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Abstract

New general-relativistic formulations to model an elementary charge are presented, based on an
electromagnetic theory of gravity, where the gravity is equivalently expressed as a gradient function
of an effective permittivity distribution of the empty space. The metric tensor elements of general
relativity are directly related to the effective permittivity function of the empty space, using which
the energy density associated with the electric field surrounding the charge is properly defined. The
empty space, represented by the equivalent permittivity function, would be fundamentally non-linear,
in which case the definition of energy density, as conventionally applied for a linear medium, needs to
be corrected. Further, the definition of energy density itself is modified allowing both positive and
negative values, such that the total energy remains unchanged while the local values are much stronger,
resulting in much stronger local gravitational effects. Solutions for the metric-tensor elements and the
resulting energy /mass of the charge particle are studied, based on the Einstein-Maxwell equations with
the different new formulations of the energy density and of the associated full stress-energy tensor. The
solutions are verified with Schwarzschild and Reissner-Nordstrom metrics, as well as for calculation
of light deflection by a massive body, as validation of the general new formulations for the specific
reference cases of conventional modeling. Stable solutions for energy/mass are successfully derived
for a spherically symmetric, surface distribution of an elementary charge, with specific modified
definitions of energy density. A stable solution of the charge with the lowest possible energy/mass
is associated with a ”static” electron without spin. Significance of the new results and formulations,
specifically established for the electron, are recognized in relation to the fine-structure constant of
quantum electrodynamics, and towards further application of the theory to model other elementary
particles and general electrodynamic problems.

Keywords: elementary particle; electromagnetic theory of gravity; general relativity

1. Introduction

Einstein’s theory of general relativity [1,2], in the form of the Einstein field equations that govern
the geometry of curved space-time, superseded the existing Newton's theory of gravitation [3,4]. It
successfully formulated the gravitational force as a fundamental manifestation of the curved structure
of space-time, established in the presence of any mass/energy distribution. The theory of general
relativity became highly successful to model and predict astrophysical effects, such as precession of
Mercury’s orbital motion [5], and deflection of starlight due to solar gravitation [6]. Subsequently,
Einstein sought to combine Maxwell’s electromagnetic theory with his new theory of gravity, so
that the success of the general-relativistic formulations to astrophysical problems could possibly be
extended to self-consistently model elementary charge particles, such as an electron or a proton. To
this end, the general-relativistic formulations maybe combined with Maxwell’s equations, in the form
of the Einstein-Maxwell equations [7]. The Reissner-Nordstrom metric [8,9] provides a solution to the
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Einstein-Maxwell equations, for a massive charge particle with a given mass and charge. However, the
Reissner-Nordstrom metric does not lead to a self-consistent result for an elementary charge particle
(electron). In fact, no self-consistent solution could be successfully established for an elementary
particle, based on any such conventional formulation of the Einstein-Maxwell equations. Accordingly,
the measured mass of no known elementary charge particle has been successfully derived from any
such conventional theory.

An electromagnetic theory of gravity was proposed in [10], where the gravitational field could
in principle be modeled in terms of an equivalent permittivity distribution of the empty space. This
concept was not successfully pursued as an independent theory, because it could not compete with
general relativity in terms of any new predictive or theoretical value. However, the basic concept
is still physically valid, and maybe advanced in complement with the general relativity framework.
Any concern in the proposed electromagnetic model of [10], in regard to possible inconsistency with
observed deflection of starlight in Sun’s gravity, could be resolved. This would be possible through
a hybrid interpretation by combining the definitive local deflection effect due to the non-uniform
permittivity, which would as well be observed by an external global observer, with an additional
contribution to transform the local effect to the global observer. Now, such an equivalent non-uniform
permittivity distribution may need to be used, in order to properly define the energy density associated
with the electromagnetic field surrounding a charge. Accordingly, the conventional expressions of
the energy density, and the related stress-energy tensor elements, appearing in the Einstein-Maxwell
equations, that are valid only in an ideal free-space medium, need to be properly corrected in terms of
the new equivalent permittivity distribution. The equivalent permittivity needs to be modeled as a
non linear medium, because the permittivity representing gravity would be dependent on the energy
density, or equivalently on the strength of the electric field in the medium or the magnitude of the
associated source charge. Further, it may also be recognized that a definition of the energy density is
theoretically non-unique, as noted in [11]. Accordingly, the energy density maybe modified by adding
a suitable extra term that contributes significantly strong positive and negative values at different
locations, such that the total energy due to the additional term is zero. The modified energy-density
would be theoretically equivalent to the original energy density, both cases resulting in the same total
energy, but with significantly different local values resulting in significantly different local gravitational
effects.

In this paper, we present new general-relativistic formulations in relation to an electromagnetic
theory of gravity. Metric solutions for the Einstein-Maxwell equations, under different corrected
or modified definitions of the stress-energy tensors are studied, with the objective of finding a self-
consistent solution for a static elementary charge, such that the mass associated with a stable structure
of the charge is entirely due to the energy density of the charge’s own electromagnetic field. The
solutions are verified with the Schwarzschild [12,13] and the Reissner-Nordstrom [8,9] metrics, as well
as for calculation of light deflection by a massive body, as validation of the general new solutions for
specific reference cases of conventional modeling. Stable solutions for energy/mass are successfully
derived for a spherically symmetric, surface distribution of an elementary charge, using specific
modified definitions of energy density. As a simple first-order approximation, the energy density is
modified with an additional term expressed as the divergence of a radial vector field proportional to
the original energy density, with a suitable constant of proportionality y. Assuming that the stable
solution with the lowest mass/energy represents a “static” electron without any spin, the value of the
new physical constant v is estimated. More fundamentally, the constant v, the resulting lowest stable
mass of a static elementary charged particle, and the classical radius of the charge associated with
the mass, are related to each other by a dimensionless constant, independent of any specific value of
the charge or mass of the particle. Accordingly, by having suitable different values of the constant v
valid at different (smaller) radial distances from the center of the charge, the new general-relativistic
formulations could in principle be extended to model other stable structures of the elementary charge,
such as the proton, associated with a different (larger) mass.
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The dimensionless constant derived from the above first-order model is recognized to be closely
(numerologically) related to the fine-structure constant of quantum electrodynamics. The first-order
approximation for the modified energy density is then substituted by a more accurate function, repre-
senting suitable second-order dependence on the original energy density, with a suitable normalized
coefficient ay. It is shown that, the special dimensionless constant introduced above, re-derived with
the second-order dependence, is precisely related to the fine-structure constant, with a suitable value
of the parameter «,,. It is a significant success, precisely tracing the origin of the fine structure con-
stant through the proposed theory. The small difference between the dimensionless constant derived
from the first- and second-order models, may perhaps provide another useful physical parameter,
closely related to the deviation of electron’s measured g-factor from its first-order estimation using the
fine-structure constant [14].

