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T im e operator w ithin projection evolution m odel

Andrzej G �o�zd�z� and M ariusz D�ebickiy

Institute of Physics, University of M arie Curie{Sk lodowska,

pl. M . Sk lodowskiej{Curie 1, 20{031 Lublin, Poland.

(D ated:M arch 1,2022)

W e apply the projection evolution approach to the particle detection process and calculation

ofthe detection m om ent. Inuence ofthe essentialsystem properties on the evolution process is

discussed. Itis shown,that using only the projection postulate in the evolution schem e allows to

understand the tim e asa kind ofobservable.

PACS num bers:03.65.-w,03.65.Ta,42.50.X a
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The usualform ulation ofquantum m echanicsleadsto m any conceptualproblem s.M ostofthe proposed interpre-

tations concerning the m easurem ent process is unsatisfactory. The great interest in quantum com puters and wide

range ofobstaclesto them ,caused m ainly by decoherence ofthe entangled stateshascontributed to retrospectthe

essentialsofthe quantum m echanics.

The m ain problem is that there are two quite di�erent evolution laws. The Schr�odinger equation describes the

evolution ofthe quantum objects as long as it is not disturbed by the experim ent. It is unitary and com pletely

determ inistic process. O n the other hand there is the projection postulate which operates whenever the object

is a�ected by the m easurem ent. Here one can calculate only the probabilities for each possible outcom e in the

experim ent,butthe change ofthe objectstate isunpredictable. M oreover,there isno way to estim ate the m om ent

oftim e when the processoccurs.

A m easurem entoftim e standsasthe separategeneralproblem ofthequantum m echanics.Tim ehasbeen treated

asa param eterin the evolution law fordecades,even ithasbeen proven thatthe tim e operatorcan notbe de�ned

properly within standard quantum m echanics.

ThePauli’stheorem [1]statesthattheself-adjointtim eoperatorim pliesan unbound continuousenergy spectrum .

Thatm eans,itisim possibletobuild aself-adjointtim eoperatorcanonicallyconjugatetoaHam iltonian bounded from

below.However,som eattem ptsto apply theconceptoftim easan observablewerem ade,accordingto thestatem ent,

that any given observable uniquely characterized by the probability distribution ofthe m easurem entresults in the

di�erentstatesaccessibleto the system .

Thus there were proposed severaltypes oftim es corresponding to som e types ofm easurem ents,e.g. the tim e of

arrivalintroduced by Aharonov and Bohm [2],furtherinvestigated by e.g.[3,4,7,8],also [5,13],thetunneling tim e

orthe tim e ofa quantum clock given by a phasevariable.

Anotherconceptoftim eoperatorwasintroduced by O lkhovsky,Recam iand others[12],wherethebasicidea isto

extractitfrom the average"presencetim e" relation htix= 0.M orerecentapproach appliesa positiveoperatorvalued

m easure (POVM ) [4,10,11]to this problem . Som e other publications presents the tim e-of-arrivalproblem using

som ekind of"screen observables" [13].M oredetailed review can befound in e.g.[15].An interesting idea isalso the

Event-Enhanced Q uantum Theory which replacesthe Schr�odingerequation by a specialdeterm inistic algorithm [6],

howeveritseem sto be unsatisfactory introducing som e"non quantum " elem ents.

Butapartfrom thepuretim eoperatortheproblem liesin theprocessoftim em easurem entand evolution.The�rst

m odelproposed by Allcock [5]consisted ofa freeparticleand an interacting Ham iltonian in theform ofthe com plex

potential.Thesolutions,however,werein disagreem entwith theHeisenberguncertaintyrelation.AharonovandBohm

proposed to considera system consisting of"a clock" am ong otherquantum objects(particles,apparatus,etc.).The

tim eofinteraction isthusdeterm ined by a physicalobservableofthisclock particle[2]wherethecorresponding tim e

operatorwasobtained by a sim ple sym m etrization ofthe classicalexpression t= m x=px.

But whatis that m ysteriousforce described by a com plex potentialor "a clock"? W hatis its foundation? And

what de�nes the physicalprocess as an experim ent which obeys the projection postulate rather than the unitary
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transform ation? The questionsarestillopen untiltoday.

Som e recentwork wasm ade concerning quantum com putation processwhere the evolution ofa qubitisassum ed

to betheprocessofa succession ofsom em easurem ents,e.g.astheresultofsom eadditionalperiodically interrupting

inuence [16]. Very close m odelwasintroduced by Nielsen [17],who showed thatno coherentunitary dynam ics is

needed atallin orderto sim ulate the quantum com puter.Thusprojective m easurem entsare universalforquantum

com putation [18,19].

