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The Born rule postulates that the probability of measurement in quantum mechanics is related to
the squared modulus of the wave function ψ. We rearrange the equation for energy eigenfunctions to
define the energy as the real part of Êψ/ψ. For an eigenstate, this definition gives a constant energy
eigenvalue. For a general wave function, the energy fluctuates in space and time. We consider a
particle in a one-dimensional square well potential in a superposition of two states and average the
energy over space and time. We show that, for most cases, such an energy expectation value differs
by only a few percent from that calculated using the Born rule. This difference is consistent with
experimental tests of the expectation value and suggests that the Born rule may be an approximation
of spacetime averaging.

In nonrelativistic quantum mechanics, three physical postulates derive a complete interpretation of the wave function
[1]. Firstly, each dynamical variable related to the motion of a particle is represented by an operator. Each operator

is associated with an eigenvalue equation. The energy operator is Ê = i~ ∂/∂t and the eigenvalue equation is

ÊuE = EuE . (1)

The functions uE that satisfy this equation are the energy eigenfunctions and the corresponding values of E are the
energy eigenvalues. Secondly, the only possible result of a precise measurement of a dynamical variable (observable)
is one of the eigenvalues. Thirdly, the number of measurements resulting in an eigenvalue En is proportional to the
square of the modulus of the coefficient of uEn in the expansion of the wave function ψ into the eigenfunctions. The
last postulate represents the Born rule [2].

Rearranging the equation for energy eigenfunctions (1) gives E = (ÊuE)/uE . We propose that this formula can be
used to define the energy for a general wave function that is not an energy eigenfunction:

E = Re
( Êψ
ψ

)
. (2)

For an eigenstate, this definition gives a constant energy eigenvalue that does not depend on the space and time
coordinates. Consequently, the second postulate is satisfied automatically. For a general wave function, the energy is
not constant and fluctuates in space and time. During a measurement, the energy (beable) changes into one of the
eigenvalues (observables) according to some unknown process referred to as the wave function collapse [3]. Substituting
ψ = exp(iS/~), where S is the action for a particle [4], to formula (2) gives a classical mechanics relation:

E = −∂S
∂t
.

Because the energy operator is differential, equation (2) can also be written as E = Re[Ê(lnψ)].
We consider a linear superposition of two states with energies E1, E2 and real energy eigenfunctions uE1(x), uE2(x):

ψ(x, t) = e−iω1tf(x) + e−iω2tg(x), (3)

where f(x) = c1uE1(x), g(x) = uE2(x), c1, c2 are complex constants, which can be assumed real without loss of
generality, ω1 = E1/~, and ω2 = E2/~. Substituting the wave function (3) into the definition of the energy (2) gives

E = Re
(E1e

−iω1tf + E2e
−iω2tg

e−iω1tf + e−iω2tg

)
=
E1f

2 + E2g
2 + (E1 + E2)fg cos(ωt)

f2 + g2 + 2fg cos(ωt)
=
E1 + E2

2
+

(E1 − E2)(f2 − g2)

2(f2 + g2)(1 + a cos(ωt))
,

(4)
where a = 2fg/(f2 + g2) and ω = ω2 − ω1.
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We propose that the expectation value 〈E〉 for the energy is calculated by averaging the energy in equation (2) over
space and time. For a superposition of two states, the energy E is given by equation (4). Its time average is equal to

Ē =
∫ T

0
Edt/T , where T = 2π/ω. Using the integral

∫ T

0
[1 + a cos(ωt)]−1dt = T/

√
1− a2 gives

Ē =
E1 + E2

2
+
E1 − E2

2

f2 − g2

f2 + g2

∣∣∣f2 + g2

f2 − g2
∣∣∣ =

E1 + E2

2
+
E1 − E2

2
sgn(f2 − g2). (5)

In particular, if E1 = 0 and E2 = E0, then Ē = 0 for f2 > g2, Ē = E0 for g2 > f2, and Ē = E0/2 for f2 = g2. For
these eigenvalues, the time average of the energy is equal to the eigenvalue corresponding to the eigenfunction which
has a greater modulus in the superposition. Averaging Ē over space gives 〈E〉/E0 equal to the fraction of space where
g2 > f2.

To illustrate how the spacetime-average expectation value differs from that derived using the Born rule, we consider
a particle with mass m in a one-dimensional square well potential with length L. The wave function ψ(x, t) for this
particle satisfies the Schrödinger equation:

i~
∂ψ

∂t
= − ~2

2m

∂2ψ

∂x2
,

with the boundary conditions ψ(0, t) = ψ(L, t) = 0 [1, 3]. The solutions of this linear equation are stationary states,

represented by ψ(x, t) = exp(−iEt/~)uE(x), where E = (n2π2~2)/(2mL2), uE(x) =
√

2/L sin(nπx/L) are real energy
eigenfunctions, and n is a positive integer.

