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Abstract

Tem poralBell-like inequalitiesare derived taking into accountthe in
uence

ofthem easurem entapparatuson theobserved m agnetic 
ux in a rf-SQ UID.

Q uantum m easurem enttheory isshown to predictviolationsoftheseinequal-

ities only when the 
ux states corresponding to opposite current senses are

notdistinguishable.Thusrf-SQ UIDscannothelp to discrim inaterealism and

quantum m echanicsatthem acroscopic level.
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W hen quantum m echanics is extended to the m acroscopic world som e contradictions

with realism ,i.e.theprejudiceaccording to which objectsexistregardlessoftheirobserva-

tion,areevident.A deeperunderstandingofthiscontrasthasrelevanceboth tobetterstudy

quantum phenom ena already occurring in the m acroworld,such as m acroscopic quantum

transport ofparticles in super
uidity and superconductivity,and to understand the rela-

tionships am ong quantum m echanics,m acroscopic realism and classicalphysics,this last

being contained in the form erbutatthe sam e tim e playing a crucialrole fortheexistence

ofthem easuring apparatus.Itbecam eevidentthattherelevantfeaturesunderdebatewere

testable with num ericalpredictions and actualexperim ents [1]. Forinstance,spatialBell

inequalitieshave been tested and the experim entalresultsagreed with the violation ofthe

inequalities predicted by quantum m echanics [2]. Although the interpretation ofthese re-

sultsisstillunderdebate[3],theattention hasbeen shifted in recentyearsto testtem poral

Bellinequalities[4].In thiscasethecrucialdi�erenceisthata uniquesystem undergoesto

repeated m easurem entsatdi�erenttim es,unlike the caseofspatialBellinequalitieswhere

twosystem saresubjected touniqueand sim ultaneousm easurem ents.Furtherm ore,theaim

oftem poralBellinequalities,in theoriginalspiritofLeggettand Garg[4],wastotestquan-

tum m echanics atthe m acroscopic levelwhenevera m acroscopic observable ofthe system

ism onitored.Thisallowsoneto study theextension ofquantum theory to them acroscopic

world to solve its paradoxicalcontrast with the widely accepted realistic view [5,6]. Fol-

lowing thisproposal,Teschediscussed in detaila concreteexperim entalschem ebased upon

use ofsuperconducting quantum interferom eter devices (SQUIDs)[7,8]. The feasibility of

any experim entaim ed attestingm acroscopicrealism through tem poralBellinequalitieshas

been criticized duetotheroleplayed by theconceptofnon-invasivem easurem ents[9,10].In

thisletterwe considerBellinequalitiesfora m easurem entofm agnetic 
ux on a rf-SQUID

at certain set oftim es and the predictions ofquantum theory including the e�ect ofthe

previousm easurem entsin the evolution ofthe system . W e also considerthe quantum lim -

itationsdictated by the uncertainty principle to the m easurem ent ofm agnetic 
ux in the

sam esetofm easurem ents.Thetwoinvestigationsare�nally m erged togethertoestabilish if
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theoretically predicted violationsoftem poralBellinequalitiescan actually beobserved when

thee�ectofthem easurem entistaken into account.

The system we are considering is an rf-SQUID where the m agnetic 
ux � evolves in

a bistable potential. The corresponding Ham iltonian forthe m agnetic 
ux � (in the unit

system in which �h = 2m = 1,m being thee�ectivem assofthesystem )is:

H = �
@2

@�2
�
�

2
�
2
+
�

4
�
4

(1)

where � and � (�;� > 0) are param eters associated to the superconducting circuit. The

potentialcorresponding to the last two term s in (1) has the shape ofa double wellwith

m inim aat� �m in = � (�=�)
1=2
,separated byadistance�L � 2� m in.Thee�ectivepotential

in (1)can berewritten in term softhem inim a and theenergy barrierjV (�m in)j= �2=4� as

V (�)= 2V (�m in)
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Both the distance between the two m inim a �L and the energy barrierjV (� m in)jdepend

upon the param eters � and �. The whole analysis is carried out in a dissipationless en-

vironm ent,in which quantum coherence can be observed. Following Leggettand Garg [4]

we subdivide the values ofm agnetic 
ux in the two regions � > 0,� < 0,respectively

corresponding to clockwise and counterclockwise senses for the superconducting currents.

