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A bstract. A displacem ent operator d̂� is introduced, verifying com m utation

relations [̂d�;a
y

f
]= [̂d�;af]= �(f)̂d� with �eld creation and annihilation operators

that verify [af;ag] = 0, [af;a
y
g] = (g;f), as usual. f and g are test functions, �

is a Poincar�e invariant real-valued function on the test function space,and (g;f) is

a Poincar�e invariantHerm itian inner product. The ?-algebra generated by allthese

operators,and a statede�ned on it,nontrivially extendsthe?-algebra ofcreation and

annihilation operatorsand itsFock space representation.Ifthe usualrequirem entfor

linearity is weakened,assuggested in quant-ph/0512190,we obtain a deform ation of

the freequantum �eld.

PACS num bers:03.65.Fd,03.70.+ k,11.10.-z
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1. Introduction

In an earlier paper,Iintroduced a weakening ofthe axiom s ofquantum �eld theory
thatallowsa nonlinearinnerproductstructure [1]. Ireferto thatpaperfornotation,
m otivation,and an introduction to theapproach thatisfurtherpursued here.There,I
m entioned thatIhad investigated deform ationsofthe Heisenberg algebra ofthe Arik-
Coons type [2],but had found no way to apply deform ations ofa com parable type
to quantum �elds. Here,I brie
y describe the failure,and m ove on to introduce a
displacem entoperator d̂�,verifying [̂d�;a

y

f]= [̂d�;af]= �(f)̂d�,where � isan arbitrary
real-valued scalarfunction on thetestfunction space(taken to bea Schwartzspace[3,
xII.1]),which willallow usto construct an extension ofFock space,generated by the
action ofdisplacem entoperatorson a vacuum stateaswellasby theaction ofcreation
operatorsayf. Note thatthe \displacem ent" isnota space-tim e displacem ent,butwill
shortly beseen to \displace" creation and annihilation operatorsin thesenseofadding
a scalar.W hatfollowswillshow som eoftheusesto which such operatorscan beput.

A com parable(butHerm itian)num beroperator n̂� would verify thevery di�erent
com m utation relation [̂n�;a

y

f]= �(f)ayf.Num beroperatorsareim portantfora uniform
presentation ofalgebrasofthe Arik-Coonstype[2],butwe cannotin generalconstruct
an associativealgebraifweusetheoperatorn̂� toextend thefreequantum �eld algebra;
it is straightforward to verify, for exam ple, that for the undeform ed com m utation
relation [af;ayg]= (g;f), n̂�afayg becom es either (a

y
gaf + (g;f))(̂n� � �(f)+ �(g)) or

aygaf(̂n� � �(f)+ �(g))+ (g;f)̂n�,depending on the orderin which the com m utation
relations are applied,which is incom patible with associativity unless � is a constant
function on the test function space. W e willhere take the constant function num ber
operator to be relatively uninteresting, particularly because we cannot generate an
associativealgebrausing both a num beroperatorn̂1 (with theconstantfunction 1)and
a displacem ent operator d̂�; d̂�n̂1a

y

f,forexam ple,becom es di�erent values depending
on the order in which com m utation relations are applied. Equally,every attem pt I
have m ade at deform ing the com m utation relations [af;ayg]= (g;f) and [af;ag]= 0
using num ber operators or displacem ent operators have failed to be associative,with
af(ahayg)6= ah(afayg).

W e willwork with a ?-algebra A 1 thatisgenerated by creation and annihilation
operators that verify [af;ayg] = (g;f) and [af;ag] = 0, together with a single

displacem ent operator pair d̂� and d̂
y

�. W e willtake d̂y� to be equivalent to d̂�� ; d̂k�
tobeequivalentto d̂k�;and d̂0� tobeequivalentto1.Thecom m utation relationsabove
and the statewe willde�ne in a m om entareconsistentwith these equivalences. d̂0� is
centralin A 1,forexam ple.In general,wewilltake d̂m �d̂n� to beequivalentto d̂(m + n)�.

