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Abstract

T he theory ofweak m easurem ent, proposed by A haronov and cow orkers, has
been applied by Steinberg to the long-discussed traversal tin e problem . T he
uncertainty and am biguity that characterize this conogpt from the perspective
of von Neum ann m easuram ent theory apparently vanish, and pint probabik-
ities and conditional averages becom e m eaningfiil concepts. W e express the
Lam or clock and som e other wellkknow n m ethods In the weak m easuram ent
form alisn . W e also propose a m ethod to determm ine higher m om ents of the
traversal tin e distrbution In tem s of the outcom e of a gedanken experi-
m ent, by introducihg an appropriate operator. Since the weak m easurem ent
approach can som etin es lead to unphysical resuls, for exam ple average neg—
ative re ection tim es and higher m om ents, the Interpretation of the resuls
obtained rem ains an open problam .

I. NTRODUCTION

In the last few years a new approach to m easuram ent In quantum m echanics has been
developed by Aharonov and coworkers []]. Their \weak m easurem ent" approach di ers
from the standard one (form alized by von N eum ann E]) in that the interaction between the
m easuring apparatus and the m easured systam is too weak to trigger a collapse of the wave
function. A though an lhdividual weak m easurem ent of an observable has no m eaning, one
can obtain the expectation value to any desired accuracy by averaging a su ciently large
num ber of such individual resuls.

A voiding wave finction collapse allow s the sin ultaneousm easurem ent of non-com m uting
observables (o violation ofthe uncertainty principle occurs because the individualm easure-
m ents of each cbservabl are very in precise). It also allow s a sound de nition of conditional
probabilities and their distrioution: since the systam evolves after the m easuram ent as if
unperturbed, it ispossible to de ne averages of a quantity conditioned to a given nalstate
of the system . M oreover { and this point is In portant if we are interested in the duration
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of som e process { a typicalweak m easurem ent is extended in tin e, ie., the Interaction be-
tween the m eter and the system is not im pulsive, but has a nite duration. A s Steinberg
has shown, @] all these features m ake weak m easuram ent theory a prom ising fram ew ork
for the study of traversal tin es in quantum system s, a problem that doesnot twellw ithin
standard m easurem ent theory.

In this paper, we show that the ambiguities which are present in the fomm alism when
the traversal tin e problem is studied w ith the tools of standard m easurem ent theory, [{]
vanish in the fram ework of the weak m easuram ent approach. However, the interpretation
of the weak m easurem ent results rem ains open. The outline of the paper is as follow s:
In Section 2 we present brie y the weak m easurem ent theory W M T ), in a \m Inin alistic"
way, ie. oconcentrating on only those aspects of W M T that are directly relevant to the
traversal tin e problem . W e apply the technique to this problem in Sec. 3 and in Sec. 4
show that severalwell known m ethods for de ning and calculating average traversal tin es
are particular realizations of the weak m easuram ent approach. In Sec. 5 we go further and
Introduce an operator for the tin e spent In a region of space In an attem pt to obtain higher
m om ents of the traversal and dwell tin e distrbutions. A short discussion of open problem s
ends the paper.

II.W EAK MEASUREMENT:A \M INIM ALIST"FORMULATION

In this section we describe the generic gedanken experin ent and com pare the standard
m easuram ent theory of von Neum ann w ith the weak m easuram ent theory of A haronov and
cow orkers. For the scope of this paper we do not need to push the theory as faras A haronov
et al. Q] and w ill Ilin it the discussion to weak m easuram ents on an ensamble of systam s,
staying clear of the m ore controversial issues of weak m easurem ents on a single system and
the reality of the wave function (ie., the possbility of m easuring the wave function of a
single system ). W e use a m inin alist approach to weak m easuram ent theory treating it as
a potentially usefiill extension of standard m easurem ent theory, based on a \weak" system —
apparatus interaction Ham iltonian.

