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Abstract

Quantum cognition emerged as an important discipline of mathematical psy-
chology during the last two decades. Using abstract analogies between mental
phenomena and the formal framework of physical quantum theory, quan-
tum cognition demonstrated its ability to resolve several puzzles from cog-
nitive psychology, issued in the bounded rationality research program. Until
now, quantum cognition essentially exploited ideas from projective (Hilbert
space) geometry, such as quantum probability or quantum similarity. How-
ever, many powerful tools provided by physical quantum theory, such as
symmetry groups and their representation theories, particularly local gauge
symmetries and their connection to physical forces, have not been utilized in
the field of quantum cognition research sofar. This is somewhat astonishing
as “mental forces” or “mental energies” appear as important metaphorical
concepts in cognitive science. One particular example is music psychology,
where static or dynamic tonal attraction phenomena are computationally
often modeled in terms of metaphorical forces. Inspired by seminal work
by Guerino Mazzola on the connection between musical forces and symme-
tries in tonal music, our study aims at elucidating and reconciling musical
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forces in the framework of quantum cognition. Based on the fundamental
transposition symmetry of tonal music, as reflected by the circle of fifths,
we develop different wave function descriptions over this underlying tonal
space, governed by a Schrödinger equation containing different interaction
energies. We present quantum models for static and dynamic tonal attrac-
tion and compare them with traditional computational models in musicology.
Our approach turns out to be more parsimonious and of greater explanatory
power than symbolic models of music perception.

Keywords: music psychology, tonal attraction, quantum cognition, tonal
space, harmonic analysis

Highlights.

• Quantum models for tonal attraction are compared with symbolic mod-
els in musicology

• Our approach has a greater explanatory power than symbolic models
of music cognition

• A connection between musical forces and symmetries in tonal music is
established

• Static and dynamic attraction are described as complementary heuristic
perspectives

1. Introduction

When the founding fathers of modern quantum physics, such as Niels
Bohr (1950) or Wolfgang Pauli (1950), speculated about the tentative rele-
vance of their theoretical developments for other areas of science, such as biol-
ogy, psychology, sociology, or philosophy (cf. beim Graben and Atmanspacher
(2009) for discussion), they could hardly imagine that quantum cognition has
nowadays become an important discipline of mathematical psychology with
applications in economics (Khrennikov 2010), decision theory (Busemeyer and Bruza
2012), categorization (Aerts 2009), language (Blutner 2012, beim Graben
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2014), and even music (Chiara et al. 2015, Blutner 2015, beim Graben and Blutner
2017).

Quantum cognition applies the mathematical techniques of Hilbert space
geometry, projective lattices, noncommutative operator algebras, tensor prod-
uct representations, and the resulting calculus of quantum probabilities (von Neumann
1955) as phenomenological instruments for modeling cognitive states and pro-
cesses that seemingly resisted traditional computational modeling, e.g. in
terms of classical probability theory, Bayesian inferences, or Markov chains.
In this way, quantum models have been successfully applied to several para-
doxical findings from bounded rationality research (Pothos and Busemeyer
2013, Busemeyer and Bruza 2012).

However, this does not mean that the brain, or particular neural networks
have to be considered as quantum computers, i.e. as physical machines whose
computation is necessarily described through quantum mechanics at the
molecular or atomar level (Pothos and Busemeyer 2013). Instead, the phe-
nomenological success of quantum cognition approaches to bounded rational-
ity puzzles has recently been grounded by Blutner and beim Graben (2013,
2016) and by Lambert-Mogiliansky and Dubois (2016) on perspectival re-
strictions of the limited human mind. In particular, Blutner and beim Graben
(2016) have shown that complementary heuristic perspectives lead to Hilbert
space projector lattices in a given representation.

The study of Blutner and beim Graben (2016) was, to our knowledge,
the first application of algebraic representation theory to quantum cogni-
tion. However, the mathematical apparatus of quantum theory, as employed
in theoretical physics, presents a much broader array of formal tools, such as
symmetries and symmetry breaking, local gauge invariance and forces, frus-
trated connections and unitarily non-equivalent representations (Haag 1992)
that could be promising for applications in the cognitive domain as well.

In fact there are domains in cognitive science that are algebraically highly
sophisticated. One example is language (Kracht 2003), another one is music
cognition (Balzano 1980, Mazzola 1990, 2002, Mannone and Mazzola 2015).
It is the aim of the present study to apply concepts such as symmetry groups,
representation theory, gauge symmetry, and harmonic analysis to the domain
of tonal attraction in the psychology of music, thereby extending and elabo-
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rating our previous work on quantum approaches to music cognition (Blutner
2015, beim Graben and Blutner 2017).

The term tonal attraction refers to the idea that melodic or voice-leading
pitches tend toward other pitches in greater or lesser degrees, and has been
empirically investigated by means of probe tone experiments (Krumhansl and Shepard
1979, Krumhansl 1979), which can be regarded as priming experiments in mu-
sic psychology: In each trial, a subject is presented with a priming context
(e.g. a scale, a chord, or a cadence) that establishes a tonal key, say, C major,
which is followed by a probe tone randomly chosen from the twelve tones of
the chromatic scale (see Sect. 2.1 for details). Subjects are then asked to
rate the amount of attraction exerted by the priming context upon the probe
tone. Depending on the instruction, one can distinguish between probe tone
experiments on static or dynamic attraction (Parncutt 2011). In the static
attraction paradigm subjects are asked to rate how well the probe tone fits
into the preceding context (Krumhansl and Kessler 1982), while in the dy-
namic attraction paradigm subjects are asked to rate how well the probe tone
completes or resolves the preceding context (Woolhouse 2009). The differ-
ence between these different instructions (Blutner and beim Graben 2016) is
illustrated as follows: In the static attraction experiment a C major context
primes the C major key such that C as a probe tone receives maximal at-
traction, followed by the members of the tonic triad G and E. By contrast,
in the dynamic attraction experiment a C major context primes the F major
key because the triad CEG is the dominant of F major which is resolved by
its tonic triad FAC, making the probe tone F most likely, followed by C and
then A (Woolhouse 2009).

There are essentially two research lines for computational models of tonal
attraction data. The first, psychoacoustic bottom-up models are inspired
by Hermann von Helmholtz’ (1877) attempts on spectral representations
(Milne et al. 2011, 2015, Stolzenburg 2015). The second, cognitive top-
down models go back to Lerdahl and Jackendoff’s (1983) generative the-
ory of tonal music, using hierarchical representations of tonal space (Lerdahl
1988, 1996, Krumhansl and Kessler 1982, Krumhansl and Cuddy 2010). The
former bottom-up models involve “smearing” or coarse-graining of spectral
features. The latter top-down models often refer to metaphorical notions of
musical forces.
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The application of physical metaphors is quite common in theories of
music. The basic assumption seems to be that our experience of musical
motion is in terms of our experience of physical motion and their underlying
forces. For example, Schönberg speaks about musical forces when he explains
the resolution of chords in cadences where the tonic attracts the dominant
(Schönberg 1978, p. 58). In addition, Larson and van Handel (2005) and,
more recently, Larson (2012) proposed three musical forces that generate
melodic completions. These forces are called gravity, inertia, and magnetism,
respectively:

Musical gravity is the tendency (attributed by a listener) of a note
(heard as ‘above a stable platform’) to descend (to that platform)
[...]. Musical magnetism is the tendency (attributed by a listener)
of an unstable note to move to the closest stable pitch, a tendency
that grows stronger as we get closer to that goal. [...] Musical
inertia is the tendency (attributed by a listener) of a pattern of
motion to continue in the same fashion, where the meaning of
‘same’ depends on how that pattern is represented in musical
memory. (Larson and van Handel 2005)

These forces should be regarded as conceptual metaphors in the sense of
Lakoff and Johnson (1980). They structure our musical cognition in analogy
with falling, inert and attracting physical bodies. Physical forces are rep-
resented in our naive common sense physics or folk physics. Analogously,
musical forces cause musical dynamics in the naive sense, that the impact of
gravity yields to either ascending or descending melodic lines, depending on
the position of a gravitation center. Magnetism should be as larger as closer
a currently played tone is to a neighboring force center. And inertia refers to
the observation that an already ascending or descending melody will remain
ascending or descending in the sequel.

It goes without noting that naive physics (folk physics) and modern
physics are completely different systems. Folk physics describes the per-
ception of physical motion and physical forces by untrained human. In mod-
ern physics, however, forces are closely related to symmetry and symmetry
breaking. According to a famous theorem of Emmy Noether, any (contin-
uous) symmetry is accompanied with a conservation law. Conservation of
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momentum (i.e. the product of a particle’s mass with its velocity), e.g., as
expressed by Newton’s first law, is related to the homogeneity of space: if
it is not possible to highlight a distinguished point in space, then momen-
tum does not change in the course of time. By contrast, the presence of a
force center as a distinguished point breaks the homogeneity of space and
momentum evolves according to Newton’s third dynamical law: the particle
is either attracted or repelled by the force center, resulting in positive or
negative acceleration, respectively.

