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A bstract

The many— ngered tine M FT) formulation of m any-particle quantum m echanics and
quantum eld theory is a natural fram ew ork that overcom es the problem of \instantaneous
collapse" in entangled system s that exhibit nonlocalities. T he corresponding B ohm ian inter—
pretation can also be formulated in term s of M FT beables, which alleviates the problem of
Instantaneous action at a distance by using an ontology that di ers from that in the standard
Bohm ian interpretation. T he appearance of usual single-tin e particle-positions and elds is
recovered by quantum m easurem ents.
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1 Introduction

Entanglem ent in quantum m echanics QM ) Induces certain nonlocal featuresofQM .W hile there
is still som e controversy regarding the question if orthodox QM itself is really an Intrinsically
nonlocal theory (see eg. EZI_:] and references therein), from the work of John Bell @] it is clear
that any hidden-variable interpretation of QM must be explicitly nonlocal. The best known
and m ost sucoessfiil nonlocal hidden-variable interpretation of QM and quantum eld theory
QFT) is the Bohm ian Interpretation E, :fl, -'_5, -'_6, f/:, ES]. A typical property of this interpretation
is an instantaneous action at a distance am ong the hidden-variables { particlepositions and
eld-con gurations. The word \instantaneous" requires a preferred global choice of the tin e-
coordinate, which seem s to contradict the principle of relativity. A possble way out of this
problem is to introduce a \preferred" foliation of spacetine in a dynam ical way [, ad, Q1.
A nother possbility is to Introduce a Bohm ian equation ofm otion not only for space-coordinates
of particles, but also for their tin e-coordinates {_Ig', :_1-3]
T he m ost recent possibility, suggested in Ll-fl] for quantum elds, is the m any— ngered tim e
MFT) formulation of Bohm ian m echanics, based on the M FT form ulation of orthodox m any—
particle QM E_l-S] and QFT E_l-S, :_1-§] T he purpose of the present paper is to further develop the
idea of the M FT Bohm ian interpretation introduced in [[4]. M ore speci cally, the ain is (i)
to present the M FT formulation of Bohm ian m echanics for m any-particle QM (Wwhich was not
presented in @4]) and (i) to in prove and correct som e of the results and statem ents on the
M FT Bohm ian m echanics of elds presented in E_L-4_:] T he present paper can also be viewed as
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com plem entary to i'!.-{l:], In the sense that the present paper, unlke {M], does not insist on the
m anifestly relativistic-covariant form ulation, but instead discusses the conceptual m eaning of
the M FT -nature of Bohm ian hidden-variabl beablsm ore carefilly.

Sec.:_Z contains a review of the orthodox M FT formm ulation ofm any-particle QM , whilk the
corresponding M FT Bohm ian Interpretation is discussed in Sec§ T he generalization to QFT
isbrie y discussed 1 Sec. 4, after which the conclusions are drawn in Sec. b.

T hroughout the paper, we use units n which h= 1.

2 MFT form ulation ofm any-particle QM

A natural starting point tow ards a relativistic-covariant form ulation ofm any-particlke QM is to
Introduce a kinem atical fram ework In which tin e is treated on an equal footing w ith space.
T hus, Instead of a single-tin e n-particle wave function (x1;:::;X,;t), one introducesa M FT
n-particle wave function [[5]
®1iisiXnitiiiit): @
However, aM FT form ulation can also be introduced independently of the principle of relativity,
so in this section, for sin plicity, we actually study the nonrelativistic version ofthe M FT for-
mulation ofQM .0 ne ofthe m ain purposes of this study is to dem onstrate that, w ith the M FT
form ulation of QM , the wave-fiinction \collapse" induced by a m easurem ent does not require a
preferred notion of sin ultaneity.
T he quantity

