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C onscious Pulse I:

The rules of engagem ent

R ichard M oculd

A bstract

T hispaper elaborates on four previously proposed rules ofengagem ent
between conscious states and physiological states. A new rule is proposed
that applies to a continuous m odel of conscious brain states that cannot
precisely resolve eigenvalues. Iftw o apparatus states are in superposition,
and if their eigenvalues are so close together that they cannot be con—
sclously resolved on thism odel, then it is shown that observation w illnot
generally reduce the superposition to just one of its m em ber eigenstates.
In general, the observation ofa quantum m echanical superposition resuls

in another superposition.

Introduction

T he author has proposed four rules that describe the relationship between con—
sclous states of the brain and quantum physiology. In one paper, the rules
are successfully applied to a typical quantum m echanical interaction between a
particle and a detector [1l]; and in another paper, they are successfiully applied
to two di erent versions of the Schrodinger cat experin ent [2]. In this paper,
the third rule is expanded to cover the case of continuous brain states; and in
a future paper, a nal rule will be added that also applies to this continuous
case 1.

The rst rul of the previous papers ntroduce quantum m echanical proba—
bility through the positive ow of probability current J, which is equal to the
tin e rate of change of square m odulus. P robability is not otherw ise de ned in
this treatm ent.
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Rule (1) For any subsystem of n components in an isolhted system with a
square m odulus equalto s, the probability per unit tim e of a stochastic choice of
one ofthose com ponents at tim e t isgiven by ( , J, )=s, where the net probability

current J, going into the n®

com ponent at that tim e is positive.

T he ready brain state referred to In rule (2) isnot consciousby de nition, but
it is physiologically capable of becom Ing conscious if it is stochastically chosen.

Rule (2)Ifthe H am itonian gives rise to new com ponents that are not classi-
cally continuous w ith the old com ponents or w ith each other, then all active brain
states that are included in the new com ponents w illlbe ready brain states. ctive
brain states are either conscious or ready states.].

The third rule descrbes a state reduction lke Penrose’s process R . It is
understood to provide a new boundary condition.

Rule (3): If a component that is entangked wih a ready brain state B is
stochastically chosen, then B will becom e conscious, and all other com ponents
willbe In m ediately reduced to zero.

The fourth ruk is added to prevent certain anom alies from occurring as a
resul of the rst three rulesby them selves.

Rule (4)A transition between two com ponents is forbidden if each is an

entangkm ent containing a ready brain state of the sam e observer

A swas our practice in the previous papers, a conscious brain state will be
represented by an underlined B , and a ready brain state B w ill appear w ithout
an underline. In this paper, the di erent brain typesB, () and B () fora
particular state variable k are given as a function ofbrain variables . Forboth
types we require.

Z Z
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A ConsciousBrain Pulse —Rule (3a)

I assum e that there is a 1m it to how sharply a conscious experience can be
de ned. It is unphysical to im agine that a precisely de ned physiological state
can support a knifeedge slice of consciousness. That is, a physiological state
B, wih exact eigenvalues cannot be expected to support \recognizable" con-—
sciousness w ithout Involving other states in its inm ediate neighborhood. A ny
real conscious experience therefore engages a group of neighboring states that
w illhereafferbe designated by the symbolfB , g, where the brackets around B
specify a group of states w ith B, at its center. I call this collection of states a



conscious brain pulse, or Just a conscious pulse. It is given by
Z
Byg= duFx @B, @)
Z
where duFyx (u) Frw)=1

T he states in fB x g are not a statisticalm ixture because Fy (u) representsthe
AL
though these havem acroscopicdim ension, they cannot display local interference

coe clents ofa continuous superposition ofquantum m echanicalstatesB
e ects because of environm ental decoherence as explained in ref. 1.

T he conscious experience that is associated with a conscious brain pulse
will result from the collective e ect of all the conscious states In the pulse
neighborhood, where the w idth ofthispulse re ectsa lin it on the ability ofthe
brain to resolve the experience.

