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Abstract

This sub-paper examines Microsoft’s Majorana 1 topological quantum processor 
through the lens of the quantum foam substrate framework presented in Foam v1.2. We 
argue that the physical architecture of the Majorana 1 chip — its requirement for near-
absolute-zero temperatures, its exploitation of topological phase geometry, and its use 
of non-locally encoded Majorana Zero Modes — is not merely consistent with the foam 
framework but constitutes a form of direct experimental engineering of collapse 
boundary conditions. The chip works, in foam terms, because it has been engineered to 
create, stabilize, and read stable nodes at collapse rate interfaces in the substrate. 
The topological protection of quantum information emerges naturally from the foam’s 
informational architecture, in which globally coherent collapse configurations are 
geometrically resistant to local perturbation. This paper serves as both a technical 
analysis and a teaching document; key concepts are introduced in plain language 
before being developed rigorously.

Preface: A Plain-Language Foundation

For Readers New to Quantum Foam — Start Here

Before we dive into the physics, let’s build a mental picture using everyday ideas. The 
theory behind this paper — called the quantum foam substrate framework — 
proposes that the fabric of spacetime itself is not smooth and passive, like a blank stage 
on which events happen. Instead, it is constantly active at scales far smaller than 
atoms, churning with tiny fluctuations that collapse into definite states billions of times 
per second in every speck of space. Think of the substrate as something like the 
surface of a boiling ocean seen from very far above — from a distance it looks flat and 
still, but up close it is constantly rising and falling. Everything we observe — particles, 
forces, even the passage of time — emerges from the statistics of those collapses.
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Now imagine you want to store a message in that boiling ocean. If you write it on a 
single wave, the message disappears the moment that wave collapses. That’s the 
problem ordinary quantum computers face: they store information in individual quantum 
states, which are continuously jostled by the foam. Engineers call this decoherence — 
the loss of quantum information to environmental noise.

Microsoft’s Majorana 1 chip takes a radically different approach. Instead of writing the 
message on a single wave, it writes the message across the relationship between two 
distant, paired disturbances in the substrate. These paired disturbances are called 
Majorana Zero Modes (MZMs). Because the information isn’t stored in either one 
alone, a random fluctuation that disturbs one end doesn’t erase the message — you 
would have to disturb both ends simultaneously in a coordinated way to corrupt it, and 
the geometry of the system makes that essentially impossible.

This is only possible because of something called a topological phase — a special 
configuration of matter in which certain properties are protected by the global shape of 
the system, not by any local barrier. Think of it like a knot in a rope: you can shake, 
stretch, or slightly deform the rope all you like, but the knot remains a knot. Only a 
globally coordinated action — untying it from end to end — can remove it. The quantum 
information stored in an MZM pair is topologically knotted into the substrate in the same 
way.

In the foam framework, an MZM forms at a collapse rate interface — the boundary 
between a region of the substrate where collapse is geometrically structured and 
suppressed (the inside of the topological wire) and a region where it is unstructured (the 
outside). At that boundary, the substrate produces a stable, persistent node that has no 
purely local identity. It belongs to both sides of the boundary simultaneously, which is 
precisely why local perturbations cannot destroy it.

As you read the technical sections that follow, these terms will appear again with 
greater precision. But the core intuition stays the same: Microsoft has built a machine 
that engineers the geometry of quantum foam collapse, and the machine works 
because the foam’s geometry is real.

1. Introduction: Quantum Computing as a Probe of Substrate 
Architecture

Quantum computers are typically framed as computational devices, but from the 
perspective of Foam v1.2, they are better understood as substrate geometry probes. 
Each qubit architecture reflects a different strategy for exploiting or resisting the natural 
behavior of the quantum foam substrate. Superconducting qubits, trapped ion qubits, 
and photonic qubits all attempt, in different ways, to isolate quantum information from 
the continuous collapse activity of the substrate — to find a quiet corner of the boiling 
ocean.
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Topological qubits, as implemented in Microsoft’s Majorana 1 chip, represent a 
philosophically distinct approach. Rather than isolating information from the substrate, 
they encode it in a geometrical feature of the substrate itself — a collapse rate 
interface — that is protected not by isolation but by topology. This distinction is deeply 
consonant with the claims of Foam v1.2 (Section 1.5.4), which holds that stable physical 
structures arise wherever the substrate exhibits persistent collapse rate gradients.

The Majorana 1 chip therefore functions, in foam terms, as an engineered proof-of-
concept: it demonstrates that collapse boundary geometry can be manufactured, 
controlled, and read out at will. This paper develops that interpretation across the chip’s 
key physical mechanisms.

