aa_408 *Excerpt*. First in English then the same in Czech

Quantum mechanics doesn't make sense when you're talking about macroscopic objects. O.K.
| 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: (())(()) 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/c2.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 of ||qguantum 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. ??

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: (())(()) A lidé tak né&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 ,,pfifazeni rozmérti gravitani konstanté®, tim z ni déla linedrni rovnici

S rozmérovou rovnovahou. Roger Penrose chce gravitovat QM (zménit linearitu kvantové
mechaniky na nelinearitu, jak? to nevim), a ja jinak, chci gravitovat OTR (zménit linearitu
OTR (1 = G.M/c? x) na nelinearitu odebranim rozmérii gravita¢ni konstantg);

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/c2.x) to nonlinearity by removing dimensions from the
gravitational constant).

. A protoze si lidé mysli, Ze malé véci jsou v jistém smyslu zasadné&jsi nez velké véci, existuje
velky projekt, kterym je kvantovani gravitace. Kvantovani gravitace, je totéz, jako kdyz
vezmete geometrickou parabolu a rozsekate ji na infinitezimalni tsecky a pak zase tyto
usecky zpét sestavite za sebou, dostanete pirimku (kterou si ptejete). To je ten Svindl...na
ktery jsem poukazal uz pred 20ti lety. Kvantovani gravitace, je totéZ v bledé-rizovém. Je to



podvod. Linearizace paraboly je podvod. To znamena pouzit pravidla kvantové mechaniky a
aplikovat je na gravita¢ni teorii. Ne, tim to nevyfeSite. A protoze kvantova teorie je
zékladng&jsi, argument zni, tak to musite udélat. Nyni je mij nazor téméi opacny. ??
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