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Abstract

Thetheory ofweak m easurem ent,proposed by Aharonov and coworkers,has

been applied by Steinberg to the long-discussed traversaltim e problem .The

uncertainty and am biguity thatcharacterizethisconceptfrom theperspective

ofvon Neum ann m easurem enttheory apparently vanish,and jointprobabil-

ities and conditionalaverages becom e m eaningfulconcepts. W e expressthe

Larm orclock and som eotherwell-known m ethodsin the weak m easurem ent

form alism . W e also propose a m ethod to determ ine higher m om ents ofthe

traversaltim e distribution in term s of the outcom e of a gedanken experi-

m ent,by introducing an appropriate operator. Since the weak m easurem ent

approach can som etim eslead to unphysicalresults,forexam pleaverage neg-

ative reection tim es and higher m om ents,the interpretation ofthe results

obtained rem ainsan open problem .

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

In the lastfew yearsa new approach to m easurem entin quantum m echanicshasbeen

developed by Aharonov and coworkers [1,2]. Their \weak m easurem ent" approach di�ers

from thestandard one(form alized by von Neum ann [3])in thattheinteraction between the

m easuring apparatusand them easured system istoo weak to triggera collapseofthewave

function.Although an individualweak m easurem entofan observablehasno m eaning,one

can obtain the expectation value to any desired accuracy by averaging a su�ciently large

num berofsuch individualresults.

Avoidingwavefunction collapseallowsthesim ultaneousm easurem entofnon-com m uting

observables(noviolation oftheuncertainty principleoccursbecausetheindividualm easure-

m entsofeach observablearevery im precise).Italso allowsasound de�nition ofconditional

probabilities and their distribution: since the system evolves after the m easurem ent as if

unperturbed,itispossibleto de�neaveragesofa quantity conditioned to a given �nalstate

ofthe system . M oreover{ and thispointisim portantifwe are interested in the duration

�Talk given attheAdriatico Research Conferenceon \Tunnelling and itsim plications",30 July{2

August1996,ICTP,Trieste
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ofsom e process{ a typicalweak m easurem entisextended in tim e,i.e.,theinteraction be-

tween the m eterand the system isnotim pulsive,buthasa �nite duration. AsSteinberg

hasshown,[4,5]allthese featuresm ake weak m easurem enttheory a prom ising fram ework

forthestudy oftraversaltim esin quantum system s,a problem thatdoesnot�twellwithin

standard m easurem enttheory.

In this paper,we show that the am biguities which are present in the form alism when

the traversaltim e problem is studied with the tools ofstandard m easurem ent theory,[6]

vanish in the fram ework ofthe weak m easurem ent approach. However,the interpretation

ofthe weak m easurem ent results rem ains open. The outline ofthe paper is as follows:

In Section 2 we presentbriey the weak m easurem enttheory (W M T),in a \m inim alistic"

way,i.e.,concentrating on only those aspects ofW M T that are directly relevant to the

traversaltim e problem . W e apply the technique to this problem in Sec. 3 and in Sec. 4

show thatseveralwellknown m ethodsforde�ning and calculating average traversaltim es

areparticularrealizationsoftheweak m easurem entapproach.In Sec.5 wego furtherand

introducean operatorforthetim espentin a region ofspacein an attem ptto obtain higher

m om entsofthetraversaland dwelltim edistributions.A shortdiscussion ofopen problem s

endsthepaper.

II.W EA K M EA SU R EM EN T :A \M IN IM A LIST " FO R M U LAT IO N

In thissection we describe the generic gedanken experim entand com pare the standard

m easurem enttheory ofvon Neum ann with theweak m easurem enttheory ofAharonov and

coworkers.Forthescopeofthispaperwedonotneed topush thetheory asfarasAharonov

et al.[2]and willlim it the discussion to weak m easurem ents on an ensem ble ofsystem s,

staying clearofthem orecontroversialissuesofweak m easurem entson a singlesystem and

the reality ofthe wave function (i.e.,the possibility ofm easuring the wave function ofa

single system ). W e use a m inim alistapproach to weak m easurem ent theory treating itas

a potentially usefulextension ofstandard m easurem enttheory,based on a \weak" system -

apparatusinteraction Ham iltonian.

The experim entalsetup consists ofa system � and a m easuring device M evolving {

when isolated { underthe Ham iltonians Ĥ � and Ĥ M ,respectively. Letq be the canonical

variableofthem eterthatwe use asa pointer,and let� beitsconjugatem om entum .The

corresponding operatorsare q̂ and �̂ with [̂�;q̂]= � i�h.

To m easure an observable Â ofthe system �,let the system and apparatus interact

through theHam iltonian

Ĥ int= g(t)̂�Â(t); (1)

where g(t) = Gh(t),G is a constant and
R
+ 1

�1 h(t)dt = 1. Let h(t) be non-zero only for

t2 (ti;tf).

