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T he philosophy ofthe tra ctory representation di ersw ith C openhagen and B ohm ian philosophies.
T he trafctory representation is a strongly causal, nonlocal theory of quantum m echanics that is
determ inistic. Tt is couched in a generalized H am ilton-Jacobi form ulation. For bound states, each
particular tra pctory determm ines a unigue m icrostate of the Schrodinger w ave function. H ence, the
Schrodinger w ave finction is not an exhaustive description of nonrelativistic quantum phenom enon.
A tunnelling exam ple show s that assigning a probability am plitude to the Schrodinger wave func—
tion isunnecessary. T he tra pctory representation In the classicallin it (h ! 0) m anifests a residual
indeterm inacy where the tra fctory representation does not go to classicalm echanics. T his resid—
ual indeterm inacy is contrasted to the H eisenberg uncertainty principle and is also com pared w ith

"t Hooft’s inform ation loss. T he trafctory representation is contrasted w ith the C openhagen and
Bohm ian representations. For a square well duct, consistent overdetermm ination of a tra fctory by
a redundant set of observed constants of the m otion are beyond the Copenhagen interpretation.
A 1so, the tra fctory representation m akes di erent predictions than the C openhagen interpretation

for in pulsive perturbations, even under C openhagen epistem ology. A though the tra fctory repre—
sentation and Bohm ian m echanics use the sam e generalized H am ilton-Jacobi equations, they have
di erent equations ofm otion.

P rologue: \The Philbsophy ofthe Tragctory R epresentation of Q uantum M echanics" 'g:] is an extract of
this opus, was presented at the V igier 2000 Sym posium , 21 {25 August 2000, In Berkeley, C alifomia, and w ill
be published In the P roceedings ofthe Sym posium . T he Sym posium celebrated Jean P ierre V igier’s eightieth
birthday.

1. Introduction: The sam inal work on the tra pctory representation was published in 1982 [g]. The
tra pctory representation sprang from in provem ents n the W KB approxin ation f_ﬂ{g] and In acoustical ray
tracing E,-'j.]. T he equations of m otion for the tra fctories are developed from a quantum Ham iton-Jacobi
form ulation. T hese tra pctories are determ inistic and continuous. E rgo, there is no need by precept for any
collapse of the wave function during observation. Early analyses used num erical m ethods or pow er-series
expansions until exact closed-form solutions w ere Introduced i_é].

R ecently, Faraggiand M atone E_é{:;[fl:] have Independently generated the sam e quantum H am ilton-Jacobi
form ulation from an equivalence principle free from any axiom s. Faraggi and M atone have shown that
although all quantum system s can be connected by an equivalence coordinate transform ation (trivializing
map), all system s In classical m echanics are not so connected. Som e of the goals of their work include
synthesis of graviy, m ass and quantum m echanics and possbl relations to string theory LL§,:_1§ and pro—
ducihg an expression for the interaction temm s, ncluding graviy, that have a pure quantum origin [17] The
developm ent of the equivalence principle is beyond the scope of this exposition.

W e present the philosophical aspects of the tra ctory representation of quantum m echanics that distin—
guish this representation. W e exhbit its interpretation, which we contrast to the C openhagen interpretation
and the Bohm ian stochastic interpretation. Our ndings are presented In closed form in one dim ension
for the tim e-independent case whenever one din ension su ces. The work in one dim ension for the tim e~
Independent case renders a counter exam ple that refiites Bom'’s postulate of the C openhagen interpretation
attrbuting a probability am plitude to the Schrodinger wave fiinction, show s that the Heisenberg uncer—
tainty principle is prem ature, refutes the C openhagen interpretation that the Schrodinger wave function is
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an exhaustive description of nonrelativistic quantum phenom enon, and questions the wave-particle duality
of Bohr's com plem entarity. Bertoldi, Faraggiand M atone have recently extended the quantum Ham iton-—
Jacobi form ulation to higher din ensions, tin e dependence and relativistic quantum m echanics [[§]. A snall
am ount of work in higher din ensions is presented w here necessary to establish our ndings.

W e explicitly note that the tra fctory representation is not Jjust another interpretation of quantum me—
chanics because it also predicts results that di er with contem porary, orthodox practice (C openhagen in—
terpretation). T ra gctory and C openhagen analyses predict di erent results from a perturbing in pulse EL-9:
A test has been proposed to show that consistent overdetemm ination of a tragctory by a redundant set of
observed constants of the m otion would be beyond the C openhagen interpretation tZO

Beyond the philosophical aspects, we refer the interested reader to ve other advances of the tra fctory
representation that have been developed elsew here but not presented In the P rocesdings 'E:]. First, an initial
application of the tra fctory representation has been m ade to relativistic quantum m echanics '_211'] Second,
the tra pctory representation is not a hydrodynam ical form ulation of wave m echanics as tra fctories m ay
cross. Thus, the Ua;ectory representation m ay m anifest caustics as has been presented elsew here, abeit
couched in acoustics 22] W e note that the tra pctory representation renders not only all caustics that corre—
spond to the caustics described by classical ray tracing but also additional caustics that are extra to classical
geom etric acoustics. T hird, creation and annihilation of interference pattems are studied {_2-.3:] Fourth, tra fc-
tory dwelltim es during tunneling and re ection are exam ined t_Z-d ,2-1_1‘] F ifth, the generalized H am ilton-Jacobi
equation and the Schrodinger equation form an E m akov system which generates an E m akov invariant f_Z-E_J']
T he E m akov nvariant is a constant of the m otion for the particular tra pctory (m icrostate).

