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  Foreword


  According to the current scientific view, the world began with the Big Bang. According to the standard model of cosmology, the resulting matter organized into planets, stars, and star systems, and then the star systems formed galaxies. The galaxies, in turn, became larger and more advanced as they collided with each other.


  Planets like Earth formed in the formed star systems, where the conditions were right for life to develop. Life emerged as a result of chemical processes and evolved into increasingly complex forms, which led to the development of humans.


  Religions, on the other hand, place the formation of the world on a completely different basis. They assume a god who determined the world and everything else that is in the world, that exists.


  God created, determined the foundations of the world, primarily the laws of physics, which laws created the material world. God determined the conditions of life, which laws created living organisms, and God also determined the conditions of conscious existence and created man, who is able to be aware of himself and the existence of the world. He is able to understand and know the conditions of the existence of the world, which are none other than the laws determined by God.


  The foundations of religions are a document or book that describes to people how we can learn about the laws that are the foundations of the world. Therefore, religions treat these as sacred texts that are inspired by God, and the interpretation of these texts leads to the knowledge of reality.


  The Western world is built on Christianity, the Bible is the holy book that is the foundation of our culture. Judaism is also the foundation of Christianity , so the Bible includes the Old Testament as the foundation of Christianity.


  The conflict between religious belief and science has naturally developed as our understanding of the world has increasingly been coupled with the desire to change it. The reason for our scientific research is that we can shape our world as effectively as we want. The desire to shape our world in our own image has led to the fact that science has increasingly come into conflict with religion.


  The New Testament is almost two thousand years old, and the Old Testament is at least hundreds, if not thousands, of years older. The people living at that time used a completely different language, had a completely different worldview, and certainly understood these texts in a completely different way than they do today.


  The magic of the Bible is that it was just as valid then as it is now. “For truly I say to you, until heaven and earth pass away, not one jot or one tittle will pass from the law until all is fulfilled.” The difficulty for today’s man is that interpreting a two-thousand-year-old text, and the even older Old Testament, in today’s world is not possible in black and white. The texts were written in the spirit of the times, but in such a way that they will always be valid and understandable in the future.


  Now, from the perspective of thousands of years, and at the current level of scientific development, it is necessary to interpret the texts accurately, to define the terms accurately using our current knowledge, and based on these definitions, to produce a translation that gives us as precise instructions as the original texts did when they were written.


  This may seem like a big task, but in reality, we just need to start, strive for understanding, and stick to the terms we have defined based on the texts. If a term in later texts does not correspond to our earlier interpretation, we need to trace it back to the earlier passages and find an interpretation that holds its place in all the passages. In this way, we will arrive at an interpretation that will be free from all misunderstandings, and this method will also protect us from explaining our own ideas with the biblical texts. In the Bible, terms have a clear meaning, which their appearance in later passages builds on, giving further interpretation to the given term, so that its meaning is even more understandable, even clearer. If this does not happen, then we must find our misunderstanding in the earlier passage in the basic interpretation.


  The technique is simple and given, it just takes time and diligence to find the meaning of the already beautiful biblical texts for today.


  Of course, the Bible itself is a complete, perfect description that should not be changed, precisely because the original Bible can be used to find an interpretation that is appropriate for the given era, and this will certainly continue to be the case in the future. What we are able to understand today by translating the text of the Bible into modern language will be just as incomprehensible in two thousand years as taking every word of the original Bible literally for modern people. They interpreted a particular expression completely differently when they still believed that the Earth was flat and supported by four huge elephants; completely differently when they believed that the Earth was the center of the universe, and completely differently when they believed that the Sun was the center of the universe. Today, thanks to earlier interpretations, many people consider belief in God to be superstitious, because earlier explanations make no sense according to our current worldview. However, this does not mean that the Bible is at fault, but that the interpretation is flawed. Just as our previous worldviews have lost their validity, so too have our previous interpretations of the Bible's content lost their validity today, but the Bible cannot lose its validity. The Bible is a presentation of the world that has exceeded the knowledge of humanity in all previous ages, and this is still the case today. However, by using our current knowledge, we get a useful and meaningful picture of the world in which we live. Even today, we are not able to understand what is in the Bible, only to the extent that we have come to know our world. Our intellect and the picture of the world that we accept as reality determine how much we are able to understand what the Bible presents to us.


  The Bible has always provided guidance for man; moral guidance primarily, but much more is hidden in the texts. It provides us with a moral basis through which we can make our lives better and happier. Not by making it a “code of conduct” for today, but by understanding why moral guidance is useful and beneficial for our lives, which, through understanding, automatically becomes part of our personality and becomes a part of our lives. Studying the Bible itself makes everyone who puts their mind to it a better person, but this is not the only purpose of the Bible. Of course, the state that characterizes us now is not accidental; whoever reads these lines is here in their lives because they are looking for a way of healing and return, and in this God comes to the aid of everyone who strives for this.


  The interpretation of the Bible has given rise to many contradictions throughout history, which is why there are so many different churches. What is common in Christian churches, however, is that believers seek God and His laws, and it is thanks to these churches that the Bible has survived to this day, and is now available to everyone in all languages.


  First of all, we owe thanks to the Christian churches for preserving this great work for us. Beyond that, however, we are forced to take control into our own hands, because no church has been able to change humanity, has failed to create the conditions for peaceful life, even in a small area, let alone in the whole world. The interpretations of the text of different churches also differ, which is why there are conflicts between churches. What is common in the interpretations of the churches is that they are quite dogmatic, their interpretations are authoritarian and they treat the interpretations as laws, which they adhere to to the extreme. The problem with this attitude is that it hinders development. However, development is a part of our life, continuous and unstoppable. We cannot accept certain biblical interpretations and explanations as laws, because the explanations are not the laws, but the text of the Bible contains the laws. The interpretation always reflects the given age, the level of development of the given age determines what is understood from the biblical text. This understanding is constantly deepening, at least if we do not treat previous interpretations in a dogmatic way. This is a hindering factor that hinders the understanding of the Bible, and therefore the gap between the interpretation of the Bible by the churches and the sciences is growing.


  So what can we do now?


  The Bible is full of statements, concrete statements, which, according to our previous knowledge, did not correspond to our worldview as described by science, but now all this has completely changed. The latest discoveries in physics are becoming more and more well-known, and they reveal a completely new picture of the world in which we live. The previously mocked statements of the Bible suddenly make sense, and as physicists penetrate deeper and deeper into the structure of matter, they increasingly arrive at results that are communicated to us as facts in a declarative form, in a formulation that does not tolerate contradiction, in writing thousands of years old.


  What is even more strange is that the books of the Bible were written by many, many people, not by a single author. If there had been only one author, it would not have been possible for it to describe the latest achievements in physics in such concrete terms that even today physicists dare to state only vaguely, almost out of fear, but we are talking about dozens of authors who did not know each other, did not even live in the same era. They may have known each other's works, but no one has ever become an expert in modern physics by reading a single book or the whole of the Bible, so we can assume even less about people who lived thousands of years ago.


  With extraordinary care and attention, we have been uncovering the secrets of nature for centuries, even millennia, examining living and non-living matter, their composition and structure, trying to determine the forces operating in our world and from these to create a complex theory that encompasses all our knowledge, but during the great search we have lost something that is more important than anything else. We have now reached the point where matter, under the influence of the laws of physics, is organized into increasingly complex forms, and living organisms, formed under the influence of chemical reactions, are also assembled into increasingly complex organizations. The result of this development is also consciousness, which is now able to perceive its own existence.


  What led us to these conclusions is that in the midst of great inquiry we rejected everything that we could not examine, measure, or observe. Even if the above conclusion were correct, that natural evolution created life and consciousness, we should still recognize that with our scientific approach we have created serious limitations for ourselves, which will definitely hinder our understanding of the world. We perceive our world through the senses of our bodies, but since according to the above theory we only accept what we can prove, our senses are also our limitations. We cannot form a complete picture of the world, nor of the forces operating in the world, since our perception is also limited, limited. And it is not possible to get a complete picture of the world with limited perception. (We will talk more about this later.)


  On the other hand, here we have a theory that seems rather superstitious to modern man, according to which the world was created by a “being” and that our world is the way it is because “He” made it that way. From a scientific point of view, it is an irrefutable assumption, but it is also unprovable. Since we cannot prove the existence of God in any way, nor can we verify His existence with any measurement or examination, humanity has increasingly distanced itself from belief in God. We cannot find God by examining the components of our world, just as we cannot find the potter by studying a clay pot. The painter is not on the canvas, even if he painted a self-portrait. However, this does not prove that the potter or the painter does not exist. Since the clay pot and the picture on the canvas exist, the one who made them must also exist. This explanation is of course not enough for any scientist to recognize the existence of God as a fact, but it is certainly thought-provoking. The above analogy certainly proves that rejecting the existence of God is not exactly a scientific position, as it is the result of a completely logical conclusion.


