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Abstract

A small quantum scattering system (the microsystem) isietuoh interaction with a large
guantum system (the macrosystem) described by unknowhastic variables. The interaction
between the two systems is diagonal for the microsystem ieri@ia basis, and it leads to an
imprint on the macrosystem. Moreover, the interactionssiased to involve only small transfers
of energy and momentum between the two systems (as compmatgpid¢al energies/momenta
within the microsystem). This makes it suitable to carry the analysis in scattering theory,
where the transition amplitude for the whole system faztwi The interaction taking place
within the macrosystem is assumed to depend on the stochasi@bles in such a way that, on
the average, no particular channel is favoured. The resuwhan, in the thermodynamic limit
of the macrosystem, that the whole system bifurcates anthtbsystem ends up in a state
described by one of the basis vectors (in the mentioned)bddi® macrosystem ends up in an
entangled state tied to this basis vector. For the ensenfibbb@crosystems, the interaction with
the microsystem leads, on the average, to the usual decmieesed diagonal density matrix for
the microsystem. The macrosystem can be interpreted asseging a measurement device
for performing a measurement on the microsystem. The whistaugsion is carried out within
guantum mechanics itself without any modification or geliweation.
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1 Introduction: the problem

The aim of this paper is to analyse a microscopic quantumtawea microscopic guantum
system rogether with a related interaction with a macroscopic system not known in any
detail and therefore described by stochastic variables.iftention is to model a measurement
process, wher® is a measurement device for performing a measurement on

Let us assume that an observablevith non-degenerate eigenstatgs is to be measured.
The interaction betweenandM must then be such that the stgie of makes an imprint on
M . We assume this to take place without the state b&éing changed.

In the discussion of measurement it has often been assuraetthéhprocess within can be
analysed independently of the interaction betweeandM (assumption X), although the final
state of is registered only through measurement, i.e., only thrabhghnteraction between
and™ .

If the interaction between andM is analysed under the assumption X of a given final state
from the process within, and if the interaction betweenandm is of the kind just described,
then in general, a reduction of the state ointo an eigenstate af cannot take place without
violating the superposition principlé;[1]. This situatibas led to a common notion that there
may be two kinds of interaction, (i) a microscopic interantwithin the system itself, obeying
a linear Schrodinger equation, and (ii) another type ofadeon between andM . A possibility
to combine both of these effects is to have a non-linear @suaf motion [2] to [5], where the
non-linearities become non-negligible only in interantanvolving mesoscopic or macroscopic
objects.

In this paper we show that a non-linearity arises within quanmechanics itself through
extension of the system considered, to include Eilso

All since the famous Einstein-Podolski-Rosen paper [68rum entanglement phenomena
have shown consequences that have been regarded as datuitee. In this analysis, we use
S-matrix theory to investigate the réle of quantum entamgiet between andM through a
final-state interaction, that gives a factor in the overalhsition matrix.

The point of view taken here, not accepting the assumptios tkat it is necessary to analyse
the interaction within and the interaction betweenandM as a whole. As pointed out already,
the interaction between andM is assumed to givel an imprint from without changing
the eigenstate of the observallefor . It then also leads to an entanglement oWith the
(metastable) system . The stochastic variables characterizingmay have an enhancing or
inhibiting influence on the transitions within to a final state. Therefore, the different initial
states of the metastable system described by stochastic variables, compete on an unequal
basis to reach the final state, and the ensemble of final sttdsave a very different composition
from that of the initial states.

The systemM should not only be metastable; it should also be unbiasediaWéethis to
mean that the corresponding enhancement factors and tiohill@ctors ofM occur with the
same frequency in the initial state.

Since we are studying the process of internal interacti@hraeasurement as a whole, it is
natural to conduct the analysis within the framework of teratg theory. Moreover, in the limit
of low energy and momentum transfer, th@! interaction factorizes in the scattering amplitude
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(see Appendix 1) and hence also in the transition probgipiét unit time. The factor from-M
interaction depends ononly through its outgoing state.

