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Abstract

The given paper is natural continuation of our previous paper [1]. We have illustrated earlier, that in the classical
Hamilton mechanics for an overwhelming majority of real chaotic macroscopic systems there is alignment of their
thermodynamic time arrows because of their small interaction. This fact and impossibility to observe entropy
decrease at introspection explain the second low of thermodynamics. In a quantum mechanics the situation even is
little bit easier - all closed systems of finite volume are periodic or nearly periodic. The proof in a quantum
mechanics is in many respects similar to the proof in the classical Hamilton mechanics - it also uses small
interaction between subsystems and impossibility to observe entropy decrease at introspection. However there are
special cases which were not in the classical mechanics. In these cases a one microstate corresponds to a set of
possible macrostates (more precisely their quantum superposition). Consideration this property with using
decoherence theory and taking into account of thermodynamic time arrows introduces new outcomes in quantum
mechanics. It allows to resolve the basic paradoxes of a quantum mechanics: (a) to explain paradox of wave packet
reduction at measurings when the observer is included in system (introspection) (paradox of the Schrodinger cat);
(b) to explain unobservability of superposition of macroscopic states by the external observer in real experiments
(paradox of Wigner's friend); (c) to prove the full equivalence of multiworld and Copenhagen interpretations of
guantum mechanics; (d) to explain deviations from the exponential law at decay of particles and pass from one
energy level on another (paradox of a kettle which never will begin to boil).

1. Introduction

First of all, it is necessary to note, that in our paper if other is not stipulated, the full system is
in the closed finite volume, contains a finite number of particles and is isolated from
environment. These are principal requirements of the entropy increasing law which we consider.
Full system is described by quantum mechanics laws.

In our previous paper [1] we considered alignment of thermodynamic time arrows in the
classical Hamilton mechanics leading to the entropy increasing law. Here we wish to consider a
qguantum case. A reason of alignment of thermodynamic time arrows in a quantum mechanics is
the same as in the classical mechanics. It is «entangling» and «decoherencey [2-3, 17, 24-27] -
small interaction between real chaotic macroscopic systems or real chaotic macroscopic system
in an unstable state and a quantum microsystem (measuring process in a quantum mechanics).

Use of phenomenon of alignment of thermodynamic time arrows for a quantum mechanics for
the analysis of widely known paradoxes of a quantum mechanics gives their full and consistent
resolution. All these paradoxes are caused by experimental unobservability for real macroscopic
bodies of such purely quantum phenomena predicted by a quantum mechanics, as (a)
superposition of macrostates for the Copenhagen interpretation or (b) presence of many worlds
in case of multiworld interpretation.

Really, quantum mechanics has the principal difference from classical one - if in classical
mechanics one microstate corresponds to only one macrostate, but for quantum mechanics one
microstate (a pure state characterized by a wave function) can correspond to a set of macrostates.
(Or, otherwise, the microsate is superposition of microstates corresponding to the different
macrostates.) Such situation is not possible in the classical mechanics! Such state can not be
considered as mixed state, i.e. ensemble of this several macrostates with corresponding
probabilities. Evolution of superposition and the mixed states are different. This difference is
related to presence of the interference terms for superposition (or quantum correlations of the
worlds for multiworld interpretation). Though for macroscopic bodies this difference is very



small, but, nevertheless, it exists. What disturbs to observe experimentally this difference? It is
the same reasons that disturbs to observe entropy decreasing because of alignment of
thermodynamic time arrows!

Really, more the detailed analysis below, shows, that the experimental manifestations of an
interference (quantum correlations) are considerably only at entropy decrease. This process is not
observable in principle if the observer is included into observable system (introspection). Thus,
entropy decrease is very difficultly observable if the observer is not included in the observed
macrosystem, because of alignment of thermodynamic time arrows of observable system and the
observer/environment during decoherence. Almost full isolation of a macrosystem from
environment / the observer is necessary between observations.

Small manifestations of the interference (quantum correlations) at entropy increase can not be
observed at introspection in principle (at introspection the full observation is impossible - only
macroparameters can be measured exactly, the full measuring is impossible). They are very
difficultly observable for a case of the external observer because of decoherence with the
observer/environment.

2. Qualitative consideration of the problem.

The reason of alignment of thermodynamic time arrows in a quantum mechanics, as well as in
the classical mechanics, is small interaction between real chaotic macroscopic systems. This well
studied appearance carrying a title «decoherence» [2-3, 17, 24-27]. Its result is not only widely
known «entangling» states of systems, but also alignment of thermodynamic time arrows. (The
direction of thermodynamic time arrow is defined by a direction of the entropy increase.) The
reason of alignment of thermodynamic time arrows is the same, as in the classical Hamilton
mechanics - instability of processes with opposite time arrows with respect to small
perturbations. These perturbations exist between the observer/environment and observed system
(decoherence).

Similar arguments in the case of quantum mechanics have been given in Maccone’s paper [4].
However there he formulated, that the similar logic is applicable only in a quantum mechanics.
The incorrectness of this conclusion has been shown in our previous papers [1, 5]. The other
objection has been formulated in the paper [6]. There are considered small systems with strong
fluctuations. Alignment of thermodynamic time arrows does not exist for such small systems. It
must be mentioned that both Maccone's replay to this objection and the subsequent paper of
objection authors [7] do not explain the true reason of described disagreement. The real solution
is very simple. More specifically, the entropy increase law, the concept of thermodynamic time
arrows and their alignment are applicable only to nonequilibrium macroscopic objects. Violation
of these laws for microscopic systems with strong fluctuations is widely known fact.
Nevertheless, though the objection [6] is trivial physically, but it is interesting from purely
mathematical point of view. It gives good mathematical criterion for macroscopicity of chaotic
quantum systems.

The situation in quantum mechanics even is easier, than in classical one: chaotic quantum
systems are almost-periodic systems. Their chaotic character is defined by the fact that the
energies (eigenvalues of a Hamiltonian, «frequencies» of energy modes) are distributed over the
random law [8].

It is often possible to meet the statement that the behavior of quantum chaotic systems differs
very strongly from the behavior of classical ones. It, however, the strong mistake related to deep
misunderstanding physicists of these systems. Really, quantum chaotic systems are almost-
periodic whereas classical chaotic systems are characterized by the random law for Poincare's
returns times. Thermodynamic time arrows of the observer and the observable system have the
same direction. Therefore the observer is capable to carry out observation (or introspection) only
on finite time intervals when its time arrow exists (i.e. its state is far from thermodynamic
equilibrium) and does not change its direction. On such finite times (that the observer is capable
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to carry out observation during this time) the behavior of chaotic quantum systems has the same
character, as for classical quantum systems.

Decoherence results in pass of observed systems from a pure state to mixed one, i.e. results in
entropy increase. (Actually, one macrostate transforms to the set of microstates). On the other
hand, Poincare's returns yield inverse result (i.e. «recoherence») and are related to the entropy
decrease. Decoherence and correspondent alignment of thermodynamic time arrows of the
observer and observable systems leads, thus, also to the syncs of moments when the systems pass
from pure states to mixed states. Consequently, it makes impossible to observe experimentally
the inverse process (i.e. «recoherencey).

Summarizing, consideration of alignment of thermodynamic time arrows in quantum
mechanics is in many aspects similar to the consideration in the classical mechanics. However
consideration of this property for the analysis of widely known paradoxes of a quantum
mechanics gives their full and consistent resolution. These are following paradoxes: (a) to
explain paradox of wave packet reduction at measurings when the observer is included in
system (introspection) (paradox of the Schrodinger cat); (b) to explain unobservability of
superposition of macroscopic states by the external observer in real experiments (paradox of
Wigner's friend); (c) to prove the full equivalence of multiworld and Copenhagen interpretations
of quantum mechanics; (d) to explain deviations from the exponential law at decay of particles
and pass from one energy level on another (paradox of a kettle which never will begin to boil).

As already described above, in quantum mechanics the solution of the problem of alignment
of thermodynamic time arrows is similar to classical mechanics. But there is one important
exception. In the classical mechanics one microstate (a point in a phase space) corresponds to
only one macrostate. In the quantum mechanics one microstate (wave function) can corresponds
to the set of possible macrostates (quantum superposition of the wave functions corresponding to
this macrostates). This situation appears in well-known paradox of "Schrodinger cat".

Multiworld Interpretation of a quantum mechanics is very popular currently. It states, that
these different macrostates corresponds to the different worlds. These parallel worlds exist
simultaneously and interfere (summing with each other). it is suggested as a solution of
«Schrodinger cat» paradox.

But then the following question appears: Why we need to guess simultaneous existence of
these worlds? Instead we can say: «System collapses in one of these macrostates with the
probability defined by Bohr's rules. Why we need these mysterious parallel worlds? ». This point
of view is named Copenhagen Interpretation.

The following objections are usually given:

1. We do not have any mechanisms describing the collapse in Copenhagen Interpretation.

2. We accept that wave functions it is something really existing.

3. These wave functions and their superposition satisfy to Schrodinger equations.

4. Multiworld interpretation follows automatically from 1 and 2.

5. Decoherence, which also is a consequence of Schrodinger equations, explains why we can see
as a result only one of the worlds (with corresponding Bohr's probabilities).

But it is possible to object here: «Yes, we have no collapse mechanism. But we need not
know it. We postulate such collapse. Moreover, we at all do not want to know this mechanism.
Really, we are capable to describe and calculate any physical situation without this knowledge».

But such approach meets following difficulties:

1. We cannot specify or calculate an exact instant when there is this collapse. For macrobodies it
is possible to specify only very narrow, but, nevertheless, a finite interval of time on which
this collapse happens.

2. For macrobodies there is enough clear split between the worlds (because of decoherence), but
it is never full. Always there is small "overlapping™ between the worlds (the interference
terms, quantum correlations of the worlds) even for macrobodies. Decoherence, described

3



above, resolves a problem only partially. It “separates” macroworlds not completely, leaving
their small "overlapping".
3. There are specific models of collapse (so-called, GRW theory [16]). They can be verified
experimentally. Such experiments did not give while any proof of existence of such collapse.
They give only boundaries on parameters for such models (in the case that it is really true),
defined by accuracy of experiment.

But it is possible to object again:

1. Yes, there is a problem to define exact collapse times. But precisely the same problem exists
also in multiworld interpretation - in which instant the observer sees, in what of the possible
worlds he has appeared?

2. The problem of "overlapping™ of the worlds also exists in the multiworld interpretation.
Really, the observer sees in some instant only a one world. He can tell nothing about
existence or not existence of other parallel worlds. So all predictions of the future (based on
the Bohr's rules) he can conclude only on knowledge «his» world. But because of
"overlapping™ of the worlds (really very small) some effects appear which can not be based
on his predictions. It means that quantum mechanics can not give even the exact probability
prediction.

3. It is possible to add one more uncertainty that exists in both interpretations. Let, for example

that a superposition of two macrostates exists: «a live cat» and «a dead cat». Why the world

splits (or collapses) on such two states? Why is a pair: («a live cat» - «a dead cat»), («a live cat»

+ «a dead cat») not relevant?

Three problems described above lead to uncertainty of the predictions done from quantum
mechanics. It can not be found even within frameworks based on Bohr's rules. This uncertainty is
very small for macrobodies, but it exists. It exists for all interpretations, only masking and
changing its form.

Majority of interpretations try to overcome these problems. Actually different interpretation
only “masks” the uncertainty problem, not solving it.

4.  All told above about GRW theories is true. There is no necessity to use it instead of
quantum mechanics. However it is not correct for Copenhagen Interpretation. The Copenhagen
Interpretation reminds GRW very much, but one important feature is very differs from GRW.
The Copenhagen Interpretation postulates the collapse only for one final observer. It does not
demand the collapse from the rest macroobjects and observers. Physical experiment is described
from a point of view of this final observer. The final "observer" is not some person possessing
mysterious "consciousness”. It is some standard macroscopic object. It is far from its state of
thermodynamic equilibrium. The final observer is last in the chain of observers and macrobodies.
Direction of his thermodynamic time arrows is chosen as "positive™ direction. It is similarly to
our previous paper [1]. This constrain on collapse leads to serious consequence which does not
appear in GRW. Namely, the existence of the collapse in GRW can be verified experimentally,
but in Copenhagen Interpretation the existence of the collapse can not be proved or disproved
even in principle. Let us demonstrate it. We will consider thought experiments which allow to
verify existence of the collapse predicted in GRW. Further we will demonstrate that these
experiments can not be used for verification of the collapse in the Copenhagen Interpretation.

a. Quantum mechanics, as well as classical, predicts Poincare's returns. And, unlike classical
chaotic systems, the returns happen periodically or almost periodically. But because of the
collapse in GRW such returns are impossible and can not observed experimentally. 1.e. this fact
can be used for experimental verification.



b. Quantum mechanics is reversible. At a reversion of evolution the system must return to an
initial state. However, the collapse results in irreversibility. This fact also can be verified
experimentally.

c. We can observe experimentally the small effects related to the small quantum correlations
which exist even after decoherence. In GRW this small effects disappear.

Suppose that we want to verify the collapse of the final observer in the Copenhagen
Interpretation. Hence, we must include the observer to observable system. I.e. here there is
introspection. We will demonstrate, that it is not impossible to verify existence (or not existence)
of the collapse in Copenhagen Interpretation by the methods described above:

a. Suppose, the observer waits for the return predicted by a quantum mechanics. But the observer
is included to the system. I.e. at Poincare's return, he will return to his initial state together with
the full system. Hence, his memory about his past will be erased. So the observer will not be
possible to compare of an initial and finite state. It makes the verification of the existence (or not
existence) of the observer's collapse experimentally impossible.

b. The same reasons, as in item (a.), make impossible the experimental verification of the returns
caused by the reversion of system evolution.

c. For observation of the small effects (quantum correlation macrostates), the measuring split-
hair accuracy is necessary. But, as the observer is included into observed system (introspection)
it is not possible to make full measurement of such system. (Figuratively speaking, the observer
uses some "ink" to describe the full system state. But the "ink™ is also part of the full system
during intersection. So the "ink™ must describe also itself!) Such system can be described by
macroparameters only. It makes impossible experimental observation and calculation of the
small effects of the quantum correlations.

As a matter of fact, first two items (a., b.) are related to a following fact which took place also
in classical mechanics [1]. Decoherence (decomposition on macrostates) leads to the entropy
increase (one macrostate replaces on the full set of possible macrostates). On the other hand,
observation of the return (i.e. recoherence) is related to the entropy decrease. The observer is
capable to carry out experimentally introspection only on finite time intervals when it has time
arrow (i.e. a state far from thermodynamic equilibrium), and it does not change its direction.
Thus, impossibility experimentally to distinguish the Copenhagen and Multiworld Interpretations
it is closely related to the entropy increase law and the thermodynamic arrow of time.

Everything told above, makes impossible the experimental verification of the difference
between the Copenhagen and Multiworld Interpretation. It makes their equivalent. Such
statements about indistinguishability of these interpretations meet in the literature. However
there, where this fact is usually stated, it is usually referred to impossibility to make such
verification only practically for macrobodies (FAPP - for all practical purposes). The
understanding of its principal impossibility is absent. This incorrect understanding is a basis for
erroneous deduction about «exclusiveness» of Multiworld Interpretation. We will demonstrate
the clearest example [9]:

"Proponents of the MWI might argue that, in fact, the burden of an experimental proof lies
on the opponents of the MWI, because it is they who claim that there is new physics beyond
the well tested Schrodinger equation.*

"Despite the name "interpretation”, the MWI is a variant of quantum theory that is different from
others. Experimentally, the difference is relative to collapse theories. It seems that there is no
experiment distinguishing the MWI from other no-collapse theories such as Bohmian mechanics
or other variants of MWI. The collapse leads to effects that are, in principle, observable; these
effects do not exist if the MWI is the correct theory. To observe the collapse we would need a
super technology, which allows "undoing™ a quantum experiment, including a reversal of the
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detection process by macroscopic devices. See Lockwood 1989 (p. 223), Vaidman 1998 (p. 257),
and other proposals in Deutsch 1986. These proposals are all for gedanken experiments that
cannot be performed with current or any foreseen future technology. Indeed, in these
experiments an interference of different worlds has to be observed. Worlds are different when at
least one macroscopic object is in macroscopically distinguishable states. Thus, what is needed is
an interference experiment with a macroscopic body. Today there are interference experiments
with larger and larger objects (e.g., fullerene molecules Ceo), but these objects are still not large
enough to be considered "macroscopic”. Such experiments can only refine the constraints on the
boundary where the collapse might take place. A decisive experiment should involve the
interference of states which differ in a macroscopic number of degrees of freedom: an impossible
task for today's technology"

The correct proof of principal experimental unverifiability of collapse in Copenhagen
Interpretation, as far as we know, meets only in this and previous papers [10-13]. It is possible to
term it as the "Godel" theorem of impossibility for a quantum mechanics. Both its statement and
its proof method really remind «the Godel theorem of incompleteness».

We here concentrate on this problem so much because of the following reasons. At first, the
impossibility experimentally to distinguish the Copenhagen and Multiworld Interpretations is
closely related to the entropy increase law and the thermodynamic arrow of time. Secondly, it is
too much people sincerely, but wrongly believes, that Multiworld Interpretation (or other less
fashionable Interpretations) completely solves all problems of quantum mechanics. Uncertainty
already described above is such problem of quantum mechanics. It means that quantum
mechanics using Bohr's rules have small uncertainty connected to small quantum correlation of
the observer. How they are solved actually? These results can be concluded from the fact that the
specified uncertainty exist in ideal dynamics over abstract coordinate time. In observable
dynamics over the observer's time arrow it misses and is not observed experimentally in
principle.

1) Introspection. The same reasons already described above which do not allow to verify
the collapse experimentally will not allow to discover experimentally the uncertainty
specified in item 1 (an exact instant of the collapse) and item 2 (quantum
correlations). So it is senseless to discuss it.

2) External observation:

a. If this observation does not perturb observable system then the collapse of the system and,
hence, and indeterminacies [specified in item 1 (an exact instant of the collapse) and item 2
(quantum correlations)] does not arise. So quantum mechanics can be verified precisely
experimentally. Such unpertrubative observation is possible for macrobodies only theoretically.
The necessary condition is a known initial state (pure or mixed) (Appendix A).

b. the observed system is open. It means that there is a small interaction between observable
system and the observer/environment. This small interaction masks uncertainty (specified in
points 1 and 2) and makes impossible its experimental observation.

Here it is necessary to return to the uncertainty described in item 3. The majority of real
observations correspond to two cases: the introspection cases (when the full description is
impossible in principle) or the open system (perturbed with uncontrollable small external noise
from the observer/environment). How to describe such open or incomplete systems? It becomes
by input of macroparameters of system. Real observable dynamics of such parameters is
possible for a wide class of systems. It does not include unobservable in realities «the parallel
worldsy, entropy reduction, quantum superposition of macrostates and other exotic, possible
only in ideal dynamics. Observable dynamics is considered with respect to the thermodynamic
time arrow of the real macroscopic nonequilibrium observer, weakly interacting with observable
system and an environment (decoherence). Ideal dynamics is considered with respect to abstract,
coordinate time. The problem of the pass from ideal to real dynamics is successfully solved in



other papers [14-15, 17-18]. The select of macrovariables is ambiguous, but also is not arbitrary.
Macrovariables should be chosen so that at entropy increase random small external noise did not
influence considerably their dynamics. Such macrovariables exist and are named pointer states
[3, 17]. Presence of the selected states is a result of interaction locality in the real world. It means
that the close particles interact stronger than far particles. If the force of interaction was defined,
for example, by closeness of momentums the principal states would be absolutely others. So, the
property of a locality is untrue over distances comparable with wave length. So radiowaves have
field pointer states, strongly differing from particles pointer states. A situation here described,
completely equivalent to [1] where were considered "appropriate” macrostates for classical
mechanics.

What can be an example observable dynamics for quantum systems? These are described
above GRW theories. To understand it we will return to the Copenhagen Interpretation. We can
choose for "the final observer” in the Copenhagen Interpretation different nonequilibrium
macrobodies. Theoretically, thus the collapse will see differently for such different observers.
This appearance is named «paradox of Wigner’s friend». This appearance of ambiguity of the
collapse in the Copenhagen Interpretation can be named «Quantum solipsismy. It is made by
analogy to similar philosophical doctrine. This problem can be resolved similarly to the paper
[1]. The entropies of all weakly interacting macrobodies increase or decrease synchronously,
because of alignment of thermodynamic time arrows. The collapse corresponds to entropy
increase (one macrostate replaces on a set of possible macrostates). Hence, small interaction
(decoherence) between macrobodies yields not only alignment of thermodynamic time arrows,
but also sync of all moments of «collapse» for different observers. It makes «Quantum
solipsismy» for macrobodies though theoretically possible, but it is the extremely difficult
realizable in practice. So this resolution of «Quantum solipsism» by the collapses differs from
Copenhagen Interpretation where the observer's collapse cannot be prevented even theoretically.
Discussed above GRW theories are, thus, for quantum mechanics description of the real
observable dynamics of macrobodies (FAPP dynamics). It throws out effects not observed in
reality. It is, for example, non synchronism in the macrobodies collapses moments and entropy
decrease predicted by ideal dynamics.

Good illustration of the above described connection observed and ideal dynamicses is «the
paradox of a kettle which never will begin to boil». It is related in quantum mechanics to a
deviation from the exponential law of particles decay (or a pass from one energy level on
another). Exponential character of such law is very important - the relative rate of decay does not
depend on an instant. It means that the decaying particle has no "age". In a quantum mechanics,
however, on small times the law of ideal dynamics of decay strongly differs from the exponential
one. So when the number of measurements of a decaying particle state for finite time interval
increases, the particle in limit of infinite number of measurements does not decays at all!

Let we observe a macrosystem consisting of major number of decaying particles. Here it is
necessary to note, that particle decay happens under laws of ideal dynamics only between
measurements. Measurements strongly influence dynamics of system as we described above. To
transfer to the observable dynamics featured above, we should decrease perturbing influence of
observation strongly. It is reached by increasing interval between observations. It must be
comparable with a mean lifetime of unperturbed particles. For such large intervals of time, we
get real observable dynamics of decay. It is featured by an exponential curve, and the mean
lifetime does not depend on a concrete interval between measurements. Thus, the exponential
decay is a law of observable dynamics, not ideal dynamics of particles. (The same reason
explains absence of Poincare's returns for this system.)

3. The quantitative consideration of the problem.

3.1 Definition of the basic concepts.



1) In classical mechanics a microstate is a point in a phase space. In quantum mechanics it
corresponds to a wave function y (a pure state), and trajectories is wave function evolution in
time. In classical mechanics the macrostate corresponds to a density distribution function in a
phase space. In quantum mechanics it corresponds to a density matrix p. The density matrix
form depends on the chosen basis of orthonormal wave functions. If pp#£p then it is in mixed
state.

2) The equations of motion for the density matrix o have the form:

. 0
where L is the linear operator:
Lp=Hp-pH=[H p]
and H is the energy operator of the system,
N - number of particles
3) If A is the operator of a certain observable, then the average value of the observable can be
found as follows:
<A>=trAdp
4) If the observation is introspection the full observation to is impossible. In case of external
observation because of small interaction with the observer and instabilities of a observable
chaotic system the full exposition also is senseless. Therefore introducing a finite set M of
macrovariables is necessary:
Aset= {A1, Ao, ..., Am},
Where M <<N
These macrovariables are known with finite small errors:
AA <<A,;, I<i<M
This set of macrovariables corresponds to a macrostate with a density matrix pset.
All microstates answering to requirements
{| <A;> - A1| <AA4, | <Ax>-A, | <AA, ..., | <Aw> - Am | SAAM}
are assume to have equal probabilities.
To thermodynamic equilibrium corresponds to a macrostate pe. It corresponds to a set of the
microstates, satisfying to a requirement
| <E>-E|<4E(4E<<E),
where E is the full system energy.
All these microstates are assumed to have equal probabilities.
5) In quantum mechanics ensemble entropy is defined via density matrix [15]:
S=-ktr(plnp),
where tr stands for matrix trace.
Entropy defined in such a way does not change in the course of reversible evolution:
oS
—=0
ot
6) Macroscopic entropy is defined as follows:
a) For current p we find all corresponding sets of macrovariables

Aé;) Z{A{l),ﬁél)...,A,(\,ll)}AA(l) < A(l),lgig M

(L) ={A1(L)!A£L)""A(VIL)}AA(L) <AV 1<i<M
b) We find a matrix ps: for which all microstates, corresponding to the specified set of
macroparameters, have equal probabilities
c) Macroscopic entropy S =-k tr (pset In peet)
Unlike ensemble entropy macroscopic entropy (macroentropy) is not constant and can both to
increase, and to decrease in time. For given energy E + AE it reaches its maximum for



thermodynamic equilibrium. The direction of the macroentropy increase defines a direction of a

thermodynamic arrow of time for the system.

