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A bstract

I review ten problem s associated w ith the dynam ical wave fiinction
collapse program , which were describbed in the rst of these two papers.
F ive of these, the interaction, preferred basis, trigger, symm etry and su-
perlum inal problem s, were discussed as resolved there. In this volum e
in honor of Abner Shim ony, I discuss the ve rem aining problem s, tails,
conservation law, experim ental, relativity, legitim ization. P articular em -
phasis is given to the tails problem , rst raised by Abner. T he discussion
of legitinm ization contains a new argum ent, that the energy densiy of the

uctuating eld which causes collapse should exert a gravitational force.
This force can be repulsive, since this energy density can be negative.
Speculative illustrations of coan ological in plications are o ered.

1 Introduction and R ecapitulation

A 1llthings in the world com e from lbeing. And being com es
from non-being. TheW ay ofLao T zu

In 1977, a graduate student at the University of Edinburgh’s depart—
m ent of Sociology of Science nam ed BillH arvey (presently D eputy D irec—
tor of the Scottish E ducation Funding C ouncil) was doing hisPhD thesis,
and w rote to physicists working In the eld of foundations of quantum
theory, ncluding m yself, to ask if he could visit and ask questions. A fter
my interview , which took place at H am ilton C ollege, B ill, two colleagues
and I went out to dinner and, as we drove back, I asked hin what his
PhD thesis was about. He said: \Social deviance."

In the rst ofthese papers(ll], hereafter referred to aspaperI, aswellas
in a previous festschritt for A bner Shim ony 2], I presented som e personal
history, my route to becom ing a social deviant. C loset deviance, shared
by a small (but grow ing, I hope) group of physicists, is the belief that
standard quantum theory, handed down on M ount C openhagen, whike a
m ost m arvelous set of law s, has conceptual aws. O utright deviance is
the tem erity to try and do som ething about it.

(P arenthetically, Abner Shin ony, whom I rstmet in W endellFurry’s
o ceatH arvard around 40 years ago, has over these yearsbeen supportive
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of my apostasy. Since Abner is pintly a physicist and philosopher, he
is at m ost half a deviant, since what is deviant in physics is nom al in
philosophy.)

The awsareencapsulated in the nadequate answer given by standard
quantum theory to what hasbeen called \them easurem ent problem ," but
which I prefer to call \the reality problem ":

For a closed system of any kind, given a state vector and the Ham it
tonian, specify the evolving realizablke states and their probabilities of real-
ization.

T hat is, there is no well-de ned procedure w ithin standard quantum
theory for, at any tim e, plucking out from the state vector the possible
states which describe what we see around us. At best, In a restricted
set of situations, nam ely m easurem ent situations by hum an beings, w hich
are a an all subset of the f1ll set of situations in the universe created by
nature, one can apply procedures that work FAPP ( \For A 11 P ractical
Purposes," a useful acronym coined by John Bell, In his pungent critique
of standard quantum theory|[3]]) . T hese procedures require additional, ad
hoc which m eans \for this case only") inform ation: this is the apparatus,
that is the environm ent, etc.

P aper Idescribed the C ontinuous Spontaneous Localization (CSL) dy—
nam ical wave fiinction collapse theory[4,15]. Tt consists of two equations.
A dynam ical equation describbes how the state vector evolves under the
Ppint In uence of the Ham iltonian and an operator depending upon an
arbitrarily chosen uctuating scalar eld w (x;t). A probability rule equa—
tion gives the probability that thisw (x;t) is realized In nature. T hen, the
answer given by C SL to the m easurem ent/reality problem is sinply:

G iven any w (x;t), a state vector evolving according to the dynam ical
equation is a realizable state, and the prokability rule gives its probability
of realization.

The clain of CSL is \what you see (in nature) is what you get (from
the theory)." Am ong other considerations, in this paper it w ill be argued
that this works well.

11 CSL Lite
Que sera, sera, whatever willbe, willke...

Jay Livingstone and R ay Evans, sung by D oris D ay

In order that this paper be self contained, som e of paper I's discus-
sion of CSL w ill be repeated here, First com es \C SL lite," a sin pli ed
form ulation which illustrates essential features. An initial state vector

N
3 j0i= Y i @

n=1

(the A, 1 are eigenstates of an operator A w ith nondegenerate eigenvalues



an ) evolves according to the dynam ical equation
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In Eq. [2), w (t) is a sample random fiinction of white noise type, and
characterizes the collapse rate. The state vector given by [) is not
nom alized to 1, so one m ust rem em ber to nom alize i when calculating
expectation values, the density m atrix, etc.
T he probability associated to j ;tiy is given by the probability rule
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To see that the integrated probability is 1, discretize the tim e Integral In
Eqg. [@), so that it appears as a product of gaussians and, using

dw (0) dw ( t)) dw (t))
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Integrate overalldw (n t) from 1 tol .

Here is a proof (not given in paper I, where the result was jast cited)
that, ast ! 1, Egs.[d),[d) describe collapse to one of the eigenstates
B 1with probability 3 § .

Consider rst the specialclass ofw (t), labeled w, (t), which have the
asym ptotic behavior
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where a isa constant. W rite w, (£) = wo (t) + 2 a, and de ne
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solinr, 1 (T)! 0. Then EqlB) may be written
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Ifa 6 a, fr any n, the probability density [4) vanishesort! 1 ,
sihce it isa sum of tem s which vanish asexp 2 t@ an )2. The (hor-
m alized) state vector corresponding to such a w, (), as given by Eq.[2),
is generally not a collapsed state, but its asym ptotic probability of occur—
rence is zero.
Ifa= an ,Eqgs.[2),3) respectively becom e
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Eq.[d) shows that collapse to fan i occurs for any w,, (). W hen Eq.[@)
is iIntegrated over allpossble wa, (t), (i, e, over allpossible wy (t)), the
total associated probability is jm j2 .

There are other possbilities for w (t) other than the w, (t), nam ely
the cases or which T fOT dtw (t)it has no asym ptotic lim it. H owever,
since the probability for the wa, (t)’s totals to 1, these possibilities have
m easure 0. End of proof.

T he density m atrix constructed from [2), @) is

J jtiw wh 583 . . L (t=2)@n am)? .
(7)
T hus, the o -diagonalelem ents decay at a rate determ ined by the squared
di erences of eigenvalues.
Form any m utually com m uting operatorsA g, and w ith a possbly tin e~
dependent H am iltonian H () to boot, the evolution [2)) becom es
Jopth,  Te JoaFEE i) 2 ATy g, ®)
where T is the tin eordering operator. W ith H = 0, the probability
wh ;tj ;td, is asym ptotically non-vanishing only when wy (t) has is
asym ptotic value equalto 2 muliplied by an eigenvalie of Ay, for each
k. The collapse is to the eigenstate labeled by these pint eigenvalues.

12 CSL

Forfullblown C SL, the index k correspondsto spatialposition x: wy (t) !
w (X;t) is considered to be a physical scalar eld. The com m uting oper—
ators Ay ! A (x) are taken to be (proportional to) the m ass density
operator M (x) \sn eared" over a region of length a around x. Thus, the
dynam ical equation is
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n Eq.[¥, m, is taken to be the proton’s m ass, and the choices
10 *sec !, a 10 *am, the values suggested by G hirardi, R In ini and



W eber for their Spontaneous Localization (SL) theory ([0]) are taken, al-
though the present experin entalsituation allow s a good dealof latitudel7,
8]. T he prokability rul is, as before,

t
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T hus, for a state which Initially is a superposition of states correspond—
ing to di erent m ass density distributions, ideally (ie., if one neglects the
H am iltonian evolution, and waits for an in nite tin €) one state suxrvives
under the C SL dynam ics. T he greater the m ass density distribbution dif-
ferences between the states, the m ore rapid is the collapse rate. W hen
describing the collapse com petition between m acroscopically distinguish-
able states, the H am iltonian evolution can have little e ect when it is slow
com pared to the collapse rate, or when it does not m aterially a ect the
m ass distrdbution.

11)

2 Problem ’'s P rogress

P aper Idiscusses a fram ew ork for dynam ical collapse m odelsbegun in the
70’s[9,110]]. T listed 9 problem s which were evident then. Then, SL cam e
along, a wellde ned m odel of instantaneous collapse, which provides a
resolution of4 problem s, but raised onem ore. C SL, which was stin ulated
by the earlier work and by SL, provides a (som ew hat di erent) resolution
of these 5 problem s. The 5 problem s and their resolutions are:

Interaction problem : what should be the interaction which gives rise
to collapse? T his is speci ed in Eqgs.(d,[I0).

P referred lkasis problem : what are the states toward which collapse
tends? They are eigenstates of the (sm eared) m ass density operator [10).

T rigger problkm : how can it be ensured that the collapse m echanisn
is \o " for m icroscopically distinguishable states, but \on" for m acro—
scopically distinguishable states? This is resolved in CSL, as In SL, by
having the collapse always \on." In C SL, the collapse rate is slow in the
m icroscopic case because the m ass density di erences are am all, and fast
in the m acroscopic case because the m ass density di erences are large.

Symm etry problm : how tom ake the collapse m echanism preserve the
exchange sym m etry properties of ferm ionic and bosonic wave functions,
which was a problem of SL[1L1]? This is ensured by the symm etry pre—
serving m ass density operator n Eq.[I0).

Superlim inal problm : how can it be ensured that the collapse dy-
nam ics does not allow superlum inal com m unication? G isin[Ll0|]] pointed
out a necessary condition. It is that the density m atrix (t), evolving
from an iniial density m atrix m atrix (0) which can be com posed from
pure state vectors in various ways, only depend upon (0) and not upon
this com position. It is straightforw ard to see this is satis ed in C SL, since
the density m atrix, from Egs. [@), @I, is
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(the subscripts L or R m ean that the operators are to appear to the left
or right of (0), and T tim ereverse orders operators to the right). The
other necessary ingredient is that the interaction not be long-range. T he
gravitational and electrostatic interactions are non-local but not long-
range. In a relativistic theory, of course, these interactions are local,
transm itted with speed c. In a non-relativistic theory, where particles
interact via a non-localpotential, the best one can expect is the prevention
of longrange com m unication. In C SL, the Interaction is via the gaussian—
an eared localm ass density operator [I0), so it is non-local, but it is not
long-range.

In the rem ainder of this paper I shall discuss ve problem s which
rem ained after the advent of C SL, the tails, experim ental, conservation
law, relativity and Jegitim ization problem s. They shall be de ned when
encountered. I shall spend m ost tim e on the tails problem , because it was

rst raised by A bner.