However, although forces are related to symmetry breakings, they obey
a much deeper kind of symmetry, called local gauge symmetry in quantum
field theory. There, matter is described by a wave function (governed by a
Schrödinger or Dirac equation) and forces result from the coupling of the
wave function with interaction fields. Locally gauging these interactions by
the calibration of measurement devices is compensated by an unobservable
phase shift of the matter’s wave function. Therefore, it is always possible to
make forces locally vanishing by means of a local gauge transformation. A
nice example for such a gauge symmetry is provided by Einstein’s general rel-
ativity theory where gravity vanishes in a free-falling reference system which
is described by rulers and clocks whose calibration depends on space and
time. In quantum field theory, matter wave functions and interaction fields
are quantized, resulting into the exchange of virtual interaction particles that
mediate the exertion of forces as local gauge transformations.

In contrast to Larson’s (2012) metaphorical usage of musical forces, Mazzola
(1990, 2002) provides a quite different analogy between music theory and
modern (non-folk) physics. Mazzola was probably the first who saw the
close analogy between physics and music in connection with the existence of
symmetries. In music, especially for the domain of modulation:

As force of transformation acts the instrument of modulation.
The localization of “particles” is realized by means of the ca-
dence of modulation. This kind of description is not unfamiliar
to musicology: Schönberg, Uhde, and many others speak in a
vague sense about forces between musical structures in order to
explain musical changes in a comprehensible way. (Mazzola 1990,
p. 200; our translation)
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In order to codify Schönberg’s (1978) modulation theory, Mazzola (1990)
invented the “modulation quantum” as a set of chords mediating musical
transposition from one key into another key as a symmetry operation through
exchange during cadences. Although we do not consider the domain of mod-
ulation in the present study, Mazzola’s insights are of highest importance
for our work. As the central problem of our investigation we investigate the
issue of tonal attraction. Our conception sees a close relationship between
the phenomenon of tonal attraction and the existence of tonal forces. We
therefore elucidate and reconcile musical forces in the framework of quantum
cognition approaches which thereby leads to a precise and non-metaphorical
understanding of musical forces.

The paper is structured as follows: In the next section 2 we present,
after a brief recapitulation of the essential concepts of music theory, two
tonal attraction experiments of Krumhansl and Kessler (1982) on static at-
traction and of Woolhouse (2009) on dynamic attraction. Section 3 reports
our theory for modeling these results. For the static attraction data we
first review the influential hierarchical models of tonal space (Lerdahl 1988,
1996, Krumhansl and Kessler 1982, Krumhansl and Cuddy 2010). Second,
we present two quantum models based on the essential symmetries of the
chromatic octave and its representation theory investigated in harmonic anal-
ysis. Also for the dynamic attraction data, we first review one particu-
lar model of tonal space, the interval cycle model of Woolhouse (2009) and
Woolhouse and Cross (2010). Guided by this approach we subsequently de-
velop our quantum model for dynamical attraction analogous to the static
case. The following section 4 presents the results of our quantum models and
of the canonical models for comparison. The paper closes with a discussion
and a short conclusion of our main findings.

2. Material and methods

As this study is devoted to symmetries in quantum models of static and
dynamic tonal attraction, we first give a brief introduction into mathematical
musicology (Balzano 1980, Mazzola 1990, 2002, Mazzola et al. 2016).
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2.1. Elements of music

It is well known since Hermann von Helmholtz’ (1877) groundbreaking
studies that the human auditory system cannot distinguish between acoustic
stimuli with pitch frequencies f0, f1 when their frequency ratios are separated
by one octave: f1/f0 = 2. Hence octave equivalence induces an equivalence
relation of acoustic stimuli into pitch classes, or chroma (Parncutt 2011)
which circularly repeat throughout different octaves. Western music (among
that of many other cultures) divides this continuous pitch class circle into
twelve distinguished tones, or degrees, comprising the chromatic scale de-
picted in Tab. 1.

interval j 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
tone C C♯ D E♭ E F F♯ G A♭ A B♭ B C’

Table 1: Pitch classes as chromatic scale degrees.

Only a subset of seven tones that are arranged in a particular order of
full-tone (major second) and semitone (minor second) steps comprise the
diatonic scales of tonal music. For the key of C major, these are the seven
tones in ascending order C, D, E, F, G, A, B, C’, namely the white keys of
a piano keyboard with C’ closing the octave. The tonic C is regarded as the
most stable note. The same tones arranged after cyclic permutation, A, B,
C, D, E, F, G, A’, entail the relative minor scale of (natural) A minor with
tonic A.

Figure 1(a) presents the chroma circle (Krumhansl 1979) consisting of the
twelve circularly repeating pitch classes of the chromatic scale together with
the C major scale degrees depicted as open bullets. The tonic C is indicated
by j = 0. The relative A minor scale is obtained by rotating all tones 3
semitone steps (i.e. a minor third) in clockwise direction, thus assigning A
to j = 0. The particular order: 2, 2, 1, 2, 2, 2, 1 of major second (2 steps)
and minor second (1 step) intervals characterizes the major scale mode, while
(natural) A minor is characterized by the interval order 2, 1, 2, 2, 1, 2, 2,
as every other minor scale mode, too. Hence, the parallel minor scale of C
major is (natural) C minor, comprising C, D, E♭, F, G, A♭, B♭, C’ with tonic
C.
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Figure 1: Tonal spaces of Western music. (a) Chroma circle of C major scale. (b) Circle
of fifths. Open bullets indicate scale (diatonic) tones; closed bullets denote non-scale
(chromatic) tones.

The chroma circle Fig. 1(a) exhibits the geometric symmetry of a do-
decagon, corresponding to the cyclic group of integer cosets modulo twelve,
Z12 (Balzano 1980, Mazzola et al. 2016), that is generated by the semitone
step g ∈ Z12 through its powers g, g2, g3, . . . , g11, g12 with g12 = e as the
neutral element of the group. Hence, the inverse of an element gk is given
as g12−k with g6 as its own inverse, i.e. g6 is nilpotent. The application
of the generator g ∈ Z12 to the chroma circle corresponds to a clockwise
transposition by one semitone in Fig. 1(a).

The cyclic group Z12 does not only possess the fundamental generator g.
Yet all (integer) powers of g that are relatively prime with the group order n =
12 are generators as well. Therefore, we obtain all generators of Z12 as G12 =
{g, g5, g7, g11}. As g corresponds to one semitone step in clockwise direction
around the chroma circle, its inverse g11 = g12−1 denotes one semitone step
in counterclockwise direction. Similarly, g7 in clockwise direction is inverse
to g5 in counterclockwise direction. Iterating the generator g7 in clockwise
direction to Fig. 1(a), i.e. by applying powers of (g7)m to the tonic, yields
the important circle of fifths, shown in Fig. 1(b), where all diatonic tones are
accumulated in a connected set (Balzano 1980). With the tonic of C major
in position j = 0, its dominant G is in position j = 1, and its subdominant
F is in position j = 11.
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The crucial symmetry in tonal music is transposition invariance: A melody
does not significantly alter its character, when played in a different key.
Transposition from one key into another one is carried out by rotations along
the circle of fifths. Rotating all tones one step in clockwise direction, assigns
j = 0 to F which thereby becomes the tonic of F major with dominant j = 1
at C and subdominant j = 11 at B♭. Correspondingly, G major is obtained
by a counterclockwise rotation by one step with tonic G (j = 0), dominant
D (j = 1), and subdominant C (j = 11).

These are only a few examples for symmetries of the chroma circle. Oth-
ers are the dichotomy between consonances and dissonances (Mazzola et al.
2016), or the emergence of the third torus as the direct group product
Z12 = Z3 × Z4 (Balzano 1980, Mazzola et al. 2016) which is crucial for the
canonical construction of chords in harmony theory (Schönberg 1978). This
decomposition maps both, the chroma circle and the circle of fifths onto a
torus, generated by a minor third (3 steps) in one direction and a major
third (4 steps) in the orthogonal direction. Starting with C and going 4
steps, yields E, from where one arrives at G after 3 orthogonal steps, thus
forming the C major triad CEG. Iterating first 3 and then 4 steps, instead,
entails the C minor triad CE♭G. Likewise, the F major triad is comprised by
its tonic F, its major third, A, and the minor third C of A. For G major, one
obtains correspondingly GBD.

2.2. Static tonal attraction

In a celebrated probe tone experiment on static tonal attraction, Krumhansl and Kessler
(1982) asked musically experienced listeners to rate how well, on a seven point
scale, each note of the chromatic octave fitted with a preceding context,
which consisted of short musical sequences, such as ascending scales, chords,
or cadences, in major or minor keys. All stimuli were prepared as artificial
Shepard tones (Krumhansl and Kessler 1982, Woolhouse 2009, Milne et al.
2015), i.e. superpositions of pure sinusoids over five octaves with Gaussian
amplitude envelopes.

The empirical results of Krumhansl and Kessler (1982) are replicated in
Fig. 2 as dotted curves connecting open and closed bullets. The probe tones
are given as physical pitch frequencies (in Hz) at the x-axis. The subjective
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attraction ratings AKK(x) are plotted at the y-axis. Figure 2(a) shows the
results for the C major context, and 2(b) for the C minor context. The
results of this experiment clearly show a kind of hierarchy: all diatonic scale
tones (open bullets) received higher ratings than the chromatic nonscale tones
(closed bullets). Moreover, in both modes, C major and C minor, the tonic
C is mostly attractive, followed by the fifth, G and the third E for C major
[2(a)] and by the third E♭ and then the fifth G for C minor [2(b)].

