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Abstract By using Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation with complex time, we investigate
quantum theory in timelike curve. State vectors of a physical system in the two-dimensional
timelike curve not only obey Schrédinger equation in the observed timespace but also in-
volve random motion in the traversal timespace. The random motion with hidden variables
is successfully to explain why the wave function is a probability wave. Quantum measure-
ment are discussed in present work. The results are in agreement with the conventional
interpretation of quantum theory.

Keywords Probability wave - Complex time - Schrédinger cat

1 Introduction

Quantum theory is one of the great physical theories of the 20th century. Quantum mechan-
ics has not only profoundly advanced our understanding of nature but has also provided
the basis of numerous technologies. Most significantly, quantum mechanics changed our
view of the world in a way that was completely surprising and had unprecedented depth.
To this date, all experiments magnificently confirm all quantum predictions with impressive
precision. However, some fundamental enigmas of quantum theory remain unresolved.

What was the wave function described by the Schrodinger equation and why was the
probability wave? This central puzzle of quantum mechanics remains a potential and con-
troversial issue up to now.

Born [1] proposed that the wave function should be interpreted in terms of probabilities.
When the location of a microscopic object, such as photon, electron, neutron, proton and
atom, was observed by experimenters, the probability of finding it in each region depends
on the magnitude of its wave function there. The act of observing the quantum superposi-
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tions, however, triggers an abrupt change in its wave function, commonly called a collapse.!
Measured question for the quantum superposition lies at the heart of quantum mechanics
and gives rise to many of its paradoxes.

This interpretation was called as the Copenhagen interpretation, which suggested that a
fundamental randomness was built into the laws of nature. This assumption has been the
object of severe criticism, notably on the part of Einstein [2], who has always believed that,
even at the quantum level, there must exist precisely definable elements or dynamical vari-
ables determining the actual behavior of each individual system, and not merely its probable
behavior.

The Copenhagen interpretation provided a strikingly successful recipe for doing calcula-
tions that accurately described the outcomes of experiments, but the suspicion lingered that
some equation ought to describe when and how this collapse occurred.

Instead of being collapsed by measurements, Everett [3] assumed that all measurement
results coexist in split universes, where microscopic superpositions would rapidly get am-
plified into byzantine macroscopic superpositions. In Everett’s scenario, that wave function
would always evolve in a deterministic way, leaving no room for mysterious nonunitary
collapse or God playing dice. Evertt’s viewpoint, formally called the relative-state formu-
lation, became popularly known as the many-words interpretation perceives its own word.
This viewpoint simplifies the underlying theory by removing the collapse postulate. But the
price it pays for this simplicity is in the conclusion that these parallel perceptions of reality
are equally real.

The experimental progress [4, 5] of the past few decades was paralleled by great advances
in theoretical understanding. Evertt’s work had left two crucial questions unanswered. If the
word actually contains bizarre macroscopic superpositions, why don’t we perceive them?

Bohm tried to replace the seeming quantum randomness by some kind of unknown quan-
tity carried about inside particles-so-called hidden variables, where particles actually have
fixed positions and momenta at all times but move in a quantum potentials in terms of a
consequence of the Schrodinger equation [6-9]. John S. Bell [10] showed that in this case
quantities that could be measured in certain difficult experiments would inevitably disagree
with the standard quantum predictions. After many years, technology allowed researchers to
conduct the experiments and to eliminate Bohm’s hidden variables as a possibility [11, 12],
where a photon in two places was observed at once.

At present work, we reinvestigate the Schrodinger equation and collapse of the wave
function. The aim is not to deny or contradict the conventional formulation of quantum the-
ory, but wants to understand how a fundamental randomness is built into the laws of nature.
By suppling a new, more general and complete formulation, the conventional interpretation
of the quantum theory can be deduced.

2 Schrodinger Equation
According to Louis de Broglie [13] matter wave, a physical system is completely described

by a state function ¥ of the system on an appropriate configuration space in quantum theory.
It is known that the wave function of the physical system can be expressed as

Y =R(x,t)exp(iS(x,t)/h), 1)

1Essays 1958-1962 on Atomic Physics and Human Knowledge (1963), p. 56.
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where R(x,t) is related to the amplitude of the wave function and S(x,?) is a classical
action of the system, both being real.

