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It is shown that the halting problem cannot be solved consistently in both the Schrodinger and
H eisenberg pictures of quantum dynam ics. T he existence of the halting m achine, which is assum ed
from quantum theory, leads Into a contradiction when we consider the case when the observer’s
reference fram e is the system that is to be evolved In both pictures. W e then show that in order
to Include the evolution of cbserver's reference fram e in a physically sensible way, the H eisenberg
picture w ith tim e going backw ards yields a correct description.

PACS num bers:

W ih the construction of umyersal quantum Turing
m achine, D eutsch proposed [].] a quantum version ofthe
halting problem rst proved by A lan Turing In 1936 [QJ]
In recent years, a lot of interest has been focused on
quantum com putation H and the discussion ofthe hal—
ng problem using a quantum com puter has also received
attention. M yers argued [4 that due to entanglem ent
between a hal qubit and a system, i may be di culk
to m easure the halt qubit, which m ay spoilthe com puta—
tion. Subsequent discussions on the halting problem w ih
a quantum com puter have m ainly focused on the super—
position and entanglem ent of the halt qubit E, :_é, :j].
In this paper, we approach the halting scheme di er-
ently and use two pictures of quantum dynam ics, ie.,
the Schrodinger and H eisenberg pictures. Schrodinger's
wavem echanics and H eisenberg’sm atrix m echanics were
form ulated In the early twentieth century and have been
considered to be equivalent, ie., two di erent waysofde—
scribing the sam e physical phenom enon that we observe.
T herefore, In order to consider a halting scheme for a
quantum system , we need to exam ine w hether the proce—
dure is consistent in both the Schrodingerand H eisenberg
pictures. W e w ill give an exam ple n quantum dynam ics
that show s this cannot be achieved. W e w ill then argue
that it is the Heisenberg picture, rather than both pic-
tures, that yields the correct description that not only
does not run into the inconsistency shown through the
haling schem e but also is physically sensble.

In orderto discuss the halting problem ,we rstwish to
de ne notations to be used. In particular we w ill follow
a sin ilar notation used in 5!_':1",:_5] such that it is convenient
In both Schrodinger and H eisenberg pictures. A qubi, a
basic unit of quantum inform ation, is a two—Jevel quan-—
tum system written as j i= aPi+ bji. Using a Bloch
sphere notation, ie., wih a = exp( i =2)cos( =2) and
b= exp (@ =2)sih( =2), a qubi In a density m atrix form
canbewritten as j ih j= 2 (1+ ¢ ~) where (;vy;v,)
= (sih cos ;sin sin ;cos )and ~ = ; y; z) wih

= Pihlj+ Jik03 = iPihlj+ ijlik0j and , =
Pi0j Jihlj. Therefore a qubi, j ih j can be repre—
sented as a unit vector¥ = (v4;vy;v,) pointingin ( ; )
ofa spherewith 0 ;0 2 .A unitary trans—
form ation ofa qubit in the uni vector notation ¥ can be
obtained by applying U to ; for the corresponding ith

com ponent ofthe vector¢, ie,, vi,wherei= x;y;z (@lso
See @-(_5] for a general transform ation of a single qubit in
a Bloch sphere). W e will w rite the transform ation of ¢
under the unitary operation U as¢°= UQUY, In plying
the uniary transform ation is applied to the oorrespond—
Ing ;. For example, ket us consider the case when U
is a rotation about y-axisby in a Bloch sphere, ie.,
U = cos3Pi0J sin 5 Pihlj+ sin 5 Ji0j+ cos5 jLihli
Then tyieldsthat¥ = (v4;vy;Vv,) istransform ed into 0
UYUY = (cos vx+ sin v,;vy; sih v+ cos vy).

