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ABSTRACT

An experiment to observe the Aharonov-Bohm effect is discussed. A solenoid which consists of
a large number of point magnetic dipoles is considered as the source of a vector potential, which
acts on a charged particle, and such potential has an electromagnetic field of zero strength in the
region of a nonzero vector potential. A detailed microscopic analysis of the change in the
quantum state phase of the entire system, namely, a particle and a set of dipoles, reveals the
origin of the apparent nonlocality of the action of the vector potential, and shows the locality of
the phase change mechanism. An analysis of an experiment with a solenoid shielded by a

superconducting shell is given.

INTRODUCTION

The current level of techniques for creating and manipulating quantum structures [1, 2] has
provided a new impetus to research in the field of creation and practical study of quantum
systems and phenomena, which were formerly proposed by the pioneers of quantum physics.
Among such proposals is the experiment proposed by Aharonov and Bohm [3, 4] to change the
phase of the quantum state of a charged particle which passes a solenoid in the region where the
solenoid’s magnetic field is negligible. The idea that a quantum particle moving in regions
where there are no fields of any kind, along different paths, could nevertheless acquire a different

phase, depending on their motion trajectory, seemed at that time surprising.

In this paper we propose an alternative method of phase calculation, which leads to the result of
Aharonov and Bohm [3-5], but also eliminates the intrigue of nonlocality from the physical
consideration of this phenomenon. The Aharonov-Bohm effect has been intensively studied, and
in a number of papers attempts have been made to derive it within the framework of the local
theory, for example [6-8]. Vaidman [6], in particular, devoted his work to searching for the local

physical sources of this effect. He put forward certain qualitative considerations as to why the
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seemingly nonlocal action of a vector potential should arise from local interactions, if the entire
system of a solenoid and a particle be considered consistently from a quantum-mechanical

standpoint.

In [7] an approach was developed to describe the nonlocality of the interaction between a particle
and a magnetic field source in the framework of quantum electrodynamics. The particle was
allowed to move through a screen with two narrow slits along two predetermined trajectories to
the right and left of the solenoid. The authors made calculations under perturbation theory, which
were accurate to second-order terms. It was shown that the contribution of local exchange of
virtual photons between the particle and the solenoid may well cause the phase difference which

arises during the bypassing of the vector potential source from different sides.

In [8], the interaction was also calculated in the presence of a quantum electromagnetic field

which physically transfers quantum entanglement from a particle to a solenoid.

A gauge-invariant consideration of the evolution of a particle’s state as a function of its motion
was proposed. Likewise it was shown that it is possible experimentally to study phase effects
without closing the trajectories around the solenoid. However, the choice in [7] and [8] of those
variables which describe the electromagnetic field as independent quantum degrees of freedom
only increases the number of calculations, which makes a consistent consideration difficult,

although in itself it is not necessary for a “local” explanation of the Aharonov-Bohm effect.

In [6], Vaidman offers qualitative considerations, but does not provide a detailed analysis of
what is taking place. None of these papers provides a detailed analysis of the problems
associated with a specific, material structure of the solenoid. The aim of this paper is to
eliminate these deficiencies. We consider the solenoid as a composite object consisting of a
large number of point magnetic dipoles. A detailed microscopic analysis of the phase change in
the quantum state of the entire system, namely, a particle and a set of dipoles, reveals the origin
of the apparent nonlocality in the action of the vector potential, and demonstrates the locality of

the phase change mechanism.
In addition, on the basis of our approach we analyse some experiments devoted to testing the
Aharonov-Bohm effect [9-13], and show that in some experiments with complete shielding of

the vector potential source [10, 11, 13], the Aharonov and Bohm phase may not appear.

Description of the particle-solenoid system



Consider a point particle with a charge e and mass m, which moves in the vicinity of the vector
potential source (see Fig. 1) in the region where the magnetic field of the same source is
negligible. The Lagrangian of a particle with charge e and mass m, which for convenience we

will consider as spinless, in a magnetic field with vector potential A acquires an addition %(AX),

where x is the particle velocity. If a magnetic field is created by an infinitely long and infinitely
thin solenoid, then the entire set of paths along which a particle can move from the point x; to
the point x, is divided into two classes — paths which bypass the solenoid “to the left” and “to
the right,” that is trajectories passing clockwise and counterclockwise, respectively [14]. By
performing functional integration over the transition paths to calculate the amplitude U(x4,x,)
of a particle’s transition from point x; to point x, , we can split the integral into two parts,
corresponding to each of these classes. We designate their values obtained in the absence of a

magnetic field in the solenoid as Ui (x5, x;) and Uy (x5, x1).