A 1 hasthefam iliarsubalgebraA 0 thatisgenerated bythecreation and annihilation
operatorsalone.A basisforA 1 isayg1a

y
g2
:::aygm d̂k�af1af2:::afn,k 2 ZZ,forsom esetoftest

functionsffig.W econstructa linearstate’0 on thisbasisas

’0(1)= 1; (1)

’0(a
y
g1
a
y
g2
:::a

y
gm
d̂k�af1af2:::afn)= 0 ifm > 0 orn > 0 ork 6= 0: (2)
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Ifk isalwayszero,thisisexactly the vacuum state forthe conventionalfree quantum
�eld. To establish that ’0 is a state on A 1,we have to show that ’0(Â yÂ) � 0 for
every elem ent of the algebra. A generalelem ent of the algebra can be written as
Â =

P

k

P

r�krX̂
y

krd̂k�Ŷkr,where X̂ kr and Ŷkr are products ofannihilation operators,
so that

’0(Â
y
Â)= ’0((

X

j

X

s

�
�
jsŶ

y

jsd̂�j� X̂ js)(
X

k

X

r

�krX̂
y

krd̂k�Ŷkr))

=
X

k

’0((
X

s

�
�
jsŶ

y

jsX̂
0
js)(

X

r

�krX̂
0
y

krŶkr))

=
X

k

’0(Â
y

kÂ k)� 0; (3)

because only term sforwhich j= k contribute,and Â k =
P

r�krX̂
0
y

krŶkr isan operator
in the free quantum �eld algebra A 0 for each k. The critical observation is that
X̂ 0

kr = d̂�k� X̂ krd̂k� isa sum ofproductsofannihilation operatorsonly.
Given thestate’0,wecan usetheGNS construction to constructa Hilbertspace

H 0 (see,forexam ple,[3,xIII.2]),then wecan usetheC ?-algebra ofbounded operators
B(H 0)thatacton H 0 asan algebra ofobservables,butthisora sim ilarconstruction
is not strictly needed for Physics. From the point ofview established in [1],we can
be content to use a �nite num ber of creation operators and annihilation operators
to generate a ?-algebra of operators. This is not enough to support a continuous
representation ofthePoincar�egroup,buttheform alism isPoincar�einvariant,adequate
(ifwetakeenough generators)toconstructcom plex enough m odelstobeasem pirically
adequate as a continuum lim it, and is m uch sim pler, m ore constructive, and m ore
appropriateforgeneralusethan Type III1 von Neum ann algebras.Thispaperbroadly
followsthegeneralpracticein physicsoffairly freely em ploying unbounded creation and
annihilation operators. Com pletion ofa ?-algebra in a norm to give atleasta Banach
?-algebra structure,which would allow usto constructan action on the GNS Hilbert
spacedirectly,isa usefulnicety form athem atics,butitisnotessentialforconstructing
physicalm odels.

Forfuture reference,Ilistsom e ofthe sim plestidentitiesthatare entailed by the
com m utation relation ofthe displacem entoperatorwith the creation and annihilation
operators(using a Baker-Cam pbell-Hausdor� (BCH)form ula fortheexponentials):

[̂dk�;a
y

f]= [̂dk�;af]= k�(f)̂dk�; (4)

d̂
k
�a

y

f = (ayf + k�(f))̂dk�; d̂
k
�e

i�a
y

f = e
i�(a

y

f
+ k�(f))

d̂
k
�; (5)

d̂
k
�af = (af + k�(f))̂dk�; d̂

k
�e

i�af = e
i�(af+ k�(f))d̂

k
�; (6)

e
�d̂���

� d̂
y

� af =
h

af + �(f)(�d̂� + �
�
d̂
y

�)
i

e
�d̂���

� d̂
y

�: (7)