(K17:13i%nititiiite) = § ® 170 xa 060 T @)
isthe probability density for nding one particlke at the position x1 at the tim ety , anotherparticlke
at the position x, at the tim e &, etc. For a recent generalization ofthis to the relativistic case,
see tfj].) W hen di erent particles do not interact w ith each other, then theM FT wave function
satis es n independent local Schrodinger equations
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and i= 1;:::;n. It is convenient to introduce a sin pler notation X fxq;::00;%x09, T
ft;::58.9. W e also introduce global operators
@R X @ PR SN
— = —> H = Hy ()

T hus, by sum m Ing up the localSchrodingerequations {:3) , one obtains a single global Schrodinger
equation
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T he dynam ics can be described by a Schrodinger equation ofthe form of 6'_6) even when di erent
particles do interact w ith each other.

TheMFT Schrodinger equation { ) contains the ordinary single-tim e Schrodinger equation
asa specialcase in which & = 5 tt. The corresponding wave functions are related as

©)

iD= Kitiriiut)i=- —t=t: (7)



H ow ever, the Instantaneous synchronization in {-:/.) isnotm ore physical than, for exam pl, a rel-
ativistically m ore appealing retarded light-cone synchronization. Indeed, the question of \true"
synchronization in relativistic QM can be viewed as analogous to the question of \true" gauge In
electrodynam ics. In this analogy, & ;T) is a \gauge-independent" quantity, whereas X ;t)
resam bles the C oulom b gauge in w hich the electrom agnetic potential propagates Instantaneously.
© £ course, the analogy w ith gauge theories should not be taken too literally, but note that a
sin ilar analogy w ith gauge theories hasbeen used in [[§] as a response to the critician in [L9].)
A nom alized solution & ;T) of (Q-] can be written as a linear com bination of other or—
thonom al solutions as x
X;T)= G a®;T): @)

a

Thebase £ .g can be chosen such that each , is a local product of the form

aX;T) = a1 xi;t) an ®nith): 9)

T hus, the base wave functions , X ;T) do not exhdbi a nonlocal entanglem ent, but a general
superposition @) does.

Now assum e that .1 X1;t) are the eigenstates of som e local Hem itian operator that is
m easured. Such a localm easurem ent induces a nonlcalw ave-function \collapse"

X;T)! a®;T): 10)

Now the crucialpoint is the follow ing: Ifthe localm easurem ent is perfom ed at som e particular
value of the tim e ty, then it does notm ean that the whole wave function & ;T) collapses at
the sam e particular value of tin e. Nam ely, xing the value oft; in the collapsed wave function

QM , the wave-function \collapse" does not require any preferred notion of sim ulaneity. T hus
the M F'T formulation ofQM can be used to enlighten the E instein-P odolsky-Rosen e ect (see
edg. [_2-9]) and the delayed-choice experin ent (wWe are not aware of any particular reference that
explicitly usesthe M FT form ulation to discuss the delayed-choice experin ent).

Conceming the problem ofm easuram ent, the only true problem in orthodox QM isto under—
stand a physicalm echanian that induces the wave-function \collapse" G_l-(_j) . Such a m echanisn
isprovided by the M FFT Bohm ian hidden-variable interpretation studied in the next section.

3 MFT Bohm ian interpretation ofm any-particle QM

By writihg = Re®,whereR and S are real functions, the com plex equation {:6) is equivalent
to a set oftwo real equations
" #
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T he conservation equation (-_1-2:) con m s that it is consistent to interpret X ;T ) as the proba—
bility density.