A ready brain state is not COHSC:'IOIi:l{S; nonetheless, it w ill generally exist as
a sin ilar collection of states fByg = duFy (u)B, that will be called a ready
brain pulse!. If current ows into a com ponent containing a pulse of ready
brain states, and if one of those states given by B . is stochastically chosen
from the pulse according to rule (1), then it w illbecom e conscious according to
rule (3). W hat happens after that is determ ined by the properties of the brain.
Speci cally, the nalresul of a stochastic selection is not just the single state
B .., but the entire consciouspulse fB __g. A fler the pulse is form ed, the special
status of B .. is lost, except as it identi es the m axin um of the resulting pulse.
Tt ollow s from the above de nitions that the conscious and ready brain pulses

are them selves nomm alized.
Z Z

d fB,g fB,g=1 and d fB ,g fBxg=1 3)

W e willnow supplem ent rule (3) by adding rule (3a). This describes what
happens to a stochastically chosen ready brain state in the present m odel. T he
rule (3) conversion to a conscious state, and the reduction of all other states to
zero is assum ed to take place in a single instant of tim e. A fter that, the brain’s

Ham iltonian will form a conscious pulse at a m ore leisurely physiologicalpace.

Rule (3a): The Ham iltonian of the brain will convert a chosen conscious state
into a conscious pulse whose width re ects the ability of the brain to resolve the

conscious experience.

A ready pulse generally evolves from a conscious pulse, and w ill therefore take on the
functional form ofthat pulse. H owever, a ready state m ay also evolve under Schrodinger from
a single unconscious’ state, in which case it willbe a single ready state.



C lassically, a conscious experience is prom pted by an extemal stim ulus that
m ay be very sharply de ned; and yet, there is a lin it to how sharply it can be
experienced by the viewer. W e classically dealw ith this by assum ing that such
an Incom Ing kharp’ signal is spread out by physiological constraints contained
in the Ham itonian. In the sam eway, rule (3a) clain sthat a single stochastically
chosen conscious state is converted by the brain into a conscious pulse, thereby
providing a space In the brain for a fall conscious experience.

W hen a sharply de ned stochastically chosen state dissolves into a broadly
de ned pulse, discharge current will ow from it to is imm ediate neighbors.
In the process a nom alized single state B, becom es a nom alized pulse fB, g,

thereby conserving current.

A n Interaction

In an Interaction like the one describbed in the previous paper, a conscious brain
state is nitially correlated with an apparatus state A; (t), where the system
evolves under Schrodinger Into a ready brain state that is correlated w ith an—
other apparatus state A, (t). Rule () requires the evolution of ready brain
states only. Let A; (t) be nom alized to 1.0 at ty = 0 and decrease In tin e,
and let A, (t) be zero at ty and increase n tine. W e now am end the previous
description given In refs. 1 and 2 to refer to pulses rather than states.

Let the initial state of the system be given by A; (t)fB ; g, where fB ; g is the
initial conscious pulse of the cbserver who is aware of the apparatus state A, ;
and ket every ndividualbrain state in this pulse evolve under Schrodinger into
a corregoonding Yeady’ brain state. T he em erging com ponent in eq. 4 is then
A, ©)fB,g, and the system prior to a stochastic choice at tyc is

tsc>t t)=A10B,9+ A, 0OfBg “4)

where the entanglem ent A1 )fB ,g is hitially equalto zero?
At the tim e of stochastic choice, a single ready state B in fB ,g is selected

and m ade conscious, w ith all other com ponents going to zero as per rule (3).

(Esc) = Ao (tsc)F2 (Sc)isc

Asin previous papers, the pre-interaction apparatus states A; or A, are di erent than
the entangled apparatus states in eq. 4 because the latter include the \low level" physiology
of the observer. In this case, the entangled apparatus states m ust fan-out at the physiology

end into a superposition that connects w ith each com ponent of the brain pulses.