From theseitshould begin to beclearwhy Ihavecalled d̂� a \displacem ent" operator.
Equations(5)and (6)m akeapparenttheusefulpracticalconsequencethatitissu�cient
to sum the powers ofdisplacem ent operators in a term to be sure whether the term
contributesto ’0(Â)| ifthesum ofpowersiszero | becausedisplacem entoperators
arenotm odi�ed ifthey arem oved to leftorrightin theterm .
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W e can introduce as m any displacem ent operators as needed, all m utually
com m uting,[̂d�1;d̂�2]= 0,withoutchanging any essentials ofthe above,butprobably
notasfarasa continuum ofsuch operatorswithoutsigni�cantextra care. Itism ost
straightforward to introduce lineardependency between productsofthe displacem ent
operators im m ediately, d̂�1 d̂�2 = d̂�1+ �2, which is consistent with the com m utation
relations,although we could also proceed by considering equivalence relationslaterin
the developm ent. The only othercom m entthatseem snecessary isthatthe action of
the state ’0 on a basis constructed asabove iszero unless there are no displacem ent
operatorspresent,so that

’0(1)= 1; ’0(a
y
g1
a
y
g2
:::a

y
gm
d̂
k1
�1
d̂
k2
�2
:::̂d

kl
�l
af1af2:::afn)= 0;

ifm > 0 orn > 0 orany ki6= 0: (8)

d̂
k1
�1
d̂
k2
�2
:::̂d

kl
�l
should betaken to beequalto d̂k1�1+ k2�2+ ���+ kl�l.

Thebasicalgebra isadequately de�ned above,therestofthispaperdevelopssom e
ofthe consequences form odelling correlations. Three waysin which the displacem ent
operators can be used are described below. In particular, probability densities are
calculated forvariousm odels,asfaraspossible.Allthreewayscan becom bined freely
with the two ways ofconstructing nonlinear quantum �elds thatare described in [1],
so the com m ent m ade there m ust be em phasized, that the approach discussed here
should atthispointbeconsidered essentially em pirical,becausethereisan em barrassing
num ber of m odels. The reason for pursuing this approach nonetheless | from a
high theoreticalpoint ofview the lack ofconstraints on m odels m ight be seen as a
serious failing | isthatitbringsm uch betterm athem aticalcontrolto discussions of
renorm alization,and m ight lead to new and hopefully usefulconceptualizations and
phenom enologicalm odels ofphysicalprocesses. Even ifthe nonlinear quantum �eld
theoretic m odels discussed here and in [1]do not turn out to be em pirically useful,
they nonetheless give an approach that can be com pared in detail with standard
renorm alization approaches, and an understanding of precisely why these nonlinear
m odels and others like 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 0, because the com m utation relation
[̂�f;�̂g]= (g;f)� (f;g)isunchanged. However,we willbe able to constructvacuum
statesin which the1-m easurem entprobability density in thePoincar�einvariantvacuum
state can be any probability density in convolution with the conventionalGaussian
probability density,which seem s usefulregardless,particularly ifused in conjunction
with the m ethods of[1]. The vacuum probability density m ay depend on any set of
nonlinearPoincar�einvariantsofthetestfunction thatdescribesa 1-m easurem ent.

Let �̂f = af + a
y

f be the quantum �eld,forwhich the conventionalvacuum state
generates a characteristic function �0(�jf) ofthe 1-m easurem ent probability density;
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using a BCH form ula,weobtain

�0(�jf)= ’0(e
i��̂f)= e

�
1

2
�2(f;f)

’0(e
i�a

y

fe
i�af) (9)

= e
�

1

2
�2(f;f)

; (10)

sothattheprobability density associated with singlem easurem entsin thevacuum state
istheGaussian �0(xjf):= exp(�x2=2(f;f))=

q

2�(f;f).