The presentation is partitioned into different sections as follows. The basic principles and the-
oretical background, based on which the rest of the analyses are advanced, are first introduced in
sections 2, 3. The theoretical elements of an electromagnetic theory of gravity [10] are introduced
in the section 2, which is followed by key formulations of Einstein’s field theory in the section 3,
specifically established in relation to the equivalent electromagnetic model. A reference solution to
the key formulations, applied in the region external to a spherical massive body, and the angular
deflection of light around the body, are respectively verified with the associated Schwarzschild metric
and the predicted deflection from a conventional general relativity model, in sub-sections 3.1, 3.2.
Analysis and solutions for an elementary charge particle, with a linear modeling of the surrounding
permittivity distribution, are presented in section 4, with a specific solution that assumes an ideal
free-space medium, verified with the Reissner-Nordstrom metric in sub-section 4.1. Analysis with a
more rigorous non-linear modeling of the permittivity medium, with solutions derived based on an
iterative numerical method, is presented in section 5.

Analyses and solutions based on modified energy density are presented in section 6. These
include analytical solutions for the permittivity distribution, the metric elements, and the particle’s
energy/mass for a first-order modeling in sub-sections 6.1, 6.2, as well as numerically derived solutions
based on a finite-difference/element technique for a more rigorous second-order modeling in sub-
section 6.3. The particular analysis in the sub-section 6.1 is based on a modeling of the modified energy
density using a trace-free stress-energy tensor, whereas that in the sub-section 6.2 using an ideal fluid
model of the stress-energy tensor. A reference solution for the particular analysis in the sub-section 6.2,
established internal to a uniform spherical body, is verified with the associated Schwarzschild metric
in sub-section 6.2.1. General discussions and specific conclusions are presented in the last section 7.

2. Electromagnetic Theory of Gravity: The Basic Principles

An electromagnetic theory of gravity proposes that a gravitational field E¢(7), defined as the
gravitational force F(7) per unit mass m;, can be modeled in terms of an equivalent permittivity
distribution e(7) of the empty space, at a general location 7 [10,15,16]. This is in contrast to conventional
treatment of the empty space as an ideal medium with a uniform permittivity ¢;. The proposed theory
is based on a fundamental recognition that the mass (), or the equivalent energy W(7) = m(7)c3, of a
gravitating body is inversely proportional to the local permittivity e(r) = epe;(7), or directly proportional
to the local inverse-permittivity 1/¢(7) = e(F) = ege, (7). This dependence is consistent with the energy
W = ¢2/(8merq) of a spherical surface charge of radius r;, placed at a location with permittivity e. The
er(F) and ¢,(7) are the relative and inverse-relative permittivity distributions, respectively. And, the
mass my of the body is its intrinsic mass m(7 — «) when placed far from any source of gravity, where
the empty space is characterized as an ideal free-space with permittivity e(7 — o) = eger(F — o) = €,
or inverse-permittivity e(F — ) = gye,(F — =) = ¢). Accordingly, the gravitational field E,(r) maybe
expressed as a gradient function of the inverse-relative permittivity distribution e, (7).
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m(F) = e:n(of) = moe, (F),
E(7) = —VW(F) = =V (m(7)c3) = —mocZVe, (7),
Eg= %(?)) = fc%VQ,(T'). (1)

Like the permittivity distribution e(7), the permeability u(7) = uour(7) of the empty space is also
required to be a non-uniform distribution, in contrast to the conventional uniform value yg. The
relative permeability () is required to be equal to the relative permittivity e,(7), so that any magnetic
energy associated with a mass varies in the same proportion as the electric, and therefore the total,
energy W(7) = m(7)c3 as we formulated above. Accordingly, the speed of light c(7) = co//ur(P)e,(7) is
non-uniform, inversely proportional to e, () or directly proportional to the inverse-relative permittivity
(7). co is the speed of light in an ideal empty space (free-space), with e, = i = 1.

In the equation (1), the gravitational force F, and the associated gravitational field E; defined as
the force per unit intrinsic mass m, (invariant with location 7), are required to exhibit the standard 1/+2
dependence with radial distance r, in the external region of a spherical body, as observed in a global
frame of reference. Accordingly, in consistency with the Newtonian gravity, the negative-divergence
of the field in (1) would be proportional to the mass density m<(r) = W (7)/c3, with proportionality
constant 4G, for a general mass distribution m«(7) or its equivalent energy distribution W (7).

—V - Eg(F) = 3V - Ve, (7)
— 470G (F) = ‘“‘GC# 2)
0
With proper definition for an inertial mass of a given body in a gravitational field, and its equation of
motion enforced in proper space-time coordinates, the associated force field in (1,2) is expected to be
consistent with general relativity. This would be validated in the following studies, verified with key
reference solutions.

3. Basic General Relativity Formulation of a Spherically Symmetric Body, in
Relation to the Effective Permittivity Function

The basic formulations of general relativity for a spherically symmetric structure, which maybe a
charged or neutral body, consists of the Einstein field equations in terms of the Einstein tensor G, the
Ricci curvature tensor Ry, and stress-energy tensor T,; geodesic equation of motion in terms of the
Christoffel symbols r'; and metric equation in terms of metric elements g, [17,18].

Gy = Ry = 3Ry = ¥4 Ty
0

(Einstein field equations), 3)
2
d2r _ ol _ M09 98
mo 3 = —mocgTgg = gL 5
(geodesic equation), 4)

ds? = gooC%dtz + glldrz + g22d92 +g33dq>2
= gooc(z)dt2 + glldrz +12dg? + r251n29d¢2

(metric equation). (5)

The radial gravitational force F = F# for a spherically symmetric structure, as defined in (1), is
to be properly enforced in a local frame for dynamical modeling. The local medium is associated
with a non-uniform light speed ¢ = cge,, which is different from a uniform free-space medium with
¢ = ¢g assumed in a Newtonian mechanics, or in the global frame of Einstein’s general relativity.
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Accordingly, for a stationary gravitating body in the local frame, the force F would not be equal to
the body’s free-space mass m times the acceleration %, as would be the case using conventional

Newton’s law seen in the global coordinates (r,t), but be equal to m{, times the acceleration &;2’, where
the "primed" variables are the respective transformed parameters defined in the local ("primed")
coordinates. Accordingly, the gravitational force F and the associated gravitational field E; = F/my,
defined in (1,2) as per the electromagnetic theory of gravity, may now be expressed in term of its
complementary metric parameters of the general relativity formulation in (5). The new mass m]
introduced in the local coordinates is equivalent to m = mge, defined in (1), which is equal to mgc/cg.
Accordingly, the m{, maybe defined in the general relativity framework as the free-space mass m, times
v =800, Where the metric parameter /=gy from (5) represents the ratio ¢/, of the local and global light
speeds.

a2’ 20¢; 4

m6dtﬁf = —mgcg 5Lt = F = Egmof,
2
1 2 4“r(/311)
my s = (mg/—800) ——L—25
002 (mg Soo)d(t o0 )?
2
_ MoVBIL 4% _ ™00 9800
V=800 a2~ 2/=8p0811 o’
e _ 1 900
r 2,/=800811 9"
¢, 19800 .
S =373 goog11 = 1. (6)

The above relationship (6) is established for the specific geodesic equation (4) of radial acceleration
of a stationary (slow moving) body, in a spherically symmetric gravitational field, that maybe similarly
extended to any general geodesic motion. The validity of (6) would be evident from the following
studies, verified with key reference solutions.