7) Like classical case the interaction locality results in fact what not all macrostates are
appropriate. They should be chosen so that small noise did not influence essentially system
evolution for entropy increase process. Such states are well investigated in quantum
mechanics and named pointer states [3, 17]. Quantum superposition of such states is unstable
with respect to small noise. So such superposition is not, accordingly, pointer state. For
macrosystems, close to the equilibrium, pointer states are usually correspondent to
Hamiltonian eigenfunctions.

8) Coarsened value of p (pcoar) Should be used to obtain changing entropy similarly to changing
macroscopic entropy. We will enumerate ways to achieve it:

a) We define a set of pointer states and we project a density matrix o on this set. l.e. (a) we
note a density matrix o in representation of these pointer states (b) we throw out
nondiagonal terms of p and obtain pcoar. SO entropy:

S=-k tr (pcoar In pcoar)

b) We divide the system into some interacting subsystems (for example: the observer, the
observable system and the environment). Then we define the full entropy as the sum of
the entropies of these subsystems:

S:Sob'l'sob_sys'|'senv

3.2 Effect of a weak coupling

3.2.1 Small external perturbation.

We can put our macrosystem of finite volume inside of an infinite volume system
("environment”, "reservoir") with some temperature. (This reservoir can be also vacuum with
zero temperature.) We will suppose that this reservoir is in thermodynamic equilibrium, has the
same temperature as a temperature of the finite system in equilibrium and weakly interacts with
our finite system. Then it is possible to use the quantum version of "new dynamics", developed
by Prigogine [14] for such infinite systems. Dynamics of our finite system with reservoir will be
the same as its observable dynamics without reservoir with respect to its thermodynamic time
arrow. Such description has sense only during finite time. It is time when the its thermodynamic

time arrow exists (i.e. the system is not in equilibrium) and does not change its direction.

3.2.2 Alignment of thermodynamic time arrows at interaction of
macrosystems (the observer and the observable system).

It ought to be noted, that here our job is much easier, than in case of the classical mechanics.
This is due to the fact that the quantitative theory of small interaction between quantum systems
(decoherence, entangling) is well developed field [2-3, 17, 24-27]. We will not repeat these
conclusions here. We will give only short results:

(a) Suppose that we have in some instant two macrosystems. One of them or both these
macrosystems are in their quantum superposition of pointer states. The decoherence theory [2-3,
17, 24-27] states, that small interaction between macrosystems very fast (decoherence time is
much less than relaxation time to equilibrium) transforms such system into the mixed state. So
the quantum superposition disappears. Such process of vanishing of quantum superposition of
pointer states corresponds to the entropy increase. It follows from Poincare's theorem that the
system (in coordinate time) should return to its initial state. There should be an inverse process
of recoherence. But it will happen in both systems synchronously. It means, that any system can
see only the decoherence and the entropy increase with respect to its thermodynamical time
arrow. It means that both processes decoherence and time arrows will be synchronous in
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interacting subsystems. It is especially worthy of note that we consider here a case of
macroscopic systems. For small systems where large fluctuations of parameters are possible,
similar alignment of thermodynamic time arrows and the instances of «collapses" for subsystems
is not observed [6-7].

(b) Now suppose that all macroscopic subsystems are in them pointer states. In the
decoherence theory it is shown, that in the presence of small noise between its macroscopic
subsystems the behavior of a quantum system is completely equivalent and is indistinguishable
from behavior of the correspondent classical system [2-3, 17 , 24-27]. Thus, the analysis of
alignment of thermodynamic time arrows is completely equivalent to the analysis made in paper
[1].

(c) It is worthy of explanation which meaning the words "classical system" have here.

It means, that in the theory there do not exist specific mathematical features of quantum theory.
It is, for example, such features as not commuting observables, quantum superposition of pointer
states. At that, these "classical theories™ can be very exotic, include Plank's constant and are not
reduced to laws of the known mechanics of macrobodies or waves.

Superconductivity, superfluidity, radiation of absolute black body, the superposition of
currents in Friedman's experiment [19] is often named "quantum effects”. They are really
qguantum in the sense that their equations of motion include Planck constant. But they are
perfectly featured over macroscale by a mathematical apparatus of usual classical theories: or the
theory of classical field (as pointer states), or the theory of classical particles (as pointer states).
From this point of view, they are not quantum, but classical. In quantum theory featured objects
simultaneously are both particles and probability waves.

It is worthy of note that in classical limit at room temperatures the quantum mechanics of
large particles gives the theory of classical particles as pointer states (electron beams, for
example). On the other hand light in weight particles give the classical field as pointer states
(radiowaves). And these theories do not include Planck constant.

However, at high temperatures when radiation achieves high frequencies, light quanta are
featured by the theory of classical particles as pointer states. They give, for example, a spectrum
of absolute black body on high frequencies. Though this spectrum includes Planck's constant its
dynamics of pointer states (particles) will be classical. For deriving this spectrum the quantum
mechanics formalism is not necessary (Planck has derived this spectrum, nothing knowing about
quantum physics mathematical apparatus).

Vice versa at low temperatures the particles start to be featured by classical fields as pointer
states (superfluidity or superconductivity phenomena). For example, superconductivity is
featured by classical wave of "order parameter”. And though the equations, featuring this field,
include Planck constant, but the equations correspond to mathematical apparatus of the classical
field theory. These waves can be summed (superpose) with each other, similarly quantum. But
quadrate of their amplitude does not define probability density. It defines density of Cooper pair.
Such wave cannot collapse at measurement, like a probability quantum wave [20].

For qguantum-mechanical states of bosons at low temperatures pointer states are classical
fields, and at high temperatures it's classical particles. The word “classical” is understood as a
mathematical apparatus of the observable dynamics featuring their behavior, but not presence or
lack of Planck constant in their equations of motion.

What happens in the intermediate states between classical fields and classical particles? It is,
for example light in an optical wave guide (L>> A>> Auiraviolet), Lopt - the characteristic size of the
macrosystem (the optical wave guide) (Appendix B), A - light-wave length, Ayravioler- Ultra-violet
boundary of light). At use of macroscales and macrovariables, and taking into account small
noise from the observer both descriptions («classical waves» and «classical beam of particles»)
are identical. They are equivalent and can be used as pointer states. The equivalent situation
arises for a superconductor case where the role of particles or waves play elemental "excitation"
in gas of Cooper pairs.

Let's carry out the simple calculation illustrating above.
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Let E be energy of particle; k -Boltzmann constant, T-temperature, p - momentum, Ap -
momentum uncertainty, A - particle wave length, o-frequency, Ax - a coordinate uncertainty; h -
Planck constant. We will consider the "gas" of such particles which is in a cavity, filled with
some material with distance between atoms a. a <<L, L - the characteristic size of the cavity. In
vacuum a ~ (L¥N) ”, N-number of particles in the cavity. ¢ - light velocity (let suppose for
simplicity that refraction index in the cavity is close to 1).

1) Firstly, let consider light in weight particles which at room temperature have a velocity, close
to light velocity c.

E~pc; E~KT; p ~Ap; A ~Ax; ApAx ~ h; o =E/h

From here

h ~ ApAx ~ pA ~ kTA/c => A ~ he/kT

Requirement of classical field approach with frequency o ~c/A:

L <k or L ~A. From here L <hc/KT or L~hc/KT

Requirement of approach of classical relativistic particles with E~hc/A and p=E/c:

L>> A. From here L>> hc/KT

2) Secondary, let consider heavy particles bosons which at room temperature have a velocity
v<<C

p ~(Em)”* E~KT; p ~ Ap; A ~ Ax; ApAx ~ hi; ® =E/h

From here

h ~ ApAx ~ pA ~ (KTm)”A => A~h /(KTm)”"

Requirement of classical field approach with frequency o =p?/(m h):

L <ror L ~ A. From here L <h /(kTm)” or ~h/(kTm)"

Requirement of approach of classical particles with energy E=p?(2m) and momentum p=mv:

L>> A. From here L>> h/(kTm)”

3) Let consider now heavy particles fermions which at room temperature have a velocity v <<c

p “(Em)”; E~KT; p ~Ap; ApAx ~ h

Ax <\ and A<a is a requirement of Pauli's principle for fermions. They cannot appear in the same
state, so they are distributed in "boxs™ with size a.

From here

h ~ ApAx < ph ~ (KTm)”A => a >A> h/(kTm)”

T>Tr = h%(a’km) - Fermi's temperature when fermion gas transfers in a ground state and
expression E~KT becomes untrue.

At T <Tg: E~Ee=kTg; A~ B/(Egm)”~ a

Requirement of classical field approach:

L<A orL~A.But itisimpossible because L >>a> A

2
At T >T . approach of classical particles in quality pointer states with energy E = pgm and

momentum p =mv s correct.
At T <T. approach of classical particles in quality pointer states, prisoners in «boxes» with size

a, with energy E ~ E, and momentum p ~ (E.m)’? is correct.
At T ~T. we observe dynamics of “excitations” in the degenerated Fermi gas which is featured

by particles or waves as pointer states for these “excitations”.

To create in experiment the paradox of “Schrodinger cat”, the quantum superposition of the
pointer states is necessary, instead of superposition of classical waves. Therefore superposition
of classical waves of "order parameter” or light waves is not related in any way to this paradox
and does not illustrate it.

So, for example, experiment Friedman [19] states a superposition of opposite currents. But
the superposition is itself pointer state for this case. This pointer state is classical, not quantum
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superposition of pointer states as untruly it is usually declared. Really, the state of bosons system
(Cooper pairs) is featured at such low temperature by a classical wave as it was demonstrated
above. These waves of "order parameter"” are pointer states. They differ from pointer states of a
high-temperature current of classical particles having a well-defined direction of a motion. The
superposition observed in Friedman experiment, is not capable to collapse to quantum-
mechanical sense: Its quadrate features not probability, but density of Cooper pairs [20]. It is no
more surprising and no more "quantum”, than usual superposition of electromagnetic modes in
the closed resonator where spectrum of modes is discrete also. The only difference is that "order
parameter" wave equations for pointer states include h. It is the only reason to use concept
"gquantum™ for this case.

3.3 Resolution of Loshmidt and Poincare paradoxes within the
framework of quantum mechanics.

The state of quantum chaotic system in the closed cavity with finite volume is featured by a set
of energy modes uy (ry, ..., ry) with spectrum Ey distributed under the random law [8].
Let's write the expression for wave functions of a noninteracting pair of such systems:

e
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where Ev =B +E7 40 Qq-generally a set of random variables, f, Uy, Vi are eigenfunctions
of corresponding Hamiltonians.

Received solutions are almost-periodic functions. Received period of return defines
Poincare's period. Period of Poincare's return of full system is generally more periods of both
subsystems.

For resolution of Poincare and Loshmidt paradoxes (returns in these paradoxes contradict to

entropy increase law) we will consider now three cases

1) Introspection: At introspection the time arrow is always directed over entropy growth so the
observer is capable to see only entropy growth with respect to this time arrow. Besides,
return to an initial state erases memory about past. It does not allow the observer to detect
entropy reduction. Thus, reduction of entropy and returns happen only with respect to
coordinate time. But any experiment is possible with only with respect to time arrow of the
observer. With respect to coordinate time entropy reduction and returns cannot be
experimentally observed [1, 10-13].
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2) External observation with small interaction between macrosystems: Small interaction
results in alignment of the thermodynamic time arrows of the observer and observed
systems. Accordingly, all arguments that are relevant for introspection again become
relevant for this case.

3) For very hardly realizable experiment with unperturbative observation (Appendix A)
macroentropy reduction can really be observed. However, it is worthy of note, that in the
real world "entropy costs™ on the experimental organization of such unperturbative
observations will exceed considerably this entropy decrease. Indeed, the observable system
needs to be isolated very strongly from environment noise.

In classical systems the period of Poincare's return is the random variable strongly depending
on an initial state. In quantum chaotic systems the period is well defined and does not depend
considerably on an initial state. However, this real difference in behavior of quantum and
classical systems is not observed experimentally even in absence of any explicit constraint on
experiment time. Indeed, any real physical experiment has a duration that is much smaller than
Poincare's period of macrobodies. Physical experiments are possible only during time while the
thermodynamic time arrow exists (i.e. the system is not in a state of thermodynamic equilibrium)
and does not change the direction.

3.4 Decoherence for process of measurement

3.4.1 Reduction of system at measurement [22-23].

Let’s consider a situation when a measuring device was at the beginning in state | o>, and the

object was in superposition of states |y»> = Y cilyi>, where | yi» = are experiment eigenstates. The

initial statistical operator is given by expression

Po=|y> [oip><aio] <] 1)
The partial track of this operator which is equal to statistical operator of the system, including

only the object, looks like

tra(po)=2n@nlpol@n

where | @n>- any complete set of device eigenstates. Thus,

tra(po)=2 [W> «@n|o> <atolm> y|=|y> ], (2)

Where the relation > | @, >< on| = 1 and normalization condition for | o> are used. We have

statistical operator correspondent to object state | y». After measuring there is a correlation

between device and object states, so the state of full system including device and object is

featured by a state vector

=Y cie'" i |ap. 3
And the statistical operator is given by expression
p=I¥>P=Xcic; e Phyi|ai<ogly]. (4)

The partial track of this operator is equal to
UA(P)=2n<Pn| P [@n> =
=Y Cici € [y {Zn «n |ai<oglom } yjl=

=2.i)CiCi Sij [wir<yj ()
(Since various states | aj» of device are orthogonal each other); thus,

2
tra(p)=2lcil Ty <wil. (6)

We have obtained statistical operator including only the object, featuring probabilities |ci|* for
object states | yi>. So, we come to formulation of the following theorem.

Theorem 1 (about measuring). If two systems S and A interact in such a manner that to each
state | yi»> systems S there corresponds a certain state | a;j» of systems A the statistical operator tra
(p) over full systems (S and A) reproduces wave packet reduction for measuring, yielded over
system S, which before measuring was in a state | y»=>Ci| v p.
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Suppose that some subsystem is in mixed state but the full system including this subsystem is in
pure state. Such mixed state is named as improper mixed state.

3.4.2 The theorem about decoherence at interaction with the macroscopic
device. [21, 22]

Let’s consider now that the device is a macroscopic system. It means that each distinguishable
configuration of the device (for example, position of its arrow) is not a pure quantum state. It
states nothing about a state of each separate arrow molecule. Thus, in the above-stated reasoning
the initial state of the device | o> should be described by some statistical distribution on
microscopic quantum states | oo, »; the initial statistical operator is not given by expression (1),
and is equal

po=2sPs| ¥ol a9 <ap s« |- (7
Each state of the device | ag s> will interact with each object eigenstate | yip>. So, it will be
transformed to some other state | a; s»>. It is one of the quantum states of set with macroscopic
description correspondent to arrow in position i; more precisely we have the formula

(ol o 9) =™yl .. (8)

Let's pay attention at appearance of phase factor depending on index s. Differences of energies
for quantum states | oo s> should have such values that phases 0; s (mod 2x) after time T would be
randomly distributed between 0 and 2.

From formulas (7) and (8) follows that at [y»>= Yici|yi> the statistical operator after measuring will
be given by following expression:

p=Y i Pscici €@ Iyl oo <oy 5[y (9)
As from (9) the same result (6) can be concluding. So we see that the statistical operator (9)
reproduces an operation of reduction applied to given object. It also practically reproduces an
operation of reduction applied to device only ("practically” in the sense that it is a question about
"macroscopic™ observable variable). Such observable variable does not distinguish the different
guantum states of the device corresponding to the same macroscopic description, i.e. matrix
elements of this observable variable correspondent to states | yi»| ai, s> and | y;j>| aj, > do not
depend on r and s. Average value of such macroscopic observable variable A is equal to

tr (PA) =3, 5.1y Pscicy € " 1 aysley A [y b aio =

= i) GGy a5 pse’ 00 (10)
As phases 0; s are distributed randomly, the sum over s are zero at i#j; hence,

tr (pA) =Y [cf’ai=tr (p ' A). (11)
where

p'=3 lei’ ps| widl 0y, ajs |l (12)

We obtain statistical operator which reproduces operation of reduction on the device. If the
device arrow is observed in position i, the device state for some s will be | a; s>. The probability
to find state | 0, ¢ is equal to probability of that before measuring its state was | aj, s»>. Thus, we
come to the following theorem.

Theorem 2. About decoherence of the macroscopic device. Suppose that the quantum system
interacts with the macroscopic device in such a manner that there is a chaotic distribution of
states phases of the device. Suppose that p is a statistical operator of the device after the
measuring, calculated with the help of Schrodinger equations, and p' is the statistical operator
obtained as a result of reduction application to operator p. Then it is impossible to yield such
experiment with the macroscopic device which would register difference between p and p .

It is the so-called Daneri-Loinger-Prosperi theorem [21].

For a wide class of devices it is proved that the chaotic character in distribution of phases
formulated in the theorem 2 really takes place if the device is macroscopic and chaotic with
unstable initial state. Indeed, randomness of phase appears from randomness of energies
(eigenvalues of Hamiltonian) in quantum chaotic systems [8].
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It is worth to note that though Eq. (12) is relevant with a split-hair accuracy it is only
assumption with respect to (9). There from it is often concluded that the given above proof is
FAPP. It means that it is only difficult to measure quantum correlations practically. Actually
they continue to exist. Hence, in principle they can be measured. It is, however, absolutely
untruly. Really, from Poincare’s theorem about returns follows that the system will not remain in
the mixed state (12), and should return to the initial state (7). It is the result of the very small
corrections (quantum correlation) which are not included to (12). Nevertheless, the system
featured here | aj, s> corresponds to the introspection case, and consequently, it is not capable to
observe experimentally these returns in principle (as it was shown above in resolution of
Poincare and Loshmidt paradoxes). Hence, effects of these small corrections exist only on paper
in the coordinate time of ideal dynamics, but it cannot be observed experimentally with respect
to thermodynamic time arrow of observable dynamics of the macroscopic device. So, we can
conclude that Daneri-Loinger-Prosperi theorem actually results in a complete resolution (not
only FAPP!) of the reduction paradox in principle. It proves impossibility to distinguish
experimentally the complete and incomplete reduction.

The logic produced here strongly reminds Maccone’s paper [4]. It is not surprising. Indeed,
the pass from (7) to (12) corresponds to increasing of microstates number and entropy growth.
And the pass from (12) in (7) corresponds to the entropy decrease. Accordingly, our statement
about experimental unobservability to remainder quantum correlation is equivalent to the
statement about unobservability of the entropy decrease. And it is proved by the similar methods,
as in [4]. The objection [6] was made against this paper. Unfortunately, Maccone could not give
the reasonable replay [28] to this objection. Here we will try to do it ourselves.

Let’s define here necessary conditions.
Suppose A is our device, and C is the measured quantum system.
The first value, the mutual entropy S (A: C) is the coarsened entropy of ensemble (received by
separation on two subsystems) excluding the ensemble entropy. As the second excluding term is
constant, so S (A: C) describes well the behavior of macroentropy in time:

S (A: C) =S (pa) + S (pc) — S (pac),

Where S=-1tr (p In p),

The second value | (A: C) is the classical mutual information. It defines which maximum
information about measured system (F;) we can receive from indication of instrument (E;). The
more correlation exists between systems, the more information about measured system we can
receive:

I (A: C) = maxgisrH (Ei:Fj), where

H (Ei: Fj) = 2P log Pij —2'ipi log pi =2 g log g

and Pij =Tr [Ei & Fijc], pi= Zj Pij and q; = 2 Pij

given POVMs (Positive Operator Valued Measure) E;and F; for A and C respectively.
Maccone [4] proves an inequality

S(A:C)>1(A:C) (13)

He concludes from it that entropy decrease results in reduction of the information (memory)
about the system A+C and C.

But (13) contains an inequality. Correspondingly in [6] an example of the quantum system of
three qubits is supplied. For this system the mutual entropy decrease is accompanied by mutual
information increases. It does not contradict to (13) because mutual entropy is only up boundary
for mutual information there.

Let’s look what happens in our case of the macroscopic device and the measured quantum
system

Before measurement (7)

S (A: C) =- Xsps log ps +0 + 3sps log ps=0
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Ei-corresponds to the set | oo, s>, Fj - | w»

I (A: C) =->qpslog ps +0 + Y ps log ps=0 =S (A: C)

In the end of measurement from (12)

S (A: C) = - Yilcil® log [cif - ¥ ilcil’ps log |cil’ps + Y. ilcil’ps log [cil’ps = - Yilcil log [cif?

Ei-corresponds to the set | ai s>, Fj - | yp
| (A: C) = - Yilcil* log [cif? - s ilcil?ps log [cil’ps + Ys.ilcilps log |cif’ps =
- Yiilcil log [cil*= S (A: C)

Thus, our case corresponds to

I (A:C)=S (A: C) (14)
in (13). No problems exist for our case. It is not surprising — the equality case in (13)
corresponds to macroscopic chaotic system. The system supplied by the objection [6] is not
microscopic. It demonstrates the widely known fact that such thermodynamic concepts as the
thermodynamic time arrows, the entropy increase and the measurement device concern to
macroscopic chaotic systems. Both the paper [6] and the subsequent paper [7] describe not
thermodynamic time arrows but, mainly, strongly fluctuating small systems. No thermodynamics
is possible for such small systems as three cubits. The useful outcome of these papers is equality
(14). It can be used as a measure for macroscopicity of chaotic quantum systems. On the other
hand, the difference between mutual information and mutual entropy can be a criterion of
fluctuations value.

The paper of David Jennings, Terry Rudolph "Entanglement and the Thermodynamic Arrow of
Time" is very interesting. But the Thermodynamic Arrow of Time is not applicable for
microsystems. It is a nice paper about quantum fluctuation, but not a paper about
Thermodynamic Arrow of Time. In the Abstract of the paper “Entanglement and the
Thermodynamic Arrow of Time” the authors write: "We examine in detail the case of three
qubits, and also propose some simple experimental demonstrations possible with small numbers
of qubits." But no thermodynamics is possible for such a microsystem. D. Jennings and T.
Rudolph (like Maccone) don't understand that category "thermodynamic arrow of time" is
correct only for large macrosystems. Using these categories for small fluctuating systems has no
physical sense. They also (like Maccone) use incorrect definition of macroscopic thermodynamic
entropy. We also give (instead of Maccone) the correct reply to “Comment on "Quantum
Solution to the Arrow-of-Time Dilemma"”. The correct reply is that no contradictions (found in
this Comment) appear for macroscopic systems. Only for a microscopic system such
contradictions exist. But the concepts “the Thermodynamic Arrow of Time” and “the entropy
growth law” is not relevant for such systems. We illustrate this fact by consideration of a
quantum chaotic macrosystem and demonstrate that no contradiction (found by David Jennings,
Terry Rudolph for a microscopic system) exists for this correct thermodynamical case. It must be
mentioned that big size of a system (quantum or classic) is also not an enough condition for a
system to be macroscopic. The macroscopic system (considered in Thermodynamics) must also
be chaotic (quantum or classic) and has small chaotic interaction with its environment/observer
resulting in decoherence (for quantum mechanics) or decorrelation (for classical mechanics). It
should be also mentioned that thermodynamic-like terminology is widely and effectively used in
guantum mechanics, quantum computers field, and information theory. The big number of the
examples can be found in the references of Jennings’s and Rudolph’s paper. The other nice
example is Shannon’s entropy in information theory. But usually an author (using such a
thermodynamic-like terminology) does not consider such a paper as analysis of classical
Thermodynamics. Contrarily Jennings and Rudolph “disprove” the second law of
Thermodynamics on the basis of the irrelevant microscopic system (in their Comment) and give
(also in this Comment) the announcement of their next paper «Entanglement and the
Thermodynamic Arrow of Time" as a correct consideration and a disproof of the second law.

4. Conclusion.
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In the paper the analysis of thermodynamic time arrow in quantum mechanics is presented. It
is in many aspects similar to classical case. The important difference of quantum systems from
classical ones exists. One microstate in quantum mechanics can correspond not to one
macrostate, but to a set of macrostate. It is named quantum superposition of macrostates. For this
case considering thermodynamic time arrow by means of the decohernce theory give resolution
of the quantum paradoxes. These paradoxes related to a wave packet reduction (collapse).

Appendix A. Unpertrubative observation in the quantum and classical mechanics.

