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NEG ATIVE KINETIC ENERG Y BETW EEN PAST AND FUTURE STATE VECTORS*

DanielRohrlich,YakirAharonov,ySandu Popescu,Lev Vaidm an

Raym ond and Beverly Sackler Faculty ofExactSciences

SchoolofPhysicsand Astronom y,Tel-Aviv University

Ram at-Aviv,Tel-Aviv 69978 Israel

A bstract. An analysisoferrorsin m easurem entyieldsnew insightinto clas-

sically forbidden quantum processes. In addition to \physical" values,a realistic

m easurem entcan yield \unphysical" values;weshow thatin sequencesofm easure-

m ents,the \unphysical" values can form a consistent pattern. An experim ent to

isolate a particle in a classically forbidden region obtains a negative value for its

kineticenergy.Itistheweak value ofkineticenergy between pastand future state

vectors.

1. Introduction.W hen theword \quantum " �rstentered thelanguageof

physics,itm eanta restriction on possiblevaluesofenergy;and itisstillaxiom atic

thatthe only observable valuesofa physicalquantity are the eigenvaluesofa cor-

responding quantized operator. W hen we obtain values that are not eigenvalues,

weinterpretthem aserrors.Still,m easurem entsareuncertain in practice,and can

even yield classically forbidden,\unphysical" values. W e have uncovered rem ark-

able regularities in the way that \unphysical" values can appear in sequences of

m easurem ents,suggesting thatthesevaluesm ay notbeunphysicalatall.In quan-

tum theory,itseem s,notonly arephysicalquantitiesnotrestricted:they can take
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valuesoutside the classically allowed range. Here we discussthisnew e�ectin the

contextofbarrierpenetration by quantum particles.

Barrier penetration,such as tunnelling into a potentialwall,is a classically

forbidden quantum process. Quantum particles can be found in regions where

a classicalparticle could nevergo: itwould have negative kinetic energy. Butthe

eigenvaluesofkineticenergy cannotbenegative.How,then,can aquantum particle

\tunnel"? The apparentparadox isresolved by noting thatthe wave function ofa

tunnelling particleonly partly overlapstheforbidden region,whilea particlefound

within the forbidden region m ay have taken enough energy from the m easuring

probe to o�set any energy de�cit. Nevertheless,actualm easurem ents ofkinetic

energy can yield negative values. Here,we present a m odelexperim ent in which

we m easure the kinetic energy ofa bound particle to any desired precision. W e

then attem pt to localize the particle within the classically forbidden region. The

attem pt rarely succeeds, but whenever it does, we �nd that the kinetic energy

m easurem entsgavean \unphysical" negativeresult;m oreover,theseresultscluster

around the appropriate value,the di�erence between the totaland the potential

energy. This consistency,which seem s to com e from nowhere { a background of

errors { suggests strongly that the notion ofa quantum observable is richer than

generally realized.Previouspapersm aking thissuggestion analyzea m easurem ent

ofspin1 and a quantum tim em achine2 aswellasnegativekineticenergy.3� 4

2. N egative kinetic energy.Ourexam plem ay besum m arized asfollows:

wepreparea largeensem ble ofparticlesbound in a potentialwell,in an eigenstate

ofenergy, and m easure the kinetic energy ofeach particle to a given precision.
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Then we m easure the position ofeach particle and select only those cases where

the particle is found within som e region \far enough" from the well{ with \far

enough" depending on how precisely the kinetic energy was m easured. In alm ost

allsuch cases,we �nd that the m easured kinetic energy values are negative and

clusteraround theparticularnegativevalueappropriatetoparticlesintheclassically

forbidden region.Also,the spread ofthe clustering isthe characteristic spread for

kineticenergy m easurem entswith thisdevice.