(a) (b)

Figure 2: Static tonal attraction. Dotted with bullets: rating data AKK(x) of
Krumhansl and Kessler (1982) against physical pitch frequency f in Hz, solid: Predic-
tions from the hierarchical model [Eq. (1)]. The labels A – E at the right hand side
indicate the labels of the hierarchical model [Tab. 2]. (a) For C major context. (b) For C
minor context. Open bullets indicate scale (diatonic) tones; closed bullets denote non-scale
(chromatic) tones, for the respective scale.

Carrying out a multiscale analysis of their behavioral data, Krumhansl and Kessler
(1982) recovered a geometric representation of keys akin to the third torus,
thereby supporting the hierarchical models of tonal space as discussed in Sect.
3.1.1 (Lerdahl 1988, 1996, Krumhansl and Kessler 1982, Krumhansl and Cuddy
2010). We additionally present the predictions of the hierarchical model as
the solid curves together with the labels of its levels in Fig. 2.

2.3. Dynamic tonal attraction

Using five different chords, also consisting of Shepard tones, the C ma-
jor triad CEG, the C minor triad CE♭G, the dominant seventh CEGB♭, a
French sixth CEG♭B♭, and a half-diminished seventh CE♭G♭B♭, as contexts,
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Woolhouse (2009) conducted a dynamic attraction probe tone experiment,
asking listeners, how well a chromatic probe tone was melodically completing
or harmonically resolving the priming context.

The results of this study are replicated in Sect. 4.2, Fig. 10 for four
contexts only.1 The dotted curves connecting open and closed bullets present
the original results of the Woolhouse (2009) experiment, where probe tones
are arranged along the circle of fifths [Fig. 1(b)] as real numbers x = jπ/6
(j ∈ Z12, with C(0) ∼= C’(12) one octave higher) at the x-axis.

Figure 10(a) displays the results for the C major priming context. The
highest rated tone is F which is consistent with the interpretation of the
priming C major triad as the dominant of F major that resolves in the F
major triad FAC. Another plausible interpretation of the prime would be
the subdominant of G major, thus predicting higher likelihood of probe tone
G. Similar results could be expected for the C minor context shown in Fig.
10(b). In fact, F receives a relatively large rating, however, outperformed by
A♭. The data for the French sixth presented in Fig. 10(c) give highest ratings
for F and B and lowest ratings for D and A♭. Finally, the half-diminished
seventh is most likely resolved by F, C♯ and B.

3. Theory

In this section we develop our quantum models of static and dynamic
tonal attraction, based on the fundamental musical transposition symmetry.

3.1. Static tonal attraction

Before we enter into the derivation of two possible quantum models for
static tonal attraction, we briefly review the influential symbolic model based
on the generative theory of tonal music (Lerdahl and Jackendoff 1983).

1 We deliberately omit the results for the dominant seventh context here for the sake
of condensed presentation.
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3.1.1. Hierarchical model

The hierarchical model of Lerdahl (1988, 1996), Krumhansl and Kessler
(1982), and Krumhansl and Cuddy (2010), depicted in Tab. 2, comprises
five levels of symbolic significance.

A: octave C C’
B: fifths C G C’
C: triadic C E G C’
D: diatonic C D E F G A B C’
E: chromatic C C♯ D E♭ E F F♯ G A♭ A B♭ B C’

Table 2: Hierarchical model of static tonal attraction for C major context after Lerdahl
(1996, 2015).

At the lowest, chromatic level E, all 12 tones of the chromatic octave are
included. At the next, the diatonic level D, only the diatonic scale degrees
are represented. One level higher, at the triadic level C, the three tones
composing the triad according to major and minor third steps along the third
torus are present. Again, one level higher, only tonic and fifths comprise the
fifths level B. At the highest octave level A, eventually only the tonic prevails.
The levels A – E are indicated in Fig. 2 as four shades of grey.

For each chromatic scale degree that serves as probe tone in the Krumhansl and Kessler
(1982) experiment, one simply counts the number of degrees that are com-
monly shared across levels A to D (omitting level E that is common for all
tones). The resulting number, s(j), for probe tone j ∈ Z12 entails a normal-
ized predictor

p(j) =
s(j)

∑

j s(j)
(1)

that is rescaled and plotted in Fig. 2 above as solid lines and correlated with
the Krumhansl and Kessler (1982) data in Tab. 5 in Sect. 4.1.2

2 For C minor we use the so-called natural minor scale which is obtained from the
transposition of C major along the circle of fifths. There are two other minor scales, called
harmonic and melodic minor which differ from natural minor in additional one or two
semitone steps in ascending or descending lines.
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The predicted “force field” exerted by the tonic triad CEG for the C
major key is illustrated in Fig. 3 according to Ball (2010).

C C

E G

D F A B

C


E F


B

Figure 3: Hypothetical tonal attraction force field (modified from Ball (2010)). The tones
of the tonic triad in are indicated as grey circles.

Figure 3 represents the hierarchical model in that octave level A is placed
at the bottom, followed by the triadic level C (though omitting the fifth
level B), then followed by the diatonic level D and eventually closed by the
chromatic level E, representing the black keys of the piano keyboard, at the
topmost place in the figure. This representation clearly indicates that the
tonic C acts as a kind of “gravity center”, pulling down, more or less directly,
all other tones of the diatonic scale. Moreover, the tones at level C, i.e. E
and G, can be interpreted as “saddles” as they exhibit attracting (stable)
and repelling (unstable) directions in tonal space. The major third, E, e.g.
attracts D, E♭ and F along its “stable manifold” and is repelled towards C
along its “unstable manifold”. The remaining scale tones D, F, A, and B
at level D are even more unstable as they possess one (F, B) or two (D, A)
stable and always two unstable directions. Finally, the chromatic nonscale
tones at level E appear as unstable equilibria as they only have repelling
directions. We compare the force field of Fig. 3 with the outcome of our
quantum models in Sect. 4.
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3.1.2. Free model

A more instructive representation of the Krumhansl and Kessler (1982)
data can be obtained by plotting the ratings AKK(x) along the circle of fifths.
This is done in Sect. 4.1, Fig. 6. Here, the probe tones are represented as
real numbers x = jπ/6 (j ∈ Z12, with C(0) ∼= C’(12) one octave higher)
at the x-axis corresponding to the radian angles at the circle of fifths [Fig.
1(b)]. The subjective attraction ratings AKK(x) are plotted at the y-axis.
Figure 6(a) shows the results for the C major context, and 6(b) for the C
minor context.

The reordered rating profiles in Fig. 6 now exhibit some kind of period-
icity: probe tones that are close to the tonic C (x = 0) at the circle of fifths
receive higher attraction values than tones that are close to the tritone F♯
(x = π). Therefore, the tritone F♯ may be seen as “orthogonal” to the tonic
C in an appropriately chosen metric (cf. Mannone and Compagno (2013),
Mannone and Mazzola (2015) for alternative similarity assessments in musi-
cology). A suitable choice is therefore given as cosine similarity between the
tonic context 0 and a probe tone x,

p(x) = cos2
x

2
. (2)

Cosine similarity is closely related to quantum similarity (Pothos et al. 2013,
Pothos and Trueblood 2015) in the the framework of quantum cognition
models (Busemeyer and Bruza 2012, Pothos and Busemeyer 2013, Blutner and beim Graben
2016). Therefore, we express the attraction value p(x) through a continu-
ous “wave function” ψ(x) upon the circle of fifths. This is essentially the
continuum of the unit circle S1 = R/2πZ. A chromatic tone is then given
through its radian angle x = jπ/6 as a spatial site of the unit circle where
j ∈ Z12 indicates the pitch class at the circle of fifths, constituting the “tonal
configuration space” of our quantum model. This leads to our free model for
the tonic wave function

ψ(x) =
1√
π
cos

x

2
, (3)

solving a “free-particle” Schrödinger equation

− ψ′′(x)− 1

4
ψ(x) = 0 (4)

for energy eigenvalue E = 1/4.
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The quantum similarity function (2) for an arbitrary context tone a is ob-
tained by applying a transposition operator Ta to the tonic context 0 through

ψa(x) = Taψ(x) = ψ(x− a) (5)

for the amount a rotating along the circle of fifths in clockwise direction. Note
that the subscript a of Ta must be regarded as an element of the transposi-
tion symmetry group Z12, while a in the wave function’s argument becomes
an element of the configuration space S1. Thus, we have to consider the
representation theory of the musical transposition symmetry on the Hilbert
space of wave functions over the configuration space. Such representations
are subject of the mathematical discipline of harmonic analysis. For admis-
sible musical transpositions, the lag a is taken from the cyclic group Z12.
However, in the general framework of harmonic analysis it is more appropri-
ate to consider continuous transposition symmetry, described by the circle
group U(1) here.

Applying the transposition operator to the tonic wave function (3), we
obtain

ψa(x) =
1√
π
cos

x− a

2
(6)

which can be expanded by virtue of the trigonometric addition theorems:

ψa(x) =
1√
π
cos

x− a

2

=
1√
π
cos

a

2
cos

x

2
+

1√
π
sin

a

2
sin

x

2

=
1√
π
cos

a

2
cos

x

2
+

1√
π
sin

a

2
cos

x− π

2

= cos
a

2
ψ0(x) + sin

a

2
ψπ(x) .

