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A bstract

Thehilbert-spacestructureofquantum m echanicsisrelated to the

causalstructure ofspace-tim e. The usualm easurem ent hypotheses

apparently preclude nonlinear or stochastic quantum evolution. By

adm itting a di�erencein thecalculusofjointprobabilitiesofeventsin

space-tim e according to whetherthe separation isspace-like ortim e-

like,arelativisticnonlinearorstochasticquantum theory m ay bepos-

sible.

1 N onlinear and stochastic quantum evolu-

tion

Them otivation forconsidering nonlinearorstochasticquantum evolution is

varied:fundam entalspeculation,presenceofgravity,stringtheory,represen-

tationsofcurrentalgebras,etc. On the otherhand itisbecom ing progres-

sively evident that nonlinear quantum m echanics (and possibly stochastic

also)isa radicaldeparture from conventionaltheory. Thishasalready be-

com eapparentm orethan a decadeago.According to Bugajski([1]and ear-

lierreferences therein)such theoriesare classicaltheories with constraints,

situated som ewhere between classicaland quantum m echanics. Haag and

Bannier ([2]) pointed out that in M ielnik’s nonlinear quantum m echanics

([3])onecan distinguish between two di�erentconvex com binationsofpure

states thatlead to the sam e density m atrix. This m akes the state-space a
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sim plex,justasin classicaltheories,and,asitbecam eapparentlater,allows

forsuperlum inalsignals.Ashasbeen pointed outby N.Gisin ([4,5])and G.

Svetlichny ([6])nonlinearity allowsusto useEPR-typecorrelationsand the

instantaneousnatureofstate-vectorcollapseto send a signalacrossa space-

like interval. Polchinski([7]) argues that in W einberg’s nonlinear theory

([8,9])onecan eithercom m unicatebetween separatebranchesofan Everett

m ultiple-world universe orphysicalsystem scan reactto the contentofthe

experim enter’sm ind.Furtherpeculiaritiesarethateven fornon-interacting

system s,higher particle-num ber equations are not uniquely determ ined by

one-particleequations([10]),andthatsuch am biguitiesbecom eim portantfor

particleswith internalsym m etries. In factthere are non-trivialobstruction

to lifting sym m etriesfrom N -particlesto N + 1-particles([11]).

2 R elativity constraints and problem s

The presence ofsuperlum inalsignalsin nonlineartheorieswasthe �rstin-

dication thatnonlinearity and relativity arein conict.In factthepresence

ofsuch signalsperse already contradictsrelativity.To m akethisclear,con-

sidera superlum inalsignaling device setup according to the state-collapse

m echanism and thatisto operate between two distantlocationsin the rest

reference fram e oftwo observers atrelative rest. According to the m echa-

nism explained in thecited articles,ifatt= 0the�rstobserverchangesover

from m easuring oneobservabletoa suitableother,then thesecond observer,

given a nonlineartim eevolution,will,aftera negligibletim einterval,detect

a changein theexpected valueoftheobservableheism easuring and conse-

quently receive a signal. W e can say thatforthe second observerthe onset

ofthesignalisatt= � > 0 forsom e sm all�.Onsetisa physicaleventand

so allobservers ought to agree where in space-tim e it occurred. Consider

how the sam e situation is seen in a reference fram e ofa m oving observer.

Hewould seea di�erentinitialstate,�nd thatthetim e-evolution isgiven by

a possibly di�erent nonlinearequation,and ifspecialrelativity holds,that

collapseoccursin a di�erentplaneofsim ultaneity.Theargum entthatleads

to superlum inalsignalsissu�ciently generalthatthe m oving observerwill

also expectthese to exist,butnow in relation to hisplane ofsim ultaneity,

and so he would expectthe onsetofthe signalalong the second observer’s

world-line to to be signi�cantly di�erentfrom whatwasdeterm ined before.

2



Sinceonsetisan uncontestable physicalfact,thisisa contradiction.

Relativity constraints on quantum evolution is som ething that has not

yetbeen fully explored. The problem ariseswith the m easurem entprocess.