3 Tails P roblem

W ih a little bit, with a little bit, ...
My Fair Lady, A .J.Lemerand F . Loewe

In November 1980, Abner kindly invited m e to stay at his home In
W ellesky. W e discussed various aspects of my dynam ical collapse pro—
gram . In the course of the discussion, Abner expressed the point of view
that, n a collapse situation involving m acroscopically distinguishable al-
tematives, one cannot justify saying a de nite outcom e has occurred ifthe
am plitude of the outcom e state isnot precisely 1 (ie., ifthe am plitudes of
the rest of the states| the \tails"| are not precisely zero, no m atter how
an all they are). O utcom es are observed to occur in a nite tim e, and the
fram ew ork for collapse m odels I had developed allowed di erent m odels,
ones where the tailsvanish n a nitetimeorin an in nitetime. W hen I
was looking for a physical principle to enable selection of one m odel over
another, Ibought A bner’s argum ent and seized upon thistom ake a choice
(9], 1985) . However, G isin [L0]] had a better physical principle, avoidance
of the superlum inal problem . He proposed a m odel in which the super-
Ium inal problem is avoided, but for which the collapse tin e is In nite. I
showed (9], 1986) that, generally, solution of the superlum inal problem
com es w ith in nite collapse tin e. So, C SL entails the tails problem .

At a conference in Am herst in June 1990, which was the last tine
m any of us saw John Bell, I rem arked in an open session at the end of
the conference that I had previously phrased the tails situation in CSL,
quite poetically IThad thought, as \a little bit of what m ight have been is
always present w ith what is," at which point John frowned. But, Iwent
on, Thad lkamed from hin not to say this, for one should not express a
new theory in an old theory’s language, at which he beam ed.

John died on O ctober 1, 1990. Atam em orial session at the end ofthat
m onth, Abner, G ianC arlo and I gave talks[l2,[13]] about dynam ical col
lapse, which had been cham pioned by John as a conceptually clear alter—
native to standard quantum theory. Abner'stalk wasentitled \D esiderata



foraM odi ed Q uantum M echanics." A num ber of his desiderata involved
the tails issue, raising the question as to whether C SL is indeed concep—
tually clear, in particular:

... it should not pemn it excessive inde niteness of the outocom e, where
\excessive" is de ned by considerations of sensory discrim ination ... it
does not tolkerate \tails" which are so broad that di erent parts of the
range of the variable can ke discrim inated by the senses, even if very low
prokability am plitude is assigned to the tail.

A decade ago, In a festschritt for Abner, G ianC arlo and Tullio W eber(14]
and I[l5]] gave responses to Abner’s position (a@s did Sohatra Sarkar[lol,
who adopted i) | see also the lucid paper of A bert and Loewer[L7].
The problem , n a collapse theory w ith tails, is to provide a well-de ned
criterion for the existence of possessed properties ofm acroscopic variables
which coincides w ith the evidence of, in A bner’s words, \sensory discrin —
nation."

3.1 Smeared M assD ensity C riterion

G hirardiand co-w orker’s response isbased upon the sm eared m ass density

(SM D ) whose operator isA (x) Eq.[I0)). For a state j i, their criterion
forthe SM D at x to have a possessed value (or, In their lJanguage, \acces—
sble" valie) is when the ratio R (x) of vardance of A (x) toh A x)]J i
satis esR (x) << 1: then one identi es the possessed value of the SM D
wihh A ®)j i.

In m easurem ent situations, because of C SL dynam ics, the possessed
SM D value criterion very rapidly becom es consistent w ith our own obser—
vations of SM D , form acroscopic ob gcts. Form icroscopic ob fcts, eg., in
regions where only a few particles are cavorting, the SM D does not have
a possessed value but, as Abner stressed, the point of the criterion is to
serve to com pare the theory w ith our m acroscopic experience.

However, as Ghirardi et. al. point out, for a m acroscopic ob fct
in a superposition of two locations, after a short tim e undergoing C SL
evolution, R (x) >> 1 in the region where the ob Fct in the tail is located,
so the SM D does not have a possessed valie there: one would w ish for the
value 0. (T his presum es there is no air in the region; when air at STP is
present, the SM D possesses a valie in agreem ent w ith experience, the air
density.) N onetheless, although the criterion fails there, h A (x)j 1<<
mo=a’ in that region, which is consistent w ith the experienced value 0.
Another place where the criterion fails is in neither location, where there
isnom ass density, sihce R (x) = 0=0

One would like the criterion for the SM D to be possessed to include
these cases, since zero m ass density is, in principle, a m acroscopic cbserv—
able. A though the authors do not give one, it is easy to obtain: the SM D
possesses the valueh A x)j iifeitherR (x) << 10R R (x) >> 1 but
h A®)ji<< mo=a’ OR h A (x)j i= 0. There still is an ambiguity
as to how smallis<< 1, which I shall try to m ake precise later, in the
context ofmy own response to Abner’s challenge.

A s Iwrote to G ianC arlo and A bner, I regard this as an elegant answer
to the question: \W hat is the m inim um structure which will allow one
to attribute m acroscopic reality?" I addressed, and w ill address here a



di erent question: \W hat is them axim um structure which willallow one
to attrbute reality, both m acroscopic and m icroscopic?”

3.2 Quali ed Possessed Value C riterion

R atherthan reprisem y previous argum ent, Iw ish to take this opportunity
to m ake i m ore sin ple and general. M y point of view is that a collapse
theory is di erent from standard quantum theory and, as I said to John
Bell in Am herst, therefore requires a new language, conceptualaswell as
term inological.

The second sentence of Abner’s desideratum quoted above utilizes
som e words and concepts which, while appropriate for standard quan-—
tum theory, are nappropriate for CSL: at the end of this discussion, I
shall be m ore speci c. But, in the 1rst sentence, Abner was absolutely
right: a conceptually sound collapse theory with tails must allow an in-
terpretation which provides no \inde niteness of the outcom e" and that
what is crucial to characterize the de nite outcom e, are \considerations
of sensory discrin ination."

The new language I propose devolves upon the m eaning of the words
correspond and possess which, to em phasize their in portance, I shall ir-
ritatingly continue to italicize. For expository reasons, I shall rst review
the use of these words iIn classical and standard quantum physics, before
addressing their use In a dynam ical collapse theory.

3.2.1 ClassicalTheory Language

In classicalphysics, to a physical state ofa system corresponds its \m athe—
m aticaldescriptor" (eg., a vector in phase space fora m echanical system )
and, corresponding to either, every variable possesses a valie .

W hen one is In ignorance about the physical state, then every variable
possesses, not a valie but, rather, a probability distrbution of valies.
H owever, these possessed entities correspond to one’s state of ignorance
of the physical state of the system , not to the (unknown, but existing)
physical state of the system .

3.2.2 Standard Quantum Theory Language

W ith the advent ofquantum phenom ena, physicists (especially B ohr) tried
tom aintain asm uch classical language as possible. But som ething had to
give. W hat gave is the correspondence of the physical state of the system
to the m athem atical descriptor, the state vector.

For a m icrosystem , the notion of possessed value of a variabl is pre—
served by the so-called \eigenstate-eigenvalue link": a variable has a pos—
sessed value only if the operator corresponding to the variable has the
state vector as an eigenstate, and then the possessed value is the eigen—
value. But, generally, only for very few state vectors can a usefilvariable
can be found which has a possessed value. Even for a system ofm odest
com plexity, for the overw helm ing m a prity of state vectors w hich describe
it, variables which have possessed values are of lin ited interest, eg., the
projction operator on the state itself.



For a m acrosystem , the precisely applied eigenstateeigenvalue link
does not work. For example, for such variabls as the center of m ass
position of a m eter needle, the location of the ink In a symbolon a com —
puter printout, or the excited state of a radiating pixel on a com puter
screen, a reasonable state vector corresponding to an cbserved physical
state is not an eigenstate of the corresponding operator. H owever, if the
wave function (the proiction of the state vector on a basis vector of the
operator) in som e sense has a narrow range, one m ay try to adopt som e
criterion to assign a \near" possessed value to the variable, a value w ithin
the rangell3,17,15].

By a preparation or a m easurem ent, ie., a judicious coupling ofa m i~
crosystem to a m acrosystem , one can force a m icrosystem to change its
physical state to a m ore desirable one. Initially, the physical state corre—
sponds to m icroscopic variables which do not have possessed values and
m acroscopic variables which do have (near) possessed valies. A fterwards,
the physical state corresponds tom icrosystem and m acrosystem variables,
which both do have possessed values or near possessed valies.

T he problem , of course, is that the state vector corresponding to the
physical state is not produced by the theory. Schrodinger’s equation
evolves the initial state vector into a state vector where neither m icro-
scopic norm acroscopic variables have possessed values. O nem ight regard
the evolved state vector as a sum (superposition) of state vectors, each of
which corresponds to a di erent possible physical state.

Because the evolved state vector is not the descriptor of the state of
the evolved physical system , there are various positions taken, w thin the
fram ew ork of standard quantum theory to m ake sense of this situation.

O ne position is to try to m aintain the correspondence between the
state of the physical system and the state vector by introducing the col-
lapse postulate. To try to select the possible physical states, the collapse
resuls, out ofthe superposition, therem ay be pressed into service a (near)
possessed value criterion for the m acroscopic variables, or properties of a
distinguished part of the physical system , the \environm ent," m ay be re—
lied upon. H owever, these criteria are ad hoc: for each di erent situation
they require di erent know ledge outside the theory. Som etin es selections
m ade can be quie arbirary eg. when the superposition of states is a
continuum R1[]. Indeed, the collapse postulate itself is also ilkde ned [18]]
w ith regard to when and under what circum stances to apply i.

A nother position is to regard quantum theory sokly as a theory of
m easurem ent[l9], and the state vector as a calculational tool. Thus,
H eisenberg considered the state vector of a m icrosystem to be the reposi-
tory of \potentia," the capability to describe potential outcom es of future
experin ents. SchrodingerR0], in discussing this position W ith which he
was not com fortable), called the state vector which evolves after a m ea—
surem ent the \expectation catalog," In the sense that it tells one what
to expect. To pluck out the m acroscopically distinguishable altematives
from the catalog, again one utilizes the (near) possessed value criterion,
inform ed by the experim ental situation. The am biguiy ofwhen to apply
it is of no concem: it is any tim e after the m easurem ent is com pleted.
T he circum stances of application are lim ited to experim ental situations:
although what that m eans is ilkde ned, that is also of no concem to



people who take such a pragm atic view ofthe purpose of quantum theory.

Suppose one takes this position, or adopts the ensem ble interpretation,
the position that it is an ensem ble of physical states w hich corresponds to
the state vectorR2),/18]. O ne thus gives up the idea of the correspondence
of the state of the physicalsystem to the state vector. If one also believes,
as did Bohr, that standard quantum theory cannot be in proved upon, one
thereby gives up the possibility of the physical system ’s state having any
kind of m athem atical descriptor. Bell was m oved to say that adoption
of this position \is to betray the great enterprise"[3]. At the least, it
certainly is a great break w ith classical physics ideas.