In terms of geometrical optics, there corresponds on the optical side the light ray for the
path of the representative point in configuration space. Therefore, the Hamiltonian analogy
of mechanics to optics is an analogy to geometric optics. Hamilton’s variational principle can
be shown to correspond to Fermat’s principle for a wave propagation in configuration space,
and the Hamilton-Jacobi equation expresses Huygens’ principle for this wave propagation.
Therefore, Schrodinger thought that a wave equation should be deduced by the Hamilton-
Jacobi equation [14-16].

Let’s start from Hamilton-Jacobi differential equation,

N 1
E-F—(VS) +V=0. 2)
In the Schrodinger original paper, R(x,t) is regarded as a constant [14-16]. Thus, we
have

W _135,  yy=lvsy 3)
ar  hat I
From (3), one finds
ad 10 1
S _ gt gs— inlvy. @)
ot ¥ ot ¥

Inserting (4) into (2), the Hamilton-Jacobi equation becomes

s 1 . 19y 1
5 5 (V) +V_—zhw¥+2—W+

where VS = (VS)™ is used because S is real.
According to (5), we take a Lagrangian density of the physical system as

4

VY VYT +V =0, 5)

=it 2 Eoyvyt yviyt, (©)

and the solution of the Hamilton variational problem to (6) may be written as

a n?
zh—‘/’:[——vuv]w. %)
2m
The Schrodinger equation is readily verified that the R(x, ) and S(x, ¢) satisfy
oR 1 )
— =——[RV"S+2VR-VS], 8)
at 2m

which describes conservation of probability for the physical system, and

3 = +VE) — ———

2m 2m R

aS VS)? R? V2R
__[( ) ] ©)

which implies that motion of particle is determined not only from classical potential, such
.. 2 2 Rk
as V(x), but also from additional term zh—mV—RR called as the quantum potential by Bohm

[6, 7]. R(x,t) is determined in terms of the action S(x, #) by the differential equation (8).
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If R(x,t) was constant, V2§ in (8) and the quantum potential in (9) would disappear.
However, the Schrodinger equations (7)—(9) with probability interpretation is in excellent
agreement with an extremely wide range of experiments. Therefore, there exists a paradox,
on one hand, no experimental evidence is known which contradicts the Schrodinger equa-
tion, on the other hand, the equation was deduced by a special case. An alternative way of
deducing the Schrodinger equation by the path integral [17] has only a complex phase, the
action functional.

3 Quantum Theory in Timelike Curve

Supposed that R = R(x, t) is not a constant, (3) becomes

Y 19§ BR iS/h i iS/h
= e'S/h Vi = —VSy + VRS, 10
” hatlﬁ 4 5 ¥ + VRe (10)
Thus, we have
08 10 10R 1 1
— =—ih— I/f +ih— VS=—ih—V¢ +ih—VR. (11)
ot Y ot R ot v R

Inserting (11) into (2), one finds

aS Loy R 1
——vsvs+v_h—— VyVyt+Vv
ar T3, (VO + waz+2mww+ww+
19R K1
ji—— — — —(VR)>=0. 12
e T VR (12)

Similarly, the Lagrangian density of the physical system is given by

1// + —wfvw +VyyT+ th@ - —(VR)Z (13)

a
= —jhuT
v 2m

in terms of (12). If we take both ¢ and R as independent variables, the variational solution
with the boundaries §y+ = 83 = §R = 0 to (13) is given by

9 12
W e yyly, ver=o. (14)
ot 2m

The Schrodinger equation does, obviously, not satisfy the condition V2R = 0 for a quan-
tum wave function because of the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bohm equation (9).

