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It is shown that the nature of quantum statistics can be clari ed by
assum Ing the existence of a background of random graviational elds
and waves, distributed isotropically in the space. This background is
responsible for correlating phases of oscillations of identicalm icroob fcts.
Ifsuch abackground of random gravitational eldsand waves isconsidered
as hidden variables then taking it into account leads to the Belktype
inequalities that are fairly consistent w ith the experin entaldata.

Quantum theory is a statistical theory, which at the sam e tin e does not
lend iselfto investigation of its statistics nature, this problem being considered
as being beyond is scope. Q uantum theory does not dealw ith the causes of
quantum phenom ena; it postulates the classically nexplicable phenom ena of a
quantum m icrocosmn observed in experim ents as its axiom s. Such an approach,
although not introducing errors, does not explain the experim entally cbservable
phenom ena, laving them incom prehensble from the classical viewpoint and
giving rise to all sorts of paradoxes. Q uantum theory lacks the classical logic
and the classical causality, hence the classical axiom atics, which m akes this
theory, from the classical physics viewpoint, rely on the method of indirect
com putations.

A re classical causality and classical logic absent In quantum theory only or
In nature as well? The absence of classical causality and classical logic in the
theory does not in ply their absence in the nature.

Now, ket us try to single out the basic classically incom prehensible concepts
ofquantum theory. F irst, it isthewaveparticlke dualisn . Taking into acocount all
the above-m entioned, a particle could acquire w ave properties, being in uenced
by a wave background. Second, it is H eisenberg’s uncertainty principle. D ue to
the n uence of nonrem ovable background on a m easurem ent, i is In possble
to m easure the values precisely. Third, it is the energy balance in an atom .
From the classical physics viewpoint, an electron m oving In the elctric eld
of the nucleus should em it electrom agnetic radiation. C an we assum e that the
background of the whole spectrum of frequencies gives energy to the electron,
the latter re-em itting it, and that the energy balance in the atom could then be
m aintained?
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W e can com plete quantum theory w ith hidden variablesw ithout altering the
m athem atical apparatus of quantum m echanics. D oes a com prehensible theory
resul?

T he issue of the necessity to com plte the quantum theory was rst consid—
ered In the study by A .E instein, B .Podolsky and N .Rosen (hereihafter, EPR)
[L]. Let us consider the EPR e ect. Two particles, A and B, at the iniial
m om ent interact and then scatter in opposite directions. Let the st of them
be described by the wavefiinction » , the otheroneby 5 . The system ofthe
two particles A and B is described by the wavefunction p . W ih this,
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For independent events P, and Py , according to probability theory,
PAB = PAPB .

W here could the dependence ofthe ob £ct A on the ob ct B and vice versa
originate from , these ob cts A and B being considered as distant and nonin—
teracting? The EPR authors arrived at the conclusion on the incom plteness of
the quantum {m echanical description. To solve this contradiction, an idea has
been put orward in [1] on the existence ofhidden variables that would m ake it
possble to interpret consistently the results ofthe experim ents w ithout altering
the m athem atical apparatus of quantum m echanics.

Later, it hasproved by von N eum ann R]that quantum m echanicsaxiom atics
does not allow the introduction of hidden variables. It is, however, in portant
that the argum ent presented In R]isnot valid in certain cases, e. g., forpaimw ise
observablem icrocb fcts (for H ibert space w ith pairw ise com m utable operators)

Bl. In 1964, J.S.Bell 4] omulated an experim ental criterion enabling to
decide, w thin the fram ew ork of the problem statem ent [L], on the existence of
hidden variables. T he essence of the experin ent proposed by Bell is as follow s.

Let us consider the experin ental schem e ofEPR . Let there be two photons
that can have orthogonalpolarizationsA and B orA’ and B 0, respectively. Let
us denote the probability of cbserving a pair of photons w ith polarizations P
and Q as SQ . Bell introduced the quantity
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called the Bell’s cbservable; it has been shown that if hidden variables do
exist, then

iy 1.

T he possibility of experin entalveri cation ofthe actualexistence ofhidden
variables has been dem onstrated In #]. The above hequality are called Bell's
nequalities. A series of experin ents has shown that there is no experim ental
evidence of the existence of hidden variables as yet, and the existing theories
com prising hidden variables are ndistinguishable experim entally. In quantum
theories w ith hidden variables, the wavefunction

= (1)



is a function of hidden variables ;.

Let us consider a physicalm odelw ith gravity background ([ e., the back—
ground ofgraviy eldsand waves) playing the role ofhidden variables B-8].

This is only one of m any possible versions. W e could consider as hidden
variables, for exam ple, the electrom agnetic background. W e shall not discuss
here the reasons for this version being unfounded, and we shall not consider i
In the present study.

