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Abstract. In previous papers, the quantum behavior of matter has been shown to emerge as
a result of its permanent interaction with the random zero-point radiation field. Fundamental
results, such as the Schrédinger and the Heisenberg formalism, have been derived within this
framework. Further, the theory has been shown to provide the basic QED formulas for the
radiative corrections, as well as an explanation for entanglement in bipartite systems.

This paper addresses the problem of spin from the same perspective. The zero-point field is
shown to produce a helicoidal motion of the electron, through the torque exerted by the electric
field modes of a given circular polarization, which results in an intrinsic angular momentum, of
value 7i/2. Associated with it, a magnetic moment with a g-factor of 2 is obtained. This allows
us to identify the spin of the electron as a further emergent property, generated by the action
of the random zero-point field.

1. Introduction

In previous work, the quantum behavior of matter has been shown to emerge as a result of
its continuous interaction with the random zero-point radiation field (zpr). This has been,
in essence, the program of stochastic electrodynamics (SED). Fundamental quantum results,
such as the Schrédinger and the Heisenberg formalism, have been recently obtained within this
framework [1]. Contact has been made with (nonrelativistic) quantum electrodynamics, by
deriving the main formulas for the radiative corrections, notably the Lamb shift and the atomic
lifetimes [1], [2]. Further, the study of bipartite systems has shown the ZPF to lie at the origin
of entanglement and the symmetrization postulate [3].

Another most fundamental problem in quantum theory relates to the nature of the spin of
the electron: is it something inherent, as is usually considered, or is it a result of the dynamics,
as has been postulated time and again? A theory intended to explain the genesis of quantization
should be expected to provide an answer to this query, instead of a priori taking the spin as
one more innate property of the particle, like the mass or the electric charge.

During the initial period of SED [4] the electron was in fact taken as a spinless particle,
the only exception being the analysis by Braffort and Taroni [5] of some effects due to spin.
As of 1981, a number of models for spin as an acquired property have been proposed [6]-[12]
(there were of course earlier models, such as that of Huang [13]). Though based on classical
models, the various SED calculations exhibit the zZPF as the source of a kind of (nonrelativistic)
zitterbewegung that gives rise to an intrinsic angular momentum of the electron, with a mean
square value of order /2 and projections of order .

This paper re-addresses the problem of spin from the perspective offered by present SED.
Before entering into the subject matter, a brief introduction to recent work on SED is provided,

Content from this work may be used under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 3.0 licence. Any further distribution
BY of this work must maintain attribution to the author(s) and the title of the work, journal citation and DOI.
Published under licence by IOP Publishing Ltd 1



EmQM13: Emergent Quantum Mechanics 2013 IOP Publishing
Journal of Physics: Conference Series 504 (2014) 012007 doi:10.1088/1742-6596/504/1/012007

focusing on those results that will be used for the present derivations. It then will be shown
that in addition to giving rise to position, momentum and energy fluctuations, the ZPF induces a
helicoidal motion, as a result of the torque exerted by the random Lorentz (electric) force on the
particle. The field modes of a given circular polarization are shown to give rise to an (intrinsic)
spin angular momentum of the electron, of value i/2. Additionally, the corresponding magnetic
moment with a g-factor of 2 is derived. The paper ends with some brief additional remarks on
the physical meaning of the results obtained.

2. Emergence of quantum mechanics
2.1. The original stochastic problem
This section contains the basic steps that take us from the original dynamical equation for the
particle embedded in the random zPF, to the Schrodinger formulation of quantum mechanics
[1]. The system under study is a particle of mass m and charge e —typically an electron—,
subject to an external (binding) potential V' in addition to the stationary zPF. The motion of
the particle is described by

mi& = f(x) +mrx + eE(t), (1)

where m7%, with 7 = 2e2/3mc?, represents the reaction force due to Larmor radiation, and f(x)
is the force due to the potential V. A nonrelativistic description is assumed to be sufficient,
so that the magnetic term of the Lorentz force is neglected. The random field E(t) is taken in
the long-wavelength approximation, anticipating that those field modes that become eventually
dominant have wavelengths much larger than the characteristic dimensions of the motion. The
random field has zero mean value, i.e. W(Z) = 0, where (~)() denotes the average over all
realizations (7) of the field, and a spectral energy density corresponding to a mean energy fw/2
per frequency mode, i. e.,
w? 1 w3

w2c32 w23’