T he experim ental sstup consists of a system  and a measuring device M evolving {
when isolated { under the Ham itonians H and Hy , respectively. Let g be the canonical
variabl of the m eter that we use as a pointer, and ket be is oconjigatem om entum . The
corresoonding operators are § and ~ wih [Y;8]=  ih.

To m easure an cbservabk X of the system , let the system and apparatus Interact
through the H am iltonian

Hine= g0 K (©); (1)
where g(t) = Gh(), G is a constant and R+ll h@dt= 1. Let h({) be non—zero only for
t2 Gite).

The system and themeterM evolve ndependently w ith H am itonian Ho=H +Hy
until tin e t;, then undergo the interaction govermed by g ntr and, after tim e t¢, continue
their evolution underffo . W hat ism easured is the position ofthem eter at tine t; .

Letusdenoteby J ()i, o1, and j o ©1 Jo 1  Jo (b1 the states representing
the system ,themeterM , and their combination plusM , respectively, evolving w ithout



m utual interaction, and by j (t)1 the state ofthe combined system after the switching on of
the Interaction HAjnt attinet;. Shoe the system  and themeterM do not interact before
thhet,j ©i= j ®ifort< t.

For sim plicity, we willconsider Hy = 0, that is the state of the m eter is static until the
Interaction istumed on, so that we can use j ;i= j o (t)1i for the state of the m eter before
tin e t;. M oreover, after the interaction is sw itched o , at t¢, the state of the m eter in each
com ponent of the linearly superposed entangled state no longer changes w ith tim e.

In the Schrodinger picture, (1]

Jee)i=U et C)i; )

where U (tr ;1) is the evolution operator

2

"Hoo+ Hpolt 3)

t +

U eit) = exp

5 -

and the + -subscript denotes tin e ordering of the Integrals in the temm s of the Taylor series
expansion of the exponential function. In the follow ng, we will lndicate a state In the
H eisenberg representation by om iting its dependence on tin e: Or Instance, j i is the state
J ()i In the H eisenberg representation, and is obtained as ji= 6] (te;0) @1

A . Standard M easurem ent

In the von Neumann procedure, @] tr tends to t, ie, h ©® t ¢, and what is
m easured is the value of the cbservable A at the lnstant oftine t-.

Tn the tin e interval (4;te), H i is the dom iant term in the Ham iltonian and, from @)
and (3), we have

J )i en®P®) g ()i @)

T he probability density of pointer position g after the interaction is
X
f@ hyhgji= hay;gba;g)y )
n
where £ p, (t)ig isa com plete s=t ofeigenstates ofX (). Straightforward caloulation J]yields

X
f@= Tt)Fia@ ca)f; 6)

n
whereg, ® hm@®joiand ;@ Ga)=hy Gaj.i.
Tt is worth noticing that if the initial pointer position g is precisely de ned, that is
ji@7F @), the probability density ofthe nalposition isa sum ofquasidelta functions
In one-to-one correspondence w ith each of the eigenvalues ofK.



1. D istrdbution of the pointer position

The rsttwo m om ents of the pointer position distribution are now easy to obtain. Ifwe
take an Initial distribution of g centered at g= 0, them ean value ofgat tine t¢ is
z
hle  h ®ji= aof @dg= G ()i (7)

and the m ean square value of g is
Z
hfie  hifii=  of @dg= i+ G ()i ®)

0 that
(g¢)? i 0= (g)?+ G (A )% )

where g¢, gi,and A ¢ are the standard deviations of naland initial pointer positions,
and of the observable A at tin e t¢, respectively. T he integrals w ithout explicit lin its are
from 1 to+1.

