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Abstract

Recent studies have confirmed Einstein’s 1935 legacy implying that quantum
mechanics and chemistry are “incomplete” theories in the sense of being
excellent for the description of systems composed by point-like constituents
under potential interactions (such as the atomic structure), but said theories are
“incomplete” for the description of complex time-irreversible systems of
extended constituents with internal non-potential interactions (as expected in a
cell). Sadi verifications were achieved thanks to the prior “completion” over the
past half a century of quantum theories into the covering hadronic mechanics
and chemistry with a time irreversible Lie-admissible structure. In this paper we
present, apparently for the first time, a new conception of living organisms,
solely permitted by the verifications of Einstein’s legacy, composed by a very
large number of extended wavepackets in conditions of continuous mutual
penetration/entanglement and, therefore, of continuous communications via
contact non-potential interactions. Due to the extremely large number of
constituents and the extreme complexity of the multi-valued internal
communications, in this paper we introduce, also apparently for the first time,
the representation of the indicated new conception of living organisms via two
hyperbimodular, Lie-admissible Hy-hyperstructures, the first with all
hyperoperations (‘hope’) ordered to the right and the second with all hopes
ordered to the left. The irreversibility of living organisms is represented by the
inequivalence of the left and right hopes. The extremely large number of internal
communications is represented by the extremely large number of solutions of the
indicated hopes. We close the paper with the indication that new medical
diagnostics and treatments are expected in the transition from the current
quantum chemical conception of living organisms as collections of isolated
point-like constituents to the indicated new conception.
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1. INTRODUCTION ON HYPERSTRUCTURES

The largest class of hyperstructures are called H.-structures and introduced in
1990 [33], [34]. These satisfy the weak axioms where the non-empty intersection
replaces the equality. Some basic definitions are the following:

In a set H equipped with a hyperoperation (abbreviation hyperoperation=hope)

« HxH — P(H)-{Z},

we abbreviate by WASS the weak associativity: (xy)zrv(yz) = & vx,y,zeH and
by COW the weak commutativity: xyryx =& Y,y eH.

The hyperstructure (H,:) is called Hy~-semigroup if it is WASS, it is called H,-
group if it is reproductive Hy-semigroup, i.e. xH = Hx = H, v eH.
Motivation. 1 the classical theory the quotient of a group with respect to an
invariant subgroup is a group. F. Marty from 1934, states that, the quotient of a
group with respect to any subgroup is a hypergroup. Finally, the quotient of a
group with respect to any partition is an Hy-group [34].

The powers of an element heH are: h'={h}, h’=hh, ..., K’=h°... %h, where (°)
is the n-ary circle hope: the union of hyperproducts, n times, with all patterns of
parentheses put on them. An Hy-semigroup (H,-) is a cyclic of period s, if there
is a generator g, and a natural n, such that H=A'_... L%, If there is an h and S,
such that H=h", then (H,") is called single-power cyclic of period s.

In a similar way more complicated hyperstructures can be defined:

(R,+,;) is Hy-ring if (+) and (-) are WASS, the reproduction axiom is valid for )
and () is weak distributive with respect to (+):

XO+z) (xy+xz)#2,  (x+y)z(xztyz)=C Viy,zeR.
Let (R, +, ) Hy-ring, (M,+) COW H,-group and there exists an external hope
<0 RxM — P(M): (ax) —» ax
such that, va,bheR an.d' x,yeM, we have
a(xty)ax+ay) 22 (a+b)x(ax+bx) =  (ab)xra(bx) # &

then Mis an H\-module over F. In the case of an H,-ficld F instead of an Hy-ring
R, then the H.,-vector space is defined.

For more definitions and applications on H,-structures one can see the books
[2], [4], [5]. [81], [311, [32], [34], [35], [38], [40], [45], [52].
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Definition 1.1 The fundamental relations * y* and &%, are defined, in H.-
groups, Hy-rings and Hy-vector spaces, respectively, as the smallest equivalences
so that the quotient would be group, ring and vector spaces, respectively [33],
[34], [35], [501, [51].

The way to find the fundamental classes is given by the following:
Theorems 1.2 Let (H,-) be Hi-group and denote by U the set of finite products
of elements of H. We define the relation 8 in H by setting xBy iff /x,y)cu where
uel. Then f*is the transitive closure of 5.

Let (R, +, ) be Hy-ring. Denote by U the set of finitc polynomials of elements of
R. We define the relation y in R as follows: xyy iff {x,y}cu where u€U. Then
the relation y* is the transitive closure of the relation y.

An clement is called single if its fundamental class is singleton.

Fundamental relations are used for general definitions. Thus, an H,-ring
(R, =+, is called H\~field if R/y* is a field.

Let (I1,;), (H,*) be Hy-scmigroups defined on the same set H. (-) is called
smaller than (*), and (*) greater than (-), iff there exists an

SeAut(H ¥} suchthat xycfix*®y), ¥x,yck.

Then we say that (H, *) contains (H,-). If (H, ) is a structure then it is called basic
structure and (H, *®) is called Hp-structure.
Theorem 1.3 (The Little Theorem). Greater hopes than the ones which are WASS
or COW, are also WASS or COW, respectively.

This Theorem leads to a partial order on H,-structures.