W e have m ade one step forward following the hypothesis ofthe projection evolution [9],which is a sequence of

som em easurem entsm adeperm anently by the Nature.Each system behaveslikeitwasa�ected by som ekind ofthe

"apparatus" butwe postulate itisitsnaturalinnerproperty.A setofprojection evolution operatorsresponsible for

them easurem entateach m om entofevolution dependson theessentialpropertiesofthesystem underconsideration.

Detailed description oftheapproach can be found in [9].

W ithin thisideam any ofthem entioned aboveproblem sissolved,in particulartheSchr�odingerequation isaspecial

case ofthe projection evolution. M oreover,within this idea,there is no need to introduce an observerbecause the

"collapse ofstates" isprocessed due to the postulated fundam entalLaw ofthe Nature. Further,this m odelletsto

introducea kind ofthetim eoperator,which can notbedonewithin thestandard quantum m echanics.M oredetailed

inform ation aboutthe tim e observableispresented in the nextsection ofthispaper.

II. T H E T IM E O P ER A T O R

The projection evolution m odelas described in [9]de�nes the evolution as a process ofcausally related physical

events,ordered by the evolution param eter�,called in [9]the etim e. The tim e-like variable param eter� has been

already regarded by Caster and Reznik [14]as the state ofthe clock particle within the tim e-of-arrivalproblem ,

but in contradiction to that hypothesis,within the projection evolution approach each ofthe events is related to

a m easurem ent"m ade",according to the proposed procedure,by the Nature. Thatm eans,the state ofa physical

system at the m om ent (step ofevolution) denoted by � is the projection ofthe previous state with respect to the

essentialsystem properties,asitisshown below (forsim plicity we assum e here a discrete structure ofthe evolution

param eter(etim e)�):

�(�n+ 1;�0;�1;:::;�n+ 1)=
Ej(�n+ 1;�n+ 1)�(�n;�0;�1;:::;�n)Ej(�n+ 1;�n+ 1)

Tr[Ej(�n+ 1;�n+ 1)�(�n;�0;�1;:::;�n)Ej(�n+ 1;�n+ 1)]
: (1)

Here �(�n;�0;�1;:::;�n)isthe quantum density operatordescribing the state ofthe physicalsystem atn{th step of

the evolution.The nextstep isspeci�ed by the projection evolution operatorEj(�n+ 1;�n+ 1)random ly chosen from a

setofpossibleprojectionswhich constitutetheorthogonalresolution ofunity,each representing thepropertiesofour

physicalsystem atthe m om ent�n+ 1 ofthe etim e.Theorthogonalresolution ofunity,fordiscretequantum num bers

� arede�ned by the conditions:

Ej(�;�)Ej(�;�0)= ���0Ej(�;�)
P

�
Ej(�;�)= 11: (2)

and can be naturally generalized to arbitrary setsofquantum num bers.

The probability distribution ofchoosing the speci�ed projection isgiven by a ratherstandard form ula:

Prob(�n+ 1;�0;�1;:::;�n+ 1)= Tr[Ej(�n+ 1;�n+ 1)�(�n;�0;�1;:::;�n)Ej(�n+ 1;�n+ 1)]: (3)

This is,in principle,the conditionalprobability because the eq.(3) describes a probability ofchoosing next state,

underassum ption thatthe system isalready in the given state�(�n;�0;�1;:::;�n).

Itisshown in [9]thatassum ing the projection evolution operatorin the form ofresolution ofunity shifted by an

unitary operatorsliketraditionalunitary evolution operatorforclosed system s:

Ej(�;�)= U (�� �0)Ej(�0;�)U
y
(�� �0); (4)

undersom eassum ptions,such processwhileconsidering thecontinuousm easurem entsleadsto theunitary evolution

oftheSchr�odinger’stype�(�)= U (�� �0)�
0(�0)U

y(�� �0);where�
0(�0)isthestatechosen by theNaturejustbefore

�0.O neneedsobserveherethatthisapproach allowsto considertim eon nearly thesam efootasany otherquantum

observable because the tim e should be related to the param eter etim e ordering causalevents,but it is form ally

independentofit.

The projection evolution proceduresuggestalso a possibility to considertwo typesofobservables.
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The�rsttypeconsistsofphysicalobservablesrelated to realinteractionswith thesystem underconsiderationsand

reducing itsstatedueto theinteraction.Thiskind ofobservablescan be a partoftheprojection evolution operator.

The second type ofobservables (inform ation observables) are m ore theoreticalones because they allow only to

investigatestructureofstates.

Letthe decom position ofunity fM A (a)g be an inform ation observableand �bea stateofthesystem .In thiscase

the expression Tr(M A (a)�) should rather be interpreted as a "potentialprobability" which give us an inform ation

aboutthestructureofthesystem statebutnota�ectit.Such inform ation should nothaveany inuenceinto thereal

processofthe evolution.

