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A bstract

In thispaperwewillbeconcerned with theexplanation oftheinterfer-

enceand di�raction patternsobserved asan outcom eoftheYoung double

slitexperim ent.W ewillshow thatsuch explanation m ay begiven only in

term sofa corpusculartheory,which hasbeen ourapproach sincethe�rst

paperofthisseries.Thisexplanation willbeaccom plished with an exten-

sion wem akehere ofthedom ain ofapplicability oftheBorn-Som m erfeld

rulesthatwe derived in paperXIofthisseries.

1 Introduction

The problem s referring to the explanation ofthe interference and di�raction
patterns one observes in a double slit experim ent, for exam ple, are usually
considered asthose forwhich a corpusculartheory seem s m uch inadequate to
dealwith.

W ehavealready discussed,very briey and only qualitatively [3],aboutthe
possibility ofgivingthisexplanation usingonly thecorpuscularpicture.W ewill
now use the results ofpaper XIofthis series[11]to show quantitatively that
thisisactually the case| thata corpuscularexplanation forthe phenom ena of
interferenceand di�raction do exist.

In the second section we willgeneralize the conclusions ofpaper [11]with
respecttotheconnectionsbetween theBorn-Som m erfeld quantization rulesand
the form alism based upon the Schr�odinger equation. This extension willbe
needed to include within the dom ain ofapplicability ofthe Bohr-Som m erfeld
rulessystem sthatare notperiodic on con�guration space. W e willshow that
theserulesareassociated with m oregeneralsym m etry propertiesofthephysical
system s| and include the periodicity asa particularcase.

The third section willdealwith the di�raction ofparticles by a spatially
periodicsystem .Thisstudy hasnothing new and wasin factalready developed
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in the early days of quantum m echanics [13]. It willbe discussed here for
com pleteness. The approach we use here is based upon the Bohr-Som m erfeld
rules and its relations with the Schr�odinger equation approach were already
clari�ed in paperXIand the previoussection.

The fourth section willtake into account the problem slightly di�erent of
thedi�raction ofparticlesby an aperture.Theform alism to beused willbethe
sam eofthe third section.

W ewill,in the�fth section,dealwith theproblem ofinterferenceand di�rac-
tion ofparticlesdue to the presence ofa double slitYoung interferom eter.W e
willshow thatourresultsagreeperfectly wellwith thosefound in theliterature
based upon an undulatory approach.

Thelastsection willbe devoted to the conclusions.

2 Sym m etry and Q uantization

In apreviouspaper[11],weshowedthattheprobabilityam plitudesin con�gura-
tion spacem ay beobtained from thein�nitesim alW igner-M oyaltransform ation
de�ned overthe phasespaceas

 (q+ �q;t)=

Z

e
i

�h p�q�(q;p;t)dp: (1)

In thiscase,weshowed that,ifthesystem hasa con�guration spaceperiodicity,
given by

 (q+ Q ;t)= �  (q;t); (2)

whereQ isthe period,then wegetthe Bohr-Som m erfeld quantization rules

I

p(q)dq=

�

nh or
(n + 1=2)h

; (3)

ifin (2)wehavethesign + or� ,respectively.W ealso showed therethatthese
rulesarevalid foreach individualsystem com posing the ensem ble.

However,oneshould notethattheperiodicity argum entisnot,in any sense,
essentialin thederivation.Indeed,even iftheam plitude (q;t)isnotperiodic,
in the sense thatequality (2)isvalid forany integerm ultiple ofthe period Q ,
thisequality m ay stillbevalid forjustonespeci�cvalueofQ .In otherwords,it
m eansthatthevalueoftheam plitudesata given pointqshallbeequal(except
fora signal)to theirvalue atthe pointq+ Q ,forsom eQ .

In thiscase,the sam e quantization rulesgiven by expression (2)apply and
itisin thissensethatthey willbe used in section fourand �ve.
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3 Laue D i�raction

W ecallaLauedi�raction thatonein which som eparticlecollideswith aperiodic
structure (e.g. a crystallattice) m aking an angle � with respectto som e axis
perpendicularto the surfaceofthiscrystaland iselastically reected by it.