A very interesting class of Hy-structures, is the following [9], [32]:
An Hy-structure is called very thin iff all hopes are operations except one, which
has all hyperproducts singletons except only one, which is a subset of cardinality
more than one,

A large class of Hy-structures is the following [9], [41]:
Let (G, ) be groupoid (resp., hypergroupoid) and f:G—G be a map. We define a
hope (4, called theta-hope, we write &hope, on G as follows

Xy = {fix)y, xfy)}, WxyeG. (resp. x&= (%)) Axfy), ¥x.yeG)

If (-) is commutative then & is commutative. If (-) is COW, then & is COW.
Let (G, ;) be groupoid (or hypergroupoid) and f: G —-P(G)-{@} be multivalued
map. We define the (4, on G as follows x& = (f{x) v) Ax ), YxyeG.
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Motivation for the &-hope is the map derivative where only the multiplication
of functions can be used. Basic property: if (G, ) is a semigroup then Vf, the (&)
is WASS.

Another well known and large class of hopes is given as follows [9], [31],
(47]:

Let (G,;) be groupoid, then YP=G, P#Z we define the following hopes
called P-hopes: Vx,yeG

P: xPy= (xP)yx(Py), Pr: xBy= (xy)Px(yP), Pi: xBy= (Px)y P(xy).

The (G,P), (G,P,) and (G, Py are called P-hyperstructures. If (G, -) is semigroup,
then xPy=(xP)yx(Py)=xPy and (G,P) is a semihypergroup but we do not know
about (G,P,) and (G,Py). In some cases, depending on the choice of P, the (G,P,)
and (G, Py can be associative or WASS.

A generalization of P-hopes is the following [6], [9]:
Construction 1.4 Let (G, ) be an abelian group and P any subset of G. We define
the hope xp as follows:

{xxPy = x-Py={xhylheP} if x#e and c=e
Xy if x=e or y=e

we call this hope Pe-hope. The hyperstructure (G, xg) is an abelian Hy-group.

Hy-structures are used in Representation Theory of Hy-groups which can be
achieved by generalized permutations or by H,-matrices [34], [38], [49]. H.-
matrix is called a matrix if has entries from an Hy-ring. The hyperproduct of H,-
matrices is defined in a usual manner. The problem of the Hy-matrix
representations is the following:
Definition 1.5 Let (1, ) be an H,-group, find an Hy-ring (R, +, -, a set
Mp={(ai ) /a;j R} and a map

T: H— Mg: h=T(h) such that T(hih) YT(h)T(hz) =& Yhyh: cH.

Then T is Hy-matrix representation. If T(hyhy) T (hi)(hy), Vhi,h:eH is valid,
then T is an inclusion representation. If T(hihz) = Ti (hi)(hy) = {T(h) /h shh),
Vhi,h2€H, then T is a good representation.

Hopes on any type of ordinary matrices can be defined [8], [49], [53] they are
called helix hopes.

Definition 1.6 Let A=(a;;) €My, be matrix and s, €N, with 1 <s<im, 1<i<n. The
helix-projection is a map s¢: Mo —>Mix:A —Ast=(ay), wherc Ast has entries
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aij = {ai-fn-‘j-!i(/]_(is-g, 15jst and Kk AeN, i+xssim, j+At<in }

Let A=(ay;) eMuxn, B=(bi;) €My, be matrices and s=min(m,u), t=min(n,v). We
define a hyper-addition, called helix-sum, by

B : MyanxMi—>P(Mys):(4,B)—A @B=Ast+Bst=(ay) + (by) M

where (ai)+(by)= {(cy)=(ay+bhy) /s ajea; and byeby)).
Let A=(ay) eMym, B=(by) eM,» and s=min(n,u). Define the helix-product, by

& Mowsn XMio—>P(Mins): (4,B) A @B=Ams -Bsv =(ai) (bi) My,

where (ay) (biy)= {(ci)=(Zauby) lajeay and bjeby)).

The helix-sum is commutative, WASS, not associative. The helix-product is
WASS, not associative and not distributive to the helix-addition.

Using several classes of Hy-structures one can face several representations
[48].
Definition 1.7 Let M=M,, be module of mxn matrices over a ring R and
P={P;:icl}cM. We define, a kind of, a P-hope  on M as follows

P MxM — P(M): (A,B) - APB = { AP'B: il }c M

where P’ denotes the transpose of the matrix P.

We present a proof for the fundamental relation analogous to Theorem 1.2 in
the case of an H,-module:
Theorem 1.8 Let (M, +) be Hy-module over R. Denote U the set of expressions
of finite hopes either on R and M or the external hope applied on finite sets of
clements of R and M. Wec define the relation ¢ in M by: xey iff {xylcu, uel.
Then the relation &* is the transitive closure of the relation &.
Proof. Let ¢ be the transitive closure of ¢ and denote by g(x) the class of the
element x. First, we prove that the quotient set Mz is a module over Riy*.
In M/g the sum (&) and the external product (€9), using the p* classes in R, arc
defined in the usual manner;

ex)@e(y) = {e(z): ze e(x)+e(y)},
YHA)&ex) = {2(z): ze y¥(a)e(x)). VaeR xyeM.