Rule (3a) requires that the single state B
physicologicaltin e.

subsequently becom es a pulse in

C

t> tsc) = Az (Ge)F2 (5O)fB .9 ©)

T he probability that the state (sc) in £B ,g is stochastically chosen can be found
from the second com ponent of eq. 4 by using the Bom rule.
Z 7

P (sc) = (I=s) dx d A ,AF;,(sc) F, (so)fB .9 B .9
Z
(I=s)F; (sc) F, (sc) dxA,A,

where x refers to the apparatus variables, and s is the square m odulus of the
rst com ponent In eq. 4. T he total probability of a stochastic hit in the ready

pulse is then found by Integrating over d(sc).
Z Z Z

P = (I=s) d(sc)F,(sc) Fa(sc) dxA,A, = (I=s) dxA,A;

where A, A, is the squarem odulus when the interaction is com plte.

T he centralstate B . ofthe consciouspulse In eq. 5 is ncluded in the ordiginal
ready pulse fB ,g, but i is not necessarily the central state B, . T herefore, the
stochastically chosen state cannot be exactly determ ined by the Ham ittonian,
due to the mnability of the brain to filly resolve the ready brain states that are
candidates for stochastic selection. A s in previous cases, the reduction in eq.5 is
not nom alized. T his does not a ect probability calculations so long as rule (1)
is athflly ollowed.

U nresolvable O bservation
Let the system be a stationary superposition of apparatus statesA; and A, at
tine tg .

(o) = A1+ A2)IXg 6)
where £X g is an unknown conscious state of an observer who has not yet inter—

acted w ith the apparatus. At tin e t,, the observer looks at the apparatus, and
the system becom es

t tx>t) = R1O+ADIXg
+ A ®fB.g+ A @B ,g

ollow ing rule (2). The prim ed com ponents are zero at ty . Substituting eqg. 2
t too> W) = Z,‘Bl(t)+ A, DIEX g

+ auR)OF, @+ AJOF; 0B,



where the prin ed com ponents in the second row increase and the unprin ed
com ponents in the rst row go to zero In physiblogicaltin e. A s current ows
from the rst to the second row, there is certain to be a stochastic hit on
one of the ready brain states according to rule (1). Looking at the system at
the m om ent rule (3) applies, but before rule (3a) can take e ect, we nd the
reduction

(t= toc> top) = B (tec)F1 (5C) + Aj (ec)F2 (SO B oo
Rule (3a) now requires that the state B ,, dissolve into a pulse.
€> tsc) = RB1e)F1(sC) + A Gc)F2 (SC) B o g 0

where the primeson A1 and A, are dropped.

If the functions F'; (sc) and F, (sc) do not overlap, then a stochastic choice
will pick out a state in either F; orF,. However, i is possble that the pulses
do overlap as shown in g.1, and that the stochastic choice picks out a state In
the overlap. In that case, the am plitude of the chosen pulse w illbe the entire
bracketed coe cient of the pulse that appears In eq. 7.

| Amplitude|

A, (ts)R(u)

A(ts) R(u)

B, B B, States
Figure 1

Evidently the initial apparatus superposition In eg. 6 is replaced by a di er—
ent superposition in eq. 7. T he observer fails to reduce the iniial superposition
to just one ofthe tw o eigenstates, because he cannot fiilly resolve the two eigen—
values.

T he experim entalm eaning of the superposition in eq. 7 can be clari ed by
disabling one ofthe apparatus states, say A 1, and noting the probability that A,

continues to be observed. For exam ple, in agine that the observable associated



with A, is a spot of light appearing on a screen, and the observable associated
with A, is another spot of light that is so close to the st that it cannot be
fully resolved by the observer. To decide if he is looking at the st or the
second spot ollow ing a stochastic choice, the cbserver tums o the st source
of light, and notes that the spot does or does not rem ain. W hen that isdone at
tin e ter , €g. 7 becom es

(t  tore > Ge) = Az (Ge)F2 (OB g

T he probability that the soot is observed in the second apparatus state can be
found by integrating the square m odulus of this expression and m aking use of

the Bom rule.
Z Z Z

P (> tye) = (I=s) dx d = (I=s) dxA,A,F; (so) F, (sq)

w here s is the squarem odulus of eqg. 6.

If the experim ent is perform ed m any tin es, then sum m ing over all the possi-
ble stochastic choices, the probability of cbserving the second apparatus eigen—
value w illbe

7
Pyt> tyr) = dEA)P,T (€3> ter)

Z Z

(I=s) dxA,A, d(sc)F; (sc) F; (sc)
Z

(1=S) dXA2A2

T his is the sam e result that one would expect if the states fB ;g and fB ,g were
com pletely resolvable.