In fact, ¥ and R are dependent. Equation (12) should be regarded as a equation of motion.
Substituting the Schrodinger equation (7) into (12), we have

as+ (VS)(VS)*—i—V ! hRaR+ i RV*R 4+ — ih? R>V2S + hRVRVS
4 - ihR— + —
ot vyt 2m 2m

=0, (15)
which will also give the conservation of probability (8) and condition V2R = 0, while it is
not true of the condition V2R = 0 for a quantum theory.
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If comparing analytical mechanics with geometrical optics, one can show an identity of
the principle of least action and Fermat principle. Moreover, the quantization of the Hamil-
tonian dynamics of mechanical systems leads to the Heisenberg equation [18]. The idea of
an imaginary time version of Hamilton-Jacobi equation, called Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman
equation, has been studied for decades. Therefore, it may be a reasonable generalization
that the classical traversal time should be included [19-21].

T=t+io. (16)

Suppose that the Hamilton-Jacobi differential equation for a quantum physical system in the
T-timespace is satisfied,

N 1
8—+—(VS) +V =0, 17)

which is called Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation. The action integral in the complex
timespace can be expressed as

W, = /p(x r)[ +—(VS) +V]d‘xdr (18)

where p(x, ) is the probability density of the physical system. According to the action
integral, Lagrangian density of the physical system is defined as

BN 0S 1 2
L=Llp,S,—,VS)=p| =+ +V|, (19)
at it 2m
using the Hamilton variational principle with boundaries §p (x, ) = §S(x, ) = 0, one finds

8L S 8L
SW, = /(—5+ 88+ —-8— +—8VS>d3xdr

535 9t VS
3 L 5L
= — | =588 +V-[—55)|d’xd
/<8r (5% >+ (avs )) T
+/ 2Ly + L _ 008 5 L V55 ) ddxdr =0 (20)
- —_— T T e y— xat =0.
50" T\55 " ot e 3VS

The first term in (20) vanishes because of the boundary conditions, the second term gives
out the following two equations,

5L
— =0, 21
3p
and
F) L) b
_ﬂ___ﬁ_v._l::()' (22)
8 9t s 8VS

Using (19), we find that (21) will lead to the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation (17) and
(22) will give out the conservation of the probability,

g—p—l- IV (pVS) = (23)
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where p and j = %(pVS ) are sometimes referred to as the probability and probability cur-
rent density in the T-timespace, respectively. The current density j is the spatial variation of
the action of the physical system that determines the strength of the current. The move the
action varies with distance, the greater the current.

Note that (23) is also a conservation law expressing the fact that a change in the particle
density in a region of space is compensated for a net change in flux into that region in the
complex t-timespace.

It is in general correction in between the real 7-timespace and the imaginary o -timespace.
Therefore, there exists the exchange of the current between the two timespace. Thus, matter
creation or destruction would tale place in the observed f-timespace. It is impossible for
nonrelativistic quantum theory. However, when there doesn’t any interaction between the
two timespace, (23) will be decomposed into two independent equation according to the real
part and the imaginary part. In this case, the conservation of matter is kept in the observed
t-timespace.

In order to check if there exists the correction between the two timespace, we consider
the action integral in terms of the two-dimensional liketime curve, such as

BN 1
W) = /P(X, t, G)[E + m (VS)?* + V:|d3xdtdo

3 —— K2 + +
= [ &’xdtdo | =iy — + —VY VYT + Vi
Jt 2m
dR s n
ihR— —iR*— — —(VR)*|. 24
R R T am )} @)

It should be noted if ¥ and ¥ are regarded as the independent variables, R and S are
not the independent invariables. Using the Hamilton variational principle with boundaries
8% = 8y =0, one can obtain the Schrddinger equation,

oY P,

ih— =|—=—V "+ V |y 25
ot |: 2m TV 25)
It is noted that (25) can only describe evaluation of the wave function in the ¢-timespace. In

the following, we try to give some information in the o -timespace.
Inserting (25) into (17), one finds

aS 1 1 aS R K
4+ — (VS +V=—|—-iR*>—= —hR— + —RV?’R | =0, 26
ot T om VS |¢|2< 'y 90 | 2m 26)

where the conservation of the probability (23) is used. Thus, the real and imaginary parts of
(26) give out the following two equations in the o -timespace,

8S(t,0)

0, 27
iled @7

which means that the state vector of the physical system allows an arbitrary phase factor
without relating to ¢ variable, and

R
M — ivﬁg(t,a). (28)
do 2m
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Equations (27) and (28), from the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation (17) and the conser-
vation of the probability (23), make W, .y be the action integral in the two-dimensional
timespace.

