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Abstract. The inertia property of matter is discussed in teoina type of induction law related to the extended charged
particle's own vector potential. Our approach is basetiehdgrangian formalism of canonical momentum writing Neisto
second law in terms of the vector potential and a developmégitms of obtaining retarded potentials, that allowndmitive
physical interpretation of its main terms. This framewpr&vides a clear physical insight on the physics of inelties
shown that the electron mass has a complete electrontagrigih and the covariant equation obtained solves the "4 m
paradox". This provides a deeper insight into the signifieafithe main terms of the equation of motion. In particaltrce
term is obtained from the approach based on the continuityi@gdiat momentum that represents a drag force the charged
particle feels when in motion relatively to its own \wqbotential field lines. Thus, the time derivative of gaaticle's vector
potential leads to the acceleration inertia reactiorefard is equivalent to the Schott term responsible fordinee of the
radiation field. We also show that the velocity dependemn tef the particle's vector potential is connected with the
relativistic increase of mass with velocity and gereyat stress force that is the source of electric lfiedd deformation. This
understanding broadens the possibility to manipulate iner@sls and potentially suggests some mechanisms for lpossib
applications to electromagnetic propulsion and the developohextvanced space propulsion physics.
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INTRODUCTION

There have been numerous attempts to explain the origfire afiertia property of matter suggested qualitatively by
Galileo in his writings and later quantified by Newtoanimer, 196} although its conceptualization still remains
as an unclear resistance of mass to changes ofitts gt motion. Since the works of Kirchhoff, Mach, Hert
Clifford and Poincaré a set of logical objections wergehagainst Newton's laws mainly based on the sogmidie

of mass and force (Eisenbud, 1238riven by a strong need to develop advanced space proppitgisits there are
studies that try to link inertia with gravitational énactions with the rest of the universe (Mach, 198&jdBnan,
1961; Sciama, 1953), while others hypothesize that ineidi@ies result from an interaction of matter with
electromagnetic fluctuations of the zero point fieldKgarov, 1968; Puthoff, 1989; Haisch and Rueda, 1998) and,
finally, others that attribute inertia as the resulttloe particle interaction with its own field (Lorent2992;
Abraham, 1902; Richardson, 1916; see also Ray (2004) for a bsureey).

Historically, it was the experimental studies of elieelty charged particles animated by high velocities teatl
physicists to introduce the notion of electromagnietictia besides mechanical inertia. J. J. Thomsah tha first
to introduce the idea of a supplementary inertia withstaort magnitude for a chargevith radiusRin a medium of
magnetic permeability, to be summed up with the mechanical nmassich thatm+44q/(15R )(Thomson, 1881)

(see Arzeliés (1966) for a deep historical account). ledgrobably on Stok€4849)finding that a body moving in
water seems to acquire a supplementary mass, Thomsonabbhitirodynamical model with tubes of force
displacing the ether. However, these studies have not adhdetiear and concise explanation of the phenomenon
although different approaches to the classical modéhefklectron in a vacuum may contribute to clarifyden



aspects of the problem (Dehmlet, 1989). Until now tliere experimental support of Mach's principle as a tecen
experimental test using nuclear-spin-polariz8&'dons gives null result on spatial anisotropy and thus stipgo
local Lorentz Invariance (Prestage et al., 1985). Tinparts our viewpoint that inertia is a local phenonmemd it

is along this epistemological basis that we discusgéréa property of matter in terms of an interactiomeaiterial
particles own vector potential with mechanical momentéiter all, quantum electrodynamics was built on a
similar basis (Tomonoga (1966) in his Nobel lecture desstibe process on the following grounds: "The electron,
having a charge, produces an electromagnetic field arowslfl Its turn, this field, the so-called self-field ofeth
electron, interacts with the electron [...] Becaustheffield reaction the apparent mass of the eledifers from

the original mass"). However, it is clear from thisaot that not all electromagnetic mass has an etaeoetic
nature in QED phenomenology.

