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Thestandard quantum theory hasnottaken into accountthesizeofquantum particles,thelatter

being im plicitly treated asm aterialpoints.Therecentinterferenceexperim entsofZeilinger[3]with

large m olecules like fullerenes and the thought experim ents ofBozic et al [7]with asym m etrical

Young slitsm ake itpossible today to take into accountthe particle size.

W e present here a com plete study ofthis phenom enon where our sim ulations show di�erences

between the particlesdensity aftertheslitsand them odulussquare ofthewave function.Then we

propose a crucialexperim entthatallows usto reconsiderthe wave-particle duality and to testthe

existence ofthe Broglie-Bohm trajectoriesforindistinguishable particles.

PACS num bers:03.65.Ta

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thestandard quantum theory ofinterferencephenom -

ena doesnottake the size ofthe particlesinto account,

the latter being im plicitly treated like m aterialpoints.

Two signi�cantadvancesm akethispossiblenow thusal-

lowing usto betterapprehend the wave-particleduality.

The �rst advance concerns the interference experi-

m ents realized som e years ago with large size m eso-

scopic individual quantum objects, cf. Schm iedm ayer

et al [1]and Chapm an et al [2]with the m olecules of

N a2 (� 0:6nm size),Arndt etal[3]with the fullerene

m oleculesC60 (� 1nm diam eter),Nairzetal[4]with the

m olecules C70 and m ore recently Hackerm �ulleretal[5]

with the m oleculesofuorofulleresC 60F48.

Thesecond advanceconcernsthethoughtexperim ents

suggested and sim ulated by Bozic etal[6,7]: those are

interferenceexperim entswith slitsofvarioussizes,som e

large enough to let the m olecules get through, others

sm allerm aking that im possible. Itis thus theoretically

possible to take into accountthe size ofthe particles[7]

by studyingtheirdi�erencesin behavioraccordingtothe

respectivesizesofthe particlesand the slits.

Thesethoughtexperim entsareparticularly suggestive

concerning the interpretation ofthe wave function since

they correspond to cases in which the particles density

m easured after the slits can be di�erentfrom the calcu-

lation ofthe m odulus square ofthe wave function. It is

especially the case when the particle diam eter is larger

than thesizeofalltheslitsand asArndtetal[3]under-

lines it " itwould be certainly interesting to investigate

the interference ofobjects the size ofwhich is equalor
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even bigger than the di�raction structure". Indeed,in

thiscasethe particlesdensity afterthe slitswillthen be

nullwhilethestandard calculation ofthem odulussquare

ofthe wavefunction willnot:the postulate ofthe proba-

bilistic interpretation ofthe m odulus square ofthe wave

function could wellbe questioned by thisexperim entand

m ustthusbe reappraised.

The initialpointofthisarticle isto m ake a com plete

study of this phenom enon by calculating the particles

density after the slits according to the various possible

assum ptions. The second point is to propose a crucial

thoughtexperim entto testthe existence ofthe Broglie-

Bohm trajectories for indistinguishable particles. This

willbeachieved by furtherlookinginto thevery interest-

ing resultsofBozicetal[7]in two directions:

-by determ ining the particle "quantum trajectories"

which takeintoaccounttheirsizeand theslitssize.Thus

oneobtainstheparticlesdensity aftertheslitswhich can

be very di�erentfrom the squareofthe wavefunction.

-by proposing som e experim entm aking itpossible to

clearly highlight the di�erence between the density ob-

tained bycalculationofthewavefunction and thedensity

obtained by the quantum trajectories.

W e will m ake use of the experim ental data of the

Zeilingerteam correspondingtotheC60 m olecule[3]:the

m oleculeissphericalwith adiam eterof1nm and theslits

have a width of50 nm (itisthe sam e size ratio asthat

ofa soccerballcom pared to the goal).

Indeed,asBozic etal[7]pointout,the quantum de-

scription m usttheoretically take into accountthe inter-

action ofan extended particle with the edge ofthe slits.

The experim entwith C60 [3]showsthatonecan neglect

this e�ect ifthe ratio ofthe sizes is rather large(� 50

nm ). This is what we willdo from now on. The error

could indeed com e only from the particleswhich run up

againsttheedges,which according to thepreceding esti-

m atewould am ountto an erroroftheorderofa percent

only.