For a non-zero vector potential, U (x,, x;) and U, (x,, x;) are substituted by Uz (x,, x;)e?® and

U, (x5, x,)e'PL, where

To calculate g, integration is performed over the path that envelops the solenoid on the right,
and for ¢y, — on the left. Because H = rotA = 0 everywhere, save for the area occupied by the
solenoid, these values are completely determined by the choice of the direction of bypassing the

solenoid, and do not depend on the trajectory of integration.

The scattering amplitude of a particle on the solenoid f(6) will be proportional to
[ U(xz, x1)¥(x;)dx; with an appropriate choice of the initial wave packet (x;) , the upper
bound of the time interval [tq,t,], on which functional integration is performed, tending to

infinity. We then have

f(6) = fr(8)e'?" + fL(8)e*,

and the scattering cross-section will be:

a(0) = 1fe@)* + Ifu(O? + fo" (0)fL(8)e™™ + fr(O)f *,(6)e'®,



where ¢ = pp — @, = gﬁgAdx, and integration may be performed over any circuit which

encloses the solenoid.

Hence the scattering cross-section will contain a dependence on ¢, which dependence in

29
.

Aharonov-Bohm’s original work is reduced to the factor sin
The actual view of the cross-section as a function of the scattering angle, which was derived in
that work, is not important for us here. However, since 1959 everyone who has studied the
Aharonov-Bohm effect has been impressed by the fact that the scattering cross-section is non-
zero in the absence of forces which act on the scattered particle. The fact is that the entire
magnetic field is contained in an infinitely thin solenoid, which, for the purity of a thought
experiment, those who wish to do so can mentally surround with an infinitely high potential
barrier. This astonishing fact has been generating confusion in many minds for more than 60
years, and such confusion usually assumes two diametrically opposed forms. Some regard the
Aharonov-Bohm effect, which has now been confirmed experimentally, as proof of a certain
“reality of the vector potential” [15]. In extreme cases, this comes down to studying the effect of
the vector potential in the absence of a magnetic field (sic!) on biological subjects [16-19] and
patenting devices for medical treatment using the vector potential. Others, on the other hand,
deny the very existence of the Aharonov-Bohm effect (albeit now confirmed experimentally), or
alternatively they deny its quantum nature [20, 21], despite the presence of Planck’s constant in

the original Aharonov-Bohm formula.

Below we suggest an explanation of the Aharonov-Bohm effect, whose numerical results do not
depart from the original work, but which does not astonish one with the need for unconditional
surrender to the fact that the nature of a particle’s motion can change in the absence of any

material agents which are capable of influencing such motion.

In other words, we intend to prove that the Aharonov-Bohm effect is caused not only by “the

reality of the vector potential,” but also by mundane material factors.
The proof scheme is as follows:

1. A solenoid in whose vicinity a genuine Aharonov-Bohm effect can be observed is not a

means for demonstrating the reality of the vector potential, but a wholly material body



consisting of atoms and electrons, in general — objects to which quantum mechanical

consideration can be applied.

2. Further, although the solenoid’s magnetic field, as everyone knows, being zero does not
act on a passing particle, the magnetic field created by the passing particle does act on the

solenoid’s components, and surely does.

If the solenoid is considered quantum mechanically, then the scattering amplitude should depend
on the variables which describe the solenoid. We further show that this dependence can be

reduced to the following:

1f(8)) = fr(@)[Yr) + fL(O)]PL)

where |£(0)) is used to emphasise the fact that the final state of the “solenoid+ particle” system

can now be described not only by its dependence on the particle’s scattering angle.

Furthermore, it turns out that the values fz(8) and f;(6) appearing here remain the same as in

the “classical” case.

The values |yg) and |y, ) here designate the solenoid’s states into which it transfers under the
influence of the magnetic field created by a classical particle when the particle passes it from the
right and left respectively.

We show that in certain special cases |r) = e PR|i,), |.) = e'?L[,), where [|ip,) is the
unperturbed state of the solenoid. In the more general case, there is an asymptotic equality at the

number of the solenoid’s elementary magnetic dipoles tending to infinity:

(Wlr) = el?

By folding the square of the modulus of the scattering amplitude |f(6)) of the particle with

respect to the solenoid variables so as to calculate the scattering cross-section, we obtain:

o(0) = Ifg@* + LI + (f"(O)fL(B)WrlpL) + c.c.),

Taking account of the said asymptotic equality, this coincides with the “classical” scattering

cross-section.



PROOF
The evolution operator of the quantum system U(q,, t,, q4,t;) transforms the wave function of

the initial state 1, (q) at time t; into the wave function of the final state ,(q) at time t, in the

following way:

Y2(q2) = (UY1)(q2) = f U(q2 t2, q1, t1)¥1(q1)dgq 1)

integration is carried out over all variables of the system q
The q variables here mean the entire set of variables which describe the system.