In quantum theory, there is another in portant variable
called an observable. For a single qubit, an observable
can also be written as a unit vector @], é exieyies)
where (eq;ey;e,) = (sih# cos’ ;sin# sin’ ;cos#), point—
Ing @#;’) direction In a sphere. Therefore if one is to
m ake a m easurem ent In #;’ ) direction, the observable
would be & ~. In the Heisenberg picture of quantum
theory, it is the unit basis vector & that is transfom ed
(©243, [[1]). U sing a sin ilar transfom ation rulke as i v,
a uniary transform ation of the observable in the basis
vector notation can be obtamned by applying UY to the

; by UY U forej which we represent as &’ = UYeU .
As an example, we again consider the case when U is
a rotation about y-axis by as llows &’ UYey =
(cos e, sin eg;ey;sn e, + cos e,). As shown in
Fig. -'_]:, the directions of transfomm ation for two vec—
tors are di erent for Schrodinger and H eisenberg pic—
tures. T herefore the expectation value &° ¢ in the H eisen—
berg picture rem ains the sam e as in the case wih the
Schrodingerpicture, ie., e %. For the rem ainder ofthis
paper, we w ill treat the two vectors ¥ and & on an equal
footing. The only specialy about & is that it servesasa
coordinate or a basis vector such that when a m easure-
m ent is m ade on the vector ¢, the expectation value is
w ith respect to &.

W ith a quantum system and a hal qubit, D eutsch
Introduced @] a quantum version of the halting problem
w herein the com pletion ofevery valid quantum algorithm
through a unitary process applied to the quantum sys—
tem is accom panied by the change In a halt qubit to 1
that rem ains 0 otherw ise. W e w illassum e such a haling
m achine exists and w ill argue that this assum ption leads
Into a contradiction. W ih the Introduced notations, we
w il consider one particular case of the halting m achine,
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(a) Schrodinger picture (b) Heisenberg picture

FIG . 1l: For the Schrodinger picture (@), the unit vector ¢
evolves w hile the unit basis vector & is Intact. In the H eisen-
berg picture (o), the basis vector & is rotated into opposite
direction by the sam e am ount w hile the unit vector ¥ rem ains,
thereby keeping the angle between the two vectors, therefore
the expectation values, the sam e in both pictures.

that is, when the halting m achine consists of a uni vec—
tor g (Vvxivyivy) and a hal qubit ¥y 0;0;1).
W e do not lnclude an ancilla state because it will not
be needed for our discussion. T he tin e evolution of the
haltingm achine isde ned through a uniary process, and
them achine haltswhen the unit vector ¥ is rotated by
about an arbitrary ft = (4 ;ny;n,)-axis. This tin e evo-
ution of the halting m achine can be achieved w ith the
unit vector ¢ evolving as follow s

Os ! U 0UY @)
whereU cos( =2)1 isin( =2)@
¥n Istransform ed into ¥y, with a unitary operation .
In the llow Ing, we w ill show this haling m achine runs
Into a contradiction.

Before we prooceed w ith our discussion of the halting
problem , we w ish to discuss the concept of observables in
quantum theory. W hen we want to check a m oving vehi-
cle’s speed, wem ay use a speed gun and could read, for
exam ple, 80km /hr. Or we could use a them om eter to
m easure a room tem perature which m ay yield, for exam -
ple, 25 degrees Celsius. W hik the m easurem ent tools,
such as the speed gun and the them om eter, yield the
output wih not only numbers but also units such as
km /hrand degreesC elsius, w hat the actualm easurem ent
yields is rather di erent. For exam ple, a laser speed gun
checks the distances from the gun at two di erent tim es
and is designed to calculate and to yield an output of
the m oving vehick’s speed. A m ercury-them om eter is
designed to show the tem perature in relation to the in-
crease ofthe volum e ofm ercury in the thermm om eter. T he
num bers obtained from the m easurem ent represent the
perosption experienced by an observer and the m eaning
of those num bers, such as speed or tam perature repre—
sented w ith units, a conoept, is In posed by an observer.
In quantum theory, concepts such as position and m o—
m entum are called observables and the num bers that re—
sult from the m easurem ents are represented as eigenval-
ues (63, {I1).

