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Is tim e continuous?
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Conventional tim e is m odelled as the one dim ensional continuum R
1
of real num bers. This

continuity,however,does notstem from any fundam entalprinciple. O n the other hand,natural

tim e is notcontinuous and its values as wellas those ofthe energy,form countable sets,i.e.,with

cardinalities either �nite or equalto @0,where this sym bolstands for the trans�nite num ber of

naturalnum bers.Forin�nitelylargenum berofevents,thevaluesofnaturaltim eform adenum erable

set,i.e.,itscardinality isexactly @0,whilethoseofconventionaltim ean uncountable set.Thishasa

drastically largercardinality,which in the lightofthe continuum hypothesisbecom esequalto 2
@ 0.

PACS num bers:01.70.+ w,05.40.-a,06.30.Ft,02.10.A b

In reviewing the state ofphysics today,a consensus

seem s to em erge that we are m issing som ething abso-

lutely fundam ental, e.g., [1, 2]. Furtherm ore,there is

a widespread beliefthat,it is not space but tim e that

in the end poses the greatestchallenge to science (e.g.,

p.18 of[3]). Tim e, according to W eyl(see p.5 of[4])

forexam ple,is\theprim itiveform ofthestream ofcon-

sciousness.Itisa fact,however,obscure and perplexing

to ourm inds,that::: one doesnotsay thisis butthis

is now,yetno m ore" oraccording to G �odel\thatm ys-

teriousand seem ingly self-contradictory being which,on

the other hand,seem s to form the basis ofthe world’s

and our own existence." (p.111 of[3]). The challenge

seem s to stem from the fact that specialrelativity and

quantum m echanics,which are the two great(and suc-

cessful)theoriesoftwentieth-century physics,are based

on entirely di�erentideas,which arenoteasytoreconcile

(In general,the form ertheory,according to Einstein[5],

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,while the lat-

terisa \constructive theory" m eaning thatitdescribes

phenom enabased on som eknown factsbutan underlying

principletoexplain thestrangenessofthequantum world

hasnotyetbeen found).In particular,specialrelativity

puts space and tim e on the sam e footing,butquantum

m echanicstreatsthem very di�erently,e.g.,see p.858 of

Ref.[6]. (In quantum gravity,space is 
uctuating and

tim eishard to de�ne,e.g.,[7]).M oreprecisely,asfaras

the theory ofspecialrelativity isconcerned,letusrecall

the following wording ofEinstein[8]:

\Later,H.M inkowskifound a particularly elegantand

suggestive expression........,which reveals a form alrela-

tionship between Euclidean geom etryofthreedim ensions

and thespacetim econtinuum ofphysics........From this

itfollowsthat,in respectto its role in the equationsof

physics,though not with regard to its physicalsigni�-

cance,tim eisequivalentto thespaceco-ordinates(apart

from the relations ofreality). From this point ofview,
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physicsis,asitwere,Euclidean geom etry offourdim en-

sions,or,m ore correctly,a static in a four-dim ensional

Euclidean continuum ."

whereas in quantum m echanics, Von Neum ann

com plains[9]:

\Firstofallwe m ustadm itthatthisobjection points

atan essentialweaknesswhich is,in fact,thechiefweak-

ness ofquantum m echanics: its non-relativistic charac-

ter,which distinguishesthe tim e tfrom the three space

coordinates x,y,z, and presupposes an objective sim ul-

taneity concept.In fact,whileallotherquantities(espe-

cially thosex,y,z,closely connected with tby theLorentz

transform ation)are represented by operators,there cor-

responds to the tim e an ordinary num ber-param eter t,

justasin classicalm echanics".

Note also that Pauli[10]has earlier shown that there

isno operatorcanonically conjugateto theHam iltonian,

ifthelatterisbounded from below.Thism eansthatfor

m any system s a tim e operatordoes notexist. In other

words,the introduction ofan operatortisbasically for-

bidden and the tim e m ust necessarily be considered as

an ordinary num ber (but recallthe long standing ques-

tion that Schr�odinger’s equation, as wellas Einstein’s

generaltheory ofrelativity,issym m etric undertim e re-

versalin contrastto the factthatourworld isnot,e.g.,

[11]). These observations have led to a quite extensive

literature m ainly focused on tim e-energy (as wellas on

\phase-action")uncertainty relation,proposinga variety

of attem pts to overcom e these obstacles. The discus-

sion of this literature, however, lies beyond the scope

ofthe presentpaper. W e just sum m arize here that the

(conventional) tim e t is currently m odelled as the one-

dim ensionalcontinuum R 1 ofthe realnum bers,e.g.,p.