The probability for the observed m agnetic 
ux � to correspond to one de�nite sense of

circulation forthecurrent,forinstance�> 0,isde�ned as

Pf�(t)> 0g=

R
+ 1

0
d�j (�;t)j2

R
+ 1

� 1 d�j (�;t)j2
(3)

where  (�;t) is the tim e-dependent wavefunction ofthe superconducting current in the

m agnetic 
ux representation. It is possible to write also correlation probabilities for the

resultsoftwo m easurem entsperform ed attim esti and tj,with tij = ti� tj called quiescent

tim e (we considerthe lim itofim pulsive m easurem ents,having therefore a negligible dura-

tion,situation wellapproxim ated in practiceby fastswitching superconducting circuits),for

instance
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P
ij
+ �

def

� Pf�(ti)> 0;�(tj)< 0g: (4)

In arealisticm odel,in which thesign ofthe
ux isde�ned even when notm easured,wecan

writetem poralBell-typeinequalitiessuch as

P
bc
+ � � P

ab
+ +

+ P
ac
� � (5)

wheredi�erenthistoriesforthepossiblem easurem entshavebeen considered:them agnetic


ux notm easured atta and m easured respectively with positive and negative valuesattb

and tc,
ux m easured with both positive values atta and tb and notm easured attc,
ux

m easured atta and tc with both negative valuesand notm easured attb (see Fig.1). Eq.

(5)can be rewritten in an alternative form ,which showsthe dependence on the quiescent

tim es:

�P(tab;tbc)= P
bc
+ � � P

ab
+ +

� P
ac
� � � 0: (6)

W ewantto check whetherquantum m echanicspredictsviolationsofeq.(5),i.e.ifexistsat

leasta pairofquiescenttim esforwhich �P(tab;tbc)> 0.

Thee�ectofthem easurem entprocessisintroduced by m eansofa non-unitary �ltering

weightwhich selectsa particularresultofthe m easurem entwith a given accuracy. In this

way the wavefunction at the end ofan im pulsive m easurem ent  (�;t+ ) is given by the

wavefunction im m ediately beforethem easurem ent (�;t� )m ultiplied by a weightfunction

w�(�).Thesquarem odulusoftheoutputwavefunction  (�;t
+ )istheprobability of�nding

thesystem in thestategiven by w�(�)itself.Following von Neum ann [11]wewritesuch a

weightas

w
v:N :
�

(�)/

8
>><

>>:

1 ifj� � �j< ��;

0 otherwise

(7)

where2��,thewidth ofthe�lterofthem eter,ishereaftercalled instrum entalerror.Other

choicesforthe�ltering weightarepossible.Forinstancea lessdiscontinuous,and therefore

m orephysical,weightfunction iswritten,asin [12]:
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w�(�)/ exp

�

�
(� � �)2

2�� 2

�

(8)

where �� 2 assum esthe m eaning ofa variance. Also,a �ltercom plem entary to (7),which

would leave unchanged the state only ifthe m agnetic 
ux is localized around �,is the

analyticalcounterpartofthe so called null-resultm easurem entschem e proposed in [8]. In

eitherchoicesa particularoutcom eisprivileged with respectto theotherpossibleonesand

this is re
ected in the dynam icalevolution ofthe m agnetic 
ux. M oreover,the unitary

evolution isbroken during them easurem ent,asoneexpectsfora selective m easurem entin

which onegetrid ofallthepossiblealternativesincom patiblewith them easurem entresult.