A position which doesnotm ake that break isthe \histories" program R3l].
Here, the state of a physical system corresponds to a m athem atical con—
struct di erent from the state vector, the so—called \decoherence func—
tional" Utilizing standard quantum theory structures, the hope is to
have the decoherence functional correspond to variables which occasion—
ally have possessed values.

In all these cases, one is ignorant of the outcom e of an experin ent.
T hus, jist as in classical physics, corresponding to one’s state of ignorance
ofthe physical state, a viable variable possesses a probability distribution
of valies.

For these positions, how is a tails situation treated? Suppose a state
vector evolving In a m easurem ent situation becom es a superposition of
tw o states whose ratio of am plitudes is enom ous. Suppose also that the
values possessed by a m acroscopic variable characterizing these states,
In Abner’s words, \can be discrin inated by the senses even if very low
probability is assigned to the tail" This state vector is interpreted as
describing a two-outcom e m easurem ent, albei one outcom e is m uch less
lkely than the other. (In the histories schem e, which does not use a
state vector, a sim ilar interpretation arises.) W hen this situation arises
in CSL, one needs a di erent conclusion, that this state vector describes
a one-outcom e experin ent. T his requires a new language.

3.2.3 Dynam icalC ollapse T heory Language

C SL retains the classical notion that the physical state of a system cor-
responds to the state vector. Corresponding to a random eld w (x;t)
whose probability of occurrence [IIl) is non-negligble, the dynam ics al-
ways evolves a realizable state. Therefore, one is freed from requiring
the (near) eigenstate-eigenvalue link criterion for the purpose of selecting
the realizable states. I suggest that the eigenstateeigenvalue link crite—
rion be subsum ed by a broader concept. It must be em phasized that
thisnew conceptual structure is only applicable for a theory which hands
you m acroscopically sensible realizable states, not superpositions of such
states.

In the new language, corresponding to a quantum state, every variable
possesses a distribution of values, de ned as follow s.

If the nom alized state is j i, consider a variable corresponding to
the operator B , w ith eigenvalues b. D enote the eigenvectors J;ci, where
c represents eigenvalues of other operators C which commute wih B,
all com prising a com plete set. The variabl’s possessed distrbution is

10



de ned to be T r.}b;cj ij2 (T r. represents the trace operation over C’s
eigenstates). One may generalize this to say that the set of variables
corresponding to the com plete set of com m uting operators possesses a
Ppint distrbution Jb;ci if.

W hat does i m ean to say that a variable possesses a distrdbution? I
am never sure what it m eans to ask what som ething m eans[24l], except
that it is a request for m ore discourse.

I choose to callthis a distrdbution, not a probability distribution, even
though it has all the properties of a probability distrdbution. T his is be-
cause, In classical physics, a probability distribution is what corresponds
to a state of ignorance, and that isnot the case here. W hat is it a distribu-
tion of, if not probability? Follow ing [15]], one m ay give the nam e \stu "
to a distrbution’s num erical m agnitude at each value of the variabl, as
a generalization of Bell's quasibiblical characterization [3]], "In the begin-
ning, Schrodinger tried to interpret his wavefunction as giving som ehow
the density of the stu ofwhich the world wasm ade."

O ne isencouraged to think ofeach variable’s stu distrdbution as som e-
thing that is physically real. The notion allow s retention of the classical
idea that, for a physical state, every variable possesses an entity. W hat
is di erent from classical ideas is that the entity is not a number. O ne
m ay think of this di erence as an im portant part of what distinguishes
the quantum world picture from the classical world picture.

But, the distrdbution notion also di ers from standard quantum theory,
where one is precluded from thinking of sim ultaneous values of com ple—
m entary variables. In the present view, sin ultaneously, every variable
possesses its stu distrbution. Com plem entarity here m eans that vari-
ables whose operators don’t com m ute do not possess pint distributions,
but they do pintly possess distributions.

Here are a few sin ple exam ples.

If B is the position operator of a particular particle, one m ay think
of the associated position-stu as representing som ething real ow ing in
space. If the particle undergoes a tw o-slit interference experim ent, som e~
thing real is going through both slits and interfering. Likew ise, for the
particle’sm om entum operator, realm om entum -stu also ow s in m om en—
tum space. The \som ething real" can be stu for any variable represented
by an operator function ofposition and m om entum , and all these are pos—
sessed sim ultaneously.

If B is the operator representing spin in the it direction of a spin-1/2
particle, one m ay think of the f—-spin variable as possessing som ething
real, N—spin-stu corresponding to both valies + ~=2 and ~=2, In vary—
ing am ounts. Just as In classical physics where a spinning ob Ect has a
profction of angular m om entum on each direction, and all those values
are sim ultaneously possessed, the particle state corresponds to variables
for all directions, all of whose spin-stu distrbutions are sin ulaneously
possessed. There is one direction, it , In which the M -spin-stu  distribu-—
tion hasm agnitude 1 at value + ~=2 and m agnitude 0 at value ~=2 . In
this case, one can use the language that the M -spin possesses the value
+ ~=2.
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324 Quali ed Possessed Value

A criterion is needed for when it is appropriate to prom ote a m acroscopic
variable’s possessed stu distrbution to a possessed valie. Thism ust be
done In order to com pare the theory with observation, since observers
insist that m acroscopic variables possess values. W e shall follow Abner’s
Insightfiil recourse to \sensory discrin nation," aswell as take sustenance
from a rem ark In a recent article on the Federal Reserve n The New
Y orker25]]: \A s social scientists have long recognized, we prefer con dent
statem ents of fact to probabilistic statem ents... ." Here are two proba—
bilistic considerations.

The 1rst consideration is that an observer’s quotation of a possessed
value of a m acroscopic variable, such as location, velocity, rotation, tra—
“ectory, color, brightness, length, hardness, ... , isnot su cient. It should
contain an error bar. Such a quali cation can readily be supplied, al-
though usually it is not. Thus, CSL need only present a possessed value
prediction w ithin the observer’s supplied error bar, to favorably com pare
w ith the observer’s valie,

T he second consideration isthat, when an observerm akesa \con dent
statem ent" about the possessed value ofa m acroscopic variable (pluserror
bar), t needsto be quali ed in anotherway. Ifthis is to be com pared w ith
the theory, there is the In plication that anyone who observes this variable
w ill quote the sam e value. This is a prediction, an assertion about the
observations of other observers in sim ilar circum stances, and so it requires
quali cation by providing am easure ofthe con dence onem ay give to the
assertion or, altematively, to its falsi cation.

For exam ple, onem ight con dently say that all ocbservers w ill see that
lam p is on the table, all cbservers w ill see that board’s thickness is .75

01", all observers who toss 100 coins will see them not all com e up
heads, allcbservers who spillwater on the oor willnot see it jum p back
up Into the glass, all observers will see that a particular star is In the
heavens, all observers of m e today can see m e tom orrow , etc. H owever,
each statem ent is not absolutely sure, and each should be quali ed by
giving the probability of its falsi cation, although som etim es that is not
SO easy to estim ate.

In summ ary, a statem ent about an observed variable, should be char-
acterized by three numbers, a possessed value, the error bar associated
w ith that value, and the probability the statem ent of value plus error bar
is false. W e shalluse the latter two num bers in conjunction w ith a m acro—
scopic variable’s stu  distrdoution, to obtain a criterion for assigning a
possessed value to the m acroscopic variable, for com parison w ith the st
num ber.

From thetheory, forthe state vector of interest, take the stu distribution
possessed by the m acroscopic variable of interest, graphed as stu  versus
variable value. From the observation, take the errorbar and slide i along
the variable value axis untilthe m axim um am ount of stu liesw ithin the
error bar. (If the variable has a continuous range of values, and is the
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error bar, this condition is sin ply
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If the am ount of stu outside the error bar is less than the probability of
falsi cation, then the criterion ism et, and we shall say that the m acro—
scopic variable has a quali ed possessed value.

That value is found, rst, by dividing the variabl’s distrdbution by
the am ount of stu w ithin the error bar. The resulting \renom alized"
distribbution is restricted to the error bar range, so that the renom alized
am ount of stu w ihin the error bar=1. The quali ed possessed value is
de ned asthem ean valie ofthe variable calculated w ith this renom alized
distribbution. Thisquali ed possessed value iswhat is to be com pared w ith
the observed possessed value, In order to test the validity of the theory.

(A n altemative is to sim ply use the variable’s unrenom alized distribu-—
tion to calculate the m ean, and call this the variabl’s quali ed possessed
valie, if it lies w ithin the error bar. H ow ever, even if the tail am plitude is
very sm all, the variable’s valie at the tail could be so large that it m akes
a signi cant contribution to the m ean, putting it outside the error bar,
which iswhy thisaltemative m ight not produce a quali ed possessed value
which agrees w ith observation, in circum stances w here it ought.)

32.5 Comparison W ith O bservation

Consider a sin ple exam ple, a dust particle m odeled by a sphere ofm ass
density lgm /cc and radius 10 f . Suppose the variable of Interest
is the center of m ass position of the sphere. A ccording to CSL[/], is
center of m ass wave packet achieves an equilbriim width of 10 ®am
in about 0.6sec, due to the com petition between spreading caused by the
Schrodinger evolution and contracting caused by the collapse evolution.
Suppose the dust particle has that equilbrium width.

Suppose som ehow the particle isput Into a superposition oftwo states
of equal am plitude, where the centers of m ass are further apart than the
radius. A ccording to C SL, the collapse rate R (num ber of nucleons
within a volum e a3) (num ber of nuckons w ithin the sphere). T hus, R
10 6 18 25 1V = 15 1bsec '. Since the tails squared
am plitude exp Rt,when 1 m sec haspassed, thisis exp 150 (@nd
is overw helm Ingly likely to be rapidly going down). Therefore, after 1
m sec, the typical state describes a center ofm ass stu  distrdbution which
consists of a packet corresponding to squared am plitude 1 and width

10 ®an at one ocation and squared am plitude exp 150 and width
10 ®an at the other ocation.

W e wish to know whether a quali ed possessed value of the center of
m ass exists, according to the criterion and, if so, if it agrees w ith what an
observer would say. An observer sees the sphere at one location. \See,"
ism eant literally: observers use optical light. W e thus can conservatively
assign a light wavelength-restricted error barof 10 *an .