Limiting our considerations to a pre-relativistic am@ment, we attempt to compute the electromagnetic mass
obtaining the equation of motion of an ‘electron-liketeeded charged particle. Finally on the basis of the
convective derivative terms we attempt to elucidagr physical meaning. It is worthy to recall henatta long-
time ago Heaviside (1893) emphatically expressed the ideélttlsaems [...] not unlikely that in discussing purely
electromagnetic speculations, one may be within aestdhrow of the explanation of gravitation all the time

THE ELECTROMAGNETIC ORIGIN OF INERTIA PROPERTY

The inertia force has remained a mystery ever stngas described by Newton, and up until now there has he
straightforward clear explanation for it. Newton'sffilaw, the law of inertia, states that a body resainrest or in
motion with the same speed and in the same directi@ssiaicted upon by a force. From Newton's second law of
motion we know that, to overcome inertia, the appliedeichas to have the magnitude of the inertia force. So,
despite knowing that for every action (accelerationjethi® a reaction (inertia) as stated by the Newtihrird law,
these two forces do not cancel each other since teloas to change for the effect to take place due toetheded
fields emanating from an accelerated charge.

In the Lagrangian formalism of a charged particle the rgdimed (canonical) momentum must pe= mv + gA.
Whenever the particle is not subject to an externakfdt isp rather thanmv that is conserved. Maxwell advocated

in 1865 that the vector potential could be seen as a stoagentum per unit charge, and Thomson in 1904
interpretedA as a field momentum per unit charge. More recentlgad/(1997) derived standard results of
electromagnetic theory of the direct interaction oftroacopic quantum systems assuming solely the Einstein-de
Broglie relations, the discrete nature of charge@heen's function for the vector potential, and theioaity of the
wave function - without any reference to Maxwell's equregi Holding an opposite view are Heaviside and Hertz
who envisaged in the vector potential merely as anliatiartifact to computation (Semon and Taylor, 1996;
Coisson, 1973; Konopinski, 1978; Calkin, 1979; Gingras, 1980; daeksl Okun, 2001; lencinella and Matteucci,
2004; Fowles, 1980).

In this paper inertia is discussed in terms of theéiptidl momentum", or vector potential created by thégbe, as
the primary source for the inertia force. It is knavat any charged particle in motion constitute an etectirrent
with an associated "potential momentumA’, When the velocity is uniformA is constant in magnitude and no
"potential momentum™ will be exchanged between the field the particle. If the velocity varies, however, the
difference in "potential momentum" caused by the resubliocgleration will exert a force on the particle itsel
which will be opposed to the external applied force.

Fig. 1 shows an accelerated positive charge with thpectse star-like electric field lings. represented when at
rest; to the right we have pointed the acceleratiector,a, and velocity vectory; above we have the current
density,J, and the vector potentia#, directed along the particle’'s movement. Also, itejgresented the induced
electric field,E;, as given by the equatioB, =-0A/dt. Jefimenko (2000) refers f§ as the electrokinetic field. At

the bottom it is the induced electric forée =gE, that acts on the charge and also the inertia féicethat is, the



force produced by the reaction of a body to an accelgrédirte. The attraction and repulsion signs refer & th
forces that the particle "feels" due to the interactietween its own electric field and the induced elefigld E;.
This electric field acts to counteract the accelematif the charge, and exists only during the acceleration af
the particle. We clearly see th&, has the same direction as the inertia fdfgebut does it has the same
magnitude? Examining Fig. 1 one can readily see whytilpa'feels" an inertial force whenever it is sutied to
accelerating or decelerating external forces. When imomdtgenerates a curreh{and a related vector density of
chargel=pv) and a potential vectdk in the same direction of velocity, the retarded fieldiven by:

Alxt)= %T [f L—[‘] (X';t')] = g, (@)

with r = | x —x’ | andt’ =t — r/c. As the current must be evaluated at the retarded tienolow a formalism
developed by Lorentz to understand the action of each partpafticle on the others since we assume it is not
punctual (see Jackson and Okun (0@t more details on the self-reaction force). Theanded quantity has an
expansion in Taylor's series:
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FIGURE 1. Schematic of an Accelerated Positive Charge llluaggahe Origin of the Inertia Force.
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This is still a pre-relativistic formulation resimang the validity of its results to low particleshocities. Now, we

decompose the total fields into the external figld and the self-fieldg\s :

A =Ax + As (3)

The total linear momentum is conserved only whenguthe canonical momentum (Landau and Lifschi@89), p,
and it is given by:

p=pv+0A. 4)

A possible approach to the problem consists ingusiewton's second law in the non-relativistic lifioit a chargey
in the presence of an external foF€&. This is a continuity fluid-like equation:

@:H}ﬂ: ﬂ+q%:|:a“, (5)
dt dt dt Dt

where the observable massmsand the mechanical (bare) rest mags iSubstituting the particle acceleratiarr
dv/dtinto Eq. 5, it leads to:



DA
Ha=F* —-g—. 6
g Dt ©

Here,D/Dt means the total (convective) derivative. Its usseto offer a natural frame to describe the mabion
an electromagnetic system relatively to an ineftaine. Maxwell expressed the electromotive fotackson and
Okun, 2001) a& = -DA/Dt although he did not explore fully its consequernoese carefully studied by others after
him (Searle, 1896; Hertz, 1962; Rosen and Schidi$8?2; Pinheiro, 2006). The convective derivatiperator in
space is given by:

D_o 0

— = +v[=—. )
Dt ot or
After its substitution into Eq. 6, we obtain:
o OA A
Ha=F —q——qua—- (8)
ot or

This result is important because it tells us thiaemva particle is acted upon by an external fonckacelerates, the
change in "potential momentumA, acts oppositely in order to conserve linear mdoran The magnitude of the
force derived by this change - ta®A/Dt term - maybe interpreted as an induced force atimacting on the

particle. SinceE, = -0A/dt when taking due care with of the convective denearemark that we can rewrite Eq.

8 also in the form:
=% ) @

where the B-field appears explicitly. The termshwihe self-fields give the reaction force and ad ve&ms of
higher order with no clear physical interpretat{eae Jackson and Okun (2001), sec.17.3). Thedastih Eq. 9 is
related to Aharonov-Bohm effect (Boyer, 1973; Almano and Bohm, 1959; Trammel, 1964). We can seetlieat
particle’s own Coulomb field doesn't contributeataet self-force; when subject alone to its own @b field the
extended particle describes a uniform velocity pratiNow we can apply Eq. 8 to an extended chargeticle
while assuming spherical distribution of charge alodv acceleration. These assumptions probablyritbesaell a
charged particle at small velocities. At higher oegies the particle acquires an ellipsoidal shapel our
approximation are not anymore valid. Using Lorenir'ocedure we can conveniently write Eq. 8 urterfdrm:

pa=F* —J.d3x,0(x,t)M —J.d3xp(x,t)(v(t) BMJ . (10)

ot or

Now we can search for terms with interesting plalsiceaning by inserting Eqg. 2 into Eq. 10. Thetiingegral in
the right hand side gives the following serial depment:

o

I"=- 1 > (i an:}1/J‘d3xJ‘d3x',0(x,t)r”’ﬂo(x',t). (11)

47E, 45 nl2c™? ot

The first two terms of the series are, respectjvely

—=3, (12)



and:
. =— " '=" 3. (13)

Together, they constitute the radiation reacticgldfi Millonni (1984) has shown that from the fluation-
dissipation theorem it must exists an intimate eation between radiation reaction and the zerotgetd (ZPF),
since the spectrum of the ZPF depends of the terivative of the particle's position vector. Heeé= g2 /(47z, ),
andR is the classical particle radius (Leighton and Said64). It is important to point out that a facté? has to
be inserted above into the integrals appearinggnlB since they represent the interaction of @mielement of
chargedq with all the other parts, otherwise we count twibat reciprocal action. Recall that the value @ th
electrostatic energy is given by:

=~ [dxolxt)o(x), (14)
Where:
yut)
®(x,t) j dex L) e (15)

represents the instantaneous electrostatic pdteftia obtained value is related to the assumedttsire of the
"electron-like" particle with the charge concergchton the surface of a sphere with radu@Neisskopf, 1949;
Rohrlich, 1960), while if we assume a charged sphkparticle we should obtain instealis = 2¢%/3c’R. The
electron is likely to be hollow since otherwiseilagsilarity exists at the center of the sphere wlaniount to an
infinite energy inside; there is no electric figiside the classical radius. Seeroposthe clear discussion about
this matter in Jackson and Okun (2001), Marmet32@@d Dirac's "bubble-model" of the electron (Djr&962).
Finally, let's consider the second integral inright-hand side of Eq. 8 given by:

I, = —Id&p(x,t)(v %} (16)