Theactualvalueoftheproportionalityconstantsineqs.(7)and (8)doesnotm atter,because

theonly relevantquantitiesin thesubsequentcalculationsarenorm alized probabilities.For

instancethequantity

P(�)=
k  �(t

+ )k2
R
k � 0(t+ )k2 d�0

=
k  �(t

+ )k2

RR
e
�

(�� � 0)2

� � 2 j (�;t� )j2d�d�0

=
1

p
���

k �(t
+
)k2 (9)

represents the probability that the observed value ofthe m agnetic 
ux is �,with an in-

strum entalerror��,in thecase ofa Gaussian weightfunction such as(8).Itisalso clear

that,todistinguish thetwosignsofthem agnetic
ux required tohaveadichotom icvariable

usefulforbuilding Bellinequalities,onehasto work with instrum entalerrors�� lessthan

the distance between the two wells �L. W e willconsider in the following a system with

�xed param eters� and �,and thereforeconstant�L,and variableinstrum entalerror��.

This isequivalent to consider the opposite situation ofa constant instrum entalerrorand

variables param eters ofthe rf-SQUID,since the relative m agnitude between �� and �L

rulesthedistinguishability issuein a singlem easurem ent.

Ifm ore m easurem ents are perform ed the back-action ofthe previous ones has to be

taken into accountand thedistinguishability ofthetwo signsofthem agnetic
ux depends,

besidestheinstrum entalerror,upon thetim eintervalsbetween consecutive m easurem ents.

Suppose thatthe system isinitially in a pure state described by the wavefunction  (�;0).

Letusassum e thata seriesofN m easurem entsattn � nT (n = 0;1;:::;N � 1),hasbeen
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perform ed with �xed instrum entalerror�� and known resultsf� ng. Finally we suppose

to perform another m easurem ent at tN � N T. According to the (9),the probability for

obtaining a result�N in thislastm easurem entis

Pf� n gn� N � 1
(�N )=

1
p
���

k f� n gn� N
(t
+

N )k
2
; (10)

i.e.itisproportionalto thesquared norm ofthewavefunction aftertheN th m easurem ent.

Theanalyticalexpression ofthislastis[13]

 f� n gn� N
(�;t

+

N )=

1X

l;m ;n1;:::;nN = 1

W
� N

m n1
W

� N � 1

n1n2
� � � W

� m in

nN l exp

(

�
i�T

�h

NX

i= 1

E ni

)

clum (�) (11)

where the E i,ui are respectively the energy eigenvaluesand eigenstatesofthe system ,the

W �

ij(��)’sarethem atrix elem entsofw �(�)between energy eigenstates(expressed through

(7)or(8)in term softheinstrum entalerror��)on thelatterand thec l’saretheprojections

on them ofthe initialstate  (�;0). Allthe relevantquantitiesdepend upon �� through

W �

ij(��)in eq.(11).Ifthe e�ectofthe m easurem entistaken into accountin thisway an

e�ective m agnetic
ux uncertainty,with respectto theresult ~�,arises[14]

�� e� (f�ngn� N � 1;N )
2
= 2

Z
+ 1

� 1

(�N � ~�)
2
Pf� n gn� N � 1

(�N )d�N : (12)

The e�ective m agnetic 
ux uncertainty takes into account,besides the instrum entalerror

��,the back-action e�ectofthe previousm easurem ents. Forstroboscopic m easurem ents

with constant result,the e�ective uncertainty �� e� tends to reach an asym ptotic value

�� as

e�
which isgreaterthan theinstrum entalerror��,dueto thee�ectoftheback-action

ofthem eteron them easured system ,unlessthesystem ism onitored in a regim euna�ected

by thequantum noise,i.e. when �� � � where � isthewidth ofthe initialwavefunction

 (�;0),orin aquantum nondem olition way[15,16].W ehavealreadyidenti�ed thequiescent

tim esT forwhich repeated m easurem entsof
ux arequasi-quantum nondem olition ones[13]

as the m ultiples ofthe tunneling period T = 2��h=(E2 � E1). This is the reason why we

have chosen T as the quiescent tim e for the preparatory sequence referred to in Fig.1.