  In the study of matter, we have now come to the point where irresolvable contradictions and inexplicable experiences hinder further understanding. We have reached a point where the results of our experiments are incompatible with the world we experience with our senses. And the conclusions of our physicists sometimes exceed the imagination of science fiction writers, and this seems completely chaotic. Each new theory further complicates the already complex system, which has long been no longer generally accepted. Above, or rather below, a certain level, research in the world of microparticles has resulted in theories that are very diverse and often mutually exclusive, but since they can no longer be proven or disproved in black and white, they cannot be rejected unequivocally by a scientist.


  The Bible, however, has been here for thousands of years, and it has given us an opportunity that no one has taken advantage of until now. It might not have been possible before, because science based on the study of the material world and religion, faith in God, have become so far apart that this was not a realistic possibility, but this seems to be changing now. The results of our physical research reveal a picture of our world that we could not even imagine until now, yet it is not completely unknown to us. If we begin to analyze the information collected during scientific development in such a way that we assume the existence of God, then we come to completely different conclusions. And the books of the Bible set an even more specific direction for our analysis, if we are able to understand its contents in such a way that we determine the data, concepts and names contained therein based on our current knowledge.


  Let us consider that God's intention, beyond moral guidance, was perhaps to give man a perfect description of the world, from which we can understand God and the world in every age and time. God could not have used concepts and names for thousands of years that no one would have understood at that time. The Bible had to be formulated in such a way that it accurately describes the world, but with expressions whose meaning people could always find. However, it is easy to get lost in the process of interpretation. We can easily start to support our own ideas with the texts of the Bible. We can avoid this by carefully interpreting every word and expression and adhering to these interpretations. It is therefore necessary to prepare a glossary in which we record the interpretation of the expressions and indicate exactly where they occur in the text, and going further, we must also indicate every place of occurrence. We will see that our interpretations are not only supported by later passages, but also build on and clarify earlier interpretations.


  Since the Bible is over a thousand pages, our interpretations will be thoroughly scrutinized; no misinterpretation can stand in every passage of the Bible.


  The Bible begins with the book of Genesis, so we can rightly assume that the creation story describes the formation of the world, but in a way that could have been explained to people living thousands of years ago. Today, if we want to find the meaning of the first chapters of the Bible, we must first examine the results of modern physics. The results of physics and other sciences are reflected in the texts, but for this we must first change our point of view. If we begin to examine our scientific results in such a way that we do not place the Big Bang as a starting point, but that God created the world, space, time and everything in the world, then it becomes possible to reach conclusions that are not only in harmony with the Bible, but also help us in understanding physical problems.


  Let us examine what is at stake when we compare the statements of modern physics and the Bible, so that it becomes clear why we must examine the Bible if we want to learn more about the world and its origin, the foundations of its existence, and its meaning.


   


  Comparing scientific findings with the Bible


  Physics


  Classical physics practically destroyed religious faith because it only examined the world within a very narrow framework. The results of classical physics are solid and excellent, but they are only valid within a certain range. Our previous worldview did not allow us to consider anything as reality from a scientific point of view that we could not measure, observe, or prove. Perhaps this is no different today, at least it is difficult to overcome this, but its limitations are already clear.


  A fundamental problem in studying our world is that the human body enables us to have a certain, limited knowledge. Man is given the sense organs with which he can perceive the world in which he lives, and based on these information he creates a picture of the world. Let us think about what kind of picture we would have of the world if we did not have eyes, we would not perceive light, but radio waves would be perceived by a sensory organ on our forehead. Our brain would transform radio waves into images and sounds, and through this we would perceive the outside world. We would also communicate with each other; perhaps we would not have mouths and ears, but could generate radio waves with another organ, and the “radar” on other people’s foreheads would pick them up. We would have no concept of light, no one would accept the existence of light, it would just be a whimsical theory, just like sound. In any case, we wouldn't have to spend money on TV and radio, we could easily watch the World Cup, we just had to tune in to the broadcast.


  What does this little digression about our perception lead to? We know for sure that there are living beings on Earth that have fewer or more sensory organs than humans, and there are also living beings whose perception we still do not have precise knowledge of, yet they perform actions that clearly indicate that they perceive space and communicate with each other. If they did this in a way that is also perceptible to us, we would have figured out long ago how this is possible. Books are filled with such observations, but since there is no explanation for them, they only reach the level of “interesting literature” in the eyes of a scientist. Observations, however, are practically experiments, and we cannot reject their results. It is not that it could not be proven that certain life forms on Earth perceive and communicate in ways that are incomprehensible to us, but that there is no explanation for them, we are unable to understand them. We must draw the logical conclusion: scientifically speaking, there must be things in the world that we cannot perceive, that we cannot measure, but that have an impact on our world and we experience the results. There are aspects of the world that we are unable to perceive due to the lack of the necessary sensory organs, but whose impact is proven by the observation of other life forms living on Earth.


  So, what good is this observation for us? It fundamentally changes our attitude! Let's take an all-encompassing physical "law" that we accept because we have reached the limit of our perception. The highest speed is the speed of light according to our current knowledge. 299.796 km/s is the absolute highest speed, but of course, there is no way for a human to reach even a fraction of it. Speed also affects our perception of time, the faster we move, the slower we perceive time. These are proven facts, we use these calculations every day - for example, GPS positioning is also based on calculations where distance and speed must be calculated in proportion to the slowing down of time, and it is necessary to calculate the slowing down of time in order for the results to be accurate.


   


  The astronaut


  We have at our disposal a widely known thought experiment that presents the properties of spacetime in a comprehensible way, which we need to expand a little here, so that we can understand not only the effect of speed on time, but also the speed of light itself. Speed will be what will provide us with answers even when viewed through physical glasses, or more correctly, that the speed of light is not the highest speed, it is just that we humans are not capable of perceiving higher speeds. At least according to our current knowledge. This may seem a rather strange statement at first, based on our previous knowledge, but we also have to doubt that time stops at the speed of light. This would be a logical conclusion anyway, because if the speed of light is not the highest speed, but the perception of time continuously slows down as the speed increases, then time cannot stop at the speed of light. Light needs time to travel through space, and based on the aforementioned, approx. 300,000 km/s, it can be well-defined. We also measure great distances based on how many years it takes light to travel that distance. If time stopped at the speed of light, then light would not need any time at all to travel that distance, but this is not the case. What we can really establish is that humans, the human body, are incapable of perceiving speeds faster than light.


  So let's first look at the thought experiment, which is free from any physics jargon and therefore easy to understand.


  If we leave Earth in a spaceship that travels only 0.05% slower than the speed of light and return, 100 times the time on Earth will have passed. In practice, 0.05% means that while light travels 1,000 km, our spaceship will have traveled 999.5 km, or just 500 meters less than light on its thousand-kilometer journey. Let's expand this well-known thought experiment by sending not one, but two spaceships. What if we set off with two spaceships , one in one direction and the other in the opposite direction? In both cases, it is theoretically true that 100 times the time on Earth will have passed, but if we compare the time on the two spaceships with each other, we will no longer be able to reach an interpretable result. The two spaceships are moving away from each other at a speed faster than the speed of light, our spaceships are moving away from each other at only 0.1% of twice the speed of light, i.e. one thousandth less than twice the speed of light. This is logical, but it is impossible according to accepted views. Our physicists consider it impossible because at the speed of light, time stops according to theory. So, the two spaceships are almost two light years apart after 1 year of travel, but from one spaceship's perspective, the other spaceship has barely moved away from the Earth, i.e. it must be less than one light year. This is of course impossible. What about time? Since the passengers of the two spaceships were moving away from each other at a speed faster than the speed of light, after a year of travel in one spaceship, they will think that practically no time has passed in the other spaceship, because compared to them it was moving away from them at the speed of light (or in this case, at a faster speed). The same is true in the other spaceship. So, while a year passed in one spaceship, no time passed in the other, but from the other spaceship's perspective, the situation is the same, only in reverse: while a year passed in theirs, no time passed in the first spaceship. Of course, this is also not possible.


  How can we explain this contradiction? The limitations of our perception described above will provide a satisfactory explanation, namely, if we understand that it is not true that there is no speed greater than light, it is just that the human body cannot perceive speeds above light: it is not capable of perceiving an object faster than the speed of light in any way. In this case, however, the assumption that time stops at the speed of light is also wrong. But we cannot draw definitive conclusions either, i.e. the effect of speed on the perception of time still exists, only our assumption that the speed of light would be the highest speed that exists, and that time would stop at this speed is wrong. Since we are not able to perceive speeds greater than light, therefore, as a result of the above experiment, as soon as the spaceships start moving, they cease to perceive each other, practically no longer exist for each other, they are imperceptible. We have no information about what conditions and forces govern the speed of light, because modern physics has not even recognized its existence.