The stochastic variables of are introduced through a stepwise mapping procedure, thus
going from the situation of the microsystemby itself to a situation where interacts with
the systemM in the thermodynamic limit, i.e., in the limit of an infinitaumber of stochastic
variables.

This mapping is non-linear, and the non-linearity can beeustod in the formalism of
perturbation theory, where the internainteraction has to appear in Feynman diagrams mixed
with the -M interaction (Appendix 2).

This mapping turns out to be a bifurcation process, dedaighia the probability simplex of

as a random walk (brownian motion), ending up in one of theem. The ensemble of such
walks is then a diffusion process with the corners of the &mps attractors.

A random-walk process is not new in this context. It resultsrf a non-linear dynamics
like the one suggested ifn;[5]. It must be emphasized that teinn this paper is an S-matrix
model not describing the detailed dynamics. As mentionegédly, the mapping here interpolates
between a situation without the systemand a situation with the systevh whereM has many
degrees of freedom (the thermodynamic limit).

In the next section, the scattering process is describeithéosituation of withoutM . The
modifications due to a final-state interaction with is described in Section 3. The stochastic
variables are introduced in Section 4, and their influencehenwhole process is taken into
account. Section 5 describes the mapping procedure, th#ingsrandom-walk or diffusion
process and the thermodynamic limitrof. In Section 6, a simplified model is shown in detail.
In Section 7, we show, how correlations between stochaatialles ofv can build up through
entanglement with . In Section 8, we indicate how the measurement process ciautdopreted
as an evolution process in Darwinian terms. Finally, weedbaiefly a few conclusions in the last
section.

2 The underlying scattering process

We assume that the microscopic quantum systelmas an internal dynamics taking it from an
initial state i , which is an eigenstate of the free Hamiltoniag,

HoPi =EoPi; HOPi =1; (1)

to a certain final stat¢ i, which is also an eigenstate Bf,, but different from the initial state
(for instance localized in a different spatial region),

Hoji=Eji; hji=1; nji=o: (2)
Consider an orthonormal basis for the final states,

Pi; 3= Li2jayn; hjPL = 0;  hiki = 4 3)



formed by states that are degenerate eigenstatéis, @nd non-degenerate eigenstates of an
observable. = AY acting on

HopJi = E i ;

Al =a;Ji; a;=ay; as;6 aforjs k; (4)

APi =ayPi; a,= ap; ap 6 ax:

Let the final state in this basis be

X X
ji= 571 5 j 5F = 1: (5)

=1 =1

Because of (4), the observallecommutes witlH o, and it is suitable for describing an outgoing
state. Clearly the internal interaction Hamiltonian foi ;, does not commute with,

H:i;Al6 O: (6)
Then the S-matrix elements are proportional to the compsran i in (5),
gEPi = hjM Pi E Eo); (7)

with o
hjM Pi = K (8)
This is the transition probability amplitude for a transitifrom the initial statepi to the final

stateii of
The transition probability per unit time for this transitits then

R)H)'ImMPiF €@ E)= @) F5F €@ Eo); 9)
and the total transition probability per unit time for a tsdion to any of the final states is
@)t & E): (10)
The density operator of the initial state for given energy is
o= Pi KHOF Tr o= 1: (11)
The corresponding density operator of the final state is

X
e= M PL OMY= 3ji h j= 5 Wi Bk Tr o= 1: (12)

Jik=1



3 Changes due to soft final-state interaction

We now introduce the interaction between the particles enatitgoing states (the eigenstates
of A) of and the large system . We assume this interaction to involve only very small
momentum and energy transfers. As pointed out alreadyntkeesiction between andM and
within M is assumed to be such that an eigenstgiteof A for does not change but makes an
imprint onM . We assume the initial stateswaf to be 9;"i, , where 0" denotes 'no imprint’
and where' is a set of stochastic variables to describe the (unknowngtstre ofv . We assume
the variableg' to be so defined that they are constants of motion. The camelsipg final states
can then be denoted bi; "i, , where ' denotes an imprint ont .

