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A bstract

The objective ofthis series ofthree papers is to axiom atically derive

quantum m echanicsfrom classicalm echanicsand two otherbasicaxiom s.

In this �rst paper,Schroendiger’s equation for the density m atrix is �st

obtained and from it Schroedinger’s equation for the wave functions is

derived. The m om entum and position operators acting upon the den-

sity m atrix are de�ned and it is then dem onstrated thatthey com m ute.

Pauli’s equation for the density m atrix is also obtained. A statistical

potentialform ally identicalto the quantum potentialofBohm ’s hidden

variabletheory isintroduced,and thisquantum potentialisreinterpreted

through theform alism hereproposed.Itisshown that,fordispersion free

ensem bles,Schroedinger’s equation for the density m atrix is equivalent

to Newton’sequations. A generalnon-am biguousprocedure forthe con-

struction ofoperatorswhich actupon the density m atrix ispresented.It

isalso shown how theseoperatorscan bereduced to thosewhich actupon

the wave functions.

1 G eneralIntroduction

Eversince the establishm entofthe Copenhagen Interpretation and it’spurely

epistem ologicalpoint ofview,quantum m echanics has been subject to criti-

cism ,debatesand ofconstantrevisionary attem ptstrying to alteritin oneway

oranother[1]-[7]. O therthan the hidden variablestheories,few attem ptswere

m ade to reconstructquantum theory on the linesofRealism . Even these the-

ories,according to Bell’stheorem [8]-[10],m ustpossesnon-localcharacteristics

little acceptableto a realistsuch asEinstein[1].

Partoftheproblem residesin thefactthat,unlikerelativistictheories,ithas

been hitherto im possibleto derivequantum m echanicsfrom classicalm echanics

though the insertion ofa few com plem entary postulatescapable ofidentifying
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the di�erences between both theories. The absence ofthis derivation has led

m ostphysiciststo believe in the existence ofan unbridgeableconceptualabyss

separatingthetwotheories[11].Becauseofthis,m ostoftheontologiesproposed

forquantum m echanicsrejectRealism a priori.

In thisseriesofpaperswe intend to dem onstrate thatboth relativistic and

non-relativistic quantum m echanics can be derived from classicalm echanics

thorough theaddition oftwo som ewhat"natural" postulateswhich do notalter

the classicalcharacterofthe derivation.W e intend to dem onstratethat,based

on a rathersim ple generalization ofthesepostulates,itispossibleto construct

a relativisticgeneralquantum theory forensem blesofsingleparticle system s.

O neofthem ostim portantresults,atleastwhereepistem ology isconcerned,

isthem athem atically backed negation oftheontologicalorigin ofHeisem berg’s

uncertainty relations.Thisisthekey torefutingtheCopenhagen Interpretation

asa wholetogetherwith it’sontology[12].Also in therelation to epistem ology,

we propose a quantum m odelin which the observerisincluded withoutitsad

hoc postulation being necessary[13]. From there,we m aintain that a general

m easurem enttheory in quantum m echanics(and in allofphysics)isim possible,

analyzing von Neum ann’s[14]attem ptasan exam ple.

In thesam em anner,and independently ofBell’sargum ent[9,15],which we

reject,we dem onstrate the errors in von Neum ann’s theorem on the im possi-

bility ofhidden variable theories. O ur counter exam ple is a theory oflocal

behavior.W e show thatBell’stheorem doesnotnecessarily entailin non-local

quantum m echanics and that quantum m echanics’hidden variable theory is,

in fact,newtonian m echanics itself. W e also take this opportunity to dem on-

strate thatBohm ’s[7,16,17]theory isnottruly a hidden variable theory and

reinterpretitsform alism .

In a totally form alperspective,we show that Schroedinger’s equation for

thedensity m atrix isfundam ental,and notthatfortheprobability am plitudes.

Also,Dirac’ssecond orderequation isshown tobethefundam entalone(and not

hislinearequation)[18].W ealsopresentageneraltechniquefortheconstruction

ofoperators[19].

W ethereforedem onstratethat,starting from ourbasicaxiom s,itispossible

to obtain allofquantum m echanics and m uch m ore,and that this theory is

nothing m orethan a classicaltheory.

Thisseriesofpapersisdivided in the following m anner:

In this�rstpaperwe develop non-relativistic form alism in it’sm ostfunda-

m entalresults,obtainingSchroedinger’sequationsforthedensity m atrix(which

wecallthedensity function)and forthewavefunction (which wecalltheprob-

ability am plitude). W e develop the concept ofoperators which act upon the

density function and upon theprobability am plitude,and dem onstratethatthe

�rst com m ute according to di�erent rules from the latter - in the appendix

we present a generaltechnique free from am biguities for obtaining operators.

Pauli’sequation isalsoobtained by including internaldegreesoffreedom associ-

ated to theintrinsicm agneticm om ent.ThebasicequationsforBohm ’shidden
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variabletheory arealso found,butonly shortly discussed.W ealso dem onstrate

how to introduce the observer into quantum form alism . The epistem ological

im plicationsofourresultsareleftforthe third paperofthisseries.

In the second paper we derive Schroedinger’srelativistic equations for the

density function and fortheprobability am plitudethrough sm allm odi�cations

in the axiom softhe �rstpaper,m aking them coherentwith the specialtheory

ofrelativity.The calculationsofthe �rstpaperare repeated in orderto �nd a

relativistictheory foroneparticle.W ealso �nd a system ofequationsinvolving

Einstein’swhich takeinto accountthe e�ectsofgravitation.