This expression corresponds to the autocorrelation function

(2)

po(w) =

BB )" = syt —1), (3)

where
4

5 /000 po(w) cosw(t —t')dw. (4)

If there is an extra component due to an external field, as could be a thermal equilibrium
radiation or any other excitation of the field modes, the corresponding contribution must be
added to pp(w) in equation (2).

p(t—t) =

2.2. Statistical description from phase space to configuration space

The detailed motion of a single particle depends on the specific realization (i) of the field,
which is unknown. Therefore a statistical description is made, by constructing the equation of
evolution for the particle phase-space probability density Q(x, p,t), taking the ZPF as given and
starting from the dynamical equations obtained from (1),

m&=p, Pp=f(x)+mrz +eE(t). (5)
Through a standard projection procedure [14], the generalized Fokker-Planck equation (GFPE)

0Q 19 L0
E—FETMPZQ ap sz"‘mTai Q= eapl

D,Q (6)
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is obtained, with the diffusion operator D(t) defined by means of the expression
. . R a o0 . a . 2k
Di(t)Q = PE,G—E; [eG 1-P El} Q, 7

and the projection operator P and the evolution operator G given by

, . t o
PA=A", GA(z,p,t) = / e M) A(a, p,t)dt (®)
where L is 1 9 9

The operator e~ =) in equation (8) makes x(t'), p(t') (' < t) evolve towards x(t), p(t) as
final conditions, following a deterministic path.

Right after particle and field start to interact, the system is far from equilibrium. In this
initial regime the main effect of the ZPF on the particle is due to the high-frequency modes,
which produce violent accelerations and randomize the motion. Eventually, however (after a
transient period which is estimated to be of the order of h/mc? ~ 102" s for an electron), the
interplay between the electric field force and radiation reaction is expected to drive the system
close to equilibrium. In this new (time-reversible) regime the Markovian approximation applies,
and the GFPE (6) reduces to a true Fokker-Planck equation,

0oQ 1 0 0 0 Q) 0 0Q
= ——p; —(f; i = pPP-x Drr —~.
ot * m@xip @+ Op; (fitmrs) Q Op; " Op; + op; ¥ Ox;

(10)

with the diffusion coefficients given to lowest order in e? by

a:E i
opl”

t I t
D = ¢ / dt'o(t — ) prr = ¢? / dt'o(t —t') (11)
—0 —00

opl’

A statistical description in configuration space is made in terms of a hierarchy of equations,
obtained by multiplying (10) successively by pf (k =1,2,... , where p; stands for the different
components of the momentum p ) and integrating over momentum space (assuming the integrand
to vanish in the limits). In the time-reversible regime, the radiative terms become small and
tend to balance each other in the mean, so any additional effect they may have on the dynamics
becomes negligible. When the radiationless approximation is made (i. e., to zero order in e?),
the first two equations of the hierarchy can be recast in the form of a Schrodinger-like equation
for a complex function ¥ (x,t),

oY

E? (12)

2 2
TN+ vy = 20
m
and the corresponding complex conjugates, with ¢*¢ = ffooo dpQ(x,p,t) = p(x,t), and 1 a
free parameter. The value of this parameter is determined by the energy-balance condition that
must hold in the equilibrium regime (see below).
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2.8. Some important relations for average values

Equation (6) (or its Markovian version, (10)) contains a wealth of statistical information about
the dynamics of the system, part of which is lost in the transition to the reduced, radiationless
description in configuration space. To recover some of this information we take the (phase-
space) average of a generic function G(x,p) that has no explicit time dependence. Equation (6)
multiplied from the left by G and integrated over the entire phase space gives thus

d . 0G og .. 0G 9/ 0G A
o (9) <x 8$i>+<f 8pi>+m7<$ 8pi> e <8pi > (13)
In particular, for any G = £(x, p) representing a classical (‘radiationless’) integral of the motion,
we have J o o
— (&) = —e? D). 14
dt & =mr <$ 5Pz’> ‘ <3Pz' 14
In the Markovian limit mentioned above, this equation takes the form
d .. 0 0%¢ 0%¢
Zey — ; DPP DP* , 15
dt <£> mr <:E apl> * < v apiapj + t 8pi8$j ( )

with the diffusion coefficients given by (11). For instance, for the particle Hamiltonian (defined
without the radiative terms, i. e., to zero order in e2),