For t-timespace, we find

S +— (V) (VST +V = ! 'hRaR + in R2V?S + ihRVRVS

ot | 2m AT m
h* V2R
ryr 29
2m R (29)

It is shown in (29) that the imaginary part is only the probability conservation (8), while
the real part is the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bohm equation (9). Now, the paradox occur anyway
in coordinates of the two-dimensional timelike curves. The wave functions deed satisfy the
Schrodinger equation (25) without any confinement in the ¢-timespace measured by the
experimenters. Moreover, they also involve in a random motion described by (27) and (28)
in the o -timespace with hidden variables.

Quantum field theory in the timelike curves has many examples such as the Casimir effect
where the expectation value of the energy-momentum tensor fail to obey the weak energy
condition [26, 27]. The suggested time asymmetry is useful to explain why in the beginning
the universe was so uniform, as evinced by the microwave background radiation left over
from the big bang, whereas the end of the universe must be messy.

The imaginary time may be ascribed with the physical notion of the signal velocity of
a truncated wave packet [28] and is of importance for dynamic tunneling events. In recent
years, the imaginary time is used to study baryon and lepton number violation processes in
collision experiments in the TeV range [29-31]. This process is associated with the tunneling
between topologically different vacua in the standard electroweak model through the baryon
and lepton number anomaly.

4 Interpretation of Probability Wave

Equation (25) and (27)—(28) show that there doesn’t exist any interaction of coupling term
between the ¢- and o-timespace. In the following, therefore, we will denote S, and S, as
phases of wave functions in the 7- and the o -timespace respectively. Similarly, R, and R,
are amplitudes of wave functions in the ¢- and the o -timespace respectively.

Equations (27) and (28) are diffusion equations, the relevant solutions may be expressed
as

Se(§ —x)=x(& —x), (30)
where x is an arbitrary function, and

_ 1 7(547,\')2 —_hn 1
= Gnboyr¢ o D=hiam, S

Ry (§ —x)
where D is a diffusion coefficient. In the Nelson’s stochastic theory, the diffusion coefficient
D = h/2m was supposed to derive the Schrodinger equation [22, 23].

It is noted that lim, o R, (§ — x) = 6(§ — x). Therefore, £ is a random variable rep-
resented by the position x(¢, o). The diffusion process, which is strongly irreversible, is
related to a random motion of the Brownian particles.
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If setting k; = (¢ — x);/L; and n; = Z(ID/L,.2 (i =1,2,3), where L; is the mean free
path along x, y and z axes respectively; and using the following relation,

1in3)(1—x)‘/*=e*‘ =1in3)(1+x)*‘/*‘, (32)

one finds

E-x%\ E—x)? L*\ _ 2
exp(—Z Do >_exp<— B 2D(j>_exp(—k /n)
K\ "k k2/2n K\ "k k2/2n
S (CHRNIGCHN
n n
K\ 2 K\ 2
(3) (=3
n n

B (3"
B+ RRRS (= k)R

(33)

Thus,

1 25
(47rDo)3

[ S )Y

\/4nDa V4w Do
I _E3 (E—x)

4Do d

«/ 47'( Do V4 Do

/\2 —
1 JiDa) d(f X)3

\/ 47t Do V4 Do

= [<n+2k>1 <n kn]. ( (Aki//m1)

1
[(VH—k)z],[(n k)2]| (5) (AkZ/\/n—Z)

RX(E — x)d’t = d3(€ —X)

1
[(Il‘Fk)%]' (n— k)'; E) (Ak3/\/_) (34)

where the following approximation is used,

nl ~ (271n)1/2<g) . (35)