It is often possible to meet a statement, that in the classical mechanics in principle itis
possible always to organize unpertrubative observation. On the other hand in a quantum
mechanics interaction of the observer with the observable system at measurement is inevitable.
We will show that both these statements are generally untrue.

Let us first define the nonperturbative observation [10-11, 30-31] in QM. Suppose we have
some QM system in a known initial state. This initial state can be either a result of some
preparation (for example, an atom comes to the ground electronic state in vacuum after long
time) or a result of a measurement experiment (QM system after measurement can have a well
defined state corresponding to the eigenfunction of the measured variable). We can predict
further evolution of the initial wave function. So in principle we can make further measurements
choosing measured variables in such a way that one of the eigenfunctions of the current
measured variable is a current wave function of the observed system. Such measuring process
can allow us the continuous observation without any perturbation of the observed quantum
system. This nonperturbative observation can be easily generalized for the case of a known
mixed initial state. Really, in this case the measured variable at each instant should correspond to
such set of eigenfunctions that the density matrix in representation of this set at the same instant
would be diagonal.

For example, let us consider some quantum computer. It has some well-defined initial state.
An observer that known this initial state can in principle make the nonperturbative observation
of any intermediate state of the quantum computer.

It is especially worthy of note that such unpertrubative observation is possible only under
condition of a known initial state. But, an observer that doesn’t know the initial state can not
make such observation, because he can not predict the intermediate state of the quantum
computer.

Let's consider now classical mechanics. Suppose that a grain of sand lies on a cone vertex.
The grain of sand has infinitesimally small radius. The system is in the Earth field of gravity.
Then attempt to observe system even with infinitesimal perturbation will lead to a disbalance
with the indefinite future through a terminating interval of time. Certainly, the reduced example
IS exotic - it corresponds to a singular potential and an infinitesimal object. Nevertheless, similar
strongly labile systems are good classical analogues of quantum systems. Among them it is
possible to search for analogies to quantum systems and quantum paradoxes. Having introduced
a requirement, that classical measuring renders very small, but not zero perturbation on measured
system, it is possible to lower requirements to a singularity of these systems.

Very often examples can be met of "purely quantum paradoxes”, which  do not ostensibly
have analogy in the classical mechanics. One of them is Elitzur-Vaidman paradox [29] with a
bomb which can be found without its explosion:

Suppose that the wave function of one light quantum branches on two channels. In the end
these channels the waves again unite, and there is an interference of the two waves of
probability. A bomb inserted to the one from the two channels will destroy process of
interference. Then it allows us to discover the bomb even for a case when the light quantum
would not detonate it, having transited on other channel. (The light quantum is considered
capable to detonate the bomb)
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Classical analogy of this situation is the following experiment of classical mechanics:

In the one of the channels where there is no bomb, we throw in a macroscopic beam of many
particles. In other channel where, maybe, there is the bomb, we will throw in simultaneously
only one infinitesimally easy particle. Such particle is not capable to detonate the bomb. It will
be throw out it back. If the bomb is not present, the particle will transit the channel. On an exit of
this channel for the bomb we will arrange the cone featured above with the grain of sand with
infinitesimal radius on the cone vortex. If our infinitesimally easy particle would throw down the
grain of sand from the vertex it means, that the bomb is not present. If the grain of sand would
remains on the vertex after an exit of particles beam from the second channel it means, that the
bomb is.

In the given example infinitesimally easy particle is analogue of an "imponderable™ wave
function of the light quantum. But the light quantum is sensitive to behavior of this
"imponderable™ wave function. As well the grain of sand with infinitesimal radius on the cone
vertex is sensitive with respect to infinitesimally easy particle.

Summing up, it is possible to say, that the difference between quantum and classical systems is
not so fundamental, as it is usually considered.

Application B. Expansion on modes at arbitrary boundary conditions.

Often there is a problem of description of radiation in a closed cavity filled by some
substance. Usually it becomes by expansion of radiation on modes. These modes are a set of
eigenfunctions of the wave equation for some cavity and for some boundary conditions. For
example, it is a square cavity with periodical boundary conditions. Then the received radiation
expansion is substituted to the wave equation for radiation. There the modes of the series are
differentiated termwise. Thus, such radiation characteristic, as o (k) is received. Here o is
frequency of a mode; k is a mode wave vector; |k | =2xn/A; A is a mode wave length.

But here there is a purely mathematical problem. Suppose that the modes have been
discovered for some shape of the cavity and for some boundary conditions. For termwise
differentiability uniform convergence in all points of space is required. It is automatically true
for any radiation with the same shape of a concavity and boundary conditions as modes. But for
any other case it not true. Modes are the full orthogonal set and any radiation it is possible to
present as superposition of such modes. But generally the series converges nonuniformly (the
series converges badly near cavity boundaries) and can not be termwise differentiable. The
problem of possible necessity using different modes for different boundary conditions is
discussed in Peierls's book [32]. However there is considered a case when some complete
orthonormal set of modes exists for given boundary conditions. But a situation is possible that
for such boundary condition no set of such modes are possible. Or the boundary conditions are
not known, and only energy requirements on boundary are known. How can the problem be
solved for such cases?

The point is that all perturbations in radiation are expending with a velocity which is not
exceeding a light velocity in cavity v=c. It means, that any perturbation of initial conditions of
radiation expands from a point x to a point x; only over finite time (x-x;)/c. It means, that
perturbations from walls will reach the cavity centre in time t=L/c, where L - the characteristic
size of the cavity. Nonuniform convergence appears only near the cavity walls. So inside of the
cavity far from walls the exact radiation field is almost precisely equal to the modes series during
time L/c. Therefore this field has uniform convergence and can be termwise differentiable during
time L/c.

To estimate correctly frequency of a mode w (k) it is necessary, that its amplitude does not
change essentially from walls perturbation over time t>>T. T=2n/w(K) is time period of the
mode. Therefrom we receive a requirement of cavity macroscopicity:

2n/o <<L/c
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or
L>> 2n(c/w)
® - correspondent to maximum of frequencies w (k).

Let that this condition is fulfilled.

It means, that termwise differentiation of modes far from concavity walls can be made over
timescales t<2n/w=L/c.

On timescales t>L/c the outcome cannot be correct. Here usually use the energy conservation
law and the entropy increase law. By means of these laws slow evolution of amplitudes A (t, r)
and phases ¢(t, r) of modes can be received:

E{tr=%Ai{r)sin(ok)t+kr+oi(t,r))
For vacuum:

o (K) =c|K |
L>>
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YHuBepcajgbHas cTpesia Bpemenn |1:
Cay4yail KBAHTOBO MEXaHUKMH.

Kynepsaccep O.10.

AHHOTAIIUA.

JlaHHAs CTAThs SABIACTCS €CTECTBEHHBIM IPOIODKEHUEM HAIlleH mpenbInyei ctaten [1]. Mbl paHee
MPOMLTIOCTPHPOBAJIH, UTO B KJIACCHIECKOH [ aMIITbTOHOBO# MeXaHWKE /17l TTO/IaBIISIONIEro OOMBIINHCTBA
peaTbHBIX Xa0THYECKINX MAaKpPOCKOIHMYECKUX CHCTEM IPOUCXOANUT CHHXPOHU3AINS COOCTBEHHBIX CTPENl BpEMEHH
BCJIC/ICTBHE MX MAJIOTO B3aUMOJIEHCTBHS. DTOT (haKT U HEBO3ZMOXKHOCTh HAaOII01aTh YOBIBAHUE SHTPOIIHH TIPH
CaMOHa0JII0/IEHHN OOBSICHSIOT BTOPOE HAYAJI0 TEPMOINHAMUKY. B KBaHTOBOI MeXaHUKE CUTyalusl JJaKe HEMHOTO
IIpOoUIC — BC€ 3aMKHYTBIC CUCTEMbI KOHEYHOT'O O6T)eMa ABJIAIOTCA IIEPUOANUCCKUMU UJIN MMOYTHU IEPUOANICCKUMHU.
JlokazaTenbCcTBO B KBAHTOBOW MEXaHHKE BO MHOTOM aHaJIOTHYHO JI0Ka3aTeNIbCTBY B KIIACCHYECKOM | aMHIbTOHOBOM
MEXaHHKE — OHO MCIOJIB3YET Y4eT MAJIOTO B3aMMOJICHCTBHS MEK/Ty MOJCUCTEMaMU 1 HEBO3MOKHOCTh HaOII01aTh
yOBIBaHME HTPOITUH NpU caMoHa0oaeHNH. OJHAKO NMEIOTCSI 0COOBIE CTydau, KOTOPBIX HEe ObUIO B KJIACCHUECKOH
MexaHuKe. B 3THX cirydasx 0JHOMY MHKPOCOTOSTHUIO COOTBETCTBYET HECKOIBKO BO3MOXKHBIX MAaKPOCOTOSTHUAHN
(ToUHEee WX KBAaHTOBAs CYIEPHO3UINs). PaccMOTpeHHe 3TOTO CBOMCTBA C UCTIONB30BaHUEM TEOPHH JACKOTEPCHIINT U
ydeTa TepMOJIMHAMHIYECKOH CTpeIbl BpeMEHH ITPUBHOCHUT HOBBIE PE3YJIBTATH B KBAHTOBYIO MeXaHUKy. OHO
MO3BOJISIET PAa3pPEIINTh OCHOBHBIE TTAPAIOKCH KBAHTOBOM MEXaHUKH: () OOBSICHUTH MapagoKC PeryKIHH
KBAHTOBOTO IMaKeTa P U3MEPEHMSIX, KOT/1a HAOII0[aTelh BKITIOUYEH B cucTeMy (camoHabmoieHune) (mapaaokce
penuarepoBckoro koTa); (6) 00BICHUTE HEHAOII0IaeMOCTh CYNEPIO3UITUN MAaKPOCKOITMYECKIX COCTOSHUMA
BHEITHUM HaOII0AaTeNeM B pealbHbIX dKCIIepuMeHTax (mapagokc apyra Burnepa); (B) 10ka3ath MOJHYIO
SKBHBAJICHTHOCTh MHOTOMHUPOBOM 1 KomeHrareHckoil nHTepnpeTanuii KBAaHTOBOW MEXaHHKH; (I') O0OBSICHUTH
OTKJIOHEHUSI OT SKCIIOHEHIIMAILHOTO 3aKOHA ITPU Pacliajie YacTHUIl U MePexoiaX ¢ OJHOr0 YHEPreTHIECKOr0 YPOBHS
Ha Apyro# (mapagoKc KOTeNKa, KOTOPbIA HUKOT/[a He 3aKUIIHT).

1. BBeaenue

IIpexne Bcero, clieyeT OTMETUTD, YTO B HAILIEH CTaThe, ECIIM HE OTOBOPEHO UHOE, ITOJIHAS
CUCTEMa HaXxOJUTCS B 3aMKHYTOM OTPaHHYEHHOM 00beMe, COJEPKUT KOHEYHOE YUCIIO YACTHI] U
M30JIMpOBaHa OT OCTAJIbHOM YacTu BceneHHol. DTo IiIaBHbIE YCIOBHS 3aKOHA POCTa
TEPMOJUHAMHYECKON SHTPOIUHU, KOTOPBIA MBI Oy/1eM o0cy:kaaTh. OHa TakKe OMUCHIBAECTCS
3aKOHaMU KBaHTOBOW MEXaHMKHU.

B mameit npenpiaymieit cratbe [1] MBI paccMaTpUBaIl CHHXPOHU3AIIUIO CTPE]T BPEMEHH B
KJIACCUYECKOU ['aMUIIbTOHOBOM MEXaHUKE U BBITEKAIOIIEE U3 HErO J0OKA3aTeNIbCTBO 3aKOHA POCTa
SHTPONHH. 37ECh MBI XOTUM PacCMOTPETh KBAHTOBBIN ciydal. [[pyurHON CHHXPOHHU3AUU CTPEIT
BPEMEHHU B KBAHTOBON MEXAHHUKE, KAK U B KJIACCUYECKON MEXaHUKE, SBIIAIOTCS
«nepenymoleanue» u «oexocepenyus» [2-3, 17, 24-27] - Manoe B3aUMOAECHCTBHE MEXTY
peanbHBIMU XaO0TUYECKUMU MAKPOCKOIIMYECKUMU CUCTEMAMU UJIU PEAIIBHON Xa0TUYECKOU
MaKpOCKOITMYECKOW CHCTEMOM B HEyCTOMYNBOM COCTOSIHUM M KBAHTOBOW MUKPOCHUCTEMOM
(mporecc u3MepeHus: B KBaHTOBOM MEXaHUKe).

Hcrionbs30BaHueE SABJICHNUS] CHHXPOHU3ALUK CTPEN BPEMEHHU Ha KBAHTOBYIO MEXAHUKY IS
aHaJM3a MUPOKO U3BECTHBIX N1apaJOKCOB KBAHTOBOW MEXaHUKHU JA€T UX IIOJHOE U
HEITPOTHBOPEUYMBOE paspelieHne. Bee 3Th mapagoKChl CBA3AHBI C 9KCHEPUMEHMANbHOU
HEHAOII0ITAEMOCTBIO JUISl PeanbHbIX MAKPOCKONUYECKUX Tell TAKMX YUCTO KBAaHTOBBIX SIBJICHUH,
IpeJICKa3bIBa€MbIX KBAHTOBOIM MEXaHUKOM, KakK (a) Cyrneprno3uius COCTOSHUN IS
Konenrarenckoi mHTEprpeTanuy uiM (0) HaTM4re MHOTMX MUPOB B ClIyyae MHOTOMHUPOBO
WHTEPIPETALNH.

JleWicTBUTENHbHO, KBAHTOBAsI MEXaHHMKa 00Ja1aeT MPUHIUITHAIBHBIM OTJIINYHEM OT
KJIACCHYECKOW — €CJIH JUIs1 KJTACCUYECKON MEXAHUKN OJJHOMY MUKPOCOCTOSIHUIO COOTBETCTBYET
TOJIBKO OJHO MAaKPOCOTOSTHHE, TO ISl KBAHTOBO MEXaHHKH OJJHOMY MHKPOCOCTOSHHIO (yucmoe
COCTOSTHUE, OITUCHIBAEMOE BOJHOBOU (hyHKIIMEH) MOKET COOTBETCTBOBATH HECKOJIBKO
MakpocoTostHui. (Vnu, HHBIMH CIIOBaMU, 3TO MUKPOCOTOSTHUE SIBJISIETCS CYIIEPIO3ULIUEH
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MHUKPOCOCTOSIHHI, COOTBETCTBYIOIIUX PA3HbIM MAKPOCOCTOSIHHM.) CUTyalus He peicTaBuMast
B KJlaccuueckoi mexanuke! [IprueM Takoe cOCTOSIHHE HE MOXKET pacCMaTpUBATHCSA Kak MPOCTO
cMeulaHnoe COCTOSIHUE, T.€. KIIacCUYeCKUi aHcaMOJIb HECKOJIBKUX MaKpOCOCTOSIHUM (TOUHEe
COOTBETCTBYIOIIUX UM MUKPOCOCTOSTHUH, BXOJIAIINX B CYNEPIIO3UINIO) C COOTBETCTBYIOIIUMHU
BEPOSTHOCTSIMH. DBOJIOLUS TAKUX CYNEPIO3UIINN M CMEIIAHHBIX COCTOSIHUN OTINYaeTcsl. DTO
OTIIMYME CBA3aHO C HAIMYUEM UHMEPDepeHYUOHHbIX YTICHOB TSl CYNEPIIO3UIIUU (MU
K8AHMOBLIX KOppeAYull MUPOB U1l MHOTOMUPOBOI MHTEpHpeTaluu). XO0Ts I
MaKpOCKOIMYECKHUX TeJ 3TH pa3InyKsi O4eHb MaJibl, HO, TEM HE MEHEEe, OHU CYIECTBYIOT. UTo
K€ MEIIAeT MX SKCIIePUMEHTaIbHO HabmoaaTs? Te ke MpUYHMHEL, 4TO MPETATCTBYIOT HAaOII01aTh
YMEHBUIEHNE SHTPOIHH, BCIEACTBUE CHHXPOHU3ALUU CTPel BpeMeHH !

JeiictBurensHo, 60ee moApOoOHbII aHaIu3, IPOBOAUMBIN HUXKE, I0KA3bIBAET, UTO
HKCIIEPUMEHTANIbHBIE MTPOSBICHUS UHTEPPEePEHIINN (KBAHTOBBIX KOPPEISLIUIA) POSBIISIOTCS
3HauumMenvbHO MUIIb B MOMEHT yObIBaHUs SHTponuHu. [Iporecc 3ToT He Habo1aeM 6 npunyune,
eclii HaOmo1aTeNb 6xooum B HAOMIONAaEMYyIo cucteMy (camonabuiodenue). IIpu 3ToOM, OH OYEHb
TPYIHO HaOMI0AaeM (TpeOyeT MOYTH MOTHON H3OJISIIMH MAaKPOCUCTEMBI OT IEKOTEPEHITNN
OKpY’KEHUs1/caMoro HabJtogaTess ) Uil MaKpOCHCTEM, BHEIIIHUX 110 OTHOIIEHUIO K
HAOJII0/IATEII0 U3-3a CHHXPOHU3ALUHU CTPEJl BpEeMEHU HaOII0JaeMO CUCTEMBI U
HaOJIr01aTeIIs/OKPYKEHUS TIPU IEKOT€PEHLIUH.

Marsie sxe mposiBIIeHUs! HHTEp(EepeHINN (KBAHTOBBIX KOPPEJSALUI) IIPH POCTE SHTPOITUU
TaKXe He MOT'YyT Ha0JIt0JaThCsl U CaMOHAOII0ICHUH 6 npunyune (M3-3a TPUHIUIIAAIBHOTO
OTPAaHUYCHUS B MX TOYHOCTH — IIPY CAMOHAOIFOIEHUN MOTYT U3MEPSTHCS JIUIID
MaKponapaMeTphl, IOJIHOE U3MEPEHNE HEBO3MOKHO). OHU k€ OYeHb TPYAHO HAOJII0JaeMbl JUIs
Cilydasi BHEILIHEro HabJroqaTels n3-3a JeKOrepeHIH ¢ HabJto1aTeIeM/OKpY KEHUEM.

2. KayecTBeHHOE pacCMOTpeHHE BOMPOca.

[IprunHONM CHHXPOHM3ALMN CTPEN BPEMEHH B KBAHTOBON MEXAHUKE, KaK U B KJIIACCHYECKOU
MEXaHUKe, ABIISIETCS] MAJIO€ B3aUMOJICUCTBUE MEXKIY PEAIbHBIMU XaOTHUECKUMU
MaKpOCKOITUYECKUMHU CUCTEMaMU. JTO XOPOIIO U3YyUYEHHOE SIBJIEHUE, HOCSIIIee Ha3BaHNe
«Oekoeepenyuuy [2-3, 17, 24-27]. Ee pe3ynbTaToM SBISETCS HE TOJBKO IUPOKO U3BECTHOE
«nepenymuoléaHuey COCTOSHUN CUCTEM, HO U CHHXPOHM3AIIHS UX BPEMEHHBIX CTpPEIl.
(HampaBnenwue cTpensl BpeMeHU OIpeiessieTcsl HallpaBieHneM pocTa dHTponuu.) [Ipuunna
TaKOW CHHXPOHM3AIIMK a0COJIFOTHO Ta K€, YTO M B KIIACCUYECKOM | 'aMMIIbTOHOBOM MEXaHHUKE —
HEYCTOWYHMBOCTb MPOLIECCOB C YOBIBAHUEM SHTPOIHH MO OTHOIIECHHUIO K MaJIbIM BO3MYIIEHUSIM
CO CTOPOHBI HAOJFOIATEIIA/OKPYIKEHHUS (JICKOTCPEHIIHS).

[Toxosue apryMeHTHI B Cllyuae KBAHTOBOW MEXaHUKH ObLITH aHbl B padoTe Maccone [4].
OpnnHako TaM OH yTBEp KAall, UTO MOA0OHAs JIOTHKA IPUMEHNMa TOJIBKO B KBAHTOBOI MEXaHUKE.
Ommb0YHOCTH 1MOT0OHOTO B3MIIsA1a OblIa MOKa3aHa B HAIIMX MPeablIynmx padorax [1,5]. Kpome
TOT0 OBLJIO BBIIBUHYTO U IPYroe BO3paKeHUE MPOTHB Hero B padote [6]. Tam paccmarpuBaroTcst
HeOOoJIbIINe, CHIILHO (PIIIOKTYHUPYIONINE CUCTEMBI, B KOTOPBIX HAPYIIAeTCsS CHHXPOHHU3AIUS CTPE
BpeMeHu. CrieryeT OTMETUTh, YTO KaK OTBET Ha 3TO BO3pakeHue camoro Maccone, Tak u
nocjeayromas paboTa caMiX aBTOPOB BO3paXKEeHUs [7] He OOBICHSAIOT HCTUHHYIO IPUIHHY
3aMeUYeHHOro HecoOTBeTCTBUS. OHA e OYeHb MPOCTa U 3aKIF0YAETCS B TOM, UTO 3aKOH
BO3pACTaHUs SHTPONHH, CAMO MOHATUE TEPMOJIMHAMUYECKON CTPEIbl BPEMEHH U UX
CUHXPOHM3AIMS — IPUMEHHUMBI TOJIBKO K HEPaBHOBECHBIM MAKPOCKONUYECKU OObEKTaM.
Hapymenne 3Tux 3aK0HOB I MUKPOCKOTIMUYECKUX, CUITBHO (DIIOKTYUPYIOLTUX CUCTEM —
IIMPOKO M3BECTHBIN (hakT. TeM He MeHee, XOTs caMo Bo3pakeHHe [6] TpuBHaIbHO (HU3UUECKH,
HO OHO MHTEPECHO C YUCTO MAaTEMATHUUYECKOM TOUKH 3peHHsl. OHO TaeT XOpOIIUi
MaTEeMaTUYECKUI Kpumepuii MaKkpoCKONUYHOCMYU XaOTUYECKUX KBAHTOBBIX CHCTEM.

Curyanus B KBAHTOBOM MEXaHUKE JIaXe MPOLIE, YEM B KIACCUUYECKOMN — 3/16Ch XaOTHUYECKUM
KBaHTOBBIM CHCTEMaM COOTBETCTBYIO MOYTH NEPHUOJUYECKHE CUCTEMBI. 11X XaOTMUHOCTH
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MPOSIBIISIETCS B TOM, UTO SHEPIUHU, XapaKTepU3yIoIlue COOCTBEHHbIE 3HAUYEHHS TaMUJIbTOHUAHA U
OTPEICTISIONINE «4aCTOThDY SHEPTETHUCCKUX MOJI, PACIIPEIEIICHBI 10 CIy4aiiHoMYy 3akoHy [8].

YacTo MOXKHO BCTPETUTDH YTBEPHKACHHUE, YTO KBAHTOBBIE Xa0THUECKHE CUCTEMBI [I0 CBOEMY
MIOBEJICHNIO OYEHb CHUJIBHO OTIMYAIOTCA OT KJIACCUYECKUX Xa0TUYECKUX CUCTEM. DTO, OJHAKO,
CUJIbHOE 3a0IIyXKICHHUE, CBI3aHHOE C TIIYOOKUM HEMTOHUMaHUEM (PU3UKH 3TUX CHUCTEM.
JleficTBUTENBHO, KBAHTOBBIE Xa0TUYECKHE CUCTEMBI ITIOUTH MEPUOANUECKHUE, TOT/IA KaK
KJIACCUYECKHE Xa0TUYECKUE CUCTEMbI XapaKTEPU3YIOTCS CIIy4ailiHbIM 3aKOHOM JUIsl BpEMEH
Bo3Bpara [lyankape. Y HaOmronarens U HaOJII0JaeMOM CUCTEMBI CTPEIbl BpeMEHU
CHHXPOHU3UPOBaHbL. [loaTOMY HabMOMaTENH CITOCOOCH SKCTIEPUMEHTAIBHO TTPOBOIUTH
HaOroieHue (WK caMOHaOII0IeHUE ) JIMIITh Ha OTPaHUYEHHBIX IPOMEXYTKaX BPEMEHH, KOrja y
HEro CYILIECTBYET CTpejia BpEMEHHU (T.€. COCTOSIHUE JaJIeKOe OT TEPMOJIUHAMUYECKOTO
paBHOBECHsI), U OHA He MeHsem CBOe HampaBieHue. Ha Takux xoneunvix M 3KCHEPUMEHTAIBHO
peanbHO HaOII0JaeMbIX BpEMEHaX MMOBEACHUE XaOTUYHBIX KBAHTOBBIX CUCTEM HOCHUT TOT K€
XapakTep, 4TO U JJIs KIIACCUYECKUX KBAHTOBBIX CUCTEM.