Ifwe suppose that the crystalhas identicalplanes spaced regularly by a
constantdistance d (see �gure 1)m easured with respectto the z-axis,we m ay
conclude[12]thatthe quantization rulesin the z-direction becom es

I

pzdz =

Z d

0

pzdz = nzh orpz =
nzh

d
; (4)

where we used thatthe crystalisa periodic structure ofperiod Q = d in this
direction.

Any interaction ofthe crystalwith an incidentparticle m ustbe such asto
letthe crystalm om entum pz quantized,varying itby the am ount

�p z =
(�n z)h

d
=
nh

d
: (5)

Looking at�gure 1 itiseasy to see thatthisinteraction inducesa m om entum
transferfrom the incidentparticleto the crystal(orvice versa)given by

pz =
2h

�
sin(�); (6)

wherewewrote

p =
h

�
; (7)

being� acharacteristiclength1 related totheparticle.In thiscase,theequation
forthe m om entum balancegivesthe expression

n� = 2dsin(�); (8)

which istheequation forthem axim um intensitypositionsoftheLaue(orBragg)
di�raction ofparticlesby a periodic structure.

Thisallowsustosaythatthedi�raction pattern oneobtainsm akingauxof
particlesto hitupon thesurfaceofa crystallatticeisexactly thesam eonegets
using the undulatory approach2,precluding one to m ake any reference to the
objective existence of\m aterialwaves" or,which is the sam e,to the concept
of duality; being necessary only to consider the quantization of m om entum
transfer.

1N ote that the introduction ofthis variable � isinessentialto the problem .W e m ake this

de� nition asto m ake the � nalform ulae easierto com pare with those found in the literature.
2Except,ofcourse,for the intensities,since they are not present in the Bohr-Som m erfeld

treatm ent.
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4 D i�raction by an A perture

In this problem we do not have in generalany periodic structure. W e have,
instead,asshown in �gure 2,a ux ofparticles incident atrightanglesupon
a screen on which we m ade an aperture ofsize a,and being scattered by the
atom son the bordersofthisapertureatangles�.

Theim portantthingtostresshereisthatthissystem hasaspatialsym m etry.
Indeed,it is easy to note that the probability am plitude shallhave the sam e
value (exceptfora sign)in each borderofthe aperture.Thisgives

 (+ a=2)= �  (� a=2); (9)

sincethe probability density isthe sam eatboth points.
Using the results ofthe second section ofthis paper we m ay write,using

equation (9),
Z

+ a=2

� a=2

pzdz = nh; (10)

whereallthe quantitieshavethe sam em eaning asin the previoussection3.
M aking allthe calculationsweget

n� = asin(�); (11)

which isthesam eexpression fortheintensity m inim aofthedi�raction pattern4.
W e m ust stress here the distinctions between the explanation ofthe two

di�raction behaviorwe haveanalyzed.The Laue di�raction isdue to a spatial
periodicity possessed by the crystallattice. The di�raction by an aperture is
associated with a particularsym m etry ofthesystem (a rotation of� aboutthe
axis perpendicular to the screen),being unnecessary that the screen itselfbe
periodic. This is the explanation for the appearance,in the �rst case,ofthe
crystalperiod,whilein thesecond casewehavetheappearanceoftheaperture
dim ension.

W e m ay say,following the interpretation ofthe lastsection,thatthe intro-
duction ofthe aperture in the screen changes or rede�nes the relation ofm o-
m entum transferbetween the screen and the incidentparticles.These changes
areresponsibleforthequantized scattering relationsgiven by (11).

5 D ouble Slit

W e m ay accountforthis problem in exactly the sam e m anner aswe did with
the di�raction by an aperturein the lastsection.