Take x‘eg(x), y‘ce(y). Then x &x iff Fcy, ..., Xm+1 With X1=X" Xmss=xX, U}, ... um U
such that {x;, xi+jtcwu;, i=1,...,m, and y &y i i, oo ynei with yy=y’ yn+1=y and
Vi,....va €U such that {y;,yj+1fcv;, j=1,..,n. From the above we obtain

Xy Xi+}+ y1 Curtvy, i=1,...m-1, Xmes {3, Yiri} Cumtv;, j=1,...,n.
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The uitvi=t, i=1,...m-1, untv; =tmsj1, j=1,..ne€U, so trel, Vke{l,...m+n-1).
Take zy,....zm+n with ziexit+yr, i=1,...n and zmsj€xXmiityps, j=I,...n, thus,
{Zkzi=1}cty, k=1,....m+n-1. Therefore, v%; exjtyi=x+y’ is ¢ equivalent to
Zmtn EXm=1FYnr1=x7y. Thus, g(x)&(y) is a singleton so we can write
&(x) @e(y)=z¢(z), Vzeg(x)+g(y). Similarly, using the properties of y* in R, we
prove that y*(a) &k(x)=¢(z), vzey*(a)e(x).

The WASS and the weak distributivity on R and M guarantee that the
associativities and the distributivity are valid for M/ over R/v*. Therefore, Mg
is a module over R/&y*

Now let & equivalence relation in A such that M/ is module on R4* Denote
o(x) the class of x. Then o(x) @n(y) and y*(a) @o(x) are singletons vaeR and
x,yeM, i.e.

o(x)@o(y)=0(z), Vzealx)ta(y), y*(a)&o(x)=0(z), Vzey*(a)o(x).
Thus we write, Va R, x,yeM and Acy*(a), Xco(x), Yco(x)
ofx) @o(y)=o(x+y)=o(X+Y), y*(a)@o(x)=0(ax)=c(A-X).

By induction, extend these relations on finite sums and external products.
Thus, Yuel, we have o(x)=0(u), Vi cu. Consequently x‘ce(x) implies x ‘ea(x),
xeM.

But s is transitively closed, so we obtain: x‘eg(x) implies x ‘co(x).

Thus, g is the smallest equivalence on M such that M/ is a module on RAy*,
ie.g=e* m

The general definition of an H,-Lic algebra was given as follows [30], [44]:
Definition 1.9 Let (L,+) Hy-vector space on (F,+,-), 0:F—F/* canonical,
wr={xeF:p(x)=0}, where 0 is zero of F/y* Let oL the core of ¢”L—L/* and
denote 0 the zero of L/z* Consider the bracket (commutator) hope:

[ LxLl = P(L): (xy) = [xy]
then L is an H,-Lie algebra over F if the following axioms are satisfied:
(L1) The bracket hope is bilinear, i.e.
[Axit A,y I (Rifxy]+izfx2y]) # &
[ iyithaya N Cafxyi]+hafxyz]) # S Vaxixayyny:el, ViniselF
L2) [xx]rnw. =& Vel
L3) (xLyz]]+ylzx]]+ [z xy]])nwL =2, Wryel
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The enlargement or reduction of hyperstructures are examined in the sense
that an extra element appears in one result or we take out an element. In both
directions most useful in representation theory, are those Hy-structures with the
same fundamental structure [36], [37]:

Let (H, ) be Hy-semigroup and v H. Extend (-) into the H=H_4v} as follows:
xv=vx=v, VxeH, and vv=H. The (H, - is an h/v-group where (H, J/8*2Z; and
vis a single element. We call (H. ) the attach h/v-group of (H, ).

Let (G, ) be semigroup and veG be an clement appearing in a product ab,
where a,b G, thus the result becomes a hyperproduct a®@b=/ab, v}. Then the
minimal hope (&) extended in G'=G4v} such that (&) contains (+) in the
restriction on G, and such that (G, ®) is a minimal Hy-semigroup which has
fundamental structure isomorphic to (G, ), is defined as follows:

a®&b={ab,v}), x&=xy, V(xy)eG*-{(a b))}
v&v=abah, x&v=xab and v&x=abx, VxeG.

(G',&) is very thin Hy-semigroup. If (G,-) is commutative then the (G &) is
strongly commutative.

Let (H, ;) be hypergroupoid. We say that remove heH, if we consider the
restriction of () on H-fh}. We say heH absorbs heH if we replace 4 by A. We
say heH merges with heH, if we take as product of xeH by A, the union of the
results of x with both 4, s and consider 4 and % as one class.

The uniting elements method, introduced by Corsini & Vougiouklis [3], is
the following: Let G be algebraic structure and let d be a property, which is not
valid and it is described by a set of equations; then, consider the partition in G
for which it is put together, in the same class, every pair that causes the non-
validity of d. The quotient G/d is an H,-structure. Then, quotient out the G/d by
f*, a stricter structure (G/d)/B* for which the property d is valid, is obtained.