The Ricci tensor elements Ry, and the Christoffel symbols i used in the general relativity
formulation of (3) can be shown to be expressed in the following forms for a spherically symmetric
body [12,17,19].

.
Ui = 28™1(8ijk + 8jk,i — Sik,j)

R R P A P A
Ruv =Top,o = Topp + Tpp T = Ty Toy- @)

Iy = = 800/ (2800);

To = —800/ (2811), T11 = 811/ (2811),
1"%2 =—-r/g11, l"%3 = —rsin29/g11;
12, =13, =1/r, T3, = —sinfcos;
I3, =T3 =1/r, I3, =T3, = cotf;

i = o, for all other values ofi, k, m. (8)
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2
= ’nggogoogu”géogoogh;‘*géogooglﬁ /00811
4800811
!
_ (/S8 ) —4800800811 ~ 27800800811 7800 (800811) ]
3N 4r800811v/ 800811
_ ( v —800811 )[g 1 gl + 1 gll
2811 17 /=800811°%0 " v/=800811 °0
1 /
2300811 v/~ 800811 500 (s00811)’]
— V808110 ,2__ 1 90
22g17 O \/=800811 9"
~800811%7 . (. 1 9800 7). 9)
811 2\/=800811 9"

Roo

" / / / 12
2800800811 +7800800811 4850811 78 00811

Ryp
41850811

811, (800811)
800 + 7800811 ’ (10)

R22 = R33 /sin29

= Roo

/ / 2
- _2300811+’goog11‘28008114”28’00811 . (11)
2800811

A prime (') notation is used in the above equations (8-11) as an alternate representation for a radial
derivative (3/9r), and the (,k) notation in (7) represents a derivative with respect to the kth variable. The
basic relations (7-11) would be routinely used in the following studies.

3.1. Reference Solution External to a Spherically Symmetric Body

We will solve the metric elements of (5) in the region external to a spherically symmetric body
of mass M, using the new complementary frameworks established in the above sections 2, 3. In the
external region, the stress-energy tensor and consequently the the Ricci tensor of (3) is zero. Under this
condition, the relationship (10) between Ry, and Ry; is used to relate the metric elements gy and gq;.

o ‘gﬁ
S
S
3
Il
L

Roo — %Rgoo =Rpo =

®
Nl
Q

Ry — %Rgll =Ry = T;1 =0,

o
[SFN

s11 (s00811)" _ 0 (s00811)" _
800 ' 7800811

’

R11 = Roo ’ 7800811

200811 = constant=-1;
—8oo(r = ) =g11(r »o0) =1 (12)
The expression of ¢,(r) derived from the 1/r>-dependent gravitational field E; of the spherical

body, based on (2), maybe used in (6) together with the above relationship (12) between the metric
elements gqy and g1;. This would lead to the following derivation of the metric elements.

Ve (r) = —Eg = Ci—sz,
g(r)=1- G—z, € (r—o0)=1,
VCO
9 e
—3 %800 — 5 goog11 = 1,
2GM R, 2
—go0(r) =1-2M =1 & Ry = 26M
TCO CO
_ 1 Rsy~1
=- =(1-58) . 13
811() 200 ( ) (13)
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The above expressions are verified with the Schwarzschild metric [12,19].

It maybe noted, the mass m located in a gravitational field, referred to as the target mass, is defined
in (1) as a product of its location-invariant value m, (the mass measured in an ideal free space) and a
variable factor e, (7). Like the target mass m, the source mass M of gravitation also needs to be properly
defined. The source mass M of a given body should be defined as the body’s effective mass, reduced in
the presence of its own local gravitational potential. In the context of the electromagnetic theory of
gravity, in reference to the definition of the m in (1), the M maybe expressed as an integration of the
distribution of the body’s conventional mass My, defined in an ideal free space, weighted by the local
inverse-relative permittivity distribution e, (7), associated with the body’s own gravitational field.

3.2. Light Deflection by the Spherical Body

The above model of the inverse-relative permittivity distribution e, (7), now verified in consistency
with the Schwarzschild metric, maybe further validated to model light deflection around the massive
spherical body, as shown in Figure 1. An angular deflection ¢ in the local frame, which would also be
equal to that seen in the external frame, maybe modeled using the ¢, (7) distribution, by tracing the
light path using Snell’s law [20].

Asinf = cos OAO = sin();r),

)
A6 = tan 9262  tan 0(SMyar,

() c%r2
7 GM
50 = [A6 =~ 2ftan6(ﬁ)dr =
1’0 0
/2
%—M J sinfdf = %—M . (14)
COTO 0 COYO

An additional deflection 6¢' would be seen only in the external (primed) frame, as a result of
geometrical deviation due to differences of light speed between the external and local frames, at
different locations along the light path. The total deflection, 56; = 56 + 5¢’, as seen in the external
(primed) frame agrees with prediction from general relativity, and with measured deflection of star
light around the Sun [6,21].

I RV Y S B,
do =%, do' = T ore(r)/cg T g (r)’ o =9
' gl g — (_1 ~ GM
A0 = do' —df = ({5 —1)do 2 do,
/2 /2
60" = [A0' ~2 [ CMag=2 [ GMsingdg
0 COr 0 COT’O
= 26M 5! = 66 + 50/ = 4GM (15)
COTO C()’O
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Deflection in Local Frame Additional Deflection Seen in
( =in External Frame): External (Primed) Frame:
o o de
i df=—, df'=—=
Asing _ Ae, (1) B et
sin 6 €,.(r)
AO'=d6'—df =( 1 -1 M 416
€. (r c,r
56 = f AG = 2(2;M S ’
Ty 5gv=-|‘A9yz J
4
L. ===
s0/12 |r
GM
€ () =1-—7—
cor

c(r)=c,6.(r)

Figure 1

4. Elementary Static Charge, with the Surrounding Free-Space Modeled as a
Linear Medium

We will now apply the complementary formulations of (1-6) to model a static elementary charge
placed in an empty space. The general relativity formulation takes the form of the Einstein-Maxwell
equations [7], where the energy density and the related stress-energy tensor elements are defined, by
treating the empty space as an ideal free-space medium with a uniform permittivity ey. Whereas, the
complementary electromagnetic theory treats the empty space as a non-uniform medium, modeled
as a distribution of inverse-relative permittivity ¢, (7). The validity of the non-uniform model of the
empty space we verified above, in consistency with the Schwarzschild metric and light deflection in
the external region of a spherical neutral body. Accordingly, the non-uniform e, () model of the empty
space may also be needed to properly model the energy density in the electric field of a charged body.
We explore such a modeling, starting with the basic formulation of the Einstein-Maxwell equations.

