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Abstract

After a brief review of the modified causal Lorentz-Abraham classical equation of motion for an extended charged
sphere and its limit to the mass-renormalized modified causal Lorentz-Abraham-Dirac equation of motion as the radius
of the charged sphere approaches zero, a streamlined derivation is given for the conditions on the external force required
for these modified equations of motion to satisfy conservation of momentum and energy.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In the book titled “Relativistic Dynamics of a Charged Sphere” with subtitle “Updating the Lorentz-Abraham Model”
[1], the equation of motion of the classical model of a relativistically rigid surface-charged spherical insulator of radius a
and total charge e is rigorously derived from Maxwell’s equations, the relativistic generalization of Newton’s second law of
motion, and Einstein’s mass-energy relation. The derivation takes into account that the Lorentz-Abraham power-series for the
electromagnetic self-force is not valid for the time durations At, = O(a/c) after nonanalytic points in time of the velocity
of the charged sphere, such as when the external force is first applied and terminated. These transition time intervals are
approximately equal to the time 2a/c that it takes light to traverse the diameter of the rest-frame sphere (with ¢ the free-space
speed of light). Although the fields and self-force cannot be evaluated in detail during these transition time intervals because
the precise equation of motion is unknown during the transition intervals, there are transition forces during (and only during)
the transition intervals that maintain causality of the resulting equation of motion.

Thus, under the condition that the charged sphere is relativistically (Born) rigid (remains a sphere in every instantaneous rest
frame), which implies that the change in the magnitude of the three-vector velocity |Au’| across the nth transition interval in
the rest frame (denoted by superscript ©) that starts at its nonanalytic point in time ¢,, satisfies the inequality [1, eq. (8.273)]
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with the positive constant o < 1, the extended charge has a causal relativistically covariant equation of motion given in
four-vector form as [1, eq. (8.270)]
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The mes = €2 / (87r60a02) and m;ys are the electrostatic mass of the charge and the mass of the spherical insulator, respectively,
u®(t) is the four-velocity of the center of the sphere, ds is the differential space-time interval, and e is the free-space permittivity.
FZ(t) is the four-vector total external force applied to the charged sphere, and f;(t) = 25:1 fi (t) is the sum of the four-
vector effective transition forces in the NV transition intervals with f(¢) zero outside of the transition intervals. (N = 2 for an
external force that is analytic in time except for when it turns on and off.) The modified Lorentz-Abraham (LA) equation of
motion in (2) is derived in [1, sec. 8.3].

The O(a) in (2) denotes order-a terms in the forces that approach zero as a approaches zero. However, there is a problem
with letting the radius a of the charged sphere approach zero, namely the electrostatic mass mes in (2) increases without
bound as @ — 0, a result that doesn’t correspond to the finite mass of a fundamental point (or extremely small) particle
like the electron. A fairly obvious way around this undesirable unbounded electrostatic mass is to assume, as Dirac does [2],
that a fundamental particle like the electron is more complicated than the classical model of a charged insulator and simply
renormalize the mass (mes + Mins) to a fixed finite value m equal to the measured rest mass of the fundamental particle (such
as the electron) as a is allow to approach zero. Then the O(a) terms in (2) vanish and this modified Lorentz-Abraham equation
of motion becomes equal to the modified Lorentz-Abraham-Dirac (LAD) equation of motion [1, eq. (8.274)]
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The relativistic (Born) rigidity condition in (1) is still required for the validity of this modified LAD equation of motion in (3).
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It is shown that the transition forces f¢ in (3) do not approach zero as a — 0 but are equal to (for rectilinear motion in the
nth transition interval) [1, eq. (8.67)]
fan(T) = [Avn - TeAV;z] 5(7— - TnJr) — T AV 6I(7— - Tn+> 4

m
which, along with the requirement for causality [1, eq. (8.60)]
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implies the asymptotic relation
AV, = O(72) (5b)

where 7 = s/c is the proper time, V, is the proper velocity (rapidity) [u,/c = tanh(V, /c)], 7. = €2/(6megmc?), and 7,4 is
the proper time an infinitesimal time after the beginning 7,, of the nth transition interval. The prime indicates the proper time
derivative. F),(7) is the external force analytically continued from 7,, < 7 < 7,41. The jump in the proper acceleration AV,
across the transition interval, which is given explicitly in [1, eq. (8.72a)] in terms of the externally applied force on either side
of the nth transition interval, can be shown to behave asymptotically as