The third and �nalpaperofthisseriesdiscussesthe epistem ologicalim pli-

cations ofthe results ofthe �rst two papers. Based upon the clari�cation of

Heisem berg’sm isconception interpretation oftheuncertainty relations,wecon-

structaRealisticInterpretation tocontrastwith Copenhagen’s.Von Neum ann’s

m easurem enttheory isdiscussed in com parison to theresultsofour�rstpaper

through Realistic epistem ology.W e dem onstratethatvon Neum ann’stheorem

on the im possibility ofa hidden variabletheory isnotcorrectbutthat,on the

otherhand,Bell’sargum entation isalso unacceptable.To be m ore precise,we

dem onstrate that, taking the non-relativistic case as an exam ple,newtonian

theory isthe theory ofhidden variablesofquantum m echanics.Bell’stheorem

isanalyzed and wedem onstratethatitdoesnotim ply in anon-locality ofquan-

tum m echanics. W e discussBohm ’stheory and dem onstrate thatitcannotbe

a hidden variable theory,since itisnotfree ofthe dispersionsassociated with

Heisem berg’srelations.

2 Introduction

In this paper,we obtain non-relativistic quantum theory’s m athem aticalfor-

m alism from newtonian m echanicsand two additionalpostulates. Forreasons

ofclarity,these resultsarepresented in an axiom aticway.

In thethird section,wepresentthebasicform alism ,deriving Schroedinger’s

equationsforthedensity function and fortheprobability am plitude.W eintro-

duce the operatorconcept for these two functions and dem onstrate that they

obey distinctcom m utation laws.From thereweshow thatHeisem berg’suncer-

tainty relationsarenotontological,butpurely form al.

In the fourth section,Pauli’s equation for the density function is derived

taking into consideration the particle’sinternalm agneticm om ents.

In the�fth section,weintroduceand interprettheidea ofstatisticalpoten-

tial,form ally sim ilarto Bohm ’squantum potential.

Thesixth sectionproposesaquantum experim entarrangem entwhereaphys-

icalsystem acting asan externalobserverisintroduced and itsinuencecan be

form ally taken into account.

In the lastsection,wepresentourconclusions.
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The appendix A discussessom e ofW igner-M oyalIn�nitesim alTransform a-

tion’spropertiesofthe state functionsF (x;p;t). Itisalso dem onstrated that

Schroedinger’s equation for the density function can be reduced to Newton’s

equationsin the lim itofdispersion free ensem bles.

Appendix B bringsa generalfreefrom am biguitiesm ethod fortheconstruc-

tion ofoperators.

In appendix C thecalculationsm adein thebody ofthework aregeneralized

forthree-dim ensionalsystem scom posed ofm any particles.

Appendix D isconcerned with the de�nition ofm ixed statesand the intro-

duction oftheconceptofdensity m atrix.Therelation between thecalculations

m ade in the m ain textand the traceoperation upon the density m atrix isalso

investigated.

In both thispaperand the othertwo we willuse the term s"classical" and

"quantum " m eaning a classicalstatisticalm echanicsbuilt upon phase orcon-

�guration space,respectively (aswillbecom e clearahead).

3 A xiom s and Form alism

W ebegin ourtheory with ensem blesdescribed by probability density functions

in classicalphase space written as F (x;p;t). The variables which labelthis

function representthe position and the m om entum ofthe particlesthatm ake

up the ensem ble.

Letusnow listthe theory’saxiom s:

(A 1) Newtonian particle m echanics is valid for allparticles which constitute

the system swhich com posethe ensem ble.

(A 2) Foran isolated system thejointprobability density function isconserved:

dF (x;p;t)

dt
= 0 (1)

(A 3) TheW igner-M oyalIn�nitesim alTransform ation de�ned as

�

�

x +
�x

2
;x �

�x

2
;t

�

=

Z

F (x;p;t)exp

�

i
p�x

‘

�

dp (2)

where ‘ is a universalparam eter (having the sam e value for alltrans-

form ations) with dim ensions ofangular m om entum ,is adequate for the

description ofany non-relativisticquantum system (thisde�nition di�ers

from thatusually m adein theliterature[20]-[22]in itsin�nitesim alnature

justem phasized).

W enow dem onstratethatallnon-relativisticquantum m echanics,and som e

additionalresults,can be obtained from these axiom s.
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Using equation (1)wehave

dF (x;p;t)

dt
=
@F

@t
+
dx

dt

@F

@x
+
dp

dt

@F

@p
= 0: (3)

W e can useNewton’sequations,axiom (A1),on (3)

dx

dt
=

p

m
;

dp

dt
= f; (4)

supposing thatthe forcef derivesfrom a potentialV (x):

f = �
@V

@x
: (5)

M ultiplying thisequation by the exponentialin (2)and integrating,wereach

�
@�

@t
+
i‘

m

@2�

@x@(�x)
�
i

‘
�V � = 0; (6)

whereweuse the in�nitesim alcharacterof�x to write

@V

@x
�x = �V (x)= V

�

x +
�x

2

�

� V

�

x �
�x

2

�

(7)

and also from the factthat

�

F (x;p;t)exp

�
ip�x

‘

��p= + 1

p= �1

= 0; (8)

asisexpected from a probability density function

Changing the variables

y = x +
�x

2
; y

0= x �
�x

2
(9)

wecan rewriteequation (6)aboveas

�
‘2

2m

�
@2

@y2
�

@2

@y02

�

� [V (y)� V (y0)]

�

�(y;y0;t)= � i�h
@

@t
�(y;y0;t); (10)

which wecallSchroedinger’sFirstEquation forthe density function �(y;y0;t).

Thisequation isvalid forallvaluesofyand y0,aslongasthesearein�nitesim ally

close,ascan be seen in (9).Itm ustnotbe forgotten thatthisconsideration is

notinconvenientto ourcalculations,forreasonsthatwillbecom e clearahead.

