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T he standard quantum theory hasnot taken into account the size of quantum particlks, the latter
being In plicitly treated asm aterialpoints. T he recent interference experin ents of Zeilinger @‘] w ith
large m olecules lke fiillerenes and the thought experim ents of Bozic et al E] w ith asymm etrical
Young slits m ake it possble today to take into account the particle size.

W e present here a com plete study of this phenom enon where our sim ulations show di erences
between the particles density after the slits and the m odulus square of the wave function. Then we
propose a crucial experin ent that allow s us to reconsider the wave-particle duality and to test the
existence of the BroglieBohm tra ectories for indistinguishable particles.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Ta

I. NTRODUCTION

T he standard quantum theory of interference phenom —
ena does not take the size of the particles into acocount,
the latter being in plicitly treated like m aterial points.
Two signi cant advancesm ake this possible now thusal
Jow Ing us to better apprehend the waveparticle dualiy.

The st advance concems the interference experi-
ments realized some years ago with large size m eso-
soopic ndividual quantum ob gcts, cf. Schm iedm ayer
et al ir}'] and Chapm an et al [_2] w ith the m olecules of
Na, ( 0%nm size), Amdt et al ] with the fullerene
moleculesCgp ( 1nm diam eter), Nairzetal iff]wjth the
m olecules C79 and m ore recently Hackem uller et al E_E;]
w ith the m olecules of uorofiillleres C ¢oF 45 -

T he second advance concems the thought experin ents
suggested and sin ulated by Bozic et al E_é, -'j]: those are
Interference experin ents w ith slits of various sizes, som e
large enough to It the m olecules get through, others
an aller m aking that in possible. It is thus theoretically
possible to take into acoount the size of the particles Ej]
by studying theirdi erences in behavior according to the
respective sizes of the particles and the slits.

T hese thought experim ents are particularly suggestive
conceming the interpretation of the wave function since
they corresoond to cases In which the particks density
m easured after the slits can be di erent from the calcu—
Jation of the m odulus square of the wave function. It is
egpecially the case when the particlke diam eter is larger
than the size ofallthe slits and asA mdt et al [_3] under—
lines i " it would ke certainly interesting to investigate
the interference of obfcts the size of which is equal or

e mmmmmm e e mmmm -
E lectronic address: m _iczlgliggrgd_rgn_@_dleﬂoﬂ

Rt w

even bigger than the di raction structure". Indeed, in
this case the particles density after the slits w ill then be
nullw hile the standard calculation ofthem odulis square
of the wave function w ill not: the postulate of the proka—
bilistic interpretation of the m odulus square of the wave
function could wellke questioned by this experim ent and
m ust thus be reappraised.

The iniial point of this article is to m ake a com plete
study of this phenom enon by calculating the particles
density after the slits according to the various possble
assum ptions. The second point is to propose a crucial
thought experin ent to test the existence of the B roglie—
Bohm trafctories for indistinguishabl particles. This
w illbe achieved by fiirther looking into the very interest—
ing results of Bozic et al ij.] in two directions:

—by determm ining the particle "quantum tra gctories"
w hich take into account their size and the slits size. T hus
one obtains the particles density after the slitswhich can
be very di erent from the square of the wave function.

—by proposing som e experin ent m aking it possble to
clearly highlight the di erence between the density ob—
tained by calculation ofthe wave finction and the density
obtained by the quantum tra pctories.

W e will m ake use of the experim ental data of the
Zeilinger team corresponding to the C¢p m olecule t_?:]: the
m olecule is sphericalw ith a diam eterofl nm and the slits
have a width of 50 nm (it is the sam e size ratio as that
ofa soccer ball com pared to the goal).

Indeed, asBozic et al ij.] point out, the quantum de-
scription m ust theoretically take Into account the inter—
action of an extended particle w ith the edge of the slits.
T he experin ent w ith C ¢¢ B] show s that one can neglect
this e ect if the ratio of the sizes is rather large( 50
nm). This iswhat we willdo from now on. The error
could ndeed com e only from the particles which run up
against the edges, which according to the preceding esti-
m ate would am ount to an error of the order of a percent

only.
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Section 2 describes a thought experim ent correspond-—
Ing to asymm etrical slits, then section 3 calculates the
m odulus square of the wave fiinction after the slits both
of this experim ent and of som e di raction experimn ent.
T hen section 4 show show the B roglieBohm tra gctories
m ake it possble to calculate the particles density after
the slits. From that we conclude that the thought ex—
perin ent suggested is a crucial experim ent to test the
B roglieBohm interpretation for indistinguishable parti-
cles.

II. THE THOUGHT EXPERIM ENT

W e propose a thought experin ent inspired by the real
experim ent of Amdtetal B]. O ne considers a m okcular
beam offillerenesC 4y, whose speed isvy, = 200m =s along
the (Oy) axis. Initial speeds in the other directions are
considered null. Them olecularbeam is7 m wide along
the (0x) axis.