W e begin with a particle trapped in a potentialwell. The Ham iltonian is

H = p2=2m + V (x),with V (x)= �V0 forjxj< a and V (x)= 0 forjxj> a.W epre-

parean ensem bleofparticlesin theground state,with energy E 0 < 0:j	 ini= jE 0i:

Following von Neum ann,5 wem odela m easurem entofkineticenergy with an inter-

action Ham iltonian H int = g(t)P
p
2

2m
,whereP isa canonicalm om entum conjugate

to the position Q ofa pointeron the m easuring device. The tim e-dependent cou-

pling constant g(t) is nonzero only for a short tim e interval,and norm alized so

that
R

g(t)dt= 1. W hen the tim e intervalisvery short,we callthe m easurem ent

im pulsive.Foran im pulsivem easurem ent,H int dom inatestheHam iltoniansofthe

m easured system and them easuring device.Then,since _Q = i

�h
[H int;Q ],weobtain

forthe operatorQ

Q fin � Q in =
p2

2m
: (1)

In an idealm easurem ent the position ofthe pointer is precisely de�ned,and so

we read a precise value ofkinetic energy. But in practice,m easurem ents involve

uncertainty.Tom odelasourceofuncertainty,wetaketheinitialstateofthepointer

to be

�in(Q )= (�2�)� 1=4e� Q
2
=2�

2

(2)
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Theuncertainty in theinitialposition ofthepointerproduceserrorsoforder�;when

� ! 0 we recover the idealm easurem ent. Thus,any m easured value is possible,

although large errors are exponentially suppressed. There is no m ystery in such

errors; they are expected, given the uncertainty associated with the m easuring

device. M easurem ents can even yield negative values. The negative values m ay

beunphysical,butthey arepartofa distribution representing them easurem entof

a physicalquantity. They should not be thrown out,since they give inform ation

aboutthedistribution and contributeto thebestestim ateofthepeak value.Since

these errorsoriginate in the m easuring device,and notin the system understudy,

itseem sthatthey cannotdepend on any property ofthe system . However,closer

analysis ofthese errors reveals a pattern which clearly reects properties ofthe

system understudy. The pattern em ergesonly afterselection ofa particular�nal

stateofthesystem .

Initially,theparticleand devicearein a productstate	 in(x)�in(Q );afterthe

interaction iscom plete,thestateise�
i

�h
P p

2
=2m 	 in(x)�in(Q ),in which theparticle

and the device are correlated. Now we consider kinetic energy m easurem ents fol-

lowed by a �nalm easurem ent ofposition,with the particle found far outside the

potentialwell.Forthe�nalstatewechoose a gaussian wavepacketwith itscenter

farfrom the potentialwell,

	 fin(x)= (�2�)� 1=4e� (x� x0)
2
=2�

2

; (3)

and werequire� > ��h
2
=m �.Thecondition fortheparticleto be\farenough" from

the potentialwellis

�x0 >>
�

�
2�h

2
=2m �

�2
: (4)
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Since �2�h
2
=2m = jE 0j,the expression in parenthesesisthe ratio ofthe m agnitude

ofthee�ect,jE 0j,totheprecision ofthem easurem ent,�.Form oreprecisem easure-

m ents ofkinetic energy (� ! 0),the �nalstate is selected atincreasing distances

from thepotentialwell(x0 ! 1 ).

The state ofthe m easuring device after the m easurem ent,and after the par-

ticle is found in the state 	 fin(x),is obtained by projecting the correlated state

ofthe particle and m easuring device onto the �nalstate ofthe particle 	 fin(x).

Apartfrom norm alization,itis�fin(Q )= h	 finje
� i

�h
P p

2
=2m j	 ini�in(Q ).Forsim -

plicity,we take V (x) to be a delta-function potential(a ! 0). Then 	 in(x) is

p
�exp(��jxj).Asan integraloverx,the�nalstateis

�fin(Q )=

Z 1

� 1

dxe
� (x� x0)

2
=2�

2

e
� i

�h
P p

2
=2m

e
� �jxj�in(Q ) ; (5)

up to norm alization. Note that the exponentialof�iP p2=2m �h acts to translate

Q in �in(Q ). Ifwe could ignore the part ofthe integralnear x = 0,we could

replace p2 with ��2 in Eq. (5),and the �nalstate ofthe m easuring device would

be �fin(Q )= �in(Q + �2�h
2
=2m ). W e cannotignore thispartofthe integral,but

by choosing x0 in 	 fin(x)to belarge,wecan suppressit.Ifweexpress	 in(x)via

itsFouriertransform and replacetheoperatorp with itseigenvalue,weobtain (up

to a norm alizing factor)