  What if the spaceships stopped after a year of travel? Since they were traveling very close to the speed of light, they would see the Earth when they looked back, but not the other spaceship, since its light would have to reach them from beyond the speed of light. Since the spaceships were traveling close to the speed of light, after stopping they would detect the photons that left Earth shortly after they left. Since they were traveling only 0.05% slower than light, they would only see the state after their departure for two-thousandths of a year, or just over 4 and a half hours. By then, however, the other spaceship had already been on its way for 4 and a half hours, so they would only be able to detect it after another 4 and a half hours, and they would observe it for almost a year until it also stopped, since it was also moving away from Earth at a speed only 0.05% slower than the speed of light.


  What's actually happening here? When the astronauts stop after a year of travel and look back at Earth, only 4 and a half hours have passed, but of course this can be explained, because a year has actually passed there too, but since our astronauts are light years away, they only see events from a year's perspective, since light also needs time to reach them. However, due to the high speed, time passed 100 times slower on the spacecraft, so 100 years have already passed on Earth, and what the astronauts have to see is a world that will exist 100 years after their departure. And the other spacecraft has really ceased to exist for them.


  It's already quite confusing here, it's becoming increasingly incomprehensible what's actually happening, but don't give up, it won't be difficult to understand the gist, just examine what's happening from all aspects in order, and the end result will show a completely sensible picture.


  What happened during this time, observing the spacecraft from Earth? The spacecraft were not traveling at nearly the speed of light as seen from Earth, in fact. The observer on Earth will see that the spacecraft accelerated only to about a hundredth of the speed of light, and are moving away from Earth at this speed. On Earth, 100 years pass before the spacecraft reaches a distance of nearly a light year. If it were possible to observe the astronauts, they would see from Earth states in which the astronauts were practically “frozen”, their pulse is so slow that it cannot be measured, since every atom has slowed down for the observer on Earth, so “frozen” would be a very apt statement. After 100 years, our astronauts could still show signs of life, and then it would be a great surprise that the space journey that was thought to have failed 100 years ago was still successful. Our astronauts could even be informed from Earth that the other spacecraft has not disappeared either, even though they are unable to perceive each other. In fact, after a sufficient amount of time, the two spacecraft should become perceptible to each other at a predictable location, meaning they will reappear to each other after the speed difference relative to each other has decreased below the speed of light, in this case to zero.


  If our astronauts return to Earth under the previous conditions, then the above things will repeat again, with the proviso that the two spacecraft approach each other at a speed greater than the speed of light. In this case, we must again assume that they become imperceptible to each other, practically ceasing to exist. Another year will pass for our astronauts, but from Earth they approach again much more slowly, only at a hundredth of the speed of light, and our astronauts will “freeze” again. Then when they return, they will again become “viable” and we can communicate with them. Our astronauts have practically traveled forward in time by two hundred in 2 years, considering the conditions on Earth, even though they wanted to create something great in space and approach the speed of light.


  Let's assume that astronauts were also given the opportunity to observe the Earth while they were traveling. From one spaceship, the Earth begins to move away from them at a speed of only 0.05% slower than the speed of light, while the other spaceship simply disappears. The Earth begins to spin wildly, at about 100 times the speed, and people live their daily lives at this speed. It seems impossible to communicate with them, because it is incredible to perceive the conditions on Earth. As they experience the changes in space-time, it becomes clear to them that they will return to a completely different world than the one they started from. At the same time, the Earth's incredible speed in its orbit around the Sun would also increase a hundredfold, according to observations, not only would its rotation speed increase a hundredfold, so it is also possible that they would perceive the Earth as just a glowing ball, perhaps thinking that the planet had been permanently destroyed and the other spaceship had simply disappeared.


  What good is this thought experiment for us? Based on the above, reaching the speed of light is just a nice dream, in fact the faster we move through space, the slower time passes. According to the theory, time stops at the speed of light. It stops, which means that for an object moving at the speed of light, there is no change, everything is constant. For an object moving at the speed of light, the world moves at the speed of light, or vice versa, it stops completely. We claim that it is impossible to reach the speed of light because time stops, that is, we reach a state of rest in which only we move, everything else is stable. It is so stable that nothing changes, and for us any amount of time can pass until we slow down. However, speed is always relative, since everything is in motion. A spaceship moving away at the speed of light would only go slightly faster than the spaceship presented in the thought experiment above. Based on the above, it would only travel two thousandths of a mile farther in a year, but for it, time would simply stop.


  Any amount of time could pass on Earth, but for astronauts traveling at the speed of light, time would stop. How can we imagine this in practice? After all, the sense of time would remain the same for astronauts as it does on Earth, the change does not occur in the sense of time, but in relation to each other, that is, between astronauts and people living on Earth. Our astronauts would have to age one year in the course of traveling one light year, while on Earth, according to calculations... well, according to calculations, it is impossible to calculate how much time would pass on Earth, because according to calculations, time stops for astronauts, so the only explanation would be that infinite time passes on Earth.


  Let's examine the situation in reverse. The spaceship is moving away at the speed of light, and if it looks back at Earth, what should it see? The astronaut would see nothing, the planet would disappear, because the Earth and the solar system would be moving away from it at the speed of light. And since the Earth is moving away from the spaceship at the speed of light, time would cease on Earth, that is, no time would pass on Earth while our astronauts are moving away at the speed of light.


  This is the biggest contradiction in the theory, but it is also the explanation. At the speed of light, time ceases to exist, but what does this really mean?


  While the astronauts are traveling, nothing on Earth would change. Our astronauts would age by two years each way, but on Earth, only time would pass by in acceleration and deceleration, otherwise the entire journey would be the work of a moment.


  From Earth, the spaceships would start to accelerate, and the moment they reached the speed of light, they would disappear, or rather, reappear where they would start to slow down again after leaving the speed of light. From the spaceship's perspective, the Earth would simply stand still while they travel through space at the speed of light, but it would be imperceptible because of the speed. From Earth, our astronauts, once they reach the speed of light, are imperceptible, meaning that no matter how long they may fly among the stars, the Earth will "freeze" and await their return - they may spend generations on their journeys, but not a single second will pass on Earth.


  Until the speed of light is reached, time continuously slows down for the accelerating body, but when the speed of light is reached, time does not stop, but rather, it can go anywhere and appear anywhere, leaving the limits of time. It seems paradoxical, but it is completely logical and follows from the theory of space-time. These paradoxes are the ones without which we cannot understand our world. However, understanding them is not impossible, in fact, the correct explanations provide answers to all our questions. The only thing that hinders understanding is that we have accepted theorems in physics without any evidence, which are not real, and we are simply unable to prove their unreality with concrete measurements due to the limits of our perception.


  The speed at which we assume that time ceases is not the speed of light, but a much greater speed. Light travels nearly 10 13 km in a year. It does not disappear, it does not become imperceptible, it just needs time to travel through space. This is a fact that can be verified by measurements, so it has been known to us for a long time, i.e. it is clear evidence that time does not stop at the speed of light. However, the relationship between time and speed does exist, our thought experiment above describes real conditions, but the speed at which time stops is not the same as the speed of light. This is also the reason why we were unable to obtain any interpretable results when comparing the two spacecraft to each other.


  Our thought experiment above becomes truly exciting if we do not start moving away from the Earth, but rather imagine moving in a circular path at the speed of light, or based on the above, at a speed greater than light.


  So what happens to an iron ball if we start spinning it and spin it at a speed faster than light? Based on the above, the ball will stand still, simply existing statically on its spinning path, but if it reaches a higher speed, our ball would simply disappear, like one spaceship for the other in the previous thought experiment. However, here our ball is spinning on a fixed path, so it is not possible for our ball to disappear, i.e. there is no point in theoretically increasing the speed, because it is not our ball that will spin faster, but the circle created by the ball that will simply become a real circle, a solid body. At a speed faster than light, time ceases for the ball, and without time, speed loses its meaning and interpretability, i.e. the circle on which our ball theoretically revolves will simply exist. It is not even about orbiting, but about our ball being constantly present at every point on the path it is orbiting, because time has ceased for it. Time is the key to understanding, because the speed has reached the point where time stops, so the ball is always present everywhere on its path. Without time, speed has no meaning, our ball is not orbiting, but is constantly present everywhere.


  We could do the same thing with a ball attached to a thread and spun around in theory. As it approached the speed of light, it would become more and more stable, until it finally appeared as a solid disk. And moving in three dimensions, like an electron orbiting the nucleus of an atom, the result would be a solid sphere.


  The problem with all of this is that none of this happens at the speed of light. Time doesn't stop, and things don't become static, and time doesn't stop for a particle moving at the speed of light. If it were, we wouldn't be able to perceive light, we wouldn't be able to measure its speed, because light wouldn't have time, so the speed of light would be a meaningless statement, and light wouldn't need any time to be anywhere in the universe.


  However, the solution to the problem of the speed of light and time is much simpler than we might think, if we let go of the assumption that the speed of light is the fastest speed in the universe.