Hence any transposed state becomes a linear combination of two basic context
states, the tonic (C) ψ0, and the orthogonal tritone (F♯) ψπ. The underly-
ing Hilbert space is therefore two-dimensional which proves the equivalence
of our free quantum model with the earlier qubit model of Blutner (2015).
Moreover, the transposition operator Ta becomes hence represented as a uni-
tary operator in Hilbert space.
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The family {ψ0, ψπ} constitutes an orthonormal basis with respect to the
wave function scalar product

〈ψy|ψa〉 =
∫ 2π

0

ψy(x)
∗ψa(x) dx (7)

where complex conjugation can be essentially neglected in the present case.
Inserting the respective transposed wave functions yields

〈ψy|ψa〉 =
〈

cos
y

2
ψ0 + sin

y

2
ψπ

∣

∣

∣
cos

a

2
ψ0 + sin

a

2
ψπ

〉

= cos
y

2
cos

a

2
〈ψ0|ψ0〉+ cos

y

2
sin

a

2
〈ψ0|ψπ〉+ sin

y

2
cos

a

2
〈ψπ|ψ0〉+ sin

y

2
sin

a

2
〈ψπ|ψπ〉

= cos
y

2
cos

a

2
+ sin

y

2
sin

a

2

= cos
y − a

2

which is, up to a scaling factor,

〈ψy|ψa〉 =
√
πψ(y − a) , (8)

the original wave function for the interval between probe tone y and context
tone a. Therefore, we can use the (scaled) quantum probability density

p(x) = |ψ(x)|2 = ψ(x)∗ψ(x) (9)

for a given interval as a measure of tonal attraction p(y − a).

Sofar, our wave functions yield static tonal attraction values through the
projection (8) of a probe tone state onto a context tone state. In order to
describe chord contexts, Woolhouse (2009), Woolhouse and Cross (2010) and
Blutner (2015) suggested either to sum or to average the attraction profiles
of individual pairs of tones over all pairings. For a context of two tones a, b
this Woolhouse conjecture yields

pab(x) = |ψab(x)|2 =
1

2

(

|ψa(x)|2 + |ψb(x)|2
)

, (10)

in analogy to the density matrix formalism of statistical quantum mechanics
(cf. Mannone (2018) for a related account in musicology). For an arbitrary
number N of equally weighted context tones in a chord, we get

pC(x) =
1

N

N
∑

i=1

|ψai(x)|2 =
1

N

N
∑

i=1

|ψ(x− ai)|2 (11)
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with context C = {ai ∈ S1|i = 1, . . . , N}. When context tones are to be
considered as differently weighted, we introduce weight factors ρ(ai) (Mazzola
2002) and obtain a discrete convolution

pC(x) =
N
∑

i=1

ρ(ai)p(x− ai) (12)

with kernel p(x) = |ψ(x)|2.

3.1.3. Deformation model

The data of the Krumhansl and Kessler (1982) experiment as shown in
Sect. 4.1, Fig. 6 and their spatial reconstruction through our free quantum
model in Sect. 3.1.2 demonstrate that music cognition is based on geomet-
rically represented tonal space (Lerdahl 1988, Krumhansl and Kessler 1982,
Janata 2007). In the subsequent section, we show how another quantum
cognition model leads in a very natural and parsimonious way to a repre-
sentation theory of tonal space with superior explanatory power than the
hierarchical model discussed in Sect. 3.1.1.

To this aim, we introduce a suitable deformation of the distances along
the circle of fifths by making the ansatz

ψ(x) = A cos(γ(x)) (13)

for the stationary wave function where γ(x) is a spatial deformation function
and A a normalization constant.

Before we derive the particular deformation for the Krumhansl and Kessler
(1982) data, it is instructive to consider the generic case of an arbitrary de-
formation function γ(x). Differentiating (13) twice and eliminating trigono-
metric terms, we obtain the differential equation

− ψ′′(x) +
γ′′(x)

γ′(x)
ψ′(x)− γ′(x)2ψ(x) = 0 (14)

which we compare with the stationary Schrödinger equation Hψ(x) = Eψ(x)
for the energy eigenvalue E. With

H = T +M + U (15)
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this comparison yields the following operators: The first term T is the oper-
ator of inertia, or, kinetic energy

T = − ∂2

∂x2
. (16)

The second term could be interpreted as magnetic interaction energy which
involves the gradient of the wave function

M =
γ′′(x)

γ′(x)

∂

∂x
. (17)

The ratio γ′′(x)/γ′(x) plays here the role of the magnetic vector potential.3

Finally, the last term, which is simply a scalar multiplication operator, re-
ceives its usual interpretation as potential energy

U = E − γ′(x)2 (18)

which might be seen as gravitational potential. In an earlier study, we have
developed a local gauge theory of these forces (beim Graben and Blutner
2017).

In order to interpret the constant E, we connect our results to the free
model of Sect. 3.1.2, for which M = 0 and U = 0 must hold, i.e. neither
magnetic nor gravitational forces are exerted on the “free particle”. First,
M = 0 implies

γ′′(x) = 0

γ′(x) = a1

γ(x) = a0 + a1x

where the integration constants must obey the interpolation equations

γ(0) = 0

γ(π) =
π

2
,

yielding a0 = 0 and a1 = 1/2, thereby rendering the free model above.
Second, U = E − γ′(x)2 = 0 for all x ∈ S1 implies

E = γ′(0)2 (19)

3 After electrodynamic Coulomb gauge.
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in particular. Hence, E = a21 = 1/4 in agreement with the free Schrödinger
equation (4).

Now we are prepared to develop the deformation model for the Krumhansl and Kessler
(1982) data. First, we observe that the empirical data AKK should obey a
scaling law

AKK(x) = ap(x) + b . (20)

Inserting scaling constants a = Amax −Amin, b = Amin, where Amin and Amax

are the smallest and largest data values, and Eq. (13), and subsequently
solving for γ yields

γ(x) = arccos

√

AKK(x)−Amin

Amax − Amin

. (21)

When we transform the C major data according to (21) we obtain γ(x)
as the dotted curve in Fig. 4(a) resembling a buckled parabola (though
neglecting the peak at E). Thus, we guess that the transformed data is most
parsimoniously described through a symmetric polynomial of fourth order

γ(x) = a0 + a4(x− π)4 , (22)

because a simple quadratic parabola γ(x) = a0 + a4(x− π)2 could not repro-
duce the buckle in the transformed data set.
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Figure 4: Optimal deformation of the cosine similarity profile for static tonal attraction.
(a) Transformed Krumhansl and Kessler (1982) data [Eq. (21)] (dotted) against radian
angles at the circle of fifths and deformation function (23) (solid). (b) Rating data AKK(x)
of Krumhansl and Kessler (1982) (dotted) and quantum probability kernel Eq. (9) (solid).
Both for C major context.
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The two parameters a0, a4 are necessarily obtained from two interpolation
equations

γ(0) = 0

γ(π) =
π

2
,

i.e. the tonic should not be deformed while the tritone receives maximal
deformation, as reflected by Fig. 4(a). Note that we do not perform a
least-square fit for the parameters by minimizing some error functional. The
parameters are fixed by the constraint that the deformation function should
vanish at C and assume a maximum at F♯. This leads to the parsimonious
parameter-free model4

γ(x) =
π

2
− (x− π)4

2π3
. (23)

We plot the original Krumhansl and Kessler (1982) data and the quantum
probability density kernel (9) of the deformation model (13) in Fig. 4(b).

The Schrödinger equation of the deformation model obeys conservation
of energy, as unveiled by multiplication with the adjoint solution ψ∗ from the
left. Introducing energy densities

T (x) = −ψ(x)∗ψ′′(x) (24)

M(x) = ψ(x)∗
γ′′(x)

γ′(x)
ψ′(x) (25)

U(x) = ψ(x)∗(E − γ′(x)2)ψ(x) (26)

yields
T (x) +M(x) + U(x) = Eψ(x)∗ψ(x) = Ep(x)

with p(x) = |ψ(x)|2 the resulting probability distribution. Interestingly, this
distribution describes the original Krumhansl and Kessler (1982) data which
therefore receive a straightforward interpretation as total energy density of
tonal attraction.

4 The only “free parameter” of our model is, in some sense, the greatest exponent of
the deformation polynomial γ(x), resulting from an informed guess of its order.
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Given the potential energy densities M(x) and U(x), we compute the
corresponding forces as their negative gradients

FM(x) = −M ′(x) (27)

FU(x) = −U ′(x) (28)

and also the resultant
F (x) = FM(x) + FU (x) (29)

for a “bounded particle” with E = 0.

3.2. Dynamic tonal attraction

In this subsection we develop a quantum model based on a deformation
of cosine similarity along the circle of fifths for the dynamic tonal attraction
experiment of Woolhouse (2009). This model is motivated by Woolhouse’
(2009, 2010) interval cycle proximity measure that shall be described in the
next Sect. 3.2.1.

