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The study of physics at the Planck scale has garnered significant attention due to its implications
for understanding the fundamental nature of the universe. At this scale, quantum fluctuations in
spacetime become apparent, as suggested by the Heisenberg uncertainty principle. These fluctua-
tions indicate that spacetime is not a smooth manifold but rather has a more complex structure
that might be fractal-like, exhibiting self-similarity across different scales. This study investigates
the scaling behavior of spacetime microstructure at the Planck scale. By introducing the concept of
self-similar spacetime microelement measurements, a scaling-characterized metric tensor is derived
from analyzing the Lorentz scalar line element, which imposes constraints on spacetime dimensions
and components. In linear scale measurements of spacetime, equivalent equations—such as the
geodesic equations, Einstein field equations, Klein-Gordon equation, and Dirac equation—can be
expressed in scaling form. Notably, the golden ratio naturally appears in the microstructure of linear
scale measurements, suggesting a potential explanation for the Planck length’s significance. This
work provides insights into quantum fluctuations and proposes modifications to classical geometric

intuitions, potentially advancing our understanding of the microstructure of spacetime.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Planck length is particularly significant, as it is the
scale at which quantum gravitational effects are expected
to become apparent, thus interactions require a working
theory of quantum gravity to be studied. It is also a
natural estimate for the fundamental string length scale
and the characteristic size of compact extra dimensions
[1]. At the Planck scale, current models fail to effectively
describe the universe, and a scientific model to explain
the behaviour of the physical universe has yet to be es-
tablished. Our current understanding suggests that the
universe began ~ 10743 seconds after the Big Bang. At
this scale, the uncertainty principle reveals the quantum
fluctuations of spacetime, which are integral to elucidat-
ing the original structure of the universe, the center of a
black hole, and the structure of nature at a very short
scale, in a framework of quantum gravity [2].

Many studies seek to address these challenges in quan-
tum gravity, including two of the most potential of them,
i.e., Loop Quantum Gravity (LQG) and String Theory.
LQG is an approach to quantum gravity that quantizes
spacetime itself by describing it in terms of discrete loops
or spin networks [2-6]. It provides a non-perturbative
and background-independent framework, where space is
quantized, and the geometry emerges from the quantum
states of the gravitational field. LQG introduces a new
set of variables and applies loop quantization techniques,
leading to finite areas and volumes, and avoiding sin-
gularities such as those in black holes [7]. String The-
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ory posits that the fundamental constituents of the uni-
verse are not point particles, but rather one-dimensional

“strings” that vibrate at different frequencies to pro-
duce different particles. It provides a unified framework
for all fundamental forces, including gravity, by incorpo-
rating the concept of extra dimensions and supersymme-
try [1, 8, 9]. String Theory has successfully incorporated
gravity into quantum mechanics, offering a potential so-
lution to the problem of quantum gravity and explaining
the existence of different particle types through string vi-
brations [10]. Recent research in quantum gravity reveals
various new approaches and theories [6, 11-24]. Although
these studies have greatly improved our understanding
of physics at the Planck scale, they are obviously not
exhaustive.

Due to its incompleteness, quantum gravity imposes
constraints on our understanding of spacetime at the
smallest scales. This challenge has piqued the interest
of many researchers who are drawn to the field in pur-
suit of unraveling its mysteries. At this scale, spacetime
is hypothesized to deviate from the classical notion of
a smooth continuum, potentially exhibiting a foam-like,
fluctuating structure [25, 26]. This concept is rooted in
the idea that the Heisenberg uncertainty principle could
give rise to microscopic irregularities, as postulated by
Wheeler. Additionally, Tryon’s hypothesis suggests that
our universe may have originated from a quantum vac-
uum fluctuation, similar to the Big Bang scenario [27].
Quantum fluctuations are not just theoretical curiosities
but integral to the fabric of the universe’s microstructure.
The significance of these fluctuations is underscored by
ongoing research that highlights the necessity for a deeper
exploration into the foundational characteristics of space-
time at the Planck scale. This quest for understanding is
driven by the goal of reconciling the principles of quan-
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tum mechanics with the geometry of spacetime, with the
ultimate goal of revealing the true nature of reality at its
most fundamental level.

Studies have shown the presence of fractal geometry
in quantum mechanics, especially through research on
Hausdorff and spectral dimensions in two-dimensional
quantum gravity. The Hausdorff dimension in two-
dimensional quantum gravity is approximately 3.8, align-
ing with theoretical predictions of 4, and highlighting the
fractal nature of spacetime at these scales [28]. Fur-
ther investigations have shown how these dimensions
shift with the central charge of coupled matter, reveal-
ing dynamic fractal structures within quantum gravity
[29]. The importance of universal functions in numeri-
cal simulations, scaling laws, and self-similar structures
has also been emphasized for understanding the fractal
structure of spacetime [30]. These findings provide a ba-
sis for introducing self-similar spacetime microelement
measurements in this study. In higher derivative grav-
ity, fractal geometry plays a significant role, consistent
with quantum gravity principles [31]. Moreover, numer-
ical studies on the c-dependence of fractal dimensions
in two-dimensional quantum gravity support theoretical
predictions and affirm the dynamic behavior of fractal
geometry in quantum systems [32].

Recent research in quantum gravity has offered key in-
sights into scaling in micro measurements. Studies have
shown how scaling exponents near two dimensions are
reproduced in the strong coupling regime, with impli-
cations for understanding central charge and coupling
phases [33]. Critical behavior in quantum gravity has
been highlighted through 2-point functions, revealing the
fractal dimension of spacetime and an entropy exponent
tied to baby universes, similar to Fisher’s scaling rela-
tion [34]. Further analysis addresses the scale necessary
to prevent tree unitarity violations in effective field the-
ories, stressing the need for new physics at extremely
high energies [35]. Other work explores quantum-gravity
corrections by summing over spacetime dimensions, in-
troducing a minimal length in quantum gravity [36]. Ad-
ditionally, theories suggest gravity is quantized and in-
versely proportional to the square of quanta wavelength
and distance, implying light speed violations due to the
instantaneous nature of gravity quanta and entanglement
[37]. Foundational studies also explain black hole quan-
tum effects and the origin of the Planck length in two-
dimensional quantum gravity [38].

Using renormalization group methods and an e-
expansion around dimension D = 2, Kawai and Ni-
nomiya [39] showed that spacetime could possess a self-
similar structure by introducing the fractal dimension as
an order parameter for quantum fluctuations, and the
renormalization group flow shows that if the gravitational
coupling G is smaller than the value at the fixed point G*,
as the distance gets shorter fluctuation of the spacetime
becomes self-similar, while the spacetime looks smooth at
large distances. On the other hand, if G is greater than
the fixed point it fluctuates severely at large distances,

and at last it may have an infinite fractal dimension such
as the Bethe lattice.