Consider�rsttheelem entary alternativevacuum state,’d(Â)= ’0(d̂�Â d̂
y

�).Fora
vacuum state,� should bePoincar�einvariant;thisisa physicalrequirem enton vacuum
statesto which them athem aticshereislargely indi�erent.Using thism odi�ed vacuum
state,wecan generatea characteristicfunction forsinglem easurem ents,

�d(�jf)= ’0(d̂�e
i��̂f d̂

y

�)= e
�

1

2
�2(f;f)

’0(d̂�e
i�a

y

fe
i�af d̂

y

�) (11)

= e
�

1

2
�2(f;f)+ 2i��(f)

; (12)

so that the probability density associated with single m easurem ents in the m odi�ed
vacuum stateisstillGaussian,but\displaced",

�d(xjf):=
1

q

2�(f;f)
exp

 

�
(x � 2�(f))2

2(f;f)

!

: (13)

As�(f)varieswith som ePoincar�einvariantscaleoff,theexpected displacem entofthe
Gaussian variesaccordingly. �(f)m ightbe large for\sm all" f,sm allatinterm ediate
scale,and large again for\large" f;any function ofm ultiple Poincar�e invariantscales
ofthetestfunctionsm ay beused.

Introducing a linear com bination �̂ =
P

k �kd̂
k
�=
p
N ofhigher powers of d̂�,with

norm alization constantN =
P

k j�kj
2,wecan constructanotherm odi�ed vacuum state,

’c(Â)= ’0(̂�Â �̂y),which generatesa characteristic function

�c(�jf)= ’0(̂�e
i��̂f�y)= e

�
1

2
�2(f;f)

’0(̂�e
i�a

y

fe
i�af �̂y) (14)

=
1

N

X

k

j�kj
2
e
�

1

2
�2(f;f)+ 2ik��(f)

; (15)

so thatweobtain a probability density

�c(xjf)=
1

N

X

k

j�kj
2

q

2�(f;f)
exp

 

�
(x � 2k�(f))2

2(f;f)

!

: (16)

Ifweareprepared to introducea continuum ofdisplacem entoperators,thisprobability
density can be any probability density in convolution with the conventionalGaussian
probability density. A �nite num ber ofdisplacem ent operators willgenerally be as
em pirically adequateasa continuum ofdisplacem entoperators.

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

state ’C (Â) = ’0(̂�0Â �̂0
y

),where �̂0 =
P

m �
0
m d̂�m =

p
N 0,with norm alization constant

N 0=
P

m j�
0
m j

2.Thecharacteristicfunction is

�C (�1;�2;:::;�njf1;f2;:::;fn)= ’0(̂�
0
e
i
P

j
�j�̂fj�0y) (17)

=
1

N 0

X

m

j�
0
m j

2
e
�

1

2
�T F �+ 2i

P

j
�j�m (fj); (18)
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where F is the gram m atrix (fi;fj) and � is a vector of the variables �i.
�C (�1;�2;:::;�njf1;f2;:::;fn)generatestheprobability density

�C (x1;x2;:::;xnjf1;f2;:::;fn)=
1

N 0

X

m

j�0m j
2

q

2�det(F)
e
�

1

2
x(m )T F �1 x(m )

; (19)

wherethesetofvectorsx(m )isgiven by x(m )j = xj� 2�m (fj).W ith asuitablechoiceof
�m and j�0m j

2,wecan m aketheprobability density vary with m ultiplePoincar�einvariant
scalesoftheindividualm easurem ents.Note,however,thatin theapproach ofthispaper
only thegram m atrix F describestherelationshipsbetween them easurem entsdescribed
by thetestfunctionsfi,and allsuch relationshipsarepairwise.

3. D isplacem ents ofthe �eld observable-I

Thisandthefollowingsection introducedeform ationsofthe�eldinstead ofdeform ations
oftheground state.Asabove,thequantum �eld discussed in thissection stillsatis�es
thecom m utation relation [̂�f;�̂g]= (g;f)� (f;g),so thestateswecan constructagain
e�ectively generate m any representations ofthe free �eld algebra ofobservables (the
nextsection m odi�esthecom m utation relationssatis�ed by theobservable�eld).Ifwe
think ofourselvesasconstructing em pirically e�ectivem odelsforphysicalsituations,it
isworth considering di�erentm odelsforthe di�erentintuitionsthey present,while of
course also presenting,as clearly aspossible,isom orphism s between m odels,or{ less
restrictively { em piricalequivalencesbetween m odels.

