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A bstract

Itisshown thatcertain structuresin classicalG eneralRelativity can

give rise to non-classicallogic, norm ally associated with Q uantum M e-

chanics. A 4-geon m odelofan elem entary particle is proposed which is

asym ptotically 
 at,particle-like and has a non-trivialcausalstructure.

The usualCauchy data are no longer su� cient to determ ine a unique

evolution. The m easurem entapparatus itselfcan im pose non-redundant

boundary conditions. M easurem ents ofsuch an object would failto sat-

isfy thedistributivelaw ofclassicalphysics.Thism odelreconcilesG eneral

Relativity and Q uantum M echanicswithouttheneed forQ uantum G rav-

ity. The equations ofQ uantum M echanics are unm odi� ed but it is not

universal;classicalparticlesand wavescould existand thereisnograviton.

1 C om m ent

Thissubm ission reproducesthe talk Igaveatthe 5th UK Conference on Con-

ceptualand Philosophicalproblem s in Physics held in O xford on 10th -14th

Septem ber1996.Thecontentfollowsthetalk very closely butishopefully m ore

coherent-what Im eantto say replaceswhatIdid say. In a sim ilar vein the

replies to questions are what I should have said rather than what I actually

said;in both casesitisclarity ratherthan thefactsortheargum entswhich has

changed (exceptionsto thisrulearegiven asfootnotes).Fullreferencesarealso

included.

2 Introduction

I am going to give a gravitationalexplanation of Q uantum M echanics. By

gravitation I m ean Einstein’s theory of G eneralRelativity - the unm odi�ed

classicaltheory.By Q uantum M echanicsIm ean the Q uantum M echanicsthat

we allknow and love. As farasIam aware nobody hasgiven an explanation

forthe origin ofQ uantum M echanicsbefore,and certainly notin term s ofan

established classicaltheory.W hatism oreIwilldo thisin 20 m inutes!!

�em ail:m .j.hadley@ warwick.ac.uk

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9609021v1


3 T he R oute from G eneralR elativity to Q uan-

tum M echanics

Thisdiagram showstheroutefrom G eneralRelativity toSchr�odinger’sequation

etc.Q uantum logichasa crucialplacein the path.

G eneral

Relativity

Q uantum

Logic

Hilbert

Space

Schr�odinger’sequation

Planck’sconstant

etc.

- �����������������������������������) --

Figure1:Theroutefrom G enialRelativity to Schr�odinger’sequation via quan-

tum logic.

Itis wellknown thatSchr�odinger’sequation,the Dirac equation,Planck’s

constant the uncertainty relations etc.,etc.can be derived from the Hilbert

spacestructureofQ uantum M echanics,thesym m etriesofspaceand tim e,and

the internalsym m etriesofthe object. A good reference to the non-relativistic

case is given by Ballentine [1],while W einberg givesa usefultreatm entofthe

relativisticcase[2].

W hatislesswellknown isthattheHilbertspacestructureofQ uantum M e-

chanicsisanaturalrepresentation ofquantum logic.In factitlooksincreasingly

asifThefam iliarHilbertspacestructureisuniqueasa vectorialrepresentation

ofquantum logicz.Q uantum logicisintroduced in the booksby Jauch [3]and

Beltram ettiand Cassinelli[4],the latter also describes how the Hilbert space

structureisconstructed from the logic.

Forthistalk Iwillshow how quantum logiccan arisefrom the propositions

(statem ents) about certain structures in G eneralRelativity. The rest is then

already doneform e.

4 Q uantum Logic

Q uantum logic is a non-distributive or non-Boolean logic, which m eans the

failureofthe fam iliardistributivelaw:

a^ (b_ c)6= (a^ b)_ (a^ c) (1)

zatleastfordim ensions greater than 2
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where ^ isthe AND operation and _ isthe O R operation. a,b and c are the

propositionsorstatem entsaboutthe system orstate.Forthistalk Iwilluse a

specialcaseofequation 1 -taking cto beNO T b,denoted :b,and introducing

the trivialoperatorI,which isTRUE forany state.W e then have:

a = a^ I = a^ (b_ :b) 6= (a^ b)_ (a^ :b) (2)

) a 6= (a^ b)_ (a^ :b) (3)

In factquantum logicrequiresthedistributivelaw tobereplaced byaweaker

orthom odularcondition and fora com plete orthom odularorthocom plem ented

atom iclatticewith thecovering property needsto beconstructed.Thiscan be

done. Itisthe subjectofa papersubm itted to FoundationsofPhysicsand of

m y PhD thesis.Forthistalk Iwillonly show thefailureofthedistributivelaw

in the form ofequation 3,because this m arks the departure from a classical

system and isby itselfa rem arkableachievem ent.