Tt should be noted that if the observer becom es disengaged from the ap-—
paratus at som e tin e tyis after the stochastic hit n eg. 7, the system would

becom e

(€ tais > tec) = B1 (tc)F1(sC) + A (tc)F2 (sO)1EX g ®)

w here fX g isthe disengaged state that evolves from fB . g in physiologicaltim e.
T his expression m akes the independence of the observer and the system m ore
apparent. The e ect ofthe observation has therefore been to change the system

from the initial apparatus superposition A1+ A,) In eq. 6 to the superposition
A1 (sc)F1 (sC) + Ay (Esc)F2 (sc) In eg. 8. The observation brings about a state
reduction, but i does not reduce the state to eitherA; orA,; aswould nom ally
be expected. A s previously stated, this is because the cbserver cannot clearly
resolve the two possibilities, so he cannot clearly reduce the system to one or

the other eigenstate.



T he probability of the nal state of the system in eq. 7 is found by inte-
grating the variables dx, d , and d(sc) over the entire tin e of the physiological
Interaction leading to eq. 7.

Z 7 Z
(I=s) dx d dfsc) R1F1(sc)+ A,F;, (sc)]

Py (t> tc)

. R.F1 (sc)+ ;AF, (sc)IfB .9 fB .9

(I=s) dx R;A;+ A,A,]

which is the sam e as the probability of the Initial state In eg. 6.

If the unknown state fX g In eq. 6 is a sihgle unconscious state, then the
resulting ready brain states that engage the apparatusw ill also be single states
B; and B,. In that case, i willalways be possible for the reduction to m ake
an unam biguous choice between B; and B,. This does not mean that the
observer w ill be able to psychologically resolve the two, but only that the rule
(3) reduction willnot lead to a superposition in these circum stances.

P ulse D rift

Rule () requires that all new Iy em erging and discrete active brain states are
ready states. C learly, the states within a conscious pulse are intended to be
psychologically indistinguishable from one another; how ever, distinguishability
or discreteness In the sense of rule (2) willbe given a m ore narrow m eaning. If
the conscious pulse fB , g is said to Include the imm ediate neighborhood ofB
(ie., those states that are psychologically indistinguishable from B, ), then Iwill
say that only the m ost im m ediate neighbors ofB , are the ones that are exem pt
from rule (2), and are thereby directly in uenced by B, . Only these states
are pulled directly into existence by B, during pulse fom ation, and they will
have a lesser am plitude than B, . They, in tum, w ill pull their m ost mm ediate
neighbors into the pulse, again w ih lesser am plitude. In this way, the entire
pulse is drawn into being around the initial central state B, .

T his m eans that the pulse does not have a de nie edge. However, there
is still a decisive lim it to the In uence of each state w ithin the pulse, beyond
which rule (2) applies to interactions involving that particular state.

W ih this understanding, there is nothing in the rules that would prevent a
conscious pulse from drifting continuously about the brain, m oving over a w ide
range of brain states w ithout the necessity of hopping stochastically from one
place to another. A s a pulse of this kind drifts forward, the conscious states



In is lading edge will gain am plitude, and those In is trailing edge w ill lose
am plitude, w thout engaging ready brain states as required by rule (2).

Now considerw hat w illhappen w hen the conscious pulse drifts continuously
over the brain In this way, while at the sam e tin e giving rise to a ready brain
pulse as In eg. 4. A ready brain pulse cannot m ove lke an ordinary pulse.
Tts trailing edge cannot feed current to its leading edge because of rule 4), so
the am plitude of a single com ponent of the ready pulse can only increase by
virtue of current com ing from the conscious pulse®. The m om ent that current
stops for any reason, the ready com ponent w illbecom e a stationary \phantom "
com ponent that serves no fiirther purpose’. It will not ©llow the motion of
the conscious pulse. So instead of there being a m oving ready brain pulse that
parallels the m otion of a conscious pulse of decreasing am plitude, there w illbe
a trail of ready states that becom e phantom s the m om ent they settle down to
a constant am plitude.