3.2.1. Interval cycle model

In recent research, Woolhouse (2009), Woolhouse and Cross (2010), and
Woolhouse (2012) have proposed to explain dynamic tonal attraction in terms
of interval cycles. The basic idea is that the dynamic attraction between two
pitches is proportional to the number of times the interval spanned by the two
pitches must be multiplied by itself to produce some whole number of octaves.
Assuming twelve-tone equal temperament, the interval-cycle proximity (ICP)
of an interval j ∈ Z12 can be defined as the smallest positive number n such
that the product with the interval length (i.e. the number of semitone steps
spanned by the interval) is a multiple of twelve (i.e. the maximal interval
length). More formally, let j ∈ Z12 be an interval on the chroma circle. The
ICP n = icp(j) is defined as the smallest integer n ∈ N, such that

nj = 0 mod 12 (30)

i.e. for a given j one looks for the actually smallest m ∈ N such that nj =
12m, which which eventually gives

icp(j) =
12m

j
. (31)
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The following Tab. 3 lists the interval-cycle proximities for all intervals
spanned by a given length. For example, one can see that the ICP of the
tritone (j = 6) is 2 and the ICP of the fifth (j = 7) is 12. This has the
plausible consequence that, relative to a root tone, the fifth has higher tonal
attraction than the tritone.

interval j 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
icp(j) 1 12 6 4 3 12 2 12 3 4 6 12 1

Table 3: Interval cycle proximity (ICP) on chroma circle.

Two particular values of ICP are worth to be mentioned. Relative to
the root, the semitone step (the minor second) receives the highest possi-
ble icp(1) = 12, while the full-tone step (the major second) assumes its
half, icp(2) = 6. This fundamental relation, preferring small intervals in
melodic dynamics against larger transitions is substantial for Western mu-
sic (Curtis and Bharucha 2009, Krumhansl et al. 2000, Narmour 1992) and
should be maintained in any alternative proposal to the IC model, such as
in our quantum model below.

ICP exhibits two interesting symmetries. First, it is obviously invariant
under reflection against the tritone j = 6, therefore icp(j) = icp(12 − j).
Second, it is invariant under the transition from the chroma circle to the
circle of fifths and vice versa (Woolhouse and Cross 2010): icp(j) = icp(7j
mod 12). As a consequence, ICP assigns the highest value 12 to the minor
second (j = 1) and to the forth (j = 5). We may thus represent our wave
functions alternatively either at the chroma circle, or at the circle of fifths.
ICP are plotted along the chroma circle in Fig. 5(b) as the dotted curve.

3.2.2. Deformation model

In order to construct a quantum deformation model of the dynamic tonal
attraction data of Woolhouse (2009) we try to interpolate another symmetric
fourth-order polynomial

γ(x) = a0 + a2(x− π)2 + a4(x− π)4 (32)
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to the transformed and rescaled ICP (cf. Eq. (21))

γ(x) = arccos

√

icp(x)− 1

11
. (33)

Equation (33) is ambiguous with respect to the sign of the square root.
Taking only the positive square root of ICP into account, involves zeros of
γ(x) with multiplicities larger than one, thereby generating a highly fluc-
tuating function which prevents interpolation by a fourth-order polynomial.
Thus, we avoid this ambiguity by a smoothing function σ(j) tabulated in
Tab. 4.

interval j 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
σ(j) -1 1 1 1 1 1 -1 1 1 1 1 1 -1

Table 4: Smoothing function σ forcing simple zeros of the ICP deformation.

The smoothing function σ assigns negative values to the unison (j = 0),
to the tritone (j = 6) and to the octave (j = 12) and positive values to all
other intervals. Consequently, the zeros of γ(x) at the minor second (j = 1)
and the forth (j = 5) become simple zeros, with positive slope for j = 1 and
negative slope for (j = 5), such that the graph of γ traverses the x-axis, thus
reducing the complexity of the interpolation. For the values tabulated in
Tab. 4, γ(x) can be interpolated with a symmetric fourth-order polynomial.
Figure 5(a) shows the resulting function γ(x)/σ(x) in black.
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Figure 5: Optimal deformation of the cosine similarity profile for dynamic tonal attraction.
(a) Transformed ICP data (33) along the chroma circle (dotted), deformation function (34)
(solid). (b) ICP (dotted) and quantum deformation model (solid).
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Instead of rigorously modeling the interval cycle model, we use it more
as a guideline for our quantum model. Therefore, our model should at least
share three important features with ICP: It should prefer small intervals
j = 1, 2 and it should respect the symmetries of ICP. This choice already
fixes two intervals for our interpolation, namely the zeros of the transformed
ICP γ at j = 1, 5, where the cosine similarity function (13) should not be
deformed at all. For the third interpolation point, we select as in Sect. 3.1.3
the tritone at j = 6 as the symmetry center. Then, the three parameters
a0, a2, a4 are necessarily (without any fit) obtained from three interpolation
equations

γ
(π

6

)

= 0

γ

(

5π

6

)

= 0

γ(π) = − arccos 11−
1

2 .

The result is the parsimonious parameter-free model

γ(x) = − arccos 11−
1

2 +
936 arccos 11−

1

2

25π2
(x− π)2 − 1296 arccos 11−

1

2

25π4
(x− π)4

(34)

We plot the original ICP (31) and the quantum probability density (9)
of the deformation model (34) Fig. 5(b). Apparently, the kernel resulting
from (34) displays some fluctuations over the chroma circle. Interestingly,
although the deformation was interpolated only at three intervals C♯, F and
F♯ in Fig. 5(a), the resulting attraction profile agrees with ICP also at
intervals C and D which is crucial for predicting the ratings of unison and
major second intervals. However, or interpolation substantially deviates from
ICP at minor and major thirds E♭ and E.

Based on the deformation polynomial (34) we also calculate the force
densities of dynamic tonal attraction as done for the static case in Eqs. (27
– 29). We evaluate these forces at the chromatic scale degrees over the circle
of fifths.
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4. Results

This section summarizes the results of our quantum models for tonal
attraction which will be compared with traditional models of Lerdahl (1988,
1996), Krumhansl and Kessler (1982) for the static and Woolhouse (2009),
Woolhouse and Cross (2010) for the dynamic attraction data.

4.1. Static tonal attraction

Computing the quantum probabilities (9) for the free model gives the
results in Fig. 6. Figure 6(a) shows the agreement of the rescaled quan-
tum probability densities with the Krumhansl and Kessler (1982) data for C
major, and Fig. 6(b) for C minor. The dotted curves display the results of
the Krumhansl and Kessler (1982) experiment, arranged along the circle of
fifths. The dashed curves show the quantum probability density p(x) for the
tonic context C, i.e. the kernel function (9), obtained from the free pure state
wave function ψ(x) [Eq. (3)]. Convolving p(x) over the major triad context
CEG (a) and the minor triad context CE♭G (b) gives the solid curves for the
density matrix models pC(x) [Eq. (12)].

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
probe tone / rad

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

ra
tin

g

C G D A E B F# C# Ab Eb Bb F C'

(a)

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
probe tone / rad

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

ra
tin

g

C G D A E B F# C# Ab Eb Bb F C'

(b)

Figure 6: Free quantum model (cosine similarity model) for static tonal attraction. Dotted
with bullets: rating data AKK(x) of Krumhansl and Kessler (1982) against radian angles
at the circle of fifths, dashed: pure state model p(x) [Eq. (9)], solid: mixed state model
pC(x) [Eq. (12)]. (a) For C major context. (b) For C minor context. Open bullets indicate
scale (diatonic) tones; closed bullets denote non-scale (chromatic) tones.

In Fig. 7 we present the results of modeling the Krumhansl and Kessler
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(1982) data (dotted) with the quantum deformation approach [Eqs. (13),
(23)]. Computing the pure state quantum probabilities (9) for the tonic C
context model gives the dashed curves. The solid curves pC(x) are obtained
from convolutions of p(x) over the major triad context CEG (a) and the
minor triad context CE♭G (b) [Eq. (12)].
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Figure 7: Quantum deformation model for static tonal attraction. Dotted with bullets:
rating data AKK(x) of Krumhansl and Kessler (1982) against radian angles at the circle of
fifths, dashed: pure state model p(x) [Eq. (9)], solid: mixed state model pC(x) [Eq. (12)].
(a) For C major context. (b) For C minor context. Open bullets indicate scale (diatonic)
tones; closed bullets denote non-scale (chromatic) tones.

Obviously, the mixed state quantum deformation model tracks the exper-
imental data almost perfectly. In particular it is able to unveil the different
levels of the hierarchical model: the tonic receives maximal attraction, fol-
lowed by the fifth, by the third, and eventually by the remaining diatonic
scale tones. However, the model does not capture the slight asymmetry be-
tween major and minor modes in the data.

Carrying out a correlation analysis between model and data yields the
results in Tab. 5.
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hierarchical model free model deformation model
pure mixed pure mixed

C major 0.98 0.70 0.78 0.89 0.97
C minor 0.95 0.68 0.72 0.80 0.93

Table 5: Correlation coefficients r of three discussed models for static tonal attraction
with Krumhansl and Kessler (1982) data. All error probabilities are significantly below
0.05.

The free cosine similarity model already accounts for about r2 = 50%
of the data’s variance for pure quantum states and slightly improves for
mixed quantum states convolved over contextual triads. The deformation
model performs much better for pure quantum states and does as good as the
hierarchical model based on the generative theory of tonal music. Hence, we
conclude that our quantum model is able to explain the experimental results
on static tonal attraction using a parameter-free model. This contrasts with
the hierarchic model that has a number of ad-hoc assumptions as debated in
Blutner (2015).

