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A topos theory for quantum mechanics

John V Corbett

Department of Mathematics, Macquarie University,
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Abstract: Any quantum system that has an algebra of physical attributes represented by a *-algebra,
A, on a Hilbert space that carries a unitary representation of its symmetry group has its own real
number system for the values of its attributes. They are called quantum real numbers (qr-numbers).
When its state space Es(A) has the weak topology generated by the real - valued functions ag : Es(A) —
R given by a(p) = Tr(p.A) :Vp € Es(A) and A € A, the gr-numbers are sections of Rp(Es(A)), the
sheaf of Dedekind real numbers in the spatial topos Shv(Es(A)). The open subsets of Es(A) are the
conditions of the system, the internal logic is intuitionistic.

The standard real number value of a physical attribute obtained in a measurement is a constant qr-
number approrimations to the attribute’s actual gr-number value.

Fach quantum particle with positive mass moves in a spatial continuum that is isomorphic to
Ro(Es(A))®. This continuum is sufficiently non-classical that a single particle can have a quantum
trajectory which passes through two classically separated slits and the two particles in the Bohm-Bell
experiment stay close to each other so that Einstein locality is retained in quantum space.

Keywords: real numbers in a spatial topos, quantum locality, quantum measurement
PACS: 03.65.-w, 03.65.Ud, 03.65.Fd
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The incompleteness of quantum theory

In a letter to Schrodinger dated December 22 1950 [20] in talking about quantum theory, Einstein remarked
that,

If one wants to consider the quantum theory as final (in principle), then one must believe that a
more complete description would be useless because there would be no laws for it. If that were so
then physics could only claim the interest of shopkeepers and engineers, the whole thing would be a
wretched bungle.

The following is an attempt to make quantum theory complete in the sense of Einstein [7] (1933), “A complete
system of theoretical physics is made up of concepts, fundamental laws which are supposed to be valid for those
concepts and conclusions to be reached by logical deduction. It is these conclusions which must correspond
with our separate experiences;’. Some of the experiences of quantum-physics, mainly those associated with
measurements, that reveal lacunae in the standard quantum theory will be discussed.

Other topos theoretical approaches

Different topos theoretical formulations of quantum theory has been developed, for a recent survey see Flori
[8]. Their aims are similar to those of the quantum real numbers approach but the emphases are quite different.
All start from algebraic formulations of quantum theory; Doering and Isham [6]use von Neumann algebras,
Heunen and Spitters [11] use C*-algebras, and we use O*-algebras. The first two take a non-commutative
algebra and cover it by a family of commutative sub-algebras that are objects in a topos of presheaves. We call
this the commutative sub-algebra approach.

What is an empirical fact? If physical quantities can be measured with infinite accuracy then only commu-
tative sub-algebras can be measured because of Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle. This is the understanding
that seems to be accepted in the commutative sub-algebras approach. The qr-numbers approach accepts that



empirical numerical facts are only ever known with finite accuracy. In this view, Heisenberg’s uncertainty rela-
tions puts limits on the level of accuracy attainable in measuring non-commuting elements but does not prohibit
their measurement. Furthermore the commutative sub-algebra approach seems to accept that physical qualities
only have numerical values when they are observed. In the gr-number approach they have numerical values
even when not being observed.

All seek to revise the mathematical structure of quantum theory in order that it can be re-interpreted in
realist terms! rather than as an instrumentalist theory.

Outline of the paper

e The qr-number hypothesis.

e Mathematical structures

¢ Quantum space and Heisenberg’s Inequalities.

e Aspects of measurement

e Heisenberg’s Inequalities.

e Evidence that the spatial continuum of quantum phenomena is not classical .
e Entanglement in the qr-numbers model: EPR-Bohm-Bell experiment.
e The double slit experiment.

e A deterministic violation of Bell’s theorem.

e gr-number equations of motion.

e Summing up.

The talk is based on work with Thomas Durt and the late Murray Adelman. I wish to thank Prof Timur
Kamalov for his invitation to talk at this conference.

The quantum real number hypothesis:

The paradigm shift from classical to quantum theory occurs through the change in the type of real numbers
that physical variables can take as quantitative values.

The real numbers for a quantum system are Dedekind real numbers in a spatial topos built upon the system’s
state space whose open sets are the domains of definition of the numbers.

The “direct connection between observation properties and properties possessed by the independently ex-
isting object" [4] is cut, an indirect connection is made through measurement processes. Each experimental
measurement has a limited level of accuracy, within which the measured attribute’s qr-number value is approx-
imated by a standard real number.

In the gqr-number model:

¢ the Liiders-von Neumann transformation (collapse hypothesis) appears as an approximation to the change
in the qr-number values in a measurement of the first kind,

e The Born rule gives a standard real number approximation to the qr-number probability,

e Heisenberg’s uncertainty relations restricts the accuracy at which some attributes can be measured simul-
taneously but doesn’t prohibit their measurement,

1A realist theory is one in which the systems and their attributes exist and take values independently of whether they are
measured.
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massive particles have trajectories in the qr-number space to extents that allow (1) a single particle to
pass through a double slit without being detected at either slit and (2) two entangled particles to stay
close to each other,

the gr-number values (go(U)(t), po(U)(t)) of a massive particle satisfy Hamilton’s equations of motion
that can be approximated by Heisenberg’s operator equations averaged over U for certain families of open
sets.

Mathematical structures

A quantum system with a Hilbert space H carrying a unitary representation U of its symmetry group G has
physical attributes (identifiable qualities) which are represented by e.s.a. operators on dense domains of A that:

form an O*-algebra A; e.g., the representation dU of the enveloping algebra £(G) of the Lie algebra G of
G,

have a common domain D> (U), the set of C*°-vectors for the representation U,

are operationally identifiable through their transformations under subgroups of G. e.g., Euclidean group
transformations identify the position attributes.

The state space Es(.A) is the space of normalized strongly positive linear functionals on A.

The states are normalized trace class operators: convex combinations of projections P = |¢)(¢| onto unit
vectors ¢ € D>®(U).

&s(A) has the weak topology generated by the functions a : Es(A) — R given by a(p) = Tr(pA) :Vp €
Es(A) and labeled by e.s.a. operators A € A.

A typical open setis a finite intersection N (po; A;€) = {p; |TrpA — TrpoA| < €}, for A € A, py €
Es(A), e > 0. When A = dU(E(G)) any open set is a union of v(px;d) = {p|Tr|px — p| < §} for
pr € Es(A) and § > 0.

Such a quantum system will be labelled {#H, .4, Es(A)}.

qr-

numbers

qr-numbers depend upon the quantum system as they are sections of the sheaf of Dedekind reals Rp(Es(.A)) in
Shv(Es(A)), the topos of sheaves on the topological space Es(A).

Rp(Es(A)) is isomorphic to C(Es(.A)), the sheaf of germs of continuous real-valued functions on £s(A). Two
functions have the same germ at p € £s(.A) if they agree on some open neighbourhood of p.

For each non-empty U € O(Es(A)), the subsheaf Rp (V)

has integers Z(U), rationals Q(U) and Cauchy reals Rc(U) as subsheaves of locally constant functions;

has orders < and < compatible with those on the rationals Q(U) but the inequality < is not total because
trichotomy, z > 0V z =0V x < 0, is not satisfied. Moreover < is not equivalent to < V =;

is closed under the commutative, associative, distributive binary operations + and X, has 0 # 1 and is a
residue field, i.e., if b € Rp(U) is not invertible then b = 0;

has a distance function | - | which defines a metric with respect to which it is a complete metric space
in which Q(U) dense. A section b € Rp(U) is apart from 0 iff || > 0. Rp(U) is an apartness field, i.e.,
Vb € Rp(U), |b] > 0 iff b is invertible.

are not Dedekind complete, as least upper bounds need not exist, and they are not Archimedean, because
there are infinitesimal qr-numbers. For example, the expectation value a(pg) = Trpofl for a given state
and a given operator is an infinitesimal qr-number because there is no open set V' # 0 such that a(po)|v >
0Va(po)lv <0.
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Locally linear gqr-numbers A(Es(A))

They are important in the construction of qr-numbers and form a subsheaf of Rp(£s(A)). Given an essentially
self-adjoint A € A there is a locally linear real-valued function a on Es(A) with a(p) = TrpA for p € Es(A).

o A(Es(A)) is dense in Rp(Es(A)).

e Every gr-number is a continuous real function of locally linear qr-numbers.

o If W £, a(W) =b(W) if and only if the defining operators are equal, A=B.

o If W # V are open sets it is possible that the range of a(W) is the same as that of a(V).

e The prolongation by zero [21] of a locally linear qr-number a(W), for W # (0, gives a globally defined
extended locally linear qr-number.

qr-numbers generated by a single operator A generates sub-sheaves AA(ES(A)) of A(s(A)) and RDA(ES(A))
of Rp(Es(A)), both contain the integers Zp(Es(A)), rationals Qp(Es(A)) as sub-sheaves of locally constant

functions. The order relations and the distance function defined on Rp(Es(A)) restrict to [RDA(ES(A)) so that

Qp(€s(A)) is dense in [RDA(SS(A)). If the numerical range of A is R then Rp“(Es(A)) is a complete metric
space.

qr-number geometry

In Riemann’s 1854 lecture On the hypotheses which lie at the foundations of geometry there are two hypotheses

e A topological hypothesis: locations are fixed by allocating multiplets of real numbers.

e A metrical hypothesis: the distance between the located points is given by a metric function leading to
Riemannian geometries.

Riemann did not explore the choices of real numbers and this has been mostly ignored since. On the other
hand Riemann saw that there was a choice of the metric and that choice would be determined by the physics.

We propose that the appropriate real numbers to fix the locations of a single massive quantum particle with
symmetry group G are the qr-numbers Rp(Es(A)) with A = dU(E(G))),

e its quantum space is topologically given as Rp(Es(A))3.
o the cartesian coordinate axes are parametrized by A”@ (Es(A)) generated by the position operators X7,
for j =1,2,3.

e The triplet Zg (W) for non-empty W € O(Es(.A)) is an open set in Rp(Es(A)) by construction.
e The graph of Zo(W) is (W, Oz) with Oz an open subset of the Euclidean space R3.

For a system of N massive quantum particle the locations are fixed by the real numbers Rp (Es(A))V.

Aspects of Measurement

Every measurement is obtained at a finite level of precision [16]. Every experiment has a confidence level,
0 < (1—¢) <1 as well as a measure of precision x > 0, when the confidence level is unity, when e = 0, the
experimenter is has complete confidence in the experimental results, including the measure of precision.

The relation between the qr-number value of an attribute and the standard rational number obtained in an
experimental measurement is elucidated through the process of € sharp collimation [3] in a single slit.

The € sharp collimation of A in I, when the system has the condition W is sufficient to give a standard
real approximation to its qr-number value. For an interval I,, midpoint ag and width |I,|, if W is such that
a(W) € I, and (a®>(W) — a(W)?) < £[1,|* then a(W) = ag1(W) with precision |I,|/2.
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Strictly e sharp collimation is a stronger version of e sharp collimation. Let pA (I,) be the spectral projection
operator of A on I, then A is strictly € sharp collimated in I, on W if it is € sharp collimated on W and for
all p € W Tr|p — PA(1,)pPA(1,)| < e.

Theorem 1. If ag € a({i) and po = |to) (o is an eigenstate of A at ag with PA(Ia)pOPA(Ia) = po, then
Ve > 0,36 > 0 such that A is strictly e sharp collimated in I, on v(po,d).

The spectral projection operator P4 (o) has the gr-number value A (I,)(W) in the condition W. A is e

sharp located in the interval I, in the condition W when (1 —¢€) < 7 (I,)(W) < 1, this is a stronger version of
weak location which means only that the range of a(W) C I,.

Theorem 2. Iffl is € sharp collimated in I, on W, then Aise sharp located in I, on W.

Liders-von Neumann Collapse is a standard way of understanding quantum measurement. The collapse
PA(Ta)po P (1a)
Tr(PA(Ia)po)
The following theorem reveals the sense in which the collapse postulate gives a good approximation to the
qr-number value of the observable.

hypothesis states that in a measurement of A an initial state po "collapses" to the state pf, =

Theorem 3. If the system is prepared in U = v(po,d) and thenA/l 1s strictly € sharp collimated in I, on W,
then any B € A will have the gr-number value b(U NW) = (TrpoB)L(UNW) to accuracy proportional to &+ 2¢
with constant of proportionality depending on B.

When A is strictly e sharply collimated in I, the gr-number value of any attribute changes as if it had

undergone a transformation B — £8P
Tr(P-po)

Quantum mechanical probabilities

The spectral families of self adjoint operators are used [3] to define quantum probability measures on R. If
IE’A(S) is the spectral projection operator of A on the Borel subset S of R, then in the standard interpretation
,uf}(S) = TrpﬁA(S) is the probability that when the system is in the state p a measurement of A gives a result
in the set S. ) X .
The qr-number probability that a(U) lies in S is pi;(S) = 74(S)(U), the qr-number value of P4(S) at U.
If U = v(ps;0) for § < 1 then, for all Borel sets S, WA(S)(U) ~ TrpspA(S) = ul‘i(S), the standard quantum
mechanical probability when the system is in the state ps. so that |,uf; (S) - ufs (9)] <.

In the operational approach of Busch et al. [3] effects are positive operators that satisfy 0<B<I. They
form a convex subset of the bounded operators B(H). When quantum mechanical probabiities are described by
POV ( positive operator valued) measures [3], the effects lie in their range and are defined as the observables.
If F is a o- algebra of subset of a non-empty set M then a normalised positive operator valued (POV) measure
is map E : F — B(H) that satisfies: (i) E(S) > 0 for all S € F, (ii) E(M) = I and (iii) E(USk) = 3. E(S)) for
sequences {Si} € F with S; NS; = 0 if ¢ # j, convergence being in the weak operator topology on B(H).

In this operational approach it is the properties that are unsharp, the numerical results of a measurement
are still assumed to be sharp. In contrast, in the qr-number approach, it is the measured values of the properties
that are unsharp in the sense of not being infinitely precise..

Oun the other hand, the effects also have qr-number values, the qr-number value of the effect E(S) when the
system is in the condition W is eg(W). Then a measurement of E(S) is e sharp collimated in |a, b[C]0, 1[ on

the condition W if the range of eg(W) lies in Ja,b[ and (e%(W) — es(W)?) < e%.

Statistics: ontological and epistemological conditions

When a system is experimentally prepared in an open set W of state space, then its epistemological condition
is W. The ontological condition of the system can be any non-empty open set V' C W because the values of
qualities defined to extent V' will satisfy the experimental restrictions imposed on qualities defined to extent WW.

Usually the epistemic condition is determined for an ensemble of systems, each member of the ensemble has
an ontic condition V' C W. This leads to an ignorance interpretation for the statistics because attributes can
have different qr-number values on different V.
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We have shown [10] that if the epistemological condition for an ensemble of systems is the open set v(pg, )
for 0 < § < 1 then the outcomes of a dichotomic experiment are well approximated by expectation values
calculated at the quantum state pg from which Born’s quantum probability rule can be obtained.

When the epistemological condition W ensures that A s strictly e sharply collimated in I, then any ontic
condition U, N W # () registers a distinct value ay, € I, for A to accuracy e. The measurement problem arises
because quantum mechanics predicts only a probability distribution of the values obtained by measuring a
physical quantity on an ensemble of systems which are all prepared identically. But probabilities can only be
determined if each outcome can be observationally distinct. This is obtained in the qr-number description but
not in the standard model [9].

Heisenberg Inequalities

In the qr-number model, they give limitations on the precision with which the qr-number values of two attributes
represented by non-commuting operators can be simultaneously approximated by standard real number values
on an open set W. Let A, B € dU(E(G)) be essentially self adjoint on D> (U) C H.

Theorem 4. If AAis e-sharp collimated in I, and B is e-sharp collimated in I, when the system is the condition
W and «C = [A, B] then

(Ll To| = 2[c(W)]/e (1)

When precision is given by the half-width of the interval, the Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle limits the
precision with which the attributes can be realised simultaneously in the condition W.

Corollary 1. Let Q and P represent the position and its conjugate momentum of a massive particle, i.e.,
[P, Q) = h, and let I, and I, be slits for the conjugate variables. If a particle in a condition W is e-sharp
collimated through both slits then the product of the widths of the slits must satisfy,

(Lgllp| = 2R/€ (2)

This result determines the minimum area in the classical phase space that is required if a particle is to be e-sharp
collimated in both the Q and P attributes.

Entangled two-particle conditions

Let ¥(1,2) = %(¢R(1)¢L(2) + ¢r(1 ) r(2)) with orthogonal single particle wave functions, {¢r(j), or(j)}

which span 2-dimensional subspaces P(j)H(j), j = 1,2. The entangled pure state is po(1,2) = P\p(l’g) whose

reduced states are mixed states po(j) = 3P P(j) where the projection operator P(j) = (Pﬁ¢R(j) + PU¢L(j)) for

any isometry U on P(j)H(j).

The two particle condition Wy(1,2) = 1/(15\1,(172); €) reduces to the single particle conditions Wo ) =
v(po(4);05), 7 =1,2, for §; <e.

Ife< % then Wy(1,2) is an entangled condition as it contains no product states and there are no pure states
in Wy(j) = v(po(4); 0;). Therefore the measurement of any single particle attribute A(j) in the condition Wo(5)
cannot be measured as a standard real number.

Because v(pg(j),€) = %V(Pffqm(j); €)+1v(Py o, % ;)3 €), where the conditions V(PU¢K(j); e?, K =L,R, coptain
pure states and hence support the measurement of some attributes of the individual particle. Each attribute
A(j) has qr-number value, if € < 1,

a(Wo() % 5 (AP 5 €) 5 @By, 3)30)) 3)

which can be used in an experiment to separate the possible outcomes.
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Evidence that the spatial continuum of quantum phenomena is not
classical.

Bell’s experiments

(a) In the Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen-Bohm-Bell experiments for two spin one-half massive particles, the particles
are prepared so that the sums of their momenta and their spins are both zero. They are sent to two Stern-
Gerlach apparatuses, Bgr, By, alarge distance apart whose magnetic fields can be set independently in directions
U(R), @(L).

If quantum space is assumed to be classical and each particle is assumed to arrive at one of Br, By, then the
experiment contravenes Einstein locality because changing the direction of the magnetic field in one apparatus
affects the particle in the other.

The qr-numbers approach maintains Einstein locality in the quantum space of the entangled two particle
system because the single particles are always close to each other in their qr-number space and hence can always
interact. [13]

It gives the usual quantum mechanical results for the experiment except when the particles have different
masses because the detected mass is the average of the masses of the particles.

In a suitably prepared condition the qr-number trajectory for each particle goes both to By, and up along
4y, and to Br and down along #p to extent Wz' U WE, and each goes both to By and down along #y, and to
Bpg and up along @ to extent W; U W;{ . For example a particle with ontic condition V,, registers in a detector
in the upper sector of Bg only if V,, N W # 0.

The double slit experiment

The building up process is described deterministically in the qr-number model of quantum mechanics [14].

A quantum particle can simultaneously pass through two slits 77, I, that are separated in classical space
If NnI; =0 ifits location in gr-number space is an open set zg(Vy UV_) with zo(V4) C I and zo(V_) C I
so that Z is not € located in I} on Vy nor in I on V—.

The particle has a qr-number trajectory that passes through the double slits and arrives at a single classical
location on the detector screen. If the de Broglie relation p, = % between the momentum p, and a wave-
length A, is assumed then the qr-number path difference between the sub-paths is approximately Ay when the
qr-number trajectory ends in the vicinity of the first maxima of the interference pattern.

When sufficiently many particles have been prepared that the union of their ontological conditions covers
W (€), the qr-number probability that a particle, prepared in the epistemic condition W,,(¢), is detected in
the d*" slit is given by the qr-number 74(t2)(Wyn(€)) = ma(t2)(UaVa), the qr-number value of the projection
operator PZ(*2)(I;) in the condition W,, (¢). The standard formula for the interference pattern is obtained when
Win(€) = v(pm, €) With pm, = [t ) (| for P, = ﬁ(w+ +1p-).

A deterministic violation of Bell’s theorem

Consider the Bell-Bohm experiment as a measurement of the first kind of the two particle attribute C (Up,UR) =
01.141, ® 0.4k which is repeated for pairs of particles prepared in the epistemic condition Wy(e) = v(po; €).
The qr-number value of the attribute C(iy,g) for the n'™ pair in the condition V,(1,2) C Wy(e) is
c(ip, @r)o(Va(1,2)). Now C(ir,@r) is a symmetry with ||C(@y, @g)|| = 1. There exists a projection operator
E(iiy, iig) such that 2E (i, ig) = C(idL, @g) + 1(1,2).
With the "ergodic assumption", that N independent measurements on one system are equivalent to one
measurement on N independent systems, we can prove
Theorem 5. If the system is in the ontic condition
Vi(1,2) = v(pn; 0n), 6n < ¢, then,

|C(ﬁL7ﬁR)Q(Vn) - Tr(pnc(ﬁL;ﬁR))‘ <5n~ (4)

Proof. Let E(ﬁL, ir) be the projection operator ofACA’(ﬁL, @r). Then the proof of Theorem 5 in [10] can be used
with F(ur,ur) replacing the projection operator P;(1). O
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From the theory of independent errors the most probable value of a set of measurements is their arithmeti-
cal mean but Vn, |Trp,C(dr,ur) — TrpoC(iL,ur)| < € therefore the most probable value is approximately
TrpoC(tr,UR)-

— —

Corollary 2. When pg = 15\1,(1’2;31’52)1 then Trpoé'(ﬂL,ﬂ'R) = —dp - UR.

W(1, 251,50 = L(60(1) @ 0p(2) £ 6m(1) @
BL2) @ ([+0) ® =) + 1=00) © 1) )

where L and R label opposite directions along the z-awis and |£;) represents particle j’s spin up (down)

polarisation state along a direction b orthogonal to the z-axis. Therefore in this qr-number deterministic model,
Bell’s theorem is violated in accordance with experiment.

qr-number equations of motion for massive particles.

— —

For any open set U, the qr-number values (¢(U)(t),p(U)(t)) of the position and momentum of a massive
quantum particle satisfy classical equations of motion. Thus, if A(q(U)(t),p(U)(¢)) is the qr-number value of
the Hamiltonian,

dg’ (U)(1) _ OM@U)(®), PU)(®) (6)

it ory(U)(1)
Ah(U)1) _ Oh(@p(U) (1), Fp(U) (1) @
i o (U)(1)

where h(o(U) (1), o(U)(8) = X-2_, 5= (0, (U)(0)2 + V(G (U)(¢)).

The Hamiltonian equations of motion for go(W)(t) are compared with equations for ¢(t)g (W) obtained
by averaging Heisenberg operator equations over W. They give the same trajectory, go(W)(t) = ¢(t)o(W),
when V(g (U)(¢)) is linear: e.g. free and SHM motion. For suitably smooth forces, the evolutions are locally
indistinguishable - there exists a class of open subsets W (%, e) C £s(A) on which the averaged values of
Heisenberg’s operator equations closely approximate the qr-number Hamilton’s equations.

The class {W (&, ¢); ¥ € R3 ¢ > 0} do not cover £s(A), but for each W(Z,¢) there is an open ball
B(Z,0) C R3, the collection of which cover R3. An observer measuring a particle with apparatus set up in one of
these open balls could not determine locally whether the evolution of the particle was governed by Heisenberg’s
operator equations of motion averaged over W (Z, ¢) or by Hamilton’s qr-number equations of motion restricted
to W(Z,¢)

Summing up

The above provides a prima facie case for the hypothesis that the shift from classical to quantum theory entails
a change in the type of real numbers that physical variables can have as quantitative values.

The real numbers for a quantum system are Dedekind real numbers in a spatial topos built upon the
system’s state space whose open sets are the domains of definition of the numbers and are the completed states
(conditions) of the system. The logic is thereby intuitionistic. These changes maintain the experimentally
verified predictions of standard quantum theory.

Microscopic entities possess qualities with definite qr-number values even in the absence of a specific macro-
scopic experimental arrangement. The qr-number values exist to extents which may be limited by the experi-
mental arrangement or by interactions between the entities.

If the Dedekind real numbers hypothesis is correct then there should be a postulate of covariance under
change of topos in which the sheaf of Dedekind real number exists because maps between Rp(X) and Rp(Y)
are obtained using functors between the toposes Sho(X) and Shv(Y).
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This postulate would be along the lines that the general laws of physics should be expressible in equations
which hold for all systems of Dedekind real numbers. For example, the equations of motion for both quantum
and classical particles can be expressed in Dedekind real numbers in both the Lagrangian and Hamiltonian
formulations.
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Introduction

The two-slit experiment has been one of the most important experiments for the conceptual development of
quantum mechanics. Richard Feynman [16] called it "a phenomenon which is impossible ... to explain in any
classical way, and which has in it the heart of quantum mechanics. In reality, it contains the only mystery." It is
here that the idea of "wave mechanics" seems most apposite. On the other hand the Schrédinger equation is not
a classical hyperbolic wave equation and as Bell pointed out, just what is waving is not clear [18]. Moreover, in
place of extended wave, only a sequence of discrete, localised events are detected. In the results of the Bologna
(1974) [11] and Hitachi (1989) [15] double slit experiments the detection of a sequence of single electrons are
detected from which an interference pattern is extrapolated. This is apparent in the Hitachi pictures.
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Single-electron events build up over a 20 minute exposure to form an interference pattern in this double-slit
experiment by Akira Tonomura and co-workers. (a) 8 electrons; (b) 270 electrons; (c¢) 2000 electrons; (d) 60,000
electrons.