An application of the uniting clements is when more than one property is

desired. The following Theorem is valid [3], [34].
Theorem 1.10 Let (G, ) be a groupoid, F={fi, ... fufusi, ... fuen} be system of
equations on G consisting of two subsystems F,=/7;, oSty Fn={fmr1, e fin}.
Let o, o the equivalence relations defined by the uniting elements procedure
using the systems /" and F,, and let 6, be the equivalence relation defined using
the induced equations of F, on the grupoid Gn= (G/owm)/f*. Then

(G/a)/B* = (Gu/an)/B*
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In the paper [42], there is a first description on how Santilli’s theories effect
in hyperstructures and how new theories in Mathematics can be appeared by
Santilli’s pioneer research.

Hyperstructures have applications in mathematics and in other sciences.
These applications range from biomathematics -conchology, inheritance- and
hadronic physics or on leptons, in the Santilli’s iso-theory, to mention but a few.
The hyperstructure theory is closely related to fuzzy theory; consequently, can
be widely applicable in linguistic, in sociology, in industry and production, too.
For these applications the largest class of the hyperstructures, the class H,-
Structures, is used, they satisfy the weak axioms where the non-empty
intersection replaces the equality. The main tools of this theory are the
fundamental relations which connect, by quotients, the Hy-structures with the
corresponding classical ones. These relations are used to define hyperstructures
as Hi-fields, Hy-vector spaces and so on, as well. The definition of the general
hyperfield was not possible without the H,-structures and their fundamental
relations. Hypernumbers or H,-numbers are called the elements of H,-fields and
they are important for the representation theory [6], [7], [29], [30], [39], [46].

The problem of enumeration and classification of hyperstructures, was started
from the beginning, it is complicate in H,-structurcs because we have very great
numbers. The number of Hy-groups with three elements, up to isomorphism, is
1.026.462. There are 7.926 abelian; the 1.013.598 are cyclic. The partial order
in Hy-structures and the Little Theorem, transfers and restrict the problem in
finding the minimal, up to isomorphisms, Hy-structures.

2. LIE-SANTILLI ADMISSIBILITY IN HYPERSTRUCTURES

The isofields needed in the theory of isoropies correspond into  the
hyperstructures were introduced by Santilli & Vougiouklis in 1999 [6], [7], [29]
and they are called e-hyperfields. The H,-fields can give e-hyperfields which can
be used in the isotopy theory in applications as in physics or biology. We present
in the following the main definitions and results restricted in the H,-structures,
Definitions 2.1 A hyperstructure (H,-) which contain a unique scalar unit e, is
called e-hyperstructure. In an e-hyperstructure, we assume that for every element
x, there exists an inverse x”/, ie. eexx’~w’x. Remark that the inverses are
not necessarily unique.

A hyperstructure (¥, +, ), where (+) is an operation and (+) is a hope, is called
e-hyperfield if the following axioms are valid:
I. (F,+) is an abelian group with the additive unit 0,
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2. (-)is WASS,

3. (-) is weak distributive with respect to (+),

4. () is absorbing element: 0x =x0 =0, vxeF,

5. exist a multiplicative scalar unit 1, i.e. /x =x-I =x, VxeF,

6. for every x € there exists a unique inverse x/, such that 7 exx’w’ x.

The elements of an e-hyperfield are called e-hypernumbers. If the the relation:
I=xx'=x"x, is valid, then we say that we have a strong e-hyperfield.
Definition 2.2 [6], [7], [43]. The Main e-Construction. Given a group (G,>),
where ¢ is the unit, then we define in G, a large number of hopes (&) as follows:

x® = {xy, g1, g2,...}, VayeG-fe}, g1, g2,... eG-{e}

&1, £2,... are not the same for cach pair (x,y). Then (G, &) becomes an Hy-group,
because it contains the (G, 5. The Hy-group (G, &) is an e-hypergroup. Moreover,
if for each x,y such that xy=e, so we have x&y=xy, then (G, &) becomes a strong
c-hypergroup.

Another important new field in hypermathematics comes straightforward
from Santilli’s Admissibility. We can transfer Santilli’s theory in admissibility
for representations in two ways: using either, the ordinary matrices and a hope
on them, or using hypermatrices and ordinary operations on them [13], [15],
[42], [43], [44], [47], [48].

The general definition is the following:

Definition 2.3 Let L be Hy-vector space over the Hy-field (F, +, 5, p:F—F/y*, the
canonical map and wr={x eF:¢(x)=0}, where 0 is the zero of the fundamental
field F/y*. Let L be the core of the canonical map ¢ %L —L/e* and denote by the
same symbol 0 the zero of L/z* Take two subsets R, ScL then a Lie-Santilli
admissible hyperalgebra is obtained by taking the Lie bracket, which is a hope:

[, ]rs: LXL—>P(L): [x,y]rs= xRy—ySx= {xry—ysx [reR, 5 €S}
Special cases, but not degenerate, are the ‘small’ and *strict’® ones:
(a) When only S is considered, then [x,y]s= xy—pSx= {xy—ysx /s &S}
(b) When only R is considered, then [x,y/r= xRy—yx= fxry—yx [r <R}
(c) When R={r;,rz} and S={s;,52} then
[x.y]rs= xRy—ySx= {xriy—ysix, Xriy-ysax, Xrayp=ysix, Xry-ysx;.
(d) When S={s1,52} then [x,y]s= xy—ySx= {xy—ysix, xy—ysx}.
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(¢) When R={r;,r2} then [x,y]r= XRy—yx= {xriy—yx, xrzy—yx}.
(f) We have one case which is ‘like’ P-hope for any subset S,

