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A bstract

I review ten problem s associated with the dynam icalwave function
collapse program ,which were described in the �rst ofthese two papers.
Five ofthese,the interaction,preferred basis,trigger,sym m etry and su-

perlum inal problem s, were discussed as resolved there. In this volum e
in honor ofAbnerShim ony,Idiscuss the �ve rem aining problem s,tails,
conservation law,experim ental,relativity,legitim ization. Particular em -
phasisisgiven to thetailsproblem ,�rstraised by Abner.Thediscussion
oflegitim ization containsa new argum ent,thattheenergy density ofthe

uctuating �eld which causes collapse should exerta gravitationalforce.
This force can be repulsive, since this energy density can be negative.
Speculative illustrationsofcosm ologicalim plicationsare o�ered.

1 Introduction and R ecapitulation

Allthings in the world com e from being. And being com es
from non-being. The W ay ofLao Tzu

In 1977,a graduate studentatthe University ofEdinburgh’sdepart-
m entofSociology ofSciencenam ed BillHarvey (presently D eputy D irec-
toroftheScottish Education Funding Council)wasdoing hisPhD thesis,
and wrote to physicists working in the �eld offoundations ofquantum
theory,including m yself,to ask ifhe could visitand ask questions.After
m y interview,which took place atHam ilton College,Bill,two colleagues
and I went out to dinner and,as we drove back,I asked him what his
PhD thesiswasabout.He said:\Socialdeviance."

In the�rstofthesepapers[1],hereafterreferred toaspaperI,aswellas
in a previousfestschrittforAbnerShim ony[2],Ipresented som e personal
history,m y route to becom ing a socialdeviant. Closet deviance,shared
by a sm all(but growing,I hope) group ofphysicists,is the beliefthat
standard quantum theory,handed down on M ountCopenhagen,while a
m ost m arvelous set oflaws,has conceptual
aws. O utright deviance is
the tem erity to try and do som ething aboutit.

(Parenthetically,AbnerShim ony,whom I�rstm etin W endellFurry’s
o�ceatHarvard around 40yearsago,hasovertheseyearsbeen supportive
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ofm y apostasy. Since Abner is jointly a physicist and philosopher,he
is at m ost halfa deviant,since what is deviant in physics is norm alin
philosophy.)

The
awsareencapsulated in theinadequateanswergiven bystandard
quantum theory to whathasbeen called \them easurem entproblem ," but
which Ipreferto call\the reality problem ":

For a closed system ofany kind,given a state vector and the Ham il-

tonian,specify the evolving realizable statesand their probabilitiesofreal-

ization.

That is,there is no well-de�ned procedure within 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
setofsituations,nam ely m easurem entsituationsby hum an beings,which
are a sm allsubset ofthe fullsetofsituations in the universe created by
nature,one can apply procedures that work FAPP ( \For AllPractical
Purposes," a usefulacronym coined by John Bell,in hispungentcritique
ofstandard quantum theory[3]).These proceduresrequire additional,ad
hoc(which m eans\forthiscaseonly")inform ation:this istheapparatus,
that isthe environm ent,etc.

PaperIdescribed theContinuousSpontaneousLocalization (CSL)dy-
nam icalwave function collapse theory[4,5]. Itconsistsoftwo equations.
A dynam icalequation describes how the state vector evolves under the
joint in
uence ofthe Ham iltonian and an operator depending upon an
arbitrarily chosen 
uctuating scalar�eld w(x;t).A probability rule equa-
tion givestheprobability thatthisw(x;t)isrealized in nature.Then,the
answergiven by CSL to the m easurem ent/reality problem issim ply:

G iven any w(x;t),a state vector evolving according to the dynam ical

equation is a realizable state,and the probability rule gives its probability

ofrealization.

The claim ofCSL is\whatyou see (in nature)iswhatyou get(from
the theory)." Am ong otherconsiderations,in thispaperitwillbeargued
thatthisworkswell.

1.1 C SL Lite

Q ue ser�a,ser�a,whatever willbe,willbe...

Jay Livingstone and Ray Evans,sung by D orisD ay

In order that this paper be selfcontained,som e ofpaper I’s discus-
sion ofCSL willbe repeated here,First com es \CSL lite," a sim pli�ed
form ulation which illustratesessentialfeatures.An initialstate vector

j ;0i=
N

X

n= 1

cnjani (1)

(thejaniareeigenstatesofan operatorA with nondegenerateeigenvalues
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an)evolvesaccording to the dynam icalequation
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: (2)

In Eq. (2),w(t) is a sam ple random function ofwhite noise type,and
� characterizes the collapse rate. The state vector given by (2) is not
norm alized to 1,so one m ustrem em berto norm alize itwhen calculating
expectation values,the density m atrix,etc.

The probability associated to j ;tiw isgiven by the probability rule

Pw (t)D w � wh ;tj ;tiw D w =
N

X

n= 1

jcnj
2
e
� 1

2�

R

t

0
dt

0
[w (t

0
)� 2�a n ]

2

D w: (3)

To see thatthe integrated probability is1,discretize the tim e integralin
Eq.(3),so thatitappearsasa productofgaussiansand,using

D w �
dw(0)

p

2��=�t

dw(�t))
p

2��=�t
:::

dw(t))
p

2��=�t
;

integrate overalldw(n�t)from � 1 to 1 .
Here isa proof(notgiven in paperI,where the resultwasjustcited)

that,as t ! 1 ,Eqs.(2),(3) describe collapse to one ofthe eigenstates
jam iwith probability jcm j2 .

Consider �rstthe specialclass ofw(t),labeled w a(t),which have the
asym ptotic behavior

lim
T ! 1

(2�T)� 1

Z T

0

dtw a(t)! a;

where a isa constant.W rite w a(t)= w 0(t)+ 2�a,and de�ne

(2�T)� 1

Z

T

0

dtw 0(t)� �(T);

so lim T ! 1 �(T)! 0.Then Eq.(3)m ay be written

Pw (t)=
N

X

n= 1

jcnj
2
e
� 1
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R
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0
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0
w
2

0
(t
0
)
e
� 2�t(a� a n )[2�(t)+ (a� an )]: (4)

Ifa 6= an for any n,the probability density (4) vanishes for t! 1 ,
since itisa sum ofterm swhich vanish asexp� 2�t(a� an)2. The (nor-
m alized) state vectorcorresponding to such a w a(t),as given by Eq.(2),
isgenerally nota collapsed state,butitsasym ptoticprobability ofoccur-
rence iszero.

Ifa = am ,Eqs.(2),(3)respectively becom e
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Eq.(5)shows that collapse to jam ioccurs for any w am (t). W hen Eq.(6)
isintegrated overallpossible w am (t),(i.,e.,overallpossible w 0(t)),the
totalassociated probability isjcm j2.

There are other possibilities for w(t) other than the w a(t),nam ely

the cases for which T
� 1

R T

0
dtw(t)it has no asym ptotic lim it. However,

since the probability forthe w am (t)’stotals to 1,these possibilities have
m easure 0.End ofproof.

The density m atrix constructed from (2),(3)is

� =

Z

Pw (t)D w
j ;tiw w h ;tj

w h ;tj ;tiw
=

N
X

n;m = 1

cnc
�
m janiham je

� (�t=2)(a n � am )
2

:

(7)
Thus,theo�-diagonalelem entsdecay ata ratedeterm ined by thesquared
di�erencesofeigenvalues.

Form any m utuallycom m utingoperatorsA k,and with apossibly tim e-
dependentHam iltonian H (t)to boot,the evolution (2)becom es

j ;tiw � T e
�

R

t

0
dt

0
fiH (t

0
)+

1

4�

P

k
[w k (t

0
)� 2�A k ]

2
g
j ;0i; (8)

where T is the tim e-ordering operator. W ith H = 0, the probability
� w h ;tj ;tiw is asym ptotically non-vanishing only when w k(t) has its
asym ptotic value equalto 2� m ultiplied by an eigenvalue ofA k,foreach
k.The collapse isto the eigenstate labeled by these jointeigenvalues.

1.2 C SL

Forfull-blown CSL,theindexk correspondstospatialposition x:w k(t)!
w(x;t) is considered to be a physicalscalar �eld. The com m uting oper-
ators A k ! A(x) are taken to be (proportional to) the m ass density
operatorM (x)\sm eared" overa region oflength a around x. Thus,the
dynam icalequation is

j ;tiw � T e
�

R

t

0
dt

0
fiH (t

0
)+

1

4�

R

dx[w (x;t
0
)� 2�A (x)]

2
g
j ;0i; (9)

A(x)�
1

m 0(�a2)3=4

Z

dze
� 1

2a2
(x� z)

2

M (z): (10)

In Eq.(9), m 0 is taken to be the proton’s m ass, and the choices � �

10� 16sec� 1,a � 10� 5cm ,the values suggested by G hirardi,Rim iniand
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W eberfor theirSpontaneousLocalization (SL)theory([6])are taken,al-
though thepresentexperim entalsituation allowsagood dealoflatitude[7,
8].The probability rule is,asbefore,

Pw (t)D w = wh ;tj ;tiw

t
Y

x;t= 0

dw(x;t)
p

2��=�x�t
: (11)

Thus,forastatewhich initially isasuperposition ofstatescorrespond-
ing to di�erentm assdensity distributions,ideally (i.e.,ifoneneglectsthe
Ham iltonian evolution,and waits for an in�nite tim e)one state survives
underthe CSL dynam ics. The greater the m assdensity distribution dif-
ferences between the states,the m ore rapid is the collapse rate. W hen
describing the collapse com petition between m acroscopically distinguish-
ablestates,theHam iltonian evolution can havelittlee�ectwhen itisslow
com pared to the collapse rate,or when it does not m aterially a�ect the
m assdistribution.

2 Problem ’s Progress

PaperIdiscussesa fram ework fordynam icalcollapsem odelsbegun in the
70’s[9,10]. Ilisted 9 problem swhich were evidentthen. Then,SL cam e
along,a well-de�ned m odelofinstantaneous collapse,which provides a
resolution of4 problem s,butraised onem ore.CSL,which wasstim ulated
by theearlierwork and by SL,providesa (som ewhatdi�erent)resolution
ofthese 5 problem s.The 5 problem sand theirresolutionsare:

Interaction problem : what should be the interaction which gives rise
to collapse? Thisisspeci�ed in Eqs.(9,10).

Preferred basis problem : what are the states toward which collapse
tends? They are eigenstatesofthe(sm eared)m assdensity operator(10).

Trigger problem : how can itbe ensured thatthe collapse m echanism
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 CSL,the collapse rate isslow in the
m icroscopic case because the m assdensity di�erencesare sm all,and fast
in the m acroscopic case because the m assdensity di�erencesare large.

Sym m etry problem :how to m akethecollapsem echanism preservethe
exchange sym m etry properties offerm ionic and bosonic wave functions,
which was a problem ofSL[11]? This is ensured by the sym m etry pre-
serving m assdensity operatorin Eq.(10).

Superlum inalproblem : how can it be ensured that the collapse dy-
nam ics does not allow superlum inalcom m unication? G isin[10]pointed
out a necessary condition. It is that the density m atrix �(t),evolving
from an initialdensity m atrix m atrix �(0) which can be com posed from
pure state vectorsin variousways,only depend upon �(0)and notupon
thiscom position.Itisstraightforward to seethisissatis�ed in CSL,since
the density m atrix,from Eqs.(9),(11),is

�(t) �

Z

D wPw (t)
j ;tiw w h ;tj

w h ;tj ;tiw

= T e
�

R

t

0
dt

0
fiH L (t

0
)� iH R (t

0
)+

�

2

R

dx[A L (x)� A R (x)]
2
g
�(0) (12)
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(the subscriptsL orR m ean thatthe operatorsare to appearto the left
or right of�(0),and T tim e-reverse orders operators to the right). The
othernecessary ingredientisthatthe interaction notbe long-range.The
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
interactviaanon-localpotential,thebestonecan expectistheprevention
oflong-rangecom m unication.In CSL,theinteraction isvia thegaussian-
sm eared localm assdensity operator(10),so itisnon-local,butitisnot
long-range.