Averaging Ē in equation (5) over the length of the well gives the spacetime-average energy expectation value for a
superposition of two eigenstates (3):

〈E〉DGP =
1

L

∫ L

0

ĒdL =
E1 + E2

2
+
E1 − E2

2L

∫ L

0

sgn
(
f2(x)− g2(x)

)
dx

=
1

LT

∫ L

0

∫ T

0

Re
(E1e

−iω1tf + E2e
−iω2tg

e−iω1tf + e−iω2tg

)
dt dx, (6)

where

f(x) = c1

√
2

L
sin
(n1πx

L

)
, g(x) = c2

√
2

L
sin
(n1πx

L

)
.

The quantity (6) is finite, even though the energy (2) is undefined at points where ψ = 0. The Born expectation value
for the particle is equal to

〈E〉B =
c21E1 + c22E2

c21 + c22
.

For c1 = 0 or E1 = E2, both expectation values give the same result: 〈E〉DGP = 〈E〉B = E2, corresponding to a pure
eigenstate.

The expectation values for a superposition of more eigenstates are

〈E〉B =

∑
n c

2
nEn∑

n c
2
n

, 〈E〉DGP =
1

LT

∫ L

0

∫ T

0

Re
(∑

n cnEne
−iωnt sin(nπx/L)∑

n cne
−iωnt sin(nπx/L)

)
dt dx,

where T is the least common multiple of the values 2π/ω calculated for each pair of the angular frequencies ωn = En/~.
Equation (6) shows that the spacetime-average energy expectation value depends on the locations of the intersections

of the squares of the sine functions f(x) and g(x), which determine the regions where one function has a greater
modulus than the other. This equation also shows that the spacetime-average energy expectation value depends on
n1 and n2 only through their ratio n2/n1 because multiplying n1 and n2 by the same integer factor results in f(x)
and g(x) oscillating in space faster by the same factor without changing the fraction of space where g2 > f2.

We present several figures showing the relative difference between both expectation values for linear combinations
of two normalized eigenstates with c21 + c22 = 1 for various ratios n2/n1. They show the relative difference,

∆ =
〈E〉B − 〈E〉DGP

〈E〉DGP
× 100 %,
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as a function of P = c21. Figure 1 shows ∆(P ) for n1 = 1 and n2 = 2. Figure 2 shows ∆(P ) for n1 = 3 and n2 = 8.
Figure 3 shows ∆(P ) for n1 = 13 and n2 = 25. Figure 4 shows ∆(P ) for n1 = 17 and n2 = 23. Figure 5 shows ∆(P )
for n1 = 42 and n2 = 43.

These results show that, for most cases, the energy expectation value derived from spacetime averaging differs by
only a few percent from that calculated using the Born rule. Such a difference is consistent with an experimental test
of the expectation value of a physical variable describing a single particle and existing in two states: the polarization
of a photon, which agrees with the Born rule within an uncertainty of 8 % [5].

These results also show that ∆ generally decreases as the number of intersections of the squares of the functions f(x)
and g(x) within l increases, where l is equal to L divided by the greatest common divisor of n1 and n2. The number of
intersections generally increases as the minimum min(n1, n2) in the simplified fraction n2/n1 increases. Consequently,
we expect that the relative difference between the Born and spacetime-average energy expectation values is smaller
for linear combinations of more than two normalized eigenstates because their squared eigenfunctions have more
intersections. As the number of eigenstates in a linear combination tends to infinity, such a difference is expected to
tend to zero.

These results suggest that the Born rule may be an approximation of spacetime averaging. The third postulate
in quantum mechanics, which assigns probabilities to quantum measurements, may therefore be redundant. This
conclusion agrees with approaches that attempt to deduce the mathematical structure of quantum measurements from
the other quantum postulates [6]. One of those approaches uses the frequency operator [7]. To complete quantum
mechanics, one must discover a physical mechanism during a measurement that collapses the wave function into one
of the eigenfunctions and turns the energy (2) into one of the eigenvalues. Such a mechanism should illuminate the
relation between spacetime averaging and ensemble averaging, which could be related through the quantum ergodic
hypothesis [8], in calculating the expectation value.
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FIG. 1: ∆(P ) for n1 = 1, n2 = 2.
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FIG. 2: ∆(P ) for n1 = 3, n2 = 8.

FIG. 3: ∆(P ) for n1 = 13, n2 = 25.

FIG. 4: ∆(P ) for n1 = 17, n2 = 23.

FIG. 5: ∆(P ) for n1 = 42, n2 = 43.
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