JlexorepeHus MPUBOAUT K NEPEX0ly HAOIIOAAEMBIX [TOICUCTEM U3 YHUCTOTO COCTOSIHUE B
CMeIlIaHHOE, T.€. MPUBOJIUT K pocTy 3HTponuu. (Ha camom aene, Beab 0JHO MaKpOCOCTOSIHUE
3aMEeHsIeTCs Ha 1IeJIblil Ha0op BO3MOXKHBIX MAaKpocOCTOSHUMN.) C Ipyroil cTOpoHbl, BO3BPATHI
[Tyankape naroT oOpaTHBINA pe3yibTaT (T.€. KPEKOTEPEHIHIO») U CBA3aHbI C YMEHbIIEHUEM
SHTponuH. JleKorepeHuus M CONMyTCTBYIOLIAs €l CHHXpOHU3alus CTpel BpeMeHU HaboaaTens
U Ha0JII0JaeMbIX MOJICHCTEM NPUBOIUT, TAKUM 00pa30M, TaKKe K CHHXPOHHU3ALUU MOMEHTOB
Nepexo/ia U3 YUCTOTO COCTOSIHUE B CMELIAaHHOE BCEX ATUX MOJACUCTEM U HEBO3MOXHOCTHU
HKCIEPUMEHTAIBHO HAa0M0JaTh 00paTHBIN Npouece (T.e. «PEKOTePEHIIHION).

[TonBozs UTOT BBIIIECKA3aHHOTO, PACCMOTPEHUE SIBJICHUS] CHHXPOHU3ALIUU CTPET BPEMEHHU B
KBAaHTOBOM MEXaHUKE BO MHOI'OM aHAJIOTMYHO PACCMOTPEHUIO B KJIIACCUYECKON MEXaHUKE.
OpnHako pacCMOTpPEHHE 3TOTO CBOMCTBA JIJIsl aHAJIM3a HIMPOKO U3BECTHBIX IMAPaJOKCOB
KBAHTOBOM MEXaHUKHU J1a€T UX IIOJHOE U HENPOTUBOPEUMBOE Pa3pelIEHUE. DTO CIEAYIOIINE
napajoKchl: (@) mapaaokc peIyKIUU KBaHTOBOIO MTAKeTa IPU U3MEPEHUsX (IapaoKc
[lIpenunrepoBCcKOro KoTa); (0) HEHAOII01AEMOCTh CYTIEPIIO3UIIMHA MAaKPOCKOITHYECKUX
cocTosiHU (1mapaaokc Apyra Burnepa); (B) cmpozoe 10ka3aTenbCTBO MOTHON S5KBUBAIIEHTHOCTH
MHOTOMHPOBO 1 KoneHrareHckoi nHTeprnpeTaliii KBaHTOBONH MEXaHUKH; (I') OTKJIOHEHHS OT
HKCIIOHEHIIMAJIBHOTO 3aKOHA MPH paclajie YacTUIl U Iepexoax ¢ 0JJHOT0 SHEPreTUYECKOro
YPOBHS Ha JAPYToi (mapagoKc KOTeNIKa, KOTOPBIA HUKOTIa HEe 3aKUITUT).

Kak y»e yka3pIBaJIoCh BBIIIE PEIIEHUE BOIPOCA O CUHXPOHU3AIMU CTPET BPEMEHHU B
KBaHTOBOM MEXaHMKE aHAJIOTMYHO KJIacCHUecKo MexaHuke. Ho nMeercst oqHO BaxXHOE
UCKIIIoUeHHe. B kiaccuueckoit MexaHuke 0JHOMY MUKPOCOCTOSIHHIO (TOUYKE B (pa30BOM
MIPOCTPAHCTBE) COOTBETCTBYET TOJIBKO OJJHO MAaKpOCOCTOSIHME. B KBAaHTOBOI! jk€ MEXaHUKe
OJTHOMY MHUKPOCOCTOSIHHIO (BOJTHOBasi ()YHKIIHS) MOKET COOTBETCTBOBATH IIEIIBIA HAOOP
BO3MOXKHBIX MAaKpOCOTOSIHHUM (KBAaHTOBAsI CYTIEPIO3UIIMS BOJTHOBBIX (PYHKIIMIA,
COOTBETCTBYIOIINX OTAEIbHBIM MAKPOCOCTOSIHUAM). DTa CUTyalllsl BOZHUKAET B U3BECTHOM
napaaokce «llIpennHrepoBckoro Koray.

Ceiiuac oueHb nomyisipaa MHoromuposasi IHTepnperanus kBaHTOBOM MexaHuku. OHa
YTBEPKAAET, YTO S3TUM OT/AEIbHBIM MAaKpPOCOCTOSIHUSIM COOTBETCTBYIOT OTJEIbHBIEC U
OJTHOBPEMEHHO CYIIECTBYIOIIHNE MapaIeIbHO MUPBI, KOTOPbIe HHTEP(HEPUPYIOT (CKIIAABIBAIOTCS
Ipyr ¢ aApyrom). B aTom Bunutcs paspemienue napanokca «llpeguHrepoBckoro Kotay.

Ho Tyt BOo3HHKaeT nepBbIi, HAa MEPBbIN B3I TPUBUAIBHBIM BOIIPOC: 3a4€M HaM HY>KHO
MpeAnojaaraTb OJHOBPEMEHHOE CYLIECTBOBAHUE 3TUX MUPOB. BMECTO 3TOr0 MBI MOKEM MPOCTO
ckazarb: «CrucremMa KOJIJIariCUpPYyeT B OJIHO U3 3TUX MaKpOCOTOSIHUM C BEPOSITHOCTBIO,
onpenensieMoi npasuiamu bopa. /{151 uero Ham HyKHbI 3TH MUCTHUECKHUE NapaJljIeIbHbIE
mMupbl?». Jlannomy B3riisiny otBeuaer Konenrarenckas Murtepnperanus.

Ha 370 00pIYHO JatoTCs ClieqyoIIre BO3paskeHUs
1. V¥ nac HeT HUKaKMX MEXaHHU3MOB, ONMCHIBAIOLIMX Kosulanc KomneHrarenckoi
WNurepnperanuu.
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agbrwn

MpI nprHUMAaEM, 9TO BOJHOBBIE (DYHKITUH 3TO HEUTO PEaJbHO CYIIECTBYIOIIEE.

OTH BOJHOBBIE QYHKIMU M UX CYyNEPHO3ULIUS YIOBIETBOPAIOT ypaBHeHUI0 [lIpenunrepa.
N3 1 u 2 aBTOMaTU4ECKH clieAyeT MHOTOMUPOBAasi UHTEPIpETaIusl.

JlexorepeHIus, KOTopas TaKkxe sABJIsIeTcs cieacTBueM ypaBHeHus Llpennnrepa, o0ObsCHSET,
MIOYEMY MBI MOXKEM B UTOT'€ BUJIETh JIUIIb OJUH U3 MUPOM (C COOTBETCTBYIOILIEH
BEpOSATHOCTHIO bopa).

Ho Ha 3T0 BIojHE MOXXHO BO3PAa3UTh: «I[a, Y HAaC HET MEXaHN3Ma KOJlJ1arica. Ho Ham u HE

HYKHO €T0 3HaTh. MBI MPOCTO TOCTYJIMPYEM HAJIMYKE TaKOTO KoJutarca. boiee Toro, Ml axe
HE XOTHM 3HATh 3TOT MEXaHH3M, MIOCKOJIbKY CITIOCOOHBI OMHCATh U PACCYUTAThH JTHOOYIO
(UBUYECKYIO CUTYAITHIO O€3 ATOTO 3HAHUS.

Ho Takoit moaxoj BCTpeyaeT CIeayoIKe TPYIHOCTH:

MBI HEe MOXKEM YKa3aTh WIN PACCUUTATh MOYHbILI MOMEHT BPEMEHH, KOT/1a IPOUCXOUT ITOT
KoJtarc. J{ist MakpoTes MOYKHO yKa3aTh JIMIIb OYeHb Y3KHii, HO, TEM HE MEHee, KOHSUHBIN
UHTEpBaJl BPEMEHH, Ha KOTOPOM 3TOT KOJUIATIC MPOUCXOMUT.

JJit MaKpoTen CyIeCTBYET I0CTaTOYHO YE€TKOE pa3ieiieHHe MEeXIy MUpaMHu (3a cueT
JIEKOTePEHIIMN), HO OHO HUKOT/Ia He BJsieTCs MOJHBbIM. Beeraa ocraetcs nebonvuoe
«TIEPEKPBITUEY MEXKAY MUPaMU (MHTep(EPEHIIMOHHBIE WIEHbI, KBAHTOBBIE KOPPEIALUN
MHPOB) Jlake JIIsl MakpoTel. JlekorepeHius, onucbiBaeMas BbIIlE, JUIIb YACTUYHO peliaeT
npobaemy. OHa HE 710 KOHIIA «Pa3beIUHICT» MaKPOMHUPHI, OCTABIISIS 3TO HEOOIBIIOE X
«TIEPEKPBITUEY.

CymectByot crierduyeckue Moienu kosuiarnca (tak HazpiBaemas, GRW teopus [16]). Ouu
MOTYT OBbITb IPOBEPEHBI HIKCIIEPUMEHTAIBHO. TaKue SKCIIEpUMEHTHI HE 1al0T IIOKa HUKAKOTO
JI0Ka3aTeIbhCTBA CYIIECTBOBAHMS TaKOTo Koyarca. OHU Ial0T JIMIIb TPAHUIIBI Ha TapaMeTPhI
TaKuX MoJiesiell (B TOM Cilydae, €CIM OHU BCE-TaKU BEPHBI), ONIPEeIIieMble TOYHOCTbIO
IKCTIEPUMEHTA.

Ha »10 MOxHO CHOBa BO3PAa3UTh:

1.

Ha, ectb mpobieMa onpeienuTh ToUHOe BpeMs Kosutarnca. Ho TouHo Takas xe mpoOiema
CYILECTBYET U B MHOTOMHMPOBOW MHTEPIIPETALIMM — B KAKOM MMEHHO MOMEHT BPEMEHU
Ha0JII0/1aTeNIb BUUT, B KAKOM U3 BO3MOYKHBIX MUPOB OH OUyTHJICA?

Toxe KacaeTcs U «IEePEKPBITUS» MUPOB — 3Ta Po0IeMa NPUCYTCTBYET M B MHOTOMUPOBOM
UHTepIpeTauu. JleficTBUTENbHO, HAOIIOAaTeNb BUAUT B HEKOTOPBI MOMEHT BPEMEHU
TOJIBKO CBOM MHUp. OH HUYETO HE MOXKET CKa3aTh O HAJIMYMU U OTCYTCTBUH JIPYTHX
napaJulenbHbeIX MUPOB. COOTBETCTBEHHO, BCE MpeJIcKa3aHus Oy Iyliero (omnpeenseMble
npaBuiaMu bopa) MoryT genaTtbes UM Ha OCHOBE 3HaHUS JIUIIb «cBoero» mupa. Ho u3-3a
«TEPEKPHITHS» MUPOB (IIyCTh U MaJIOTO) MOTYT BO3HUKHYTb 3(PPEKTHI, HE YKIIAIbIBAIOIINECS
B OTH IIpefcka3anus. To ecTb, KBAHTOBas MEXaHMKA IIPU €€ TaKOM I10CIIEA0BATEIbHOM
HCTIOJIb30BAaHUM HE CIIOCOOHA /1aBaTh JaXKe TOUHBINA eposmHOCMHbII TIPOTHO3.

MoxHO 100aBUTH U €l11e OJJHY HEOIPEJeIEHHOCTb, IPUCYIIYI0 00€UM MHTEPIIPETALUIM.
IIycTe, X IpuMepy, IMEIOTCS 1BA MAKPOCOTOSHUS — «GKMBOU KOT» U «MEPTBBIN KOT».
[Touemy mup pazaensercs (WK KOJUTAIICUPYET) UMMEHHO Ha Takue /iBa cocTosHusA? Yem
Xy’Ke, Hanpumep, napa: (<oKUBOM KOT» - «MEPTBBII KOT»), (<CKUBOM KOT» + «MEPTBBIA KOT»)?

Yka3zaHHbIE BbIIIE TPU NPOOIEMBI IPUBOJAT K HEonpeoenieHHocmu B IPEACKa3aHusX, Je1aeMbIX
KBAaHTOBOI MexaHMKOH. OHa He YKJIQJbIBAaeTCs AaXKe B BEPOATHOCTHBIC PaMKH, OIpeeIsieMble
npasuiaMu bopa. DTa HeonpeeIeHHOCTh O4YEHb Majla Ul MAaKpOTEll, HO OHa cyluecTByeT. OHa
HPUCYTCTBYIOT B 17100b1X UHTEPIPETALUSAX, JIUIIb MACKUPYSACh U MEHISI CBOIO (OpMY.
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HeBeposATHBIN NOTOK MHTEPIIPETAUI CBA3aH UMEHHO C MOIBITKON IIPE0I0JIETh 3TU
npo6aemsl. Ha camoMm fiesie pa3Hble HHTEpIpeTalys JIULIb 110 pa3HOMY «MAacCKHPYIOT» NpodiieMy
HEOIIPEACICHHOCTH, HE pelas ee.

4. Bce ckazannoe Bbilie 0 GRW teopun BepHo. HeT HuKakoil HEOOXO0IMMOCTH 3aMEHATD €10
KBaHTOBY10 MexaHuKy. OnHako Konenrarenckas MHTepnperanus XoTh O4€Hb U HATOMUHACT
GRW, HO B 0JTHOM Ba)KHOM IIyHKTE€ OY€Hb om.iuyaemcs oT Hee. OHa MOCTYJIMpPYET KOJUIarc
HE 6cex MaKpoTell, a JIUILb KOHeYHO020 HAOI0AaTeNsl, C TOUKH 3pEHHUS. KOTOPOT'O OMUCHIBACTCS
¢buznyeckuit sxcnepuMeHT. [Ipu 3ToM 1oJ CII0BOM «HAOJI01aTENIb» Mbl IOHUMAEM HE HEKYIO
JMYHOCTH, 00J1a/IAI0LIYI0 3araJOYHBIM «CO3HAHUEMY, a IPOCTO CTAHJAPTHBIN
MaKpOCKOIIUYECKUN OOBEKT, TaIeKUil OT COCTOSIHUS TEPMOJIMHAMUYECKOTO PaBHOBECHS. DTO
COBEpUICHO aHAJOIMYHO HAIleH mpeaptymei cratbe [1]. s Hac BaxKHO JAHIIb TO, YTO 3TOT
00BEKT MOCTEHUN B IIEMTOYKE HAOIIOACHUI 1 €r0 COOCTBEHHAS] TEPMOIMHAMUYECKAsI CTpesia
BPEMEHU BBIOpaHa KaK «IIOJIOKUTEJIbHOY» HAIlpaBlieHHas. DTO OrpaHUYECHUE Ha KOJIIarc
IIPUBOJUT K CEPhE3HBIM MOCIEICTBUAM, KOTOPBIX HE Ob171I0 B GRW. A nmenHo, eciu
Hanuuue kosutarnica B GRW TeopeTnueckn MOKHO POBEPUTH IKCIIEPUMEHTAIBHO, TO
IIPOBEPUTH Hanuue Kosutanca B Konenrarenckon MHTEpnipeTaliuu HEBO3MOXKHO J1aXkKe 6
npunyune. OG0CHYEM 3Ty TOUKY 3peHUs. PacCMOTpUM MBICIEHHBIE SKCIIEPUMEHTHI,
KOTOpBIE MTO3BOJIIOT IPOBEPUTH HAJIMYME KoJutarca, peackasbiBaeMoro B GRW. Jlanee mbl
IIPOBEPUM, MOT'YT OHH K€ UCII0JIb30BATHCA Ul IPOBEPKU HAIMUYUE KOJIJIAICa B
Konenrarenckoi MHTepnperanum.

a. KBanToBas MexaHuKa, Kak U KJIaCCHUECKas, IIpeicka3piBaeT Bo3BpaThl [lyankape. [Ipuyem, B
OTIIMYHE OT KJIACCUYECKUX XAOTUYECKUX CUCTEM, OHU MPOUCXOAT NEPUOANUECKU WITH MTOYTH
nepuoanuecku. Hammuaue xomnarnica B GRW nenaet takue Bo3BpaThl HEBO3MOKHBIMU M HE
HAOI0TAEMBIMHU, T.€. ITOT ()aKT MOKHO MPOBEPUTH IKCIIEPUMEHTOM

b. KantoBas mexanuka ooparuma. [Ipu oOpaiiieHrH SBOJIOIMH CUCTEMa BEPHETCS B HCXOIHOE
cocrostHue. OJHAKO TPU KOJUTATICE 0OPATHMOCTD TepsAETCs. ITOT (aKT TAK:KE MOXKHO MPOBEPHUTH
IKCIIEPUMEHTOM

¢. MBI MOXEM PEruCTPUPOBATH SKCIIEPUMEHTATIBHO Malibie 3P PEKThI, CBI3aHHBIC C MAJIBIMU
KBAaHTOBBIMH KOPPEISAIUIMHU, KOTOPBIE OCTAIOTCS Jdake mocle nekorepeniiuu. B GRW stu
MaJjbie () PEKTHI HcUe3aroT.

MBsI npoBepsiem kosutanc Habmoaarens B Konenrarenckoit MaTepnperanuu, U, clieioBaTeNbHO,
HEeU30€KHO J0JKHBI BKIIIOUUTD €0 B HAONII0aeMyIo ciucTeMy. T.e. 311eCh MPOUCXOANUT
camonabarodenue. ITokaxkem, 4TO 3TO HE MO3BOJISIET IPOBEPUTH (W1 ONIPOBEPTHYTh) HATUYHS
kosutarica B Konenrarenckoit MIHTepriperaniny ONMMCaHHBIMU BBIIIE METOJAMU.

a. [Ipeamomnoxum, Mbl OyZieM KIaTh, KOT/Ia HACTYITUT BO3BPAT, IPEICKa3bIBAEMbIil KBAHTOBOU
Mexanukoi. Ho Habnmro1aTenb, Koianc KOTOPOro Mbl IPoBepsieM, SBISETCS HEOThEMIIEMOM
4acThio cucTeMEbl. T.e. mpu Bo3Bpare [lyankape, OH BEpHETCS TaKKe B UCXOJHOE COCTOSTHHE.
CrnenoBarenbHO, BCS €r0 MaMsITh O MPOIJIOM coTpeTcs. UTo cienaeT SKCepuMeHTAbHY 0
MIPOBEPKY, CBSI3aHHYIO CO CPAaBHEHHWEM HAYaJILHOTO U KOHEYHOTO COCTOSTHUS HE BO3MOXKHOM.

b. Te e camble IPUYUHBI, YTO U B MPEIBIAYIIEM MTYHKTE, CICTA0T HEBO3MOKHOM MPOBEPKY
BO3BpATa MpU 00paIICHUU JABUKECHUSI.

c. [Ins peructpanuu sKCrepuMEeHTAITBFHO MaJbIX 3P PeKToB, HE0OX0IMMa OYEHb BHICOKAS
TOYHOCTh M3MepeHus. Ho, mockonpKy HaOII0AaTeNh CaM BXOAHUT B CUCTEMY U3MEPEHUS
(camoHabI0IeHNE) OH HE CITOCOOEH TOYHO U MOJIHO U3MEPUTDH BCE MApaMeTPhl TAKOH CHUCTEMBI.
O6pa3Ho roBopsi, HAOIIOIATENh JOMIKEH «3aITUCATh)» TEKYIIEEe COCTOSTHUE CUCTEMBI TEMH K€
CaMBIMH «YEpPHHUIIAMI», KOTOPBIE OH, B TOM YHncIie (KaK 4aCcTh CUCTEMBI), U IOJKeH onucats! Ha
MPAKTHKE BO3MOXKHO OMUCAHUE JIUIIh MaKpOIapaMETPOB CUCTEMBI, UTO JIEIaeT HEBO3MOXKHOM
HaOII0/IeHUE U pacueT ManbiX 3((HEeKToB.
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Mo cyTtu nena, mepBbie qBa MyHKTa (&, D) CBsI3aHbI CO clieayrOMM (HaKTOM, KOTOPBIA HMEI
MEeCTO U B Kiaccudyeckoil mexanuke [1]. JlekorepeHius (paciierieHne Ha MaKpOCOCTOSHIS )
IPUBOJIUT K POCTY PHTPONHHU (OJTHO MAKPOCOCTOSTHUE 3aMEHSETCSI Ha LeNbIi HA0Op BO3MOKHBIX
MakpococTosHuit). C aApyroi CTOpoHbI, HaOIOACHUE BO3BpaTa (T.€. PEKOT€pEHLIUs) CBA3aHO C
YMCHBIICHHUEM SHTPOIIUH. Ha6J'[IOI[aTCJ'[B ’)Ke CIocooeH SKCICPUMCHTAJIBHO ITPOBOJINTH
caMOHaOJII0ICHUE JIUILb HAa OTPAaHUYEHHBIX IIPOMEXYTKaX BPEMEHHU, KOT/Ia y HEro CyIleCTBYET
CTpeJia BpeMEHH (T.€. COCTOSHUE [JaJIeKO€ OT TEPMOJANHAMHUYECKOTO PABHOBECHS), U OHA He
MeHsem cBOe HarpasiieHHe. TakuM 00pa3oM, HEBO3MOKHOCTh SKCIIEPUMEHTAIIBHO PA3IUYUTh
Konenrarenckyro n MHOoroMmupoByto MHTepnpeTanuu TECHO CBsI3aHa ¢ 3aKOHOM pOCTa
SHTPOIUH U TEPMOJIUHAMHUYECKOU CTPEION BPEMEHH.

Bce, cka3anHoe BbIlLIE, 1€71a€T HEBO3MOKHOM 3KCIIEPUMEHTANIBHYIO IIPOBEPKY Pa3HUILIBI MEKIY
Konenrarenckoit 1 MaoromupoBoi HTepripeTanuen, 4Tto AejiaeT UX paBHOIPAaBHBIMU. Takue
YTBEPKACHUSI O HEPA3JINYMMOCTH 3TUX UHTEPIPETALUil HE pa3 BCTPEUYAIOTCS B JIMTEPATYpE.
Opnaxo TaM, rae 3ToT (PaKT HE TOJIBKO (POPMYIHUPYIOT, HO U MBITAIOTCS JOKa3aTh, OOBIYHO
CCBIJIAIOTCS HAa HEBO3MOXHOCTB C/IEJIaTh TAKYIO IIPOBEPKY JIMILIb NPaAKmuiecku AJji1 MaKpoTel, He
IIOHUMasl €€ NPUHYUNUATLHOU HEBO3MOKHOCTU. Ha 3TOM OCHOBaHMM AenaeTcs OINMO0YHbIN
BBIBOJI O «IIPUBHJIETMPOBAHHOM» MOJI0XKeHUH MHoromuposoil Murepnperanuu. [Ipusenem
HaunOosee HarsIHbIN npumep [9]:

"CroponHuku MHOroMHpoOBOil HHTEPNPeTAllMH MOIJIN ObI YTBEPKAATh, YTO, (paKTHYECKH,
OpeMsi IKCIIEPUMEHTAJIBHOI0 J0KA3aTeJIbCTBA HAXOAMTCS HA MPOTUBHUKAX
MHoroMnpoBoii HHTepIpeTanuu, IOTOMY YTO 3TO - OHH, Te, KTO YTBepP:KIaeT, 4YTO eCTh
HoBasi (pu3nka BHe X0pouIo npoBepeHHOro ypapHenus Lllpexunrepa".