Considera m easurem entwith space-likeseparated instrum entaleventssuch

asacorrelation m easurem entupon atwoparticlesystem oftheEPR type.In

onefram ethem easurem entson thetwoparticlesaresim ultaneousand socan

beconsidered asjustpartsofa single m easurem ent,while in anotherfram e

thetwo m easurem entsaresuccessivewith intervening tim eevolution.These

two description m ustbeequivalentand producethesam eobservableresults.

Thusrelativity im posesconstraintsthatrelate the m easurem entprocessto

theevolution.These constraintspose obviousdi�cultiesforstochastic evo-

lution,forin the fram e where there is a single m easurem ent the outcom es

can be calculated from the m easurem ent process algorithm applied to the

statejustpriorto them easurem ent.In theotherfram ethereisan interven-

ing dissipative evolution,a dissipation notpresent in the �rst fram e. Itis

questionable thatone can m aintain an equivalence ofthe two descriptions.

Thattherearealso di�cultiesfornonlinearevolution isnotasapparentbut

they do existand weshallreferto them later.

Another,butrelated,constraintcom esaboutin considering a m easure-

m ent process in a lim ited space-tim e region and two observers in relative

m otion atspace-like separation from the m easurem entregion such thatfor

one observer the m easurem ent has already taken place while for the other

it has not. One observer would subject his state-description to a collapse

while the otherwould not.These di�erentdescriptionsm ustnothave local

observablee�ectsand thisisa constrainton thetheory.

Anotherhintofthesedi�cultiescan beseen by considering thefollowing

com m utatorin theliealgebra ofthePoincar�egroup.

[L0j;Pj]= P0;

thatis,the com m utatorofa boostgeneratorand the collinearm om entum

isthe energy. The m oralisthatone cannotim pose on the tim e evolution,

propertiesthatonewould notim poseon neitherspacetranslation norboosts.

One thus com es to the realization that for a relativistic nonlinear or

stochasticquantum theoryto beviablethem easurem entprocessm ustbem od-

i�ed.Oncethisisrealized onem ustbeawarethatitisvery easy tom akecer-

tain typesoftrivialm odi�cations.LetT :H ! H bea nonlinearinvertible
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norm -preserving transform ation ofa HilbertspaceH .LetU(t)bea unitary

quantum evolution operatorand P aspectralprojectorofan observable.One

hasan obviousequivalencebetween theevolution and m easurem entprocesses

asdescribed by thetwo sidesofthefollowing diagram :

	7! U(t)	

	7! P	
,

T	7! TU(t)	

T	7! TP	

W hatone hasdone on the right-hand side isintroduced curvilinearcoordi-

natesin Hilbertspacebutleftphysicsalone.Therearetwo waysofavoiding

triviality.Onewould betoleavepartoftheform alism unm odi�ed,such asin

those proposalsthatm odify the evolution butm aintain the usualm easure-

m entprocess.Thedi�culty ofthisisthatonerunstherisk ofcontradiction.

Theotherway isto dealonly with invariantobjectssuch asjointprobability

distributionsofeventsin space-tim e. Thisisnotoriously di�cultbutisthe

only way to achieve trueinsightinto theproblem .

3 Joint probabilities in quantum m echanics

Considersuccessive m easurem entswith �nitespectrum operators,

A =
X

i

�iPi; B =
X

j

�jQ j;

perform ed on a (possibly m ixed) heisenberg state represented by the den-

sity m atrix �0. The joint probability ofseeing outcom es (i;j) for the two

m easurem entsis

P(i;j)= Tr(Q jPi�0PiQ j):

and theconditionalprobabilitiesare:

P(jji) =
Tr(Q jPi�0PiQ j)

Tr(Pi�0)
(1)

P(ijj) =
Tr(Q jPi�0PiQ j)

P

k Tr(Q kPi�0PiQ k)
(2)