2. Veri cation of the unperturoed state

Tt is Interesting to calculate the probability that the state of the system  under obser-
vation is not changed. In order to do so, we calculate the probability Py of veri cation of
the unperturbed state j giat tine t¢, ie.

z
Pofter) hJjoih oJi= hJ oigih o;qjidqg: (10)

P
Ifwermmemberthat j o (i= [ q © B, (Oiwecbtain

X Z
Polte)= Fmt)Fi )F @ Ga) i@ Ga)dg a1

n;m

but if g; G a, where a isthe mininum di erence between the eigenvalues of x
(a=mih ,gn £ R0 & ), the ntegralin (1) is practically zero when n 6 m , so that we
can w rite

X
Po (k) To ) maxi () o (12)

n

Equation (1) shows that the initial state is conserved only if it is an eigenstate of K; if
this is not the case, the evolution of the system is strongly a ected by the m easurem ent.
A swillbe shown in the next section, this problem does not exist In the weak m easuram ent
approach, due to the fact that the evolution of the systam is perturbed only to order o G)
by oG) wemean a tetm such that Iling, oG )=G = 0).



B .W eak m easurem ent

W eak m easuram ent is characterized by the fact that the H am iltonian for the interaction
H e is an allenough to be considered as a an all perturbation of the H am iltonian H, ofthe
isolated system , and the initial uncertainty in the position ofthe pointer g ism uch greater
than G tim es them axinum ssparation between di erent eigenvalues of K.

M ost In portantly, the Interaction does not have to be i pulsive, but can have a nie
duration of tine. This additional exibility is a great advantage for m easurem ents m ade
over nite ntervals oftime.

A coording to perturbation theory, ] we can write

z

J iz o)l ©  UoleE e 03 ©idy a3)
where
. it L
Uoeio= exp  Ho@®)dt (14)
t +

is the evolution operator of the isolated system . F irst order approxin ation on ([3) gives

. Z
1 te A A , .
JEe)i= A+ 6G))J oke)d EG ~ Ug (&7;DA (O] o ©1ih OAL 15)
t
where 6 (G ) Indicates a generic operator whose averages are oG ).
Ifwe Introduce the hem itian operator In the H eisenberg picture
A Z tf A A N
I @) Ug (& ;DA U, (&;0h Odt; 16)
4

we can write {I§) as
ji= 1 EIGAIH &)+ 6G)H oi: a7)

Now we de ne A, , the weak value of the operatorAA, as
2 &
Ay, hoJla B)J oi= h©h o ©ORA ©OI o OidL (18)
=
T he probability density ofgafftertine tr is £ () h gihgj i and can be w ritten, by using
@) and {19), as

F@=h o+ ElGAIH &)+ 6G )il ElGAIH )+ 6G)3 ois

h ojeXP(ﬁGAwA)"' 6G ) ihaiexp ( §GAWA>+ 6G)j oi
=j;@ GA)F+0G): 19)

E xcept for tem s of 0 (G ), the nal distrdbution of pointer positions is equal to the iniial
one translated by G tim es the weak value ofX. It isworth noticing that if the interaction
is in pulsive (ie. h () t ), wehaveld, A &)i.



1. D istrdbution of pointer position

The m ean pointer position and the variance are, from (]) and {9), respectively
z
by h#ji= gf @dg= GA, + o@G) 20)

and

(ge)®=hfis (i)’ = (g)’+ oG): @1)

T he average pointer position gives us the weak valie of A ; on the other hand, the variance
does not give us additional inform ation, because the weak m easurem ent is very in preciss,
due to the fact that the initial pointer distribution is very broad and the Interaction isweak.
A veraging over m any identical experin ents gives the right m ean value, but does not tellus
anything about the dispersion of the observed quantity, which is com plktely swam ped by
the digpersion In pointer position.

2. Veri cation of the unperturoed state

A fundam entalproperty ofa W M isthat the evolution of ispractically not perturoed.
In fact, veri cation of the initial state, using {L7), yields

Polte)=h j oih (Ji= 1+ o@G) 22)

Thism eans that several weak m easurem ents of di erent cbservables on a single system can
be perform ed. A s a general property, and therefore even for non com m uting cbservables,
the order of successive m easurem ents is not im portant.