Equation (34) is a probability to take k; = (¢ — x);/L; (i = 1,2,3 represent x, y, z
axes respectively) more jumps in the positive direction after n; = 20D/Li2 jumps in
3-dimensional ensemble.
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Taking ¢ and o as independent variables, the state vector of the physical system may be
expressed as

lp(sva7x7 t) = RU(E —.X) eXP(lX(E _x)/h).(/f(x7 t)
=R, (£ — )R, (x, t)ei(sz(X,fHX(E*x))/h’ (36)

where ¥ (x,1) = R,(x, 1) exp(iS,(x, t)/h) is determined by the Schriodinger equation (25),
while R, (§ — x)exp(i x (€ — x)/h) satisfies (27) and (28). Because Rf, is joint probability
distributions in terms of (34) explained as the random motion, W is a probability wave with
probability in the observed timespace,

JPENVE 0,x, D
pt,x) =
[dEdPx|V(E, 0,x, 1)
B fd%$|Ra($ —X)R,(x,t)ei(sr(x’,)+X(§_X))/h|2
- fd3§d3x|Ra (£ —X)R,;(x, 1)el Si@x.N+xE=0)/h|2
|Rf(x7t)|2

" xR (x. D S

which is exactly the same with the conventional probability described by the Schrodinger
equation. Equation (37) shows that for observations which may be reduced to position mea-
surements, the two wave functions, W and v, give the same predictions. A physical system is
completely described by a state function ¥ in terms of the 7-timespace, which is an element
of a Hilbert space, and which furthermore gives informations about probability distributions
in terms of the o -timespace.

The random distribution R?d*£ is independent of the v field and dependent only on our
degree of information concerning the location of the particle because of lim, g R, (§ —x) ~
8(& — x), which may be an appropriate interpretation for a causal theory of the quantum
mechanics [24, 25].

5 Many Particle System
Similarly, the extension to an arbitrary number of particles is straightforward, and we shall

quote only the results here. The Schrodinger equation for N-particle system with the coor-
dinates x; (i =1, ..., N) may be given by

N
0 h?
ihgl/f(xl,xz, XN, D) = |:—§ Z—m,V'Z + V(x1, x2,. --,XN,f)i|¢(xl,x2, co XN, D),
(38)
the wave function also involves additional random motion in the o -timespace, such as
3 Non
a—GRa(Xl,xz, N ; Z—miV?Ro(xl,Xz, ces XN, 39
0
—SU(XI,XZ,...,XN):O. (40)
do
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The above equations are simply a 3N-dimensional generalization of the similar three-
dimensional equations (25) and (27)—(28).

The solution of the differential equations (40) and (41) will in general lead to multiple-
valued function, such as

1 7(523,»)2
Doyt “1

N
Ra(sl,...,sN;xl,...,xN)=g(4n
So (1 = X1y En —XN) = X (&1 — X1, ..., &1 — X)), 42)

where D; = h/2m; is a diffusion coefficient for i-th particle, the correspondent &; is a ran-
dom variable represented by the position x; (¢, o). Therefore, the wave function described
the behavior of every particle in the many particle system,

W, ....6n, 0, X1, XN, T)
=Ro(1, ... 6N X1, xR (X1, .. XN, D)

X exp[i(st(xlﬁ'-'vaat)+X(él _x17'-'aEN —XN))/h], (43)

may obviously be explained as the probability wave with probability,

[T, [ P&V E, ... e, 0,51, ., xn, D)

p(tvxh“'v-xN) =
[T % [ d3xi| W, ... &y, 00x1, . xw, D2
B H;V:Ifd3€i|R”Rtei(Sr+x)/ﬁ|2
l‘[l{‘le deg’_-i fd3xi|Ra Rtei(S,+x)/h|2
Ri(x1,...,xn,0)]?
- IR, (x; XN, 1) . (44)
l_[,‘=1 fd3xi R (x1,..., XN, t)|2
The wave amplitude, R(z, 1, 8N X, ., xN)Rf(xl, ...,Xpn,1), has two interpreta-
tions. First, it defines a probability distribution in terms of (44), which explains why a proba-
bility wave is in terms of the hidden variables & and o . Secondly, th (x1,...,xn,1) described
by the Schrodinger equation is equal to the density of representative points (xy, ..., Xy) in

our 3N -dimensional ensemble.