In the rem ainder of this paper I shall discuss �ve problem s which
rem ained after the advent ofCSL,the tails,experim ental, conservation
law,relativity and legitim ization problem s. They shallbe de�ned when
encountered.Ishallspend m osttim eon thetailsproblem ,becauseitwas
�rstraised by Abner.

3 Tails Problem

W ith a little bit,with a little bit,...

M y Fair Lady,A.J.Lernerand F.Loewe

In Novem ber 1980,Abner kindly invited m e to stay at his hom e in
W ellesley. W e discussed various aspects ofm y dynam icalcollapse pro-
gram . In the course ofthe discussion,Abnerexpressed the pointofview
that,in a collapse situation involving m acroscopically distinguishable al-
ternatives,onecannotjustify sayingade�niteoutcom ehasoccurred ifthe
am plitudeoftheoutcom estateisnotprecisely 1 (i.e.,iftheam plitudesof
the restofthestates| the \tails"| are notprecisely zero,no m atterhow
sm allthey are).O utcom esareobserved to occurin a �nitetim e,and the
fram ework for collapse m odels Ihad developed allowed di�erentm odels,
oneswhere thetailsvanish in a �nite tim e orin an in�nitetim e.W hen I
waslooking fora physicalprinciple to enable selection ofone m odelover
another,IboughtAbner’sargum entand seized upon thistom akeachoice
([9],1985).However,G isin[10]had a betterphysicalprinciple,avoidance
ofthe superlum inalproblem . He proposed a m odelin which the super-
lum inalproblem is avoided,butforwhich the collapse tim e is in�nite. I
showed ([9],1986) that,generally,solution ofthe superlum inalproblem
com eswith in�nite collapse tim e.So,CSL entailsthe tailsproblem .

At a conference in Am herst in June 1990, which was the last tim e
m any ofus saw John Bell,I rem arked in an open session at the end of
the conference that Ihad previously phrased the tails situation in CSL,
quitepoetically Ihad thought,as\a little bitofwhatm ighthavebeen is
always presentwith whatis," atwhich pointJohn frowned. But,Iwent
on,Ihad learned from him notto say this,for one should notexpressa
new theory in an old theory’slanguage,atwhich he beam ed.

John died on O ctober1,1990.Atam em orialsession attheend ofthat
m onth,Abner,G ianCarlo and Igave talks[12,13]about dynam icalcol-
lapse,which had been cham pioned by John asa conceptually clearalter-
nativetostandard quantum theory.Abner’stalk wasentitled \D esiderata
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fora M odi�ed Q uantum M echanics." A num berofhisdesiderata involved
the tails issue,raising the question as to whetherCSL is indeed concep-
tually clear,in particular:

... itshould notperm itexcessive inde�niteness ofthe outcom e,where

\excessive" is de�ned by considerations ofsensory discrim ination ... it

does not tolerate \tails" which are so broad that di�erent parts of the

range ofthe variable can be discrim inated by the senses,even ifvery low

probability am plitude isassigned to the tail.

A decadeago,in afestschrittforAbner,G ianCarloand TullioW eber[14]
and I[15]gave responses to Abner’s position (as did Sohatra Sarkar[16],
who adopted it) | see also the lucid paper of Albert and Loewer[17].
The problem ,in a collapse theory with tails,isto provide a well-de�ned
criterion fortheexistenceofpossessed propertiesofm acroscopicvariables
which coincideswith theevidenceof,in Abner’swords,\sensory discrim -
ination."

3.1 Sm eared M ass D ensity C riterion

G hirardiand co-worker’sresponseisbased upon thesm eared m assdensity
(SM D )whose operatorisA(x)(Eq.(10)). Fora state j i,theircriterion
fortheSM D atx to havea possessed value(or,in theirlanguage,\acces-
sible" value) is when the ratio R (x) ofvariance ofA(x) to h jA(x)j i2

satis�es R (x)< < 1: then one identi�esthe possessed value ofthe SM D
with h jA(x)j i.

In m easurem ent situations,because ofCSL dynam ics,the possessed
SM D valuecriterion very rapidly becom esconsistentwith ourown obser-
vationsofSM D ,form acroscopic objects.Form icroscopicobjects,e.g.,in
regionswhere only a few particlesare cavorting,the SM D doesnothave
a possessed value but,as Abnerstressed,the point ofthe criterion is to
serve to com pare the theory with ourm acroscopic experience.

However, as G hirardi et. al. point out, for a m acroscopic object
in a superposition oftwo locations, after a short tim e undergoing CSL
evolution,R (x)> > 1 in theregion wheretheobjectin thetailislocated,
so theSM D doesnothavea possessed valuethere:onewould wish forthe
value 0.(Thispresum esthere isno airin the region;when airatSTP is
present,theSM D possessesa valuein agreem entwith experience,theair
density.) Nonetheless,although the criterion fails there,h jA(x)j i< <
m 0=a

3 in that region,which is consistent with the experienced value 0.
Anotherplace where the criterion failsisin neitherlocation,where there
isno m assdensity,since R (x)= 0=0

O ne would like the criterion for the SM D to be possessed to include
thesecases,sincezero m assdensity is,in principle,a m acroscopic observ-
able.Although theauthorsdo notgiveone,itiseasy to obtain:theSM D
possesses the value h jA(x)j iifeither R (x)< < 1 O R R (x)> > 1 but
h jA(x)j i< < m 0=a

3 O R h jA(x)j i= 0. There stillis an am biguity
as to how sm allis < < 1,which Ishalltry to m ake precise later,in the
contextofm y own response to Abner’schallenge.

AsIwroteto G ianCarlo and Abner,Iregard thisasan elegantanswer
to the question: \W hat is the m inim um structure which willallow one
to attribute m acroscopic reality?" I addressed,and willaddress here a
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di�erentquestion:\W hatisthem axim um structurewhich willallow one
to attribute reality,both m acroscopic and m icroscopic?"

3.2 Q uali�ed Possessed Value C riterion

Ratherthan reprisem y previousargum ent,Iwish totakethisopportunity
to m ake itm ore sim ple and general. M y pointofview isthata collapse
theory isdi�erentfrom standard quantum theory and,asIsaid to John
Bellin Am herst,therefore requiresa new language,conceptualaswellas
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 inappropriate for CSL:at the end ofthis discussion,I
shallbe m ore speci�c. But,in the �rst sentence,Abner was absolutely
right: a conceptually sound collapse theory with tails m ust allow an in-
terpretation which provides no \inde�nitenessofthe outcom e" and that
what is crucialto characterize the de�nite outcom e,are \considerations
ofsensory discrim ination."

The new language Ipropose devolvesupon the m eaning ofthe words
correspond and possess which,to em phasize theirim portance,Ishallir-
ritatingly continueto italicize.Forexpository reasons,Ishall�rstreview
the use ofthese wordsin classicaland standard quantum physics,before
addressing theiruse in a dynam icalcollapse theory.

3.2.1 C lassicalT heory Language

In classicalphysics,toaphysicalstateofasystem corresponds its\m athe-
m aticaldescriptor" (e.g.,a vectorin phasespacefora m echanicalsystem )
and,corresponding to either,every variable possesses a value .

W hen oneisin ignoranceaboutthephysicalstate,then every variable
possesses, not a value but,rather, a probability distribution of values.
However,these possessed entities correspond to one’s state ofignorance
ofthe physicalstate ofthe system ,not to the (unknown,but existing)
physicalstate ofthe system .

3.2.2 Standard Q uantum T heory Language

W ith theadventofquantum phenom ena,physicists(especially Bohr)tried
to m aintain asm uch classicallanguageaspossible.Butsom ething had to
give.W hatgaveisthecorrespondenceofthephysicalstateofthesystem
to the m athem aticaldescriptor,the state vector.

Fora m icrosystem ,the notion ofpossessed value ofa variable ispre-
served by theso-called \eigenstate-eigenvalue link":a variable hasa pos-
sessed value only ifthe operator corresponding to the variable has the
state vector as an eigenstate,and then the possessed value is the eigen-
value.But,generally,only forvery few statevectorscan a usefulvariable
can be found which has a possessed value. Even for a system ofm odest
com plexity,fortheoverwhelm ing m ajority ofstatevectorswhich describe
it,variables which have possessed valuesare oflim ited interest,e.g.,the
projection operatoron the state itself.
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For a m acrosystem , the precisely applied eigenstate-eigenvalue link
does not work. For exam ple, for such variables as the center of m ass
position ofa m eterneedle,the location ofthe ink in a sym bolon a com -
puter printout,or the excited state ofa radiating pixelon a com puter
screen,a reasonable state vector corresponding to an observed physical
state is notan eigenstate ofthe corresponding operator. However,ifthe
wave function (the projection ofthe state vectoron a basisvectorofthe
operator) in som e sense hasa narrow range,one m ay try to adoptsom e
criterion to assign a \near" possessed valueto thevariable,a valuewithin
the range[13,17,15].

By a preparation ora m easurem ent,i.e.,a judiciouscoupling ofa m i-
crosystem to a m acrosystem ,one can force a m icrosystem to change its
physicalstate to a m ore desirable one.Initially,the physicalstate corre-
sponds to m icroscopic variables which do not have possessed values and
m acroscopicvariableswhich do have(near)possessed values.Afterwards,
thephysicalstatecorresponds tom icrosystem and m acrosystem variables,
which both do have possessed valuesornearpossessed values.

The problem ,ofcourse,isthatthe state vectorcorresponding to the
physical state is not produced by the theory. Schr�odinger’s equation
evolves the initialstate vector into a state vector where neither m icro-
scopicnorm acroscopicvariableshavepossessed values.O nem ightregard
theevolved statevectorasa sum (superposition)ofstatevectors,each of
which correspondsto a di�erentpossible physicalstate.

Because the evolved state vector is not the descriptor ofthe state of
theevolved physicalsystem ,thereare variouspositionstaken,within the
fram ework ofstandard quantum theory to m ake sense ofthissituation.

O ne position is to try to m aintain the correspondence between the
state ofthe physicalsystem and the state vectorby introducing the col-
lapse postulate.To try to selectthe possible physicalstates,the collapse
results,outofthesuperposition,therem ay bepressed intoservicea(near)
possessed value criterion forthe m acroscopic variables,orpropertiesofa
distinguished partofthe physicalsystem ,the \environm ent," m ay be re-
lied upon.However,these criteria are ad hoc:foreach di�erentsituation
they requiredi�erentknowledgeoutsidethetheory.Som etim esselections
m ade can be quite arbitrary e.g.,when the superposition ofstates is a
continuum [21]. Indeed,the collapse postulate itselfis also ill-de�ned[18]
with regard to when and underwhatcircum stancesto apply it.

Another position is to regard quantum theory solely as a theory of
m easurem ent[19], and the state vector as a calculational tool. Thus,
Heisenberg considered thestatevectorofa m icrosystem to bethereposi-
tory of\potentia," thecapability to describepotentialoutcom esoffuture
experim ents. Schr�odinger[20],in discussing this position (with 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 outthe m acroscopically distinguishable alternatives
from the catalog,again one utilizes the (near) possessed value criterion,
inform ed by theexperim entalsituation.The am biguity ofwhen to apply
it is ofno concern: it is any tim e after the m easurem ent is com pleted.
The circum stances ofapplication are lim ited to experim entalsituations:
although what that m eans is ill-de�ned, that is also of no concern to
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peoplewho takesuch a pragm aticview ofthepurposeofquantum theory.
Supposeonetakesthisposition,oradoptstheensem bleinterpretation,

theposition thatitisan ensem bleofphysicalstateswhich corresponds to
thestatevector[22,18].O nethusgivesup theidea ofthecorrespondence
ofthestateofthephysicalsystem to thestatevector.Ifonealso believes,
asdid Bohr,thatstandard quantum theory cannotbeim proved upon,one
thereby givesup the possibility ofthe physicalsystem ’sstate having any
kind ofm athem aticaldescriptor. Bellwas m oved to say that adoption
of this position \is to betray the great enterprise"[3]. At the least, it
certainly isa greatbreak with classicalphysicsideas.