The evolution operator is expressed in terms of the Feynman integral:

(q2,t2) ta
U(qz tz, q1 t1) = f exp ifL(q,c’z)dt Dq(t) )
(q1,t1) 21

where L(q, q) is the system Lagrangian.

Consider a free particle of mass m, which is described by a vector of spatial co-ordinates x. Its

Lagrangian will be

©)

mx
LO (X, X) =

We consider the scattering of a particle with charge e and mass m by an infinite magnetic

filament elongated along the Z axis (see Fig. 1).
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Let the initial state of the particle be a wave packet of the form e***, running from minus infinity
along the X axis, infinite in both directions along the Z axis, and being of length [ along the X
axis and of width d along the Y axis (see Fig. 2),

Y1 (x,y) = e**u(x)v(y) (4)

where u(x) and v(y) are sufficiently smooth envelopes. The final state, for a sufficiently long
time t,, will be equal to the sum of that part of the initial wave packet that has passed the

filament without experiencing scattering, and an expanding cylindrical wave of the form
ul(r)%e”‘r, where r2 = x? + y2.

It is evident that in the absence of a filament, f(8) = 0.
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The Lagrangian of a particle in the presence of a magnetic field is:

Li(x,%) = Ly(x%) +§(Ax) 5)
It follows that
tz tz xz
f L, (x,%) dt = f Lo(x %) dt + f ;(Adx) (6)
t]_ t]_ x1

Since outside the magnetic filament (an infinite solenoid) the magnetic field H is zero, and
rot A = H, then the second term in (5) is the same for the integrals over all paths which go

around the magnetic filament from whatever chosen side.

We denote by:
X2
e
on = | Saaw)
X1
the integral taken over the path that bends round the filament on the right, and

X2
e
o= [ S
X1
over the path on the left.

Clearly, if x;and x, are pairwise the same for the first and second integrals, then ¢ = @z — @, iS

independent of x,, x,, and

0= 9r— 1= § = (Adx) 7

where integration is performed counterclockwise over any contour which surrounds the magnetic

filament.

By separating in the path integral for the evolution operator (2) those terms which correspond to

all paths enveloping the filament on the right, and respectively, on the left, we have:



U(xg, b, %1, t1) = Ug(xxy, ty, X1, t1)€ PR + Uy (x5, by, x4, £y ) e™4L (8)

where, for example,

(x2,t2) )
UR (xZ, tz, xl, tl) = f eXp i f Lo(x, X) dt DX(t)
(x1,t1) ty

is the integral over the paths of a free particle which envelops the filament from the right.

In the absence of a magnetic filament, there is no scattered wave. Thus, if we take the initial

wave function in the form (4), then for sufficiently large times t, we can assume that

(U1)(x2) = (Urp1) (x2) + (Upp1) (x2)

is close to zero everywhere except for a narrow layer near the plane (X, Z), that is at scattering

angles 6 close to zero. Hence everywhere except for the region near the plane (X, Z)

(Ur¥1)(xz) + (U (x2) =0 )
By choosing sufficiently small initial dimensions d and [ of the incident wave packet, we may
assume that ¢z and ¢;, in (8) are constant for each given scattering angle. Then the amplitude of

scattering through the angle 6 will be proportional to
f(6) o (Uph1)(0)e'?® + (UL h1)(0)e' (10)
and the differential scattering cross-section, having regard to (9), will be proportional to

If(0)|* o« 2|(Urip1)(0)]* — 2|(Uryp1)(0)]* cos(p, — ¢r)

that is

F(O)]? sin2§ (1)

It can be noted that this result remains valid under assumptions which are more general than
those of Aharonov-Bohm — the shape of the filament can be arbitrary, not necessarily straight,

sufficing the filament’s deviations from the Z axis be limited by some value 1,,,,. In this case,



(11) remains valid, the scattering cross-sections will still contain the factor sin? %, although the

angular distribution of the scattered particles will differ from that calculated by Aharonov-Bohm,

and moreover, in general terms the scattering will lose translational symmetry along the Z axis.

In short, this is the result of the “classical” consideration of the Aharonov-Bohm experiment. It
is classical in the sense that the magnetic field created by the solenoid (although everywhere zero
except on an infinitely thin filament) is understood as being predetermined. In reality, a
magnetic field is not a mathematical abstraction, but is created by moving electric charges. In
our case — by charges which move inside the magnetic filament. Moreover, generally this

movement has a quantum nature.