W e haveproven the following theorem :

(T 1) The density function �(y;y0;t) satis�es Schroedinger’s First Equation

(10)being ‘a param eterto bedeterm ined experim entally (weknow that

this param eter is Plank’s constant and thus we willhenceforth write �h

instead of‘).
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Letusnow supposethatwecan write

�(y;y0;t)= 	 � (y0;t)	(y;t); (11)

where we willcall	(y;t) the probability am plitude. Since this is usually a

com plex function,we can writeitas

	(y;t)= R (y;t)exp[iS (y;t)=�h]; (12)

whereR (y;t)and S (y;t)arerealfunctions.

W e can now expand the function �(y;y0;t),given in equation (11)in term s

ofx and �x,to obtain

�

�

x +
�x

2
;x �

�x

2
;t

�

=

=

(

R (x;t)
2
�

�
�x

2

� 2
"�

@R

@x

� 2

� R (x;t)
@2R

@x2

#)

exp

�
i

�h
�x
@S

@x

�

(13)

which,substituted in equation (6),yields

"

@
�
R 2

�

@t
+

@

@x

�

R 2
@S=@x

m

�#

+

+
i�x

�h

(

�h
2

2m R 2

@

@x

"�
@R

@x

� 2

� R
@2R

@x2

#

+
@

@x

"

1

2m

�
@S

@x

� 2

+ V +
@S

@t

#)

= 0:

(14)

Canceling the realand com plex term s,we obtain the following equations

@P

@t
+

@

@x

�

P
@S=@x

m

�

= 0; (15)

@

@x

"

1

2m

�
@S

@x

� 2

+ V +
@S

@t
�

�h
2

2m R

@2R

@x2

#

= 0; (16)

where

P (x;t)= R (x;t)
2
= lim

�x! 0

�

�

x +
�x

2
;x �

�x

2
;t

�

(17)

isthe probability density in con�guration space,asbecom esclearifwelook at

expression (2). This last equation justi�es the com m ent m ade after (10);the

m ean values ofthe quantities willalwaysbe calculated within the lim it given

in (17) so that the calculation ofthe density function for in�nitesim ally close

pointscan be done withoutthe lossofgenerality. (form ixtures,see appendix

D).This does not im ply that only the elem ent for which �x is equalto zero

contributes. The kinem aticalevolution ofthe density function is governed by
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equation (6)which m ixesallthecontributions.Theabovem entioned lim itm ust

be taken afterthisequation hasbeen solved.

Equation (16)can be rewritten as

1

2m

�
@S

@x

� 2

+ V +
@S

@t
�

�h
2

2m R

@2R

@x2
= const: (18)

W e can obtain the constant’svalue considering the solution fora free particle.

Calculations done,it is easy to dem onstrate that this constant should cancel

itself.W ith thisconstantequalto zero,equation (16)isequivalentto

�h
2

2m

@2	

@x2
� V (x)	= � i�h

@	

@t
(19)

since,ifwesubstitutethedecom position m adein expression (12)in theequation

above,we obtain (16) once again. W e willcallequation (19) Schroedinger’s

Second Equation forthe probability am plitude.Itisthusdem onstrated that

(T 2) Ifwecan writethedensity function � astheproduct(11),than theprob-

ability am plitude 	(x;t) satis�es Schroedinger’s Second Equation (19)

togetherwith theEquation ofContinuity(15).(W ewilljustify thenom en-

claturegiven to equation (15)furtheron).

W e introduce the operator concept through the form alidenti�cation (an

apostrophewillalwaysbeputin orderto distinguish operatorswhich actupon

the density function from thosethatactupon the probability am plitude)

^

p
0

= � i�h
@

@(�x)
;

^

x
0

= x; (20)

based on the factthat

p = lim
�x! 0

� i�h
@

@(�x)

Z

F (x;p;t)exp

�

i
p�x

�h

�

dxdp (21)

and

x = lim
�x! 0

Z

xF (x;p;t)exp

�

i
p�x

�h

�

dxdp: (22)

Thus,

(T 3) Theresultoftheoperation upon thedensity function � ofthem om entum

and position operators,de�ned by the expressionsin (20),represents,re-

spectively,them ean valuesforposition and m om entum fortheensem bles’

com ponents.
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Rem em berthat,using the expansion ofthe density function given in (13),

wehave

p = lim
�x! 0

� i�h
@

@(�x)

Z

F (x;p;t)exp

�

i
p�x

�h

�

dxdp =

Z

R (x)
2

�
@S

@x

�

dx; (23)

and thisjusti�esourcalling equation (15)the Continuity Equation.

In orderto obtain them om entum operatoraction upon theprobability am -

plitude we can rewritethe equation aboveas

lim
�x! 0

� i�h

Z
@

@(�x)

�

	 �

�

x �
�x

2
;t

�

	

�

x +
�x

2
;t

��

dx (24)

and reach,aftersom ecalculations,the result

Re

�Z

	 � (x;t)

�

� i�h
@

@x

�

	(x;t)dx

�

: (25)

The sam e can be done forthe position operator(itisworth stressing thatthe

herm itian characterisautom atically established). Thisallowsusto de�ne the

position and m om entum operators

^

p 	(x;t)= � i�h
@

@x
	(x;t) ;

^

x 	(x;t)= x	(x;t) (26)

asusual.De�ning the Ham iltonian operatoras

^

H 	(x;t)=

�
p2

2m
+ V (x)

�

	(x;t)= i�h
@

@t
	(x;t); (27)

wecan rewriteSchroedinger’sSecond Equation in operatorterm ssuch as

^

H 	(x;t)= i�h
@

@t
	(x;t): (28)

If we now de�ne the com m utator of two operators in the usualform , it

becom esclearthat �
^

x;
^

p

�

= i�h: (29)

From thisresult,itiseasy to show thatthe relation

�x�p � �h=2 (30)

known asHeisem berg’suncertainty relation,m ustbe valid. Before this result

isinterpreted,itisnecessary to stressthat

�
^

x
0

;
^

p
0
�

= 0 (31)
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and,therefore,that we willhave the following relation associated with these

operators:

�x�p � 0: (32)

Thisresultwas,in fact,expected sincenohypothesisaboutthem ean squared

deviationsassociated to the(classical)function F (x;p;t)werem ade.Itdem on-

strates that the relation (30) results from the recognition ofthe possibility of

writingthedensityfunction � astheproductrepresentedin (11).In thism anner,

farfrom representinga fundam entalproperty ofnature,relation (30)represents

a lim itation ofour descriptions according to equation (19). W e put this as a

theorem :

(T 4) Q uantum m echanics,as developed according to equation (19),is only

applicable to problem swhere the density function � can be decom posed

according to (11). In these cases, the product of the m ean quadratic

deviationsin theposition and m om entum ofa system represented by the

jointprobability density function F (x;p;t)issuch that

�x�p � �h=2

and hasa lowerlim it.

W eherenotethatm anualscom m onlyassum ethattheSecond Schroedinger’s

Equation forthe probability am plitude isthe fundam entalone to be obtained

and that,writing thedensity function asin (11),theFirstSchroedinger’sEqua-

tion isderived.W e dem onstrateherethatthissequenceisunjusti�able.W hile

theequation fortheam plitudespresentsuswith a dispersion relation such asin

(30),the equation forthe density function isdispersion free (seeappendix D).

The resultsobtained aboveare the foundation ofthe whole non-relativistic

quantum m echanicalform alism ,which wewillnotderiveagain.

Letuspasson to the derivation ofPauli’sequation

4 Pauli’s Equation

Up to this pointwe have discussed only system s constituted ofparticles with

no internaldegree offreedom . Consider now the case in which the system ’s

com ponents possess an intrinsic m agnetic m om ent capable ofcoupling to an

externalm agnetic �eld. W e can expand this �eld around the region occupied

by the particle

H (x)= H (x0)+ (x � x0)� r H (x0)+ :::; (33)

wherex0 istheparticle’sposition.Thecoupling between theparticle’sintrinsic

m agneticm om entand the m agnetic�eld is

Fm = � r (m � H )+ :: : (34)

9



Newton’sequation forthissystem can be written as

dp

dt
= fm ec + Fm ; (35)

where fm ec represents generalm echanicalforces (derivable from a potential

V (x)). Following sim ilar steps to those used in the previous section and in

appendix C,we reach the following equation forthe density function

�
�h
2

2m

�
r
2

y � r
2

y0

�
� [V (y)� V (y0)]� [m � H (y)� m � H (y0)]

�

� = � i�h
@

@t
�

(36)

which wecallPauli’sEquation forthe density function[23].

Theextra degreesoffreedom arerepresented by quantitiesm i,which wedo

not know. To obtain inform ation aboutthese quantities,we can consider the

precession equation which they should obey

dm i

dt
= �ijkm kH j; (37)

where�ijk isthetotally anti-sym m etrictensor.Com paringtheseequationswith

thosethatweobtained when wewrotem i asoperators,weobtain thefollowing

com m utation relation:
1

i�h

h
^

m i;
^

m j

i

= �ijk
^

m k (38)

from which wecan constructan appropriatem atrix representation.

W e can stillwrite
^

m = g
e

2m c

^

S ;
^

S=
�h

2

^

�; (39)

wheregistheLand�efactor.O bviously,wecan notknow thevalueofthisfactor

untilwestudy the relativisticproblem .

W e haveobtained the following result:

(T 5) A body with internalm agneticm om entcapableofcouplingtoan external

m agnetic�eld obeysPauli’sEquation (36).

In the second paperofthisserieswe approach the generaland specialrela-

tivistic quantum m echanicalproblem ofensem bles com posed ofsingle particle

system s.W e willalso deriveDirac’sand K lein G ordon’sEquationsin addition

to a generalrelativisticquantum equation.

5 T he StatisticalPotential

W e can return to equation (18)

1

2m

�
@S

@x

� 2

+ V +
@S

@t
�

�h
2

2m R

@2R

@x2
= 0 (40)
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and notethatitm ay beconsidered a Ham ilton-Jacobiequation foroneparticle

subjected to an e�ectivepotential

Veff (x)= V (x)�
�h
2

2m R

@2R

@x2
: (41)

Thus,wecan form ally write

dp

dt
= �

@

@x
Veff (x)= �

@

@x

�

V (x)�
�h
2

2m R

@2R

@x2

�

; (42)

along with the initialcondition

p =
@S

@x
: (43)

The integration ofthe system (42),(43)willgive usa seriesoftrajectories

which willbeequivalentto the"force" linesassociated to thee�ectivepotential

(41). The resolution m ethod for this system ofequations is as follows: �rst

Schroedinger’sequation m ustbe solved in orderto obtain the probability am -

plitudes referentto the ensem ble. O nce these am plitudes have been obtained,

the e�ective potential,which willact as a statistical�eld for the ensem ble,is

built. O ne rather instructive exam ple ofthis calculation is it’s application to

thedoubleslitexperim ent[24](an exam pleofa tim edependentproblem can be

found in the literature[25].

Itm ustbestressed thatthe equationsfortheindividualconstituentsofthe

system areNewton’sequations.Thus,thepotential(41)m ustnotbeconsidered

a realpotential,buta �ctitiouspotentialwhich actsasa �eld in reproducing,

through "trajectories",the statisticalresultsofthe originalequation (40). W e

seethispotentialasa statisticalpotential.

The discussion ofBohm ’shidden variable theory[7]along thisreinterpreta-

tion ofthe potential(41)willbe undertaken in thelastpaperofthisseries.

