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A bstract. A displacem ent operator d is Introduced, verifying comm utation
relations ﬁ ;aﬁ] = ﬁ jar] = (f)cf wih eld creation and annihilation operators
that verify [r;agl = 0, [af;ag] = (g;f), asusual. f and g are test functions,
is a Poincare Invariant realvalued function on the test function space, and (g;f) is
a Poincare Invariant Hem itian inner product. The ?-algebra generated by all these
operators, and a state de ned on i, nontrivially extends the ?-algebra of creation and
annihilation operators and its Fock space representation. If the usual requirem ent for
linearity is weakened, as suggested in quantph/0512190, we obtain a defomm ation of
the free quantum eld.
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1. Introduction

In an earlier paper, I introduced a weakening of the axiom s of quantum eld theory
that allow s a nonlinear inner product structure [1]. I refer to that paper for notation,
m otivation, and an introduction to the approach that is further pursued here. T here, I
m entioned that T had investigated deform ations of the H eisenberg algebra of the A rik—
Coons type R], but had found no way to apply defomm ations of a com parabl type
to quantum elds. Here, I brie y describe the failure, and m ove on to introduce a
displacem ent operatoroT , verifying b’l\ ;aif’] = ﬁ ;asl= (f)oT ,where isan arirary
realvalued scalar function on the test function space (taken to be a Schwartz space 3,
xIT1]), which will allow us to construct an extension of Fock space, generated by the
action of digplacem ent operators on a vacuum state aswell as by the action of creation
operators aj . Note that the \displacam ent" is not a spacetin e displacem ent, but w ill
shortly be seen to \displace" creation and anniilation operators in the sense of adding
a scalar. W hat follow s w ill show som e of the uses to which such operators can be put.

A ocom parabl (ut Hem iian) num ber operatori would verify the very di erent
comm utation relation ft ;all= (£)&g . Number operators are in portant for a uniform
presentation of algebras of the A rik-C oons typel], but we cannot In general construct
an associative algebra ifwe use the operatornt to extend the free quantum eld algebra ;
it is straightforward to verify, for example, that for the undeform ed comm utation
relation brjall = (@;f), N ara) becomes etther (@ar + (©;f)) @ &)+ (@) or
azar @ )+ @)+ (g;f)nn, depending on the order n which the com m utation
relations are applied, which is lncom patdble with associativity unless  is a constant
function on the test function space. W e will here take the constant function number
operator to be rhtively uninteresting, particularly becausse we cannot generate an
associative algebra using both a num ber operatornfl; W ith the constant finction 1) and
a digplacam ent operator d;d n,al, for exam pl, becom es di erent values depending
on the order in which comm utation relhtions are applied. Equally, every attempt I
have m ade at deform ing the com m utation relations Eaf;ag] = (;f) and Bejagl = O
using num ber operators or digplacem ent operators have failed to be associative, w ih
ar @naj) 6 an @cay).

Wewillwork wih a ?-algebra A ; that is generated by creation and annihilation
operators that verify [af;ag] = (;f) and fRrjag]l = 0, together with a singlk
displacam ent operatorpajrﬁ and &. We will take & to be equivalent to d ; &
to be equivalent to c/i\k ; and é\o to be equivalent to 1. The com m utation relations above
and the state we willde ne in a m om ent are consistent w ith these equivalences. 4 is
centralin A ;, for exam ple. In general, we w ill take dA‘m é\n to be equivalent to dA(mﬂl) .

A ; hasthe fam iliar subalgebra A ( that is generated by the creation and annihilation
operators alone. A basis forA; isal a¥ :::aém d\k ag asg, 118, , kK 2 Z, fOr som e set of test

91 " 92
functions ff;g. W e construct a lnear state ’ ; on thisbasis as

"o)=1; @

’o(aélaéz ::agm 4. ar,ag,@r, )= 0 ifm > Oorn> Oork#® O: )
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Ifk is always zero, this is exactly the vacuum state for the conventional free quantum
eld. To establish that ’ ; is a state on A ;, we have to show that ’ (AAYAA) 0 for
every e]ement of the algebra. A general elem ent of the algebra can be written as

A

A= L kr krdk Ykr, where X xr and Ykr are products of annihilation operators,
so that
"o ®RYA) = 7o (( is jsd st)( krX 1 r Gk Yir))
j s k r
X X AV L0 X /\OY A
= ! o (( stjsX js) ( krX krYkr))
Xk s r
= "o BYAY)  0; 3)

because only tem s forwhich j= k contrdbute, and Pfk = . erAoykrfkr is an operator
In the free quantum eld algebra A for each k. The crtical observation is that
XA}Sr =dy X krcfk isa sum ofproducts of annihilation operators only.