�fin(Q )=
�

�h�
e
�x 0� �

2
�
2
=2

Z

dp
e� p

2
�
2
=2�h

2
� ipx0=�h

�2�h
2
+ p2

�in(Q � p
2
=2m ) : (6)

This integralhas poles at p = �i��h;we evaluate it by integration on a contour

including a line ofp with im aginary part�ip0,for any p0 > �h�. The integralin

Eq.(6)then reducesto two term s:a poleterm

�in(Q + �
2�h

2
=2m ) ; (7)
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and a correction term ,the integralin Eq. (6) with p replaced by p � ip0. The

pole term represents the m easuring device with itspointershifted to the negative

value��2�h
2
=2m .A shortcom putation (seeRef.4)showsthatthecorrection term

can be m ade arbitrarily sm allby taking x0 large,asin Eq. (4). Forx0 large,the

�nalstateofthem easuring deviceshowsthe\unphysical" result��2�h
2
=2m forthe

kineticenergy,up to a scatter� characteristic ofthedevice.

W e thus obtain a correlation between position m easurem ents and prior ki-

neticenergy m easurem ents:nearly allparticlesfound faroutsidethepotentialwell

yielded negativevaluesofkineticenergy.On the otherhand,wecould considerall

particlesthatproduced negative valuesofkineticenergy,and ask abouttheir�nal

position. W e would �nd nearly allthese particlesinside the well. The correlation

worksoneway only.Priorkineticenergy m easurem entson particlesfound farfrom

the wellcluster around a negative value,but position m easurem ents on particles

yielding negativevaluesofkineticenergy clusteraround zero.How do weinterpret

thisone-way correlation?

3. Interpretation. Our exam ple suggests that particles in a classically

forbidden region have negative kinetic energy. The conventionalinterpretation of

quantum m echanicshasno placefornegativekineticenergy.However,theconven-

tionalinterpretation involves an assum ption about how m easurem ents are m ade.

The conventionalinterpretation considers m easurem ents on ensem bles ofsystem s

prepared in an initialstate,withoutany conditionson the�nalstateofthesystem s.

Such an ensem ble,de�ned by initialconditionsonly,m ay be term ed a pre-selected

ensem ble. By contrast,we consider m easurem ents m ade on pre-and post-selected
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ensem bles,de�ned by both initialand �nalconditions.The experim entofthepre-

vioussection isan exam pleofa m easurem enton a pre-and post-selected ensem ble.

Itisnaturalto introduce pre-and post-selected ensem bles in quantum theory: in

the quantum world,unlike the classicalworld,com plete speci�cation ofthe initial

statedoesnotdeterm ine the �nalstate.

Also,them easurem entsweconsiderarenotideal.Realm easurem entsaresub-

ject to error. At the sam e tim e,the disturbance they m ake is bounded. These

two aspects ofnon-idealm easurem ents go together. Suppose our m easuring de-

vice interacts very weakly with the system s in the ensem ble. W e pay a price in

precision.On the otherhand,the m easurem entshardly disturb the ensem ble,and

thereforethey characterizetheensem bleduring thewholeinterm ediatetim e.Even

non-com m uting operatorscan be m easured atthe sam e tim e ifthe m easurem ents

are im precise. W hen such m easurem ents are m ade on pre-and post-selected en-

sem bles,they yield surprising results. An operator yields weak values that need

notbeeigenvalues,oreven classically allowed.1;6 Thenegativekineticenergy ofthe

previoussection isan exam ple ofa weak value. Anotherisa m easurable value of

100 fora spin com ponentofa spin-1=2 particle.1

Letus briey review how weak valuesarise. The initialwave function ofthe

m easuringdeviceis�in(Q ).Afteran im pulsivem easurem entofan operatorC on an

initialstatejaiand projection onto a �nalstatejbi,the�nalstateofthem easuring

device is hbje� iP C =�hjai�in(Q ) =
P

i
hbjciihcijai�in(Q � ci). If�in(Q ) is sharply

peaked,then the various term s �in(Q � ci) willbe practically orthogonal. But

suppose�(Q )hasawidth �.ItsFouriertransform hasawidth in P of�h=�.Sm alljP j
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correspondstoam easuringdevicethatiscoupled weaklytothem easured system .If