6 Quantum Measurement

For any interpretation it is necessary to put the mathematical model of the theory into corre-
spondence with experience. For this purpose, Let’s consider the question about live quantum
cat. This is one possible outcome of Schrodinger’s famous thought experiment, in which a
radioactive substance, on emitting a particle, would trigger the release of lethal poison. The
problem posed by the experiment is to reconcile the two following facts. The first is that,
empirically, cats invariably appear to us either alive or dead. The second is that the con-
ventional Schrodinger equations of motion seem to predict that cats can be in an almost
unimaginably bizarre state in which they are neither alive nor dead.

Imagine that we prepare a Schrodinger cat state, the wave functions may be expressed as

(W) [Ws)
[ |wy)]1/2 (W, | W,)[1/2

(45)

|cat) =a
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where W, and W, are two different states in a superposition,
[W1) = Ry, (51 —x)exp(ix1(§ —x)/MY1(x,1)
= R; (&1 — )R (x, 1) expli (S (x, 1) + x1(§ —x))/h), (46)
[W2) = Ry (52 — x) exp(i x2(§ — x)/M)Ya(x, 1)
= Ry (& — X)Rpp(x, 1) expli (Sia(x, 1) + x2(& — x))/hl. 7
For a superposition, &; # &, setting §; =& + c and & =& — ¢, one finds
(W W,) [ _ | [d*E Ry (&1 — x) Ry (&2 — x) (Y1 [¥2) |
W W)W W2)| [ dPER2(E —x) [d3nR2(n — x) (Y1 |¥) [ (V2 |2) ]
) 2
_ g 48)
{1 [ (2] ¥2) |
When C?/Do > 1, one finds
(W[ Wa)[* ~0. (49)
Thus,
2 (Y11¥2)
= |a|? b|? Do a*b
teatlear) = Jal 4 IoE e a2 (Gl 172
_2 (Y2l ¥1)
+ ¢~ 205 ab*
O D R ) 172
~lal* + b, (50)

This way of decoherence offers an explanation for superselection rules. Our solution to
the problem is not recourse to any special role for observers and measured apparatus. The
discontinuous jump into an eigenstate is only dependent upon the hidden variables, £ and o,

insight the wave function.

If a system is observed only in states |v;) and |,), but never in a superposition, then we

know that & = &, = £ in this case. Thus

(W) [Wy)
(@ | Wy)]1/2 [(Ws | W,)[1/2”

W)y =a

one finds

(@1 W) | [ 6 R (5 — )Ry (§ — ) (YY)

(W W) (W2 Wa) [ dPER2(E —x) [ d*nR2(n — )l Y)W )]

1 €02
| Grbeys S d5e” e [y lyn) P

T JdER2E —x) [ dEnR2( — 0¥ (¥l )]

(yly2)I®
KWy {2l 2)|

(G

(52)
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From (46) and (47), we have

|(Y1[¥2)]
[ 1) V212 |y} |12

[(Walyn)
(W) 121 () |12

In total, our measurement is the square amplitude measure of the wave function deter-
mined by the Schrodinger equation in the real ¢-timespace. The continuous change of state
vector of a physical system with the real timespace observed by experimenters is determined
by the Schrodinger equation.

The discontinuous jump is brought about by the observation of a quantity with eigenvec-
tors of the Schrodinger equation, such as |y), [¥,), ..., in which the state vector |¢) will
changed into the state |y) = Y, ¢;|;) with probability |[(y;[¥)|*> = 7.

(W|W) = |af” +|b]* +a*b

+ ab*

(53)

7 Conclusion

In conclusion, our theory states that a fundamental randomness is introduced into the wave
function in terms of the hidden variables. Once the probability distribution is set up in a
statistical ensemble of quantum-mechanical systems, then the results predicted for all the
measurement processes will precisely be the same in the causal interpretation as in the usual
interpretation.

In terms of coordinates of the timelike curves, the wave functions described by the
motions of the microscopic objects not only obey the Schrodinger equation in the real #-
timespace but also involve additional random motion permitting a detailed causal and contin-
uous description of all processes in the imaginary o -timespace. This may be reason why the
state vector of the physical system is a probability wave. Furthermore, in the complex time
coordinate T =t + io, the wave functions are solutions of the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman
equation and the conservation of probability. Thus, it is shown that why microscopic sys-
tems seem to posses their familiar classical properties in the experimental measurement.

