Can the observer know the state of Schrodinger’s cat
without opening the box?
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ABSTRACT

In order to know if the Schrédinger’s cat is alive or dead without opening the box, observers have to play a game with nature. The
observers have to “guess” (with degrees of belief) the state of the cat due to incomplete information; in other words, the observers’
decision has to be made under uncertainty. We propose a quantum expected value theory for decision-making under uncertainty.
Value operator is proposed to guide observers to choose corresponding actions based on their subjective beliefs through objective
quantum world by maximizing the value from the measured historical results. The value operator, as a quantum decision tree, can be
constructed from both quantum gates and logic operations. Genetic programming is applied to optimize quantum decision trees.

Introduction

In 1935, Erwin Schrodinger created his famous thought experiment involving a cat that is simultaneously both dead and
alive to show how absurd quantum physics is.

“A cat is penned up in a steel chamber, along with the following device (which must be secured against direct interference by the
cat): in a Geiger counter there is a tiny bit of radioactive substance, so small, that perhaps in the course of the hour one of the atoms
decays, but also, with equal probability, perhaps none; if it happens, the counter tube discharges and through a relay releases a hammer
which shatters a small flask of hydrocyanic acid. If one has left this entire system to itself for an hour, one would say that the cat still lives
if meanwhile no atom has decayed. The psi-function of the entire system would express this by having in it the living and dead cat
(pardon the expression) mixed or smeared out in equal parts.”

By entangling an atom from the microscopic world with a cat from the macroscopic world, Schrodinger asked a
question that is difficult to answer with the Copenhagen Interpretation of quantum mechanics: where is the clear
boundary between the quantum world and the classical world? It was this cat that multiple quantum interpretationsl'7 was
proposed and the debate regarding it still goes on. Schrédinger continued to state in the same paper:

“We saw that the indeterminacy is not even an actual blurring, for there are always cases where an easily executed observation
provides the missing knowledge. So what is left? From this very hard dilemma the reigning doctrine rescues itself by having recourse to
epistemology. We are told that no distinction is to be made between the state of a natural object and what | know about it, or perhaps
better, what | can know about it if | go to some trouble. Actually - so they say - there is intrinsically only awareness, observation,
measurement.”

Now if we ask this question: is it possible that the observer can “know” the state of cat (alive or dead) without
opening the box? In other words, is it possible that the observer can have a reasonable expectation of the cat's state by
learning historical results of repeated measurements on copies of the same system (atom + cat)?

Whether atoms decayed or not is unpredictable, and it is the indeterminacy of objective world (atom) that causes the
uncertainty of people’s subjective beliefs (guessing if the cat is alive or dead). For observers to believe if the cat is alive or
dead is actually a problem of decision-making under uncertainty due to incomplete information. We propose a quantum
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expected value decision theory” to deal with observers’ decision-making problem™ ™, and quantum genetic programming is
applied to evolve “satisfactory” strategies for observers to “know” (with degrees of belief) the state of the cat as best
possible based on quantum expected value.
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Quantum expected value (qEV)
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Table 1 State-action-value decision table

The observer subjectively chooses an action a; € {a;,a,} where the atom’s objective state is in ¢; € {¢,, ¢} when a
decision is made, and the result (matrix rj;) depends on both the state of the atom and choice of observer’s brain shown in
table 1. The state of the atom describes the objective world; it can be represented by the superposition of all possible
states in terms of the Hilbert state spacelz‘mas in (1). The observer’s mental state describes the subjective world; we
postulate that when the observer is undecided in making a decision, it can be represented by superposition of all possible
actions as in (2). The information of the quantum world is incomplete; the result of the observer’s decision is uncertain and
it can be represented by a mixed state’s density operator as a value operator in (3). Value operator is a sum of projection

operators which projects the observer’s degrees of belief onto an action of choice. Quantum expected value can be
represented as in (4).
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Where |@,) indicates a state in which the atom has not decayed and |¢,) indicates a state in which the atom has

decayed; |a;) represents the observer’s action to believe the cat is alive and |a,) represents the observer’s action to
believe the cat is dead; p; = |u;|? is a observer’s subjective probability in choosing an action a;, subjective probability
represents the observer’s degrees of belief in a single event; w; = | |2 is the objective frequency at which state of the
atom is in @;, objective frequency represents the statistical results of multiple occurrences of objective states; matrix

rjj = |(ai|(pj)|2 is the value when the decision was made, in which the observer choose an action a; where atom’s state is in
@;. The different actions that the observers took lead to different value; in other words; the value is “created” based on
both observers’ subjective beliefs and objective natural states.