AV, = O(7e). (6)

The jump AV, in rapidity, given from (4) as AV, = (1/m) [ Ar, fan(T)dT + T, AV, remains an unknown because fq, is
unknown even though AV is given in terms of the applied external force on either side of the nth transition interval. Choosing
AV, = 0 leaves only the delta function in (4) and makes the velocity function continuous. Choosing AV,, = 7, AV), leaves
only the doublet function in (4). Note from (5b) and (6) that the jump in proper velocity is order a?, that is, AV, = O(a?), and
the jump in proper acceleration AV), = O(a), if, as in (2), the mass is not renormalized so that m = O(1/a) and 7. = O(a).

The delta and doublet functions in (4) allow the transition force to change drastically over its transition interval. Such
dramatic changes are compatible with the contributions from the self-force integral in [1, eq. (8.32)] when the velocity and
its time derivatives are changing rapidly during the transition intervals following nonanalytic points in time of the externally
applied force. Moreover, the transition forces must be allowed to change rapidly in order to compensate for the same form of
the equation of motion on the right-hand sides of (2) and (3) (with its first and second time derivatives of velocity) being used
within the transition intervals as outside the transition intervals.

Despite the attractive features of the modified LAD equation of motion in (3), its validity requires, in addition to the Born

rigidity condition in (1), the inequality
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where the three-vector proper-frame difference force AF(,, is closely related to the change in the external force on either side
of the nth transition interval and given explicitly in [1, eq. (8.73)] for rectilinear motion. We prove this required inequality in

the next section, which is a streamlined version of [1, secs. 8.3.5 and 8.3.6].

II. CONSERVATION OF MOMENTUM-ENERGY IN THE CAUSAL EQUATION OF MOTION

The transition forces fi(t) = 25:1 fi (t) ensure that the solution to the modified equation of motion in (2) obeys causality
while allowing the solution to remain free of pre-acceleration/deceleration. However, these transition forces can change the
momentum and energy of the charged particle. In particular, consider the modified LA force and power equations of rectilinear
motion obtained from (2), namely
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where u(t) is the rectilinear velocity, v = (1 — u2/c?)"2, 7, = €2/(6megmc?), and m = Mes + Mins. If m is replaced by
Mes, then 7. = 4a/(3c). The external power Fy.tu in (8b) (supplied to the charged sphere) integrated over any one transition
interval gives the change in kinetic energy, plus the change in Schott acceleration energy, plus the integral

tn+AL,
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Thus, this integral is the irreversible energy radiated across the nth transition interval.



Letting Wy, denote the energy radiated across the nth transition interval, that is, from ¢t = t,, to t = t,, + At, = tt as
a/c and thus At, becomes small, we see from (8b) that Wy ,, is given by
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The integral of the external force does not appear in the second equality of (10) because the work done by the finite external
force during the transition interval is of O(a), which becomes negligible as a/c and thus At, becomes small. Since the
acceleration of the extended charge can contain delta functions in the transition intervals as a becomes small, the power
radiated by the extended charge during the transition intervals is no longer given by just [e?/(6meoc®)]y®4? but must include
fanu as well. The right-hand side of the second equality in (10) contains the change in Schott acceleration energy minus the
change in kinetic energy across the transition interval.

It is not surprising that the energy radiated during a transition interval involves f,,u because [1, eq. (8.41)] shows that
fan depends on both the external force Fiy; and the acceleration u in the transition interval. Moreover, f,, has to contribute
significantly to the equation of motion even as a — 0 because it is responsible for maintaining the same form of the right-hand
sides of the causal LA and LAD equations of motion in (2) and (3), respectively. In other words, in order to keep the same
%2 term on the right-hand side of the rectilinear power equation of motion (8b) during the transition intervals, there has to be
an effective transition force f,(t) that does work on the charged sphere during the transition intervals and adds a contribution
to the .2 power term radiated during the transition intervals.'