The discovery of fractal geometry in quantum mechan-
ics can be attributed to Feynman and Hibbs, who first
observed self-similarity (fractal behaviour with a Haus-
dorff dimension of dg = 2) in the paths described by the
path integral [40]. This self-similarity is rooted in Heisen-
berg’s uncertainty relations. The Hausdorff dimension is
a critical exponent that has been used to characterize the
fractal properties of quantum systems at critical points.
The researches in Ref. [40] (and the reference therein) ex-
plores the presence of fractal geometry in quantum me-
chanics, field theory, and spin systems. This concept is
integral to understanding the potential fractal nature of
spacetime at small scales, as suggested by the quantum
fluctuations at the Planck scale. In this study, we extend
these ideas to spacetime microstructures, proposing that
spacetime may exhibit a fractal or multifractal structure,
particularly in nonlinear fluctuating modes.

Self-similarity in spacetime has emerged as a signifi-
cant concept in understanding the universe’s underlying
structure, revealing potential connections to fundamental
quantum principles such as the Heisenberg uncertainty
relation. This relationship suggests that the fractal na-
ture of spacetime might be associated with the intrinsic
uncertainties that govern quantum phenomena. For ex-
ample, self-similar structures like the Koch curve have
been proposed to embody uncertainty relations, offering
a possible geometric interpretation of quantum uncer-
tainty [41]. Additionally, theoretical frameworks suggest
that the statistical geometry of spacetime, which exhibits
self-similarity, could naturally lead to uncertainties in the
position and momentum of particles, as discussed in stud-
ies on Cantorian spacetime with a Hausdorff dimension
[42]. Research has also indicated a potential link be-
tween self-similarity in spacetime and the Heisenberg un-
certainty relation within fractal spacetime structured by
a gravitomagnetic background [43]. Furthermore, the re-
lationship between fractals and quantum measurements
of noncommuting variables has been explored, suggesting
possible experimental manifestations of quantum fractals
[44]. These studies collectively indicate that the self-
similar patterns of spacetime may be more than math-
ematical abstractions, potentially offering insights into
quantum uncertainties and contributing to the broader
understanding of scaling laws and the quantum structure
of spacetime.

The Planck scale represents a frontier in theoretical
physics, where quantum fluctuations dominate, and clas-
sical descriptions of spacetime become inadequate. The
present work aims to explore the microstructure of space-
time at the Planck scale through micro-measurements of
spacetime characterized by self-similarity in the form of a
scaling law. By examining the scaling behavior of micro-
geometry, the research aims to provide new possibilities
for exploring the nature of spacetime microstructures and
offer valuable insights into fundamental spacetime prop-
erties. We develop a novel scaling-characterized metric



tensor derived from the Lorentz scalar line element, en-
abling the analysis of spacetime microstructure. The
differential operators are transformed into scaling form,
providing a mathematical framework for examining self-
similar properties. The content is structured as follows:
II. Scaling Characterization in Micro Measurements; III.
Scaling Characterization in Metric; IV. The Lorentz Fac-
tor at Microscale; V. Micro Measurement in Spacetime
with Schwarzschild Metric; VI. Scaling Geodesic Equa-
tions and Einstein Field Equations; VII. The Golden Ra-
tio at Microscale; VIII. Scaling Klein-Gordon Equation
and Dirac Equation; IX. Summary.

II. SCALING CHARACTERIZATION IN MICRO
MEASUREMENTS

Building on insights from research into scaling charac-
terization in micro-measurements, Heisenberg’s principle
suggests that spacetime exhibits quantum fluctuations on
a microscopic scale. These fluctuations result in uncer-
tainties in the positions of points within spacetime co-
ordinates and cause variations in microlengths. At the
Planck scale, traditional concepts of spacetime geometry
become inadequate due to quantum fluctuations. These
fluctuations imply that spacetime is not a smooth man-
ifold but has a more intricate structure that might be
fractal-like, characterized by self-similarity across differ-
ent scales. It is plausible to assume that these space-
time fluctuations exhibit fractal-like behavior, indicating
a complex, self-similar structure at various scales.

We model the spacetime fluctuations using the differ-
ential dz®, representing spacetime microelements as mi-
crolength measurements relative to a reference length.
Here, o (equal to 0, 1, 2, 3, ...) denotes the coordi-
nate index in orthonormal frames. The microelements
represent small segments of spacetime, making it a nat-
ural choice for modeling fluctuations at quantum scales,
where spacetime might exhibit complex, non-continuous
behavior. In quantum mechanics, uncertainty and fluc-
tuations are inherent due to the Heisenberg uncertainty
principle. Modeling spacetime at quantum scales involves
accounting for these uncertainties, which microelements
naturally accommodate by allowing for the representa-
tion of small changes and variations. Defining spacetime
quantum fluctuations using differentials dz® is a rational
choice that fits well with current theoretical frameworks
in physics. It allows for a coherent description of space-
time at very small scales, integrating principles of general
relativity and quantum mechanics. This definition pro-
vides a useful starting point for exploring the quantum
nature of spacetime.

Defining that changes in dz® signify fluctuations, we
hypothesize that the structure of spacetime fluctuations
is self-similar at the micro-scale. The measurements of
dz® relative to dzf is introduced by the scaling law:
dz® o e
qop = @I (1)

'rloc -

This scaling law suggests a way to quantify these
quantum fluctuations, denoted by spacetime scales
X%(7), providing a mathematical expression for the self-
similarity property. The scaling factor quantifies how
the microlength measurements deviate from their refer-
ence lengths due to quantum fluctuations. ¢% are ex-
ponents that characterize the self-similarity and scaling
behavior of spacetime fluctuations along the a-axis. dz{
are micro reference lengths, serving as the baseline mea-
surements in the absence of fluctuations. It establishes
a well-defined reference scale that allows us to measure
deviations. To measure the micro proper length, 7 is
introduced and defined as

d\

= o =X 2)

T=T
in a similar way, where d\ is the proper length microele-
ment, d)\g is the reference length, and s is defined as the
proper time scale.

Consequently, the measurements of dz® relative to
proper length d\ is given by

dz® _ [X(N)] daf _ [X*(D)]T
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which involves choosing consistent reference lengths for
dz§ = dXo. The Planck length is considered the opti-
mal reference length as it represents the smallest measur-
able length scale in quantum gravity, making it a natural
choice for investigating spacetime at this scale.

With these definitions, there are three types of the
spacetime measurement:

(a), When ¢* = 0 (¢ = 0), dz® = dz§, indicating
that micro length measurements are conducted in a static
mode without fluctuations, independent of X*(X), indi-
cating a perfectly stable spacetime region.

(b), When X >0 (X > 0) and ¢®* =1 (¢ = 1), micro
length measurements are performed in a linear fluctuat-
ing mode. This suggests a direct proportionality between
the microlengths and their fluctuations.

(¢), When X* > 0 (X > 0) and ¢® > 0 and ¢* # 1
(g > 0 and g # 1), micro length measurements occur
in a nonlinear fluctuating mode. This indicates complex,
possibly chaotic behavior in the spacetime structure, akin
to fractal or multifractal systems.