Thesystem � and them eterM evolveindependently with Ham iltonian Ĥ 0 = Ĥ � + Ĥ M

untiltim e ti,then undergo the interaction governed by Ĥ int,and,aftertim e tf,continue

theirevolution under Ĥ 0.W hatism easured istheposition ofthem eterattim etf.

Letusdenote by j 0(t)i,j�0(t)i,and j�0(t)i� j 0(t)i
 j�0(t)ithe statesrepresenting

thesystem �,them eterM ,and theircom bination � plusM ,respectively,evolving without
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m utualinteraction,and by j�(t)ithestateofthecom bined system aftertheswitching on of

theinteraction Ĥ int attim eti.Sincethesystem � and them eterM do notinteractbefore

tim eti,j�(t)i= j� 0(t)ifort< ti.

Forsim plicity,wewillconsider Ĥ M = 0,thatisthestateofthem eterisstaticuntilthe

interaction isturned on,so thatwecan usej�ii= j�0(ti)iforthestateofthem eterbefore

tim eti.M oreover,aftertheinteraction isswitched o�,attf,thestateofthem eterin each

com ponentofthelinearly superposed entangled stateno longerchangeswith tim e.

In theSchr�odingerpicture,[7]

j�(tf)i= Û(tf;ti)j�(ti)i; (2)

where Û(tf;ti)istheevolution operator

Û(tf;ti)=

�

exp

�

�
i

�h

Z tf

ti

[Ĥ 0(t)+ Ĥ int(t)]dt

��

+

; (3)

and the+-subscriptdenotestim eordering oftheintegralsin theterm softheTaylorseries

expansion ofthe exponentialfunction. In the following,we willindicate a state in the

Heisenberg representation by om itting itsdependenceon tim e:forinstance,j�iisthestate

j�(t)iin theHeisenberg representation,and isobtained asj�i= Û(tf;t)�(t)i.

A .Standard M easurem ent

In the von Neum ann procedure,[3]tf tends to ti,i.e,h(t) � �(t� tf),and what is

m easured isthevalueoftheobservableA attheinstantoftim etf.

In thetim einterval(ti;tf),Ĥ int isthedom inantterm in theHam iltonian and,from (2)

and (3),wehave

j�(tf)i� e
�

i

�h
G �̂Â (tf)j�(ti)i: (4)

Theprobability density ofpointerposition q aftertheinteraction is

f(q)� h�jqihqj�i=
X

n

h�ja n;qihan;qj�i; (5)

wherefjan(t)igisacom pletesetofeigenstatesofÂ(t).Straightforward calculation [3]yields

f(q)=
X

n

jcn(tf)j
2
j�i(q� Gan)j

2
; (6)

wherecn(t)� han(t)j 0(t)iand �i(q� Gan)= hq� Ganj�ii.

It is worth noticing that ifthe initialpointer position q is precisely de�ned, that is

j�i(q)j
2 � �(q),theprobability density ofthe�nalposition isa sum ofquasi-delta functions

in one-to-onecorrespondencewith each oftheeigenvaluesofÂ.
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1.Distribution ofthe pointer position

The�rsttwo m om entsofthepointerposition distribution arenow easy to obtain.Ifwe

takean initialdistribution ofq centered atq= 0,them ean valueofq attim etf is

hqif � h�ĵqj�i=

Z

qf(q)dq= GhA(tf)i; (7)

and them ean squarevalueofq is

ĥq
2
if � h�jq2j�i=

Z

q
2
f(q)dq= ĥq

2
ii+ G

2
hA

2(tf)i; (8)

so that

(�q f)
2
� hq

2
if � (hqif)

2 = (�q i)
2 + G

2(�A f)
2
; (9)

where�q f,�q i,and �A f arethestandard deviationsof�naland initialpointerpositions,

and ofthe observable A attim e tf,respectively. The integralswithoutexplicitlim itsare

from � 1 to +1 .

2.Veri�cation ofthe unperturbed state

Itisinteresting to calculatetheprobability thatthestateofthesystem � underobser-

vation isnotchanged. In orderto do so,we calculate the probability P0 ofveri�cation of

theunperturbed statej 0iattim etf,i.e.

P0(tf)� h�j 0ih 0j�i=

Z

h�j 0;qih 0;qj�idq: (10)

Ifwerem em berthatj 0(t)i=
P

n cn(t)jan(t)iweobtain

P0(tf)=
X

n;m

jcn(tf)j
2
jcm (tf)j

2

Z

�
�
i(q� Gan)�i(q� Gam )dq; (11)

but if�q i � G�a,where �a is the m inim um di�erence between the eigenvalues of Â

(�a = m in n6= m fjan � am jg),theintegralin (11)ispractically zero when n 6= m ,so thatwe

can write

P0(tf)�
X

n

jcn(tf)j
4
� m ax

n
fjcn(tf)j

2
g: (12)

Equation (12) shows that the initialstate is conserved only ifit is an eigenstate of Â;if

this is notthe case,the evolution ofthe system isstrongly a�ected by the m easurem ent.

