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Is tin e continuous?
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Conventional tin e is m odelled as the one dim ensional continuum R® of real numbers. This
continuity, however, does not stem from any findam ental principle. On the other hand, natural
tin e is not continuous and its valies as well as those of the energy, form oountablke sets, ie., w ith
cardinalities either nite or equal to @y, where this sym bol stands for the trans nite num ber of
naturalnum bers. Forin nitely Jarge num berofevents, the valuesofnaturaltin e form a denum erable
set, ie., its cardinality isexactly @, while those of conventionaltin e an uncountabl set. Thishasa
drastically larger cardinality, which in the light of the continuum hypothesis becom es equalto 2%,
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In review ing the state of physics today, a consensus
seam s to em erge that we are m issing som ething abso-
utely fundam ental, eg., i}:, :_2]. Furthem ore, there is
a widespread belief that, it is not space but tim e that
In the end poses the greatest challenge to science (9.,
pl8 of B)). Tine, according to W eyl (see p5 of §))
for exam ple, is \the prin itive form ofthe stream of con—
sciousness. It is a fact, however, ocbscure and perplexing
to ourm Inds, that ::: one does not say this is but this
is now, yet no m ore" or according to G odel \that m ys-
terious and seem ingly selfcontradictory being which, on
the other hand, seem s to form the basis of the world’s
and our own existence." (pd11l of ij]). The challenge
seam s to stem from the fact that special relativity and
quantum m echanics, which are the two great (@and suc—
cessfi1]) theordes of tw entieth-century physics, are based
on entirely di erent ideas, which are not easy to reconcile
(In general, the fom er theory, according to E instein E],
is an exam ple of \principled theory" in the sense that
you start with the principles that underlie the theory
and then work down to deduce the facts, whilke the lat-
ter is a \constructive theory" m eaning that it describbes
phenom ena based on som eknow n factsbut an underlying
principle to explain the strangeness ofthe quantum world
has not yet been found). In particular, special relativity
puts space and tim e on the sam e ooting, but quantum
m echanics treats them very di erently, eg., see p.858 of
Ref.t_é]. (In quantum graviy, space is uctuating and
tin e ishard to de ne, eg., i_‘/.]) . M ore precisely, as faras
the theory of special relativity is concemed, ket us recall
the fllow ing wording of E instein g]:

\Later, H .M inkow skifound a particularly elegant and
suggestive expression ........, , which reveals a form al rela—
tionship betw een E uclidean geom etry ofthree din ensions
and the space tim e continuum of physics........ From this
it follow s that, In respect to its ok in the equations of
physics, though not wih regard to its physical signi -
cance, tin e is equivalent to the space co-ordinates (apart
from the relations of reality). From this point of view,
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physics is, as it were, Euclidean geom etry of four din en—
sions, or, m ore correctly, a static in a fourdin ensional
Euclidean continuum ."

whereas In quantum m echanics,
com p]ajnsi_fi]:

\F irst of allwe m ust adm it that this ob ®ction points
at an essentialweaknessw hich is, in fact, the chief weak—
ness of quantum m echanics: its non-relativistic charac—
ter, which distinguishes the tin e t from the three space
coordinates x,y,z, and presupposes an ob gctive sin ul-
taneiy concept. In fact, while all other quantities (espe-
cially those x,y,z, closely connected w ith t by the Lorentz
transform ation) are represented by operators, there cor-
resgoonds to the tin e an ordinary numberparam eter t,
Just as in classicalm echanics".