Applying again the Lorentz's procedure we then have

n__1°“ i 0"p(x tv(t)
|2_ E n+2IprXtIdX mo at" (()mr)' (17)

with u; denoting the unitary radius vector. The first teoms of the previous power expansion are:
(18)
which gives a null result for a spherical symmetnyd:

1
I

= 3|
. jd x,oxt v(t)] d*x 477” (t)mr). (19)



Then = 3 term is of order of the second derivativé®v/at*, negligible when compared to the previous ones unde
our initial assumptions. We postpone the discussfdhe magnetic component of the self-force tat.S&c

So far we can state that whenever there is a favtith massn and charge accelerating or decelerating it will be
generated an opposed force given By which will act against the acceleration vector.sTiechanism derives

from the exchange of "potential momentum" betwdmnparticle and the field generated by its motibte. recover
the total particle mass as the sum of the mechiamiaas term (which we assume as hypothetically rg¢ee by
interactions of other nature than electromagnetic the mass of electromagnetic origin (which ltesiiom the
time-dependenA vector). Finally, the Newton equation of motionaof accelerated "electron-like" extended charge
is therefore as a first approximation given by dameans a time derivative)

vm=F=+F_ +F_. (20)
Here,
— U e’
m=py+—=Uu+——;:, 21
e T (21)

is the observed rest mass of the charged spheike the Schott term (source of the radiation fieklgiven by
(Schott, 1912):

F.. =—a, (22)

and the last term:

F,=-1,, (23)
is the stress force (source of the deformationhef fteld lines). It is worth to point out that ingE20 Lorentz
covariance is recovered. This question has beeyzaaaby Hnizdo, in particular showing the conttibas of the
electromagnetic self-field to the energy and mommenof a charge and/or current carrying body andrtiportant
role of hidden mechanical momentum (Hnizdo, 198®reover, it results from the previous developmehétd the
electromagnetic mass,, equals the electrostatic mass, = €/2R¢ instead of equaling 4/3 the electrostatic mass,
as in the Lorentz-Abraham force and power equaiidnzeliés, 1966; Yaghjian, 1992; Poincaré, 198%)s result
supports the claim that all the electron mass disasets inertia has an entirely electromagnetigin, as it is well-
known, a viewpoint defended by Lorentz (1992) amtic® (1912). The investigations of Fermi (1923)hgsa
variational method also have shown the entire mewgnetic origin of the electron inertial mass.eTh
electromagnetic interaction energy can explain whger the effect of an external force acting on ¢harged
particle behave as if it possessed a nmass In fact, the discrepancies found in literature aue to faulty
electromagnetic momentum- and energy-density exjmes (Moller, 1949; Butler, 1969; Wilson, 1936).

Within this framework there is no contribution a¢her kind of interactions to inertia except purelgctromagnetic
interactions. In accordance, the mechanical mast bwinull,u = 0. This result brings some convenience since
whenever we calculate the electron mass with tagsadal electron radius (which is, however, an stdhle value
dependent on the model, see, for example, Beclg&4{]l the expression obtained for the electrostatiss gives
exactly the experimental value of the electron nassst.

Now returning to Eq. 10 it is clear that the ina@rforce is composed basically of two componentthe local time
derivative of the vector potential and, ii) the eective term onA. The term related to a local change (the time
derivative) ofA, as we will see, represents a resistance to chiageed by the charge acceleration due to the



action of its immersed own field (the reader irefd to Campos and Jimenez (1989) for a simitarpnetation).
In fact, the effect of the self-field on the chatgearticle can be well understood. When an electwdenly
decelerates, the magnetic field increases. Accgrtbnthe induction law, however, an increasing negigrfield
gives rise to an electric field. And this same eledield will act on the electron, acceleratirtg This effect is
interpreted as a contribution to inertia. Moreovitre serial developments effectuated above sughestthe
electrokinetic force is by itself the source of thertial mass and of the radiation reaction fqmeSchott term
The radiation reaction force contributes to inettisough transfers of energy back and forth betwberfield and
the source (due to the action of the source atré¢terded time on itself, see also Yaghjian (199B)t the
electrokinetic force term, which representseal time derivative oA, means that the mass is a locally determined
guantity, weakening Mach's conjecture. As longh&selectrokinetic term is the mass generator weregardE; as
the source of the kinetic energy of the partidiés possible that this local reaction force actimgthe charge could
be in fact, according to Newton's third law, a tescfrom thephysical vacuumsince the experimental findings by
Graham and Lahoz (1980) implies that the vacuunhésseat of "something in motion”, like Maxwell tseff
envisaged the "aether". And it was shown that aimedn uniform motion with velocity plays the role of the
vector potential while the charge is proportional Rresnel's dragging coefficient for light in moyimedia
(Leonhardt and Piwnicki, 1999).