In analogy w ith the ordinary single-tim e Bohm ian interpretation, we introduceaM FT beable
x; (T') that satis esthe M F'T Bohm ian equation ofm otion

@x; r ;S
1(T) _ IS 14)
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From @'_1-4) and (r_l-}'), one can also derfve the M FT quantum New ton equation
d?x;(T)
m;——— = 1r;iVi&t)+ 0 X;T)]: (15)
dT

In contrast with the ordinary Bohm ian interpretation, the beable x; (T ) Xi(t;::0) can—
not be Interpreted as a tragctory In spacetin e. Nevertheless, for 5 = 5 £ t, the

beable x; (T') reduces to the ordinary Bohm ian beabl x; (t), which, lndeed, can be interpreted
as a trapctory In spacetin e. However, the fundam ental ontology is not represented by the
synchronization-dependent finction x; (t), but rather by the synchronization-independent finc-
tion x; (T ). Recallthe analogy w ith gauge theordes, discussed in the preceding section.) For any

xX;i. Analogously to the ordinary Bohm ian interpretation, Egs. (_l-fl) and (Q._g) In ply that the
M FT Bohm ian Interpretation predicts the sam e probabilities for nding the rstpartick at the
posiion x; at the tim e ty, the second particle at the position x, at the tine t,, etc., as does
the orthodox interpretation of M FT QM .M oreover, if the wave functions L& ;T) In (_9) do
not overlap in at last a part of the con guration space, so that X ;T) oK ;T) = 0 for
a 6 a’% then some of the degrees of freedom can be interpreted as the degrees of freedom of
the m easuring apparatus. Consequently, analogously to the ordinary Bohm ian interpretation,
theM FT Bohm ian interpretation predicts the sam e probabilites (equalto F, ) forthe e ective
\collapse" (I0) as does the orthodox M FT interpretation. In theM FT Bohm ian interpretation,
the e ective \collapse" occurs because the beables x; (T) take values from the support of one
and only one of the nonoverlbpping wave functions 5, & ;T).

Is the ontology represented by x; (T ) in contradiction w ith the fact that, for exam ple, we can

there is no beable corresponding to the quantiy x; at tine ty, the beables x; (I') determ ne
the wave function , towhich wille ectively \collapse". Ifthe functions 5 In (_9) are such
that a1 ®1;t4) are elgenfunctions of the local position operator xi1, then such a collapse can
be viewed as a m easuram ent of x4 (), despite the fact that there is no beabl corresponding
to x1 (). Indeed, this is just an exam pl of a m easuram ent of an unpreferred ocbservable in
the Bohm ian Interpretation, such asm om entum or energy in the ordinary single-tin e Bohm ian
Interpretation. In the M T Bohm ian interpretation, the preferred cbservables are x; (T ), but
the general theory of quantum m easuram ents explains m easuram ents of all other observables,
w ith the sam e statistical predictions as In the orthodox interpretation.

Let us also com pare the nonlocality features in the ordinary and M FT Bohm ian interpreta—
tions. In the ordiary single-tin e Bohm ian interpretation, the ontology of hidden variables is
classical at the kinem atical level (given by localparticle tra gctories), w hereas the quantum non-—
Jocality is realized only on the dynam ical level (encoded in the instantaneous nonlocal quantum
potential). In contrast, n the M FT Bohm ian interpretation, the ontology is nonclassical and
nonlocal already at the kinem atical level, because, n x5 (T ), X; isa function not only oft;, but of

not be worried about that, given the fact that it is certainly not m ore di cul to visualize than
the M FT wave function X ;T). One should recall that, historically, the ain of the Bohm ian
Interpretation was not to restore the classical ontology in QM (although, perhaps surprisingly,



the ordinary Bohm ian interpretation has done that), but rather to nd som e nonlcal beable
that could reproduce the predictions of orthodox QM .

W e also note that the M FT form alismn enables one to form ulate the Bohm ian interpretation
of m any-particle system s In an explicitly relativisticocovariant way. T his w ill be the sub fct of
a separate paper, but we anticipate that i can be done by com bining the results of the present
paper w ith those of {1 1].

4 M FT Bohm ian interpretation ofQFT

T he purpose of the present section is to generalize the resuls of the preceding sections to the
case 0fQFT .However, astheM FT Bohm ian interpretation ofQFT has already been discussed
In detail in Ll-fl], in this section we only brie y outline the m ain points of the generalization,
em phasizing those aspects that have been treated incorrectly in [[4], or have not been discussed
at all.