G iven the state ’ 3, we can use the GN S construction to construct a H ibert space
H, (see, Prexampl, B, xIII2]), then we can use the C *-algebra of bounded operators
B H ) that act on H y as an algebra of cbservables, but this or a sin ilar construction
is not strictly needed for Physics. From the point of view established in [L], we can
be content to use a nite number of creation operators and annihilation operators
to generate a ?-algebra of operators. This is not enough to support a continuous
representation ofthe Poincare group, but the form alisn is P oincare invariant, adequate
(if w e take enough generators) to construct com plex enough m odels to be as em pirically
adequate as a conthuum lin it, and is much sinplr, m ore constructive, and m ore
approprate for general use than Type I1; von Neum ann algebras. T his paper broadly
follow s the generalpractice In physics of fairly freely em ploying unbounded creation and
annihilation operators. Com plktion of a ?-algebra In a nom to give at least a Banach
?-algebra structure, which would allow us to construct an action on the GN S H ibert
Soace directly, is a ussfulnicety form athem atics, but it is not essential for constructing
physicalm odels.

For future reference, I list som e of the sin plest identities that are entailed by the
com m utation relation of the displacem ent operator w ith the creation and annihilation
operators (using a B aker€ am pbellHi ausdor BCH) fomula for the exponentials):

dall= @arl=k (X @)

dal= @+ k (E)d;  detE = & ErE O, 5)

Jar= @+ k (E)F; diet 3 = gt @tk ENge. 6)
. h N i

ed Ya= a+ E(d+ et T )

From these it should begin to be ckear why I have called d a \displacem ent" operator.
Equations (5) and (6) m ake apparent the usefiillpractical consequence that it issu cient
to sum the powers of displacem ent operators in a termm to be sure whether the tem
contrbutes to ’ ( &) | ifthe sum ofpowers is zero | because displacem ent operators
are not m odi ed if they are m oved to kft or right in the tem .
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We can Introduce as many displacem ent operators as needed, all mutually
com m uting, ﬁl ;4 ,1= 0, wihout changing any essentials of the above, but probably
not as far as a continuum of such operators w thout signi cant extra care. It ismost
straightforward to ntroduce linear dependency between products of the displacem ent
operators inm ediately, c/i\lﬁ2 = <§1+ ,» whith is consistent with the comm utation
relations, although we could also prooeed by considering equivalence relations later in
the developm ent. The only other comm ent that seem s necessary is that the action of
the state ' § on a basis constructed as above is zero unless there are no displacem ent
operators present, so that

’ - 1. 7 Y oY ..y gk gke L 5K - 0-
o) = 1; 0 (aglagz nay d ld 2 d arf ag, 138, )= 0;

ifm > Oorn > Oorany k; & O: 8)
g g ::ﬁkll should be taken to be equalto dy, |, ,+ A

1 2

T he basic algebra is adequately de ned above, the rest of this paper develops som e
of the consequences for m odelling correlations. Three ways iIn which the digplacem ent
operators can be used are described below . In particular, probability densities are
calculated for variousm odels, as far as possible. A llthree ways can be com bined freely
w ith the two ways of constructing nonlinear quantum elds that are described in 1],
0 the comm ent m ade there must be em phasized, that the approach discussed here
should at thispoint be considered essentially em pirical, because there is an em barrassing
number of models. The reason for pursuing this approach nonetheless | from a
high theoretical point of view the lack of constraints on m odels m ight be sesen as a
serious failing | is that it brings m uch better m athem atical control to discussions of
renom alization, and m ight lead to new and hopefully usefiill conosptualizations and
phenom enclogical m odels of physical processes. Even if the nonlnear quantum eld
theoretic m odels discussed here and In [L] do not tum out to be em pirically usefuil,
they nonetheless give an approach that can be compared In detail wih standard
renom alization approaches, and an understanding of precisely why these nonlhnear
m odels and others lke them cannot be m ade to work should give som e insight into
both approaches.