The charges moving inside the solenoid move, in particular, under the influence of a magnetic
field of a particle moving past the solenoid. We must examine this more closely. If the solenoid
is regarded as a quantum system, it will be characterised by its dynamic variables.

We denote their totality by gq. The Lagrangian of “the solenoid plus particle” system appears
thus

L(q,x) = Ls(q,q) + Line(q, ¢, A) + Lo(x,%) 12)
Here Lg is the Lagrangian in the absence of a passing particle’s magnetic field, L;,; is an addition
to the Lagrangian arising from the presence of the vector potential A of a passing particle, and L,
is the Lagrangian of a free particle (3). The transition from considering the motion of a particle
in the field of a solenoid to considering the evolution of a solenoid in the field of a particle is
legitimate if the retardation of the electromagnetic field is ignored.

For the evolution operator we have the expression

U(qz, X2, t2,q1, X1, 1) =

(q2.x2,t2) t2
= | ewli] (@D + Ln@.a.A)
(q1.x1,t1) t1 (13)

+ Lo(x,%))dt | Dq(t)Dx(t)

We integrate this expression over Dq(t) to obtain:



(x2,t2) ta

U(qz, X2, t2,q1, X1, t1) = f Us(qz, t2, 91, t1|A) exp ifLo(X;X)dt Dx(t) (14)

(x1,t1) t1

We denote by Ug(q,, t,, g1, t1|A) the evolution operator of the solenoid as a functional of the
entire function A(t), t; <t < t, of the vector potential of the passing particle’s magnetic field.
(In strict terms, we should use the expression A(t, k), where k is the index which numbers the
entire set of the solenoid’s variables, since A varies at different points of the solenoid. However,

for simplicity we omit this index until it is clearly necessary for the purposes of calculation.)

As long as the initial states of the solenoid and the particle are not entangled, that is, the wave

function of the initial state of “the solenoid plus particle” system 1, (g, x) can be represented as

¥1(4,%) = Y51 (@1 () (15)

then it is possible, acting by the evolution operator in the form (14) on the initial state (15), to

integrate over g,to obtain

(x2,t2) ty
Y2(q2,x2) = ]dx1 J PYs2(q2|A) exp iJLo(X'X)dt Dx(t) - 1 (x1) (16)
(x1,t1) ty

Here, 1, ,(q|A)- is the result of solving the Schrodinger equation for the entire set of solenoid
variables given the solenoid’s initial state ¥;,(g) and the time dependence of the vector
potential A(t) on the interval [t;,t,], which corresponds to the given trajectory x(t) of the

passing particle.

We prove that at certain assumptions regarding “the internal structure” of the solenoid, the
following will be fulfilled:

l;bs,z (q |A) = ¢s,2 (Q)ei(pR

for particle trajectories passing round the solenoid on the right; and

l/)s,z (Q|A) = ¢5,2 (Q)ei(pl'



for the particle trajectories passing round the solenoid on the left, and ¢, and ¢ are the same as
those which appear in expression (7). In other words: the solenoid’s final state which we would
obtain in the absence of a passing particle 15, (q), is multiplied, in the event of a particle passing

the solenoid, by a phase factor which depends solely on which side the particle passes.

Before starting to prove this statement, we note that if it is true, then we obtain precisely the
Aharonov-Bohm result. Indeed, in this event the path integral in (16) is divided into two terms,
corresponding to the passing of the solenoid on the right and left sides, in each of which vy ,(q)

is removed from the integral, and we thus have

2(a2%2) = P52(q) (R Wathy) (x2) + 41 (Uppr) (x2)) (17)

This expression, up to the factor ¥, ,(g), of the wave function of the solenoid’s final state in the
absence of a passing particle, corresponds to expression (8) for the operator of particle evolution
in the solenoid field. However, the factor 1 ,(q) is plainly irrelevant for calculating a particle’s

scattering cross-section.

We consider a (not necessarily straight) magnetic filament formed by a large number of identical
magnetic dipoles. Let these dipoles be particles with spin 1/2 and magnetic moment p, located
in a filament with the same density n, and oriented along the tangent to the filament at each of its

points.

0
1

such that with the Z axis directed along the (oriented) tangent to the filament g, is diagonal.

We define Pauli matrices oy, oy, o, and states { = ((1)) =|T)yand n = ( ) = |l) for each spin

Let the initial state of the filament at time ¢, in the specified basis be:
[Ws1) = 1T112) o [Ti) o [ Tw) (18)
where the index k numbers all the dipoles in the filament.