Aswillbeshown in thenextsection,thisproblem doesnotexistin theweak m easurem ent

approach,due to the factthatthe evolution ofthe system isperturbed only to ordero(G)

(by o(G)wem ean a term such thatlim G ! 0o(G)=G = 0).
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B .W eak m easurem ent

W eak m easurem entischaracterized by thefactthattheHam iltonian fortheinteraction

Ĥ int issm allenough to beconsidered asa sm allperturbation oftheHam iltonian Ĥ 0 ofthe

isolated system �,and theinitialuncertainty in theposition ofthepointerqism uch greater

than G tim esthem axim um separation between di�erenteigenvaluesof Â.

M ostim portantly,the interaction doesnothave to be im pulsive,butcan have a �nite

duration oftim e. This additionalexibility is a great advantage for m easurem ents m ade

over�niteintervalsoftim e.

According to perturbation theory,[8]wecan write

j�(tf)i= j�0(tf)i�
i

�h

Z tf

ti

Û0(tf;t)Ĥ int(t)j�(t)idt; (13)

where

Û0(tf;t)=

�

exp

�

�
i

�h

Z tf

t

Ĥ 0(t
0)dt0

��

+

(14)

istheevolution operatoroftheisolated system �.Firstorderapproxim ation on (13)gives

j�(tf)i= (1+ ô(G))j�0(tf)i�
i

�h
G �̂

Z tf

ti

Û0(tf;t)Â(t)j�0(t)ih(t)dt; (15)

where ô(G)indicatesa genericoperatorwhoseaveragesareo(G).

Ifweintroducetheherm itian operatorin theHeisenberg picture

IH (Â)�

Z tf

ti

Û0(tf;t)Â(t)Û
�
0(tf;t)h(t)dt; (16)

wecan write(15)as

j�i= [1�
i

�h
G �̂IH (Â)+ ô(G)]j�0i: (17)

Now wede�neA w,theweak valueoftheoperator Â,as

A w � h�0jIH (Â)j�0i=

Z tf

ti

h(t)h 0(t)jÂ(t)j 0(t)idt (18)

Theprobability density ofq aftertim etf isf(q)� h�jqihqj�iand can bewritten,by using

(17)and (18),as

f(q)= h�0j1+
i

�h
G �̂IH (Â)+ ô(G)jqihqj1�

i

�h
G �̂IH (Â)+ ô(G)j�0i;

= h�0jexp(
i

�h
GA w �̂)+ ô(G)jqihqjexp(�

i

�h
GA w �̂)+ ô(G)j�0i

= j�i(q� GAw)j
2 + o(G): (19)

Except forterm s ofo(G),the �naldistribution ofpointer positionsis equalto the initial

one translated by G tim esthe weak value ofÂ.Itisworth noticing thatiftheinteraction

isim pulsive (i.e.,h(t)� �(t� tf)),wehaveA w � hA(tf)i.
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1.Distribution ofpointer position

Them ean pointerposition and thevarianceare,from (17)and (19),respectively

hqif � h�ĵqj�i=

Z

qf(q)dq= GA w + o(G) (20)

and

(�q f)
2 = hq

2
if � (hqif)

2 = (�q i)
2 + o(G): (21)

Theaveragepointerposition givesustheweak valueofA;on theotherhand,thevariance

doesnotgive usadditionalinform ation,because the weak m easurem entisvery im precise,

duetothefactthattheinitialpointerdistribution isvery broad and theinteraction isweak.

Averaging overm any identicalexperim entsgivestherightm ean value,butdoesnottellus

anything aboutthe dispersion ofthe observed quantity,which is com pletely swam ped by

thedispersion in pointerposition.

2.Veri�cation ofthe unperturbed state

A fundam entalproperty ofa W M isthattheevolution of� ispractically notperturbed.

In fact,veri�cation oftheinitialstate,using (17),yields

P0(tf)= h�j 0ih 0j�i= 1+ o(G) (22)

Thism eansthatseveralweak m easurem entsofdi�erentobservableson a singlesystem can

be perform ed. Asa generalproperty,and therefore even fornon com m uting observables,

theorderofsuccessive m easurem entsisnotim portant.

3.Conditionalaverages

W hile conditionalaverages are not wellde�ned within standard m easurem ent theory

[6],they can be introduced in an unam biguousway within W M T,asa consequence ofeq.