M oreover, we believe that, in all of hum an history, all cbservers in
like circum stances would see the sam e thing. However, we cannot be
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absolutely sure of this belief| it hasn’t been tested, and can’t be. This
suggests that the m easure of falsi cation is not larger than the follow ing
stringent estim ate. If all the hom o sapiens who have ever lived, an upper
estin ate of  10%? people, were each to spend their whole lives (upper
estin ate 0of100 years 3 1¥m sec) doing nothing else but cbserving such
a sphere every m illisec (K < hum an perception tin e of 100m sec), that
in such circum stances only one person oncem ight report seeing som ething
else. Thisam ounts to a probability of falsi cation of 1=[10'" 3 1¥]=

3 10%"  exp 54.

The quali ed possessed value criterion ism et. T he errorbarof10 *an .
ismuch larger than the 10 Sam soread of the center ofm ass w ave packet.
E ssentially allthe stu at the location corresponding to squared am plitude

1 can be considered to be wihin the error bar eg., if the center of
m ass wave function is exp r2=(lO 8 )2, this has the value exp 10°
atr= 10 °am. T herefore, the am ount of stu outside the error bar is
exp 150, solely due to the tail. It is much less than the probability of
falsi cation: exp 150 << exp 54. Thus, the theory’s assignm ent of
possessed center of m ass location agrees w ith the observer’s assignm ent.
For a Jarger ob ect than a m ote of dust, it would be satis ed even m ore
easily.

M ore generally, C SL can be applied to the state of an arbitrarily large
fraction ofthe universe (idealized as isolated), In principle even up to the
universe itself. T he physical system should be describable by m acroscopic
variables w ith possessed values all over space, even ifno observer is there.
For the picture given by C SL, it is helpfil[l5]] to probe the corresponding
state vector w ith operators representing density variables of every sort:
density of various elem entary particle types (ie. proton, neutron, elec-
tron, photon, etc.), density of bound state types, (ie., nuckii or atom s),
density ofm ass, m om entum , velociy, angular m om entum , energy,..., in—
tegrated over a conveniently sized volum e. Foreach spatial location ofthe
volum e, each such variable w ill possess its distrdbbution. Because the C SL
collapse m echanism rapidly collapses to states where m acroscopic ob fcts
are well localized, as one m oves the probe volum e over the space, one rec—
ognizes locations where the variabl’s distribbution exhibits the behavior
discussed above, a narrow w idth packet of total squared am plitude very
close to 1, and a an alltail. Thus, one can assign quali ed possessed values
to these variables, and so build up a picture of the m acroscopic structure
of the system described by the state vector.

3.2.6 D esideratum R evisited

I believe the second sentence in Abner’s desideratum ,

... It does not tokrate \tails" which are so broad that di erent parts
of the range of the variable can be discrim inated by the senses, even if
very low probability am plitide is assigned to the tail,
in referring to the nature and am plitude of a tail state, uses lJanguage
appropriate for a quantum theory ofm easurem ent, but inappropriate for
CSL, which is a quantum theory of reality.

Consider the exam pl of a state vector which is a superposition oftwo
m acroscopically distinguishable states, a "dom inant" state wih squared

14



am plitude 1 and an orthogonal tail state of extrem ely am all squared
am plitude . A ccording to standard quantum theory, if som ehow a m ea—
surem ent of this state can be m ade in the future (for i is possbl in

principle, but generally not In practice, to m easure a superposiion of
m acroscopically distinguishable states), is the probability that the re—
sul w ill correspond to the tail state. Since repeated m easurem ents do not

always yield the dom inant state, in a theory where 100% reproduceability

of m easurem ent resuls is the criterion for assigning values to variables,

one cannot say that the state vector corresponds to the dom inant state.

In CSL, the tail state and its squared am plitude represent som ething
rather di erent than a possbl outcom e of a fiiture m easurem ent and
its probability. The tail state represents an unobservably sm all am ount
of stu which allow s describing the state vector by (quali ed) possessed
values assigned to m acroscopic variables, consistent w ith the dom inant
state.

T he role of a tail state’s squared am plitude in C SL is best understood
by considering the gam bler’s ruin gam e analogy to the collapse process.
Thiswasdescribed in paper Ibut, for com plteness, here is a brief recap -
ulation, In the context of our exam ple. Two gam blers correspond to the
two states. They toss a coin, which corresponds to the uctuating eld.
T hey exchange m oney, depending upon the toss outcom e, and their net
worth uctuations correspond to uctuations of the squared am plitudes.
A resul is that a gambler who possesses a fraction  of the totalm oney
has the probability of eventually w inning all the m oney. In particular,
even if is extrem ely sm all, so one of the gam blers has alm ost lost allhis
m oney, it still is possible that a highly In probable sequence of coin tosses
favorable to that gam bler can occur, which com pletely reverses the two
gam bler’s fortunes.

Analogously, for our exam ple, thism eans that the dom inant state and
the tail state have the probability of spontaneously changing places,
what Tcalla \ p." W hat does this in ply about the picture of nature
provided by the theory?

It m eans that there is a highly in probable possibility that nature,
\on a whin " (ie., by choosing an appropriate eld w (x, t) for a su —
cient tin e Interval), can change the universe to a di erent universe. In
either universe, m acroscopic ob fcts have (quali ed) possessed values of
m acroscopic variables.

Note that such a I isnot triggered by a \m easurem ent" by anybody :
it is som ething that can happen spontaneously, at any tin e. But, consider
a Ip, by nature’s whim , occurring right after a m easurem ent with two
possible outcom es, where the state vector is as described above. Before
the ip, the universe contains an observer who is sure that resul 1 has
occurred, and the (quali ed) possessed values ofm acroscopic variables all
concur. A fter the Ip, the universe contains an observer who is sure that
result 2 has occurred, and the (quali ed) possessed valies ofm acroscopic
variables all concur.

To summ arize, in the quantum theory of m easurem ent, because one
only hasthe eigenstateeigenvalue link asa tool for assigning reality status,
one m ust conclide that a state vector with a tail cannot be assigned a
reality status consistent with the dom inant state. In CSL, where the
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dynam ics and the (quali ed) possessed value criterion are what allow s
assigning reality status, one conclides that the state vectorw ith a tailcan
be assigned a reality status consistent w ith the dom inant state. T here is
no problem here, before or after the Ip, wih assigning a reality status
and reconciling an observer’s cbservations w ith the theory.

Then, what, In CSL, corresponds to the di culty faced by the quan-
tum theory of m easurem ent? The di culty belongs, not to an observer
w ithin the universe, but to som e hypothetical being outside the universe

(@ theoretical physicist?) who keeps track of its state vector. T his being
cannot say wih 100% certainty that the realistic universe w ith a certain
history m ay not at som e future tin e be replaced by another realistic uni-
verse w ith a som ewhat di erent history. O bservers w ithin the universe
w ill be oblivious to this (highly in probable) possibility. A nd, the theory
describes their observations.

A though Thave argued here against Abner’sposition, I nd In pressive
his insight, a quarter of a century ago, that the tails issue is key to an
understanding of in portant interpretational in plications of a dynam ical
collapse theory.

4 Experimn ental P roblem

CSL is a di erent theory than standard quantum theory, and so m akes
di erent predictions in certain situations. The problem is to nd and
perform experim ents which test these predictions, w ith the ultin ate goal
of either refuting or con m ing C SL visa-vis standard quantum theory.

Perhaps the quintessential experin ental test involves interferencel26/,
27]. Suppose an ob Ect undergoes a two slit interference experin ent. A c—
cording to CSL, once there are two spatially separated packets which
describe the center ofm ass exiting the separated slits, they play the gam -
bler’'s ruin gam e and theiram plitudesw ill uctuate. T hus, when the pack—
ets are brought together once m ore and their interference is cbserved, the
pattem which results from repeated m easurem ents is predicted to have
less contrast (be \washed out") as com pared to the prediction of stan-—
dard quantum theory. Indeed, if the packets are separate long enough so
that one packet is always dom inant, the interference pattem essentially
disappears.

T he Jargest ob fcts so far undergoing interference experim ents are C 60
and c’° (fullerene or buckyball) 28]. T hese experin ents involved di rac—
tion, so one m ay visualize a superposition of wave packets em erging from
each slit and thereafter all pairs of packets sin ultaneously com pete In
the gam bler's ruin gam e. The o -diagonalelem ents of the density m atrix
between two such packet states decay just as do those for two-slit inter—
ference. T he decay factor can be obtained from Eqgs.[I0,[I2) (w ith the slit
size and therefore the packet size less than a): it is exp tn?, where n
is the num ber of nuckons in them okcule (n = 720 ©HrC °°). The tin e of

ight ofa C €0 yas about 05sec and, if one takes the agreem ent of the ob—
served di raction pattem w ith standard quantum theory’s prediction to
be of1% accuracy, thisplaces the lim it 05 720 < 01,or > 10°.
A recent proposalR9] to test dynam ical collapse, Involving the superpo-—
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sition of a m irror In states undisplaced and displaced, has the capability
of pushing this Ilim it to > 10 [30]. Thus, at present, Interference
experin ents have only had a m ild in pact on CSL.

The only experin ents which, so far, have had an in portant im pact
upon C SL, look for \spontaneous" increase in particle energy. It is these
experin ents which have strongly suggested that a viable CSL m ust have
the m ass-density proportional coupling given in Eq.[I0).

Because collapse narrow s wave packets, this leads to m om entum in—
crease by the uncertainty principle, and therefore energy increase, of all
particles. A ccording to Egs.[I0), [I2), independently of the potential, the
average rate of Increase of energy is

dE 3 Ing~’
D oy 13)

forany state descrbing ny particlesoftypek andm assm x ( x Mmx=mog)).
However, the SL m odel, and CSL follow ing it, initially assum ed that all
particles had the sam e collapse rate, so that x = 1.

M ore generally, assum e that , = 1 fortheproton and  isunknown
r other particles. Eq.[I3) is an average: C SL predicts that, occasionally,
a particle can get a lJarge excitation, which could be detected if a large
enough num ber of particles is observed for a long enough tim e.

One can nd the probability/sec of a transition from an initialbound
state to a nal state, from Eq.{I2) expanded in a series in the size of
the bound state divided by a. W ih the e ect of the center of m ass
wavefunction integrated out, denoting the initial bound state j oi and
the nalstate j ri (pound or free), where these states are eigenstates of
the center of m ass operator w ith eigenvalie 0, the transition rate is [31]]

dp . . .2 . 4

— = —h ij kT J 0ol + ofsize=a) ; (14)
2

dt 2a ™

where ry is the position operator of the jth particle of kth type. Inter-
estingly, if m g, the m atrix elem ent of the center of m ass operator
appears in [I4), which vanishes. Then, dP=dt depends upon the much
an aller o(sjze=a)4 tem .

For this reason, experin ents w hich put an upper lim it on spontaneous
excitation from bound states of atom s or nucleii can constrain the ratios
of ’sto be close to the ratios of m asses.