Finally, we present the musical forces Eqs. (27 – 29) in Fig. 8. Figure
8(a) shows the densities of kinetic energy T (x) [Eq. (24)] (dotted) scaled
with 20-fold magnification for better visualization,5 magnetic force FM(x)
[Eq. (27)] (dashed), and gravity [Eq. (28)] (solid). Figure 8(b) displays the
resultant F (x) [Eq. (29)], all computed for chromatic scale degrees along the
circle of fifths.

5 There is no corresponding force defined through its gradient.
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Figure 8: Emergent musical forces of static tonal attraction. (a) Force densities: Dotted:
“inertia” T (x), dashed: “magnetism” FM (x), solid: “gravity” FU (x). (b) Density of
resultant force F (x) [Eq. (29)].

Looking at Fig. 8(a) first, reveals that “gravity” has the largest negative
values close to the tonic C on the left and largest positive values close to the
tonic C’ one octave higher, on the right of the circle of fifths. As negative
force pulls toward smaller x-values while positive force pulls toward larger x-
values, this indicates that the tonic C attracts the fifth G. Since “gravity” is
monotonically increasing, it also shows that G attracts D, D attracts A, and
so forth with decreasing magnitude for increasing distance from the tonic.
Beyond the tritone F♯, F is attracted by C’, B♭ by F, and E♭ by B♭ and so
forth. Interestingly, the tritone is an unstable equilibrium, as FG(π) = 0 with
positive slope. For “magnetism” things are a bit more complicated. FM = 0
at tones F♯ but also between C and G as well as between F and C’. This makes
the tritone a stable equilibrium, but G and F unstable equilibria, i.e. saddles,
with respect to “magnetism”. The tonic therefore “magnetically” attracts G
and F, whereas all tones between G and F are “magnetically” attracted by F♯,
making the tritone F♯ a “magnetic trap” in this region. Inertia, eventually,
assumes its maxima at the supertonic D and at B♭, which does not belong to
the scale of C major. Both therefore have to be regarded as transient tones
with maximal instability.

Perhaps even more instructive is Fig. 8(b) depicting the resultant force
density F (x). Here again, the tonic appears as a center of force. Zeros of
F (x) are equilibrium points which are either unstable for positive slope or
stable for negative slope. On the one hand, there are two unstable equilibria

29



around x = 0.8 (supertonic D) and x = 5.4 (B♭). On the other hand, the
only equilibrium at x = π is stable, which is precisely the tritone. Because
the resultant force is low in this region, tones are trapped by the tritone F♯.

We summarize our findings in a similar picture as in Sect. 3.1.1, by
sketching the “force field” in tonal space in Fig. 9.

C C

EG

D

FA

BC


E F
 B

Figure 9: Static tonal attraction force field from the quantum deformation model. Note
that the arrows refer to the tonic context instead of the tonic triad.

In contrast to Fig. 3 above, Fig. 9 displays the results of our analysis
only for the tonic context instead of the context of the tonic triad. It is an
open issue whether musical forces can be linearly superimposed as alluded in
Fig. 3. Currently, we leave this point for future research.

As explained above, Fig. 9 illustrates that the tonic C only attracts
the fifth G and the fourth F, while all other tones, except D and B♭, are
attracted by the tritone F♯. Tones D and B♭ appear as maximally unstable
in our analysis of static tonal attraction.

4.2. Dynamic tonal attraction

Here, we present the results of modeling the Woolhouse (2009) data with
the quantum deformation model that was somewhat motivated by the in-
terval cycle model. Computing the probability densities (9) for four of five

30



contexts gives the results in Fig. 10.6 Figure 10(a) shows the agreement
of the model with the Woolhouse (2009) data for C major, (b) for C mi-
nor, (c) for French sixth, and (d) for half-diminished seventh. The dotted
curves present the original results of the Woolhouse (2009) experiment. The
solid curves display the quantum probability density pC obtained from the
mixture of pure states over all context tones in the respective chords: ma-
jor triad CEG (a), minor triad CE♭G (b), French sixth CEG♭B♭ (c), and
half-diminished seventh CE♭G♭B♭ (d).
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Figure 10: Quantum deformation model for dynamic tonal attraction data. Dotted with
bullets: Rating data AW(x) of Woolhouse (2009) against radian angles at the circle of
fifths, solid: quantum probability density pC(x) of the mixed state model (12). (a) For
C major context. (b) For C minor context. (c) For French sixth. (e) For half-diminished
seventh.

6 We deliberately omit the results for the dominant seventh context here for the sake
of condensed presentation.
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The mixed state quantum deformation model makes the correct predic-
tions F, A and C for the C major context interpreted as the dominant of F
major, and G, B, and D interpreted as the subdominant of G major [Fig.
10(a)]. However, the agreement with model and data is confined to F, G, B,
and C♯. For C minor shown in [Fig. 10(b)], the model almost perfectly agrees
with the experimental results: highest attraction values are assigned to A♭,
F, and D. The model conforms also with music-theoretic predictions, resolv-
ing either the dominant of F minor into its tonic FA♭C, or the subdominant
of G minor into GB♭D. Also for the French sixth context [Fig. 10(c)], the
model correctly predicts resolution at B and F, but there is not much correla-
tion with other data points. This is different for the half-diminished seventh
plotted in [Fig. 10(c)], where the model curve tracks the experimental data
quite well, besides A♭.

The quality of our model is assessed by the regression analysis presented
in Tab. 6.

IC model deformation model
C major 0.69 0.44
C minor 0.76 0.93
French sixth 0.79 0.76
Half-diminished seventh 0.89 0.90

Table 6: Correlation coefficients r of two discussed models for dynamic tonal attraction
with Woolhouse (2009) data. All error probabilities are significantly below 0.05.

The correlation coefficients confirm the outcome of visually inspecting
Fig. 10. For C minor and the half-diminished seventh our quantum model
performs slightly better than the IC model of Woolhouse (2009) andWoolhouse and Cross
(2010).

Next we present the musical forces (27 – 29) in Fig. 11. First of all
one has to notice that the dynamical attraction forces turn out to be about
six orders of magnitude larger than the static attraction forces. We therefore
rescale our results by a factor 10−6 for better comparison. The reason for this
difference are the steep slopes of the highly fluctuating kernel plotted in Fig.
5(b). Since the forces depend up to the third derivative of the deformation
γ, it is not possible to show them on the continuum of the circle of fifths.
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Hence the results presented below may be taken with some caution.

Figure 11(a) shows the densities of kinetic energy T (x) [Eq. (24)] (dotted),
magnetic force FM(x) [Eq. (27)] (dashed), and gravity [Eq. (28)] (solid). As
gravity is absolutely predominating, we rescale inertia and magnetism by a
factor of 200 here. Figure 11(b) displays the resultant F (x) [Eq. (29)], all
computed for chromatic scale degrees along the circle of fifths.
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Figure 11: Emergent musical forces of dynamic tonal attraction. (a) Force densities:
Dotted: “inertia” T (x), dashed: “magnetism” FM (x), solid: “gravity” FU (x). (b) Density
of resultant force F (x) [Eq. (29)].

Figures 11(a) reveals that “gravity” starts with large positive values at
the tonic C and reaches large negative values at the octave C’. Hence, C
is attracted by G and C’ by F. Moreover, “gravity” exhibits seven zeros:
close to G, between D and A, between E and B, at the tritone F♯, between
C♯ and A♭, between E♭ and B♭, and close to F. The first, around G has
negative slope and is hence a stable attractor, the second between D and A
has positive slope, making it unstable, the third is stable, again, the tritone
becomes unstable, the fifth stable, the sixth unstable and the last around
F is stable. Therefore, D is attracted by G, A by E, E♭ by A♭ and B♭ by
F. However, around the tritone F♯, “gravity” almost vanishes. A similar
behavior is shown by “magnetism”, which displays five equilibria points with
different stabilities. Finally, “inertia” is mainly negative, thus preferring
descending motion along the chromatic scale.

Because “gravity” overcomes all other dynamical forces, Fig. 11(b), show-
ing the resultant force density F (x), presents almost the same picture with

33



seven equilibrium points: A stable attractor at G, an unstable between D and
A, another stable one between E and B, the tritone being unstable, a stable
attractor between C♯ and A♭, an unstable between E♭ and B♭, and finally,
F being stable. Moreover, our model also correctly predicts small interval
steps in comparison to larger steps, as musical force is relatively large for C
and (as well as F and C’ on the opposite side of the octave). For the range
D to B♭, the dynamic force becomes negligible.

Again, we summarize our findings in a similar picture as in Sect. 3.1.1,
by sketching the “force field” in tonal space in Fig. 12.
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Figure 12: Dynamic tonal attraction force field from the quantum deformation model.
Note that the arrows refer to the tonic context instead of the tonic triad.

Figure 12 indicates that C is pulled towards G and F towards C’, one
octave higher. This produces a strong pull towards ascending progressions
in tonal space. However, for most tones between G and F, forces fluctuate
but with very small strengths.