O n the otherhand,it is im portantto notice that probably m ostofpossible observablescan be used form ally in

both m eanings.

However,an existence ofthe �rst type observables,for a given physicalsystem ,is determ ined by structure ofthe

system and itsinteractions.

Assum ing now a nonrelativistic four dim ensionalspacetim e x = (x0 = t;~x) 2 R 4,using the speci�ed reference

fram e,thereisnow the possibility to build a wellde�ned "tim eoperator" M T (t)projecting onto thesubspaceofthe

sim ultaneous events. As m entioned in the previous section that is im possible in the standard quantum m echanics

wheretim eisa param eter.Forthissim plem odelofspaceand tim ethestatesresponsiblefortheevent"to bein ~x at

the tim e t= x0" can be described by the Dirac �-type distribution �4(y� x)corresponding to the appropriatestate

jxi.M aking usethisnotation theappropriateprojection operator(generalized resolution ofunity)can bewritten as:

M T (t)=

Z

R 3

d
3
~xjxihxj; (5)

whered3~x denotesan elem entof3 dim ensionalvolum eofthe coordinatespace.

Thisoperatorshould giveusallinform ation aboutan overlapofoursystem overthesubspaceofstatescorresponding

to any position attim e t.W e suppose also thatthe operatorcan be used in non-relativistic case(itisnotcovariant

in respectto the Lorentz transform ations)asan approxim ation ofthe physicalobservable which detectobjectsata

given tim e t.In thiscase itm ustbe related to a speci�c physicalstructure,like a detector,which isable to interact

with oursystem atthisgiven tim e.

W ithin the projection evolution m odel,aswasalready m entioned above,the whole processofevolution isordered

by thespecialevolution param eter�.Thusthesequenceofalleventsisindependentfrom theobserver’scon�guration

space. Using the tim e projection operator we can now determ ine the potentialprobability density,that the state

described by �(�)can be found atthe speci�ed m om entt,asfollows:

Prob(t;�(�))= Tr(M T (t)�(�)M T (t)): (6)

Asm entioned previously theoperator(5)can bealso used asa kind of"tim etrigger".Then every eventenum erated

with the � param etercan be related with the realworld,and can occuronly atthe speci�ed m om entsoftim e with

wellde�ned probability.

In thisway wecan describe the system evolution with respectto the evolution param eter� aswellasthe tim e t.

The following exam ple ofthe particle detection presented in the next sections shows how we can describe the

evolution,itsduration and the m om entofthe m easurem entusing only the projection evolution schem e.

III. M EA SU R EM EN T IN T H E P R O JEC T IO N EV O LU T IO N SC H EM E

Letusconsidera closed system ofa singleparticle"m oving" towardsa m easurem entdevice.To sim plify consider-

ationsletusassum ethedeviceisa kind ofdetectorthatregistersa particlewhen itcom esacrossa de�niteregion of

the space.Physicalm echanism srelated to theprocessofabsorption and detection arebeyond ofourscope.

Due to the projection evolution m odelwe need to construct an appropriate set ofprojection operators Ej(�;�),

responsible for tim e evolution. Here � is a realc-num ber evolution param eter that enum erates the subsequent

evolution steps,and � representsany setofquantum num bersdescribing the system properties.

Becausetheparticleposition and itslinearm om entum (dueto theHeisenberguncertainty principle)cannotbewell

determ ined sim ultaneously,we assum e,in general,thatthe free particle can evolve in a form ofsom e wave packets

j�iwhich constitute the orthonorm albasiswithin the state spaceofthe particle,aswritten below:

j�i=

Z

R 4

d
4
k ��(k)jki; (7)
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where k � (k0;
~k)denotesa wave vectorwith k0 proportionalto the particle energy and

~k representsitslinearm o-

m entum .The vectork can be thoughtaskind ofenergy{m om entum four-vectorin R 4.

The shape of the wave packet is fully determ ined by ��(k) that should ful�ll the norm alization conditionR

R 4 d
4k j��(k)j

2 = 1:Thatm eansthe free particlecan be in one ofthe possiblestatesj�iatevery m om ent(step)of

itsevolution.

O urconsiderationsallow to de�ne the fam ily ofprojectionswhich are an orthogonalresolution ofunity and can

determ ine a m otion offreeparticlewithin the projection evolution approach

M w p(�)= j�ih�j: (8)

In general� arerelated to som esystem (particle)propertiesunderconsideration.

In particularthefreeparticleevolution,onecan expect,could bedescribed by a setofG auss-likewavepacketsorthe

coherent-likestatesin orderto m inim ize the Heisenberg uncertainty principle.