H= %zﬂ +V(x), (16)
equation (15) gives
d
dt
This equation gives the contributions of the dissipative and diffusive terms to the energy balance.
Stationarity is reached when the terms cancel each other, which should occur when both field
and particle are in their ground state, i.e.,

(H)=7 (@ p)+

(trDPP) . (17)

(T - p)y = —% (trDPP), . (18)

Notice that for the calculation of these terms (to the lowest order of approximation) one must
use the solutions of the Schrodingerlike equation (12), since the system is already in the time-
reversible regime. This means, in particular, that in equations (11) the following replacements

must be made: 9 ) 5 .
pj NN CC] Al A

— — — T, D — — — T, 2], 19

8]); 2”7 [wwp]]v 8]?; 2”7 [.CC“.’L‘]] ( )

Explicit calculation gives that for the energy-balance condition (18) to be satisfied, the

parameter 1 must have precisely the value n = h/2 [1]. This is, then, the point of entry of
Planck’s constant into the Schrédinger equation, obtained from (12),

) W
Vi Vi = b (20)

h?
" 2m

The time-reversible and radiationless regime, in which the mechanical system is correctly
described by this equation, is therefore called the quantum regime. Notice that, from this
perspective, h provides a direct measure of the intensity of the fluctuations impressed by the
ZPF upon the (quantum) particle.
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Let us now go back to equation (15), and apply it to the angular momentum L, which is a
‘classical’ constant of the motion for any central-force problem. By taking { =L;j=x;p; — z;p;

(i # ), we get
d

7
where D4 is the antisymmetric tensor with components fo — D?f . This equation tells us that
for the angular momentum to be conserved, the radiative terms must cancel each other,

L) =mr(z x &) — (D), (21)

mr (x x ) = (D). (22)

Finally, for the square of the angular momentum L?, equation (14) gives

d oOL? 0’L? 0*L?
—(L*) = o Dr? DY : 23
dt < > mr <l‘ api > + < K apiapj> + < K api8$j> ( )
so that for L? to be conserved, we must have
oOL? 0*L? o0*L?
2N = (pr _{pr . 24
" <x Ipi > < Y 8pi3pj> < Y 8pi0xj> (2)

These latter results, first proposed in [9], will be used in section 3.1.

2.4.Linear response of the particle in the stationary regime

A close analysis of the stationary states attained by the particle in the time-reversible regime
described above, has proved particularly revealing of some general properties of quantum
systems. For such analysis a more straightforward approach, complementary to the previous
one, has been developed [1], starting again from the same equation of motion (1), and assuming
that any stationary solution of it (characterized by the index «) can be written as an expansion

of the form '
zo(t) = Ziagaalge’“’aﬁt, (25)
B

and similarly for any dynamical variable,

Aa(t) — Zﬁaﬁaaﬁeiu)aﬂt’ (26)
B

where a,g stands for the random amplitude of the zPF mode of frequency wag,

E,(t) = ZEaﬁaa,geiw“ﬁt. (27)
B

In these equations the coefficients Z,3, Ang are in principle functions of the amplitudes aqg,
and hence stochastic variables. By introducing these expansions into equation (1), the system
is found to respond resonantly to certain field modes (a/3); the rest of the zZPF (to be neglected
in the expansions) represents just a background noise. The values of the corresponding wag
(called relevant frequencies), as well as of the coefficients Z,3, depend on the specific problem.
By imposing the condition of ergodicity on the stationary solutions, the {Z,5} turn out to be
independent of the {aqs}, which means, according to (25), that the response of the system to
the respective field modes is linear in the field variables. Further, those modes controlling the
stationary states are found to satisfy certain properties, which can be summarized in terms
of the chain rule for the random field coefficients, angraggragrgn - --agn-15 = aag, whence
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ang = e¥es  with Yo = Qo — ¢p a random phase. Similarly for the corresponding relevant
frequencies, the relation wap +wprgr + ... + wgm-1)3 = Wap applies, which means that wyg is of
the form