The mystery behind this phenomenon is resolved when the quantitative values of the attributes of the
electrons are taken to be not standard real numbers but Dedekind real numbers in a topos of sheaves [10] on
the electron’s quantum state space. Many of the conceptual mysteries of quantum mechanics come from trying
to fit microscopic phenomena into a conceptual framework in which standard real numbers are assumed to be
the quantitative values for the attributes of a quantum system. The argument for this is that the outcomes of
experiments always are rational numbers, but the standard rationals are dense in the electron’s Dedekind real
numbers and hence can be obtained as the measured values of its attributes to the precision required in the
experiment.

The quantum real number hypothesis:

The paradigm shift from classical to quantum theory can be seen as the change in the type of real numbers
that the physical attributes of a microscopic system take as their quantitative values. This not a change in
coordinates, nor a change of frame: it is a change in the underlying field of real numbers. The first step was
to replace the standard real numbers by matrices, see Heisenberg [20], but this didn’t distinguish between an
attribute and the numerical values it takes. The real numbers for a quantum system are Dedekind real numbers
in a spatial topos built upon the system’s state space whose open sets are the domains of definition of the
numbers they don’t have all the properties of the standard reals but they have sufficient to develop differential
calculus.

In this model standard quantum states exist but their central role in standard quantum mechanics is taken by
open subsets of state space, that are called conditions. Conditions are "complete states" in the sense that they
both generate the values of all attributes, as the real numbers are continuous functions whose domains are open
sets, and they determine the solutions of the equations of motion. For any quantum system S the conditions
are the open subsets of its quantum state space, Es(Hs). Conditions are the truth values of propositions in the
intrinsic logic of the sheaf Shv(Es(Hs)), the sub-object classifier [10] Q = O(Es(Hs)), where O(Es(Hs)) is the
set of open subsets of £s(Hs).

A quantum system S with:

(i) a Hilbert space Hg, carrying a unitary representation of a Lie group,

(ii) physical attributes represented by self-adjoint operators in an O*-algebra Mg and

(iii) a state space Es(Mg) of strongly positive, normalized linear functionals on Mg,

has qr-numbers that are sections of the sheaf of germs of continuous real-valued functions in the topos
Shv(Es(Mg)). They contain the standard real numbers as globally constant functions. In the condition W,
the attribute represented by the operator A has the locally linear qr-number value a(W) € Rp(Es(My)), where
a(p) = TrpA; Vpe W.

In general, for any non-empty open subset U of £s(M), any continuous function F' : R — R and any locally
linear function a(U) defined on U, F(a(U)) is a qr-number defined to extent U.

Measurement

The connection between the qr-number value of an attribute and the standard rational number obtained in an
experimental measurement depends on the fact that the latter is always obtained at a finite level of precision.
In fact, every experiment has a confidence level, 0 < (1 —¢€) < 1 as well as a measure of precision x > 0 [19],
when the confidence level is unity, when € = 0, the experimenter is has complete confidence in the experimental
results, including the measure of precision..

The correspondence between the qr-number value of a physical quantity and a standard rational number
obtained in the measurement is elucidated through the process of € sharp collimation [3] in a single slit. For a slit
with midpoint o and width 2k, it is achieved when the system’s condition W is such that both |a(W) — a| < &
and |a?(W) — a(W)?| < ex?. This gives a necessary (but not sufficient) criterion for its qr-number value to be
approximated by a with precision x at the confidence level 1 — e.

The Heisenberg inequality implies that when the position and conjugate momentum of a particle are simul-
taneously measured with precision x. and x, respectively and both with confidence (1 — €), then the product
Kokp > h/2e. [3].
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Slit 1
Source S .+
B
Slit 1
Screen 1 Screen 2

Yy =Xi Y=Y,
1 1

We will assume that the level of confidence for the whole double slit experiment has 0 < € < i, a restriction
that is needed for various theorems, but for most experiments, (1 — €) is very close to 1, so no generality is lost.

The double slit slit experiment

The set-up of the experiment

We use cartesian coordinates & = (z,y, z); the motion of the electrons is restricted to be in the y, z plane with
the screens 3; and ¥, each of thickness 2dy, lying along the lines y = y;,7 = 1,2 parallel to the z-axis.

The exit to S is an interval Ig lying along the z-axis given by Is = |z, — d23, 2;m + 03] for small dz3, and
the momenta of the emitted particles are limited to the intervals Jo = |p, — 0p2,py + Ip2[ in the y-direction
and J3 =] — dps, 0p3[ in the z-direction. The Heisenberg inequality for qr-numbers has both dpsdxs > 2% and
Op2dy > 2—’1 when both the position and momentum of an electron at S are assumed to be measurable with
confidence (1 — ).

On ¥ the barrier Iy has width 285, both slits I+ have width 26;. In the experiments 63 = 10" 3mm so that
the slits are much closer than they appear to be in the diagram, p, = 1.2 x 10°km /sec and tp — t; = 10~ 3sec.
The electrons exiting from S whose momentum in the z-direction is less than dp3 pass through a slit. z,, is the
z-coordinate of the centre of the exit to the source S and the midpoint of the barrier Iy, z4+ = 2, £ (01 + J2)
are those of the midpoints of ..

Questions

The standard dilemma can be summarised as follows: for an electron emitted from S that is observed to arrive
on the screen Yo there are two alternatives, either the electron passed through I, or it passed through 7_, so
how can an interference pattern be built up after sufficiently many electrons have been observed on Y57

This can be subdivided into three questions.

A. Why can particles that have been prepared in a like manner be detected at different spots on %57

B. How does the interference pattern emerge as the accumulated effect of many single particle events?

C. How can a single particle pass through both slits and subsequently interfere with itself?

Answers

The first point is that in the standard description all measurements are assumed to be infinitely precise: the
positions of the electrons are assumed to be given by standard real numbers and their measurement yields a
precise real number. In the qr-number description the positions of an electron are given by precise qr-numbers
but their measurement yields a standard real number that has only a finite level of precision.
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A .Because "like manner" is with reference to the parameters of the experiment. These parameters empirically
determine a condition Wg(e) for the ensemble of prepared electrons; individual electrons can have different
conditions V, C Wg(e), all of which satisfy the experimental restrictions but because they differ from each
other follow different trajectories. We will call Wg(¢) the epistemic condition of the ensemble and the open sets
Va C Wg(e) are called the ontic conditions of particular electrons.

B. Because the probability function for the ensemble of particles is obtained by collating all the outcomes for
all the individual particles. Since the epistemic condition is determined for the ensemble of electrons in which
each electron has an ontic condition V,, C Wg(e), we can adopt an ignorance interpretation for the statistics
because attributes having different qr-number values on different V,, have different trajectories in the qr-number
space that produce different outcomes on being measured.

C.Because locality in gr-number space is different from locality in classical space. gr-number location has
two levels:

(i) If aly < 2(V) < bly, then the z-coordinate of the electron is weakly located in an interval J =]a, b[ when
the electron has the condition V.

(ii) The z-coordinate of the electron is e strongly located in the interval J when the electron has the condition
Vv if

(1I=oly <m(N)(V) <1y (1)

7, (J)(V) is the gr-number value at V of the spectral projection operator, EZ(J), of the operator Z on the
interval J.

If an electron in the condition V' is not e strongly located in the interval J then it cannot be € sharp collimated
in J and hence cannot be detected in J with confidence level (1 —¢€) and measure of precision |J|/2. This means
that an electron can be weakly located in an interval without being capable of being observed.

Furthermore an electron’s z-coordinate can have the qr-number value z(V) where V = V;UVs with ViNV, = 0)
and the ranges, ranz(V1) C Iy and ranz(Va) C I_, lie in disjoint regions I of classical space. Therefore an
electron could be weakly located in both slits I+ but not € strongly located in either of them and hence unable
to be detected in either slit. We say that an electron that is € strongly collimated in a slit / and has momentum
to carry it through the slit will € strongly passed through I.

Consequently for the qr-number description there are three alternatives for an electron emitted from S that
is observed to arrive on the screen X,: it could have e strongly passed through I, or e strongly passed through
I_, or € strongly passed through Iy U I_ but not separately through either I, or I_.

Through the slits

For an electron to pass through the slits and be detectable at the confidence level (1—¢), it must have a condition
V' an open subset of the epistemic condition Wr(€) such that

T (I )(V) + 7 (1) (V) > (1 = e)lv (2)

Therefore there are three possibilities: (a) 7,(I_)(V) < (1—¢€)|v, (b) m.(I+(V) < (1—¢€)|v, (c) both 7, (I;)(V) <
(1 —¢€)|y and 7,(I-)(V) < (1 — €)]y. This means that in an experiment with a confidence level (1 — €), the
epistemic condition, Wy (e), of the ensemble of detectable electrons that pass through the slits is composed of
three disjoint disjoint regions Wr(e) = U,_ . ,,, Wr(e).

If V., € Wrp(e) then x3(Vy), x2(Vy) and pa(Vy) are e strongly located and yield measured values with
confidence (1 — €). p3(Vy) is only weakly located.
Theorem 1. If e < i, and a particle has ontic condition V,,, then ;
if Voo C W, (e€) then it can be observed to be e strongly located in I but not in I_,
if Voo CTW_(e) then it can be observed to be € strongly located in I_ but not in I, and
if Voo € Wi(e) then it can be observed to be e strongly located in I, U I_ but not in either I, or I_ separately.

It is possible that an electron could have a condition V,, = J,_,, 4 Vi with V{ =V, N W(e).
The method of observing the e strong location in either I, or I_ uses a detector behind the slit, but an
interference pattern is the evidence for e strong location in I, U I_ but not separately in either I, or I_.
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Trajectories in qr-number space

An electron with condition V,, leaves 31 at ¢t; and moves freely to arrive at X5 at to. It arrives at the location,

F(Va)(12) = 2Va) () + 20 ()2 v ) = a0 1) 3)

For the ensemble of electrons observed at Xo, xo(Wr(e))(tx) = yx, k = 1,2, po(Wr(e)) = py and to — ¢ =~

(y2—y1)
p1

m when the separation between the screens is much greater than the spread of the electrons on Y.

The trajectories through I, U .

If V, € Wy(e), x3(V,)(t1) is not e strongly located in either of I, or I_ but is e strongly located in I, U I_.
However since the distance between the slits is much less than the width of the slits, §o < 01, there are two
disjoint open subsets V. C V,, such that z3(V;})(¢1) is weakly located in I, and 23(V,)(¢1) is weakly located
in I_.

The trajectory of an electron through Iy U I_ has two parts, s+ (V,),

o (s(V5h)): goes from (w2(Vy"),23(V5h)) to (22(t2)(Vy"), z3(te) (VL)) with momentum (p2(V5F), ps(Vih)),
e (s(V;)): goes from (x2(Vy ), x23(Vy)) to (xa(ta)(Vy ), x3(t2)(V, ) with momentum (p2(V,, ), ps(V,,)).

The paths are observed to arrive together in the neighbourhood I of z; on X, with |I;| = 264, when, if
Uaq C W (e) is the largest open subset such that |z3(t2)(Ug) — 241(Ua)| < 04, while 22 (t2)(Ug) = y2, both V.F are
contained in Uy. To within the experimental precision an observer would register z3(t2) (Vi) = x3(t2) (Vi)
and deduce that

3;‘3(‘/;_) - $3(Va_) = (p3(Va_) _p?’(vfj))(brn;tl) ~

(a(Vi) — (v ) L, @

This means that the paths can’t meet on Y5 unless the ratio of the separation between their initial z coordinates
and the difference in their velocities in the z direction is equal to the time taken for the electron to go from ¥;
to 22.

If equation (4) is satisfied for V,,, then given any three of the initial qr-numbers
(xs(V ), w3(Vih), p3s(Vyy ), p3(Vy")) the fourth is determined.

As z3(VF) are weakly in Iy, 22(VE) ~ y; and p, > p3(V.F), the difference between the lengths of the
paths, AL(Va) = L(s: (Va)) — L(s_(Va)) is

(23(Vah) — 23(Vy)) 3(Vah) +p3(Viy))
2py '

AL(Va) & ()

when they meet on 3.
As the distance between the screens is much larger than the distance between the the slits, (y3 — y2) > 2o,
if 9(V.F) are the angles between the y axis and the straight line paths s(V.F) then % ~ 0V —
T3 (Va)—z5 (Va
0V )l

Because the spread of the particles on Y5 is small compared with the separation between the screens the
shift of the 2z coordinate of the meeting point from the centre point of 5 is approximately

(yg — y1)|9(va+) _ H(Voj)| _ (pB(Va+) +p322;a))(y2 - yl)' (6)

In particular, when (p3(V,;") 4+ p3(V,,)) = 0 the two parts of the trajectory meet at the midpoint of Y.
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Wave aspects of the ensemble of electrons

The interference pattern can only be discerned when sufficiently many electrons have been observed on X,.
Therefore it through physical quantities that pertain to the ensemble labelled by open subsets of W, (€) that
the quantitative properties of the interference arise. For example the standard real number p, is the measured
momentum in the x5 direction of all the electrons in the ensemble that are observed on ¥5. This means that
p2 (Wi, (€)) must be e sharply collimated in an in an interval centred on p, > 0 and must be positive for the
electrons to travel from X to Xs.

The de Broglie relation, A\, = p’—L, between the momentum, p,, and a length, A, exists for all the electrons
Y
in this ensemble. Then the maxima occur in the pattern where AL(V,) is an integer multiple of \,, when

S s(Va) = s (Vi Dl(ps(Vid) + pa(Vi )] = . (7)

These occur on Yo at locations whose z coordinates are approximately

nAy(yQ - yl)
(24 —2-)

(w3(Va) +23(Va ) | nh(ys — y1)

2 @) —m(Va py "

: (8)

Experimentally, the spacing between maxima

is approximately (%)_

Detection of particles on >

The d*" detector: centred at z4, aperture Iy with |I] = 234, registers particles whose x3-coordinate is weakly
located in I, but whose xs-coordinate is e strongly located in an interval I, =]ys — 0y, y2 + dy[ while its po-
component of momentum is e sharp collimated in an interval I, =]p, — 6p, p, + 0p[. Therefore by the qr-number
version of Heisenberg’s inequality dy > % which implies that if € < % and if dp > py, to ensure that electrons
move from ¥; to X9, the de Broglie wavelength A, equals the minimum possible half-width of the interval I,,.

If Uy is the largest open set such that x3(t2)(Uyg) is weakly located in I4 then x3(t1)(Uqg) is weakly located in
an interval I, on % that is centred on zg with half width d; + 21 6p,. If both I C I, then both VE C Uy
and both parts of the trajectory can end in I, if their momenta p3(V,F) satisfy equation (4).

It is only when the two parts of trajectories that passed through the two slits meet in Iy on ¥y that an
electron can be weakly located in I; and observed, of course if an electron only passed through one of the slits
and arrives in I; it can be observed there.

The interference formula

The qr-number probability that the o' electron, with condition V,,, is detected by the d‘" detector is
7= (1a) (t2) (Vo).

The probability that an electron from the ensemble of electrons prepared in the empirically determined
condition W, (¢) is observed at the d'* detector is 7, (I4)(t2)(Wy(€)).

If the union of all conditions V, covers W,,(¢), then on collating the 74(t2)(V,) the probability that an
electron is detected at the d'® detector is my(ta)(Win(€)) = Uam.(14)(t2)(Va). This is assumed to be the case
when a large ensemble is used.

The standard quantum formula: there is only one v, in p+7-l and only one ¥_ in P_7H so that there is only
one vector 1, = ﬁ(z/u +1_) in P, H. Then we may take W, (€) = v(pm, €) wWith pm = [¥m) (¥m].

Each p € W,,(e) satisfies Tr|p — pm| < €. Therefore |mq(tz)(Wim(€)) — Tr(pmPa(tz))] < € so that the
gt-number probability of detecting an electron in I is well approximated by

Trpm Py = %[<T/)+,Pd¢+> + (Yo, Pap) + (g, Pao_) + (Y-, Pap)]. (9)

which is the standard interference formula for the two slit experiment.
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Discussion

This is a part of a project, [1]- [8], to make quantum theory complete in the sense of Einstein [9] (1921), “A
complete system of theoretical physics is made up of concepts, fundamental laws which are supposed to be
valid for those concepts and conclusions to be reached by logical deduction. It is these conclusions which must
correspond with our separate experiences;.Some of the separate experiences of quantum-physics, mainly those
associated with measurements, cannot be deduced from the laws of the standard theory. Here we discuss one
such experience: the Bologna (1974) [11] and Hitachi (1989) [15] double slit experiments show single electrons
building up an interference pattern. This process cannot be described using the concepts and laws of standard
quantum mechanics. Richard Feynman [16] called it "a phenomenon which is impossible ... to explain in any
classical way, and which has in it the heart of quantum mechanics. In reality, it contains the only mystery [of
quantum mechanics]."

The interference pattern is built up because more particles whose ontic conditions are subsets of W,,,(¢) have
qr-number trajectories that are detected on X5 near points of "constructive interference" than are detected near
points of "destructive interference" and my conjecture is that these are determined by the conserved angular
momentum about the x axis, but I haven’t been able to prove it.

This model of the experiment does not support the conjectures of C. Brukner and A. Zeilinger [17] concerning
the influence of an observer on the reality of the experiment. They claimed that "The observer can decide
whether or not to put detectors into the interfering path. That way, by deciding whether or not to determine
the path through the two-slit experiment, he can decide which property can become reality. If he chooses not
to put the detectors there, then the interference pattern will become reality; if he does put the detectors there,
then the beam path will become reality. Yet, most importantly, the observer has no influence on the specific
element of the world which becomes reality. Specifically, if he chooses to determine the path, he has no influence
whatsoever which of the two paths, the left one or the right one, Nature will tell him is the one where the particle
is found. Likewise, if he chooses to observe the interference pattern he has no influence whatsoever where in
the observation plane he will observe a specific particle. Both outcomes are completely random."

Of course the observer, by deciding how to set up the apparatus will determine the type of outcome, but the
qr-number model reveals that the reality is there independent of whether the observer decides to put a detector
immediately behind one of the slits or not. If an electron’s condition is a subset of W, (e) then it can’t be
detected at one slit, if it is a subset of W, (¢) or W_(e) then it will be detectable at the corresponding slit. After
the preparation of the electrons at the source S, the observer has no influence on the condition of a particle,
which is a randomly chosen open subset of the epistemic condition W (e). The observer does not decide which
property can become reality, all he/she can do is to decide what part of reality to look for.

Appendices

Mathematical assumptions
Quantum real numbers

The quantum real numbers, Rp(Es(Mg)), for S have the following properties [14]:

1. The integers Z(Es(Mg)) and the rationals Q(Es(Mg)) are sheaves of locally constant functions
55(./\/13) — Z or Q

2. They have orders < and < compatible with those on Q(Es(Mg)), but the order < is not total because
trichotomy; = >0V a =0V x < 0, is not satisfied. The inequality < is not equivalent to the disjunction of <
and =.

3. They are a residue field; closed under the commutative, associative, distributive binary operations + and
x, have 0 # 1 and if a number b is not invertible then b = 0. If a = a(V) and b = b(W) with V, W € O(Es(Mg)),
then: a = b to an extent given by an open subset of W N V. If ¢ and b are locally linear qr-numbers defined by
operators A and B and they are equal on a non-empty open set then the defining operators are equal A= B,
but the range of a(W) being equal to the range of a(V') does not imply that W = V.

4.The sum of ¢ = a(V) and b = b(W) is defined pointwise: a + b = ¢ where ¢ is the continuous function
defined on W UV which is equal toa+bon WNV,toaon W\ (WNV)and tobon V\ (WNV). Similarly,
their product a - b is defined on W NV by a-b(x) = a(x)b(z);Ve e WNV.
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5. They have a distance function |- | defining a metric. It is a complete metric space with Q(Es(Mg)) dense
in it. A number b is apart from 0 iff |b] > 0. It is an apartness field, i.e., Vb € Rp(Es(Msg)), [b] > 0 iff b is
invertible.

6. They are not Dedekind complete, as least upper bounds need not exist and they are not Archimedean,
because there are infinitesimal qt-numbers. For example, the expectation value a(pg) = Trpofl for a given state
and a given operator is an infinitesimal gr-number because there is no open set V' # ) such that a(pg)|y >
0V a(po)lv <0.

Quantum space

The spatial continuum in which quantum phenomena take place is not assumed to be classical, The quantum
space for a quantum particle S is Rp(Es(Mg))3, a vector space over the globally constant classical real numbers.
Cartesian coordinate axes parametrized by A??(Es(Ms)) for a = x,y, z, generated by the position operators
X,V and Z. [4]

The quantum "points" are triplets Zo(W) = (zo(W),yo(W),2q(W)) for W € O(Es(Msg)). They are
not classical points, but are open sets. [10] The qr-number distance between A = Zo(W) and B = Zg(V) is
do(A, B)(U) =
(|zqW NU) —2q(VAU)? +lyg(WNU) —yo(VNU)]? + |20(WNU) — 2o(V NU)|?)!/? for any open set U.
IfW NV =0then d(A,B)(U) > 0,YU € O(VUW), if WNV # Q then d(A, B)(U) =0, YU € O(V NW).

The dg defines a pseudo-metric which is a metric for quantum points that are apart. [14] Apartness is
stronger than not equal to, as Zg(W) # Zo(V) iff W # V., but Zo(W) is apart from Zo(V) it WNV =0. In
the quantum continuum not all pairs of different quantum points are apart.

Physical properties
Dynamics

The evolution of two quantum particles S and M with non-zero mass can be described: either

(1) by Hamiltonian equations motion for the qr-number values of the canonical position and momentum at-
tributes of the systems. The qr-number Hamiltonian is a function of #X (W (S, M)), %K (W (S, M)), K = S, M,
or

(2) by changes in the condition of the joint system controlled by Ut, the Schrédinger evolution of its states, or
(3) by changes in the operators of the joint systems using Heisenberg’s equations,

(2) and (3) are globally equivalent and give the same outcomes as (1) when canonical position and momentum
attributes are available and the forces are linear. The linear forces include the free motion, the harmonic os-
cillator and the Coulomb (via Bohlin’s theorem) and the von Neumann impulsive interactions, as well as the
controlled shifts of Zurek . If the forces are not linear but are smooth functions of the variables 7 (W (S, M))
then (2) and (3) have equations that closely approximate those of (1) on a collection of open sets that don’t
cover Es(Ag,pr) but are sufficient for the collection of quantum points {Z(Wy(K))}; K = S, M, to cover the
classical space R? [2].
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Introduction

In classical physics and statistics, probability for a number of individually rare events is universally given by
the Poisson distribution (see, for instance, [1]). For example, consider a test tube divided in two parts by a
penetrable membrane. Let p(t) be the probability for an atom of ideal gas cross to cross the membrane from
either side during a time ¢. Then place a large number of non-interacting classical atoms, N >> 1, in, say, the
left half, and reduce the individual transition probability, p(¢) = w(t)/N, keeping w finite. At any finite time,
here will be atoms which have crossed the membrane from left to right, but practically no atoms recrossing from
right to left. Since the probability to cross the membrane is extremely small, and the number of atoms in the
right half is finite, the recrossing process is highly improbable. Should one prepare many such test tubes, the
number of particles which have escaped to the right by a time ¢ will be distributed according to the Poisson law,
also known as the the Law of Rare Events (LRE). One might ask whether this is also always true in quantum
mechanics? The question was studied in [2].

Let us replace the divided test tube by a double well potential in one dimension. While the barrier dividing
the two wells is impenetrable, there are two similar energy levels, one on the right and one on the left (see the
sketch in Fig.1). Such a structure can be created using modern laser techniques (see, for example, [3]). Now we
can populate the level on the left with a large number of non- or weakly-interacting atoms, N, and lower the
barrier so as to allow the atoms to escape into the right well by tunnelling. There are two main differences from
our classical example. Firstly, quantum mechanics operates with probability amplitudes, rather than directly
with the probabilities. Secondly, all atoms in the same internal state are identical bosons (we cannot of course
put several fermions on the same level, so bosons they are). If N is large, and tunnelling is improbable, will the
numbers of escaped atoms differ significantly from those predicted by the classical LRE?

