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Abstract

Analysis of the logical foundations of quantum m echanics indicates the pos-
sbility of constructing a theory using quatemionic H ibert spaces. W hether
this m athem atical structure re ects reality is a m atter POor experin ent to de—
cide. W e review the only direct search for quatemionic quantum m echanics
yet carried out and outline a recent proposalby the present authors to look
for quatemionic e ects in correlated m ultiparticle system s. W e set out how
such experin ents m ight distinguish between the several quatemionic m odels
proposed in the literature.
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I.QUATERNIONIC THEORIES.

The established fomm alisn of quantum m echanics identi es physical observables w ith
Hem itian operatorson a H ibert space of states. T he existence ofquantum states consisting
of superpositions of pure states is pem itted by the H ibert space structure. O perators
corresoonding to di erent cbservables need not com m ute, but the ocutcom e ofam easuram ent
on a system w illbe an eigenvalue of the corresponding H em itian operator and hence real.
It is this Jast fact which Jed B irkho and von N eum ann @] to conclude that it ispossible to
consider the states to form a vector space over the real, com plex or quatemionic algebras.
Birkho and von Neum ann state that these theories cannot be di erentiated by known
form alistic criteria.

Stueckebery [] has shown that the description of polarisation states in a real number
form ulation of quantum m echanics RQM ) requires the Introduction ofa super selection op—
eratorw ith allofthe algebraic properties of the In aginary unit i. H ence, known phenom ena
have dem anded the enlargem ent of RQM to be essentially equivalent to com plex quantum
m echanics CQM ).

T he ram aining possbility nvolves considering H ibert spaces over the division algebra
of real quatemions H . This is generated over the real numbers R by a basis of abstract
elements fiy = 1; i; ; 39 wih the muliplication rul, 8r 2 £1; 2; 3qg,

lip=11=4; £=5£=1£= 1 and kb= ii= i: (1)

T hat is, any quatemion a can be w ritten In the fom
a=ap+ alh + aph+ azzja 2R @)

The algebra has the -antidnvolution 1 = 1,i = i, (@b) = ba, and a nom kak? =
aa2R. p

If we Introduce an additional com plex unit iy = "~ 1, de ned to commute with each
of iy, 11, I and iz, then the algebra ceases to be a division algebra. This com plexi cation
ofH is called the biquatemionic algebra, and has been used to treat special relativity and
electrom agnetisn [§]. The Paulim atrices are complex 2 2 m atrix representations of the
Hem iian bigquatemion units iji,. The Lie algebra of SU 2) is H wih the comm utator
product [g;b] = ab ka. Hence, theories of soin-1/2 ferm ions, Salam {W einberg uni ed
electro-weak theory, and Yang{M ills isospin can be w ritten in a quatemionic form HA4]. For
a review of these and other uses of the quatemion algebra in standard quantum m echanics
and quantum eld theory, see [] and references therein.

Quatemionic quantum mechanics QQM ) di ers from these other (mainstream ) appli-
cations of the quatemions, because it considers the H ibert space of quantum states to be a
vector space over H . Hence, eigenvalues of operators on the quatemionic H ibert space H y
need not comm ute, though we retain the identi cation ofphysical cbservables w ith Hem i
tian operators which, as is well known, necessarily have real eigenvalues only. T he relation
between kets of Hy and quatemionic wavefunctions follow s the usual pattemn Where the

2R).

® ) hx Jji= o+ 14+ 2+ 3iz: 3)



A tematively, we can express asan ordered pair ofi;-com plex num bers, in its so-called
sym plectic representation,

x )= + i “)

where = ot :Ig_ 1 S.l’ld = 2 ll 3.
Ifwede ne 7j= ( 2, 2)'2 2 R, then there exists a pure in agiary quatemion of

nom uniy ,such that

® )= o)+ Tk )] &): ©)

From thiswe seethat any two wavefinctionsofQ QM do not com m ute unless their In agihary
partsareparallel. T hisproperty has confounded the construction ofa com pletely satisfactory
tensor product, ie., one which would be quatemion lnear In each factor, allow the de nition
of a tensor product of operators on each factor, and adm iting a positive scalar product for
the purpose of second quantisation of the theory (see [§[]]1 for com prehensive discussions).