In Section 2, wepresent the fundam entals ofthe tra pctory representation from a philosophicalaspect. W e
give references for m ore detailed developm ent of the tra ctory representation for the interested reader. T he
equations ofm otion are presented for the tra fctory. W e present why m icrostates of the wave fiinction exist
forbound states. M uch ofthe philosophy ofthe tra fctory representation is innate in the developm ent ofthis
representation. In Section 3, we present di erent predictions rendered by tra fctories and C openhagen. W e
continue to contrast in Section 4 the tra gctory representation to the C openhagen interpretation. In Section
5, we com pare the tra pctory representation w ih the Bohm ian stochastic representation. In Appendix A,
we show that no particular set of independent solutions of the Schrodinger equation are privileged.

2. The Trajpctory R epresentation:

2.1.Equation ofM otion: The trafctory representation isbased upon a phenom enological, nonlocal
generalized Ham ilton-Jacobi fomm ulation. The quantum stationary Ham ifton-Jacobiequation Q SHJE) is
given in one din ension x by £6,27]
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where W is Ham ilton’s characteristic finction (@lso known as the reduced action), W ° is the m om entum

con jugate to x, W ;x1i isthe Schw arzian derivative ofW w ith respect to x,V isthe potential, E isenergy, m

is the m ass of the particle, and h = h=@2 ) where in tum h is P Janck’s constant. E xplicitly, the Schw arzian
derivative raises the Q SHJE to a third-order nonlinear di erential equation and is given by
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The lkft side ofEqg. @) m anifests the classical H am itton-dacobi equation; the right side, the higher order
quantum e ects in the Schw arzian derivative. Faraggiand M atone have independently derived the Q SH JE
from the equivalence principle. W e note that W and W ° are realeven in a classically orbidden region. The
general solution orW © is given by [§]

W= en)?@’+b?+c ) @)



where (a;b;c) is a set of real coe cients such that a;b > 0, and ( ; ) is a set of nom alized independent
solutions of the associated stationary Schrodinger equation, h® “=Cm)+ ¢ E) = 0.The Independent
solutions ( ; ) are nom alized so that their W ronskian, W ( ; )= °© O, isscaled togie W2 ( ; )=
2m=h®*@b *=4)]> 0. Thisensuresthat @ 2+ b2+ ¢ ) > 0 and that W ° is real in the classically
forbidden regions (V > E ). This nom alization is detem ined by the nonlinearity of Eq. ('_]:) rather than
by totalprobability of nding the particle in space be unity as done by the C openhagen interpretation. A
particularset ( ; ) ofindependent solutions ofthe Schrodinger equation m ay be chosen by the superposition
principle so that the coe cient ¢ is zero. Them otion in phase space is speci ed by Eq. (25_)' . Thisphase-space
tra ctory is a function ofthe set of coe cients (@;b;c).

If the Schrodinger equation can be solved in closed fom , then the Q SHJE m ay also be solved in closed
form for conjigatem om entum asEq. ('_2) expressesW ° in tem s of products of and

In general, the conjigate m om entum expressed by Eqg. (:_2:) is not the m echanicalm om entum , ie., W %6
mx.Actally, mx = m@E =W ° '@',:_1-4_:]

T he solution for the generalized H am ilton’s characteristic function, W , is given by

b(=)+c2
W = harctan ————— + K €)
@b F=4)12
where K is an integration constant that wem ay set to zero herein.

Ham iltton’s characteristic finction is a generator ofm otion. T he equation ofm otion In the dom ain [x;t]
is rendered by the H am ilton-Jacobi transform ation equation for constant coordinates (often called Jacobi’s
theorem ). The procedure simpli es for coordinates whose conjigate m om enta are separation constants.
C arrollhas shown that for stationarity Jacobi’s theorem isvalid forW isa Legendre transform ofH am ilton’s
principal function @-g'] For stationarity, E is a sgparation constant for tim e. T hus, the equation ofm otion
for the tra fctory tin e, t, relative to its constant coordinate , is given as a function ofx by

t = QW =QE @)

w here the tra fctory is a function ofa set of coe cients (@;b;c) and  speci es the epoch.
Theset ( ; ) can only be a set of ndependent solutions of the Schrodinger equation. D irect substitution
r | Al
of Eq. @) orw % into Eq. (U) gives
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For the general solution forw 0 the realcoe cients (a;b;c) are arbitrary w ithin the 1im itationsthat a;b> 0
and from the W ronskian that ab =4 > 0. Hence, Br generality the expressions w ithin each of the
three square brackets on the kft side of Eqg. {5) must vanish identically. The expressions wihin the rst
two of these square brackets m anifest the Schrodinger equation, so the expressions w ithin these two square
brackets are identically zero ifand only if and are solutions ofthe Schrodinger equation. T he expression
w ithin third bracket vanishes identically if and only if the nomm alization of the W ronskian is such that
W2(; )=2m=K @ E=4)].ForW (; )6 0, and mustbe independent solutions ofthe Schrodinger
equation. Hence, and must form a set of independent solutions of the Schrodinger equation.

E quation @'5) is independent of any particular choice of ansatz. W hen com paring tra fctories to C open—
hagen and Bohm , we have broad selection for choosing a convenient ansatz to generate the equivalent wave
picture (nothing herein in plies that the tra fctories need waves for com pleteness; only convenience).



2.2. Tunneling with Certainty: The Ham ilton’s characteristic fiinction for the trafctory of a
particle w ith sub-barrier energy that tunnels through the barrier w ith certainty can be established by the
continuity conditions of W ; W ® and W © across the barrier interfaces P4]. The corresponding Schrodinger
wave fiinction for this trafctory that tunnels w ith certainty was also developed from W and W ° [_2-4_1] We
now outline this developm ent.