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0603200v2
mailto:michel.gondran@chello.fr
mailto:alexandre.gondran@utbm.fr


2

Section 2 describesa thoughtexperim entcorrespond-

ing to asym m etricalslits,then section 3 calculates the

m odulussquareofthe wavefunction afterthe slitsboth

ofthis experim ent and ofsom e di�raction experim ent.

Then section 4 showshow theBroglie-Bohm trajectories

m ake it possible to calculate the particles density after

the slits. From that we conclude that the thought ex-

perim ent suggested is a crucialexperim ent to test the

Broglie-Bohm interpretation forindistinguishable parti-

cles.

II. T H E T H O U G H T EX P ER IM EN T

W eproposea thoughtexperim entinspired by thereal

experim entofArndtetal[3].O neconsidersa m olecular

beam offullerenesC60,whosespeed isvy = 200m =salong

the (0y) axis. Initialspeeds in the other directions are

considered null.Them olecularbeam is7 �m widealong

the (0x)axis.

Atd1 = 1 m eterofthe ori�ce ofthe m olecularbeam

a plate is placed adm itting a slitA of50 nm along the

0x axis and a grating B of100 sm allslits of0.5 nm of

period 1 nm along the 0x axis. The distance between

the centers ofA and B is of150 nm . The m olecules of

fullerenes are then observed by using a scanning laser-

ionization detectorplaced atd2 = 1:25 m afterthe slits.

1,25 m 

1 m 

1 slit
50 nm 

100 slits
 0,5 nm 

x 

z y 

FIG .1: Schem atic diagram ofthe thoughtexperim ent.

Slit A corresponds to the slits of the experim ent of

Arndtetal[3].ThesizeoftheslitsofgratingB wascho-

sen to stop the m oleculesC60.Currently,such a grating

iscertainly im possibleto realizeto day,butitwillallow

thethoughtexperim ent.Itcorrespondstothediagram of

an experim ent which the developm ents in nanotechnol-

ogy should m ake possible. It is perhaps experim entally

easierto constructa holeof50 nm diam eterin theplace

ofslitA and asetof10000sm allholesof0.5nm diam eter

in the place ofgrating B;but with slits the theoretical

study isclearerand the sim ulationsareeasier.

W ith the velocity vy = 200m =s, the m ass of the

fullereneC60,m = 1.2� 10
� 24 kg gives,a deBrogliewave-

length �db = 2:8 pm ,350tim essm allerthan itsdiam eter

(� 1 nm ).

W e willcom pare this asym m etricalslits (slit A and

grating B) experim ent with the di�raction experim ent

involving only slitA.

III. C A LC U LA T IO N O F T H E W AV E

FU N C T IO N W IT H FEY N M A N PA T H IN T EG R A L

The calculation ofthe wave function isobtained by a

num ericalcalculation using the Feynm an’s integrals,as

wedid [9]forthenum ericalsim ulation oftheexperim ent

ofthe slitsofShim izuetal with cold atom s.[10]

For the num ericalsim ulation,we m ake the following

assum ptions.Theslitsbeing very long along the0zaxis,

thereisno di�raction accordingto thisaxis,butthepar-

ticlesare subjected to gravity along (0z).Consequently,

the variablez can be treated classically asthe varible y,

satisfying the relationsy = vytand z = � 1

2
gt2.W e thus

consider only the wave function in x,  (x;t); we take

asinitialwavefunction  0(x)= (2��2
0
)�

1

4 exp
�

x
2

4� 2
0 with

�0 = 2 �m .

Thewavefunction beforethe slitsisthen equalto

 (x;t)= (2�s(t)
2
)
�

1

4 exp
�

x
2

4� 0s(t) (1)

with s(t)= �0(1+
i~t

2m �2
0

).Aftertheslits,attim et� t1 =

d1
vy

= 5 m s,weusetheFeynm an path integralm ethod to

calculatethe tim e-dependentwavefunction [16]:

 (x;t)=

Z

F

K (x;t;xf;t1) (xf;t1)dxf (2)

where

K (x;t;xf;t1)= (
m

2i�~(t� t1)
)
1

2 exp
im

~

(x � xf)
2

2(t� t1)
(3)

and whereintegration in (2)iscarried outon setF ofthe

area ofthe variousslitsand where  (xf;t1)isgiven by

(1).