T he obvious and prodigious success of CQM in describing physical system s dem ands that
QQOM must reproduce its resultts wherever CQM has been successiil. This led F iInkelstein
et al. [{] to propose a geom etric generalisation of CQM , producing what is in e ect an
\aln ost com plex quantum m echanics" []. Thus QQM is supposed to be complex In any
neighbourhood of an observation, m odelled by replacing the im aghary unit of CQM with
a eld of pure In aghary unit quatemions i, over spacetin e, and the language of bre-
bundles is used throughout their work. O ver larger distances, topological properties of the
Soacetin em anifold are permm itted tom anifest them selves in quantum m echanicalexpectation
valies. Finkelstein et al. identify an Interm ediary lim it between fullgeom etric QQM and
standard CQM , which they call the \electrom agnetic Iim i£". In this lim it the Q {covariant
derivative of the Im agihary unit vanishes and the Q {curvature term in the Lagrangian looks
like that of EM . The result of this situation is no extra quatemionic degrees of freedom In
the wavefiinction, and the theory is equivalent to a (com plex) Abelian gauge eld theory.

Adlr [4] and Hom itz [L]] have investigated the case where it is possbl, by use of a
quatemionic gauge transfom ation, to choose all of the energy eigenkets of a system to be
In the sam e com plex subsst of Hy . Then QQM e ects are dependent upon the existence of
new , hyper-com plex com ponents of the fundam ental forces.

The ssarch for these hypothetical extra com ponents m otivated the experin ental test of
QQOM undertaken by K aiser, G eorge and W emer [[3] in 1984.

II. NTERFEROMETRY TEST OF QQM .

The experin ent of K aiser et al. is based on a proposal of Peres [[3], who suggested
that if a pair of potential barriers were to possess additional hypercom plex com ponents,
then a particle (In Peres’s proposal, a neutron) traversing the pair w ill experience a shift in
the phase of its wavefunction which w ill degpend upon the order in which the barrers are
traversed.

N ote that even though relativistic form ulations ofQ QM have been proposed B[], this
experin ent lim is itselfto the specialcase ofclassical, extemal eldsacting on nonrelatiistic



m atterwaves, as this is the situation am enable to nvestigation by particle interferom etry.
The problem ofhow to quantise quatemionic potentials rem ains open, while quantisation of
the iy eld requires the overcom ing of obstaclks sin ilar to those attending the construction
of a quantised gravity.

Peres’s original suggestion contained the idea that the one should use potential barriers
w ith a large absorptive crosssection, which in the standard fram ework of COM arem odelled
by potentials w ith large, non-vanishing in agihary com ponents. The idea behind this was
that the In aghary number appearing in the potential m ight depend upon the m aterial,
S0 potentials corresponding to di erent barrers would not com m ute, whik having a large
In agihary com ponent m ight m ake i m ore likely that the hyper-com plex contribution to
each potential is signi cant. The total phase shift experienced by a neutron of wavelength

, traversing a plate of thickness D and refractive index n is

2
=—mn 1D; ©)

w here for the them alneutrons used In the experim ent, n is related to the coherent nuclear
scattering length b and the atom density N of the barrerm aterial, by

Nb
o

Kaiser et al. decided that to achieve very high sensitivity to di erences In the total phase
shift caused by traversal of the apparatus In di erent directions, the thickness of the slabs
should be such that

(7

n=1

= N D 10000 : 8)

This ruled out the possbility of using m aterdals w ith very high absorption cross-sections.
Instead, they chose alum nium and titaniuim for their di ering chem ical and nuclkar prop—
erties, alum lnium having a positive real scattering am plitude whilke titanium has a negative
real scattering am plitude, though both have an all absorption cross sections. The exper—
Inent, at the 10-M W University of M issouri R essarch Reactor, used them al neutrons of
wavelength = 1268A In a Bonse{H art three crystal Laue{Laue{Laue Interferom eter (see
[[4] or a review of the techniques of neutron interferom etry).

K aisr'set al. result was that in changing the order oftraversal ofthe A land T ibarriers,
no phase di erence was cbserved to 1 part in 30 000.