It is needed to emphasize that our hidden variable theory is different from Bohm’s one
[6, 7], where the microscopic object have a fixed position and momentum at all time. The
experiments seem to reject the interpretation, where a photon in two places at the same time
was observed [11, 12]. Our random distribution, R§d3.§ , is independent of the 1 field de-
scribed by the Schrodinger equation. Therefore, a microscopic object may exist in different
places at the same time. In contrast to the many world interpretation, our interpretation about
the quantum measurement is independent of any measured equipments and environmental
effects.

In the Nelson’s stochastic theory, on the other hand, the Schrodinger equation is deduced
by presuming the diffusion coefficient D = h/2m. In present work, D is directly from the
Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation. It doesn’t include, especially, to explain paradoxes of
the quantum measurement.

References

1. Born, M.: Z. Phys. 38, 803 (1926)
2. Einstein, A., Podolsky, B., Rosen, N.: Phys. Rev. 47, 777 (1935)

@ Springer



Int J Theor Phys (2009) 48: 1859-1871 1871

—_

—
(RN

SO0 XN AW

Everett, H. III: Rev. Mod. Phys. 29, 454 (1957)

Zurek, W.H.: Phys. Rev. D 24, 1516 (1981)

Ollivier, H., Zurek, W.H.: Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 01790 (2001)

Bohm, D.: Phys. Rev. 85, 18 (1952)

Bohm, D.: Phys. Rev. 85, 16 (1952)

Bohm, D., Vigier, J.P.: Phys. Rev. 96, 208 (1954)

Plastino, A.R., Casas, M., Plastino, A.: Phys. Lett. A 281, 297 (2001)

Bell, J.S.: Physica (N.Y.) 1, 195 (1964)

Wheeler, J.A.: In: Marlow, A.R. (ed.) Mathematical Foundation of Quantum Theory. Academic, New
York (1978), p. 9

Hellmuth, T., Walther, H., Zajonc, A., Schleich, W.: Phys. Rev. A 35, 2532 (1987)

. de Broglie, L.: An Introduction to the Study of Wave Mechanics. E.P. Dutton and Company Inc., New

York (1930)

. Schrodinger, E.: Collected Papers on Wave Mechanics. Blackie, Glasgow (1926), p. 1
. Schrodinger, E.: Ann. Phys. 79, 361 (1926)

. Schrodinger, E.: Ann. Phys. 79, 489 (1926)

. Feynman, R.P.: Rev. Mod. Phys. 20, 367 (1948)

. Schwinger, J.: Phys. Rev. 82, 914 (1951)

Wigner, E.P.: Phys. Rev. 98, 145 (1955)
Sokolovski, D., Baskin, L.M.: Phys. Rev. A 36, 4604 (1987)

. Wang, Z.S., Kwek, L.C., Lai, C.H., Oh, C.H.: Phys. Rev. A 69, 052108 (2004)

. Nelson, E.: Phys. Rev. 150, 1079 (1966)

. Nelson, E.: Quantum Fluctuations. Princeton University Press, Princeton (1985)

. Keller, J.B.: Phys. Rev. 89, 1040 (1953)

. Keller, J.B.: Les savants et le Monde. In: Collection dirigée par André George, Louis de Broglie, Physi-

cien et Penseur. Editions Albin Michel, Paris (1953)

. Morris, M.S., Thorn, K.S., Yurtsever, U.: Phys. Rev. Lett. 61, 1446 (1988)
. Hawking, S.W.: Phys. Rev. D 52, 5681 (1995)

. Stevens, K.W.H.: J. Phys. C 16, 3649 (1983)

. "t Hooft, G.: Phys. Rev. D 14, 3432 (1976)

. Manton, N.S.: Phys. Rev. D 28, 2019 (1983)

. Klinkhamer, F.R., Manton, N.S.: Phys. Rev. D 30, 2212 (1984)

@ Springer



	Interpretation for Probability Wave and Quantum Measured Problem
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Schrödinger Equation
	Quantum Theory in Timelike Curve
	Interpretation of Probability Wave
	Many Particle System
	Quantum Measurement
	Conclusion
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