5 G eneralR elativity

Forthiswork the signi�cantfeaturesofG eneralRelativity are:

� The equation,G = 8�T , which relates the curvature ofspacetim e,of

which G isa m easure,to the energy m om entum tensorT .

� It is a non-linear equation for the m etric, containing �rst and second

derivativesand both linearand quadraticterm sin the m etric.

� Theequationsdescribedistorted,curved spacetim e.

� Theequationsarelocal,they donotprescribethetopology,although they

m ay setconstraintson the topology.

� Thetheory allowsclosed tim elikecurves,CTCs,(justarespectablewayto

say tim e travel).Thisisone ofthe greatm ysteriesofG eneralRelativity

-ifCTCs are possible then how can we m ake them and use them ,and

ifnot,then what forbids them . The m athem aticalstructure ofG eneral

Relativity allowsCTCsand exactsolutionsareknown with CTCs.

6 C T C s

CTCs are crucialfor the results which follow,because when interactions are

allowed in spacetim eswith CTCsthenorm alboundary conditionsareno longer

adequateto uniquely determ ine the evolution.

Considera billiard ballin a plane,given an initialposition and velocity then

the subsequenttrajectory isdeterm ined,seethe dashed line in �gure2;even if

therearewalls,orhills,orin thisexam plea worm hole.

Ifthe worm hole is replaced with a tim e-m achine,so that a particle which

entersone m outh exitsata corresponding pointfrom the otherm outh,butat

an earlier tim e. The originaltrajectory is stilla possible consistent solution,

but now alternativesexist. For exam ple the ballcould be hit into the m outh

ofthe worm hole,reappearfrom the other m outh atan earlier tim e in such a

direction thatitcausesthe originalcollision (see the solid linesin �gure 2).It
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Figure 2:The balltravelling from the leftm ay be hitby itselfinto one m outh

ofthe worm hole,to em ergeatan earliertim e to causethe im pact.

m ustbe stressed that these are both consistentevolutionsofthe system even

though theinitialdata would norm ally (in theabsenceofCTCs)givea unique

trajectory.

The m ultiplicity ofpossible solutionsisnotcon�ned to thisexam ple. Itis

considered to bea genericfeaturewhen self-interacting objectsor�eldsarein a

spacetim ewith CTCs(seeforexam plepapersby Friedm an etal[5]and Thorne

[6]).

7 4-G eon

ThestrangefeaturesofCTCsareexploited in am odelofan elem entary particle

which Icalla 4-geon.The idea thatan elem entary particleisa solution ofthe

�eld equations(ofG eneralRelativity orany uni�ed �eld theory)datesfrom the

earliestdaysofG eneralRelativity.Einstein attem pted to �nd such solutionsin

allhistheories.In the60’sM isnerand W heeler[7]continued with thework and

used the term geon to describe a topologically non-trivialspacetim e structure

held togetherby itsown gravitationalattraction. Howeverm ostofthe earlier

work used a topologically non-trivialthree-m anifold evolving with tim e,and

assum ed thata globaltim ecoordinateexisted.By contrasta 4-geon hasa non-

trivialcausalstructure.A 4-geon isassum ed to havethe following properties:

� Itisa solution ofthe �eld equationsofG eneralRelativity.

� Ithasa non-trivialcausalstructure.

� Interactionsaretaking place around CTCs.

� Them etric isasym ptotically 
at.

� Particle-like:the region ofnon-trivialtopology willbe found in one and

only oneplace-otherwiseitwould notbe recognisableasa particle.