The process of decision-making can be interpreted as a game between observers and nature; the final decision is
equivalent to a “quantum measurement” performed on the mental state by the observers’ brain, which choose an action a;
with probability p; as in (5) (observer’s mental state is transformed from a pure state into a mixed state, and then one of
available actions is selected by the brain). Based on the information that the brain has before a decision is made, there is
only the possibility of selecting an action with a subjective probability (degrees of belief), and it is the decision-making
process that makes the potential possibility a reality. The decision process of an observer can be simulated by the
continuous evolution of the value operator according to the environment (information). Information is the essence of
people’s subjective beliefs just like energy is the essence of the objective world. Valuable information can reduce
uncertainty.
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Quantum decision tree (qDT)

A value operator can be constructed from basic quantum gatesl‘r"16 and logic operations to form a qDT. The gDT composes

of different nodes and branches. There are two types of nodes, non-leaf nodes and leaf nodes. The non-leaf nodes are
composed of the operation set F as in (6); the leaf nodes are composed of the data set T as in (7)-(8). The construction
process of a qDT is to randomly select a logic symbol from the operation set F as the root of the gDT, and then grows
corresponding branches according to the nature of the operation symbol and so on until a leaf node is reached.
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The gDT of a value operator is a 2x2 matrix, and the value operator needs to be diagonalized first and then normalized
to get probability p; and p, as in (9)-(10).
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Quantum genetic programming (qGP)
17-20,

A tree structure is used for encoding by genetic programming (GP) ; the qDT can be optimized by the qGP. The purpose
of qGP iterative evolution is to find a satisfactory qDT through learning historical data. The learning rule is as follows:

a) Ifthe catis alive (¢;) and an observer believes the cat is alive (a,), the value V is positive and the observer would get
an award (v); if an observer believes the cat is dead (a,), the value V is negative, observer would get a penalty (-v).

b) If the catis dead (¢,) and an observer believes the cat is dead (a,), the value Vy is positive, the observer would get an
award (v); if an observer believes the cat is alive (a,), the value V is negative, observer would get a penalty (-v).

An optimization problem mainly includes the selection of evaluation function and the acquisition of optimal solution.
The evaluation function of qDT is a fitness function fihess (14) based on observed value Vy (13), and the optimal solution is
obtained through continuous evolution by using selection, crossover, mutation as in (15) and implemented by qGP
algorithm.
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For the kth measurement, the quantum expected value is:
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evolution
qDT > argmax (ffitness) (15)
gDT € (FUT)

qGP algorithm
Input:
e Historical data set {dy = (@, Vi), k = 0,--+, N} (each sample consists of an atom’s state and value for observers).
e Setting
1) OperationsetF = {+, *, //}
2) DatasetT={H,XY,ZS,D,T,I}, eight basic quantum gates
3)  Crossover probability = 60~90%; Mutation probability = 1~10%.
Initialization:
e Population: randomly create 100 ~ 500 gDTs.
Evolution:
e fori=0ton, n=50~100 generations
a) Calculate fitness for each qDT based on historical data set.
b)  According to the quality of fitness:
i Selection: selecting parent qDTs.
ii. Crossover: generate a new offspring using the roulette algorithm based on crossover probability.
iii. Mutation: randomly modify parent qDT based on mutation probability.
Output:
e A DT of the best fitness.