W hike Eqg. (_2) gives the relationship between the conjigate m om entum W © and the solution set of inde—
pendent wave fiinctions ( ; ), an nverse relationship, not necessarily unique, is given by Ref.:_$ as

exp (W =h)
= %Z (6)
W °)
Let us consider a rectangular barrier whose potential is given by
( ..
U; xi< q
V x) =
0;  XJ @
Forx > g, we specify a transm itted, unm odulated running wave given by
= bk) Texplkk 9 x>q )

where k = (2m E )'2=h and the Integration constant, K , has been chosen so the phase is zero at the barrier
Interface x = gq. In tum, E is positive, sub-barrier, that s0< E < U . Forx > g, Ham ilton’s characteristic
function isgiven by W = hk& q). Anywherethatx > g, W = hk{& qg) and is rst two derivatives
render a valid set of niial conditions. _
From the continuity of W ; W *and W ©, wem ay now establish W for this tunneling problm to be [_24]
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hkx q); X> g
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where = Pm U E)}2%=h,

N = (k= )shh( 2 gcoskx+ g+ cosh( 2 gshkx+ qQJ;
and
D =cosh( 2 qQeosk®+ q@l+ (=k)sihh( 2 g)shkx+ g)l:

Note that W m onotonically increases everyw here w ith Increasing x. W hilke W , as given above, resolves
tunneling in tra fctory representation, we present the m ore fam iliar as derived from W and Eqg. ('_é) to
give a gentler Introduction to the insights of the tra ctory represtation.

In the clssically forbidden region inside the barrier, g b 4 g, and from Eqg. ('_6) the contihuity
conditionson W ; W ®and W ® at x = g, the Schrodinger wave finction is ﬂ_Z-é_l']

_ k
= f[( =k)cosh® ( x) + k= )shh’( x)Fh )d 2exp iarmctan —tanh[ ® Q] ; g x g @)

where or Egs. @) and @ = cosh[ x 9J = shh[ &k 9k a = [@m}2=@ )I( =k); b =
[@m)'?=h )1k= ), and c = 0. This Schrodinger wave function represented by Egs. (/) and (8) has a
continuous logarithm ic derivative across the barrier interface at x = g. The phase of inside the barrier
Increases m onotonically w ith increasing x. AsEq. ('_8) m anifests a spatially com pound wave running in the



positive x-direction in the classically forbidden region that has a continuous logarithm ic derivative at x = g
w ith a wave that is running in the positive x-direction in the region x > g, there is no re ections at the
nterface at x = qg.

In the dom ai before the barrier, x < g, and from the continuity conditions orw ; W *and w ® at
x= qgand from Eq. (:§), the Schrodinger wave fiinction is presented as 1_2-4]

1=2
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T he Schrodinger w ave finction, as represented by Egs. (g) and (:_ﬁ), has a continuous logarithm ic derivative
across the barrier nterface at x = g. Sim ilar to the situation at the barrier interface at x = g, Egs. Q'_d) and
6'_5’1) m anifest a wave w ith com pound spatialm odulation of phase and am plitude for x < g that progresses
In the positive x-direction. This wave wih com pound spatial m odulation has a continuous logarithm ic
derivative at x = g, so there is no refection of this wave at the barrier nterface x = g.

T he Schrodinger w ave finction, as represented by Egs. érj){ (-'_9), m anifests a running w ave progressing in
the positive x-direction everyw here. N ow here is there any re ection of this running wave. T his Schrodinger
wave function is an eigenfiinction with eigenvalie energy E for the given rectangular barrier. Hence, this
eigenfiinction represents a particlke w ith sub-barrier energy that tunnels through the barrer w ith certainty.

O nly recently did physicists recognize that eigenfiinctions for a constant potential could be w ave fiinctions
w ith com pound spatialm odulation in am plitude and w avenum ber [_2-3]. H owever, m athem aticiansknew i all
along, cf.Appendix A .W hilke one could con m that the wave function represented by E gs. H) through (H
an eigenfiinction by brute force by substituting this wave function into the Schrodinger equation, we suggest
referring to Ref. 24 w here the wave function representations, Eq. 65 has been resolved into its custom ary
hyperbolic com ponents inside the barrier by

1
= mo? cosh[ & q@l+ ik= )snh[ & l; 9 x g 12)

and where Eq. {_é) has been resolved Into the custom ary Incident and re ected unm odulated planewave
com ponents before the barrier by

custom ary unm odu]afﬁd incident plane wave
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custom ary unm odulated re ected plane wave




Hence, Egs. (r_S) and @) m anifest synthesized waves in and before the barrier respectively.

W e note that the synthetic incident wave, Eq. 6'_9) , has spectral com ponents traveling in both the posiive
and negative x directions. Any concem that the synthetic wave, Eqg. (nrfj), would spontaneously split apart is
put to rest n Appendix A .

2.3. Bound States: The boundary value problem is not so sinple [_2,-3] T he solutions for boundary
value problem , if they exist at all, need not be unique. A s iswellknown for bound states, solutions for the
Schrodinger w ave fiinction do exist for the energy eigenvalies. N ot as well known, solutions for H am iltton’s
characteristic function for the t:cajactory representation of quantum m echanics exist for bound states if the
action variable, J, is quantized f29 that is

I

J= W %x=nh; n= 1;2;3; : (14)

T he action variable is independent of the set of coe cients (a;b;c) by the theory of com plex variables [é_l
T he set of coe clents (@;b;c) only posits the singularities (poles) and term inalpoints ofthe R iem ann sheets.
T he set of coe cients (a;b;c) does not e ect the num ber of poles or R iem ann sheets.