(22)discussed above. Suppose that we want to m easure the average of Â conditioned to

the veri�cation ofa given �nalstate which isassum ed,withoutlossofgenerality,to be a

m em berj�niofan orthonorm albasisfj�nig,forn = 1:::N ,oftheHilbertspaceof�.Since

j�nih�njand q̂com m ute,wecan perform astandard m easurem entofboth ofthem when the

interaction isover,i.e.,aftertim e tf. Then,we keep only the readingsofq corresponding

to a positiveveri�cation ofj�ni,and calculatethe\conditional" probability distribution of

thecollected readingsf(q)(n),which isoftheform

f(q)(n) =
h�j� n;qih�n;qj�i

h�j� nih�nj�i
= j�i(q� GA

(n)
w )j2 + o(G); (23)

where

A
(n)
w �

h�njIH (Â)j 0i

h�nj 0i
=

1

h�nj 0i

Z tf

ti

h�n(t)jÂ(t)j 0(t)ih(t)dt: (24)

6



A (n)
w is the weak value of Â for a system which is postselected in the state j�ni (and

preselected in the statej 0i).To ordero(G),theprobability am plitude distribution ofthe

m eter’s pointer is equalto the initialone translated by a quantity proportionalto A (n)
w .

W hen de�ning A w in (18)wedid notspecify a post-selected state;actually,to notperform

a post-selection isequivalentto post-selecting thestatej 0ibecause,asweshowed in (22),

veri�cation ofj 0iispositive with probabililty very closeto one.Therefore,A
(n)
w of(24)is

equalto A w of(18)to ordero(G)ifj 0ihappens to be j�ni. Ifitdoesnot,then we can

writej 0i=
P

n pnj�ni,wherepn = h�nj 0i,and have

A w =
X

n

jpnj
2
A
(n)
w : (25)

Itisim portantto noticethat,whileA w isalwaysreal,A (n)
w isin generalcom plex valued.

From (8)and (18)we �nd thatthe conditionalaverage and the standard deviation of

thepointerposition are,respectively:

hqi
(n)

f �

Z
+ 1

�1

f(q)(n)qdq= GRefA (n)
w g+ o(G) (26)

and

(�q
(n)

f )2 = hq
2
i
(n)

f � (hqi
(n)

f )2 = (�q i)
2 + o(G); (27)

independentofn.

In addition,from (20)and (25)wehave

hqif =
X

n

jpnj
2
hqi

(n)

f ; (28)

thatis,the wellknown sum law ofconditionalprobabilitiesholdstrue forpointerposition

readings.

III.W EA K M EA SU R EM EN T A N D T R AV ER SA L T IM ES

M easurem entofthetim eduration ofsom eprocessrequiresthattheobserved system and

them eterinteractfora �nitetim e,a situation forwhich theconceptofweak m easurem ent

seem sto beparticularly wellsuited.M oreover,aswehavejustseen,W M T could also allow

ustocalculateconditionalaveragesofagiven tem poralquantity forvariousoutcom esofthe

unperturbed system .

A wellknown and widely accepted resultin the�eld oftunneling tim esisthedwelltim e,

i.e.theaverage tim espentby a particlein theregion 
 irrespective ofits�nalstate.[9]If

j 0iisthe state describing the particle,the dwelltim e in the interval(ti;tf)ispostulated

to be[10]

htD i= �D (ti;tf)=

Z tf

ti

h 0(t)ĵP
j 0(t)idt; (29)

where P̂
 is the projection operator on the region 
. As can be seen,(29) is the m ean

valueofP̂
 integrated over(ti;tf).Itishard to im aginethistim easa resultofa standard

7



m easurem ent,because P̂
 is not a quantum non dem olition (QND) variable [11]and,if

t1 6= t2,then P̂
(t1)and P̂
(t2)do notcom m ute.

However,(29)can be obtained asa resultofa weak m easurem ent. In fact,ifwe take

Â = P̂
,and h(t)asconstantin (ti;tf),theinteraction Ham iltonian is

Ĥ int= Gh(t)̂�P̂
; (30)

and from (18)wehave

P
w =
1

tf � ti

Z
tf

ti

h 0(t)ĵP
j 0(t)idt: (31)

Com bining (29)and (31)yieldsthedwelltim eas

htD i= �D (ti;tf)= (tf � ti)P
w = lim
G ! 0

hqif(tf � ti)

G
; (32)

wherewehaveused thefactthathqif = GP
w + o(G).

Suppose we are interested in the m ean tim e spentin 
 forsom e speci�ed �nalstate of

the particle. Decom position ofdwelltim es in term s ofparticles evolving to a �nalstate

j�ni is problem atic within standard m easurem ent theory,as has been pointed out m any

tim es:[6]the di�culty isthatprojection onto a region 
 and projection onto a �nalstate

j�ni involve non com m uting operators,and there are no rules uniquely specifying how to

build operatorsforquantitiesinvolving non com m uting operators(thisisalso thereason for

conditionalprobabilitiesbeing problem atic).

