
Reality in Old and New Physics

Foundations of new physics (Quantum physics) started with Prof. Heisenberg. He found 
out, that elementary particles could not be permanent things by their very nature, but had 
to be interpreted as processes. This was published by him and Nils Bohr in 1927. 

This new view on the world of so-called elementary particles is also the basis of my 
quantum model, which is explained in more detail on my website www.lumido.eu . 
In this model reality is not based on elementary particles, which last for a certain time, but 
is based on lively and creative processes, which quantum physicist Prof. Dürr has called  
Wirks (in German Wirks is part of the word Wirklichkeit, which is another term for Realität).
Dürr uses the term Wirks to refer to the essence of reality, something is acting there, living 
processes are happening  there. The German word Wirklichkeit is often equated with the 
term Realität. Dürr, on the other hand, points to the difference, which is also evident in the 
root of the word. The word reality contains the Latin word res, meaning thing. The term 
reality thus refers to things that exist permanently, while the term Wirklichkeit  refers to the 
living and creative activity, that give rise to all so-called things.

The quantum model with its flashing Wirks is also in line with one of the core statements of
quantum physics, the uncertainty principle. The uncertain principle states, that if an 
elementary particle is precisely located by an experiment, the momentum of this particle 
cannot be determined accurately and vice versa. Dürr comments on this as follows: 
The real joke of quantum mechanics is that it is not the inability to measure position and 
momentum at the same time both with the same precision, but that there is a more 
general dynamic in the background that declares this task, to measure position and 
momentum of an elementary particle, as nonsensical. 

Even if this new way of thinking leads to a completely new understanding of reality, this 
does not mean that the old physics (classical physics), represented by the ideas of Newton
or Einstein, become invalid altogether. Dürr uses a vivid image to describe the connections
between old and new physics. It would be as if we were speaking of a resident of Munich 
as the Municher. Of course, a Municher exist only as a statistical variable or as a 
caricature. Actually, every citizen of Munich is an individual, which means there are 
millions of different Munich residents. Old physics works with the average, the statistical 
Municher. new physics looks at the uniqueness of the individual Munich resident, his lively 
and creative qualities. 

In summary you could say that in old physics the basis of reality are elementary particles, 
which exist for a certain time with their characteristic properties. If two particles have 
electrical charges, they will attract or repel each other. In the new physics, the lively and 
creative activities of Wirks are the basis of reality. It is only through their activity that 
particles and their properties arise, or more precisely: something is created that behaves 
like a particle with special properties. When these creative processes flash billions of times
per second, pulsating effects arise, which can be measured. These digital events can then 
then interpreted as repulsive or attractive forces or electrical and magnetic waves.  

New physics opens up the possibility of building a bridge between natural sciences and 
religions, because it includes an area, where nothing is manifest, where nothing can be 
grasped. Dürr calls this area of reality potentiality, which corresponds to the not-manifested
potential in my quantum model. Such an area of reality beyond space and time is also of 
central importance in all religions. But such bridge-building is a difficult undertaking, which 
Dürr commented in one of his lectures as follows (citation* translated from German):  

http://www.lumido.eu/


Science and religion are moving closer together again. But not in the way that religion 
becomes more similar to science, but vice versa, that science becomes more similar to 
religion, or actually: both have to lose their feathers in this way when they are brought 
together. At the turn of the century we talked a lot about the relationship between science 
and religion, mainly in connection with Galileo, who was then rebuked by the Inquisition 
and had to renounce that the earth revolved around the sun. That was required of him so 
that he wouldn't be burned at the stake. And he had done well, I would have done it too. 
It's not worth arguing about. What you have recognized will prevail anyway. There is no 
need to simply emphasize that.

So today we saw that the Catholic Church had assumed something, and that it was 
actually a bit absurd. And that she didn't understand her own religion correctly either, in 
the sense that religion, in what it says, always has to speak in the form of parables. But in 
retrospect I can also say: we have a different situation today, and yet in a certain way a 
similar situation, only perhaps with the difference that science today is the inquisition, that 
they say: finally there are people in this world who can really say something about the true
and the false. This is of course the same arrogance as the Catholic Church used to have. 
Thank god the scientists don't burn those who don't believe science, but at least they don't
get a job, and in some cases that means pretty much the same thing. We know today that 
science itself is only a kind of parable for reality and should not be confused with actual 
reality. 

In this sense, I would also like my quantum model to be understood as a parable that can 
be helpful to understand reality in a more profound way.

Any feedback is welcome.
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* https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=oVEQoUynYHk 