Noting that 4 = y3u1/c?, the Schott energy in (10) can be rewritten as
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From the relativistic transformation of velocity, we have 4° = 7311, where 4° is the acceleration in the instantaneous rest
frame. Thus, the equation in (11) can be re-expressed as
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As explained in [1] and proven in [5], relativistic (Born) rigidity requires that in order to characterize the motion of the charge
that remains spherical in its instantaneous rest frame in terms of its center velocity, and for the validity of the equations
essential in the derivation of the LA equation of motion, the inequality for the three-vector acceleration
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must be satisfied in the instantaneous rest frame of the charged sphere. Applied to 9, the rest-frame acceleration in the nth
transition interval for rectiinear motion, (13) becomes

2
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When (14) is integrated over the transition interval At, ~ 7. = 4a/(3c), one obtains
tnA-Te
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which implies
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UIf the mass is not renormalized as @ — 0 so that m — oo as 1/a and 7 — 0 as a, (5b) and (6) show that AV,, = O(a?) and AV/, = O(a). Thus
the @2-term energy radiated across the transition interval as determined by the Liénard-Wiechert fields applied to the extended charged sphere can be shown
to approach zero as a — 0. Similarly, the energy radiated by the f,nu term approaches zero as a — 0. However, if the mass is renormalized to a finite
value m, the equation of motion allows a finite jump in velocity in (5b) across a limitingly short transition interval. Such a jump in velocity means that the
acceleration will contain a delta function AV,,d(¢). A naive application of the point-charge Liénard-Wiechert potentials containing only the %? term would
then predict infinite-energy [AV? J §2(t)dt = oo] radiation fields. This infinite energy would require an infinite external force applied to the point charge.
Both these unphysical results have been avoided by applying the Liénard-Wiechert fields to a classically realistic extended charged sphere of radius a to obtain
the radiation force, then modifying the resulting power series in a with transition forces where the power series become invalid after nonanalytic points in
time of the applied external field, and finally letting @ — O while renormalizing the mass to a finite value. Such a procedure leads to the energy in (9)-(10)
radiated across a transition interval. Even as a — 0 and % approaches a delta function, this energy radiated by a mass renormalized charged sphere as its
radius approaches zero remains finite. That is, the renormalization from an infinite mass to a finite mass also changes the fields and power radiated across
the transition intervals so that during the transition intervals they are not given by the textbook Liénard-Wiechert fields and power of a point charge. Exactly
how the fields and power radiated during the transition intervals of the mass-renormalized point charge are generated remains uncertain even though the total
energy radiated during the transition intervals is known and given by (9)-(10) for rectilinear motion. This uncertainty during the transition intervals is largely
a consequence of mass renormalization, which is an ad hoc revision of the classical equation of motion that does not derive from the fundamental classical
physics of Maxwell’s equations, Newton’s relativistic laws of motion, and the Einstein mass-energy relation; see Section III.



since |Au?| = | f e g ()dt] < I thrTe|u0 (t)|dt, where Au? is the change in velocity of the center of the charged sphere
across the transition 1nterval in the initial rest frame of the sphere. (Since |Au|/c < 1, the inequality in (15b) holds for
any rest frame chosen within the transition interval.) Also, (15b), which is stated for a general direction in (1), is a required
condition for the validity of the LA equation of motion modified by the transition forces even as a — 0.
Writing (£ u(tt) = y(tn)u(t,) + A(yu),, where A(yu), is the change in yu across the nth transition interval, (12)
becomes -
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with A9 denoting the change in the proper-frame acceleration across the nth transition interval.
Similarly, writing u(t,}) = u(t,) + Au,,, where Au,, is the change in u across the nth transition interval, allows y(¢,) to

be expanded as )
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From the Lorentz transformation of velocities [6, sec. 11.4] (or simply from %° = 3% and the time dilation At = yAt0),
it can be shown that Aug /c = v2(t,) Au, /e + O(Aug, /c)?, where, as defined above, Aug, is the rest-frame change in the
velocity across the nth transition interval. Therefore, v(¢,}) in (17) can be recast as

Y(E5) = ()1 + ultn) Auy, /e + O(Aus, /)] (18)
and we have
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The addition of (19) and (16) inserted into (10) yields the energy radiated across the nth transition interval as
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Expanding A(yu),, for Au? /c < 1 (as required by Born rigidity in (15b)) shows that