5. Discussion

Tonal attraction is an important issue in the psychology of music. In
this study, we have discussed two kinds of tonal attraction as investigated
by probe tone experiments. Static tonal attraction refers to the stability
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or instability of tones or chords in a certain context, establishing a tonal
key. By contrast, dynamic tonal attraction reflects the predictability of
tones or chords continuing a preestablished melodic or harmonic context.
In the paradigm of probe tone experiments (Krumhansl and Shepard 1979,
Krumhansl 1979), static and dynamic attraction are investigated by means
of different kinds of instructions: One the one hand, in a static attraction
experiment, subjects are asked to rate how well a presented probe tone fits to
a priming context (Krumhansl and Kessler 1982). In a dynamic attraction
experiment, on the other hand, subjects are asked to rate how well a given
probe tone completes or resolves the priming context, both melodically or
harmonically (Woolhouse 2009).

These different instructions for tonal attraction resemble the conflicting
instructions that are made in speed-accuracy trade-off (SAT) experiments
(Reed 1973, Ratcliff 1978). In a decision task, subjects are either asked to
respond as fast as possible, or to respond as accurate as possible. Quite
recently, Blutner and beim Graben (2016) have shown that SAT instruc-
tions can be regarded as being complementary to each other such as waves
and particles, or position and momentum in quantum physics. It is there-
fore tempting to speculate that also instructions defining static or dynamic
probe tone experiments may be seen as being complementary, thereby pro-
viding a first clue about the significance of quantum cognition approaches in
music psychology (Busemeyer and Bruza 2012, Pothos and Busemeyer 2013,
Blutner and beim Graben 2016).

It was the aim of this study, to develop quantum models for data from
static and dynamic attraction experiments that are guided by principle musi-
cological insights about the intrinsic symmetries of Western tonal music. In a
first attempt to describing the static attraction data of Krumhansl and Kessler
(1982), we realized that simply rearranging the data points according to the
important circle of fifths, instead of increasing physical pitch frequency, re-
vealed a systematic pattern of periodic attraction: tones close to the tonic
are more attractive than tones in the vicinity of the tritone. Since this
periodicity could be expressed as a cosine similarity measure, often used
in quantum cognition models of similarity judgements (Pothos et al. 2013,
Pothos and Trueblood 2015), we were led to the formulation of a quantum
model of tonal attraction by means of a “wave function” defined over the
circle group as “configuration space” which includes the circle of fifths as
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a subgroup. We referred to this model as to the “free” model because its
wave function obeys a “free particle” Schrödinger equation without any force
terms contributing to its Hamiltonian.

Important insights from our free quantum model are: First, its Hilbert
space is essentially two-dimensional which proves its equivalence with an ear-
lier qubit model proposed by Blutner (2015). Second, musical transpositions,
i.e. translations along the circle of fifths as mediated by the generator of its
cyclic group, are represented, just in the sense of harmonic analysis, through
unitary transformations in Hilbert space.

In order to improve our free model, we developed a “deformation” quan-
tum model, still based on cosine quantum similarity, but introducing a de-
formation of interval lengths over the circle of fifths. We guessed this de-
formation function to be a symmetric polynomial of fourth order, and de-
termined its parameters from two necessary interpolation conditions, say-
ing that the tonic should not deformed at all, while the tritone receives
maximal deformation. The resulting “wave function” is also governed by
a Schrödinger equation whose Hamiltonian consists of three additive terms
that could be identified as “inertia”, “magnetism” and “gravity”, the very
same forces (Larson and van Handel 2005, Larson 2012) that are metaphori-
cally used in the hierarchical model of static tonal attraction (Lerdahl 1988,
1996, Krumhansl and Kessler 1982, Krumhansl and Cuddy 2010).

For the tonic context, we calculated the musical force densities over the
circle of fifths and confirmed the tonic as a “center of gravity” attracting all
other tones in its vicinity. However, in contrast to predictions of the hierar-
chical model, we also established the tritone as a “magnetic trap”, attracting
its neighborhood with increasing pull for increasing distance. This finding is
apparently at variance with the conventional interpretation of musical mag-
netism which states that magnetic force increases for decreasing distance
(Larson and van Handel 2005, Larson 2012).

Our prediction of the tritone as a “magnetic trap” calls for further exper-
imental investigation. We therefore suggest to designing probe tone experi-
ments where this possibility could be further explored.

In order to assess the tonal attraction for complex priming stimuli such
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as chords or cadences, we followed a suggestion recently conjectured by
Woolhouse and Cross (2010) and exploited by Blutner (2015) to compute
the discrete convolution of a kernel function, the quantum probability ob-
tained from the squared wave function, and a uniform distribution over all
context tones. As contexts, we assumed the tonic triads of the C major and
C minor keys for static attraction, here. This is similar to the hierarchical
model of Lerdahl (1988, 1996), where the tonic triad comprises level C in
the hierarchy. As a result, our model precisely reproduced the experimen-
tal data with comparable statistical performance as the hierarchical model.
However, for our model only refers to the C level in the hierarchy and not
to all levels A – E required by the hierarchical model, our quantum model
parsimoniously outperforms the hierarchical model of static attraction with
respect to explanatory power.

Yet our model of static tonal attraction does not correctly describe the ob-
served asymmetry between major and minor modes in the Krumhansl and Kessler
(1982) data. This is also a problem for the hierarchical model as well. How-
ever, first attempts indicate that a deformation function that breaks the
mirror symmetry against the tritone could be able to achieve this. Such an
improved model would entail an asymmetry in the musical forces which might
get closer to their metaphorical meaning according to Larson and van Handel
(2005) and Larson (2012). We leave this investigation for future work.

For dynamic tonal attraction we devised a similar quantum model based
on a fourth-order polynomial deformation. This construction was guided
by the interval cycle model of Woolhouse and Cross (2010) and Woolhouse
(2009) and in agreement to related models that prefer small intervals over
longer ones for melodic and harmonic dynamics (Curtis and Bharucha 2009,
Krumhansl et al. 2000, Narmour 1992).

An important concern is the theoretical status of the ICP model. What is
the motivation behind a kernel function realizing ICP? According toWoolhouse and Cross
(2011) the nature of ICP is based on Gestalt principles of tonal perception:

With respect to originality, while we agree that, to our knowl-
edge, ICP is novel, its emphasis on grouping clearly places it
within the ambit of gestalt psychology, a tradition that has heav-
ily influenced music cognition research. (Woolhouse and Cross
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2011, fn. 5)

Since general Gestalt principles are not learned but part of the innate
prerequisites of perception and cognition, this view would suggest that ICP
and similar organization principles are probably innate. We have serious
doubts concerning this point. Instead, it seems that there are several hints
suggesting the culture-dependency of dynamic attraction. At the beginning
of this section, we have discussed similarities and differences between static
and dynamic attraction. As already mentioned, both attraction types are
connected with different kinds of instructions — suggesting a simultaneous
integration of all tones in the first case and the stepwise procession of adjacent
tones and the idea of resolution in the second case. Moreover, the static
notion of attraction has a universal nature whereas the dynamic notion is
culture-dependent. It prefers small tonal steps in Western music. Contrasting
with these cultures, the dynamic notion seems to prefer bigger tonal steps
in Indian and Chinese music. Hence, whereas the static conception has the
character of an instinct, the dynamic conception is culture-specific and has
to be learned.

Because of these reasons, we only took the ICP model as a guideline
for constructing a quantum deformation model of dynamic attraction. The
preference of the ICP model for small intervall steps should be met by our
model. Furthermore, we claimed that the symmetries of the ICP model
should be preserved. This led us to another kernel function over the circle
of fifths that deviated from ICP at minor and major third intervals. Our
model performed comparably well as the ICP model in a regression analysis.
Interestingly, our model confirms predictions about the resolution of context
chords based on musical harmony theory with good accuracy.

Computing dynamic musical forces for the tonic context, our model pre-
dicts essentially ascending or descending melodic lines, preferring small in-
terval steps. Also this result calls for experimental investigation, using music
from other cultures, e.g. Indian or Chinese, as stimuli in corresponding probe
tone experiments (Curtis and Bharucha 2009, Krumhansl et al. 2000).

Sofar, we have constructed both quantum models of tonal attraction as
wave functions solving stationary Schrödinger equations. However, dynamics
always refers to the time-dependent Schödinger equation in quantum physics.

38



Thus, it is desirable to solve the dynamic attraction problem with the time-
dependent Schödinger equation but using the Hamiltonian for the static at-
traction case. This grand unification of musical quantum cognition will be
subject of future research.

Finally, we address the possible relevance of our work to the cognitive neu-
roscience of music perception. The behavioral findings of Krumhansl and Kessler
(1982) and Woolhouse (2009) have been supported by neuropsychological ex-
periments in the event-related brain potential (ERP) (Granot and Hai 2009,
Limb 2006) and in the functional magnetic resonance (fMRI) paradigms
(Durrant et al. 2007, Janata et al. 2002, Koelsch et al. 2002, Limb 2006, Vaquero et al.
2016). The first three fMRI studies used melodies with harmonic modulation
from one key into another key as stimuli and reported significant anatomical
differences for key changes. In particular, Janata et al. (2002), who carried
out a regression analysis of fMRI data with self-organized maps trained upon
the third torus as tonal space (Janata et al. 2002, Purwins et al. 2007), made
the strong claim that the rostromedial prefrontal cortex exhibits a neural
tonotopic representation of the third torus.