Wap = Qo — Q. (28)
As a result of these properties, the coefficients in the above expansions satisfy a matrix algebra;
thus, for instance, if £ is the matrix with elements Z,g, we have

(@) =D _(3™)agtape™*", (29)
B

with (27),4 given by the element a3 of the corresponding matrix product, (z™)as = ("), 5

It is clear that the time-dependence of z,(t) can be transferred to every single factor Z,g,
so that the evolving matrix #(t) has as elements the coefficients Z,ge™=5%. This allows to write
the equation satisfied by the stationary solutions in the form

& (t) . d3%(t) .
proa f(t) +mr R eE(t). (30)
In the radiationless approximation, the last two terms are neglected and one is left with
2z (t) .
o (t). (31)

With these results one may construct the law of evolution for the matrix fl(t) associated with
the (generic) dynamical variable A; the outcome is

idilif) - [A(t),Q] , (32)
with the matrix elements of Q) given by Q.3 = Q,0,3. Notice that, as with the previous derivation
presented in section 2.2, the radiationless approximation has deleted any explicit trace of the
zPF. No stochastic variable is contained in equations (30)-(32); instead, they are expressed in
terms of operators. In section 2.3, the missing value of the paramerter 1 in equation (12) was
obtained by imposing the energy-balance condition; this led unequivocally to the Schrodinger
equation (20). In the present case, it is again the scale of the solution what is missing in equation
(32). The loss is repaired by, first, finding that the canonical commutator [z, p], with

dz(t)
dt

has the universal form [z, p| = CI, with C constant, and, second, finding the value of C. This is

readily achieved by applying the above equations to the harmonic oscillator of natural frequency

wo in its ground state, when it is in equilibrium with the ZPF mode of the same frequency. One
thus obtains C' = ih, whence

A~

p=m

— —im [@(t), Q] : (33)

[Z,p] = Al (34)
The value of the commutator represents therefore a direct measure of the intensity of the

fluctuations impressed upon the particle by the ZPF, just as was concluded in section 2.3. Finally,
from the above results it can be readily seen that the relevant frequencies are given by

Wap = Qo — Qg =h""(Ea— Ep), (35)

where &, is the eigenvalue of the Hamiltonian in state «, and the final form of equation (32) is
therefore

mdflf) - [A(t),ff} , (36)

i. e., the Heisenberg equation for the operator A(t).
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3. Revealing the spin of the electron
To disclose the rotational effect of the ZPF on the particle, let us briefly go back to the original
(stochastic) equation of motion (1) and rewrite it as

p=f+mri +eE(t), (37)

where p = md. We shall consider that there is no external torque; the (central) force can then
be written as f = g(r)x, r = |x|. By taking the vector product of this equation with = we get

d

aL:xxp:mT:cxm—i—ewxE, (38)
which gives the instantaneous change of the angular-momentum due to the torque exerted by
both radiation reaction and the random zPF. The average of this expression over the field
realizations is

A .
%f(z) =mr(x X &)
Since in the quantum regime the dynamical variables satisfy the condition of ergodicity,
according to our discussion in section 2.4, this equation is equivalent to (21). Equation (39),
however, has the advantage of allowing us to directly identify the last term as the effective
torque exerted by the Lorentz force of the ZPF on the particle. For the angular momentum to

be conserved, we must have (compare with equation (22))

)+ e(x x E)<i). (39)

mr(@ x ) = —e(@ x B)". (40)
Let us assume that the system is in its ground state, so that there is no orbital angular
momentum. Making the usual substitution p — f (which is valid to zero order in 7 ~ e?)
and writing f as g(r)x, we get explicitly

Tg(r)L(i) , = ~me (x x E)(i) o (41)

Since only the fluctuating component of & can contribute to the average (& x E)(l) (because
E(t) is purely random), it is clear that all the angular momentum thus generated is due to the
random motion around the mean trajectory followed by the particle; thus, it is independent of
the system of coordinates, and has an ‘internal’ nature, usualy taken as intrinsic.