Single-particle transition amplitudes and probabilities

We start by constructing transition amplitudes for a single atom which can occupy one of the two levels in an
asymmetric double well potential. It is convenient to write the Hamiltonian in terms of the Pauli’s matrices,

H =e€0, + 80, + Noy, (1)

where the spin states |1) and |2), aligned up and down the z-axis, correspond to an atom occupying the right
and the left well, respectively. The constants €, { and 7 are at our disposal. For the evolution operator
U(t) = exp(—iHt) we have

U(t) = I cos(wt) — iw™[ea, + Ea, + noy| sin(wt), (2)
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Confining potential (arbitrary units)

X (arbitrary units)

Figure 1: Double-well trap containing N atoms. The central barrier is lowered to allow tunnelling between the
states |1) and |2). [2]

where we have defined w = /€2 + &2 + 2. Its matrix elements, U; ;(t), are the complex valued probability
amplitudes for a single atom, initially in the state |j), to end up in the state |i) after a time t. We can write
them as (a star indicates complex conjugate)

U1 = /1 —pexp(ia) =Us, (3)
Uiz = \/ﬁexp(iﬁ) =-Us

where, with our choice of the basis, p(t) = (£2 4 n?)sin®(wt)/w? is the one-particle transition probability,
a(t) = —arctanfe tan(wt) /w] and 8 = —x/2. Our experiment is as follows: given a total of N atoms, we put
m of them in the right well, lower the barrier to allow tunnelling, and ask what is the chance of finding m’
particles on the right after a time ¢. In other words, we wish to evaluate the transition probabilities pY,, (t) for
starting with m particles in the state |1) and ending, after a time ¢, with m’ particles in the same state.

The classical N-coin problem. Paths and pathways

Before considering identical bosons, it is worth looking at what would have happened had all the atoms been
distinguishable. The problem is equivalent to a classical N-coin one: given that each coin changes its state with
a probability p, and m coins initially heads up, what is the probability to have m’ heads up after each coin has
been tossed once? There is more than one way to reach the desired configuration. For m’ = m + 1 we can flip
just one coin from tails to heads. Or we can flip one coin from heads to tails, and then two tails left to heads,
and so on. In general, the same result can be achieved by moving v coins from tails to heads, and p coins
from heads to tails, provided v — u = m’ — m. The total probability of each such process, p*+#(1 — p)N—r=V
depends only on v and p. But then we can choose the p particular coins to be flipped from heads to tails in
C);' different ways, where Clk = % is the binomial coefficient. Similarly, there are CY =™ ways to choose
the coins to be flipped the other way. Quantum mechanics often uses words lake 'paths’ and ’pathways’, and we
will call a path a particular way to rearrange the coins, and a pathway the union of paths in which p and v coins
change their states, as was discussed above. The probability for a pathway defined by the values (u,v) is then
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0

Figure 2: A diagram showing the region of summation in Eqgs. (4) and (9) (filled dots). Each dot contributes
cmoN=mpr (1 —p)N=r=¥ for distinguishable particles, and C/TC'iV’m(fl)NUf;“UﬁL—“UQJg_“_“ for identical
bosons. [2]

Cmel=mp (1 — p)N=r=¥. The full transition probability pl,,, (¢) is given by the sum over all pathways,

m N-—m
P%'Hm = Z Z CZLCt{V_mpVJrM(l - p)N_M_V(Spr,,m’fm (4)
p=0 v=0

where the Kroneker delta, ,,,, ensures the correct final number of heads up. The above is illustrated in the
diagram in Fig.2, where each dot corresponds to a pathway (u,r), and the summation in Eq.(4) is over dots
lying along the line v = p + m’ — m. Depending on N, m and m/, the sum in Eq.(4) may contain a different
number of terms, corresponding to various pathways connecting the initial and final states labelled by m and
m/, respectively.

For our distinguishable atoms any two N-particle states which differ in the position of at least one atom are
orthogonal. Thus, all paths lead to distinguishable outcomes and are exclusive alternatives in the language
of [4]. Summing the probabilities over the paths we see that pY, (t) is given by Eq. (4), with the one-particle
probability p defined in Eqs.(3)

The classical law of rare events

In the rare events (RE) limit we let the total number of particles in the left well, N —m, increase, while reducing
proportionally the likelihood for each atom to tunnel

N — o0, p— w/N. (5)
It is sufficient to retain only the leading p = 0 terms in the sum (4) which are the only non vanishing contribu-

tions. These are represented by the dots in the lowest row of diagram in Fig.2 in (4) and carry the probability
weights CY=™p¥ (1 — p)N~=#. Using the relation limy_,CN = N™/m! for the binomial coefficient, yields the
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Probability

m 0

Figure 3: Poissonian probability p¥, —m for distinguishable particles, as given by Eq.(4), for N = 105 and
w = 3. The white line marks m = m’. |2]

Poisson distribution,

(6)

N—o00

wlexp(—w)/q¢! g=m'—m >0
0 q <0,

shown in Fig.3.

This is what one would expect. Consider for example a symmetric trap with e = 0. Reducing the transition
probability in (5) we also make the Rabi period 27/w after which the system must return to its initial state,
extremely large. Now, for all ¢ << 27/w, escape of atoms into the right trap can be considered practically
irreversible, with the number of particles arriving there, ¢, independent of the number of particles, m, already
there. Low probability of each individual event, and much lower population in the right well make re-crossings
from right to left statistically insignificant (see Fig.3). In particular, after detecting m particles in the right
well, one never finds it empty again, as the probability pj. ,, (the left upper corner in the diagram in Fig. 2),
vanishes as (w/N)™ exp(—w). One might expect a similar argument to apply if the non-identical particles are
replaced with non-interacting bosons. Next we will show that this is not the case.

Identical bosons and a quantum N-coin problem

For identical particles, there is no way to distinguish the states in which, say, the first or the second boson has
escaped into the right well. It is not that one does not know which of the two processes has occurred. One
cannot know, as the the two scenarios now lead to the same final state, and are interfering alternatives in the
language of [4]. In quantum mechanics two interfering paths cannot be distinguished. Such paths should be
considered a single route, and their amplitudes, rather than the probabilities, must be added.

Thus, for identical bosons we have a quantum version of the N-coin problem: after a toss each coin changes its
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state from |i) to |j), ¢,j = 1,2 with the probability amplitude Uj;, and we must sum amplitudes rather than
probabilities over all pathways leading to the same final outcome. The state of the system with any m coins
displaying heads is given by a symmetrised wave function

N
m.N) = (€723 L), i =1.2 ™

where |i>j, i = 1,2 indicated the state if the j-th particle, and the sum is over CY different ways to ascribe to
m of the N indices ¢; the value of 2, and to the remaining NV — m ones the value of 1. After all coins are tossed
once each individual term in the sum of Eq.(1) contributes to the amplitude to have m’ heads up a quantity

f(m' = m,N) = (Cy)~2(Cp) ™12

m N—m
XY D OOy T UBUL U Uy ™™ Sy (8)
pn=0 v=0
with the region of summation shown in Fig.2. Since Eq.(1) contains C such terms, the probability PY,,  to

have m’ heads up after the toss is (we are using a capital P to distinguish it from the classical probability (4))

Py = (O f(m < m,N)[*>, m,m' =0,1,...N.

m’<—m

It turns out that PY,, ~ can be expressed in terms of the Jacobi polynomials pLs )(x) [7]-19]

N _ m'(N_m)' m’ —m N—m'+m
PRy T = (2p — 1), 9)
As in the case of distinguishable particles, PY,,  depends only on the one-particle transition probability p, and

not of the phases o and /8 of the matrix elements of of U;; in Eq.(3). It is shaped by the interference between
the pathways shown in Fig.2. Interesting effects are possible due to the minus sign in the second of Egs.(3), as
the amplitudes for moving different number of particles from right to left may have different signs.

We note also that in the special case of tunnelling into an initially empty well, m = 0, there is only one pathway
corresponding to moving exactly m particles from left to right. In the absence of interference. transition
probabilities for distinguishable particles and identical bosons coincide,

PN o=pNco=CNp™ (1 —p)N 7, (10)

as was pointed out earlier in the Refs. [5] and [6].

The quantum law of rare events

More interesting, however, are the transitions affected by the interference effects which, as we will demonstrate,
persist even in the RE limit (5). Since the sum in Eq.(2) contains \/p which decreases with N slower that p,
(and the same statistical weights CL”C,fV ™), we cannot limit ourselves to just the p = 0 terms as N — oo and
p — 0. With several terms retained in the sum (2), the interference is still possible, and as we will show next,
the result is very different for the classical LRE (6)

Thus, after taking the limit (5), we have (¢ =m' —m)

. N q Y Vim/tml(—w)” 2
i P = wtont-w) 30 IRCLP

N—o00

; (11)

ji=maz[0,~q]

shown in Fig.4. Equation (11), which is our central result!, replaces the classical Poisson law (6) for non-
interacting identical bosons. Some of its properties are counterintuitive.

IEquation (11) can be simplified further by exploring the asymptotic behaviour of Jacobi polynomials in the limit (5) e.g.,
by the methods of Ref. [9], but we will not pursue it further.
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m

N m for identical bosons, as given by Eq.(9), for N = 10°
and w = 3. The section of the surface indicate by arrow corresponds to P, also shown in Fig.4. [2]

Figure 4: (Color online) Non-poissonian probability P,

Unlike the Poisson distribution (6), P, ~Eq.(11) is highly structured, as a results of the interference between
the pathways shown in Fig.2.

There is a much broader spread in the final number of escaped atoms for a given m.

Finally, it allows for a total or partial recapture of the few particles initially held in the right well into the
left densely populated well, contrary to the simple argument based on improbability of such an event. The
probability PZ . which corresponds to the left face of the surface in Fig.4, is seen to peak at m ~ w. In
general, the probability for all m bosons to cross into the left well, P{} ., contains only one term in the sum
(11) [the left upper corner, (x = m,v = 0), in the diagram in Fig. 2]. After taking the limit (5) we find that

Péim = w™ exp(—w)/m!, (12)

is a Poisson distribution shown in Fig.5. (Here we stop briefly to admire the resilience of the Poisson’s law
which, after being dismissed from Eq.(11), immediately reappears in Eq.(12) in its new role.) The complete
recapture process exhibits certain preference for the number of atoms to be readmitted into the left well, and
is most likely for m =~ w, i.e., for m equal to the mean number of distinguishable particles which would cross
into the right well under the same conditions.

To obtain the probability of a partial recapture process, such that 1, 2, ...(m — 1) atoms remain in the right well
at the time of observation, we must cut the surface in Fig.4 along the line m’ = 1,2,3.... These probabilities
are structured, as shown in Fig.6. For m > 1 and m’ = 1, there are two interfering scenarios leading to just one
particle being left in the right well [points (u =m —1,v = 0) and (x = m,v = 1) in Fig.2 |. The corresponding
probability P{Y , is bimodal as shown in Fig. 6 by a dashed line.

The no-change probability to retain the same number of atoms in the right well, P, builds up from m + 1
interfering terms and also shows an oscillatory pattern shown in Fig.6 (long dashed).
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Figure 5: The probability P ,, in Eq.(9) that all m particles initially in the right well, m << N, N >> 1,
would cross to the left, leaving the right well empty. The solid lines are the corresponding Poisson distributions
(12). 2
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Figure 6: The probabilities P} ,, to end up with just one atom in the right well (circles, long dashed), and

PN, . to leave the population of the right well unchanged (triangles, dashed), as functions of m. [2]
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Conclusion and discussion

For a brief summary, consider two states available to N particles. There are many ways (scenarios) to rearrange
the particles changing their number form m to m’ in, say, the first state. In quantum mechanics, all such
scenarios are exclusive if the particles are distinguishable. If N is large, and each particle is unlikely to change
its state, one sums the probabilities to obtain the classical Poisson law of rare events (6).
If the particles are bosons, the scenarios interfere. Summing the amplitudes, rather than probabilities, one
obtains the quantum law of rare events (11), which differs significantly from its classical counterpart (6). For
example, instead of always escaping from the densely populated state, the bosons may return to it.
Seen differently, even non-interacting bosons are not entirely independent and must exhibit some collective
behaviour owing to the symmetry of the bosonic wave function. The symmetry is responsible, for example, for
the ’bunching’ effects in statistical properties of bosonic systems [10]- [14]. This collectivism makes possible the
return of a few escapees to the state where most of their comrades are held. In is interesting to note, however,
that this effect persist even in the limit when the escapes are infrequent and improbable, that is, in the limit of
rare events.

We acknowledge support of the Basque Government (Grant No. IT-472-10), and the Ministry of Science
and Innovation of Spain (Grant No. FIS2009-12773-C02-01).
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Introduction. Wave—particle dualism and solitons

As a first motivation for introducing stochastic representation of the wave function let us consider the de Broglie
plane wave

w — Ae—ikx _ Ae—iwt+i(kr) (1)
for a free particle with the energy w, momentum k, and mass m, when the relativistic relation
k2:w27k2:m2 (2)

holds (in natural units i = ¢ = 1).

Suppose, following L. de Broglie [1] and A. Einstein [2], that the structure of the particle is described by a
regular bounded function u(t,r), which is supposed to satisfy some nonlinear equation with the Klein-Gordon
linear part. Let £ = 1/m be the characteristic size of the soliton solution wu(t,r) moving with the velocity
v =k/w.

Now it is worth-while to underline the remarkable fact behind this research [3], namely, the possibility to
represent the de Broglie wave (1) as the sum of solitons located at nodes of a cubic lattice with the spacing
a > E():

Ae~ ke — Z u(t,r +d), (3)
d

where d marks the positions of lattice nodes. To show the validity of (3) one can take into account the asymptotic
behavior of the soliton solution in its tail region:

u(z) = / Atk e g ()5 (k2 — m2) (@)

and then use the well-known formula
i(kd) 27\

D e = (=) oK), (5)

d
implying that

o (Y s

a 2m

The formula (3) gives a simple illustration of the wave-particle dualism, showing that the de Broglie wave
characterizes the assemblage of particles-solitons.
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D. Bohm’s principle of nonlinear resonance and its gravitational mech-
anism

As a point of departure we consider the following problem posed by D. Bohm. Many years ago he discussed in
his book [4] the possible relation between the wave-particle dualism in quantum mechanics and nonlinearity of
fundamental equations in future theory of elementary particles. To represent the line of D. Bohm’s thought, let
us consider in Minkowsky space-time a simple scalar field model given by the Lagrangian density

L=0;¢"0;01" — (mc/h)? "¢+ F (¢*¢) . (6)

Here ¢ designates complex scalar field, i, j = 0, 1, 2, 3; ¥/ = diag(1, —1, —1, —1), and the nonlinear function
F(s) behaves at s — 0 as s™, n>>1, to guarantee the existence of particle-like solutions to the corresponding field
equations, that is describing localized regular configurations possessing finite energy. In particular, the choice
F(s) = gs3/2, g>0, in (6) corresponds to the well-known Synge model [5|, which is popular in nuclear physics
and admits stationary radial solutions of the form

¢o = u(r)exp(—iwt), r=]r| . (7

The radial function u(r) in (7) is regular and exponentially decreases at space infinity, thus implying the
finiteness of the energy

E= /dngg(gzbo), (8)

where Tj stands for the energy-momentum tensor of the field model in question. Moreover, it can be shown
that the unnodal configuration, for which u(r) >0, turns out to be stable in the Liapunov’s sense, if the charge
of the configuration is fixed [6]. This fact implies the existence of slightly perturbed soliton solutions similar to

(7):
6= go+£(t,1). ©

It should be stressed that the perturbation £ in (9) appears to be small with respect to ¢g in the region of
soliton’s localization only, though in the “tail" region of the soliton (i.e. far from its center) the function ¢ is
small, so one can put ¢ = ¢.

D. Bohm posed the following question: Does there exist any nonlinear field model, for which the asymptotic
behavior of the perturbed soliton solution, at large distances from the soliton’s center, would represent the
oscillations with the characteristic frequency w = E/i? In other words, for the model in question the principal
Fourier amplitude of the field ¢ ~ £ at large distances r — oo should correspond to the frequency w related to
the soliton’s energy (8) via the Planck—de Broglie formula

E = hw. (10)

This property will be called the Bohm’s principle of nonlinear resonance.
As one can see from (6), the field equation at space infinity, where ¢ — 0, reduces to the linear Klein—Gordon
equation

(D - (mc/h)z) ¢ = 0. (11)

Therefore, the relation (10) can be satisfied for the solitons with the single energy E = mc?, determined by the
fixed mass m represented in (6). Thus, we conclude that the universality of the Planck—de Broglie relation (10)
appears to be broken for the model (6), that forces us to modify the latter one. Taking into account that the
frequency in (10) is determined by the mass of the localized system, it seems natural to use in the new modified
model the proper gravitational field of the particle-soliton, in view of the fact that its asymptotic behavior at
space infinity is also determined by the mass of the system. Finally, it is suggested to search for the answer to
the Bohm’s question in the self-consistent gravitational theory [7, 10].
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The new model will be described by the Lagrangian density £ = L, + L,,, where £, = ¢'R/(167G)
corresponds to the Einstein gravitational theory and £,, is written as follows:

Loy = 0;0"0;0 9" — 1(9:)9" ¢ + F(¢*9). (12)

The crucial point in this scheme is the constructing of the invariant I(g;;), which should depend on the
metric tensor g;; of the Riemannian space-time in such a manner that in the vicinity of the soliton with a mass
m the following relation took place:

lim I(gig) = (me/h)?. (13)

It can be easily seen that due to (13) one finds at space infinity the universal equation (11), which is valid
for the soliton configuration with an arbitrary mass m.

To show the existence of the invariant I with the property (13), one could construct it through the Riemann
curvature tensor R;j;; and its covariant derivatives R;jpi.n:

I=(I}/I3)h2G2, (14)
where G stands for the Newton gravitational constant and invariants I;, I have the form:
I = RijuR7™ /48, Iy = —Rijp., RV*™ /432,

Calculating R;;i; and invariants Iy, Io via the Schwarzschild metric at large distance r from the soliton’s
center, that seems reasonable for the isolated island-like systems, one finds

I = G*m?/(c*r%); L = G*m?/(c*r®). (15)

Thus, the relations (14) and (15) imply the desirable property (13) and the validity of the Bohm’s principle of
nonlinear resonance in its gravitational realization, that is the Planck—de Broglie wave-particle dualism relation
(10) holds for all massive particles described by regular localized field configurations.

Now the next problem arises: to prove the consistency of the Einstein—de Broglie solitonian scheme, com-
plemented by the Bohm’s nonlinear resonance principle, with the main axioms of quantum mechanics. This
problem was discussed in the works [8, 13] and it was shown that in the limit of point-like particles the main
quantum postulates could be retained. In particular, it turned out that on the base of solitonian field configu-
rations one could build the analog of the probability amplitude (wave function) and the mean values of physical
observables could be calculated as scalar products in a suitable Hilbert space with the stochastic properties.

Random Hilbert space
The shortest way to get the stochastic representation of quantum mechanics is to modify the formula (3).
This can be easily performed if one admits that the locations of solitons’ centers are not regular nodes of the

cubic lattice but some randomly chosen points. To realize this prescription, suppose that a field ¢ describes n
particles-solitons and has the form

d)(ta I‘) = Z ¢(k) (ta I‘), (16)
k=1

where
supp 6®) N supp o) =0, k#K,

and the same for the conjugate momenta

w(t,r) =0L/0¢ =Y 7M(t,r), ¢ = Ig/0t.
k=1
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Let us define the auxiliary functions

1
®B(t,r) = —= (o™ +ix® /v, 17
"™ (tr) \/5( kd Vi) (17)
with the constants vy satisfying the normalization condition
h= / Bz ™2, (18)
Now we define the analog of the wave function in the configurational space R*" > x = {ry,...,r,} as
N n
Un(trr,...,r,) = (B"N) 23T Pt rn), (19)

j=1k=1

)

where N >> 1 stands for the number of trials (observations) and <p§-k is the one-particle function (7) for the

j—th trial.
Now we intend to show that the quantity
1 2
_ d3n ]
PN (A\/)n T | N‘ ’

(AV)"CR3n

where AV is the elementary volume which is supposed to be much greater than the proper volume of the particle
ly® = Vo < AV, plays the role of coordinate probability density. To this end let us calculate the following
integral:

N N

(A" py = / &z [Uy)? = ("N D e+ Y ai |

(A i=1 i#j=1

where the denotation is used

aig =3 11 [ & (g0 + o P).

k=1Av

Taking into account (19), one gets

(AV)" py = (B"N) "' (B"AN +8),  S=_ai, (20)

i#]
with AN standing for the number of trials for which the centers of particles-solitons were located in (AV)".
It is worth-while to remark that due to independence of trials and arbitrariness of initial data and, in

particular, of the phases of the functions goz(-k), one can consider the entities a;; for i # j as independent random

variables with zero mean values. This fact permits one to use the Chebyshev’s inequality [14] for estimating the
probability of the events, for which |S| surpasses A" AN:

P(|S| > i"AN) < (B"AN)~*(S?). (21)
On the other hand, in view of trials’ independence one gets
(5%) = 2 (a¥y)- (22)
i#]
Now one can take into account that the wave packets %(_k) are effectively overlapped if their centers belong

to the proper volume domain Vq. This property permits to deduce from (19) and (22) the estimate

AN
(Av)r

(S%) < a™n*" Vo"AN, (23)
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where o ~ 1 is the “packing" factor for the nearest neighbors. Inserting (23) into (22), one finds the following
estimate:

P(IS| > K"AN) < (a Vo /AV)" < 1. (24)

Applying the estimate (24) to (20), one can state that with the probability close to unity the following
relation holds:

(AV)" py = AN/N, (25)

signifying that the construction (19) plays the role of the probability amplitude for the coordinate distribution
of solitons’ centers, with py in (25) being the corresponding probability density.

Now let us consider the measuring procedure for some observable A corresponding, due to E. Noether’s
theorem, to the symmetry group generator M 4. For example, the momentum P is related with the generator of
space translation Mp = —i V, the angular momentum L is related with the generator of space rotation Mp=1J
and so on. As a result one can represent the classical observable A; for the j-th trial in the form

A; —/d I'WJIMA¢] Z/dew] )Mé)cp(k)

The corresponding mean value is

N N n
_ 1 _ 1 370 P )
7j=1 j=1k=1
Vo
= [ &2 VAV — 2
[ arawiduy +o(32) (26)
where the Hermitian operator A reads
A=>"na. (27)

k=1

Thus, up to the terms of the order Vo/AV < 1, we obtain the standard quantum mechanical rule (26) for the
calculation of mean values [8, 9].

It is interesting to underline that the solitonian scheme in question contains also the well-known spin-
statistics correlation [10]. Namely, if ap( ) is transformed under the rotation by irreducible representation D()
of SO(3), with the weight J, then the transposition of two identical extended particles is equivalent to the
relative 2m-rotation of <p(»k) that gives the multiplication factor (—1)27 in Wy. To show this property, suppose

that our particles are identical, i.e. their profiles ga( ) may differ in phases only. Therefore, the transposition of
the particles with the centers at r; and ro means the m—rotation of 2—particle configuration around the median
axis of the central vector line r; — ro. However, due to extended character of the particles, to restore the initial
configuration, one should perform additional proper m—rotations of the particles. The latter operation being
equivalent to the relative 2r—rotation of particles, one concludes that it results in aforementioned multiplication
of U by (—1)%7. Under the natural supposition that the weight .J is related with the spin of particles-solitons,
one infers that the many—particles wave function (19) should be symmetrical under the transposition of the two
identical particles if the spin is integer, but antisymmetrical if the spin is half-integer (the Pauli principle).

Thus, we conclude that in the solitonian scheme the spin—statistics correlation stems from the extended
character of particles—solitons. However, the particles in quantum mechanics being considered as point-like
ones, it appears inevitable to include the transpositional symmetry of the wave function as the first principle
(cf. Hartree—Fock receipt for Fermions).

It can be also proved that ¥ up to the terms of order Vo/AV satisfies the standard Schréodinger equation [10].
To this end it is worth-while to underline that, in accordance with the Bohm’s nonlinear resonance principle
(13), in the vicinity of the k-th particle the Klein—Gordon equation (11) with the particle’s mass my, is satisfied.
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However, at large distances the same equation (11) is valid but with the mass M, equal to the total mass of the
system. In view of this fact, it is useful to divide the field configuration ¢*) into two parts as follows:

k
e® = o 4 B (28)

where ¢ (k) describes the nearest structure (highly decreasing function) and <poo describes the far one (slightly
decreasing function). According to (11), in the proper reference frames of the k—th particle and of the total
system respectively, one finds the following time behavior of these functions:

k? —1m (;2 —i (32
oy~ ettt o8 g TIMENI (29)
Ingerting (28) in (19), one gets for r; — oo
k
IT " H(so()ﬂo ) G = (30)
k=1 k=1 k#j
In view of (29) and (30) one concludes that at r; — oo

Uy ~ efiMczt/h. (31)

On the other hand, given the field Hamiltonian H[¢, 7] of the system, one can write the field equations in the
canonical form, that results in the evolution law of ¢*):

10y = 6H/5p* %), (32)
Therefore, combining (19) and (32), one gets the evolution equation for ¥ y:

n N

SH 0¥ -
iho N =hy > W (ka) = HUy, (33)
k=1 j= 15903 590]

which has the standard quantum mechanical form with some generalized Hamilton operator H. As follows from
(31), the operator H has the sense of the total energy operator of the system in question. Taking into account
the estimate (24), one can ascertain that with the probability close to the unity the equation (33) is equivalent
to some linear evolution equation for the probability amplitude [8].