3. Conditional averages

W hile conditional averages are not well de ned w ithin standard m easurem ent theory
[4], they can be introduced in an unambiguous way within W M T, as a consequence of eg.
£3) discussed above. Suppose that we want to m easure the average of X conditioned to
the veri cation of a given nal state which is assum ed, w ithout loss of generality, to be a
member j ,iofan orthonom albasisfj ,ig, forn = 1 :::N , oftheH ibert space of . Since
J nih ,jand § comm ute, we can perform a standard m easurem ent ofboth ofthem when the
Interaction is over, ie., after tine tr. Then, we kesp only the readings of g corresponding
to a positive veri cation of j , 1, and calculate the \conditional" probability distribution of
the collected readings £ (@) @', which is of the fom

hj ,iqh 47971

f@® = =9, caA® G); 23
@ NS 31 jig@ GA™)F+ o0G) @3)
where
A . Z
h , 1 te N
Al Jo B30t 1 % oK 07 0 0ih @ (24)
h ,Jol hhojolw
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A ™ is the weak value of A& for a system which is postselected in the state j i (and
presslected In the state j ¢i). To order o (G ), the probability am plitude distrdboution of the
m eter’s pointer is equal to the mitial one translated by a quantity proportional to A ™).
W hen de ning A, in {[§) we did not specify a postselected state; actually, to not perform
a post-selection is equivalent to post-selecting the state j (i because, aswe showed in €7),
veri cation of j o1 is positive w ith probabililty very close to one. Therefore, A * of £9) is
equalto A, E@f {19) to order o(G) if j i happens to be j ,i. If it does not, then we can
write j gi= ,pnJnl, wherep, = h ,j oi, and have

A, = * P, FA ") @5)
n
It is in portant to notice that, whike A, isalways real, A ™ is in general com plex valued.

From @) and @) we nd that the conditional average and the standard deviation of

the pointer position are, regoectively:

Z 41
i £@"aq= GRef g+ 0G) o

and

(a8 =nmfif g™ = (q9?+06); @7)

Independent ofn.
In addition, from @Q) and J) we have
X
boie = o Sl 28)
n
that is, the wellknown sum law of conditional probabilities holds true for pointer position
readings.

III.W EAK M EASUREMENT AND TRAVERSAL TIM ES

M easurem ent ofthe tim e duration of som e process requires that the observed system and
the m eter nteract fora nite tin e, a situation for which the conospt of weak m easurem ent
Seen s to be particularly well suited . M oreover, aswe have jist seen, W M T could also allow
us to calculate conditional averages of a given tem poralquantity for various outcom es ofthe
unperturbed systam .

A wellknown and w idely acospted resul n the eld oftunneling tin es isthedwelltin e,
ie. the average tin e spent by a partick in the region  irrespective of its nal state. §] If
J ol is the state describbing the particke, the dwell tin e in the interval (t;tr) is postulated
to be [LQ]

Z
Hpi= o it) =  ho®OF jobidy (29)
where B is the profction operator on the region . As can be seen, (09) is the mean
value of B Integrated over (t;t¢). It is hard to in agine this tin e as a result of a standard



m easurem ent, because P is not a quantum non dem olition QND ) variablk 1] and, if
4 6 , then B ) and B (t;) do not comm ute.

H ow ever, @) can be obtamned as a result of a weak m easuram ent. In fact, if we take
A=PF ,and h (t) as constant in (g; %), the Interaction H am iltonian is

H..= Gh®©"P ; 30)

Combining £9) and {3]) yilds the dwelltin e as

hpi= p (ite)= & ©P , = lin —— = (32)

where we have used the fact that hgis = GP , + 0G).

Suppose we are interested in themean tine spent In  for som e speci ed nal state of
the particke. D ecom position of dwell tim es in tem s of particles evolving to a nal state
J nil is problam atic within standard m easuram ent theory, as has been pointed out m any
tin es: [4] the di culty is that profction onto a region and profction onto a nal state
J nil Involre non comm uting operators, and there are no ruls uniquely specifying how to
build operators for quantities nvolving non com m uting operators (this is also the reason for
conditional probabilities being problem atic) .