The am biguity vanisheswithin the weak m easurem entapproach:the weak value ofP̂

fora system postselected in the�nalstatej�niis,according to (24),

P
(n)


w =
1

h�nj 0i

1

tf � ti

Z tf

ti

h�n(tf)ĵP
j 0(tf)idt (33)

Therefore,theaveragetim espentin 
 from tim eti to tf by a particlestarting in thestate

j 0iand �nally found in thestatej�niis

htD i
(n) = �

(n)

D �
(tf � ti)hqi

(n)

f

G
= (tf � ti)RefP

(n)


w g: (34)

Sum m ation over di�erent �nalstates holds: given j 0i =
P

n pnj�ni then,dropping the

dependence on thetim einterval,wecan write,from (28),(32),and (34),

htD i=
X

n

jpnj
2
htD i

(n)
: (35)

IV .W EA K M EA SU R EM EN T A N D W ELL K N O W N M ET H O D S FO R

O B TA IN IN G T R AV ER SA L T IM ES

In thissection we wantto dem onstrate thatsom e wellknown approachesto the calcu-

lation oftunneling tim es can be seen as particular exam ples ofweak m easurem ent,each

corresponding to a di�erentm easuring apparatus.
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In particular,wewillfocusourattention on m ethodsbased on theLarm orclock,[9,12,13]

on Feynm an path-integrals,[15,18],and on absorption probabilities.[19]Alloftheseproce-

duresarebased on theapplication ofasm allperturbation (am agnetic�eld,arealpotential,

an im aginary potential,respectively)to the region ofinterest. Afterthat,the state ofthe

particleevolvesin tim e,and weattem ptto extracttheinform ation aboutthetim espentin

theregion ofinterestfrom som easpectoftheperturbed wavefunction (thespin,thephase,

ortheam plitude,respectively depending on thekind ofperturbation applied).In ordernot

to perturb the evolution ofthe state too m uch,we letthe perturbation tend to zero [18].

Ithasbeen dem onstrated [20,21]thatallthe \probes" m entioned above lead to the sam e

result.

Letusnow write two form ulasthatwillbevery usefulin therem ainderofthissection.

From Appendix A,the weak value ofan operator Â fora system postselected in the state

j�ni,de�ned in (24),can bewritten as

A
(n)
w =

@

@G

h�n(tf);�ĵqj�i

h�n;�j�0i

�
�
�
�
�
�;G = 0

=
h�n;�ji�h

@

@(G �)
j�i

h�n;�j�0i

�
�
�
�
�
�
G �= 0

: (36)

wherethesecond equality istrueifq̂ can bewritten as q̂= i�h@=@� in the�-representation

and j�idependsonly upon theproductG� [asitobviously doesfortheinteraction Ham il-

tonian (1)].

A .R ealconstant potential

Letusstartwith a constantrealpotentialapplied only in 
 and only forti < t< tf:

the perturbation Ham iltonian is Ĥ int = Ĥ V = f(t)V P̂
,with f(t) = 1 for t 2 (ti;tf)

and zero otherwise.[18]In orderto translate thisperturbation into the form alism ofweak

m easurem ent, we can write V in the �-representation as V = G�=(tf � ti). Now the

perturbativepotentialacting on thesystem � isoftheform (30).

In this case,the weak value ofthe operator P̂
 fora system postselected in the state

j�niis,according to (36),

P
(n)


w =

R
h�njrihr;�ji�h

@

@(G �)
j�id 3r

R
h�njrihr;�j�0id

3r

�
�
�
�
�
�
G �= 0

: (37)

W e use the convention ofom itting the lim its ofintegration when the integrals run over

the whole space. Given thatV isproportionalto �,we can write �(r;V )= hr;�j�iand

�n(r)= hrj�ni,so that(34)becom es

htD i
(n) = (tf � ti)RefP

(n)


w g = Re

( R
��n(r)i�h

@

@V
�(r;V )d 3r

R
��n(r)�0(r;V )d

3r

�
�
�
�
�
V = 0

)

(38)

Note that(38)isexactly the expression forthe average tim e spentby a particle in the

region 
 obtained by using the Feynm an path-integraltechnique.[15]Ifthe �nalstate is

jri,i.e.,thestatecorresponding to a particlefound to beatr attim etf,theweak valueof

theaveragetim eisthen

9



htD i
(r) = Re

(
i�h

�(r;V )

@�(r;V )

@V

) �
�
�
�
�
V = 0

: (39)

which isexactly thesam eexpression obtained forthestay tim ede�ned in [18].

B .P ure im aginary potential

A pureim aginary potentialisoften used in opticsto sim ulatetheabsorption ofphotons

by a m aterial. W hathappensin thiscase isthatthe probability density ofthe particle is

notconserved,because itdecreases exponentially in 
,with a tim e constantproportional

to theapplied im aginary potential.Theinform ation aboutthe average tim espentin 
 by

theparticleisthereforeobtained by calculating how m uch ofthetotalprobability hasbeen

absorbed.