3.1. The electron’s intrinsic angular momentum
The above discussion suggests looking for a procedure that can bring to the surface the ‘intrinsic’
angular momentum acquired by the electron through its interaction with the zpr. For this
purpose we recall the experimental observation that the interaction of the electron with the
radiation field takes place via the circular polarized modes of the field (or modes of a certain
helicity). This is known to be the case for the photonic field, which, from the perspective of
SED, is the excited state of the radiation field, additional to the zero-point component. Now, it
is natural to assume that the modes of the field in its ground state, i. e., of the ZPF, interact in
a similar way with the electron. To analyze the effect of such interaction, we should therefore
consider the ZPF as composed of modes of both right- and left-handed circular polarization.
When the ensemble of field modes is considered in its entirety, as is usually done, any such effect
is concealed; yet by focusing on one of the two subensembles of a given polarization, the effective
rotation induced on the corresponding particles should be disclosed.

Let us therefore consider a situation in which the particle is in a stationary state, under the
action of the background field of a given circular polarization with respect to an axis k. To start
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with, we shall consider the particle in its ground state, so as to ensure that there is no orbital
angular momentum. We therefore take

(Lij)o = (0] (&:p; — #;pi) 0) (42)

and analyze separately the contributions arising from each of the two circular polarizations,
characterized by the (circularly polarized) vectors

€kt = % (€ri Ti€k;), (43)

with eg;, €x; unit Cartesian vectors orthogonal to the axis k.

Since according to the results reported in section 2.4, the response of the particle to the field
is linear, to describe its motion under the action of a circular field mode one should write the
variable x in cylindrical coordinates, i. e. * = 2T €g; + 1 €x_ + wkfe, with

x; = % (et +a7), z= z% (zt —27). (44b)
Taking into account that a:fo = (.%(Tn)*, equation (42) becomes explicitly
_ _ 2 _ 2
(Lig)o =m D wno (i — wuite) = m Y wao (| ” = o) (45)

In the ground state, (L;j), = 0; hence the two sums on the right-hand side contribute with equal
magnitude and opposite sign to the k-component of the total angular momentum, as should be
the case for a nonpolarized vacuum. Taken separately, these contributions are

2 - — 2
(Lijlg =m > wno |zg|”  (Lijlg = —m Y wno |zg,| - (46)
n n
Since, on the other hand, the mean value of the commutator (34) gives the sum rule
mY o aie | = 1. (47)
n " 2

the size of each separate contribution to (45) is just i/2. In order to distinguish these

contributions from the (orbital) component of the angular momentum we write (S;;)* instead
of (Lij)a; thus (L), = (Sij) T + (Si;) ™, with

h

(Sij)* = . (48)

Direct calculation of the square of the angular momentum, using (24), is more cumbersome.

As a simple expedient, let us carry out this calculation for the isotropic harmonic oscillator

in its ground state. The (radiationless) approximation p; = f; allows us to write in this case

mi; = —wdp;. Further, since L? = x?p? — (x - p)?, we have
L2 82L2 2L2
pla = 2L27 = w2> 0 =
Ip; OpiOpi 0z;0p;

With these results equation (24) transforms into

mc3
(L) = 5 (D™x%), (49)
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with DPP given by equation (11). Now in the case of the harmonic oscillator, using equations
(2), (4) and (19) we obtain a constant value for the diffusion coefficient,

hew?
DPP — = 0, (50)

whence using (z2)g = 3(3%)o = 3h/(2mwo), equation (49) becomes finally
3
2 2 2
(L?), = mhwo (x°), = 5?@ . (51)

This result was obtained for the first time by Marshall in 1965 [15], and taken as an additional
contribution to the orbital angular momentum due to the zpr. In [9] the same result was
obtained, but interpreted as an intrinsic (spin) angular momentum of double the correct value.
However, in line with the present approach, we separate again the full ensemble into two
subensembles corresponding to the different circular polarizations, thus obtaining