3N ote thatthe integralisbeing nottaken on a closed trajectory,since the system doesnot

have periodicity.
4The presentform alism isnotable to say whetherwe are atthe m inim a oratthe m axim a

ofthe intensities forthe very reason that the intensities are notone ofitsscope.
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To begin with,consider�rst�gure 3. In this�gure we have two apertures
oflength a,m ade oversom e screen,sym m etrically placed as related with the
x-axis.Theseaperturesareatheightsz = + c=2 and c= � c=2 ofthe x-axis.A
ux ofparticlespassesthrough theseaperturesand aredeected asthey interact
with theirborders.

Such a system possesses,asbecom esclearin �gure3,thefollowing sym m e-
tries

 (� c=2� a=2)=  (+ c=2+ a=2)and  (� c=2)=  (+ c=2): (12)

The lastoneofthesesym m etriesgivesthe m om entum quantization

pzc= n1h; (13)

wheren1 issom eintegernum ber.
The�rstsym m etry in (12)gives

pz(c+ a)= (n2 + 1=2)h; (14)

wheren2 isa second integernum ber5.
Solving the equations(13)and (14)weget

�

n� = csin(�);
(m + 1=2)� = asin(�);

; (15)

wherewem ade n = n1 and m = n2 � n1.
The�rstexpression reectstheintensity m axim a condition related with the

interference pattern fora double slitspaced by a distance c,while the second
expression reects the conditions,also for the intensity m axim a,related with
the di�raction by an apertureofwidth a.

Except for the inform ation about the relative intensities, as we already
stressed,theseconditionsfortheintensitiesextrem a areexactly thoseobtained
in the literature,when we use the undulatory approach to the problem . In
thiscase,aswaspresented in the previoussections,itwasnotnecessary to go
beyond the scope ofa corpuscular theory to give a m athem atically grounded
explanation ofthe phenom ena considered.

In thesam esenseaswith thedi�raction by an apertureproblem ,wem ay say
thattheintroduction ofa second apertureon thescreen m odi�esthequantized
m om entum transferrelationsbetween the particle and the screen itself. These
new relationswillbe responsibleforthe interferenceand di�raction patterns6.

5The criterion for using the second,and not the � rst,possibility in (3) to represent the

intensity m axim a,is certainly arbitrary within this theory,as we have already stressed. The

Bohr-Som m erfeld rulesgive only the positions ofthe m axim a an m inim a but not a m eans of

distinguishing them both.
6W e have been using the words interference and di� raction throughout this paper. This

is justi� ed by the wide use this nom enclature has in the literature. O fcourse,our approach

denies the strictuse ofthese words.
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6 C onclusion

As we have said in the introductory section,the problem s ofdi�raction and
interference| m ainly the later| were alwaysconsidered asthe onesforbidding
a phenom enologicalinterpretation ofthe quantum form alism based only upon
a corpuscularm odel.

Thispaperhasshown thatsuch an interpretation isindeed possible,avoiding
the need to appealto an undulatory description. Each individualparticle is
scattered at quantized angles. After m ore and m ore particles are scattered
(m ore system s com posing the ensem ble are considered),we begin to see the
�gures,known asthe interference and/ordi�raction patterns. These patterns
are,ofcourse,a property ofthe ensem ble,while each scattering refersto only
one particle. That’s why the am plitudes refers to ensem bles while the Bohr-
Som m erfeld rulesreferto individualsystem s.

The behavior ofthis group ofsystem s (ofthe ensem ble) willbe ofan un-
dulatory characterwhich isdescribed by theSchr�odingerequation by m eansof
the am plitudes. Since thisundulatory behaviorrefersto the ensem ble and not
to the individualsystem s,they have no essential(objective) character. This
essentialcharacterhasto beattributed to theindividualparticles,according to
whatwehavedone in the postulatesofthistheory [1]-[11].
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Figure1:Laue(orBragg)di�raction by a periodicstructure.
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Figure2:Di�raction through an apperture.
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Figure3:Interferenceand di�raction from a double slit.
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