"HecmoTps Ha Ha3BaHue "uHTEeprpeTanus', MHOrOMUPOBON MHTEPIPETALIUH - 3TO IIPOCTO
BapHaHT KBAaHTOBON TEOPHUH, KOTOpasi OTIMYAETCS OT APYTUX. DKCIEPUMEHTAIbHO, Pa3HOCTh
CYILIECTBYET OTHOCUTEJILHO TEOPUH ¢ KostancoM. KaxeTcsi, 4To HeT HUKaKOT0 3KCIIEPUMEHTAa,
OTJIMYaroIero MHOroMHpOBYIO HHTEPIPETALIMIO OT APYTUX TEOpUil O6€3 Koanca, TaKuxX Kak
MexaHuka boma wim npyrue Bapuantel MHOroMupoBoi uHTEpnperanny. Kosianc npuBoaur x
s¢dexram, KOTOpbIE SBIISAIOTCS, B IPUHLUIIE, HAOII0AaeMbIMU; 3TH 3PPEKTHI HE CYLIECTBYIOT,
eciii MHOTOMHpPOBasi MHTEPIPETAIUs - IpaBHiIbHAas TeopHsi. YToOBI HAOIIOAATH KOJUIATIC, MBI
HYK1aJMCh OBl B TEXHOJIOTMH BBICIIETO Ka4eCcTBa, KOTOpasi M03BoJisieT "o0paars" KBaHTOBBIN
HKCIIEPUMEHT, BKIIIOUYasi HHBEPCHUIO MIPOLiecca AETEKTUPOBAHMS MAKPOCKOIMYECKUMHU
ycrporictBamu. CM. Lockwood 1989 (p. 223), Vaidman 1998 (p. 257), u apyrue npeanoxeHus
B Deutsch 1986. Otu npeioxenus - Bce 1 YUCTO MBICIEHHBIX SKCIIEPUMEHTOB, KOTOPbIE HE
MOTYT OBITh BBINOJIHEHBI CEUac UK ¢ MOMOLIbIO KaKOH-1100 OyayIiel TeXHOJIOorueH,
JTOCTHXXUMOM B 0003puMoOe BpeMsi. JIeHCTBUTEIIBHO, B 3TUX IKCIIEPUMEHTAX JIOKHA
HaOIr0AaThCsl MHTEp(EepeHLIns pa3IMUHbIX MUPOB. MUpPBI pa3IuuHbl, KOTAa, 0 KpaiiHel mepe,
OJINH MaKpPOCKOINYECKUI 0OBEKT HAXOIUTCS B MAKPOCKOIIMYECKHU Pa3INYMMbIX COCTOSHHUSX.
Taxum oOpa3oM, HEOOX0 UM UHTEP(HEPEHIIUOHHBIN SKCIIEPUMEHT C MAKPOCKOITMUECKUM TEJIOM.
CerojiHst eCTh HHTEPPEPEHIIMOHHBIC IKCTIEPUMEHTHI ¢ OOJIBIIIUMHU U OOJBITUMHU 00BEKTAMHU
(HammpuMmep, Mosekybl GysuiepeHa Ceo), HO 3TH OOBEKTHI BCE €1l He SBISAIOTCS JOCTATOUHO
0O0JBIINMHU, YTOOBI CUUTATHCS "MaKpOCKONMMUeCKUMHU'". Takue SKCIIepUMEHTHI MOTYT TOJIBKO
YJIyUIIUTh OLEHKY IPaHUIly, Iie KoJjanc Mor Obl UMETh MecTo. Pemaromuii s3kcnepuMeHT
JIOJDKEH BKITFOYATh HHTEP(EPEHIINIO COCTOSHUIM, KOTOPBIE 00J1a/1al0T MaKPOCKOITNIECKUM
YHCIIOM CTeeHel cBOOOIbl: HEBO3MOXHAS 3aaua JJIsl CErOAHSIIHEeH TeXHOIOruu"

HpI/IBCIleHHOC 3J€Ch A0Ka3aTCJIbCTBO 3KCHCpI/IMCHTaHLHOI71 HCIIPOBEPACMOCTHU KOJLJIaIcCa B
Komnenrarenckoi I/IHTepHpeTaHI/II/I, HACKOJIBKO HaM U3BECTHO, BCTPEUACTCA JIMIIb B 9TOU U
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npeanecTByommx eit padorax [10-13]. Ero MmoxxHO Ha3BaTh «I e/1eneBCKoOi» TeOpeMoi O
HEBO3MOXXHOCTH JJIsl KBAaHTOBOM MexaHuku. OHa Kak (JOpMYJIHUPOBKOMN, TaK U METOAOM
JI0Ka3aTeIbCTBA ICHCTBUTENBHO HAIOMUHAET «I eeIeBCKyI0 TEOpEMY O HETIOTHOTEY.

MBI 371€Ch CTOJIb MOIPOOHO OCTAHABIMBAEMCSI HA TOM BOIIPOCE, MMOCKOIBKY
Bo-nepBbIX, cama HEBO3MOXXHOCTh IKCIIEPUMEHTAIBHO Pa3nuuuTh KomeHrareuckyro u
MHuoromupoByto MHTeprnpeTanuy TECHO CBsi3aHa C 3aKOHOM POCTa SHTPOIUU U
TEPMOJIMHAMHYECKON CTpeIoil BpeMeHU. Bo-BTOPBIX, CIIUIIKOM MHOT'O JItOJIEHl HCKPEHHE, HO
omurO049HO BepsT, uTo MHOrOMupoBas MHTeprperalus (Min HHbIE MEHEe MOJHbIE
WuTepnpeTanun) MoJHOCTHIO PELIAlOT BCe MPo0IeMbl KBAaHTOBON MexaHHUKH. K aTuM npobiaemam
B [IEPBYIO OUEpeb OTHOCATCSA YK€ C(HOPMYIUPOBAHHBIE BBILIE MPOOIEMBI HEONpeoeleHHOCMU B
Mpe/ICKa3aHmsIX KBAHTOBOM MEXaHUKH, HE OMHUChIBaeMble npaBuiamu bopa. Kak ke oHn
periaTcst Ha caMoM Jiene? ITo OObICHIETCS TEM, UTO YKa3aHHAsI HEONPEEIIEHHOCTh XOTh U
CYIIECTBYIOT B UOea1bHOU TUHAMUKE, B HAO1I00aeMoll TMHAMUKE OTCYTCTBYET U
AKCIIEPUMEHTAJIBLHO HE HAOII0JaeMO B npuHyune.

1) Camonabmonenue. Te e camble IPUYMHBI, YK€ OMMCAHHBIC BBIIIE, KOTOPHIC HE
MO3BOJIAIOT MPOBEPUTH KOJUIAIC HKCIIEPUMEHTAIBLHO HE TIO3BOJISAT OOHAPYKUTh
IKCIIEPUMEHTAIILHO HEOTIPEICICHHOCTh, YKa3aHHYIO B MyHKTax | (TOYHBIA MOMEHT
BpPEMEHHM KoJjuiarca) 1 2 (KBaHTOBbIE KOPPENALUK). A 3HAUUT 00CYKIaTh ee
0ECCMBICIICHHO.

2) BaemHee HaOIOACHHE.

a. Eciin 510 HabmoieHre He BO3MYIIAeT HAOII0AaeMy 0 CUCTEMY, TO KOJIJIAIICa CUCTEMHI a,
CJIEIOBATENILHO, M HEOTIPEACICHHOCTH (YKa3aHHOM B MyHKTaX | U 2) HE BO3HUKAET M KBAHTOBAS
MEXaHUKa MOXKET ObITh IpPOBEpeHa TOYHO HKCIEPUMEHTANIbHO. Takoe HenepTpyOaTHBHOE
Ha0JII0/IEHUE BO3MOYKHO ISl MAKPOTEJ JINIIb TEOPETUYECKHU, U TOJIBKO MIPHU YCIOBUU H3BECTHOTO
HavyaJIbHOTO COCTOSIHUS, YUCTOTO Win cMmerranHoro. ([Ipunoxenue A)

b. TIpucyrcTByeT Maoe B3aUMOICHCTBHE MEX /Ty HA0JIF0JaCMON CUCTEMOM |
HabI01aTeIeM/OKpy>KeHHEM. DTO MaJloe B3aUMO/ICHCTBHE MACKUPYET HEONPEAEIEHHOCTh
(Yka3aHHY!O B ITyHKTax | 1 2) U JieaeT HEBO3MOYKHBIM €€ DKCIIEPUMEHTaIbHOE HA0JI0ICHUE.

3/1ech HY)KHO BEPHYTBCS K HEOIIPEIEJIEHHOCTH, OIIMChIBAEMOI B MyHKTE 3. BONbIIMHCTBO
peasbHBIX HAOIO/IEHUI OTBEYAeT CIy4yasM caMOHa0II0IeHus (KOTIa MOJTHOE ONMCaHUE
HEBO3MO>KHO B MIPUHITUIIE) WJIM OTKPHITON CUCTEME, BO3MYIIIAEMON HEKOHTPOJIUPYEMBIM MaJIbIM
BHEITHUM ITyMOM OT HaOIto1aTeNs/okpyskeHus. Kak ke onuceiBaTh TakKue OTKPBITHIEC WIIH
HEMOJIHBIE CUCTEMBI? DTO JIenaeTcs MyTeM BBOJA MaKponapamempos cucteMsbl. PeanbHas
Habnodaemas TUHAMHKA TaKUX MTapaMeTPOB BO3MOYKHA JIJIS IIMPOKOTo Kiacca cucteM. OHa He
BKJIIOUAET HEHAOII0JAEMbIE B PEATIbHOCTH «I1apalIeNIbHbIE MUPBI», YMEHBIIECHUE SHTPOIHH,
KBaHTOBYIO CYNEPIIO3UIIMI0 MAKPOCOCTOSIHUM U IPYTYIO S3K30THKY, BO3MOXKHYIO TOJIBKO B
uoeanvrou nuHamuke. Habmonaemas nuHaMuKa IpOU3BOIUTCS. OTHOCUTEIBHO
TEPMOJMHAMUYECKOMN CTPEIIbl BPEMEHH PEaJIbHOT0 MAaKPOCKOIMYECKOIO HEPABHOBECHOTO
HaOo1aTeNd, c1ado B3auMOJICHCTBYIOIIEM ¢ HAOII0JaeMON CUCTEMOMN U OKpPY>KEHHUEM
(mexorepennusi). UneanbHas qTuHaAMHUKaA CTPOUTCS B aOCTPAKTHOM, KOOPIMHATHOM BPEMEHH.
[Ipobnema nepexo/ia OT UeaIbHOM K peaibHOM JUHAMUKE YCIICIIHO pellieHa B IPYTruX padoTax
[14-15, 17-18]. Bei6op MakpoIiepeMeHHbIX HEOJHO3HAYEH, HO M HE TIPOHM3BOJICH.
MaxkponepeMeHHbIEe JOIKHBI BRIOUPATHCS TaK, 9YTOOBI IPHU POCTE SHTPOIIUHU CITYUYaHbIH MaJIbIi
BHEIIHUW LIyM HE BJIMSUI 3HAUUTEJIbHO HA UX JUHAMUKY. Takue MaKponepeMEHHbIE CYyIIECTBYIOT
Y Ha3bIBAIOTCS TIaBHBIC iepeMeHHbIie (pointer states) [3,17]. Hanmuune n30paHHBIX COCTOSIHUI
00BSACHSIETCS JIOKATBHOCTHIO B3aUMOJICHCTBHS B peaibHOM Mupe. CuiibHEe B3aUMOICHCTBYIO
Omm3kue yactuilbl. Ecnu Ob1 criia B3aMOIEHCTBHS ONPEesiach, HapuMep, OJM30CThIO
UMITYJIECOB, TO TJ1aBHBIE COCTOSHUS ObUTH OBbI COBCEM MHBIE. Tak, TOCKOIBKY CBOMCTBO
JIOKQJIbHOCTH HEBEPHO HA PACCTOSIHUM CPAaBHUMOM C JJIMHHOM BOJIHBI, PaJMOBOJIHBI UMEIOT
nosieBbIe pointer states, cuibHO OTIHYaroIIKecs oT pointer states yactuim. Cutyaitusi, 371e€Ch
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OIMChIBaeMasi, TIOJIHOCThIO SKBUBAJICHTHAs [1], rie paccMaTpUBaIKCh «IOIXOISIIUC)
MaKpOCOTOSIHMS ISl CTy4asi KJIaCCUYECKON MEXaHUKH.

UTo MOXKET CITy>)KUTh TPUMEPOM HaOJII01aeMOM TMHAMUKH U1 KBAHTOBBIX CUCTEM? DTO
ykazaHHble Bbilie GRW Teopun. /[ Toro 4ro0sl moHsTH 3TO BepHeMcst Kk KoneHrarenckoit
Wutepnperannu. Ml MokeM BBIOpaTh 3a «HaOmonaTens» B Konenrarenckoir HTepniperannn
pa3Hble HepaBHOBECHBIE MakpoTena. TeopeTuuecku, Mpu 3TOM KoJutarc OyAeT BUAEThC 110-
pazHOMY JUIsl TAKUX pa3HbIX HaOJo/aTesneil. JTo sIBICHNE Ha3bIBACTCS «IIapaoKC Apyra
Burnepa». Mnaue 310 siBJI€HME HEOIHO3HAYHOCTH KoJutanca B Konenrarenckoi Muarepnperanuun
MO’KHO Ha3BaTh « KBaHTOBBII CONMIICU3MY, IO aHATIOTHH C TOXO0KHUM IO CMBICITY (PHII0CO(PCKUM
yueHueM. Pa3periaeTcs oH aHAIOTUYHO TOMY, Kak MbI 3TO Jenanu B padote [1]. [Ipu
CUHXPOHM3AIMH CTPEJl BpEMEHH SHTPOIUS BCeX €1a00 B3aUMOIEHCTBYIOIIMX TEJl PacTET
(yOb1Baet) cuHxpoHHO. Kosutarc ke COOTBETCTBYET MIMEHHO POCTY SHTPOIHUH (OTHO
MaKpOCOCTOSIHUE 3aMEHSETCS Ha 1IeJIblii HAOOp BO3MOKHBIX MakpococTossHui). CreaoBareinbHO,
MaJioe B3aMMOJICHCTBHE (IEKOTE€PEHLIUS ) MEXKLy MAaKpOTEJIaMHU PUBOJUT HE TOJIBKO K
CHHXPOHHU3AIUU CTPEl BpEMEHHU, HO ¥ K CUHXPOHHU3allMM MOMEHTA «KOJUIAIICA» Il Pa3HBIX
HaOmronareneit. 1o nenaet « KBaHTOBBIM COMUIICU3MY AJISI MAKPOTEN, XOTSI TEOPETHUECKI
BO3MOJKHBIM, HO KpailHe TPYJIHO OCYILECTBUMBIM Ha IIPaKTHUKE. B 3TOM 3akirouaercs ero
otianuue oT Konenrarenckoit Mntepnperaryy, re Kojlanc HabaoaaTess Helb3s
IPEIOTBPATUTH JaXke TeopeTuyecKu. Yka3zaHnHble Bbilie GRW teopuu siBnsitoTcs, Takum
00pa3oM, JUIs KBAHTOBOM MEXaHUKH OMMCAHUEM JIeHCTBUTENLHON HaO.1100aemoll TAHAMUKA
Makpoten (nmuHamuka FAPP). Ona oTOpachkiBatoT He HaOII0Ja€MbIE B PEATBHOCTH
paccoriacoBaHMs Koljiarnca MakpoTel U yObIBaHHE SHTPOIHMH, KOTOPbIE MTPEICKA3bIBAIOTCS
uoeanbHou JTUHAMHUKOM.

Xopoliel WUTFOCTPAIMEH BRIIICONUCAHHON CB3M HAOII01aeMON 1 UICATHHOM TUHAMUK
ABJISIETCS «I1APAJOKC KOTEIKA, KOTOPbIA HUKOI /1A HE 3aKUNUT». OH CBsA3aH B KBAHTOBOU
MEXaHHUKE C OTKJIIOHCHHUEM OT KCIIOHCHIMAJIBHOTO BUJIa 3aKOHA paciia/ia yacTull (MK repexoia
C OJIHOTO HEPTETHYECKOTO YPOBHSI Ha APYroi). DKCIOHEHIMAIbHBINA XapaKTep TaKOTO 3aKOHA
OYEHb BaXKEH — OTHOCHUTEIIbHASI CKOPOCTh paciajia He 3aBUCUT OT MOMEHTa BPEMEHH. DTO
3HAUUT, YTO pacnaJarolascs 4acTUa HE UMEET «BO3pacTa». B KBaHTOBON MEXaHHUKE, OJIHAKO,
Ha MaJIbIX BpEMEHaX 3aKOH u0edalbHOoU AMHAMUKY pacnaia CUIbHO OTINYAETCS OT
SKCHOHEHIIMAIIBHOT0. DTO MPUBOAMT K TOMY, YTO KOI'/Ia YHCIIO U3MEPEHUIN COCTOSHUS YaCTULIBI
Ha OTPaHUYCHHOM WHTEPBaJe BPEMEHHU YBEIIMIMBACTCS, YACTHIIA B TIpeJiesie BOOOIIE He
pacnanaercs! [lycts Mbl HaOIIOJa€M MaKPOCUCTEMY, COCTOSIIYIO U3 OOJBIIOTrO YKcia
pacrajaromuxcs YacTHIl. 3JeCh CIeAyeT OTMETUTh, YTO PACIIa]l YaCTHUIIbI IPOUCXOIUT 1O
3aKOHaM MACAIbHON JUHAMUKH JINIIb MEXAY U3MepeHussMU. CaMHu U3MEPEHUS CUIIBHO BIIHSIIOT
Ha JIMHAMUKY CUCTEMBI, KaK BUTHO U3 (HOPMYITHPOBKH CaMOT0 mapagaokca. YToOwl mepeiitu k
Habno0aemori TMHAMUKE, OTIMCAHHOM BBIIIE, MBI TOJKHBI CHJIBHO YMEHBIIUTH BO3MYIIAIOIIee
BIIUSTHUE HAOIOICHUS. JTO IOCTHTASTCS YBEITUYCHUEM UHTEepBajia MKy HAOIIOICHUSIMH,
CPaBHUMOTI'O CO CPETHUM BPEMEHEM >KU3HU OT/IEIbHON YacTUIlbl. 1711 Takux OONbIINX
WHTEPBAJIOB BPEMEHU, MBI MTOJTy4aeM peasibHyI0 HaOt01aeMyt0 TMHAMUKY pacrajia, Ipu
KOTOpPOM OHA OINHUCHIBAETCS SKCIIOHEHTOM, U CPEJIHEE BPEMsI )KU3HHU HE 3aBHUCUT OT KOHKPETHOTO
WHTEpBaja MEXIy U3MepeHussMu. TakuM 00pa3oM, SKCTIOHEHIIUATIBHBIN paciajl — 3aKOH
Ha0II0/TaeMO, a He UIeaNbHON JUHAMUKH YacTHIL. (DTUM k€ 00BICHSAETCS OTCYTCTBHE
BO3BpartoB [lyaHkape Jj1st TaKOW CUCTEMBI. )

3. KosnvecTBeHHOE paccMOTpeHHEe BONPOCA.
3.1 OnpenesieHue OCHOBHBIX MOHSITHIA.
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2) B knmaccuyeckoi MexaHMKE MUKPOCOCTOSIHAE — TOYKa B (pa30BOM MpocTpaHcTBe. B
KBaHTOBOM MEXaHUKE ITOMY COOTBETCTBYET BOJHOBAsI (PyHKIUA Y (UUCTOE COCTOSIHUE), a
TPACKTOPHUH — IBOJIIONNS BOJTHOBOUM (PYHKIIMH BO BPEMECHH. B KaccHueckoi MeXaHUKe
MaKpOCOCTOSIHHE COOTBETCTBYET (DYHKIIMU pactipenensis B (ha30BOM MpoCTpaHCTBeE. B
KBAaHTOBOM MEXaHHMKE 3TOMY COOTBETCTBYET MAaTpHIIa IJIOTHOCTH p. Bua Matpuiibr
TUIOTHOCTHU 3aBHCUT OT BHIOpAHHOTO 0a3nca OPTOHOPMANBHBIX BOMTHOBBIX (PpyHKuMid. Ecmu
PP#P - 3TO CMEIIAHHOE COCTOSHMUSI.

3) VYpaBHEHUE IBIKCHUS ISl MATPHIIBI IUIOTHOCTH O UMeeT HopMy:

rre L sBrsieTcst TMHEHHBIM ONpepaTopoM:
Lp=Hp-pH=[H p]
u H sBisieTcs onepaTopoM 3HEPruu AJisi CUCTEMBI,
N — yncno yacTui
4) Ecnu A sBIseTCs ONEpaTOpoOM HEKOTOPOM HAOMI0JaeMON, TO CpeIHss BeJIMYMHA
HaOJI0TaeMOI MOXKET OBITh Hal/IeHa CIICTYIOIUM 00pa3oMm:
<A>=tr Ap
5) Ecau npousBoauTcsi caMOHAOIIOICHHE TIOJHBIA HAa0Op HAaOMIOACHUH CAeIaTh HEBO3MOXKHO.
B cnyuae BHemHero HaOMIOACHHSA H3-3a MaJIOTO B3aUMOJAEHMCTBHS C HaOmmoAareneM Hu
HEYCTOMYMBOCTH XaOTHUECKOW HAOMI0JaeMOi CHUCTEMBbl IIOJIHOE OIKMCAHUE TaKXkKe
6eccMmbicieHHo. [ToaToMy BBOIST orpaHndeHHbI Habop M maxkponepemennbix:
Ase={A1, Ay, ..., Au},
rone M<<N
OTH MaKpolepeMeHHbIE N3BECTHBI ¢ KOHEUHON MaJloi MOTPEIIHOCThIO:
AA<<A;, I<isM
OtomMy HabOpYy MaKpOIepEeMEHHBIX OTBEYAeT MAKPOCOCTOSIHUE C MAaTPULIEH TUIOTHOCTH Pset.
[Tpu 5 TOM Bce MUKPOCOCTOSIHUSI OTBEYAOIIIUE YCIOBHSIM
{ |<A1 > — Allf AAq, |<A2 > — A2|§ AR, ..., |[<Au>— Ale AAM}

SABJISIFOTCA PAaBHOBCPOATHBIMMU.

Tepmoounamuyeckomy pasHogecuro OTBEYaeT MaKpOCOTOsIHUE pg. EMy cooTBeTCTBYET HAObOD
MHUKPOCOCTOSIHUM, YAOBIETBOPSIONINI YCIOBHUIO
|<E>-E|<4E (4 E<<E),
raec E monuas OHEPTHUA CUCTEMBIL.
[Ipu 5TOM BCE 3TH MUKPOCOTOSIHUSL PABHOBEPOSITHBI.
6) B KBaHTOBOIl MEXaHHUKE YHMPONUsL AHCAMOIsL OTIPENICNIASTCS Yepe3 MaTpuily iotHocTH [15]:
S=-ktr(p Inp),
rae tr o0o3Hagaer ciexn MaTpPHUIIbI
:‘)HTpOHI/I}I, onpeaciiCHHasd TakKuM ITyTEM, HC MCHACTCA B ITPOLCCCE O6paTI/IMOI71 3BOJIIOIIMU N
s _
ot
7) Makpockonuueckas SHmponusi OMPEICIACTCS CIACIYIONM 00pa3oM:
a) Jlyisg maHHOTO p HAXOAUM BCE HAOOPHI MAKPOIIEPEMEHHBIX, EMY COOTBETCTBYOIINX

29



S {Ai(l)’Aél)“”A(wl)}AA(l) <A 1<i<M

AL = A0 AL AV << AV 1<i <M

b) Haxomum MaTpuiy pse IS KOTOPOH BCE MHKPOCOTOSHUS, UMEIOIINE YKa3aHHBIA HaOOp
MaKpoIapaMeTpOB, PABHOBEPOSTHBI

€) Maxkpockonuueckasi SHTporHs S=-K tr(pset IN pset)

B ornmume ot ensemble entropy makpockonuyeckasi SHTPOIUs (MaKpOIHTPOIIHs) HE TIOCTOSIHHA

U MOXXET KaK yBEJIUYMBAThCs, TaK U YMEHbLIAThcs BO BpeMeHU. OHa ais JaHHOU »Hepruu E +

AE nocturaer MakcMMyMa IpU TEpMOJMHAMUYECKOM paBHOBecuu. HampaBienue pocra

MaKpO’HTPOIIUM ONpEAEsseT HalpaBlI€HUE COOCTBEHHOH mepMoOuHamuyueckou cmpeibvl

8pemeHU CUCTEMBI.

