*Excerpt*. First in English then the same in Czech
*Vynatek*. Nejprve v anglicting a pak totéz v estiné

Cerny text fika Roger Penrose, ja cerveny text
Black text says Roger Penrose, | red text

Quantum mechanics doesn't make sense when you're talking about macroscopic objects.
O.K. I mean it's a theory of small things, particles, and so on. Yes, QM is a theory for the
interactions of "small particles." For example, here's a sample: (())(())https://www.hypothesis-
of-universe.com/docs/c/c_010.jpg And people kind of say, well, big things are made up of
small things, so the theory of small things must be more fundamental than the theory of big
things. The best theory of big things we have is general relativity, O.K. which deals with
black holes, stars, and galaxies, and how the universe as a whole behaves, and things like that.
O.K. But OTR cheats in the sense of "assigning dimensions to the gravitational constant,”
making it a linear equation with dimensional balance. Roger Penrose wants to gravitate QM
(change the linearity of quantum mechanics to nonlinearity, I don't know how), and I, on the
other hand, want to gravitate OTR (change the linearity of OTR (1 = G.M/c?.x) to nonlinearity
by removing dimensions from the gravitational constant). And because people think that
small things are in some sense more fundamental than big things, there is a big project called
quantizing gravity. Quantizing gravity is like taking a geometric parabola and cutting it into
infinitesimal segments and then putting those segments back together, you get the line (that
you want). That's the scam...that | pointed out 20 years ago. Quantizing gravity is the same
thing in pale pink. It's a scam. Linearizing a parabola is a scam. That means taking |[the rules
||quantum mechanics and applying them to gravitational theory. No, that won't solve it.
And since quantum theory is more fundamental, the argument goes, you have to do it. Now
my opinion is almost the opposite. ??

Cerny text fika Roger Penrose, ja cerveny text

Black text says Roger Penrose, | red text

Kvantova mechanika nedava smysl, kdyz mluvite o makroskopickych objektech. O.K. Chci
tim fict, Ze je to teorie malych véci, ¢astic a tak dale. Ano, QM je teorie pro interakce ,,malych
castic®. Prikladné, ukazka: (())(())https://www.hypothesis-of-universe.com/docs/c/c_010.jpg
A 1idé tak n&jak tikaji, no, velké véci se skladaji z malych véci, takze teorie malych véci musi
byt zasadnéjsi nez teorie velkych véci. Nejlepsi teorie velkych véci, kterou mame, je obecna
teorie relativity, O.K. ktera se zabyva ¢ernymi dirami, hvézdami a galaxiemi a tim, jak se
vesmir jako celek chova a podobné véci. O.K. Jenze OTR podvadi ve smyslu ,,pfitazeni
rozméri gravitaéni konstanté®, tim z ni déla linearni rovnici s rozmérovou rovnovahou. Roger
Penrose chce gravitovat QM (zménit linearitu kvantové mechaniky na nelinearitu, ...jak? to
nevim). A ja chci jinak, chci gravitovat OTR (zménit linearitu OTR (1 = G.M/c?.X) na
nelinearitu odebranim rozméra gravitacni konstanté G);

But OTR cheats in the sense of "assigning dimensions to the gravitational constant”, thereby
making it a linear equation with dimensional balance. Roger Penrose wants to gravitate QM
(change the linearity of quantum mechanics to nonlinearity, | don't know how), and I, on the
other hand, want to gravitate OTR (change the linearity of OTR (1 = G.M/c?.x) to nonlinearity
by removing dimensions from the gravitational constant).
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. A protoze si lidé mysli, Ze malé véci jsou v jistém smyslu zasadnéjsi nez velké véci, existuje
velky projekt, kterym je kvantovani gravitace. Kvantovani gravitace, je totéz, jako kdyz
vezmete geometrickou parabolu a rozsekate ji na infinitezimalni usecky a pak zase tyto
useCky zpét sestavite za sebou, dostanete ptimku (kterou si prejete). To je ten Svindl...na
ktery jsem poukézal uz pred 20ti lety. Kvantovani gravitace, je totéz v bledé-rizovém. Je to
podvod. Linearizace paraboly je podvod. To znamena pouZit kvantové mechaniky a
aplikovat je na gravita¢ni teorii. Ne, tim to nevyfeSite. A protoze kvantova teorie je
zékladngjsi, argument zni, tak to musite udélat. Nyni je mij nazor téméi opacny. ??

JN, 12.01.2025

Takze dopis anglicky mluvicim fyzikiim :

Kdo vymyslel gravitaéni konstantu ? Respektive kdo vymyslel ptidat ke gravitani konstanté
rozméry ? A pro¢ to udélal ? Pokud lid¢ — fyzikové dodasli ke konstanté “G” rozméry pouze
a pouze za ucelem rozmérové rovnosti v rovnici F(a) = F(g) , pak je to podvod na Ptirodé.
Ptiroda neptidé€lila G-konstanté rozméry. Kdyz odeberete G-konstandé rozmeéry nastane
otazka : jak fesit rovnost rozmér v rovnici

“zaktiveny éasoprostoﬂ” = (c¢islo G) x [‘hmota-hmotnost™ ?
zamyslet, zda ty struny v strunové teorii, které jsou

“z Ni¢eho” a které v této teorii supluji hmotu-hmotnost, zda ty struny nejsou samy dimenze
3+3 kiivého ¢asoprostoru. Pak 26 zékladnich elementli hmoty ve Standardnim modelu je
postaveno-vyrobeno jako “balicky” nikoliv ze strun, ale z dimenzi ¢asoprostorovych a v
General relativity plati : nalevo rovnice malo kiivé dimenze ¢asoprostoru = napravo jinak a
hodné¢ kiivé dimenze Casoprostoru-hmota. Timto odsubstituovanim mismenka “m”
pouzivaného za hmotu, se odstrani podvod ten, ze lidé dodavaji G-konstanté rozméry ac¢
Ptiroda sama té konstanté “G” nic nedodéava.

V této situaci bude nutno se

So a letter to English-speaking physicists:

Who invented the gravitational constant? Respectively, who invented to add dimensions to the
gravitational constant? And why did he do it? If human physicists have added dimensions to
the constant "G" solely and only for the purpose of dimensional equality in the equation F (a)
=F (g), then it is a deception on Nature. Nature did not assign dimensions to the G-constant.
When you remove the G-constant dimensions, the question arises: how to solve the equality
of dimensions in the equation “lcurved space-time/* = (number G) x ’7 In this
situation, it will be necessary to consider whether those strings in string theory which are "out
of nowhere™ and which in this theory replace mass-mass, whether those strings are not
themselves dimensions of 3 + 3 curved space-time. Then the 26 basic elements of matter in
the Standard Model are built-made as "packages™ not from strings, but from the dimensions of
space-time and in General relativity: By this substitution of the suffix "m" used for matter, the
deception that people give dimensions to the G-constant is eliminated, although Nature itself
does not add anything to the "G" constant.
https://www.hypothesis-of-universe.com/docs/eng/eng_209.pdf
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