  Light travels at a speed of 299,796 km/s, as our physicists are increasingly able to determine. Since light needs time to penetrate space, and a time specifically determined by the definition of the speed above, it is not possible for time to “stop” at the speed of light. However, the theory of space-time describes reality based on experience, so there must be a speed at which time “stops” for the traveler.


  This speed at which time will stop cannot be determined in km/s, because no matter what value we write in front of the unit, it will be less than the speed we are looking for. No time passes during the distance, so /s, i.e. time, loses its meaning, but since without /s the distance simply exists, the distance also loses its meaning, because it can be any size.


  One way to do this is to accelerate or accelerate a particle to a speed at which it disappears. To disappear is to cease to exist for us, since we experience the world in time, and our particle is beyond the constraints of time. This speed will be the value at which time stops for the particle, and it can then be anywhere in space. Since time continues to pass for us, for the particle, the moment it reaches the desired speed can last until the “end” of eternity, and it can go anywhere in space without anyone knowing it exists. We would only be able to perceive it again if it began to slow down. For the particle, however, the world would be just a still image, nothing would change for it anymore, since in earthly terms not a single moment passes, i.e. nothing changes, we might think, but for the particle our world would cease to exist just as the particle has ceased to exist for us. We can state this because then for our particle, from the perspective of our particle, the entire world would move at such an enormous speed that it would be impossible for the particle to perceive the world.


  This speed, where time ceases, must be clearly greater than the speed of light, since we can perceive light, but we do not know by how much. Since the speed of light is very close to 300,000 km/s, therefore, as a theory, we can safely assume this speed, which is a nice round number, or even its double, square, etc., but in reality we must understand that the speed is not important. The point is that the speed reaches a point where it jumps into infinity, but even this is misleading, because the speed with which we can calculate is not enough. For us, the observers, the speed will be infinite, because with the cessation of time, the particle can appear practically anywhere when it starts to "slow down". It is unpredictable and unpredictable. Sure, a particle moves in a given trajectory according to our assumptions so far, but since there is no time limit anymore and everything else remains unchanged in its present state of rest, this loses its significance. We might think that it is still possible to calculate something, but without time and change, as the world continues to exist for our particle, it would have no meaning. So we only need the concept of velocity to understand what is happening. Later we will also examine the space we perceive, and then we will be able to understand the above without using the concept of velocity, but let's go step by step.


  Where does all this lead? What good is this to us? Starting from our previous example, we can examine what happens if we reach this “speed” above light in a circular orbit, or, to stick with reality, in three dimensions, i.e. the correct formulation is not a circle, but a sphere – in a spherical orbit. Electrons orbiting the atomic nucleus perform exactly this kind of movement, and it is customary to represent the atom as a sphere. A very apt representation, based on the above, this representation is actually perfect.


  If we look at our previous experiments with a clear eye, and do not accept the speed of light as the maximum possible speed, then we can answer dozens of questions with our assumption that have puzzled us so far.


  Let's see what properties an atom must have if its electrons "move" at this speed above light, at which they can achieve the stopping of time. In this case, the electrons disappear according to the current explanation of the theory of relativity. However, since they orbit around a point, what happens is that in the absence of time, the electrons are everywhere in their spherical orbits in a single instant. We have established above that no matter how much time may pass for the electrons, the outside world does not change anything, so we cannot have any influence on them, they simply exist, but not anywhere in the world, as in our previous experiment, but in a specific orbit, which is limited by the atomic nucleus. In space, we have fixed infinity around a single point.


   


  Depending on the number of electrons, this sphere, which is created by the electrons of the atom, has different properties, because the atom that has more electrons on its outer shell is always present at every point on the surface of the sphere, “thicker”, or rather “more dense”. The electron shells can be explained in the same way.


  So what will we perceive? The electrons are not somewhere on their orbit, but thanks to their speed, stepping out of time, they are everywhere where this is possible based on their orbit. It clearly follows from this that we will perceive the electrons orbiting at the given speed in a timeless state as a solid sphere, a ball that is perfectly constant, unchanging, statically present. It is timeless, to be precise, meaning that it has neither a beginning nor an end to its existence.


  E=mc 2 , the problem here is that ac 2 is a physical constant that we formed from the speed of light. However, the speed increases in the spherical orbit until it ceases, and a statically present mass is created. So c 2 is replaced by a value that ceases with the increase in speed, so it can only be realistic ac 2 , in theory, but this does not cover reality, because it is a matter of time ceases for our particle. There is no speed at all , instead of speed there is existence, static existence, and that is timeless, i.e. eternal existence. So we simply have to put an equal sign between energy and mass, E=m. c 2 is a constant value anyway, so the mass of the matter determines the energy in the first place, so the essence of our formula does not actually change. Energy and mass are characteristics of matter. By themselves. Without any kind of speed. This is existence itself. What about speed after this? We have excellent experiments at our disposal, which are also not well understood by anyone in the world, and are inexplicable according to our current knowledge, and based on them we can examine whether the above theory holds up in reality.


  We need to deal with the concepts of infinity and timelessness separately to understand the above, but this is already possible in the field of mathematics, physics is not able to work with such concepts, but this is the most essential statement based on the above. Matter has no time of creation, nor does it ever pass away. What exists exists because it is not confined to the limits of time. Therefore, we will not arrive at correct calculations by squaring c (the speed of light), or by any other multiplication, nor will physical constants show reality, but by omitting speed, since speed loses its meaning without time. This “speed”, however, since it occurs around a given point, is a perfect description of what exists. The word – exists – thus not only entails the cessation of the concept of speed, but also the cessation of the concept of time, because with the acceleration or deceleration of time we reach a point where time ceases to exist for the existent.


  What exists is what it is, it did not come into being at some point, but exists, there is no time or speed for it, it exists because we have defined the space in which it exists. We have clearly defined its location. Our definition is not a point, but a trajectory practically, but this trajectory forms a sphere, which is located around a specific point in space. This will be of importance during the examination of space, which is why the concept must be clarified here.


  The Standard Model and Gravity


  The above outlines require a new concept, a name from us, so that we can think further about the consequences of the above. This concept is the speed at which time stops according to the space-time theory. Let us call this, in the example of the electron orbiting the atomic nucleus above, the Limiting Speed or Solid-State Speed . This speed cannot be given in any unit of measurement, since when time stops, speed has no meaning, it cannot be interpreted physically. What we can establish is that time ceases. The definition is what is significant. At the limiting speed, time ceases for the “matter” and it will be present everywhere where this is possible due to its trajectory. It becomes a solid body by the fact that time, and thus speed, ceases. The limiting speed, or solid-state speed, is therefore the speed at which speed ceases to exist with the cessation of time, so the distance becomes infinite, which is why distance also ceases. So far, our calculations have failed to describe reality because we have calculated with speed, distance and time products. And to understand reality, that is, existence, we must step out of these concepts. Theory becomes reality at infinite values, which we can no longer calculate with. We could also say that where mathematics ends, reality begins.


  In physics experiments that study microparticles, to put it simply, they accelerate particles to enormous speeds – theoretically – and collide them with other particles, from which they then draw their conclusions. The enormous speeds, however, appear to be sub-light speeds, but in fact these speeds were determined based on data and theories that do not recognize speeds faster than light. From the results, it was possible to create the Standard Model, which describes the motion of all particles, in theory. The Standard Model unifies the electromagnetic interaction, the weak and strong interactions, and the quantum theory describing fundamental elementary particles. However, it does not explain gravity, and it does not explain why classical physics loses its meaning in the world of elementary particles.


  On the basis of our theory above, however, the differences make sense and the problems are solved, because the problem so far was that we thought the speed of light was unattainable and that speeds above light were not even assumed. The standard model is certainly approaching reality, the reality we define, with all its problems, and thanks to the diligence of our physicists, it is developing into a concrete theory that answers all questions, but only in the world of elementary particles, which is thus a non-existent world. And its research cannot bring results that would provide an explanation for the existing world. Later works will show that what we do in the research of elementary particles is not research, but rather a definition . Defining a world that does not exist is why it is so difficult to find a theory that answers all the questions we have so far, because we are investigating a world in which everything is possible in the study of elementary particles, and elementary particles do not actually exist until we have defined them, so each new definition complicates the theory, but nothing can be ruled out, because we are trying to define something that someone else has already half-defined, but has ignored the inaccuracies and differences, so increasingly complex theories always clash. So when describing a non-existent world, theories clash, not reality clashes with theories, and since there is no consensus among theories yet, it is not possible to create a perfect theory that encompasses everything.


  Gravity is not present in the world of elementary particles, it cannot be incorporated into it in any way. In the world of elementary particles, however, time is present, in theory, which must be taken into account based on the theories. This is what causes the problem. By calculating with the speed of light, we cannot determine something that moves much faster than the speed of light, and in fact, since time ceases with increasing speed, the speed practically ceases as well. However, a gravitational field can only be for something that exists, that has mass, i.e. according to the above theory, only something that exists at a point in space, exiting time, by having a specifically defined trajectory, which is not infinite. It is not infinite, so in the absence of time, the elementary particle is always, everywhere on its trajectory.