Ry = 3G 8m WT,W —1lep2 - _T¢Cr
00 =~ 4 700 = "4 gy T T 2% 32r2enrt
0 0
871G 871G W
Ry =¥ Ty = 27 b
‘0 ‘0

/ /
Rt — RonS11 4 (800811)" _ 87G Wr  (S0o811)" _
11 0000 T 7800811 c§ 800" 7800811 /

g00g11 = constant=-1;

fgoo(r — 00) =g11(r = 00) =1. (16)

The relationship between the Ricci elements Ry, and Ry; in (10), in terms of the metric elements
go0 and g1, is used in the above derivation, leading to the condition gyg;; = —1. Further using the Ry
expression of (9) in the above derivation, combined with (2,6), we get,

Rooc3+/— = -IV. (——L—Vgy) =
0050 811780 2 (\/m $00)

V- C%Vg,(r) =-V-E¢ = %Wn,
871G Wr __ _ 471G, Wy, = 2Wr. 17
3 V-guso G T (17)
Notice that the effective energy density W, of gravitation, which is the divergence of the field
Eg times 47G/c3, associated with the energy distribution in an electric field, is twice the actual energy
density Wr. Whereas, for a neutral material distribution, the Wr, is equal to the energy density w-. In
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other words, a given elemental energy in the electric field would produce twice the gravitational effect,
as compared to an equivalent amount of energy (=massxc3) in a neutral material distribution.

4.1. Solution for a Massive Elementary Charge Particle

We will now specifically apply the above formulations to a spherical body of charge Q and mass
M, and use the conventional definition of energy density Wr = egE?/2 = Q%/(32n¢yr*), associated with
the electric field E = #Q/ (47eyr?) at a radial distance r from the charge Q, in a free-space medium with
permittivity ¢y. Following the derivation of (17), with the W, = 2W: as discussed earlier, we get,

. 2
V- C%Vg(r) = 4(7:12G Wre = SZIZG We = 477:;%%4, (18)
0 0 0
R2 2
T T ()~ G _ 10 2 _ GQ2 _,2
V. -Ve (r) = —%,—+ =5, Ry = ,
J( ) 4neocér4 = Q 47reocé 0
GM Ré GM
g(r)=1->3 +272;§r(7'ﬁ°°): —
TC; s 1C;
0 0
__ 1 9800 _ _ 19800
2y/~800811 2o
de
=55 V=881 =1,
2GM RZQ R R%Q 2GM
—8oo(r) =1==2" 4 5 =155+ 5, Re = ==5°,
rce, T T T,
0 0
Re , RO -
1
S11= gy =1-F +-5) . (19)

The above result is verified with the Reissner-Nordstrom metric [8,9], as a validation of the new
formulations. Note that, as in the case of the Schwarzschild metric discussed earlier, the mass M in
this case should also be the effective mass, properly reduced in the presence of the local permittivity
distribution. Similarly, we need to revise the above derivation, by revising the energy density in terms
of the local permittivity distribution.

The origin of the total mass M in the above Reissner-Nordstrom model is undefined, a part of which
is presumably associated with the energy density of the electric field of the charge. The conventional
definition of the energy density used in the above model would result in the electromagnetic energy
W = Q?/(8megry) of a spherical surface charge Q of radius r;, which would indefinitely increase as
the radius reduces, resulting in a unstable structure. In contrast, with the revised energy density as
formulated in the following section, we now seek a solution where the mass M = m of the charged
body with Q = g is entirely due to the electromagnetic energy W = mc3 associated with an elementary
spherical surface charge g, of radius r4, constituting a self-consistent stable structure.

4.2. Revised Solution for an Elementary Charge Particle

2
— 4 Gg“e
V- §Ve,(r) = 5 Wee = SZEWe = 5, (20)
0 0 0%
2
que 2r0§r
V - Ve, (r - = ,
J( ) 4n60c4r4 rd
Gq? —37
0 1 =974 x 10" m,
87‘[6060
V2rg Gm U
e.(r) = cosh - h ;€ (r = 00) =1;
»(r) = cosh(*50) V0] sinh(=51); €,( )
dey (r
~G2H0) (r = 00) = Eglr — 00) = G- @)
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Note that the radial parameter r, is of the similar scale as the Planck length I, = \/Gh/c} = 1.6 x 10-%m
[22]. Using the above expression for the distribution ¢, (7), the energy/mass of the charge is derived by
integrating the energy density wr.

2
_ 1 — [ _9&) 7%er(r)
= Wedt = dt = d
m(rq) -{ T -{327‘[2600%1’4 f 87reoc0r2 !

sinh(ﬁro)— G (cosh( ‘[’0) 1)),

_ 1
87eq 0(2) 0 V2 q 2rq 2 q

a1 ginh( \/Ero) — L(cosh(@) —1);

mg V2 g 2m g

2 roc2

Mo =73 Ty = %'

7'[50601‘0
sinh(— f 0)
m_
ﬁmo 1+cosh( \/;0 )
m(rg — 0) = v/2mqy = 1.85 x 10~ kg. (22)

Substituting the above mass in (21) would complete the solution for e, (7).

f’O sinh(\/; ) \/§r0
€ (r;1q) = cosh( )— — 5 sinh(~5+),
1+4cosh(— 0)
&(r = rq) = cosh( QO) -
. ﬁro
sinh
( V\q/i ) sinh( \/?ro) =1 (23)
1+cosh(— q"O) i

As discussed earlier, the effective energy density Wr, in the above derivation is twice the actual
energy density Wr. It maybe of interest to find solution also with the Wz, equal to Wr. By substituting
Wre = Wr in (17), and then revising the subsequent derivations, we would get the following expressions
for ¢,(7) and mass m.

€(r) = cosh(r0 ) — —0 smh( ),
g tanh(y—o) m(rg — 0) = mg = 1.31 x 10~ %kg, (24)
& (r=rq) =1/cosh(:—2), &(r=rg—0)=0. (25)

Using the above solutions (23,25) for ¢,(7), associated with the electromagnetic theory of gravity,
with the condition ggpg17 = —1 from (16) in (6), the respective metric tensor elements gy and g;; of the
complementary general relativity formulation, can now be expressed.

2e,(r;1q) —1=
)+2 cosh( \/gro )—cosh( \/riqro )—1

\/iro !
rq )

—goo(r=rg) =gnlr=rg) =1
Wre = 2Wr. (26)

—go0o(ri7q) =

\/ETO \/Z'O
g

1 _
g11(rrg) —

2 cosh(

1+4cosh(
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2cosh(:—2—r70)—cosh(:—2)
~goolrirg) = (rrq) — 0 ,
s11\rrq cosh(ﬁ)
1 2—cosh(:—g)
- r=r1y) = = ,
8oo(r =rq) ST R
7g00(7’ = T’q — 0) = gll(r = rq — O) =—1;
WTe = W‘[. (27)

The mass derived in the linear modeling of (22,24) for different r = r;, together with the corre-
sponding e, (r = ry) from (23,25) and —goo(r = rq) = 1/g11(r = r4) from (26,27) at the variable charge radius
r = rq, are plotted in Figures 2 and 3, respectively for the cases Wy, = 2W; and Wy, = W;. For the same
respective cases, the Figures 4 and 5 plot ¢,(r) (23,25) and —ggo(r) = 1/g11(r) (26,27) at different radial
distance r, but for a selected fixed charge radius r; = r(/8.

