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M y Life w ith F isher

N .David M em in
Laboratory of A tom ic and Solid State P hysics
C omell U niversity, Tthaca, New York 148532501

T his is based on the afterdinner tak given at the 70th B irthday C on-
ference for M ichaelkE . F isher at Rutgers in D ecam ber, 2001. It is longer
than the talk, incorporating additional text from the afterdinner talk I
gave at F isher’s 60th B irthday C onference at the N ational A cadem y In
W ashington D .C . in 1991.

M any years ago I was writing a talk, \M y Life w ith Landau", for a conference com —
m em orating the 80th anniversary of the birth of the great L. D . Landau. I knew Iwas
going to have to deliver it before an audience that included M ichael F isher, and I found
to m y distress, as I sat there at the keyboard, that the in age ofM ichael kept intruding on
m y thoughts, questioning m y assum ptions, denouncing m ean eld theordies, and otherw ise
disrupting m y concentration, in the way that we have all com e to know and love. F nally,
to chase hin away, Iw rote \Som e day Iwould like to give a talk on M y Life w ith F isher’"
and strangely enough, that got rid ofhin . But ever since, I've known that the tim e would
com e when Iwould have to pay for that lberating m om ent.

I 1rst heard ofM ichaelF isher 38 years ago at the beginning of a postdoctoral year at
La Jolla. Im et another young postdoc, Bob G ri ths, and in regponse to the intellectual
sni ng out that goes on at such occasions, G ri ths lt it be known that what he was up
to was proving that the free energy ofa spin system exists. \That itwhat?" Isaid. \That
it exists," said Gri ths m Iy. \I'm using som e ideas I got from M ichael F isher." W ell,
I thought, this G ri ths seam s like a nice guy anyway. And I decided that this m entor
of his, this F isher, must be a m an w ith desp philsophical interests | a sort of P lato of
them odynam ics.

Ididn’t hear of F isher again until I got to C omell the next year and Ben W idom told
m e one day that M ichael F isher was com ing for a visit. \T hat’s nice" T said, and rem em —
bering hin asG ri ths' m entor, looked forward to m eeting such a quiet and contem plative
man. W ell, the visit Jasted m ore than 20 years, and tumed into by far the m ost wonderfil
thing that has happened tom e In m y professional life.

Let m e trace for you M ichael’s tra gctory through the acknow ledgm ents sections of
my publications. He 1rst show s up at the end of the 35 year old paper iIn which Herbert
W agner and I give our version of H ohenberg’s theorem . W agner and I had tried to explain
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to M ichael that an argum ent of P jerre’s could be adapted to prove that there could be
no spontaneous m agnetization in the 2-din ensional H eisenberg m odel. I hadn’t known
M ichael for very long at that point, and one of the st things I leamed was that you
should think tw ice before clain ing to prove som ething in front of a m an who encourages
postdocs to show that the free energy exists. He didn’t believe a word of it. Spectral
finctions, Indeed! How did we know those frequency integrals even converged? It soon
becam e evident that we were dealing w ith a m an who knew nothing about quantum eld
theory, didn’t care one bit that he didn’t, and was convinced that we would be better o
ourselves to forget i. In m ediately.

So in the face of this astonishing attack, we worked backw ards, unbundling the result
from the conceptualw rappings in which it wasenshrouded by som e ofthe great thinkers of
the previous decade, peeling o layer after layer, day after day, in the face of unrelenting
skeptician , until nally we had it down to a trivial statem ent about nite din ensional
m atrices.

And then an astonishing change took place. \Publish!" he practically shouted, \it's
very In portant!" and having leamed what i was like to be at the end ofa M ichaelF isher
attack, I suddenly leamed what it was lke to have hin on your side. Freem an D yson
cam e to town. M ichael ntroduced us. \M em in and W agner have proved that there’s
no spontaneous m agnetization in the 2-dim ensional H eisenberg m odel,"” M ichael proudly
nform ed him , as H erbert and I basked in his adm iration. \O f course there isn’t." D yson
responded. \But they have proved that there isn’t" M ichael insisted. O ne D yson eyebrow
m ay have m oved up half a m illin eter iIn response. No m atter. I was hooked on arguing
w ith M ichael F isher. M y life would never be the sam e.

Here are som e later acknow ledgm ents:

In a 1967 footnote: \T he analysis given here was constructed at the suggestion and
w ith the vigorous assistance ofM .E .Fisher." It's a footnote rather than an acknow ledg-
m ent, because in those days they wouldn't let you say anything hum an in an acknow ledg—
m ent.