The last term of Eq. 10 represents the convectim@ tonA and it is non-null when the vector potential, fietd
source, is inhomogeneous. It measures the acgetedtthe extended charged particle relativeljtsmwn vector
potential field lines located ahead of the chargadicle line of motion. The physicality of the wecpotential is
now well proven experimentally (Tonomura, 2005)rai understood that there are nowadays good redsons
postulate the existence of an aether needing abdete mathematics for its description” (Dirac62)9and he
attempted to build a new classical theory of etetdrnot based on gauge transformations. AccordinDitac
(1951) the velocity appearing in the vector potential has the physigaiificance of the velocity with which an
electron charge must flow in the ether. It is rémabale how progressively mathematical sophisticatfoiveing
introduced to build a differential structure of spdime, beginning with Maxwell when he identifidte vector
potential with Faraday's intuitive idea of an eledbnic state which now developed into a precisghmmatical
concept of the connection on a fiber bundle.

For the purpose to clarify further the role of 8teess force let's consider a moving electron atbegx-axis. The
component of this force term is opposed to thectlve of the acceleration acting effectively amdiation reaction
force (Rohrlich, 2000). In this case it is easily obtairlee component of this stress force:
L € v ooy,
*  2RC ¢ ot

(24)

Now we can calculate the power consumption multiglthis (stress) force by the velocityt timet = At, such as
v = alt, and also taking into account that during this waéof time the particle was displaced By=vAt in this
space (medium) where the field lines are build e thus obtain the power radiated by an acceleratadge
(Larmor's formula):

2 2

&:—Evzzg. (25)

This finding is consistent with the physical rempretation advanced by Harpard Soker(1998; 2003) which
explains the emitted radiation by an acceleratedgehas due to the relative acceleration betwesel#ttric charge
and its own electric field lines that do not movihwthe charge, instead of the usual argument efdmitted
radiation as due to a relative acceleration betweertharge and an observer. Therefore, it isstnéss force that is
the cause for resistance to acceleration. Butraonto Harpaznd Sokeapproach, we obtain this drag force in a
consistent manner through the continuity equatmmncinonical momentum applied to an extended ch&dge
result is consistent with the mechanism of chamgéné inertial mass of a system of point chargésrmeted by



Boyer (1973; 1978; 1979) as being due to the elewgnetic fields change during the acceleratiorsuich a way
that each charge causes a new electromagneticdorittee other.

The convective derivative introduced in the continequation for momentum flux (see Eq. 10) traducet only
the conversion from potential to kinetic energyrrftd), but also the convection of potential electronedign
momentum (tern,), the true flux of electromagnetic momentum thtotige medium, which is in fact related to a
deformation of the vector potential in space. Sog® an analogy between optics in fluids and theigtional field
(Leonhardt and Piwnicki, 1999), we sustain thatdharged particle inside the flux of the vectorgmtital acts as
submitted to inertial forces.

INERTIA MANIPULATION

In the previous developments we supposed the [maniglocity small and assumed spherical symmetuyt B
considering more complex particle structures cdedtl us to other substantial findings. For examptd)m and
Weinstein (1948) hypothesized the oscillationshef particle's own charge distribution and showed wWhen these
oscillation were quantized the energy of the festited state is of the order of the meson selfggnePekeris
(1975) built a hydrodynamical model of the electnwhere instead of Poincaré stresses (Poincaré,) 1689
repulsive forces between charges were held by aardyn pressure generated by a steady circulatiom of
nonconducting perfect fluid. Therefore, the conagpelectromagnetic mass has far-reaching aspirddiging the
foundations for the theory of elementary patrticles.

Indeed, other proposals to control inertia throagipropriate external fields have been advancedowdh on
different grounds than ours. For instance, Woodwd@P0; 1991) demonstrated theoretically that bgren
flowing to a charged capacitor, Sciama's (1953;4)96ertia term acquires quite large transient rbations,
proportional to 16 (G denotes the gravitational constant). Also, it canshown that the equations of classical
electrodynamics for an electric dipole throughdbH-retarded field interactions allow a self-sustd motion, even

in the absence of external fields (Cornish, 1986ffiths, 1986; Petkov, 1998). Moreover, it was simothat a
system consisting of two point charges, under ttera of a weak gravitational field has an increaseveight
(Boyer, 1973; 1978).