Instead with a discrete set X = fxq1;:::;x,9, eld theory deals wih a continuous set of
values of elds at di erent poInts, = f (x)g, at all space points x. Sin ilarly, the discrete
set of tines T = fty;:::;t,9 is replaced with a continuous set T = fT (x)g. The quantum
state is represented by a wave functional [ ;T]. The QFT analog of (3-_] is known as the
T om onaga-Schw Inger equation [_1-'_3, :_[ﬁ] Introducing the operator

Z
@ 3,0 .
aT d’x T @e)
the QF T analog ofthe M FT Bohm fan equation ofm otion (14) is

¢ (X;T]= S : @7)
@T x)

© n the right-hand side, i is understood that 9 is replaced w ith (xO;T ] at all points x9)
However, n [I4] it was stated that the findam entalM FT Bohm ian equation was not the global
MFT equation {_l-:/!), but a IocalM F'T equation
ﬂ] - 3 (x xO) S .
T &) x)
Indeed, if (_1-3) is satis ed, then G_l-ga') in plies (-_l-j.) However, although Eg. (:_L-Z') is consistent,
Eqg. @-g), In general, m ay not be consistent. In general, the right-hand side of @.-g) depends not
only on T (x), but on the whol function T at all points x°. On the other hand, the -function
on the right-hand side of {_l-g) In pliesthat ;T ]on the eft-hand side does not depend on the
whole function T, butonly on T (x). However, for x0= x, this In plies that the left-hand side of
('_l-?;) dependsonly on T (x), whereas the right-hand side dependson the whole function T, which
is nconsistent. T hus, the correct M FT Bohm ian equation ofm otion is {I'7), rather than {18).
C onsequently, contrary to the claim in Lffl], the M FT Bohm ian beabl is, In general, a genuine
MFT eld x;T], rather than a bcal ed (x;T x)). Neverthelss, the local appearance
of elds can be explained by the theory of quantum m easurem ents, analogous to that in the
preceding section.

Tt is also Interesting to study the conditions under which the JocalM FT Bohm ian equation
of motion (8) could still be consistent. O ne such condition is a wave finctional that has a
form ofa localproduct analogous to EBI), but such a condition isnot su ciently general. A m ore
generalcondition isany quantum eld theory that contains gravity as one ofthe quantized elds.

1s)



N am ely, the theories that contain graviy have a property of di eom orphisn nvariance, which
In plies that the Ham itonian always vanishes on-shell. Consequently, instead of a functional
Schrodinger or Tom onaga-Schw inger equation, one deals wih the W heelerD & it equation
k1, 23,23, 24, 25]

H &) i 1= 0; (19)
where H (x) is the Ham iltonian-density operator, g represents the 3-m etric and representsall
other \m atter" elds. Since the wave functional [g; ] does not depend on tinme (either on t
oron T), it is consistent to postulate a localM F'T Bohm ian equation ofm otion of the form of
{1d) orboth and g.

Finally, let us note that it is straightforward to write all equations of this section in a
m anifestly generalcovariant form , by using the form alisn presented in Lffﬁ] In particular, this
Jeads to a covariant version of the Bohm ian interpretation of quantum gravity, which represents
an In provem ent of the nonocovariant Bohm ian interpretation of quantum gravity studied in
l6, 26, 27,24, 24].

5 Conclusion

The MFT formulation of QM and QFT allows a formulation of quantum theory that does
not require a preferred de nition of sin ultaneiy, which alleviates the problem of relativistic—
covariant form ulation of quantum theory, ncliding the problem of sin ultaneity of the wave-
function \collapse". T he corresponding B ohm ian interpretation leads to new M FT beables that
also do not require a preferred de nition of sin ultaneity. These M F'T beables have a m anifest
nonlocal nature already at the kinem atical level. N evertheless, the observed local appearance of
particles and elds can be recovered by studying the theory of quantum m easurem ents.
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