10 of[7](orp.12 of[4]in which itisstated that\ :::the

straightline ::: ishom ogeneousand a linearcontinuum

justliketim e").Itisthiscontinuityon which thepresent

paperisfocused,in a sensethatwillbeexplained below.

Ithas been recently shown that noveldynam icalfea-

tureshidden behind tim e seriesin com plex system scan

em erge upon analyzing them in a new tim e dom ain,

term ed naturaltim e[12,13,14,15,16,17](see also be-

low).Itseem sthatthisanalysisenablesthestudy ofthe

dynam icalevolution ofa com plex system and identi�es
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when the system enters a criticalstage. Hence, natu-

raltim e m ay play a key role in predicting im pending

catastrophiceventsin general.Relevantexam plesofdata

analysisin thisnew tim edom ain havebeen presented in

a large variety of�eldsincluding biology,earth sciences

and physics. Asa �rstexam ple,we m ention the analy-

sisoftheelectrocardiogram swhich m ay herald a cardiac

arrest[18,19].Secondly,thedetection and theanalysisof

precursory electric signals,term ed Seism ic Electric Sig-

nals (e.g.,[20,21,22,23,24]),m ay lead[12,13,16,17]

to the prediction ofan im pending strong earthquake.A

third application ofnaturaltim e refers to the m anifes-

tation ofaging and scaling properties in seism ic event

correlation[25,26].Finally,asa fourth exam plewem en-

tion thatthedata oftheavalanchesofthepenetration of

m agnetic 
ux into thin �lm softype IIsuperconductors

aswellasthoseofa threedim ensionalpileofricegetting

progressively closer to the criticalstate conform to[27]

the features suggested,on the basis ofnaturaltim e,to

describecriticaldynam ics.

In a tim eseriescom prising N events,thenaturaltim e

�k = k=N serves as an index for the occurrence ofthe

k-th event[12,13],and it is sm aller than,or equalto,

unity (cf.thesym bol� originatesfrom theancientG reek

word ���o�o&(chronos)which m eans\tim e").In natural

tim e analysis the evolution of the pair of two quanti-

ties(�k;E k)isconsidered,where E k denotesin general

a quantity proportionalto the energy ofthe individual

event. For exam ple,to perform the analysis ofseism ic

events(Fig.1(b)),we considerthe tim e evolution ofthe

pair(�k;M 0k )whereM 0k standsfortheseism icm om ent

ofthekth event[12,16,17],sinceM 0k isproportionalto

the energy em itted in that earthquake (cf. M 0k di�ers

essentially from the m agnitude M ,but they are inter-

connected).Asanotherexam ple,wereferto theanalysis

ofdichotom ouselectric signals(Fig.1(a))where we con-

siderE k asbeing proportionalto theduration ofthekth

pulse[13,14,15].Forthepurposeofanalysis,thefollow-

ing continuousfunction �(!)wasintroduced[12,13]:

�(!)=

P
N

k= 1
E k exp

�

i! k

N

�

P
N

n= 1
E n

=

N
X

k= 1

pk exp

�

i!
k

N

�

(1)

wherepk = E k=
P

N

n= 1
E n and ! = 2��,and � standsfor

thefrequency in naturaltim e,term ed naturalfrequency.

W e then com pute the powerspectrum �(!)of�(!)as

�(!)= j�(!)j
2

(2)

Ifwe regard pk as a probability density function,�(!)

m ay be justi�ed to be treated m athem atically as a

characteristic function in analogy with the probability

theory[28].Then,thepropertiesofthedistribution ofpk
can be estim ated by the expansion ofthischaracteristic

function for! � ! 0.