8) IlomoOHO KJIaCCHMYECKOMY CIIydal0 JOKAIbHOCTh B3aUMOJICHCTBHUS PUBOJUT K TOMY, 4TO HE
BCE MaKpOCOCTOSIHUS npruemiieMbl. OHU JOJDKHBI OBITH BBIOPAHBI TAK, YTOOBI MaJIbI TyM HE
BJIMSJI CYIIECTBEHHO Ha HBOJIOLMIO CUCTEMBI B HAIIPABJICHUU MEPMOOUHAMULECKOU CIpebl
gpemenu cucteMbl. [10100HBIE COCTOSHHS XOPOILIO HCCIEIOBAaHbI M Ha3bIBAIOTCS Pointer
states [3,17]. KBanToBas cCymeprno3uiysi TaKHX COCTOSHHHA HEYCTOWYHMBA OTHOCHTEIBHO
MaJioro IyMa M He SIBJISIETCS,, COOTBETCTBEHHO pointer state. J[ist MmakpocucTeM, OMHM3KHX K
COCTOSTHHIO TEPMOJMHAMHYECKOrO paBHOBECHs, B KadecTBe pointer states ynoOHO
UCTIOJIb30BaTh COOCTBEHHBIC (PYHKIIMU raMIJIBTOHUAHA.

9) OrpyOsneHHass BelnW4MHA o JOJDKHA OBITH HCIONB30BaHA, YTOOBI MONYYUTh H3MEHEHUE
SHTPOINHUHU IOAOOHOE MAaKpPOCKONUYECKOM 3HTponuu. lIpuBeneM myTH, KOTOPBIMH 3TOrO
MOYKHO JOOUTHCS:

a) Mpsr onpenessieM Hekuil Habop pointer states u mpoekTupyeM MaTpHily IJIOTHOCTH O Ha
3TH COCTOSIHMA, T.€. OTOpachiBaeéM HEAMArOHAIbHBIE WIEHBI MATPHUIBI IIOTHOCTHP,
3aMMCaHHOM B MPEICTABICHUH COOCTBEHHBIX (DYHKIMH 3TUX HAOII01aeMBIX

S=-k tr(pcoar In pcoar)

b) Msl pa3duBaeM cucTeMy Ha HECKOJIBKO B3aMMOJCHCTBYIOLIMX MOJCUCTEM (HApHUMED:
HaOmroaTenb, HabMoJaeMas CUCTEMa, OKPYXKEHHME) U 3alMChIBA€M IOJHYK SHTPOIHUIO
KaK CyMMY SHTPOIUH 3THUX MOJCUCTEM:

S:Sob‘|'Sob_sys'+'Senv

3.2 AP ekt caadoro B3aumMoaencTBusi
3.2.1 MaJioe BHellIHee BO3MYIIIeHHE.

MBI MOXEM OKpYKHUTh Hally MaKpOCHCTEMY OTPaHMYEHHOI'O0 0O0beMa Jpyrod CUCTEMOM
OeckoHeuHOro oObeMa («OKpyXeHue», «pesepyap»). I[losokum, 4YTO OHAa HAXOAWUTCS B
TEPMOJIMHAMHYECKOM PAaBHOBECHH, UMEET Ty K€ CPEIHIOI0 TeMIIEpaTypy, YTO M Hallla CUCTeMa,
U cnabo B3aUMOJICHCTBYET ¢ Halllell OorpaHMYEHHOH cucTeMOM. 3aTeéM MOKHO HCIOJb30BaTh
KBAaHTOBYIO BEPCHIO «HOBOH JWHAMUKH», paspaboranHoi [IpuroxwusiM [14] s Takux

OeckoHeuHBIX cucTeM. llomyueHHas TakuMm 00pa3oM JMHAMUKa Halled OrpaHUYEHHOW CUCTEMBbI
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(moacucreMa 3TOW OOMNBIIONW CHUCTEMBbl) OyAET COBHNAAATh C €€ Habnodaemol OUHAMUKOU B
cucTeMe e€ COOCTBEHHOTO TEPMOIMHAMHUYECKOTO BPEMEHH, HO 0e3 pe3epByapa. Takoe onucanue
UMEET CMBICI TOJIbKO B TEYCHHE BPEMEHH, KOT/Ia CTpejia COOCTBEHHOT'O TEPMOIMHAMHYECKOTO
BPEMCHHM CyIIeCTBYeT (T.€. CHUCTEeMa HE HAXOJHUTCSI B COCTOSHHHM TEPMOIUHAMHYECKOTO

paBHOBGCI/Iﬂ) 1 HC MCHSICT CBOCTO HAIIPpABJICHUA.

3.2.2 CuHXpoHHM3aIusi TEPMOJUHAMHUYECKUX CTPeJ BpeMeHH NpPH
B3aMMOJECTBHM MaKpocucTeM (HadoaaTe st 1 HA01101aeMou
CHUCTEMBI).

Crnemyer OTMETUTh, YTO 3[€Ch Hama paboTa HaMHOTO TPOIIE, YeM B CiIydae KIIACCHYECKOU
MEXaHUKH. JTO CBSI3aHO C TE€M, YTO KOJMYECTBEHHAS TEOPUS MAJOr0 B3aMMOJCHCTBHS MEXKIY
KBAaHTOBBIMH CUCTEMaMH (Oexoeepenyus, 3anymvléanue) — XOpPOUIO pa3BuTas oOmacTp [2-
3,17,24-27].

Msl He OyZieM OBTOPATH €ro 3/1€Ch, a MOBEIEM JIUIIb KPATKHE UTOTH.

(a) IpeamonoxuM, 4TO Mbl UMEEM B HEKOTOPBIi MOMEHT BPEMEHH J[BE MaKpPOCHCTEMBbI, IIPU
3TOM OJIHA W3 HUX WJIN 00€ 3TH MAaKpPOCHUCTEMbl HAaXOIATCS B KBAaHTOBOH CYyNEpPHO3HMIMU HX
pointer states. Teopus nexorepeniuu [2-3,17,24-27] yTBepKIaeT, 4To Majoe B3aUMOJICHCTBHE
MEXJy MaKpOCUCTEMaMU OYeHb OBbICTPO (BpeMsi NEKOTEpEeHIMM HaMHOTO MEHbBIIE BpPEMEHU
penakcaluy K TepMOJMHAMUYECKOMY PAaBHOBECHIO) MEPEBOAMT TAKYIO CHCTEMY B CMELIAHHOE
COCTOSIHUME, IIpU KOTOPOM JaHHas KBaHTOBas CYyIEpHO3ULIMA HcuezaeT. Takoi mpouecc
HCUYE3HOBCHHS KBAaHTOBOW Cyreprosuiu pointer states coorBercTByeT pocty sHTporuu. U3
teopeMbl [lyaHkape cienyer, 4To cucreMa (B KOOPAMHATHOM BpPEMEHH) JOJDKHA BEPHYTHCS B
UCXOJTHOE COCTOSIHME€ W JOJDKEH TPOM30MTH OOpaTHBIM mpoiecc pekorepeHuuu. Ho o
OpOM30UJEeT B 00EMX CHCTEMaX CHHXPOHHO. DTO O03HAYaeT, YTO B CUCTEME COOCTBEHHOTO
TEPMOJIMHAMMUYECKOTO BPEMEHHU KaK[as W3 HoJcucTeM OyJeT BUIETh JIMIIb JEKOTEPEHIHI0 U
POCT SHTPONMHU. DTO O3HAYAET, YTO KaK MPOLECCH IEKOI€PEHILINH, TaK U CTPEIIbl BpEMEHH, Oy1yT
CHHXPOHHBI BO B3aMMOJACHCTBYOMUX moacucremax. Cremayer oco00 OTMETHTh, YTO MBI
paccMaTrpuBaeM 31€ch Cllydall Makpockonuyeckux cucteM. Jiisi MajmbIX CUCTEM, TJI€ BOSMOXKHBI
Oonpmve (IIOKTyalud MapaMeTpoB, MOJOOHAs CHHXPOHHU3AIMS CTPel BPEMEHH M BpPEMEH
«KOJIJTAIICOBY MOJICHCTEM He HaOmromaercs [6-7].

(b) Tenepp mpeAnoOIOKUM, YTO BCE MAKPOCKOIUYECKHE MOJACHCTEMbI HAXOATCS B UX pointer
states. B Teopun JexorepeHIMM IMOKa3bIBa€TCs, 4YTO NPU HAJIMYMU MAJIOro IIyMa MEXIy ee
MaKpPOCKOTIMYECKHIMH  TIOJICHCTEMaMH  TIOBEJICHHE  KBAaHTOBOM  CHUCTEMBI  IOJHOCTBIO
OKBUBAJCHTHO W HEOTIIMYMMO OT MOBEACHUS KJIAaCCHUeCKOW cuctembl [2-3,17,24-27]. Takum
o0pa3oM, aHaAlM3 CHHXPOHM3ALMHU CTPET BPEMEHHU 3/1eCh OYyJeT TMOJHOCTBIO IKBUBAJICHTEH,
crienasHomy B pabore [1].

(c) Cnemyer yTOUHUTD, YTO 3/1€CH IOHUMAETCSI IO CIIOBOM «KJIACCHYECKasD) CHCTEMA.
OTO 03HA4aeT, YTO B TEOPUH OTCYTCTBYIOT cHenuduyeckre MaTeMaTH4ecKHe OCOOEHHOCTH
KBAaHTOBOI TeOopuH, Takue Kak He KOMMyTHUpymwolue HaOmogaembie. Ilpu stoM 31H
«KIJIACCHYECKUE» TEOPUHU MOTYT OBITh BEChbMa HK30THUECKHUMH, BKIIOYAaTh B COCTaB CBOMX

KOHCTAHT MNOCTOAHHYIO IInanka u HE CBOJHUTCA K 3aKOHaAM OOBIYHOM MEXaHUKH MaKpOTEJI.
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CBepXmpoBOJIUMOCTb, CBEPXTEKYy4eCTb, H3Iy4eHHE aOCONIOTHO YEpPHOTO Tela, OMBITHI
dpuamana ¢ cyneprosunueii TokoB [19] wacTo Ha3bIBAIOT «KBaHTOBBIMI». OHH JCHCTBUTEIHLHO
KBaHTOBBIE B TOM CMBICJIE, UTO MX YPAaBHEHMS JIBMXKEHHS BKIIIOUAIOT NocTosiHHyo Ilnanka. Ho
OHM TIPEKPACHO OIMCHIBAIOTCS B MakpoMmacmTade MaTeMaTHYeCKHM almapatoM OOBIYHBIX
KJIACCUYECKHUX TEOPHid: JINOO Teopuel kiaccuweckozco moist (B kadectBe pointer states) , mu6o
TeOpHel kiaccuueckux dactuil (B kKauectBe pointer states). C 3Tod TOYKHM 3peHHs, OHU HE
KBaHTOBbIE, a KJaccHyeckue. B KBaHTOBON TEOpPUH OIHUCHIBaeMble OOBEKTHI SBISIOTCS
YaCTHUIIAMU U BOJIHAMU (BEPOSITHOCTH) — OJJTHOBPEMEHHO.

CrieryeT OTMETUTD, YTO B KJJACCUYECKOM ITpeielie TP KOMHATHBIX TEMIIEpaTypax KBaHTOBAs
MEXaHHUKa MACCUGHBIX YACTHIl JTACT TEOPHIO KIACCUHeCKUX YacTHIl B KadecTBe pointer states
(IMy4Ku 3JEKTPOHOB, HAIPUMED), a I Je2KuX YacTHIl B IPENEse IMOIydaeTcs KIdccuieckoe
nosie B kadecTBe pointer states (paxuoBosHbl). [IpuyeM 3TH TEOpUU HE BKIIFOYAIOT HOCTOSHHYTO
Ilmanka.

OpnHako, NpU BBICOKHMX TEMIEpATypax BEIIECTBA, KOIAAa M3JIIyYEHUE MOXKET UATH YK€ Ha
BBICOKHX 4aCTOTaxX, CBETOBBIC KBAHThI ONUCHIBAKOTCS TEOPHUEH KIaccuyeckux 4aCTULl B KAYECTBE
pointer states u maroT, HampUMEp, CHEKTP U3Iy4YEeHHS aOCOJIOTHO YEPHOTO Tella Ha BBICOKHX
gacToTaX. XOTS 3TOT CHEKTp BKJIOYAeT NMOCTosHHYro Ilinanka nuHamuka ero pointer states
(vactun) Oyner Kimaccuuecko. Jlmst modydeHuss 3Toro cmekrpa (opMalu3M — KBaHTOBOM
MexaHuku He HyxeH (Cam [ImaHK 3TOT CHEKTp MONYy4HII, HUYEro He BeAas O MaTeMaTHYECKOM
arnmapaTe KBaHTOBOW (DU3UKH).

HaoOopoT, npu HM3KHX TeMmIepaTypax YacTUIbl HAUYWHAIOT OIUCHIBATBHCS — KIACCUYECKUMU
NOJsIMH B KadecTBe pointer states (sBieHMsS CBEPXTEKYYECTH HIIM CBEPXIIPOBOJIUMOCTH).
Hampumep, cBepXnpoBOAUMOCTb OMUCHIBAETCS KIACCUYECKOU 80NHOU «apaMeTpa nopsaaka». U
XOTsl ypaBHEHHUs, OIMCHIBAIOIIEE OTO II0J€, BKIKYAKOT IOCTOsHHYX Ilnanka, HO camu
YPaBHEHHS COOTBETCTBYIOT MAaTeMaTHUYECKOMY ammapaTy KIaccuyeckoii TEOpuu Moiid. OTH
BOJIHBI MOTYT CKJQJbIBaThCS MEXIy CO0OM, aHaJIOrMYHO KBaHTOBBIM. Ho wux kBaapar
aMIUTUTYIbl J1al0T HE IJIOTHOCTh BEPOSITHOCTH, a INIOTHOCTh KYIIEPOBCKHX Map. Takas BOJIHA HE
MOXET KOJUTAIICUPOBATh MPH U3MEPEHHH, TOJ0OHO BEPOSTHOCTHON KBaHTOBO# BosHe [20].

JI7isi KBaHTOBO-MEXaHUYECKMX COCTOSHUI 0030HOB MPH HU3KHX TeMIieparypax pointer states
OTBEYAIOT KIaccuyeckue T0Js, a IPU BBICOKUX TeMIeparypax - kiraccudeckue dactuubl. 1lon
CIIOBOM «KJIACCHUYECKUI» TOHUMAETCS HMEHHO MaTeMaTHYecKHii ammapaT HabmrogaemMon
JUHAMUKH, OTIMCBIBAIOIIEH UX MOBEACHHE, 4 HE HAIMYKUE WM OTCYTCTBUE NOCTOHHOU [ianka B
YPaBHEHUSAX ABUKECHUS.

UTo mnpoucXoauT B MPOMEKYTOUHBIX COCTOSHUAX MEKIY KIACCHYECKHUMHU TOJISIMH U
KJIACCUYECKUMU YacTUIaMu? ITO, HAIPUMEDP CBET B ONTUYECKOM BOJIHOBOJIE (L>>7»>>7Lu|travi0|et),
Lopt — XapakTepHBIH pa3mMep MakpochcTeMbl (onTtudeckoro BosHoBozaa) (IIpmmoxenwe B), A-
JUIMHA BOJIHBI CBETa,Ayltraviolet —YyJbTpaUONICTOBAs TpaHUIlAa CBeTa). [Ipu WMCMONIB30BaHUM
MaKpoMaciTaboB ¥ MaKpOINEepEMEHHBIX, a TAK)XKE C YYEeTOM MaJioro Iryma oT HabmojaTens oba
omucaHus («KJIaccuyeckash BOJHA», «KJIACCUYECKUH TIOTOK YAaCTUI) OAl0T OAMHAKOBBIN
pe3yabTaT M OSKBHBAJICHTHBI W MOIYT OBITH HCIIOJNIb30BaHBI B KadecTBe pointer states.
OKBUBaJIEHTHAs CUTYyalllsl BOSHUKAET JJIs CiIydasl CBEpXIPOBOJIHUKA, 1€ POJIb YACTUILL MU BOJIH
UTPAIOT AJIEMEHTApHbIE «BO30YKICHUS» B ra3e KyNepOBCKUX Iap.
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[IpoBeaem nmpocToil pacuer, HILTIOCTPUPYIOIIUH BBIILIECKAa3aHHOE.

[Tycts E-sneprust wactumbl, K —mocrostunas bosibpimana, T —Ttemmeparypa, P — UMITYJIbC, A —
JUTMHA BOJHBI YacCTHUIIbl, (® —4acToTa, AX — HETOYHOCTh KOOPAMHATHI; AP —HETOYHOCTh
uMIyibca, h — moctostHHas Ilmanka. PaccmMoTpum «ra3» TakMX YacTHIl, HAXOJSAUIUHCA B
MOJIOCTH, 3alOJHEHHOTO HEKUM MAaTepuajoM C PAcCTOSIHUEM MexAy aromamu a. a<<L, L-
XapakTepHbIM pa3mep mnosioctd. B Bakyyme a~(L3/N)V3, N —dpcno yacTuil B IOJOCTU. C —
CKOPOCTh cBeTa (IIyCTh JAJISl MPOCTOTHI MOKA3aTeNb MPEIOMIICHUS BEIIECTBA B MOJIOCTH OIU30K K
1).

1) Bo3bMeM BHaYalie JIETKHE YaCTHIIbI, KOTOPbIE PH KOMHATHOM TeMIepaType UMEIOT

CKOPOCTb, OJTM3KYIO K CKOPOCTH CBETA C.

E~pc; E~KT; p~Ap; A~Ax; Ap Ax~ h; o=E/ h

Orcrona

h ~ ApAx ~p A~ KT A /c => A~ he/KT

YCIlloBHE Kaaccuuecko2o moJIeBOTO MPUOIMKEHHS ¢ 4aCTOTOU (~C/\ :

L<Awumu L~ A. Orcroga L< he/KT mmu L~ he/KT

YcnoBre NpuOIMKEHUS KIACCUYeCKUX PEASTHBUCTCKUX yacTull ¢ E~hc/A u p=E/cC:
L>> A. Orcroga L>> he/kT

2) BoszbpMeMm Tenepb TSHKEIbIe YACTHIIBI H030HbL, KOTOPBIE P KOMHATHOM TeMIepaType UMEIOT
CKOPOCTB V<<¢C

p (Em)”; E~KT; p~Ap; A~Ax; Ap Ax~ h; o=E/ h

Orcrona

h~ApAx ~p A~ (KTm)”* A => A~ 1/(kTm)”

Y CII0BHE KIACCUYeCKko20 TIONEBOTO IPUOIIKEHNUS ¢ 4acTOToN m=p2/(mh):

L< A wmm L~ A. Orcroma  L< B/(KTm)” wm L~ h/(KTm)”

VcroBHe IPUOIIKEHAS KIACCUUeckux 9acTrIl ¢ sHeprueil E=p%/(2m) u uMImymbcoM P=mv:
L>> A. Orciona L>> h/(kTm)”

3) BosbMeMm Terneph TSHKETbIe YaCTHIIBI (hepMuoHbL, KOTOPBIE IIPH KOMHATHOM TeMIepaType
HMEIOT CKOPOCTB V<<(C

p (Em)”; E~KT; p~Ap; Ap Ax~ h

Ax <A u A<a — 3TO yCiOBHe CBsi3aHO ¢ TpuHIuNoM I[laymu ans depmuonoB. OHU HE MOTYT
OKa3bIBATHCS B OJTHOM COCTOSIHUH, KQXK/IbIH CHIUT B CBOCH «KOPOOOUKE» a.

Orcrona

h ~ ApAx< p A ~ (KTm)”* & => a>\>h/(kTm)”

T>Te= h%/(a’km) — Temmeparypa ®epmu, Koraa (EPMHUOHHBIA a3 TEPEXOIMT B OCHOBHOE
cocTosiHue ¥ BbIpakeHue E~KT cTaHOBUTCS HEBEPHBIM.

Ipu T<T¢: E~Eg=kTg; A~ h/(Epm)” ~ a

VcnoBue kiaccuuecko2o mojaeBoro mpuOIMKEHHS:

L< A wmm L~ A. Ho 3To HEBO3MOXXHO, TOTOMY 4TO L>>a>\

IIpu T>Tr pointer states — 310 Kkraccuueckue dacTHLp! ¢ dHeprueil E=p*/(2m) u uMITyIHCOM
p=mv.
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ITpu T<T pointer states — 310 xraccuueckue 4aCTUIIBI, 3aKITIOYCHHBIX B «SIIHYKI» PA3MEPOM 8,
¢ sueprueit E~Er 1 ummymscom p~(Epm)”.

[Tpu T~T¢ MbI HaOMIOIaEM TUHAMUKY «BO30YKIIEHUI» B BRIpOkKACHHOM Depmu-raze, KoTopas
OIKCHIBACTCS YaCTHUIIAMH WJIM BOJIHAMH B KauecTBe POINter states st 3Tux «BO30YKICHHI».

Uro0Obl co37aTh B AKCIIEPUMEHTE CHUTyaluio napamokca «llIpeanHrepoBCKOro Koray», Ham
HEOOXOIMMO CyIepHo3uiius HMEHHO pointer states, a He kimaccuyeckux BoyiH. [locemy
CyHepHo3uIMs KIACCHUYECKHX BOJH «IapaMeTpa MOpsAJIKa» WM CBETOBBIX BOJH HUKAaK HE
CBsI3aHa C ATUM MapaI0KCOM U HE WILTIOCTPUPYET €TO0.

Tak, manpumep, B onbitax ®puamana [19] cocTosHUs CyNepro3uIMyd BCTPEUHBIX TOKOB
cama SIBISICTCS B JaHHOW cuTyaruu pointer state. Dto pointer state — kiaccuueckas, a He
Keanmosas Cyneprosuiys pointer states, kak HEBEPHO M CTEPEOTUIIHO OOBIYHO CUYMTACTCS.
JlefiCTBUTENEHO, COCTOSIHHE CHUCTEMBbI 0030HOB (KYIEPBOBCKHX Iap) OMUCHIBACTCSI MPU CTOJIb
HU3KUX TeMIEpaTypa KIAcCuyeckol BOJIHOM, KaKk Mbl BUIEJIM BbILIE. JTU BOJHBI «IIapameTpa
nopsiika» ABJIAOTCs pointer states. Onu orTimuaroTcst OT pointer states BrICOKOTEMIIEpATyPHBIX
3JIEKTPUYECKUX IOTOKOB KIACCUYECKUX yacmuy, WMEIOIINX OIPEACICHHOE HAalpaBICHHUE
neuxkeHust (toka).  Cynepnosuuus, HaOmogaemas B omnbltax @puamana, He crnocoOHa
CKOJUIANICUPOBAaTh B KBAaHTOBO-MEXAHUYECKOM CMBICIIE, TTOCKOJIbKY €€ KBaJpaT OMUCHIBAET HE
BEPOSITHOCTh, @ TUIOTHOCTh KynepoBckux map [20]. Ona He Oosee yauBUTENbHAs U HE Ooliee
«KBAaHTOBas», YeM OOBIYHAS CYNEpPIIO3UIUsl SIEKTPOMArHUTHBIX MOJI B 3aKPBITOM PE30HATOpE,
IJ€ UX CIEKTP TOXKE JAUCKpPETeH. EAMHCTBEHHOE OTJIMYME - BOJIHOBBIE YPaBHEHHS «Iapamerpa
nopsiKka» B KauecTse pointer states Bkirouarot h. B 3ToM U 3akiiodaeTcs BCSl UX «KBAHTOBOCTBY.

3.3 Pa3zpemenue napaaokcoB Jlomvuara u [lyankape B pamkax
KBAHTOBOM MEXAHUKH.

CocTosiHME KBaHTOBOM XaOTHYECKOI CUCTEMBI B 3aMKHYTON MOJOCTH ¢ KOHEYHBIM 00beMOM
OITUCHIBACTCS] HAOOPOM PHEPreTUUECKUX MOJ Uk(r1, ..., I'n) CO criekTpoM Ey, pacmpeeseHHbIM 1Mo
cayuatnomy 3axony [8].

Hanumem ypaBHeHHE 1Sl BOJTHOBBIX (DYHKIIMN HEB3aMMOAECHCTBYIOIIEH Mapbl TAKUX CUCTEM:
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[Ipy HaIMUKUK MaIOM B3aUMOJEHUCTBUS MEXKIY CUCTEMAaMK
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COOCTBEHHBIE (DYHKIIMH COOTBETCTBYIOIMX | aMUIIBTOHHAHOB.
[Tonyyaromuecst pemeHust ABIS0TCS OYTH epruoandeckuMU GyHKIMsIMU. [Tomydatomuiics
nepuo Bo3Bpara u onpeneiset nepuof Ilyankape. Ilepuon Bo3Bpata [lyankape coBOKyIHOM
CHCTEMBI SIBJISIETCA B 00ILEM cityyae 0oJblle epruoa 000MX MOACUCTEM.