Thesim plestdeform ation discussed in thissection is

�̂f = i(af � a
y

f)+ �(f)d̂� + �
�(f)d̂y�; (20)

Thisdeform ed �eld satis�esm icrocausality because d̂� com m uteswith i(af � a
y

f)z.Note
thatin thissection and in thenextwetakeaf+ a

y

f nottobean observableofthetheory,
because[(af + a

y

f);i(ag � ayg)]6= 0 when f and g havespace-like separated supports.
W ecan straightforwardly calculatethevacuum state1-m easurem entcharacteristic

function for �̂f,

�J(�jf)= ’0(e
i��̂f)= e

�
1

2
�2(f;f)

’0(e
�a

y

fe
��a fe

i�(�(f)d̂�+ �
�(f)d̂

y

�
))

= e
�

1

2
�2(f;f)

1X

j= 0

(i�j�(f)j)2j

(2j)!

(2j)!

j!2
’0(e

�a
y

fe
��a f)

= e
�

1

2
�2(f;f)

J0(2�j�(f)j); (22)

wheretheBesselfunction em ergesbecausetheonly contributionstotheresultarethose
forwhich d̂� and d̂

y

� cancel,which givesthecontribution
(2j)!

j!2
.Thisresultsinaprobability

z Another possibility, �̂0
f
= af + a

y

f
+ �(f)(�d̂� + ��d̂

y

�
),also satis�es m icrocausality,but is alm ost

trivially seen to be unitarily equivalentto af + a
y

f
,

e
1

2
(� d̂

�
��

�
d̂
y

�
)
(af + a

y

f
)e

� 1

2
(� d̂

�
��

�
d̂
y

�
)
= af + a

y

f
+ �(f)(�d̂� + �

�
d̂
y

�
): (21)

Thisestablishesa close enough relationship to the previoussection thata longerpresentation ofthis

casewillnotbe given here.
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density thatistheconvolution oftheconventionalGaussian and theprobability density
1p

j2�(f)j2�x 2
(when jxj< j2�(f)j,otherwise 0). The probability density we have just

calculated is independent of�,becaused̂� com m utes with i(af � a
y

f),but� willturn
up in expressions fornon-vacuum state probability densities. The scalesof(f;f)and
j�(f)jdeterm inethe\shape" oftheconvolution.Theconvolution isdisplayed in �gure
1 for(f;f)= 1 and j�(f)j= 0,1

3
,1,and 3.

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Figure 1.The probability densitiesthatresultfrom the deform ation

�̂f = i(af � a
y

f
)+ �(f)d̂� + ��(f)d̂

y

�
,with (f;f)= 1 and j�(f)j= 0 (blue,

highestfunction atzero),1

3
(red,second highest),1 (green,third

highest),3 (cyan,lowestfunction atzero)[colouron the web].

W e can also com pute characteristic functions for higher powers such as �̂f =
i(af � a

y

f)+ �(f)(d̂� + d̂
y

�)
k,

k = 1�! 0F1(;1;�(��(f))
2)e�

1

2
�2(f;f) = J0(2��(f))e

�
1

2
�2(f;f)

;

k = 3�! 2F3(16;
5

6
;1

3
;2

3
;1;�16(��(f))2)e�

1

2
�2(f;f)

;

k = 5�! 4F5(1

10
; 3

10
; 7

10
; 9

10
;1

5
;2

5
;3

5
;4

5
;1;�256(��(f))2)e�

1

2
�2(f;f)

;

etc:;

k = 0�! 0F0(;;2i��(f))e
�

1

2
�2(f;f) = e

2i��(f)
e
�

1

2
�2(f;f)