An experin ent, which looks forunexplained radiation appearing w ithin
a 1/4kg slab of gem anium [32]] over a period of about a year, has been
applied to a putative CSL ionization of a Ge atom by efction of a 1s
electron [33]]. Such an excitation should yield a pulse of radiation, 11.1keV
from photons em itted by the other electrons in the atom as they cascade
down to the new ground state plus the kinetic energy of the efected elec—
tron deposited in the slab. T he probability to lonize the atom is calculated
and com pared w ith the experin entalupper lim it on pulses above 11.1keV .
The resul at present is 0 e= N 13m .=m y , where the subscripts e,
N refer to the electron and nuclkon (roton and neutron param eters are
assum ed identical).
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In the Sudbury N eutrino O bservatory experin ent[34l]], solar neutrinos
can collide w ith deuterium in a sphere 12 m eters in diam eter. T he resul is
dissociation of deuterum . (T hereafter, the released neutron, them alized
by collisions, bonds w ith a deuterum nucleus to form tritiuim , releasing a
625M eV gamm a which then C om pton scatters from electronswhich em it
C erenkov radiation detected by photodetectorsbounding the sphere). T he
experin ent took data for 254 days, and the ocbserved num ber of deu—
terium nuckiiwas 5 10°'. The predicted resul, using the standard
solar m odel w ith neutrino oscillations and the neutrino-deuterium disso—
ciation cross-section, agreed wellw ith the experin ental result, w thin an
error range. Taking this error range as representing an upper lim i to CSL
excitation of the deuteron, the result is n= p = my=m, 4 10 3 35]
ote, 4 10 ° 3m, mp)=@n + mp)).

These resultsm ake plausble the use ofthem assdensity asthe discrin —
inating operator n CSL, x = mx=m ¢. T he rate ofenergy increase @) is
thusquite sn all, eg., over the 13:7 109yrage oftheuniverse, w ith the SL
values for and a, a singl particle acquires energy E 13 10 °m .

Steve A dlr[8] has discussed a number of experin ents which could
reveal C SL collapse behavior, were to be substantially larger, than the
SL value, say by a factor of10° orm ore. T know ofonly one experin ental
proposal at present[/], which appears to be currently technically feasble,
which could test CSL w ith the SL valie of

The idea is that a sm all sphere will undergo random walk due to
C SL [36]. T he expansion ofthe center ofm assw ave packet due to Schrodinger
dynam ics is counteracted by the contraction of the wave packet due to
CSL dynam ics, which results in an equilbrium size for the wave packet.
H ow ever, since a collapse contraction can occur anyw here w ithin the wave
packet, the center of the packet jiggles about.

A ctually, the proposal is rather to observe the random rotation of a
gn all disc: the m echanism is sim ilar to that discussed above. T he disc,
charged and m ade ofm etal, could be suspended and m aintained on edge
in a Paultrap (an oscillating quadrupole electric eld) or, as suggested
by A lain A spect (private com m unication), a dielectric disc suspended by
laser tweezers m ight be feasble.

Tt is a consequence of [I2)) that the ensemble average m s angular
de ection ofthediscis  ~gp, (~=ma’)( ££=12)'"? (f isa om fac-
tor of order 1, depending on the disc dim ensions). For a disc of radius
2 10 °om and thickness 5 10 °an, gy di uses through 2 rad
in about 70 sec. For com parison, according to standard quantum the-
ory, oM 8~t= mR? which, In 70 sec, is about 100 tin es less than

csL - Forexample, at an achieved low pressure of 5 10 Y Torr at
Jiquid helium tem perature[37)], the m ean tin e between gas m olecule colk
lisions w ith the disc is about 45 m inutes, allow ing for even a di usion of
the m agniude of oM to be observable.

I hope that som eone interested in testing fiindam ental physics will
undertake this experin ent.
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5 Conservation Law P roblem

The problem here is that the collapse process appears to violate the con—
servation law s. For exam ple, as discussed in the previous section, particles
gain energy from the narrow ing ofwave finctionsby collapse. T he resolu—
tion is that the conservation law s are satis ed when not only the particle
contributions, but also the contrbutions of the the w (x;t) eld to the
conserved quantities are taken into account. T he easiest way to see this
is to take a detour which is interesting in its own right.

T he detour is to discuss a way to quantize thew (x;t) eld, and obtain
an ordinary Ham iltonian evolution which is m athem atically com pletely
equivalent to C SL [38]H41l]]. For this reason (and because I like the alliter—
ation) Icallita \C om plktely Q uantized C ollapse" (CQ C) m odelalthough,
asw illbe seen, strictly speaking, this is not what is usually considered as
a collapse m odel. But, then, it is easy to identify the space-tin e and rota-
tion generators as conserved quantities, as isusualin a G alilan-invariant
quantum theory, and and then extract from them the contributionsofthe
classicalw (x;t) eld in CSL.

51 CQCcC
D e ne the quantum elds
1=2 ) )
Wo(x) 7 /d4kEeﬂ‘ bk)+e ™ B K% 15)
i 4 ik ik
%) m/d k[ e bk)+ e b &)1 16)
where x is a fur vector, k x 't k x and b&EEK)] = ‘&

k%. It is readily veri ed that W &);W ®%]= 0, [ &); & %]1= 0 (the
negative energy contribution to these com m utators cancels the positive
energy contrbution) and W &); &%= 1i?& x9.

Thus, although W (x) is a quantum eld, its valuie can be simul-
taneously speci ed at all spacetin e events, just lke a classical eld.
At the spacetin e event x, a basis of eigenstates of W (x) can be con-
structed: W X)Wix = wiik,where 1 < w < 1 . Ushg these, a basis
W (x)i HX iy of eigenstates of the operator W (x) at all events can
be constructed, where the eigenstate v (x)i can have any eigenvalue at
any x, and so is labeled by a white noise \function" w (x). (For later use,
de ne W ®)iam [0 . Wi, with 3 )i= 3 6)i 1 ;1))

If the \vacuum " state Pi is de ned by bk)Pi = 0, i ollows from
19, @6 that

w @)W &)+ 21 x)]Pi= [wx)+ 2 Jhw (<) Pi;

w (X)

hw(x)j)i= exp %fll d4xw2(x); (17)
w ith the notation fabd4x fabdtfll dx.
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If j ;011 is the initial state, where j ;01 is the initial particle state,
de ne the evolution in the interaction picture as

: t 44,0 0 0
i Te 2i [y a*x%A =% (X)j)ij ;01 18)

so, from [I7), [@8),

hw (x)j jti= C Te 7 Jo "= 06D 226075 04 19)
whereC )= exp @ ) "[[°, + [} KM'x%W? x%]and A (x) istheH eisen—
berg picture operator, A (x) exp(Hat)A X)exp( Hat) Ha is the
particle H am iltonian).

The expression in Eq.[I9), apart from the factor C (), is the CSL
Interaction picture statevector j ;ti, , corresponding to the Schrodinger
picture Eq.[d) . Thus it ©llows from [I9) that j ;tim ay be w ritten as

jit= ji/Dw(O;t)j"] (x)io;e] 7tiw (20)

where i  [Dw( 1 ,0DWen )C ®©W ®1i1 ;0,3 ®in andDw gy is
asde ned in Eq.{d).

Eqgs.[I7[I8[I9) show that this interaction m ay be thought of as having
the form of a sequence ofbrief von N eum ann m easurem ents. A \pointer"
w (x) is labekd by x, and its initialwave function isexp @ ) ‘d*xw? &),
a very broad gaussian. The pointers at allx wih common tine t are
idle until tim e t, when the bref (duration dt) entanglem ent Interaction
occurs (Eq.[I8) with the integralover t rem oved), and they are once again
idle. Each m easurem ent is quite inaccurate, as its variance is (d4x) L,
The resulting wave function Eq.[l9) describes the state of all pointers
having m ade m easurem ents over the interval (0;t), with C (t) descrbbing
the pointers labeled by t< 1 which willneverm akem easurem ents, w hile
the pointers labeled by t> 0 stand waiting to m ake m easurem ents.

I call j ;ti, given by Eq.(20), the \ensem ble vector." It is the \sum "
of the (non-orthogonal) C SL states, each m ultiplied by an eigenstate of
the (orthogonal) quantized w (x;t) eld. T herefore, the product states are
m utually orthogonal, do not m utually interfere, and they m ay be unam -
biguously identi ed. O nem ay think of the ensem ble vector as represent—
Ing a precisely de ned exam ple of Schrodinger’s \expectation catalog,"
a \horizontal listing" of the real states of nature, identi able with the
\vertical listing" of the sam e states given by CSL.

The di culty in m aking standard quantum theory provide a precise
description of the real states of nature, com pared w ith the success of col-
lapse m odels, was succinctly characterized by John Bellas \AND is not
OR.MBut,withCQC,\AND isOR ."CQC providesa successfiilm odel for
any interpretation of standard quantum theory, Environm entalD ecoher—
ence (the w— eld is the environm ent), C onsistent H istories, M any W orlds,
M odal Interpretations, ... . Key is that, as the particle states evolve,
they are generally not orthogonal, but CQ C \tags" them w ith eigenstates
W (x)i which are orthogonal, allow ing the eigenstate-eigenvalue link to
be successfully em ployed. A lso crucial is that the particle states can be
regarded as realizable, sensble states of nature, as they are C SL states.
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A possblebene tofCQC isthat it is form ulated in standard quantum
theory temm s, albeit w ith the strange W — eld. Thism ay m ake it easier to
connect the collapse m echanism w ith physicalm echanism s proposed for
other purposes, which are form ulated In standard quantum theory temm s
(see Section 7).