The optim ality ofthe naturaltim e representation of

tim e serieshasbeen recently shown[29]by m eansofthe

followingprocedure:Thestructureofthetim e-frequency
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FIG .1: (coloronline)(a)How a dichotom ousseriesofelec-

tric pulses in conventionaltim e t (upper panel,red) can be

read[12,13]in naturaltim e � (lowerpanel,blue). The sym -

bolE standsfortheelectric�eld (notto beconfused with E k

used in the text). (b)The sam e asin (a),butfora seriesof

seism ic events(e.g.[12,16,17]).

representation[30]ofthe signalswasstudied by em ploy-

ing theW ignerfunction[31]to com parethenaturaltim e

representation with theones,eitherin conventionaltim e

orotherpossibletim ereparam etrizations.Signi�canten-

hancem entofthesignalwasfound in thetim e-frequency

spaceifnaturaltim eisused,in m arked contrastto other

tim e dom ains.Since in tim e seriesanalysis,itisdesired

to reduce uncertainty and extractsignalinform ation as

m uch as possible,the m ost usefultim e dom ain should

m axim ize the inform ation m easure,and hence m inim ize

the entropy. This was statistically ascertained in natu-

raltim e,by investigating a m ultitude ofdi�erent tim e

dom ainsin severalelectric signals.

Naturaltim e �,from its de�nition,is notcontinuous

and takesvalueswhich arerationalnum bersin therange

(0,1].(In thesenum bers,asthecom plex system evolves,

the num eratorsarejustthe naturalnum bers(except0),

which denote the order ofthe appearanceofthe consec-

utive events).Hence,oneofthe fundam entaldi�erences

between (conventional) tim e and naturaltim e refers to

thefactthattheform erisbasedontheideaofcontinuum ,

while the latterisnot. Thispaperaim satraising som e

consequences ofthis di�erence,and in particular those

thatstem from thesettheory developed by Cantor,hav-

ing in m ind the following rem ark m ade by Schr�odinger

(seepp.62-63 ofRef.[32]):

\W e are fam iliar with the idea ofcontinuum ,or we

believe ourselves to be. W e are not fam iliar with the

enorm ousdi�cultythisconceptpresentstothem ind,un-

lesswehavestudied verym odern m athem atics(Dirichlet,

Dedekind,Cantor)."

W e clarify in advance that we do not tackle here the

case (since it is inapplicable to our universe[33]) raised
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by G �odelin 1949 who discovered[34]unexpected solu-

tion to the equations of generalrelativity correspond-

ing to universesin which no universaltem poralordering

is possible(see also Refs.[3,35]and references therein).

Thissolution acquiresitssim plestform (seep.86 in [36])

\with two ofthe coordinate-line-elem entstim e-like (the

other two space-like)". Interestingly,Schr�odinger in an

early version ofRef.[36],which waspublished alm ostsi-

m ultaneously with G �odel’s work, had also em phasized

that\thereisno necessity forjustthreeofthefourline-

elem ents being space-like,one tim e-like ::: " (cf. note

also that very recently it was suggested[37]that when

the universe wassm allenough to be governed by quan-

tum m echanics,it had four spatialdim ensions and no

dim ension oftim e.)

W e now recapitulate som e points ofthe Cantor’s set

theory that are relevant to our present discussion. A

trans�nite num berortrans�nite cardinalisthecardinal-

ity ofsom e in�nite set,where the term cardinality ofa

set stands for the num ber ofm em bers it contains,e.g.,

pp.2-3 of[38].Thesetofnaturalnum bersislabeled by

N ,whilethenum berofnaturalnum bersisdesignated by

@0,i.e.,@0 = jN j(cf.thecardinality ofasetS islabelled

jSj).In thistrans�nitenum ber,thezero subscriptisjus-

ti�ed by the factthat,as proved by Cantor,no in�nite

sethasasm allercardinality than thesetofnaturalnum -

bers. It can be shown that the set ofrationalnum bers

designated by Q has the sam e cardinality as the set of

naturalnum bers,orjN j= jQ j(e.g.,Theorem 2 in [38]).

In otherwords,the rationalsareexactly asnum erousas

the naturals. Note that a set is countable i� its cardi-

nality iseither�nite orequalto @0 and in particularis

term ed denum erable i� itscardinality isexactly @0. (cf.