From a computational point of view, our quantum models describe tonal
attraction through “wave functions” obeying the stationary Schrödinger equa-
tion. In the most general setting, similar differential equations are also often
employed in the disciplines of neural field (Coombes et al. 2014a) and dy-
namic neural field theory (Lins and Schöner 2014, beim Graben and Potthast
2014) within computational neuroscience, where they appear as so-called
brain wave equations (Nunez 1974, Coombes et al. 2014a). In dynamic neu-
ral field theory, fields are regarded as functions over abstract feature spaces
and we might consider the circle of fifths in our approach as such a feature
space. These neural fields are clearly real-valued functions in contrast to the
generically complex wave functions solving the Schrödinger equation. How-
ever, according to Bohm (1952), the Schrödinger equation for one complex
field is equivalent to two coupled real fields describing the motion of a classical
particle in a “quantum mechanical potential” and its respective field dynam-
ics (cf. Filk (2016) for a related proposal in computational neuroscience).
In quantum theory this leads to disputably nonlocal representations. Yet in
neural field theory, nonlocal interactions are ubiquitous due to long-range
synaptic connectivity. Thus, quantum models of tonal attraction may find
their neurophysiological counterparts in the organization of cortical areas
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(Sengupta et al. 2016, Wright et al. 2006).

6. Conclusions

This study applies methods from the quantum cognition framework to
tonal attraction. In probe tone experiments, music psychologists measure
the likelihood of chromatic probe tones relative to a priming context. De-
pending on the particular instruction, the subject’s ratings assess either the
degree of fit between a probe tone and a key context (static attraction), or
the degree of predictability of a probe tone given a preceding context (dy-
namic attraction). A first attempt reveals that tonal attraction correlates
with quantum similarity between tones across the important circle of fifths.
Deforming the distances between tones leads to two quantum wave functions,
one for static attraction, the second for dynamic attraction, solving a station-
ary Schrödinger equation with a Hamiltonian that comprises three musical
forces: inertia, magnetism and gravity. We compute these forces for tonic
contexts and compare them with predictions of the hierarchical model in the
static case and of the interval cycle model for the dynamic case. Instead
of metaphorical interpretations, our parsimonious quantum models provide
precise and rigorous results with greater explanatory power.

References

References

Aerts, D. (2009). Quantum structure in cognition. Journal of Mathematical
Psychology, 53(5):314 – 348.

Ball, P. (2010). The Music Instinct: How music works and why we can’t do
without it. Bodley Head, London.

Balzano, G. J. (1980). The group-theoretic description of 12-fold and micro-
tonal pitch systems. Computer Music Journal, 4(4):66 – 84.

Blutner, R. (2012). Questions and answers in an orthoalgebraic approach.
Journal of Logic, Language and Information, 21(3):237 – 277.

40



Blutner, R. (2015). Modelling tonal attraction: tonal hierarchies, interval
cycles, and quantum probabilities. Soft Computing, pages 1 – 19.

Blutner, R. and beim Graben, P. (2013). The (virtual) conceptual necessity
of quantum probabilities in cognitive psychology. Behavioral and Brain
Sciences, 36(3):280 – 281.

Blutner, R. and beim Graben, P. (2016). Quantum cognition and bounded
rationality. Synthese, 193:3239 – 3291.

Bohm, D. (1952). A suggested interpretation of the quantum theory in terms
of ”hidden” variables. I. Physical Reviews, 85:166 – 179.

Bohr, N. (1950). On the notions of causality and complementarity. Science,
111(2873):51 – 54.

Busemeyer, J. R. and Bruza, P. D., editors (2012). Quantum Models of
Cognition and Decision. Cambridge University Press.

Chiara, M. L. D., Giuntini, R., Leporini, R., Negri, E., and Sergioli, G.
(2015). Quantum information, cognition and music. Frontiers in Psychol-
ogy, 6(1583).

Coombes, S., beim Graben, P., and Potthast (2014a). Tutorial on neural
field theory. In Coombes et al. (2014b), pages 1 – 43.

Coombes, S., beim Graben, P., Potthast, R., and Wright, J., editors (2014b).
Neural Fields: Theory and Applications. Springer, Berlin.

Curtis, M. E. and Bharucha, J. J. (2009). Memory and musical expecta-
tion for tones in cultural context. Music Perception: An Interdisciplinary
Journal, 26(4):365 – 375.

Durrant, S., Miranda, E. R., Hardoon, D., Shawe-Taylor, J., Brechmann, A.,
and Scheich, H. (2007). Neural correlates of tonality in music. In Proceed-
ings of the NIPS Conference Workshop on Music, Brain & Cognition.

Filk, T. (2016). Non-classical probabilities in pilot wave models and neural
networks. Journal of Mathematical Psychology.

beim Graben, P. (2014). Order effects in dynamic semantics. Topics in
Cognitive Science, 6(1):67 – 73.

41



beim Graben, P. and Atmanspacher, H. (2009). Extending the philosophical
significance of the idea of complementarity. In Atmanspacher, H. and Pri-
mas, H., editors, Recasting Reality. Wolfgang Pauli’s Philosophical Ideas
and Contemporay Science, pages 99 – 113. Springer, Berlin.

beim Graben, P. and Blutner, R. (2017). Toward a gauge theory of musical
forces. In de Barros, J. A., Coecke, B., and Pothos, E., editors, Quantum
Interaction. 10th International Conference (QI 2016), volume 10106 of
LNCS, pages 99 – 111. Springer, Cham.

beim Graben, P. and Potthast, R. (2014). Universal neural field computation.
In Coombes et al. (2014b), pages 299 – 318.

Granot, R. Y. and Hai, A. (2009). Electrophysiological evidence for a two-
stage process underlying single chord priming. NeuroReport, 20(9).

Haag, R. (1992). Local Quantum Physics: Fields, Particles, Algebras.
Springer, Berlin.

Janata, P. (2007). Navigating tonal space. In Selfridge-Field, E. and Hewlett,
W. B., editors, Tonal Theory for the Digital Age, volume 15 of Computing
in Musicology, pages 39 – 50. MIT Press, Cambridge (MA).

Janata, P., Birk, J. L., Horn, J. D. V., Leman, M., Tillmann, B., and
Bharucha, J. J. (2002). The cortical topography of tonal structures under-
lying western music. Science, 298(5601):2167 – 2170.

Khrennikov, A. Y. (2010). Ubiquitous Quantum Structure: From Psychology
to Finance. Springer, Berlin.

Koelsch, S., Gunter, T. C., von Cramon, D. Y., Zysset, S., Lohmann, G.,
and Friederici, A. D. (2002). Bach speaks: a cortical “language-network”
serves the processing of music. NeuroImage, 17(2):956 – 966.

Kracht, M. (2003). The Mathematics of Language. Number 63 in Studies in
Generative Grammar. Mouton de Gruyter, Berlin.

Krumhansl, C. L. (1979). The psychological representation of musical pitch
in a tonal context. Cognitive Psychology, 11(3):346 – 374.

42



Krumhansl, C. L. and Cuddy, L. L. (2010). A theory of tonal hierarchies
in music. In Jones, M. R., Fay, R. R., and Popper, A. N., editors, Mu-
sic Perception, Springer Handbook of Auditory Research, pages 51 – 87.
Springer, New York.

Krumhansl, C. L. and Kessler, E. J. (1982). Tracing the dynamic changes
in perceived tonal organization in a spatial representation of musical keys.
Psychological Review, 89(4):334.

Krumhansl, C. L. and Shepard, R. N. (1979). Quantification of the hierar-
chy of tonal functions within a diatonic context. Journal of Experimental
Psychology: Human Perception and Performance, 5(4):579.

Krumhansl, C. L., Toivanen, P., Eerola, T., Toiviainen, P., Järvinen, T., and
Louhivuori, J. (2000). Cross-cultural music cognition: Cognitive method-
ology applied to North Sami yoiks. Cognition, 76(1):13 – 58.

Lakoff, G. and Johnson, M. (1980). Metaphors We Live By. University of
Chicago Press, Chicago.

Lambert-Mogiliansky, A. and Dubois, F. (2016). Our (represented) world:
A quantum-like object. In Dzhafarov, E., Jordan, S., Zhang, R., and
Cervantes, V., editors, Contextuality from Quantum Physics to Psychology,
volume 6 of Advanced Series on Mathematical Psychology. World Scientific.

Larson, S. (2012). Musical Forces: Motion, Metaphor, and Meaning in Music.
Indiana University Press.

Larson, S. and van Handel, L. (2005). Measuring musical forces. Music
Perception: An Interdisciplinary Journal, 23(2):119 – 136.

Lerdahl, F. (1988). Tonal pitch space. Music Perception: An Interdisciplinary
Journal, 5:315 – 350.

Lerdahl, F. (1996). Calculating tonal tension. Music Perception: An Inter-
disciplinary Journal, 13(3):319 – 363.

Lerdahl, F. (2015). Concepts and representations of musical hierarchies.
Music Perception: An Interdisciplinary Journal, 33(1):83 – 95.

Lerdahl, F. and Jackendoff, R. (1983). A Generative Theory of Tonal Music.
MIT Press, Cambridge (MA).

43



Limb, C. J. (2006). Structural and functional neural correlates of music
perception. The Anatomical Record Part A: Discoveries in Molecular,
Cellular, and Evolutionary Biology, 288A(4):435 – 446.
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