O n �gure 2 is represented the m odulus square ofthe

wave function on the detection screen of(a)the di�rac-

tion experim entwith slitA only,and (b)theinterference

experim ent with asym m etricalslits (slit A and grating

B).Figure2cisjusta zoom on centralpartof�gure2b.

W enotethat20 percentofthetotaldensity isnotrepre-

sented on �gure 2c,asone partm oveslaterally towards

the rightofthe screen and another partleftwards. For

theasym m etricalslitsexperim ent,them odulussquareof

thewavefunction isasym m etricalin the�rstcentim eters

afterthe slits,then becom esfairly sym m etricalwhen it

com esto the detection screen placed at1.25 m eter(�g-

ures2b and 2c).
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FIG .2: M odulussquareofthewavefunction on thedetection

screen respectively: (a) di�raction (slit A),(b) interference

with asym m etricalslits (slit A and grating B),(c) zoom of

the asym etric slitscentralpart.

The standard interpretation of quantum m echanics

postulatesthatthedensity oftheparticlesm ustbeequal

to the m odulussquare ofthe wave function. The parti-

clesdensity on the detection screen ofthe asym m etrical

slitsexperim entm ustthusbegiven by �gures2b and 2c

(Standard Assum ption 1):weobtain threepeakson �g-

ure 2b (a centralpeak and two little peaks at -3,4 m m

and 3,3 m m )and also threepeakson �gure2c(a central

peak and twosm allerpeaksat-20�m and + 20�m ).Ifit

issupposed thatthem oleculescannotpassthrough grat-

ingB,thedensity shown on �gures2b and 2ccan then be

in contradiction with the experim entalresults.However

within thefram eworkofstandard interpretation,another

solution is possible: one can m ake the assum ption that

ifthe particlesdo notpassthrough grating B,then the

wavefunction doesnotpassthrough there either(Stan-

dard Assum ption 2).Theexperim entalresultm ustthen

begiven by �gure2aofthedi�raction with thesingleslit

A which correspondsnow to oneunique peak.

IV . C A LC U LA T IO N O F T H E PA R T IC LES

D EN SIT Y W IT H B R O G LIE-B O H M

T R A JEC T O R IES

In theYoung slitsexperim entstheinterferencefringes,

and thusthe wavefunction,are neverobserved directly.

Theonly directm easurem entsaretheindividualim pacts

ofthe particleson the detection screen. In the Broglie-

Bohm interpretation,[11,12,13]the particle is repre-

sented not only by its wave function, but also by the

position ofitscenterofm ass.The centerofm assofthe

particlefollowsa trajectory,which ispiloted by thewave

function  with a speed v given by

v =
~

2m �
Im ( 

y
r  ): (4)

This interpretation statistically gives,in allthe exam -

ples available in the literature, the sam e experim ental

resultsasthe Copenhagen interpretation.M oreover,the

Broglie-Bohm interpretation naturally explainstheindi-

vidualim pacts. These im pactscorrespond,asin classic

m echanics,with the position ofthe particlesatthe tim e

oftheirarrivalon the detection screen.

The experim ent with asym m etricalslits corresponds

to a case where the Copenhagen and Broglie-Bohm in-

terpretrations give di�erent results. It is then possible

to test the Broglie-Bohm Assum ption in a very sim ple

m anner. O ne sym ply hasto sim ulate the Broglie-Bohm

trajectoriesand to com parethesesim ulation resultswith

the experim ent.

In the standard interpretation,a m olecule C60 isrep-

resented at the initial tim e only by its wave function

 0(x) = (2��2
0
)�

1

4 exp
�

x
2

4� 2
0 . It thus has an uncertain

initialposition since the wave function only gives the

probabilitydensity�0(x)= (2��2
0
)�

1

2 exp
�

x
2

2� 2
0 .Sincethe

particleisindistinguishable,attim etonecan only know

its probability density. Such indistinguishable particles

can also be found in classic m echanics,when one only

knowsspeed and initialprobability density: to describe

the evolution ofsuch classicparticlesand to m ake them

distinguishable,itisnecessary to know theirinitialposi-

tions.In quantum m echanics,deBroglieand Bohm m ake

the sam eassum ption forindistinguishableparticles.