A position which doesnotm akethatbreakisthe\histories"program [23].
Here,the state ofa physicalsystem corresponds to a m athem aticalcon-
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 functionalcorrespond to variables which occasion-
ally have possessed values.

In allthese cases,one is ignorant ofthe outcom e ofan experim ent.
Thus,justasin classicalphysics,corresponding to one’sstateofignorance
ofthephysicalstate,a viablevariablepossesses a probability distribution
ofvalues.

Forthese positions,how isa tails situation treated? Suppose a state
vector evolving in a m easurem ent situation becom es a superposition of
two stateswhose ratio ofam plitudesisenorm ous. Suppose also thatthe
values possessed by a m acroscopic variable characterizing these states,
in Abner’s words,\can be discrim inated by the senses even ifvery low
probability is assigned to the tail." This state vector is interpreted as
describing a two-outcom e m easurem ent,albeitone outcom e is m uch less
likely 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 needsa di�erentconclusion,thatthisstate vectordescribes
a one-outcom e experim ent.Thisrequiresa new language.

3.2.3 D ynam icalC ollapse T heory Language

CSL retains the classicalnotion thatthe physicalstate ofa system cor-

responds to the state vector. Corresponding to a random �eld w(x;t)
whose probability ofoccurrence (11) is non-negligible,the dynam ics al-
ways evolves a realizable state. Therefore, one is freed from requiring
the(near)eigenstate-eigenvalue link criterion forthepurpose ofselecting
the realizable states. I suggest that the eigenstate-eigenvalue link crite-
rion be subsum ed by a broader concept. It m ust be em phasized that
thisnew conceptualstructureisonly applicable fora theory which hands
you m acroscopically sensible realizable states,notsuperpositionsofsuch
states.

In thenew language,corresponding to a quantum state,every variable
possesses a distribution ofvalues,de�ned asfollows.

If the norm alized state is j i, consider a variable corresponding to
the operatorB ,with eigenvaluesb. D enote the eigenvectorsjb;ci,where
c represents eigenvalues of other operators C which com m ute with B ,
allcom prising a com plete set. The variable’s possessed distribution is
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de�ned to be Trcjhb;cj ij2 (Trc represents the trace operation over C ’s
eigenstates). O ne m ay generalize this to say that the set of variables
corresponding to the com plete set of com m uting operators possesses a
jointdistribution jhb;cj ij

2.
W hatdoesitm ean to say thata variable possesses a distribution? I

am never sure what it m eans to ask what som ething m eans[24],except
thatitisa requestform ore discourse.

Ichooseto callthisa distribution,nota probability distribution,even
though ithasallthe propertiesofa probability distribution. Thisisbe-
cause,in classicalphysics,a probability distribution iswhatcorresponds
toastateofignorance,and thatisnotthecasehere.W hatisitadistribu-
tion of,ifnotprobability? Following [15],one m ay give the nam e \stu�"
to a distribution’snum ericalm agnitude ateach value ofthe variable,as
a generalization ofBell’squasi-biblicalcharacterization[3],"In thebegin-
ning,Schr�odinger tried to interpret his wavefunction as giving som ehow
the density ofthe stu� ofwhich the world wasm ade."

O neisencouraged tothinkofeach variable’sstu�distribution assom e-
thing thatis physically real. The notion allows retention ofthe classical
idea that,fora physicalstate,every variable possesses an entity.W hat
is di�erent from classicalideas is that the entity is not a num ber. O ne
m ay think ofthis di�erence as an im portant part ofwhat distinguishes
the quantum world picture from the classicalworld picture.

But,thedistribution notion alsodi�ersfrom standard quantum theory,
where one is precluded from thinking ofsim ultaneous values ofcom ple-
m entary variables. In the present view, sim ultaneously, every variable
possesses its stu� distribution. Com plem entarity here m eans that vari-
ables whose operators don’tcom m ute do notpossess joint distributions,
butthey do jointly possess distributions.

Here are a few sim ple exam ples.
IfB is the position operator ofa particular particle,one m ay think

ofthe associated position-stu� as representing som ething real
owing in
space.Ifthe particle undergoesa two-slitinterference experim ent,som e-
thing realis going through both slits and interfering. Likewise,for the
particle’sm om entum operator,realm om entum -stu�also 
owsin m om en-
tum space.The\som ething real" can bestu�forany variablerepresented
by an operatorfunction ofposition and m om entum ,and allthesearepos-
sessed sim ultaneously.

IfB isthe operator representing spin in the n̂ direction ofa spin-1/2
particle, one m ay think of the n̂-spin variable as possessing som ething
real, n̂-spin-stu� corresponding to both values + ~=2 and � ~=2,in vary-
ing am ounts. Just as in classicalphysics where a spinning object has a
projection ofangular m om entum on each direction,and allthose values
are sim ultaneously possessed,the particle state corresponds to variables
for alldirections,allofwhose spin-stu� distributions are sim ultaneously
possessed. There is one direction,m̂ ,in which the m̂ -spin-stu� distribu-
tion hasm agnitude 1 atvalue + ~=2 and m agnitude 0 atvalue � ~=2 .In
this case,one can use the language that the m̂ -spin possesses the value
+ ~=2.
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3.2.4 Q uali�ed Possessed Value

A criterion isneeded forwhen itisappropriateto prom otea m acroscopic
variable’spossessed stu� distribution to a possessed value.Thism ustbe
done in order to com pare the theory with observation, since observers
insistthatm acroscopic variablespossess values. W e shallfollow Abner’s
insightfulrecourseto \sensory discrim ination," aswellastakesustenance
from a rem ark in a recent article on the FederalReserve in The New
Yorker[25]:\Associalscientistshavelong recognized,weprefercon�dent
statem ents offact to probabilistic statem ents... ." Here are two proba-
bilistic considerations.

The �rst consideration is that an observer’s quotation ofa possessed

value ofa m acroscopic variable,such as location,velocity,rotation,tra-
jectory,color,brightness,length,hardness,...,isnotsu�cient.Itshould
contain an error bar. Such a quali�cation can readily be supplied,al-
though usually itisnot. Thus,CSL need only presenta possessed value
prediction within the observer’ssupplied errorbar,to favorably com pare
with the observer’svalue,

Thesecond consideration isthat,when an observerm akesa\con�dent
statem ent"aboutthepossessed valueofam acroscopicvariable(pluserror
bar),itneedstobequali�ed in anotherway.Ifthisistobecom pared with
thetheory,thereistheim plication thatanyonewho observesthisvariable
willquote the sam e value. This is a prediction,an assertion about the
observationsofotherobserversin sim ilarcircum stances,and so itrequires
quali�cation by providing a m easureofthecon�denceonem ay giveto the
assertion or,alternatively,to itsfalsi�cation.

Forexam ple,onem ightcon�dently say thatallobserverswillseethat
lam p is on the table,allobservers willsee that board’s thickness is .75
� .01",allobservers who toss 100 coins willsee them not allcom e up
heads,allobserverswho spillwateron the
oorwillnotsee itjum p back
up into the glass, allobservers willsee that a particular star is in the
heavens,allobservers ofm e today can see m e tom orrow,etc. However,
each statem ent is not absolutely sure,and each should be quali�ed by
giving the probability ofits falsi�cation,although som etim es thatis not
so easy to estim ate.

In sum m ary,a statem entaboutan observed variable,should be char-
acterized by three num bers,a possessed value,the error bar associated
with thatvalue,and theprobability thestatem entofvaluepluserrorbar
isfalse.W eshallusethelattertwo num bersin conjunction with a m acro-
scopic variable’s stu� distribution,to obtain a criterion for assigning a
possessed valueto them acroscopic variable,forcom parison with the�rst
num ber.

From thetheory,forthestatevectorofinterest,takethestu�-distribution
possessed by the m acroscopic variable ofinterest,graphed asstu� versus
variablevalue.From theobservation,taketheerrorbarand slideitalong
thevariable valueaxisuntilthem axim um am ountofstu� lieswithin the
errorbar.(Ifthe variable hasa continuousrange ofvalues,and � isthe
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Iftheam ountofstu� outside the errorbarislessthan theprobability of
falsi�cation,then the criterion is m et,and we shallsay that the m acro-
scopic variable hasa quali�ed possessed value.

That value is found,�rst,by dividing the variable’s distribution by
the am ount ofstu� within the error bar. The resulting \renorm alized"
distribution isrestricted to the errorbarrange,so thatthe renorm alized
am ount ofstu� within the error bar= 1. The quali�ed possessed value is
de�ned asthem ean valueofthevariablecalculated with thisrenorm alized
distribution.Thisquali�ed possessed value iswhatistobecom pared with
the observed possessed value,in orderto testthe validity ofthe theory.

(An alternativeistosim ply usethevariable’sunrenorm alized distribu-
tion to calculate the m ean,and callthisthe variable’squali�ed possessed
value,ifitlieswithin theerrorbar.However,even ifthetailam plitudeis
very sm all,the variable’svalue atthe tailcould beso large thatitm akes
a signi�cant contribution to the m ean,putting it outside the error bar,
which iswhy thisalternativem ightnotproduceaquali�ed possessed value
which agreeswith observation,in circum stanceswhere itought.)

3.2.5 C om parison W ith O bservation

Consider a sim ple exam ple,a dustparticle m odeled by a sphere ofm ass
density 1gm /cc and radius 10� 4 cm . Suppose the variable of interest
is the center of m ass position of the sphere. According to CSL[7], its
center ofm ass wave packet achieves an equilibrium width of� 10� 8cm
in about0.6sec,due to the com petition between spreading caused by the
Schr�odinger evolution and contracting caused by the collapse evolution.
Suppose the dustparticle hasthatequilibrium width.

Supposesom ehow theparticleisputinto a superposition oftwo states
ofequalam plitude,where the centersofm assare furtherapartthan the
radius. According to CSL,the collapse rate R � �� (num berofnucleons
within a volum ea3)� (num berofnucleonswithin thesphere).Thus,R �

10� 16
� 6 � 108 � 2:5 � 1012 = 1:5 � 105sec� 1. Since the tail’s squared

am plitude � exp� R t,when 1 m sec has passed,this is� exp� 150 (and
is overwhelm ingly likely to be rapidly going down). Therefore, after 1
m sec,thetypicalstate describesa centerofm assstu� distribution which
consists ofa packet corresponding to squared am plitude � 1 and width
� 10� 8cm atone location and squared am plitude � exp� 150 and width
� 10� 8cm atthe otherlocation.

W e wish to know whethera quali�ed possessed value ofthe centerof
m assexists,according to thecriterion and,ifso,ifitagreeswith whatan
observer would say. An observer sees the sphere at one location. \See,"
ism eantliterally:observersuse opticallight.W ethuscan conservatively
assign a lightwavelength-restricted errorbarof� 10� 5cm .

M oreover, we believe that,in allofhum an history,allobservers in
like circum stances would see the sam e thing. However, we cannot be
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absolutely sure ofthis belief| it hasn’t been tested,and can’t be. This
suggests thatthe m easure offalsi�cation isnotlargerthan the following
stringentestim ate.Ifallthe hom o sapienswho haveeverlived,an upper
estim ate of� 1011 people,were each to spend their whole lives (upper
estim ateof100years� 3� 1012m sec)doingnothingelsebutobservingsuch
a sphere every m illisec (< < hum an perception tim e of� 100m sec),that
in such circum stancesonly oneperson oncem ightreportseeing som ething
else.Thisam ountstoaprobability offalsi�cation of� 1=[1011� 3� 1012]=
3� 10� 24

� exp� 54.
Thequali�ed possessed value criterion ism et.Theerrorbarof10� 5cm .

ism uch largerthan the10� 8cm spread ofthecenterofm asswavepacket.
Essentially allthestu�atthelocation corresponding tosquared am plitude
� 1 can be considered to be within the error bar e.g.,ifthe center of
m ass wave function is � exp� r2=(10� 8)2,this has the value exp� 106

at r = 10� 5cm . Therefore,the am ount ofstu� outside the error bar is
exp� 150,solely due to the tail. It is m uch less than the probability of
falsi�cation: exp� 150 < < exp� 54. Thus, the theory’s assignm ent of
possessed centerofm ass location agrees with the observer’s assignm ent.
For a larger object than a m ote ofdust,it would be satis�ed even m ore
easily.