The am biguiy vanishes w ithin the weak m easuram ent approach: the weak value of B
for a system postselected in the nalstate j ,1i is, according to €4),

Z

@) 1 1 N .
= h )P Jole)idt @33)

" hnj Oitf Eu

T herefore, the average tin e spent In  from tin e t; to tr by a particlke starting In the state
j ol and nally found In the state j ,iis

P

o e Db "
my i® = O T@“f:(tf YRefP Vg: (34)

P
Summ ation over di erent nal states holds: given j g1 = ,pn] ni then, dropping the
dependence on the tin e interval, we can write, from 29), 83), and 394),

X
hpi= P, Fhp i (35)

IvV..WEAK MEASUREMENT AND W ELLKNOWN METHODS FOR
OBTAINING TRAVERSALTIMES

In this section we want to dem onstrate that som e well known approaches to the calcu—
lation of tunneling tin es can be seen as particular exam ples of weak m easurem ent, each
corresoonding to a di erent m easuring apparatus.



In particular, we w ill focus our attention on m ethodsbased on the Lam or clock, §/13/13]
on Feynm an path-integrals, [[3[1§], and on absorption probabilities. [[J] A 11 of these proce—
dures are based on the application ofa sn allperturbation (@ m agnetic eld, a realpotential,
an in aghary potential, respectively) to the region of interest. A fter that, the state of the
particke evolves In tin e, and we attem pt to extract the infom ation about the tin e spent in
the region of interest from som e agpect of the perturoed wave function (the spin, the phase,
or the am plitude, respectively depending on the kind of perturbation applied). In order not
to perturb the evolution of the state too much, we ket the perturbation tend to zero [L§].
It has been dem onstrated Q211 that all the \probes" m entioned above kad to the same
resul.

Let us now write two form ulas that w illbe very usefiill in the rem ainder of this section.
From Appendix A, the weak value of an operatorAA for a system postselected In the state
j ni, de ned in @4), can be w ritten as

Avf,n): ihn(tf); i _ honj jjh@(g )ji . (36)

@G hn; jOl G=0 hn; jOl G =0

w here the second equality is true if § can be written as §= ih@=@ in the -representation
and j i depends only upon the product G [as it cbviously does for the interaction H am it
tonian @)].

A .Realconstant potential

Let us start wih a constant real potential applied only In  and only fort; < t< t¢:
the perturbation Ham iltonian is HAjnt = va = f(t)VPA ,with £@©) = 1 ort 2 (k)
and zero otherw ise. [[§] In order to translate this perturbation into the form alisn of weak
measuran ent, we can write V In the -representation asV = G =(& t). Now the
perturbative potential acting on the system  is of the orm  (§0) .

In this case, the weak value of the operator B Bra system postselected In the state
j niis, according to (34),

R
o h , Tihr; jjh@(g )jid3r
pY = R : 37)

" h o Fihr; 3 oidr

G =0

W e use the convention of om itting the Iim its of integration when the Integrals run over
the whole space. G iven that V is proportionalto ,we can write (r;V) = hr; jiand
n () = hrj .1, so that B4) becom es
(R
n)

ih-L ;v )d3
My i® = (¢ YRefP Vg= Re Pn(r) v @V)d'r

L @) o @V)Pr G8)

V=0

Note that (3§) is exactly the expression for the average tin e spent by a particke i the
region cobtamned by using the Feynm an path-integral technique. If the nal state is
Ti, ie., the state corresponding to a particke found to be at r at tin e t¢, the weak value of
the average tin e is then



)
ih 3V
e, i% = Re @ @v) : (39)
xVv) Qv V=0

which is exactly the sam e expression obtained for the stay tine de ned In [18].