Now we prove that in the nonrelativistic limit this equation should coincide with the Schriodinger equation
for the system of n particles. In fact, according to (11) in the vicinity of the k—th particle the following equation
holds:

O™ = (myc/h)*e™) + Uk(s, m),
which after the substitution

(p(k) _ u(k)e—imkczt/h
reduces, in the nonrelativistic limit, to the equation
i ou®) NN
ihopu'™ = ———Apu'™ + U,
2my

where Uj, stands for an effective interaction potential. Therefore, the function

YN = ¥n exp (Z ikaQt/h>

k=1

satisfies the standard n—particle Schrédinger equation.
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Now it is worth-while to discuss the evidence of wave properties of particles in solitonian scheme. To verify
the fact that solitons can really possess wave properties, the gedanken diffraction experiment with individual
electrons—solitons was realized. Solitons with some velocity were thrown into a rectilinear slit, cut in the
impermeable screen, and the transverse momentum was calculated which they gained while passing the slit,
with the width of the latter significantly exceeded the size of the soliton. As a result, the picture of distribution
of the centers of scattered solitons was restored on the registration screen, by considering their initial distribution
to be uniform over the transverse coordinate. It was clarified that though the center of each soliton fell into a
definite place of the registration screen (depending on the initial soliton profile and the point of crossing the
plane of the slit by the soliton’s center), the statistical picture in many ways was similar to the well-known
diffraction distribution in optics, i.e. the Fresnel’s picture at short distances from the slit and the Fraunhofer’s
one at large distances [15, 11].

Various aspects of the fulfillment of the quantum mechanics correspondence principle for the Einstein—de
Broglie’s solitonian model were discussed in the works [8, 9, 10]. In these papers it was shown that in the
framework of the solitonian model all quantum postulates were regained in the limit of point-like particles, so
that from the physical fields one can build the amplitude of probability and the mean value of some physical
quantity can be calculated as a scalar product in the Hilbert space by introducing the corresponding quantum
operators for observables. The fundamental role of the gravitational field in the de Broglie—Einstein solitonian
scheme was discussed in [10, 16]. The solitonian model of the hydrogen atom was developed in [12, 13]. The
dynamics of solitons in external fields was discussed in the paper [17].

As a result we obtain the stochastic realization (19) of the wave function ¥y which can be considered as an
element of the random Hilbert space H,ang with the scalar product

(¥1,12) = M(P192), (34)

with M standing for the expectation value. As a rude simplification one can admit that the averaging in (34) is
taken over random characteristics of particles—solitons, such as their positions, velocities, phases, and so on. It
is important to underline once more that the correspondence with the standard quantum mechanics is retained
only in the point—particle limit (AV > Vq) for N — oo. To show this [8, 9], one can apply the central limit
theorem stating that for N — oo the wave function ¥y (t,x) behaves as the Gaussian random field with the
variance

or = p(t,x), xR, (35)

where p(t,x) stands for the probability density (partition function) of solitons’ centers in R3".

Random Hilbert spaces being widely exploited in mathematical statistics [18], for quantum applications they
were first used by N. Wiener in [19]. To illustrate the line of Wiener’s argument, we recall the general scheme
of introducing various representations in quantum mechanics.

Let |1) be a state vector in the Hilbert space H and Abea self-conjugate operator with the spectrum 0(/1).
Then the a—representation is given by the wave function

P(a) = (alY),
where
Ala) = ala), aco(A).

In particular, the famous Schrodinger coordinate g—representation is given by the wave function

b(q) = (glv) = (gln)(n|v), (36)

n

with |n) being some complete set of state vectors in H.
Wiener considered the real Brownian process z(s,«) in the interval [0,1] > s, where o € [0,1] is the
generalized number of the Brownian trajectory and the correlation reads

1
/0 daxz(s,a)x(s’, ) = min (s, s). (37)
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To obtain the quantum mechanical description, Wiener defined the complex Brownian process
1 .
Z(S‘O‘aﬂ) = ﬁ[x(s,a)+1y(s,ﬂ)]; Q, 66 [Oal]a (38)

and using the natural mapping R® — [0, 1], for the particle in R3, constructed the stochastic representation of
the wave function along similar lines as in (36):

(0, BI1) = / oy 6l D) (39)

with the obvious unitarity property

/ as (s - [[ dadsia s

0,1]2

stemming from (37).

Entangled solitons and EPR correlations

In the sequel we shall consider the special case of two—particles configurations (n = 2), corresponding to the
singlet state of two 1/2-spin particles. In quantum mechanics these states are described by the spin wave
function of the form

1
V2

and are known as entangled states. The arrows in (40) signify the projections of spin +1/2 along some fixed
direction. In the case of the electrons in the famous Stern—Gerlach experiment this direction is determined by
that of an external magnetic field. If one chooses two different Stern—Gerlach devices, with the directions a
and b of the magnetic fields, denoted by the unit vectors a and b respectively, one can measure the correlation
of spins of the two electrons by projecting the spin of the first electron on a and the second one on b. Quantum
mechanics gives for the spin correlation function the well-known expression

P(a, b) = ¢, (ca) @ (ob)y1a, (41)

P12 Tnel2h-NHhel21) (40)

where o stands for the vector of Pauli matrices o, ¢ = 1,2, 3. Putting (40) into (41), one easily gets
P(a, b) = —(ab). (42)

The formula (42) characterizes the spin correlation in the Einstein—Podolsky—Rosen entangled singlet states
and is known as the EPR—correlation. As was shown by J. Bell [20], the correlation (42) can be used as an
efficient criterium for distinguishing the models with the local (point-like) hidden variables from those with the
nonlocal ones. Namely, for the local-hidden-variables theories the EPR—correlation (42) is broken.

It would be interesting to check the solitonian model, shortly described in the beforehand points, by applying
to it the EPR—correlation criterium. To this end let us first describe the 1/2-spin particles as solitons in the
nonlinear spinor model of Heisenberg—Ivanenko type considered in the works [21, 22]. The soliton in question
is described by the relativistic 4—spinor field ¢ of stationary type

gp = |: 1; :| e*iwt’ (43)
satisfying the equation

(i7" — 5" + M@p)) ¢ = 0, (44)

where u and v denote 2—spinors, k runs Minkowsky space indices 0, 1, 2, 3; ¢y stands for some characteristic
length (the size of the particle—soliton), ) is self-coupling constant, ¢ = p*+°, 4* are the Dirac matrices. The
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stationary solution to the equation (44) can be obtained by separating variables in spherical coordinates r, ¥,
« via the substitution

==t o | o= zeten | g ] ()

where o, = (or)/r. Inserting (45) into (44), one finds
Yot Ty A2 )y
cu+1(av)v 4 u+47r(f g°)u=0,
Y R S S B A
Cv—l—l(av)u 4 v—|—47r(f g°)v=0.

In view of (45) one gets

0]
i(ov)u = —\/igf’gr { : } ,

Finally, one derives the following ordinary differential equations for the radial functions f(r) and g(r):
2 w A
I _ (%Y _ €—1> A 2 2
(g+’l"g> (C 0 f+47.[_(f g)f7

—f' = (%+551)9+%(f2—92)9-

As was shown in the papers [21, 22|, these equations admit regular solutions, if the frequency parameter w
belongs to the interval

I<w< C/fo. (46)
The behavior of the functions f(r) and g(r) at » — 0 is as follows:
g(r):C’lr, f:CQ7 f,_>03

where C7, Cy denote some integration constants. The behavior of solutions far from the center of the soliton,
i.e. at r — oo, is given by the relations:

A—I/T f/
f_?e 9 g__Ea

where
_ (p-2 2, 2\1/2 _ -1
v= (" -w/c?)"", B={'+w/c

If one chooses the free parameters £y and A of the model to satisfy the normalization condition (similar to

(19))
/d?’x pTp = /dr 2 (f2 +g2) =h, (47)
0

then the spin of the soliton reads

h
S = /de 0t Jp = 58 (48)
where e, denotes the unit vector along the Z—direction, J stands for the angular momentum operator

1
J=-i[rvy]+ X ® 09, (49)
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and oy is the unit 2 x 2—matrix.
Now it is worth-while to show the positiveness of the energy E of the 1/2-spin soliton. The energy FE is
given by the expression

. 1A
B=c [ |-igtaviot oo - 3eer (50)

where o = 0 ® o1. The positiveness of the functional (50) emerges from the virial identities characteristic for
the model in question. In fact, the equation for the stationary solution (43) can be derived from the variational
principle based on the Lagrangian of the system

L=-FE+ /d3xwap+<p. (51)

Performing the two-parameters scale transformation of the form p(z) — ap(Bz), one can derive from (51) and
the variational principle L = 0 the following two virial identities, which are valid for any regular stationary
solution to the field equation (44):

/d3x[§ Fav)p+ = —¢to—t; cp</>+/\(s0s0) ] =0, (52)
/dgw [i<p+(av)s0 + ;s@*s@ — Lty e+ A(W)Q} =0. (53)

Using (52) and (53), one can express some sign-changing integrals through those of definite sign:

1
/d3 —iz <p+ (@) /d3 (54)
/d3w o <p<p+ /dsw 0. (55)

Using the identities (54) and (55), one can represent the energy (50) of the soliton as follows:
E=c /dgx [461@0 + /\(@p)ﬂ =w /dgx ot = hw, (56)

where the normalization condition (47) was taken into account. Thus, one concludes, in the connection with
(46) and (56), that the energy of the stationary spinor soliton (43) in the nonlinear model (44) turns out to be
positive. Moreover, one can see that (56) is equivalent to the Planck—de Broglie wave—particle dualism relation
(11).

Now let us construct the two—particles singlet configuration on the base of the soliton solution (43). First
of all, in analogy with (40), one constructs the entangled solitons configuration endowed with the zero spin:

1
T s s T
= — X — (24 } R 57
P12 \/§ [‘Pl Po — P1 & Py (57)

where 4,01 corresponds to (45) with r = ry, and @% emerges from the above solution by the substitution

v [3]]2

that corresponds to the opposite projection of spin on the Z—axis. In virtue of the orthogonality relation for
the states with the opposite spin projections, one easily derives the following normalization condition for the
entangled solitons configuration (57):

/ d®zy / APz oihp10 = H2 (58)

Now it is not difficult to find the expression for the stochastic wave function (20) for the singlet two—solitons
state:

N
Uy (tr1re) = (PN) 7230 o), (59)
j=1
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where wgé) corresponds to the entangled soliton configuration in the j—th trial.
Our final step is the calculation of the spin correlation (41) for the singlet two—soliton state. In the light
of the fact that the operator o in (41) corresponds to the twice angular momentum operator (49), one should

calculate the following expression:
P'(a,b) =M / d’zy / 2o T2 (J12) ® 2 (Job) Uy, (60)

where M stands for the averaging over the random phases of the solitons. Inserting (59) and (49) into (60),
using the independence of trials j # j’ and taking into account the relations:

1
Tl =0, Tsph =S¢, J-¢" =t
1
J_pt =0, Japt = —§<P¢7 Jrot =,
where JL = J; £ iJs, one easily finds that
- 2
P'(a,b) = —h~2 (ab) / ar? (24 | =-(ab). (61)
0

Comparing the correlations (61) and (42), one remarks their coincidence, that is the solitonian model satisfies
the EPR—correlation criterium.

Conclusion

The main purpose of this paper was to find new arguments in favour of the thought that the soliton concept
advocated by Einstein and de Broglie can give a consistent description of extended quantum particles. In
particular, as a motivation for such a conclusion, within a framework of nonlinear spinor field model the solitonian
image of 1/2-spin particles was used for constructing two—solitons singlet configuration, which permitted to
calculate the spin EPR correlation. Fascinating result of this calculation was the coincidence of the quantum
spin correlation with that in the solitonian scheme. This latter fact supports the hope that the solitonian scheme
has many attractive features is relevant to consistent theory of extended elementary particles.
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Abstract: The earlier proposed Dynamics-Generating Approach

(DGA) is reviewed and estended. Starting from an arbitrary chosen group or semigroup having
structure similar to the structure of Galilei group, DGA allows one to construct phenomenological
description of dynamics of the corresponding “elementary quantum object” (a particle or non-local
object of special type). A class of Galilei-type semigroup, with semigroup of trajectories (parametrized
paths) instead of translations, allows to derive, in the framework of DGA, Feynman path integrals.
The measure of path integrating (exponential of the classic action) is not postulated but derived from
the structure of projective semigroup representations. The generalization of DGA suggested in the
present paper allows one to derive dynamics of open quantum systems. Specifically, phenomenological
description of decoherence and dissipation of a non-relativistic particle is derived from Galilei
SEMIGToUP.

Keywords: group-theory methods, decoherence, dissipation, open systems, path integrals
PACS: 03.65.Fd, 02.20.-a, 11.90.+t
Received: 8 of December, 2013 Accepted: 30 of December, 2013

1 Introduction

It is well-known that dynamics of a physical system is restricted if this system possesses some symmetry [1-3].
The formalism which is appropriate for describing symmetries, is group theory, and behavior of symmetric
quantum systems is presented with the help of group representations.

Tt is less known that dynamics of elementary quantum objects (such as elementary particles but also some
types of non-local objects) are not only restricted by symmetry of these objects but can be derived from the
group-theoretical considerations. Dynamics may be derived from the given group or semigroup [4-6] in the
approach that can be called dynamics-generating approach, or DGA.

The resulting dynamics depends on the choice of the group or semigroup that is a starting point of the pro-
cedure of DGA. The simplest choice is Galilei group, but in the general case the dynamics-generating semigroup
(DGS) should have structure similar to the structure of Galilei group, in particularly has to include transfor-
mation similar to proper Galilei transformations or their generalizations. One may say that DGS should be a
Galiei-type group or semigroup.

Taking Galilei group as DGS leads to theory of non-relativistic quantum particles [4]. Theory of relativistic
particles follows [6] from the so-called Aghassi-Roman-Santilly group [7-9] which is a relativistic generalization
of Galilei group, with the so-called proper time instead of the usual time.

Path integrals as the mathematical apparatus presenting quantum dynamics follows, in the framework
of DGA, from the non-relativistic or relativistic Galilei-type semigroup, which includes the semigroup of
parametrized paths (trajectories) instead of the usual translation group [5,6]. This may result in theory of
point particles, as in Feynman path integral theory. However, instead of this, one may obtain in this way a
more general type of dynamics, corresponding non-local objects of special type. We call these objects history-
strings, and they may be used as a sort of fundamental model for presenting confinement of quarks [13].

In the present paper we shall expand DGA in such a way that it might describe open quantum systems, so
that the resulting dynamics might include decoherence and dissipation.

It seems unexpected that DGA may lead to phenomenological description of the dynamics of open quantum
systems i.e. those which are subject to influence of their environment. However, this proves to be possible.
Logics of the construction is based in this case on the fact that 1) decoherence and dissipation may be presented
phenomenologically with the help of restricted path integrals (RPI), or quantum corridors, and 2) the dynamics
presented by RPI may also be derived in the framework of DGA.
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Dissipation presented by RPI

Decoherence and dissipation of a quantum system is a consequence of interaction of this system with its en-
vironment [11-14]. However, decoherence may in various ways be presented phenomenologically (see [15] and
references therein). One of the phenomenological approaches is based on the idea that interaction with the
environment remains in the latter some information on the state of the system and may therefore be considered
as a continuous measurement of the system. One can make use of restricted path integrals (RPI), or quantum
corridors, for describing such a measurement [5,16].

According to RPI approach, integration in Feynman path integral is restricted onto a set of paths (quantum
corridor) which presents the readout of the continuous measurement (information remaining in the environment
about the state of the system in all time moments). RPI presents therefore dynamics of an open system under
action of its environment. However, no explicit model of the environment is used in the RPI approach.

Approach based on RPI is advantageous in case when a quantum system is given, and the task is in analyzing
how the dynamics of this system change under action of various environments. It is much more cumbersome to
apply in these situations conventional approach, with considering the system together with its environment and
subsequent integrating out the degrees of freedom of the environment. The phenomenological RPI approach
essentially simplifies calculations and allows to systematically explore large classes of environments for the given
system.

The simplest model of decoherence and dissipation of a point quantum particle that can be obtained in the
framework of RPI approach [15], leads to the phase representation of the path integral (the integral over paths
in the phase space) in which the conventional measure of integration (exponential of the action) is substituted
by the following functional:

Ut ol i) = e{ [ at[2 (px pu(p.0)

2 9

_,Q(A(p,x) - a(t)) - (/\ a(t)B(p,x) + C(p’x))] }

The first term here (with Hy = p?/2m) presents dynamics of the initial quantum system (point particle of mass
m), the second term is responsible for decoherence arising due to continuous measuring the observable A (with
the precision depending on the coefficient x), resulting in the value a(t) of this observable at time ¢, and the last
term presents dissipation. More complicated regimes of decoherence may be described analogously, differing
only by the choice of the corresponding functions in the exponent.

Semigroup of quantum corridors In the example presented above, the quantum corridor is determined
by the function [a]!,, i.e. by the valued a(t) of the measured observable at each moment of the interval of the
measurement. Operation of multiplication is naturally defined for these quantum corridors as [a]%, = [a]’, - [a]%.
is taken. Two corridors that have to be multiplied are joined together in such a way that the second corridor
starts at the point where the first one ends. With this definition, corridors form a semi-groupoid (since the

inverse element is not defined for an arbitrary corridor and not any pair of the corridors may be multiplied).

However, the semi-groupoid can be converted into a semigroup (in which any pair of elements may be
multiplied) if not individual corridors but classes of corridors are considered as elements, each class containing
the corridors differing by the general shift of all its points. In the book [16] a group was additionally defined
which transforms different corridors (i.e. different results of the continuous measurement) at the given time
interval into one another. Finally, a semigroup of corridors may be defined that has a structure resembling the
structure of Galilei group. Such Galilei-type semigroup can be used for deriving, in the framework of DGA, the
dynamics of decohering or dissipating systems.

Here we shall obtain the dynamics of this type without postulating path integral but deriving it from the
group-theoretical considerations formulated as dynamics-generating approach (DGA). The origin of the DGA
process will be the choice of some Galilei-type semigroup (a group in simple case). All elements of dynamics,
including the measure of path integrating (exponential of the classical action), will be determined from the
chosen Galilei-type dynamics-generating semigroup (DGS).
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2 Dynamics-generating approach (DGA)

In this section we shall briefly mention the main points of the dynamics-generating approach (DGA) leading from
the arbitrarily chosen group or semigroup of Galilei type, G, to dynamics of elementary quantum objects (for
simplicity, call them particles, although some of them may be non-local). The approach includes constructing
two characteristic representations of G as well as intertwining these representations.

The elementary representation Uejenm(G) describes the particle as a whole (as an elementary object) while
the local representation Uj,.(G) describes the same particle in terms of its localization in the appropriate
space (for example space-time, but may be another space relating with the space-time in a more complicated
way). Intertwining these representations (mapping between carrier spaces of them, S1 : Lejem — Lioe and
So : Live = Letem) allows one to connect the two descriptions (elementary and local) with each other and
derive the causal propagator, i.e. the probability amplitude for the particle to transit from one localized state
to the other.

An important (although purely technical) role in this construction is played by induced representations of
groups/semigroups that supply universal mathematical instruments for all stages of DGA. Remark that the
group /semigroup should have a structure similar to the structure of Galilei group, but different Galilei-type
groups/semigroups lead to different kinds of elementary objects and different kinds of dynamics, including even
decoherence and dissipation.

2.1 Representations of
dynamics-generating groups/semigroups

The local representation Uj,.(G) has to be realized in the space L, of functions on the configuration space of
the particle. The latter may be the space-time for point particles, but can also have more complicated structure
for non-local objects (or even for point particles but under external influence). In any case the configuration
space may be realized as a quotient space G/H where H C G is a subgroup/subsemigroup, and the local
representation may be constructed as a representation Uj,.(G) = x(H) T G of the group or semigroup G
induced from the subgroup/subsemigroup H (see below Sect. ?? 2.2sec:InducedRepresentations about induced
representations).

The elementary representation Uejenm, (G) should be irreducible (for presenting elementary object) and may be
realized in any way. However, it is convenient to realize it also as an induced representation Ugjer (G) = k(K) T G
from an appropriate representation x of an appropriate subgroup/subsemigroup K C G.

If the representations Uj,(G) and Ugpen, (G) are realized as induced representations, then the operators
which intertwine these representations, are obtained in the standard form as it is shown in Sect. . The operators
S1 and Sy are said to intertwine the representations Uejen(G) and Uj.e(G) in one and opposite directions
(S1 € [Uetem, Uioc)) and Sa € [Ujoe, Ugiem]) if the following commutation relations are valid:

Serlem(g) = Uloc(g)Sla SQUloc(g) = Uelem(g)52~

These operators map the two representations onto each other, conserving the action of the group/semigroup.
The product operator IT = 5155 intertwines the local representation Uj,.(G) with itself. The kernel II(z",z")
of the operator II is then a two-point function with the arguments in the localization space (space-time in the
simplest case). This function is interpreted as a probability amplitude for transition from the point z’ in the
localization space to another point =" of this space. Causal propagator is obtained then by imposing additional
condition that the propagation occurs from the past to the future.

This physical interpretation of the operator II = 515, is elaborated in the book [4] for point non-relativistic
and relativistic particles (when localization space is the space-time) and applied in [5, 6] for deriving non-
relativistic and relativistic path integrals (when the localization space is a space of trajectories).

Different choices of the dynamics-generating groups/semigroups lead to different dynamics:

e Galilei group: Non-relativistic particles
e Aghassi-Roman-Santilli group: Relativistic particles
e Galilei-type semigroup (with paths instead of tranlation vectors): Feynman path integrals

Different choices of configuration spaces describe different physical influences of environment on the particles:
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e Space-time: Gauge fields (including confinement of color)
e Phase space: Decoherence and dissipation

Some of these constructions will be briefly considered in the next sections.

2.2 Induced representations

We shall use so-called induced representations of groups/semigroups as a convenient mathematical instrument.
Induced representations generalize the well-known regular representation (acting by left shifts in the space of
number-valued functions on the group). The representation x(K) 1 G of the group or semigroup G induced
from the representation x(K) of the subgroup (subsemigroup) K C G is also defined by left shifts of functions
on G, but the space of these functions (a carrier space of k(K) 1 G) is defined in a more complicated way.
The carrier space of the representation U,(G) = k(K) 1 G is defined as a space of functions on G with
values in the carrier space L, of the representation x(K) and satisfying the so-called structure condition

p(gk) = w(k™")e(9) (1)
(for any g € G, k € K. The operators of the induced representation U, act in this space by left shifts:
Un(9)p(d') = (979 (2)

Operators U(g) are unitary in respect to the scalar product

() = /G e ands 3)

Intertwining S € [«(K) 1 G, x(H) 1 G:
Operator which intertwines two induced representations of a
group/semigroup G have form

(5¢)(6) = [ sla)elag')as @
were operator-valued function s(g) : £, — L, satisfies the following two-sided structure condition:
s(hgk) = x(h)s(g)k(k), Vke K, he H

Because of this condition, the integrand is in fact constant on the cosets gK. Therefore, integration may be
performed over the quotient space G/K rather than over the whole group/semigroup:

Se(g) = /G L Saaalaa)is (5)

3 Galilei group and non-relativistic particles

The simplest case of applying DGA is the derivation of dynamics of non-relativistic particles from the Galilei
group [4]. We shall briefly expose here the scheme of this construction. The more complicated applications in
the following sections will follow the same general scheme.

3.1 Galilei group

Elements of Galilei group may be presented as products (¢ = arrvy,) of translations, rotations and proper
Galilei transformations. Each of these are defined by their action on the space-time points z = {2°,x} as follows
(notations are evident):

arr =z +a={2° +a°, x + a},

re = {2% rx}, vgzr = {2% x+2v}
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Multiplications in Galilei group are completely determined by the following relations:
G,Ta/T = (a =+ a’)T, VGV/G = (V + VI)G7
rver Tt = (rv)e, vGaTva1 = (vga)r = {ao,a—i— aOV}T
3.2 Projective representations as an origin of dynamics
Projective representations of the Galilei group are defined as
U(g)U(g") = Mg, 9)U(99")
where (g, ¢’) are complex numbers called multiplicators of the given representation. The system of multiplica-
tors for a projective representation of Galilei group is determined as
! / . / 1 2 10
)\(aTrVG,aTT v G) = )\(Vg,aT) =exp [im | va' + iv a .
It depends on a single parameter m (which will play the role of mass in the dynamics resulting from DGA).