[xyls = {xsy—ysx /s S}
On non square matrices we can define admissibility, as well:
Construction 2.4 Let (L=M,, 1) be Hi-vector space of mxn hyper-matrices on
the Hy-field (F, +, ), p:F—F/*, canonical map and wr={xeF:p(x)=0}, where 0
is the zero of the field /7/4* Similarly, let w; be the core of @ “L—L/e* and denote
by the same symbol 0 the zero of L/z*. Take any two subsets R.Scl then a
Santilli’s Lie-admissible hyperalgebra is obtained by takin g the Lie bracket,
which is a hope:
[, ]rs: LXL—P(L): [x,y]rs=xRy—S'x.

Notice that  /x,p/rs=xRy—ySx={xr'y—ys'x /¥ R and s &S},
Special cases, but not degenerate, are the ‘small’ and “strict’ ones:
(a) R=fe} then [x,y]rs = xy—yS'x = fy—ys'x [s S}
(b) S=fe} then [x.y]rs =xR'y-yx = {xr'y—yx reR}
(¢) R={rirz} and S={s;,52} then
%,y ]Rs=XRy~ySx={xr1'"y—ys ', xri'y—ys%xrs'y—ys ', xr2'y—ysa'x}

According to Santilli’s iso-theory [9], [11], [13], [15], [22], [24], [25], [26],
[27], [28], [39], [42], [46], [50], on a field F=(F.+,, a general isofield F=
F(@,F,%) is defined to be a field with elements @=axi, called isonumbers,
where aeF, and 1 is a positive-defined element generally outside F, equipped
with two operations + and X where F is the sum with the conventional additive
unit 0, and X is a new multiplication

AR b:=axTxh, with 1=7" va bef (i)
called iso-multiplication, for which 1 is the left and right unit of F,
iRa=daxi=a, vaeF (ii)
called iso-unit. The rest properties of a field are reformulated analogously.
In order to transfer this theory into the hyperstructure case we generalize only

the new multiplication X from (i), by replacing with a hope including the old
one. We introduce two general constructions on this direction as follows:
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Construction 2.5 General enlargement. On a field F=(F,+, ) and on the isofield
F=F(a,% %) we replace in the results of the iso-product

4R b= GxTxb, with 1=7"

of the clement T by a set of elements Hu={T,2,.%2...} where %,%s... F,
containing T, for all @ R b for which @,52/0,1} and 21,%;,... F-0,1}. If one
of &, b, or both, is equal to 0 or I, then Hs={T}. Thus, the new iso-hope is

G R b = axHupxb=ax{T.#1.%,.. ) xb, va,b<F (iii)
F=F(a,%,%) becomes isoH,-field. The elements of F are called isoH.-numbers
or isonumbers.
Remarks 2.6 More important hopes, of the above construction, arec the ones
where only for few ordered pairs (@,b) the result is enlarged, even more, the extra
elements Ri, are only few, preferable exactly one. Thus, this special casc is if
there exists only one pair (4,5) for which

a X b= ax{T.z}xb, vabefF

and the rest are ordinary results, then we have a hyperstructure called very thin
isoH ~field.

The assumption that H.s={T,%1,%2,...}, @ or b, is equal to 0 or 1, with that £;
are not 0 or 1, give that the isoH.-field has one scalar absorbing 0, one scalar T
and ¥deF, has one inverse.

Construction 2.7 The P-hope. Consider an isofield F=F(a,F,R) with @=ax1,
the isonumbers, where acF, and 1 is a positive-defined element generally

outside F, with two operations ¥ and X, where ¥ is the sum with the
conventional unit 0, and X is the iso-multiplication

ARb:= axTxb, with 1=7" vab <P,

ake a set P={T.ps,..., P}, with py,..., p.F-{0,1}, define the isoP-H\-field,

T as
F=F(a,%,%Xp), where the hope Rp as follows:

axPrsh = faxh xb [hreP™) if @ =1 and b =1
aRph:= (iv)
axT xbh if a=Torb=1

The elements of F are called isoP-H,-numbers.
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Remark. If P ={T,p}, that is that P contains only one p except . The inverses
in isoP-H,-fields, are not necessarily unique.

Example 2.8 In order to define a generalized P-hope on 27 = 2@ %K), where
we take P={1,5}, the weak associative multiplicative hope is described by the
table:

X10/1|2 |3 ]32]|53571%8

0 010|006 |3 ][dl3d

10112 |33 ][|51]38 |
21012 136|182 ]35|837]383
3/0/3/682/23]/582[15]38
2.0 [ 213518222180 51
HEENRE SR E IR TR
g0 |8 (83 Tel ST 23 L8

The hyperstructure Z7=Z»(@ +,%), is commutative and associative on the
multiplication hope.
Consruction 2.9 The generalized P-construction can be applied on rings to
obtain Hy-fields. Thus for, Z:p = Z;o(@ F,%), and if we take P={2,7}, then we
have the table
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2 101312 1381 2 (6816120839
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Then the fundamental classcs are




=753 -

o

0={0.5}, ()={18}, (=122}, (3)=(3.8}, W=(2
and the multiplicative table is the following

$s

{

Lx |O ] @ 2) (€) “)
OO O (0) (©0) (0)
A | ©0) | (1.2 | (2).(4) | 3)(D) | (4(3)
@ IO@A@®H 3 2) (1
@O 30 @ G | @ |
@0 @3] @ (GI) (2)

Consequently, Zn= Z;o(@,F %), is an Hy-field.