Anothersetofprojection operatorswe have to de�ne,isrelated to the detectorasa m easurem entdevice. In the

sim plestcasetheappropriateoperatorscan be written asfollows:

M D (�)=

Z

�

d
3
~x j~xih~xj; (9)

where j~xidenotesthe generalized eigenvectorsofthe position operatorsand � describesthe detectorshape,thatis

theregion wherea particleisregistered when arriving.Thisoperator"projects" onto thecoordinatestatesbelonging

to the detector.The com plem entary operatorM 0
D � M D (� = 0)= 11� M D (� = �)takescareofthe situation when

the particleisoutside the detection area.

Firstweconsidertheevolution with thedetectorwithoutthe"tim etrigger".In thefollowing wetakeinto account

the wavepacketswhich are�{localized in tim e and spread outoverthe coordinatespace.

Underthisassum ption wecan constructthe evolution operatorsasfollows:

Ej(�;�)=

(

U (�� �0)M w p(�)U
y(�� �0); for�0 � � < �D and � ofthe form (7);

M D (�); for� = �D and � = � or�= 0;
(10)

where U (�)isthe unitary evolution operatorofthe Schr�odingerlike form ,very close to the traditionalone forfree

particle,generated by the kinetic energy:

U (�)= e
i�0 k̂

0
�
e
�i� ~̂k

2
�
; (11)

where �0 and � are som e coe�cients dependent on physicalsystem and k̂0;~̂k denotes here the "four-m om entum

operator" forwhich the vectorsjkiaregeneralized eigenvectorsi.e.,k̂�jki= k�jki[9].

According to the projection evolution m odel[9],the system can follow any path ofthe evolution. In particular

itcan travelasa free particle from a source in the form ofwave packet(7)denoted by j�i,and afterthe speci�ed

evolution steps �D hit the detector. It can also m iss the detector ofcourse,but this is less interesting now. The

probability ofthe �rstsituation can be calculated using the form ula (3):

Prob(� = �D ;�1 = �;�2 = �;t)= Tr[M D (�)U (� D � �0)M w p(�)�0 M w p(�)U
y
(�D � �0)M D (�)]; (12)

where�0 isa quantum density operatordescribing the particleinitialstate.Itdependson the sourcepropertiesand

physicalm echanism sassociated with the particlecreation process.

Using as a basis the generalized eigenstates jxi= jx0;~xi ofform alpositions operatorswithin the spacetim e R 4,

togetherwith (8)and (9)wecan rewritethe expression forthe probability (12)as:

Prob(� = �D ;�1 = �;�2 = �)=

Z

R 4

d
4
x hxj

Z

�

d
3
~x
0
j~x

0
ih~x

0
jU (�D � �0)j�ih�j� 0j�i

h�jU y
(�D � �0)

Z

�

d
3
~x
00 j~x 00ih~x 00jxi= h�j�0j�i

Z

R

dx
0

Z

�

d
3
~x

�
�
�hxjU (�D � �0)j�i

�
�
�

2
(13)

Asonecan seethe�rstpartof(13),thatish�j�0j�iistheprobability distribution of�nding theparticlein thestate

j�i.In particular,itcan be equal1 ifonly the initialstatecreated from the sourceisjusta purevectorj�i.

M ore interesting is the second part of(13) describing the probability of�nding the particle within the detector

afterthe speci�ed stepsofevolution (10).Letusdenotethisprobability by:

�D (�)�

Z

R

dx
0

Z

�

d
3
~x

�
�
�hxjU (�D � �0)j�i

�
�
�

2

=

Z

R

dx
0

Z

�

d
3
~x

�
�
�
�

Z

R 4

d
4
k hxjU (�D � �0)��(k)jki

�
�
�
�

2

(14)
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The statem ent given above becom es m uch sim pler ifwe considerthe states for which the coe�cients � �(k) can be

factorized into the energy (tim e)and linearm om entum (space)parts.Thus,weassum e,the wavepacketj�ide�ned

by (7)ful�llsthe following condition:

��(k)� ��(k
0
)��(

~k); (15)

with the appropriatenorm alization
R

R
dk0 j��(k

0)j2 = 1 and
R

R 3 d
~k3 j��(~k)j

2 = 1:

This is the particular case that strictly corresponds to the non-relativistic description of the com m on quantum

m echanicswhen tim e istreated asthe param eter.