6 T he O bserver

W ith the adventofquantum m echanics,the question ofthe observerbegan to

occupyaprom inentposition in physics.Treated with m athem aticalrigorforthe

�rsttim eby von Neum ann[14],and laterby a seriesofauthors[4,5,17,26,27],

the observeracquired elevated epistem ologicalstatusthrough quantum theory,

even though hisfunction within thistheory’sform alism isratherdisputable[13],

since the variables to him associated never occur within the form alism itself

(thiswillbe furtherdiscussed in the third paperofthisseries).

Thevariousm easurem enttheorieswhich havebeen proposed haveprofound

epistem ologicaland philosophicalim plications.O neexam pleistheCopenhagen

Interpretation’sinevitableconclusion thattheobserver’sconsciousnessisneces-

sary in the m easuring process-asitisresponsibleforthe collapseofthe state
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vectorwhen an observation ism ade[14,27].W eshallpresenta m odelin which

the observer,seen asa physicalsystem ,m ay be introduced into quantum the-

ory.W earenotsuggestinga generalm easurem enttheory,asdid von Neum ann,

butanalyzingaspeci�cphysicalsystem .Nevertheless,them odelhereproposed

willgive usconditionsto discussthe philosophicalfram ework ofm easurem ent

theoriesproposed forquantum theory.

Itm ustbe noted thatthe fundam entalequation used,Liouville’sequation

in phase space,is valid only for a closed system . Such a system [4]m ay have

its behavior described by Schroedinger’s First equation,but then there is no

collapse of the state vector (no observer at all). In this m anner, the state

vector’scollapsem ustalwaysbepostulated asaconsequenceoftheintervention

ofa ghostexternalobserver,asitisby von Neum ann,forexam ple.And m ore,

since this observer could be considered a m em ber ofa larger system ,we are

forced,in traditionalanalysis,to an in�nite regression which stopsonly when

an observerwith a consciousnesscapableofsuch a reduction ispostulated[27].

Yetletusseehow wecan treataparticularcasein theperspectiveofRealism .

Consider a two slit experim ent as shown in �gure 1. In this experim ent

the source1 sends type1 particles through one ofthe �rst sources slits. These

particleshavedistribution F 0
1 (x;p;t)when they leavesource1 and,withoutthe

inuenceofexternalfactors,would havea F1 (x;p;t)distribution m easured by

the detectors1 ofthe second screen. But letus say that we desire to m easure

this distribution in a position previous to the second screen (a typically inter

phenom enon m easure). In this case we position source2,capable ofem itting

type2 particles,as is shown in �gure 1. These particles exit source2 with the

distribution F 0
2 (x;p;t) and if it was not for the type1 particles they would

hitdetectors2 with the distribution F2 (x;p;t).According to the hypothesisof

Realism ,wecan expectthatthealteration ofthesetwo distributionswillbethe

productofcollisionsbetween both system ’sparticles(considered distincthere

forsim plicity).So,afterthecollisionstakeplaceweexpectto �nd system 1 and

system 2representedbythedistributionsF 1
1 (x;p;t)and F

1
2 (x;p;t)respectively.

W e expect,aswe do forBoltzm ann’sEquation[28],thatthe equation satis-

�ed by the new F 1
1 distribution be now given as

dF 1
1

dt
=
@F 1

1

@t
+

p1

m 1

� rxF
1

1 +
dp1

dt
� rpF

1

1 = D cF1; (44)

where D C F1 represents the change in distribution F1 due to the collisions.

W e can divide this change according to two sources: one caused by the col-

lisions which ing the particles into the phase space elem ent,which we call

D
(+ )

C
F1dx1dp1, and one that ings them out of this volum e, which we call

D
(�)

C
F1dx1dp1.Itisclearthat

D C F1 = D
(+ )

C
F1 � D

(�)

C
F1: (45)

The term D
(�)

C
F1dx1dp1 can be calculated once considered that, within

12



the volum eelem ent,the probability ofa collision sending particlesoutside this

volum eis

� (p1;p2 ! p
0

1;p
0

2)d
3
p
0

1d
3
p
0

2; (46)

where � (p1;p2 ! p01;p
0

2) is the cross section for the collisions in which the

particles,initially with m om enta p1 and p2,begin to havep
0

1 and p
0

2 m om enta,

respectively. Ifwe m ultiply thisnum berby the ux ofparticle existing within

thisvolum e

F1 (x;p1;t)

�
�
�
�

p1

m 1

�
p2

m 2

�
�
�
�d

3p1 (47)

and by the num beroftype2 particleswhich can bring forth such a collision

F2 (x;p2;t)d
3xd3p2; (48)

weobtain

D
(�)

C
F1 (x;p1;t)=

=

Z

p
0

1

Z

p
0

2

Z

p2

�
�
�
�

p1

m 1

�
p2

m 2

�
�
�
�F1 (1)F2 (2)� (p1;p2 ! p

0

1;p
0

2)d
3p01d

3p02d
3p2; (49)

where F1 (1) and F2 (2) represent F1 (x;p1;t) and F2 (x;p2;t), respectively.

In the sam e m anner,using the inverse scattering arrangem ent[28],we get for

D
(+ )

C
F1:

D
(+ )

C
F1 (x;p1;t)=

=

Z

p
0

1

Z

p
0

2

Z

p2

�
�
�
�

p01

m 1

�
p02

m 2

�
�
�
�F

1

1 (1
0)F 1

2 (2
0)� (p01;p

0

2 ! p1;p2)d
3p01d

3p02d
3p2;

(50)

whereF 1
1 (1

0)and F 1
2 (2

0)representF 1
1 (x;p

0

1;t)and F
1
2 (x;p

0

2;t),respectively.