  Based on this, in the real world, which is perceptible to humans, gravity is present because atoms "spinning" at the limit speed exist timeless, they step out of the range that can be interpreted by time. They exist only because they are forced into a spherical orbit, but in this way they always exist everywhere on their orbit, that is, they become solid bodies, and thanks to this they become a stable reality, they have a mass, which is already affected by the laws of classical physics, including gravity. When an elementary particle is constantly present in a specific, limited part of space, then this continuous presence creates the effect that also influences space by the fact that our particle is constantly there at every point of its orbit. When its orbit is not defined in such a specific way, then our elementary particle is practically nowhere, because thanks to its speed, there is no place in space for a single moment where we could determine its position. Therefore, it has no effect on space, it practically does not exist in space, and the laws of classical physics do not affect it, because they only affect what is present in space. Similarly, gravity cannot affect an elementary particle, because it does not exist until it has a defined orbit.


  When the limiting velocity or solid-state velocity is reached, time becomes incomprehensible. This is an important problem that we need to find an answer to, because in our world time exists, and solid bodies, matter, also exist. We will have to devote a separate section to this later.


  Fortunately, however, the above theory and practical experience provide a self-evident answer to the problem. The key is the word “limit”, which I applied to the limiting velocity, at which the velocity reaches a point where, according to the space-time theory, time stops. Here, velocity ceases to exist, loses its meaning, as does time. It is precisely because of the cessation of time that we can no longer speak of velocity. We must speak of existence by examining the electrons of the atom, which exist beyond time and become a solid body when the limiting velocity is reached. The fundamental properties of our known world therefore seemingly cease to exist at the limiting velocity, namely time and velocity. Gravity acts on the matter that has come into existence at the limiting velocity through other matter, and it itself has its own gravitational field, like all existing matter, i.e. existing matter acts on each other, and this becomes the field of classical physics.


  The time that we measure in the existing world cannot be the same as in the world of elementary particles, because in the existing world all matter exists after reaching the limit speed. At the level of elementary particles, matter exists timeless. The above name – limit speed – is therefore very misleading, we only had to use it for understanding, and the solid-state speed is just as misleading, because there is no speed at all, since there is neither time nor distance. The correct formulation after understanding the above is therefore existence .


  In our world, however, time does exist, so there is an apparent contradiction here. However, let us draw logical conclusions, and the contradiction will not make sense. Matter that has become a solid body and has become an entity at the limiting velocity has left the world of elementary particles, and different laws apply to it than in its previous state. In our world, there is time, but this time is incomprehensible in the world of elementary particles, because for particles moving at the limiting velocity, a particle moving at the limiting velocity forced around a single point does not even exist. For us, in this world, solid bodies are particles moving at the limiting velocity, which are forced into a spherical orbit, but for particles they are objects, relative to which they are capable of not only the speed of light or the limiting velocity, but of any speed, because they have left the time valid in the world of elementary particles by reaching the limiting velocity, and without time their speed is infinite. Their speed is infinite, which means that they simply do not exist. To put it more simply, in the world of elementary particles, a particle that orbits at a finite speed – i.e., the real world, which does not exist – cannot "perceive" an atom orbiting at a finite speed, because it does not exist for it.


  After drawing these conclusions, it is an even greater, almost incomprehensible achievement that our physicists know about the existence of elementary particles at all, they did not stop at the opinion that the atom is one and indivisible, but by further research they discovered even smaller elements of our universe. These elements practically do not exist, we are only able to perceive them thanks to the fact that with the help of huge particle accelerators we approach the speed necessary for their existence, at which we could then examine them, but in fact a world picture is revealed to us of the world of particles where nothing exists. Later works will also explain this strange situation.


  However, our existing world really exists, and it does not only do so at the speed of light, but also beyond it, by reaching the limit speed. However, in this world, the laws of classical physics already apply, which are meaningless in the case of elementary particles.


  What we can also establish is that everything changes when the limit speed is reached, because a completely calm, stable state is created from movement and acceleration. The previous world practically ceases to exist, and a new world opens before our eyes, in which different laws prevail than in the previous state.


  We can conclude that the limiting velocity is the basis of existence, at which motion and time stop, and matter becomes real because our electron orbiting the atomic nucleus is present everywhere it is possible in its orbit.


  The components of atoms are "particles" that can only be perceived by us because their "movement" is centralized, i.e. they are forced into a spherical orbit, through which they become existent. Without this constraint, i.e. if their orbit is not specifically defined, they do not actually exist. Later, we must also determine: what is spinning at the end of the string, i.e. what are the basic elements of our existing world. Based on our current knowledge, the spherical orbit is not an accurate formulation either, because according to the wave functions, it is not only possible to determine the electron "orbiting" around the atomic nucleus on the surface of the sphere, but practically everywhere inside the sphere. We must therefore assume a solid material, a ball practically, but this is a matter of detail. The above theory determines the foundations of existence, not its details.


  To move forward, however, we need to find an explanation for another interesting physical experiment, and then we return to the question of existence.


   


  The double-slit experiment


  Based on the above, perhaps there is no need to explain much about what happens during the double-slit experiment, but there is a very important aspect of the experiment that demonstrates a phenomenon that will be essential to understanding what is contained in the Bible.


  The experiment is widely known. Given an electron gun that shoots electrons. In front of the gun, at a certain distance, there is a wall with two slits. The wall does not let our electrons through, they can only pass through one of the slits. Behind this wall, there is another wall, into which our electrons, which we shoot with the gun, will be visible after hitting it.


  It is a logical conclusion, knowing the laws of our world, that the electrons will either hit the first wall or, passing through the gaps, will form two thick lines on the second wall, which are precisely defined by the two gaps.


  But since our expectations are based on real-life materials and our experiences with them, this is not what happens. This would happen if electrons had the properties of matter, but we define electrons according to the knowledge of contemporary physics as being the building blocks of atoms, the building blocks of the material world. This is the most essential element of the experiment, which can easily be overlooked, but its significance will become apparent at the end of our analysis.


  Instead of the two thick lines, many parallel lines indicating wave motion are formed on the other wall, some of which are not even visible from the first wall in a straight line from the position of the cannon. Such a result is possible if we do not shoot material from the cannon, but, say, fill our experimental model with water up to the line of the cannon and throw a ball into the water from the barrel of the cannon. We will create waves on the water, and these waves, refracted at the two gaps in the first wall, draw a wave pattern on the back wall, which corresponds to our experimental results. The waves are refracted at the two gaps, and new waves are formed starting from the gaps, which are amplified at their meeting points. This is how the characteristic wave pattern is created, which appears on the back wall as a result of the experiment.


  The problem with the experiment is that we imagined the electron as an existing object, but based on our results, it is a wave, not matter.


  This is where the questions begin to arise after seeing the experimental result. If the electron does not exist, but is only a wave, then what creates the electron wave? What is the material in which the electron wave propagates? Does nothing actually exist?


  The experiment does not end here, however. In our experiment, a change was made so that our cannon would only shoot one electron at a time, which would hit the front or back wall, and only then the next one. Well, the result was that the hitting electrons could be perceived separately, one by one, but the image that was drawn on the back wall again only drew a multi-line diagram according to the waveform, not two thick lines. The electrons hit one by one, so they did not arrive according to a waveform, because then waves would have been created after each electron was launched, and our single electron would have appeared on the back wall at several points, but this did not happen, but each electron appeared in a specific, specific place. The continuously repeated electron shots, however, resulted in the waveform diagram.


  The next change to the experiment was to place a sensor, an observation point, at each of the slits in the first wall to determine which slit the electron passes through. If it were a wave, this would not be possible, because the wave would pass through both slits even when a single electron was shot, but since this did not happen in the previous case either, but an electron appeared at a given point, now they wanted to determine which electron passes through which slit, or perhaps whether a single electron passes through both slits, and then examine where it hits. Our electrons were still shot one by one in our experiment.


  The result is very surprising compared to the previous ones, because here we did not get a wave pattern as a result, but the two thick lines expected before the experiment, which already show properties characteristic of the material, so in this case our electron is real material, and each electron passed through either one or the other slit.


  Let's examine what actually happened. We launched electrons from our electron gun at enormous speeds, in theory. In reality, it was the opposite. We launched electrons using an existing material, because what exists exists above the speed of light, and once the speed limit is reached, real, solid material is the source of our electrons.


