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To be honest, for me it still is not clear the following. The author considers the wave
function ¢ for the screen as a whole, so ¢ is the wave function of the screen, not an
atom. The screen has the length L but the wave function has the width Ax (by the way,
as I noted before, in line 111 it should be x > L/N, not x > L). So the impression is that
almost all atoms of the screen are within Ax, right? However, since the screen is not a
liquid, the usual understanding is that its atoms can make only small oscillations. I
think that almost all readers will have this impression. The author has decided not to
explain this point. I think that the role of the referee is only to indicate points which
might be unclear and it is for the author to decide whether the referee remarks are
valuable or not.

Of course, x > L/N (my mistake)

I came back to my old opinion that atoms of the screen shouldn’t be localized anywhere. But
discussion with honoured reviewer helped me to clarify my model of the screen. I rewrite
the end of Discussion (202-206). Now it looks as

“...the wave function of the screen @ in the form (4) corresponds to superposition of @, which
are the eigenfunctions of screen atoms with mass m considered as non-interacting particles
putting in square box with infinite depth. This is very crude model of the screen and its
application may be approved only as first approximation to the problem.

So localization of ® doesn’t need localization of @,

I express my gratitude to reviewer for discussion and apologize for hesitation

Created by: EA Checked by: ME

Approved by: CEO

Version: 1.5 (4™ August, 2012)