Results

The historical measurement results of Schrodinger’s cat thought experiment are simulated by a computer program which
randomly generates N (=10000) results (atom decayed or not decayed). We can define a random variable x to represent the
fluctuation of the cat's state as in (16). The generated data series is {Xy, ***, X, Xk41, ***» XnJ; if the atom has not decayed
then variable x increases by 1, else variable x decreases by 1. The uncertainty of the cat’s state is represented by the
volatility of variable x as shown in Figure 1. The value obtained by the observer after each action is as in (17).
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Figure 1 Fluctuation of states of the cat.
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Figure 2 Evolution of the qDT

Through learning the historical data set, an optimized qDT is obtained by gGP. The evolution of the qDT is shown in
Figure 2 and the optimized qDT after 88 generations of evolution is shown in Figure 3. Based on the qDT as in (18) (Figure
3), there are four strategies with different subjective degrees of belief that the observer can take. At any given moment the
observer's degrees of belief are unknown, the gDT which simulates observer’s degrees of belief can be interpreted as a
mixed strategy with four different strategies {S;, S, S5, S4} for the observer, and the final decision is made by “quantum
projection measurement” which the observer’s brain selects an action (a;: believe cat is alive or a,: believe cat is dead)
with degrees of belief from one of four available strategies S; = {S;,S;, S3, Sa}.

Figure 3 An optimized qDT.



qDT = (((I//H) +1)//((2+@+s//m)) X))

e S, =(0+1 - V=0.5|a;}a;| +0.5|a,)a,| (50% belief cat is alive, 50% belief cat is dead)
e S,=(H+1) > V=|a;¥a;| (100% belief cat is alive)

. S3=((Z+(D*S))*X)

e S,= ((Z + (D * T)) * X) - V =0.17]a;}a;| +0.83]a,){(a,| (17% belief cat is alive, 83% belief cat is dead)

The subjective degrees of belief of the first 100 actions the observer took are shown in Figure 4. Detailed information
of the first ten actions the observer took is shown in Table 2. For the first action, strategy S; was applied by the observer
who believes that the cat is dead with 95% degrees of belief, the observer got it wrong because the cat is alive when the
box is opened; for the fourth action, strategy S; was applied by the observer who believes that the cat is dead with 95%
degrees of belief, this time the observer got it right because the cat is dead when the box is opened; for the eighth action,
strategy S; was applied by the observer who believe that the cat is alive with 50% degrees of belief, the observer got it
wrong because the cat is dead when the box is opened; for the tenth action, strategy S, was applied by the observer who
believe that the cat is alive with 100% degrees of belief, the observer got it right this time because the cat is alive when the
box is opened. By using this particular qDT, the rate of success for the observer is 52%. If N — oo, rate of success — 50% (if

the atom decays or not is completely random).

o=
=1
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Figure 4 A Observer’s degrees of belief of first 100 actions (positive: believe cat is alive, negative: believe cat is dead).

Count of actions

Cat’s state | Observer’s action selected Degre.es Strategy | Value
of belief
@;: alive a,: believe cat is dead 95% S, -1
@,: dead a,: believe cat is dead 50% S, 1
@,: dead a,: believe cat is alive 100% S, -1
@,: dead a,: believe cat is dead 95% Ss 1
@,: dead a,: believe cat is alive 100% S, -1
@;: alive a,: believe cat is alive 100% S, 1
@,: dead a,: believe cat is dead 50% S, 1
@,: dead a,: believe cat is alive 50% S, -1
@4: alive a,: believe cat is alive 100% S, 1
@;: alive a,: believe cat is alive 100% S, 1

Table 2 The first ten actions.

— V =0.05|a;){a;| +0.95|a,){a,| (5% belief cat is alive, 95% belief cat is dead)




Discussion

Measuring instruments record a large amount of data through interaction with the quantum world. It is through the study
of the recorded historical data that observers gradually understand the objective quantum world and build a simplified
subjective “world model” in the brain. Observers make decisions by considering both the quantum world’s objectivity and
the subjectivity of their beliefs. The observers’ subjective mental state transitions from a pure state to a mixed state to
complete a decision-making as in (5), and the observed value of the decision is obtained. Observed value is a bridge
between objective quantum world and observers’ subjective beliefs. By maximizing the observed value, the decision model
can be continuously improved by quantum genetic programming which obtains a satisfactory set of decision strategies for
observers.

A living creature will certainly not be in a superposition of dead and alive, nor will it collapse because of the last
glimpse of the observer, or two different worlds existing at the same time, one for a living cat and another one for a dead
cat. For observers, Schrédinger’s cat paradox is caused by uncertainty in decision-making due to incomplete information. It
may never be possible to accurately predict whether a cat will be alive at the next moment. There are infinite "value" paths
pointing to the end, we may never find the best "value" path, and all we can do is find a satisfactory "value" path as best
possible through evolution.

