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Abstract

This paper presents a reformed framework to address key issues in the existing hydro-
dynamic Schrodinger equation (HSE) framework. By disengaging the dependence on par-
ticle mass and introducing a correction term to eliminate quantum potential, the framework
achieves better alignment with classical fluid mechanics. We define a new operator, des-
ignated as ““specific Hamiltonian operator,” which ensures that a reformed hydrodynamic
Schrédinger equation (RHSE) is derivable from Lagrangian field theory. The RHSE for
barotropic inviscid potential flow is developed and validated through Noether’s theorem,
demonstrating that the correction imposes the conservation of classical energy. While the
resulting equations are highly nonlinear, this approach offers an effective pathway for bridg-
ing quantum mechanics and classical fluid mechanics.
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1 Introduction

Quantum computing is not limited to simulations of quantum systems [1]]; its application to
classical fluid systems has also been explored [2, 3]. However, due to the inherent linearity of
quantum mechanics [4], quantum computing is currently constrained to solving linear problems
[S]. This limitation has prompted efforts to translate classical problems into forms compatible
with quantum mechanics. Through the Madelung transformation [6], the Schrodinger equations
(SE) is reformulated into a pair of equations resembling those in fluid mechanics. Subsequently,
this has led to the development of various derivative Schrodinger-like equations (e.g., [7, 8]),
collectively referred to as the family of hydrodynamic Schrodinger equation (HSE). A key is-
sue in these HSEs is the presence of quantum potential terms (i.e., terms involving the reduced
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Planck constant ), which are embedded in their equations of motion. These terms are typically
not eliminated but instead analyzed for their physical meaning and effects (e.g., [9,!10]). Conse-
quently, the resulting equations of motion fail to describe classical fluids behavior, as classical
fluid mechanics does not contain any term involving . This discrepancy motivates us to investi-
gate alternative method to eliminate quantum potential terms, without resorting to the classical
limit [11, p.96] (i.e., A — 0). Another issue lies in the dependence of particle mass in these
HSEs. In fluid mechanics, matter is generally treated as a continuous medium rather than as dis-
crete molecules, emphasizing a fundamental incompatibility that needs to be addressed within
the current HSE framework. The aim of this paper is to address these issues and propose a
reformed framework for HSEs that better aligns with the principles of classical fluid mechanics.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Sec. 2] we briefly introduce the Madelung trans-
formation and identify the key limitations of the current HSE framework, which motivate our
purposed reform. Then, using barotropic inviscid potential flow as an example, we derive the
corresponding “reformed hydrodynamic Schrodinger equation” (RHSE), which is corrected to
align with classical fluid mechanics. Sec. [3] demonstrates how to construct the corresponding
Lagrangian density for the RHSE derived previously, and applies Noether’s theorem to identify
the correction term needed to eliminate the quantum potential term. Finally, Sec. 4| concludes
the paper with a summary of our findings and a discussion of future perspectives.

2 Reformed hydrodynamic Schrodinger equation

2.1 The dimension issue and reform

From the perspective of equation structure, the Madelung transformation serves as the bridge
between quantum mechanics and fluid mechanics. The Schrodinger equation (SE) reads

oy " oo

h—=|—-——V"+V |y. 2.1
o < 2m > v 1)
By expressing y(x, 1) = \/; exp(i.S /h) with real-valued p(x, r) and S(x, 1), the SE can be trans-
formed into a pair of equations resembling those in fluid mechanics, namely,
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which are the Hamilton-Jacobi equation [[11),12] and the continuity equation, respectively. Note
that the “velocity” v is cast as [11]
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where p = ywyw™ denotes the probability density of a particle found in space [7]. The proce-
dure outlined above is known as the Madelung transformation. Later, the physical meaning of p
was extended to mass density [[13-15]. However, such direct transition has led to certain issues.
Firstly, while the dimension of wave functions change to M!/2L=3/2, the Hamiltonian operator
retains its original dimensionality, leading to the dimensional inconsistencies when calculating
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expectation values of observables and constructing Lagrangian densities (i.e., functionals’ di-
mension do not align with energy density). Secondly, the phas is, in fact, Hamilton’s principal
Sfunction [11), p.96], rather than the velocity potential in fluid mechanics. Also, even rescaling
the phase (i.e., redefining it to incorporate m) fails to disengage the dependence of mass in the
equation of motion, deviating from the nature of formulations in fluid mechanics. Given these
key issues, we are motivated to reform the current HSE framework.

