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Brief recollections by the author how he interacted with Steven Weinberg over quantum theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

The late Steven Weinberg must be regarded as one of the giants of theoretical physics
for his work on a viable theory of the elementary particles and cosmology. But he was also
interested in what can be called the foundations of quantum theory. He thought that its
present formulations were inadequate because they posited a rule for quantum probabilities
rather than deriving the rule from a more basic formalism as in other areas of physics and
described in more detail below.

In this article I recall my interactions with Steve on the subject of quantum theory. I
am relying on my memory for these knowing all the risks that go along with that. I am
not writing accurate history that can be backed up by documents. I am writing about my
recollections of situations and events that took place some time ago.

II. BORN’S RULE

I had only a few opportunities to visit Texas and talk to Steve in person. But we
did discuss issues by phone and e-mail. It became clear in these discussions that Steve
thought that Born’s rule should not be posited but rather emerge from counting incidents,
possibly more like statistical mechanics, See, e.g. ( S. Weinberg, The trouble with Quantum
Mechanics, New York Review , Jan 19,2017).

III. JIM, IS THIS A GOOD TIME TO TALK?

After one discussion Steve said he would go off and provide a derivation of Born’s rule
from the principles of quantum mechanics. I told him he was never going to succeed because
quantum theory is linear. A few weeks later he sent me a non-linear formulation of quantum
mechanics with which he could derive Born’s rule. I wrote back with both praise and a list
of objections.

A few days later our phone rang at home in the middle of dinner. It was Steve. “Jim,
is this a good time to talk?” (about those objections) he asked. Of course, it was always a
good time to talk to Steve — even in the middle of dinner!

I had derived Born’s rule earlier from simple assumptions in ( Quantum Mechanics of
Individual Systems , Am. J. Phys. , 36, 704-712, (1968)). I think that Steve liked this
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derivation because it’s laid out straight down the party line in Section 3.7 of his Lectures
on Quantum Mechanics 2nd edition.(CUP, 2015). But still he hoped for. something better.

IV. TESTING QUANTUM THEORY

Not everything that I learned from Steve came from our conversations and e-mail ex-
changes. I also got ideas from reading his books. I might mention in particular his sugges-
tion that testing quantum mechanics would be helped if we had theories that were close to
quantum mechanics but not quantum mechanics exactly. See, (Steven Weinberg, Dreams
of a Final Theory , Chapter 4, p.85 in my copy, (Pantheon Books, 1992 ). My generalized
quantum mechanics, arXiv: 2110.11628 makes this possible. I intend to use it to construct
such theories.

V. CONCLUSION

Steve’s untimely death was a significant loss for me scientifically. I had found a colleague
who was both sympathetic and critical of my work. There was every reason to believe that
progress and clarity would have emerged from common efforts.
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