Speci cally, we consider the bound state problem where !' DOasx ! 1 . These are the bound
state eigenfunctions w hich are unique. W hile the Schrodinger w ave function is unique for bound states, the
conjigatem om entum isnot E5;'_2-:/:]. In the generalized H am iltton-Jacobirepresentation ofquantum m echanics,
the boundary conditions forbound m otion m anifest a phase-space tra gctory w ith tuming pointsatx= 1 .
This is accom plished by W ! 0 asx ! 1 . However, the generalized H am ilton-Jacobiequation for the
bound states is a nonlinear di erential equation that has critical (singular) points at the very location where
the boundary values are applied, ie., x = 1. ByEq. (:_2), WwWo%! O0asx ! 1 Dbecause at least one
of the independent solutions, or , ofthe Schrodinger equation must be unbound as x ! 1 . Asthe
coe cients satisfy a;b > 0 and ab > c ?=4, the conjigate m om entum exhivits a node as x ! 1 Prall
pem itted values of a, b, and ¢ E_é]_ Hence, the boundary valies, W ‘'x = 1)= 0, orEqg. (:11') pem i
non-unique phase-space tra fctories HrW ° for energy eigenvalues or quantized action variables. Likew ise,
the tra fctories in con guration space are not unigue for the energy eigenvalue as the equation ofm otion,
t = QW =Q@E , speci es a tra fctory dependent upon the coe cients a, b and c.

2.4. M icrostates: The non-unigue tra gctories n phase space and con guration space m anifest m i
crostates of the Schrodinger w ave function ig,é]‘] For bound states in one din ension, the tin e-independent
Schrodinger wave function m ay be real except for an inconsequential phase factor. Bound states have the
boundary valuiesthat &= 1 )= 0.Letuschoose tobe thebound solution. Then = + w here

and are coe cients. T he Schrodinger wave function for bound states can be represented by [Z_-j

©@m )™ cos@W =h)
W7 R  I=@p)f?
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B =(@b)p-2 @b 2=4)1-2 ’

Thus, = 1land = 0 forallpem itted values ofthe set (@;b;c). Each of these non-unique tra fctories of
energy E m anifests a m icrostate of the Schrodmgerwave function for the bound state. T hese m icrostates of
energy E are speci ed by the set @;b;c). See Ref. .'27- for an exam ple.

T he existence ofm icrostates is a counter-exam ple refuting the assertion ofthe C openhagen interpretation
that the Schrodinger wave fiinction be the exhaustive description of nonrelativistic quantum phenom ena.

H istorically, others lncluding Ba]JJnger and M arch BO ], Light and Yuan B]J and K orsch BZ] had noted
that the bound-state solution to Eqg. @ or its equivalent by transfom ation, was arbitrary. (T here m ay be
others of whom Iam unaware. These Investigatorsenpyed freedom in choosing the coe cients (@;b;c) or



their equivalents. T hese investigators choose the particular solution that rendered well behaved resuls for
the density of states close to W KB values [_3-’2_i] or gave good ts to extended T hom asFem iapproxin ations
K_B-(_)','g:]_}] Ballinger and M arch {_3-9'] and K orsch {_3-%'] acknow ledge that their choices of the particular solution,
while tting the work at hand, could not be Justi ed from quantum principles.

2.5.ClassicalLim it, Loss of Inform ation, H eisenberg U ncertainty and R esidual Indeterm i-
nacy: Fortheclassicallimi h ! 0), the QSHJE, a third-order non-linear di erential equations, reduces
to the classical stationary H am iltton-Jacobiequation (CSHJE), a rst-order nonlnear di erential equation.
Reducing the order In tum reduces the set of initial values necessary and su cient to establish unigque
solution. Hence, less nform ation is necessary to solve the CSHJE than the Q SHJE .For the CSHJE , simul-
taneous know ledge ofm om entum and position speci esthe energy and the tra pctory. W hilem om entum and
position form a su cient set of initial conditions for classicalm echanics, quantum m echanics also needs the
higher order derivativesW ® and W ® P6]. T he H eisenberg uncertainty principle alleges uncertainty in such
sim ultaneous know ledge in plying that tra fctories do not exist at the quantum level. This is prem ature as
m om entum and pOSJtJon form only a subset am aller than the set of initial conditions necessary and su cient
to solve the Q SHJIE (331.

W e note that this loss of Inform ation di ers w ith the recent proposalof 't Hooft E_B-é_l:] that quantization
results from the loss of inform ation about \prim ordial" tra fctories of continuous energy. N o dissipation of
Inform ation happens in the tra fctory representation when going to the classical lim it, but rather this loss
of nform ation Induces an indeterm nacy.

Ash ! 0, we can test P lanck’s correspondence principle as to whether quantum m echanics goes to
classicalm echanics. In the tra fctory representation, the equation ofm otion for a free particle (ie., V = 0)
can be expressed as t_3-3_:]

f o @ =4)'"% 2m =E )'7x ) 16)
" a+ b+ @ 2ab+ P+ A)12cosf2@mE ) 2x=h+ ot =@ bl

In the Imit h ! O, the cosine tetm in the denom inator of Eqg. C_1-§') uctuates w ith an in nitesin al short
wavelength. For the particular case, a = b and c¢c= 0, P lank’s correspondence principle holds for Eq. C_l§') .
On the other hand fora 6 borc#$ 0, the cosine term becom es Inde nite in the classical Iim it. This leads
to a residual indeterm inacy in the classical lin it. T hus, P lanck’s oon:espondenoe principle does not hold in
general. This is consistent w ith the ndJngs of Faraggi and M atone E9.{:L4-] that the equivalence principle
does not hold for classical m echanics t_3§]. It has also been shown elsew here f_3§] that quantum m echanics
does not reduce to statisticalm echanics forh ! 0.