Theperturbation Ham iltonian in thiscaseis[21]

Ĥ int= Ĥ � = � f(t)
i�

2
P̂
 (40)

which isofthe form (30)ifwe put� = 2iG�=(tf � ti). Analogously to (37)and (38)we

have

htD i
(n) = �

(n)

D = �

R
��n(r)2�h

@

@�
�(r;�)d 3r

R
��n(r)�0(r;�)d

3r

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

; (41)

where we have put�(r;�)= hr;�j�i. Thisresult,again,correspondsto the one obtained

in [21].

C .M agnetic Field

Thewellknown Larm orclock m ethod [12,13]involvesapplyingan in�nitesim alm agnetic

�eld in the z-direction,con�ned to the region 
. The spin,which isinitially polarized in

thex-direction,precessesin thex-y planewith theLarm orfrequency !L = eB =m when the

spin is\in" 
. The spin polarization in the y-direction playsthe role ofpointerposition.

Letusconsiderastheperturbation Ham iltonian only thecom ponentwhich actson thespin

oftheparticle[21]

Ĥ int= Ĥ B = f(t)
�h!L

2
�̂zP̂
; (42)

where �̂x,�̂y,and �̂z arethePaulispin m atrix operators.In thiscase �̂ = �h�̂z=2 actsasthe

pointerm om entum and weputG = !L(tf � ti),so that(42)takestheform (30).

W e have �̂xj 0i = j 0i because the initialstate ofthe system is an eigenstate of �̂x.

From

[̂�y;
�h

2
�̂z]j 0i= i�h�̂xj 0i= i�hj 0i (43)
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it im m ediately follows that q̂ = �̂y and �̂ = �h�̂z=2 are the appropriate conjugate pointer

operators.W ith thischoice(36)becom es

P
(n)


w =
@

@G

h�n;�ĵ�yj�i

h�n;�j�0i

�
�
�
�
�
�;G = 0

(44)

and

htD i
(n) = �

(n)

D = Re

8
<

:

@

@!L

h�n;�ĵ�yj�i

h�n;�j�0i

�
�
�
�
�
!L ;�= 0

9
=

;
: (45)

Asiseasy to seeby com parison with (18)ofRef.[21],expression (45)forthetim espentin


 isequalto theresultobtained by Rybachenko [12]and Baz’.[13]

V .H IG H ER M O M EN T S O F T IM E D IST R IB U T IO N S

Asisclearfrom (21)weak m easurem entsarenotusefulforobtaining higherm om entsof

a distribution forthetim espentin 
.In fact,thespread of�nalpositionsofthepointeris

equalto theinitialoneto o(G).Theonly way within W M T ofobtaining,say,thelth order

m om entofan operatorÂ,istobuild am etersensitiveto Â l.Thisshould havean interaction

Ham iltonian oftheform Ĥ
[l]

int= Gh(t)̂�lÂ
l(t).In principle,thereisnofundam entalproblem

with this,and severalm eterscan actsim ultaneously on thesam esystem .

The crucialpointisthatwe need to use an operatorforthe tim e spentin 
,and not

just the projector over 
 as we did in section 3. In this section we willuse the \sojourn

tim e" operatorpreviously introduced by Jaworskiand W ardlaw.[22]Itisconsistent with

theresultsofsection 3 and 4,and iseasy to obtain from thede�nition ofm ean dwelltim e

(29).

A .A n operator for the tim e spent in 


In theHeisenberg representation,thedwelltim ede�ned by (29)can bewritten as

htD i= �D (ti;tf)= h 0ĵt
H j 0i (46)

ifwejustde�ne

t̂
H �

Z tf

ti

Û0(tf;t
0)P̂
 Û

�
0(tf;t

0)dt0= (tf � ti)IH (P̂
); (47)

In theSchr�odingerrepresentation,theoperator t̂
 corresponding to t̂
H ,is

t̂
(t)= Û
�
0(tf;t)̂t
H Û0(tf;t): (48)

Fora gedanken experim entwith a m etersensitive to t̂
,theinteraction Ham iltonian is

Ĥ
[1]

int= G 1h(t)̂�1t̂
(t); (49)
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where h(t) = (tf � ti)
�1 for t 2 (ti;tf), and 0 otherwise; �̂1 and q̂1 are the conjugate

m om entum and position ofthem eter’spointer.From (48)iffollowsthatIH (̂t
)de�ned by

(16)isequalto t̂
H .Application of(18)and (24)then leadsto

t
w = h 0jIH (̂t
)j 0i= h 0ĵt
H j 0i; t
(n)


w =
h�nĵt
H j 0i

h�nj 0i
: (50)

IfwetakehtD ide�ned in (29),and ht
(n)

D ide�ned in (34),wecan write

htD i= lim
G 1! 0

hq1if

G 1

= t
w; htD i
(n) = lim

G 1! 0

hq1i
(n)

f

G 1

= Reft
(n)


wg: (51)

Ascan beseen,t̂
 leadsto thesam eresultas P̂
,in them easurem entofaverage traversal

tim es.