Here the assumption is made that the measurement interamijues the state of with-
out changing it. For the class of measurements where the statis changed, a generalized
formalism is needed. Such a generalization seems to be sithghtforward however.

Thus the initial state of the combined system M is

Pi Pty ; (13)
and a corresponding set of final states are
i Tt (14)

The soft (low momentum-transfer) character of th&1 interaction implies a factorization of
this interaction. This is well-known and has been known ftoray time [7], but we show the
factorization for soft electromagnetic interaction in Agpylix 1. Thus, the element of the new
M -matrix denoted by , is then a modified version of (8),

_ P
hj3 whj"IM DL Pty = by (") j: (15)
The factorb; (") gives the modification due to final-state interaction, to Eewbsed in more
detail below.

This means that for a given set of stochastic variabtee final state of the combined system,
corresponding to (5) is proportional to

— p_Xt
M DL DMy = by () 5BL Tl g (16)
=1
which, in general, is not normalized.

In any scattering process, there is emission of soft raiaif photons and gravitons, which
factorizes like in the description given here. Since thiiaion is not detected, a summation
over final states is necessary. In (9) this means an integratier how the energy, is shared
by the soft radiation and the other particles ofWe can leave out the-function, and use (11)
and (12) for the density operator, which also makes norratdia simpler. The energy-function
for the integrated process involvingandM is €& + E Eg), wherek is the final energy
of , and where E is the (very small) energy transfer fromtoM . Thust is approximately
equal toE ,.



The equations for the density operators correspondinglipgidd (12), are now

o= Pi  P;M"y ) (H0J y h0;"I (17)
for the initial state, and
M= "M o =
|
xo T xn
= POMFI by(Mb () 5 o (BL 0 FiMw ) (k3 k") (18)
=1 Jik=1
for the final state, where
_ Xn
"= PMFi . f (19)
=1

is the new probability per unit time for a transition.

We notice that the density operator (18) is non-linean in¥. This is quite natural, since
in the total scattering operator, the internal interaction, described by the S-matrix elements
given by (7) and (8), and the-M interaction appear mixed to all orders, and a perturbation
expansion would show these non-linearities as diagransaitidescribed in Appendix 2. How-
ever, due to the factorization (16), the internainteraction only appears through Ms-matrix
elements (8).

4 The stochastic variables and their influence
For simplicity we assume that the stochastic variablesrdesgM are sign factors,

M= ("5)i "= 1; 3= 1;27uyn; x= 1;2; 15X Wherex >> 1: (20)
and that they contribute tg (") with random enhancement/inhibition factors

¥ v 1
bJ(;):G 1+ x 1 5 "1X H x = Ix7 0< x << 1,' (21)

x=11==1

which can be ascribed tbdependence in the interactions withMin. Then, to second order in
the s, -
PBOMF= BsM;
¥ o ¥ o 1
By(") = I+ xRy L"); =H7F I+ k¢ (22)

x=11=1 x=11k=1
Moreover, we assume the ensemble of incoming states o6 be unbiased. Thus, all values
of " are equally probable initially, each with a probability"2 . Due to the"-dependent en-
hancement/inhibition factors, in the ensemble of finakstatowever, the transition probabilities



differ. The probability for a transition taking place from mitial state, where1 is described by
"is
- - m X0 X

P(M=p—=—=2% 3 5B (M; P (") = 1: (23)

The final-state density operator (18) can now be written

|
1

xn ’ X g —
()= j 1FB1() By(MByx (M 5 o (Bi DM )(hkj wbk;": (24)

=1 3k=1

With the probability distribution (23), the average overand" of (24) is

X
h ¢ (i = PMTry [+ M]=
D . xo
=27 BBy () 5 D1 hkj= j3¥pi hgi+ (25)
Togk=1 j=1
Here ! 0inthe limit of largex , since, to second order in thés,
X 49—
2 ™ B ("B (") =
X ¥y 1 )
=2 I+ w(yt x 1)"x Elx(lj'l' x 213 k) =
" x=11=1
¥ 1 1
2 2 .
jk+ (l jk)X:l l 5 jX 5 kx 12 (26)

which goes to ;. in the limit of largex . Thus, in the thermodynamical limit of ,

x°
h «Mi=  jFpi hi3 (27)
j=1
i.e., in the ensemble of final states, the mean of the dengityixifor becomes diagonal with
the elementsj ;. This is the standard decoherence result for averagingtbeeznsemble of
mesurements.
In the next section, we shall study the development of theitiematrix itself,

(=T [£(M] (28)

forvarying™, i.e., we shall study the whole ensemble of measuremenepses, not just ensem-
ble averages.