— =V —=V,a
(a) At Rest. (b) Uniform (c) Accelerated.
Velocity.

FIGURE 2. Electric Field of a Charged Particle.

As the foregoing discussion of the last Section lvaged to small velocities( << c), it did not contemplate the
magnetic field term in Eq. 9 which allows an instiieg physical interpretation, as we will see né&wscording to
the arguments presented by Marmet (2003) and patesl by Heaviside (1889) the Biot-Savart law idveor a
charge current but when considering an individirsrged particle moving with velocityits self-magnetic field
can be supposed to be isotropically distributedirggdothe particle, as it happens to the electrid feround the
particle at rest. Along this line of reasoning veswane that the magnetic field has an absolute givea by:

_ M, QV
B, =221, 26
S 4mr? (26)

The integration in volume gives the associated reigenergy:



1 g0 VP
Wmag_z_yojd xBS —Uesc—z. (27)

The above equation shows that the mass increas¢odine self-magnetic field is of second ordenfc® and
supports the view that the relativistic increasenafss with velocity is due to the associated magfietd resulting
from the action of the particle's self-field (Martm@003; Breitenberger, 1968), although its effeate only
noticeable at high velocities.

The difference between these two referred readtiores (the second and third terms on the rightihside of Eq.
10) can be better understood through the eled#lid fines of a charge when at rest, with a unifmetocity or with

acceleration, as illustrated in Fig. 2 and drawooeding to the equations obtained by Singal (1987)est the
electric field lines are spherically symmetric arduthe center of the particle. With a constant cigfpthe electric
field lines tend to the plane perpendicular tovakcity vector, in a symmetric fashion, while wheracceleration
the electric field lines deform to the oppositeedtion of the acceleration vector, as shown in Eig). From Eq. 26
we obtain:

2

vB =EL, (28)
Cc

since E =q/4me,r? for a particle at rest. After multiplying Eq. 1§ the charge density and next integrating in

space we thus find Eq. 28. Notice th&; represents an induced electric field by the partiel itself augmenting
the electric field perpendicular to the velocityciar. This effect can explain the "compressionthaf electric field
lines with velocity and as well the relativisticchrease of mass. This makes us see a "polarizagifect on the
charge and its internal structure, since with iaseel velocity the electric field lines tend to heemted
progressively into a flat disc perpendicular to gaeticle trajectory. Eq. 28 shows that the indueksttric field
depends on velocity, being equal in magnitude ¢éa#st electric field of the particle whenever c. Thus Eq. 18 is
not null when the velocity is different from zews can be seen by the strong field asymmetry shiowig. 2.b)
which happens at relativistic velocities.

EEX[ ‘ﬁl
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FIGURE 3. Electric Field Deformation of a Charged Particle 8abjo Different Forces.

It is possible that the compression of the eledigld lines by this effect of internal polarizationay possibly
reduce the electron radius by decreasing the volwnepied by its electrostatic energy, and therebseasing its
mass (Miller, 2003). This could explain the relediic increase of mass and as well as the impdsgilaf
surpassing the light velocity in these conditisisce ultimately a black hole would be created (fBki, 2005).

For an accelerating charge, we have seen thagérerated an induced electric field given by thee tvariation of
the potential vector. Since inertia is given by filrees produced on the particle by the vectormi@kself-induced



field, these can be nulled out if a charge is malaged with an unbalanced convective derivativéhef potential
vector. It will not feel an inertia reaction forbet only a directed acceleration field. Our treatinaf the problem
makes it possible to find a way to control inetiigan appropriate interplay between the externdl saif-vector
potential. Manipulating the patrticle directly widm external change of the potential vector thattixaancels or
surpasses the convective derivative of its ownmittevector, then the particle will be manipulatedhout inertia.
For example, Pierce (1955) has shown that whenaagehmoves along a nondispersive transmissioniige
electromagnetic mass at velocities greater thaméwe velocity is negative. Also, when studying slystem of two
charged point particles traveling side by side, é0y1978; 1979) proved that during acceleration the
electromagnetic fields change in order that eacticm will act with a new electromagnetic force tre other,
exactly balancing the external force acceleratiregdystem and which represent a change in theaherass of the
system. Proposals to manipulate the electromaggetiotum vacuum and/or its interaction with maitteorder to
modify inertial and gravitational forces have beslvanced (Haisch, Rueda and Puthoff, 1994; HaisdhRueda,
2000; 2001; Puthoff, 1989; 2002).