B .H igher m om ents

By them eansoft̂
,wecan m easureany m om entoforderlofthedistributionsoftim es

spentin 
.W eneed to use a m eterwhosecorresponding interaction Ham iltonian isofthe

kind

Ĥ
[l]

int= G lh(t)̂�l̂t
l

; (52)

where �̂l and q̂l are the operatorscorresponding to the conjugate m om entum and position

ofthe m eter’spointer. The average ofthe lth powerofthe tim e spentin 
 by a particle

�nally found in thestatej�niis

ht
l
D i

(n)
� lim

G l! 0

hqli
(n)

f

G l

= Refhtl
i
(n)
w g; (53)

with

ht
l

i

(n)
w �

h�nj(̂t
H )
lj 0i

h�nj 0i
: (54)

Onlythosepointerposition readingscorrespondingtoapostselected statej�niareaveraged.

It is worth noticing that the sum rule ofconditionalaverages is satis�ed,i.e.,ifj 0i =
P

n pnj�ni,then,forany integerl,

ht
l
D i=

X

n

jpnj
2
ht
l
D i

(n) (55)

Itisalso im portantto pointout,while htlD iispositively de�ned,the conditionalaverages

htlD i
(n) are not. The lack ofthis im portant property has to prevent us from interpreting

these quantities asthe m om ents ofa distribution ofactualtim esspentby the electron in

theregion 
.
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C .C om parison w ith som e results in the literature

The second m om ent oftD ,according to (53) and (54),is ht2D i = h 0jt
2

H j 0i; ifwe

rem em berthat t̂
H = IH (P̂
)(tf � ti),weobtain

ht
2
D i= (tf � ti)

2
h 0jI

2
H (P̂
)j 0i

= (tf � ti)
2

Z

d
3
rh 0jIH (P̂
)jrihrjIH (P̂
)j 0i

=

Z

d
3
rjt

(r)


 j
2
j 0(r;tf)j

2 (56)

where,ascan beeasily obtained from (33)and (34),t
(r)


 istheweak valueofthetim espent

in 
 by a particle�nally found in r.

Eq. (56)isessentially equalto the resultobtained forthe second m om entofthe dwell

tim eby a few worksbased on thepath-integralapproach.[16{18,25]

W e would also pointoutthatthe second m om entofthe tim e spentin 
 fora particle

which ispost-selected in position r attim etf,i.e.,

ht
2
D i

(r) = Re

(
hrĵt2
H j 0i

hrj 0i

)

=
h 0ĵPrt̂

2

H + t̂2
H P̂rj 0i

h 0ĵPrj 0i
; (57)

where P
r
= jrihrjis in general di�erent from the tim e proposed in Ref. [18] on the

basis ofthe path integralapproach, that, in this form alism , would be equalto t
2(r)


 =

h 0ĵt
H P̂rt̂
H j 0i=h 0ĵPrj 0i

D .R elation betw een higher m om ents and the m easurem ent ofthe �rst m om ent

In this section we show that the higher order m om ents of tD obtained in Sec. 5.2

can be obtained also from the wave function j�i ofthe system plus m eter perturbed by

the Ham iltonian for the �rst m om ent Ĥ int = G 1h(t)̂�1t̂
(t). In fact,ifwe m ultiply both

num erator and denom inator of(54) by h�j�ii,and substitute (B8) in the num erator,we

obtain

ht
l

i

(n)
w =

1

h�n;�j�0i
h�n;�j

 
i�h

�1

@

@G 1

! l

j�i

�
�
�
�
�
�
G 1= 0

: (58)

Ifweput �̂ = �̂1G 1,so that Ĥ int = �̂h(t)̂t
(t),and call�(�;r;tf)= h�1;rj�(tf)iwecan

writeforany integerl

ht
l
D i

(r) = Re

8
<

:

1

�0(�;r;tf)

 

i�h
@

@�

! l

�(�;r;tf):

9
=

;
(59)

Letusjustpointoutthat,while the form of(59)isexactly equalto the l-th com plex

m om entofthe dwelltim e distribution obtained on the basisofpath integrals[16,17],the

m eaning issubstantially di�erent,sincetheperturbativeHam iltonian used in path-integral

approachesisofthe kind Ĥ pi= �̂h(t)P̂
(tf � ti),while the perturbative Ham iltonian used

forobtaining (59)isH
[1]

int given by (49).Itisclear,forexam ple,thatthe form erislocalin

space,whilethelatterisnot.
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V I.D ISC U SSIO N

Steinberg [4,5]has argued that weak m easurem ent theory is a prom ising toolfor the

study ofthe traversaltim e problem .Itsm ajoradvantagesoverthe standard m easurem ent

theory aretheexibility to treatinteractionsbetween a system and a m easuring apparatus

that are extended in tim e,and the possibilty ofde�ning conditionalaverages for events

corresponding to non com m uting operators.Both these propertiesaredueto thefactthat

a weak m easurem entpreventsthewave function ofthesystem from collapsing.