S A mapping procedure in the stochastic variables

To go from the situation with only present to the situation with a system in its thermody-
namical limit, we shall use a mapping procedure wherecttiestep goes froma X 1) tonX
stochastic variables. We I&t increase from O to a large value, > > 1.

We then get a recursive equation for the elements of the tyansitrix (24),

xn tq
(£x ) = J 1B By("y ) Bx("x) 5 =
=1
" n P n n 1 2 2
T+ x"x + X kx 11 x 'x) 1 D;_(l w)) (5t kx)
= (fx » )k B - B - (29)
1+ 2 o (ex 1)oe 0x "x 01 x P
Thus, the change in the density matrix in this step of the nmapis
(ex)x= Cex ) (ex 1) )3
" " P n " 1 2 2
x "t wx Mg 2 Li(fx 1o x JXDE(]- ) (5 x)
= (rx 1) = h " = n " : (30)
1+ 2 0 (ex 1)oe vx "x oop Px %
The probability for a certain
My = ("x)i 3= 1;2jumn (31)
in thex th step, given all previous steps, is
|
X0 Xo
2% 1+2 (rx 1 )reo vx "% ox "ox o : (32)
P=1 =1
For the average values and the variation of (28) we get, &8pprg subscripts andx [4],
v 1 2 2 .
h k1= 5(1 jk)( j+ k) ks
h x mi= jk]m(jljl+ m 3m 7T klk 1T km k m
xo
2055 wit it oaw Dra L) (33)
s=1

The first equation here describes a drift of the non-diagelehents to zero. For the diagonal
elements in the probability simplex,

P= (©1iP2;=5Pn)i

P;= 5> 0; P =1; (34)



we get the following random walk [4,8],
h psi= 0;

Xl’]
hopy pei=4pspe 5 5 Py Poxt Pl (35)
=1
Going to the case of a continuous (suitably normalized) stefablex for the ensemble of
random walks, this leads to the following diffusion equatjé,8] in the simplex (34),
| |
, - ! !
P3Pk jka' pjjz- P ¢t o; ? F @©;X) ; (36)

=1

@ 1
—F ©@iX)= -
@x = 2 @p5Qpx

where we have introduced the density function for the ensemlihe simplex,
z

F (E;X ) O d}_)F (E;X )= 1;

FEi0= @®ip)i p = J1FijFimiag : (37)
Heredpis the @ 1)-dimensional normalized volume element of the simplexi arp;p) is

the corresponding-function.
The entropy function in the probability simplex,

xo
S )= P; Inp; (38)
j=1
has arx -dependent mean value
z
S®)= dpF @iX)S f): (39)
The diffusion equation ix (36) implies
ig X)=
@x
7 !
1 X' @%s () X0
= = GpF ©iX) —PP k5 P55 Peit PLi o=
2 =1 CPIOPx j ’ E1
X0
= doF ©;X)  ps@ py)  0; (40)

=1
which means that the diffusion continues with decreasirigpeg, asymptotically approaching a
distribution over states with

ps@ py)=0 allj; (41)
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i.e., a distribution with support only in the corners of thelpability simplex [4,8]. Thus a
random walk of repeated mappings (35) ends up in one of theecar
As can be shown from (36), similar to (40), the meam,of
Z

p;X )= dpF ©iX )py (42)

stays constant,

@ b~ i
@—ij xX)=20 (43)
in agreement with (35). Thus, the probability to reach:ité corner,p, = 1, is given by the
original probability before the mappings, far= 0, i.e.,3 , ¥. Let ,, () be the -function for

them th corner. Then a
X0

FEil)= Jafa®: (44)
m=1
For the ensemble of mapping procedures, the chain of mappinthus a diffusion process
starting from the unimodal distribution in (37) and bifutiog into then-modal distribution (44).
For the single case, i.e., a single mesurement, the proeadiuays ends up in one of the corners
of the probability simplex for , that means in an eigenstatezof

6 A simple model

In this section we give a simple model with a two-state migstsm as an example where the
mathematics can be carried out in detail.