Conditionalprobabilitiesareim portantinthattheyoftencorrespond towhat

ism easured in the laboratory. Very often in practice one doesnotexecute
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the observation procedure only in the instancesthatthe preparation proce-

dureisdeem ed successful.W hatdoestakeplaceisthatoneperform sa long

experim entalrun and only a posteriorianalysesthoseinstancesin which the

preparation was deem ed successful. This is m ost apparent for instance in

high-energy physics.A sim plem odelforwhathappensin practicewould be

to considerthatthereissom e\gross" preparation procedureand two obser-

vation procedures.A longexperim entalrun isexecuted and only thecasesin

which a particularoutcom ein oneoftheobservationsisrealized areconsid-

ered tobethecasesin which thedesired stateofa�airshasbeen created and

forwhich theoutcom escorrespondingtotheotherobservation procedureare

then subsequently analyzed.Data forwhich som eotheroutcom eofthe�rst

observation is obtained are sim ply ignored. The procedure describe above

can be called an indirect preparation procedure. The norm alattitude con-

cerning itisthatthecom pound procedure\executea preparation procedure

then executean observation procedureand considertheoperation successful

ifsuch and such outcom e obtains" isa procedure justaslegitim ate forcre-

ating a state ofa�airsasany other.Onecollectsdata even ifthe indicated

outcom e,which weshallcalltheconditioning outcom e,did notoccur,m erely

fortechnologicalreasons,itwould justbetoodi�cultorim possibletosetup

theexperim entin anotherway.Sinceby assum ption theseparateexecution

ofthe experim entin the long run do notinterfere with each other,the fact

thattheinstancesofthedesired stateofa�airsareim bedded in a largerset

along with statesofa�airsofno interestisinnocuousasm ere data analysis

weedsthem out.Considernow thetwoobservationsintroduced abovein this

lightand consideroneofthem astheconditioningobservation foran indirect

statepreparation.Now itisusualto considertheconditioning observations

astaking place before the conditioned observation,whatcan be called pre-

conditioning butsince oneperform sthedata analysisafterallthe data has

been collected onecould perform ,post-conditioning,thatis,conditioning on

futureevents.Itisinstructive to contrastthetwo:

Pre-conditioning:

P(jji)= Tr(Q j�i)

where�i= Pi�0Pi=Tr(Pi�0).

� The new density m atrix �i depends only on Pi and noton the other

com patiblespectralprojectorsPk,k 6= i.
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� Given �i,P(jji)dependsonly on Q j and noton theothercom patible

spectralprojectorsQ k,k 6= i.

Post-conditioning:

Unless[A;B ]= 0,P(ijj)dependsnotonly on �0,Pi,and Q j butalso on

theotherprojectorsin thetwo spectraldecom positions.

� The \state ofa�airs" created by post-conditioning on outcom e j de-

pends on the outcom e’s \context",the other com patible projections

Q k,k 6= i.ContextualConditioning

� Theabove\stateofa�airs"breakstheequivalenceclassofexperim ental

outcom eswheretwo such areequivalentifthey correspond tothesam e

spectralprojector.

One seesthatforcom m uting observables,post-conditioning behavesex-

actly thesam easpre-conditions.Thism eansalso thatspace-like condition-

ing behavesthesam eastim e-like pre-conditioning.Thislaststatem entisa

characteristic ofquantum m echanicsand m ay in factbea determ ining con-

dition in a relativistic theory. One can show ([12])thatlorentz covariance

im posesconstraintson jointprobabilitiesofeventsin space-tim e:LetI and

J be two space-like separated instrum ents with outcom es fa1;:::;ang and

fb1;:::;bm g then,

P
I^J
i;j (W ) = P

J
j (�

I
iW )P I

i(W )

�
I^J
i;j = �

J
j�

I
i

where P is probability W is a preparation procedure and � is the condi-

tioning operatorforindirectpreparation.Theseconstraintsim posed in their

non-contextualform on (adequately de�ned)com patible instrum entslead in

severalaxiom atic schem es([13,14,15,16,17])to a hilbert-space m odelfor

physicalpropositions.From hereonehasargum entsthatlead to linearity of

evolution ([18,19,20]).

The m oralhere seem sto be thatthere isa relation (independently pos-

tulated by N.Gisin and G.Svetlichny) between space-tim e structure (rel-

ativistic causality in particular) and the hilbert-space m odelofquantum

m echanics. The fact that one m ust im pose the relativistic constraints on

allpairsofcom patibleinstrum entsand notonly on thespace-likeseparated
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oneshastwo im plications.The�rstisthattheidenticalbehaviourofspace-

like conditioning and tim e-like pre-conditioning m ay be,along with lorentz

covariance,a determ ining condition for hilbert-space quantum m echanics.