B .Pure im aginary potential

A pure In aghary potential is offen used in optics to sim ulate the absorption of photons
by a m aterdial. W hat happens in this case is that the probability density of the particle is
not conserved, because it decreases exponentially in  , with a tin e constant proportional
to the applied In agihary potential. The infom ation about the average tine spent n by
the particlk is therefore cbtained by calculating how much of the total probability has been
absorbed.

T he perturbation Ham ittonian in this case is p1]

A A j- A

Hy.=H = £ (t)EP (40)
which is ofthe orm (BQ) fweput = 2iG = t). Analgously to 37) and (B9) we
have

R
@2y @ )d’r

}t{) i(n) — n) —
P L@ @ )d3r

; (41)
=0

where we have put (r; ) = hr; ji. This resul, again, corresponds to the one cbtained
n R1].

C .M agnetic F ield

The wellknown Lam or clock m ethod [13[13] nvolves applying an in nitesin alm agnetic
eld in the z-direction, con ned to the region . The soin, which is nitially polarized in
the x-direction, precesses in the x-y plane w ith the Lam or frequency !, = eB=m when the
soin is \in" . The spin polarization in the y-direction plays the rolk of pointer position.
Let us consider as the perturbation Ham iltonian only the com ponent which acts on the spin

of the partice PI]
h!ly 4

~Po (42)

I'fjnt= I'fB = f (@

where %, %y, and *, are the Pauli spin m atrix operators. In thiscase ~ = h”,=2 actsas the
pointerm omentum and weput G = ! (te t), so that ) takes the form  (3().

W e have "y o1 = J ol because the initial state of the system is an eigenstate of 7, .
From

N B

[*yi5 7213 0= 1" 1= 1hJ o1 43)
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i inmediately ollows that § = *, and * = h",=2 are the appropriate conjigate pointer
operators. W ih this choice ) becom es
(n) gh nr j\yj i

Py = I 44)
€G hnai Joi 4_,

8
<@ h,; 7ii -

P @My ha; Joi Y

]

My i = = Re 45)

A s iseasy to see by com parison with (18) ofRef. R1], expression ) for the tim e spent In
is equal to the resul obtained by R ybachenko and Baz’. [[3]

V.HIGHER MOMENTSOF TIME DISTRIBUTIONS

Asisclear from [2])) weak m easurem ents are not usefiil for obtaining higherm om ents of
a distrbution forthe tine spent In . In fact, the spread of nalpositions of the pointer is
equalto the nitialoneto oG ). The only way within W M T of cbtaining, say, the 1lth order
m om ent ofan operatorPf, isto build am eter sensitive to X*. T his should have an interaction
Ham iltonian ofthe om H 2. = Gh ®) & ). In principk, there isno fiundam ental problm
w ith this, and severalm eters can act sin ultaneously on the sam e system .

The crucial point is that we need to use an operator for the tine spent n  , and not
Just the progctor over aswe did in section 3. In this section we will use the \sopum
tin e" operator previously ntroduced by Jaworskiand W ardlaw . P3] It is consistent w ith
the results of section 3 and 4, and is easy to obtaln from the de nition ofmean dwelltine

€9 -

A .An operator for the tim e spent in

In the H eisenbery representation, the dwell tin e de ned by €9) can be w ritten as

hpi= p ste)=h oFfujol 46)
ifwe just de ne
Z
€y Uo ;0P U, ;a0 = (& ©Iq € ); @7)

t
In the Schrodinger representation, the operator £ corresponding to €  , is
€ =10, &0 u U 50 (48)
For a gedanken experin ent w ith a m eter sensitive to £ , the interaction Ham iltonian is

FH=c6hont ©; 49)

11



where h(t) = (& f) ! ort 2 (;te), and 0 otherwise; *; and & are the conjigate
m om entum and position of the m eter’s pointer. From @) if ollow s that Iy (€ ) de ned by
{§) isequalto £ y . Application of {[§) and [29) then leads to

w _ BaFsdoi

tyw=hoJs €)joi=h oFfuJois £, — (50)
hnj ol
Ifwe take hy i de ned n R9), and hl:én)ide ned n @B4), we can write
. s ()
1y
hp i= lim b Lo t,; Hp i® = Iim a1 = Reft% g: G1)
Gi! 0 Gy Gi' 0 Gj

Ascan be seen, £ leads to the sam e result asPB , In the m easurem ent of average traversal
tim es.