Aswe did forcold atom s[9],we setup a M onte Carlo

sim ulation ofthe experim ent by random ly drawing the

initialpositionsform oleculesC60 in theinitialwavefunc-

tion.
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FIG .3: 100 Broglie-Bohm trajectorieswith random ly drawn

initialpositions: (a)globalview,(b)centraltrajectories,(c)

zoom on the �rstm illim etersafterthe slits,(d)zoom on the

hundred �rstm icrom etersafterthe slits.

In the �rstplace,one does not take into accountthe

C60 size. Figure 3 represents the quantum trajectories

of100 m oleculesC60 which crosseitherslitA orgrating

B (one did not represent the m olecules stopped by the
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plate). The density ofthese m olecules on the detection

screen corresponds to the m odulus square ofthe wave

function represented on �gures2b and 2c. O n �gure 3d

we retrieve the loss of20 percent ofthe density in the

trajectories,which accountsforparticleswhich m ovelat-

erally.Ata second stageonetakesinto accountthe fact

thatallm oleculesC60 are stopped by grating B.Figure

4 showsthequantum trajectoriesofm oleculesC60 which

passslitA only.
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FIG .4: Broglie-Bohm trajectories through slit A only: (a)

globalview oftrajectories,(b)zoom on the�rstm illim eters,

(c)zoom on the hundred �rstm icrom eters.

Figure 5 showsthe density on the detection screen of

m oleculesC60 which passslitA only. The density isto

befound experim entally iftheBroglie-Bohm assum ption

isvalid.

−5 −4 −3 −2 −1 0 1 2 3 4 5

(a)

mm

−120 −80 −40 0 40 80 120

(b)

µm

FIG .5: D ensity ofm olecules C 60 having crossed slit A:(a)

globaldensity,(b)centraldensity.

The clear di�erence between the density ofStandard

Assum ption 1(�gures2b and 2cwith threepeaks),Stan-

dard Assum ption 2 (�gure 2a with one peak) and the

Broglie-Bohm Assum ption (asym m etrical�gures5a and

5b with twopeaksonly)showsthatitispossibletode�ne

a robusttestin spite ofcertain experim entaldi�culties:

- in preceding calculations we supposed that initial

speeds were well-known. It is not the case in the ex-

perim entsofZeilingerwhereforexam plespeed vy isnot

well-known. W e have shown [9]how to take these un-

certaintiesinto account.They willsm ooth thedensities,

butwillpreservethe num berofpeaks.

-to ensurethevalidity ofthecalculation ofwavefunc-

tion (2),it is necessary to prevent m olecules C60 from

being blocked in theslitsofgratingB and stopped there.

For that purpose,one can slightly incline the plate so

thattheparticlesrebound whilefalling downwards.O ne

can also send them oneby onein orderto leaveto those

which arestopped enough tim e to fallbefore the arrival

ofthe following particles. O ne can also m ake slits even

narrower.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

Taking into accountthe sizeofthe particlesin the in-

terference phenom ena, m akes it possible to renew the

study ofthewave-particleduality and to proposeexper-

im entsto testtheBroglie-Bohm trajectoriesforindistin-

guishableparticles.Should thetestbepositive,thewave

function forindistinguishableparticleswould haveto be

considered as a �eld. For the distinguishable particles,

thisinterpretation doesnotapply [14].

W hile waiting forthe resultsofthistestwhich raises

experim entaldi�culties,one can already realizea m uch

sim plerexperim entwhich m akesitpossibleto clarify the

standard postulate ofthe probabilistic interpretation of

them odulussquareofthewavefunction:itisthetestof

Standard Assum ption 2 againstStandard Assum ption 1.

Thiscan be achieved experim entally by sim ply reducing

the size ofslits and holes to less than the diam eter of

m olecule C60. That should su�ce to observe that the

density on thedetection screen isnull.

ProfessorBozic hassuggested thatourthougtexperi-

m entm ightbe carried outwith Rydberg atom sinstead

ofC60 m olecules.Indeed Fabreetal[15]haveshown that

slitsof1 �m areenough to stop Rydberg atom sassoon

asn = 50. The experim entwould then be perform able

rightnow.
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