While this study primarily focuses on micro measure-
ments based on self-similar scaling laws, it is important
to acknowledge that alternative forms of micro measure-
ments may exist. These forms could deviate from the
self-similar framework, potentially incorporating differ-
ent scaling behaviors or geometric structures that do not
adhere strictly to the conditions outlined for the self-
similar case. For instance, micro measurements might
involve more complex scaling functions, non-linear inter-
actions, or even discrete rather than continuous measure-
ments, leading to distinct spacetime structures. Such
alternative forms might exhibit behaviors that are not
captured by the current model, possibly revealing addi-
tional layers of complexity in spacetime microstructure.



The exploration of these alternative forms would require
the development of new mathematical tools and theo-
retical frameworks, but they could offer complementary
insights or even challenge the assumptions of the self-
similar model. Understanding the connections and dis-
tinctions between these different approaches is crucial for
a more comprehensive view of spacetime microstructure.

Under current assumptions, spacetime fluctuation
measurement can be described by the scaling law with
non-zero measuring exponents. Additionally, the fluctu-
ation induced by X“ with a given ¢® signifies self-similar
structures along the a-axis. If the given ¢“ is the same
for all axes, it indicates an isotropic self-similar struc-
ture. These exponents provide insight into the nature
of the fluctuations-whether they are linear or nonlinear-
and are crucial for understanding the fractal structure of
spacetime at microscopic scales.

Define  dz® = [Co(T)X(7)]9" dag =
DI XN g = [Co(D]"da® with (*(7)
being the a — axis rescaling factor of scale transforma-
tion. And also define d\ = [x(s)]?d\ with x(s) being the
rescaling scale transformation on X (s). Then we can get

d?z® _d dxz®
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1 dz® dz*
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and the change of 7, relative to 7 is

drie  dz® —da®  [¢°(7)]7 — L7 (5)
dr — d\—dx  [x(s)1—-1 71
From d(dz®) = dz® — dz® = {[¢*]9" — 1}da®
and d(dz®) = ¢°[X°)"~ldX*dx§, we get CZC(: =
)" —1 1

P IXeT T dg thus we have the first and second-order
0

partial differential operators transformed in scaling form
by

0 dXv 0 1, 0
oz  dav XV
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Eq. (6) and (7) connect with the differential operators
to scaling laws, which are introduced to describe how the
fluctuation of spacetime microelement can be adjusted

according to a scaling factor ¢¥. These equations intro-
duce the factors a, and l;V that modify the behavior of
differential operators to account for changes in scale.
Similarly, introduce a scale transformation factor y
acting on X(s). And from d(d\) = d\ — d\ = ([x]? —
1)d\ and d(d\) = ¢®[X]9'dXd)\g, we can get 4* =

ax
q[fg](q]q D11 7x;- Thus, we get the first and second-order dif-

ferential operators transformed in scaling form by

d dX d 1 &i )
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Introducing the scale transformation X C *X* with

rescaling factor (* = ¢%(X®), we obtain & dXQ = (*+
X ;)C(a nd gﬁm = C% Subsequently, this leads to the
derivation of

o dX* 9 1 9

9Xe _ dXe dXe  (a9xe’ (12)
9> dXxP 0 ( d )
0X29XP  dXBOXB oXe (13)
11 8 1 dce . 9xe 9
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Eq. (12) and (13) use the idea of scale transformations
by focusing on partial derivatives of scaled coordinates.
These equations describe how spacetime coordinates are
rescaled using the factor ¢(*. This rescaling is crucial for
analyzing how measurements adapt in transitioning be-
tween a linear and a nonlinear scaling regime when con-
sidering together Eq. (6) and (7), which will be further
explained in the following sections VI-VIII.

Similarly, the transformation can be introduced for
X = xX with rescaling factor x = x(X). Thus % =
X+ X35 dX and dX = i Subsequently, we obtain

d dxd 1d

a4 _aa 14
dX ~ dXdX  xdX’ (14)
d? dXd(d) 14 1 dx d
dX? ~ dXdX ‘dX' ~ [x2dX? [x]2dXdX’
(15)

The introduction of these transformations establishes
a mathematical framework for investigating the fractal
nature of spacetime and its self-similar properties at the



micro-scale, which are further explored in the subsequent
sections.

A brief sam-up in this section: the distance between
two infinitesimally close points in spacetime is denoted
by dx, and its distance measurement requires definition
through a comparison with a reference length. If dx
remains unchanging, the measured value only relies on
the chosen reference length. By selecting an appropri-
ate fixed-length reference for measuring the distance, we
can establish a consistent spacetime measurement and fa-
cilitate comparisons of their respective lengths. In cases
where the micro distance dz in spacetime undergoes fluc-
tuations for some reason, the measurement of dzx, rela-
tive to the reference length, is introduced as scaling law.
In the framework of quantum gravity theory, the reason
for the fluctuations of spacetime microelements is con-
sidered to come from the quantum effects of spacetime
at the microscopic scale, which can be inferred through
the Heisenberg uncertainty principle. The measurement
of microelements in quantum gravitational spacetime can
be defined as fluctuating, including linear and nonlinear
fluctuations. The spacetime microelement measured by
scaling laws is a self-similar spacetime structure. The
introduction of micro-measurements and the application
of fractal geometry to spacetime offer a novel approach
to understanding spacetime microstructure. By concep-
tualizing spacetime as a complex, self-similar structure,
new mathematical tools and theories can be developed
to explore the nature of spacetime at the microscale.

IIT. SCALING CHARACTERIZATION IN
METRIC

The Lorentz scalar line element, also known as the
spacetime invariant interval, is a fundamental concept
in the theory of relativity. It measures the infinitesimal
distance between two events in spacetime. It is signifi-
cant due to its invariance under Lorentz transformations,
meaning it remains constant for all observers, regardless
of their relative motion. This invariance is a cornerstone
of Einstein’s theory of relativity, ensuring that the laws
of physics are the same in all inertial frames of reference.

The Lorentz scalar line element is crucial for main-
taining the consistency of physical laws across all scales.
It provides a foundational framework for understanding
both macroscopic and microscopic phenomena, preserv-
ing spacetime’s geometric and causal properties across
different observational perspectives. Kothawala [45] in-
troduces the concept of a ”zero-point” length, suggesting
that even at the smallest scales, the Lorentz scalar line
element plays a significant role in defining the geometric
properties of spacetime. As described by Volovik [46], it
is linked to fundamental constants like the Planck length,
acting as a natural ”zero-point” length. This connection
is vital for exploring theories that aim to unify general
relativity and quantum mechanics at the Planck scale.
The Lorentz scalar line element helps characterize quan-

tum fluctuations by providing a consistent metric that
remains invariant under transformations, aiding in the
interpretation of quantum behaviors.