B . H igher m om ents

By themeans of £ , we can m easure any m om ent of order 1 of the distrbutions of tin es
soent In . W e need to use a m eter whose corresoonding Interaction H am iltonian is of the
kind

Ho=chont; (52)

where * and § are the operators corresponding to the conjugate m om entum and position
of the m eter’s pointer. The average of the lth power of the tine spent in by a particke
nally found in the state j ,iis

hpd,”
i Im = Refht" i™g; (53)
Gi! 0 Gy
w ith
h o 36€ 5 )Y o
b 5 s J ol 54)
h n] ol

O nly those pointer position readings corresponding to a postselected state j , 1 are averaged.
PIC is worth noticing that the sum rule of conditional averages is satis ed, ie. if j o1 =
n PnJ ni, then, orany integer 1,

X
hpyi= o, Fhg 1% (55)

n

Tt is also in portant to point out, while h, i is positively de ned, the conditional averages
htt i® are not. The lack of this in portant property has to prevent us from interpreting
these quantities as the m om ents of a distribbution of actual tim es spent by the electron in
the region

12



C .Com parison w ith som e results in the literature

The second moment of t , according to B3) and B4), ishE i = h (3, J oi; fwe
remenberthat €, = Iy € )& t), we obtan

Mpi= € 9ol € )jol
= & ©° drhoJy € )irily B )7 ol
Z
= Pr3F3 @t (56)

where, as can be easily obtained from @) and @), t" is the weak value ofthe tin e soent
In by aparticke nally found in r.

Eq. (54) is essentially equal to the result cbtained for the second m om ent of the dwell
tine by a fw works based on the path-integral approach. [4{L1823]

W e would also point out that the second m om ent of the tine spent In  for a particke
which ispost—selected In position r at tin e t¢, ie.,

( ) a ~
hrf, J ol h  $.€, + €,P.5 o1
hLﬁ i(r) = Re J{QH J.O _ Oj? H _ H Jo ; G7)
hrj ol h oP.J ol
where P, = TJihrjis In general di erent from the time proposed In Ref. [18] on the
basis of the path integral approach, that, In this fom alism , would be equal to &0 =
h ofuP.fujoi=h oP.] ol

D .Relation between higher m om ents and the m easurem ent of the rstm om ent

In this section we show that the higher order moments of 5 obtalned In Sec. 52
can be ocbtained also from the wave function j i of the system plis m eter perturbed by
the Ham iltonian for the st m oment Pfjnt = G;hiONE ). In fact, if we muliply both
num erator and denom inator of (54) by h j;i, and substitute §) in the num erator, we
cbtain
! 1

Jji : (58)

G1=0

o 1 i @
wi- L _n,; R
h i Jol 108G,

Ifweput = MG, othatH .= "h@f (©,and call ( jrjte) = h ;1] (ts)iwe can

w rite for any Integer 1
8 | 9
< l 1 =

@
hi% i® = Re ———— ih— ( ;r5te)

o( ;rite) @ E ©9)

Let us just point out that, whilke the form of §9) is exactly equal to the +th com plex
m om ent of the dwell tin e distrdbution obtained on the basis of path integrals [L4/17], the
m eaning is substantially di erent, since the perturbative H am iltonian used in path-integral
approaches is of the kind g pi= “h (t)PA (te t), while the perturbative H am iltonian used
for obtaining §9) isH 1! given by @3). It is clear, for exam plke, that the fom er is ocal in
soace, whik the Jatter is not.
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VI.DISCUSSION

Steinbery @] has argued that weak m easurem ent theory is a prom ising tool for the
study of the traversal tin e problem . ks m a pr advantages over the standard m easurem ent
theory are the exibility to treat interactionsbetween a system and a m easuring apparatus
that are extended in tine, and the possbilty of de ning conditional averages for events
corresoonding to non com m uting operators. B oth these properties are due to the fact that
a weak m easurem ent prevents the wave function of the system from collbpsing.