We will assume that the unperturbed Hamiltonian of the filament equals the sum of the
unperturbed Hamiltonians of the dipoles, which for each dipole have the form:

Hy = —eo, (19)



The corresponding o, is defined in the state space of each dipole, and this definition, in general
terms, depends on the dipole’s location on the filament. The fact that this Hamiltonian will have
not only positive eigenvalues is in fact a consequence of the displacement of the energy origin,
and does not affect the final results in relation to our calculations. The choice of the dipole
Hamiltonian in the form of (19) and of the initial state in the form of (18) physically corresponds
to the mean field approximation for a ferromagnet, which we assume to be the source of the

solenoid magnetization.

The charge which passes the filament creates a magnetic field h at the point where the dipole is
located. In general terms, its direction does not coincide with the dipole’s orientation. The

unperturbed Hamiltonian (19) is substituted by

H = —€a, — u(ho) (20)
We will assume that

€ > uh (21)

that is, the magnetic field of the passing particle is a small perturbation for the dipole, and

e>» 1/, (22)
where 7 is the typical time for a particle to go past the filament.

The condition in (22) means that the adiabatic approximation is applicable. The correspondence

of the conditions in (21) and (22) to real experiments will be considered below.

In the first order of perturbation theory, the eigenfunctions of Hamiltonian (20) coincide with

_(1 _ (0 - :
&= (O) andn = (1) and the eigenvalues become equal to:

€1 = —€ — uhy,, €, = €+ uh, (23)
where h, is the projection of the magnetic field onto the tangent to the filament at the point

where the dipole is located.

In the adiabatic approximation, the solution to the Schrédinger equation with Hamiltonian (20)

and the state at the initial moment ¢,

PY(t) = 1§ +cam (24)
will be:



t t

Y(t) = cyexp —ifel(t)dt &+ cyexp —ifez(t)dt n (25)

%1 t1

Substituting in (25) €; and e, from (23) we have:

t t

P(t) = c ettt exp if,uhz(t)dt &+ et exp | —i f,uhz(t)dt n (26)

t1 t1
Taking into account (18) we are at this point concerned with the case where ¢c; =1, ¢, = 0, and
then

ty

Y(ty) = eteat) exp | ¢ f uhy(Ddt & (27)

t1

Using (18) as the initial state of the filament, we obtain for the state at time ¢,

Weeal) = Ws(eesp | 1) [ whooe (28)
k t;

where the notation |y,(t,|A)) is used to emphasise that the evolution of the filament in a
magnetic field is being considered, |y(t;)) is the state into which the filament would pass in the
absence of the magnetic field, and h, ; is the projection of the magnetic field onto the tangent to

the filament at the location of the dipole with the number k.

We transform the exponent in (28) within the limit of a large number of dipoles:

Z ph y = f dl-n-u-hy(D) (29)
k S

where n is the linear density of the number of dipoles, and 1- is the natural parameter on the S

curve describing the filament. Integration is performed over this entire curve. In turn,

f dl-n-pu-h,() = f pn(hdl) (30)
S

S
Recalling that the magnetic field of a moving particle at the location of a dipole is



e[x X R’]
=_ 31
h pPRE (31)

where x is the velocity of the particle and R’ is the radius vector from the particle to the location

of the dipole, we have:

t2 t2

f dt f yun(hdl) = f dt f ,un;<[x;<,§ ] dl) (32)

t1 S t1 S

We substitute here R’ by —R, where R is the radius vector from the dipole location to the

particle, and rearrange the factors in the mixed product.

We then have:

tz t2

e [[x X R] B e ([undl X R]
jdtf;mz< 3 dl>—f E( - x) t
t; S S

But the integral over the filament equals to the vector potential of its magnetic field at the point

R of the particle’s location:

= A(R) (33)

f,unleR fdeR

S S

Here, dm denotes the magnetic moment of the filament’s section dl. Plainly, dm = undl, and
the final equality in (33) simply expresses the fact that the vector potential created by the
filament equals the sum of the vector potentials in the dipoles of which it is composed. Taking

account of (33) we then have, for the exponent in (28), the following expression:

> f b, ()t = f ZE(A(x)dx) (34)
k t, X1

and (28) can be rewritten as:

eeal) = Ws(eesp | £ [ Ak (3)

where x;, x, are the initial and final positions of the passing particle. Here, on the left-hand side

"A" symbolises the vector potential of the passing particle, in which the solenoid is located, and



on the right-hand side A denotes the vector potential of the solenoid on the trajectory of this

particle. Formula (35) is precisely what we set out to prove.