Using the factthat

� (p1;p2 ! p
0

1;p
0

2)= � (p01;p
0

2 ! p1;p2) (51)

and that,forelastic collisions,

�
�
�
�

p1

m 1

�
p2

m 2

�
�
�
�=

�
�
�
�

p01

m 1

�
p02

m 2

�
�
�
�= #; (52)

we�nally havethe factor

D C F1 (1)=

Z

p
0

1

Z

p
0

2

Z

p2

�
�
�
�

p1

m 1

�
p2

m 2

�
�
�
�

�
F1 (1)F2 (2)� F 1

1 (1
0)F 1

2 (2
0)
�
�

� � (p01;p
0

2 ! p1;p2)d
3
p
0

1d
3
p
0

2d
3
p2: (53)

Taking thisresultto equation (44),we have

@F 1
1

@t
+

p1

m 1

� rxF
1

1 +
dp1

dt
� rpF

1

1 =

13



=

Z

p
0

1

Z

p
0

2

Z

p2

�
F1 (1)F2 (2)� F 1

1 (1
0)F 1

2 (2
0)
�
#�d3p01d

3p02d
3p2 (54)

and,afterapplying the W igner-M oyalIn�nitesim alTransform ation,weobtain

�
�h
2

2m 1

h

r
2

y1
� r

2

y0
1

i

� [V (y1)� V (y01)]

�

�(1)+ i�h
@

@t
�(1)=

=

Z

p1

Z

p
0

1

Z

p2

Z

p
0

2

�
F1 (1)F2 (2)� F 1

1 (1
0)F 1

2 (2
0)
�
#� (p01;p

0

2 ! p1;p2)� (55)

� exp

�
i

�h
p1 � (y1 � y

0

1)

�

d3p1d
3p01d

3p2d
3p02;

where,asusual,we did

y1 = x1 +
�x1

2
; y

0

1 = x1 �
�x1

2

and �(1)= �(y01;y1)refers,naturally,to system 1.

It is obvious that we can invert the problem and interpret system 1 as the

observerand system 2 asthe observed.In thiscase,we would haveforsystem 2

an equation sim ilarto (55)

�
�h
2

2m 2

h

r
2

y2
� r

2

y0
2

i

� [V 0(y2)� V
0(y02)]

�

�(2)+ i�h
@

@t
�(2)=

=

Z

p2

Z

p
0

2

Z

p1

Z

p
0

1

�
F1 (1)F2 (2)� F 1

1 (1
0)F 1

2 (2
0)
�
#� (p01;p

0

2 ! p1;p2)� (56)

� exp

�
i

�h
p2 � (y2 � y

0

2)

�

d3p2d
3p02d

3p1d
3p01;

where�(2)= �(y02;y2)refersto system 2 subjectto a potentialV
0(x),possibly

distinctfrom V (x)(wearesupposingapurelycontactbasedinteractionbetween

the di�erent particles and that there are no m ultiple collisions between the

particles).

This"sym m etry" between observerand observable isextrem ely im portant

forthespecialtheory ofrelativity’spointofview.Itisalsoim portanttoobserve

thatitisno longerpossibletoobtain an equation such asSchroedinger’sSecond

Equation from (55)or(56)(ofcourse,fora weak interaction between the two

system s,such an equation can be approxim ated).The "wave" propertiesasso-

ciated to these particles should,depending on the intensity ofthe interaction

between both system ,disappear.W eherenotethatthisproperty,asallofthis

problem ’streatm ent,isquite distinctfrom the state vector’scollapse.

W ewilldiscusstheepistem ologicalim plicationsoftheseand otherproperties

ofequations(55)and (56)in the third paperofthisseries.

14



7 C onclusion

From no m ore than three axiom sand within a classicaland coherentwith Re-

alism view ofnature,itwaspossible to derive allofquantum m echanicalfor-

m alism . It was also possible to derive the im portant issue of Heisem berg’s

dispersion relations, one ofthe m ost fundam entalresult of the Copenhagen

Interpretation[12].

In the second paperofthisseries,wewillundertakerelativistictreatm ent.

In the �nalpaper,we willdiscuss the epistem ologicalim plications ofthe

resultsthatwehaveobtained.

A M athem aticalProperties ofthe Transform a-

tion

TheW igner-M oyalIn�nitesim alTransform ation isde�ned asthefollowingFou-

rierTransform

�

�

x +
�x

2
;x �

�x

2
;t

�

=

Z

F (x;p;t)exp

�

i
p�x

�h

�

dp: (57)

O ne could think,form ally and at�rstsight,thatthe function F (x;p;t)could

be obtained through the inverseFourierTransform

F (x;p;t)=

Z

�

�

x +
�x

2
;x �

�x

2
;t

�

exp

�

� i
p�x

�h

�

d(�x): (58)

Yetitisknown[21,22,29]thatthe function de�ned in (58)isnotpositive-

de�ned,and thus,theargum entruns,itcan notbeconsidered atrueprobability

density.

Nevertheless,weshould stressthatitwasnecessary to consider�x asbeing

in�nitesim al,in order for the density function to satisfy Schroedinger’s First

Equation.In thism anner,the transform ation (58)can notbeperform ed.This

m eansthat,even possessing thesolution to thequantum problem ,given by the

density function,we can notobtain the probability density F (x;p;t)in phase

space.O n the otherhand,itisinteresting to notethat,ifwehavethe solution

in phase space (usually called classical),we can obtain the density function

(usually called quantum )through the application of(57).

Even in view ofthe im possibility oftheinversetransform ation (58),wecan

easily dem onstratethat

Fp (p;t)=

Z

F (x;p;t)dx � 0 (59)

and,therefore,Fp (p;t)servesasaprobabilitydensityin m om entum space(how-

everwe m uststressthatthisispresupposed in the presentform alism ). In the
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sam em anner,itcan be shown that

Fx (x;t)=

Z

F (x;p;t)dp � 0 (60)

and,therefore,Fx (x;t)serveasa probability density in realspace.