Let us go back to (23) and (24) with= 2and",, = ",, & = 1;2; 53X ). Furthermore,
we let all ., have the same valuge . Let x5 be the number of., (varyingx) that are equal to
+1(X .1+ X, = X). There arexlx—x’zl . ’s of this kind and with this constellation, the probability
for a transition is, according to (23) and (22),

w #
P.X_X!,jzl+ 19 X2+,321 Toae 2
X1; 2)_X1!X2! Ja > 5 J 23 > ;
(45)
with normalization X
P O<1;X2): 1: (46)
X1+X,=X
The diagonal elements of the density matrix are (see (24))
j 1 Fa+ L 2
P X1;X2) . ) 13 )X y
jiFa+ Fra Fe+ 32370 Fra+ ¥
j 1 LA+ 2
oy (X 15X ) . 3 2F( )X.( 2
ja.Fa+ yra Fz+ 3,70 Fr@a+ ¥o
pLX1;X2) + ppX1;X2)= 1: (47)
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The distribution (45) is a sum of two distributions with wetgj ;¥ andj .+ and with peaks
atx, = X “T andx ; = X 17 respectively. The width of each peakis X , and the distance
between the peaks isx . For given << landwithx . : ?,the peaks are fused into one.
With increasingx , they begin to separate &t 7 2. Beyond this, the distance exceeds the
width, and forx >> 2, the two peaks become distinct.

We thus take the limit

X >> Z2>>1; (48)
and introduce continuous variables,
X ix
z=71 2, 7=2X 2,
X
VA
Py (2) = ps®1;X2); q@) dz=P X1;X3); dzq(z) = 1: (49)

Herez is a pointer variable, and is a variable for the approach to the thermodynamic limit of
M . We then get

q@)= @ )+ & (2);
r
Z 1,2
@)= —3.fe?® 27
r
VA 1,2
@)= —3,Fe?® 2 (50)
and () (z)
p @)= 22, b= 2, (51)
q(z) q(z)
Inthe limitofz ' 1,
PR f } . _|_} —1. +} —0.
qL(Z)_ J1 Z 2 i B > =1 P 2 = Uy
1 1 1
@@ =173 .7 Z+§ HE <] > =0; > =1; (52)

in agreement with the previous result (44).
To get an indication how fast the distributigiz) in (50) becomes bimodal with increasing
we can follow the approach to zero of the average of the getameéan of the two probabilities

P andps;,

Z r—z
p—, ! pi . . . Z ! 7, (22+l)
h pipi= dzg@z) pr@p @)= 3 13 2] — dz e o) =
1 1
. . . z . . . 1 2
= J 10 23 * = J 10D 2]¢€ X 7 (53)

Now X is the number of stochastic parameters and they can be chssbe number of com-
ponents of the state of , i.e., as the number of dimensions of the Hilbert space of This
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grows exponentially with the number of degrees of freedo, With the number of particles
involved. Thus, the separation indicator (53) goes to zetio growingN like

expl 2eV; (54)

where , and are positive parameters.

This means that the stochasticity necessary for the saeteptiocess of a final state and
a measurement result is provided by relatively few particles in the beginning bétchain of
interactions withirm . How correlations can develop when there are several suhhill be
briefly discussed in the next section.

7 Correlations

We go back to the same kind of model as in Section 6 but with tmmtystochastic signs';; and
",,andwith ; = ,; = ,i.e.,onlyonestep. Then the distribution ov&r f",,) corresponding
to (45) is

1+ J1F F2F M+ Mty o (55)

This clearly leads to a positive correlation betwéenand ",

P ("117"1) =

IS

hnll "21i = 2 : (56)

Thus, entanglement of different, initially independeraytp ofM , with the quantum system,
leads to this kind of correlation through their common infice on transition probability per unit
time.

