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Since the very beginning of Quantum M echanics it has been clear that it
is not so0 easy to de ne tin e at a quantum lvel; in the ordinary theory, n
fact, it isnot an observable, but an extemal param eter or, that is the sam e,
tin e is chssical. In trying to change this situation prom oting tim e to be
an observable, one has to face a theoram by Pauli Pauli 1958) that states,
essentially, that such an operator cannot be selfadpint; since In the usual
Quantum M echanics ocbservables are postulated to be sslfadpint operators
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A bstract

W e exam ne the longstanding problem of ntroducing a tim e ob-
servable In Q uantum M echanics; using the form alisn ofpositive-operator-
valied m easureswe show how to de ne such an observabl in a natural
way and we discuss som e consequences.
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Introduction

(see, for exam ple, Von Neum ann 1955 and P rugovecki 1971) this theorem
constitutes a problan .
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O ne of the consequences of this is, for exam ple, that one cannot deduce
the H eisenberg uncertainty relation for tin e and energy from a kinem atical
point of view because tin e does not belong to the algebra of observables. In
Foite of thisthe relation T H 1 is comm only acospted as true and it
isderived In som e way w ith dynam ical considerations.

T he situation is quite unsatisfactory both from a physical point of view
and from an epistem ological point of view and although it has been nves-
tigated in a good number of works (see, for exam ple, Aharonov etal. 1961,
Rosenbaum 1969, O khovsky etal. 1974, Blanchard etal 1996, G rot etal.
1996, Leon 1997), it is still an Interesting open problam .

The \problem oftin e" has som e consequences also in the reaIm of Q uan-
tum G raviy ie. in the struggle to give a quantum description of spacetin e in
order to solve som e divergences problem s n both G eneralRelativiy (sihgu—
larity theoram s) and in Quantum Fields Theory (renom alization problem ).
A gquantum \spacetin e" w ith zero gpatial dinm ensions and one tin e din en—
sion (that is the quantization of tin e) is the sin plest m odeland we think it
is prelin Inary to any other attem pt.

If one adopts the operational point of view B ridgm an 1927) then de n—
Ing the concept of tim e at a quantum level is equivalent to specify a set of
operationsusefiil or the m easurem ent oftin e; In this context the problem of
tin e is the problem ofbuiding \quantum clocks". In this note we shallana-
Iyze a sim ple m odel for such a quantum clock and try to draw som e general
conclusions on the problem .

2 M athem atical prelim inaries

O ur starting point is a generalized formm ulation of standard quantum me-
chanics that extends the usual observable concspt. A Justi cation of such
form ulation is given by G leason’s theorem @Bush etal. 1991) that guaran-—
tees that this structure is the m ost general one com patdble w ith the prob—
abilistic interpretation of quantum m echanics (C openhagen interpretation);
other jasti cations come from works by Ludwig and G iles (Ludw ig 1968,
G iles 1970), but they are beyond the scopes of this note. In this section we
summ arize, In a very oconcise and nocom plte way, the m athem atical tools
that we shall use later; for a good review of the sub gct, along w ith a very
com plkte bbliography, see Bush etal 1991, G iles 1970, D avies 1976.



A given quantum system S is described by an Hibert space H ; we call
L # ) the algebra of bounded operatorson H, L. # )" the cone of positive
onesand T # ) the subalgebra ofthe trace class operators. T he states of the
system S are the positive operators w ith trace one on H that form a convex
sstT H)] m T ®).

G Iven a measurable space ( ;F ), where isa nonempty sstand F a
algebra of subsets of , a nom alized positive operator valied m easure @
POV-measure) isamap

:F ! LE)
such that:
1. X) ()=0 8X 2F
P
2. ([Xy) = X;) where fX ;g is a countabl oollection of dispint

elem ents of F and the convergence is in the weak topology
3. ()= 1I:

If XY= )than isaprojpction valied measure PV -measure) and it
can be dem onstrated that this property is equivalent to

XK\NY)= &) ):

If isthe ralBorl space (R;B (R)) and isa PV-measure, than it isa
soectral representation of a unique selfad-pint operator A
z
A= @) 1)

A generalized ocbservabk is a POV -m easure on a particular m easurable
soace, whik a PV -m easure, via the relation EI), represents an ordinary ob-—
servable of quantum m echanics. This generalization of the conospt of an
cbservable is possble in view of the probabilistic Interpretation of quantum
m echanics (for m ore details see Bush 1991). G iven an observablke and a
state we have a probability measure on ( ;F)

:F ! D;1]
X 7T Tr[ X)I:



T his can be Interpreted as the probability that the m easure of the cbservable
on the state liesin the set X .
Them ean value ofthe cbservable on the state isthen
7
mean( ; )= @)

w hile the varance is given by
z
var( ; )= % d) fmean( ; )f:

Let G be a ocally com pact group, ( ;F ) ameasurabl G-space and U a
uniary representation ofG on an H ibert space H ; if isa POV -m easure on
(;F)withvaluesinL #)*,then we say that is covardantw ith respect to
U if

forevery X 2 F and every g 2 G. The pair ( ;U) is called a system of
covariance Q avies 1976); if isa PV-measure then ( ;U) is a system of
In prim itivity M ackey 1963, Varadaragn 1984).