N ote that residual Indeterm inacy and the H eisenberg uncertainty principle di er: the form er exists for
h ! 0;the Jtter, orh nite 33]. Furthem ore, H eisenberg uncertainty exists in the k;p]dom ain (where p
ism om entum ) as the H am iltonian operates in the Kk;p] dom ain. But the tra fctory representation, through
a canonical transform ation to its H am itton-JdJacobi form ulation, operates in the [x;t] dom ain [_§§'] Residual
Indeterm inacy of the tra fctory representation is in the k;t] dom ain, cf. Eq. {_l-id) .

In closing this subsection, we note that h rem ains nie and is very sm all. Here, we treated h hypothet—
ically as an independent variable to show even in the liny,, ¢, quantum tra fgctories do not generally reduce
to classical tra fctories.

2.6. Superlum inality: The A spect experim ents deny local reality 56,31 Yet the tragctories for
bound states m ust penetrate in nitely deep into the classically forbidden zone B.] This in nitely long trip
must be done in a nite period of tin e. Hence, superlum nality follow s. This superlim inality is a two-way
superlim inality. An exam ple that show s this is given by Ref. :_2-(_3

Let us consider a partick traveling In a two-din ensional squarewellduct. T he particle has a tra gctory
down the duct in the axial direction whilke vertexing at in nite tuming points in the transverse direction.
T he tra gctory at these in nite tuming points hasbeen shown to be a cusp where velocity ncreases w thout



bound and both legs of the cusp becom e tangent to the surface of H am iltton’s characteristic fiinction {_Z-C_)']
T hism anifests the extrem e exam pl that the tra pctory is not generally orthogonalto the W -surface.

O ur tra pctories incorporate reality by precept. T he underlying generalized H am itton-dacobi equation
is a phenom enological equation. T herefore, we nd that since the tra fctories have reality inherently, they
m ust describe a nonlocal reality where phenom ena violate E instein separability. T hus, the tra pctory rep—
resentation renders a quantitative phenom enological description that favors choosing quantum m echanics,
abeit w ithout the C openhagen interpretation thereof, In resolving the paradox between quantum m echanics
and E instein separability that exists, for exam ple, in EPR experin ents.

3.D i erent P redictions between Trajpctories and C openhagen:

3.1. Im pulsive P erturbations: F loyd t_l-gs] has shown that the tra fctory and C openhagen represen-—
tations renderdi erent predictions forthe rst-order change in energy, E ; due to a an all, spatially sym m etric
perturbing mpulse, V X) (t), acting on the ground state ofa In nitely desp, sym m etric square well. The
di erent predictions are due to the di erent roles that causality plays in the tra gctory and C openhagen
Interpretations. In the tra fctory representation, E; is dependent upon the particular m icrostate, @;b;c).
T his hasbeen investigated under a C openhagen epistem ology even for the tra fctory theory, w here com plete
know ledge of the initial conditions for the tra gctory as well as know ledge of the particular m icrostate are
not necessary to show di erences for an ensamble su ciently large so that allm icrostates are individually
well represented. In the tra fctory representation, the rst-order change in energy, E 1, is due to the lo-
cation of the particle in is trafctory when the inpulse occurs. The tra fctory representation nds that
the perturbing in pulse, to rst order, is as lkely to do work on the particl as the partick is to do work
perturbing system , cf. Egs. (15) and (17){ 20) of Ref. 1. Hence, the trafctory representation evaluates
FE 1 laverage = 0. On the other hand, C openhagen predicts E; to be nite as Copenhagen evaluates E; by
the trace ground-state m atrix elem ent Vyo (0) at the instant of in pulse. D ue to spatial sym m etry of the
ground state and V x), Voo € 0.

In an actualtest, we do not need perturbing in pulses, which were used form athem atical tractability. A
rapid perturbation whose duration ism uch shorter than the period of the unperturbed system would su ce
fLd.

3.2. O verdeterm ination: For a square wellduct, we have proposed a test w here consistent overde—
tem ination of the tragctory by a redundant set of cbserved constants of the m otion would be beyond the
C openhagen Interpretation Q@] T he overdeterm ined set of constants ofthem otion should have a redundancy
that is consistent w ith the particular tra gctory. O n the other hand, C openhagen would predict a com plete
lack of consistency am ong these observed constants of the m otion as C openhagen denies the existence of
tra ctordes. Such a test could be designed to be consistent w ith C openhagen epistem ology.

4. Other D i erences between Traectories and Copenhagen: A s the trafctory exists by precept
In the tra fctory representation, there is no need for C openhagen’s collapse of the wave fiinction.

The trafctory representation can describe an individual particle. On the other hand, Copenhagen
describes an ensem ble of particles while only rendering probabilities for individual particles.

T he tra ctory representation renders m icrostates of the Schrodinger wave fiinction for the bound state
problm . Eachm icrostateby Eq. {15) issu cientby itselfto determ ine the Schrodingerw ave function. T hus,
the existence of m icrostates is a counter exam ple refuting the C openhagen assertion that the Schrodinger
wave fiinction be an exhaustive description of nonrelativistic quantum phenom enon.

T he tra fctory representation is determm inistic. W e can now identify a tra ctory and its corresponding
Schrodinger w ave function w ith sub-barrier energy that tunnels through the barrier w ith certainty. Hence,
tunneling w ith certainty is a counter exam ple refuting Bom’s postulate of the C openhagen interpretation
that attrbutes a probability am plitude to the Schrodinger w ave fnction.