Naturally, it would be remarkably naive to suppose that somewhere, even in the most advanced
nations, a solenoid with the initial state (18) could ever be produced. However, we are able to
prove a statement similar to that of (17) and under weaker assumptions about the structure of the
solenoid. That is to say, the initial state of the elementary dipoles of the solenoid can look like
the superposition

Y=cié+em (36)
and, moreover, be entangled with the environment:

Y= Q) + c:n®v (37)
where y, v are vectors in the state space of the environment. That is, in principle, solenoid
dipoles can be described by an arbitrary density matrix. It is understood that the Hamiltonian
remains in the form (20), and the conditions (21) and (22) remain valid. Since we are now
uncertain as to the accuracy of (17), to calculate the scattering cross-section we square the
modulus of the wave function ¥,(q,,x,) as given in the formula (16), and sum over the

variables q:

FO)? o j (g2 x2) 1%, =

(x2,t2) ty 2 (38)
- f dgs f dx, f V2 (@alA) exp | i f Lo (o 0)dt | DX(O)P1 (x1)
(x1,t1) tq

We convert this to the form:

fh/J(CIz;szZdCIz =
(e2,t2) (V2,t2)

~[da. [an [an [ [ wewo0w @A GIADD
Cept1) Yute)
ty t2

X exp —iJLO(x,J'c)dt exp ifLO(y,j/)dt Dx(t)Dy(t)

t1 ty

(39)

Here, 1;,(q,|A[x]) and ¥, ,(q,|A[y]) denote the wave functions of the states of the solenoid,
into which it transfers, being in the time interval [t;, t,] in the field of a charge moving along the

trajectories x(t) u y(t), respectively.



Changing the order of integration, we find in (39) the factor

(1" o ALD]s2(ADD) = [ da ¥ (@ IALDY GIADD (40)

Since the initial state of the solenoid is now a direct product of the states of individual dipoles of
the form (36) or (37), and the Hamiltonian (20) does not entangle them, then |1, (A[x])) will
likewise be the direct product of the states into which states (36) or (37) of individual dipoles
evolve with Hamiltonian (20). An explicit expression for these states is the formula (26). Where
the initial state is entangled with the environment, it is necessary to substitute & and n in (26) by
¢®y and n®v from (36). Since, as will soon become clear, only the orthogonality of vectors in
the two terms of (26) is important for our calculations, we will no longer consider the differences
between (36) and (37). We divide the solenoid into sections so small that the field h, in them
can be considered the same for all the dipoles they contain, yet at the same time large enough

that there are macroscopically many such dipoles in a section.

Evidently,

L
[s.alxD) = | [rncary (41)
=1

where L is the number of such sections.

In turn, the wave function of the I-th section:

Ky
A = | [+ ca0mo (42)
k=1

where K; is the number of dipoles in the I-th section, and ¢, (t) and c,(t) are the coefficients at

the state vectors in (26):
t t
c1(t) = c,ef€Ctt) exp iJ,uhZ(t)dt L5 (t) = cpe €t exp | —i j,uhz(t)dt

ty ty

Further, it is apparent that



ley @12 =leil?, 2@ =leal?  lal? +lel® =1 (43)
We consider an arbitrary set of n spins 1/2 with base states ¢, 1.

Consider, then, the state of this set, in which certain m of the spins are in the 7 state (“inverted”),

and the rest of the n — m spins are in the & state. There will be a total of C;* such states. We

n
denote the sum of all these states as ’(5’”»
(the designation of the binomial coefficient C;* in the form (71:1) is taken as a model)

n
|(77m)> has two easily-proved properties:

n

[ e+ omo =S amprm 1)) 49
k=1

m=0

and

=Cn (45)

Taking into account (44) and (45)

n

(Ik=1(adk + bme) | [Ig=1(a1 8k + bami)) = Z (a*a)™(b"b)" ™Gy (46)

m=0

Using (46) to calculate (y; (A[x]) | (A[y])), we obtain:

Wi (ALDI ALYD) =
= ) emUe e (47
m=0

x exp(—imAg[x] + imAp[y] + i(n — m)Ap[x] — i(n — m)Ap[y])
where Ag[x] denotes the phase addition arising due to the adiabatic shift of dipole energy levels

in the magnetic field of a particle moving along the trajectory x(t):



Since, to the extent that the particle trajectory is distant from the dipole,

Aplx], Aply] < 2m (48)
then the exponential in (47) varies very slowly with a change in m in comparison with the pre-
exponential term. Further, since K; » 1 and |¢;|? + |c,|? = 1, then m and (n — m) under the

exponent in (47) can be substituted by their “mean values” |c;|?K; and |c,|%K;. Hence we have:

Wi (ALD (A = exp (iKy((~les |2 + lea|)aplx] + (s |? = Ieo|P)agly]))  (49)
But

Ki(ler? = lea|P)u = (50)
where m; is the magnetic moment of the I-th section of the solenoid. Thus,

(Wi (AlxD[Y1(ALyD) = exp(=ide;[x] + idp[y]) (51)

where

Mgy lx j i hy e = f (i, dt (52)

where hy, h,; denote the vector of the magnetic field of a particle in the region of the I-th section

of the solenoid, and, respectively, its longitudinal component.