In 1968 we read: \M . E . Fisher’s insistence on the di culty of specifying a criterion
for crystalline ordering led m e to discard several earlier versions of the argum ent.”

Skipping ahead to 1976: \W e are Indebted to M .E . F isher for lending us what seem s
to be the only copy of de G ennes’ book now in Tthaca."

In 1977 we read: \The in portance of these considerations was brought home tom e
by a ferocious lunchtin e discussion with M . E . F isher."

In 1979: \It was M . E. Fisher who st suggested and repeatedly insisisted that I
should publish m y lecture notes, but I am not sure he deserves thanks for this."
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F nally, in our solid state physics book, N eil A shcroft and I, after thanking 47 alpha-
betically arranged colleagues, devote a whole paragraph to N o. 48:

One person, however, has iIn uenced aln ost every chapter. M ichael
E . Fisher, Horace W hite P rofessor of C hem istrry, P hysics, and M ath—
em atics, frdend and neighbor, gad y and troubadour, began to read
the m anuscript six years ago and has followed ever since, hard upon
our tracks, through chapter, and, on occasion, through revision and
re—revision, pouncing on obscurities, condem ning dishonesties, decrying
om issions, labeling axes, correcting m isspellings, redraw Ing gures, and
often m aking our lives very m uch m ore di cult by his unrelenting insis-
tence that we could bem ore literate, accurate, intelliglble, and thorough.
W e hope he willbe pleased at how m any ofhis illegible red m arginalia
have found their way into our text, and expect to be hearing from hin
about those that have not.

I call your attention to our characterization ofM ichaelasa gad y. kwasonly after
com ing to know M ichael that I fully understood what the Athenians m eant when they
called Socrates a gad vy, and shortly after that I also began to understand why they had
m adehim drink the hem lock. Ithink m ost readers understood whatwem eantby \gad y",
until the book started being translated into other lJanguages. It was M ichael hin self who
reported tom e, w ith only the slightest tinge ofacidiy, that a Japanese friend had nervously
asked hin why our preface called hin a \san all, but loud and annoying insect".

The Russian translator sim ply gave up and replaced \gad y" with \pedant". I knew
the Polish translator had taken a m ore serious approach to the problem , but I never got
around to guring out jist what it was that M ichaelwas called in the Polish translation,
until, in preparing this 70th birthday soeech, I sought help from W o iech Zurek:

DearW oJiech,

Could you help me with a translation? In our book Neil A shcroft and
I refer to M ichael Fisher as \ gad y and troubadour". In the Polish
edition \gad vy and troubadour” com es out as ciety jpk osa iwesoly gk
trubadur. My theory is that \gad y" has become ciety Bk osa and
troubadour has been expanded to wesoly gk trulbadur. Am I right and
can you give m e a translation of these phrases? I have to give an after-
dinner speech at a banquet in F isher’s honor.

Here are som e excerpts from Zurek’s reply:

T he translation is not bad, though it does change the m eaning of the
original phrase a bit: ciety gk osa m eans \ready to bite lke a wasp".
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You could also say giez (which is literal for \gad y"),but you would not
say this about anyone in an after dinner speech in his honor::: :

O n the otherhand, wesoly gk trulbadur (literally \gay as a troubadour")
probably changes the intent. ITam guessing wesoly was added for reasons
of sym m etry, to balance the ciety.

A 11 the best,

W oTiech

P S.W hy are you giving your after dinner speach in Polish?
I replied as follow s:
DearW oTfiech,

Y ou have persuaded m e that Polish istoo subtle am edium . Iw ill speak
In sin ple English.

M any thanks,

D avid

P S.You are right about wesoly gk truladur. W e had in m ind M ichael’s
fondness for travelling w ith his guitar. N ot his digposition, in whatever
sense of the word you prefer.

Somuch for Polish. Earlier this year, In reassuring de ance of all the reckless gossip
about our book getting out of date, the st Gem an translation appeared. Here M ichael
is our Freund und N achbar, T roulbadour und kestiger Zeitgenosse, so in certain G em an

circles, M ichael is now becom ing known as a troublesom e contem porary.