If we consider two sets of stochastic variables connecteddependent parts of the mea-
surement apparatus , such as different detectors in an Einstein-Podolsky-Res@eriment,
and let them be described (in the limit of many variables)H®/dontinuous variablesandu as
in the previous section, then the equations correspondi(Q) and (51) are

q@z;u) = q (z;u) + ¢ (z;u);

Z@ 3% U@ )2,

G (Zju) = jfe?® e ;
Pzu . .
% (zju) = jfe?® el ) (57)
and
p1 (zju) = @ ), P2 (Zju) = ¢ i), (58)
q(z;u) q(z;iu)
Inthelimitz;u ! 1 ,thisimplies total correlation between the pointer vaeal andu.
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8 A Darwinian perspective

One can look upon the measurement process, i.e., the mappthg out state of the scatter-
ing process within , on the final state, including registration of the measurgmesult, as an
evolution process, taking place with the density matrixfiioal states as the relevant phenotype.
There is no external influence (from outsidandM ) needed to describe this process: scattering
+ measurement is to be viewed as an integrated process.

It should be emphasized that the out state of the scatterougps itself isior realized in the
actual case due to the interaction between the microsystamad the measurement apparatus
The mapping is thus a mapping from a situati@mour M to a situatiorwith M present. The
whole evolution process represents one single measurement

The replicators in the evolution process are the indivigi(thle final states), each represented
by its genetic code, for the th generation,(";;",; ::5", ).

The genetic information is inherited from one generatiothonext without any mutation. In
the replication from thex  1)th generation to th& th generation, new genetic material is
added, bringing in new variability. The phenotype of ingtris described by the corresponding
generation of the density matrix, reduced to ¢x = Tr, [ ¢x } The fitness is described by

L.J 1B ).

In the evolution, the change in phenotype in théh generation is described by (30). The
fithess, normalized to a probability distribution over theliéional genetic information (31), is
given by ( 32). This leads to a drift and a random walk as deedrby (33). The non-diagonal
elements drift towards zero, step by step, and the diagdeaents take part in a random walk
without drift as described by (35),with the corners (thesegtates of the observable) as attrac-
tors.

9 Conclusions

The result just obtained means that the interaction betwesamdM has the characteristics of a
measurement process withbeing measured upon by meansvof

In the final transition matrix, there is a non-linear depema#eon the partial transition am-
plitude for inisolation as described in Section 2 (the modulus squairétked'wave function™
j 53). The non-linearity inj 57 (in (24), (29) or (35)) comes from the mixing of the two kinds
of interaction: the internal interaction within, and the final-state interaction betweerand
M . The consequence of abandoning the assumption X, referiedhe introduction, is to treat
these two interactions as one whole within scattering thedhe largely unknown state of
was brought in through the stochastic variable$his was done stepwise through the mapping
procedure of Section %At no point was there a break away from quantum mechanics, here ap-
plied in the form of quantum scattering theory. The propefty to be unbiased was broughtin
through the factor (21) together with the assumption of ane priori initial-state probability
distribution over":

Correlations between the stochastic variablestgfrelated through entanglement with
build up, as described in Section 7. This is clearly essEiotian analysis of causality concepts.
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The mechanism presented here for the selection process inith interaction also opens
new questions. One is what the process looks like in spacgrardHere this question is hidden
behind scattering theory involving infinite time. Anothsrthe question indicated above, how a
useful concept of causality could be defined and applied.i tjuestion is how to understand
in more detail the unbiased metastable state cdind the origin of the factor (21).