Jlns pazpemenus napagokcos [lyankape u Jlommuara (Bo3Bparhl B 3TUX HapagoKcax
IPOTUBOpPEYAT 3aKOHY POCTA SHTPOIIMU) PACCMOTPUM TeNEpb TPU Cilydas

1) Camonabniooenue.

[Tockonpky npu caMoHa0II0AEHUN COOCTBEHHAs CTpejla BpEMEHU BCEr1a HalpaBjieHa 110 pocTy
SHTPOIUH — TO OTHOCUTEIIBHO 3TOH CTpesbl BpeMEHH Hab0aTelb Clioco0eH BUIETh TOJIBKO
poct sHTponuu. Kpome Toro, Bo3Bpar B HCXOJHOE COCTOSTHUE CTUPAET BCIO MAMSITh O MPOILLJIOM,
YTO HE MO03BOJISIET HAOII01aTeN0 3a()UKCUPOBAaTh YMEHbBILICHUE SHTPONUH. Takum oopazom,
YMEHBIIEHUS SHTPOIHUH U BO3BPAThl IPOUCXOAT JIUIIb B KOOPIMHATHOM BpeMeHu. B
COOCTBEHHOM BpeMeHHU HalroaTels (OTHOCUTEIBHO KOTOPOro U BO3MOXKEH JIH000i
IKCIIEPUMEHT) OHH HE MOTYT OBITh SKCIIEpUMEHTaIBbHO Habmoaemsr [1,10-13].

2) Buewnee nabnr00eHue ¢ MAIbIM 83auUMOOelicmeuem MeXIy MaKpOCHCTEMaMH.

Maoe B3anMoelicTBHE IPUBOJUT K CHHXPOHU3ALUU CTped BpeMeHU. COOTBETCTBEHHO, BCE
apryMEHTHI JUIsl CAMOHAOIIIOICHNS] CHOBA CTAHOBSITCS PEJICBAaHTHBIMU.

3) [lyist 09eHb TPYAHOOCYIIECTBUMOTO IKCHEPUMEHMA C HENepmpyOAmueHulM HAOII0OeHUeM
(ITpunoxxenue A) yMEHbIICHUE MAKPOIHTPOIIUH JEHCTBUTEIEHO MOXKET HaOIIOAaThCA.
Opnako, cieyeT OTMETUTD, YTO B pealbHOM MUPE SHTPOIUITHBIE 3aTpaThl Ha
HKCHEPUMEHTATBbHYI0 OPraHU3aIMI0 TAKOTO HENepTPpyOaTUBHOIO HAOIIOIEHUS
(HaOnrogaeMyro CUCTEMY HYKHO OY€Hb CUIIbHO M30JIMPOBATh OT IIyMa OKPY>KEHUs)
HaMHOTO MPEBBICAT 3TO YMEHBIIIEHNUE SHTPOIINH.

B knaccudeckux cuctemax Inepuon Bosspara Ilyankape - 3To cirydaiiHas BEJIM4YMHA, CUIBHO
MEHSIOIIASCS B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT Ha4aJIbHOT'O COCTOSIHUA. B KBaHTOBBIX XaOTMYECKUX CHCTEMAaX
NEPUOJ TOUYHO OINPENEISAETCS U HE 3aBUCUT 3HAYUTEIBHO OT HAYaJIbHOIO COCTOSIHUSA. OTHAKO
3Ta, Ka3ajock Obl, peanbHasi pa3HUIA B TIOBE/IEHUU KBAHTOBBIX M KJIIACCUYECKUX CUCTEM HE
Ha0Jr01aeMa SKCIIEPUMEHTABHO Ja)Ke B OTCYTCTBUU OIPAaHUUYEHUS Ha BPEeMs SKCIIEPUMEHTA.
JeiicTBuTenpHO, peajbHble (PHU3HUECKHUE IKCIIEPUMEHTHI, BO3MOXKHO, IPOBOIUTS JIUIIb Ha
IIPOTSKEHUM BPEMEHM MHOTI'0 MeHblIeM nepuoa Ilyankape. dusndyeckue 3KCIEpUMEHTHI
MMEIOT CMBICJ TOJIBKO B TE€YEHHE BPEMEHHU, ITOKa CTpesia COOCTBEHHOI'O TEPMOAMHAMUYECKOTO
BPEMEHH CYIIECTBYET (T.€. CUCTEMa HEe HaXOJUTCS B COCTOSIHUU TEPMOJIUHAMUYECKOTO
paBHOBECHSI) U HE MEHSIET CBOETO HANPABJICHHUS.

3.4 JlekorepeHuus s mpoiuecca u3MepeHusl.

3.4.1 Pexyxkuusi cucTeMbl IpH H3Mepenusx [22-23].

PaccmoTpuM cutyanuio, Korjia npudop BHayajle HaXOJHUICS B COCTOSIHUU 0>, @ OOBEKT — B
CYNEPIO3UITMOHHOM COCTOSTHUH |W» = ) Ci|yi», TA€ [Wi> COOCTBEHHBIE COCTOSIHHSI DKCIIEPUMEHTA.
HauanpHbIi CTATUCTUYECKUH OIIEPATOP JAETCS BBIPAXKECHUEM
Po=|w> |0 <aio| | )
[TapuuanbHelii cile 3TOrO OINEpaTopa, COBIAJAIOINANA €O CTaTUCTUYECKUM OIIEpaTOpOM
CHCTEMBI, COCTaBJIEHHON U3 OHOTO 0OBEKTa, UMEET BUJ
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tra(po)=>_n<@n|po|Pn>
T7I€ |Pn> — KaKasi-TO MOJIHAsI CUCTeMa COCTOSsIHMI mpubopa. Takum o6pazom,

tra(Po)=2 [W><@nlaio><ctolor>y|=[y>ayl, ()

rJIe UCIOJIB30BAHO COOTHOIICHUE Y. [P <@n|=1 ¥ TOT (hakT, 4TO COCTOSHHE |0lp>) HOPMHPOBAHO.
MBI ONTyYniId B TOYHOCTH TOT CTATUCTHYECKUI OIepaTop, KOTOPHIH JODKHBI OBLIN MPUITUCATH
00BEKTy, eciu Obl OH Haxomwics B coctossHuM |y». Ilocne akrta u3MepeHHs BO3HHUKAET
KOPPEISIUST MEXIy COCTOSIHHSAMH TIPUOOpa M COCTOSIHHSMH OOBEKTa, TaK YTO COCTOSHHE
KOMOMHUPOBAHHON CHUCTEMBbI, COCTABICHHOM M3 MpuOopa M 0OBEKTa, OMHUCHIBAETCS BEKTOPOM
COCTOSIHUS

(P="cie™ i oip. (3)
a CTaTI/ICTI/IquKI/Iﬁ QHCpaTOp Aa€TCs BbhIpa)KCHUEM
p=>¥=xcici e Pyilap ofayl. (4)

[TapuumanbpHBI ciieq 3TOro onepaTopa paBeH

ra(P)=2n<onl p lon> =
=Y acici €Y [y {Zn n lop<ajlon } ayjl=

=Y.iCiCi Sii [wi<wi ()
(Tak Kak p%SJ'II/IqHI)IC COCTOSIHUS |0> TPUOOPA OPTOTOHAIBHBI IPYT APYTY); TAKUM 00pa3om,
tra(p)=2Icil Two <wil. (6)

MBI TIONYyYMIIM CTATUCTHUYECKHUW OIEpaTop JUIsi CHUCTEMBI, COCTOSIIEH W3 OJHOTO OOBEKTa,
OIMCHIBAOIINIT CHTYALHIO, KOTa HMEIOTCS BEPOSITHOCTH |Ci|° IPeBBIBATE 0OGBEKTY B COCTOSHHSX
[wi>. UTak mpuxoaum K popMyJIMpOBKE CIEAYIOUICH TEOPEMBI.

Teopema 5.5 (06 usmepenun). Ecnu aBe cuctembl S U A B3aUMOJIEHCTBYIOT TaKMM 00pa3oMm,
YTO KaXKIOMY COCTOSIHHIO |j> CHCTEMBI S COOTBETCTBYET OIPEICICHHOE COCTOSHUE |0lj> CHCTEMBI
A, TO CTAaTHCTUYECKHI OreparTop tra(p) Haj MoIHOM cucTeMoi (S # A) BOCIPOM3BOIHUT JACHCTBHE
PEAYKIIUU, TPUMEHSIEMOT0 K aKTy U3MEPEHHS, POU3BOIUMOTO HAJ CUCTEMOU S, HAXOIUBIIEHCS
JI0 U3MEPEHUS B COCTOSIHUH |Y)»=) iCi|yi>. B

MeTacocTosiHIEe CUCTEMBI, HAaXO/SICh B KOTOPOM OHAa HE UMEET OMPECIIEHHOTO COCTOSHUS, HO
SIBIISICTCS. YacThIO OOJIBIIOW CHUCTEMBI, KOTOpas HAaXOIHMTCS B YHCTOM COCTOSIHHU, Ha3bIBACTCS
HecOOCMBEHHbIM CMEULAHHBIM COCIOSHUEM.

3.4.2 JlexorepeHuusi NpH B3aUMOAEICTBUM ¢ MAKPOCKONMYECKUM NPUOOPOM
[21-23].

VYurem Temnepp, 4To NpuOOop SIBJISAETCS MAKPOCKOIIMUECKOM CUCTEMOM. DTO 03HAYaeT, 4To
KaXKasi pa3TuuuMasi KoHdurypamus npudopa (Harpumep, MOJI0KEHHE €T0 CTPESIKH) HE SIBIsSIeTCS
YHUCTHIM KBAaHTOBBIM COCTOSTHUEM, HUKOUM 00pa30M HUYETro He YTBEPKJasi O COCTOSHUU
JBUKEHUS KQXKJI0M OTAETbHOM MOJIEKYJIbI CTpenku. Takum 06pa3oM, B BHILIEIIPUBEACHHOM
paccykKJeHUH HayaJlbHOE COCTOSIHUE pubopa |a0> crenyeT 3aMeHUTh HEKOTOPhIM
CTaTUCTUYECKUM PACIIPEIETICHUEM 110 MUKPOCKOIMUYECKIUM KBAaHTOBBIM COCTOSTHUSIM |0lg,s>; Ha-
YaJbHBIN CTATUCTUYECKUI OrepaTop He JaeTcs BeipakeHueM (1), a paBeH

Po= DsPs| Wl 0o, 0o s[< . )

Kaxxnmoe cocrosiHue mpubopa |ops» OyaeT pearupoBaTh Ha Kak10€ COOCTBEHHOE COCTOSTHHE [i>
00BEKTa TEM, UTO MPEBPATUTCS B HEKOTOPOE IPYTroe COCTOSHUE |0lis>, KOTOPOE SBISETCS OJHUM
U3 KBAaHTOBBIX COCTOSTHH, MaKpOCKOITMYECKOE OMHMCAaHUE KOTOPOTO COCTOMT B YKa3aHWH, YTO
CTpeJIKa 3aHUMAET IMOJIOKEHHE 1; TOUHEee UMeeM (hopMyITy

eiH”h(| V)| ag,9) =eiei’s| Vol ai o (8)
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OOpatuM BHMMaHHE Ha TOSIBICHHE (Da30BOr0 MHOMKHTENS, KOTOPBHIA 3aBUCHT OT HMHAEKCA S.
Pa3sHocTH SHepruil KBaHTOBBIX COCTOSIHUM |0los> C YUYETOM BPEMEHM T JOJDKHBI OBITH TaKHMH,
9T1006I (Passl Ois(mod 21) ObUIH citydaiiHO pactipenesneHsl Mexay 0 u 2.

U3 dopmyn (7) u (8) ciemyer, 4to mpu |[y=) Ciyi> CTaTUCTUYECKUI OmepaTrop mocie
u3MepeHus OyJIeT 1aBaThCs CIETYIOIUM BbIPaXKEHUEM:
p=Y i PsCici €I [y ai 9 <oy s [y (9)

Tak kak u3 (9) moaydaeMm TOT ke pe3ynbraT (6), TO BUIUM, YTO CTaTHCTHYECKHii oreparop (9)
BOCIIPOM3BOANUT JACUCTBUE pEAyKUUH, HPUMEHEHHOH K JaHHOMYy o00bekTy. OH Takxke
IPAKTUYECKH BOCHPOU3BOAUT JEHCTBUE pEAyKIHH, HPUMEHEHHOH K OJHOMY Hpudopy
(«TIpaKTUYECKn» B TOM CMBICIIE, YTO PeYb UAET O «MaKPOCKOMUYECKo» Halmomaaemoit). Takas
HaOo/laeMasi He pas3iiMyaeT pa3Hble KBAaHTOBBIE COCTOSIHMSI NPUOOpa, COOTBETCTBYIOLIHE
OIIHOMY U TOMY € MAaKpOCKOIHMYECKOMY OINMCAHHUIO, T. €. MAaTPUYHBIE BJIEMEHTHI 3TOU
HaOJII0JaeMOI MEKJTy COCTOSIHUSIMU |yp|ais> U |Wp|ojsHE 3aBUCAT OT I' U S. CpenHee 3HAUCHHE
TaKOM MaKpoCKOMU4Yeckoi Halmo1aeMoi 4 paBHO

r (pA) =3, s.i.j PsCic € VS oy sy A Ty ] g9 =

=¥ () Cicj a5 pse' 00 (10)
Tak kak ¢a3ssl 0 s pactpe/ieneHbl CIy4aiHbiM 00pa30M, CYMMBI 10 S 0OpAIIaTCs B HYJb PH
1#]; CIIeI0BaTENIBHO,

tr (pA) =Y [cilfai=tr (p' A), (11)
raec
p =Yl ps| W id] o s <o s |y (12)

[TosrydyaeM cTaTuCTUYECKUI OnepaTop, KOTOPHIHA BOCIIPOU3BOIUT JIEHCTBUE PEAYKIMH MpHOOpa.
Ecnu crpenka npubopa HaOirofaeTcsi B MOJIOXKEHUH 1, COCTOSIHME NMPUOOpa MPU HEKOTOPOM S
Oyzer |ais>, TMPUYEM BEPOSATHOCTh TOTO, YTO OHO OyJeT MMEHHO COCTOSHHEM |dls», pPaBHA
BEPOSITHOCTH TOTO, YTO /10 AKTa U3MEPEHUs ObUIO COCTOSIHUE |0l s>. TakuM 00pa3oM, MPUXOIUM K
(GOopMyIHpPOBKE CIIEAYIONIEH TEOPEMBI.

Teopema O nexorepeHUHM MaKpoCKonu4yeckoro mnpuodopa. Ilycte kBaHTOBas cuctema
B3aUMOJICHICTBYET € MAaKpPOCKOMMYECKHMM MNpUOOPOM TakuM o00pa3oM, 4YTO BO3HMKAET
XaoTHUECKoe pactipenenenue (a3 cocrosHuii mpudopa. Ilycts p — cratucTuueckuii onepaTop
npubopa rnocie u3MepeHusl, pacCCUMTaHHBIN C MCIoNIb30BaHNEeM ypaBHeHus Llpeaunrepa, a p' —
CTaTHUCTUYECKUIN OIepaTop, MOJYyYEHHBIN B pe3ysbTaTre MPUMEHEHUs PEIyKLUU K OIepaTopy p.
Torna HEBO3MOXKHO MPOU3BECTH TaKOW 3KCIEPUMEHT ¢ MAKPOCKOIMYECKHUM NMPHOOPOM, KOTO-
PpBIii 3aperucTpupoBai Obl pa3aIuune MEXITy p U p'.

Dro Tak Ha3bIBaeMas Teopema Janepu — Jlouncepa — Ipocnepu [22].

Jis mmpoKoro Kiiacca mpuOOpoB JO0KAa3aHO, YTO XAaOTUYHOCTh B pacipeaeneHnn (a3, o KoTopoi
UJIET pedb B TeopeMe 5.6, AeHCTBUTEIBLHO UMEET MECTO, €CIIN YCTPOMCTBO SIBIISETCS
MaKpOCKOIIUYECKUM, XaOTUUECKHUM U €€ Ha4aJIbHOE COCTOSIHHE HEPABHOBECHOE. XaOTHUYHOCTb
(a3 B 3TOM cilydyae UMEET CBOUM MCTOUYHHKOM CIIy4alfHOCTh CIIEKTpa SHEPruil (COOCTBEHHBIX
3HaueHMi ['aMIIbTOHMAHA) /ISl KBAHTOBBIX Xa0TUYECKUX crcTeM [8].

OtMmetum, uTo (12), XOTh U BBITIOJHIETCS C BBICOKOW TOYHOCTBIO, SIBIISIETCS] IPUOITUKEHHBIM
1o oTHoweHHIO K (9). OTcroia yacTo JeNaroT BBIBOJ, UTO IPUBEJCHHOE JOKA3aTeIbCTBO
apnsercss FAPP. T.e. kBaHTOBbIE KOPPESLUH JIUIIb TPYIHO U3MEPUTH PAKTUUYECKH,
(aKTHUECKU OHU MPOJIOKAIOT CYIIECTBOBATH, U, CIIE0OBATENBHO, 8 NpUHYUne OHU U3MEPUMBI.
3T0, 0AHAKO, COBEPIIEHHO HEBEPHO. [lelicTBUTENbHO, U3 TeopeMsbl Ilyankape ciemyer, 4To
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cucTeMa He OyJIeT OCTaBaThCsl B CMEIIAaHHOM cocTOsiHUU (12), a 1o/IKHa BEPHYTHCSI B UCXOTHOE
coctosiHue (7). DTO ABISIETCS PE3yIbTaTOM 3TUX CaMbIX MaJbIX MOMPABOK, KOTOPbIE HE YUTEHBI B
(12). Tem He MeHee, onUChIBaeMast 3/1eCh CUCTEMA | 0> COOTBETCTBYET CITyJaro
camonabarodeHus, 1 TOATOMY He cliocoOHa HaOMI01aTh SKCIIEPUMEHTAIIBHO 3TH BO3BPATHI 6
npunyune (Kak MbI TIOKA3aJIM BBIIIE B pa3zelie 0 pa3pemeHnn napagokcos [lyankape u
Jlommvunara). CregoBaTenbHO, 3G PEKTH 3TUX MaJIbIX MONPABOK CYIIECTBYIOT JIMIIbL Ha Oymare B
KOOPJMHATHOM BPEMEHH UICATbHON TUHAMUKH, HO IKCHEePUMEHMAIbHO HE HAOII01aeMBbl B
COOCTBEHHOM TE€PMOJIMHAMMYECKOM BpeMeHH Ha0toqaeMoii tuHaMuky. IlpuBenennas 3aech
JIOTHKa MmoKa3biBaeT, uto Daneri-Loinger-Prosperi theorem una camom jiesnie BeeT K pa3pericHuto
napazokca peAyKLuH, JOKa3bIBasi HEBO3MOXKHOCTb SKCIIEPUMEHTAIBHO PA3IMYUTh HOJIHYIO U
HENOJIHYIO0 peAyKIHio, a He sBisiercst FAPP pemenuem

[IpuBoauMas 3/1€Ch JIOTMKA TaKXKe OYCHb HaIIOMUHAET cTaTtbio Maccone [4]. Dto He
YAUBUTEIBHO, BeJb niepexo oT (7) k (12) cOOTBETCTBYET yBEIIMYEHHIO YHCIa MUKPOCOCTOSIHHUM
U pocty 3HTponuu. A nepexoa u3 (12) B (7) COOTBETCTBYET YMEHBIICHUIO SHTPOITUH.
COOTBETCTBEHHO Hallle YTBEP)KIAeHHE 00 IKCTIEPUMEHTAIbHON HEHAOIIOaeMOCTH OCTaTOYHON
KBAHTOBOI KOPPEJISLIUY 3KBUBAJIEHTHO YTBEPXKACHUIO O HEHA0II0JaeMOCTH YMEHBLICHUS
OHTPOIHH M JOKA3bIBACTCS TEMH JKe MeTO/IaMHu, 4To U B [4]. Ha 3Ty cTaThio OBUIO BBIBHHYTO
Bo3paxkeHue [6 ], Ha koTopoe Maccone He cMor natb pazymHsiid otBet [28]. [TorpoOyem naTh
€ro caMu.

Onpenenum 3/1ech HEOOXOAMMBbIE BETMUUHBI U ITPOOIIEMY.
[Tycts A — Ham ipubop, a C — u3mepsemast KBAaHTOBasi CHCTEMA.
[lepBast BenmnunHa, B3aumuast sHTporust S(A : C) — 310 Oorpy0OeHHast SHTPOIUS aHCaMOJIs,
MOJTyYCHHAs pa3/IeIeHUeM Ha JIBE TIOJICHCTEMBI, MUHYC cama SHTporus ancaMOIist. [Tockombky
BTOpasi BEJIMUMHA TOCTOSTHHA BO BPEMEHHU 3Ta BEJIMYMHA XOPOILO OMMCHIBAECT MOBEACHUE
MaKpOIHTPOITUH:

S(A : C) = S(pa) + S(pc) — S(pac),

rae S=-tr(p In p),

Bropas Benmuunna I(A : C) - kiaccuueckast B3auMHast HH)OpPMAIUS ONpeIeisieT KaKkyio
MaKCUMaJIbHYI0 HH(opManuio o usmepsieMoit cucteme (Fj ) MbI MOkeM MOIy4YHUTh HAOIIOAAs
nokasanus npuodopa (E;). Uem Gosbiiie KOppESIHs MKy CHCTEMaMH, TEM BBIIIE 3Ta
uHpOpMaLHs:

|(A : C) = main@F,-H(Ei ZFj), Tae

H(Ei : Fj) = Zijpij |Og Pij _Zipi |Og Pi —qu] |Og q;

u P = Tr[Ei ® Fipacl, pi= 2j Piju g; = 2i Pjj

nanusle POVMS (onepatopsl Habmogaemsix) Ej u Fj 11t A u C cooTBeTCTBEHHO

Maccone [4] moka3sIBaeT HEPABECHCTBO

S(A:C)>I(A:C) (13)
U1 u3 Hero nenaet BbIBOJ, YTO YObIBaHHE SHTPOIHUH BIIEUET 3a COO0N YMEHbIIIEHHEe HH(DOpMaLK
(mamsiti) o cucreme. Ho (13) siBnsiercst HepaBeHCTBOM. COOTBETCTBEHHO B [6] mpuBOIUTCS
pUMep KBAHTOBOM CUCTEMBI U3 3 KyOUTOB, MPU KOTOPOH yObIBaHHE SHTPOIUU COIIPOBOXKIAETCS
pocToM HH(pOpMaLUH, XOTs HepaBeHCTBO (13) mpoaoKaeT BBIMOIHATHCS.

[TocMOTpHUM, YTO IPOUCXOAMT B HAIIEM CIIy4yae

o u3mepenus (7)
S(A : C)=-3sps log ps +0 +3sps log ps=0

Ej —cootBercTBYyeT HabOpy | 0o,s> , Fj-|y>

I(A: C) =->4ps log ps +0 +3sps log ps=0= S(A : C)

B xomnme uzmepenus u3 (12)

S(A: ©)=-Xilcil® log [cil® -Xsilcil’ps log [cil?ps +Xsilcil’ps log [cil’ps =-Xilcil? log |cif?
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Ej —cootBercTByeT Habopy | 0i s> , Fj- |yj>
I(A: C) =-Yilcil? log [cil” -Ysilcil?ps log [cil’ps +Xsilcil’ps log lcilps =-Yilcil” log [cil*= S(A : C)
Takum oOpa3om, HaII CIy4dail COOTBETCTBYET
I(A:C)=S(A:C) (14)
B (13). Hukakux npo6iem HeT. UTO U HE yAMBUTENBHO — clTydail paBeHcTBa B (13)
COOTBETCTBYET MMEHHO MAaKpOCKOIIMUYECKON XaoTuuecko cucreme. [IpuBoanmas B BO3pakeHUU
[6] cuctema He siBiIsieTCS MUKPOCKOMTMYECKOW. DTO OTpaXkaeT TOT IUPOKO M3BECTHBIH (DaKT, YTO
TaKue MOHATHUA KaK TepMOJUHaMHUYecKas CTpeja BpeMEHHU, BO3pacTaHUue SHTPOIUU U
U3MEPUTENBHBIA IPUOOP OTHOCATCS K MAaKPOCKOIIMYECKIUM Xa0THUECKUM cucteMaM. Kak cama
craths [6], Tak M mocieayromas 3a Hel CTaThs [/] OMHUCHIBAIOT HE TEPMOIUHAMHUYECKYIO CTPEITY
BPEMEHH, a CHIIbHO (MIYKTYHPYIOIIHE HEOOIBIITNE CUCTEMBI, ISl KOTOPHIX HUKAKast
TEepMOJIMHAMKKa HeBO3MOKHa. [1ose3HbIM pe3ysibTaToM 3T0i paboThl MOXKHO CUHUTATh
paBeHcTBO (14), KOTOPOE MOXKET CITY>KUTh XOPOIIMM MaTEeMaTHIECKAM KPUTEPUEM Kpumeputi
MAKpOCKORUYHOCMUY XA0TUUYECKOI CUCTEMBI, a pPa3HUIA MEX/1y BETMYMHAMH B HEM — MEPHIIOM
ee (hayKTyarui.