Note that the resulting mass in (22,24), as plotted in Figures 2 and 3, does not exhibit any stable
state. A stable state of the charge is defined such that the mass/energy of the charge exhibits a local
minimum with respect to the charge’s radius r;, where the first derivative of the mass m with r, is zero
and the second derivative positive. For r; approaching zero, the first derivative of m in (22,24), Figures
2 and 3, is seen to be zero, but with the second derivative negative, and therefore r; = 0 is strictly not a
stable state. Instead, this may be recognized as a "neutral" or "quasi-stable" state where the resulting
self-force on the charge is zero, due to the zero first-derivative, but it is still unstable exhibiting a local
maximum value of the mass with respect to variation of the charge radius.

In any event, the quasi-stable mass, m = v2mg = 1.85 x 10~%kg and m = mg = 1.31 x 10~ %g, from the
linear model of (22,24) for r; = 0, respectively for the cases Wr, = 2Wt and Wr, = Wr, is much larger
than the physical mass of any known charged particle. Accordingly, any physical relevance of the
mass, although it is of theoretical interest as a unique quasi-stable value generated completely due the
electromagnetic energy of the charge itself, is not quite clear.

Elementary Charge Particle

1.8 Based on General Relativity and Elecromagnetic Theory of Gravity

Non-Linear Model

Stable (Minimum) Mass
(m/m, =159, r /r=7.1) 1

1!5r =1la'r=-goo=1lg11=1.0 (for both models)

W, =2W)

3 4 rolr 5 6 7 8

Figure 2
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5. Elementary Static Charge, with the Surrounding Free-Space Modeled as a
Non-Linear Medium

The inverse-relative permittivity ¢, (7) is clearly dependent on the amplitude of the charge 4. The
electric field is proportional to the product of the charge g and the ¢, (7), and therefore is a non-linear
function of 7 Accordingly, we may need to further revise the above solutions by treating the empty
space, associated with the inverse-relative permittivity ¢, (7), as a non-linear medium. The energy
density and related stress-energy tensor elements in the Einstein field equations (3) and the Einstein-
Maxwell equations (16) maybe properly revised, in terms of an integral of the ¢,(7) with a charge
element dg, as the charge is theoretically built from its initial value of 5 = 0. A new effective parameter
€,(7) is introduced for analytical convenience, that represents this integral of ¢,(7) with charge, for the
non-linear modeling.

Fop = duAp — dpAa,
Fo1 = Er/co, Fio = —Er/co; Fup =0, (ap) # (01),(10),
A = (—¢/cg, A) = (—q/ (4megrey),0,0,0), 9a = (3/(cpot), V),
Tuw = i (Fuag*PFup — 481087 FapFops®®),
Too = seoD?s"" = 3eoE%g!! = 7e9D?/11 (28)
(conventional form, ideal free-space);

q
Tw = [ QT((?[S“ﬁd(Fvaﬁ) — 18uv8” d(FupFyp)gPP),

q
Too = 3e0D%€(0) /11, €1(4) = 5 | erlq)ada
=
(revised form, non-linear empty space). (29)

Note that the integrals in the above expressions (29) of T, apply only to the force elements,
leaving all the metric terms out of the integrand. For a linear modeling the effective inverse-relative
permittivity e/.(r) in (29) would be equal to ¢,(F). Therefore, the T,, of (29) would simplify into the
conventional form of the electromagnetic stress-energy tensor (28) [23], with €}.(7) = €,(F) =1, if the empty
space is treated as an ideal free-space. Accordingly, the energy density W = g1, Ty associated with the
Ty in (29) would simplify to its conventional form used in (18,16), or to its revised form in (20,16), if
the empty space is modeled as a linear medium with its inverse-relative permittivity equated by unity
or ¢, (), respectively.

The solution (21) is now revised as per the above non-linear model of the energy density.

V-3V, (r,q) = ZEWr = 8ZC W = M

o) CO 47'[60C 2,4 7
.V, Gaep(r,q) G2 o 1
V -Ve, (r,q) = T = 5 (r,9)qd
&r(r4) 47reocgr4 47reoc ey l 9)adq
22 2 q 2
— oy 2 2 _ _Gag
= )5 € (r,9)qdq, 1§ = . 30
(r )(qg)qzqiofr( q9)qdq 0 87‘[60(13 ( )

As discussed with (25), choosing W, = Wr instead of Wy, = 2W; in the above derivation, we would
get,

q
| er(r,q)qdg;

Wee = Wr. (31)
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5.1. Numerical Analysis, Modeling the Inverse-Relative Permittivity as a Power Series

The inverse-relative permittivity ¢, () may be expressed as a power series in the following form.

© i R ® 2] rgni
&(ra) = L ai() = L ¥ byj(3h) EOP
i= i=0j=
_ _ Gm _ m —1_Gm
ag=1 a1 = roc% g €(r—o0)=1 rc%'
% 2j ‘
2 ‘Zoblj(qle) !, boo = 1, bg;(j > 0) =0,
]:
@ 2
=y b (AT —Gm _ m
a1 ]EO 1] ( qe ) 70% mg
ooro 5 Je
=J 205 [ e(rg)qdg)dr. (32)
rq qe q:O

For the case with W, = 2W¢, the series coefficients bjj may be solved using the following iterative
relations.

e} bi i i+1
bj(j>0)= & L
b, .
bl](l > 1,j > O) = ZM Wee = 2Wr. (33)

Instead, with Wz, = W we would need a similar iterative solution, but without the multiplying
factor 2 in the above iterative expression of b;;.

boo =1, bg;(j > 0) = bjp(i > 0) =0,

o b i
¥ _ i(j—1) 1o i+1
by(j > 0) = iEO () (fq) ,
b,. ,
(> = =2)(¢-1). -
bij(i>1,j>0) = n o Wee =W (34)

The metric elements gy and g1, for the above iterative solutions of b;; are expressed in terms of
the corresponding series expansion (32) of the inverse-relative permittivity e, (7), with the maximum
value for the charge variable g equated to the elementary charge g.. The same relationships in (26,27)
between the g, g1; and e, would as well apply here.