A s the tra pctory representation is determm inistic and does not need , much less to assign a probability
am plitude to i, the tra gctory representation does not need a w ave packet to describe or localize a particle.
T he equation ofm otion, Eq. (:f!) for a particle m onochrom atic wave) hasbeen shown to be consistent w ith
the group velociy of the wave packet Q-g']

N om alization, as previously noted herein, is determ ined by the nonlinearity ofthe generalized H am ilton—
Jacobiequation for the tra gctory representation and for the C openhagen interpretation by the probability
of nding the particle In space being unity.

T hough probability is not needed for tunneling through a barrier {_2-4_:], the tra fctory interpretation for
tunneling is still consistent w ith the Schrodinger representation w ithout the C openhagen interpretation. T he
J'nc:ide_nt wave w ith com pound spatialm odulation of am plitude and phase for the tra fctory representation,
Eq. l13 hasonly two spect:cal com ponents which are the Incident and re ected unm odulated waves of the
Schrodinger representation £4].

Tragctories di er w ith Feynm an’s path integrals in three ways. F irst, tra ctories em ploy a quantum
H am ilton’s characteristic function while a path integral is based upon a classical H am ilton’s characteristic
function. Second, the quantum H am ilton’s characteristic function isdetermm ined uniquely by the initialvalies
of the Q SHJE while path integrals are dem ocratic summ Ing over all possible classical paths to determm ine
Feynm an’s am plitude. W hil path Integrals need an in nite number of constants of the m otion even for a
single particle in one dim ension, m otion in the tra fctory representation for a nite number of particles in

nite dim ensions is alw aysdeterm ined by only a nite num ber of constants ofthem otion. T hird, tra gctories
are wellde ned in classically forbidden regions where path integrals are not de ned by precept.

A s previously noted In Section 2.5, the H eisenberg uncertainty principle shall rem ain prem ature as long
as C openhagen uses an Insu cient subset of nitial conditions (x;p) to descrlbe quantum phenom ena.

Bohr's com plem entarity postulates that the waveparticle duality be resolved consistent w ith the m ea—
suring instrum ent’s speci ¢ properties. On the other hand, Faraggi and M atone [_g{:_l-é_i] have derived the
QSHJE from an equivalence principle w ithout evoking any axiom atic interpretation of the wave function.
Furthem ore, F loyd f_Z-:/l] and Faraggi and M atone E{:_l-ﬁl] have shown that the Q SHJE renders additional
Inform ation beyond what can be gleaned from the Schrodinger wave fiinction alone.

A nonym ous referees of the C openhagen school have had reservations conceming the representation of
the incident m odulated wave as represented by Eq. @A before the barrier. They have reported that com —
poundly m odulated wave represented by Eq. @) isonly a clever superposition of the incident and re ected
unm odulated plane waves. T hey have concluded that synthesizing a running wave w ith com pound spatial
m odulation from its spectral com ponents is nonphys:calbecause it would spontaneously split. W e have put
these reservations to rest in Appendix A and Ref. 24 By the superposition principle of linear di erential
equations, the spectralcom ponentsm ay be used to synthesize a new pair of ndependent solutionsw ith com —
pound m odulations running in opposite directions. Likew ise, an unm odulated plane wave running in one
direction can be synthesized from two wavesw ith com pound m odulation running in the opposite directions
form appings under the superposition principl are reversible.

5. Trajctories visa—vis Bohm ian m echanics: The trafctory representation di ers w ith B ohm ian
representation [5@‘:_379'] In many ways despite both representations being based on equivalent generalized
H am ilton-Jacobi equations. W e describe the various di erences between the two representations in this
section. These di erences m ay not necessarily be lndependent of each other.

F irst, the two representations have di erent equations of m otion. T he H am ilton-Jacobi transform ation
equation, Eqg. (:ff), are the equations of m otion for the trafctory representation. M eanwhile, Bohm ian
m echanics eschew s solving the H am itton-Jacobiequation for a generator of the m otion, but Instead assum es
that the conjigate m om entum be the m echanicalm om entum , m x, which could be Integrated to render the
tra fctory. But the conjigatem om entum isnot them echanicalm om entum as already shown by F loyd @:2% 1,
Faraggiand M atone Efl_i] and C arroll l_2-§] Recently, Brown and H iley [_éi(j] had stated that prior associating
m om entum in B ohm ian m echanicsw ith W ®by appealing to classical canonicaltheory wasa \backw ard step"
and \totally unnecessary". Brown and H iley still do not advocate solving the Q SHJE forW . Rather, they
now advocate that W °be a \beable" m om entum and x be given by the probability current divided by the



square of the probability am plitude.

Bohm ian m echanics considers to form a eld, a quantum eld that fuindam entally e ects the quantum
particle. The tra gctory representation considers the Schrodinger equation to be only a phenom enological
equation where doesnot represent a eld. To date, no one haseverm easured such a - eld.