2. D isplaced vacuum states

The way to use displacem ent operators that is discussed In this section in e ect
constructs representations of the subalgebra A o, because the comm utation relation
[Af; Ag] = (g;f) (£;9) is unchanged. However, we w ill be abl to construct vacuum
states In which the 1-m easurem ent probability density in the P oincare invariant vacuum
state can be any probability density In convolution wih the conventional G aussian
probability density, which seem s useful regardless, particularly if used In conjinction
w ith the m ethods of [L]. The vacuum probability density m ay depend on any set of
nonlinear P oincare nvariants of the test function that describes a 1-m easurem ent.

Let Af = ar + aif’ be the quantum eld, for which the conventional vacuum state
generates a characteristic function ¢ ( jf) of the 1-m easurem ent probability density;
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using a BCH formula, we cbtain

o )= "ot f)=e (@0 G aglarn 9)

Y (10)

50 that the probability density associated w iﬂnqunglem easurem ents in the vacuum state
isthe Gaussian (&) = exp ( x*=2(f;f))= 2 (f;f).

Consider rst the elem entary altemative vacuum state, ’ d(Pf) =7, (ﬁﬁ.\cﬁy). Fora
vacuum state, should be Poincare invariant; this is a physical requirem ent on vacuum
states to which them athem atics here is largely indi erent. U sing thism odi ed vacuum
state, we can generate a characteristic function for single m easurem ents,

() ="ode d)=ez G Gt =) 1)

1 2 f. i
= e 2 (£;£)+ 21 (f); (12)

so that the probability density associated with single m easurem ents in the m odi ed
vacuum state is still G aussian, but \displaced",

|
L) = e & 2 € 13)
2 (£;f) 2(E:1)
As (f) varesw ith som e Poincare invariant scale of £, the expected displacem ent ofthe
G aussian varies accordingly.  (f) m ight be large for \am all" £, sm all at Intem ediate
scale, and large again for \large" f; any function of m ultiple P oincare invariant scales
of the test functionsm ay be used. . p_
Introducing a lnear oor%bjnatjon "= K kék= N of higher powers ofd , wih

nom alization constantN = | J ka, we can oconstruct anotherm odi ed vacuum state,
- (AA) ="', (AAAAY),whidl generates a characteristic finction

cCE)= ", ("ei e Y) = e % 2(E£) y 0 ("ei aﬁf’ei ar ’\Y) (14)
1X . .
_ - jkae 1 2(£;6)+ 21k (f); 15)
N
o that we obtain a probability density
|
S R IS | & 2k (£)F
cXIE)= — qk:exp _ (16)
N 2 (£;f) 2(£;f)

Ifwe are prepared to Introduce a continuum of displacem ent operators, this probability
density can be any probability density In convolution w ith the conventional G aussian
probability density. A nite number of digplacem ent operators w ill generally be as
am pirically adequate as a continuum of digplacem ent operators.

Finally, we can explicitly generate the n-m easurem ent probability density In the

’ A — 7 A%A/\OY /\O: P 0 N :p—o . . .
statePc @A) o ( ), where n w9, N Y, w ih nomn alization constant
NO°= " _ §0F.The characteristic function is
P A
¢ (17 2imy nifiunt)="0(% 175 % @7
1 X 1T iP ) )
= " 4lfe - TE s an @ ag
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where F is the gram matrix (f;;f5) and _ is a vector of the variabls ;.
c (17 25wy a6 u5f,) generates the probability density
: 1x 325 ly@)TF 'x
¢ R1i%oi % Fuifoi i) = a=———=e 20" X0 (9
N"n 2 detF)
where the set of vectorsx fm ) isgivenby xfm )5 = x5 2 , (£5). W ih a suitable choice of
n and 2 §,we can m ake the probability density vary w ith m ultiple P oincare invariant
scales of the Individualm easuram ents. N ote, how ever, that in the approach ofthispaper
only the gram m atrix F describes the relationshipsketwesn them easurem ents described
by the test functions f;, and all such relationships are paimw ise.