—goo(r;rq) = ) = 2§r(r?"q) -1

1
811(rirg
—2% ¥ (7)) 1. (35)
i=0j=0
The mass m = a;mg = ayc3/(Grg) derived from the above non-linear modeling in (32) for different
r = rg, together with the corresponding e, (r = ;) from (32) and —ggo(r = r5) = 1/g11 (r = r4) from (35) at the
variable charge radius r = r;, are plotted in Figures 2 and 3, respectively for the cases W, = 2Wr and
Wr. = Wr. For the same respective cases, the Figures 4 and 5 plot ¢,(r) (32) and —ggo(r) = 1/g11(r) (35) at
different radial distance r, but for a selected fixed charge radius r; = ry/8. The data in the Figures 2-5
for the non-linear model are also compared with the respective results for the linear model from the
last section 4.2, for a comparative study.
The mass from the non-linear modeling, plotted in the Figures 2 and 3, exhibit stable conditions
(as defined earlier in section 4.2) with the lowest stable mass m = 1.59my = 2.08 x 10~%kg at ry = ry/7.1 =
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1.37 x 10~%m, and m = 1.12my = 147 x 10~%kg at ry = ro/5 = 1.95 x 10~ m, respectively for the modeling with
Wre = 2Wr and Wr, = Wr. For the stable values of the charge radius r;, the first derivative of the mass
with respect to the radius is seen to be zero, and with the second derivative positive. This is distinct
from the quasi-stable results from a linear modeling of the free-space, presented earlier in the last
section 4.2.

However, as in the linear model of the last section, a stable mass in the non-linear model is
also much larger than the physical mass of any known charged particle. Accordingly, any physical
relevance of a stable mass in this case is also not clear. Although, such a stable mass is of theoretical
interest, as one of the special discrete solutions (see Figures 2 and 3) associated with a self-consistent
structure of an elementary charge, established completely due the electromagnetic energy of the charge
itself.

6. Elementary Static Charge, with Modified Energy Density for the Surrounding
Free-Space

The energy density W; in an electromagnetic field, as defined in the Poynting theorem [20],
is theoretically not unique [11]. One may theoretically modify the definition, in consistency with
conventional physics. We may introduce a modified definition of energy density wW; = W + V- U, where
the vector U is defined with a suitable choice of direction, with its magnitude zero in the external region
of a neutral body. By integrating the wW; and using divergence theorem, it maybe shown that the w;
would result in the same total energy enclosed inside the neutral body as the original energy density wr.
Therefore, both the definitions W} and W- of energy density would result in the same gravitational field
in the region outside of the neutral body, in consistency with observed Newtonian gravitation in the
external region. However, the two definitions may significantly differ in the internal charged structure
of the neutral body, resulting in significantly different gravitational effects in the internal region.
As a simple first-order model, the new vector U maybe defined proportional to the original energy
density W, directed radially from the local center of gravity, with ¢ as the constant of proportionality.
The original energy density is modeled by treating the inverse-relative permittivity distribution e, (7)
in the empty space as a non-linear medium, as implemented in section 5. The modification of the
energy density would lead to modifying the (0,0)th element Ty, = W /g1 of the stress-energy tensor
to Tyy = W;/g11- All other elements Ty, of the stress-energy tensor maybe similarly modified to T},
defined proportional to the W; (or to the modified form of an appropriate energy density associated
with the tensor element.)

Wr=Wr+V-U, [Widt =
T
J We +V-UWdt = [Wedt+ [ (V-U)dt
T T T
= [Wedt+ [ U-ds= [Wedr,
T S,Closed T
U=0,0onS; U= W (36)
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6.1. Modified Energy Density, Modeled as a Trace-Free EM Field

Tiy = TywWe/Wr = Tyw + (Tyw /W) V - ({WeF),
Tjo = (Yeoe}D? +V - (§e0e} D7) /811

=Wi/g11 = (We + V- ({WeP)) /811,

3Ve, (r) = ~Eg ~ 5% (Lepel D?)7 = JeoDe),

Y= 8”59 811800 = —1; Wre = 2W7. (37)

Q
[=}

The above derivation based on the modified definition of energy density, leading to the relation-
ship g11g00 = —1, follow similar steps (16,17) in section 4 that use a conventional definition of energy
density. The new modified energy density W; and the associated stress-energy tensor elements 7}, in
(37) would substitute for the respective conventional terms W and Ty, in deriving (16,17).

We assume that the new part V-U = V- ({W.?) of the modified energy density w; in (36), and
accordingly the new part V- ({W-#)/g;; of the modified tensor element T}, in (37), are significantly larger
in magnitude compared to the respective original parameters W and Tyy. Similarly, the new parts
(T /Wr)V - ((W<?) of all the modified stress-energy elements T}, in (37), that are introduced in addition
to the original elements Ty, are also assumed to be significantly larger in magnitude compared to the
original elements. Therefore, the respective original elements maybe ignored in all further analysis.

The effective energy density Wr, in the above derivation is twice the modified energy density wr,
similar to that discussed in section 4 for conventional energy density. Similar to the implementation in
section 4, it would also be useful here to consider the case with the W, equal to W}. This case would
be of interest when we model the modified energy density (the dominant new part) in section 6.2 as
baryonic matter. The two cases would share similar analysis, differing only by a factor of 2 in defining
the proportionality parameter v in (37,38) that relates the original energy density W = gyD?%¢}/2 to the
resulting gravitational field E¢. All subsequent results, normalized in terms of the v, would remain
unchanged.

2 =
0
= . 47GL 1 R
c§Ver(r) = —Eg ~ 7% g(ig)e’Dz)r = JeD?e)t
4nG
Y= 722 £, 811800 = —1; Wre = Wf. (38)
0

The above equation (37) or (38) can be analytically solved for the inverse-relative permittivity
distribution e, (7), in terms of the parameter 1.

© 2025 by the author(s). Distributed under a Creative Commons CC BY license.


https://doi.org/10.20944/preprints202601.0926.v1
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Preprints.org (www.preprints.org) | NOT PEER-REVIEWED | Posted: 14 January 2026 d0i:10.20944/preprints202601.0926.v1

17 of 24

e (r,9) N /
= €
or 327125012(2)744({/7)

q
= i d
167'(260C(2)r4 qio &r(r a)ada

ey (rq) _ 7 _ e (rn) (&g
Joraqg 167T2€0C(2)r4 Er (r/q)q n a(r_3)9(q2) (r4 )/

= B U /o), (39)

where Jy(-) and J;(-) are, respectively, the zeroth and first-order Bessel functions [24], and k! = k(k —
1)(k—2)---1. The inverse-relative permittivity function ¢, (r,q) maybe established as a power-series of
(1/r)™", m > 0, with unknown g-dependent coefficients, starting with the (m = 0)th coefficient equal to
unity which would enforce the required free-space value ¢, (r,q) =1 at large distance r — . The other
coefficients may then be iteratively solved in agreement with the required partial-differential equation.
The validity of the established series solution (39) for ¢, (r,q), also recognized in the Bessel-function form,
may be directly confirmed by simply substituting the series solution in the required partial-differential
equation, and then verifying that the equation is indeed satisfied.

Using the condition ggyg1; = —1 from (37,38) in (6), the metric elements gy and g;; may now be
expressed in terms of the inverse-relative permittivity e, from (39). The same relationships in (26,27)
between the g, 11 and ¢, would as well apply here.

—8oo(r) = ﬁ =2¢,(r) — 1
=2Jo(a = (ru /)5y —1. (40)

Using the solutions of ¢, and ¢, from (39), the energy/mass of the charge is derived by integrating
the energy density Wr.