N ote also that Pau]i{i@] has earlier shown that there
is no operator canonically conjugate to the H am itonian,
if the latter isbounded from below . Thism eans that for
m any system s a tin e operator does not exist. In other
words, the introduction of an operator t is basically for-
bidden and the tin e m ust necessarily be considered as
an ordinary number (put recall the long standing ques—
tion that Schrodinger’s equation, as well as E instein’s
general theory of relativity, is sym m etric under tin e re—
versalin contrast to the fact that our world is not, eg.,
f_l]_;]) . These observations have led to a quite extensive
literature m ainly focused on tim eenergy (@s well as on
\phase-action") uncertainty relation, proposing a variety
of attem pts to overcom e these obstacls. The discus-
sion of this literature, however, lies beyond the scope
of the present paper. W e jist sum m arize here that the
(conventional) tin e t is currently m odelled as the one—
din ensional continuum R?! of the real numbers, eg., p.
10 of (4] (orp 12 of §] in which it is stated that \ ::: the
straight line ::: is hom ogeneous and a linear continuum
Just like tim e"). It is this continuity on which the present
paper is ocused, in a sense that w illbe explained below .

Tt has been recently shown that novel dynam ical fea—
tures hidden behind tim e series In com plex system s can
em erge upon analyzing them In a new time domain,
term ed natural tin efl3, 113, 114, 15, 16, 111 (see also be-
low ). It seem s that this analysis enables the study ofthe
dynam ical evolution of a com plex system and identi es
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when the system enters a critical stage. Hence, natu-
ral tine may ply a key role In predicting in pending
catastrophic events In general. R elevant exam plesofdata
analysis n thisnew tim e dom ain have been presented in
a large variety of elds Including biology, earth sciences
and physics. Asa rst example, we m ention the analy—
sis of the e]ect:cocardjogram swhich m ay herald a cardiac
anesttlS,.lQ] Secondly, the detection and the analysisof
precursory ekctric signals, tem ed Seism ic E lectric Sig-
nals (eqg. R0, 21, 24, 23, 24), may kad 13, 13, L6, 1L1]
to the prediction of an in pending strong earthquake. A
third application of natural tin e refers to the m anifes—
tation of aging and scaling properties In seisn ic event
correlation {_2-5, :_2-§] Finally, asa ourth examplewem en-—
tion that the data ofthe avalanches ofthe penetration of
m agnetic ux into thin In s of type IT superconductors
aswellas those ofa three dim ensionalpile of rice getting
progressively closer to the critical state conform tol_Z-j]
the features suggested, on the basis of natural tim g, to
describe critical dynam ics.
In a tin e serdes com prising N events, the naturaltim e

x = k=N serves as an index for the occurrence of the
k-th event{_lzj, :_12_5], and it is sm aller than, or equal to,
uniy (cf. thesymbol originatesfrom the ancient G reek
word o o0& (chronos) which m eans \tim e"). In natural
tin e analysis the evolution of the pair of two quanti-
ties ( x;Ex) is considered, where E denotes In general
a quantity proportional to the energy of the individual
event. For exam ple, to perform the analysis of seisn ic
events CFJ'g;L' ()), we consider the tin e evolution of the
pair ( x;M o, ) whereM 0.1; stands for the seism icm om ent
of the kth event[:_LZ,.l6 .}7 since M (, isproportionalto
the energy em itted in that earthquake (cf. M o, di ers
essentially from the m agniude M , but they are inter-
connected) . A s another exam ple, we refer to the analysis
of dichotom ous electric signals CE‘jg;;' @)) where we con—
siderEy as be_jng proportionalto the duration ofthe kth
pulsell3, 114, 15]. For the purpose of analysis, the follow -
ing continuous fiilnction (!) was Introduced [12; 13

Py
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wherepy = Ex= |_;Epand! =2 ,and standsfor

the frequency in naturaltim e, tem ed natural frequency.
W e then com pute the power spectrum (!') of (!) as

2)

Ifwe regard px as a probability density function, (!)
may be justi ed to be treated m athem atically as a
characteristic function In analogy wih the probability
theory f28 T hen, the properties of the distribution ofpx
can be estim ated by the expansion of this characteristic
function or! ! 0.