Asusually,for\ifand only if" wewritesim ply \i�").A

set is uncountable i� its cardinality is greater than @0,

seealso below.Hence,naturaltim e takesvalues(which,

as m entioned,are rationalnum bers) that form in gen-

erala countable set;thisbecom esa denum erable set[39]

ifthe num berofeventsisin�nitely large.Further,since

in naturaltim e analysis we consider the pairs (�k;E k),

thevaluesofthequantity E k should form a setwith car-

dinality equalto (or sm aller than) @0. In other words,

thevaluesoftheenergy also form a countable set,which

re
ectsofcoursethatthe energy isnotcontinuous.

ThefactthatjN j= jQ jisan astoundingresultin view

ofthe following: The rationalnum bersare dense in the

realnum bers,which m eansthatbetween any two ratio-

nalnum berson therealnum berlinewecan �nd in�nitely

m orerationalnum bers.In otherwords,although theset

ofrationalnum bersseem sto contain in�nitieswithin in-

�nities,therearejustasm any naturalnum bersasthere

are rationalnum bers. This re
ects the following point:

Let us assum e that we follow a system with som e (ex-

perim ental) accuracy,in which,as m entioned,after an

in�nitenum berofeventsthecardinality ofthesetofthe

valuesofnaturaltim e is@0.Letusassum ethatwenow

repeatthe m easurem entwith m ore sensitive instrum en-

tation (i.e.,countingeventsabovean appreciably sm aller

energy orduration threshold in Figs.1b and 1a,respec-

tively)and hence between two consecutive eventsofthe

form erm easurem enta considerablenum berofapprecia-

bly sm allereventsism onitored.The corresponding car-

dinality,in contrastto our intuition,is again @0. (The

inverse,i.e.,when theinstrum entation becom eslesssen-

sitive,m ay correspond toa\coarsegraining"procedure).

In otherswords,when considering the occurrence ofin-

�nitely large num ber ofconsecutive events,the natural

tim e takes values that form a denum erable setand this

rem ainssoeven upon increasingtheaccuracy(and hence

lowering the uncertainty)ofourm easurem ent.

W e now turn to the aspectsofCantor’ssettheory re-

lated to the realnum bers,which asm entioned are asso-

ciated with the conventionaltim e. Itisshown thatthe

num berofpointson a �nite line segm entisthe sam e as

thenum berofpointson an in�niteline(e.g.,Theorem 13

in [38]). Considering the de�nition:The num berofreal

num bersisthe sam e asthe num berofpointson an in�-

nite line (orin the jargon,the num ericalcontinuum has

thesam ecardinalityasthelinearcontinuum ),let\c"des-

ignate the cardinality ofthe continuum -orequivalently

thecardinality ofthesetofrealnum bers.(Hencec= jRj

by de�nition). It is proven (e.g., Theorem 16 in [38])

thatthesetofrealnum bersisuncountable,orjRj> @0.

(Equivalently,thistheorem assertsthatc> @0).Hence,

the valuesofconventionaltim e form an uncountable set,

in contrastto thatofnaturaltim ewhich asm entioned is

countable. In orderto further inspectthis fundam ental

di�erence,we resortto the continuum hypothesis (CH)

-see below- which was form ulated (but not proved) by

Cantor. This,after Euclid’s parallelpostulate,was the

�rstm ajorconjecture to be proved undecidable by stan-

dard m athem atics[39].