A(yu)n = 7(tn) Aug, [1 4+ O(Aus, /)] . 2D
With this substitution, and writing @° (¢;}) = u°(t,) + A, (20) becomes
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If we choose AuY, (the rest-frame change in velocity of the center of the charged sphere across the transition interval) as
Aul Je = T AW, [+ « (23)

that is, approximately equal to 7. times the change in the proper-frame acceleration across the transition interval, where
a = o(Aub, /c) denotes a quantity that approaches zero faster than Aug /c, then
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From (14), we have that 7.|u°(t,)|/c < 1. Thus, a = o(Aug /c) can be chosen to make 0 < Wry,,/(mc?) < 1. Moreover,
it follows from (22) and (23) that with
Aul Je = T, AW Je + o( Aul, [¢) = T, AU, /¢ (25)
then Wt
mec?
that is, Au?, /c = 7, A4S, /c makes Wiy, /(mc?) 2 0 and there may exist an o(Aug, /c) in (25) that makes Wy ,,/(mc?) = 0
in (26). In fact, it can be shown from (35)-below that there are Auf, /c < 1 for 7.Au? /c < 1 that give exactly zero radiated
energy across the transition intervals of a charge moving through a charged parallel-plate capacitor. However, this exactly
zero radiated transition energy does not have an associated radiated momentum in (36)-below that is zero (for a finite mass-
renormalized m), as Maxwell’s equations require for source-free radiation fields. Of course, if the mass m is not renormalized
to a finite value but goes as 1/a as a — 0, then AuS, ~ O(a), Aud /c ~ O(a?), and both Wty ,, and Gy, approach zero
as a — 0.
We see from (15b) that relativistic (Born) rigidity for the spherical charge in the derivation of the Lorentz-Abraham equation
of motion requires that |Au?|/c < 1. Thus, the energy equation in (26) reveals that if 7.|A4?|/c &« 1 and uAu%Y, has a
negative value, no value of |Au?|/c < 1 may allow a non-negative value for the radiated energy Wy ,,. In other words, the
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general requirement of a non-negative radiated energy across the transition intervals, along with the Born rigidity requirement
of |Au?|/c < 1, imply that the rest-frame acceleration jumps across the transition intervals satisfy the inequality
Te| AL |

— 1 27)
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which, for 7, = 4a/(3c), also follows from the primary Born rigidity inequality in (13)-(14). The inequality in (27) is equivalent
to the following inequality on the externally applied proper-frame force difference
Te| AF2

el <1 (28)
mc

where, as mentioned in connection with (7), AFZ, is closely related to the change in the external force on either side of the
nth transition interval and given explicitly in [1, eq. (8.73)]. The equivalent inequalities in (27) and (28) do not imply the
relativistic (Born) rigidity inequalites in (13)-(15) but (27)-(28) are implied by the inequality in [1, eq. (8.24b)] that requires
alie|
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<1 (29)

in every rest frame outside the transition intervals in order for the O(a) terms in the LA equation of motion to be negligible.

We note that if the radius a of the charged sphere is allowed to approach zero, then the inequality in (29), which comes
from [1, eq. (8.24b)], is always satisfied, whereas, if the mass is renormalized to a finite fixed value m, the inequalities in
(27)-(28) remain necessary (to maintain non-negative radiated energy under relativistic (Born) rigidity, |Aug|/c < 1) because
7. = €2 /(6megmc?) in these inequalities remains nonzero for a fixed renormalized mass m. This remaining restriction for the
mass-renormalized modified (Lorentz-Abraham-Dirac) equation of motion is discussed further in Section III.

If the Born rigidity condition ( |Auf|/c < 1) were not required, then the restrictions on acceleration and force changes in
(27)-(28) across the transition intervals would also not be required as a — 0 and the mass is renormalized. However, there
appears to be no adequate alternative to relativistic (Born) rigidity, that is, no reasonable physics to replace the assumption
that the moving sphere remains a sphere in every instantaneous rest (proper) frame.

The momentum (GTry) radiated by the charged particle across the nth transition interval is determined from (8a) by
evaluating the impulse imparted by the external force to the charged sphere across the transition interval and noting that it
approaches zero as At, becomes small. We then find

t
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Applying a procedure to the right-hand side of (30) similar to the one applied to Wry,,,/(mc?), we find that with Au? /c in
(25)
GTI,n
mc
which confirms that there is a Au/c = T.AuY /c + o(Aug, /c) that will make Gy, /(mc) = 0. Although Aug /c can be
chosen to make Gtr,, = 0, as mentioned above, it cannot in general be chosen to make both Wy, and G, equal to zero,
if the mass is renormalized to a finite value as a — 0.