It follows that

(W52 ALDIs . AYD) = | [wi(ALD I ALYD) =
l

L L (53)
= exp <“'Z Apilx] +1 ) Aqn[y])
=1 =1
Passing here from summation over [ to integration over the solenoid, we have
(W52 (A[XD[Ys2(AYD)
(54)

= exp —Lffnu (h([x] )dl)dt+lffnu (h([y], thdDdt



where i = (|cq|? — |c,|?)u is the quantum average of the projection of the dipole’s magnetic
moment on the Z axis, and h([x], t]) is the magnetic field of a particle passing along the

trajectory x(t).

Comparing this with (28), (29), and (30), we conclude that where the solenoid dipoles are in an
arbitrary superposition of states, as well as in a mixed state, the wave functions of the solenoid
state under the action of the magnetic field of a passing particle will behave in the same way as
in the case where the dipoles are oriented strictly along the solenoid axis. That is to say, the

initial state of the solenoid |z/)S,1) after a particle has moved past it along the trajectory x(t) will

move into the state |1ps,2(A[x])), which for the purposes of calculating the scalar product with

another similar state |l/)s,2 (A[y])), may simply be assumed as equal to

tz

2 (ALcD) = exp i [ de [ nacha) | [.) (55)
S

%1
where i is the quantum-mechanical average of the projection of the dipole’s magnetic moment
onto the solenoid axis. We emphasise that this fact is essentially a consequence of the quantum-

statistical properties of a large number of dipoles.

From this point onwards, we can repeat verbatim all the calculations given in formulas (31) -

(35), except that in them u has to be substituted by .

Having proved the effectiveness of (35), integration over Dx(t) and Dy(t) in (39) can each be
divided into two regions: over paths which pass the filament on the left, and respectively, on the
right. In virtue of (35), in each such region the factors |1} ,) and (15 | can be removed from the

integral over Dx(t) and Dy(t), and evidently, when calculating the scattering cross-section we

2%
>

again obtain the factor sin
This may be considered as complete proof that the Aharonov-Bohm effect can be derived not as
a result of the vector potential of the solenoid on a particle in those regions where the magnetic
field created by the solenoid is zero, but as a result of the effect of a completely real nonzero

magnetic field of the particle on the quantum-mechanical objects that make up the solenoid.

Experimental verification of the action of the shielded potential



Does the above reasoning have any value apart from the fact that it will provide satisfaction to
some and displeasure to others through the complete and final elimination of the principles of
nonlocality from the explanation of the Aharonov-Bohm effect? Isn’t this reasoning simply a
different method of reasoning, which does not lead to any further consequences? Of course not.
Our conclusion begins with the fact that the solenoid which causes the Aharonov-Bohm effect is
material. In the case of actual experiments, this materiality is manifested, for example, in the fact
that this solenoid must have very small (~1 pm) dimensions, and interact with a particle which
passes it at similarly small distances, in respect of which the question of how a passing particle
interacts with each quantum component of the solenoid becomes fundamental. In particular,
proceeding from the foregoing, we can state with certainty that the application of perturbation
theory and adiabaticity are not assumptions which simplify our proof, but fundamental
conditions for the Aharonov-Bohm effect to manifest itself. Experiments which violate these
conditions will not produce a picture which corresponds to what is usually expected from the

Aharonov-Bohm effect.

In addition, as an example of the effectiveness of the approach submitted here, consider the
recent work of Saldanha [9], which treats the indestructibility of the quantum phase. As an
argument to confirm their conclusions, the authors cite the results of an experiment by Tonomura
et al. [10, 11], in which the Aharonov-Bohm effect was successfully demonstrated for a solenoid
surrounded by a superconducting shield. From the standpoint of Saldanha [9], the Aharonov-
Bohm effect should appear, regardless of whether the solenoid is surrounded by a

superconducting shield.

Our method of consideration easily leads to the conclusion that if the solenoid is surrounded by a
shield that completely isolates it from the magnetic field of a passing particle, the Aharonov-
Bohm effect will not be observed, since the contribution of all the perturbations we have
considered towards evolution of the quantum constituent parts of the solenoid is plainly zero. It
follows that something is amiss with the reasoning in [9], but that is not the subject of our

consideration. The following questions are much more interesting:

1. What does an experiment with a shielded solenoid look like in terms of the “classical”

theory of the Aharonov-Bohm effect?

2. Why, in spite of our statements about the absence in this case of the Aharonov-Bohm
effect, did the Tonomura experiment give such an excellent result?