According to (15)we can now rewrite(14)asfollows:

�D (�)=

Z

R

dx
0

�
�
�
�

Z

R

dk
0
hx

0
je

i�0k
0
�D ��(k

0
)jk

0
i

�
�
�
�

2 Z

�

d
3
~x

�
�
�
�

Z

R 3

d
3~k h~xje

�i� ~k
2
�D ��(

~k)j~ki

�
�
�
�

2

(16)

The m entioned separation ofthe tim e and spacecoordinatesm akesfurthercalculationseasierto process.M oreover,

m aking use ofthe orthogonalresolution ofunity
R

R
dx0 jx0ihx0j= 1 itiseasy to show thatthe tim e dependentpart

ofthe (16)isequalto one:

Z

R

dx
0

�
�
�
�

Z

R

dk
0 hx0jei�0k

0
�D ��(k

0
)jk0i

�
�
�
�

2

= 1;

which m eans,itdoesnota�ectanything in the process(m easurem ent)probability.

Thisisthecasewhen thesystem propertiesdonotchangetheircharacterduringtheevolution process.Forexam ple,

ifthedetectorcould registertheparticlesonly forthespeci�ed period,thetim edependentfactorwould besigni�cant

in the probability result.

W eassum ed,here,thedetectorisa kind ofstationary devicewhich registera particleim m ediately afteritreaches

the detection area.

Describing the particle evolution we are interested ifitisable to com e acrossthe detectorarea. Forthispurpose

we specify the state j�iasthe packetofstatesjkiequally distributed between ~k � ~�k and ~k + ~�k asde�ned by (7)

with (15),where

��(~k)=

(

�= const; for ~k 2 (~k0 � ~�k;~k0 +
~�k)

0; for~k 62 (~k0 � ~�k;~k0 +
~�k)

(17)

and ~k0 isherea constantvectoroflinearm om entum centering the wavepacket.

Using the norm alization condition h�j�i= 1 we can calculate �= (1=2�k x)
1=2(1=2�k y)

1=2(1=2�k z)
1=2:Thusthe

linearm om entum oftheparticle,asitcan be shown in a sim pleway,isrepresented by a spectrum ofvaluesbetween

�h(~k0 � ~�k)and �h(~k0 +
~�k)with the averagevalue equal�h ~k0.

Now afterthe reduction ofthe tim e coordinate integralsand using the speci�ed form ofthe wave packet(17)we

can rewrite(16)asfollows:

�D (�)= �
2

Z

�

d
3
~x

�
�
�
�
�

Z ~k0+ ~� k

~k0� ~� k

d
3~k h~xj~kie�i�

~k
2
�D

�
�
�
�
�

2

= �
2

�
1

2�

� 3 Z

�

d
3
~x

�
�
�
�
�

Z ~k0+ ~� k

~k0� ~� k

d
3~k e

i~k~x
e
�i� ~k

2
�D

�
�
�
�
�

2
(18)

According to theregarding system propertieswearetending to m inim izetheuncertainty oftheparticlelocation and

itslinearm om entum butboth strongly depend on the wavepacketwidth.

Letusconsideran approxim ation which correspondsto the sm alllinearm om entum spread around ~k0. Using the

linearexpansion to the �rstorderin the sm alldeviationsof~k from ~k0 wehavebelow:

~k
2
= (~k0 + �~k)

2
� 2~k~k0 � ~k

2
0 (19)

Thisapproxim ation preventsusfrom using any num ericalreceiptsin orderto calculate the innerintegralof(18),

which ispresented below:

Z ~k0+
~� k

~k0�
~� k

d
3~k e

i~k~x
e
�i� ~k

2
�D = e

�i� ~k
2

0
�D

Z ~k0+
~� k

~k0�
~� k

d
3~k e

i~k(~x�2� ~k0�D )

= e
�i� ~k

2

0
�D e

i(~x�2� ~k0�D )~k0

"

2sin[(x � 2�~k0x�D )�k x]

x � 2�~k0x�D

2sin[(y� 2�~k0y�D )�k y]

y� 2�~k0y�D

2sin[(z� 2�~k0z�D )�k z]

z� 2�~k0z�D

# (20)
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Thesecond integralofthe(18)dependson theshapeofthedetector.Therectangularbox seem sto bethesim plest

one,so letuschoose thatshape. The probability ofdetection ofthe particle can be now calculated from (18)with

respectto the previousassum ptions(19),asfollows:

�D (�)= �
2
�
1

2�

�3
Z a2

a1

dx

Z b2

b1

dy

Z c2

c1

dz

�
�
�e

�i� ~k
2

0
�D e

i(~x�2� ~k0�D )k0

2sin[(x � 2�~k0x�D )�k x]

x � 2�~k0x�D

2sin[(y� 2�~k0y�D )�k y]

y� 2�~k0y�D

2sin[(z� 2�~k0z�D )�k z]

z� 2�~k0z�D

�
�
�
2

=

1

��k x

Z a2

a1

dx
sin

2
[(x � 2�~k0x�D )�k x]

(x � 2�~k0x�D )
2

1

��k y

Z b2

b1

dy
sin

2
[(y� 2�~k0y�D )�k y]

(y� 2�~k0y�D )
2

1

��k z

Z c2

c1

dz
sin

2
[(z� 2�~k0z�D )�k z]

(z� 2�~k0z�D )
2

(21)

Here(a1;a2);(b1;b2);(c1;c2)denote the m easurem entdevice cornerpointson the de�ned referencefram e.