Fig. 3 illustrates the action of external forcessefreral kinds producing an asymmetry in their teékedield
distribution in order that the sink of the flux éi; are oriented to the acceleration vector. We tagsoint out that,
although the deformation of the electric field Bndue to the inertia force are represented in Bid), the
effective/observable lines of force are as showfign 3.b) since the external force applied is sop¢o the inertia
force and provides the work to deflect the linefoote.

In neutral particles the electric fields of eaclargfe continue to exist and thus each particlebglsubject to inertia
forces by the self induced local electric field eppng due to the acceleration, although the netroseopic
induced electric field will be zero. The magnetields produced by neutral matter in motion cancet o
macroscopically but always contain all the magnetiergy generated (Marmet, 2003). Therefore, thativistic
mass increase is not easily prone to control, simgeexternal magnetic field that we could applyaoparticle to
cancel its own self generated magnetic field waulty sum-up.

Probably the best way to control inertiaeisgineering the vacuuifiLee, 1988), through the manipulation of the
basic constants of nature: the magnetic permealditand electric permittivitye,. In order for the particle to
generate a zero magnetic field it is sufficientrtakeu, = 0. As we have shown, the mass of the partigkedds on
the electrostatic energy of its field and on theeigy of light in the surrounding space (througdie tmass-energy
relationship). If we succeed by operational meanaake c—c we would have zero mass for the particle and thus
no inertia. The vacuum modification effect on thmeed of light by the Casimir effect, now known &g t
Scharnhorst effect (Davies, 2004) is a serious idatel to accomplish this goal by means of a madiiflacuum
energy density. The manipulation of vacuum is dalvimportance both in surpassing inertia and pcody
propulsion, since space gradients of differentacdive indexes act as attractive or repulsive ¢atiohal fields
(Puthoff, 2002). Further research is necessaryntwkexactly how to manipula andpgin order to change the
local velocity of light and vacuum energy densitire theory developed here, however, provides adwark on
how this manipulation can affect inertia sincenk hvas shown to electric and magnetic fields ardehdepend on
the local speed of light.

CONCLUSION

In the frame of a simple and intuitive approachingifNewton's second law, we obtain in a covariaminf the
dynamical equation of motion of an extended changgdicle, subject to the Lorentz's procedure wetarded
fields. It is shown that the electron mass hasnaptete electromagnetic origin. This explanationngfrtia in terms
of the vector potential turns out to give a mor@rapriate framework to understand phenomena relaedte
classical electromagnetic mass theory. Our resqgalides significant insight over the origin okitia as due to
the time and space changes (acceleration and tyelbependent term, respectively) of the particles wector
potential and we link these components with theo8dkrm and a stress force exerted by the charghelines of
force. We offer possible means of inertia contwath important applications for electromagnetic datire space



propulsion. In addition, we believe this work cdpdtes one step further in the desired unificatioh
electromagnetic and gravitational forces.

NOMENCLATURE
o} = patrticle’s charge (C) A = vector potential (T.m)
M = observable particle’s mass (kg) E; = induced electric field (or electrokinetic
field) (V/m)
mes = electrostatic mass (kg) Fei = induced electric force (N)
Mem = electromagnetic mass (kg) F = inertia force(N)
R = classical particle’s radius (m) I = electric current (A)
u = mechanical (bare) particle’s rest mass (kg) J = vector density of charge (AAn
Hp = permeability of free space (H/m) B = magnetic field (T)
£ = permittivity of free space (F/m) Ues = particle’s electrostatic energy (J)
c = speed of light (m/s) d(x,t) = instantaneous electrostatic potential (V)
a = acceleration (Mm% F = external force (N)
p = charge densit{C/n7) Fsen = force Schott term (N)
v = velocity of the particle (m/s) F« = stress force (N)
p = generalized (canonical) momentum (kg.m/s) Wnag = magnetic energy (J)
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