3. APPLICATIONS TO A NEW CONCEPTION
OF LIVING ORGANISMS

3.1 Einstein’s argument that ‘quantum mechanics is not a complete theory.’
As it is well know, Einstein accepted the validity of quantum mechanics for the
representation of the atomic structure and other systems, but never accepted
quantum mechanics as being a final theory capable of representing all possible
elements of reality.

For this reason, Einstein cxpressed the view in 1935, jointly with his students
Boris Podolsky and Nathan Rosen, that ‘Quantum mechanics is not a complete
theory’ (EPR argument) [10], in the sense that quantum mechanics (and we add
nowadays quantum chemistry) could admit suitable enlargements for the
representations of more complex systems.

Additionally, Einstein never accepted the uncertainties of quantum mechanics
as being final in the sense that they are indeed valid for point-particles in vacuum
but there could exist conditions in the universe recovering classical determinism.
For this reason, Einstein’s made his famous quote: ‘God does not play dice with
the universe.’

3.2 Verification of Einstein’s legacy by irreversible systems. .

The most evident illustration if the validity of the lack of ‘completeness’ of
quantum mechanics (and, therefore, of quantum chemistry) is given by the fact
that quantum mechanics and chemistry can only represent systems of point-like
particles that are invariant under time-reversal, such as the atomic structure.
This is due to the invariance under anti-Hermiticity of the quantum mechanical
Lie product between Hermitean operators
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[AB] = AB — BA = —[A,BJ,

where 4B is the conventional classical associative product. In fact, the Lie
product characterizes Heisenberg’s time evolution of an observable A in terms
of the Hamiltonian H,

idA/dt = [A,H] = AH — HA.

However, physical, chemical and biological processes such as nuclear fusion,
combustion and living organisms, are irreversible over time.

The verification of Einstein’s legacy via irreversible processes was first
identified by R. M. Santilli during his Ph. D. Studies at the University of Torino,
Italy, in the mid 1960s.

In fact, Santilli’s Ph.D. thesis, published in the 1967 paper [13], provided the
first known confirmation of the EPR argument (see also Ref, [13] of 1968) via
the following Lie-admissible ‘completion’ of quantum mechanical Lie algebras
for the representation of irreversible processes

(A.B) = ARB—BSA = (ATB—BTA)+(AJB+BJA), R=T—J, S=T+J # 0,

where the new product (4,8) is Lic-admissible according to A.A. Albert [1]
when the attached antisymmetric product

[A,B]* = (4,B) - (B,A) = ATB — BTA

verifies the Lic axioms whenever 7' is nowhere singular. Also, according to
Albert [1] the product (A,B) is called Jordan-admissible when the attached
symmetric product

[A,B}* = (A,B) + (B,A) = AJB + BJA

verifies the axioms of Jordan algebras.

Santilli called hadronic mechanics [19] and hadronic chemistry [22] the
‘completion’ of quantum mechanics and chemistry, respectively, with a Lie-
admissible structure for the representation of irreversible structurcs and
processes. ‘

3.3 Lie-admissible genomathematics

The mathematics underlying Lic-admissible formulations, collectively known as
genomathematics [16], [17], [20], [23], can be summarized as follows. A
generally tacit assumption of conventional, classical, numeric ficlds underlying
Lie’s theory is that the multiplication of two numbers 1o the right n——=>3 is equal
to the multiplication of the same numbers to the lefi, 2<—-3 = 2——3=3.
Consequently, the indicated order of the multiplication is ignored in classical
number theory, and we merely write 2x3 = 6.
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In the transition from Lie theory to the covering Lic-admissible theory, the
above ordering of the multiplication is no longer ignorable because the
multiplication to the right 2>3 = 283 is no longer equal to the multiplication to
the left 2<3 = 2R3 # 2>3. This occurrence has permitted the identification of
two, classical, numeric ficlds underlying Lie-admissible formulations [16]:

l) The forward genofields F*(n*,>I") with forward genounit I"=1I/S,
Jorward genonumbers n”= nI", and forward genoproduct n”=m" = n’Sm",
where », m represent ordinary numbers; and

2) The backward genofields I™(n",<,I") with backward genounit I"=1/R,
backward genonumbers n* = I*n, and backward genoproduct n“< m* = n“Rm".

Recall that Lie algebras can be constructed via the universal enveloping
associative algebras ¢ with classical, associative, modular product AB. The
indicated inequivalence of the multiplications to the right and to the left implies
the existence for Lie-admissible theories of fwo universal, enveloping,
genoassociative genoalgebars, that to the right & (left &%) with genoassociative
genoproduct to the right A>3 (left A<B), resulting in a non-trivial bimodular
formulation.