Asone can see the integraliseasily separable into three one-dim ensionalintegrals,each ofthem representing the

probability ofthe particledetection in the kx;ky;kz direction,respectively.

Aftera bitofalgebra wecan derivethe following:

�D (�x)�
1

��k x

Z a2

a1

dx
sin

2
[(x � vgx�D )�k x]

(x � vgx�D )
=
sin

2
[(a1 � vgx�D )�k x]

�(a1 � vgx�D )�k x

�
sin

2
[(a2 � vgx�D )�k x]

�(a2 � vgx�D )�k x

�
1

�

n

si[2�k x(a1 � vgx�D )]� si[2�kx(a2 � vgx�D )]

o
(22)

where~vg � 2�~k0 can beunderstood asthewavepacketgroup velocity,wellde�ned ifonly �k � k 0 according to the

assum ption (19).

Som eexam ple resultsofthe abovearepresented in the section V.

IV . T IM E O F T H E M EA SU R EM EN T

The results we have obtained above give us the inform ation about the probability ofthe particle detection after

the speci�ed num ber ofthe evolution steps �D . Buthow we can bound this param eterwith tim e? Som e thoughts

on thisproblem havebeen already presented in section II,and now we areto m akesom ecalculationsusing the tim e

operatorM T (t)de�ned in (5).

The tim e operator can be used here either as an inform ation observable allowing to investigate the tem poral

structureofstatesorasa kind of"tim etrigger",an "additionalpart" ofthedetectorwhich isresponsibleforcounting

particlesatgiven tim e.In both casesthe calculated probabilitieswillbe di�erent.

In the �rstcasethe stateofthe particleentering the detectorregion isgiven by

�(�D ;�1 = �;�2 = �)=
M D (�)U (� D )M w p(�)�0 M w p(�)U

y(�D )M D (�)

Tr[M D (�)U (� D )M w p(�)�0 M w p(�)U
y(�D )M D (�)]

(23)

Using now the sam e analysis as presented in sec.III and after som e rather sim ple algebra,one can �nd that the

equation (6)can be rewritten as:

Probc(t;�D ;�;�)� Tr[M T (t)�(�D ;�1 = �;�2 = �)]=

R

�
d3~x jht;~xjU (�D )j�ij

2

R

R
dx0

R

�
d3~x jhxjU (�D )j�ij

2
(24)

where Probc(t;�D ;�;�)can be interpreted asconditionalprobability (orprobability density)ofregistration ofour

particlein the detectorattim e twhen the particleisalready in the state (23).

Using (11) and taking into account the form ofthe coe�cients (15), and after separating the space and tim e

dependentfactorsthe trace(24)can be furtherrewritten as:

Tr[M T (t)�(�D ;�1 = �;�2 = �)]=

�
�
�htjei�0 k̂

0
�D j�0i

�
�
�
2

R

R
dx0

�
�
�hx0jei�0 k̂

0�D j�0i

�
�
�
2

(25)
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Herej�0i=
R

R
dk0��(k

0)jk0irepresentsthe tim e coordinatepartofthe particlewavepacket.

Itiseasy to show thatthe denom inatorofthe (25)isequal1,so �nally weget:

Probc(t;�D ;�;�)=

�
�
�htje

i�0 k̂
0
�D j�0i

�
�
�
2

(26)

The calculation ofthisconditionalprobability letsusto predictthe evolution in term softhe tim e corresponding

to the speci�ed observer and his reference fram e. Thus we willable to verify ifour assum ptions are correct. In

particularthe free particle evolution processshould be very close to the Schr�odinger’sone and in classicallim its it

should representany observed orm easured quantity values.Tim eofthedetection oftheparticlem oving towardsthe

detectorisoneofthese quantities.

The physicalconditions require the probability (26) should be a function with wellpronounced m axim um ,i.e.

the function welllocalized in tim e. For this purpose the am plitudes ��(k
0) in the vector j�0i should be nearly a

"plain-wave" typefunction,becauseonecan show thatthe m atrix elem ent:

htje
i�0 k̂

0
�D jt0i= �(t0 + �0�D � t) (27)

Heret0 can be understood asthe initialtim e the wavepacketstartsto m ove.