2 2\t 2\~
<L >o = <L >0 + <L >0 ) (52)
with each partial contribution to the mean square angular momentum given by
2\t _ /72\~ _ 332
<L >0 - <L >0 - Zh : (53)

Using the notation introduced above (see equation (48)), which identifies this as an intrinsic
angular momentum, we write

(8%)" = (8% =3n. (54)

The fact that this result does not depend on the oscillator’s frequency wg, suggests that
it holds in the general case, and for the free particle in particular. Therefore, we conclude
that when the transformation (44) possesses physical meaning, so that the decompositions
(Lij)y = (Lij)g + (Lij)y and <L2>3_ = <L2>3_ + <L2>g make sense, equations (48) and (54)
tell us that there exists an angular momentum that does not correspond to an orbital motion
of the particle and can therefore be considered as intrinsic. For an electron, which (as stated
above) interacts with the radiation field via its circular polarized modes, the transformation
(44) is indeed physically meaningful, and the angular momentum thus induced can therefore be
identified with its spin.

3.2. General derivation of the spin angular momentum

In the preceding section we have disclosed the existence of the spin angular momentum for an
electron in its ground state. Let us now extend our analysis to the general case, including excited
states with orbital angular momentum.

According to the above discussion, we should separate the contributions to the angular
momentum arising from the two circular polarizations of the field. Denoting with the index
n (or k) the set of quantum numbers that characterize a state of the particle, including the
orbital angular momentum and its projection along the z-axis, we have (for simplicity in the
writing we use x; = x, ; =y, and x = 2)

(E:),

<n| IA/Z ‘7’L> = Zk (fvnk’pykn - ynkp:ckn) =

= m Zk Wkn (xnkykn - ynk-rkn) . (55)
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Under the same procedure that led to (45), equation (55) transforms into

<£Z>n - mzk Win (’QCMQ - \xﬁkf) : (56)

This expression can be rewritten as

with (O.); given by (o = %)
(O2)7 = omY_ win eyl (58)

Using again the sum rule m ), wgy |:L‘nk\2 =My . Wkn |yn;€|2 = %h, one obtains from (58)
2 _ 2 _
h=m" win ([af "+ |z ) = (02 = (025 (59)
which combined with (57) gives
(0.)7 =5 (L) +obh. (60)

This quantity (O,); contains, for every polarization state o, both the corresponding part of the
orbital angular momentum, and the spin associated with that state.

To construct the operator associated with the vector S introduced in section 3.1, we observe
that the mean value (L), does not depend on o, whereas the term o//2 does not depend on
n. This indicates that the operator L, and the operator to be associated with oh/2 (which we
shall call ﬁ]z) belong to different Hilbert spaces. In order to express (O;), as the average of
an operator, we must therefore extend the Hilbert space to include the dichotomous variable o
in addition to the quantum index n. The result is the product space H = H,, ® Ho, with Ho
a bidimensional vector space spanned by an orthonormal basis having as elements the vectors
{lo)} ={|4),|—)}. In terms of |no) = |n) ® |o), equation (60) rewrites as

(0.)7 =L (no| L, |no) + 3 (no| 2, |no), (61)
with 33, an operator that has |o) as eigenvector,
(no| %, [no) = (0], o) = 0. (62)
Expressing 33, in terms of the Pauli matrices gives
3. =aol+a.6. +at6, +a 6, (63)

where a* = (a, Fiay)/V2, and 64 = V2|+)(—|, 6- = V2|-) (+| are ladder operators.
Condition (62) imposed on s, gives ag = 0, a, = 1. Further, since we are here considering the
variables (2%, 27, 2), the polarization vectors (43) fix 2 as the preferred axis, whence a* = 0,
$:. = 6., and equation (61) becomes

(02);, = (no]

/

i+ s) 2 |no, (64)

with § the vector operator defined as S, = h%f]z, ie.,

Py

S =1rs. (65)

Q»

1
2
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The identification of the operator S with the spin of the electron is thus justified. The
independence of (L), from o and of (3.) from n, indicates that under the present conditions,
the fluctuations associated with the spin are not correlated with those that characterize the
kinematics of the particle in the configuration space: L and S constitute independent dynamical
variables. Of course the spaces of the spin and the orbital angular momentum may become
connected by the presence of magnetic fields.