The most general form of the Lorentz scalar line ele-
ment is given by

d\? = gapdz®da®, (16)

where g, g is the metric tensor, and the Einstein notation
is used. The potential fractal-like nature of spacetime at
small scales can be studied using the invariant interval.
Utilizing the scaling representation defined in previous
equations, we derive an equation for the metric tensor
related to micro-measurements of spacetime fluctuations

T2d\s = [ X (5)]?TdN2

o o (17)
= gas[ X (1)) [XP (1)) daf g
with Einstein notation used. When ¢ = ¢® = ¢® = 0, we
define a static measurement as

AN = gopdadal, (18)

with requiring ¥, ggag = 1 in a consistent choice of

dXo = da§ = dxg. Consequently, for a non-static mea-
surement, we have

72 = [X()]* = gag[X ()] [XP(n)]7", (19)

with the consistent choice of d\g = dzff = dxg .

Define the micro measurement of proper time to be
ry = j—tto = [s]? with reference time length dty,. Here s

is the defined proper time scale. Introduce light speed

d\ _ . dho __ q dXo -
measurement of @ = r. ¢ = [w]? G2 from scale trans
formation of 7 = r; = [w-s]9 = [W]?-[s]? = 1.1y

w = w(s) is defined as speed scale and a function of s.
When ¢ = 0, the light speed measurement is defined by
%‘Dﬂ. Thus we can get X (s) = w(s) - s and then

[X () [XP (7))

7“(2/, = [W(S)]Qq = GapB [X(S)]zq (20)
with Einstein notation.

Define proper speed measurements from r,o« = T;—j =

EE = [we(s))e". Thus we have X[7(s)] = w?(s) -

[s]a¥ . Derivation of s on both sides, we get a relation for
fluctuation, expressed by

X dXe(r)/dr 1- a/a" (1)

w X
== — = +4gqr
w x ' Xo(T) s

wa
This formula represents the scaling behavior of space-
time geometry by showing how the rate of change of the
speed scaling factor w® with respect to the proper time
scale s relates to other scale variables. It shows that the
behavior of spacetime on microscopic scales is governed
by the interplay between different scaling factors. By
considering scale transformations, this equation suggests



how quantum fluctuations might manifest in spacetime
geometry, providing a way to describe the complex be-
havior of spacetime at small scales.

Tii  rerT

S — e = T — —
For space components, r,: = [w']? = - = 1 fei =

vrery _ vtT0 v o -

Te T¢ | Te Te | Te Ty, where Telr = T70 = TyoTy and
3 ; T .

then the coordinate speed measurement v* = - with

r7 being the measurement of the coordinate time mi-
cro interval. Using X (s) = w(s) - s, we get X¥[7(s)] =

L*:j(is))X(S)[S]qi“_1. Thus we have

o B

r? = [w(s))> “ ()] WP ()7 (22)

= Japlw

with Einstein notation.
Performing differentiation on both sides of Eq. (19)

with respect to s, we aim to find how the metric tensor

and scaling components evolve as s changes. Thus, we
obtain
_ dgaﬂ q q aan(T)/dT
. BdXﬁ(T)/dT]} X(s)/ds [ X (7)]1[X (7))
TUXn X [X]

with Einstein notation. This equation governs how
the metric tensor evolves under scaling transformations,
showing the intricate dependencies between derivatives
of scale variables and the metric. The terms represent
a balance between metric changes and scaling influences,
indicating that the metric must adjust to maintain con-
sistency in spacetime geometry under scaling.

Under conditions of [X (s)]? > 0, [X*(7)]7" >0, ¢ # 0,
and dX (s)/ds # 0, we get equations

dgep/dr 2 dX«(r)/dr BdXﬁ(T)/dT

s 7 U xem Cwm  Y

Conditions [X(s)]9 > 0 and [X*(7)]?" > 0 ensure that
the microelements being measured, are positive on the
chosen scale. This means that these quantities represent
a real, measurable length or time scale, which cannot be
zero or negative. ¢ # 0 prevents the scaling transfor-
mation from degenerating into a trivial form. If ¢ = 0,
the associated scale function becomes constant, losing
its ability to describe scale transformations meaningfully.
q # 0 implies that we are dealing with a non-trivial, ac-
tual scaling transformation. dX(s)/ds # 0 ensures that
X (s) varies with s in a non-trivial way. This condition
ensures that X(s) is not a constant function but varies
with the parameter s. Physically, this means that the
system is evolving or changing over time or space, repre-
senting a fluctuating mode in space or time scales. If

X(s)/ds = 0, X(s) would be constant, implying no
change or evolution, which would trivialize the analysis.
These conditions together ensure that the metric tensor
and scaling behavior described by Eq. (24) are physi-
cally meaningful. They allow the equation to capture
the dynamic, non-trivial structure of spacetime at mi-
croscopic scales, where quantum effects and scaling laws

significantly influence the geometry of spacetime. After
integral Eq. (24), we get

72

T e XA )]

where gog = gga, and kqp are integral constant and sat-
isfy the relation of

(25)

Zaﬁlﬁ:aﬁ =1. (26)
Additionally, we can get
dgap/ds _ 2qdw(s)/ds i dw®(s)/ds
o uls) E O
dw®(s)/ds
S wi(s)
and
()] o9

T e @ W ()]

through the same procedure. The integral constant xqag
can be determined by considering specific gag.

According to the equivalence principle of general rel-
ativity [47-49], the influence of a gravitational field is
locally indistinguishable from an inertial frame, meaning
the laws of physics reduce to those of special relativity in
a sufficiently small local region. This principle allows the
use of a local inertial frame where gravitational effects
can be approximately neglected. Consequently, in such
a locally inertial frame, the metric tensor g.s can be ap-
proximated by the flat spacetime metric 1,5. Therefore,
in a local inertial frame or even in a flat spacetime, xqoz
in a D-dimensional flat spacetime with metric gong = 143
can be determined. Here, 1.3 = (£, F1,...,F1) is the
D-dimensional Minkowski spacetime metric for time-like
and space-like interval [50].

Considering a special case of ¢® = 0 for all «, which
corresponds to a static spacetime measurement in coor-
dinate, the micro measurements yield r;« = 1. We have
Kag = Nap for the D-dimensional flat spacetime. Based
on Eq. (19), it results in

™ =+(2 - D). (29)

This relationship between proper time and dimensional-
ity sets constraints on how spacetime evolves, reflecting
fundamental geometric principles and dimensional de-
pendencies. If ¢* # 0, we can get

D—-1

=Yy (30)

=1

= {[XP

It captures the complexity of scaling dynamics across
different dimensions, illustrating how spacetime compo-
nents in a nonlinear mode contribute to the micro proper
length measurement. If ¢ =1 and ¢® = 1, we can get

D—-1

XJ? = £{[XP - 3 [x (31)

i=1



This formula balances the overall scaling effects across
spacetime dimensions, capturing how various linearly
measured components contribute. The interplay between
these dimensions reflects fundamental geometric princi-
ples, offering insights into how scaling transformations
influence the structure and geometry of spacetime.