At d; = 1 meter of the ori ce of the m olecular beam
a plate is placed adm iting a slit A of 50 nm along the
Ox axis and a grating B of 100 sm all slits of 0.5 nm of
period 1 nm along the 0x axis. The distance between
the centers of A and B is 0o£f 150 nm . The m olecules of
fullerenes are then observed by using a scanning laser-
Jonization detector placed at d; = 125 m after the slits.
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FIG.1l: Schem atic diagram of the thought experin ent.

Slit A corresponds to the slits of the experin ent of
Amdtetal ﬁ] T he size ofthe slits ofgrating B was cho—
sen to stop the m olecules C 4o . Currently, such a grating
is certainly im possible to realize to day, but it w ill allow
the thought experin ent. It correspondsto the diagram of
an experim ent which the developm ents In nanotechnol-
ogy should m ake possbl. It is perhaps experim entally
easier to construct a hole 0f 50 nm diam eter in the place
ofslit A and a set 0£10000 sm allholesof0.5 nm diam eter
In the place of grating B; but w ith slits the theoretical
study is clearer and the sin ulations are easier.

W ith the velocity v, = 200m=s, the mass of the
fiillerene Cgo,m=12 10 2% kg gives, a de B roglie wave-

length 4= 28 pm, 350 tin es an aller than its diam eter
( 1nm).

W e will com pare this asymm etrical slits (slit A and
grating B) experim ent w ith the di raction experim ent
hvolring only slit A .

III. CALCULATION OF THE WAVE
FUNCTION W ITH FEYNM AN PATH INTEGRAL

T he calculation of the wave function is obtained by a
num erical calculation using the Feynm an’s integrals, as
wedid i_E’.] for the num erical sin ulation of the experin ent
of the slits of Shim izuet al w ith cold atom s.{10]

For the num erical sin ulation, we m ake the follow Ing
assum ptions. T he slitsbeing very long along the 0z axis,
there isno di raction according to this axis, but the par-
ticles are sub fcted to gravity along (0z). C onsequently,
the variable z can be treated classically as the varbl vy,

satisfying the relationsy = wytand z= 2gt.W e thus

consider only the wave function In x, &;t); we take
x2

as niialwave function (&)= @2 (ZJ) %exp 1§ wih

0= 2 m.
T he wave function before the slits is then equalto
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wihst) = o <t ) A fterthe slits, attinet 4 =

4 = 5ms,weuse the Feynm an path integralm ethod to

vy

calculate the tin e-dependent wave fiinction flé
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and w here integration in @) is carried out on set F ofthe
area of the various slits and where (X¢;t;) is given by
i) .

On gure 2 is represented the m odulus square of the
wave flinction on the detection screen of (@) the di rac—
tion experim ent w ith slit A only, and (b) the interference
experim ent w ith asym m etrical slits (slit A and grating
B).Figure 2c is just a zoom on centralpart of gure 2b.
W e note that 20 percent of the totaldensity is not repre—
sented on gure 2¢, as one part m oves laterally tow ards
the right of the screen and another part leftwards. For
the asym m etricalslits experim ent, the m odulus square of
the wave function isasymm etricalin the xst centin eters
after the slits, then becom es fairly symm etrical when it
com es to the detection screen placed at 125 meter ( g—
ures 2b and 2¢).
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FIG .2: M odulussquare ofthewave fiinction on the detection
screen respectively: (a) di raction (slit A), (o) Interference
with asymm etrical slits (slit A and grating B), (c) zoom of
the asym etric slits central part.

The standard interpretation of quantum m echanics
postulates that the density ofthe particlesm ust be equal
to the m odulus square of the wave fiinction. The parti-
cles density on the detection screen of the asym m etrical
slits experin ent m ust thusbe given by gures 2b and 2c

(Standard A ssum ption 1): we ocbtain three peakson g-
ure 2b (@ central peak and two little peaks at 3,4 mm
and 3,3mm ) and also three peakson gure 2c (@ central
peak and two an allerpeaksat 20 m and+20 m). Ifi
is supposed that the m olecules cannot pass through grat—
ing B, thedensity shown on gures2b and 2c can then be
In contradiction w ith the experin ental results. H owever
w ithin the fram ew ork of standard interpretation, another
solution is possible: one can m ake the assum ption that
if the particles do not pass through grating B, then the
wave function does not pass through there either (Stan—
dard A ssum ption 2). T he experin ental result m ust then
begiven by gure 2a ofthe di raction w ith the single slit
A which corresponds now to one unigue peak.

Iv. CALCULATION OF THE PARTICLES
DENSITY W ITH BROGLIE-BOHM
TRAJECTORIES

In the Young slits experin ents the interference fringes,
and thus the wave function, are never ocbserved directly.
T he only direct m easurem ents are the Individual im pacts
of the particles on the detection screen. In the B roglie-
Bohm interpretation, (i1, {14, i3] the partick is repre-
sented not only by is wave function, but also by the
position of is center ofm ass. T he center ofm ass of the
particle follow s a tra gctory, which is piloted by the wave
function wih a speed v given by

o Im ( Yr ): @)

v =

T his interpretation statistically gives, in all the exam —
pls availbble in the literature, the sam e experin ental
results as the C openhagen interpretation. M oreover, the
B roglieBohm interpretation naturally explains the indi-
vidual In pacts. T hese In pacts corresoond, as In classic
m echanics, w ith the position of the particles at the tin e
of their arrivalon the detection screen.