A theoretical analysis of the two potential barrier experin ent was later undertaken by
D avies and M K ellar [[§] usihg the quatemionic one din ensional Schrodinger equation of
Adlker [[4]. Thisusesthe sym plectic decom position ofthe w avefiinction to rew rite the quater—
nionic problem into one ofa pairof com plex elds coupled through the hyper-com plex com —
ponents of the system Ham iltonian. In tin e Independent fom , this is the pair of equations
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D aviesand M K ellar attem pted to treat the problem exactly but found the resulting barrier
tranam ission and re ection coe cients to be too unw ieldy to analyse. Instead, they tumed
to num ericalm ethods and con m ed that the tranam ission coe cient for two quatemionic,
square potential barriers of di erent heights w ill change by a phase when the system is
traversed In the opposite sense. This then forces us to ask how this conclusion can be
consistent w ith the null result (to one part in 30000) ofK aiser et al..

Now thepossbility rem ainsthatQ QM m odi esonly som e ofthe fiindam ental forces. The
experin ent ofK aiser et al. would appear to ssverely constrain any quatemionic com ponent
of the strong nuclkar force, though this experim ent does not rule out the possibility that
therem ight be a quatem:ionic com ponent to the underlying chrom odynam ics. Though Q QM
was at one tin e considered as a possibble fram ework forQ CD , Adlkrhasproposed thatQ QM
m ight provide a natural fram ew ork of preonic physics [LQ].

A Tematively, £ m ight be that the experim ent ofK aiser et al. is too sin plistic, as it only
nhvolves a sihgle fundam ental force. O ne can conceive of a sttuation in which we associate a
di erent com plex algebra w ith each of the fuindam ental forces, so that w ithin each class of
Interactions com plex quantum theory su ces to describbe the experim ental phenom ena.

To rule out thispossibility, K lein [[§]has suggested that we should repeat the experin ent
w ith com binations ofdi erent fuindam ental forces ﬂ . The sim plest extension isto introduce a
sequence ofm etalbarriers and m agnetic eldswhich interact w ith the neutron intrinsic soin.
A dditionally, there are known phenom ena associated w ith the terrestrial gravitational eld
which are subct to Investigation by neutron Interferom etric m ethods. The fact that such
e ects have been successfully taken into acoount In previous Interferom etric experin ents
m eans that we can already severely constrain the contribution of a quatemionic addition
to the gravitational force, or else deduce that the gravitational force reached in the clas-
sical 1im it from a quatemionic theory of quantised gravity, Involves cbservables and states
constrained to lie in a com plex subsst of H coincident w ith that selected by the strong force.

An experin ent of the type descrlbbed In [[4], if it were to produce a null resul, would
lave only the weak interaction as a possbl force wih a quatemionic com ponent. W e
should then search for new e ects in neutrino physics (@lready suggested by Peres [L3]).
T he extram e weakness of these interactions, however, renders very unlikely the possibility
of carrying out interferom etric experin ents of the type previously considered.

A positive outcom e from K lein’s experin ent would give us som e know ledge of the partic—
ular form ofQQM preferred by N ature. If there was cbserved a pure phase shift introduced
by swapping the order of potential barriers, this would in ply that we live n the Q { at
Iim tofQQM (orthat Q {curvature is negligible at the scale of the experin ent, and perhaps
also In the vicinity of the Earth). Any m ore com plicated observational resul, in particular
the production of qualitatively di erent interferom etric pattems, would In ply the active
presence ofa Q {curvature.

Before m oving on to consider experin ents on correlated few body system s, we m ention
that Peres [[3]in fact suggested three di erent types of experin ents. B esides the experin en—

!Since this article st appeared, this experin ent has been attem pted. W e refer the reader to a
description of the prelin nary resuls in E].



tally realised Interferom etry test described above, he derived a universal relation between
the scattering cross-sections of three coherent sources, taken singly and paimw ise. N um erical
violation ofthis relation would indicate the failure of the com plex description . A dditionally,
he suggested the investigation ofK 3 m eson regeneration by di erent m edia taken singly and
paimw ise. To thebest ofourknow ledge, neither possibility hasbeen taken up by experin ental
ressarchers.