W ehaveshown thatwithin W M T notonly m ean dwelland traversaltim esbutalso the

averagesofany higherpowersofthe tim e spentby particlesin a region 
,conditioned to

any �nalstate ofthe system ,can be m athem atically de�ned in term s ofthe outcom e of

gedanken experim ents.

Unfortunately,thereare severe problem sofphysicalinterpretation.Asalready pointed

outforthespecialcasesoftheLarm or[18,23]and Salecker-W ignerclocks[26],W M T m ay

predictnegative resultsforthe average tim e spentby reected particleson the farside of

a barrier. In addition,as shown here,the conditionalaverages ofany power ofthe tim e

spentin 
arenotpositively de�ned within W M T.Theseunphysicalresultspreventusfrom

interpreting them in term sofactualtim espentby particlesin thespatialregion 
.

To rem ain on �rm ground,we are com pelled to consider them as just quantities with

thedim ensionsoftim edescribing theresponse ofa degreeoffreedom q ofan apparatusto

an interaction with particlesthatisconstantin tim eovera �nitetim einterval,linear,and

proportionalto a particle’spresencein 
.Clearly,furtherinvestigation isrequired to learn

whetherthesequantitiescan befruitfully used to describethetim e-dependentbehaviourof

� itself,i.e.,apartfrom theparticularinteraction with them eter.
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A P P EN D IX A :D ER IVAT IO N O F (36)

W e can startfrom the Eq. (24),where A (n)
w isde�ned. Ifwe m ultiply both num erator

and denom inatorby h�j�iifor� = 0 wehave

A
(n)
w =

h�n;�jIH (Â)j�0i

h�n;�j�0i

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

: (A1)

Now,wehavejustto rem em berthat,1̂ = [̂q;̂�]=i�h and to substitutethisform ula into (A1)

in orderto obtain
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A
(n)
w =

1

i�h

"
h�n;�ĵq�̂IH (Â)j�0i

h�n;�j�0i
� �

h�n;�ĵqIH (Â)j�0i

h�n;�j�0i

#�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

; (A2)

the second term ofthisexpression vanishesfor� = 0. Ifwe substitute (B6)forl= 1 into

the�rstterm to therightof(A2),weobtain Eq.(36).

A P P EN D IX B :A FEW FO R M U LA S FR O M P ERT U R B AT IO N T H EO RY

Let j�I(t)i and Ĥ
(I)

int(t)be the system wave function and the interaction Ham iltonian,

respectively,in theinteraction representation,[8]i.e.,

j�I(t)i� Û0(tf;t)j�(t)i; (B1)

Ĥ
(I)

int(t)� Û0(tf;t)Ĥ int(t)Û
�
0(tf;t); (B2)

where Û0(tf;t)= expf� i=�h
Rtf
t Ĥ 0(t

0)dt0g istheevolution operator.

From (B1) we have that j�I(tf)i = j�(tf)i = j�i and j� I(ti)i = j�0(tf)i = j�0i,

therefore

j�i=

�

exp

�
1

i�h

Z tf

ti

Ĥ
(I)

int(t)dt

��

+

j�0i: (B3)

wherethe+-subscriptdenotestim e-ordering.

Ifwe take Ĥ int = Gh(t)̂�Â(t)asgiven by (1),with h(t)= (tf � ti)
�1 fort2 (ti;tf)and

zero otherwise,and putitin (B2)and (B3),weobtain

j�i=

�

exp

�
G

i�h
�̂IH (Â)

��

+

j�0i: (B4)

W riting theexponentialin (B3)asa sum yields

j�i=

1X

m = 0

1

m !

�
G

i�h

� m

�̂
m
�

[IH (Â)]
m
�

+
j�0i; (B5)

from which weobtain

@l

@G l
j�i

�
�
�
�
�
G = 0

=
1

(i�h)l
�̂
l
�

[IH (Â)]
m
�

+
j�0i; (B6)

Ifwechoose Â(t)= t̂
(t),wehavetheadditionaladvantagethatIH (̂t
)= t̂
H doesnot

depend on tim e,so thattim e-ordering doesnotm atter,and wecan write

@l

@G l
j�i

�
�
�
�
�
G = 0

=
1

(i�h)l
�̂
l̂
t
l

H j�0i; (B7)

from which wehave,afterprojection onto thestatej�n;�i,

h�n;�ĵt
l

H j�0i= h�n;�j

 
i�h

�

@

@G

! l

j�i

�
�
�
�
�
�
G = 0

: (B8)
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