The optim ality of the natural tin e representation of
tin e serdes has been recently shown t_Z@l] by m eans of the
follow ing procedure: T he structure of the tin e-frequency
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FIG.1l: (coloronline) (@) How a dichotom ous series of elec—
tric pulses In conventional time t (upper panel, red) can be
read [L2,13] in naturaltine (lower panel, blue). The sym -
bolE stands for the electric eld (hotto be confused with E
used in the text). Go) The sam e as in (@), but for a serdes of
seism ic events(eg. EL% 'l@ g]])

representation 30] of the signals was studied by em ploy-
Ing the W igner function B]J] to com pare the naturaltim e
representation w ith the ones, either iIn conventionaltin e
or otherpossble tin e reparam etrizations. Signi canten—
hancem ent of the signalwas found in the tim e-frequency
space ifnaturaltin e isused, In m arked contrast to other
tin e dom ains. Since in tim e serdes analysis, it is desired
to reduce uncertainty and extract signal inform ation as
much as possble, the m ost usefiil tin e dom ain should
m axin ize the infom ation m easure, and hence m Inim ize
the entropy. T his was statistically ascertained in natu-—
ral tin e, by investigating a m ultitude of di erent time
dom ains In severalelectric signals.

Naturaltine , from its de nition, is not continuous
and takes valies w hich are rationalnum bers In the range
(0,1]. (In these num bers, as the com plex system evolves,
the num erators are jist the naturalnum bers (except 0),
w hich denote the order of the appearance of the consec—
utive events). H ence, one of the findam ental di erences
between (conventional) tinm e and natural tim e refers to
the fact that the form erisbased on the idea ofcontinuum ,
w hile the latter is not. This paper ain s at raising som e
consequences of this di erence, and In particular those
that stem from the set theory developed by C antor, hav—
ng inh m ind the ollow Jng rem ark m ade by Schrodinger
(see pp. 62-63 of Ref.[34]):

\W e are fam iliar w ith the idea of continuum , or we
believe ourselves to be. W e are not fam iliar w ith the
enom ousdi culty this concept presentsto them ind, un—
lesswe have studied very m odem m athem atics O irichlet,
D edekind,C antor) ."

W e clarify in advance that we do not tackle here the
case (shce it is fapplicable to our universe(33]) raised



by Godel in 1949 who discovered B4] unexpected solu-
tion to the equations of general relativity corresoond-—
ng to universes in which no universal tem poral ordering
is possble(see also Refs. B :35] and references therein).
T his solution acquires its sin plest orm (see p.86 In 1_3§
\w ith two of the coordinate-line-elem ents tin e-like (the
other two space-like)". Interestingly, Schrodinger in an
early version ofR ef. BG which was published aln ost si-
m ultaneously with G odel's work, had also em phasized
that \there is no necessity for just three of the four line—
elem ents being spacelke, one tin elke ::: " (cf. note
also that very recently i was suggested [_3]'] that when
the universe was an all enough to be govemed by quan-—
tum mechanics, i had four spatial din ensions and no
din ension oftim e.)

W e now recapiulate som e points of the Cantor’s set
theory that are relevant to our present discussion. A
trans nite num ber or trans nite cardinal is the cardinal-
ity of som e in nite set, where the tetmm cardinality of a
set stands for the num ber of m em bers i contains, eg.,
pe. 23 of B8 T he set of natural num bers is labeled by
N , while the num ber of naturalnum bers is designated by
@y, ie.,, Qg = N j(cf. the cardinality ofa set S is labelled
B . In this trans nie num ber, the zero subscript is jis—
ti ed by the fact that, as proved by Cantor, no In nie
set hasa an aller cardinality than the set ofnaturalnum —
bers. It can be shown that the set of rational num bers
designated by Q has the sam e cardinality as the set of
naturalnumbers, or N j= P j €g. Theorem 2 in t_3§']) ;
In other words, the rationals are exactly as num erous as
the naturals. Note that a set is countabk i is cardi
nality is either nie or equalto @ and in particular is
term ed denum erabke i is cardinality is exactly @g. (cf.
A susually, for \ifand only if" wewrite simply \i "). A
set is unoountablke i its cardinality is greater than @,
see also below . Hence, natural tin e takes values (which,
as m entioned, are rational numbers) that orm in gen-
eral a countable set; this becom es a denum erablke set[_3§]
if the num ber of events is in niely large. Further, shoe
In natural tin e analysis we consider the pairs ( x;Ex),
the values of the quantity Eyx should form a set w ith car-
dinality equalto (or sm aller than) @y. In other words,
the values of the energy also form a countablk set, which
re ects of course that the energy is not continuous.