Propagator following from Galilei group due to DGA (i.e. as II = 5155 with the operators S; intertwining
elementary and local representations) is equal (up to a number factor) [4] to

W) @) = [l -2,
Mz —a') = /dv exp {z {mv(x _x) - %va(xO - ;1:’0)} } .

Causal propagator is obtained then if one requires that the transition is performed from the past to the

future:
¢z —2') = 0(z° — /) (x — 2).

4 Paths and Galilei semigroup

Galilei semigroup is obtained if translation subgroup of Galilei group is replaced by the semigroup of
parametrized paths, or trajectories [7,13,16,18]. Dynamics resulting in the framework of DGA [5] is what
is known as Feynman path integrals. It will be considered in Sect. 5.1.

4.1 Paths instead of translations

The semigroup of trajectories (parametrized paths) is defined as a generalization of the translation group. This
may be done as follows (see Fig. 1).
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e An element of the translation group is defined as an element in the corresponding vector space. Product
of two translations is defined as a sum of the corresponding vectors.

e Let us consider a generalized translation as a class of continuous curves (in the corresponding linear
space), each class containing the curves obtained from each other by general shifts. Product of two classes
is defined by prolongation of the representative of one class by the representative of the other class, taking
the representatives in such a way that the end of one of them coincides with the starting point of the
other.

e Precise definitions may be found in [7,13,16,18]. In the result, the set of generalized translations (classes
of continuous curves) form a semigroup, i.e. associative product is defined for any pairs of elements but
an inverse elements is not always defined.

If the paths are parametrized by the time parameter, we shall denote any curve x(t) belonging to this class
as [x]l) where x(t') and x(") are its initial and final points. The path is defined as a class of equivalent, curves,
two curves being equivalent if all points of one of them differ from the points of the other curve by the same
vector. We have thus the semigroup of paths (the term “path” denoting a class of equivalent curves). Because
of the equivalence, the path, i.e. the class of equivalent curves, is defined by velocities x(¢). We shall denote
such a class as [x]!, = [x]%) or even [x]!, = [u]y_; where u(t) = x(t — t).

4.2 Structure of Galilei semigroup

Galilei semigroup is defined if the translations of Galilei group are replaced by trajectories (or parametrized
paths) [x], = [u];_. Correspondingly, the elementary quantum object that will be described in the framework
of DGA should have the space of trajectories as its localization space.

Generalization of a proper Galilei transformation is determined as family of velocities, one velocity for each
time: [v] = {v(t)| — 0o <t < oo} with products defined trivially:

V][V ]=[v+Vv]={v(t)+ V()] — oo <t <0} (6)
Besides the mentioned elements, Galilei semigroup contains rotations r € R, with the evident relations:

rvirt =[rv], rul.rt = [rul,, (7)
The Galilei semigroup as a whole contains these elements as well as their products, g = [u],r[v].
Interrelations of the characteristic elements of Galilei semigroup may be characterized as follows. As has
been said previously, product of paths (trajectories) [x], [x]i is defined as prolonging (extending) them by each
other. The action of a proper Galilei transformation [v] converts the paths on the given time interval into each

other, which is expressed by the following commutation relation:
Vi[u]; V] ™ = fu+ v (8)

The Galilei semigroup (just as Galilei group) has (non-trivial) projective representations, with the systems
of multiplicators of the form

(1 ) (1) = esp i [ (v’ 52| )

Instead of projective representations of Galilei semigroup one can consider only usual vector representation
but for central extension of the semigroup (we shall denote it by the same letter G). Elements of the extended
semigroup are defined as g = A[u],r[v] where A is an arbitrary complex number (therefore, an element from
the center of the semigroup G). For elements of the extended semigroup the same relations are valid but with
Eq. (8) replaced by the following:

M = A-futvl, A=exp [im /OTd(,(uw;vz)}
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5 Propagators in DGA with paths instead of translations

If we start the procedure of DGA from the Galilei semigroup, we obtain finally [5] the dynamics presented
by Feynman path integrals. The concept of path integrals, including the measure of integrating (the famous
exponential of the classical action) is not postulated in this case but derived from the group-theoretical consid-
erations.

In the context of DGA, Galilei semigroup leads to the space of trajectories as a localization space. In
principle, this allows one to obtain the dynamics of non-local objects.! If our goal is theory of point particles,
then we make use of the propagator in the space of trajectories (Sect. 5.1) and go over to the propagator in the
space-time (as is shown in Sect. 5.2).

5.1 Causal propagator in the space of trajectories

In Sect. 2.1 the general procedure (DGA) is exposed for constructing causal propagator of the elementary
quantum object with the help of intertwining local and elementary representations of the dynamics-generating
group /semigroup. This procedure consists in i) constructing intertwining operators S1 € [Ueiem, Uloc), S2 €
[Uioes Ueiem], and II = S1.55, ii) finding the kernel II(a”, 2’) of the latter and iii) imposing the causality condition
for obtaining the causal propagator I1¢(x", z').

In case of Galilei semigroup, with paths instead of space-time translations, the role of localization space is
played by trajectories (parametrized paths) [5,6]. The resulting form of the causal propagator, up to a number
factor, is then [5]

arwwmzww%véﬁﬂ/ﬂﬂﬁUMmuﬂwwmg (10)
where it is denoted
Ut 101 ) = 0 1 [ at (0%~ (o)) (1)
with 1
Hy(p) = %pQ

This form of the propagator is formally derived from intertwining the local and elementary representations.
We see that the Feynman measure in the space of trajectories is not postulated (as an exponential of the classical
action) but derived from the group-theoretical considerations, namely from the system of multiplicators (9) of
Galilei semigroup.

5.2 Propagator in space-time

In Sect. 5.1 we considered the space of trajectories (parametrized paths) as a localization space of our elementary
quantum object. Therefore, this object may be in principle non-local. Such non-local objects (called ‘history-
strings’) were considered in [6,13]. However, dynamics of a point particle can also be derived from the path-
integral formalism obtained in Sect. 5.1.

For this aim, we have to define the probability amplitude to be in a definite space-time point as a sum of
the amplitudes to arrive to this point along various paths (trajectories).

The action of paths on the space-time may be naturally defined as

(XH’ t”) = [XH:I (X/a t/)

where (x/,t') and (x”,t") are correspondingly the initial and final space-time points of the path [x]%,. Let us
say in this case that the point (x”,t") is arrived from (x’,¢') along the path [X]g/

Let us suppose? that 1) at the time moment ¢t = 0 the point particle is localized in a single point (x¢,0) and
2) it can arrive to an arbitrary space-time points (x’,#') along paths [x]§ according to the formula

(x',t') = [x]§ (x0,0).

1Such non-local objects can naturally present confinement of quarks [13].
2This assumption may be generalized, but this is not essential for us now.
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Let the wave function of the particle in the space of trajectories is w[x]ﬁjl. This means that the probability
amplitude for the particle to move along the path [x]%, is equal to ¥[x]!, . Then the amplitude for this particle
to arrive to the point (x’,#') along the path [x]} is equal to ¥[x]l,. Therefore, the amplitude to be at this point
(i.e. to arrive to this point along any path leading to it) is equal to

W(X'vt')=/t dix]f alxlyvlx]y, where (x,#') = [x]{ (xo,0) (12)

with some weight function a[x]4. This is nothing else than a formula for transition from the wave function (of
a point particle) given as a function on the space of trajectories, to the wave function on the space-time.

The weight function a[x]4 is not arbitrary. In order for the formula (12) to be in accord with the multi-
plicative structure of the paths, the following condition should be valid,

a[x)l - alx]t = alx]t,, where [x]},-[x]t = [x]L..

In other words, the function a has to be a representation of the semigroup of trajectories. It is easy to show [5]
that the most general form of the weight function with these properties is

a{x}l, = Texp {2 /t dt [V (x(t),t) + A(x(t), t)x]} .

"

where “T exp” denotes time-ordered exponential, V' a potential and A a gauge field.

Equation (10) described causal propagation in terms of path-dependent wave function. Going over, for a
point particle, to the point-dependent wave function (12), we have the point-dependent form of the causal
propagator [5]

o) = o) [t [ax ["de-aid [ aely

X exp {/tt dt [; (px — Ho(p)} } S U(x, ).

It coincides with the usual path-integral form of non-relativistic causal propagator.

6 Phase space and decoherence in DGA

Dynamics-generating approach (DGA) is aimed at the derivation of dynamics of elementary quantum objects,
for example elementary particles. It seems at first glance that dynamics of complicated physical systems hardly
can be derived in the same way. Even more strange to believe that dynamics of open quantum systems can be
obtained in the framework of DGA.

The system is called open if its interaction with the environment affects its dynamics. As a result of this
influence, the open quantum system exhibits the phenomenon called decoherence. In the course of gradual
decoherence, the quantum system partially loses the quantum character of its evolution, behaves more like a
classical system. Dissipation is an extreme form of decoherence.

It is unexpected that dynamics of open quantum systems, including phenomena of decoherence and dissi-
pation, also can be derived in the framework of DGA. From the mathematical point of view, the price paid for
this, is necessity to consider the (generalized) phase space as a localization space for our “elementary quantum
object” (although this term becomes questionable in this situation).

In fact, this is not so strange because open quantum systems can be described phenomenologically, so that
the environment is not explicitly included in the description (but its affect is taken into account implicitly).
Here we shall remind the phenomenological description of decoherence by restricted path integrals (RPI) [5, 16]
and then derive the same dynamics in the framework of DGA.
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6.1 Decoherence in RPI approach

Decoherence as an effect of the environment can be taken into account directly in models similar to the widely
known Caldeira-Leggett model [19], or with the help of the Feynman-Vernon influence functional included in the
path integral [20]. Instead of this, one may use the phenomenological Lindblad equation [21]. We shall prefer
to make use of the RPI approach (see [5,16] on continuous quantum measurements in terms of RPI and [15] on
its application to decoherence and dissipation).

The role of environment may be considered to be a sort of continuous measurement, and dynamics of
continuously measured quantum system may be accounted by restricting its path integral onto the corresponding
quantum corridor, i.e. on the family of paths which corresponds to the result (output) of the measurement.
This gives [15] for the propagator of the open (continuously measured) system the expression

o(d".d) / dlp Walp, q] - exp{ /dt pq—H(p,qJ))}

where « denotes the measurement result and the weight functional W, [p, ¢| restricts Feynman path integral on
the subset of paths corresponding to the measurement result «.

In [15] the author considered the special case of a non-relativistic particle moving through the medium.
This may be interpreted as continuous measuring some observable A of the particle, with the result of the
measurement given by the values a(t) of this observable in various time moments, i.e. by the curve a = [a]!, =
{a(t)|t’ <t < t"}. This is described by the restricted path integral for the non-relativistic particle, for example

in the form Eq. (10) but with a more complicated kernel U}, :

Ui (el ) = exp{ /t/t,/dt[,ll(px—ﬂ()(p?x)) (13)

The term —k(A — a)? here describes the restriction of the path integral that corresponds to the continuous
measurement of A with the precision determined by the coefficient x. This term is responsible for decoherence.
The terms including B and C| take into account an additional effect of dissipation that can arise in the process
of the measurement.? For example the terms of this type may take into account deceleration by measurement,
i.e. dissipation of energy.

This phenomenological description of decoherence and dissipation has been obtained in terms of restricted
path integral. This type of dynamics emerges as a secondary effect rather than is defined on the fundamental
level. It is questionable therefore whether it can be derived in the framework of DGA. We shall see in Sect. that
this is possible if one introduce the (generalized) phase space as a localization space of our “elementary quantum
object”.

6.2 Propagator in phase space

Propagator in the space of paths is defined by Eq. (10) with the kernel (11), i.e. in the following form:

x]gz/otdt’/d[p]if exp{/ dt[ (px— Ho(p ))]}w[x]é

We have seen in Sect. 5.2 how the propagator in the space-time can be obtained from this general path-dependent
formula. Let us now apply the same path-dependent propagator for deriving propagator in the (generalized)
phase space and further for derivation phenomenological description of decoherence and dissipation.

The construction in Sect. 5.2 began by transition from the path-dependent wave function to the space-time-
dependent wave function (12). Now we have to go over from the space of paths to the generalized phase space
rather than to space-time.

3The form of the “decoherence term” —x(A — a)? in the exponent of Eq. (13) is defined by the very general arguments [22], but
additional terms may have a more complicated form.
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The point of the usual phase space is characterized by the pair “position and momentum”. We shall denote
the point of the generalized phase space as the pair ([p]o s (%))t )) including a space-time point and a path
in the momentum space. The wave function in this space has to be obtained with the help of the procedure
similar to one applied in Sect. 5.2. The value of the wave function in the definite point ([p]O (%)t )) of the

generalized phase space is equal to the integral over all paths leading to this point. This results in the wave
function of the form

’

v (Wl ) = [ " dxlf (lp]. [)f vl

2

where « is some weight function depending on the paths in the phase space.*
The propagator in the generalized phase space is then derived along the arguments similar to those from

Sect. 5.2:
(1) (plh; (x,1)) / ar [ dpl; [ dixl
< aj(olbe) e { [ a2 (px— o)}

w ([pls (<, 1))

(1w (ol ) = [ [ il [ als - U ol ) (0l )

where it is denoted

or

Ué([pJ,[x])amp],[x])-exp{ / dt[h(px Ho(p >)]}. 14)

Depending on the choice of the weight function of([p], [x]), Eq. (14) presents general form of decoherence
and dissipation of the non-relativistic particle. In particular, the kernel describing decoherence and dissipation
of the form

ot = e [ a1 (5 (o)
~n(4p.30 - )"~ 3 (AaB @) + C.20)]| |

(as in Eq. (13)) may be obtained if « is chosen as follows:

a ([l [pl) =

e {= [t [£(+ 200180 + o) + w463~ a(0) ]

After integrating in [pl}, we have finally the causal propagator in space-time
(T w) fo dt’ fd f d[x]; fd[p]i
xexp{ [ dt [1 (pX—Ho(IL x) = C(p.x) = Aa(t) B(p,x))
2
~n(4p) - att) |} vz 0)

4This weight function implicitly accounts for the influence of the environment and therefore determines details of dynamics of
the open system.
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correctly describing decoherence and dissipation,® i.e. influence of the environment. However, we derived the
propagator in the framework of the universal procedure of dynamics-generating approach. The price for inclusion
decoherence and dissipation in the scope of this approach is that we came to the propagation in space-time not
directly, but through the intermediate form of the propagator in the generalized phase space.

7 Concluding remarks

In the preceding we gave a brief review of the Dynamics-Generating Approach (DGA) and demonstrated that
it is applicable for derivating dynamics of open quantum systems.

The goal of DGA is to derive phenomenological description of dynamics of an “elementary quantum object”
(called “particle” although it can be non-local). DGA starts from choosing some group or semigroup G having
structure similar to the structure of Galilei group. Then two special representations of this group/semigroup are
constructed, Ugjem (G) presenting the state of the particle as a whole, and Uj,.(G) describing localization of this
state. Intertwining these representations allows one to provide agreement of these two description and derive
propagator of the particle in an appropriate localization space (it may be space-time or the space of paths in
the space-time).

It has been earlier shown that, depending on the concrete choice of the dynamics-generating semigroup G,
the dynamics of a non-relativistic or relativistic local or non-local object can be obtained in the framework of
DGA. Feynman path integral is derived in such a way, and the measure of the path integrating (exponential of
the classical action) is also derived from G rather than postulated.

It is additionally shown in the present paper that dynamics of open quantum systems, including phenomena
of decoherence and dissipation, can also be derived in such a way. This is achieved if the localization space of the
“particle” is defined as a generalized phase space and propagation in this space is first derived as an intermediate
point of the theory. In such a way the phenomenological description of a non-relativistic particles subjected to
decoherence and dissipation is derived. Although this type of dynamics physically emerges as an affect of the
environment, in the framework of DGA the environment is not considered explicitly. The decohering particle is
considered in this case as a special sort of an elementary quantum object.
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Gravitational repulsion instead of event horizon
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Abstract: FExtended radial carriers of mass-energy obey Newtonian attraction in weak fields but
repulsion in strong ones. Space interference of overlapping radial particles results in dipole, dark
mass-energy which strictly balance negative gravitational potentials of material space continuum. The
Newton fall is followed by the strong-field repulsion next to the gravitational center that rejects the
black hole horizon, explains the Hubble expansion speed vH, with calculated acceleration v(H,)?, and
complies with Penrose’s cyclic cosmology.
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Schwarzschild’s metric solution has no mathematical errors for the empty-space paradigm where elementary
sources are point particles or Dirac delta-functions. In 1939 Einstein finally rejected Schwarzschild’s metric with
singularities for physical reality [1]. Indeed, metric solutions without singularities do exist in Einstein’s General
Relativity if the latter accepts the non-empty space paradigm or continuous sources-particles, for example [2,3].
New physics of geometrized radial particles describes main relativistic tests more self-consistently [4] than the
point particle physics.

Overlapping continuous masses with local energy exchanges can justify a dark kind of mechanical mass-
energy called interference or dipole energy. The many-body metric solution for static non-empty space [3]
employs the post-Newton gravitational potential of overlapping radial masses

1
W(x) = —cfln——— =
Goo(X)
—ln <1 SR & R & B r”) . (1)
|x —ai| |x—as] |x — a,|

Here 7; = GE;/c* = Gm;/c? is Schwarzschild-type coordinate scale of the elementary energy-charge E;, dis-
tributed everywhere but mainly in the vicinity of a;. Once “absurd” Newtonian ether or nowadays material
space with such a local metric stress W (x) complies with the Einstein Principle of Equivalence for mechanical
(inertial or passive, u,c?) and gravitational (potential or active, u,c?) mass-energy densities,

VW ()2 VW (x
R

= 1a(x). (2)

The logarithmic local potential (1) keeps integrals of active (potential) and passive (inertial) metric space
energies, [ d3zu,c® = [ d*zpac® = Epetric, of the united material continuum of n overlapping energy-charges:

(x—ai)r (x—as)rs (x—ap)rn
A 3 x—a; 3 + [x—as|? + ...+ Tx—an]? (3)

Emetriczi N
4G 1—&-@4‘&—%...4‘@

2

= (m1 +ma + ... + my,)c” = const.

Such a universal mass-energy conservation, Epeiric = Emonopoles + Edipotes = const, for a system of interact-
ing continuous particles can take place due to hidden energy contributions into paired (dipole, interference)
formations of material densities, with Ep,ctric = Emonopoles + Edipoles = const.

Despite negative potential energy shifts take place for observable radial elements, metric mass of the many-
body system in (3) stays steady, > m; = const, due to compensating deposits from dipole positive energies. This
keeps scalar masses of many-particle bodies in spite of mutual internal interactions of material elements. When
centers of radial particles are separated into finite distances, then n-body metric energy ¢ Y m; contains both
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directly observable (radial) and non-observable (dipole, dark) fractions of gravitational /inertial mass-energy. It
should be used |a; —a;| = Ry, >> r; + 7 = G(m; + mk;)/c2 for distances between centers of radial particles in
(3) at the most of weak-field applications,

2
r
Emono oles ~ / L T (4)
P 4 G |x| (14—‘)(‘4—|a11 ol T T e )
FEE
47TG |X| (]-+ ‘az al‘ + |x| + ...+ ‘az a, ‘)2

2
n

et [
4 G ‘X|4(1 + |3n_all + ‘371_32‘ Tt ‘xl)

ZZm”/goo a;) Zml _nGRﬁlk >0

ki

Here items for static monopole mass-energies, like

_ 2 _ . . . .
Es = ®mon/ gl (a2) = c*my/ (1 + |327+31| + ‘a;%a?)' + .o+ |azr—7an|)’ for example, contain negative shifts, as-
sociated with paired Newtonian interactions within the united material space. Negative Newtonian potentials
for energy of monopoles (4) do not mean decrease of the system metric energy (3), because paired gravitational

interactions are always accompanied by interference, dark deposits in a form of dipole energy formations,

Zkrcosﬁ) sinfdb

T ’I"k
E ipoles — 2d .
dipol 4 147G ; ;/ / 7n/o r3( RQk + 72 — 2R rcosh)3/?
szmk
~y Z 0. (5)

i=1 k#i

Gravitational attractions of positive energy bodies are always accompanied in (3)-(4) by positive energy
of interference (dipole) fields. In fact, gravitation is not a formal decrease of negative potential energy of
Newtonian field (which without host radial particles does not exist in (4) as a self-maintained field), but the
universal tendency of a free mechanical system toward distribution of its total energy between all physical
degrees of freedom. Equipartition distributions of mechanical energy between observable monopoles and dark
dipoles may be expected, in principle, for an equilibrium gravitational system.

Material space continuum in Einstein’s GR metric formalism always keeps Euclidean 3D section of curved
4D space-time due to inherent symmetries [2] of the real world geometry. GR geodesic equations of motions in
pseudo-Riemann space-time with 0 < g,, < 1 and flat 3D intervals, gm-gojgo_o1 — gij = 0,5, have been derived [4]
for strong static fields,

Joodt/dp = 1,dp/ds = g,0dt/ds = E,,/m = const
r?de/dp = J, = const, r?dy/ds = J,Em,/m = L = const
(dr/dp)? + (Jo/r)? = ggo = const (= —m?/E])

(dr/ds)? + (rdp/ds)? — E2, /m2g,, = —1,

where m = const is the probe scalar mass, while energy E,, = const and angular momentum J, = const are the
first integrals of relativistic motion. For the pure radial fall from infinity, when E,,/m = ¢?,/goo/V1 — v2c~2 =

const = 1 and dyp/ds = 0, ds = \/Goocdt\/1 — v2c=2 02 = (dr/\/Joodt)?, the last equation in (6) results in

dT/dt = =*c V goo(]- - goo) (7)
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for the free radial motion with respect to the world (coordinate) time ¢ of a distant observer. Static metric field
(4) with one gravitating center, go, = 1/[1 + (r,/7)]?, leads in (7) to (unstable) motionless states, dr/dt = 0, of
small probe masses at final stages of their radial falls. A probe mass reaches maximum radial speed dr/dt = ¢/2
of the central field fall at r = r,(1 4 1/2). Below this transition distance the decelerating part of the fall takes
place due to gravitational repulsion of strong fields.

Coordinate acceleration d?r/dt? can be derived from (7) by taking its time derivative,

d’r/dt? = —cPror(r? — 2ror —12)/(r +1,)°. (8)

This relation universally describes the Newton attraction —r,c?r/r® for r, < r and the strong-field GR repulsion
+rc?/r? for r < r, = GM/c?. According to the metric stress presentation (4), both repulsion and attraction
of free probe masses correspond to their motion in always negative gravitational potentials.

Today the radial dimension of the Metagalaxy is less than its gravitational scale R, = GMpseta/ 2.
Therefore, such a dense Metagalaxy should repeal its material elements behind R,(1 + \/5) The strong-
field limit of (7), when r» < 7, and dr/dt = ¢r/R, = rH,, corresponds to the Hubble expansion speed at
R, = c¢/H, = 1,3 x 10%®m or at Mpsera = Roc?/G = 1.8 x 10°3kg. The Universe expansion acceleration in this
limit, dr/dt* = ¢>r/R2 = rH?2, is proportional to the distance r like the Hubble expansion rate.

The Big Bang fragmentation of a radial monopole into the system of expanding (with acceleration) radial
monopoles and dark dipoles corresponds to (7)-(8) and to the aforementioned tendency to equipartition dis-
tribution of energy between monopole and dipole degrees of freedom. In this way, all Metagalaxy’s matter in
whole is provisionally in the phase of strong-field expansion with acceleration. One day a mature Universe with
constant metric mass-energy (5) of its continuous material space will enter into the contraction phase toward its
configuration equilibrium next to the equipartition distribution of dark and observable energy contents within
the united material space. The global Universe pendulum around equilibrium material densities of its nonempty
space corresponds to the Penrose’s basic construction for conformal cycling cosmology [5].

In general, dynamics of the pulsating metric space should count kinetic energy items for the equipartition
distribution of energy between mechanical degrees of freedom of monopoles and dipoles. Such a dynamical
systems with gravitational repulsion and attraction next to the equilibrium radius r,(1 +1/2) can be applied, in
particular, to a super massive center of a galaxy. In this way, the strong field gravitational repulsion is enabling
proper readings of Sagittarius A* images at the center of the Milky Way Galaxy without event horizon options
required by the black hole approach.
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Abstract: It is shown that since the geometric spinors are elements of Clifford algebras, they must
have the same transformation properties as any other Clifford number. In general, a Clifford number
® transforms into a new Clifford number ¢’ according to ® — ® = R®S, i.e., by the multiplication
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Introduction

We will follow the approach [1]- [4] in which spinors are constructed in terms of nilpotents formed from the
spacetime basis vectors represented as generators of the Clifford algebra

Ya * Vo
Ya /\’Yb

1
5 (Yoo + a) = Tla
i(v %_W) Nab )
5 (Ya Yo — 7a)-

The inner, symmetric, product of basis vectors gives the metric. The outer, antisymmetric, product of basis
vectors gives a basis bivector.
The generic Clifford number is

P =y, (2)

where YA = Yaras...ar = Yar NYaz N - ANVaps T = 07 ]-7 2; 3,4.