The answer to the first question is that the currents arising in the shield under the action of the

field of a passing particle and shielding that field are, at the same time, in the vector potential of



the solenoid, from which they acquire a quantum phase, which completely compensates for the

phase acquired in the vector potential of the solenoid by a passing charge.

Proof of this is given in the Appendix, in which an appraisal is made with certain restrictions on

the form of the shield, although it is plain that there should be a proof for the general case.

For the second question, as to why the Tonomura experiment achieved success, there is a simple
answer — the superconducting shield in his case did not fulfil its function, that is, it did not shield

the field of the passing particle.

As described by Tonomura [10, 11], the energy of passing electrons in his experiments was
150 keV, which corresponds to a velocity of ~0.77 c. In turn, the time during which an electron
passed the solenoid, that is, travelled a distance of ~1 pm, was ~10~1* sec. It is known from
[22-24] that no superconductor is capable of shielding radiation with a frequency of ~101* Hz,
which corresponds to the infrared region of the spectrum. In reality, the shielding region of
superconductors is limited by frequencies:

Aw < 3.5KT,

where T. is the critical temperature of the superconductor [22]. In the case under consideration
(superconducting niobium), this corresponds to frequencies of the order of hundreds of gigahertz
(600 GHz). Above these frequencies, a niobium film 0.25 pum thick, as in Tonomura’s

experiment, would not be able to shield anything, let alone the field of a passing electron.

As an incidental result of our reasoning, we have a prediction that an experiment to detect the
Aharonov-Bohm effect using a shielded solenoid, which would use sufficiently slow electrons

(with an energy of the order of several eV), would produce a negative result.

We would like to express our gratitude to Yu.M. Belousov for important discussions of this

research.



Appendix

The action of a shielded solenoid on passing particles

~emie——  Solcnoid

—eme— S pcrconducting shicld

Fig. 3
The solenoid is assumed to be infinitely thin, and the superconducting shield to be very close to
the solenoid as shown in Fig. 3, so that the distance d from the charge to the nearest point of the
solenoid is much greater than the size p of the shield cross-section by a plane perpendicular to
the tangent to the solenoid: d > p, so that the magnetic field of a passing charge can be

considered constant throughout the given cross-section.

~—————— Solenoid

. Superconducting shield

Fig.4

In addition, we assume that p < K (the solenoid’s radius of curvature). We divide the magnetic
field H, created by a passing charge in a certain section, into H;, — the component parallel to the
tangent to the solenoid, and H, — the component parallel to the section plane as shown in Fig. 4.
If the currents flowing in the shield completely compensate for the magnetic field created by the

passing charge, then it is evident that



4
Hy=—=—J1 (A.1)

where j, is the component of the (surface) current density which lies in the cross-sectional
plane. The value j, is constant along the entire perimeter of the solenoid cross-section.

Because of the interaction of the currents induced in the superconducting shield with the vector
potential of the solenoid’s magnetic field, in a short time &6t the elementary charge carriers which
create these currents (in this case, Cooper pairs) acquire an aggregate additional phase of their

common wave function:

S = f(j +A) ds 6t (A.2)
where the integral is taken over the entire surface of the superconducting shield.

Taking into account that the shield is close to the solenoid, vector A lies in the plane of the

shield’s cross-section, and hence:

Sp = f(jl - A)dsét (A.3)
and this, in turn, can be converted into the expression:

8¢ = f dlj, f}g (dr-A) 5t (A.4)

where the integral over dl is taken over the solenoid’s entire length, and the integral over dr is

taken over the cross-section perimeter at the current point.
But
f(dr ‘A) = (A.5)

where @ is the magnetic flux passing through the circuit of integration. In this case, @ is constant

along the entire length of the shield, and is equal to the magnetic flux passing inside the solenoid.

Hence,



§p = d f j,dlst (A.6)

€ q(Vx(=R)]-dI)
4T C R3

It follows from (1) that j, di = —ﬁHHdl = —
that is,
q ([dl xR]-V)

jrdl=——

A.7
41T R3 A1)

where V is the velocity of the charge, and R — is the vector passing from the current point of the

solenoid to the charge, whence it follows that

—CDf'dl&— f[leR]CD V|t A8
¢ = n = 7 an 4 (A.8)
But
[dl x R] &
- A.9

f RF an - A% (A9)
where A(x) is the vector potential created by the solenoid at the point where the charge x is
located.
Hence,

dp = —q(A- V)6t = —q(A- 8x) (A.10)

But g(A - 8x) is equal to the phase acquired during the time 5t by the passing charge. Hence the
phases acquired by the superconducting shield and the passing charge mutually cancel each other

out at each moment of time.
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