(r)= �
2
h

1� e
� �=r

i2
(30)

T his is a sharp function of r provided � is very sm all. T he D PI potentialis
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now :

U(~x;t)’
U0(4�)

� 3=4
�

�

1=2�2+ 1=2

�3=4

q

�(r)
��

0

@

M =2� 1X

n= 0

1

n!(1� 2n=N )

1

A
1

r
+ other term s: (31)

T hisisjustthe N ew ton’slaw ofgravitation plussom e corrections.N ote thatit

has the correctsign and thatthere isa relation betw een the Plank’sconstant,

N ew ton’s constant ofgravitation,the density ofuniverse and the param eters

ofthe internalstructure ofparticles.

In sum m ary,ifw e assum e that allparticles have internalstructures below

the �s scale,at large distances (r� �s) one sees som e gravitation-like forces!

(e){ To com plete ourdiscussion,w e m ustconsiderthe kinetic term sand study

the dynam ics of the system . B arbour et. al.[2-5]have show n that Leibnitz-

invariant lagrangians are ofthe form ofthe product ofa kinetic term K and a

potentialterm P:

L = KP (32)

In our case,for a one-particle system ,the potentialterm is

P =

NX

i= 1

U(~ai(t)) (33)

w hile w e have chosen the kinetic term to be

K =

0

@

NX

i= 1

"
d

dt
j~ai(t)� ~aj(t)j

#2
1

A

1=2

(34)



DIRECT PARTICLE INTERACTION, A.SHOJAI& M .GOLSHANI 18

B arbour and others[2]have show n that the exponent one-halfis necessary for

the action be Leibnitz-invariant. In accordance w ith their w ork,one is able

to relate the localphysics to cosm ology. In this w ay the coupling constant of

the quantum force,i.e. � �h
2
=2m is related to the cosm ologicalparam eters like

the radius of the universe, its the expansion velocity,its density and so on.

T herefore �h m ay be a function oftim e depending on ourchoice ofcosm ological

m odel.

(f){ A s a cosm ologicalm odel,C onsider the universe m ade ofa shellofradius

R, m oving radialy w ith velocity _R, as w ell as N particles located at ~ai(t).

T hen the kinetic term can be w ritten as sum over shell-shellpoints plus sum

over shell-particles plus sum over particle-particle. T he result is (see [2]for a

sim ilar calculation):

K = constant

2

41+
1

30 _R 2

NX

i= 1

 
d~ai

dt

! 2

+ � � �

3

5 (35)

So the lagrangian is approxim ately:

L ’ constant

8
<

:

1

2
m

NX

i= 1

 
d~ai

dt

! 2

�
�h
2

2m

NX

i= 1

 
r 2

p
�

p
�

!

~x=~ai

� Gm

NX

i= 1

1

j~ai� ~aj j
+ � � �

9
=

;

(36)

w here w e have:

�h(t)

�h(t0)
=

_R(t)

_R(t0)
(37)
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and:

G(t)

G(t0)
=

v
u
u
t �universe(t0)

�universe(t)
(38)

5 C onclusion

It is show n that the D PI is a natural fram ew ork for quantal phenom ena.

A s our prototype D PI potentialshow s,one is able to describe both the Q P

and the gravity as di� erent aspects ofa single interaction,provided that all

particleshave internalstructure. T husw e hope thatdi� erent partsofphysics

m ay be di� erent aspects ofa speci� c D PI,although the construction ofsuch

a D PI m odelneeds a large am ount ofw ork.
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