IV. THE LORENTZ FACTOR AT MICROSCALE

In the realm of physics, special relativity [51, 52] pro-
vides a framework for understanding how time and space
are perceived differently by observers in relative motion.
The Lorentz factor is a key component of this theory,
quantifying the degree of time dilation and length con-
traction experienced by objects moving at significant
fractions of the speed of light. However, at the micro-
scopic scale, where quantum effects play a crucial role,
the influence of spacetime fluctuations on these relativis-
tic effects becomes a fascinating subject of study [53-
57]. This exploration seeks to extend the understand-
ing of the Lorentz factor by incorporating the impact of
quantum fluctuations, offering a nuanced view of how in-
trinsic measurements of space and time behave at the
quantum level. By examining a scenario involving mi-
croscopic length measurements along a given spatial axis,
we delve into the interplay between relativity and quan-
tum mechanics, introducing scale parameters to capture
the essence of intrinsic measurements in a D-dimensional
space.

In special relativity, the Lorentz factor describes the
relativistic effects on time and length measurements due
to an object’s velocity. At the microscale, where quan-
tum effects become significant, we explore how spacetime
fluctuations influence this factor. We consider a scenario
where a microscopic length is measured at a velocity v?
along a given spatial axis i-axis (i=1, 2, 3, ..., D-1, chose
i = 1). We introduce the scale parameter ¢ = o!/r
with o representing the micro space length measurement
along the i-axis in the rest frame, i.e., representing the
intrinsic measurements. Let 7 denote the micro proper
length measurement. Thus, the micro intrinsic measure-
ments in a D-dimensional space can be defined as:

0% = (1,06%) = (1,¢'7). (32)

in an instantaneous rest frame. For the relativistic length
contraction effect, we have:

1 o.)l 1 1 1 1
o = (X7 = [0 X ] = ()]
1 o @
=clr 1= {Zo}z zgl[X]q 1%

. s
with vt = 2L =
rT T,0

relativistic time dilation effect, we have:

= §17“c/’7%t2 and 19 = r.. For the

7o [01]2
A, 1—
re T e

b (34)
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Here, the Lorentz factor vp., = 1/4/1 [0+

W0 = 171£;
90 (35)

9" =121 - %),

Thus we
derive equations

where 91 = [Z1]2 = [D1]2 = [w!]24' [w]72¢ and ¥° =

Te
[119]2 = [29]2 = [0]2¢° [w] =22, The solutions are:
T Te

[ISY

(—1—\/1+4[<1]2 1—\/1—',-4[{1]2)_
2 ) 2 ) (36)
1+\/1+4[§1]2)
5 .

(9%, 99)
(93, 99) = (ZVIHE

)

From (93,99) with considering positive solutions, The
Lorentz factor is then given by:

1 1
Vi = T = 5(1 + V1 +4[c?). (37)

The form and structure of Eq. (35) render it particu-
larly suitable to be interpreted as an iterative equation,
as it demonstrates how a system can approximate a state
through recursive calculations under specific conditions.
The value of Y9 depends on the preceding value of 9, and
conversely, the value of 17 depends on the preceding value
of Y. This interdependence creates a recursive or cyclic
relationship. Through repeated iterations, one can ob-
serve whether 1y and 9, converge towards a stable value,
known as a fixed point. The two solutions in Eq. (36)
represent fixed points, with the positive one being a sta-
ble point, as determined by analyzing the Jacobian ma-
trix. It provides a framework for modeling the evolution
of a system over time through successive calculations.
This iterative process helps in approaching a system’s
state under specific conditions, emphasizing the recur-
sive relationships in spacetime dynamics and highlight-
ing the mutual dependency between ¥, and 1, which
are scaling variables associated with spacetime measure-
ments. This interdependency might illustrate the stabil-
ity of these variables through iterative methods, offering
potential insights into how spacetime could stabilize or
reach fixed points when subjected to quantum fluctua-
tions or scaling transformations.

The Lorentz factor can be obtained from a basic per-
spective. Jr:, is introduced to act as the Lorentz fac-
tor. Therefore, the micro space length measurement con-
tracted by scale Y1, gives rp = o' /Y. = <'7/FLizs
while the micro time inflated by 1., gives rp = rp/r. =
TeyLe. (e T = Tery = TeriYo = ThLts). vl =
¢lr./4%,,. Since there is no contraction effect of the mi-
cro length along axis i > 1, rj”! = ¢! = ¢*>17. Using
the D-dimension local flat spacetime matric 7,4, we can
get

Vite 0 o - 0
0 —['P/E. 0 o 0
kag=+| O 0 o Ol Y . (38)



From the constraint of ¥, grag = 1, we get the con-
strained relation connecting the dimension and compo-
nents of spacetime,

D—1
L=+{32e — [ /32 — DM (39)
k=2

We call kqp the spacetime structure coefficients. Eq. (39)
can be deemed as an equation of 5%, and its solutions
are

D—1 D—1
o = IO £ 1) & |4[61]2 + (S 42 £ 1)2).
k=2 k=2
(40)
The limit of light speed needs 4%,, > 0 in Minkowski
spacetime. The physical significance of this equation
lies in its role in understanding how spacetime fluctua-
tions at microscopic scales can be related to the relativis-
tic effects of time dilation and length contraction. The
Lorentz factor is a key component in the theory of rel-
ativity, used to describe how measurements of time and
space differ for observers in different inertial frames. This
equation demonstrates that the Lorentz factor depends
on the scaling parameters ¢* which represent the fluc-
tuations in spacetime geometry across different dimen-
sions. The positive value of '_y%tz is necessary to ensure
the consistency of the model with the principles of rela-
tivity, particularly in preserving the limit on the speed of
light. This relationship highlights how quantum fluctua-
tions at the Planck scale can impact classical relativistic
concepts, providing fundamental insight into the nature
of spacetime.
Considering two limit situations for v* = 0 and 7.
If v! = 0, it corresponds to that ¢! = 0 and 77, =
kD:_21 [c¥]2 £1 or 42,, = 0. Consequently, o' = 0, sig-
nifying there is no spatial component in this direction.
Additionally, we have ZkD;; [0¥]? = (32,, F 1)72 for the
positive solution. If v' = 7., needing ¢! = 7%, and

following with o! = 42, 72, then ,?;21 [c*]? = F1 and

D—1

ho 0¥ = F7.

There is a generalization of the Eq. (35). Based on
Eq. (39), the generalized Lorentz inflation/contraction

transformation becomes

g0 _ TRSM P

-2
1 [§11]92O 191 (41)
U= 25;21[<k]2:|:1( - W)v

where 909 = [¢1]2. This gives the micro area measure-
ment of the world sheet being S = rprp = ¢l72.
Comparing Eq. (40) to Eq. (37), when kD;; [c%]2
equals 0 for time-like metric while 2 for space-like metric,
we get positive Yr:, = Yrt.. And then we have expres-
sions
0727,9112
([0°]> = [0']?)?

TABLE I: The relationships in the limit-situation

v'=0 7,.=1 9'=0 ¢'=0 =1
vi=reri,, =00 9 =190 ¢ =0 ' =00

Vit — [P0 = 1; (43)

1}1 _ TL _ gl r.— Tyt _ glrc .