The correlation probabilities (4) have been evaluated by applying (10),and choosing the
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param eters ofthe potentialin (1) as � = 9:6 and � = 1:536 (always in the unit system

in which �h = 1),such that�m in = 2:5 and thus �L = 5. The choice ofthe initialstate

 (�;0) is unessentialbecause,after the optim alpreparatory m easurem ent sequence,the

state collapsesaround the m easurem entresult,asdiscussed in [14]. Now we can calculate

the quantum predictions for �P using (3-6). In Fig.2 a com parison between the results

obtained forthe tem poralBellinequality and thealready-known spatialBellinequality [1]

isshown to be very sim ilarin the dependence upon the relevantparam eters,the quiescent

tim esforthetem poralcaseand thepolarim eteranglesforthespatialcase.

An analogousdependenceupon them easurem enttim e(expressed in unitsofthetunnel-

ing period T)isshown in Fig. 3 forthe e�ective m agnetic 
ux uncertaintiesassociated to

each ofthethreesequencesofm easurem ent.Theoptim ality islinked to them ultiplesofT:

thusthe di�erentcom binationsofm easurem entsare correlated to di�erentorientationsof

theoptim alregionsin the(tab;tbc)plane.Forinstance,in thecaseofsequence IIIofFig.1

(lowestplotin Fig.3),there lie along diagonallines,corresponding to tab + tbc m ultiple of

theoptim alperiodicity T.

The exclusion am ong the regions ofviolation to Bellinequalities and the regions of

distinguishability ofthe m agnetic 
ux is em phasized in Fig.4 which is a synthesis ofall

ourdiscussion. Contourplots forthe Bellinequality violation region,and forthe regions

ofdistinguishability ofleft and right part ofthe barrier for the sequences ofFig.1,are

sim ultaneously shown in a tab-tbc plot. The shaded areas indicates the pairs ofquiescent

tim es for which �P(tab;tbc) is greater than zero,i.e. Bellinequalities are violated. The

quasi-triangular regions correspond to the set ofcouples ofquiescent tim es for which the

two wellsareresolved even afterthem easurem ents,i.e.allthethreee�ective uncertainties

�� bc
+ � ,��

ab
+ +

and �� ac
� � are less than �L. No intersection am ong the various contours

plots exists,i.e. for the sequences ofm easurem ents for which quantum m echanics gives

predictionsin contrastwith thatofarealistictheory,onecannotsim ply speakaboutdistinct

statesbecausethee�ective uncertainty doesnotallow oneto distinguish them .Thisresult

has been tested with respect to a certain num ber ofconditions. Di�erent values ofthe
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instrum entaluncertainty �� have been chosen. Values of�� larger than the intra-well

separation �L do notallow to distinguish the two sensesofthe superconducting currents:

optim alzones ofdistinguishability are present only for �� < �L=2. Furtherm ore,for

�� > �L,the violationsitselfdisappear. The plothasbeen obtained forsom e valuesof

theinstrum entalerrorin a rangeoftheorderoftheintra-welldistance;m oreover,thestate

hasbeen prepared with di�erentsequencesofinitialm easurem ents.Also,both the�ltering

functionals(7)and (8)havebeen used.In alltheexam ined cases,including ��� �L,the

resultsarequalitatively sim ilarto theexam pleshown in Fig.4,aswewilldescribein detail

in a futurepaper.

Our result,although obtained for a particular Bellinequality,should hold in general.

Violationsoftem poralBellinequalitiesstem from asubtleinterplay between therequestfor

resolving the two wells,to assign in an unam biguousway thesense ofthesuperconducting

currentoftherf-SQUID,and thestringentdem and fornotdestroying thecoherence ofthe

stateduring consecutive m easurem entswhich isatthebasisofthesuperposition principle.