  When we emit electrons by thermoemission using a glowing cathode, the electron moving at the limit speed leaves its spherical orbit, which is why it will be able to leave the atom around which it was "orbiting". It did not orbit, because it existed after reaching the limit speed, it was present around the atomic nucleus indefinitely. When the electron leaves the atom due to thermoemission, what happens is that the electron leaves its previous spherical orbit, but since it is moving at the limit speed, time does not exist for it, i.e. it simply ceases to exist and can appear anywhere in the world. At the moment of perception, however, the electron again shows material properties. Our electron is here, because we perceive it, in a specific place, but until this happens, it has no real existence, because it moves at an infinite speed without time, i.e. it does not actually exist. It has no real existence, therefore it shows a wave nature, i.e. it does not exist and fly according to the laws of the existing world, but in the world of elementary particles, i.e. thanks to its wave nature, it can be anywhere in its orbit. If we determine its location by our observation, then it is there, if not, then it is nowhere, but it can appear anywhere on the wave line on which it can “move”. This is one of the laws of particle physics. The nature of waves and the wave line on which the particle can be found follow from wave theory, which will be discussed in more detail later, but in reality nothing affects where our particle is or can be.


  However, during our observation, this explanation is not sufficient either, it is only valid for the part of the experiments in which we only observed the back wall. When we also observed where our electron was at the first wall, then our electron, which had a wave nature up until then, i.e. did not exist, appeared somewhere on its trajectory, and then moved on. However, since we only detect our electron again at the back wall, it should become wave-like again from the first wall, disappear, and later appear somewhere on its trajectory, where the sensor meets our material.


  But that's not what happened, but after the observation at the first wall, our electron, already showing material properties, did not draw a wave pattern on the back wall, but two thick lines, like when an object performs a uniform motion in a straight line. An existing object.


  What is needed for the state of the electron to change and not obey the laws of particle physics, but the laws of the existing world? For this, it is necessary that the electron moving at the limit speed, that is, the non-existent electron, moves in a specific orbit, so we squeeze it within limits. We determine its location. We force it into a spherical orbit, then our electron will exist again, but not as before, orbiting around the atomic nucleus.


  Our observation had an effect on the electron, but it did not reach its limit speed with a straight-line uniform motion, because then it would have disappeared, become imperceptible to us, but it continued to move at a speed, now showing material properties that we expected from it as an existing particle. No longer according to the laws of particle physics, but according to the laws of the existing world.


  Our electron can only be capable of this if our observation has had such an effect on it that the electron itself has undergone a change. We do not know much about the structure of the electron. It may consist of any number of further, even smaller elements, which we may never be able to examine, but our experiment shows that if it consists of smaller elements that orbit a nucleus, then the result of the above experiment can be easily explained. As a result of our observation, the constituent elements of the electron, which move at a limit speed, begin to orbit around a point, thus becoming a reality, a real substance for us, which already obeys the laws of the existing world, and its previous, still only wave-like, possible orbit ceases, since we have set it on an orbiting orbit. As existing matter, it already has mass, which is also affected by gravity, and as existing matter, it moves on and crashes into the back wall. To put it more clearly: the electron itself can spin at a limiting speed because it encounters a material that is spinning at a limiting speed, i.e., exists, i.e., we have sensed it, but since it could encounter existing matter anywhere in the world, this is only possible where we observe it, i.e., expect it.


  Our electron does not even need to assume additional components, because when it orbited around the atomic nucleus, as an electron, we were able to determine it because it was constantly present everywhere on its spherical orbit, i.e. it existed. Now, as a unit separate from the atom, our component has not changed at all, except that it does not orbit around an atomic nucleus in a spherical orbit, but because of something else, it began to orbit on its own in a new spherical orbit, which gave it a new limited orbit and made it exist again. Based on this, we do not need to assume all kinds of even smaller elementary particles, it is only determined by what properties an existing substance has, by what orbit its basic component "moves". It does not move, of course, because it is constantly present at every point of the given orbit without time, i.e. it exists. The orbits then determine the properties of the existing substance.


  The experiment can thus be explained in all its phases in the knowledge of the limiting speed, but it also provides a very important new lesson.


  The world of elementary particles is not real, but a storehouse of possibilities, which, based on the laws and theories of quantum physics that have been recognized and determined so far, remain possibilities until we determine the location of the particles. As soon as we have determined the location of the particles, the possibilities cease to exist, all further possibilities disappear, because the particle cannot move anywhere, but in the determined spherical orbit.


   


  This is exactly what happened in the above experiment. The electron could have hit the back wall anywhere out of the vast – in fact infinite – number of variations possible by wave nature, but always only in one place, because where it hit, its infinite orbit was forced into a spherical orbit, so it could not continue to orbit anywhere, but only around the specified point, that is, it could come into existence. We shot the electrons from the electron gun one by one, and they hit a specific place, but it was not possible to predict in advance where they would hit. After they hit, the possibilities ceased, because after each electron shot we detected an impact. However, when we determined the exact location of the electron at the first wall, the possibilities according to wave nature ceased at that moment in time, and our now existing electron hit the back wall at a predictable, specific place, which, since it existed, continued to move as matter according to the laws of classical physics.


  We must therefore conclude that, as a result of our observation, particles moving at the limit speed, i.e., appearing anywhere and at any time, “spin up” around a point and become reality, and at the same time all other possibilities cease. The particles do not continue to race in space, without a time factor, but they spin at the limit speed in a specific point, relative to a specific point, through which they become existent, have mass and a specific location, and thus appear here, in the material world.


  To understand the above phenomenon exactly, we need to take a closer look at the conditions of our experiment. To carry out the experiment, we need a vacuum, into which we emit electrons by thermoemission using a glowing cathode. These are absorbed by a positively charged grid placed near the cathode, which can be used to control the number of electrons emitted. The vacuum is necessary so that our electron cannot collide with other particles, so there is no material in this space. When the electrons collide with the first wall, they are absorbed or continue through the two gaps. The back wall is made of a material that can somehow indicate that an electron has collided with it, for example, its charge changes, which we can make perceptible to humans with measuring instruments. When we also add sensors to the gaps in the first wall, we need a solution that does not absorb the electron, but still has an effect on the material placed there that causes a measurable change, making it possible to detect whether our electron has passed through one of the gaps or hit the first wall somewhere.


  So, sensing occurs by placing an existing material in the path of the electron, which of course exists because it is spinning at the limiting speed, and the electron encounters this material.


  This is not actually what happens, as far as we know. The mistake is that we assumed that our electron leaves the glowing cathode and either flies on as a particle or, based on its wave-like properties, will be found somewhere among its possible orbits.


  Since the experiment was conducted under strictly defined conditions, we have the above data available, which we need to analyze under natural conditions in order to understand what is happening.


  Using the glowing cathode, we shoot an electron, or to put it another way, we extract an existing substance from reality.


  Then our electron, leaving its spherical orbit around the nucleus, can go anywhere, but since it moves at the limiting velocity, it is not present in time, it exists timeless, so we say that its speed is limiting velocity, but it is practically unmeasurable, non-existent for us, so it is no longer a real, solid matter. According to wave theories, our electron is nowhere until we determine its exact location, but is somewhere on a calculable, drawable wave. As soon as we have determined its location, it becomes a reality, and is located exactly where we have determined it. This is exactly what we assumed above. In order to determine the exact location of our electron, it was necessary to sense it in some way. This sensing is only possible if we place a material vibrating at the limiting velocity, i.e. existing, on the possible orbit of the electron, which makes it possible to sense it. However, sensing the electron means that our electron has become reality again, but not in the way it was before, but in a spherical orbit that is no longer infinite in space, and therefore has become an existing substance that we can perceive.


  For further analysis, we need to talk a little more specifically about the electron's orbit. We can only observe and measure the orbit of electrons in a situation where they really exist, spinning at a finite speed, i.e. around the atomic nucleus. We do not have the opportunity to observe the orbits of electrons leaving the atom in such a concrete way, this is not even possible in reality, because the electron leaves the atom by leaving its spherical orbit, and thus no longer exists in space or time. Wave theories can draw waves where our electron or any other particle can reside according to our theories, but in reality no theory can determine the location of a "particle" moving without a time factor. Of course, we can depict these waves in two dimensions, for example on a piece of paper, but the waves do not end at the edge of the paper. The waves have neither physical nor theoretical limits, i.e. they are infinite in length. In addition, they do not form waves in two dimensions, but in three, i.e. in space. This simply means that waves depicted in two dimensions are also waves in the third dimension, i.e. they are also wave-shaped perpendicular to the sheet of paper. Leaving aside the limitations of representation, we can conclude that we could draw these waves to infinity in space and still not reach the end: they are truly infinite.


  Space is not as regular as we represent it in a cube, but is bent by gravitational fields, because everything that really exists has mass and affects space. Think about how this is usually modeled. If we roll a ball on a flat surface, it will roll straight. But if our flat surface is a stretched rubber mat, on which we place a few larger balls, they will press into the rubber mat. And these indentations affect the rolled ball and it changes direction due to the indentations. This is exactly how everything that exists affects space. Existing things bend space and therefore affect everything near them, they change the trajectory of everything moving along it just by existing. We will talk more about the structure of space later, but here we need to understand that any wave in space, even a straight line, is constantly changing direction, and all existing matter influences its direction.