M oregenerally,CSL can beapplied to thestateofan arbitrarily large
fraction oftheuniverse(idealized asisolated),in principle even up to the
universeitself.Thephysicalsystem should bedescribableby m acroscopic
variableswith possessed valuesalloverspace,even ifno observeristhere.
Forthe picture given by CSL,itishelpful[15]to probe the corresponding
state vector with operators representing density variables ofevery sort:
density ofvarious elem entary particle types (i.e.,proton,neutron,elec-
tron,photon,etc.),density ofbound state types,(i.e.,nucleiioratom s),
density ofm ass,m om entum ,velocity,angular m om entum ,energy,...,in-
tegrated overa conveniently sized volum e.Foreach spatiallocation ofthe
volum e,each such variable willpossess itsdistribution.Because theCSL
collapse m echanism rapidly collapsesto stateswhere m acroscopic objects
arewelllocalized,asonem ovestheprobevolum eoverthespace,onerec-
ognizes locations where the variable’s distribution exhibits the behavior
discussed above,a narrow width packetoftotalsquared am plitude very
closeto 1,and a sm alltail.Thus,onecan assign quali�ed possessed values
to these variables,and so build up a pictureofthem acroscopic structure
ofthe system described by the state vector.

3.2.6 D esideratum R evisited

Ibelieve the second sentence in Abner’sdesideratum ,
... itdoes nottolerate \tails" which are so broad thatdi�erentparts

of the range of the variable can be discrim inated by the senses, even if

very low probability am plitude is assigned to the tail.,
in referring to the nature and am plitude of a tailstate, uses language
appropriate fora quantum theory ofm easurem ent,butinappropriate for
CSL,which isa quantum theory ofreality.

Considertheexam pleofa statevectorwhich isa superposition oftwo
m acroscopically distinguishable states,a "dom inant" state with squared
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am plitude 1� � and an orthogonaltailstate ofextrem ely sm allsquared
am plitude �. According to standard quantum theory,ifsom ehow a m ea-
surem ent of this state can be m ade in the future (for it is possible in
principle, but generally not in practice, to m easure a superposition of
m acroscopically distinguishable states),� is the probability that the re-
sultwillcorrespond to thetailstate.Sincerepeated m easurem entsdo not
always yield thedom inantstate,in a theory where100% reproduceability
ofm easurem ent results is the criterion for assigning values to variables,
one cannotsay thatthe state vectorcorrespondsto the dom inantstate.

In CSL,the tailstate and itssquared am plitude representsom ething
rather di�erent than a possible outcom e of a future m easurem ent and
its probability. The tailstate represents an unobservably sm allam ount
ofstu� which allows describing the state vector by (quali�ed)possessed
values assigned to m acroscopic variables,consistent with the dom inant
state.

Theroleofa tailstate’ssquared am plitudein CSL isbestunderstood
by considering the gam bler’s ruin gam e analogy to the collapse process.
Thiswasdescribed in paperIbut,forcom pleteness,hereisabriefrecapit-
ulation,in the contextofourexam ple. Two gam blers correspond to the
two states. They toss a coin,which corresponds to the 
uctuating �eld.
They exchange m oney,depending upon the toss outcom e,and their net
worth 
uctuationscorrespond to 
uctuationsofthe squared am plitudes.
A resultis thata gam bler who possesses a fraction � ofthe totalm oney
has the probability � ofeventually winning allthe m oney. In particular,
even if� isextrem ely sm all,so one ofthegam blershasalm ostlostallhis
m oney,itstillispossiblethata highly im probablesequenceofcoin tosses
favorable to that gam bler can occur,which com pletely reverses the two
gam bler’sfortunes.

Analogously,forourexam ple,thism eansthatthedom inantstateand
the tailstate have the probability � of spontaneously changing places,
what I calla \
ip." W hat does this im ply about the picture ofnature
provided by the theory?

It m eans that there is a highly im probable possibility that nature,
\on a whim " (i.e.,by choosing an appropriate �eld w(x,t) for a su�-
cient tim e interval),can change the universe to a di�erent universe. In
either universe,m acroscopic objects have (quali�ed) possessed values of
m acroscopic variables.

Notethatsuch a 
ip isnottriggered by a \m easurem ent" by anybody:
itissom ething thatcan happen spontaneously,atany tim 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 result 1 has
occurred,and the(quali�ed)possessed valuesofm acroscopic variablesall
concur.Afterthe 
ip,the universe containsan observerwho issure that
result2 hasoccurred,and the(quali�ed)possessed valuesofm acroscopic
variablesallconcur.

To sum m arize,in the quantum theory ofm easurem ent,because one
only hastheeigenstate-eigenvaluelinkasatoolforassigningreality status,
one m ust conclude that a state vector with a tailcannot 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 allows
assigning reality status,oneconcludesthatthestatevectorwith atailcan
be assigned a reality statusconsistentwith the dom inantstate. There is
no problem here,before or after the 
ip,with assigning a reality status
and reconciling an observer’sobservationswith the theory.

Then,what,in CSL,correspondsto the di�culty faced by the quan-
tum theory ofm easurem ent? The di�culty belongs,not to an observer
within the universe,butto som e hypotheticalbeing outside the universe
(a theoreticalphysicist?) who keepstrack ofitsstate vector. Thisbeing
cannotsay with 100% certainty thatthe realistic universe with a certain
history m ay notatsom e futuretim e bereplaced by anotherrealistic uni-
verse with a som ewhat di�erent history. O bservers within the universe
willbe obliviousto this(highly im probable)possibility. And,the theory
describestheirobservations.

Although Ihaveargued hereagainstAbner’sposition,I�nd im pressive
his insight,a quarter ofa century ago,that the tails issue is key to an
understanding ofim portantinterpretationalim plications ofa dynam ical
collapse theory.

4 Experim entalProblem

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 entswhich testthese predictions,with the ultim ate goal
ofeitherrefuting orcon�rm ing CSL vis-a-visstandard quantum theory.

Perhaps the quintessentialexperim entaltest involves interference[26,
27].Supposean objectundergoesa two slitinterference experim ent.Ac-
cording to CSL, once there are two spatially separated packets which
describethecenterofm assexiting theseparated slits,they play thegam -
bler’sruin gam eand theiram plitudeswill
uctuate.Thus,when thepack-
etsarebroughttogetheroncem oreand theirinterferenceisobserved,the
pattern which results from repeated m easurem ents is predicted to have
less contrast (be \washed out") as com pared to the prediction ofstan-
dard quantum theory.Indeed,ifthe packetsare separate long enough so
that one packet is always dom inant,the interference pattern essentially
disappears.

Thelargestobjectsso farundergoing interferenceexperim entsareC 60

and C
70(fullerene orbuckyball)[28]. These experim entsinvolved di�rac-

tion,so one m ay visualize a superposition ofwavepacketsem erging from
each slit and thereafter allpairs of packets sim ultaneously com pete in
thegam bler’sruin gam e.Theo�-diagonalelem entsofthedensity m atrix
between two such packetstates decay justas do those for two-slit inter-
ference.Thedecay factorcan beobtained from Eqs.(10,12)(with theslit
size and therefore the packet size less than a): it is exp� �tn2,where n
isthenum berofnucleonsin them olecule (n = 720 forC 60).The tim e of

ightofa C 60 wasabout.05secand,ifonetakestheagreem entoftheob-
served di�raction pattern with standard quantum theory’s prediction to
beof1% accuracy,thisplacesthelim it�� :05� 7202 < :01,or�� 1

> 106.
A recent proposal[29]to test dynam icalcollapse,involving the superpo-
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sition ofa m irrorin states undisplaced and displaced,hasthe capability
ofpushing this lim it to �

� 1
> 1010[30]. Thus,at present,interference

experim entshave only had a m ild im pacton CSL.
The only experim ents which,so far,have had an im portant im pact

upon CSL,look for\spontaneous" increase in particle energy.Itisthese
experim entswhich have strongly suggested thata viable CSL m usthave
the m ass-density proportionalcoupling given in Eq.(10).

Because collapse narrows wave packets,this leads to m om entum in-
crease by the uncertainty principle,and therefore energy increase,ofall
particles.According to Eqs.(10),(12),independently ofthe potential,the
average rate ofincrease ofenergy is

dE A

dt
=

X

k

3��2knk~
2

4m ka
2

; (13)

foranystatedescribingnk particlesoftypek and m assm k (�k � (m k=m 0)).
However,the SL m odel,and CSL following it,initially assum ed thatall
particleshad the sam e collapse rate,so that�k = 1.

M oregenerally,assum ethat�p = 1 fortheproton and �k isunknown
forotherparticles.Eq.(13)isan average:CSL predictsthat,occasionally,
a particle can get a large excitation,which could be detected ifa large
enough num berofparticlesisobserved fora long enough tim e.

O ne can �nd the probability/sec ofa transition from an initialbound
state to a �nalstate, from Eq.(12) expanded in a series in the size of
the bound state divided by a. W ith the e�ect of the center of m ass
wavefunction integrated out,denoting the initialbound state j 0i and
the �nalstate j fi(bound orfree),where these statesare eigenstates of
the centerofm assoperatorwith eigenvalue 0,the transition rate is[31]

dP
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�
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X
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�krjkj 0ij
2 + o(size=a)4; (14)

where rjk is the position operator ofthe jth particle ofkth type. Inter-
estingly,if�k � m k,the m atrix elem ent ofthe center ofm ass operator
appears in (14),which vanishes. Then,dP=dt depends upon the m uch
sm allero(size=a)4 term .

Forthisreason,experim entswhich putan upperlim iton spontaneous
excitation from bound statesofatom sornucleiican constrain the ratios
of�k’sto be close to the ratiosofm asses.

An experim ent,which looksforunexplained radiation appearingwithin
a � 1/4kg slab ofgerm anium [32]overa period ofabouta year,hasbeen
applied to a putative CSL ionization ofa G e atom by ejection ofa 1s
electron[33].Such an excitation should yield a pulseofradiation,11.1keV
from photonsem itted by the otherelectronsin the atom asthey cascade
down to the new ground state plusthe kinetic energy ofthe ejected elec-
tron deposited in theslab.Theprobability toionizetheatom iscalculated
and com pared with theexperim entalupperlim iton pulsesabove11.1keV.
The resultatpresentis0 � �e=�N � 13m e=m N ,where the subscriptse,
N referto the electron and nucleon (proton and neutron param etersare
assum ed identical).
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In the Sudbury Neutrino O bservatory experim ent[34],solarneutrinos
can collidewith deuterium in asphere12m etersin diam eter.Theresultis
dissociation ofdeuterium .(Thereafter,the released neutron,therm alized
by collisions,bondswith a deuterium nucleusto form tritium ,releasing a
6.25 M eV gam m a which then Com pton scattersfrom electronswhich em it
Cerenkov radiation detected byphotodetectorsboundingthesphere).The
experim ent took data for � 254 days,and the observed num ber ofdeu-
terium nucleiiwas � 5� 1031. The predicted result,using the standard
solar m odelwith neutrino oscillations and the neutrino-deuterium disso-
ciation cross-section,agreed wellwith the experim entalresult,within an
errorrange.Takingthiserrorrangeasrepresentingan upperlim ittoCSL
excitation ofthe deuteron,the result is�n=�p = m n=m p � 4� 10� 3[35]
(note,4� 10� 3

� 3(m n � m p)=(m n + m p)).
Theseresultsm akeplausibletheuseofthem assdensity asthediscrim -

inating operatorin CSL,�k = m k=m 0.Therateofenergy increase(13)is
thusquitesm all,e.g.,overthe13:7� 109yrageoftheuniverse,with theSL
valuesfor� and a,a single particle acquiresenergy E � 1:3� 10� 16

m kc
2.