2. The Physical Architecture of Majorana 1

2.1 Material Composition and the Topoconductor

The Majorana 1 chip is fabricated by layering indium arsenide (a semiconductor) with 
aluminum (a superconductor), grown atom-by-atom into a precise heterostructure. 
When cooled to approximately 50 millikelvin — within a fraction of a degree of absolute 
zero — and subjected to a precisely tuned external magnetic field, the aluminum layer 
enters a superconducting state and its proximity effect extends into the semiconductor 
layer, inducing what Microsoft calls a topological phase throughout the combined 
nanowire structure.

Microsoft has coined the term topoconductor to describe this new class of material. It 
is not simply a superconductor; it is a material whose collective quantum state has a 
global topological character — a property that, as we will develop below, maps directly 
onto the foam framework’s concept of a geometrically locked collapse configuration.

2.2 The Tetron Architecture

The computational unit of the Majorana 1 chip is called a tetron: two parallel topological 
nanowires connected by a shorter, topologically trivial superconducting bridge. This 
creates a closed loop with four Majorana Zero Modes (one at each end of each wire). 
Qubits are defined by the joint parity state of pairs of MZMs, and operations are 
performed through interferometric measurements that read out that parity without 
directly disturbing the MZMs.

The tetron geometry is not arbitrary — it is specifically designed to create a closed 
collapse topology: a loop through which interference between collapse pathways can 
be measured. The interferometric readout probes the quantum capacitance of the 
system, detecting whether the loop’s parity state is even or odd. This is, in foam terms, 
substrate interferometry at the mesoscopic engineering scale, directly analogous to 
the double-slit experiment as a collapse pathway selection probe (Foam v1.2, Section 
3.9.2).
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3. Foam Framework Analysis: Five Key Mechanisms

3.1 Near-Absolute-Zero Temperature as Collapse Rate Floor

In the foam framework, temperature is not simply a measure of average kinetic energy. 
It is an emergent quantity reflecting the rate and randomness of stochastic collapse 
events in the substrate. Thermal fluctuations represent undirected, high-entropy 
collapse activity that continuously scrambles any imposed structure. A hot substrate is 
one where the background collapse rate is high and chaotic; a cold substrate is one 
where spontaneous collapse activity has been suppressed toward a minimum.

Cooling the Majorana 1 chip to near absolute zero is therefore, in foam terms, forcing 
the local substrate into a minimal-entropy, high-coherence state — suppressing the 
background collapse rate λ₀ toward its lower bound (Foam v1.2, Eq. 5.4.6d). This 
creates the quiet substrate window necessary for engineered collapse geometry to 
remain stable. Without this cooling, background collapse activity would continuously 
perturb and destroy the topological phase, just as waves too large would prevent any 
stable pattern from forming on the ocean’s surface.

This is why no topological quantum computer can operate at room temperature — not 
merely because of energy scales in a conventional quantum mechanical sense, but 
because the background collapse rate of the substrate at room temperature is too high 
to permit the formation of stable collapse rate interfaces. The engineering requirement 
for a dilution refrigerator is, from this perspective, a direct requirement of substrate 
geometry.

3.2 The Topological Phase as a Geometrically Locked Collapse 
Configuration

Standard materials have collapse pathways distributed isotropically and stochastically 
through the substrate. In a topological superconductor, the combined effect of 
superconducting pairing, spin-orbit coupling in the semiconductor, and the external 
magnetic field together impose a global constraint on collapse geometry throughout the 
nanowire.

In foam terms, this constraint creates what we can call a collapse exclusion zone: a 
region of the substrate where the topological gap — the energy cost of departing from 
the topological configuration — corresponds to the informational cost of forcing the 
substrate into a locally inconsistent collapse state. The foam cannot spontaneously 
transition out of the topological phase without globally reorganizing its collapse 
geometry, which the gap forbids at low temperature.

This maps precisely onto the rope-knot analogy introduced in the Preface: the 
topological configuration is a knot in the substrate’s collapse geometry. Local 
disturbances — stray magnetic fields, phonons, thermal fluctuations — can shake the 
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rope but cannot untie the knot. The gap is the minimum informational investment 
required to untie it.

This is directly consonant with Foam v1.2’s treatment of stable physical structures as 
persistent collapse rate gradients (Section 1.5.4). The topological gap is not a new 
concept requiring new substrate machinery; it is a specific engineering realization of the 
same gradient-stability relationship that produces mass and gravity in the parent 
framework.

3.3 Majorana Zero Modes as Collapse Boundary Nodes

This is the most direct and elegant mapping between the Majorana 1 architecture and 
the foam framework. An MZM forms at the end of a topological nanowire — at the 
precise physical boundary between the topological interior and the topologically trivial 
exterior. In foam terms, this boundary is a collapse rate interface: the point where the 
structured, geometrically locked collapse configuration of the topological interior meets 
the unstructured collapse regime of the outside world.