I was out of town for the great revolution of 1970-71. I spent that academ ic year
away from Tthaca, on leave in Rom e, but M ichael told m e all about it when I got hom e.
W hat particularly im pressed m e was this: In the years before that annus m irabilis Ken
W ilson would drop by my o ce every year or two and and say m ysterious things about
phase transitions. W hen we were both 17 we had the sam e G em an teacher as freshm en
at Harvard, so Tknew he was pretty am art, but I really thought he was losing hism arbles
w ith this talk about rolling balls up hill w ith Just enough energy so they alm ost m ade it
allthe way to the top. And then allthis sloppy stu in m om entum space. He didn’t even
know how to w rite proper integral signs. So I was really am azed to com e back hom e and

nd that M ichael | aman who was interested in whether the free energy existed, m ind
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you | had Just waded right in, and was even abl to explain to m e what Ken had been
trying to tellm e. He had even leamed about Feynm an diagram s.

But In them iddl ofall that unrigorous slop, he never forgot about hishigh standards.
He gave a wonderfiil colloquiim on what m athem atical physics was all about. This is a
pretty hard thing to do in a colloquiuim , but hem anaged tom ake it absolutely gripping. I'd
Just come up with my own de nition ofthe di erence between m athem atical physics and
theoretical physics that I was planning to use in a colloquium Iwas to give at P rinceton
the follow ing week, so I tried it out on M ichael after his lecture: T he distinction, I told
hin , was not to be found in the physics, but in the sociology of physics: theoretical
physics was done by physicists who lacked the necessary skills to do real experim ents;
m athem atical physics was done by m athem aticians who lacked the necessary skills to do
realm athem atics. M ichaelwasnot am used. \I'd advise you not to say that at P rinoceton,"
he sharled. W ell T did anyway, and i nearly sst o a rot.

He was right, but the nice thing about M ichael is that he is alw ays ready to give you
advice about anything whatsoever, and if you don’t take his advice, he doesn’t hold it
against you. He never forgets, of course, that you didn’t, and is quite w illing to rem ind
you, very sym pathetically, when you get into trouble because you didn’t. The reason he
is s0 good at giving advice is that he thinks very seriously about everything, and always
seeks out the best advice him self. He once asked me how Iwould nd outwhere to buy a
typew riter in New York city. I said I really couldn’t tellhin , because allTwould do would
be to ask my father-n-law . \W hat’s his nam e?" he asked. The next tine I spoke tomy
father-in-law he ram arked that a strange thing had happened. A man wih a very loud
voice had phoned him in his Jaw 0 ces and asked where to buy a typew riter. \W hat did
you do?" Iasked. \Itold hin, of course," said my fathersin-Jaw in patiently. He was lke
M ichael in som e ways.

W e all know that M ichael has strong opinions about everything, but what always
fascinates m e about M ichael’s opinions is that although they are the strongest and m ost
forcbly argued opinions I have ever encountered, I can never predict in advance what
direction they w illpoint in. C losely related to this is the m ost profound unw illingness to
settle or things the way they are that I have ever run across.

W hat does M ichael Fisher do when he checks into a hotel room for a night? He
rearranges the fumiture. H e’'ll rotate the bed 90 degrees, put the TV in the closet to m ake
m ore room on the desk, carry the desk over to the window to get m ore light. He is an
Inspiration tome. O ften I nd i valuable to ask myselfat di cult m om ents, what would
M ichaeldo? T his strategy isnot to be confuised w ith that ofthe \W hat W ould JesusD o?"
m ovem ent, though a com parison can be interesting. O flen the two questions can lead to
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quite di erent answers.

Let me give you a recent exam ple of the bene ts of asking \W hat would M ichael
do?" A few years ago I was at the annualm ecting of the D anish P hysical Society which
took place at a an all conference center south of C openhagen. Each conferee had a little
apartm ent w ith a tiny attic. D ownstairs was a living room and bathroom . Up a narrow
ladder was a buil in bed in a room w ith no light. Since one used the apartm ent only at
night this was an irritating arrangem ent. I don’t know how Jesus would have coped, but
it was pretty clear to m e what M ichael would have done. So I dragged the m attress and
bedding down the ladder, ram ade the bed on the living room  oor, and never clin bed up
to the attic again. T his solution would not have occurred to m e if Thad not asked m yself
"W hat would M ichaeldo?"

T he next day variousD anish conferees com plained about the arrangem ent. Ah, Isaid,
under such trying circum stances you should alw aysask yourselfwhat M ichaelF isherwould
do. That night the airwas 1lled w ith m atresses hurtling down ladders. I believe there is
now a ourishing "W hat W ould M ichael D o?" m ovem ent am ong the D anish physicists.