Steve Adler[8]has discussed a num ber of experim ents which could
revealCSL collapse behavior,were � to be substantially larger,than the
SL value,say by a factorof106 orm ore.Iknow ofonly oneexperim ental
proposalatpresent[7],which appearsto be currently technically feasible,
which could testCSL with the SL value of�.

The idea is that a sm all sphere will undergo random walk due to
CSL[36].Theexpansion ofthecenterofm asswavepacketduetoSchr�odinger
dynam ics is counteracted by the contraction ofthe wave packet due to
CSL dynam ics,which results in an equilibrium size for the wave packet.
However,sincea collapsecontraction can occuranywherewithin thewave
packet,the centerofthe packetjigglesabout.

Actually,the proposalis rather to observe the random rotation ofa
sm alldisc: the m echanism is sim ilar to that discussed above. The 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 Alain Aspect(private com m unication),a dielectric disc suspended by
lasertweezersm ightbe feasible.

It is a consequence of (12) that the ensem ble average rm s angular
de
ection ofthe disc is�� CSL � (~=m a

2)(�ft3=12)1=2 (f isa form fac-
tor oforder 1,depending on the disc dim ensions). For a disc ofradius
2� 10� 5cm and thickness :5� 10� 5cm ,�� CSL di�uses through 2�rad
in about 70 sec. For com parison, according to standard quantum the-
ory,�� Q M � 8~t=�m R

2 which,in 70 sec,is about 100 tim es less than

�� CSL. For exam ple,at an achieved low pressure of5� 10� 17Torr at
liquid helium tem perature[37],the m ean tim e between gas m olecule col-
lisions with the disc isabout45 m inutes,allowing foreven a di�usion of
the m agnitude of�� Q M to be observable.

I hope that som eone interested in testing fundam entalphysics will
undertake thisexperim ent.
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5 C onservation Law Problem

The problem here isthatthe collapse processappearsto violate the con-
servation laws.Forexam ple,asdiscussed in theprevioussection,particles
gain energy from thenarrowing ofwavefunctionsby collapse.Theresolu-
tion isthattheconservation lawsare satis�ed when notonly the particle
contributions,but also the contributions ofthe the w(x;t) �eld to the
conserved quantitiesare taken into account. The easiest way to see this
isto take a detourwhich isinteresting in itsown right.

Thedetouristo discussa way to quantizethew(x;t)�eld,and obtain
an ordinary Ham iltonian evolution which is m athem atically com pletely
equivalentto CSL[38]-[41].Forthisreason (and because Ilike thealliter-
ation)Icallita\Com pletely Q uantized Collapse" (CQ C)m odelalthough,
aswillbeseen,strictly speaking,thisisnotwhatisusually considered as
a collapsem odel.But,then,itiseasy to identify thespace-tim eand rota-
tion generatorsasconserved quantities,asisusualin a G alilean-invariant
quantum theory,and and then extractfrom them thecontributionsofthe
classicalw(x;t)�eld in CSL.

5.1 C Q C

D e�ne the quantum �elds

W (x) �
�
1=2

(2�)2

Z

d
4
k[eik� x

b(k)+ e
� ik� x

b
y(k)]; (15)

�(x) �
i

2�1=2(2�)2

Z

d
4
k[� eik� x

b(k)+ e
� ik� x

b
y(k)]; (16)

where x is a four vector, k � x � !t� k� x and [b(k);by(k0)] = �
4(k �

k
0). It is readily veri�ed that [W (x);W (x0)]= 0,[�(x);�(x 0)]= 0 (the
negative energy contribution to these com m utators cancels the positive
energy contribution)and [W (x);�(x 0)]= i�

4(x � x
0).

Thus, although W (x) is a quantum �eld, its value can be sim ul-
taneously speci�ed at all space-tim e events, just like a classical �eld.
At the space-tim e event x,a basis ofeigenstates of W (x) can be con-
structed:W (x)jwix = wjwix,where � 1 < w < 1 .Using these,a basis
jw(x)i �

Q

x
jwix ofeigenstates ofthe operator W (x) at allevents can

be constructed,where the eigenstate jw(x)i can have any eigenvalue at
any x,and so islabeled by a white noise \function" w(x).(Forlateruse,
de�ne jw(x)i(a;b) �

Q

t= b

x;t= a
jwix,with jw(x)i= jw(x)i(� 1 ;1 ).)

Ifthe \vacuum " state j0i is de�ned by b(k)j0i = 0,it follows from
(15),(16)that

hw(x)j
ˆ

W (x)+ 2i��(x)
˜

j0i=
ˆ

w(x)+ 2�
�

�w(x)

˜

hw(x)j0i;

so
hw(x)j0i= exp�

1

4�

R

1
� 1

d
4
xw

2
(x)
; (17)

with the notation
R b

a
d
4
x �

R b

a
dt

R 1

� 1
dx.
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Ifj ;0ij0iisthe initialstate,where j ;0iisthe initialparticle state,
de�ne the evolution in the interaction picture as

j	;ti� T e
� 2i�

R

t

0
d4x0A (x0)� (x0)

j0ij ;0i (18)

so,from (17),(18),

hw(x)j	;ti= C (t)T e � 1

4�

R

t

0
d4x0[w (x0)� 2�A (x 0

)]
2

j ;0i; (19)

whereC (t)= exp� (4�)� 1[
R

0

� 1
+

R

1

t
]d4x0w 2(x0)]and A(x)istheHeisen-

berg picture operator, A(x) � exp(iH A t)A(x)exp(� iH A t) (H A is the
particle Ham iltonian).

The expression in Eq.(19), apart from the factor C (t), is the CSL
interaction picture statevector j ;tiw ,corresponding to the Schr�odinger
picture Eq.(9).Thusitfollowsfrom (19)thatj	;tim ay be written as

j	;ti= j�i

Z

D w (0;t)jw(x)i0;tj ;tiw (20)

where j�i�
R

D w (� 1 ;0)D w (t;1 )C (t)jw(x)i� 1 ;0;jw(x)it;1 and D w (0;t) is
asde�ned in Eq.(11).

Eqs.(17,18,19)show thatthisinteraction m ay bethoughtofashaving
theform ofa sequenceofbriefvon Neum ann m easurem ents.A \pointer"
w(x)islabeled by x,and itsinitialwavefunction isexp� (4�)� 1

d
4
xw

2(x),
a very broad gaussian. The pointers at allx with com m on tim e t are
idle untiltim e t,when the brief(duration dt) entanglem ent interaction
occurs(Eq.(18)with theintegralovertrem oved),and they areonceagain
idle.Each m easurem entisquite inaccurate,asitsvariance is� (d4x)� 1.
The resulting wave function Eq.(19) describes the state of allpointers
having m ade m easurem ents over the interval(0;t),with C (t) describing
thepointerslabeled by t< 1 which willneverm akem easurem ents,while
the pointerslabeled by t> 0 stand waiting to m ake m easurem ents.

Icallj	;ti,given by Eq.(20),the \ensem ble vector." Itisthe \sum "
ofthe (non-orthogonal) CSL states,each m ultiplied by an eigenstate of
the(orthogonal)quantized w(x;t)�eld.Therefore,theproductstatesare
m utually orthogonal,do notm utually interfere,and they m ay be unam -
biguously identi�ed.O ne m ay think ofthe ensem ble vectorasrepresent-
ing a precisely de�ned exam ple ofSchrodinger’s \expectation catalog,"
a \horizontallisting" of the realstates ofnature,identi�able with the
\verticallisting" ofthe sam e statesgiven by CSL.

The di�culty in m aking standard quantum theory provide a precise
description ofthe realstatesofnature,com pared with the successofcol-
lapse m odels,was succinctly characterized by John Bellas \AND is not

O R."But,with CQ C,\AND isO R."CQ C providesasuccessfulm odelfor
any interpretation ofstandard quantum theory,Environm entalD ecoher-
ence(thew-�eld istheenvironm ent),ConsistentHistories,M any W orlds,
M odalInterpretations,... . K ey is that,as the particle states evolve,
they aregenerally notorthogonal,butCQ C \tags" them with eigenstates
jw(x)i which are orthogonal, allowing the eigenstate-eigenvalue link to
be successfully em ployed. Also crucialis that the particle states can be
regarded asrealizable,sensible statesofnature,asthey are CSL states.
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A possiblebene�tofCQ C isthatitisform ulated in standard quantum
theory term s,albeitwith thestrangeW -�eld.Thism ay m akeiteasierto
connect the collapse m echanism with physicalm echanism s proposed for
otherpurposes,which are form ulated in standard quantum theory term s
(see Section 7).

5.2 C onservation ofEnergy

The free W (x)-�eld tim e-translation generatorisitsenergy operator:

H w �

Z

1

� 1

d
4
k!b

y(k)b(k)=

Z

1

� 1

d
4
x _W (x)�(x): (21)

(theorderof _W (x)and �(x)can bereversed).In theSchr�odingerpicture,
the Ham iltonian

H = H w + H A + 2�

Z

dxA(x)�(x;0) (22)

is the tim e-translation generator,and is conserved. Because the Ham il-
tonian is translation and rotation invariant,the m om entum and angular
m om entum operatorsarelikewiseconserved (e.g.,them om entum operator
is�

R 1

� 1
d
4
xr W (x)�(x)+ P A ).Conservation ofenergy can beexpressed

in term softhe constancy ofthe m om ent-generating function,

h	;tje � i�H
j	;ti = h	;tj	;t+ �i= h ;0jh0je � i�H

j0ij ;0i (23)

= h ;0jh0je� i�(H w + H A )
T e

� i2�
R

�

0
d
4
xA (x)� (x)

j0ij ;0i

= h ;0je� i�H A T e
� �

2

R j� j

0
d
4
xA

2
(x)
j ;0i

= h ;0je�
ˆ

i�H A + j�j�
2

R

dxA
2
(x)

˜

j ;0i: (24)

Its fourier transform ,P (E ) � (2�)� 1
R

d� expi�E h	;tjexp� i�H j	;ti,
isthe probability distribution ofthe energy:

P (E ) =
1
�
h ;0j

1

(E � H A + i(�=2)
R

dxA 2(x))
� (�=2)

Z

dxA
2(x)

�
1

(E � H A � i(�=2)
R

dxA 2(x))
j ;0i; (25)

roughly speaking like the form �
� 1
c=[(E � H A )2 + c

2], where H A �

h ;0jH A j ;0i. In the lim it � ! 0, (25) reduces to �(E � H A ). For
� 6= 0,the interaction spreadsthe distribution:while E = H A ,E 2 = 1 .

Sim ilarly,expressions can be written for the probability distribution
ofE w ,E A ,E I orany sum oftwo ofthese,which generally vary with tim e
since these are notconstantsofthe m otion.Forexam ple,itfollows from
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(19)thatthe m ean energiesare:

h	;tjH A j	;ti = h ;0jT re
� �

2

R

t

0
dx[A L (x)� A R (x)]

2

H A j ;0i; (26)

h	;tjH w j	;ti = h ;0j

Z t

0

Tre
� �

2

R

t
0

0
dx[A L (x)� A R (x)]2

�

Z

dx
0[A(x0);[A(x0);H A ]j ;0i; (27)

h	;tjH Ij	;ti = 0: (28)

where Tr is the tim e-reversalordering operator (A L ’s are tim e-reversed,
A R ’s are tim e-ordered). Taking the tim e derivative of(26),(27) shows
thatdH A =dt= � dH w =dt:in particular,in CSL,them ean particlekinetic
energy increase (13)resulting from (26)is com pensated by the m ean w-
�eld energy decrease.