3. D isplacem ents of the eld observable-T

T hisand the follow ing section introduce deform ationsofthe eld instead ofdefomm ations
of the ground state. A s above, the quantum eld discussed in this section still satis es
the com m utation relation [Af; Ag] = g;f) (£;9), o the stateswe can construct again
e ectively generate m any representations of the firee eld algebra of observables (the
next section m odi es the com m utation relations satis ed by the observable eld). Ifwe
think of ourselves as constructing em pircally e ective m odels for physical situations, it
is worth considering di erent m odels for the di erent Intuitions they present, while of
course also presenting, as clkarly as possble, isom orphisn s between m odels, or { less
restrictively { em pirical equivalences between m odels.
T he sin plest deform ation discussed In this section is

“e=id@ ah+ ©d+  OF; (20)

Thisdeform ed eld satis esm icrocausality because d commutesw ith i@e aif’ )z. N ote
that In this section and in the next we take as + aif’ not to be an cbservabl ofthe theory,
because [@@f + aif’);i(ag ag)]é 0 when f and g have space-like ssparated supports.

W e can straightforwardly calculate the vacuum state 1-m easuram ent characteristic
function for Af,

s(H) =0 )= P (Er g argt (O O,
219 )97 eh!
=e%2(f;f) @3 ( )'j) (.?2),0(66@6 ar)
j=O (23)' j'
1 . .
=e: TO3Q §(E)I; 22)

w here the Bessel function em erges because the only contributions to the result are those
rwhih d and & cancel, which gives the contridbution f—j,z)' . Thisresults in a probability

z Another possibility, Ag = ar + aﬁf’ + () d + ély), also satis es m icrocausality, but is aln ost
trivially seen to be unitarily equivalent to ar + al,

a ~y

2(d (d

N

e ny)(af+a§é)e )=af+a3f/+ ey(d + &) (1)

T his establishes a close enough relationship to the previous section that a longer presentation of this
case w ill not be given here.



D isplacem ent deform ed quantum  elds 7

density that is the convolution ofthe conventional G aussian and the probability density

P o7 (;f — (when kj< R (f)3j otherwise 0). The probability density we have jist

calculated is independent of , becaused comm utes w ith i@e aif’), but willtum
up In expressions for non-vacuum state probability densities. The scales of (£;f) and
J (£)jdetem ne the \shape" of the convolution. T he convolution is displayed in gure
1for (f;f)= land j (f)j= 0,3,1,and 3.

0.4+

0.3

0.27

0.1y

Figure 1. T he probability densities that result from the deform ation
"t=i@e al)+ €E)d + (E)F,wih (E£)= landJ ()j= 0 ble,
highest function at zero), % (red, second highest), 1 (green, third
highest), 3 (cyan, lowest fiinction at zero) [colour on the web].

W e can also compute characteristic functions for higher powers such as T =

i@e ah+ @) d + &),

1

k=1 ! oF1G1l; ( E))e: T =g, (E)e: ©O;

1l 2 £,
k=3 ! ,Fs@;2;1;2;1; 16( (E))e z @9,
_ | 1 o3 ¢7 «9 el e2e3ed e« 2 L 256,
k=5 | yFs(&idigigitizizitils 256 ( (£)))e 2 ;
etcy;
k=0 | (Fo(i2i ())ez @0 =gt Bg 3 @D,

k=2 ! F1¢;1;41 (£))e 3 2EE) 2 Jo @ 3§ (E)) ©De 3 e,
k=4 | ,F,(;2;1;1;161  (F))e 7
k=6 | sFs(;2;2;1;2;1;641  (F))e 7 ©0;

6766?7373

etc:

The k = 0 entry is trivially tractable, indeed trivial; otherw ise only the k = 2 entry
is Inm ediately tractable, being jist a trivially displaced version of the k = 1 entry we
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have just discussed, because d + d')* = (& + d} )+ 2. T he combinatorics forarbitrary
Hem itian finctionsofd and & added to if@r a}f),potentially using multiple Poincare
Invariant displacem ent finctions ;, can be as com plicated as we care to consider.