Since Wrr,, and Gy, are limitingly short pulses of electromagnetic energy and momentum propagating in free space once
they are released by the accelerating charge during the transition interval, they are the energy and momentum of source-free
electromagnetic fields propagating in free space. Thus, (cGTL,L,WTLn) is a contravariant four-vector [7, sec. 21-2], with
conserved electromagnetic momentum and energy as the source-free fields propagate, that satisfies the Lorentz transformation
of momentum-energy [7, p. 315], [8, sec. 2.4]
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where v, = (1 —v?/ 02)_% is the velocity of a K’ inertial reference frame with respect to the original laboratory frame K.
Because the exact behaviour of f,,, and u within the transition interval is unknown, we do not know the exact relationship
between Wrr,, and Gr,,. However, since Maxwell’s equations require that G = 0 if W = 0 for source-free fields, one can
assume a simple linear relationship like

Wrrn = v, Grin (33a)

Wit = up G, (33b)



where u, and ug’ are effective velocities (loosely related to the transition-interval velocities of the charged sphere) in the K
and K’ frames, respectively, such that u¢ and u obey

uy — v

Uy = ——r (34)
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the Lorentz transformation for velocities [6, sec. 11.4], [8, sec. 1.11].
For the parallel-plate capacitor example of the charged sphere in a uniform electric field Ej that turns on at time ¢; and off
at time to (discussed in [1, sec. 8.3.4]), we have for the energy radiated across each of the two transition intervals
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where V' (7) and V(1) are the proper acceleration and proper velocity (rapidity), respectively, and the AV and AV, are the
jumps in rapidity across the beginning and end transition intervals.
Similarly, the momentum radiated across the two transition intervals for the parallel-plate capacitor problem is given by
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Computations show that many U‘f,z in (33a) can be chosen to keep Wrr1 > 0 and W2 > 0 in the parallel-plate capacitor
solution in (35) for eEy7./(mc) < 1 and |AV) 5|/c < 1. For example, with AV; ,/c = eEy/(mc), the choices AV /c =
eEoe/(2mc), AVsy/c = 1.9eEyT./(mc), and 7o > 27, give uf < 1, u§ < 1, and Wrpr 19 > 0 with eEy7./(mc) < 0.5. The
transition forces in (4) are

Byt
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E
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Consequently, it has been shown that the rectilinear classical equation of motion in (8) of the extended charged sphere
of radius a, modified by transition forces in the transition intervals following the nonanalytic points of the externally
applied force, is a consistent causal classical equation of motion satisfying momentum-energy conservation with a non-
negative radiated energy across the transition intervals under relativistic (Born) rididity. Since (8) is a special case of
the general modified equation of motion in (2), which is causal and relativistically covariant, this special case merely
confirms the causality and momentum-energy conservation of the general modified equation of motion. The only restriction
(other than the Born rigidity condition in (15b) and the transition intervals not overlapping) on this demonstration of causality
and momentum-energy conservation of the modified rectilinear equation of motion are the inequalities in [1, eqs. (8.24)]
(which include (27)-(28)) required for the O(a) terms in the equation of motion to be negligible, which is always satisfied as
a — 0 since the mass is not renormalized in (2) and (8). If the mass is renormalized as a — 0, the Born rigidity condition
(|Aul|/c < 1) and (27)-(28) remain as the two inequalities required for the validity of the modified LAD equation of motion
in (3).



III. CONCLUDING DISCUSSION

There is some justification, even in classical physics, for renormalizing the mass mes + Mmins Of the charged spherical
insulator to a finite value m as a — 0 (to remedy mes = e2/(8megac?) — oo) in order to obtain the equation of motion
of a finite-mass point (or extremely small) charge. The mass of the insulator m;,s may actually be negative because it can
include gravitational and other attractive formation energies [9], [10] within the sphere. Thus, as a — 0 it is conceivable, even
classically, that m;,s — —oo and that lim,_,(1es +Mins) = M, the measured rest mass of the charged particle. It is, therefore,
disconcerting that for the modified causal LAD equation of motion in (3), the restriction in (7) on the magnitude of the changes
in the externally applied force across transition intervals is needed to ensure that the modified causal LAD equation of motion
satisfies conservation of momentum-energy while keeping the value of the energy radiated during the transition intervals equal
to or greater than zero under the relativistic (Born) rigidity condition in (1).