Bohm ian m echanics postulates a quantum potential, Q , iIn addition to the standard potential, that
renders a quantum force proportionalto r Q. fBohm ‘s quantum potential in one dim ension appears in
the Q SH JE asthe negative ofthe temm containing the Schw arzian derivative or the right side ofEq. d]. ie.,
Q = Lh =(@m )W ;xig. But this quantum potential is inherently dependent upon E . By the Q SHJE, Q is
also dependent upon the m icrostate (@;b;c) of a given eigenvalue energy E because

OQ=E V+ @?+b?+c )2

T herefore, Q as a function is path dependent and cannot be a conservative potential. C onsequently, r Q
does not generally render a force. T he average energy associated with Q or the Schwarzian derivative term
ofthe QSHJE in the classicallim i (! 0) for the free particle (Vv = 0) is degpendent upon the m icrostate
as speci ed by (@;b;c) and is given by {_3-_
bk @+ b)=2 variance of inpn; oW x

Im Q =E 1 — = 0: @7)

h! 0 average (@b 02:4)1—2 2m
So the average energy, in the classical lim it of Bohm ’s quantum potential, Q , is proportionalto the negative
of the variance of the classical lin i of the conjigate m om entum . T he quantum potential is a function of
the particularm icrostate and m ay be nite even in the classical Iin it as shown by Eqg. C_l-z:) . Nothing herein
Inplies that Eq. {_i]‘) is general. O thers cases have not been exam ined.

W hile Bohm ian m echanics postulates pilot w aves to guide the particle, the tra ctory representation does
not need any such waves.

Bohm ian m echanicsuses an ansatz that containsan exponentialw ith in agihary argum ents. T he Bohm ian
ansatz in onedimension s = M °) 2 exp (W =h), the ssame asEq. (). Anonym ous referees of the Bohm
schoolhave expressed reservations regarding the validity oftrigonom etric ansatze. H erein, we have presented,
w ithout using any particular ansatz, the reversble relationship between the generalized H am iltton-Jacobi
equation, Eq. @), to the Schrodinger equation by Eq. (:5) .AsEq. C_E'u) isvalid forany set ( ; ), otheransatze
oftheorm = M °) 2R exp @ =h) + B exp( iW =h)], where A;B are arbitrary, are acceptable H,14].
W hen Aj= B j then the ansatz becom es trigonom etric. In the past, the tra gctory representation had
properly used other ansatze that were trigonom etric In nature such asEq. Clﬁ) For com plteness, Bohm ’s
ansatz has signi cantly m ore versatility than rst apparent if A j6 B J. Consider

_ 0. 1=2BA + B S o

= W A—BBeXp(JW—hH-Bexp( W =h)]

= (wo)”A—+B[(A+B>oos2<m—h)+(A B ) sin” (W =h) I exp  axctan tan (@ )
A h A+B

= @9 epd =h); R BJ

w here

A B
W = arctan ———tan@W )
A+ B

So, we have retumed to Bohm ’s one-din ensional ansatz w ith a new Ham ilton’s characteristic fanction
for A j$ B J. This ansatz is rem iniscent of the m odulated wave that we presented in Egs. ('_é) and 6'_5’1) .

B ohm ian m echanics asserts that particles could never reach a point w here the Schrodinger w ave finction
vanishes. O n the other hand, tra fctories have been shown to pass through nulls of i_z“_ié_i] Furthem ore,
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the conjugatem om entum is nite at these nullsby Eq. 6'_2) as and cannotbeboth zero at the sam e poInt
for they are Independent solutions of a linear di erential equation of second order.

Bohm ian m echanics asserts that bound-state particles should have zero velocity because the spatialpart
of the bound-state wave function can be expressed by a real function. O n the other hand, the generalized
H am ilton-Jacobi equation, Eq. @') is still applicable for bound states in the tra ectory representation. For
bound states, the tra fctories form orbits whose action variables are quantized according to Eq. C_l-é_f) .

Bohm ian m echanics asserts that a particke should follow a path nom alto the surfaces of constant W .
O n the other hand, our traj;actones, when com puted in higher dim ensions, are not generally nom alto the
surfaces of constant W l20,:23] In higher din ensions, the tra fctories are determ ned by the H am ilton-Jaccbi
transform ation equations for constant coordinates (Jacobi’s theorem ) ratherthan by r W .

Bohm ian m echanics asserts that the possible Bohm ian tra fctories for a particular particle should not
cross. Rather, Bohm ian tra gctories are channeled and ©llow hydrodynam ic-lke ow lines. On the other
hand, the tra fctory representation describes tra fctories that not only can crossbut can also form caustics
as shown elsswhere In an analogous, but applicable acoustic two-din ensional duct Q-Zj] W e note that the
Schrodinger eaquation and the separated acoustic w ave equations are both Helm holtz equations.

T he two representations di er epistem ologically w hether probability is needed. T he tra gctory represen—
tation is determ inistic. B ohm ian m echanics purports to be stochastic and consistent w ith B om'’s probability
am plitude |';_§§] In one dim ension, Bohm ian m echanics Introduces stochasticity, by assigning a position, ,
of the particle as a separate variable from the argum ent, x, of the Schrodinger wave function, . In other
words, Bohm ian m echanics introduces stochasticity by assum ing di erent initial positions of the particle
w ithin the niialwave packet for the probability am plitude of the particke. T he particle position, , would
be a stochastic variable. From Bell t_4-14'], the argum ent x of could be treated as the \hidden" variable
Instead of . W e note that this additional variable, , is extraneous for consistency w ith the Schrodinger
equation t_2-3].