W ith thism odelofan elem entary particle the norm alboundary conditions

can no longerbe expected to be adequateto determ inea unique evolution.
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8 B oundary C onditions and M easurem ents

The idea that the state preparation sets boundary conditions is obvious. In

our realor im agined experim ents we look for outcom es consistent with the

preparation conditions;thism ay com prisea source,collim ators,shutters�lters

etc.:
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Figure3:Theboundary conditionsim posed by state-preparation

W ith the 4-geon m odelofa particle the state preparation conditions will

no longer be adequate to uniquely determ ine the subsequent evolution. The

m easurem ent apparatus itselfcan set further boundary conditions which are

notredundant.An x-spin m easurem entisan exam ple:
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Figure4:Theboundary conditionsim posed by state-preparation and an x-spin

m easurem ent

Notethatthem easurem entapparatusisphysically very sim ilarto thestate

preparation. W ithin the structure of the 4-geon there can be a causallink

between them easurem entapparatus,statepreparationand theevolution,which

givesa physicalexplanation form easurem ent-dependente�ects.

Alternatively we could m easure the y-spin with a very sim ilar apparatus.
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However,asis wellknown,a y-oriented Stern-G erlach �lterand an x-oriented

onearephysically incom patible.They setcon
icting boundary conditions.
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Figure 5:The boundary conditionsim posed by state-preparation and a y-spin

m easurem ent
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9 Sets ofM anifolds and Propositions

To seethee�ectoftheseboundary conditionswewillconsiderthepossiblesets

of4-geon m anifolds. LetM denote the setof4-m anifoldsconsistentwith the

state preparation conditions.W hile X denotesthosem anifoldsconsistentwith

both the state-preparation and an x-spin m easurem ent. X is partitioned into

the two disjointsubsetsX + and X � .

M

’

&

$

%

X

X � X +

’

&

$

%

Y

Y �

Y +

Figure 6: Sets of4-m anifolds consistent with both state preparation and the

boundary conditionsim posed by di�erentm easurem entconditions.

This sim ple diagram is im m ediately non-classical,because classically the

m easurem entm ustsim ply partition thosesolutionsM consistentwith thestate

preparation;itcannotde�ne a propersubsetofM .

The y-m easurem ent de�nes a di�erent subset ofM ,denoted Y,which is

disjointfrom X .

Thepropositionsarestatem entsaboutthestatepreparation;they arenotin

oneto onecorrespondencewith them easurem entsbecausesom em easurem ents

give the sam e inform ation about the state (they are indistinguishable by any

state preparation). For this system ,X corresponds to there is a m anifold in

M consistent with an x-spin m easurem ent and Y to there is a m anifold in

M consistentwith a y-spin m easurem enttheseareboth the trivialproposition

which isalwaystrueand which wedenote by I.

By contrastX + \ Y + correspondsto there is a m anifold in M consistent

with a positivex-spin m easurem entand also with a positivey-spin m easurem ent,

butX + and Y + are disjointand so the intersection correspondsto the trivial

proposition which isalwaysfalse X + \ Y + = ;.So wehave:

X 6= (X
+
\ Y

+
)[ (X

+
\ Y

�
) (4)

which isthe failureofthe distributivelaw forthe propositions.
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10 Sum m ary

Theconjectured 4-geon description ofparticlesisspeculative.Icannotproduce

a solution ofthe �eld equationswith the required properties. Ihave nottried

to. The advice Ihave received is not to try and �nd a solution because it is

so di�cultso solve Einstein’sequations,especially ifsolutionsare highly non-

linear,lacking in sym m etry and topologically non-trivial.

However,In otherrespects this theory is extrem ely conservative -it keeps

G eneralRelativity in its unm odi�ed form and it retains 3+ 1 dim ensions for

spaceand tim e.

Theunifyingnatureofthetheoryjusti�esthespeculation.Field and particle

descriptionsofNature are uni�ed asEinstein had alwayshoped and expected.

For the �rst tim e the origin ofQ uantum M echanics is explained in term s of

existing theories.In doing so,G eneralRelativity and Q uantum M echanicsare

reconciled,notwith a quantum theory ofgravitation aswasexpected,butwith

a gravitationalexplanation for Q uantum M echanics. There is no sim pler or

m ore conservative theory which reconciles Q uantum M echanics and G eneral

Relativity.

11 Predictions

Despitegivingstandard Q uantum M echanicswith thesam eequationsand struc-

ture thetheory doesm akesom enew predictions:

� Thereisno quantum theory ofgravity.