Thususing only the tim e operatorM T (t)we have gotthe form ula thatboundsthe evolution param eter�D with

thetim et.Asonecan seein thisvery sim plecasethey areproportionaloneto anotherand ifonly �0 = 1 and t0 = 0

these two quantitiesarethe sam e.

According to the idea ofprojection evolution the above procedure gives us only an inform ation about tem poral

structureofourstate.

Anotherway isto "rebuild" thedetectorm aking useofthe"tim etrigger".In thiscasewehaveto reconstructthe

evolution operator(10)adding the resolution ofunity M T (t),t2 R 3 asfollows:

Ej(�;�)=

8
><

>:

U (�� �0)M w p(�)U
y(� � �0); for�0 � � < �D and � ofthe form (7);

M D (�); for� = �D and �= � or� = 0;

M T (t); for� = �D + �and t2 R;

(28)

where�isan arbitrary sm allpositivenum berwhich isonly form ally needed butallresultsareindependentofit.

Now theprobability (density)Prob(�D + �;�;�;t)ofthesituation that�(� D + �)isthedensity operatordescribing

thesystem stateexisting in tim e tcan be calculated m ultiplying theconditionalprobability (24)and theprobability

of�nding ourparticlein the state(23)which isequalto the denom inatorofthe r.h.s.of(23),fordetailssee[9].

According to ourrulesthe state�(�D + �)can be written as:

�(�D + �;�1 = �;�2 = �)=
M T (t)M D (�)U (� D )M w p(�)�0 M w p(�)U

y(�D )M D (�)M T (t)

Tr[M T (t)M D (�)U (� D )M w p(�)�0 M w p(�)U
y(�D )M D (�)M T (t)]

: (29)

The trace in the denom inatoristhe required probability Prob(�D + �;�;�;t)ofa particle detection afterthe etim e

�D attim e t.M aking useoftheequation (24)the probability can be easily expressed as:

Prob(�D + �;�;�;t)=

Z

�

d
3
~x jht;~xjU (�D )j�ij

2
(30)

which afterseparating spaceand tim e dependentfactorscan be furtherrewritten as:

Prob(�D + �;�;�;t)=

�
�
�htje

i�0 k̂
0
�D j�0i

�
�
�
2
Z

�

d
3
~x

�
�
�
�h~xje

�i� ~̂k
2
� j~�i

�
�
�
�

2

; (31)

wherej~�idenotesthe spatialpartofthe wavepacket.

W e see that,under the sam e assum ptions as for "inform ation observable" case we have obtained again a � type

dependence in the num eratorof(31).The tim e dependence isexactly the sam e asin previouscase.Thism akesthe

analysiseasierand m oreinstructive.

O fcourse,thisisnotthe ruleand in generalthe dependence � $ tcan be m uch m orecom plicated.
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V . D ISC U SSIO N O N T H E D ET EC T IO N M O M EN T P R O B A B ILIT Y

O ne ofthe advantages ofthe projection evolution schem e is that there is a possibility to estim ate the m om ent

ofoccurring the m easurem ent. The form ula (13) gives the probability ofthe particle detection after the speci�ed

evolution steps�D . W e have assum ed the particle isrepresented by a wave packetofthe form (7)with (15),which

correspondsto the particlem oving with the averagevelocity ~vg asintroduced in (22).

Letusconsiderasan exam pletheelectron m oving towardsthecubicdetectorstanding som edistancefarfrom the

initialparticlelocation.To sim plify considerationswehavecalculated theprobability oftheparticledetection in one

dim ension only,choosingtheaxisparallelto theelectron linearm om entum vector.The�gure(1)presentstheparticle

detection probability calculated using (22)forseveralvarious�naletim es�D .

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
τD

πD(ν )x

FIG .1:Particle detection probability with respectto the �naletim e �D .

The results,ofcourse,depend on som eessentialsystem properties,like the particlespeed and the region � ofthe

spaceoccupied by the detector.However,from thisexam pleonecan draw quite generalconclusions.

In the �gure,the source ofthe particle is at the origin ofthe coordinate system . The group velocity ofthe wave

packetvg = 0:55 and ourone dim ensionaldetectoroccupiesthe region between x = 5 and x = 10 on the "O x" axis.

Allthe physicalquantity arein som earbitrary units.

Asone can see,there isa non-zero probability thatthe particle willbe detected atthe beginning ofitsevolution

and that probability raises untilit achieves the m axim um value at the etim e �D = 15. According to the previous

section we can bound the evolution step param eter�D with the realtim e t,which in the sim plestcaseareequalone

to another.In thatway the m axim um ofthe detection probability correspondsto the classicaltim e t= s=vg,where

s isthe distancebetween the sourceofthe particlesand the m iddle pointofthe detectorxD = 7:5.