� islarge,then jP jissm all,and wecan expand theexponentiale� iP C =�h to�rstorder

in P to obtain hbje� iP C =�hjai�(Q ) � hbj1�iP C=�hjai�(Q ) � hbjaie � iP C w =�h�(Q ).

HereCw � hajC jbi=hajbiisthe weak value ofthe operatorC forthepre-and post-

selected ensem ble de�ned by hbjand jai.

The de�nition ofa weak value providesuswith a new and intuitive language

for describing quantum processes. In our exam ple,the operators oftotalenergy

E , kinetic energy K , and potentialenergy V do not com m ute. Therefore, the

classicalform ula E = K + V applies only to their expectation values; and the

expectation value ofK in any state is positive. However,the form ula applies to

weakvalues:E w = K w + Vw ,and theweakvalueofK isnotnecessarily positive.W e

know E w = E 0 = ��2�h
2
=2m ,since the pre-selected state isan energy eigenstate,

and Vw vanishessince the post-selected state isfarfrom the potentialwell. Then

K w = ��2�h
2
=2m ,the \unphysical" obtained above in ourexam ple!

In ourexam ple,instead ofthe condition on the initialstate ofthe m easuring

device (� large),we had a condition on the �nalstate ofthe particle (x0 large

and � > ��h
2
=m �). The price is that we m ust wait for increasingly rare events.

As m easurem ents of kinetic energy becom e m ore precise (� ! 0), they disturb

the particle m ore. To get negative kinetic energies,we m ust post-select particles

further from the potentialwell(x0 ! 1 ). As the precision ofthe m easurem ent

increases,negative kinetic energies becom e less and less frequent;in the lim it of

idealm easurem ents,theprobability vanishes,and so idealm easurem entsofkinetic

energy neveryield negativevalues.
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4. C onclusions. From the pointofview ofstandard quantum theory,all

that we have produced is a gam e oferrors ofm easurem ent. Idealm easurem ents

ofkinetic energy can yield only positive values,since alleigenvaluesofthe kinetic

energy operator are positive. But in practice,m easurem ents are not exact,and

even iftheir precision is very good,som etim es { rarely { they yield negative val-

ues. W e have seen thatifparticles are subsequently found far from the potential

well,the m easured kinetic energy ofthese particles com es out negative. Consis-

tently,large m easurem ent \errors" did occur,producing a distribution peaked at

the \unphysical" negativevalue E 0.

W hat specialproperties ofnon-idealm easurem ents led to this result? First,

these m easurem ents involve only bounded disturbances ofparticle position. Sec-

ond, since their precision is lim ited,they can supply, \by error", the necessary

negative values.These two propertiesare intim ately connected:any m easurem ent

ofkineticenergy causing only bounded changesofposition m ustoccasionally yield

negative values for the kinetic energy. The change ofx due to the m easurem ent

is _x = i

�h
g(t)[x; P p2=2m ]. P and p are unchanged during the m easurem ent,so

xfin � xin = P p=m . From here it follows that the change ofx is bounded only

ifthe pointer is in an initialstate with P bounded,i.e. ifthe Fourier transform

of�in(Q )has com pact support. But then the support of�in(Q )is unbounded,
7

which im m ediately im pliesanonzeroprobability forthepointertoindicatenegative

values (Q < 0). Indeed,the \gam e oferrors" displays a rem arkable consistency,

and this consistency allowsnegative kinetic energies to enter physics in a natural

way.The conceptofa weak value ofa quantum operatorgivesprecise m eaning to

the statem entthatthe kineticenergy ofa particlein a classically forbidden region

isnegative:nam ely,the weak valueofthekineticenergy isnegative.
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