The indicated bimodular formulations characterize the time-irreversible, Lie-
admissible, Heisenberg-Santilli genoequation [13), | 19]

idA/dt = (A, H) =ARH — HSA =A< H - H > A.

Recall that, in quantum mechanics, the modular associative multiplication to
the right of an operator H to a Hilbert stat, Hy(t,r) = Ey(tr) yields the same
cigenvalues F for the modular associative multiplication to the left w(#r)H =
w(tr)E.

The Lic-admissible ‘completion’ of the above Schrédinger’s equation yields
the non-trivial bimodular structure:

1) The modular genoassociative action to the right representing the time
cvolution forward in time via the Schrédinger-Santilli genoequation lo the right
H(rp) >y (€.r") = Hr.p)SOw™,.. Jw(tr) = Ey’ (£,r)7,

and

2) The modular genoassociative action to the left representing motion

backward in time via Schrédinger-Santilli genoequation to the left

w (", r%) < Hirp) = Y R(W", .. )H(r,p) = w (", r*)E*
where £~ #E~.




- 756 -

The representation of irreversible processes from first axiomatic principles
is then evident whenever R=S.
3.4 Verifications of Einstein’s legacy.
Following the above mathematical studies, Santilli dedicated decades to
experimental and industrial verifications of hadronic mechanics and chemistry.
Following the achicved of such a mathematical and applied maturity, Santilli
proved Einstein’s legacy that ‘quantum mechanics is not a complete theory’ as
well as the progressive recovering of Finstein’s determinism in the interior of
hadrons, nuclei and stars and its full recovering in the interior of gravitational
collapse [21], [25], [26], [27], [28]. These results were achieved via the
representation of the extended and overlapping character of the constituents of
irreversible systems in terms of the forward genotopic element with realizations
of the type

T = Il-1.. xDiag.(1/n}y, 1/ 0k, 1/13y, 1/ 02, Je 108000

where nfy, ny, nd,, (called characteristic quantities) represent the deformable
scmi-axes of the k-particle normalized to the values n;jk'—l, #=1, 2, 3 for the

sphere; nZ, represents the density of the k-particle considered normalized to the

value ny, = 1 for the vacuum; and Iy, dy) represents non-linear, non-local and
non-potential interactions caused by mutual overlapping/entanglement of the
particles considered.

The aspects of studies [21], [25], [26], [ 27], [28] important for this paper are
the following. Recall that particles originally in conditions of mutual
overlapping/entanglement of their wave packets and then separated, have been
experimentally proved to instantly influence each other at a distance, by
therefore requiring superluminal communications that would violate special
relativity. This is the very featurc that prompted Einstein the argument that
‘quantum mechanics is not a complete theory.” Santilli has achieved a
quantitative representation of the indicated instantaneous communication at a
distance via the representation of the extended character of the wavepacket of
particles resulting in their continuous mutual penetration/entanglement at a
distance of their center of mass, by therefore eliminating the need for
superluminal communications. Above all, studies [21 1, [25], [26], [27], [28] have
established that the instantaneous communication of entangle particles at a
distance occurs without any use of energy because the interaction are not
derivable from a potential by basic assumptions.
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3.5 Application to a new conception of living organisms.

Note that all biological structures, including cells, viruses and large living
organisms, are irreversible over time because they are born, grow and then die.
Santilli introduced in monograph [18] of 1994 the representation of biological
structures via classical, multivalued, Lie-admissible Jormulations on a 3-
dimensional  Euclidean space, namely, Lic-admissible formulations
characterized by genounits, called classical hyperunits, with an ordered number
of values all defined in the Euclidean space of our sensory perception

F =TIy ... 1) = I/T = (/T1, I/Ts, ..1/T) = I/S.

Correspondently, the product of generic non-singular quantities a, b (such as
numbers, functions, matrices, ete.), called classical hyperproducts, are equally
multivalued, yet defined in our 3-dimensional Euclidean spacc

a=b=aSh=aTib+ al>b+... + al,b

in which all individual products are classical,

Correspondently, Ref. [18] introduced the notion of classical hyperfields,
namely, scts of multi-valued elements, products and units which verify the
axioms of numeric fields.

The transition from the classical, single-valued, Lie-admissible formulations
outline in Section 3.3 to their multi-valued extension of was indicated in Ref.
[18] as being necessary for the representation of the complexity of biological
structures.

Note the fundamental character of the classical hyperunits and related
hyperfields because the entire new formalism, includin g classical hyperalgcbras,
hyperspaces and hypertopology, arc constructed via mere compatibility
arguments with the base classical hyperfield.