~) and thehal qubit

Let us take an exam ple of a onedin ensional line as
shown in Fig.'d. Tn order to claim a dot, which is ying
on the line, is either on the right or on the kft, there
should be a reference point. For exam ple, w ith respect
to the origin or with respect to + 3, one may say the
dot is on the kft or on the right. Instead of looking at
the line from outside, suppose there is an cbserver being
con ned to the one-din ensional line facing into the pa—
perasshown in (C) ofFig. :_2 T he observer m easures or
perceives w hether the dot is on the right or on the kft.
D epending on w here the observer is sitting, the outcom e
of the m easurem ent, ie., either on the right or on the
kft, will change. In this case, we note that the observer
hin or herself is serving the rol of the reference point.
T herefore when the ocbserver m akes a m easuram ent and
getsa resul that the dot ison the right oron the kft, this
In plies that w ith respect to his or her reference fram e of
the position on the line, the dot is on the right or on the
kft. Let us apply the sam e logic to the case of a sin—
gk qubit In a B loch sphere. W hen an observerm easures
a qubit In a certain direction, say in 71, the outcom e of
the m easurem ent iseitther+ 1 or 1. The eigenvalie ob—
tained isw ith respect to the m easurem ent direction ft. Tt
is noted that ft is playing a sin ilar role as the reference
point in the case of the one-dim ensional line exam ple.
W e also note that the m easurem ent outcome of +1 or

1 is the perception experienced by the observer. T hat
is, it is the observer who obtains the outcome+ 1 or 1.
T herefore, the outcom e should be m eaningfiil w th re-
spect to the observer’s certain reference fram e. Because
we already know that the eigenvalue outcome +1 or 1
ism eaningfilw ith respect to the m easurem ent direction
N, it Jeads us to consider the ocbserver’s reference fram e
as 1 for our single qubit m easuram ent case. U sihg the
unit vector notations we previously de ned, we propose
the follow Ing:

P ostulate I:G iven a unit vector ¥, an observer’s refer—
ence fram e is identi ed with a kasis unit vector &.

W ith thispostulate, two pictures of quantum theory can
have a natural physical realization between an observer
and a system . F ig. '] show s that, in the Schrodinger pic-
ture, the observer’s reference fram e, represented by the
unit basis vector &, stays stillw hile the state vector is ro—
tated clockw ise by , and the H eisenberg picture show s
the unit vector stays still and the observer’s coordinate
is rotated counterclockw ise by . In both cases, the ob—
server would observe exactly the sam e phenom enon.

Tt should be noted that we are not using a notion of
detector or apparatus in the place of an cbserver. Ac-
cording to our postulate, for a given unit vector, the ob—
server’s reference fram e is represented w ith a unit basis
vector in a Bloch sphere. However, i was shown that
t_lz_;] a nite din ensional detector cannot encode an arbi-
trary uniary transform ation whereas, according to our
postulate, the observer’s identi ed coordinate unit basis
vector represents an arbitrary m easurem ent basis for a
given qubit. T herefore, we do not use the term detector
or an apparatus to replace an observer. If one wants to



©

FIG .2:For A), i isnot possble to clain theblack dot ison
the right or on the keft. In B), we m ay say, w ith respect to
the ag in + 3, the dot ison the left. Ifwe assum e there is an
observer living and sitting at + 3 whilke facing into the paper
(ie., the sam e direction as the reader of thispaper) asin (C)
and if the observer m easures and obtains the resul that the
dot is on the kft, then it is the observer who is serving the
role ofthe agin B), ie., as a reference point.

Inclide an apparatus or detector, we m ay consider the
state, ie., ¥, to be a larger system that nclides a qubi
and an apparatus and the coordinate vector for an ob—
server would also be represented by the sam e larger basis
vector. H owever, in thispaper, we only consider the sin —
plest possbl case of a single qubit.