W hen collapsehasoccurred,e.g.,following am easurem ent,theensem -
blevector(20)can bewritten asa sum ofm acroscopically distinguishable
states:

j	;ti=
X

n

j�i

Z


 n

D w (0;t)jw n(x)i(0;t)j ;tiw n
�

X

n

j	;tin; (29)

where j ;tiw n
is a CSL state corresponding to the nth outcom e engen-

dered by the �eld w n(x),and 
 n isthe setofsuch �elds.Here,notonly

(0;t)hw m (x)jw n(x)i(0;t) = 0 form 6= n,butalso theCSL statesareorthog-
onal(m odulotails),w m

h ;tj ;tiw n
� 0.Thisisbecause\m acroscopically

distinguishable states" m eans that the m ass density distributions ofthe
CSL stateshavenon-overlapping wavefunctions(exceptfortails)in som e
spatialregion(s).

In thiscase,energy expressionsm ay be written asthe sum ofcontri-
butionsoftheseparateCSL outcom estates.Theproductofpowersofthe
energy operatorsH A ,H w ,H I,acting on j	;tin,isessentially orthogonal
(thatis,up to tailscontributions)to statesj	;tim ,wherem 6= n.Thisis
because none ofthese operatorsa�ectsthenon-overlapping natureofthe
m assdensity distribution wavefunctions.H w doesn’tacton j ;tin.H A is
theintegralovertheenergy density operator,so itonly changesthewave
function ofthestatewherethem assdensity isnon-zero.H I behavessim -
ilarly asitdependsupon theintegralofthem assdensity operator.Thus,
forany operatorQ form ed from these energy operators,

h	;tjQ j	;ti�
X

n

nh	;tjQ j	;ti n:

In this m anner,generating functions and probabilities can be expressed
asthe sum ofthe separate contributionsofthe CSL states.

M ention should bem adeofa recentinteresting work by Angelo Bassi,
Em iliano Ippolitiand Bassano Vacchini[42], who consider a single free
particle. The collapse engendering operatoristhe position,butm odi�ed
by adding to it a sm allterm proportionalto m om entum . The result is
thattheenergy doesnotincreaseinde�nitely,butreachesan asym ptote,in
analogy to thebehaviorofa particle reaching equilibrium with a therm al
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bath.The hope isto eventually m odelthe bath and obtain,asdiscussed
here,energy conservation when theparticleand bath areboth considered.

6 R elativity Problem

Theproblem istom akearelativisticquantum �eld theory which describes
collapse.Although a good dealofe�orthasbeen expended upon it[43]|
[48],there isnota satisfactory theory atpresent.

The di�culty is that,while the collapse behaviorseem s to work just
�ne,the collapse interaction producestoo m any particlesoutofthe vac-
uum ,am ounting to in�nite energy persec pervolum e.

6.1 W ith W hite N oise

By replacing A(x) in Eqs.(9,12) by a Heisenberg picture quantum �eld
operator �(x) which is a relativistic scalar, replacing

R t

0
dt

0
H (t0) by a

space-tim eintegralovertheusualquantum �eld theory interaction density
VI(x) and perform ing the space-tim e integral over the region between
space-likehypersurfaces�0;�,oneobtainsinteraction picturestatevector
and density m atrix evolution equationswhich are m anifestly covariant:

j ;�iw � T e
�

R

�

� 0
d
4
xfiVI(x)+

1

4�
[w (x)� 2�� (x)]

2
g
j ;�0i; (30)

�(�)= T e
�

R

�

� 0
d4xfi[VIL (x)� VIR (x)]+ �

2
[� L (x)� � R (x)]2g

�(�0): (31)

The probability density in (11)is essentially unchanged,with treplaced
by �.

Suppose�(x)isascalarquantum �eld.IfV I(x)= g�(x):	(x)	(x):,
where 	(x) is a D irac ferm ion quantum �eld representing som e particle
type of m ass M , then the scalar �eld \dresses" the particle �eld, dis-
tributing itselfaround the particle m ass density. Thus,a superposition
representing di�erentparticle m assdistributionswillalso be a superposi-
tion ofdi�erentscalar �eld spatialdistributions,and collapse willoccur
to one oranotherofthese.

To see whatgoeswrong,itiseasiestto work in whatIlike to callthe
the \collapse interaction picture," where �(x) is the Heisenberg picture
scalar�eld:thiselim inatesVI(x)’sexplicitpresence in Eqs.(30,31).In a
referencefram ewhere(�0;�)areconstanttim ehyperplanes(0;t),consider
the average energy foran initialdensity m atrix j�ih�j:

H (t) = Tr
˘

H T e
� �

2

R

�

� 0
d
4
x[� L (x)� � R (x)]

2

j�ih�j
¯

= h�j
˘

H �
�

2

Z

t

0

d
4
x[�(x)[�(x);H ]]+ :::j

¯

j�i

= h�jH j�i�
i�

2

Z t

0

d
4
xh�j

˘

[�(x); _�(x)]j
¯

j�i

= h�jH j�i+
�

2

Z

t

0

d
4
x�(0)

= h�jH j�i+
�t

2
V

1
(2�)3

Z

dk: (32)
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In Eq.(32),
R

dx = V isthe volum e ofspace,�(0)= (2�)� 3
R

dk expik� 0
is the sum over m odes ofthe vacuum and is the 0th com ponent ofthe
four-vector (2�)� 3

R

(dk=E )(E ;k). Although the energy increase/sec-vol
per m ode is sm all,the vacuum gains in�nite energy/sec-volbecause the
vacuum hasan in�nite num berofm odes.

The reason the vacuum is excited can be seen by writing Eq.(30) in
fouriertransform form ,m entioned in Eq.(20)ofpaperI:

j ;tiw =

Z

D �e
� �

R

�

� 0
d
4
x�

2
(x)
e
i

R

�

� 0
d
4
x�(x)w (x)

� T e
� i

R

�

� 0
d
4
xfVI(x)+ 2��(x)� (x)g

j ;0i: (33)

Thiscan be regarded asan ensem ble average overa classicalwhite noise
�eld �(x) (the �rst term in (33) is the white noise gaussian probabil-
ity distribution). The average is a superposition ofunitary evolutions.
The collapse evolution is due to the \interaction Ham iltonian" density
�(x)�(x). Since �(x) is a classicalwhite noise �eld,it contains allfre-
quencies and wave num bers in equalam ounts. As a result,because of
itsinteraction with �(x),itexcites�-particleswhich possessallpossible
frequenciesand wavelengthsoutofthe vacuum .

Indeed, if any m ode of the vacuum is excited, for a relativistically
invariant theory,allm odes m ust be excited,since that m ode looks like
anotherm ode in another,equivalent,reference fram e.

6.2 G aussian N oise

To try to rem ove the vacuum excitation,it is worth considering a noise
�eld thatisnotwhitenoise,and thereforedoesn’thaveallfrequenciesand
wavelengths[38,49,50].A generalization ofEqs.(30,31)is

j ;�iw � T e
� i

R

�

� 0
d
4
xVI (x)

� e
� 1

4�

R R

�

� 0
d
4
xd

4
x
0
[w (x)� 2�� (x)]G (x� x

0
)[w (x

0
)� 2�� (x

0
)]
j ;�0i;(34)

�(�) = T e
� i

R

�

� 0
d
4
xf[VIL (x)� VIR (x)]

� e
� �

2

R R

�

� 0
d
4
xd

4
x
0
[� L (x)� � R (x)]G (x� x

0
)[� L (x

0
)� � R (x

0
)]
�(�0);(35)

with

G (x � x
0)=

1
(2�)4

Z

d
4
ke

ik� (x� x
0
) ~G (p2); (36)

where ~G (p2)� 0:if ~G (p2)= 1,thisreducesto the white noise case.
CSL,although non-relativistic,can be written in this form . Put the

expression forA(x)from Eq.(10)into Eq.(9),aswellasreplacew(x;t)by

w(x;t)� (�a2)� 3=4

Z

dze
� 1

2a2
(x� z)

2

w
0(z;t);

and perform the integraloverx in the exponent.The resultis

j ;tiw � T e
� i

R

t

0
dt

0
H (t

0
)

� e
� 1

4�

R R

t

0
dzdz

0
[w

0
(z)� 2�

m 0

M (z)]G (z� z
0
)[w

0
(z

0
)� 2�

m 0

M (z
0
)]
j ;0i (37)
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where
G (z� z

0)= �(t� t
0)e�

1

4a2
(z� z

0
)
2

: (38)

6.3 Tachyonic N oise

6.3.1 � = Free Scalar Field

Toseehow this
exibilitycan help,reconsiderthecalculation ofH (t)given
in (32),with thedensity m atrix (35),with (�0;�)replaced by (� T=2;T=2)
asT ! 1 ,and with �(x)a free scalar�eld ofm assm (V I(x)= 0):

H (t) = h�j
˘

H �
�

2

Z Z T =2

� T =2

d
4
xd

4
x
0
G (x � x

0)Tr
˘

[�(x)[�(x 0);H ]]+ :::
¯

j�i

= h�jH j�i+
�T

2
V ~G (m 2)

1
(2�)3

Z

dk (39)

(Tr is the tim e-reversed-ordering operator). So,if ~G (m 2) = 0,there is
no energy creation from the vacuum in thiscase.But,then,nothing else
happenseither!

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

�(
T

2
) =

Z

D �e
� 2�

R R

T =2

� T =2
d4xd4x0�(x)G � 1

(x� x0)�(x0)

� T e
� i

R T =2

� T =2
d
4
xfVI(x)+ �(x)2�� (x)g

�(�
T

2
)Tre

i
R T =2

� T =2
d
4
xfVI(x)+ �(x)2�� (x)g

:(40)

Thelastlineof(40)isaunitary transform ation,soitcan beexpanded in a
powerseries,and W ick’stheorem used to replace a tim e-ordered product
ofoperators by a productofpositive and negative frequency norm alor-
dered operatorsand Feynm an propagators.Then,

R

D � can beperform ed,

resulting in
R R

T =2

� T =2
d
4
xd

4
x
0
�(x)�(x0)!

R R

T =2

� T =2
d
4
xd

4
x
0
G (x� x0):aterm

containing an even num berof�(x)factors becom esa sum ofterm swith
allpossible pairingsof�(x)’sreplaced by G ’s.(A term with an odd num -
ber of�(x) factors vanishes.) W hen the integrals over x are perform ed,
the result is the m om entum space expression for the sum of Feynm an
diagram s. ~G (p2)playstheroleoftheFeynm an propagatorforthe� �eld.

Return to thecaseofthefree� �eld (i.e.,V I(x)= 0).Beforeand after
integration over�,every norm al-ordered positiveornegativefrequency �
operatorappearsin an integral,

Z

T =2

� T =2

d
4
x�(x)�� (x)!

Z

T =2

� T =2

d
4
xG (x0� x)� � (x)= ~G (m 2)� � (x0)= 0;

i.e.,G and � areorthogonalif ~G (m 2)= 0.Thus,theoperatorsdisappear
from (40). Then,�(T

2
)= C �(� T

2
): when the trace istaken,thisim plies

the c-num berC = 1.
It is instructive to look at the �rst order in � Feynm an graph which

describescreation ofa �-particle from thevacuum ,and isresponsible for
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the energy increase given by Eq.(39). Representthe � �eld by oand the
� propagator by . To lowestorder(term squadratic in �),the relevant
diagram is oo. The � particle created outofthe vacuum appears to the
left and right sides ofthe initialdensity m atrix �(� T

2
) = j0ih0j. The �

propagatorcrossesfrom one side to the other.Because the 4-m om entum
p isconserved (itgoesin atthe rightand outatthe left),the diagram is
proportionalto ~G (p2)= ~G (m 2),with no contribution if ~G (m 2)= 0.