  So our wave can travel in a circular path, it can return to itself, it can go anywhere, because it is infinite. Infinity actually means that whatever wave we imagine, this wave can actually be anywhere along its infinite length, and we have to say more than that, because our wave is truly infinite, it can be everywhere in space, because it would only be a matter of "time" to draw our wave until it passes through any specific point in space. However, the electron does not exist on the wave, but it shows where it can exist.


  So, taking a closer look at the electron's "orbit", we come to the conclusion that we can define any condition, we can draw any wave, our electron can appear anywhere in space, whether at the top of Mount Everest or in a crater on Pluto, practically anywhere. Where it will actually appear is therefore not a function of an orbit model, but according to our expectations we have defined a well-defined system, i.e. we have determined for our electron where it can appear, and we have carried out our investigations based on this. If we determine that it should appear along a predictable wave line, then we will perceive it there based on our expectations, because nothing dictates where the electron should be if it is not forced into a spherical orbit either in time or space.


  What actually happens in the experiment? We shoot an electron with the help of our glowing cathode, which disappears. It loses its spherical orbit necessary for its existence in reality and ceases to exist. In the meantime, we place sensors to search for where our electron has become. According to the above description, it can be anywhere in the world. It has no speed - it is not that it has slowed down, but that it has ceased to exist. Its existence has gone to another world, where, however, it is possible for it to appear anywhere. We had to examine the wave on which it can appear in order to understand that if it can appear somewhere on a wave, then it can appear anywhere in the world. Therefore, we will detect the electron where we expect it to be possible on one of the specified wave lines, but always only in one place. When we perceive, the other possibilities cease to exist, because our electron encounters the existing matter that we use for observation and thus becomes perceptible to us, it becomes real because it can no longer be anywhere in infinity, but is forced back into a spherical orbit from which it cannot escape, that is, it becomes real. So it becomes real because we have determined its location.


  Our sensors also have an additional effect on the material, according to our previous assumptions. That is, when the electron encountered the material of the sensor at the first wall, it continued with a straight-line uniform motion, as we expect from a solid material, and hit the back wall, where our particles drew two thick lines. They did not continue in any direction, nor along some wavy line, but straight. The direction is determined by knowing the place of “start”, that is, our electron gun, where our electron ceased to exist, and the place of the first detection, where it “passed” through the gap.


  In reality, however, what happens is that our electron emitted by the electron gun has ceased to exist, and we have brought it back to reality at a chosen location in space, i.e. at one of the slits, but no longer with the properties it originally had, but based on a new definition. Originally, the electron was orbiting an atomic nucleus at the limiting velocity, i.e. it was present as a solid body. However, leaving the atom, losing its spherical orbit, it ceased to exist. Returning to reality through our sensor, it continued to move according to the properties we expected, i.e. it continued to move in a straight line determined by the electron gun and hit the back wall, now spinning in a spherical orbit as real matter.


   


  However, our expectation in the first experiment was that our electron would form two thick lines as an elementary particle when it collided with the back wall, but this is not what happened. What is the difference, how can we explain it? Since we did not narrow down the possibilities enough, our electron could have appeared anywhere on the back wall, nothing else was specified, only the points on the back wall surface where it could appear. According to our theories, the non-existent particle can appear along wave lines. Our electron did not come into existence again at the first wall, but at the back one, which is why the result of the experiment drew a wave pattern. Continuing the experiment, we can see that our wave lines also disappear, and one of the fired electrons appears at every point on the wall, the impacts completely cover the surface of the back wall, i.e. it can really appear anywhere. The wave lines are just probabilities, but in reality, since they are infinite, they pass through any point in space, or more precisely, through all points in space, so that as a result of a sufficient number of electron ejections, we perceive an impact at all existing points on the back wall. In this case, our expectations according to wave theory are met, because we consider this possible.


  The first wall has no significance: if we removed the first wall from the experiment, we would still get this result on the back wall, because our electron does not pass through any of the slits, because they do not exist, but on the back wall it will appear on one of the wave lines. The first wall only sets the direction for our ideas, because according to our assumptions, if the electron does not exist, then it is actually a wave, i.e. the electron shots form a wave pattern due to the two slits. When we also place sensors at the first wall, the electron practically becomes a reality there again, and therefore it continues to move in the expected way, i.e. it continues to move in a straight line to the back wall.


  This shows us that the vacuum we have created is actually irrelevant, it is only necessary for accurate measurements, the electron's path is not obstructed by anything. It cannot be obstructed, because the electron is not "on the path", but does not exist. It will exist again where we expect it to be, we consider it possible, that is, on the back wall. In this way, we can even put a completely closed wall in place of the first wall, it will not prevent the success of our experiment, because only the wave lines exist, on which the electron can appear, which are not affected by the existing matter. The wave lines "run" in space, that is, the possibilities are given.


  Our experiment draws a wave-like figure on the back wall, proving that the electron does not exist, but the possibilities exist for it to reappear. Based on our previous investigation, waves, on the other hand, are infinitely long and can pass through any point in space, i.e., they cease to exist when they leave the spherical orbit and can reappear at any point in space. There is no point in talking about the speed of the particle, because there is no particle. At the moment when our electron leaves the spherical orbit and falls out of reality, it no longer exists. When and where it will appear next is determined by the wave lines, but there is no time limit. You don't need "time" to draw the lines, the wave lines only help you understand. In reality, of course, the wave lines are not needed, but the result of the experiment was the wave pattern, because we used this definition, accepted it as true, meaning we already gave our non-existent particle a definition of where it could exist: on the line according to wave theory.


  The experiment shows that our electron has also lost its spatial limitations, meaning it can appear anywhere in space and time. However, it does not appear anywhere, but where and when we want to observe it. Based on our experiment, we first expected it to appear on the back wall, but we did not specify exactly where we expected it to appear, only that it would be on the back wall. In this regard, however, we accepted theories as true that assumed that the particles of matter might not even exist, but only waves. The wave theory was born from this assumption, but here, when this experiment was first performed, it was thought that if the electron or other particles did not exist, then they were waves. Therefore, the “fired” electrons drew wavy lines for us on the back wall, since we did not fire them, but they did not exist after leaving the spherical orbit. However, after performing a sufficient number of experiments, an electron appeared at every point on the back wall. We placed a double-slit wall between the electron gun and the back wall in space, but we did not investigate it here. We accepted as a fact that we had placed an obstacle in space between the electron gun and the back wall. The result of our experiment did not change therefore: we got wavy lines on the back wall. The placement of the physical obstacle had no effect on our experiment. In this way we proved that the electron does not move in space, and therefore, existing things in space cannot be obstacles for it.


  When we determined where the electrons were passing through the gaps in the first wall, we brought the electrons back into reality at this point – we spun them into orbit around a specific point with our observation – and here reality, as matter, obeyed the laws of existence.


  So why did it crash into the back wall after that? If it ceased to exist when it left the electron gun and could appear at any point in space and time due to its wave nature, then this could only have been caused by one thing that still affected our experiment, and that was none other than our expectations. We stopped investigating the first wall because we did not understand why our experiment was drawing a wave pattern on the back wall. We fired a particle and expected it to crash into the back wall after a certain time. This happened, because that was our expectation. However, we did not specify where on the back wall the electron should crash, so the “impacts” formed a wave pattern for us in accordance with its “nature”, which perfectly corresponds to the “non-existent, but possible anywhere” wave theory. This is very important because here too we had the assumption, that is, our expectation, that if the electron is not matter, then according to the wave theory it must appear and draw a wave pattern on the back wall. This caused us to get a wave pattern as a result, and not our first double-slit wall, which has no effect on our experiment. The double-slit wall only determines how we can imagine the possible appearance of the electron on the back wall according to the wave theory.


  However, when we examined where the particle “passes” through the first wall, our electron became reality again there. It should not have made any movement, but it started on a given line, a straight line from the electron gun through the slit to the back wall, and crashed into the back wall. We did not want to determine whether the electron exists between the slits, but which slit it passes through , and this assumption recognizes as a fact that the electron moves, namely from the electron gun to the point of measurement and further, because the measurement does not change the direction of travel, it is only a momentary determination of location. Well, we started observing with this specific expectation, and our electron now became reality at this point, but it did not just become reality, but in accordance with our expectations it started in the given direction and crashed into the back wall.


  Our expectations were therefore fulfilled in every phase of our experiment. By directing our attention to a specific point in space, or based on our experiment to a specific surface, the back wall, or the gaps in the front wall, we placed materials that made it possible for us to perceive the appearance of the electron. However, beyond the perception, we also formulated expectations: in the case of the back wall, we expected the electron to hit, as a result of which the appearance of the electron could actually be measured with our instruments, and in the case of the front wall, we also expected the direction of travel, i.e., that after sensing at the first wall – at the gaps – it would hit the back wall, after we had defined our perception as sensing the direction of travel of the electron.