Indeed the linearity ofthe quantum form alism perm it superpositions ofm acroscopically

distinctstateswhich originatesthe di�erence from therealistic behaviour.Any reasonable

quantum theory ofm easurem entm ustintroducenonunitarity in thetim eevolution ofa re-

peatedly observed system ,destroying theabovem entioned contradiction,aswellillustrated

by Feynm an in thecaseofthetwo-slitexperim ent.Thereforeviolationsto Bellinequalities

are notobserved eitherwhen no m easurem ent isperform ed (�� = 1 )orwhen the m ea-

surem entistoo strong (�� ! 0).An interm ediate regim eexistsin which violation ofBell

inequalities is possible. Unfortunately even in this interm ediate regim e the violations are

not centered,as already rem arked in [4],around tim e intervals between consecutive m ea-

surem ents equalto m ultiple ofthe tunneling period. On the other hand,as discussed in

detailin [13],the m easurem ents are quantum nondem olition only for a periodicity equal

to the tunneling period regardless ofthe particularshape ofthe bistable potential. W ith

dem olitive m easurem entsinstead,the back-action ofthe previousm easurem entshasto be

taken into account(aswehavedoneby introducing thee�ectiveuncertainty �� eff � ��)
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ruling outthedistinguishability ofthetwo superconducting currentsenses.TheHeisenberg

principle,atthe heartofquantum theory and based on classicalconsiderationstoo,seem s

to protectNaturefrom observing contradictionsbetween itand realism atthem acroscopic

level.Asa consequence,even ifin principle violationsoftem poralBell-like inequalitiesare

observable,they seem condem ned torem ain unobserved.Thisalsorequiresa revision ofthe

experim entsaim ed attesting tem poralBellinequalitiesproposed [8]and in preparation.

W eacknowledgestim ulatingcom m unicationswithG.C.Ghirardi,fundam entalnum erical

help and a criticalreading ofthem anuscriptfrom C.Presilla.Thiswork wassupported by

INFN,Italy.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Schem eofthesim ulated sequencesofm easurem entsforthecalculation ofthecorrela-

tion probabilitiesin (6).Aftera preparatory sequence ofN = 16 m easurem entswith the optim al

periodicity T = 2��h=(E2� E 1)and constantresults�n � � �m in (such that�� e� hasreached its

asym ptotic value,asstated in [14]),three di�erentseriesofm easurem entsare perform ed.Circles

indicatethatam easurem enttakesplacewith resultofm agnitude�m in and thesign written within

the circle.Doubled circlesindicate the tim esatwhich �� e� iscalculated.

FIG .2. Violation param eter�P forthe tem poral(top)and spatial(bottom )Bellinequality.

Thelatteristhealready-known analyticalresult:�P (�;�)= sin 2(�
2
)� cos2(

�

2
)� cos2(

�+ �

2
),whereas

the form er is our num ericalresult. A detailed analysis shows that,besides the sm aller entity of

theviolations,in the�rstcasetheregionsofviolationshavean asym m etricalshapein the(tab;tbc)

plane,asaconsequenceofthedependenceam ongsubsequentm easurem ents(seeFig.4fordetails).

Ithasbeen chosen theinstrum entalerror��= 2 < � m in.

FIG .3. E�ective m agnetic 
ux uncertainties�� bc
+ � ,��

ab
+ +

,�� ac
� � ,versusthe m easurem ent

tim estab and tbc foreach ofthethreesequencesofm easurem entsschem atized in Fig.1.O n top of

each graph are superim posed contourplotsofthe optim alregionsin which the two half-wellsare

distinguishable,i.e. the e�ective uncertainty islessthan the intra-welldistance �L. These form

periodicparallelbandswith di�erentdirectionsin each case.

FIG .4. Com parison between the regionsofviolation ofthe inequality (5)[shaded areas]and

thosein which,forallthethreesequencesofFig.1,thetwo half-wellsrem ain distinguishable[sm all

quasi-triangular zones]. The curves are evaluated for three di�erent values ofthe instrum ental

uncertainty (�� = 1;2;4 asindicated).Heisenberg islandsdisappearfor��� 4;in allthe other

casesthey have no intersection with the Bellislands.
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