52 Conservation of Energy
The free W (x)— eld tin e-translation generator is its energy operator:

1 1
Hy, / d“k!by(k)b(k):/ d'xi- (k) ®): 1)

1 1

(the order of W- (x) and (x) can be reversed). In the Schrodinger picture,
the H am iltonian

H=H,+Ha+2 /dxA(x) x;0) 22)

is the tim e-transltion generator, and is conserved. Because the H am ik
tonian is transltion and rotation invariant, the m om entum and angular
m om entum operators are likew ise conserved (eg., them om entum operator
is fll dixrw (x) X)+ P a).Conservation ofenergy can be expressed
in tem s of the constancy of the m om ent-generating function,

hte *"9;ti= h;tj;e+ i=h ;090% * " Pij ;o0i 23)

i i 4
h ;040 * HutHa)p o 2 Jo d*xA (x) (X);Uij ;01

J 44 2
7]‘0 d"xA “ (x

h ;0 ‘f2Te 5 ;01

: P g 2
N Al Erey 24)

Its Purier transom , P E ) @) ' [d expi Eh ;tiexp i H j;ti,
is the probability distribbution of the energy:

1 1
P = —h ;03
®) "€ Ha+ i( =2) [dxA? (x))
1
€ Ha i(=2)[dxA?(«x))

( =2) dxA? (x)

3 ;04; (25)

roughly speaking like the formm le=[E Ha)>+ &), where H,
h ;0Haj ;0i. In the lim i ' 0, 23 reduces to € EA). For
€ 0, the Interaction spreads the distribution: whileE = Ha ,ﬁ =1.
Sim ilarly, expressions can be w ritten for the probability distribution
ofE. ,Ea,Er orany sum oftwo ofthese, which generally vary w ith tim e
since these are not constants of the m otion. For exam ple, it follow s from
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[I9) that the m ean energies are:
Cos > [faxpp ®) AR )P . .
h;tH ajiti= h ;0 .e 27 HaJj ;04 (26)

t 0
hitH ,j;ti= h ;Oj/ Tre 7 /o dxPBo e AxF
0

/dxozx &R &)HA Y 0L @)

h;tH j;ti= O: 28)

where T, is the tim ereversal ordering operator @A s are tin e-reversed,
AR 's are tin eordered). Taking the tin e derivative of [26), 27) shows
that dﬁ=dt= dH , =dt: in particular, in C SL, the m ean partick kinetic
energy increase [I3) resulting from [26) is com pensated by the m ean w—
eld energy decrease.

W hen collapse hasoccurred, eg., ollow Ing a m easurem ent, the ensem —
ble vector[20) can be w ritten as a sum ofm acroscopically distinguishable
states:

jjti= Zji/ DWomFn )ioed ith, D JFitin;  @9)
n n n

where j ;ti,, is a CSL state corresponding to the nth outcom e engen-—
dered by the eld w, (x), and , isthe set of such elds. Here, not only
o) Wn X)W )i,y = 0 orm € n, but also the C SL states are orthog-
onal (m odulo tails), w, h ;tJ ;tiw, 0. This isbecause \m acroscopically
distinguishable states" m eans that the m ass density distributions of the
C SL states have non-overlapping wave finctions (except for tails) in som e
spatial region (s) .

In this case, energy expressionsm ay be w ritten as the sum of contri-
butions ofthe separate C SL outcom e states. T he product of pow ers of the
energy operatorsHa ,Hy , H1, actingon j;ti,, is essentially orthogonal
(that is, up to tails contrdbutions) to states j ;tin ,wherem 6 n. Thisis
because none of these operators a ects the non-overlapping nature of the
m ass density distribution wave functions. H, doesntacton j ;ti, . Ha is
the integral over the energy density operator, so it only changes the wave
function of the state where them ass density is non-zero. H 1 behaves sin —
ilarly as it dependsupon the integral of the m ass density operator. T hus,
for any operator Q form ed from these energy operators,

hitDj e > nhtD it a:
n
In this m anner, generating functions and probabilities can be expressed
as the sum of the separate contrbutions of the C SL states.

M ention should bem ade of a recent interesting work by A ngelo Bassi,
Em iliano Ippoliti and Bassano Vacchinif42f], who consider a single free
particle. T he collapse engendering operator is the position, but m odi ed
by adding to it a sn all term proportional to m om entum . The resul is
that the energy doesnot increase inde nitely, but reaches an asym ptote, in
analogy to the behavior of a particle reaching equilbrium w ith a them al
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bath. The hope is to eventually m odel the bath and obtain, as discussed
here, energy conservation when the particle and bath are both considered.

6 Relativity P roblem

Theproblem istom ake a relativistic quantum eld theory which describes
collapse. A Ithough a good dealofe ort hasbeen expended upon ji:j43]|
[48]], there is not a satisfactory theory at present.
The di culy is that, whilke the collapse behavior seem s to work jast
ne, the collapse interaction produces too m any particles out of the vac—
uum , am ounting to In nite energy per sec per volum e.

6.1 W ith W hite N oise

By replacing A (x) in Egs.[9[I2) by a Heisenberg picture quantum eld
operator (x) which is a relativistic scalar, replacing fot at’s ) by a
space-tin e ntegralover the usualquantum eld theory interaction density
Vi (x) and perfom ing the spacetin e integral over the region between
space-like hypersurfaces o; ,one obtains interaction picture state vector
and density m atrix evolution equations which are m anifestly covariant:

I, A xFIVL )+ W (x) 2 ()]

ji e Te %57 ois (30)

dxfi v + = 2
()=Tefo xfilVyp (x) Vig ()1 5[ 1 (x) g x)Fg (o): 31)

The probability density in [I1l) is essentially unchanged, w ith t replaced
by .
Suppose (X) isa scalarquantum eld. IfV: X)= g x) :_(x) (x) s
where (x) is a D irac ferm ion quantum eld representing som e particle
type of mass M , then the scalar eld \dresses" the particke eld, dis-
trbuting itself around the particle m ass density. Thus, a superposition
representing di erent particle m ass distributions w ill also be a superposi-
tion of di erent scalar eld spatial distrbutions, and collapse w ill occur
to one or another of these.

To see what goes w rong, it is easiest to work in what I Ike to call the
the \collapse interaction picture," where (x) is the Heisenberg picture
scalar eld: this elin inates Vi (x)’s explicit presence n Egs.[30,31). In a
reference fram ewhere ( o; ) are constant tim e hyperplanes (0;t), consider
the average energy for an initial density m atrix j ih 3

_ _r 4 2
H@=Tr{aTe 7/ 0@ a0 w0y 4

t
h {n 5/ d'x[ )[ x);H I+ =g pii

0

. t
h #7141 15/ d'xh [ &); «x)3}7 1
0

t
=hj{ji+—/d4x ©)
2O

h;H'i+—tvL/dk- 32)
I ey |
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In Eq.l3_2|),fdx = V isthe volume of space, (0)= @ ) 3fdkexpik 0
is the sum over m odes of the vacuum and is the Oth com ponent of the
fourwector 2 ) 3 f (dk=E ) E ;k). A I*hough the energy increase/secvol
per m ode is an all, the vacuum gains In nite energy/secvolbecause the
vacuum has an in nite num ber ofm odes.

The reason the vacuum is excited can be seen by writihg Eq.[30) in
furier transorm form , m entioned i Eq.[20) of paper I:

4 2 s 4
j;tiw=/D e fodx (x)elfodx(x)w(x)

[ 4
Telj o SxEVI )+ 2 (x) (x)qj ;0is 33)

This can be regarded as an ensam ble average over a classical w hite noise

eld (x) (the st tetn in [33) is the white noise gaussian probabil
iy distrbbution). The average is a superposition of unitary evolutions.
The collapse evolution is due to the \interaction Ham iltonian" density

x) (x). Since (x) is a classical white noise eld, it contains all fre—
quencies and wave num bers In equal am ounts. As a resul, because of
its interaction with (x), it excites -particles which possess allpossible
frequencies and wavelengths out of the vacuum .

Indeed, if any m ode of the vacuum is excied, for a relativistically

invariant theory, all m odes m ust be excited, since that m ode looks like
another m ode In another, equivalent, reference fram e.

6.2 Gaussian N oise

To try to rem ove the vacuum excitation, it is worth considering a noise
eld that isnot w hite noise, and therefore doesn’t have all frequencies and
w avelengths38,/49,[50]. A generalization of E gs.[30[3I) is

5 Teifod“va(x)
4

1 " d4 d4 0 2 G 0 0 2 0 ., .
oi f‘[O xd*x° W (x) x)IG (x x)W (x7) (x )]j ; Ol;(34)

()= Te if Od“xf[vIL (x) Vig (x)]
I LS N d (o); (35)
w ith 1
O )4/d“keﬂ‘ “ e @), 36)

whereG(pz) 0: ifG (pz) = 1, this reduces to the white noise case.
CSL, although non-relativistic, can be written in this form . Put the
expression HrA () from Eq.[I0) into Eq.[d), aswellas replace w (x;t) by

_ 1 2
w (x;t) ( az) 374/vdze 222 &%) wo(z;t);

and perform the integral over x In the exponent. The result is
3 i Te iffat’s &9

1 t 0 0 2 0 0,,0 2 0
ot [ Jazaz’u @) Zou @6 @ 2wleE”) ZoM e,

j 01 @7)
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where
% z 29?2

Gz z= ¢t e = : (38)

6.3 Tachyonic N oise
6.3.1 = Free Scalar F ield

To seehow this exibility can help, reconsider the calculation ofH (t) given
in [32)), w ith the density m atrix [33),with ( o; ) replaced by ( T=2;T=2)
asT ! 1 ,andwih () a firee scalar eld ofmassm V1 (x)= 0):

H @©

T=2
h {H 5// dxd'x6 & xOT L [ & OH N+ =i i
T=2

h 9 it —vE m?)— /dk (39)
J 2 2 )y

(T, is the tim ereversed-ordering operator). So, if G (m 2) = 0, there is
no energy creation from the vacuum in this case. But, then, nothing else
happens either!

This, and further argum ents, are m ost easily understood in tem s of
Feynm an diagram s. W rite the density m atrix [35) in fourier transform
form :

T 2 [T a%%a’x0 )6 L x%) ®9
(E) = D e N

I dfxEvi e 02 (g

772 afxEvi e 02 (g :

T i
Te ( E)Tre {40)

T he last line of [40)) isa unitary transform ation, so it can be expanded in a
power series, and W ick’s theorem used to replace a tim e-ordered product
of operators by a product of positive and negative frequency nom al or-
dered operators and Feynm an propagators. T hen, f D can beperformed,
resultingin [ 727 d'xd’x” @) o) ! [ [777 d'xd’x%C & x%:atem
containing an even number of (x) factors becom es a sum of tem s w ith
allpossible pairings of (x)’sreplaced by G’s. A temm w ith an odd num -
ber of (x) factors vanishes.) W hen the integrals over x are perfomm ed,
the result is the m om entum space expression for the sum of Feynm an
diagram s. G (pz) plays the role of the Feynm an propagator for the ed.

R etum to the case ofthe free eld (ie. V1 x)= 0).Before and after
integration over , every nom alordered positive or negative frequency
operator appears in an integral,

T=2 T=2
/ d'x &) (x)!/ d'x6 k° x) ®=6m?) &)= 0;

T=2 T=2
ie., G and are orthogonalif G (m 2y = 0. Thus, the operators disappear
from [@0). Then, &)= C ( I):when the trace is taken, this in plies
the cnumberC = 1.

It is instructive to look at the st order in  Feynm an graph which
describes creation ofa -particle from the vacuum , and is responsble for
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the energy increase given by Eq.[39). R epresent the eld by oand the
propagator by . To lowest order (tem s quadratic in ), the relevant
diagram is co. The particle created out of the vacuum appears to the
left and right sides of the initial density matrix () = Pin03 The
propagator crosses from one side to the other. Because the 4-m om entum
p is conserved (it goes in at the right and out at the lkft), the diagram is
proportionalto G (p2) =G Mm 2),wjth no contribution ifG Mm 2) = 0.