Som etin es the answer to \W hat would M ichael do?" 1is clear, but one lacks the
courage to do it. Here is a good exam ple:

M ichaeland Iwere ying from Copenhagen to Tthaca together. The ight stopped In
London, but after we reboarded and the door had shut, the plane was slow to leave the
gate. A stim ewent on it began to look m ore and m ore lkewe would m issthe thaca ight.
W hen the likelhood began to approach certainty, M ichael, m uttering that that there was
no reason to spend the night on a bench at Kennedy when he had a brother-in-law in
London, rose from his seat and announced to the ight attendant that he was getting o
\You can’t," she said. \Yes I can," said he. \W e're about to depart," she said. \You've
been saying that for an hour and a half," said he. \M ichael, sit down," I said. \Shut up,"
said he. A nd he strode past her tow ard the closed door. \O pen the door and let m e out,"
he said in the general direction of the door. \Y our baggage is on board," said they. \H old
it orme in New York, I'llpick it up tom orrow ," said he.

And then som ething happened that I wouldn’t have believed. T he door opened, a
ram p appeared, and shouting back tom e (who had for som e tin e been pretending he was
a com plete stranger) \See you tom orrow In Tthaca™ o he strode. Inm ediately thereafter
the door closed, and the plane took o , Janding in New York just n tin e form e to m ake
the Tthaca ight which had, asusual, been delayed. I got hom e w ithout any waiting at all.

I conclude the story ofm y life w ith F isherw ith the tale ofhow D orothy and I cam e to
own am icrowave oven. Six years ago I agreed to spend three m onths in Leiden as Lorentz

P rofessor. M y Inm ediate predecessor in that position wasM ichaelE . F isher. I rem arked



to a frdend that M ichael would be a tough act to follow . No, he said, on the contrary:
follow Ing M ichael had to be the easiest way to be Lorentz P rofessor because, as he put i,
\N othing you ask ofthem will ssem unreasonable."

W hen we were 1rst shown the Lorentz P rofessors’ apartm ent, I was surprised to see
a m icrowave oven in the kitchen. W e had never had one ourselves, so I ram arked on
what a wellappointed kitchen it was. \Yes," our host said, \the m icrowave is quite new .
W e just got it last year." Apparently M ichael, on rst being shown the apartm ent, had
Jooked it over and said, \W hat, no m icrowave?!" So for three m onths we enpyed the
Fisher m icrowave. W hen we got hom e T Jooked around our kitchen and said \W hat, no
m icrowave?!™ W e have had one ever since.

The Lorentz P rofessor sits at Lorentz’s old desk. Attached to it is a brass plaque
stating that between 1878 and 1912 the desk was used by H.A . Lorentz. At Lorentz’s
desk was a chair. Attached to it I found a brass plaque stating that in 1994 the chair
was used by M . E. Fisher. W hatever M ichael thought of H . A . Lorentz, he apparently
did not adm ire his notion of what m ade for an decent desk chair. A s I result, I sat very
com fortably for three m onths at the Lorentz desk in the Fisher chair. There cannot be
m any who, for so long a period, have been m ade m ore com fortable by M ichael. Gad ies
do not m ake people m ore com fortable.

I have to say that life in Tthaca w ithout that kind of excitem ent is a shadow ofwhat
it used to be. M ichael lived jast down the street from me. A ot of physicists were in the
neighborhood. A s you walked down the street Iooking at the m aiboxes you would read
Berkleman,Memin, W idom ,F IS H E R, W ebb. On the other hand life in M aryland
seam s to have heated up. A fterM ichaelhad m oved there and bought a new house, T asked
how things were going. \Not well," he said. \W hy?" T asked. \W e decided to m ove the
walls out 3 feet", he said. \W hich walls?" Iasked. \A llofthem ," he said.

I conclude thisbirthday speech as Ibegan it, w ith another acknow ledgm ent. T his one
is from my contrlbution to the M ichaelF isher 60th B irthday Festschrift ten years ago:

I would lke to thank God for arranging our lives so I could spend

over two decades w ith M ichael F isher at C omell, and H is servant, the

N ational Science Foundation, for supporting this investigation through

Grant No. PHY 9022796.
Iwould be delighted to thank the N ational Science Foundation for supporting this latest
tribbute to M ichaelF isherunder G rant PHY 0098429. But I'm not sure G od’s servant would

consider it an appropriate use of H is resources, so Iwon't.