So, ket us regard the graviational background as hidden variables. The
graviational background could be considered negligbble and not a ecting the
behavior of quantum m icroob cts. Let us verify whether this is correct. The
quantitative assessn ents of the gravitationalbackground in uence on the quan-
tum m icroob ects’ behavior have not been perform ed due to the form er having
never been exam ined. The quantum e ects are sn all as well, but their quanti-
tative lim its are known and are determm ined by the H eisenberg inequalitie. Let
us dem onstrate the gravitational background being random and isotropic to
a ect the phases of m icroob cts separated in the space and not Interacting.
Then we can calculate the correlation factor for these m icroob Ects, hence, the
Bell's observabl S . H aving determm ined the upper lim it for S, we shall get the
re ned Bell's inequalities taking Into consideration the in uence of the gravita—
tionalbackground. C om paring these w ith the experin ental data for the Bell's
observable, we can verify the correctness of our approach.

By now , hundreds of experin ental studies have been perform ed on m easure-
m ent of the Bell's cbservable. Tt can be positively stated that the experim ental
valie o%lle Bell's observablehasbeen determ ined to com ply w ith the expression
S ij 2.

Relative oscillations ‘i, i= 0;1;2;3 of two particles In graviy elds are
described by the deviation equations. In this particular case, the deviation
equations are converted into the oscillation equations for two particles:
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Tt should be noted that relative oscillations of m icro cb gcts A and B do
not depend on the m asses of these, but rather on the R iam ann tensor of the
graviy eld. This is In portant, since in the m icrocoam we are dealw ith an all
m asses. Taking Into acocount the graviy background, the m icrocb cts A and
B shallbe correlated. It is essential that in com pliance w ith the gravity theory,
the deviation equation only m ake sense for two ob fcts, and it is senseless to
consider a single ob ect. Therefore, the gravity background com plem ents the
quantum {m echanicaldescription and plays the role ofhidden variables. O n the
other hand, the von Neum ann theorem on in possbility of ntroduction hid—
den variables into quantum m echanics is not applicable for pairw ise com m uting
quantities (G udder’s theorem [B]). T he introduction of hidden variables in the
space w ith pairw ise com m uting operators is appropriate.

T he solution of the above equation has the form

V= vexp kax® + ilt),a= 1;2;3,

were we assum e the gravity background to have a random nature and to
be described, sin ilarly to quantum {m echanical quantities, w ith probabilistic
observations. Each gravity eld or wave w ith the Index n and R iem ann tensor
R (n) and random phase



p
c

@)= ! @)t=c R}, Q)L

should be m atched by a quantity Y @). Therefore, taking into account the
graviy background, i. e. the background ofgravity elds and waves, the parti-
cles take on properties described by @) .

In the present study, we consider only the gravity elds and waves, which
are so gn all that aler the variables of m icrocb cts x and p beyond the
Heisenberg inequality x p h. Strong elds are adequately described by
the classical gravity theory, so we do not consider them here. Let us em pha-
size that the assum ption on existence of such a negligbly sm all background is
quite natural. W ith this, we assum e the gravity background to be isotropically
distrdbuted over the space.

R egarding the quantum m icroob cts in the curved space, we m ust take into
acoount the scalarproductg A B oftwo 4-dim ensionalvectorsA and B ,
w here for weak gravitational elds it ispossble to enply the valueh ,which
is the solution of E instein equations for the case of weak gravitational eld in
ham onic coordinates and having the fomm :

h =e exp@k x )+

+e exp( ik x );
g = +h

wherethevaluieh  iscalled them etrics disturbance, and e , the polarization.
T herefore, we shall consider the hidden variablesh  asbeing the disturbances
of the m etrics as distributed in the space w ih the yet unknown distribution
function = ( ). Herehafter, the indices ; ; possessvaliesO,l, 2, 3.
Then the coe cient of correlation M of profctions of unit vector * ofthe
hidden variables onto directions a* and ' speci ed by the polarizers is

M = mWMBi= h &gy "Bgyai

were i;k;m ;n possess 0,1,2,3 and

= a b 7 = a ’ = b ’
and thus
1R2
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Then, or = ;,weobtain them aximum value ofthe Bell's observable S
D , E D OE D , OE
Si= 1ABi+ A B + AB AB ]=
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= Sloos( )+ cos(z)+ cos(z) ocos(F)l= 2,

which agrees fairly w ith the experin entaldata.
T he Belltype nequality in our assum ptions (In view oftaking into account
the gravitationalbackground) should have the form

j o=
iy 2.



T herefore, we have shown that the classical physics w ith the gravitational
background gives a value of the Bell's observable that m atches both the exper-
In ental data and the quantum m echanical valie of the Bell's cbservabl. To
sum up, the description ofm icroob Ects by the classical physics acocounting for
the e ects brought about by the gravitationalbackground is equivalent to the
quantum -m echanical descriptions, both agreeing w ith the experim entaldata.

From the experin ent viewpoint, both of these descriptions are equivalent;
however, em ploying the quantum -m echanical descriptions dem ands using the
quantum m echanical axiom s. In addition, plausble argum ents should be given
that these predictions and interpretation are experin entally distingvishable
from existing know lege.
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