W e have shown that within W M T not only m ean dwell and traversal tin es but also the
averages of any higher pow ers of the tim e spent by particles in a region , conditioned to
any nal state of the systam , can be m athem atically de ned in tem s of the outcom e of
gedanken experin ents.

U nfortunately, there are severe problam s of physical Interpretation. A s already pointed
out for the special cases of the Lam or [[§P3] and SalckerW igner clocks 4], W M T m ay
predict negative resuls for the average tim e spent by re ected particles on the far side of
a barrier. In addition, as shown here, the conditional averages of any power of the tin e
gent In  arenot positively de ned within W M T . T hese unphysical results prevent us from
Interpreting them In tem s of actual tin e spent by particlkes in the spatial region

To ramain on m ground, we are com pelled to consider them as just quantities w ith
the din ensions of tin e describbing the response of a degree of freedom g of an apparatus to
an Interaction w ith particles that is constant in tim e over a nite tin e Interval, lnear, and
proportional to a particke’s presence n . C kearly, further Investigation is required to leam
w hether these quantities can be fruitfiilly used to describbe the tin e-dependent behaviour of

itself, ie., apart from the particular interaction w ith the m eter.
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APPENDIX A:DERIVATION OF (36)

W e can start from the Eq. @4), where A" isde ned. Ifwe multply both num erator
and denom natorby h j;i or = 0wehave
hni Ja B)J ol

A® = : 1
v hn; jOi =0 (A )

Now, we have jist to rem ember that, I = K; ~ Fih and to substitute this omula into A1)
in order to cbtain
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nw N I I I N ) I#
i h nr :qAIH (A)j ol h nr :qIH (A)j ol
ih hn; jOl hn; jOl

Ay = ; @2)

=0

the second tem of this expression vanishes for = 0. Ifwe substitute [B§) for 1= 1 into
the rsttem to the right of @2), we cbtain Eq. §6).

APPENDIX B:A FEW FORMULAS FROM PERTURBATION THEORY

Let j 1 ®1and HAJﬂ (t) be the systam wave function and the Interaction Ham iltonian,

respectively, in the interaction representation, @] ie.,

3101 Ut O ®1)
0 O teitd e ©0, i0); ®2)

where Uy, (t ;t) = expf i=thtf H, ©)dt% is the evolution operator.

From @1) we have that j 1 ()i = j )i = jiand J 1@i= Joke)l= 7ol
therefore
. ? ~ (D) L
Ji= &xXp — H . ©dt J ol: B 3)
i +
w here the + —subscript denotes tin e-ordering.

Ifwetake Hy = Gh®) A (t) asgiven by (), withht) = ( t) ! Prt2 (t;t) and
zero otherw ise, and put it in B83) and B3), we obtain

. G .
ji= exp —"Ix @) J oi: ®B4)
ih +

W riting the exponential n B3) asa sum yields

. ® 1 6 ™ R o
Ji= S n  mer Joh ®5)
m=0 .
from which we cbtain
e 1 R
—Ji = —" Iy &))" Jois B6)
@G T _, (h)! +

Tfwe choose K ©) = £ (), we have the additional advantage that Iy €)= £, doesnot
depend on tin e, so that tin e-ordering does not m atter, and we can w rite
@t 1

N PR LT 7
el Ty Crdol ®7)

from which we have, after profction onto the state j ,; i,

|
-1
L , ith @ .
hn; ﬁlHJOl:hn; J _@G Ji : (B8)

(9]
I
o
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