Let us consider three dim ensions In this paragraph to exam ine the fam iliar stationary auxiliary equation

r @rw)=0 18)

to the three-dim ensional Q SHJE .Bohm and H iy [§§ ] identify R as a probability am plitude and Eq. Cfé
as the oontmuﬂ:y equation conserving probabJJJty Bertoldi, Faraggi and M atone ﬂg ] only require that R
satisfy Eq. {_18) nontrivially. Hence, Rr W must be divergenceless. T he trafctory representation can now
show a non-probabilistic interpretation of R°r W . Let us consider a case ©or which the stationary Bohm ’s
ansatz, = R exp (iW =h), is applicable. Bohm used [38]

2=Uu%?+v? and W = harctan V=U)

whereU = < ()= Roos@ =h) and W = =( ) = R sin W =h). Hence, by the superposition principle, U
and V are a pair of solutions, not necessarily independent, to the stationary Schrodinger equation. (IfU
and V are not independent, then W is a constant and  is real except for a constant phase factor.) Upon
substituting U and V into Eq. C_f@‘), we get as an interm ediate step

2

R°rW =UrV VrU;

w hich is like a three-din ensionalW ronskian. A gain, we do not need thisW ronskian analogy to be a constant,
Jist divergenceless. T he divergence of R°r W is

2m
r @rWw)=rUrva 1)+FCE v)uv@a 1)= 0:

Indeed R?r W is divergenceless. T hus, the tra fctory representation nds that the auxiliary equation con—
tainsa three-dim ensionalW ronskian analogy that satis esEq. ‘18. ) w ithout any need forevoking a probability
am plitude.

11



Bohm had expressed concems regarding the initial distrbutions of particles. Bohm [_37@] had alleged
that in the duration that nonequilbrium probability densities exist n his stochastic representation, the
usual form ulation of quantum m echanics would have Insoluble di culties. T he tra pctory representation has
shown that the initial conditions of nonlocal hidden variable m ay be arbitrary and still be consistent w ith
the Schrodinger representation f_Z-é]

Stochastic Bohm ian m echanics, like the C openhagen interpretation, uses a wave packet to descrbe the
m otion of the of the associated - eld. A s previously described herein, the determ inistic tra fctory needs
neither w aves nor w ave packets to describe or localize particles.

Holland [42.] reports that the B ohm ’s equation for particle m otion could be deduced from the Schrodinger
equation but the process could not be reversed. O n the other hand, the developm ent ofE g. (5) is reversible.
T he Schrodinger equation and the generalized H am itton-Jacobiequation m utually in ply each other.

In application, the two representations di er regarding tunneling. D ewdney and H iy I'A3 have used
B ohm ian m echanics to Investigate tunneling through a rectangularbarrierby G aussian pulses. W hile D ewd—
ney and H ikey assert consistency w ith the Schrodinger representation, they do not present any resuls in
closed fom . R ather, they present graphically an ensem ble of num erically com puted tra fctories for eyeball
Integration to show oconsistency with the Schrodinger representation. On the other hand, our trafctory
representation exhibits in closed form consistency w ith the Schrodinger representation (the unbound wave
function does not have m icrostates l_i]']) . In addition, we note that every Bohm ian tra fctory that success—
fully tunnels slow s down while tunneling. Hence, a particle follow ing any one of these B ohm ian tra fctories
would slow down while tunneling even though Steinberg et al lfl-l_i] have shown that the peak ofthe associated
w ave packet soeeds up whik tunneling. On the other hand F loyd f_Z-(_)',:_Z-é_L'] has shown that tra fctories that
successfully tunnel speed up consistent w ith the ndings ofO khovsky and Racam i Ifl-@] and B arton [fl-é] and
the nding ofHartm ann gj] and F ktcher El-g:] for thick barriers.

A ppendix A | Inverse M apping: In this Appendix we show that no particular set of independent
solutions is privileged Q-fi] T he incident wave w ith com pound spatialm odulation of am plitude and phase,
Eqg. ('_9), can be synthesized under the superposition principle from two spectral com ponents running in
opposite directions as shown by Eq. (_i.:%) . Likew ise, an unm odulated plane wave running in one direction
can be synthesized from two wavesw ith com pound m odulation running in opposite directions for m appings
under the superposition principle are reversble.

A s a heuristic exam ple consider analyzing the unm odulated plane wave (eigenfiinction for the free particle
w ith energy E ) Into the solution set (+; ) where

A 172
= Ik exp[ iarctan B)]

and where A and B have already been speci ed by Egs. (:_L-Q:) and C_l-]_J') respectively.

Hence, ; and are two m odulated waves that run in opposite directions as there phasesm onotonically
Increase or decrease respectively w ith increasing x. T he custom ary incident and re ected unm odulated plane
w aves before the barrier are given respectively by {_Z-é_i']

1=2 ik k -
k) cosh( 2 )+ > sinh( 2 q explkx+ 9]
" 2 #
=  oosh?( )+} L sinh?® ( 2 q
q 2 K q +
sh ( )+ik nh( 2 q Lok nh( 2 q Al
© A xS 3 x50 d

12



and

= k
—F2 X4 sh(29
k) k
L 2'h2(2)
= - - — Sm.
k i
+ oosh( )+ik 'h(z)ik nh( 2 q @2)
co - — = sh - — = sh :
A k Y3 k d

E quations Qf\j") and {E\_-Z) respectively m ap the custom ary incident unm odulated plane w ave and the cus—
tom ary re ected unm odulated planewave into the set ( . ; ). W e have synthesized the custom ary incident
and re ected unm odulated plane waves from two m odulated waves, ( 1 ; ), travelling In the opposite di-
rections. Hence, the superposition principle and ism appings are reversble. If the custom ary unm odulated
Incident and re ected waves do not spontaneously split apart, than neither does the m odulated incident
wave. If a pulse can be form ed w ith unm odulated plane waves, so can the corresponding pulse be form ed
w ith m odulated waves. T he set of unm odulated plane waves solutions to the tin e-independent Schrodinger
equation for a free particle is not privileged.

W e note that Eq. @:]:), the custom ary unm odulated incident plane wave, and Eq. @:2), the custom ary
unm odulated re ected plane wave, sum to 4, which m anifests the incident wave w ith com pound spatial
m odulation, Eq. @), as expected.
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