The experin ent wih asymm etrical slits corresponds
to a case where the Copenhagen and B roglieBohm in—
terpretrations give di erent results. It is then possbl
to test the BroglieBohm A ssum ption In a very sinple
m anner. O ne sym ply has to sin ulate the B roglie-B ohm
tra ctories and to com pare these sin ulation resultsw ith
the experin ent.

In the standard interpretation, a m olecule C¢g is rep—
resented at the initial U’m;e only by is wave function

o®) = @2 3 %exp 4§ . It thus has an uncertain
Initial position since the wave function only gives the
x2

probability density o(x) = @ 2) Zexp ? 0 .Sincethe
particle is indistinguishable, at tin e t one can only know
its probability density. Such indistinguishable particles
can also be found in classic m echanics, when one only
know s speed and initial probability density: to describe
the evolution of such classic particles and to m ake them
distinguishable, i is necessary to know their initial posi-
tions. In quantum m echanics, de B roglie and Bohm m ake
the sam e assum ption for ndistinguishable particles.

Aswe did for cold atom si_q], we set up a M onte Carlo
sim ulation of the experim ent by random ly draw ing the
niialpositions form oleculesC gy in the nitialwave func—
tion.
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FIG .3: 100 BroglieBohm trafctoriesw ith random ly drawn
initial positions: (@) globalview, (o) central trafctories, (c)
zoom on the rstm illin eters after the slits, (d) zoom on the
hundred rstm icrom eters after the slits.

In the st place, one does not take into account the
Cgo size. Figure 3 represents the quantum tra pctories
0f100 m olkecules C 49 which cross either slit A or grating
B (one did not represent the m olecules stopped by the



plate). The densiy of these m olecules on the detection
screen corresponds to the m odulus square of the wave
function represented on gures 2b and 2c. On gure 3d
we retrieve the loss of 20 percent of the density in the
tra ctordes, w hich accounts for particles which m ove lat—
erally. At a second stage one takes into account the fact
that allm olecules C¢ are stopped by grating B . Figure
4 show s the quantum tra fctories ofm oleculesC ¢y which
pass slit A only.
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FIG.4: BroglieBohm trafctories through slit A only: (@)
globalview oftrafctories, (o) zoom on the rstm illin eters,
(¢) zoom on the hundred rstm icrom eters.

Figure 5 show s the density on the detection screen of
m olcules Cgp which pass slit A only. The density is to
be found experin entally if the B roglie-B ohm assum ption
isvalid.
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FIG .5: Densiy ofmolcules Cso having crossed slit A : (@)
globaldensity, (o) centraldensity.

The clear di erence between the densiy of Standard
A ssum ption 1 ( gures2b and 2cw ith three peaks), Stan—
dard A ssum ption 2 ( gure 2a with one peak) and the
B roglieBohm A ssum ption (asymm etrical gures 5a and
Sb w ith two peaksonly) show sthat it ispossible to de ne
a robust test In soite of certain experim entaldi culties:

— In preceding calculations we supposed that initial
speeds were weltknown. It is not the case in the ex—
perin ents of Zeilinger w here for exam ple speed v, isnot
wellkknown. W e have shown i_a'] how to take these un-—
certainties into acoount. T hey w ill an ooth the densities,
but w ill preserve the num ber of peaks.

—to ensure the validiy ofthe calculation ofwave fiinc-
tion (2), it is necessary to prevent m olcules Cg4o from
being blocked in the slits of grating B and stopped there.
For that purpose, one can slightly incline the plate so
that the particles rebound w hile 2lling dow nwards. O ne
can also send them one by one in order to leave to those
w hich are stopped enough tim e to all before the arrival
of the ©llow ing particles. O ne can also m ake slits even
narrow er.

V. CONCLUSION

Taking Into account the size of the particles n the In—
terference phenom ena, m akes i possble to renew the
study of the w ave-particle duality and to propose exper—
In ents to test the B roglieBohm tra fctories for indistin—
guishable particles. Should the test be positive, the wave
function for indistinguishable particles would have to be
considered as a eld. For the distinguishable particlks,
this interpretation does not apply E[é_i]

W hilk waiing for the resuls of this test which raises
experin ental di culties, one can already realize a m uch
sin pler experin ent which m akes it possible to clarify the
standard postulate of the probabilistic interpretation of
the m odulus square of the wave function: it is the test of
Standard A ssum ption 2 against Standard A ssum ption 1.
T his can be achieved experin entally by sin ply reducing
the size of slits and holes to less than the diam eter of
molecule Cgp. That should su ce to observe that the
density on the detection screen is null

P rofessor B ozic has suggested that our thougt experi-
m ent m ight be carried out w ith R ydberg atom s Instead
0fC¢p m olecules. Indeed Fabreet al l_l-ﬁ] have shown that
slitsofl m are enough to stop Rydberg atom s as soon
asn = 50. The experin ent would then be perform able
right now .
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