Sigma
Bond Strengths
In the microcosm

It's generally believed that sigma bond strengths in the
microcosm vary inversely proportional to the distance squared.
While this may be true measuring from the electron to the quark
central portion of the atom, it is certainly not true when you
measure between the two sigma bound electrons themselves.
And remember it is the two electrons themselves that establish
the bond in sigma bonding. Yes, the closer the electron is to the atom's
center, the stronger the bond. In fact this is the reason we have quanta of various
strengths giving us, for instance, different colors: the distance to the central

portion of the atom does precisely establish the strength of the
bond but this is not the distance you should be measuring if you
wish to know the bonding strength - with distance - between any two
sigma bound electrons themselves.
The two electrons from the two different atoms establishing a
sigma bond between them, will always be those electrons having
their orbitals in the same orbital plane.

If you examine sigma bonds in the microcosm this way then you
can only come to one conclusion:
Sigma bonds - between the electrons themselves - do not vary in
strength with the inverse square of the distance in the
microcosm. In fact, these bonds can extend beyond the molecule
to distant electrons in distant molecules, and when they do their
strength does not vary even one iota with distance. They do,
however, have a limited range but it's a pretty long limited
range. The fact that the strength of these bonds do not vary with
distance and have a range to the Hubble limit, gives us the
reason we have both quanta and Mach's principle.
The number of these sigma bonding electron pairs, however, do
vary inversely proportional to the square of the distance.
There is absolutely no doubt whatsoever that the vast majority of
future scientists will proclaim that the understanding that these
bonds not vary in strength with distance is essential to
understanding why we have both quanta and Mach's principle.
The model that Albert Einstein and his first wife initially put
forth was the correct model but then he completely rejected it in
favor of what he thought his math was telling him. It seems to
me, that tells you everything: He simply did not understand the
entire concept. He could not have understood what she did!
Why did Einstein depart from the concept of Mach's principle and his cosmological constant - about the same time he departed
from Mileva Maric? This is a strong indicator that it was her
model only and not his.
Did she supply the model and he the math?

As Stephen Wolfram shows in his best selling book A New Kind
of Science, the model is worth far, far more than the math in a
complicated concept.
If so then both special and general relativity belong to Mileva
Maric and definitely not to Albert Einstein.
Thank you,
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