In the first step, we assign a velocity potential ¢(x,?) to the phase of the wave function such
that the velocity is precisely expressed by V¢. Next, we introduce a new constant, 7, which
shares the same dimension as the velocity potential, ensuring that ¢/A,, is dimensionless. Ac-
cordingly, the wave function in hydrodynamic representation now reads y = \/E exp(id) / ho).
Incidentally, to distinguish 7, from the reduced Planck constant 7, we refer to A as hydrody-
namic Planck constant. With this changes, we propose the reformed hydrodynamic Schrédinger
equation (RHSE)

oy
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where 7 is defined as specific Hamiltonian operator, with a dimension of energy per unit mass.
The term “specific” is borrowed from thermodynamics, where energy per unit mass is referred
to as specific energy [16, p.37]. Similar to the Hamiltonian operator, the specific Hamiltonian
operator can be decomposed into )

fi=-2v2e ) (2.6)
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where V(x, 1) represents the potential energy density which may incorporate nonlinear com-
ponents. The term “nonlinear” refers to the components that depend on the associated wave
function. Notably, the nonlinear potentials incorporated in a given H do not accord with their
respective counterparts in the corresponding Lagrangian density. However, this discrepancy
is reasonable and also appears in the case of the Gross-Pitaevskii equation (GPE), as will be
demonstrated in Sec.[3l

Another important aspect about the RHSE framework is that 7 is a mass-independent quantity
satisfying the postulate above. Albeit 7, and h are related by [A,] = [2]M~!, they cannot be
directly linked up by 7, = i/m, as particle mass has no utility in this framework. The RHSE is
deliberately formulated without dependence on particle mass, making it more “hydrodynamic”
in nature.

2.2 RHSE for barotropic inviscid potential flow

We choose barotropic inviscid potential flow as the focus of our study, as this fluid condition
provides a relatively simple “environment” for investigating the compatibility between the pro-
posed framework and Lagrangian field theory. Specifically, the pressure field of a barotropic
fluid depends solely on mass density, meaning that it is coupled with the given wave function.
While this coupling introduces nonlinearity into the RHSE, the pressure term is not, in fact, the
most complex term in either the specific Hamiltonian operator or the corresponding Lagrangian
density, as will be demonstrated in the following sections.

'In the current HSE framework, some authors tend to use the common symbols for velocity potential (e.g., ¢ or
0) to denote the phase of the wave function [[13,15]; however, the dimension of phase matches that of action, i.e.,
ML2T-!; thus, it is more commonly represented by .S (a common symbol for action) in the literature [7,19, [10].



In analogy with the derivation of probability current (detailed in Appendix [A)), the linear mo-
mentum density is cast as

h
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With y = /pexp(i¢/hy), we have
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Substitution into Eq. (2.7)) gives J = pV¢ so that the velocity is precisely V¢. Next, we shall
verify whether Eq. (2.3) would yield the continuity equation and the Bernoulli equation for

inviscid potential flow. With
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substitution of Eq. (2.9) and Eq. (2.10) into Eq. (2.3) leads to
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Multiplying Eq. 2.11)) with 2\/5 /ih, and replacing V¢ with v, we obtain the continuity equation
(cf. Eq.23). Dividing Eq. @.I2) by —/p leads to
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which closely resembles the desired Bernoulli equation but involves a quantum potential term.
To eliminate it, one may consider the classical limit [[11, p.96], namely, in the limit 2, — 0,
the quantum potential term vanishes. Furthermore, we can also introduce a correction term to

eliminate it, assigning
2 2
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where © denotes the gravitational potential, and g = —V® represents the gravitational field;
p denotes pressure and y is the polytropic index, linking up by the polytropic equation of state
p = Kp" [17,18]. Substitution of Eq. (2.14) into Eq. 2.13) yields

d¢
ot

+ivpr+ L Lia=o (2.15)
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Then, taking gradient of Eq. (2.13) and replacing V¢ by v, we obtain the Euler equation
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In conclusion, we can regard the quantum potential term as an “intermediate” in the process
forming the equation of motion for irrotational fluids, namely, it does not hinder us from us-
ing RHSE to describe classical fluids. Finally, we obtained the RHSE for barotropic inviscid

potential flow:
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Incidentally, if the mass density is constant, Eq. (2.18) simply reduces to
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where p,, denotes the constant mass density.

From the above derivation, two key considerations emerge in deriving equations of motion
within the RHSE framework: (1) eliminating the resultant terms involving 7, as such terms
do not exist in classical fluid mechanics; (2) expressing external forces in the form of a poten-
tial. While the first requirement can be straightforwardly addressed, as demonstrated earlier, the
second presents a significant challenge, particularly in describing compressible viscous flow. In
fact, the viscous term in the Navier-Stokes equation can be expressed in terms of Clebsch vari-
ables under the constraint of constant mass density, as demonstrated in [19-21]. Meanwhile,
the HSEs for rotational flow have been developed in [[13-15], utilizing the two-component wave
function (or two-component spinor). Building on these foundations, it may be possible to de-
rive the RHSE for classical incompressible viscous flow, implying the potential focus of this
framework’s development.