Intensity of a C onscious E xperience

In classical physics, intensity is proportional to square am plitude; whereas In
standard quantum m echanics, Intensity is In plicit in the de nition of a state
rather than in its am plitude. T hat's because the square m odulus in a quantum
m echanical state refers only to probability n a standard quantum m echanical
treatm ent; and in the present treatm ent it doesn’t even do that. So In the
quantum case, a hon-zero conscious state is alw ays fully conscious, ndependent
of its am plitude. T his is why we require that a stochastically chosen conscious
state B, is nom alized to 1.0. It will be either on or o . It can have no
Interm ediate value. This is also why a conscious pulse fB g is nom alized to
1.0. It too can have no interm ediate value. O f course the com ponent In which
the state or pulse appears can have interm ediate values, but the on-o nature
of consciousness is represented here by the nom alization of a state or a pulse,
not by a com ponent.

T he quality of consciousness (including intensity) is govemed in every case
by the Ham iltonian. So the intensiy of a psychological experience that is asso—
ciated with a conscious pulse fB , g is a function of the de nition of the states
that are nvolved. Tt is one thing ifa state constitutes an experience on a sun-lit

3This is another exam ple of how rule (4) prevents an anom alous increase in probability.
T railing edge current ow ing into the leading edge would otherw ise cause extraneous rule (3)

reductions. O ther exam ples are in refs. 1 and 2.
4T he properties of a phantom com ponent are de ned in ref. 1.



landscape, and another if it is an experience In a darkened basam ent. In either
case, the Ham iltonian of the state will assign a lesser Intensity to the neigh—
borhood states surrounding the central state. T his m eans that the intensity of
the observer’s experience w ill fade out at the edge of a conscious pulse. W e
represent this m odulation of intensity by the function Fy (u) n eq. 2.

If we quantify the \intrapulse" intensity I by saying that it equals 1.0 for
each conscious pulse (corresoonding to each pulse being fiillly conscious), then
dI = Fy ) Fx (0)du will be the rlative intensity of the di erential range of
states in the vicinity ofB , . The square m odulus ofB , does not have a form al
Interpretation in this treatm ent, but its intensity relative to other statesw ithin
a pulse can certainly be represented in this way.

Fading in and out

The question then is: does a fully conscious experience arise discontinuously
when a conscious pulse com es into being? And conversely, is the experience
tumed o discontinuously asa consciouspulse is reduced to zero? T he rulesare

exble enough to allow the H am ittonian to introduce orw ithdraw consciousness
continuously over nite intervals oftim e.

Square
Modulus
N u JL u /\ u
B, By B,
Figure 2

The st stagen g.2 showsthe stochastically chosen state them om ent it
is created. The Ham iltonian reduces its am plitude in the second stage, giving
rise to a pulse that only Involves its \m ost in m ediate” neighbors. In the third
stage, the initial state is com pltely absorbed into the pulse, and the width
of the pulse has expanded to a degree that allow s a full conscious experience.
A though the Initial state is technically conscious, it is too narrow to support
a recognizable psychological experience. T he num ber of states involved in the
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second stage of g. 2 will support som e degree of the 11l experience, but only
the third stage supports the fill experience. T his sequence allow s the observer
to becom e gradually aw are of the pulse on a tim e scale that is govermed by the
Ham iltonian. At the sam e tim e, i does not violate the on-o principl that is
represented In the nom alization of the stateplispulse.

The converse cannot be true in the same way. Rule (3) requires that a
conscious state will go Inm ediately to zero if there is a stochastic choice of
another state; and this suggests that there can be no gradual phasing out of
a oconscious experience. However, there m ay be another m echanisn that will
com e to the rescue. The Ham iltonian m ight provide for the existence of an
\after glow " of any term inated conscious experience. T his could occur through
another Interaction that is in parallelw ith the prin ary interaction; and i m ight
wellbe related to the interaction that puts any conscious experience into short—
term m em ory. If that is true, then the Ham iltonian would control the extent
to which the observer fades in or out of consciousness, and that is certainly the
desired result.
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