IIT.EXPERIMM ENTS ON MULTIPARTICLE CORRELATED SYSTEM S.

N ote that in the previous discussion, the presence of quatemionic e ects depends upon
the existence of hyper-com plex com ponents In the interaction potentials of a physical sys-
tam . Theoretical analysis of this situation requires the adoption of a particular form for
the quatemionic dynam ics, which in the non-reltivistic Q { at lim it m ight be characterised
by the assum ption ofQQM essentially reducing to CQM 1In potential free regions of space.
R ecently, B rum by, Joshi, and A nderson @] have questioned the need to dem and this inte-
grability of the Q {curvature, instead proposing a di erent class of experin ents.

To this end, consider the variant due to G reenberger et al. {[3] of Bohm s gedankenex—
perim ent test of the E Instein {P odolsky {R osen programm e. T his envisages the preparation
of an entangld four body state

J cusz1= P—E Gt 3+ Jiz J 4
JL Ji Friz Fria); (11)

whose constituents are pem itted to propagate to spacelke separations. W e then carry
out sin ultaneous m easurem ents of a com ponent of spin of each particke (using, say, sets of
Stem {G erlach m agnets) and consider the product ofthese values. The quantum m echanical
expectation value is thus

ot
Egusz fnyg) = h gusz] 1Ny 3] guszii 12)
=1

where n gives the orientation of the J* Stem{G erlach apparatus, and ¢ is the s™ Pauli
m atrix at the position xy of that apparatus (and so isa 2 2, i;,-oom plex m atrix) .

A ssum Ing only that in the nonrelativistic lim it the intrinsic soin of a particle does not
e ect is propagation in free space, Brumby et al. now suggest that this expectation value
w illbe sensitive to the Q {curvature throughout the 2d region whose boundary intersects the
four cbservation points. Hence, geom etric QQM predicts experim ental results unexplain-—
able within the structure of standard CQM . Ourm apr di culy lies in the adoption of a
tensor product of single particle states which adequately handles the noncom m utation of
quatemionic wavefinctions and also pem its us to retum to an equivalent com plex quan-—
tum m echanical system through som e natural lin ing process (Wwe use the tensor product of
quatemionic H ibert m odules developed by H omw itz and Razon []]) . W hile this question re-
m alnsopen, nvestigation ofaltemative structures has suggested com position ofquatemionic

H ibert spaces could be viewed as a Jattice theoretic problem [4].
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Tt is potentially signi cant that we show geometric QQM to agree with CQM in the
case of a two body correlated system , essentially due to the dim ensionality of the space
within which we align our experin ental apparatus, and the natural requirem ent that we
use only relative angles when constructing the operator corresoonding to the sin ultaneous
observation of com ponents of intrinsic soin. This special \hiding" e ect .n two body system s
islost n N 3 body system s, and hints that the apparent lack ofevidence HrQQM m ay
be due to the subtlety of the theory.

E xperim ental Investigations of violations ofthe B ell hequalities have alm ost always used
photons rather than electrons (see ]) . Because photons possess a singke quantum of
angularm om entum , the operator corresponding to a polarisation ler has real com ponents
and QQM hasno opportunity to m anifest itself. T his situation is changed by the use of cir-
cularly polarised photons, in which case the quantum m echanicalprescription for calculating
the expectation values necessarily uses com plex num bers, giving the quatemionic entangled
state a probability distribbution sensitive to a changing i, { eld (hence, not predicted by
CQOM ).Our prediction of quatemionic term s in m ultjparticle correlation experim ents pro-—
vides a further m otivation to the reasons given by G reenberger et al. to undertake such
experin ents.

W ih thistype ofexperin ent, we are probing the structure ofgeom etricQ QM ‘sbundlk of
quatemionic elds over spacetin e (equivalent to detem ining the integrability ofthe aln ost
com plex structure). This raises the possbility that topological defects in the spacetim e
m anifold will have a new way of e ecting the predictions of quantum m echanics in their
vicinity.

W ork is In progress on a quatemionic quantum eld theory which willallow us to begin
to investigate the consequences of the inclusion of such cbfcts P31.
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