A .1 C orrespondence

Let us suppose that we have a dispersion free ensem ble of a single particle

system .In thiscase,the jointprobability function isgiven as

F (x;p;t)= � (x � x0 (t))� (p� p0 (t)); (61)

m eaning that,given the sam e initialconditions,the trajectory in phase space

followed by theparticlewillalwaysbethesam e,given by x0 (t)and p0 (t).The

density function forthisproblem is,using (57)

�

�

x +
�x

2
;x �

�x

2
;t

�

= � (x � x0 (t))exp

�
i

�h
p0 (t)�x

�

; (62)

where we use �x for in�nitesim aldislocations so as to avoid confusion with

Dirac’s delta distributions. Note that we can not write the density function

as the product ofam plitudes. This is not unexpected, as this function was

derived from a probability density which did not satisfy dispersion relations.

Substituting thisexpression in equation (6),weobtain

i�h

�
p0 (t)

m

@

@x
�

@

@t

�

� (x � x0 (t))+

+ �x

"

dp0 (t)

dt
+

�
@V

@x

�

x= x0

#

� (x � x0 (t))= 0; (63)

which isa decom position form ally sim ilarto thatdone in equation (14),in the

appropriatelim it,with the�rstterm representing theContinuity Equation and

the lastone,Schroedinger’sSecond Equation.

Noting thatthe realand com plex partsshould be equalto zero separately,

weobtain
dp0 (t)

dt
= �

�
@V

@x

�

x= x0

; (64)

forthe realterm ,and

p0 (t)

m
=

�
dx

dt

�

x= x0

; (65)

forthecom plex one.Thesearenothing m orethan Newton’sequationssatis�ed

by each oneofthe ensem ble’scom ponents.
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Itm ustbenoted thattheresultobtained abovedoesnotdepend on Plank’s

constant.Itiswellstated in the existing literature thatthe "classicallim it" is

notalwaysobtained when wem akePlank’sconstanttend to zero[30].Also note

that,in the perspective ofthe presentwork,the lim it �h ! 0 would notm ake

sensedue to the W igner-M oyalIn�nitesim alTransform ation.

B O perator C onstruction

O neoftheproblem sfound within theusualform ulation ofquantum m echanics

concernstheconstruction ofoperatorswhich representa certain function in the

phase space[19]. This problem is basically caused by the factthat we usually

work with operatorswhich actupon theprobability am plitudeand do notcom -

m ute with each other. W e have seen,in the third section ofthis paper,that

we can de�ne position and m om entum operators which act upon the density

function and com m ute with each other. Therefore we hope to be capable of,

given a function f(x;p;t),constructing an operatorto representitwhen acting

upon thedensity function.In fact,letf(x;p;t)beafunction whosem ean value

wedesireto calculate.In thiscasewehave

f(x;p;t)=

Z Z

f(x;p;t)F (x;p;t)d3xd3p =

= lim
�x! 0

Z Z

f(x;p;t)F (x;p;t)exp

�

i
p � �x

�h

�

d3xd3p =

= lim
�x! 0

Z Z

O p (x;�x;t)�

�

x +
�x

2
;x �

�x

2
;t

�

d3x; (66)

and can say thatO p (x;�x;t)isthe operatorassociated to f(x;p;t),with the

processoflim itunderstood.

Itisthuseasy to dem onstrateasan exam plethat,forangularm om entum ,

L = x � p (67)

wegetforthe com ponents

^

L

0

i= � i�h�ijkxj
@

@(�xk)
; (68)

where we place an apostrophe on L0

i to m ark that this operator acts upon a

density function and not upon the probability am plitude. W e willhave,in

general,the following correspondencerule

O p (g(x;p))= g

�

x;� i�h
@

@(�x)

�

: (69)
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Thegreatestdi�cultassociated to the m ethodsofoperatorconstruction in

usualquantum m echanicsrefersto a certain am biguity which they present[19]

ortheirincom patibility totheonetoonecorrespondencebetween operatorsand

observablespostulated in quantum m echanics.Am ongthem ethodsproposed in

theliterature,wecancite:vonNeum ann’srules,W eyl’srules,Revier’srules,etc.

The am biguity problem has,nevertheless,prevailed. In fact,for the function

p2x2,von Neum ann’srulesgive,forexam ple:

O
�
p2x2

�
=
^

x
2^
p
2

� 2i�h
^

x
^

p �
1

4
�h
2

; O
�
p2x2

�
=
^

x
2^
p
2

� 2i�h
^

x
^

p � �h
2
; (70)

whereO
�
p2x2

�
representstheoperatorassociatedtothecalculation ofthem ean

value ofhisargum ent.According to the presenttheory we have,naturally,

O 0
�
p2x2

�
= � �h

2
x2

@2

@(�xk)
2
; (71)

which,expanding the density function according to (11) and perform ing the

calculations,reducesto the following operatorforthe probability am plitude

O
�
p2x2

�
=
^

x
2^
p
2

� i�h
^

x
^

p; (72)

which doesnotpresentany am biguity.

C T hree-dim ensionalForm alism

Fora problem involving N particlesthestate oftheensem bleisrepresented by

the function F (x1;p1;::;xN ;pN ;t).Forthisfunction we willhave

dF

dt
=
@F

@t
+
X

i

dxi

dt
� rxiF +

X

i

dpi

dt
� rpiF = 0: (73)

W e can use
dxi

dt
=
pi

m
;

dpk

dt
= f

i
k + f

e
k; (74)

wherefi
k
arethe internalforcesrepresented by

f
i
k =

X

l6= k

f
i
l! k (xkl) ; xkl= xk � xl; (75)

with fi
l! k

representing theinternalforceexercised by particlelupon particlek,

depending only on therelativeposition,and fe
k
aretheexternalforcesacting on

particlek.
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Using the potentials

f
i
k = � r xk V

i ; V i =
1

2

X

l6= k

V i
kl(xkl) (76)

and

f
e
k = � r xk V

e; (77)

jointly with the W igner-M oyalIn�nitesim alTransform ation

�

�

x1 +
�x1

2
;x1 �

�x1

2
;::;xN +

�xN

2
;xN �

�xN

2
;t

�

=

=

Z

::