6.3.2 = Interacting scalar eld

W ith Vi x) 6 0, there can be particle creation out of the vacuum to st
order in . The relevant diagram is oow ith a ferm ion-antiferm ion pair__
tacked on to the end of each o (ocattached at both ends then represents a
-particle propagator) . Ifp; and p; are the outgoing fermm ion 4-m om enta,
thediagram isproportionalto G ([{o1+ P2 F). Vanishing ofthe contribution
ofthisdiagram requiresG to vanish frthe range of its argum ent (2M )?
p° < 1 . IfM can be arbitrarily small, then G (©*) m ust vanish for all
tim e-like p. T hus, ifwe take G (pz) = 0hro p2 < 1 ,thereisnoparticle
creation from the vacuum to rst order n : a space-lke 4-m om entum
(forwhich G (p2) does not vanish) cannot equal a tin e-like 4-m om entum
(of the outgoing ferm ions).

So, the tin e-like 4-m om enta of G (p°) are responsble or the energy
creation from the vacuum to rst order n . In the next subsection we
shall see that it is the space-like 4-m om enta of G (pz) w hich are responsble
for collapse.

F irst note that, for diagram s describing collapse, any oattached toa __
mustbea -particlk propagator since, if i representsa free -particle, the
diagram ’s contrbution G (%) = 0. But, then, this diagram segm ent’s
contribution is

1 2 1

G _ \ 2 2 2y _ p 1
©)= PW 1 © m )G E)= W

2

P mi+i G e

Thus, the -particle propagator can be absorbed into the propagator:

P fpz m?] e (p2) Go(pz). In Feynm an diagram s, thism eans that the
-particle propagator line can be replaced by a point: for exam ple, the

diagram described in the second sentence of this section, cow ith _ tacked

on to theend ofeach g can be replaced by ___ (which, of course, vanishes).

6.3.3 =Femrm ion D ensity

T herefore, we m ay jast consider the m odelw ith collapse directly toward
ferm ion density eigenstates, putting (x) =: "®) ) :(and settingV 1 as
the usual nteraction H am iltonian for the ferm ion eld w ith eg., photons,
m esons, ... into Egs.[34,[35,[40).

In the non-relativistic lim it, [36) becom es

1 ; ; E\?
G & XO) : c!.l @2 ) /dEdpelE co )Q)G[(E) pz]
0 1 ip x £ 2
= t t)W dpe G(p): 41)
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W ith the choice

3=2 ( pZ)ea2p2 | @ a2)3:2e a’p?

GE) @ a)
( is the step fiunction), ([4d) is identicalto the CSL form [38). A nother
interesting choice is the spectrum G %) @+ ?) ofatachyon ofm ass
~=ac 2eV .Then, @) becomesG x x%)! @ )2 ¢ Osn *
x0j=j>< x0j=, w hich isa perfectly good substitute for the gaussian an earing
function.

Indeed, w ith one of these choices, if one regards the non-relativistic
linit of : (x) (x) :as allow Ing one to neglect its pair creation and
annihilation tem s, the rem ainder would be the operator M (x)=m o, the
sum of the num ber operators for fomm ion and antifem jon. Then [33)
would becom e [37)) : them odelwould reduce to C SL in the non—relativistic
lim it. Unfortunately, one cannot neglect these tem s.

A las, in the relativistic m odel, there is vacuum production ofparticles
to order 2. The expansion of [40) to fourth order in produces the
vacuum excitation diagram _ T : two space-lke fourm om enta ofthetwo

propagators can add up to the tin elke fourm om entum of the excited
ferm ion pair.

T hus, Thave given up trying to m ake a satisfactory relativistic collapse
m odel. A reason Ihave gone overthis failure in such detailisthat it m ight
perhaps stin ulate som eone to succeed in this endeavor. A nother reason
is that, if this failure persists, it helpsm otivate m y allback position, the
\Q uasizelativistic" m odel sketched below [B1/].

6.4 Quasirelativistic Collapse M odel

In thism odel, which has no particle creation from the vacuum , the state
vector and density m atrix evolution equations are E gs.[30[31l), w ith

2

®) @ a)te T & 0+ & ®)]
1 0 L ®)?+b?]
= 21:2( a2)5:4 /dbdbe 2a?
T+ YT e+ 1%+ b); é2)

where  is the D A lembertian. This should be com pared w ith the CSL
expression for A in Eq.[I0), w ritten in temm s of the particle annihilation
and creation operators (;x), Y &;x):

a2
Ak @ &) te TF Yigx) (Gx)

1 %bz v
= W dbe 2a (t;X+ b),’ (43)

to which [42)) reduces in the non—relativistic lim  (when the antiparticle

tem t is discarded, and the spin degrees of freedom are ignored). O £
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course, to agree w ith C SL, w hen m ore than one fermm ion type is considered,
there should be a sum of tem s with coe cients proportional to their
m asses.

The 1rst expression in {42) is m anifestly a Lorentz scalar, but the
m odel given by Eqgs.[30[31[42) is not Lorentz invariant. T his is because,
while  does commute with itself at space-lke separations, [ - +

*7 ]does not. T herefore, the tin e-ordering operation in one Lorentz
fram e is not the tim e-ordering operation in another Lorentz fram e. H ow —
ever, it can be shown that, or (x Xo)z > a2,theoom mutator [ x); & 0)]
exp [R=(~=M c)]which fornuclkonsis exp 10° , ie., it \aln ost" com —
mutes. It is in this sense that the m odel is quasirelativistic.

Since there is a preferred reference fram e in them odel, the one In w hich
tin e-ordering prevails, it is natural to take it as the co-m oving fram e in
the universe. Since the earth isnot far from the co-m oving fram e, and the
non-relativistic lin it ofthem odelisC SL, it so far agrees w ith experin ent.
It would be worthw hile exploring whether there are feasible experin ents
predicted by the m odel which would show deviations from relativistic
invariance, eg., experin ents w ith apparatus m oving rapidly w ith respect
to the preferred fram e.

A num ber of theoretical proposals[36), 152, [53,154]] have suggested that
collapse is related to gravity. T his idea hasbeen buttressed, in the context
of C SL, by the experim ental evidence for coupling of the uctuating eld
w (X;t) to them ass density operator. T herefore, there is a positive aspect
to a model which is m ost naturally specialized to the co-m oving fram e,
in that i additionally suggests a cosm ological connection for collapse (see
the next section).

It m ay also be cbserved that the relativistic collapse m odels, which
do produce satisfactory collapse behavior in the m idst of unsatisfactory
excitation, require the causes of collapse and the space-tin e locations
of the regions where the wave function collapses (rapidly din inishes or
grow s) to be reference fram e dependent[b5), 143, [44]]. This is not a prob—
Jem , since the causes and locations of collapse cannot be observed. But,
this di ers from the situation In standard quantum eld theory, where
the am plitudes for particles being in a space-tim e region do not change
when the reference fram e changes. It m ay then be considered a bene t of
this quasirelativisitic m odel that it also possesses this sam e behavior of
standard quantum eld theory, since the causes and locations associated
w ith collapse are those of the preferred fram e.

7 Legitim ization P roblem

W hen, over 35 years ago, as describbed in paper I, I had the idea of intro—
ducing a random Iy uctuating quantity to cause wave function collapse, I
thought, because there are so m any things in nature which uctuate ran-
dom ly, that when the theory is better developed, it would becom e clear
what thing in nature to identify w ith that random Iy uctuating quantity.
Perhaps ironically, thisproblm of kegitin izing the phenom enologicalC SL
collapse description by tying it in a naturalway to established physics re—
m ains aln ost untouched [56]].
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A though, as m entioned in the previous section, various authors, as
well as the experin ental evidence supporting coupling of the collapse—
inducing uctuating eld to m ass density, have suggested a connection
between collapse and gravity, it is f2ir to say that the legitin ization prob—
lem is still in its infancy. N o convincing connection (for exam ple, iddenti-

cation ofm etric uctuations, dark m atter or dark energy wih w (x;t))
has yet em erged. But, I shall give here a new argum ent that the w—- eld
energy density m ust have a gravitational interaction w ith ordinary m at—
ter, and a perhaps lessconvincing argum ent, that the the w - eld energy
density could be coan ologically signi cant.

7.1 G ravitational C onsiderations

W hat happens to the w—- eld energy once it is created, either in smnall
am ounts as In m easurem ent situation collapses, or In large am ounts as
w ill be suggested below ? Suppose we do not alter the CQ C H am iltonian
[22)). Then this energy jist sits where it was created, and has no other
e ect on m atter. The picture given in Section 5.1 isthat thew - eld In an
in nitesin al spacetin e volum e is lke a pointer m aking a m easurem ent,
which brie y interacts and therefore changes during them easurem ent, but
is unchanged before and after, and its associated energy density has the
sam e behavior.

But, here is an argum ent that the CQC Ham iltonian [22) must be
altered, so that the w- eld energy density exerts a gravitational force
on m atter. Consider the equation of quasiclassical general relativity,
G’ = 8GhT " ji, ie, G ' is classical, but the classical stress
tensor is replaced by the quantum expectation valie of the stress tensor
operator. O f course, the latter m ust obey the conservation law s if the
equation to to be consistent. However, due to the collapse Interaction,
the expectation value of the particle energy-m om entum is not, by iself,
conserved. A s discussed in Section 52, i is the expectation value of the
sum of particle energy-m om entum and w— eld energy-m om entum which
is conserved. Therefore, T 7 = T,” + T,’ : the expectation value of the
sum ofparticle and w— eld stress tensor operators m ust be utilized.

In the non—relativistic lim i, G °° = 8 Gh T °°jireducestor ? =
4 Gh T O"Oj i. Thus, the w— eld energy density acts just like m atter’s
energy density in creating a gravitationalpotential, except that thew — eld
energy density can be negative or positive.

T herefore, when m odeling the local behavior of the w—eld in CQC,
and wishing to take into account its gravitational behavior, one ought
to m odify the CQC Ham itonian [2)), adding a tem representing the
gravitational interaction of the w- eld energy density with the m atter
energy density:

1
Hg G/ AxXW- (X) (X) /dz, ! Hu (z):
1 X z]

W ith thisaddition, although the w — eld energy, once created in a volum g,

still sits in that volum e as ifnailed in space, £ now hasan e ect on m atter,

which is repelled/attracted by a region containing negative/positive w —
el energy.
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O ne could consider further alterations in the localCQ C H am iltonian,
to m ake the w — eld energy density dynam ic, for exam ple, to treat it like
a uld. Then, i would be graviationally attracted by m atter, or re—
pelled/attracted by itself, ifthe w — eld energy density isnegative/positive.
Onem ight add a positive constant w — eld energy to the H am iltonian, so
that the w- eld energy, although decreased by the collapse interaction,
rem ains positive. W e shall not consider such m odi cations here.