Spinors are particular Clifford numbers, ¥ = ¢¥“¢,,, where &, are spinor basis elements, composed from 4.
We will consider transformation properties of Clifford numbers.

In general, a Clifford number transforms according to

b P =RPS. (3)

Here R and S are Clifford numbers, e.g., R = 32" 74, § = ¢38"74,
In particular, if S =1, we have

o & =R (4)

As an example, let us consider the case

(07 (%
R = e%a’YI'\Q = COS 5 + Y172 sin 5 , S = 6%67172 — Cosg + Y172 sin 5 (5)

and examine [5], how various Clifford numbers,
X = X%, (6)
transform under (3), which now reads:

X 5 X' =RXS. (7)
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(i) If X = X' + X?v, then

X' =Xx! (’ylcosazﬂ —|—ﬂygsina26>

a— a—
+X2 (—fyl sin 5 p + 72 cos ﬂ) . (8)

(11) If X = X3’}/3 + X123 Y123 then

X' =Xx3 (73cosa;_6 +712351na—;_5>

, o +
+ X128 <73 sin & 3 b + 7123 cos a 5 ﬂ) . (9)

(iii) If X = s1+ X'2~9, then

X’:s(lcosa;ﬁ +%28ma42—ﬂ)

+Xx12 (—1sina—gﬁ + 12 cos a—;—ﬁ) . (10)

(iv) If X = X' v571 + X2 7572, then

X' =X <fy571cosa;5 +75'ygsina;B>

~ . = o —
+X? (—7571 sin — g + 572 c08 — ﬂ) : (11)

Usual rotations of vectors or pseudovectors are reproduced, if the angle 8 for the right transformation is
equal to minus angle for the left transformation, i.e., if 5 = —«. Then all other transformations which mix
the grade vanish. But in general, if 8 # «, the transformation (7) mixes the grade.

Clifford algebra and spinors in Minkowski space

Let us introduce a new basis, called the Witt basis,

S ANt w
where

Ya = (70:71,72,73)- (13)
The new basis vectors satisfy

00,00} = nap,  {0a,00} =0,  {0a,05} =0, (14)
which are fermionic anticommutation relations. We now observe that the product

f=6:0 (15)
satisfies

0,f=0, a=1,2. (16)

Here f can be interpreted as a ‘vacuum’, and 6, can be interpreted as operators that annihilate f.
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An object constructed as a superposition
U= (0 + 101 + 9?02 +1p'20:02) (17)
is a 4-component spinor. It is convenient to change the notation:
U= (" + 020105 + %01 + 10) f = Ea, a=1,2,3,4 (18)

where &, is the spinor basis.
The even part of the above expression is a left handed spinor

Uy, = (' +1°60,02) 6,0, (19)
whereas the odd part is a right handed spinor

Ui = (301 +19*02)0,05. (20)
We can verify that the following relations are satisfied:

sV = —Vp, 5V =Upg (21)
Under the transformations

V- ¥ =RV, (22)

where

1
R = eXp[§%ﬂa2<p], (23)

the Clifford number ¥ transforms as a spinor.
As an example let us consider the case

R = e2™2¢ = cos g + 12 sin g (24)
Then we have
U0 =RU = (e%}l T e F20,0, + e T30, + e*%w%) f. (25)

This is the well-known transformation of a 4-component spinor.

Four independent spinors

There exist four different possible vacua [3,4,6]:
fi=0102,  fo=0102, f3=0102, [f3=10.0, (26)
to which there correspond four different kinds of spinors:

U= (P + 9210102 + 9> 01 + 1 02) fo
U2 = (2 + 720,02 + 320, + *20;) f
% = (120; + >0z + > +4%%0,0,) f3
Ut = (M) + >0z + 3 - 010102) fa

(27)

Each of those spinors lives in a different minimal left ideal of Ci(1,3), or in general, of its complexified version
if we assume complex 1.
An arbitrary element of CI(1,3) is the sum:

o = \Ifl + \:[12 + \1/3 + \114 = waigai = Q;Z]Afjv (28)
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where

Ei=Cai = {f1, O102f1,....,01f1, Ozfs, f1, 010214}, (29)

is a spinor basis of CI(1,3). Here ® is a generalized spinor.
In matrix notation we have

112 13 e

i W2 22 23 24

P = w31 1/)32 ¢33 77[}34 s

1/}41 zz)42 w43 1/144

fi 2 b1fs  O1fa

€1= o = 0h02f1 0102f2  Oafs 024

“ bifi  Oif2  f3 Ja

Osfr  Osfs  010ofs 6010214

Here, for instance, the second column in the left matrix contains the components of the spinor of the second
left ideal. Similarly, the second column in the right matrix contains the basis elements of the second left ideal.
A general transformation is

(30)

O =it 5 & =ROS = A = L5 = ¢'Pe, (31)
where
&i=ReS=Li%;, vwP=y'L" (32)

This is an active transformation, because it changes an object ® into another object @',
The transformation from the left,

' =R, (33)
reshuffles the components within each left ideal, whereas the transformation from the right,
' =08, (34)

reshuffles the left ideals.

Behavior of spinors under Lorentz transformations
Let us consider the following transformation of the basis vectors
Ya ‘>’Y(IL :R’}/aR71 ) a=0,1,2,3, (35)

where R is a proper or improper Lorentz transformation. A generalized spinor, ® € Ci(1,3), composed of v,,
then transforms according to

o =yic; » @ = v =y RERT=ROR. (36)

The transformation (35) of the basis vectors has for a consequence that the object ® does not transform only
from the right, but also from the left. This had led Piazzese to the conclusion that spinors cannot be interpreted
as the minimal ideals of Clifford algebras [7].

But if the reference frame transforms as

Ya = Yo = R, (37)
then

o =ie; - @ = ¢ = RE; =RO. (38)
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This is a transformation of a spinor. Therefore, the description of spinors in terms of ideals is consistent.

As we have seen in Sec.1, the transformation (37) is also a possible transformation within a Clifford algebra.
It is a transformation that changes the grade of a basis element. Usually, we do not consider such transformations
of basis vectors. Usually reference frames are “rotated” (Lorentz rotated) according to

Yo = Yo =R R = L, (39)

where L, is a proper or improper Lorentz transformation. Therefore, a “rotated” observer sees (generalized)
spinors transformed according to

P =ROR. (40)

With respect to a new reference frame, the object ® = W%A is expanded according to

o =g, (41)

where

R (42)
Recall that o, 3 = 1,2,3,4, and 4,5 = 1,2,3,4. The corresponding matrix 1®* transforms from the left and
from the right.

If the observer, together with the reference frame, starts to rotate, then after having exhibited the ¢ = 27
turn, he observes the same spinor ¥, as he did at ¢ = 0. The sign of the spinor did not change, because this
was just a passive transformation, so that the same (unchanged) objects was observed from the transformed
(rotated) references frames at different angles ¢. In the new reference frame the object was observed to be
transformed according to U/ = RUR~!. There must also exist the corresponding active transformation such

that in a fixed reference frame the spinor transforms as ¥/ = RUR™!.

Examples
Rotation

Let us consider the following rotation:

Yo =Y, Y171, Y2 —>72c08 U + 3 sin v

Y3 — —yo sin ¥ + 73 cos V. (43)
In the case ¥ = m, we have
Yo=Y, Y171, Y2 72, 73— 73 (44)
The Witt basis then transforms as
0 — 01, Oy—0y, 01 —01, 03— 0o (45)
A consequence is that, e.g., a spinor of the first left ideal transforms as
(M + 20105 + 301 + 1M 02) 0100 — (P + 9?0105 + P10y + ¢ 02) 6165 (46)

By inspecting the latter relation and taking into account Eqs.(27), (19),(20), we see that a left handed spinor
of the first ideal transforms into a left handed spinor of the second ideal. Similarly, a right handed spinor of the
first ideal transforms into a right handed spinor of the second ideal.

In general, under the ¥ = 7 rotation in the (vy2,73) plane, a generalized spinor

D = (P + 20105 + 3101 + p*102)0,0,
+(¥"2 + 220,05 + 320, + ¢*205)60,0,
+("301 +9*205 + ¢ +"36,60,)6, 0,
+ (1401 4 05 + P +1110,0,)0,0,

(47)



66

transforms into

P = (¢11 +w21§1§2+w31§1_|_¢41§2)0192
+(¢12+w229192+¢3201+w4292

). 02)010 (48)
+("301 + 9*205 + ¢ 4+ *36,0,)0, 6,
+ (M0 + 0 + 3 + 14010,)6, 6,
The matrix of components
,(/)11 ,(/)12 1pl?) w14
, P2 22 2 24
P = GB1 32 33 g3
1/}41 w42 1/)43 12144
transforms into
12 I pla 413
A 22 21 24 23
P = 32 2/631 34 $33 . (49)
w42 ¢41 1/}44 ¢43

We see that in the transformed matrix, the first and the second column are interchanged. Similarly, also the
third and forth column are interchanged. Different columns represent different left minimal ideals of CIi(1,3),
and thus different spinors.

Let us now focus our attention on the spinor basis states of the first and second ideal:

€11 = 0105, Eo1 = 01050102, &2 =0102, Exn = 01020105 (50)
which span the left handed part of the 4-component
spinor (see Egs.(19,20)).
Under the ¥ = 7 rotation (44), (45), we have
i1 = &2, S &2, G2 = &1, 22— &, (51)

which means that the spin 1/2 state of the 1st ideal transforms into the spin state of the 2nd ideal, and vice
versa. The above states are eigenvalues of the spin operator, —5 7172,

i

] 1 1
2 ) =73 52
57172 i1 2511 . 5172 133} 2521 ; (52)
1 1 ? 1
—oMY2812 =581z, —gMY2b = 5l (53)
Let us now introduce the new basis states
g%/Q = %(511 + 522)3 %/2 = %(511 — 522),
&= Tl +&0), &)= 561 — &) (54)
S =zt &i2), , §8 = 581 —Gi2).
which are superpositions of the states of the 1st and the 2nd ideal. Under the rotation (44),(45) we have
3 %(512 +&1) =&, 55)
&y %(522 +&i1) = &),
2 1 _ g2
§ij2 = 562 — &) = —€2 )5 56)

531/2 — %(522 —&11) = *gf/y
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These states also have definite spin projection:

1

1
271’)’2535/2 =+ 55;%:1/2 ) (57)

1

1
2'71’72511/2 == 553[1/2 : (58)

The states (55) have the property that under the ¢ = 7 rotation, the spin 1/2 state 5%/2 transforms into the
spin —1/2 state 51_1/2, and vice versa. Analogous hold for the other set of states, £f/2, 5%1/2.

Let us stress again that the transformation in the above example is of the type ® = R®R~!. This is a
reason that, under such a transformation, a spinor of one ideal is transformed into the spinor of a different ideal.
A transformation R™!, acting from the right, mixes the ideals. Another kind of transformation is ® = R®,
in which case there is no mixing of ideals. Such are the usual transformations of spinors. By considering the
objects of the entire Clifford algebra and possible transformations among them, we find out that spinors are not
a sort of objects that transform differently than vectors under rotations. They can transform under rotations in
the same way as vectors, i.e., according to ® = R®R~!. Here ® can be a vector, spinor or any other object of
Clifford algebra. In addition to this kind of transformations, there exist also the other kind of transformations,
namely, ® = R®, where again ® can be any object of CI(1,3), including a vector or a spinor. These are
particular cases of the more general transformations, ® = R®S, considered in Sec. 1.

Space inversion

Let us now consider space inversion, under which the basis vectors of a reference frame transform according to
YW=, VY=Y, r=123. (59)

The vectors of the Witt basis (12) then transform as

A spinor of the first left ideal transforms as [4]

('L + 10?0105 + P01 + 1011 05) 10, —
(=ML + 210100 — 310y + 9*102) 0105 . (61)

The latter equation shows that a left handed spinor of the first ideal transforms into a right handed spinor of
the third ideal.
In general, under space inversion, the matrix of the spinor basis elements

ho 01fs  O1fa
| 0u02fn O102fa  Oafs 02 f4
Sai = bifr  bife  fs Ja ’ (62)
02 f1 O2fs  0102f3 0102f4

transforms into

/s —fi —0fi —Oif

r_ | 0102fs 6102fs  Oafi  Oafo

ST e —0fi —h | (63)
Osfs  Oafs  610of1 0105f2
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The matrix of components
w21 w22 w23 77024
P = UB1 B2 B3 g3
1/}41 ,¢42 1p43 w44
transform into
_1/)33 _w34 _,(/)31 _w32
. 43 44 41 42
P = i@)w iﬁpm j@)u ié/}w . (64)
1/}23 1/)24 ¢21 11)22

By comparing (62) and (63), or by inspecting (64), we find that the spinor of the 1st ideal transforms into the
spinor of the 3rd ideal, and the spinor of the 2nd ideal transforms into the spinorof the 4th ideal.

Generalized Dirac equation
(Dirac-Kéihler equation)

Let us now consider the Clifford algebra valued fields, ®(z), that depend on position = = x* in spacetime. We
will assume that a field ® satisfies the following equation [8] (see also refs. [4,6]):

(i9"0, —m)® =0, &= dya = pAE; = ¥ (65)

where 74 is a multivector basis of Cl(1,3), and £; = &, is a spinor basis of CI(1,3), or more precisely, of its
complexified version if 1" are complex-valued. Here « is the spinor index of a left minimal ideal, whereas the
i runs over four left ideals of ClI(1,3).

Multiplying Eq. (65) from the left by (¢4)#, where { is the operation of reversion that reverses the order of
vectors in a product, and using the relation

(EMires) s = ()25, (66)

and where ( )g is the (properly normalized [9]) scalar part of an expression, we obtain the following matrix
form of the equation (65):

(i (fy“)‘&é 0y — mé‘&é) wg =0. (67)

The 16 x 16 matrices can be factorized according to

(V) = ()50, (68)
where (7/)%; are 4 x 4 Dirac matrices. Using the latter relation (68), we can write Eq. (67) as

(175 0 —mo5) w7 =0, (69)
or more simply,

(190, — m)' = 0. (70)

In the last equation we have omitted the spinor index a.
The action that leads to the generalized Dirac equation (65) is

I= /d4x Py 0, — m)? 2 . (71)
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This is an action that describes four spinors 9%, belonging to the four minimal left ideals of Cl(1,3). Here z;;
is the metric in the space of ideals. It is a part of the metric

(D' * €5 = 245 = Z(ai)(8i) = ZaBi (72)

of the Clifford algebra Cl(1,3), represented in the basis £ ;:

1 0 00 1 0 00
01 00 0 1 00
“Wi=loo0o —1o0]> Tloo0o -10 (73)
00 0 -1 0 0 0 -1
Gauge covariant action is
I= [t G Dy mbizg Dt = 00+ Gl (74)

This action contains the ordinary particles and mirror particles. The first and the second columns of the matrix
™ written explicitly in eq. (30) describe the ordinary particles, whereas the third and the forth column in (30)
describe mirror particles.

The SU(2) gauge group acting within the 1st and 2nd ideal can be interpreted as the weak interaction gauge
group for ordinary particles. The SU(2) gauge group acting within the 3rd and 4th ideal can be interpreted as
the weak interaction gauge group for mirror particles. The corresponding two kinds of weak interaction gauge
fields that can be transformed into each other by space inversion are contained in G#ij, which is a generalized
gauge field occurring in the covariant action (74).

Mirror particles were first proposed by Lee and Yang [10]. Subsequently, the idea of mirror particles has been
pursued by Kobzarev et al. [11], and in Refs. [12]- [17]. The possibility that mirror particles are responsible
for dark matter has been explored in many works, e.g., in [18]- [25]. A demonstration that mirror particles can
be explained in terms of algebraic spinors (elements of Clifford algebras) was presented in Ref. [4].
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Abstract: First, we review local concepts defined previously. A (local) reference frame F can be defined
as an equivalence class of admissible spacetime charts (coordinate systems) having a common domain
U and exchanging by a spatial coordinate change. The associated (local) physical space is made of the
world lines having constant space coordinates in any chart of the class. Second, we introduce new,
global concepts. The data of a non-vanishing global vector field v defines a global “reference fluid".
The associated global physical space is made of the mazimal integral curves of that vector field. Assume
that, in any of the charts which make some reference frame F: (i) any of those integral curves | has
constant space coordinates x’, and (ii) the mapping | — (mj) is one-to-one. In that case, the local space
can be identified with a part (an open subset) of the global space.
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Introduction

A reference frame, in a broad physical sense, is a three-dimensional network of observers equipped with clocks
and meters. To any reference frame one should be able to associate some three-dimensional space, in which the
observers of the network are by definition at rest (even though their mutual distances may depend on time).
Clearly, both notions are fundamental ones for physics. In Newtonian physics, the consideration is in general
(though not always [1,2]) restricted to reference frames that are rigid with respect to the invariant Euclidean
space metric. The same restriction is used in special relativity: there, one considers mainly the inertial frames,
each of which is rigid with respect to the spatial metric in the considered reference frame.

In the relativistic theories of gravitation, the main object is the spacetime metric, which is a field, i.e. it
depends on the spacetime position. Hence, rigid reference frames are not relevant any more. The relevant
notion is that of a reference fluid. A three-dimensional network of observers is defined by a time-like vector
field v on spacetime [3-6]: v is the unit tangent vector field to the world lines of the observers belonging to
the network. However, in the general-relativistic literature, it is often implicit that a reference frame can be
defined from the data of a coordinate system (or chart); see e.g. Landau & Lifshitz [7] and Mgller [8]. The link
with the definition by a 4-velocity vector field v was done by Cattaneo [3]. Namely, any admissible chart on the
spacetime, x : X — (z") (u = 0,...,3), defines a unique reference fluid, given by its four-velocity field v: the
components of v in the chart x are

0 1
1/ 900 ’

The vector (1) is invariant under the “internal changes”

o = g((a"), «*=¢"(a?) (,k=123) (2)

We note, however, that this is valid only within the domain of definition of the chart x — an open subset U of
the whole spacetime manifold V.

=0 (j=1,2,3). (1)

v

The notion of the space associated with a reference fluid/network was missing in the general-relativistic
literature. However, it is apparent in experimental or observational papers that one cannot dispense with the
notion of a spatial position (of any part of the experimental apparatus and the observed system). In the absence
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of a definite concept of space, such a position is defined by a set of spatial coordinates. This is not satisfactory,
because many different coordinate systems can be defined, between which the choice seems arbitrary. One
needs to have a theoretical framework that give a precise meaning to the concept of the space associated with
a reference fluid/network. Only a concept of “spatial tensor" had been defined, to our knowledge. Namely,
a spatial tensor at X € V was defined as a spacetime tensor which equals its projection onto the hyperplane
Hx = v(X)t [4,9]. This is not a very straightforward definition. In addition, a number of time derivatives
along a trajectory can then be introduced [9]. It is difficult to choose among them.

In this conference paper, we will first recall the results obtained previously [10,11] regarding the definition
of a local reference frame and the associated local space. Then we will announce results of a current work, that
aims at defining global notions and at relating them to the formerly introduced local notions.

A local definition of a reference frame and the associated space

Defining a “reference fluid" through its 4-velocity field is correct but unpractical. On the other hand, fixing a
“reference system" by the data of a chart [7,8] is practical, but one may ask: what is physical here? Is there an
associated space? What if we change the chart?

Space associated with a reference fluid: a sketch

The three-dimensional space manifold N associated with a reference fluid (network of observers) can be intro-
duced as the set of the world lines of the observers of the network [10]. Thus an element (point) of N is a line of
the spacetime manifold V. Spatial tensor fields are then defined simply as tensor fields on the spatial manifold
N [10]. At the time of that definition [10], the network, hence also N, was thus defined “physically", and it
was not proved that N is indeed a differentiable manifold. Nevertheless, it was noted that the spatial metric
defined in Refs. [7] and [8] endows this manifold N with a time-dependent Riemannian metric, thus with a one-
parameter family of metrics. Then, just one time derivative along a trajectory appears naturally [10], precisely
because we have now just a time- dependent spatial metric tensor instead of a general spacetime metric. This
allowed us to unambiguously define Newton’s second law in a general spacetime.

A local definition of a reference frame

One may define a reference frame as being an equivalence class of charts which are all defined on a given open
subset U of the spacetime V and are related two-by-two by a purely spatial coordinate change:

o =2 o™ =k ((a7)) (3)

This does define an equivalence relation [11]. Thus a reference frame F, i.e. an equivalence class for this relation,
can indeed be given by the data of one chart x : X — (x#) with its domain of definition U (an open subset of
the spacetime manifold V). Namely, F is the equivalence class of (x,U). Le., F is the set of the charts x’ which
are defined on U, and which are such that the transition map f = x' o x~! = (¢*) corresponds with a purely
spatial coordinate change (3).

The associated space

The former definition has physical meaning: the data of a reference frame F determines the world lines (each
of which is included in the common chart domain U):

27 = Constant (j = 1,2,3), 2° variable. (4)

The set of these world lines, as x = (z7) varies, is indeed a three-dimensional network. If the charts obey the
admissibility condition ggg > 0, these are time-like world lines. The corresponding 4-velocity field v or rather
vp is then given by (1). The world lines (4) as well as the field vp are invariant under the “internal changes"
(2). Hence, they are a fortiori invariant under the purely spatial coordinate changes (3). The space M = Mg
(in a further step to be equipped with a structure of differentiable manifold) is mathematically defined as the
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set of the world lines (4).

In full detail: let Ps : R* — R®, X = (z#) — x = (27), be the spatial projection. A world line [ is an
element of the set My iff there is a chart y € F and a triplet x = (27/) € R3, such that [ is the set, assumed
non-empty, of all points X in the domain U, whose spatial coordinates are x:

I={XeU; Ps(x(X))=x} andl#0. (5)

Note that the lines (5), hence also their set Mg, remain invariant, not only under the purely spatial coordinate
changes (3), but under any change (2). The coordinate changes (2) leave the 4-velocity field vp invariant, but
in general they change the reference frame, say from F to F’, since they generally change the time coordinate.
In such a case, we have thus Mg = Mg/,

My is a differentiable manifold: sketch of the proof

Consider a chart y € F. With any world line [ € Mg, let us associate the triplet x = (2/) made with the
constant spatial coordinates of the points X € [. We thus define a mapping

X:Mp — R3 [~ xsuchthat VX €1, x¥Y(X) =27 (j =1,2,3). (6)

Through Eq. (5), the world line I € My is determined uniquely by the data x. I.e., the mapping ¥ is one-to-one.
Consider the set 7 of the subsets 2 C Mg such that

Vx € F, X(Q) is an open set in R>. (7)

One shows that 7 is a topology on M. Then one shows that the set of the mappings X defines a structure of
differentiable manifold on that topological space Mg: The spatial part of any chart x € F defines a chart X on
Mp [11]. In particular, the compatibility of any two charts ¥ and X’ on My stems from the fact that any two
charts x, x’ that belong to one reference frame F have a common domain U: since any world line I € Mp is

included in U, one shows easily that X' o X! = (¢*), the spatial part of the transition map x’ o xy '

Applications of this result

A Hamiltonian operator of relativistic QM depends precisely [12] on the reference frame F as defined in Subsect.
. The Hilbert space H of quantum-mechanical states is the set of the square-integrable functions defined on the
associated space manifold Mg [13]. Prior to this definition, H depended on the particular spatial coordinate
system. This does not seem acceptable.

The full algebra of spatial tensors can then be defined in a simple way: a spatial tensor field is simply a
tensor field on the space manifold Mg associated with a reference frame F. A simple example is the 3-velocity
of a particle (or a volume element) in a reference frame: this is a spatial vector, i.e., the current 3-velocity at
an event X € U is an element of the tangent space at [(X) € Mp. {I(X) is the unique line I € My, such that
X €1 [11].} As another example, the rotation rate of a spatial triad is an antisymmetric spatial tensor field of
the (0 2) type [14].

Questions left open by that result

These definitions of a reference frame and the associated space manifold apply to a domain U of the spacetime
V, such that at least one regular chart can be defined over the whole of U. Thus these are local definitions,
since in general the whole spacetime manifold V cannot be covered by a single chart. Whence the questions:

Can the definition of a reference fluid by the data of a global four-velocity field v lead to a global notion of
space? If yes, what is the link with the former local notions?
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The global space manifold N, associated with a non-vanishing vector
field v

Given a global vector field v on the spacetime V, and given an event X € V, let C'x be the solution of

e

= =uC6), C0)=X (®)

that is defined on the largest possible open interval Ix containing 0 [15]. Call the range Ix = Cx(Ix) C V the
“maximal integral curve at X". If X’ € lx, then it is easy to show that Ix, = lx.