;

k = 2�! 1F1(12;1;4i��(f))e
�

1

2
�2(f;f) = J0(2�j�(f)j)e

2i��(f)
e
�

1

2
�2(f;f)

;

k = 4�! 2F2(14;3

4
;1

2
;1;16i��(f))e�

1

2
�2(f;f)

;

k = 6�! 3F3(16;3

6
;5

6
;1

3
;2

3
;1;64i��(f))e�

1

2
�2(f;f)

;

etc:

The k = 0 entry is trivially tractable,indeed trivial;otherwise only the k = 2 entry
isim m ediately tractable,being justa trivially displaced version ofthe k = 1 entry we
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havejustdiscussed,because(d�+ d
y

�)
2 = (d2�+ d

y

2�)+ 2.Thecom binatoricsforarbitrary

Herm itian functionsofd̂� and d̂
y

� added toi(af� a
y

f),potentiallyusingm ultiplePoincar�e
invariantdisplacem entfunctions�i,can beascom plicated aswecareto consider.

Furtherpossibilitiesthatm ustbeconsidered,because d̂� cannotgenerally betaken
tobelinearin�,are�eldssuch asi(af� a

y

f)+ �(f)(d̂�(f)�+ d̂
y

�(f)�
),which aredistinctfrom

theother�eldsconsidered in thissection even though thevacuum state1-m easurem ent
probability densities are independent of�(f)�. Ifwe add two displacem ent function
com ponents,asin i(af � a

y

f)+ �1(f)(d̂�1(f)� + d̂
y

�1(f)�
)+ �2(f)(d̂�2(f)� + d̂

y

�2(f)�
)thereis

a com plex m odulation ofthe vacuum state 1-m easurem ent probability density as the
proportion of�1(f)to �2(f)changes.

4. D isplacem ents ofthe �eld observable-II

The�rstdeform ation of�̂f thatwewilldiscussin thissection is

�̂f = i(af � a
y

f)(d̂� + d̂
y

�): (23)

Asin theprevioussection,thisisHerm itian and satis�esm icrocausality,butthealgebra
ofobservablesgenerated by theobservable�eld is�nally di�erent,

[̂�f;�̂g]= [(g;f)� (f;g)](d̂� + d̂
y

�)
2
; (24)

even though the algebra satis�ed by the creation and annihilation operators is
unchanged. The change in the algebra ofobservables gives som e cause to think that
physicsassociated with thistypeofconstruction m aybesigni�cantlydi�erent.(d̂�+ d̂

y

�)
2

isa centralelem entin thealgebra generated by �̂f.
Thecharacteristicfunction ofthevacuum state1-m easurem entprobability density

is

�P (�jf)= ’0(e
i��̂f)

= ’0

0

@

1X

j= 0

(i�)jij(af � a
y

f)
j(d̂� + d̂

y

�)
j

j!

1

A

= ’0

0

@

1X

j= 0

�2j(af � a
y

f)
2j

(2j)!

(2j)!

j!2

1

A

=
1X

j= 0

(��2(f;f))j

(2j)!

(2j)!

2jj!

(2j)!

j!2

= 1F1(12;1;�2�
2(f;f))= I0(�

2(f;f))e��
2(f;f)

; (25)

where’0((af � a
y

f)
2j)= (�(f;f))j(2j)!

2jj!
isa usefulidentity fortheconventionalvacuum

state. �P (�jf) can be inverse Fourier transform ed,using [4,7.663.2 or 7.663.6],to
obtain

�P (xjf)=
1

q

8�3(f;f)
exp

 

�
x2

16(f;f)

!

K 0

 
x2

16(f;f)

!