To reiterate, the argum ent here is that com patibility w ith general rel-
ativity requires a gravitational force exerted upon m atter by the w— eld.

7.2 Cosm ologicalC reation ofN egative w-F ield En-
ergy

It was discussed In Section 52 that, as the m ean energy of m atter in—
creases due to collapse, them ean w — eld energy goes negative by an equal
am ount. Thus, if there is an am ount of negative w — eld energy which is
of coam ological signi cance, it would repelm atter, and contribute to the
observed coam ic acceleration [G81].

But, as pointed out in Section 4, the m ean am ount of kinetic energy
[13) gained by a particlke of massm over the age of the universe is very
am all,

2
Ao 16 2

E 13 10 m C

pa?
( 0, a0 are the SL values of and a). A factor of 10'® increase n  =a’
which m akes this energy com parable tom & would violate already estab-
lished experin ental lim its, eg. on \spontaneous" energy production in
atom s or nuclkii. Thus, w— eld energy created by the collapses accom pa—
nying the dynam ical evolution of the particles in the universe is not of
cosm ological signi cance.

However, it is In the spirit of m odels of the beginning of the universe
to in agine that the universe started In a vacuum state, and that i was
brie vy govemed by a H am ittonian which describes production of particles
from the vacuum . W e now illustrate, by a sin ple m odel, that negative
w— eld energy of a coan ologically signi cant am ount could be generated
in such a scenario. Suppose that, even under such circum stances, the C SL
collapse equations apply. If collapse went on then, as we suppose it does
now , the universe would have been in a superposition ofthe vacuum state
and states w ith various num bers of particles in various con gurations,
and the collapse m echanism would have been responsible for choosing the
con guration of our present universe.

Thism odel can also be utilized to describe continuous production of
particles as the universe evolves, as in the steady state cosm ology. H ow —
ever, we shallnot m ake that application here.

In this sin ple m odel, only scalar particles of mass m are produced,
and the H am iltonian is

Ha = / dxfm Y(x) &)+ gl ®)+ Y &)g: (44)
v

where (x) isthe annihilation operator for a scalar particke at x,V is the
volum e of the early universe and g is a coupling constant. W ih initial
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state § ;0i = Pi, with A ®) = exp(@Hat)A x)exp( iHat) and A x)
given in Eq.[I0), we obtain h ;tH » j;ti from (28), [44):

Ha(t) = ﬂ{ t+ 41 e thosmt) —e Ttsjnmt}‘ 45)
B m2+ (=2)? m !
where = o @=mo)?.0Onecan check thatthe ! 0 lin it of @5) is the
usualoscillatory quantum m echanicalresult.Also,Ha (£)! Oas ! 1,

ie., In that case the universe rem ains in the vacuum state due to \w atched
pot" or \Zeno’s paradox" behavior (the collapse occurs so fast that there
is no chance for the vacuum state to evolve).

Onealso nds

\% _t
ngjmi(iz)z{ t+ 201 e 2 cosmt)}:

h ;tj/ dxm Y (x) x)j;ti=
Vi

(46)

V1 V), so the linear increase in H_A (t) arises from the expectation
valie of the rst tetm in (44)). The coe cient of the linear increase is

g2 : the H am iltonian by itself generates and annihilates particles, but

w ithout linear grow th. It isthe collapse dynam icswhich, favoring creation
over annihilation, is ultin ately responsible for creating the m atter in the

universe, according to thism odel.

Because dJTw=dt= dH_A=dt, the mean w- eld energy H_w (t) goes
linearly negative. M oreover, ifH, (x;t) and Ha (X;t) are the w—- eld and
particle energy densities at tin e t, i can be shown that dJTW (x;t)=dt =

dITA (xX;t)=dt. Since the initial value of each is zero, we have that
H_w x;t) = H_A (x;t), where the average is over the ensemble of pos—
sble universes, one of which becam e ours, due to collapse. In each uni-
verse, the particlke and w - eld energy densities vary from place to place:
in particular, the w— eld energy density can be negative or positive.

W e can say som ething Interesting about the totalw — eld and particle
energies, H, and Ha In any one universe. Suppose we divide a partic-
ular universe nto N equal volum es V , and calculate the m ean of the
sum S (w- eld energy + particle energy in kth volum e)/ V over that
universe, ie., themean of S = 22:1 Ex=V)N = H , + Ha)=V . The
probability of E x is independent of k, and the m ean ofEx is zero, so the

mean of S is zero. By the law of large num bers,asN ! 1 (which can be
achieved by letting V becom e in nitesim al), S achieves zero variance.
Thus, each universe satis esH, = Ha .

For t>> 1, the correlation finction for the m ass density M » (x)
m Yx) x)is

htiM 2 &% Ma &)IMa ®) Ma ®)]jti=

Mg’ t o mg® 127 1 m® (=2
mz+ (=27 ° X)+2t[m2+(=2)2]{1 £ e (=2r
2 2 2
m* (=% O+ omiy
m2+ ( =2)2 (1+ £)?

where f exp (x0 x)%=4a°. T hus, the m ass density is correlated on
the distance scale a, and the correlation vanishes for jxo xj>> a.
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Thism ay be thought of as a crude m odel for the reheating after In a-
tion which producesm atter. It should not be taken too seriously: for one
thing, one would prefer draw ing conclusions from the collapse m echanisn
applied to the eld accom panying an accepted in ationary m odel. But,
it suggests that it is possble for the w- eld energy to be of cosn ologi-
cal signi cance, that regions ofboth positive and negative w — eld energy
would then be present, the fom er attracting m atter, the latter repelling
m atter. If the collapse interaction is not lim ited to ordinary m atter, but
includes dark m atter, then it suggests that there is a negative am ount of
w— eld energy in the universe equal In m agnitude to the m assenergy of
allm atter.

7.3 Som e Cosn ological C onsiderations

A stronom ical observation and theory, which lad to what is called the
\standard m odel," are woven together in a tight web, so it is rather pre-
sum ptuous to infct the w — eld into the m ix, especially since the sugges—
tion described at the end of the last subsection is not very detailed. H ow —
ever, it m ay stin ulate further scrutiny to retum to sem iclassical gravity,
m odel the quantum expectation values of the m atter and w — eld energy
densities in our universe by classical distribbutions n x;t), « (X;t) and
discuss a few ways in which the w— eld m ight play a role in a ecting the
evolution ofthe universe, w ith regard to both uctuationsabout them ean
behavior and the m ean behavior itself.

W ith regard to uctuations, follow ing the suggestion of the m odel in
section 72, we suppose, after the period of particle production in the
early universe, that the w— eld energy density , is xed in space, varies
from place to place on the scale of a, can be positive or negative, and is
initially overlain by m assdensity n . The negative w — eld energy density
should repelthe m ass density nearby, the positive w — eld energy density
should attract it, and so the scenario ofm atter density uctuations in the
early universe could be a ected. O nem ight speculate that the presently
observed voids betw een galaxies could niially have been sites of negative
w— eld energy density, perhaps initially of scale a which expanded w ith
the universe, that the sites of positive w — eld energy density could have
helped seed initial galactic gravitational collapse and could play a rolk
sin ilar to that of the CDM , etc. If the w— eld negative energy density
(perthaps equal n m agnitude to the m atter m assenergy, estin ated at

<=4, where 3H 528 G is the critical m ass density which m akes
the universe at) is spread fairly uniform Iy throughout the universe, is
gravitational repulsive e ect on m atter would not seem to have much of
an e ect on the behavior of form ed galaxies, because the density ofm atter
in galaxies is so much greater than .

A siswellknown, them ean behavior ofthe universe is describbed by the
Friedm ann-R obertson-W alker general relativistic hom ogeneous isotropic
coam ological m odel, which gives rise to two equations. O ne of these can
be taken to be the conservation of energy equation relating the universe’s
scale factor R, the energy density , and the pressure p:
2 -

d
— (R’)= 3pR

48
R (48)
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T hisequation holds for , by iself (o, = 0) which, glued to space, evolves

only due to the expansion of the universe after the period of particle

creation has ended, R *@). Also, n R ® @) as the matter

pressure is negligble. Let us neglect the radiation density and pressure,

and assum e a cosm ological constant = p which also satis es (48).
T he second equation, the evolution equation for the scale factor R (t),

and its current consequence are

R® 8 G

_ k H 2 K =) 1= + + + (49)
R2 3 R 2 . RrZH? S .
where Ry is the present scale factor, H o Ry=R is Hubbl’s constant,
k = 1;0; 1 depending respectively upon whether the universe is closed,
at or open, n om = ¢ etc., and k=H 2RZ. From [8), [@9)
also follow s the usefiil expression
R 3p 1

= + = = —(n + ; 50
RS IR ) 50)

w here the deceleration param eter is op RoR o=R—§ .
The m atter m ass density and w— eld energy density a ect equations
[49), Q) only through their sum . Ifwe suppose that the w - eld collapse
interaction generatesnot only the ordinary m atter in the universe, but the
CDM aswell,then , + , = 0. Thiswould provide an explanation of
w hat appears to be a strange coincidence, that in the presentera , and
are com parably sized w hereas, form ost ofthe universe’s earlier history,
the m ass density 1=R°3 (t) dom inated. T he resolution here is that the
m ass density plus the w— eld energy density  0=R =0 always holds.

The result from [49), + x = 1, appears to be within 1 of the
m icrow ave radiation background datalb7)], assum ing a at universe, i =
0. But, when com bined w ith the result from [B0), @ = = 1,whike
qualitatively consistent w ith the observed coam ic acceleration, appears to
be 3 from the Hubbl plt datalb8]. However, these analyses assum e
certain prior constraints, and analyzing the prior , + = 0 hasnot
received priority.

It is likely that the sin ple scenario given here w ill con ict w ith vari-

ous astronom ical observations and constraints. T here are variants of the
m odelw hich could be explored to resolve such con icts, eg., the param e-
ters ,a could vary w ith tim e, the w — eld energy could be m ade dynam ic,
its m agnitude could be sn aller than the m agnitude of the m atter energy
eg., 20% ofitbecause the collapse interaction could only occur for or-
dinary m atter and not dark m atter), its m agnitude could be larger than
that of the m atter energy (eg. because collapse could be govemed by
energy density rather than m ass density, and so could occur for light as
wellasm atter), it could play a role In the generation of dark energy, etc.
T he purpose of this discussion is to illustrate the hope that progress m ay
bem ade In kegiim izing the phenom enological C SL collapse dynam ics by
connecting it to the stillm ysterious contents of the universe.
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