T he condition of covariance m eans that

Uy X)) = vy, v, X):

A s it is stated In the introduction, due to an argum ent by Pauli Pauli
1958) it is not possibl to have a selfad pint operator for a tin e cbservable
In quantum m echanics;

Theorem 1 (Pauli) Given an observabk (tme) T with the ollowing com —
m utation relation with the ham iltonian

H;T]l= i

then T cannotle a selfadpint operator.

In the lJanguage of POV -m easures the theorem m eans that a tin e cbservable
cannot form a system of in prim itivity w ith the tin e translations, but i can
still form a system of covariance w ith them . In fact Paul’s Theoram is a
consequence of the follow Ing general proposition:



P roposition 1 If isaPOV-measureon R and it is covariant w ith respect
to the one param eter group of translktion, then
hj (@b)ji>0 8 2H
for every interval (@;b]; thism eans that cannotlbe a PV -m easures.
P roof.

For the dem onstration of the proposition we can procede In the follow ing
way: suppose that we have a POV-measure HOr the dbservabl tin e and
that it form s a system of covariance with U = exp ( 1 H ), where H is the
generator of the translations. Suppose that for a given pure state and a
certain interval of the real Iine (@;b] we have

h j (@@;p) ji= 0:
Then
hj (@a+ ;b c+ DJji=0 8 2 D;cl:
and, for the covariance property,
hie*? (@b cpé® ji=0

and so

o Q q .
h je** (@b c) (@b che® §i=0

for the positivity of . At the end we have

F() (@b e’ ji=0 8 2 Dicl:

But F () is an olom orphic vector valued function in the upper half of
the com plex plane that is zero on the interval [0;c]; using the Riem ann-
Schwarz re ection principk (T itchm arsh 1939) one can prove that such a
function, being zero on an interval, it is zero everyw here. This m eans that
h i (@+ c ;o ) j iis zero orallthe valuesof ie.h j Jjiiszero
on all the intervals of R and this is mpossbl if has to be a nom alized
POV -measure.

QED.



3 A modelforaQuantum C lock

In this section we analyze a particular simpl m odel for a quantum clock
(see Rosenbaum 1969, Toller 1996) using the m athem atical form alisn of the
preceding section.

Let us oconsider a one din ensionalsystem represented by the H ibert space

H=1L?®R):

W e have, as usual, a coordinate g observable along w ith itsm om entum p (in
this case ordinary cbservables) such that

rpl= i
M oreover this \clock" has an ham iltonian equalto

W e can interpret g as the tin e displayed by the clock and p as the rate of
the clock itself. In a classicalm odel the realtin e would be

but in the quantum case we have to take care ofthe ordering ofthe operators.
W e have to perform an arbitrary choice and we follow (Toller 1996) putting

T= @p) 'qg+ q@p) *:

T his operator can be de ned on the dom ain (in the \p+epresentation) of
In nitely di erentiable functions over the com pact subssts of R £0g, that
isdense in H (it is also possble to use as the dom ain the st of In niely
di erentiable functions over the com pact subsets of R and then In posing the
condition of hem iticity that gives ]jmo —p—qi) =0 8 2D (@T)).
p! P
Tt iseasy to see that T is hemmn itean and the expected com m utation rela-

tion
H;T]= i

issatised on D (T). Now, for the Pauli theoram , we know that T cannot
be an ordinary observable, but we can still see if it can be interpreted in the



generalized fram ew ork of the preceding section. To do so we have to nd a
POV-measure on R such that
z
hijT ji= hy d)ji 8ji2D () H:
R
M oreover ( ;U ) hasto be a covariance system with U = exp ( i H ) a rep—
resentation of the tim e-translation group G.

