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Post by “Don” of October 31, 2020 at 4:14 PM

Quote from Elayne

There was _not_ evidence regarding what the smallest particles looked like, at least not
that I've seen so far. That's why both Martin and I said whoa, just a minute, in those
sections.

I had the exact opposite reaction to those sections. I admit there aren't hooked atoms and
smooth atoms as far as shape, but it seems to me that Epicurus and Lucretius got the actions of
the atoms/seeds/particles right. They didn't have any other way of describing it so they went
with shape. But the carbon of diamond is held in a rigid crystalline structure, difficult to
disentangle: like fish hooks tangled in a box. Atoms in water are moving around randomly,
sliding around against each other smoothly.

It doesn't matter to me if they got the shape wrong, but the analogy to how particles move - we
might have to look at our level of molecules or atoms, not quarks or strings - seems remarkably
close to our understanding at the level of atoms coming together to form compounds.
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