In 1995, the Australian conchologist Chris Illert (see Part 1 of Ref. [12])
showed via computer simulations and direct calculations that the growth of
seashells over time cannot be consistently represented in a classical, 3-
dimensional, single-valued Euclidean space E(r,5,1) with classical coordinates
r=(x,y,z) metric =Diag.(1,1,1) and unit 1 over the field of real numbers
(#,n,%,1), because, in said space, scashell grow irregularly and then crack. Illert
then showed a consistent representation of seashell growth via the use of a 3-
dimensional, two-valued Euclidean space (E, 7, 6, 1) where

F = {(x1,X2), (Y1,¥2), (z1,22)}
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Santilli (see Part II of Ref. [18]) indicated that Illert’s discovery confirms the
need for hyperstructures in the representation of living organisms. In fact, the
representation space used by Illert can be more accurately written as a classical,
3-dimensional, two-valued, forward hyperspace (E”,»,67,I), over the forward,
classical hyperficld (R”, »”, >, I") with classical forward hyperunit

,> B {(le, ,2,(). ,/l]y. [2;.;), (I}z, IZz)} = ]m o
= {(I{Tux, 1/T2x), (1/Thy, 1/Tay), (1/T1z, 1/T22)}

and classical, 3-dimensional but two-valued products between arbitrary
quantities a, b [18]

a=hp= aT"‘b o (ax.’[.lxb):+axT2xbx)+(ayT])rby'}'ayY‘zyb))'-"(ale:-:bz'*'azTZzbz);

The Lie-admissible character of the representation and, therefore, its
irreversibility, are assured when the backward hyperunit and, therefore, the
hyperproducts, are different than the corresponding backward values.

A central notion of the above classical 2-valued, hyperstructural
representation of scashells growth is the 3-dimensional character of the
representation space, which is independent from the multi-valued character of
cach axis. Such a structure is necessary, on one side, to achieve compatibility of
the mathematical representation with our sensory perceptions, while at the same
time allowing an unlimited number if hidden degrees of freedom needed for a
quantitative representation of the complexity of seashells. In fact, we inspect
seashell growth with our three Eustachian tubes. Consequently, any multi-
dimensional representation, such as the use of a 6-dimensional space, would not
be compatible with our sensory perception and, as such, not being
experimentally verifiable.

A major advance in the hyperstructural representation if biological structures
was initiated by T. Vougiouklis in 1999 [39] with the lifting of the classical
hyperstructures of 5 Ref. [18] to Vougiouklis H,-structures (sce also Ref. [42]
and subsequent papers) which are formulated via hyperoperations (nicknamed
‘hopes’) including weak associativity (nicknamed * WASS’), weak commutativity
(nicknamed ‘COW”) and other hyperoperations.

The advantages of lifling the classical hyperstructures of Ref. [18] to
Vougiouklis Hy-structures arc several. The first advantage is a large increase of
the representational capabilities which is necessary for a representation of
biological structures such as the DNA, via a formulation that, at the abstract
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realization-free level, is compatible with the three-dimensional space of our
sensory perception.

Other advantages are due to rather unique capabilities by Vougiouklis Hy-
structures to characterize bona fide hyperficlds on which the rest of the Lie-
admissible formulation is expected to be built (see, e.g., Ref. [46]).

In this paper we introduce, apparently for the first time, a new conception of
living organisms permitted by verifications [21], [25], [26], [27], [28] of the EPR
argument according to which a living organism, such as a cell, a virus or a
human person, is composed by a very large number of extended constituents in
conditions of continuous mutual entanglement of their wavepackets and,
therefore, in continuous mutual communications.

In view of the complexity and very large number of multi-valued internal
communications, the best rcpresentation of the above conception of living
organisms known to the authors, is given by two, hyperbimodular, Lie-
admissible, Hy-structures, one for the representation of growth in time via hope,
WASS and COW for ordered hypermodular hope to the right, and a second for
the representation backward in time with hope, WASS and COW for ordered
hypermodular hope to the left.

3.6 A specific hyperstructure formalism of living organisms.

As we present in section 3.3, in the transition from Lie theory to the covering
Lie-admissible theory, we must specify an element S on the ri ght and an element
R to the left. In hyperstructure realization we can use as S and R, sets instead of
clements. But in this case, we have hopes of constant length and the living
organisms arc not the case. Therefore, we suggest the use of a special case of the
main e-construction to face the problem. Our construction cquips the main
product with an e-hope where the hyperproduct of two elements depend of those
two elements. In fact, we keep the product and enlarge all the appropriate results.
Construction 3.1 The Living Organism Construction. In a set G equipped with
several operations we take one product (-), where (G, ) is a group. Suppose that
e is the unit, then we define in G, a large number of hopes (®) as follows:

e®x =x& = x, VxeG,
x& = {xy, guyi, Goz,...}, Yy eG-fe}, where 8yl Ly, ... €G-fe}

&l &u2,... depend on the pair (x,y). Then (G, &) becomes an H.-group, because
it contains the (G, ). The H,-group (G, &) is an ¢-hypergroup. Moreover, if for
cach x,y such that xy=e, so we have x@®y=xy, then (G, &) becomes a strong e-
hypergroup.
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Remarks. 1. In the Hy-group (G, ®) the hope (&) is WASS and if the (G, is
commutative, then the hope (&) is COW.

2. The Living Organism Construction can be used as S or R in forward genofields
or backward genofields, respectively, according to section 3.3.

Recall that, according to the Schriddinger equation of quantum chemistry,
living organisms are composed by a collection of isolated points. By contrast,
according to the Schrodienger-Santilli genoequation of hadronic chemistry,
living organisms are composed by the indicated large number of extended
constituents in conditions of continuous entanglement and communication.

It is hoped that the proposed new conception of living organisms may allow
new diagnostics, e.g., via the identification of possible miscommunications
between different constituents, as well as new treatments, ¢.g., via the disruption
of selected communications.
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