W e�rstclarify thatthepowerset�S ofa setS,which

isthesetofallsubsetsofS,hasa cardinality j�Sj= 2jSj

when S is�nite.AccordingtoCantor’sTheorem thecar-

dinality ofthepowersetofan arbitrary sethasa greater

cardinality than theoriginalarbitrary set,i.e.,j�Sj> jSj

(e.g.,Theorem 4 in [38]). This theorem is trivialfor�-

nite sets,but fundam entalfor in�nite sets. Hence,for

any in�nitecardinality,thereisa largerin�nitecardinal-

ity,nam ely,the cardinality ofits power set. From CH,

which asserts that there is no cardinalnum ber � such

that@0 < � < c,itfollowsthatthe nextlargesttrans�-

nitecardinalafter@0 (labelled @1)isc,thusc= @1.Since

Cantorproved (e.g.,Theorem 17 in [38])that@1 = 2@0,

CH leadsto:c= 2@0 (thus,thisisthe num berofpoints

on an in�nite line). Hence,ifwe assum e CH,the cardi-

nality ofthesetofthevaluesofnaturaltim e-when con-

sidering in�nitely largenum berofevents-correspondsto

@0,while thatofthe conventionaltim e is2
@0. The val-

ues ofthe form er,as m entioned,are rationalnum bers,

while alm ost allthe values ofthe latter are irrational,

because,since 2@0 � @0,alm ost allreals are irrational

num bers.(O n the otherhand,withoutassum ing CH we

have essentially no idea which trans�nite num bercorre-

sponds to c,and we would know the cardinality ofthe



4

naturals,integers,and rationals,butnotthe cardinality

ofthe reals,e.g.,p. 15 of[38]). As for the values of

E k,they arenotnecessarily rational,because in general

when taking @0 (atthem ost)outof2
@0 valuesthey m ay

allbe irrational. Hence, even upon gradually im prov-

ing the accuracy ofour m easurem ents,both sets f�kg

and fE kg rem ain denum erable,the form erconsisting of

rationalnum bersonly.

Schr�odinger,in orderto pointoutthe\Intricacy ofthe

continuum ",usedanexam pleanalogoustotheCantorset

C (see pp. 138-143 ofRef.[40]). The latter is given by

takingtheinterval[0,1],rem ovingtheopen m iddlethird,

rem oving the m iddle third ofeach ofthe two rem aining

pieces,and continuing thisprocedure ad in�nitum . The

cardinalityofthissetC isnolessthan thatof[0,1].Since

C is a subset of[0,1],its cardinality is also no greater,

so itm ustin factbe equal.In otherwords,there are as

m any pointsin the Cantorsetasthere 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

involved in the geom etricaldescription of the 
uctua-

tions ofthe vacuum [41](cf. m odern physicists hypoth-

esize thatwhatappearsto oursensesasem pty space is

in reality a richly dynam icalm edium [42,43],which has

energy,e.g.,[44,45].). Hence the cardinality ofeither

a Cantor set or a random Cantor set di�ers drastically

from thatofthe setofthe valuesofnaturaltim e.

W e�nallycom m enton thecom m on view that(conven-

tional)tim e iscontinuous,keeping in the fram e that,as

pointed outbySchr�odinger(p.145ofRef.[46])\oursense

perceptionsconstituteoursoleknowledgeaboutthings".

In short,it seem s that the continuity oftim e does not

stem from any fundam entalprinciple,butprobably orig-

inates from the following generaldem and on continuity

discussed by Schr�odinger(see p.130 of[40]):

\From ourexperienceson a largescale........physicists

had distilled theoneclear-cutdem and thata truly clear

and com plete description ofany physicalhappening has

toful�ll:itoughttoinform youpreciselyofwhathappens

at any point in space at any m om ent oftim e ....... W e

m ay callthis dem and the postulate ofcontinuity ofthe

description". Schr�odinger,however,subsequently com -

m ented on thisdem and asfollows(seep.131 of[40]):\It

isthispostulateofcontinuity thatappearsto beunful�l-

lable!......" and furtherm oreadded:\W em ustnotadm it

the possibility ofcontinuousobservation".Ifwe attem pt

a generalization ofthese intuitive rem arks,we m ay say

thattheconceptofnaturaltim e isnotinconsistentwith

Schr�odinger’spointofview.

In sum m ary,conventionaltim e is currently assum ed

continuous,butthisdoesnotnecessarily resultfrom any

fundam entalprinciple. Its values form an uncountable

set,alm ostallofwhich are irrationalnum bers. O n the

otherhand,naturaltim eisnotcontinuous,and itsvalues

form a countablesetconsisting ofrationalnum bersonly;

further,thevaluesoftheenergy,which arenotnecessar-

ily rational,also form a countableset.Upon considering

an in�nitely large num ber ofevents,the cardinality of

the setofthe valuesofnaturaltim e is@0 (cf.itpersists

even upon increasing theaccuracy ofthe m easurem ent),

thusbeing drastically sm allerthan thatofconventional

tim e,which equalsto 2@0 ifweacceptthevalidity ofthe

continuum hypothesis.
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