Let us now consider a system with an observer and
the halting m achine de ned w ih the evolution in @) .
That is, we are considering a closed system consisted of
a quantum state, represented by the uni vector ¢5 =
(vxiVyiVy),an observer,whom we callA lice, represented
by the reference fram e &5 = (ex;ey 7€, ) Introduced above,
and a hal qubit ¢, alongw ith A lice’s reference fram e for
the halt qubi de ned as &y 0;0;1). A lice is to trans—
form the unit vector ¢ by about an arbitrary i =
(y;ny;n;)axiswith U = cos( =2)1 isin( =2)@@ ~)
and also applies y on a halt qubit such that ¥y ! Oy .
If A lice were to m easure the evolved vector state, the ex—
pectation valie would be &  (UV,UY). Next, we wish
to consider the sam e procedure in the Heisenberg pic—
ture. In the Schrodinger picture we discussed above, the
unitary evolition wasperform ed on ¢5. T herefore, in the
H eisenberg picture, the U Y transom s the basis vector &4
ntoUYe,U whereUY = cos( =2)1+ ish( =2) @
the observable for the halt qubit, ie., &, is transform ed
into &y . It yields the expectation value of UYe,U ) ¢
w hich isequalto the expectation value in the Schrodinger
picture, &, U0 UY).

~) and

(@) Schrodinger picture (b) Heisenberg picture

FIG . 3: Unitary evolution of & is considered. T he vector & is
initially pointing z-direction and is rotated about y-axis by
after tin e t. In the Schrodinger picture as in (@), the vector
is rotated clockw ise and in (o) the vector is rotated by

W e now consider the halting m achine in @) w ith one
particular input. That is, when the input state to be
transform ed is the A lice’s unit basis vector, ie., Vs = &5.
Note that we are treating ¥ and & on a equal foot—
ng. In the Schrodinger picture, the evolution is, &5 !
U e,uY e®, and Alice also transom s ¢y, ! On .
W e now consider the sam e procedure in the Heisen—
berg picture. In this case, the unit basis vector &g, is
transformed as &5 | UYe,U e® and &, | &,.
Note that 82 6 e® unkssé; = for = k where
k= 0;1;2::. For the example of a system wih an ob—
server and the halting m achine studied in the previous
paragraph, the vector ¥ has evolred, w ith respect to &g,
Into the sam e output In both Schrodinger and H eisenberg
pictures. Sim ilarly, with respect to &,, the halt qubit,
On , halted In both pictures. H owever, in the case w ith &4
as an nput we jist considered, while the halt qubit ¥y,
halted on both occasions w ith respect to &, , the vector
that is being evolved, ie., &5, tumed out as two gener-
ally di erent outputs in two pictures. This contradicts
our assum ption about the haltingm achine in @:) because
the m achine should yield an output that is a rotation of
the nputby about a fi-axis and is unique.

T herefore, we have shown that the existence of the
halting m achine that is assum ed from quantum theory
Jeads into a contradiction when we consider the nput of
the unit basis vector &5 (for sin plicity, we w ill om it the
subscript s from now on), which is transform ed into two
generally di erent outputs in Schrodingerand H eisenberg
pictures. H owever, not only can the halting problem not
be solved consistently in both pictures, but also the evo-
lution of the unit basis vector & is physically sensble in
neither of the two pictures in quantum dynam ics. W ih
our st postulate, we were able to inpose a physical
m eaning on the Schrodinger and H eisenberg pictures of
quantum theory. That is, In case ofthe Schrodinger pic-
ture, the system isevolving while an observer's reference
fram e is Intact and, for the H eisenberg’s picture, an ob—



server’s coordinate is evolring and the system is staying
still. The equivalence of these two pictures com es from
the fact that the observer would ocbserve the sam e phe—
nom enon and would not be able to tell the di erence be—
tween them . Forexam ple, an observerapplying a uniary
operation to a qubit is experiencing a unitary evolution
being applied to the qubit and this experience isthe sam e
In both pictures. But when it is the observer’s reference
fram e that is evolving, it is di cul to In agihe how an
observer could observe or experience . As shown In (@)
ofFig. :_3, Jet us assum e that initially vector & is pointing
z-direction and with the unitary operation of rotation
about y-axis, & evolves under