We define the global space N, associated with the vector field v as the set of the maximal integral curves of
v

N, = {lx; X € V}. (9)

Local existence of adapted charts

A chart x with domain U C V is said v—adapted iff the spatial coordinates remain constant on any integral
curve [ of v — more precisely, remain constant on [ N U:

VieN,, Ix=(27) e R®:

VX €lnU, Ps(x(X))=x. (10)

For any v—adapted chart x, the mapping
X : I — x such that (10) is verified (11)
is well defined on
Dy={leN,; InU#0}. (12)

Call the v-adapted chart x nice if the mapping ¥ is one-to-one. On the other hand, call a non-vanishing !
global vector field v normal if its flow has the following property that, we can indicate convincingly, is true
unless v is “pathological": Any point X € V has an open neighborhood U such that: (i) for any mazimal integral
curve | of v, the intersection IN'U is a connected set, and (ii) there is a chart x with domain U, such that the
corresponding natural basis (0,,) verifies v = 0y in U. It is easy to prove the following:

Theorem 1. Let the global non-vanishing vector field v on V be normal. Then, for any point X € V, there
ezists a nice v—adapted chart x whose domain is an open neighborhood of X.

Manifold structure of the global set N,

Consider the set F,, made of all nice v—adapted charts on the spacetime manifold V, and consider the set A
made of the mappings ¥, where x € F,, Eq. (11). A such mapping ¥ is defined on the set Dy — a subset of
the three-dimensional “space" N,, Eq. (12). (Here U is the domain of the v-adapted chart x € F,.) When
Theorem 1 above applies, we can go further:

First, in exactly the same way as that used [11] to prove that the set T (7) is a topology on the “local" space
Mg, we can show that the set 7' of the subsets  C N, such that

Vx € F,, X() is an open set in R?, (13)

1 Note that a time-like vector field is non-vanishing. However, we don’t need that v be time-like.
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is a topology on the global space N,. [We define x(2) = x(2 N Dy).]

Second, we can show that A is an atlas on that topological space, thus defining a structure of differentiable
manifold on the global set N,. In order to show this, the main thing to prove is the compatibility of any two
charts x, ¥’ on N,, associated with two nice v-adapted charts x, x’ € F,.

In the case of the space manifold Mg associated with a local reference frame F, the compatibility of two
associated charts ¥ and X’ on My was rather easy to prove, see the end of Sect. . In contrast, two v-adapted
charts x and x’ have in general different domains U and U’ and we may have

UunU =0, InU#0, INnU #£0. (14)

I.e., the domains of the charts xy and x’ do not overlap, but the domains of the mappings x and ¥’ do. The
solution of this difficulty can be sketched as follows. Consider x € Dom(x’ o Y~ !) = yx(Dy N Dy/). Since
x € X(Dy), 3 € Ny and 3X € INU: x = x(I) = Ps(x(X)). Let x(X) = (¢,x). We use the flow of the vector
field v to associate smoothly with any point Y in some neighborhood W C U of X, a point g(Y) € U’. Then
we may write for y in a neighborhood of x:

(X ox ) (y) = Ps(X' (9(x " *(t, ). (15)

showing the smoothness of ¥’ o ¥~!. Using this, we show that the set A of the mappings ¥ is an atlas on N,,
making it a differentiable manifold.

The local manifold My is a submanifold of N,

Let v be a normal non-vanishing vector field on V, and let F be a reference frame made of nice v—adapted
charts, all defined on the same open set U C V.

Let | € My, thus there is some chart y € F and some x € R? such that | = { X € U; Ps(x(X)) = x}. Then,
for any X € [, the curve lx is the same maximal integral curve I’ € N, , and we have | = I’ N U. We have
moreover I’ = y~(x) = ¥ 1(X(I)). Hence, the mapping I : Mg — N, [ +— I’ is just I = ¥~ ox. This
one-to-one mapping of Dom(X) = M onto Dom() = Dy is a diffeomorphism, hence it is an immersion of Mg
into N,,. Thus Mp is made of the intersections with the local domain U of the world lines belonging to N, and
we may identify the local space Mg with the submanifold I(Mg) = Dy of the global space N,,. Now the manifold
structure of N, entails that, for any nice v-adapted chart x € F,, the associated mapping Yy with domain Dy is
a chart on the topological space (N, 7’). In turn, this fact involves the statement that Dy is more specifically
an open subset of N,,.

Conclusion

A reference frame can be defined as an equivalence class of spacetime charts x which have a common domain U
and which exchange two-by-two by a purely spatial coordinate change [11]. In addition to being mathematically
correct, this definition is practical, because it gives a methodology to use coordinate systems in a consistent and
physically meaningful way: the data of one spacetime coordinate system (x*) defines (in its domain of definition
U) the 4-velocity field of a network of observers, Eq. (1). The coordinate systems that exchange with (z#) by a
purely spatial coordinate change (3) belong to the same reference frame and indeed the associated 4-velocity field
(1) is the same. Using a general coordinate change instead, allows us to go to any other possible reference frame.

A precise notion of the physical space associated with a given reference network did not exist before for a general
spacetime, to our knowledge. We defined two distinct concepts: a local one and a global one, which however
are intimately related together. In either case, the space is the set of the world lines that belong to the given
(local) reference frame, respectively to the given (global) reference fluid:

i) Consider a (local) reference frame in the specific sense meant here, i.e. a set F of charts, all defined on
the same subdomain U of the spacetime, and exchanging by a change of the form (3). This allows one to define
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a “local space" Mp: this is the set of the world lines (4) [more precisely the set of the world lines (5)] [11]. Each
of these world lines is included in the common domain U of all charts y € F.

ii) The data of a (global) reference fluid, i.e. a global non-vanishing 4-vector field v, allows one to define a
“global space" N,: this is the set of the maximal integral curves of v.

Both of the local space My and the global space N,, can be endowed with a structure of differentiable manifold
(when Theorem 1 applies, for the global space). The manifold structure gives a firm status to the space attached
to a reference network and allows us to define spatial tensors naturally, as tensor fields on the space manifold.
It has also a practical aspect: Locally, the position of a point in the space can be specified by different sets
of spatial coordinates, which exchange smoothly: 2/ = ¢*((27)) (j,k = 1,2,3), and we may use standard
differential calculus for mappings defined on that space, by choosing any such coordinates. This applies to both
the local space Mg and the global space N,,.

There is a close link between the local space My and the global space N,, provided the three-dimensional
network of observers is indeed the same in the two cases — i.e., provided that, in any of the charts which make
the reference frame F: (i) any of the integral curves [ € N, has constant space coordinates z7, and (ii) the
mapping [ — (27) is one-to-one. If that is true, one may associate with each world line I € Mg the world line
I € N,, of which [ is just the intersection with the domain U. Thus the local space can be identified with an
open subset of the global space.
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“Die Fruchtbarkeit des neuen Gesichtspunktes der Eichinvarianz hdtte sich vor allem am Problem der Materie
zu zeigen.” (Weyl 1919 [1])

“The fruitfulness of the new viewpoint of gauge invariance would have to show up in particular on the problem
of matter.”

Introduction

The principle of local gauge invariance has been proven to be an eminently fruitful device for deducing all
elementary particle interactions within the standard model. On the other hand, the gauge principle is justified
only as far as it “works™ a deeper rationale underlying the gauge principle apparently does not exist. In this
respect, the gauge principle corresponds to other basic principles of physics, such as Fermat’s “principle of least
time”, the “principle of least action” as well as its quantum generalization leading to Feynman’s path integral
formalism. The failure of the conventional gauge principle to explain the existence of massive gauge bosons has
led to supplementing it with the Higgs-Kibble mechanism [2, 3].

An alternative strategy to resolve the mass problem would be to directly generalize the conventional gauge
principle in a natural way. One way to achieve this was to require the system’s covariant Hamiltonian to be
form-invariant not only under unitary transformations of the fields in iso-space, but also under variations of
the space-time metric. This idea of a generalization of the conventional gauge principle has been successfully
worked out and was published recently [4]. In this description, the gauge field causes a non-vanishing curvature
tensor, and this curvature tensor appears in the field equations as a mass factor.

With the actual paper, a second natural generalization of the conventional gauge transformation formalism
will be presented that extends the conventional SU(N) gauge theory to include inhormogeneous linear mappings
of the fields. As it turns out, the local gauge-invariance of the system’s Lagrangian then requires the existence of
massive gauge fields, with the mass playing the role of a second coupling constant. We thereby tackle the long-
standing inconsistency of the conventional gauge principle that requires gauge bosons to be massless in order
for any theory to be locally gauge-invariant. This will be achieved without postulating a particular potential
function (“Mexican hat”) and without requiring a “symmetry breaking” phenomenon.

Conventional gauge theories are commonly derived on the basis of Lagrangians of relativistic field theory (cf,
for instance, [5-7]). Although perfectly valid, the Lagrangian formulation of gauge transformation theory is not
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the optimum choice. The reason is that in order for a Lagrangian transformation theory to be physical, hence
to maintain the action principle, it must be supplemented by additional structure, referred to as the minimum
coupling rule.

In contrast, the formulation of gauge theories in terms of covariant Hamiltonians (cf, for instance,
Kanatchikov [8])—each of them being equivalent to a corresponding Lagrangian—may exploit the framework
of the canonical transformation formalism. With the transformation rules for all fields and their canonical
conjugates being derived from generating functions, we restrict ourselves from the outset to exactly the subset
of transformations that preserve the action principle, hence ensure the actual gauge transformation to be phys-
ical. No additional structure needs to be incorporated for setting up an amended Hamiltonian that is locally
gauge-invariant on the basis of a given globally gauge-invariant Hamiltonian. The covariant derivative—defined
by the minimum coupling rule—automatically arises as the respective canonical momentum. Furthermore, it is
no longer required to postulate the field tensor to be skew-symmetric in its space-time indices as this feature
directly emerges from the canonical transformation formalism.

Prior to working out the inhomogeneous local gauge transformation theory in the covariant Hamiltonian
formalism—the latter dating back to DeDonder [9] and Weyl [10]—a concise review of the concept of covari-
ant Hamiltonians in local coordinate representation is outlined in . Thereafter, the canonical transformation
formalism in the realm of field theory is sketched briefly in . In these sections, we restrict our presentation
to exactly those topics of the canonical formalism that are essential for working out the inhomogeneous gauge
transformation theory, which will finally be covered in .

The requirement of inhomogeneous local gauge invariance naturally generalizes the conventional SU(N)
gauge principle (cf, for instance, [11]), where the form-invariance of the covariant Hamiltonian density is de-
manded under homogeneous unitary mappings of the fields in iso-space. In the first step, a generating function
of type F's is set up that merely describes the demanded transformation of the fields in iso-space. As usual, this
transformation forces us to introduce gauge fields that render an appropriately amended Hamiltonian locally
gauge-invariant, if the gauge fields follow a particular transformation law. In our case of an inhomogeneous
mapping, we are forced to introduce two independent sets of gauge fields, each of them requiring its own
transformation law.

In the second step, an amended generating function F'5 is constructed in a way to define these transformation
laws for the two sets of gauge fields in addition to the rules for the base fields. As the characteristic feature
of the canonical transformation formalism, this amended generating function also provides the transformation
law for the conjugates of the gauge fields and for the Hamiltonian. This way, we derive the Hamiltonian that is
form-invariant under both the inhomogeneous mappings of the base fields as well as under the required mappings
of the two sets of gauge fields.

In a third step, it must be ensured that the canonical field equations emerging from the gauge-invariant
Hamiltonian are consistent with the canonical transformation rules. As usual in gauge theories, the Hamiltonian
must be further amended by terms that describe the free-field dynamics of the gauge fields while maintaining
the overall form-invariance of the final Hamiltonian. Amazingly, this also works for our inhomogeneous gauge
transformation theory and uniquely determines the final gauge-invariant Hamiltonian Hs.

The Hamiltonian 3 is then Legendre-transformed to yield the equivalent gauge-invariant Lagrangian density
L3. The latter can then serve as the starting point to set up the Feynman diagrams for the various mutual
interactions of base and gauge fields. As an example, the locally gauge-invariant Lagrangian that emerges from
a base system of an N-tuple of massless spin-0 fields is presented.

Covariant Hamiltonian density

In field theory, the Hamiltonian density is usually defined by performing an incomplete Legendre transformation
of a Lagrangian density £ that only maps the time derivative ;¢ of a field ¢(¢,x,y, z) into a corresponding
canonical momentum variable, ;. Taking then the spatial integrals results in a description that corresponds
to that of non-relativistic Hamiltonian point dynamics. Yet, in analogy to relativistic point dynamics [12], a
covariant Hamiltonian description of field theory must treat space and time variables on equal footing. If £ is
a Lorentz scalar, this property is passed to the covariant DeDonder- Weyl Hamiltonian density H that emerges
from a complete Legendre transformation of £. Moreover, this description enables us to devise a consistent
theory of canonical transformations in the realm of classical field theory.
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Covariant canonical field equations

The transition from particle dynamics to the dynamics of a continuous system is based on the assumption that a
continwum limit exists for the given physical problem (cf, for instance, [13]). This limit is defined by letting the
number of particles involved in the system increase over all bounds while letting their masses and distances go
to zero. In this limit, the information on the location of individual particles is replaced by the value of a smooth

function ¢(z) that is given at a spatial location z!, 2%, #® at time ¢ = 2°. In this notation, the index y runs from

0 to 3, hence distinguishes the four independent variables of space-time z# = (20,21, 2%, 2%) = (¢, 2,9, 2), and
x, = (20,21, %2, 23) = (t, —x, —y, —z). We furthermore assume that the given physical problem can be described
in terms of a set of I = 1,..., N—possibly interacting—scalar fields ¢;(z), with the index “I” enumerating the
individual fields. A transformation of the fields in iso-space is not associated with any non-trivial metric. We,
therefore, do not use superscripts for these indices as there is not distinction between covariant and contravariant
components. In contrast, Greek indices are used for those components that are associated with a metric—such
as the derivatives with respect to a space-time variable, x*. Throughout the article, the summation convention
is used. Whenever no confusion can arise, we omit the indices in the argument list of functions in order to avoid
the number of indices to proliferate.

The Lagrangian description of the dynamics of a continuous system is based on the Lagrangian density
function £ that is supposed to carry the complete information on the given physical system. In a first-order
field theory, the Lagrangian density L is defined to depend on the ¢;, possibly on the vector of independent
variables z*, and on the four first derivatives of the fields ¢; with respect to the independent variables, i.e., on
the 1-forms (covectors)

O0utr = (0401,0:01,0yh1,0.07).

The Euler-Lagrange field equations are then obtained as the zero of the variation §.5 of the action integral
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To derive the equivalent covariant Hamiltonian description of continuum dynamics, we first define for each field
¢1(x) a 4-vector of conjugate momentum fields 7 (). Its components are given by

.o oc
0.6 " 5 (2m) )

OxH

The 4-vector 74 is thus induced by the Lagrangian £ as the dual counterpart of the 1-form 9,,¢;. For the
entire set of N scalar fields ¢;(x), this establishes a set of N conjugate 4-vector fields. With this definition
of the 4-vectors of canonical momenta 7;(x), we can now define the Hamiltonian density H (¢, 77, x) as the
covariant Legendre transform of the Lagrangian density L(¢;,0,¢1, x)

H(br, 71, x) ZW?%—E<¢],GM¢[,]}>. (4)

In order for the Hamiltonian H to be valid, we must require the Legendre transformation to be regular, which
means that for each index “I” the Hesse matrices (02L/9(0"¢r) (0, 1)) are non-singular. This ensures that
by means of the Legendre transformation, the Hamiltonian #H takes over the complete information on the given
dynamical system from the Lagrangian £. The definition of H by Eq. (4) is referred to in literature as the
“DeDonder-Weyl!” Hamiltonian density.

Obviously, the dependencies of H and £ on the ¢; and the z* only differ by a sign,

oH| oL oH  ocC o oL ony

Oak| .,  Oar B B

w0100 0w 00ugn) O
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These variables thus do not take part in the Legendre transformation of Egs. (3), (4). Thus, with respect to
this transformation, the Lagrangian density £ represents a function of the 9, ¢; only and does not depend on
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the canonical momenta 74, whereas the Hamiltonian density H is to be considered as a function of the 7} only
and does not depend on the derivatives 0,¢r of the fields. In order to derive the second canonical field equation,
we calculate from Eq. (4) the partial derivative of # with respect to 7/,

OH _ 5 50 0¢y 091 oL m

_ Yvr — B
(97TI 1J9, 9o Oz — a(au¢1) 7TJ51J5a Ty .

The complete set of covariant canonical field equations is thus given by

oM O¢r oM oy

pral el Pl 5)

This pair of first-order partial differential equations is equivalent to the set of second-order differential equations
of Eq. (2). We observe that in this formulation of the canonical field equations, all coordinates of space-time
appear symmetrically—similar to the Lagrangian formulation of Eq. (2). Provided that the Lagrangian density
L is a Lorentz scalar, the dynamics of the fields is invariant with respect to Lorentz transformations. The
covariant Legendre transformation (4) passes this property to the Hamiltonian density . It thus ensures a
priori the relativistic invariance of the fields that emerge as integrals of the canonical field equations if £L—and
hence H—represents a Lorentz scalar.

Canonical transformations in
covariant Hamiltonian field theory

The covariant Legendre transformation (4) allows us to derive a canonical transformation theory in a way
similar to that of point dynamics. The main difference is that now the generating function of the canonical
transformation is represented by a vector rather than by a scalar function. The main benefit of this formalism is
that we are not dealing with arbitrary transformations. Instead, we restrict ourselves right from the beginning to
those transformations that preserve the form of the action functional. This ensures all eligible transformations
to be physical. Furthermore, with a generating function, we not only define the transformations of the fields
but also pinpoint simultaneously the corresponding transformation law of the canonical momentum fields.

Generating functions of type F;(¢, ®,x)

Similar to the canonical formalism of point mechanics, we call a transformation of the fields (¢, ) — (®,II)
canonical if the form of the variational principle that is based on the action functional (1) is maintained,

5/ < §¢i H((j),ﬂ,x)) Fr 5/ (nag‘bi (T z)) . (6)

Equation (6) tells us that the integrands may differ by the divergence of a vector field F}', whose variation
vanishes on the boundary dR of the integration region R within space-time

8F1 4 !
d*z FrdS, = 0.

The immediate consequence of the form invariance of the variational principle is the form invariance of the
covariant canonical field equations (5)

oM 0%, oW ol
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For the integrands of Eq. (6)—hence for the Lagrangian densities £ and £'—we thus obtain the condition
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With the definition F}* = F{'(¢, ®, ), we restrict ourselves to a function of exactly those arguments that now
enter into transformation rules for the transition from the original to the new fields. The divergence of F'
writes, explicitly,
OFfY  OFY 0¢;  OF 0%y = OF
ox®  Opr 0z 0P Oz ox«

(8)

expl

The rightmost term denotes the sum over the ezplicit dependence of the generating function F{* on the z¥. Com-
paring the coefficients of Egs. (7) and (8), we find the local coordinate representation of the field transformation
rules that are induced by the generating function F}*

OFy . o , . oFy
=90 T g, MEHT G

i
Ty

(9)

expl
The transformation rule for the Hamiltonian density implies that summation over « is to be performed. In
contrast to the transformation rule for the Lagrangian density £ of Eq. (7), the rule for the Hamiltonian density
is determined by the ezplicit dependence of the generating function F}" on the z”. Hence, if a generating
function does not explicitly depend on the independent variables, ¥, then the value of the Hamiltonian density
is not changed under the particular canonical transformation emerging thereof.

Differentiating the transformation rule for 7% with respect to ®;, and the rule for IT"; with respect to ¢y,
we obtain a symmetry relation between original and transformed fields

ory  0°F!' Ol
8<I>J B 8¢[8(I)J B 3(15] '
The emerging of symmetry relations is a characteristic feature of canonical transformations. As the symmetry

relation directly follows from the second derivatives of the generating function, is does not apply for arbitrary
transformations of the fields that do not follow from generating functions.

Generating functions of type Fy (¢, I1, z)

The generating function of a canonical transformation can alternatively be expressed in terms of a function of
the original fields ¢; and of the new conjugate fields II7. To derive the pertaining transformation rules, we
perform the covariant Legendre transformation

OF!
FY(6.TL2) = FY(6,®,2) + B0, T = -1 (10)
I
By definition, the functions FI' and F}' agree with respect to their ¢; and 2* dependencies
OFY _ OF! Y aFf‘:‘ _ aFf oy
8¢I 8¢1 Oz expl Ox expl

The variables ¢; and z* thus do not take part in the Legendre transformation from Eq. (10). Therefore, the
two F4'-related transformation rules coincide with the respective rules derived previously from F{'. As F}* does
not depend on the IIf whereas F}' does not depend on the the ®;, the new transformation rule thus follows
from the derivative of ' with respect to II% as

OFY Glile
=0, —L =®;06; 6"
oy — oy — 7Y
We thus end up with set of transformation rules
OFY OFY OFY
H = 2 ¢ 6“ = 2 ! = 2 11
1 ad)I’ o aH?7 " " " Dz expl, ( )

which is equivalent to the set (9) by virtue of the Legendre transformation (10) if the matrices (02 F}'/0¢;0® ;)
are non-singular. From the second partial derivations of F}' one immediately derives the symmetry relation

ork  OPF) 9%,

oIy 9¢r011y, — g ¥’

whose existence characterizes the transformation to be canonical.
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Gauge theories as canonical transformations

Devising gauge theories in terms of canonical transformations turns out to be a particularly useful application of
the canonical formalism in the realm of classical field theory. The systematic procedure to pursue is as follows:

1.

10.

Construct the generating function F}' that defines the desired local transformation of the fields of the
given covariant system Hamiltonian . If the given system is described in terms of a Lagrangian £, the
corresponding Hamiltonian # is obtained by a covariant Legendre transformation according to Eq. (4).

. Calculate the divergence of F}' to find the transformation rule for the Hamiltonian #.

Introduce the appropriate gauge field Hamiltonian H, that is eligible to compensate the terms of the
divergence of F}'.

. Derive the transformation rules for the gauge fields from the requirement that the amended Hamiltonian

Hi = H + Hg be form-invariant.

. Construct the amended generating function 152“ that defines the transformation of base fields and gauge

fields.
Calculate the divergence of F}* to find the transformation rule for the amended Hamiltonian ;.

Express the divergence of 1:"2” in terms of the physical fields and their conjugates making use of their
transformation rules.

Provided that all terms come up in pairs, i.e., if they have the same form in the original and in the
transformed field variables, this uniquely determines the form of the Hamiltonian Hs that is locally form-
tnvariant.

Add the Hamiltonian Hy;, describing the kinetics of the free gauge fields. It must be ensured that Hy;, is
also form-invariant under the given transformation rules to maintain the local form-invariance of the final
Hamiltonian Hs = Ha + Hyin-

Optionally Legendre-transform the final Hamiltonian Hs3 to determine the corresponding locally gauge-
invariant Lagrangian Ls.

We will follow this procedure in the next section to work out a Lagrangian L3 that is form-invariant under an
inhomogeneous local gauge transformation.

General inhomogeneous local gauge transformation

As a generalization of the homogeneous local U(N) gauge group, we now treat the corresponding inhormogeneous
gauge group for the case of an N-tuple of fields ¢;.

External gauge fields

We consider a system consisting of an N-tuple ¢ of complex fields ¢; with I =1,..., N, and ¢ its adjoint,

o1
o=| |, G=(d
ow

A general inhomogeneous linear transformation may be expressed in terms of a complex matrix U(z) =
(urs(z)), Ut(z) = (urs(z)) and a vector p(x) = (ps(x)) that generally depend explicitly on the independent
variables, z*, as

¢ =U¢+e, 6=0U'+7p
O =wuryo5+ o1, S, =g Uy +p;- (12)
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With this notation, ¢; stands for a set of I = 1,..., N complex fields ¢;. In other words, U is supposed to
define an isomorphism within the space of the ¢;, hence to linearly map the ¢; into objects of the same type.
The quantities ¢r(z) have the dimension of the base fields ¢; and define a local shifting transformation of the
®; in iso-space. Physically, this means that the system is now required to be form-invariant both under local
unitary transformations in iso-space and under local variations of background fields ¢;(x).

The transformation (12) follows from a generating function that—corresponding to H—must be a real-valued
function of the generally complex fields ¢; and their canonical conjugates, 7/,

Fi (¢, ¢, 1" TT" | z) =" (Ugp+¢)+ (oUt +7) TI*
=y (urs ¢g +¢r) + (o Uxs +P,) Y. (13)

According to Egs. (11) the set of transformation rules follows as

OF! — — OF% —
T = 5‘(;32[ = Wheurs0,1, 6l = 81'[2? = (¢xUrs+3,) 04651
oy ) oFy
7T'i~ = 8621 :5IKHK.]H{]7 (I)](Sllj: aﬁ%; :(5551-1( (UKJ¢J+<PK)

The complete set of transformation rules and their inverses then read in component notation

TTH — —
O =uryps+onr=¢;us +o, 0 =upy o I, =70y,

b1 =71y (P —y), 0 = (s —B,) ugr, 7} =1, 5, 7 = uy;. (14)

We restrict ourselves to transformations that preserve the contraction 7,

o1, =7 U U, = 7%, — vt =1 =vut

e 7 B ~ B
I =T UIKTKe = TETKe = UjTUIK =0jK = U UTK.