2./
_ _ 1 _ q°er () _
m(r=ry) = Wedt = Tt =
( q) c% { T { 327rzeoc%r4

°°2]1 (a:(ry/r)1‘5) Ty
my [ ———r2—= Ldr,
p ;f (it 72

1.5
m(r=rq) (/1)

i J
M =0 344/3

2
0 (_1)kﬂ(2k+§) ) 112
; My

= ) 22 3keD) (41)

- e

The normalized mass m/m,, inverse-relative permittivity e, (r), and metric elements gy (r) and gy, (r),
are plotted in Figure 6 (noted with ay = 0) as functions of normalized radii r, /r, showing stable (local
minimum) solutions for the mass at discrete normalized radii r,/(r = r;). Assuming that the lowest
stable mass m/m; = 1.5425 from Figure 6, with the associated classical radius ru/r = 1.5425, corresponds
to a static electron with about half the mass m, = 9.109 x 1073'kg of a complete electron with spin, the
new parameter v is estimated as a new fundamental physical constant of nature. Further, the v, the
resulting lowest stable static mass ms, and the associated classical radius rs = 7/ (87t60msc%), are found
to be related to each other by a dimensionless constant, which is found to be numerologically closely
related to the fine structure constant [25,26].
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-31
ms = 1.5425m,, = e = 9109x10 = jc,

2
— q — -30,—1/3 _ 1me
my = =249 x 10 = wpkw,

= SreoBry v 3.085

_30.3
7:(3.085x2};412x10 30) — 600 (m/s2)/(]/m3).

ms = 1.5425111’4, rs = %'

m
';Lgs = (1.5425)37—2" = (1.5425)°(37),

=

4
= (1.5425) x (1277) = 138.359

1 _ 4megcgh
= % = 137.036.
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(42)

(43)

6.2. Modified Energy Density, Modeled as a Perfect Fluid of Conventional Baryonic Matter

It is not certain if the additional part of the modified electromagnetic energy density w; in (36) is
to be treated in the same manner as the conventional electromagnetic energy density, as implemented

in (29,30), or as conventional baryonic matter in the form of a perfect fluid [13]. The following
formulations are established to model a perfect fluid with a general distribution of energy density wr,
that maybe specifically applied to model the additional part of the modified electromagnetic energy
density W, in (36). The basic formulations of the Christoffel symbols and Ricci elements of (7-11) will
be used here as the starting point of the derivation, leading to the following relations.
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_ 4GWr —800
cg 811’
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Ry = Rooggy + r(800811)
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%38(2111)) 4HGWT g4+ V —830811 ) (46)

Given inverse-relative permittivity distribution ¢,, independently solved from (2,39) for a given en-
ergy/mass distribution, the two equations - the relationship (6) of the two variables ggy and P = —ggog11
with the known ¢,, and the above relationship (46) for the same two variables - maybe numerically (by
trial iterations) solved for the two variables gy, and P = —ggg11 (and hence g1, = —P/gq) for a general
problem. Analytical solution maybe possible for a simple mass/energy distribution.

6.2.1. Validation of the Model with Schwarzschild Solution Internal to a Uniform Spherical Body

As an illustration/validation of the theory for a simple case, we will analytically derive
Schwarzschild solution inside a body of mass M and radius Ry, with a uniform mass-density p =
We/ c%, following the procedure prescribed above. We will start the derivation with simple solution
for the ¢,(7) in this case, satisfying (1,2), and then solve for gy and g;; as prescribed above. The results
maybe verified with known solutions from the Schwarzschild metric in the internal region of the body
[13,27].

Note that, as mentioned in section 3.1, the mass M needs to be properly defined by integrating the
distribution of the body’s conventional mass M;, which is defined in an ideal free space, weighted by
the local inverse relative permittivity distribution ¢,. Accordingly, the uniform positive mass density p
assumed here would refer to uniformity of the weighted mass density, not of the conventional mass
density defined in an ideal free space. That may not always be physically realistic if the resulting
solution for the ¢, is negative, in which case the weighted mass density would be negative, contradicting
the uniform positive density originally assumed.

=
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Using the above expression of g1, in the top line equation, gy is solved as follows.
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The modeling of a conventional baryonic matter as a perfect fluid, now validated for a neutral
mass distribution, is then applied for the energy distribution of an elementary charge, with its modified
definition of the energy density proposed at the beginning of the section 6. The distribution ¢, associated
with the modified energy density, solved in the sub-section 6.1, with proper choice of the parameter
constant v for Wr, = W} in (38), would apply for the present modeling of the modified energy density
as baryonic matter. Using the given ¢, in (39), the metric elements gy and gy; are solved by numerical
iterations of the equations (6,46), as prescribed earlier, and are plotted in Figure 7 (noted with ay = 0).
It maybe noticed, the solutions for the gy and g;; in Figure 7 exhibit a singularity (radial derivative
— o0) at radius r/r, ~ 1. For radii smaller than the singular location, there is a definite real solution
for the equation (46) with \/=ggg11 = —1/2, which maybe substituted in (6) to derive gy (and hence
g11 = —1/(4g00)) using the given ¢, in (39), by enforcing continuity of gy, at the singularity. The same
normalized mass in Figure 6, derived in (41) using the given ¢,, applies as well for the present modeling.

Elementary Charge Particle
2 Based on General Relativity and Electromagnetic Theory of Gravity
il 112
f 9008,

Modified Energy Density, Modeled as a Perfect Fluid of
Baryonic Matter
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Figure 7

6.3. Higher-Order Dependence of the Modified Energy Density

In the modeling of the above sections 6.1, 6.2, the modified energy density W; = W; +V - U (see
(36)) was defined, with the function U in the dominant, new part proportional to the original energy
density W: (see (37)), as a simple first order approximation. The resulting stable mass s, its equivalent
classical radius rs, and the parameter v, were related to each other in (43) by a dimensionless constant
4yms /rZ = 138.359, which was found to be suspiciously close to the inverse-fine structure constant 1/«
= 137.036. Suspecting that the actual value of the dimensionless constant 4yms/r? be exactly equal to
1/a, we anticipate that the small difference between the constant 4yms/rZ, derived based on the above
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first-order modeling, and 1/4, would be adjusted by a more rigorous treatment with a higher-order
dependence of the modified energy density.

2
0 0
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where the dimensionless parameter ay, or equivalently the energy-density parameter W, represents
a suitable second-order dependence of the function U(W:) on the energy density W.. The effective
inverse-relative permittivity ¢, is expressed in terms of the inverse-relative permittivity ¢,, as defined
in (29).