The fact that N j= P jisan astounding result in view
of the follow ing: T he rational num bers are dense In the
real num bers, which m eans that between any two ratio—
nalnum berson the realnum berlnewecan nd in niel
m ore rationalnum bers. In other words, although the set
of rationalnum bers seem s to contain In nitdes w ithin in—

nities, there are jist asm any naturalnum bers as there
are rational num bers. This re ects the follow ing point:
Let us assum e that we ollow a system wih some (ex—
perin ental) accuracy, In which, as m entioned, after an
In nie number of events the cardinality ofthe set ofthe
values of naturaltin e is @y . Let us assum e that we now
repeat the m easuram ent w ith m ore sensitive nstrum en-—
tation (ie., counting events above an appreciably am aller

energy or duration threshold in Figs. 1b and la, respec—
tively) and hence between two consecutive events of the
form er m easurem ent a considerable num ber of apprecia—
bly an aller events ism oniored. T he corresponding car-
dinality, in contrast to our ntuition, is again @g. (The
nverse, ie., when the instrum entation becom es less sen—
sitive, m ay correspond to a \coarse graining" procedure) .
In others words, when considering the occurrence of in—

nitely lJarge num ber of consecutive events, the natural
tin e takes values that form a denum erabk set and this
rem ains so even upon Increasing the accuracy (@nd hence
low ering the uncertainty) of ourm easurem ent.

W e now tum to the aspects of C antor’s set theory re—
lated to the realnum bers, which asm entioned are asso—
ciated w ith the conventional tin e. It is shown that the
num ber of points on a nite line segm ent is the sam e as
the num ber ofpointson an in nite Ine (€g., Theorem 13
in E%Q']) . Considering the de nition: T he num ber of real
num bers is the sam e as the num ber of pointson an in —
nie line (or in the jprgon, the num erical continuum has
the sam e cardnality asthe linear continuum ), let \c" des—
ignate the cardinality of the continuum -or equivalently
the cardiality ofthe set of realnum bers. Hencec= ;R j
by de nition). It is proven (eg. Theoram 16 in IB&
that the set of realnum bers is uncountable, or R j> Q.
E quivalently, this theorem assertsthat c¢> @g). Hence,
the values of conventionaltin e form an uncountablk set,
In contrast to that ofnaturaltin e which asm entioned is
countable. In order to further inspect this fundam ental
di erence, we resort to the continuum hypothesis (CH)
—see below - which was formulated (out not proved) by
Cantor. This, after Euclid’s parallel postulate, was the

rst m apr oon;ecture to be proved undecidabk by stan-
dard m athem athsB9]

W e st clarify that thepower sst S ofa set S, which
is the set ofall subsets of S, has a cardhality j S j= 287
when S is nite. A ccording to C antor’s T heorem the car-
dinality ofthe power set of an arbitrary set has a greater
cardinality than the or:lgmalaﬂ)nary set, ie, JSJ> B