At this interface, the substrate produces a stable node — a persistent feature of the 
collapse geometry — that has no purely local informational identity. The information 
associated with an MZM is not located at the interface in the way that a particle is 
located at a point. It is a property of the relationship between the interface and its paired 
counterpart at the other end of the wire. The MZM is, in essence, a delocalized 
collapse parity mode: a global constraint on the net collapse topology of the entire 
wire, manifesting as a localized node at each end.

This is why MZMs are invisible to the environment, as Microsoft describes it: there is no 
local collapse event to disturb. A stray fluctuation interacts with the substrate locally; it 
sees only the interface, not the global parity state distributed across the full wire length. 
The foam has to make a globally coordinated error — simultaneously and coherently 
perturbing both ends of the wire — to corrupt the qubit, and the probability of such a 
globally coordinated fluctuation is exponentially suppressed by the topological gap.

3.4 Non-Local Parity Storage as Distributed Collapse State

The qubit in the Majorana 1 system is stored as the joint parity of two spatially 
separated MZMs: whether the wire contains an even or odd number of electrons. This 
parity is not a property of either MZM alone; it is a property of the pair, distributed 
across the full length of the topological wire.

In foam terms, this is a distributed collapse state: the quantum information is encoded 
in a global feature of the substrate’s collapse geometry, not in any local collapse event. 
The foam across the entire wire length participates in maintaining the parity state. Any 
local perturbation affects only a vanishingly small fraction of the collapse structure 
encoding the qubit. The error protection is geometric, not energetic, and it scales with 
the length of the wire — a longer wire exposes more substrate to maintain the parity, 
and the distributed character of the encoding becomes more robust as the geometric 
separation between MZMs increases.



Topological Quantum Computing as Evidence for Collapse Boundary Geometry  |  Sub-
Paper 8  |  Foam v1.2  |  p. 6

This architecture is the engineering realization of a principle implicit throughout Foam 
v1.2: that informational structures encoded in the geometry of the substrate, rather than 
in local collapse events, are fundamentally more stable. The Majorana 1 chip is not 
beating decoherence through better isolation — it is beating decoherence by encoding 
information in a form that decoherence cannot reach.

3.5 Braiding as Adiabatic Collapse Path Exchange

Quantum operations on topological qubits are performed by braiding MZMs — 
physically moving them around each other through the substrate. The result of such a 
braid is a unitary transformation of the qubit state that depends only on the topological 
class of the braid — how many times the MZMs wound around each other — and not on 
the precise path taken or the speed of the motion.

In foam terms, braiding is an adiabatic reconfiguration of collapse boundary nodes 
through the substrate. Each MZM is a collapse rate interface node, and as it moves 
through the substrate, it traces a worldline through the foam. The topological invariant of 
the braid — the quantity that determines the quantum operation performed — is a global 
property of those worldlines: specifically, their homotopy class, the class of paths that 
cannot be continuously deformed into each other without crossing.

This is the foam framework’s most natural prediction for why braiding works as a 
computational primitive: the foam’s informational substrate preserves topological 
invariants of collapse boundary worldlines because those invariants are features of 
global collapse geometry, not of any local collapse event. The substrate is, in effect, 
doing the computation — the result of a braid is written into the collapse topology of the 
foam as the MZMs move, and reading it out via interferometry is simply asking the 
substrate what its current parity state is.

4. The Deeper Significance: Engineering the Foam

Conventional quantum computers fight the foam. They attempt to maintain a 
superposition against the continuous pressure of substrate collapse activity, spending 
enormous resources on error correction to compensate for the fact that the substrate is 
continuously trying to resolve quantum states into classical ones.

Topological quantum computing, as realized in the Majorana 1 chip, instead works with 
the foam’s geometry. It engineers a configuration where the collapse structure itself is 
the qubit, and the topological rigidity of that collapse configuration provides error 
protection at the hardware level. The foam is not the enemy to be suppressed; it is the 
medium being sculpted.

This is perhaps the strongest experimental corroboration available for the foam 
framework’s core thesis — not because the chip was designed with foam theory in 
mind, but precisely because it was not. The engineers at Microsoft arrived at this 
architecture through quantum materials science, condensed matter theory, and decades 
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of experimental iteration. The fact that their hard-won, experimentally validated 
architecture maps so naturally and completely onto the foam framework’s predictions for 
how collapse geometry should behave suggests that the framework is tracking 
something real about the substrate.