U=e igyt=2 @)

in the Schrodingerpicture. And the nalstate ofé would
be rotated by aftertinet,whichwewriteas (). The
di culy wih this evolution is that in order to experi-
ence the uniary evolution, A lice needs to be in another
reference frame, say °(t). However, & itself is A lice’s
reference fram e and there cannot be another reference
fram e. Sim ilarly, in the Heisenberg picture, & evolves
under

UY= et v"? &)

Asshown in Fig. 3, the vector is being rotated counter—
clockw ise and is in (t) . In this case, for the cbserver
in the reference fram e of (t), there needs to be addi-
tionalvector in  °(t) 1n order for A lice to experience the
evolution ofé. A gain, this is not possble because ()
is not only A lice’s reference fram e but also the system
vector. T herefore, In order to have a satisfactory picture
of A lice observing her own reference fram e’s evolution,
A lice needs another reference fram e or another vector.

T herefore, it isnot possble for either picture to be the
correct way to describe the cbserver’s experience of the
evolution ofé. Because & is serving the role ofboth what
the observer experiences and the observer’sow n reference
fram e, we need a picture such that the evolution ofé is
neither of them yet yields the observer's experience of
é’s evolution. In order to resolve the dilemm a discussed
above and to detem ine the correct description for the
observer’s experience, w e Introduce our second postulate
as ollow s:

P ostulate II:W hat an observer observes or experiences

m ust be tin e forwarding.

N ote that we are only postulating that the observer’s ex—
perience istin e forw arding and not necessarily the whole
system , ie., ncliding the physical system and the ob-
server, is tin e forwarding.

Let us re-consider the evolution ofé under the H eisen-
berg picture. N ote that for the unitary operation in ('_3),
it ispossible to change the signsoftand  whilke keeping
the whole unitary operator the sam e, that is

UY= e ty( B=2 @)

T his corresoonds to the vector evolving to  whik t is
going to the m inus direction com pared to the previous
H eisenberg case wherein the vector evolved to w ith
tin e going forward. In this case, we note that the ob—
server cannot be in the reference frame ( t) because
from the second postulate, we assum ed w hat the observer
observes or experiences is only tim e forwarding. If A lice
is In the reference fram e that ism ovingbackward in tin e,
she would observe everything going backward in tim e.
However, from the assum ption we m ade wih the sec—
ond postulate, this is not possble. W e m ay consider the
sam e trick with Schrodinger picture evolution, that is,
by putting m inus signs forboth tineand . But in this
case, it still requires an additional observer’s reference
fram e because the cbserver w ho is in the reference fram e
w ith tin e orwardingwould sin ply observe in +t. This
is sin ilar to the way an electron In the negative energy
would appear as a positron in the positive energy to an
observerwho is also in the positive energy. T herefore, in
the Schrodinger picture, this new view still requires an
additional reference fram e and is not satisfactory.

T herefore, w ith two postulates, In order to have a sat—
isfactory description of experiencing the evolution of &
aswellas of ¥, we are Porced to conclude that the quan—
tum evolution ollow s according to the H eisenberg pic-
ture, not the Schrodinger picture, w ith tim e going back—
wards as shown in @) . M oreover, it leads us to abandon
the general picture having the observer being in a cer-
tain reference fram e evolving in tim e and observing the
other vector. In other words, them ore fam iliar picture of
the observerbeing in the reference fram e that is evolring
forward in tin e should be abandoned, and the cbserver
should be identi ed as what is being observed, ie. ,
and its association w ith tim e, t.
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