Further possibilities that m ust be considered, because d cannot generally be taken
tobelnhearin ,are eldssuch asi(a aif’)+ () (o/l\ € t ély(f) ), which are distinct from
the other elds considered in this section even though the vacuum state 1-m easurem ent
probability densities are ndependent of (f) . If we add two disgplacem ent function
o)+ 26 d, e + & ) thereis
a oom plex m odulation of the vacuum state 1-m easuram ent probability density as the
proportion of ; (f) to 5 (f) changes.

com ponents, asin i@ ap)+ 1 (f) d e T &

4. D isplacem ents of the eld observable-IT

The rst deform ation of Af that we will discuss in this section is

o=@ ah)d + d): 23)
A s 1n the previous section, this isH emm itian and satis esm icrocausality, but the algebra
of cbservables generated by the observable eld is nally di erent,

(ei "gl= [@if)  (E1d + d)%; (24)

even though the algebra satis ed by the creation and annihilation operators is
unchanged. The change In the algebra of cbservables gives som e cause to think that
physics associated w ith this type of construction m ay be signi cantly di erent. (d + &)2
is a central elem ent In the algebra generated by Af .

T he characteristic function ofthe vacuum state 1-m easurem ent probability density

is
p ( jf): "o : Af) 1
¥ G )Pe a)yld + &)
= e _ A
=0 3!
0 . | 1
=0 2 P a)” (Zj)!A
N TRET:
_ o rEn)) enren!
o @)L 2330 JF
= F1 (il 2 2(6E) = L(*EE)e T @25)
where ' ( ((@r a})*) = ( (£))? (szjj): is a usefiil dentity for the conventional vacuum

state. p ( ) can be inverse Fourer transfom ed, using @, 7.663 2 or 7.663 6], to
cbtain

! !
’ 8 3(F;f) P TewEn) 0 1666)
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This has vardance 2(f;f), In contrast to the varance (f;f) for the quantum eld
i@e aif’). p XI) isdisplayed w ith variance 2 (£;£) = 2 togetherw ith the G aussian for
(£;f)= 11 gure2.Thevacuum stateprobability density » X) isagain lndependent

‘1 % 3 R~

Figure 2. T he probability density that results from the deform ation

"t =i@r al)yd + &), wih (£;£)= 1, varance 2 (in red), com pared w ith
the conventional G aussian, with (£;£f), vardance 1 (In blue), and the probability
density that results from the deform ation "¢ = ifas at) d + &)?,wih

(£;£) = 1, variance 6 (dashed, In red) [colour on the web].

of ;itisin nite at zero, but i is also Integrable enough over the real line orall nite
m om ents to exist, which of course we com puted explicitly n orderto compute p ( if).
The probability density » (xJf) is signi cantly concentrated both near zero and
near 1 , relative to the conventional G aussian probability density. If we com pare
w ith a G aussian that has the sam e varance, there is a 10 tim es greater probability of
observing a value beyond about 3.66 standard deviations, a 100 tin es greater probability
of observing a value beyond about 4.84 standard deviations, and a 1000 tin es greater
probability of observing a value beyond about 5.76 standard deviations. I suppose
p ) will give a fairly distinctive signature in physics, which future papers will
hopefully be able to m ake evident, and it should be clkar fairly quickly whether it

can be used to m odel events In nature.
T he characteristic function ofthe vacuum state n-m easurem ent probability density

P A
p (17 255 nXuifiunf)="0€ 370 5)=1F1¢;1; 2 TF_); @7)
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where, as In section 2, F is the gram matrix (f;;f3) and _ is a vector of the variables
;. Forn = 2, we can lnverse Fourier transform this radially sym m etric finctionx using
4,7.663.5], to obtain
xTF Ix
. &P T
p Kiixehifr) = & ; 29)
8 3'F !x)det(F)

Foralln,we can con m , using @4, 7.672 2] that the Fourer transform of

xTF 'x xTF Ix

&=xp _16_W“%'%3_8_
237“ %(>_<TF 15)%+% n+1ldet F )

30)

p XiiXosugxnJhifhiun ) =

is1F1@¢;1; 2 'F_),where W 4 (z) isW hittaker's con uent hypergeom etric finction.
A though these m athem atical derivations of probability densities can be derived,
and give a distinct insight, the m om ents, which are essentially what are physically
m easurable, can be determ ined m ore easily from the characteristic fiinctions, or directly
from the action ofa state on an cbservable.