The Majorana 1 chip is, in foam terms, the first human-engineered device that 
deliberately creates, stabilizes, and reads stable collapse boundary nodes in the 
substrate. It is a foam geometry machine. And it works.

5. Discriminating Predictions: Foam vs. Standard Theory

A theoretical framework gains credibility not only by explaining what is already known, 
but by making predictions that differ from the standard picture. The foam interpretation 
of topological quantum computing suggests several such discriminating expectations:

• Topological gap as collapse exclusion energy: The foam framework predicts 
that the topological gap should scale with the substrate’s local collapse rate 
suppression, not simply with material parameters. This implies that the gap 
should be subtly sensitive to the history of how the topological phase was 
entered — not merely to steady-state material parameters — because the 
collapse geometry has a memory of its formation path. High-precision gap 
spectroscopy on Majorana devices could test this.

• MZM delocalization as collapse interface width: The foam framework treats 
each MZM as a node at a collapse rate interface of finite width. This width should 
correspond to the coherence length of the topological phase boundary. The 
framework predicts that the stability of the MZM should be sensitive to the 
sharpness of this interface — abrupt boundaries should produce more stable 
MZMs than gradual ones, because a sharper collapse rate interface produces a 
more localized and topologically robust node.

• Braid path independence as substrate topological memory: The path-
independence of braiding operations is, in standard theory, a consequence of the 
non-Abelian anyon statistics of MZMs. The foam framework reframes this as the 
substrate’s topological memory: the foam records the homotopy class of collapse 
boundary worldlines and returns the same result for any path in the same class. 
This is testable in principle by performing braids at different speeds and 
trajectories and verifying that the substrate’s response depends only on topology.

• Collapse suppression at near-absolute-zero as substrate phase transition: 
The foam framework suggests that the transition to the topological phase at low 
temperature is not merely a material phase transition but a substrate phase 
transition — a reorganization of the local collapse geometry of the foam itself. 
This predicts that the transition should exhibit signatures characteristic of 
informational phase transitions, potentially including non-standard scaling 
behavior near the critical temperature that deviates from conventional BCS 
superconductor predictions.
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6. Suggested Experimental Extensions

6.1 Collapse Rate Gradient Mapping via Decoherence Spectroscopy

If MZMs are nodes at collapse rate interfaces, then the local decoherence 
environment should change sharply at the wire endpoints. Ultra-sensitive quantum 
capacitance measurements could be used to map the spatial profile of decoherence 
along the nanowire, testing whether it exhibits the sharp interface structure predicted by 
the foam framework.

6.2 Foam Geometry Memory via Hysteretic Gap Measurements

If the topological gap carries memory of the collapse geometry formation history, then 
a device cycled through the topological phase transition multiple times from different 
initial states should exhibit subtle hysteresis in gap magnitude. This would distinguish 
foam substrate effects from purely material-parameter-dependent explanations.

6.3 Interface Sharpness and MZM Stability Correlation

Fabricate a series of Majorana devices with systematically varied heterostructure 
interface sharpness (controlled at the atomic layer level) and measure the correlation 
between interface abruptness and MZM lifetime. The foam framework predicts a 
monotonic relationship: sharper interfaces produce more stable collapse boundary 
nodes and therefore longer-lived, higher-fidelity MZMs.

7. Conclusion

The Majorana 1 chip is not merely an interesting engineering achievement. It is, from 
the perspective of Foam v1.2, a demonstration that the quantum foam substrate has a 
collapse boundary geometry that is physically real, engineerable, and informationally 
stable. Every key feature of the chip’s design — the requirement for near-absolute-zero 
temperatures, the topological phase of the material, the non-local encoding of quantum 
information in Majorana Zero Modes, and the topological protection of braiding 
operations — maps naturally and completely onto the foam framework’s predictions for 
how collapse geometry should behave.

The chip works because the foam’s geometry is real. The knot is real. The collapse 
rate interface is real. And the fact that engineers arrived at this architecture without 
ever invoking the foam framework makes it a stronger, not weaker, piece of evidence — 
because it shows that the foam’s geometry is not a post-hoc interpretation layered onto 
the data, but a structure that the data itself demands.
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The spacetime substrate is not passive. It has structure. That structure can be 
engineered. And when it is, it computes.
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Linkage to Parent Theory

• Section 1.5.4: Foam Density, Collapse Rate Gradients, and Spacetime Geometry

• Section 5.4.6d: Collapse Rate λ(v) and Velocity-Dependent Substrate Dynamics

• Section 2.7.3: Reframing Known Physical Phenomena as Collapse Effects

• Section 3.9.2: Photons as Collapse Invitations — Interferometry as Substrate 
Probing

• Section 2.4: Temporal Interference Experiments as Informational Evidence
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