: (26)
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This has variance 2(f;f), in contrast to the variance (f;f) for the quantum �eld
i(af� a

y

f).�P (xjf)isdisplayed with variance2(f;f)= 2togetherwith theGaussian for
(f;f)= 1in�gure2.Thevacuum stateprobabilitydensity�P (xjf)isagainindependent

0.4

1

1 2 3 4 5

Figure 2.The probability density thatresultsfrom the deform ation

�̂f = i(af � a
y

f
)(d̂� + d̂

y

�
),with (f;f)= 1,variance2 (in red),com pared with

the conventionalG aussian,with (f;f),variance1 (in blue),and the probability

density thatresultsfrom the deform ation �̂f = i(af � a
y

f
)(d̂� + d̂

y

�
)2,with

(f;f)= 1,variance6 (dashed,in red)[colouron the web].

of�;itisin�niteatzero,butitisalso integrableenough overthereallineforall�nite
m om entsto exist,which ofcoursewecom puted explicitly in orderto com pute�P (�jf).

The probability density �P (xjf) is signi�cantly concentrated both near zero and
near �1 ,relative to the conventionalGaussian probability density. Ifwe com pare
with a Gaussian thathasthe sam e variance,there isa 10 tim esgreaterprobability of
observingavaluebeyond about3.66standard deviations,a100tim esgreaterprobability
ofobserving a value beyond about4.84 standard deviations,and a 1000 tim esgreater
probability ofobserving a value beyond about 5.76 standard deviations. I suppose
�P (xjf) will give a fairly distinctive signature in physics, which future papers will
hopefully be able to m ake evident, and it should be clear fairly quickly whether it
can beused to m odeleventsin nature.

Thecharacteristicfunction ofthevacuum staten-m easurem entprobability density
is

�P (�1;�2;:::;�njf1;f2;:::;fn)= ’0(e
i
P

j
�j�̂fj)= 1F1(12;1;�2�

T
F�); (27)
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where,asin section 2,F isthe gram m atrix (fi;fj)and � isa vectorofthe variables
�i.Forn = 2,wecan inverseFouriertransform thisradially sym m etricfunctionxusing
[4,7.663.5],to obtain

�P (x1;x2jf1;f2)=
exp

�

�
xT F �1 x

8

�

q

8�3(xTF �1 x)det(F)
; (29)

Foralln,wecan con�rm ,using [4,7.672.2]thattheFouriertransform of

�P (x1;x2;:::;xnjf1;f2;:::;fn)=
exp

�

�
xT F �1 x

16

�

W n

4
�

1

4
;
n

4
�

1

4

�
xT F �1 x

8

�

2
3n

4
�

3

4(xTF �1 x)
n

4
+

1

4

q

�n+ 1det(F)
(30)

is 1F1(12;1;�2�
T
F�),where W a;b(z)isW hittaker’scon
uenthypergeom etric function.

Although 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 bedeterm ined m oreeasily from thecharacteristicfunctions,ordirectly
from theaction ofa stateon an observable.

W e can also com pute characteristic functions for higher powers ofdisplacem ent
operators,�̂f = i(af � a

y

f)(d̂� + d̂
y

�)
k,

k = 1�! 1F1(12;1;�2�
2(f;f))= I0(�

2(f;f))e��
2(f;f)

;

k = 2�! 2F2(14;3

4
;1

2
;1;�8�2(f;f));

k = 3�! 3F3(16;3

6
;5

6
;1

3
;2

3
;1;�32�2(f;f));

k = 4�! 4F4(18;3

8
;5

8
;7

8
;1

4
;2

4
;3

4
;1;�128�2(f;f));

etc:;

which in generalhave M eijer’s G-functionsasinverse Fouriertransform s[4,7.542.5].
For k = 2,again using [4,7.672.2],with di�erent substitutions, we can derive the
probability density

�P 2(xjf)=
1

q

64�3(f;f)
exp

 

�
x2

64(f;f)

!

K 1

4

 
x2

64(f;f)

!