The present work is in the tradition of references [2]ito [B{d8]. The ambition is to let
the density matrix for the final state describe the resultsigle measurement and not only the
ensemble of measurements. The random walk connected ts tfiaracterized by the changes
of the density matrix for , given by (33) and, for the diagonal elements, by (35). Thst fir
equation (33) leads to a decoherence for the ensemble otylererices through a drift of the
non-diagonal elements to zero; the second leads to a randdkntewards the corners of the
probability simplex, i.e., to a reduction of the wave funati

Mathematically, the mechanism descibed here is very cloget diffusion process of Gisin
and Percival, but instead of time, we use system extensi@mhyw& stay within linear quantum
mechanics. However a space-time analysis of the procegesiggl here would probably lead to
a diffusion process of the kind that Gisin and Percival [Sjehauggested.

Finally, a small comment on the ambitions of Einstein andrBekiealed in their discussion
on measurement in quantum mechanics.

Einstein did not like the idea that God plays dice behind tens. He might have accepted
a dice-throwing that can be explained in a statistical wagte-the source of randomness is not
lack of microcausality but stochasticity of an object witlamy unknown degrees of freedom.
Through entanglement and enhancement/inhibition, thishststicity leads to correlation build-
up and finally to a total bifurcation into different final statof , the eigenstates of the measured
observable:.

Niels Bohr emphasized the necessity of having a measurstgument of a classical nature.
Here the selection process (reduction of the wave pacKkets alace only in the thermodynami-
cal (classical) limit of the system .

In the language of Denneft [9], tleeaunes of quantum mechanics seem adequate for analysing
the measurement process, andskwhook, such as a randomness without an identifiable source
or a many-world interpretation or a non-linear extensiorgoantum mechanics, seems to be
needed.

Acknowledgements

Most of this work was done during my time at the Departmenttofdical Resource Theory at
Chalmers University of Technology and Géteborg Universatyd | thank my colleagues there
for a creative research environment. | thank ProfessorgiBdénsson, Steven Hwang and Claes
Uggla for hospitality at my new work place. Part of the preseork was also done during stays
at the National Centre for Mathematical Sciences in Accaathe Department of Physics of the
University of Cape Coast, and | thank Professors F.K.A. #&pS.K. Adjepong and S. Yeboah-

14



Mensah for their kind hospitality.

| thank Maria Grahn and Jens Fjelstad for their kind asstg@mmaking the paper ready for
this kind of publication.

Over the years, | have troubled many colleagues with disocns®n ideas at various stages
of development. Let me mention here Francis Allotey, Prg@aitanovic, GianCarlo Ghirardi,
Nicolas Gisin, Hermann Haken, Hans Hansson, Kristian LiadgMartin Nilsson, Kazimierz
Rzazewski and Franco Selleri. | thank them all for theirries¢ and patience.

The work of Gisin and that of Gisin and Percival together heeba challenging source of in-
spiration for me. The constant encouragement given to merlsyi& Lindgren and Magdalena
Eriksson has also been very important for me.

15



References

[1] A. Bassi and G-C. Ghirardi, Phys. Letters A 2373 (2000).

[2] G-C. Ghirardi, A. Rimini and T. Weber, Phys. Rev. D30 (1986).
[3] G-C. Ghirardi, P.Pearle and A. Rimini Phys. Rev. AZ8 (1990).
[4] L. Diési, J. Phys. A21, 2885 (1988); Phys. Letters A1299 (1988).
[5] N. Gisin and I.C. Percival, J. Phys. A25677 (1992).

[6] A. Einstein, B. Podolsky and N. Rosen, Phys. Rev. 2777 (1935).
[7] J.M. Jauch and F. Rohrlich, Helv. Phys. Actg B13 (1954).

[8] N. Gisin, Phys. Rev. Letters 52657 (1984).

[9] D. C. DennettDarwin’s Dangerous Idea; Evolution and the Meanings of Life, Touchstone
Books, USA, 1996, ISBN 068482471X.

16



Appendix 1: Soft photon exchange

Soft-photon exchange and emission is an old and well-knowamele of factorizable processes
in quantum electrodynamics. When this was properly undedstthe picture of scattering was
drastically changed in the sense that no non-forward soajtef charged particles takes place
without soft-photon emission. Later, this was identifiedcakerent radiation from a classical
current describing the charged particles.