For a large amount of repeated measurements, there is an objective frequency (50% the cat is alive or dead); but for a
single measurement there is no so-called objective probability, the cat is either alive or dead; and in this case, only the
observer has subjective degrees of belief that the cat is alive or dead before the box is opened.

The fundamental reason for the unpredictability of the states of the cat for observers is due to incomplete information
regarding the quantum world, and there is a quantum interpretation problem21'28, that is, what is the essence of
indeterminacy in the quantum world?

As Schrodinger said:

“It is typical of these cases that an indeterminacy originally restricted to the atomic domain becomes transformed into macroscopic

indeterminacy, which can then be resolved by direct observation. That prevents us from so naively accepting as valid a ‘blurred model’
for representing reality. In itself it would not embody anything unclear or contradictory. There is a difference between a shaky or out-of-
focus photograph and a snapshot of clouds and fog banks”.

References

1. Wheeler, J. A. and Zurek W.H., Quantum Theory and Measurement, Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press (1983).

Jammer, M., the Philosophy of Quantum Mechanics, New York, NY: Wiley (1974).

Everett, H., Relative state formulation of quantum mechanics, Rev. Mod. Phys. 29, 454-62 (1957).

Zurek W.H., Decoherence, einselection, and the quantum origins of the classical, Rev. Mod. Phys. 75, 715-75 (2003).

Popper, K.R., Quantum Mechanics without "the Observer", In Bunge, M. (Ed.). Quantum Theory and Reality, Springer

(1967).

6. van Fraassen, B. C., Hidden Variables and the Modal Interpretation of Quantum Statistics, Synthese 42, 155-65 (1979).

Fuchs, C.A, Schack, R., Quantum- Bayesian coherence, Rev. Mod. Phys. 85, 1693 (2013).

8. Xin, L.Z. and Xin, H.W., Decision-making under uncertainty: a quantum value operator approach,
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2206.05185 (2022).

9. Von Neumann, J. and Morgenstern, O., Theory of Games and Economic Behavior, Princeton, NJ: Princeton University
Press (1944).

10. Savage, L. J., The foundation of Statistics, New York, NY: Dover Publication Inc. (1954).

vk wnN

N

11. Binmore, K., Rational Decisions, Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press (2009).
12. Von Neumann, J., Mathematical Foundations of Quantum Theory, Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press
(1932).

13. Dirac, P.A.M., the Principles of Quantum Mechanics, Oxford University Press (1958).


https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2206.05185

14. Heisenberg, W., the Physical Principles of the Quantum Theory, Chicago, IL: The University of Chicago Press

(1930).

15. Nielsen, M.A. and Chuang, I.L., Quantum computation and quantum information, Cambridge University Press
(2000).

16. Benenti, G., Casati, G. and Strini, G., Principles of Quantum Computation and Information I, World Scientific

Publishing (2004).
17. Holland, J., Adaptation in Natural and Artificial System, Ann Arbor, MI: University of Michigan Press (1975).

18. Goldberg, D.E., Genetic algorithms —in search, optimization and machine learning, New York, NY: Addison-
Wesley Publishing Company, Inc. (1989).

19. Koza, J.R., Genetic programming, on the programming of computers by means of natural selection, Cambridge,
MA: MIT Press (1992).

20. Koza, J.R., Genetic programming |l, automatic discovery of reusable programs, Cambridge, MA: MIT Press (1994).

21. Mittelstaedt, P., the Interpretation of Quantum Mechanics and the Measurement Process, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press (1998).

22. Omnes, R., the Interpretation of Quantum Mechanics, Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press (1994).

23. Bub, Jeffrey. Interpreting the Quantum World, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press (1997).

24, Baggott, Jim., Beyond measure: Modern physics, philosophy, and the meaning of quantum theory, Oxford:
Oxford University Press (2004).

25. Healey, R. A., and Hellman G., Quantum Measurement: Beyond Paradox, Minneapolis, MN: University of

Minnesota Press (1998).
26. Bunge, M., Quantum Theory and Reality, Springer (1967).
27. Maudlin, T., Philosophy of Physics: Quantum Theory, Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press (2019).
28. Albert, D.Z., Quantum Mechanics and Experience, Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press (1992).