Thus one m ay conjecture that any relativistic theory with non-contextual

conditioning forfuturem easurem ents(whethertim e-likeorspace-like)m ust

bea Hilbert-spacetheory (with possiblesuperselection sectors)with linearly

im plem ented (probably determ inistic) tim e evolution. The second im plica-

tion is that for a relativistic nonlinear quantum m echanics to be possible,

one probably hasto introduce a discontinuity in the conditioning behavior

for indirect preparations across the future-light cone and allow space-like

conditioning to behave di�erently from futuretim e-like.

Anotherpossibility fora nonlineartheory would be to m odify the m ea-

surem ent process to be contextual(as happens for post-conditioning) but

stillm aintain that space-like and future tim e-like conditioning follow the

sam e rules. Unfortunately we have no generalresults concerning this pos-

sibility though som e prelim inary resultssuggestthatsuch theoriesface the

sam edi�cultiesasthenonlinearnon-contextualones.

4 Possibilitiesfornonlinearrelativistic quan-

tum m echanics

From thediscussion oftheprevioussection onecan conjecturethatanonlin-

earrelativistic quantum m echanicscan be achieved ifspace-like and future

tim e-likeconditioning behavedi�erently.Sincespace-likecannotbechanged

to tim e-likeby a lorentztransform ation,theproposaldoesnotconictwith

relativity,atleastnotsuper�cially.Theproposalavoidssuperlum inalsignals

sincethesewould onlyberelated tospace-likeconditioningwhich would have

to obey the constraintsofthe previoussection which already preclude such

signals([12]).W hatm ustthen bem odi�ed isthefuturetim e-likecondition-

ing. To getsom e idea ofsuch possible m odi�cation considera free neutral

scalar relativistic quantum �eld. For each lim ited space-tim e region O let

A (O )be the algebra ofobservablesassociated to O . Considernow a setof

lim ited space-tim eregionsO 1;:::O n which areso disposed thatforany two,

eitherallpointsofonearespace-likein relation to allpointsoftheother,or

they are tim e-like. Assum e the regionsare num bered so thatwheneverone
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isin the tim e-like future ofanother,then the �rstone hasa sm allerindex.

Let Pi 2 A (O i) be orthogonalprojections that correspond to outcom es of

m easurem entsm adein thecorresponding regions.Let	 representa heisen-

bergstatein som ereferencefram eand priortoallm easurem ents.According

to theusualrules,theprobability to obtain alltheoutcom esrepresented by

theprojectionsis:

jjP1P2� � � Pn	jj
2
:

A m odi�cation ofthesortweareproposingwould be,forinstance,toreplace

in thisform ulaPiby PiB iwheneverthereisaregion O j thatistim e-likepast

to thegiven one.Thise�ectively di�erentiatesbetween space-likeand tim e-

like conditioning. Forthisto be consistent and relativistic the presum ably

nonlinearoperatorsB i would have to satisfy certain constraints. Ifwe can

associate to a space-tim e region O a possibly nonlinear operator B O such

that

1.Operators assigned to space-like separated regions com m ute and the

operatorassigned to a region com m uteswith allprojectorsassociated

to a space-like separated region.

2.IfO � O 0and P 2 A (O )isa projectorthen PB O 0 = PB O

3.IfU(g)isaunitary operatorrepresenting theelem entgofthePoincar�e

group then B gO = U(g)�B O U(g)

then theaboveprescription would already constitutea nonlinearrelativistic

quantum theory.Onestilldoesnotknow how to com putejointprobabilities

forevents in regionsthatare neitherspace-like nortim e-like to each other

butthecaseathand would certainly havetoaddressed and would constitute

a �rst step. It is notyet know ifan association O 7! B O satisfying these

constraints exists. Even ifit does not,the path toward a relativistic non-

linear quantum m echanics is now su�ciently clear that one m ay feelthat

such a m echanicsm ay afterallbepossiblein spiteoftheweighty argum ents

broughtforth againstitup to now.
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