The�guresuggeststhattheparticlewillbedetected with largeprobability ifonly ittouchesthedetection area but

thereisalso possible itwillnotbe registered atallduring itsevolution.

Furtheranalysisshowsthatthedetection probabilityisstronglydependentonthedetectorshapeandtheuncertainty

oftheparticlelocalization.Especially in caseofwellde�ned linearm om entum oftheparticle(�k � 0)itslocalization

isspread overa largeregion ofthespaceand ifthedetectordoesnotcovera su�cientpieceofthespacetheparticle

can om itit.

The �gure (2)showsthe particle detection probability forspeci�ed �D with respectto the wavepacketwidth �k,

thatisforvariousvaluesofthelocalization and linearm om entum uncertainty.Asonecan seeifthelinearm om entum

ofthe electron is wellknown,i.e. �k � 0 and the position is notwelldeterm ined,detection ofthe particle isvery

di�cult{alm ostim possible.Them orepreciseareboth thequantities,thatiswhen m inim izingtheuncertainty dueto

theHeisenberg uncertainty principle,them oresharp and e�ectiveisthem easurem ent;thatm eanstheprobability of

them easurem entisalm ostequal0 outsidethedetectorand nearly equal1 forthetim ecorrespondingto thedetection

area arrival.

Although the linear approxim ation (19) do not allow us to use (22) when the distribution oflinear m om entum is

notnarrow,som enum ericalcalculationsshowsthatin thatcasetheparticledetection hassm allprobability with the

m axim um valuenotgreaterthan 0.2.Thism eanstheparticlewillcom eacrossthedetectorand probably willnotbe
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∆k
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FIG .2:Particle detection probability with respectto the evolution steps�D and the wave packetwidth �k.

registered. According to the �gure (3)one can �nd thatthe m axim um ofthe m easurem entprobability dependson

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
∆k

max
πD(ν )x

∆=20

∆=5

∆=2

FIG .3:Them axim um oftheparticledetection probability with respecttothewavepacketwidth �k and thedetectorlength �.

the detectorshape,i.e. the m ore largeristhe detectorthe m ore probably itregistersthe particles,even ifthey are

notwelllocalized in space(�k � 0:2).The detectorcan scan largerarea and m orewavepacketisoverlapped.

The problem isvery sim ilarifwe considerthe wave packetdescribed by the coherentstate,described i.e. by (7)



10

with (15)and

��(
~k)=

�
�

�

� 3=4

e
�

� (~K � ~k)
2

2 e
i(~K � ~k)a

where ~K denotesthelinearm om entum vectoroftheparticle,a istheinitialparticleposition and � denotesthewave

packetwidth.Thedetection probability,however,isin thiscasevery alikethepresented in the�gure(1).Thereisno

qualitativedi�erencesin the evolution orm easurem entdescription,only the calculationsarem oredi�cultand have

to be m ade using som enum ericalrecipes.

Anotherinterestingsituation iswhen theparticleism ovingnottoward thedetector,butin quiteoppositedirection.

Theprobability ofthedetection,assum ing thesam eparam etersaspreviously,butwith thegroup velocity ~v0g = � ~vg,

is presented on the �gure (4). The far the particle is from the detection area the lower is the probability ofits

-10 -5 0
0

0.005

0.01

0.015

0.02

0.025

0.03

0.035

0.04

0 5 10 15 20
τD

πD(ν )x

FIG .4:Particle detection probability with respectto the etim e �D in case ofm oving in the opposite direction.

detection,and the probability,even ifexistisvery sm all,nearly equalzero. Thatm eansthere is a little chance to

detectsuch a particleeven ifitisfarfrom the m easurem entdevice.

V I. SU M M A R Y

In thispaperwehavepresented aproblem oftim erelationsfortheparticledetection process.A closed system ofthe

particlem oving in the neighborhood ofthe m easurem entdevice hasbeen described in term sofprojection evolution,

according to the postulated new Law ofNature. The exam ple shows how to introduce in quantum m echanics the

notion oftim e asan observable.

Theideagivesan opportunity to build atim eoperatorastheobservableprojectingon thesubspaceofsim ultaneous

events.Thuswe are able to obtain the probability ofthe particle m easurem entasa function oftim e which wasnot

possiblewithin the standard quantum m echanics.

Som e calculationswithin a schem atic m odelhasbeen presented.The resultsarevery close to ourintuition about

the processgiving the properdependenceswhich com parablewith the experim ents.

Itisalso im portantto note thatthe projection evolution postulate letusto describe the decoherenceasthe inner

property ofquantum objects.
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