Cratps David Jennings, Terry Rudolph "Entanglement and the Thermodynamic Arrow of
Time" ouens uaTepecHa. Ho monsitue Tepmoournamuuecrkou Ctpenst Bpemenu He TpUMEHUMO
JUIS. MUKPOCHCTEM. DTO - XOpOILasi CTaThsl O KBAHTOBBIX (UIYKTYalUsX, HO HE CTaThs O
Tepmoounamuuecxoui Ctpene Bpemenu. B Anonce crateu"Entanglement and the
Thermodynamic Arrow of Time" aBTops! nuuryT: "MBbI HccieayeM MoIpoOHO ciyyail Tpex
KyOWTOB, ¥ TaK)Ke MpearaeM HEeKOTOPhIE MMPOCTHIE IKCIIEPUMEHTHI, BO3MOXKHBIE C HEOOIIBIIIUM
yuciaoM KyouToB." Ho HuKakas TepMOJMHAMUKA HE BO3MOJKHA JUIsl TaKOM MukpocucteMsl. David
Jennings, Terry Rudolph (xak u Maccone) He OHUMAIOT, UTO KaTeropus "mepmoouHamuieckas
CTpeJia BpeMeHHU" IpUMEHHMa TOJIBKO I O0JIBIIMX MakpocucTeM. Vcronbp30BaHue 3TOro
HNOHSTUS JUIsl HE0OJIBIION (IYKTYUPYIOLEH CUCTEMbI HE UMEET HUKAKOTO (PU3NYECKOT0 CMBICIIA.
Onu Takxe (kak 1 Maccone) UCTONb3YIOT HENPaBUIILHOE OIPEIeIEHUEe MAaKPOCKOITMUECKOM
mepmoounamuyeckou SHTpornun. Mel 1aem (BMecTo Maccone) npaBHIbHBINA OTKIMK Ha
“Comment on "Quantum Solution to the Arrow-of-Time Dilemma"”. Ilpasuivubiii OTKINK
COCTOMT B TOM, YTO HUKAKHE MPOTUBOpeUns (HailnieHHbI B 3ToM KoMMeHTapun) He
HPOSIBIIAIOTCS AJIS1 MAKPOCKOITUYECKUX CUCTEM. TOJIBKO /17151 MUKPOCKOITMUECKOM CUCTEMBI TaKue
npotuBopeuns cyniectBytor. Ho nonsitus “Tepmoaunamuueckast Ctpena Bpemenn™ u “3akoH
BO3PACTaHMs SHTPOIN HE MPUMEHHUMBI [Tl TAKUX CUCTEM. MBI WILTIOCTPUPYEM 3TOT (BaKT
paccMOTpeHHEeM KBaHTOBOM XaOTHYECKOH MaKpOCHUCTEMBI U ISMOHCTPHPYEM, YTO IPOTUBOPEUHE
(naiinennsiii David Jennings, Terry Rudolph ans Mmukpockonuyeckoit cucTeMbl) HE CYIIECTBYET
JUISL ATOTO MPABHIILHOTO TEPMOIUHAMUYECKOTO cirydasi. ClieyeT yrmoMsIHyTh, YTO OOJBIION
pasmep cucTeMbl (KBAHTOBOW WJIN KJIACCUYECKOIl) ABJISIETCA HE JOCTATOYHBIM YCIOBUEM JUIS
CHCTEMBI, 4TOOBI OBITH MAKPOCKOMTMYECKOH. Makpockonnieckas cucreMa (paccMaTpruBaeMas B
TepMoauHaMUKe) 10JIKHA TaKXKe ObITh Xa0TUYECKOM (KBAaHTOBOM MJIM KJIACCHUECKOW) U UMETh
HEOOJIBIIIOE XA0THYECKOE B3aUMOJICHCTBUE C OKPYIKAIOIIEH cpeioii/HadmoiaTeneM,
NPUBOAALIEE K JEKOTepeHIMHU (1151 KBAHTOBOW MEXaHUKH) WK AEKOPpENALuy (115
KJIaCCHYEeCKON MeXaHHUKH). Hy)KHO Tak)ke yHOMSHYTb, YTO TEPMHUHOJIOTHS, HATTOMHHAIOIIAS
TEPMOIMHAMHYECKYIO TEPMUHOJIOTHIO, IIUPOKO U 3((HEKTUBHO UCTIONb3YETCsI B KBAHTOBOM
MeXaHUKe, KBAHTOBBIX KOMIIBIOTEpaX U TEOpUH HH(OpMAIHH. BoIbIIoe YuCIo MPUMEPOB MOXKET
OBITH HailieHo B ccbuikax ctaThk Jennings u Rudolph. JIpyroii xopoiuit mpumep - 3HTpOmHs
[Ilennona B Teopuu nHGopmanuu. Ho 00BIYHO aBTOPHI, UCTIONB3YIOLIHA TAKYIO
TEPMOIMHAMHYECKHU-T10100HYI0 TEPMUHOJIOTHIO, HE PAaCCMAaTPHUBAIOT CBOIO CTAaThIO KaK aHaJIHN3
knaccndyeckoit Tepmoaumaamuku. Hao6opot Jennings u Rudolph "omposepratot” BTopoii 3akoH
TepMoauHAMUKH Ha OCHOBE HEpeJIeBaHTHOM MUKpOCKonMueckoi cucteMsl (B ux Comment).
Onwu nenarot (B 3ToM ke Comment) 3asiBiieHne 00 ux ciemyromient cratee "Entanglement and the
Thermodynamic Arrow of Time" kak 0 MpaBUILHOM PACCMOTPEHHUH, OTIPOBEPTAIOIIEM BTOPOH
3aKOH TEPMOIMHAMHUKH.
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4. 3akjIo4eHue.

B craTee npoBoaNTCS aHAJIN3 TEPMOJUHAMUYECKON CTPEIbl BpEMEHHU ISl KBAHTOBBIX CHCTEM.
OH BO MHOT'OM aHAJIOTMYEH KJIACCUYECKOMY CiTy4aro. Ba)KHBIM OTIMYMEM KBAaHTOBBIX CUCTEM OT
KJIACCUYECKHX SIBISIETCS] HATMYUE MUKPOCOCTOSIHUM, KOTOPBIE COOTBETCTBYIOT HE OTHOMY
MaKpOCOCTOSIHUIO, a LIeJIOMY X Ha0Opy (KBaHTOBasi CYNEpIIO3ULIMS MAaKPOCOTOSHUMN).
PaccmoTtpenue TepMoiMHaMU4ECKON CTPEIIbl BpEMEHH ISl 3TOTO Cyyasi C IOMOIIBIO TEOpUU
JICKOTePEHIIMHU JaeT pa3pelieHre NapagoKcoB, CBA3aHHBIX C peIyKIHen (KOIAlCOM) BOJIHOBOTO
HaKeTa.

IIpniaoxenne A. HenmeprpyOGaTnBHOEe HA0/II0eHHE B KBAHTOBOM M KJIACCHYECKOM
MeXaHuKe.

YacTo MOXKHO CTOJIKHYTBCS C YTBEPKIECHUEM, YTO B KJIACCUYECKON MEXAHUKE B IIPUHIIUIIE
BCET]a MO’KHO OpraHU30BaTh HenepTpyOaTtuBHOe HaOmoaeHue. C Apyroil CTOPOHBI B
KBAaHTOBOI MEXaHMKE B3aUMOJIeHCTBHE HaOIr0AaTels ¢ Ha0I01aeMOi CUCTEMOH TpU
U3MepeHnH Hen30exHO. [TokakeM, 4To 00a 3TUX YTBEPKICHUS B OOIIEM Cllydac HEBEPHBHI.

[To3BoNIbTE HAM CHaYaIa OMpEeNiaTh HeBO3MYyIIstomee Habmoaenue [10-11,30-31] B
KBaHTOBOI MexaHuke. [IpeanosnoxuM, 4To y Hac ecTh HEKOTOpasi KBaHTOBasi CUCTEMa B
U3BECTHOM HAYaJIbHOM COCTOSIHUHU. DTO Ha4aJIbHOE COCTOSIHUE MOXKET OBITh JIF000 pe3yabTaToM
HEKOTOPOW MOATOTOBKU (HampuUMep, aTOM MEPEXOAUT B OCHOBAHUE AJIEKTPOHHOE COCTOSIHHUE B
BaKyyMe B T€YEHHUE JI0JIFOI'0 BPEMEHH) WK PE3yIbTaTOM SKCIIEPUMEHTA 110 U3MEPEHHIO
(cucrema QM mnocie nu3MepeHust MoKeT ObITh XOPOILIO OIPEIEICHHOE COCTOSIHUE,
COOTBETCTBYIOIIIEe COOCTBEHHOM (PyHKIIMU NU3MEPEHHON IEPEMEHHOI). MBI MOKeM Mpe/ICKa3aTh
JAIbHENIITYIO SBOJIIOIUIO HA4aJIbHOW BOJIHOBOM QYHKIMH. B npunyune Mbl MOXKEM JIe1aTh
JanbHeHIne n3MepeHus, BBIONpasi u3MepsieMble IepeMEeHHbIE TAKUM 00pa30M, 4TOOBI
COOTBETCTBYIOIIIME UM HAOOPHI COOCTBEHHBIX (DYHKIIMM B MOMEHT U3MEPEHUSI BKJIIOYAIIU B ceOs
TEKYIYI0 BOJIHOBYIO (DYHKIIMIO HAaOM0aeMoil cucteMbl. Takoi H3MepUTENIbHBINA IpoLece
MO’KET TIO3BOJIUTH HAM HEMIPEPhIBHOE HalOIt0ieHne 0e3 1I000ro BO3MYLIEHHs Ha0I01aeMoi
KBAaHTOBOI CHCTEMBI. DTO HEBO3MYIIIEHHOE HAOIOICHUE MOXKET OBITh JIETKO 0000IIEHO A1
CiTy4asi U3BECTHOTO CMeulaHH020 Ha4allbHOTO COCTOSIHUSL. [leficTBUTENBHO, B TOM CiIy4ae
u3MepseMas IepeMeHHas B KaK/Iblii MOMEHT BPEMEHH JIOJIKHA COOTBETCTBOBATh TAKOMY HaboOpy
cOoOCTBEHHBIX (QYHKIUH, B IPEICTaBICHNH KOTOPHIX MAaTPHIIA IUIOTHOCTH B ATOT )K€ MOMEHT
BpeMeHH Oy/leT TuaroHajabHOM.

Hampumep, no3BoJIbTE HAM paccMaTpUBATh HEKOTOPBIM KBAHTOBBIN KOMITBIOTED. Y HETO €CTh
HEKOTOpPOE YeTKOEe HayallbHOEe cocTosiHue. Habmogarenb, KOTOpoMy U3BECTHO 3TO Ha4yaJIbHOE
COCTOSTHUE MOXET 6 npuHyune, IpOBECTH HEBO3MYIIIEHHOE HAOIIOACHHE JTF000T0
IIPOMEXKYTOUYHOTO COCTOSIHMSI KBAHTOBOI'O KOMIIBIOTEPA.

Crnemnyet 0c060 OTMETHTB, UTO TIOJI00HOE HETIEPTPYOaTHBHOE HAOIIOACHIE BO3MOKHO TOIBKO
IPY YCJIOBUHU M3BECTHOTO HA4YaJbHOTO cocTosiHus. Ho, HaOIronaTennb, KOTOphIA He 3HAET
HAYaJIbHOE COCTOSIHUE, HE CMOXKET CAeNaTh TaKoe HAOJI0/IEHUE, TOTOMY UYTO OH HE MOXKET
IpeJicKa3aTh IPOMEKYTOYHOE COCTOSIHME KBAHTOBOI'O KOMIIBIOTEPA.

PaccMoTpuM Tenepp kiaaccuueckyro MexaHuKy. IlycTh Ha BeplInHE KOHYCa JIEKUT NECUNHKA,
beckoneyro manoro paauyca. Cucrema HaXOAUTCS B TIOJIE TSDKECTH 3eMin. Toraa monsiTka
NPOHAOTIOIATh CUCTEMY JIaXKe C OECKOHEYHO MAIbIM BO3MYUjeHUeM TIPUBEIET K HapyIICHUIO
paBHOBECHSI C HEOTPEACIIEHHBIM Oy IyIIUM Yepe3 KOHeuHblll HTepBall BpeMeHu. KoHedHo,
IPUBEIECHHBIN IPUMEP FK30TUUEH — OH COOTBETCTBYET CUHTYJISIPHOMY IOTEHIIMALY U
OecKOHEYHO MajioMy Teny. Tem He MeHee, MOJ00HbIe CUIIBHO HEYCTOMUNBBIE CUCTEMBI SBIISIOTCS
XOpOLIMMU KJIaCCUYECKUMHU aHAJIOraMH KBaHTOBBIX cucTeM. Cpeu HUX MOKHO UCKaTh
AQHAJIOTMH C KBAaHTOBBIMH CHCTEMaMH M KBaHTOBBIMU MapajokcaMmu. Beens ycnoBue, 4yTo
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KJIACCHYECKOEe M3MEPEHHE OKa3bIBAET OYCHb MaJIoe, HO HEe HyJIEBOE BO3MYIIICHHE Ha
U3MEPSIEMYI0 CUCTEMY, MOKHO CHU3UTh TPEOOBAHUS K CHHTYJIIPHOCTH 3TUX CUCTEM.

OdeHb YaCTO MIPHUBOIAT MPUMEPHI «YUCTO KBAHTOBBIX MAPaIOKCOBY, TKOOBI HE HMEIOIIIUX
AHAJIOTUH B KJIACCHYECKOW CTATUCTHYECKON MeXaHHKe. OHUM U3 HUX SIBJISCTCS MMapaJioKC
Onutitypa-Baiinmana [29] ¢ 60M00ii, KOTOPYIO MOKHO OOHAPYKHUTh O€3 B3phIBa:

Ilycmb 6onno6as ynkyus 00H020 K6AHMA C8ema pa3gemsisiencs no 08ymM Kanaiam. B konye
MU KAHAIbL CHOBA 00bEOUHAIOMCS, U NPOUCXOOUM UHmMePeperHyust 08X BOIH BEPOSMHOCHIU.
Brecenue 6 00un uz kananoe 6omowvl Hapywum npoyecc unmepghepeHyuy u no360aUM MaxKum
00pazom ooHapyicums 6omoy, oaddce eciu K8AHM ceema He NOOopaem ee, NPoos no 0pyeomy
kauany. ( Keanm ceema cuumaemcs cnocobnwvim 63opsame 6omoy)

Kitaccnueckoi aHajmoruen 3To CUTyaluy SABIISIETCS CIIETYIOIUN SKCIIEPUMEHT
KIIACCUYECKOW MEXaHUKH:
B 00un u3 kananos, 20e Hem 60MObL, 3aNYCMUM MAKPOCKONUYECKUL NOMOK MHO2UX yacmuy. B
Opyeoll Kanau, 2oe, Modicem Oblms, ecmv OOMOA, HANPABUM 0OHOBPEMEHHO MOJbKO OOHY
oeckoneuno nezkyro wacmuyy. Taxkas yvacmuya He cnocobHa 630psamsv OHOMOY, HO OHA MOdCem
Ovimb omroHena et Hazao. Ecau 6omovl nem, mo uacmuya npotioem xanan. Ha 6vixooe 3mozo
KaHana ¢ OomoOou pacnoiodcum ONUCAHHbIL 8blUule KOHYC C NeCYUHKOU (DeCKOHeUHO Manio2o
paouyca) Ha ez2o eepuune. Eciu nawa beckoneuno neekas yacmu cobbem necuuHKy ¢ 6epuiltbl,
mo 3mo o3Hauaem, umo 60mowl Hem. Eciu necuunka ocmanemces Ha eepuiune nocie 8bix00d
HOMOKA Yacmuy u3 6mopo20 Kamauda, mo dmo o3Hadaem, ymo bomoa ecmeo.

B nanHOM npumepe OeCKOHEYHO JIeTKasi YaCTHIIA SBJISETCS aHAJIOTOM «HEBECOMOI» BOJTHOBOM
(GyHKIIUM KBaHTOBOM yacTullbl. HO KBaHT cBeTa YyBCTBUTEINEH K MOBEICHUIO ATOW «HEBECOMOIN
BOJIHOBOH (pyHKInu. Tarxke u nmecyrHka (0ECKOHEYHO MAJIOTO pajanyca) Ha BEpIIMHE KOHyca
YyBCTBUTEJIbHA [0 OTHOILIEHHIO K OECKOHEYHO JIETKOH YacTHIIE.

[TomBomst UTOT, MOXKHO CKa3aTh, YTO pa3HUIIA MEXKTy KBAHTOBBIMH U KJIACCHIECKHMU
CHUCTEMaMH He CTOJb MPUHIUITHAIbHA, KaK YACTO CYUTACTCS.

Ipuio:xkenne B. Pa3io:kenne Ha MOAbI IPU NPOU3BOJIbHBIX TPAHMYHBIX YCJIOBHUSX.

YacTo BO3HHMKAET 33aJjaua OMUCAHNE U3ITyYCHUS B 3aMKHYTOW TOJIOCTH, 3aIIOJTHCHHOW KaKHM-
1160 BemecTBoM. Kak mpaBuiio, 3To Jenaercs myTeM pas3lioKeHUsT H3ITyYSHUS] Ha MOJIbL. DTH
MO/IBI SIBJISIFOTCS. HAOOPOM (DYHKITHIA, Ha KOTOPBIE PACKIIabIBACTCS JTFO00E N3ITyUYCHHE B
HEKOTOPO# MOJIOCTH ¥ MIPU HEKOTOPBIX IPAaHUYHBIX YCIOBHX. Hampumep, 3T0 KBajpaTHast
MOJIOCTh CIIEPHOANICCKIMHU TPAHUYHBIMH YCIIOBHSIMH. 3aTEM MOJTyUYEHHOE Pa3ioKEeHUE
NIOZICTABIISICTCS B YPaBHCHUE JIBHOKCHHUS JJISI M3TYYCHUSI, TJIC YWICHBI Psijia IOWICHHO
muddepeHmpyrores. Takum 00pa3om, MOTyYaroTCs TAKUE XapaKTEPUCTUKU H3ITyUYEHUS, KaK
o(K), rme ® — yactora Mojibl, a K — BosiHOBO# BekTop MO/IbI, |K|=27t/A, A —11iHA BOJTHBI MO/IBI.

Ho TyT BO3HHKaeT uncTo MaTeMaTuieckas npodiema. J{ist mowienHom auddepeHnmupyemoctu
psina TpedyeTcs paBHOMEpHAsi CXOAMMOCTb PsijJia BO BCEX TOYKAX MPOCTPAHCTBA. DTO
ABTOMATHYECKH BEPHO IS JIFOOOTO U3TYUYCHHUS C TaKOH ke POPMOIi MOJIOCTH ¥ TPaHUIHBIMA
YCIIOBUSIMH, TIPH KOTOPBIX ObUTM HaiaeHbl MO/IbI. HO Ju1s J1F000T0 Ipyroro ciryyast 3TO He Tak.
Mopl 00pa3yIoT MOJIHBIA OPTOTOHABHBIA HA0OP | JTF000E U3ITyUEHHE MOYKHO TIPEJCTaBUTh KaK
CYNEepHO3HUIHIO TaKKX MoJI. Ho B 001mem citydae psii CXOJUTCSI HEPaBHOMEPHO (TIII0XO CXOAUTCS
OKOJIO TPAHHII ITOJIOCTH) U HE MOXKET OBITh MouwieHHO npoauddepenimpobat. O mpobdiieme
HECOOTBETCTBHS MOJI Pa3JIOKECHHUS M TPAHUYHBIX ycnoBuii mumet Peierls [32]. Oxnako on
paccMaTpUBaeT CIIy4aid, KOT/Ia IPY JaHHBIX TPAHUYHBIX YCIOBUSIX CYIIECTBYET HEKUM TTOTHBIH
OPTOHOPMAJILHBIN HAOOP MOJI, TAKUM YCIIOBUSIM YAOBIETBOPAT. HO BO3MOXKHBI CHTYaINH, KOTIa
JUTSL TAHHBIX TPAHUYHBIX YCIOBUH TaKOro Habopa Mo pocTo HeT. Viiu Ham He U3BECTHBI
IpaHUYHBIC YCIIOBUSI, @ 33JaHbI JIUIIb YHEPTeTUIECKUE YCIOBHUS Ha rpaHuie. Kak xe pemraercs
npoOJemMa B 3TOM ciydae?

Jleso B TOM, 4TO BCE BO3MYILCHHS B H3ITYYCHUH PACIIPOCTPAHSIOTCS CO CKOPOCTHIO, HE
NPEBBIMIAIOIICH CKOPOCTh CBETA B BEILIECTBE MOJIOCTH V=C. DTO 3HAYHUT, YTO JIF0OOE BO3MYIICHUE
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B HAYAJIbHBIX YCJIOBUSX Ha MOJI€ U3JIy4YE€HUS, BO3HUKIIEE B TOUKE X, IPOSABATCSA B TOUKE X1
TOJIBKO Yepe3 KOHEYHOE BpeMst (X-X1)/C. DTO 3HAYHUT, YTO BO3MYILECHHUS OT CTEHOK JOCTUTHYT
IICHTpa MOJIOCTH 3a BpeMs t=L/c, rxue L - xapakrepHsliii pa3mep nosocti. HepaBHOBecHas
CXO/IMMOCTB TPOSIBIIICTCS Y P Pa3IoKEHUs U3TyUeHHs HA MOJBI TOJIBKO BOJU3U CTEHOK
noJocTH. BHyTpH monoctu TouHas GyHKIHS MOYTH TOYHO COBIAIAET C PSIIOM MOJI B TCUCHHE
Bpemenu L/c. [ToaTomy B 3TO# 001aCTH M B TEUCHUE ITOTO BPEMEHH HOWICHHOES
g depeHIIMpoBaHUE JACT MOYTH TOUHBIM pe3ysIbTaT U UMEET CMBICI.

YToOBI BEPHO OLIEHUT 4acTOTY MOABI ®(K) HY»KHO, 4TOOBI MX aMIUIUTY/a HE MEHSJIACh H3-3a
BO3MYIIIEHHUS OT CTEHOK CYLIECTBEHHO B TEUEHUE BPEMEHU MHOIO OOJIBIIETO MEePHOJIa €€
xonebanuii 21t/ w(K) . Orcrona ycnoBne MakpOCKOITUYHOCTH MOJIOCTH:

2n/o<< L/c

WITH

L>>2x (c/o)

® — OTBEYaeT MakKCUMyMy 4acToT ®(K) .

ITyctb yciioBuE MaKpOCKOIIMYHOCTH IOJIOCTH BBIIIOJIHAETCS.

DTO 3HAYUT, 4TO NOoUJIeHHOE TU(depeHITTPOBAHNE MOJT B/IaJId OT CTEHOK IMOJIOCTH JIAeT
BEPHBIN pe3yJIbTaT HAa BpEMEHHBIX MaclTadax mopsaka 27/o.

Ha BpemennbIx Maciitabax L/C pe3ynbTaT He MOXKET ObITh BEpPEH. 3/1eCh OOBIYHO UCIIONB3YIOT
co00pakeH!sI, OCHOBaHHbIE HA 3aKOHAX COXPAHEHUS SHEPTUuH U pocTa HHTponuu. C MOMOILBIO
HUX U [IOJTydaeTcst MeieHHas dBororust ammuty 1 A(t, r) u das o(t, r) mox:

E(t, )= Ai(t, r)sin(o(k)t+ kir+oei(t, r))
[ns Bakyyma:

o(k)=c|k|
L>>A

baaroxapaocTu

s 6marogapro Hrvoje Nikolic u Vinko Zlatic 3a o6¢cy»xaenus 1 qUCKYCCHH, KOTOPbIE OUY€Hb
TIOMOTJTH [TPH HAITHCAHUH TOM CTaThH.
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