; (31)

This has variance 6(f;f);it is plotted for (f;f) = 1 in Figure 2. In generalwe can
m ultiply i(af � a

y

f) by any self-adjoint polynom ial in d̂�(f)� and d̂
y

�(f)�
. It will be

interestingtodiscoverwhatrangeofprobability densitiesthiswillallow ustoconstruct.

5. D iscussion

This m athem atics is essentially quite clear and sim ple,but it is also rather rich and
nontrivial,and therearelotsofconcretem odels.ItwillbeapparentthatIdo nothave

x Recallthatthen-dim ensionalinverseFouriertransform ofaradially sym m etricfunction ~f(�)isgiven

by

1

(2�)
n

2 r
n

2
�1

Z 1

0

~f(�)�
n

2 Jn

2
�1 (r�)d�: (28)



Displacem entdeform ed quantum �elds 11

propercontrolofthe fullrangeofpossibilities. From philosophicalpointsofview that
seek a uniquely preferred m odeland that�nd the tightconstraintsofrenorm alization
on acceptable physicalm odels congenial,it willbe seen as problem atic that there is
a plethora ofm odels,but a loosening ofconstraints accords wellwith our experience
ofwide diversity in the naturalworld,and is no m ore than a return to the alm ost
unconstrained diversity ofclassicalparticleand �eld m odels.

It is so far rather unclear how to understand the m athem atics as physics, but
any interpretation willfollow a com m on (butnotuniversal)quantum �eld theoretical
assum ption thatwem easureprobabilitiesand correlation functionsofscalarobservables
that are indexed by test functions. There are existing ways ofdiscussing condensed
m atterphysics thatare fairly am enable to this style ofinterpretation,but itislikely
thatwe willhave to abandon som e ofourexisting ways oftalking aboutparticles to
accom m odatethism athem atics.

It is also reiterated here,following [1],that the positive spectrum condition on
the energy,which has been so m uch part ofthe quantum �eld theoreticallandscape,
should be deprecated, because energy (and as wellenergy density) is unobservable,
in�nite,and nonlocal.Ifwethink oftherandom �eld thatistheclassicalequivalentof
agiven quantum �eld,taking[af;ayg]= (g;f)+ (f;g)sothatthecom m utatorisrealand

[̂�f;�̂g]= 0 foralltestfunctions,itisclearthatwearediscussing an essentially fractal
structure,forwhich di�erentiation and energy density ata pointareunde�ned.From a
properm athem aticalperspective,we should consideronly �nite localobservables. W e
haveaccepted renorm alization form alism sthatm anagein�nitiesonly in lack ofa �nite
alternative,a basisforwhich thispaperand itsprecursorprovide.

The m ethod 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 com m on with the m ethodsforconstructing
nonlinearquantum �eldsthatarepresented in [1].However,quantum theory som ewhat
exaggerates the im portance ofcom m utation relations between quantum m echanically
ideal m easurem ent devices | the trivial com m utation relations of classically ideal
m easurem entdevices can give a description ofexperim ents thatisequally em pirically
adequate[5,6],and idealm easurem entdevicesbetween the quantum and the classical
can also beused aspointsofreference[7].

Physicsem phasizesa com m itm entto observed statistics,which presentessentially
uncontroversiallistsofnum bers,butitisfarm oredi�cultto describewhatwebelieve
we have m easured than the statisticsand thelistsofnum bersthem selves. Itm ightbe
said,for exam ple,that \we have m easured the m om entum ofa particle",and cite a
listoftim esand placeswhere devices triggered,ignoring the delicate questions of(1)
whetherthere isany such thing as\a particle",(2)whethera particle can be said to
haveany well-de�ned propertiesatall,and (3)whetherparticleshave\m om entum " in
particular. Itm akessense to describe a m easurem entin such a way,because itform s
a signi�cantpartofa coordinatization ofthem easurem entthatisgood enough forthe
experim ent and itsresultsto be reproduced,butan alternative conceptualization can



Displacem entdeform ed quantum �elds 12

havea radicale�ecton ourunderstanding.
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