  The final conclusion of the experiment can therefore be formulated as follows: the world of elementary particles is a storehouse of possibilities. And our attention transforms the possibility that we choose and expect from these possibilities into reality. Our attention gives the possibility such energy that it “spins around a certain point”, becomes reality, and all other possibilities cease to exist.


   


  During our experiment, we could also observe that when we observed – determined – the exact location of the electron at the first wall, and then observed it again only at the second wall, it did not become wave-like again, but was present as existing matter from then on. So we can also state that what we once “speeded up” to the limit speed through our observation, that is, turned into reality, exists, remains a timeless reality, and is subject to the laws of the existing world, and as existing matter it has mass and location in space, and is affected by the laws of classical physics.


  We can make one more definition, which served as the basis for our experiment, because the atom from which we “shot” our electron by thermoemission loses this electron. That is, that which we doubt its existence can disappear, cease to exist. Based on the above, this is possible in the following way.


  If we question the existence of an existing thing, it may cease to exist, since the specific definition necessary for existence is nothing more than the trajectory that determines its existence, which is the condition of existence.


  In practice, the speed of the particles does not change when they leave their previously defined fixed spherical orbit, but they disappear, they do not move at all, but cease to exist. As non-existent particles, they become wave-like in nature, and their appearance is possible anywhere in space and time. We should actually call our particle accelerators particle destroyers, where the particles leave their orbits necessary for existence and cease to exist.


  This is also logical in a practical sense, since if we start spinning a ball with a string, not just in a circle, but on the surface of the sphere defined by our string, then as we increase the speed, we will perceive this ball as a solid body. By writing the speed as shorthand, the sphere drawn by the movement of our ball will seem more and more solid, while by raising the speed to the limit of imagination, we will get a completely stable, impenetrable, solid and stable, perfect sphere. No matter can penetrate this sphere, there is no matter in its path, and nothing will slow down its movement. Due to the speed, our ball defies all physical forces, so it does not lose its speed. The physical forces will then all act on a solid body, on the sphere; nothing acts on the ball that we have spun. If, however, the string breaks and does not determine the trajectory of the ball, then the enormous speed at which time no longer exists would not result in our ball flying in one direction, but in its disappearance, since our ball moves at such an enormous speed where time no longer exists, and without time, movement itself is a state of non-existence. Without time, the speed of movement cannot be interpreted, that is, our ball exists infinitely in time in an infinite world, yet is nowhere, that is, it cannot be perceived. It is present as a possibility, but as a possibility it is present at all times and at all points in space.


  The result of our experiments is that the ball, if it is not spinning at the limiting speed, then it practically does not exist. It is not that the ball is so small that we are not able to perceive it, but that it does not exist. Since the smallest building block that makes up the world does not exist, the experiments that indicate this point to wave nature, because what we cannot define, we describe with wave theories. This is practically a definition with which we limit ourselves, we deceive ourselves, because we want to define something in physical reality that does not exist.


  Earlier, we drew an imaginary wave line where a particle could appear, and we came to the conclusion that since the wave is infinite in length, and the structure of spacetime is also curved, so it is not a geometrically perfect space of squares, our waves, whatever their shape, can be present anywhere, i.e. everywhere, in space, due to their infinite length. Since our particle does not exist, there would be no point in defining it in space, because how could we define the location of something that does not exist, something that does not exist.


  What remains of our experiment? The matter we observe does not exist, yet, as soon as we observe it, it appears according to our definitions. The strange experimental results that we did not expect were simply the result of not specifying precisely enough where we expected the electron to appear. We observed the “impact” on the back wall, and it did occur, but we could not interpret the waveform until we examined the results more thoroughly. We imagined the small components of matter that no longer have material properties as waves. Our expectations were met.


  We can practically say that anything is possible in the world. What ultimately comes true depends on what expectations we have of the world. ( “Your faith has made you well,” Jesus always told people.) What we recognize as reality becomes reality. Once it has become reality, it then exists. It exists in the way described by classical physics, because it was through classical physics that we first defined our world scientifically.


  What is actually spinning at the “end of the string” after all this? What is the matter in the universe made of?


  Since elementary particles do not exist, it is not matter that is spinning at the end of the string, but rather an imagined “elementary particle” created by our expectations, and since this speeding does not happen randomly, but our imagination starts to speed around a single point and accelerates to the limit speed, it simply becomes reality. This sounds quite mystical at first, but let's think about what this actually means. Based on the above, what becomes reality, our reality, our world, will be what we accept as true without any doubt. Elementary “particles” and the existing matter that they create behave in the way that we are able to determine using all our knowledge.


  This theory thus provides an exact answer to the question of why, knowing the above, we are not able to “create”, to create anything with the help of our imagination. At least according to our current knowledge, we are not able to do so. The imagined thing must be present in our imagination so stably that there can be no doubt about it, it must be completely solid and unshakable in order for the product of our imagination to reach this certain limiting speed, the state of existence, that is, to be realized. In addition, it must be just as stable locally, we must precisely determine the location, extent, etc. of the content of our imagination. Without this, our imagined particle cannot orbit around a single point and become reality after reaching the limiting speed, because when moving in space, it simply “flies away” due to the high speed. It flies away, like imagination, we could say, and since it has flown away, it cannot become reality.


  We encounter another important question as a result of these results, namely the following: What happens during our studies and experiments with elementary particles? When we accelerate particles to high speeds and collide them, we measure the appearance of different particles in the multi-story high, cylindrical detectors. These particles only exist for a moment, then disappear, decay. Based on the above, what happens then?


  Particles colliding at high speed disintegrate into their constituent elements, at least that is what we expect and our experience so far supports this. In reality, however, what happens is that materials colliding at high speed fall apart, disintegrate, in such a way that they leave the spherical orbit necessary for their existence. The reason why so many particles have been discovered is that when they leave the spherical orbit necessary for their existence, they do so due to the impact of the collisions in such a way that their spinning motion remains for a while, but there is no longer a fixed center around which they orbit, but this fixed point “releases” them, as a result of which the sensors detect the explosive parts that erupt in all directions. These parts spin in the same way as before for a while longer, at which point the instruments are able to detect them while they are still real, but since there is no longer a fixed point around which they orbit that determines their existence, they leave reality and become “wave-like”, that is, they cease to exist. Our particle accelerator and collision experiments therefore simulate the “death” of real matter, the destruction of it, which ceases to exist by questioning its existence and trying to find its components. In fact, it has no components, which is why we see its cessation in the experiments, and only for such a short time, because once they have lost the center necessary for their existence, they are no longer able to remain in reality, there is nothing that would determine their trajectory, and this is because no one has yet created a theory for these particles that would determine the conditions for their existence. There is no system of conditions described above that would precisely determine their existence in space and time.


  If we can define exactly how these particles should behave, and these definitions fit into what we know so far, then they will behave exactly as we expect them to.


  At the end of the string, therefore, the information that, according to our current knowledge, determines our world is "spinning". We will have the opportunity to analyze how this is possible, how we can imagine it in practice, after a more thorough analysis of space, but first let's return to our double-slit experiment, because physicists were not satisfied with the above results and continued their experiments, but this time not with electrons.


  From a physical point of view, we have reached an end point in the analysis of the world of microparticles, but with this knowledge we can continue to investigate the world of macroparticles. Macroparticles are the atoms, which we know well as the building blocks of our world: everything that exists is made up of atoms.


  Well, our physicists have performed the above double-slit experiment with atoms, and even with larger elements, such as the C60 molecule, in which 60 carbon atoms are arranged in a sphere, forming pentagons and hexagons. It forms a completely spherical shape, and roughly resembles a soccer ball. With this molecule, they achieved exactly the same result as with our electron.


  After this, they also experimented with organic molecules, and they also performed the double-slit experiment with an organic molecule consisting of more than 400 atoms, and here they also obtained the same result as in the case of the electron.


   


  So what could have happened in the above, since these are made of solid elements, and their atoms exist stably by spinning at the limiting speed. By shooting them out, the atoms do not stop spinning at the limiting speed, they only start moving through space "while spinning", maintaining their atomic structure.


  However, this is not what happens when these elements are examined. The molecules used in the study are of such a size that we cannot perceive them in the same way as electrons, only their effect on some material, and thus they become observable, i.e. we can only observe their effect on another material, not the molecules themselves directly.


  So what's happening?


  By “firing” the molecule, we lose the ability to perceive the molecule, i.e. we do not know where it is. We are conducting the experiment to determine whether our research results in the world of microparticles are also true for macroparticles, i.e. atoms, or particles larger than them. This uncertainty practically questions the existence of matter for us. Our previous worldview begins to fall apart; the fact that we cannot interpret the laws of physics below certain sizes, i.e. at the level of particles smaller than atoms, questions our previous definitions, but such experiments shock our scientists even more. A physicist is the one who can question the existence of the world the most, because due to his work he researches existing matter. That is why it first occurs to a physicist whether an atom or a molecule really exists, or whether these macroparticles, previously considered fixed and solid, also have a wave nature.
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