In orderto build et us start to search the eigenstates of T ; it is conve-
nient towork n them om entum representation nstead ofthe usualcoordinate
representation (in such a way it is sinpler to de ne the operatorp !). I
such a representation we have

T=igp) 24 il pp) !
=1 — + i— :
P P
T he eigenvector problem reads as
THi=tH

and de ning the wavefunction () as

@) = o
we have
T tP=tP):
T his equation adm it as solutions a doubl fam ily of eigenfunctions:
1 94— ith!
ok i= t(p)=19? (p) Pjexp >
wih = 1.They donot liein H and so they have to be regarded asweak

eigenfiinctions:

;5T ©3i=0 8 2D (T):

W e can also see easily that the eigenvectors of T are not orthogonal

n; 1% %4=0 wih 6 °

1 i 1
n; 1% i==- ¢ O+ P ———:
;o ki i 5 ¢ ) > € 0



Anyway the ollow ng relation stillholds (in the weak sense):

Z+1

dty; iht; j= 1:

X

1

At thispoint we can state the follow Ing propositions:

P
P roposition 2 (dt) = T, iht; jdk gives a POV -m easure
z x Z
X)= @) = ¥ il
X X

with X a Borelset of the real Iine.

P roposition 3 The system ( ;U), where U = exp ( 1 H) is a r=presen—
tation of the one param eter group G of tim e transkhtions, is a covariance
system .

P roof.
Let us start from the rst one; cbviously (K ) is a positive operator,
m oreover it is bounded

X ) R) = dF; il j=1

1
sothat K ) 2 L' H). The -additivity ollows from the additivity of

Integralsand isnomalized to 1.
For the second proposition one can see that

ey i=x ;i

and so

hi? xK)e'? ji = h e ? @e'” ji=
X
Z
&h je'® ¥; iht; je Pt ji=
ZX
& £ ; it ; ji=
X

X

X

= hj X )ji

that is the relation of covariance of the POV -m easure



QED.

In conclusionswe can say that isa generalized cbservable forthe tin e of
ourquantum clodk; it can be checked that isnotaPV-measure (essentially
this is a consequence of the non orthogonality of the eigenvectors of T) and
o0 there is no contradiction w ith the Pauli T heoram .

W e have studied a particular POV -m easure for a tin e cbservabl ob-
tained by choosing a very particular tim e operator; the next step is to study
POV -m easures for tin e regardless of any operator. The Interesting ob ct
is the space 0f POV -m easures that form a system of covarance w ith a rep—
resentation of tim e transhtions; the task isto nd out in such a soace the
\best" m easures to be used for quantum clocks. This w ill be the argum ent
ofa future note.

4 Uncertainty R elations

W e now can exam Ine the uncertainty relations for tin e and energy from a
kinem atical point of view , as stated in the ntroduction.
Ifwe de ne, for an hem iean operator A , the quantity

(a)'=hRA*°Ji @ AJDH° wihhji=1
then one can prove (Von Neum ann 1955) that for the operators T and H of

the preceding section (they are hem itean) the follow ing relation is true on
a certain dom ain of H

T his relation is comm only acospted as the equivalent for tin e and energy of
the fam ous H eisenberg relation for position and m om entum ; the fact is that
the quantity . is not, In general, the variance of the cbservable tine T
because T is a generalized observable and it is not a selfadpint operator.
But In our sin ple m odel the two quantities coincide; in fact we can w rite

X Z+1
Tji= &t; int; jT 31 8312 D (T)
1

for the property of exposed in the preceding section; since I; i isa
weak elgenvector of T we have



X %41
Tji= &t ¥ ihg; Jj i

From this relation one sees that the mean of T, as de ned In the second
Section, is the usualone

X Z+1 241
h jT j i= &th ¥, ihg; Ji= thj @& ji=mean( ; ):
U sing the relation
X X Z+1 Z+1
h §T%5 i= o8 t’h 15 i’ % odng § i
o 1 1
we obtain
1Z+1
th2ji=5 Yh3j (@) i+
where
ix Z2+1 %241
= — & 0 % )t @« )P
2 1 1 © b
wih (¢ )= h; Jj i:One can check that
1Z+1
= - £hj @ji
2 1
and than

Z+l
h jT?3 i= 1 Yh i @& Ji:

In the end we have for the generalized cbservable

r=var( ; )

and so the uncertainty relation for tin e and energy variances is cbtainable
In a rgorousway w ithin the POV -m easures form alian .
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5 Conclusions

In thisnotewe have shown how it ispossible to give a wellde ned m eaning to

the concept of tin e cbservable at a quantum level using the POV -m easures
form alism ; In particularwe have studied a sim ple quantum clock m odelgiving
a precise m athem atical derivation of the H eisenberg uncertainty relation for
tin e and energy. Since clocks are findam ental In the operationalde nition

of spacetin e, n our m ind this is a prelin nary step toward an analysis of
Soacetin e concepts at a quantum  level, analysis that we hope to present in

foture works.
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