It should be stressed that even if L and § are combined under one expression for the angular
motions, e. g. equation (64), the spin is not an orbital angular momentum. Indeed, there
are fundamental differences between L and S. In particular, the mean value of f/z, say, can
be freely determined by adjusting external parameters, and may acquire a whole spectrum of
values. However, only the sign of the projection S, can be subject to external adjustment; its
absolute value is determined by the fundamental commutator, which in its turn is fixed by the
ZPF. It is because of the universal value of the commutator that the spin of the electron is the
same for all electrons under all circumstances, which reinforces its ‘intrinsic’ nature.

The connection of the commutator [Z,p;] = ih with the spin of the electron deserves a
further comment. As pointed out in previous sections, Planck’s constant A is a direct measure
of the size of the fluctuations, both those of the zZPF and those impressed by it on the particle.
Specifically, since the commutator implies that the fluctuations of z and p, have a minimum

2.2

value adjusted to the rule 0202 | = h%/4 (02, 02 are variances), one may write the numerical
Pz Imin Z7 " Px

relation ‘(:l:| S, |:|:>’ = h/2 = 0,0p,| ;. , which emphasizes the fact that the value of the electron

spin is determined by the irreducible fluctuations of the phase-space variables z, p, around the
instantaneous position of the particle.

3.83. The spin gyromagnetic factor

It was discovered experimentally that the g-factor associated with the spin magnetic moment
of the electron has an approximate value gg = 2, whereas for the orbital magnetic moment the
g-factor is g, = 1. This characteristic value of gg is incorporated into nonrelativistic quantum
theory by hand, usually without further elaboration. The issue is normally resolved by resorting
to the Dirac equation, which predicts gs = 2. Given that the present theory produces the
electron spin, it seems appropriate to investigate the value predicted by it for gg. For this
purpose consider the electron acted on, in addition to the external force f(x), by a static
uniform magnetic field B = BZ. The contribution of the orbital angular momentum L to the
Hamiltonian is given by

H=—jp-B=—u.B, (66)
where i = —(gruoL)/h is the magnetic moment due to L, uo = |e|h/(2me) is the Bohr
magneton (with —e = |e|), and g7, = 1. Therefore the mean energy is

£ = %B@g. (67)

Consider now a situation in which the spin projection along 2 has a well-defined value, say
<5‘z) = +h/2. This means that one should consider only the subensemble that corresponds to
o = +. Resorting to equation (60) to write the corresponding contribution to (L.) as ((L.)+H)/2,
the component of £ of interest is

+
+_ B (L B _mB (1 ;
er =08 (L + ) =198 (Jiig+89) (63)
An analogous result holds for the subensemble with o = —, for which (S.) = —%/2,

e =8 (G0 -5 ) =122 (G + ) - (69)
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The corresponding Hamiltonian describing the total magnetic interaction of the electron follows
from the sum of these contributions; it is therefore

s =107 (1. +28.). (70)

This contains the correct g-factor of 2 for the spin of the electron, in the radiationless
approximation. It is clear from the derivation that this value is determined by the two degrees
of freedom associated with the polarization of the zZPF.

Notice that the result (70) gives a precise meaning to the operator appearing in equation
(64). Indeed, from this latter equation we can write O = (L + 25)/2, whence

ﬁLszﬁg}B.(imS) - i B, (71)

with i = —Z%OA, which directly relates O with the total magnetic-moment operator of the
atomic electron.

4. Final remarks
The present results give strong support to the representation of the electron spin as an acquired
angular momentum. They reaffirm the image, suggested in previous SED work, of spin as a
helicoidal motion around the local mean path followed by the particle, produced by the high-
frequency (circular polarized) modes of the fluctuating vacuum.

If, according to the results presented, a charged particle acquires spin 1/2, the question arises
as to whether a similar effect shouldn’t be expected to appear in the case of scalar bosons. A
possible answer to this question is that the spin 1/2 is acquired by elementary particles, such
as the electron, whereas composite particles may acquire it or not, depending on their internal
structure. This suggests that bosons are in general composite structures, with an even number
of elements (if of fermion type).
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