� Classicalobjectsarepossible.The peculiar4-geon structuresgive riseto

quantum e�ects;ifthese areabsentthen classicaldeterm inistic evolution

would occur.

� There is no graviton. This follows from either ofthe statem ents above.

G ravitationalwavesaretopologically sim ple solutionsofEinstein’sequa-

tionswithoutCTCs.Thereforethey cannotexhibitquantum phenom ena

such aswaveparticleduality.G ravitationalwavesarenotquantised.

12 Q uestions

The following questions were asked in open discussions or afterwards. They

werem osthelpfulto m eand Ithank allthosewho joined in.Apologiesfornot

giving nam esand forany errors,butIdid notm akenotesatthe tim e.

Q .You haveshown thefailureofthedistributivelaw,butforquantum logic

you m ustshow m uch m ore-orthom odularity,atom icity etc.Can you show this

too?

A . Yes,the failure ofthe distributive law is the m ost rem arkable feature

because it m arks the divergence of classicaland non-classicalsystem s. O r-

thom odularity can be shown[8],in factitfollowseasily since thisconstruction

relies upon the m easurem entapparatusand so the argum entsofM ackey (see

[4][page147])apply.Atom icity isa m athem aticalidealisation which cannotbe

derived,butthissortofidealisation iscom m on to allofm athem aticalphysics;

eg.the use ofrealnum bersto representm om entum in classicalphysics.
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Q .How can spin-halfarisein a gravitationaltheory?

A .There isan enorm ousrichnessin the choice oftopology. Certain m ani-

foldscan be shown to have the transform ation propertiesofa spinorprovided

a �xed asym ptotically 
atbackground m etric is assum ed. See the fascinating

paperby Friedm an and Sorkin [9]orthe discussion in m y thesis).

Q .How doesthe superposition ofthe wavefunction arisein thism odel?

A .Thewavefunction justgivesinform ation abouttheprobability m easure-

m ent outcom es. If the logic were Boolean a realnum ber between 0 and 1

would su�ce and there would be only trivialsuperpositions. Howeverto rep-

resentprobabilitiesfora non-Boolean logic,com plex-valued wavefunctionsare

required.

Q . How can you get Q uantum M echanics which is form ulated on a 
at

spacetim ewhen you areconsidering m anifoldswith a nontrivialtopology?

A .The m anifoldsare asym ptotically 
at. Q uantum M echanicscan be re-

garded as a way ofm apping inform ation aboutthese knots ofspacetim e onto

the 
atspacetim e which we are fam iliar with. Itis in the asym ptotically 
at

region thatwesetboundary conditionsetc.

Q .Do solutionsofEinstein’sequationsexistwith CTCswhich can be tra-

versed in a �nite tim e?

A .Yes.

Q .Therearealternativewaysofassigning probabilitiesto an orthom odular

lattice which cannotbe represented by a Hilbert space. Considerforexam ple

the m odelby M ielnik[10]which can be found in [4][page205].

A . I am not aware ofthat exam ple. However the very existence ofnon-

classicallogic in system s described by a classicaltheory is by itselfm ost re-

m arkable,to getquantum logic aswellisam azing.The fam iliarHilbertspace

structureiscertainly com patible with thislogiceven ifitisnotunique.

Q . Are you aware ofother work in which an orthom odular lattice is con-

structed geom etrically from subsetsof
atM inkowskispace?

A .Ihaveseen geom etricconstructionsoforthom odularlatticeseg.W atan-

abe [11][page303].Ithink thatsuch m odelsrely on an innovativede�nition of

com plem entation,theyareinterestingbutnotparticularlyrem arkable.M ywork

showsthattheorthocom plem ented latticeariseswith thede�nitionsofcom ple-

m entation associated with realexperim ents.In thisrespectthe construction is

unique.

Q .W hatisthe energy tensorresponsibleforthe spacetim eknots?

A .Ihavedeliberately notm adeassum ptionsabouttheenergy -m om entum

tensor. The m ost appealing case would be for it be zero i.e.a vacuum solu-

tion.Spacetim ecan beknotted withoutany source.Indeed theworm holes(not

traversableones)can be solutionsofthe source-free�eld equations.
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