eg., Theorem 4 in BS]) This theorem is trivial or -
nite sets, but findam ental for in nite sets. Hence, for
any In nite cardinality, there isa lJarger in nite cardinal-
iy, nam ely, the cardinality of its power set. From CH,
which asserts that there is no cardinal number such
that @y < < ¢, i ollow s that the next largest trans -
niecardinalafter@, (labelled @) isc,thusc= @;. Since
Cantorproved (eg., Theorem 17 in {38]) that @; = 2°°,
CH leadsto: c= 2%¢ (thus, this is the num ber of points
on an in nite line). Hence, if we assum e CH, the cardi-
nality of the set of the values of naturaltim e -when con—
sidering In nitely Jarge num ber of events—corresponds to
@y, while that of the conventional tin e is 28° . The val-
ues of the formm er, as m entioned, are rational num bers,
while alm ost all the values of the latter are irrational,
because, since 2%° @g, aln ost all reals are irrational
num bers. (O n the other hand, w ithout assum ng CH we
have essentially no idea which trans nite number corre-
soonds to ¢, and we would know the cardinality of the



naturals, integers, and rationals, but not the cardinality
of the reals, eg., p. 15 of ﬁ_BE_;]). A s for the values of
Ey, they are not necessarily rational, because in general
when taking @, (at them ost) out 0f2%° values they m ay
all be irrational. Hence, even upon gradually In prov—
Ing the accuracy of our m easurem ents, both sets £ xg
and fE g ram ain denum erable, the fom er consisting of
rational num bers only.

Schrodinger, In order to point out the \Intricacy ofthe
continuum ", used an exam ple analogousto the C antorset
C (see pp. 138-143 of Ref.i()). The latter is given by
taking the interval 0,1], rem oving the open m iddle third,
rem oving the m iddle third of each of the two ram aining
pieces, and continuing this procedure ad in nitum . The
cardinality ofthisset C isno lessthan thatof 0,1]. Since
C is a subset of 0,1], its cardinality is also no greater,
so  must n fact be equal. In other words, there are as
m any points in the C antor set as there are in 0,1], and
the Cantor set is uncountable. The sam e holds for the
random Cantor set, which has been suggested as being
nvolred in the geom etrical description of the uctua—
tions of the vacuum @]_:] (cf. m odem physicists hypoth—
esize that what appears to our senses as em pty space is
In reality a richly dynam icalm edium [44,43), which has
energy, eg., [44, 45]). Hence the cardinality of either
a Cantor set or a random Cantor set di ers drastically
from that of the set of the values of naturaltim e.

W e nally comm ent on the comm on view that (conven—
tional) tin e is continuous, keeping In the fram e that, as
pointed outby Schrodinger (. 145 ofR ef.[flé]) \our sense
perceptions constitute our sole know ledge about things".
In short, it seem s that the continuiy of tim e does not

stem from any findam entalprinciple, but probably orig—
inates from the follow ing general dem and on continuity
discussed by Schrodinger (see p. 130 of [40)):

\From our experienceson a large scale........ physicists
had distilled the one clearcut dem and that a truly clear
and com plete description of any physical happening has
to ful 1t oughtto nform you precisely ofwhat happens
at any point in space at any mom ent of tim e ....... We
m ay call this dem and the postulate of continuity of the
description". Schrodinger, how ever, subsequently com —
m ented on this dem and as ollow s (see p 131 of El(_]']): \It
isthis postulate of continuity that appearsto beunful
labk!...... " and furthem ore added: \W e m ust not adm it
the possibility of continuous cbservation". If we attem pt
a generalization of these intuitive rem arks, we m ay say
that the concept of naturaltim e is not inconsistent w ith
Schrodinger’s point of view .

In summ ary, conventional tin e is currently assum ed
continuous, but this does not necessarily resul from any
fundam ental principle. Its values form an uncountable
set, alm ost all of which are irrational num bers. On the
otherhand, naturaltim e isnot continuous, and its values
form a countable set consisting of rationalnum bersonly;
further, the values of the energy, which are not necessar-
ily rational, also orm a countable set. Upon considering
an in nitely large number of events, the cardinality of
the set of the values of naturaltin e is @ (cf. it persists
even upon increasing the accuracy of the m easurem ent),
thus being drastically an aller than that of conventional
tin e, which equals to 2¢¢ ifwe acocept the validity ofthe
continuum hypothesis.
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