3 Lagrangian field theory

3.1 The effective Lagrangian density

It is worthwhile to discuss Lagrangian field theory in this context. Since SE has its correspond-
ing Lagrangian density, it is possible to construct an analogous effective Lagrangian density
for the specific RHSE. Given a known RHSE, the introduced correction term complicates the
construction of a corresponding Lagrangian density, since its counterpart is unknown and can-
not be easily deduced. To address this challenge, we utilize the energy-momentum tensor from
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Noether’s theorem as a tool to identify the essential counterpart of the correction term. Lastly,
the Euler-Lagrange equation (ELE) is applied to verify whether the derived Lagrangian density
reproduces the RHSE. Since a detailed interpretation of the underlying principle of Noether’s
theorem and ELE would need considerable length, we refer the interested readers to the relevant
literature [22-24]. In the following, we will not elaborate on these principles but will instead
apply them directly to derive the effective Lagrangian density for barotropic inviscid potential
flow.

The Lagrangian density for the SE (cf. Eq. (2.1)) reads [22, Eq. (8)]

—h? ih oy oy*
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o Y w+2<wat War)""” (3.1
Via the ELE for fields given by [23]
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inserting Eq. (3.1) into Eq. (3.2) leads to the SE after some algebra. In the first step, we rewrite
the polytropic equation of state p = K p” as

p=Klyl” =Ky (3.3)
Next, in analogy to Eq. (3.1), we assume an effective Lagrangian density

—h? in oy oy* K _
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where G is an unknown function introduced to eliminate the quantum potential term. To find G,
we resort to the energy-momentum tensor
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where we use the contravariant four—vectm@ x* =% x") = (t,x,y, z),and o#  is the Kronecker
symbol. The component “00” gives the energy density (i.e., Hamiltonian density)
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where the second term is recognized as the internal energy density [17, 25], and the last two
terms should cancel out. Hence, we assume

2

Glul = 2[v(y/7)

2Here we adopt the notation in [22] where speed of light is set to 1 so that x° = ¢.

2 2 v,2
‘ =§°%. (3.7)
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To verify this assumption, we substitute Eq. (3.7) into Eq. (3.4), and then insert Eq. (3.4)) into the
ELE, which, after some algebra (detailed in Appendix B)), yields Eq. (2.18)). Finally, we derived
the effective Lagrangian density for barotropic inviscid potential flow:
" iny < % 0w*>
W —

L=—tvy vy 20
vVt + 2 (v ot

2
sl K 2(y—1)+q)_@|
¥ —y_llwl s o |V

Notably, expanding Eq. (3.8) using w = y/pexp(i¢/hy) yields a compact expression, i..,

_ 1 9¢ p__
L=- <|v|+<b+at> =P (3.9)

In fact, this surprising result has been discovered in [[17]. However, such an expression involving

only the pressure is not in a useful form for deriving the equation of motion; one may neglect
the gravitational effect so that Eq. (3.9)) becomes a functional of the single field ¢, i.e., [17, Eq.

(12)] o o
1_7/ vrr— ad) vrr—
L=p= K< e > <E+—|V¢| > , (3.10)

following an elaborate transformation (detailed in Appendix [C). Substituting Eq. (3.10) into the
ELE results in a more complex equation of motion, known as the Von Mises equation [17, [18,
26].

3.2 The features arising from nonlinear potentials

From the example above, it is evident that the nonlinear potentials incorporated in the H do
not accord with their respective counterparts in the corresponding Lagrangian density. To be
explicit, consider the pressure term (see from Eq. (2.18), (3.8))), for instance,

P K P = K pr 1 p
7—1p y—1 y—1p y—1p
Note that this discrepancy is reasonable since the partial derivative (i.e., d/dy™*) is applied to

lw|" when deriving an RHSE via the ELE. A similar feature is also observed in the Gross-
Pitaevskii equation (GPE) given by [27, Eq. (1)]

0 2 2
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whose corresponding Lagrangian density reads [28, p.166]
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Apparently, the nonlinear potential energy, 4zah®|y|*/m, partially differs from its counterpart
in Eq. (3.12). In addition, this feature causes the expectation value of potential energy to disagree
with the actual magnitude of potential energy, e.g.,