T Ve Vo (14 /T +4[]2)
(44)

_ i>1 i>1 .
'Ul>1 = Tl = s . = v >1; (45)
rT YLtz YLtz
o_ "o _

v = - Te. (46)

The speed v*>2 can be defined as the speed of fluctuation
in micro-length measurements (0:>2) associated with the
fluctuation on ¢ = 1 axis with a speed of v! (0 < vl <
re, TABLE 1 illustrates the relationships in the limiting
situation for v* = 0 and r..). This association is expressed
via v® being constrained by the relationship of

’]"2 D—1
7 = £ ([ = D), (47)
’thz k=1
where Y0 [vF]2 = % = 2(r? — [v!])?) for space-like

metric and 0 for time-like metric.

V. MICRO MEASUREMENT IN SPACETIME
WITH SCHWARZSCHILD METRIC

The Schwarzschild metric describes the spacetime
around a non-rotating, spherically symmetric black hole.
If considering the black hole with Schwarzschild Metric
[58], the space-like line element has the form of
Ts

)e2dt? + (1 — E)_ldr2 +r2dQ?  (48)

T T

d\? = —(1—

in Schwarzschild coordinates, where d? = df% +
sin®(0)d¢?. And r, = Z9M is the Schwarzschild radius
at where the event horizon is. G is the gravitational con-
stant, M is the object mass, and c is the speed of light.
In the presence of gravitational fields, measurements of
space and time are affected differently compared to spe-
cial relativity. Specifically, gravitational fields can cause
contraction effects in spatial measurements and dilation
effects in time measurements. These effects arise due
to the curvature of spacetime in general relativity. In
regions with strong gravity, time appears to slow down
(gravitational time dilation), while space can be warped,
affecting perceived distances. These phenomena differ
from the effects predicted by special relativity, which




deals with time dilation and length contraction due to
relative motion. However, in the absence of gravitational
fields or in regions with weak gravity, the predictions of
general relativity converge to those of special relativity.
In such scenarios, spacetime is essentially flat, and the
familiar Lorentz transformations apply, with the Lorentz
factor 4r;, describing time dilation and length contrac-
tion.

Define a new factor v, to replace ¥, to act as the
Lorentz factor in the spacetime of Schwarzschild Metric
to measure the micro length contraction and micro time
inflation effect. It can be seen as a correction factor with
respect to 4z, when measuring in a gravitational field.
Using the constraint of ¥, gkag = 1, we get

Tsy—1~
2=(1-12)715, (49)

When M = 0 or r — oo, 'yg = %?,.. When r = r,
73 = o00. When r = 0, 'yg =0. 73 is remaining positive
when ﬁ%tz < 0atr <rsand "y%tz > 0atr > rg. It can be
seen that v, describes a dual effect of gravitational field
in the general relativity frame and local motion in the
special relativity frame. From this generalized Lorentz
factor ~,4 in Schwarzschild Metric, we can still keep Eq.
(39) remaining. Consequently, the physical laws satisfy
the Lorentz transformation when the physical variables
are defined to be scaled by .

There is also a generalization of Lorentz infla-
tion/contraction transformation in Schwarzschild Metric.
Namely,

o D:l k1241
90 = (1 )7ty

1195 1 (50)
191 = (1 - Ts)_l ZD:[I[i ]2:|:1(1 - %)?
where 999! = [¢*]?(1 — Z2)~2. The micro area measure-
ment of world sheet becomes S, = rprp = ¢'72(1 —
re)-1,

T
The mass of a particle moving along r scaled by 7, is
expressed by

2 _ .2 122 2 _ 22 2
mg ’Y mO - (1 - 7) YLtzMo = ’YLtzmgO’ (51)
where m2, = (1—2=)"'m is introduced as the measured

mass of the particle at instantaneous rest in a gravita-
tional field with Schwarzschild metric and myg is the mass
of the particle at rest in a flat metric. When r — oo or
M =0, m2, = m§. When r — 0, m2;, = 0. Therefore,
the energy-momentum relationship measured locally in
the gravitational field with the Schwarzschild Metric be-
comes

2 _ .22 2 4
E, = pyc” + myoc”, (52)
2 _ 24 _ 52 .2 4

where EZ = 77,.(1 — S) mOC = YieMgoc - And
2 _ R2 2)-1 2,2 -
Pg1 = V(1 7) mvi = Yi.mpovyq With vgn =

1 k>1
ST — 3 — Te

A@C and pg,k>1 - 7Ltz gUUg,k>1 with Vg,k>1 = Yo

Thus, pg zk 1 pg x- This energy-momentum relation-
ship scaled by (1 — “=) on both sides can be back to the
one in Minkowski spacetime. When r — oo or M = 0,
the former is also back to the latter. When r >> rg, we
get

B2 =pic +mic L+ =+ (2240 (53)

VI. SCALING GEODESIC EQUATIONS AND
EINSTEIN FIELD EQUATIONS

Geodesic equations [47-49, 59, 60] are fundamental in
the study of general relativity and differential geometry.
They describe the path that an object follows under the
influence of gravity alone, without any other forces act-
ing on it. They are crucial for understanding the motion
of objects in a gravitational field, serving as the foun-
dation for analyzing how gravity shapes the trajectories
of particles and light. They provide insights into both
macroscopic phenomena, like the orbits of planets, and
microscopic effects, such as the influence of gravity on
quantum particles. As such, geodesics are integral to
bridging the gap between classical and quantum descrip-
tions of gravity.

The geodesic equations can be written in scaling form
on a microscale via operators’ transformations. Firstly,
by using Eq. (6), the Christoffel symbols can be repre-
sented in the form of

1 1 . 0gy. 0938, 093
re — i / o
b = 39" @ gxs gy T hgxu) 50
1
zira
dzo By

with Einstein notation, where I'%_ are defined as dimen-
sionless scaling Christoffel symbols. Combining the Eq.
(3) and Eq. (4), the scaling geodesic equations are ob-
tained by

{i¢”

with Einstein notation. The equation demonstrates how
geodesic paths (which describe the shortest path between
points in spacetime) evolve with scaling laws, offering in-
sights into the complex structure of spacetime at micro-
scopic scales.

In the framework of general relativity, gravity is con-
ceptualized not as a force but as an outcome of the cur-
vature of spacetime, with the stress-energy tensor serv-
ing as the source of this curvature. Within the ge-
ometric interpretation of gravity, geodesics are indica-
tive of the curved geometry inherent in spacetime. All
length-minimizing curves are geodesics, and all geodesics
are length-minimizing, at least locally [61]. The lo-
cal geodesic equations can be viewed as a constraint
on microscopic spacetime measurements at a local level.
When representing the measurement of spacetime mi-
croelements through a scaling law, the geodesic equations

— X" 4T X)X =0 ()



represented by scales elucidate the restrictions on non-
linear fluctuations of scales. The scaled Einstein Field
Equations represented by scales X with exponent g®
could be obtained in the same way. Which character-
izes how the scales of micro geometric measurements of
spacetime are influenced by stress-energy tensor.