Z

F (x1;p1;::;xN ;pN ;t)exp

�
i

�h
(p1 � �x1 + ::+ pN � �xN )

�

d
3
p1::d

3
pN ;

(78)

wereach the equation

(

�h
2

2m

h

r
2

yk
� r

2

y0
k

i

�
X

l

�
V i(ykl)� V i(y0kl)

�
)

��

�
X

l

[V e(ykl)� V e(y0kl)]� = � i�h
@

@t
�; (79)

where we have m ade the usualvariable transform ations. Equation (79)is the

Schroedinger’sFirstEquation forthe density function foran ensem ble builtof

N particlesystem s.Schroedinger’sSecond Equation can beobtained from (79)

with calculationssim ilarto thoserealized forthe onedim ensionalproblem .

D D ensity M atrix

Untilnow wehaveonly dealtwith ensem bleswhich can berepresented by pure

states[31]. In thisappendix we willproceed to generalize the theory form ixed

states. W e willalso show thatthe procedure usually followed in the literature

involvesan additionalassum ption.Indeed,when developing thedensity m atrix

theory oneusually beginswith theam plitudeswhich aresolutionsoftheSecond

Schroedinger’sEquation j	iand then de�nethedensity function astheproduct

j	(y)ih	(y 0)j (80)

where y and y0 run independently. W e willsuppose throughoutthisappendix

thatitisalwayspossibleto write the density function asthe product(11)and

willshow that(80)isrelated to thisadditionalassum ption.

Itwasseen forpure states(see appendix B)that,when the decom position

given byexpression (11)ispossible,wecan alwayswritean operatoractingupon
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the density function
^

Q

0

asanotherone acting upon the probability am plitudes
^

Q ,m athem atically:

hQ i= lim
�x! 0

Z
^

Q

0

�

�

x �
�x

2
;x +

�x

2
;t

�

dx =

=

Z

	 � (x;t)
^

Q 	(x;t)dx; (81)

where

�

�

x �
�x

2
;x +

�x

2
;t

�

= 	 �

�

x �
�x

2
;t

�

	

�

x +
�x

2
;t

�

(82)

isthe density function representing the purestate de�ned by 	(x;t).

Thegeneralization form ixed statescan bedonewriting thedensity function

as

�

�

x �
�x

2
;x +

�x

2
;t

�

=
X

n

W n	
�

n

�

x �
�x

2
;t

�

	 n

�

x +
�x

2
;t

�

; (83)

wherethe W n arethe statisticalweights.Itiseasy to seethat

hQ i= lim
�x! 0

Z
^

Q

0

�

�

x �
�x

2
;x +

�x

2
;t

�

dx =

=
X

n

W n

Z

	 �

n (x;t)
^

Q 	 n (x;t)dx: (84)

W e can now choose a convenient representation for our am plitudes using

som esetoforthonorm albasisstatesf�ig i= 1;2;::forwhich

	 n (x;t)= j	 ni=
X

m

a(n)m j�m i; (85)

where we used Dirac’srepresentation ofBrasand K etsto sim plify the calcula-

tions. W ith expression (85),the m ean value ofthe operatorQ can be written

as

hQ i=
X

n;m 0;m

W na
(n)�

m 0 a(n)m h�0m jQ j�m i: (86)

Now we can de�ne ourdensity m atrix,in the representation given by f�ig,

asthe m atrix which elem entsaregiven by

 !

� m 0;m =
X

n

W na
(n)�

m 0 a(n)m : (87)

Since,by m eansof(85)and orthonorm ality,wehave

a(n)m = h�m j	 ni and a
(n)�

m 0 = h	 nj�m 0i; (88)
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itispossibleto write

 !

� m ;m 0=
X

n

W n h�m j	 nih	 nj�m 0i; (89)

by which the density function follows

�(y0;y)=
X

n

W n j	 n (y
0)ih	 n (y)j; (90)

wherey and y0 should be independentvariablesforthe dotproductim plied by

(89)to be correct.Using results(86)-(90)wecan seethatwehave

hQ i= Tr

�
 !

� Q

�

: (91)

In theabovederivation,webegin with thedensity function and an operator

acting upon itand then,supposingdecom position (82),turned into a form alism

with probability am plitudesand the related m odi�ed operator. W hen m aking

such calculations it was necessary to take the lim it �x ! 0. This lim it im -

plieschanging from a com m utative form alism into a non{com m utative one,as

isstated by theorem (T4).Expression (84)and (91)areequivalentonly ifitis

possibleto considery and y’asindependentvariables(notnecessarily in�nites-

im ally separated).Thatsuch a supposition ism adewhen weusedecom position

(82)willnow be dem onstrated.

W hen decom position (82) is assum ed,it is easy to show that the density

function equation can be written as

�
1

	

�

H 	� i�h
@	

@t

�� �

x +
�x

2

�

�

�
1

	

�

H 	� i�h
@	

@t

�� �

x �
�x

2

�

=

= �x
@

@x

�
1

	

�

H 	� i�h
@	

@t

��

(x)= 0; (92)

whereH isthe Ham iltonian de�ned in (27).Butifwesay that

H 	(x)� i�h
@	(x)

@t
= 0 ;8x 2 R; (93)

then equation(92)issatis�ed independentlyofthein�nitesim alparam eter.This

endsthe dem onstration.

So we conclude that,only when itispossible to write the density function

asin (82),them ean valuesoftheoperatorsQ can becalculated using form ulae

(85)-(91),asisusually done in the literature.
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Figure 1: Experim entalenvironm entfor the introduction ofthe observerinto

quantum m echanicalform alism .
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