/ w*< ! p)wd3X—/ #/
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where €(7) denotes the control volume. Similarly, within a control volume, the expectation value
of kinetic energy disagrees with the magnitude of classical kinetic energy, namely,

h? h? h?
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where the first integral on the right-hand side is an analogue of “quantum kinetic energy” within
the control volume; d€(¢) denotes the control surface. Recognizing that y*Vy in the surface
integral contributes to the momentum density (cf. Eq. (2.7)), it becomes evident that the surface
integral does not necessarily vanish; instead, its magnitude depends on the specified boundary
conditions. Additionally, the absence of the correction term makes the first integral on the right-
hand side disagree with the classical kinetic energy. To summarize, in general,

/ vy dPx # [ HEx. (3.14)
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These distinctions highlight the disparity between quantum mechanics and its application to fluid
mechanics. Furthermore, it highlights the importance of Noether’s theorem in deriving accurate
magnitudes of physical quantities, as opposed to calculating expectation values.

4 Conclusion

In this paper, our goal was to modify the current HSE framework to derive the equations of mo-
tion for classical fluids. In Sec. 2.1 we proposed a reformed framework of HSE that disengages
dependence on particle mass, aligning it with the nature of continua. Additionally, we defined a
new operator, specific Hamiltonian operator H, with a dimension of energy per unit mass. These
modifications allow Lagrangian field theory to derive the RHSE for specific types of fluids and
facilitate identifying the correction term through energy conservation, as demonstrated in Sec.
Bl In Sec.2.2] we demonstrated that introducing a correction term into RHSE produces the
Bernoulli equation for barotropic inviscid potential flow without violating energy conservation.

In Sec. 3] during the process of identifying the correction term (see from Eq. (3.6)), we ob-
served that the counterpart of the quantum potential term arises from the quantum kinetic energy,

namely,
2

TP PN /i

> |Vy|” = 2pIVI +3 :
Designating a term arising from the kinetic term as a potential is conceptually puzzling. Al-
though the physical significance of quantum potential terms has been explored in the literature
(e.g., [9,110]), we prefer to set it aside rather than propose a new interpretation, as the primary
goal in our scheme is to eliminate any term involving A,. Our approach is effective; however,
even under the simplified fluid condition, the RHSE remains highly nonlinear (see from Eq.
(B.13)). Before delving into the derivation of a Lagrangian density for more complex flow, we
recommend first assessing whether simulations with quantum computing still benefit from the
highly nonlinear RHSE. Such an exploration could provide valuable insights into the practical
applicability of our framework for solving classical fluid dynamics problems. Ultimately, this
approach highlights the potential of bridging quantum mechanics and classical fluid mechanics
through the reform and the introduction of correction terms.

4.1)
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A Appendix: The momentum density

For the sake of rigor, this appendix demonstrates the reform yields the correct momentum den-
sity. In fact, to derive the momentum density, a known RHSE under specific fluid condition
is required, analogous to how calculating the probability current needs the known SE (see [29,
p-29-30]).

Recalling the continuity equation (cf. Eq. (2.3)), we expand dp/dt to give

dp _ oy” Loy
or Vo TV o

(A.1)

Replacing oy /ot and oy * /ot by Eq. (2.3) and its complex conjugate, we have
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W Viy =V (' Vy) - Vy - Vy. (A.3b)

With these changes, the continuity equation becomes

h
0=2V- (wVy' —w'Vy)+ V., (A4)
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Incidentally, using the momentum-energy tensor also leads to the same result, i.e.,
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which corresponds to the negative momentum density in the i-th direction.

B Appendix: From the Lagrangian density to the RHSE

Recall the assumed Lagrangian density (cf. Eq. (3.4))
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Note that we have replaced G|y |* by h%le|2/8p (cf. Eq. 3.])). Calculate
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Finally, we arrive at
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Next, since

2 2 2
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substitution of this into Eq. (B.10) leads to
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which reproduces Eq. (2.18)). To stress its nonlinearity, we can rewrite it as
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C Appendix: The reformulation of the Lagrangian density

We first rewrite Eq. (2.13)) as

y p_Kyp™'  [0¢
P _ - v C.1
Tt (at |¢|> (€1

where the gravitational potential @ is intentionally neglected here. Consider the local sound
speed ¢ given by [18, Eq. (12)]

d
2=2P_ Kyp'~'. (C.2)
dp

Substitution of Ky p’~! into Eq. (C.I) results in [18, Eq. (13)]
op 1
2=~ -1 =+=|Ve|* ). C3
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We then rewrite Eq. (C.2)) as

(AN _(1=r) ' (9¢ -
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by Eq. (C3). Consequently, the Lagrangian density becomes [17, Eq. (12)]

1— r/r=1 9 r/r=1
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