By considering a special case of a linear mapping be-
tween coordinate z® and scale X<. The latter are new
scales obtained by rescaling (¢ on X*. (¢ are the rescal-
ing factors on differential operators, establishing a con-
nection between coordinate z® and scale X and making
the micro measurements being carried out in a linear way,
ie., dv® = dX“dx§. This will bring the spacetime struc-
ture measured by nonlinear kernel [X®]?" back to the
linear kernel X®. Comparing Eq. (6) and Eq. (12), the
conditions

0 1 0
— == (56)
Oz  dx§ 0X«
could be satisfied, resulting in a transformation making
the microelement measurements from a nonlinear mode
into a linear one. These linear conditions can be equiv-
alently expressed as C% = G, and then we get equations
of

[¢o]2" L — ¢ — g X" =0 (57)

When ¢* =1, we get (¢ = ¢ = 1i2\/5, it is the golden
ratio. The nonlinear form of this equation highlights the
complexity of scaling effects, emphasizing the intricate
relationship between scaling factors and exponents.

It is essential to emphasize that x® represents the po-
sition of a point in the coordinate frame. However, X
and X denote the measuring scales of the micro-interval
of spacetime near a point along the a-axis direction.
Through a linear mapping between 2® and X, the lat-
ter characterizes linear measurements in the spacetime
defined by the former. On the other hand, X describes
a spacetime with a structure of nonlinear measurement.
The transformation from Nonlinear to Linear Measure-
ments allows for the application of the same fundamental
principles from the microscopic (quantum) scale to the
macroscopic (classical) scale, maintaining the consistency
of physical laws across these domains. The subsequent
instances are the scaled geodesic equations and scaled
Einstein field equations within the linear measurement
spacetime, as well as the constraint equations derived
from their linear measurement conditions.

With the linear measurement conditions of

0 _ 1 9

dz™ — dxg DX

da® _ dX*°

AN T dX (58)
d*z* _ d*X> 1

dX2 T dX2? dxo’

the scaling geodesic equations [47-49] can be derived in
the equivalent form, e.i.

EXo . dXP dX

[ —_— = 5 9
oz Vg ax 0 (59)
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with Einstein notation, where scaling Christoffel symbols
are

Do ag’)ﬂ“

I, 99, | OGp
/37*59 H((?Xﬁ £+ L) (60)

0X7  OXm
with Gos(XH, X) = gap(z# — X#, X — X). In Eq. (58),

dX® _ dX*dX* dX _ (,a o dC N\ dX® 1
dX — dX° dX dX — (C +X an)TX X Utilizing the

. ; are
definitions of r; and 7 and the expression of FL, we get
an _q X« [Ca]qo‘_

1 . . .
X = 35 X it Thus, the linearized requirements

of dd% 4X7 and C% = @, result in

dX
X dco
1+ — = Ya. 61
+ Ca an XCL ( )
. 2, .« 2 o Vo
The requirement of ddfg = dd;’((z) ﬁ = d%o%(dj} )%
further leads to
(1= xa){[¢™]*" =1} =[]? - L. (62)

Based on Eq. (57, 61-62), we can get the relations of
scale transformation factors (* and x for obtaining the
scaling geodesic equations, e.i.

(¢~ D" — 1§ _
e -1

o

[X]? =1+

This equation arises within the context of scaling
geodesic equations, which are modified to incorporate the
effects of scale transformations on the paths that parti-
cles or light follow through spacetime. By accounting for
these transformations, the equation may influence parti-
cle trajectories, potentially offering new insights into the
geometry of spacetime under certain conditions. It is part
of a framework that transitions from nonlinear measure-
ments, which may be more applicable at quantum scales,
to linear approximations used at larger scales. The equa-
tion sets conditions that scaling factors should satisfy
to maintain the validity of the geodesic equations. This
is important for accurately representing physical reality
across different scales with the transformed equations.
With the linear measurement conditions of

o _ 1 o)
{ Oxz> T dx§ 90X«

52 (64)

datg‘drg 0X*9XP"

Ox*0zP

using C% = G, and ﬁﬁ—i = Z;a, under the transforma-

tion of ¢ for differential operators between z® and X2,
we can similarly get the scaling Einstein field equations
in the absence of any matter,

_ _ 1 _

G/u/ = Rp,u - iguVR =0, (65)
and the scaling vacuum Einstein equations in the pres-
ence of a cosmological constant A,

1 _ _
G;w = R/,w - iguuR + Ag;w =0, (66)



where scaling Riemann curvature tensor

_ o _
p = — p _— —
Row = gxulve ~ gxv

T, + T¢I, +T0,T), (67)

and R = gl“’RW, with Einstein notation. Therefore, we
conclude that the scaling Einstein field equations in the
absence of any matter and in the presence of a cosmolog-
ical constant A require ¢® to satisfy

[Ca]q“+1 _ Ca _ qa[Xa]q"‘—l =0;
@ - 68
{ 5 = [coPbe. o

When ¢* = 1, we get (“ = ¢ and jf(i =0.

For the Einstein field equations with some specific
stress-energy tensor, more conditions embedded in the
stress-energy tensor need to be considered in the linear

measurement conditions.

VII. THE GOLDEN RATIO AT MICROSCALE

The micro distance measurement with ¢ = 1 corre-
sponds to a linear mode, expressed as dx® = X“dx§.
By adding the linear transformation dx® = dX%dz§, we
obtain the following equations:

o « « .
{ 7Tl (69)
¢ = X%z§ + zf,

where x are the position coordinates relative to refer-
ence position coordinates zf or Zf, By letting dzf =
Ty — TG, we get

(X% = X%) = 1]dzg = [(p = 1) X = 1]dag =0,

(70)
resulting in % =X = ﬁ = . Thus X = ¢{(“ =
2. Introduce dz® = z% — T, we get d%z = §—: =

. This indicates that within the spacetime of linear
scale measurement, the golden ratio naturally arises at
the microscopic scale, as illustrated in FIG. 1.

To illustrate this, consider selecting two points o and
x( that are sufficiently close in the coordinate space, the
interval dxg = xg — To between these two points is de-
fined as the reference length. When a third point is se-
lected, two microscopic intervals, dx and dz can be de-
fined. The ratio of these intervals is the golden ratio.
We propose that micro-distance measurements in a de-
fined 1-dimensional coordinate system can occur in two
distinct scenarios: one where the third point is selected
outside the reference interval and another where it is cho-
sen within the interval. These scenarios correspond to
the positive pr and negative ¢ solutions of the equa-
tion Eq. (57) with ¢* = 1, as shown in FIG. 1 (a) and (b)
respectively. Here, the subscript ”R” indicates that z is
to the right of the reference point xg, while "L” is to the
left. This implies that the measurement of dx is defined
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FIG. 1: Golden section at the microscopic scale in the space-
time of linear scale measurement.

in two ways: dx = ¢ — xg and dxr = x¢o — x. Meanwhile,
the definitions of dzy and dz remain unchanged.