Introducing the above revised expression (50) of the modified energy density w; in (37,38), the
derivations of sections 6.1, 6.2 maybe repeated, in principle, in order to revise the results of Figures
6 and 7 for inverse-relative permittivity ¢,, normalized mass m/m,, and the metric elements g;, and
¢11. However, the solutions may not be feasible analytically. Instead, we first revise the solution for
€,(r,q) from (37-39), with the revised expression (49) of W;. Accordingly, a differential-integral equation
for ¢,(ry0,q0) is established, with two normalized variables r,g = r,/r and qo = q/qmax, as formulated in
(50), which is numerically solved using a finite-difference/element technique. Note that the charge 4 is
treated in (49,50) as a variable, with its maximum value g4 equal to an elementary (electron) charge
ge. The corresponding normalized variable is gy = q/qmax =q/4¢, with its maximum value equal to one.
Whereas, the r;, as defined in terms of 4 in (39), is treated in (49,50) as a constant parameter evaluated
at the maximum value of g = gyax = g.. All the derivations of the sections 6.1, 6.2 can now be revised, in
terms of the numerically revised solution for e, (r,9) = e/ (r40,90)-

The effective function €/ (r,q = g¢), as defined in (29), is revised in terms of the revised solution for
,(r,9). Using the revised €} (r,q = q.), the normalized mass m(r = r4) /m;, of (41) is then revised, computed
numerically as a double-integration of e, (r,0,40), With respect to both the normalized variables gy and

1",40.

m(r =ry) :ifWTdT—f qeerrqe dt =
T

c% 327‘[260024
rulr q2
/
m € (r = 1)dr,, my = €
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Using (51), the lowest stable mass m = ms of Figure 6 is successfully revised to a slightly lower value,
from ms = 1.5425m, to ms = 1.5376m,, by adjusting the parameter ay, = 0.00184 in (49,50). Accordingly, the
resulting dimensionless constant 4ym; /2 in (43) is revised lower, to be precisely equal to the inverse-fine
structure constant 1/« = 137.036. This is a remarkable development, which would precisely trace the

© 2025 by the author(s). Distributed under a Creative Commons CC BY license.


https://doi.org/10.20944/preprints202601.0926.v1
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Preprints.org (www.preprints.org) | NOT PEER-REVIEWED | Posted: 14 January 2026 d0i:10.20944/preprints202601.0926.v1

22 of 24

physical origin of the fine-structure constant to the new gravitational model of the elementary charge,
with the modified energy density presented here.

The revised results of inverse-relative permittivity e,, normalized mass m/m,, and the metric
elements gqy and g1, for the special value a = 0.00184, are plotted in Figures 6 and 7, as a function of the
normalized variable o= r,/r. These are plotted together with respective results from the approximate
first-order modeling in sections 6.1, 6.2, that are associated with a;, = 0, for a comparative study.

The second-order expression (49) of the gravitational field E; would start to deviate from the
simple first-order expression E; = —yW-7 at energy density larger than the threshold level wy,. This is
associated with a distance r from the center of an elementary charge g = gmax = ge, less than a normalized
threshold radius (r/r4)® = aw, as expressed in (49), assuming e/ = 1. Accordingly, for the specific value
of a; = 0.00184 we have found in Figure 6, this threshold radius for the onset of the second-order
expression of (49) can be calculated to be r ~ r, /2.2 ~ r;/1.4, where r; = r, /15425 from (42,43) is the
classical radius associated with a static electron.

7. Discussion and Conclusion

New complementary formulations to model an elementary charge particle, combining general
relativity and an electromagnetic theory of gravity, were studied, with alternate definitions of energy
density and the related stress-energy tensor. These include the conventional definition of the energy
density in an ideal empty space, for reference, and new corrected and modified definitions using
an equivalent permittivity distribution for the empty space. The solutions for the metric-tensor
elements are verified with existing reference solutions. It is recognized that the empty space, modeled
by an equivalent permittivity distribution, be properly treated as a non-linear medium, in order to
successfully develop self-consistent solutions for an elementary charge, with a physical stable structure.
In contrast, the Reissner-Nordstrom solution, that uses the conventional model of energy density
in an ideal empty space, would lead to an unstable structure of the charge. A corrected version for
the Reissner-Nordstrom solution, where the energy density is modeled using an equivalent linear-
permittivity distribution of the empty space, allows only a quasi-stable structure (as defined in section
4.2). The quasi-stable behavior, although may not represent a physically realistic charge structure, the
associated energy/mass ~ 1.5 x 10~ may be of theoretical interest as a reference value for other related
models. A further revised version of this analysis, but now with the energy density defined using a
non-linear model for the equivalent permittivity distribution of the empty space, in fact leads to fully
stable charge structures (as defined in section 4.2) for discrete values of the charge radius. However,
the resulting level of the stable energy/mass, with the lowest possible value ~ 1.75 x 10~% (about same
level as the above quasi-stable case), is much larger than the energy/mass of any known physical
charge particle. Therefore, other than of special theoretical interest, as theoretically valid values of
energy/mass of a self-consistent, stable charge structure, it is doubtful if any physical charge structure
of nature represents such a stable solution.

This led us to seek other possible formulations, based on new modified definitions of energy
density, which may allow stable solutions for an elementary particle with much lower levels of
mass/energy. It is recognized that a definition of energy density in an empty space is theoretically
non-unique, and therefore a suitable modified definition might exist that more rigorously represents
physical nature, as compared to the conventional definition assuming an ideal empty space, or its
corrected versions discussed above.

Solutions for the metric tensor elements, and the associated energy/mass of stable charge struc-
tures were derived, using modified definitions of the energy density. A first-order modified model is
introduced, which is equivalent to an additional gravitational field proportional to the original energy
density, with constant of proportionality v as a new parameter. By associating the stable solution, with
the smallest possible mass/energy, to a static electron without spin, the constant v is estimated to be
about 600 (m/s?)/(]/m3), declared as a new fundamental physical constant of nature. More fundamen-
tally, the constant -, the resulting smallest stable mass m;, and the associated classical charge radius
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rs, are related to each other by a dimensionless constant 4ym;/r? = 138.359, which is numerologically
close to the inverse fine-structure constant 1/4=137.036 of quantum electrodynamics. This strongly
suggests that the proposed theory is possibly the physical basis of the fine-structure constant. However,
the small difference between the dimensionless constant derived from the presented theory and the
fine structure constant which is based on accurate measured data, is intriguing, suggesting that a
more accurate model is needed to bridge the small difference. Accordingly, a more rigorous modified
model is studied, by expressing the additional gravitational field with an appropriate higher-order
dependence on the original energy density.

A suitable second-order model is successfully formulated and numerically implemented using a
finite-difference/element technique. As anticipated, the model results in a somewhat reduced particle
mass (ms/my, = 1.5376), as compared to that (ms/m, = 1.5425) from the original first-order model, so that
the new adjusted dimensional constant 4ym;/r? precisely matches the inverse-fine structure constant
1/a=137.036. This is a significant development, towards precisely tracing the physical origin of the fine
structure constant through the new theory. Further, the two values of 4yms/r2, before and after the
adjustment from the new higher-order model, may carry independent physical significance in finer
estimation of the electron’s g-factor.

Upon definitive resolution of the modified general-relativistic formulations, specifically for the
case of a static elementary charge, the complete formulations would provide a rigorous analytical
framework to model a complete electrodynamic structure of a spinning elementary charge. The same
analytical framework may also be extended, in principle, to model static or dynamic structures of other
elementary charge particles (proton, muon).
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