6.3.2 � = Interacting scalar �eld

W ith VI(x)6= 0,there can be particle creation outofthe vacuum to �rst
orderin �.The relevantdiagram isoowith a ferm ion-antiferm ion pair_
tacked on to the end ofeach o(oattached atboth endsthen representsa
�-particlepropagator).Ifp 1 and p2 aretheoutgoing ferm ion 4-m om enta,
thediagram isproportionalto ~G ([(p1+ p2]2).Vanishingofthecontribution
ofthisdiagram requiresG tovanish fortherangeofitsargum ent(2M )2 �
p
2
< 1 . IfM can be arbitrarily sm all,then ~G (p2) m ustvanish for all

tim e-like p.Thus,ifwetake ~G (p2)= 0for0 � p
2
< 1 ,thereisnoparticle

creation from the vacuum to �rst order in �: a space-like 4-m om entum
(forwhich ~G (p2)doesnotvanish)cannotequala tim e-like 4-m om entum
(ofthe outgoing ferm ions).

So,the tim e-like 4-m om enta of ~G (p2) are responsible for the energy
creation from the vacuum to �rst order in �. In the nextsubsection we
shallseethatitisthespace-like4-m om entaof ~G (p2)which areresponsible
forcollapse.

Firstnotethat,fordiagram sdescribing collapse,any oattached toa
m ustbea�-particlepropagatorsince,ifitrepresentsafree�-particle,the
diagram ’s contribution � ~G (m 2)= 0. But,then,thisdiagram segm ent’s
contribution is

�
1

p2 � m 2 + i�
~G (p2)= [P

1
p2 � m 2

� i��(p2� m 2)]~G (p2)= P
1

p2 � m 2

~G (p2):

Thus,the �-particle propagator can be absorbed into the � propagator:
P [p2 � m

2]� 1 ~G (p2)� ~G 0(p2).In Feynm an diagram s,thism eansthatthe
�-particle propagator line can be replaced by a point: for exam ple,the
diagram described in thesecond sentenceofthissection,oowith _ tacked
on to theend ofeach o,can bereplaced by __ (which,ofcourse,vanishes).

6.3.3 � = Ferm ion D ensity

Therefore,we m ay justconsiderthe m odelwith collapse directly toward
ferm ion densityeigenstates,putting�(x)= :	(x)	(x):(and settingV I as
theusualinteraction Ham iltonian fortheferm ion �eld with e.g.,photons,
m esons,...) into Eqs.(34,35,40).

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

G (x � x
0) ! lim

c! 1

1
(2�)4

Z

dE dpe
iE (t� t

0
)� ip� (x� x

0
) ~G [

“

E

c

”2

� p
2]

= �(t� t
0)

1
(2�)3

Z

dpe
� ip� (x� x

0
) ~G (� p2): (41)
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W ith the choice

~G (p2)� (4�a2)3=2�(� p 2)ea
2
p
2

! (4�a2)3=2e� a
2
p
2

(� isthe step function),(41)isidenticalto the CSL form (38).Another
interesting choiceisthespectrum ~G (p2)� �(p2+ �

2)ofa tachyon ofm ass
� � ~=ac� 2eV .Then,(41)becom esG (x� x0)! (2�)� 2

�(t� t0)sin�jx�
x
0
j=jx� x

0
j=,which isaperfectly good substituteforthegaussian sm earing

function.
Indeed,with one ofthese choices,ifone regards the non-relativistic

lim it of : 	(x)	(x) :as allowing one to neglect its pair creation and
annihilation term s,the rem ainder would be the operator M (x)=m 0,the
sum ofthe num ber operators for ferm ion and anti-ferm ion. Then (35)
would becom e(37):them odelwould reducetoCSL in thenon-relativistic
lim it.Unfortunately,one cannotneglectthese term s.

Alas,in therelativisticm odel,thereisvacuum production ofparticles
to order �2. The expansion of (40) to fourth order in � produces the
vacuum excitation diagram _ _ :two space-likefour-m om enta ofthetwo
� propagators can add up to the tim elike four-m om entum ofthe excited
ferm ion pair.

Thus,Ihavegiven up tryingto m akeasatisfactory relativisticcollapse
m odel.A reason Ihavegoneoverthisfailurein such detailisthatitm ight
perhaps stim ulate som eone to succeed in this endeavor. Anotherreason
isthat,ifthisfailure persists,ithelpsm otivatem y fall-back position,the
\Q uasi-relativistic" m odelsketched below[51].

6.4 Q uasi-relativistic C ollapse M odel

In thism odel,which hasno particle creation from the vacuum ,the state
vectorand density m atrix evolution equationsare Eqs.(30,31),with

�(x) � (4�a 2)3=4e�
a
2

2
� [	

+

(x)	 � (x)+ 	 + (x)	
�
(x)]

=
1

21=2(�a2)5=4

Z

db
0
dbe

� 1

2a2
[(b

0
)
2
+ b

2
]

� [	
+

	 � + 	 + 	
�
](t+ ib

0
;x + b); (42)

where � is the D ’Alem bertian. This should be com pared with the CSL
expression for A in Eq.(10),written in term softhe particle annihilation
and creation operators�(t;x),�y(t;x):

A(x) � (4�a2)3=4e�
a
2

2
r

2

�
y(t;x)�(t;x)

=
1

(�a2)3=4

Z

dbe
� 1

2a2
b
2

�
y
�(t;x + b); (43)

to which (42)reducesin the non-relativistic lim it(when the anti-particle

term 	 + 	
�
isdiscarded,and thespin degreesoffreedom areignored).O f
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course,toagreewith CSL,when m orethan oneferm ion typeisconsidered,
there should be a sum of term s with coe�cients proportional to their
m asses.

The �rst expression in (42) is m anifestly a Lorentz scalar, but the
m odelgiven by Eqs.(30,31,42)is notLorentz invariant. This is because,

while 		 does com m ute with itselfat space-like separations,[	
+

	 � +

	 + 	
�
]does not. Therefore,the tim e-ordering operation in one Lorentz

fram e isnotthe tim e-ordering operation in anotherLorentz fram e.How-
ever,itcan beshown that,for� (x� x0)2 > a

2,thecom m utator[�(x);�(x 0)]�
exp� [a=(~=M c)]which fornucleonsis� exp� 109,i.e.,it\alm ost" com -
m utes.Itisin thissense thatthe m odelisquasi-relativistic.

Sincethereisapreferred referencefram ein them odel,theonein which
tim e-ordering prevails,itis naturalto take itas the co-m oving fram e in
theuniverse.Sincetheearth isnotfarfrom theco-m oving fram e,and the
non-relativisticlim itofthem odelisCSL,itsofaragreeswith experim ent.
Itwould be worthwhile exploring whetherthere are feasible experim ents
predicted by the m odel which would show deviations from relativistic
invariance,e.g.,experim entswith apparatusm oving rapidly with respect
to the preferred fram e.

A num beroftheoreticalproposals[36,52,53,54]have suggested that
collapseisrelated togravity.Thisideahasbeen buttressed,in thecontext
ofCSL,by theexperim entalevidenceforcoupling ofthe
uctuating �eld
w(x;t)to them assdensity operator.Therefore,thereisa positiveaspect
to a m odelwhich is m ost naturally specialized to the co-m oving fram e,
in thatitadditionally suggestsa cosm ologicalconnection forcollapse(see
the nextsection).

It m ay also be observed that the relativistic collapse m odels,which
do produce satisfactory collapse behavior in the m idst ofunsatisfactory
excitation, require the causes of collapse and the space-tim e locations
ofthe regions where the wave function collapses (rapidly dim inishes or
grows) to be reference fram e dependent[55,43,44]. This is not a prob-
lem ,since the causesand locations ofcollapse cannotbe 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 thereference fram e changes.Itm ay then beconsidered a bene�tof
this quasi-relativisitic m odelthat italso possesses this sam e behavior of
standard quantum �eld theory,since the causesand locations associated
with collapse are those ofthe preferred fram e.

7 Legitim ization Problem

W hen,over35 yearsago,asdescribed in paperI,Ihad the idea ofintro-
ducing a random ly 
uctuating quantity to causewavefunction collapse,I
thought,because thereare so m any thingsin naturewhich 
uctuateran-
dom ly,that when the theory is better developed,it would becom e clear
whatthing in natureto identify with thatrandom ly 
uctuating quantity.
Perhapsironically,thisproblem oflegitim izing thephenom enologicalCSL
collapse description by tying itin a naturalway to established physicsre-
m ainsalm ostuntouched[56].
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Although,as m entioned in the previous section,various authors,as
well as the experim entalevidence supporting coupling of the collapse-
inducing 
uctuating �eld to m ass density,have suggested a connection
between collapseand gravity,itisfairto say thatthelegitim ization prob-
lem isstillin itsinfancy. No convincing connection (forexam ple,identi-
�cation ofm etric 
uctuations,dark m atter or dark energy with w(x;t))
hasyetem erged. But,Ishallgive here a new argum entthatthe w-�eld
energy density m usthave a gravitationalinteraction with ordinary m at-
ter,and a perhapsless-convincing argum ent,thatthe the w-�eld energy
density could be cosm ologically signi�cant.

7.1 G ravitationalC onsiderations

W hat happens to the w-�eld energy once it is created, either in sm all
am ounts as in m easurem ent situation collapses,or in large am ounts as
willbe suggested below? Suppose we do notalterthe CQ C Ham iltonian
(22). Then this energy just sits where it was created,and has no other
e�ecton m atter.Thepicturegiven in Section 5.1 isthatthew-�eld in an
in�nitesim alspace-tim e volum e is like a pointer m aking a m easurem ent,
which brie
y interactsand thereforechangesduringthem 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 CQ C Ham iltonian (22) m ust be
altered, so that the w-�eld energy density exerts a gravitational force
on m atter. Consider the equation of quasi-classical general relativity,
G

�;� = � 8�G h	jT �;�
j	i,i.e.,G �;� is classical, but the classicalstress

tensor isreplaced by the quantum expectation value ofthe stress tensor
operator. O fcourse,the latter m ust obey the conservation laws ifthe
equation to to be consistent. However,due to the collapse interaction,
the expectation value ofthe particle energy-m om entum is not,by itself,
conserved. Asdiscussed in Section 5.2,itisthe expectation value ofthe
sum ofparticle energy-m om entum and w-�eld energy-m om entum which
isconserved.Therefore,T �;� = T

�;�

A
+ T

�;�
w :theexpectation valueofthe

sum ofparticle and w-�eld stresstensoroperatorsm ustbe utilized.
In thenon-relativisticlim it,G 0;0 = � 8�G h	jT 0;0

j	ireducestor 2
� =

4�G h	jT 0;0
j	i. Thus,the w-�eld energy density acts just like m atter’s

energy densityin creatingagravitationalpotential,exceptthatthew-�eld
energy density can be negative orpositive.

Therefore,when m odeling the localbehavior ofthe w-�eld in CQ C,
and wishing to take into account its gravitationalbehavior, one ought
to m odify the CQ C Ham iltonian (22), adding a term representing the
gravitational interaction of the w-�eld energy density with the m atter
energy density:

H G � � G

Z

1

� 1

dx _W (x)�(x)

Z

dz
1

jx � zj
H M (z):

W ith thisaddition,although thew-�eld energy,oncecreated in a volum e,
stillsitsin thatvolum easifnailed in space,itnow hasan e�ecton m atter,
which is repelled/attracted by a region containing negative/positive w-
�eld energy.
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O ne could considerfurtheralterationsin thelocalCQ C Ham iltonian,
to m ake the w-�eld energy density dynam ic,forexam ple,to treatitlike
a 
uid. Then, it would be gravitationally attracted by m atter, or re-
pelled/attracted byitself,ifthew-�eld energydensityisnegative/positive.
O ne m ightadd a positive constantw-�eld energy to the Ham iltonian,so
that the w-�eld energy,although decreased by the collapse interaction,
rem ainspositive.W e shallnotconsidersuch m odi�cationshere.

To reiterate,theargum enthereisthatcom patibility with generalrel-
ativity requiresa gravitationalforce exerted upon m atterby the w-�eld.