W e can also com pute characteristic functions for higher powers of displacem ent
operators, ¢ = i@ al)d + &)k,

k=1 ! F1¢;1; 2 2@6) = L( *(Ee T

=2 1 ,F (341 8 P(EE));

=3 | SF3(;2;2;4;2;1; 32 2(6;6));

=4 |  Fq@;2;2;1;552;2;1; 128 2(£;£));
etc:;

which in general have M eigr's G -finctions as inverse Fourier transform s 4, 7.542 5].
Fork = 2, again using {4, 7.672 2], with di erent substitutions, we can derive the
probability density

! !
) . < g, X 1)
= g _ 1 _— .
o 64 3 (£;f) =P aEn ¢ e
This has varance 6 (£;f); i ispltted for (£;£) = 1 In Figure 2. In general we can
multply i(@; al) by any selfadpint polynom &l in d ¢ and @’(f) . Ik will be

Interesting to discover w hat range of probability densities thisw illallow usto construct.

5. D iscussion

T his m athem atics is essentially quite clear and simple, but it is also rather rich and
nontrivial, and there are lots of concrete m odels. It w illbe apparent that I do not have

x Recallthat the n-dim ensional inverse Fourier transform ofa radially sym m etric function £( ) is given
by

£() %J% 1@ )d : 28)
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proper control of the f1ll range of possibilities. From philosophical points of view that
seek a unigquely preferred m odel and that nd the tight constraints of renom alization
on acceptable physical m odels congenial, it will be seen as problam atic that there is
a pkthora of m odels, but a loosening of constraints accords well w ith our experience
of wide diversity In the natural world, and is no m ore than a retum to the alm ost
unoonstrained diversity of classical particle and eld m odels.

It is so far mather unclear how to understand the m athem atics as physics, but
any interpretation will ollow a common (put not universal) quantum eld theoretical
assum ption that wem easure probabilities and correlation fiinctions of scalar cbservables
that are Indexed by test functions. There are existing ways of discussing condensed
m atter physics that are f2irly am enable to this styl of nterpretation, but it is lkely
that we w ill have to abandon som e of our existing ways of talking about particks to
acoom m odate thism atheam atics.

It is also reiterated here, follow ing [L], that the positive spectrum ocondition on
the energy, which has been so mucdh part of the quantum eld theoretical landscape,
should be deprecated, because energy (and as well energy density) is uncbservable,
In nite, and nonlocal. Iffwe think of the random eld that is the classical equivalent of
agiven quantum eld, taking ¢ ;ag] = (g;f)+ (£;9) so that the com m utator is realand
[Af; Ag] = 0 for all test functions, it is clear that we are discussing an essentially fractal
structure, for which di erentiation and energy density at a point are unde ned. From a
proper m athem atical perspective, we should consider only nite local observables. W e
have accepted renom alization form alism s that m anage In nities only in Jack ofa nite
altemative, a basis for which this paper and is precursor provide.

The method of section 4 is perhaps m ore signi cant m athem atically than the
m ethods of sections 2 and 3, insofar as the quantum eld observables of section 4
satisfy m odi ed com m utation relations, in comm on w ith the m ethods for constructing
nonlinear quantum eldsthat are presented in [1]. However, quantum theory som ew hat
exaggerates the In portance of comm utation relations between quantum m echanically
ideal m easurem ent devices | the trivial commutation relations of classically ideal
m easuram ent devices can give a description of experim ents that is equally em pircally
adequated, 6], and idealm easurem ent devices between the quantum and the classical
can also be used as points of reference[7].

P hysics em phasizes a com m im ent to cbserved statistics, which present essentially
unoontroversial lists of num bers, but it is farm ore di cul to describbe what we believe
we have m easured than the statistics and the lists of num bers them sslves. Tt m ight be
said, for exam ple, that \we have m easured the m om entum of a partick", and cite a
list of tim es and places where devices triggered, ignoring the delicate questions of (1)
whether there is any such thing as \a particke", (2) whether a particle can be said to
have any wellde ned properties at all, and (3) whether particles have \m om entum " in
particular. It m akes sense to describbe a m easuram ent In such a way, because it form s
a signi cant part of a coordinatization of the m easurem ent that is good enough for the
experin ent and its resuls to be reproduced, but an altemative conosptualization can
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have a radical e ect on our understanding.
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