Here we choose a simple case to show the factorization opeoton emission or exchange.
We consider an outgoing electron (charge, massn ) with final momentuny, described by a
spinora ),

pPP=m? UE)@@ +m)=0 @1:d)
after emitting two soft photons with momerkg; k, and polarizationg; ;e,,

ki=ki=0; ki e=k, e=0;

Ki1FkeJ<<m @a12)

In the evaluation of the Feynman diagram (Fig. 1), the spin@y is then changed into a term
proportional to

o i+ ki) +m i+ ks + ky) +m
18 2 -
Sup e (p+kl)2+m262 tds 2 P+ ki + ky)?+ m?
1 . .
=622(p . g)ﬁcp) e (i 2+pm2); (i +m+) s 2) B13)
2 P & £ 1 1 _ _
= ¢ + up)= k) e6k) up);
b k+tp kb k' p k P ' ? ©
where
, z, Z
s k)= eX - o g dxei®xFn 3 B P @a1:4)
p k 0 Po  Po

is the Fourier transform of the current of a classical polvdrge e moving fromx=0 at time
zero with velocityp=p,. The rest of the diagram is unchanged in the limit of sraajk,.

Equation (A1.3) states that the emission of the two photsdescribed by one independent
scalar emission factor for each photon. The correspondidgsHor two photons being absorbed
by the electron.

Form photons, use is made of the identity,

X 1 1

= : @A1l:b)
ay @y + ay)milay +ay, + ot oay ) aiap 1:8y

(i1 3p s2tdy )

There is also a factom !) ' . Summation over photon states and omerthen gives rise to a
coherent state generated by the classical current (Al.#jerént external particles contribute
independent factors.



This is our basis for changing (8) into (15).

Remark A1.1: The non-linear terms of the kind deriving from the denortonan (24) were not
treated in the old literature of soft radiation. The reas@s that these terms did not contribute
to the infrared divergences, i.e., the divergences coerddotthe limit of zero photon mass, and
were therefore not needed for regularizing the theory.

The dependence of the transition probabilities on the det@jeometry of soft photon de-
tection is not very strong. Therefore soft photon radiatiich not immediately suggest non-
linearities that could otherwise have shown a way to hardaerieasurement process.

Remark A1.2: It is possible to show that the inclusion of soft photon esias leads to deco-
herence in the sense that the non-diagonal elements of tis#tylenatrix . disappear. If the
time development is analysed, one can see that this is a il@mwpsocess due to the relative
weakness of the electromagnetic interaction. In the casesoft electromagnetic field coupled
to measurement device , the large number of degrees of freedom available icompensates
for this restriction. (Moreover, the stochastic interaotwithinM leads to the selection process,
described by a bifurcating random walk, resulting in a defimeasuring result.)

ey .k e;,k;

/ - D +(1 <---> 2)

Figure 1: Feynman diagrams corresponding ¢to1 :3) for emission of two photons characterized by po-
larizations and momenta; ;k; ande;, ;ks.



Appendix 2: Non-linearity in '""'wave-function' of overall S-matrix

The amplitude for a transition of from the initial statepi to an outgoing statgji can be
illustrated by the diagrarma of Fig. 2. Here is represented by two particles in the ingoing and
the outgoing states, and the scattering amplitude for Hresition within is represented by a
shaded circle. The interaction betweeandM taking place in the outgoing state is included in
diagramb of Fig. 2 for the modified transition amplitude and repreedriy double lines.

The normalized total S-matrix element is obtained throuiglgrdms to all orders of mixed
interactions § andsY within together with -M interaction) as in diagram This gives rise
to a non-linear dependence on the internal transitionsitmdpk ; for , here playing the role
of wave function components.

A c

% (a)
B D
A c

% (b)
B D

A c
+
B % D
A c A c
PN NN
(&2 B D B D
A c A c” A c
gl (="
’,g; B ) B D” B D

Figure 2: S-matrix diagrams for scatteringina + B ! C + D, withoutM (diagrama) and withc
andD interacting withm (diagramb). The sum over diagrams to all orders (as indicated in
should be taken into account.