In this framework, for external measurements, dxf
functions as the minimum reference length, limiting the
measurement of micro-lengths smaller than dxf. Con-
versely, for internal measurements, dz§ functions as the
maximum reference length, constraining the measure-
ment of micro-lengths larger than dxf§. This insight pro-
vides a clue for understanding the existence of the Planck
length, which manifests as a lower limit for external mea-
surements and an upper limit for internal measurements
in the depiction of microscopic phenomena.

The golden ratio is often associated with fractals,
which are known for their self-similarity across scales.
Its potential presence in spacetime raises the possibility
that spacetime could exhibit a fractal-like structure. If
such a fractal nature exists, it may provide new perspec-
tives on the scalability of physical laws. The appearance
of the golden ratio at the microscale may suggest that
spacetime possesses an intrinsic order characterized by
this mathematical constant. Should spacetime patterns
or structures be influenced by the golden ratio, this would
imply a deep-seated symmetry that could play a role in
how physical laws manifest at microscopic scales. The
golden ratio might therefore be considered a candidate
for a foundational constant in the mathematical descrip-
tion of spacetime, with possible implications for theories
of quantum gravity and cosmology. However, the physi-
cal significance of these ideas and their connection to fun-
damental constants like the Planck length would require
further investigation and validation within the broader
framework of theoretical physics.

VIII. SCALING KLEIN-GORDON EQUATION

AND DIRAC EQUATION

The Klein-Gordon and Dirac equations are essential in
quantum mechanics and quantum field theory, describ-
ing the behavior of particles and fields while incorporat-
ing quantum and relativistic effects [62, 63]. Investigat-
ing scaling within these equations may offer insights into
how particle fields behave in spacetimes with complex ge-
ometries. At extremely small scales, such as the Planck



length, the classical notion of continuous spacetime might
become inadequate [64], potentially giving rise to a net-
work of quantized geometries that might resemble frac-
tals. If spacetime indeed has a fractal structure, this
could lead to modifications in the behavior of fields and
particles.

From the operator transformations introduced in the
second section, the Klein-Gordon equation and Dirac
equation with respective to scale variables at the local
micro-scale can be deduced and their forms in linear mea-
suring spacetime can be obtained with transformation
constraints. The Klein-Gordon equation [65, 66]

mc
O- 129 =0 (1)
can be written in scaling form of
0? oxv 0
L P
e Gxgxy + o axw axv)

(Lo ol o ol )y
Th [F"O]

(72)

_ o _ _ m :
Where O = g 52—, ¢ = ¢(2%), 7 = e being the
scaling measurement for particle mass, and ry = % be-

ing the scaling measurement for Planck constant. After
dimensional analysis, we get

0? oxv 0 mTe o

, _ImTe2yy 73

axroxe T axeaxy) ", 1m0 (@)
Here, ¢ = ¢(x% — 2§ + [X7]?" dxf), representing the
fluctuation of the ¢ field near z§ as X nonlinear fluctu-
ates.

With the linear measurement conditions of

0 _ 1 _0
{ Oz — dx§ 90X

{n* apan(

9?2 (74)

? 1 9%
dxgd:rg 0X*9XP"

0z 0xP

we can similarly get the scaling Klein-Gordon equation
expressed as

0? B [rmrc
OXHOXV Th

where V(X)) = ¢(z° — 2§ + (X7 — 1)dzf), repre-
senting the fluctuation of the ¢ field near z§ as X7 linear
fluctuates. Thus the linear measurement conditions can

be expressed as

{n Yke =0, (75)

[Ca]qo‘+1 _ Ca _ qa[Xa]q"‘—l =0,
@ N 76
{ 5 = [CoPbe. o

These conditions are the same as the ones for scaling
Einstein field equations in the absence of any matter and
scaling vacuum Einstein equations in the presence of a
cosmological constant.

Following the same procedure, the Dirac equation [67,
68]

19" 55 — -l =0 (77)
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with 4* being gamma matrices, can be written in scaling
form of

s O rmre [dao][mo]([dao]/[dto]]
4 _ =
[7/}’ a’# 6X“ T [hO] W 0.
(78)
After dimensional analysis, we get
us O Tmley
(4" g5 = o J=0. (79)

Here, ¢ = (27 — x§ + [X7]7" dx]).
With the linear measurement conditions of

0 1 0

O @ oXe (80)

the scaling Dirac equation is
an_9_Tmleyr 0 81
[Z’y oxH T ]tzrca ) ( )

where Y pireq(X7) = (27 — 2§ + (X7 — 1)dz§). Thus,
we have
€7 = ¢ = g [X ) =0, (82)
The scaling transformations of the Klein-Gordon and
Dirac equations illustrate how changes in measurement
scales can influence their forms. By incorporating scaling
factors, this approach offers a potential step toward inte-
grating quantum mechanics with the fractal geometry of
spacetime. The shift from nonlinear to linear measure-
ments introduces scaling factors, including the golden
ratio, which impact the field equations. These trans-
formations suggest that spacetime may possess a frac-
tal nature, which could affect particle dynamics, thereby
providing a new perspective on the relationship between
quantum fluctuations and spacetime geometry. This ap-
proach may offer fresh insights into fundamental con-
stants and quantum field theory, suggesting a possible
connection between measurement scales and fundamen-
tal physics. However, further exploration and empirical
validation are required to fully understand these impli-
cations.

IX. SUMMARY

The Planck length represents the smallest resolution
in physics, where the quantum fluctuations of spacetime
become evident, as inferred by the uncertainty principle.
At scales around this, spacetime may exhibit self-similar
characteristics because of these quantum fluctuations.
This article explores the scaling behavior of spacetime at
the Planck scale, introducing the concept of spacetime
microelement measurements based on the assumption of
self-similarity.

A scaling-characterized metric tensor is derived from
the Lorentz scalar line element, which is expressed



through micro measurements in the form of scaling laws.
By applying local Lorentz transformations to these micro
measurements, the spacetime structure coefficients can
be defined, constraining the dimensions and components
of spacetime in the rest frame.

In a spacetime characterized by linear scale measure-
ments, key physical equations such as the geodesic equa-
tions, Einstein field equations, Klein-Gordon equation,
and Dirac equation can be formulated in scaling form,
with specific constraints on the scale transformation fac-
tors and exponents. A significant finding is the natural
emergence of the golden ratio in the microscopic scale of
linear measurements, suggesting a fundamental reference
length that restricts micro-length measurements to spe-
cific ranges. This insight provides a potential explanation
for the existence of the Planck length.

This work offers a coherent framework for understand-
ing spacetime scaling at the Planck scale. While these
ideas are theoretically intriguing, they need further ex-

13

ploration and validation to assess their physical accuracy
and relevance to spacetime and quantum gravity. Al-
though direct experimental access to the Planck scale is
currently unattainable, indirect evidence for fractal-like
structures may be sought through high-energy physics
experiments or cosmological observations.
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