For the extended charged sphere, the restriction corresponding to (7), namely 7.AuY /c < 1 with 7. = 4a/(3c), is a
consequence of the condition in [1, eq. (8.24b)] needed to make negligible the O(a) terms in the proper-frame equation of
motion, a condition that is satisfied perfectly as a — 0 if the mass is not renormalized. This condition merely implies that the
O(a) terms may not be negligible if the speed of the charged sphere changes by an appreciable fraction of the speed of light
in the time it takes light to cross the sphere.

Even as the mass is renormalized to a finite value m as a — 0, the conditions in [1, eq. (8.24)] are all satisfied and one
might expect that the resulting modified causal LAD equation of motion (3) would remain valid regardless of the magnitude of
the changes in the externally applied force across the transition intervals. This is not always the case, however, if the change
in the external force across a transition interval is large enough to disobey (7) [with m renormalized to a finite value and
7. = €2 /(6megmc®)] because then we have shown that, for a charged sphere obeying the relativistic (Born) rigidity condition
in (1), the value of the energy radiated during the transition interval can become negative and the momentum-energy of
the mass-renormalized charged particle is not conserved. Renormalization of the modified causal classical LA equation of
motion in (2), an equation consistent with momentum-energy conservation, changes the scale factor between the Newtonian
acceleration term and the radiation reaction term such that the renormalized modified causal classical LAD equation of
motion in (3) does not always satisfy momentum-energy conservation under the relativistic (Born) rigidity condition in (1)
if the change in the externally applied force across a transition interval is large enough.

For an electron encountering an abrupt change AE.,; in the externally applied proper-frame electric field across a transition
interval, the inequality in (7) is satisfied unless |AEcy| & mc/(et.) = 6megm?c/e3 = 2.7 x 10%° Volts/meter, an enormously
high electric field that is about 200 times greater than the Schwinger critical electric field that can produce electron-positron
pairs from the quantum vacuum. Thus, (7) is a restriction that is violated only if the eternally applied Lorentz force is so
large that quantum effects could dominate and the classical equation of motion may no longer apply. Nonetheless, a classical
equation of motion of a relativistically rigid mass-renormalized point charge that is both causal and conserves momentum-
energy, no matter how large the changes in the external force are across the transition intervals, does not result by simply
equating the sum of the point-charge radiation reaction force and the externally applied force to the relativistic Newtonian
acceleration force (measured rest mass times relativistic acceleration) and inserting the necessary delta-function transition forces
at the nonanalytic points in time of the external force to obtain (3). A causal classical equation of motion of a relativistically
rigid mass-renormalized point charge that also conserves momentum-energy with a non-negative radiated energy during the
transition intervals for arbitrarily large changes in the external force across transition intervals, if it exists, must involve a more
complicated combining of the Newtonian and radiation reaction forces with the externally applied force than just a simple
summation.

It seems prudent, therefore, to either accept (3) as the classical causal equation of motion of a relativistically rigid (obeying (1))
mass-renormalized point charge (¢ — 0) under the restriction in (7) on the magnitude of the changes in the externally applied
force across transition intervals, or to tolerate the noncausality in the original LAD equation of motion given by (3) without
the transition intervals/forces and thus without the restrictions in (1) and (7). Practically, the pre-acceleration/deceleration of
the LAD equation of motion unmodified by the transition forces is generally too small to have a significant bearing on the
solution except during extremely short time intervals on the order of 7, near nonanalytic points of time of the external force
such as when it is first applied and when it is terminated. Also, power series solutions like the Landau-Lifshitz approximate
solution to the LAD equation of motion do not display the pre-acceleration/deceleration that exists in the exact solution to the
LAD equation of motion unmodified by transition forces [1, secs. 8.4-8.6].

Ultimately, a fully satisfactory equation of motion of a mass-renormalized point charge requires the introduction of quantum
effects and possibly a unified theory of inertial/gravitational and electromagnetic forces as well. Renormalization of the mass
of the charged sphere as its radius shrinks to zero is an attempt to extract the equation of motion of, for example, the electron
from the classical self electromagnetic forces of an extended charge distribution. Such attempts, as Dirac wrote [2], “bring one
up against the problem of the structure of the electron, which has not yet received any satisfactory solution.”
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