7.2 C osm ologicalC reation ofN egativew-Field En-

ergy

It was discussed in Section 5.2 that,as the m ean energy ofm atter in-
creasesdueto collapse,them ean w-�eld energy goesnegativeby an equal
am ount. Thus,ifthere is an am ountofnegative w-�eld energy which is
ofcosm ologicalsigni�cance,itwould repelm atter,and contribute to the
observed cosm ic acceleration[58].

But,as pointed outin Section 4,the m ean am ountofkinetic energy
(13) gained by a particle ofm ass m over the age ofthe universe is very
sm all,

E �
�a

2
0

�0a2
1:3� 10� 16

m c
2

(�0,a0 are the SL values of� and a). A factor of1016 increase in �=a
2

which m akesthisenergy com parable to m c
2 would violate already estab-

lished experim entallim its,e.g.,on \spontaneous" energy production in
atom sornucleii.Thus,w-�eld energy created by the collapsesaccom pa-
nying the dynam icalevolution ofthe particles in the universe is not of
cosm ologicalsigni�cance.

However,itisin the spiritofm odelsofthe beginning ofthe universe
to im agine that the universe started in a vacuum state,and that it was
brie
y governed by a Ham iltonian which describesproduction ofparticles
from the vacuum . W e now illustrate,by a sim ple m odel,that negative
w-�eld energy ofa cosm ologically signi�cantam ountcould be generated
in such a scenario.Supposethat,even undersuch circum stances,theCSL
collapse equationsapply.Ifcollapse wenton then,aswe suppose itdoes
now,theuniversewould havebeen in a superposition ofthevacuum state
and states with various num bers of particles in various con�gurations,
and thecollapse m echanism would havebeen responsibleforchoosing the
con�guration ofourpresentuniverse.

This m odelcan also be utilized to describe continuousproduction of
particles asthe universe evolves,asin the steady state cosm ology. How-
ever,we shallnotm ake thatapplication here.

In this sim ple m odel,only scalar particles ofm ass m are produced,
and the Ham iltonian is

H A =

Z

V

dxfm �
y(x)�(x)+ g[�(x)+ �

y(x)]g: (44)

where �(x)istheannihilation operatorfora scalarparticle atx,V isthe
volum e ofthe early universe and g is a coupling constant. W ith initial
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state j ;0i = j0i, with A(x) = exp(iH A t)A(x)exp(� iH A t) and A(x)
given in Eq.(10),we obtain h	;tjH A j	;tifrom (26),(44):

H A (t)=
g
2
m V

m 2 + (�=2)2
˘

�t+ 4(1� e
� � t

2 cosm t)�
�

m
e
� � t

2 sinm t
¯

; (45)

where � = �0(m =m 0)2.O necan check thatthe� ! 0 lim itof(45)isthe
usualoscillatory quantum m echanicalresult.Also,H A (t)! 0 as� ! 1 ,
i.e.,in thatcasetheuniverserem ainsin thevacuum statedueto\watched
pot" or\Zeno’sparadox" behavior(thecollapse occursso fastthatthere
isno chance forthe vacuum state to evolve).

O ne also �nds

h	;tj

Z

V1

dxm �
y(x)�(x)j	;ti=

g
2
m V1

m 2 + (�=2)2
˘

�t+ 2(1� e
� � t

2 cosm t)
¯

:

(46)
(V1 � V ), so the linear increase in H A (t) arises from the expectation
value ofthe �rst term in (44). The coe�cient ofthe linear increase is
� g

2
�:the Ham iltonian by itselfgeneratesand annihilatesparticles,but

withoutlineargrowth.Itisthecollapsedynam icswhich,favoringcreation
overannihilation,isultim ately responsible forcreating the m atterin the
universe,according to thism odel.

Because dH w =dt = � dH A =dt,the m ean w-�eld energy H w (t) goes
linearly negative.M oreover,ifH w (x;t)and H A (x;t)are the w-�eld and
particle energy densities attim e t,itcan be shown thatdH w (x;t)=dt=
� dH A (x;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 ensem ble ofpos-
sible universes,one ofwhich becam e ours,due to collapse. In each uni-
verse,the particle and w-�eld energy densities vary from place to place:
in particular,the w-�eld energy density can be negative orpositive.

W e can say som ething interesting aboutthe totalw-�eld and particle
energies,H w and H A in any one universe. Suppose we divide a partic-
ular universe into N equalvolum es �V ,and calculate the m ean ofthe
sum S � (w-�eld energy + particle energy in kth volum e)/ �V overthat
universe,i.e.,the m ean ofS =

P

N

k= 1
(E k=�V )=N = (H w + H A )=V .The

probability ofE k isindependentofk,and the m ean ofE k iszero,so the
m ean ofS iszero.By thelaw oflargenum bers,asN ! 1 (which can be
achieved by letting �V becom e in�nitesim al),S achieves zero variance.
Thus,each universe satis�esH w = � H A .

For �t> > 1,the correlation function for the m ass density M A (x)�
m �

y(x)�(x)is

h	;tj[M A (x
0)� M A (x

0)][M A (x)� M A (x)]j	;ti=

(m g)2�t
m 2 + (�=2)2

�(x0� x)+ 2�t
h

m g
2

m 2 + (�=2)2

i2n 1
1� f

+ 2
m

2
� (�=2)2

m 2 + (�=2)2

�
[m 2

� (�=2)2](1+ f)+ 2m 2

m 2 + (�=2)2(1+ f)2

o

; (47)

where f � exp� (x0� x)2=4a2. Thus,the m ass density is correlated on
the distance scale a,and the correlation vanishesforjx0� xj> > a.
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Thism ay bethoughtofasa crudem odelforthereheating afterin
a-
tion which producesm atter.Itshould notbetaken too seriously:forone
thing,onewould preferdrawing conclusionsfrom thecollapse m echanism
applied to the �eld accom panying an accepted in
ationary m odel. But,
it suggests that it is possible for the w-�eld energy to be ofcosm ologi-
calsigni�cance,thatregionsofboth positive and negative w-�eld energy
would then be present,the form er attracting m atter,the latterrepelling
m atter. Ifthe collapse interaction isnotlim ited to ordinary m atter,but
includesdark m atter,then itsuggeststhatthere isa negative am ountof
w-�eld energy in the universe equalin m agnitude to the m ass-energy of
allm atter.

7.3 Som e C osm ologicalC onsiderations

Astronom icalobservation and theory,which lead to what is called the
\standard m odel," are woven togetherin a tightweb,so itisratherpre-
sum ptuousto injectthe w-�eld into the m ix,especially since the sugges-
tion described attheend ofthelastsubsection isnotvery detailed.How-
ever,itm ay stim ulate furtherscrutiny to return to sem i-classicalgravity,
m odelthe quantum expectation values ofthe m atter and w-�eld energy
densities in our universe by classicaldistributions �m (x;t),�w (x;t) and
discussa few waysin which the w-�eld m ightplay a role in a�ecting the
evolution oftheuniverse,with regard toboth 
uctuationsaboutthem ean
behaviorand the m ean behavioritself.

W ith regard to 
uctuations,following the suggestion ofthe m odelin
section 7.2, we suppose, after the period of particle production in the
early universe,thatthe w-�eld energy density �w is�xed in space,varies
from place to place on the scale ofa,can be positive ornegative,and is
initially overlain by m assdensity �m .Thenegativew-�eld energy density
should repelthe m assdensity nearby,the positive w-�eld energy density
should attractit,and so thescenario ofm atterdensity 
uctuationsin the
early universe could be a�ected. O ne m ightspeculate thatthe presently
observed voidsbetween galaxiescould initially havebeen sitesofnegative
w-�eld energy density,perhaps initially ofscale a which expanded with
the universe,that the sites ofpositive w-�eld energy density could have
helped seed initialgalactic gravitationalcollapse and could play a role
sim ilar to that ofthe CD M ,etc. Ifthe w-�eld negative energy density
(perhaps equal in m agnitude to the m atter m ass-energy, estim ated at
� �c=4,where �c � 3H 2

0=8�G is the criticalm ass density which m akes
the universe 
at) is spread fairly uniform ly throughout the universe,its
gravitationalrepulsive e�ecton m atter would notseem to have m uch of
an e�ecton thebehaviorofform ed galaxies,becausethedensity ofm atter
in galaxiesisso m uch greaterthan �c.

Asiswellknown,them ean behavioroftheuniverseisdescribed by the
Friedm ann-Robertson-W alker generalrelativistic hom ogeneous isotropic
cosm ologicalm odel,which givesrise to two equations. O ne ofthese can
betaken to betheconservation ofenergy equation relating theuniverse’s
scale factorR ,the energy density �,and the pressure p:

d

dR
(�R3)= � 3pR 2

: (48)
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Thisequation holdsfor�w by itself(pw = 0)which,glued tospace,evolves
only due to the expansion of the universe after the period of particle
creation has ended, �w � R

� 3(t). Also, �m � R
� 3(t) as the m atter

pressure is negligible. Letusneglect the radiation density and pressure,
and assum e a cosm ologicalconstant�� = � p� which also satis�es(48).

The second equation,the evolution equation forthe scale factorR (t),
and itscurrentconsequence are

_R 2

R 2
=

8�G
3

��
k

R 2
� H

2

0

»

�

�c
�

k

R 2H 2
0

–

=) 1 = 
 m + 
 w + 
 � + 
 k (49)

where R 0 is the present scale factor,H 0 � _R 0=R 0 is Hubble’s constant,
k = 1;0;� 1 depending respectively upon whetherthe universe is closed,

at or open,
 m � �0m =�c etc.,and 
 k � � k=H

2
0R

2
0. From (48),(49)

also followsthe usefulexpression

�
�R

H 2
0
R

=
�

2�c
+

3p
2�c

=) q0 =
1
2
(
 m + 
 w )� 
 � ; (50)

where the deceleration param eterisq0 � � �R 0R 0= _R 2
0.

The m atter m ass density and w-�eld energy density a�ect equations
(49),(50)only through theirsum .Ifwe supposethatthew-�eld collapse
interaction generatesnotonly theordinary m atterin theuniverse,butthe
CD M aswell,then 
 m + 
 w = 0. Thiswould provide an explanation of
whatappearsto bea strangecoincidence,thatin thepresentera 
 m and

 � arecom parably sized whereas,form ostoftheuniverse’searlierhistory,
the m ass density � 1=R 3(t) dom inated. The resolution here is that the
m assdensity plusthe w-�eld energy density � 0=R 3(t)= 0 alwaysholds.

The result from (49),
 � + 
 k = 1,appears to be within 1� ofthe
m icrowave radiation background data[57],assum ing a 
atuniverse,
 k =
0.But,when com bined with the resultfrom (50),q0 = � 
 � = � 1,while
qualitatively consistentwith theobserved cosm icacceleration,appearsto
be 3� from the Hubble plot data[58]. However,these analyses assum e
certain prior constraints,and analyzing the prior 
 m + 
 w = 0 has not
received priority.

Itis likely thatthe sim ple scenario given here willcon
ictwith vari-
ousastronom icalobservationsand constraints. There are variantsofthe
m odelwhich could beexplored to resolvesuch con
icts,e.g.,theparam e-
ters�,a could vary with tim e,thew-�eld energy could bem adedynam ic,
itsm agnitude could be sm allerthan the m agnitude ofthe m atterenergy
(e.g.,� 20% ofitbecausethecollapseinteraction could only occurforor-
dinary m atterand notdark m atter),itsm agnitude could be larger than
that ofthe m atter energy (e.g.,because collapse could be governed by
energy density rather than m ass density,and so could occur for light as
wellasm atter),itcould play a role in thegeneration ofdark energy,etc.
The purposeofthisdiscussion isto illustrate thehopethatprogressm ay
be m ade in legitim izing the phenom enologicalCSL collapse dynam icsby
connecting itto the stillm ysteriouscontentsofthe universe.
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