This means that U = U~!, hence that the matrix U is supposed to be unitary. As a unitary matrix, U(z) is a
member of the unitary group U(N)

Ulz) = U (), |det U(z)| =

For det U(x) = +1, the matrix U(x) is a member of the special group SU(N).

We require the Hamiltonian density H to be form-invariant under the global gauge transformation (12),
which is given for U, ¢ = const., hence for all u;;,p; not depending on the independent variables, z#. Gen-
erally, if U = U(x), ¢ = ¢(x), then the transformation (14) is referred to as a local gauge transformation.
The transformation rule for the Hamiltonian is then determined by the explicitly x*-dependent terms of the
generating function F}' according to

H —H = OFy
D expl
B 3U1J 390[ — 0ty 8¢J @
o H ( I zo (9960‘ 1L
o 3UJJ¢ 3@1 <PJ I
K UKL\ o @ JKT
8u 6 8
= (7T% ¢y — o™F) Uk 5 s Yy e, aw aiiwﬂ? (15)

In the last step, the identity

(9UJ[ 8u1K

UK +UJT =
OxH oxH
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was inserted. If we want to set up a Hamiltonian H; that is form-invariant under the local, hence x*-dependent
transformation generated by (13), then we must compensate the additional terms (15) that emerge from the
explicit z#-dependence of the generating function (13). The only way to achieve this is to adjoin the Hamiltonian
‘H of our system with terms that correspond to (15) with regard to their dependence on the canonical variables,
¢, ¢, m*, 7. With a unitary matrix U, the uss-dependent terms in Eq. (15) are skew-Hermitian,

_ Oupy _ Ouyg __ Ouk
UKT 5 = o WK = W1 50
Bumﬂ —u 8@[}( _78u§]1H (16)
Gy I = W1 = UK
or in matrix notation
ou\"  out oU ou . \'  out oU
(U ax”) ax“U v dzr’ <8xl‘U ) Uax“ 3:17“[] ’

The U Oury/0x*-dependent terms in Eq. (15) can thus be compensated by a Hermitian matrix (ax.y) of
“4-vector gauge fields”, with each off-diagonal matrix element, ax;, K # J, a complex 4-vector field with
components ag ., p=0,...,3

_ Ouyy s
UKIW < QK Jp, AR Ju = QK Jp = QJK -

Correspondingly, the term proportional to u;;0¢.s/0x" is compensated by the pi-components My sby,, of a vector
M7y by of 4-vector gauge fields,

9ps

1%} _
Dt <~ MIJbJN, L <~ bJuMIJ.

u —u

1J o T
The term proportional to 9% ;/0zu s is then compensated by the adjoint vector b;M;;. The dimension of
the constant real matrix M is [M] = L~! and thus has the natural dimension of mass. The given system
Hamiltonian ‘H must be amended by a Hamiltonian #, of the form

Hi=H+Ha Ha=1ig(Txos — ox75)akia+TFMisbia +bjaMpyme (17)

in order for H; to be form-invariant under the canonical transformation that is defined by the explicitly z*-
dependent generating function from Eq. (13). With a real coupling constant g, the “gauge Hamiltonian” H, is
thus real. Submitting the amended Hamiltonian #; to the canonical transformation generated by Eq. (13), the
new Hamiltonian H} emerges as

oF2

/ OFy
M, — H, + 2 2

ox™

— H+H, +

expl expl

=H+ (Txds — oxmG) (igaxsa + Uks %I;Iaj)

+ 77 (MIJbJa +urg gﬁi) + (EJQMIJ + g%’uﬂ) s

; H + ig (ﬁ?(q)J 761(1_[?) Ak Jja +ﬁ?M[JBJa +§JQM]JH?,

with the Ay, and By, defining the gauge field components of the transformed system. The form of the system
Hamiltonian H; is thus maintained under the canonical transformation,

! HI +H/

1 — a’

H, =1ig (ﬁ?(‘I’J - 5KH?> Ao+ M1yByo + Byo M 10§,
(18)
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provided that the given system Hamiltonian # is form-invariant under the corresponding global gauge trans-
formation (14). In other words, we suppose the given system Hamiltonian H(¢, ¢, 7, 7", ) to remain form-
invariant if it is expressed in terms of the transformed fields,
) T (8, 6, 7 T, 1),

Replacing the transformed base fields by the original ones according to Eqs. (14), the gauge fields must satisfy
the condition

%/(¢7$a HN’ ﬁ:“‘7

(7% s — k75 (19 axra + Uxr Gt

— — T toJ7)
+ 77 (MIJbJa +ury gﬁi) + (bJaMIJ + #UJI) Ly

=ig (FPUrkusLOL + TUIKPT — OLULKUIITY — PrusiTd) Axya
+ T iUk Mg yBia + Bra Mg jug s,
which yields with Eqs. (14) the following inhomogeneous transformation rules for the gauge fields ar J, b J, and

b; by comparing the coefficients that are associated with the independent dynamical variables T T b,
and ¢ ;7!

Ag gy =ugrarLrUrs + & G QUK 7y
By, = My (UIKMKLbLu ig Arkpex + 8#) (19)

By, = (ELMMKLEKI +igPrAriu + %) My;.

Herein, M denotes the inverse matrix of M, hence My sMy; = Mgy My; = ;. We observe that for any type
of canonical field variables ¢; and for any Hamiltonian system #, the transformation of both the matrix a;; as
well as the vector by of 4-vector gauge fields is uniquely determined according to Eq. (19) by the unitary matrix
U(z) and the translation vector ¢(z) that determine the local transformation of the N base fields ¢. In a more
concise matrix notation, Eqs. (19) are

Ay =Ua,U' + 11; o U
MB, =UMb,—igA,p+ 22 (20)

B,M" =b,MTU' +igGA, + 2.

Inserting the transformation rules for the base fields, ¢ = Ud+p and ¢ = ¢ UT+% into Eqs. (20), we immediately
find the homogeneous transformation conditions

99
8 "
d¢

6—M+1g¢A -B, MT *<8W+1g¢a#—b M )UT.

—igA,$— MB, _U(W iga#qS—Mbu)

We identify the “amended” partial derivatives as the “covariant derivative” that defines the “minimum coupling
rule” for our inhomogeneous gauge transformation. It reduces to the conventional minimum coupling rule for
the homogeneous gauge transformation, hence for p = 0, M = 0.

Including the gauge field dynamics

With the knowledge of the required transformation rules for the gauge fields from Eq. (19), it is now possible
to redefine the generating function (13) to also describe the gauge field transformations. This simultaneously
defines the transformations of the canonical conjugates, p'/} and ¢';”, of the gauge fields a sk, and by, respec-
tively. Furthermore, the redefined generating function yields additional terms in the transformation rule for the
Hamiltonian. Of course, in order for the Hamiltonian to be invariant under local gauge transformations, the
additional terms must be invariant as well. The transformation rules for the base fields ¢; and the gauge fields
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ary,br (Eq. (19)) can be regarded as a canonical transformation that emerges from an explicitly z*-dependent
and real-valued generating function vector of type Fi' = Fy' (¢, ¢,I1,11,a, P,b,b,Q.Q, z),

F‘QM :ﬁﬁt{ (uKJ [0y; —l—(pK) + (aKﬂKJ +¢J) HI}
+ (P?;’é +ig Mp;Q Gy —ig so.rQi“MLK>
1 Ougr )

UKN GNIa U1 + 53— UIJ
ig Ox

o )
+ Q1 Mk (UKIMIJbJa + 5;5) +

_ 0%,\ ~ .
(bKaMIKUIJ + Gii> M Q7" (21)

With the first line of (21) matching Eq. (13), the transformation rules for canonical variables ¢, ¢ and their

conjugates, T, 7", agree with those from Eqs. (14). The rules for the gauge fields Ag jo, Bxa, and B, emerge
as

OFY 1 Ougy
Aol = 22 = gt oTipy + — Ly
KJa 0y apgr. v (uKN ANIaULg + ig 0z° UIJ)
pu
Bra ol = affw =
oQr
~ 0 . _ Ougr
Mk |urrMrybya + PK g UKN aNTo 1) + Ty )
Ox® Oz
- P '
=0y Mk <UKIMIJbJa + % —ig AKJa<PJ>
_ Jols
Biadli= o2 —
0Q¢
- %) . _ Ougr ~
o8 |bxaMikTry + L8 + P |lgurn anra Ly + KL airg )| My,
Oox« Oz
_ Y - N
=y (bKaMIKUIJ + % +igPk AKJa) My 5,

which obviously coincide with Eqgs. (19) as the generating function (21) was devised accordingly. The
transformation of the conjugate momentum fields is obtained from the generating function (21) as

OF* . N .
= 5 2 =Mk Mg Q7 MryQW = uyr Mir g
Jv
_vp 6F2“ - —VMM M *VILM _ 7V,uM — 22
q; = b, =Qp MrxugrMry, Qg Myj=70q¢ Mgrir; (22)
vy aFQM = Pl/u . M vp— s 7UHM
DiN = =ury (Prg +igMp;Q1" 0x —igesQp Mrk ) uxn
danry
=y (Pﬁ{ +ig M QY @ —ig®y QZ#MLK) UKN
—igMpig" én + igdr ) Moy,
Thus, the expression
P +ig Mgt én —ig dray Mpn
=y (P;}é +ig MpsQY O —ig @y QZHMLK> UK N (23)
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transforms homogeneously under the gauge transformation generated by Eq. (21). The same homogeneous
transformation law holds for the expression

o) Oary :
frow = T — =50 +ig (arkvax s, — arxpaxgy)
=Urk Frruwury (24)
9A 0Ary :
Fryw = 5k — 5o +ig (ArxvAx g — Atk pAra)

which directly follows from the transformation rule (19) for the gauge fields az;,. Making use of the initially
defined mapping of the base fields (12), the transformation rule (19) for the gauge fields b, bk, is converted
into

0P
&rf{ ig Asku®rx — Mk By =
0 .
ujL (ﬁ —igarkPx — MLKbKu)
0d,
D +ig®PxAxyy — BruMjk =
06, + bruMix | 25
Dk igdxarr, —bruMrk | ULy (25)
The above transformation rules can also be expressed more clearly in matrix notation
qu,u — MTUTMTQU,LL’ MTQU;L — UMTqV[L
g =Q""MUM, QM =g"+MUT
p =Ut (P”"—f—ig]\ZfTQ”“ ®¢—iggo®§”“M)U
fuw = Ut F.U, fu = g‘;g — g‘;‘,ﬁ +ig (ava, —aua,) (26)
and
09 0
Fyn —igA,¢—MB,=U <8 —iga,p—Mb >
¢ 99 — -
a<i—|-lg<bA B MT = (ajl—&-ig¢au—buMT> Ut

prH 4 igMTQwA ®$_ ig¢7 ®QVMM _
U (p”“ +igMT¢"" @ ¢ — ig¢®q”“M) Ut
It remains to work out the difference of the Hamiltonians that are submitted to the canonical transformation

generated by (21). Hence, according to the general rule from Eq. (11), we must calculate the divergence of the
explicitly z#-dependent terms of Fj'

—a (O 0 - 0 op
:HK( L6+ S"K) (qbK gi"+a§;)ﬂﬁ

ox™ ox™
xpl

OFY
oz

+ (P%i +ig M1sQ3 Bk —igeps @zﬁMLK>
(8uKN 6u1J 1 8uKI aﬂ]J 1 8211,1(] _ >

ANTQUI] + UK NG - ig
BB ONTeUII Y UKNONIa 5 5+ 1 0 pah T 1y DaodzP “J

0o 0 —af ~ ou _
+ MLJQaﬁ 790? - LO; Qp Mrk | |iguknN anraUrg + KLy,
ox or®

—of - duk vk
+Qp MLk ( 928 Mrbya + 8x“8x5) +

oury 82¢J
0zf  Ox*0zP

(bKaMIK > My ;Q%°.
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(27)

We are now going to express all uy;- and @x-dependencies in (27) in terms of the field variables making use
of the canonical transformation rules. To this end, the constituents of Eq. (27) are split into three blocks. The
IT-dependent terms of can be converted this way by means of the transformation rules (14) and (19)

Ty (e gy + %2 ) + (3 22 + 522) T3

_ ﬁ‘;‘{ (BuKJ wrr(®r — 1) + %ﬁf) + ((51 _¢I) U/IKangaJ + g:;&’) 11

ox™

=ig (ﬁ?(q’J - 6KH§> Afcjo + My Mg yByo + BroMjllg

—ig (T% s — 0x™5) asa — (T Mibsa + bxaMsxTs) -

(28)

The second derivative terms in Eq. (27) are symmetric in the indices o and . If we split P95 and Q% into a

symmetric Pﬁf ) SQB ) and a skew-symmetric parts P}%],P[aﬂ lin o and B8

(eB) [B] plab] _ of Ba (aB) _ af Ba
PJK_P + Pk PJK_%(P PJK)’PJK —%(PJK+PJK)

Q(aﬁ +Q[aﬁ, [aB] _ %( ap Qﬂa) 7anﬂ) _ %( op +Q§“),
then the second derivative terms in Eq. (27) vanish for P[]O}f] and Q[Jaﬁ],

2
g O"ukr _ %y sl _ —laf] Pox
TK drodzh ’ 81“181‘5@ =0, @x Ox*dxP =0

By inserting the transformation rules for the gauge fields from Eqgs. (19), the remaining terms of (27) for the
skew-symmetric part of P;}g are converted into

(PL[IC;?] +ig MLJQ[LQB] —ligpy QL MLK)

ou 1 Qugr ®
( YN N[0Tl ) + UKNAONTo DL + 7 g e &%’)

(ML Qi %ﬁ? - %QL MLK) 19 Ak Ja

+ QL ﬁ]MLK QUL Mysbya + baMrs2 O a M, Q[Q*B
= —3ig PJK (AxraArs — Ak18A170)

+ 1ig (EJBMKJAKMMIL - EJQMKJAKIIBM]L) Q‘zﬂ
- %ig@iﬁ <MLIAIKQMKJBJ5 — MLIAIKEMKJBM)
+ 1ig P%( (k100178 — GKIBAITa)

— 3ig (BspMicsarciaMi = broMy saxishor) af”

+ %igaiﬁ (MLIQIKQMKJbJB - MLIGIKﬁMKJbJa) . (29)
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For the symmetric parts of P;‘ﬁ and Q?ﬁ , we obtain

(P(aﬁ) +1ig MLJQL —igyy QL MLK)

ou 1 1 6uK1 Bu” 1 6 UK T
: ( ToATANTQ UL + ukLaLa? 928 T ig 90 028 T ig 920027 UIJ)

+ (MLJQ (o %i’ﬁ{ — Geg Q( Q)MLK) 19 Ak ja
+ Q" W (%5 Misbyo + 3255 )
(bJ&MU aIK + azaamﬁ) M KQ o0

= (P(o‘ﬁ) +ig M1QY" By —igps Q) )MLK)

8AKJa 3 aApla
( acp UKL ggh U[J)

Q(aﬁ)MLK (8(;;1;1 Misbye + W — igAKJang)
(bJU‘M” A+ Bmo‘axﬂ +ig 2 ok AJKa) MLKQ(QB
LPi (e + 25522 ) + 10 (%5 + 3522)
+ (e + ) Q%
— 35 (G + %)

1-aB (Obg, | Ob 1 (0bxa , 90 B
37 (B + 5) — 3 (B + 52 (30

In summary, by inserting the transformation rules into Eq. (27), the divergence of the explicitly z#-dependent
terms of F}' — and hence the difference of transformed and original Hamiltonians — can be expressed completely
in terms of the canonical variables as

IFg
ox™

=19 (ﬁ(;((I)J — 6}(113) AKJQ
expl
T Mg jBjo + Bra MG
—ig (7% s — ox™F) aksa — (TEMisbsa + brxaMyrTs)
— g PYy (AkraArss — AxrsArie)
+1igpSy (axraarsp — axisarsa)
+ 1ig (EJﬂMKJAKIaMIL - EJaMKJAKI,BMLI) QP
L —ap ([ -
— 3ig Qr (MLIAIKaMKJBJB - MLIAIKBMKJBJa)
— 3ig (EJﬁMK.]aKIaMIL - BJaMKJaKIﬁMLI) @’
+ Ligqy” (MLlalKaMKJbJB - MLIGIKBMKJbJa)
Ak | 9A ~2B (9B, , OB
+ AP (S + 25 )+ 1O (e + )
B OB
+% (83Bmlga + (9;(§ﬁ) ?(ﬁ

1. aB (Odakja Oaxjp\  1-af [ 9bka bk
2Pk ( OxP + Oz 29K oxPB + Oz
B

1 ( 9bka bk g a
2 ( OxP + oz ) 4K -

We observe that all ury and ¢r-dependencies of Eq. (27) were expressed symmetrically in terms of both the orig-
inal and the transformed complex base fields ¢, ®; and 4-vector gauge fields a i, Asi,bs, By, in conjunction
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with their respective canonical momenta. Consequently, an amended Hamiltonian Hs of the form
Ho = H(m, ¢, x)
+ig (T dg — Ox75F) akja + T My sba + bxa M x5

1. o 1, 9 o da
~LigpSy (axtaarss — axis are) + 505w ( A fe | 31;15)

+1ig (bsgMr saxia — biaMisaxis) Miiqy”
—%igﬁzﬁMLl (arkaMKsbss — arksMg sbyo)
_ ab 5 b
il (G 5m) 5 (B + 55 o (31)

is then transformed according to the general rule (11)

OF%
! 2
Hoy =Ha + 9z
expl
into the new Hamiltonian
Hy =HAL, ¢, x)

+ig (ﬁ?{(I)J - 61(1_[?) A jo + Mg yByo + Bra M4

—3ig Py (Axta Ar1s — Axrs Ara) + 3Py (a’g;ﬂ;’“ + agffﬁ)
+3ig (BygMgjAk1a — Bra MKk s Ak 1) MLIQ%'B
. —=af ~
—2igQy Mpr (ArgkaMkyBys — ArksMri Bia)

T30 (B + ) + & (B + T ) Q. (32)

The entire transformation is thus form-conserving provided that the original Hamiltonian H (7, ¢, x) is also
form-invariant if expressed in terms of the new fields, H(II, ¢, z) = H(m, ¢, x), according to the transformation
rules (14). In other words, H(m, ¢, x) must be form-invariant under the corresponding global gauge transforma-
tion.

As a common feature of all gauge transformation theories, we must ensure that the transformation rules for
the gauge fields and their conjugates are consistent with the field equations for the gauge fields that follow from
final form-invariant amended Hamiltonians, Hs = Ha + Hin and Hy = H, + H},,. In other words, Hy, and
the form-alike H;;, must be chosen in a way that the transformation properties of the canonical equations for
the gauge fields emerging from Hj and Hj are compatible with the canonical transformation rules (19). These
requirements uniquely determine the form of both My, and Hy;,. Thus, the Hamiltonians (31) and (32) must
be further amended by “kinetic” terms Hyin and Hj,, that describe the dynamics of the free 4-vector gauge
fields, ax j,by and Ak j, B, respectively. Of course, Hyin must be form-invariant as well if expressed in the
transformed dynamical variables in order to ensure the overall form-invariance of the final Hamiltonian. An
expression that fulfills this requirement is obtained from Eqs. (22) and (23)

Hiin = —%53’6 GjaB — % (10%3 +1ig MLquﬁ by —igor QzﬁMLJ)
: (pJIaﬁ +1ig MKJQK&B b1 —igds qKaBMKI) . (33)
The condition for the first term to be form-invariant is
_ —af ~ B -
ﬁﬂ Giop =Qp Mrpxuxr MryMyy Tng Msr Qsap
—_———
ééjN(det M)2
R ,6 ~ ~
= (det M)2 Q% Mrx My Qjap
—_———
ééL](det M)72

—af
= QJ QJozﬁ
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The mass matrix M must thus be orthogonal
M M7 =1 (det M)*. (34)

From #3 and, correspondingly, from H%, we will work out the condition for the canonical field equations to be
consistent with the canonical transformation rules (19) for the gauge fields and their conjugates (22).

With Hyin from Eq. (33), the total amended Hamiltonian Hg is now given by

(35)

Hz =Ho + Hyin = H + Hg
He =ig (T%ds — OxTF) AR Ja — %igp?f] (asraarxs — asigarka)
il (e %) + 475 (G + 5
+3 (G + 5 ) 05

+T% My gbo + bxaMyxmd

+1ig (bysMi saxia — braMrsaxis) Mrrq;”
—%igq(zﬁMu (arka Mg sbss — argkgMibya) — %@?ﬁ qiaB
~1 (p%g +ig Mg 6, —igor Q%BMLJ>

(pJIa,@ +ig MK jqKap &1 — 19 ¢ aKaﬂMm) .

In the Hamiltonian description, the partial derivatives of the fields in (35) do not constitute canonical variables
and must hence be regarded as x*-dependent coefficients when setting up the canonical field equations. The
relation of the canonical momenta pi;,, to the derivatives of the fields, danrn, /92", is generally provided by
the first canonical field equation (5). This means for the particular Hamiltonian (35)

8(11\/[]\]“ _ BHg
~F53..0  — AU
OzV PN

1 .
= —3ig(amruarNy — aprw arNy) + 5 oun s

1 (OamnNu day Ny
oxv ok

— $PMNuw — 319 (MIM(]IW On — dum QIWMIN> )

hence
O B da
PKIuw = ?jjm(u] - a;(;m
+ig (aKIV argu — aKIu 61y — Mrgqru ¢ 5 + ok q[;WMIJ) . (36)

Rewriting Eq. (36) in the form

P +igMiK a1 by — igéf)K?IWMIJ

da Oakg :
= Sy — R g (ak @1y — K I1.A1Ty)

= fKJ;wv

we realize that the left-hand side transforms homogeneously according to Eq. (23). From Eq. (26), we already
know that the same rule applies for the f,,. The canonical equation (36) is thus generally consistent with the
canonical transformation rules.
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The corresponding reasoning applies for the canonical momenta g;,, and g,
Obn,  OHg
orv Oy
—Sanw — 59 My (arxuMr s by — ary My byy)

1 abNM dbn
+ 2 ( oxv + c%cﬂu

+3ig My (pIJ;w +ig Mk 1qruw ¢ — ig b1 QKWMKJ) oy

Dby, OMy
orv g’

1 1. (T 7 ~
—50n + 319 (brv Mgy agy —biuMy g akr,) Myg

1 8BN;L 651\7,,

+ 2 ( dxv + Ok

—tigg, (pJIW +ig MK yqxc,m ¢7 — 19 67 @KWMKI) My,

hence with the canonical equation (36)

ob by . =
Qi = G — o HigMyr (a1 Mir bry — arg My bry)

. ~, o B da . .
+ig Mg ( GHe — =0t vig(army ALky — @1 aLKV)) oK

- by, _ Oby. - (T 7 ~
Ty = 52 — 52 —ig (bouMir akry — booMyp axin) Mg
s T ) 9 da . ~
—igog ( Gt — oot +ig (ax Ly 6Ly — GK Ly aLIIJ)) M. (37)

In order to check whether these canonical equations—which are complex conjugate to each other—are also
compatible with the canonical transformation rules, we rewrite the first one concisely in matrix notation for the
transformed fields

MQ,, =2MB. OMBu ,i,(A,MB,—A,MB,)

Oxk

+ig (%::5 - %;5 +ig (AvA, — AMAV)> ¢.

Applying now the transformation rules for the gauge fields A, , B,, from Eqs. (20), and for the base fields ¢ from
Egs. (12), we find

MQ., =U [Bg;ggu — OMb. \ig(a,Mb, —a,Mb,)

+ ig (gg; — g‘;ﬁ +ig (ava, —a#al,)> qb}
=UMq,..

The canonical equations (37) are thus compatible with the canonical transformation rules (26) provided that

MT = L
(det M)?

Thus, the mass matrix M must be orthogonal. This restriction was already encountered with Eq. (34).

We observe that both px s, and qu0, G 5,, occur to be skew-symmetric in the indices u, v. Here, this feature
emerges from the canonical formalism and does not have to be postulated. Consequently, all products with
the momenta in the Hamiltonian (35) that are symmetric in p, v must vanish. As these terms only contribute
to the first canonical equations, we may omit them from #, if we simultaneously define psk,. and g, to
be skew-symmetric in p, . With regard to the ensuing canonical equations, the gauge Hamiltonian #, from
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Eq. (35) is then equivalent to

He = ig (ﬁf{qh - EKﬁg) AR JB — igp%ianm aKJg — %Q}w 4jap
+ (@B( - ig@gﬁ]\;fuan{a) Mk sbys
+bx Mk (Wg +ig anaMquZ‘ﬁ)
- (p%g +ig Mp1q;" ¢, —ig ¢r ﬁgﬁj\;fw)
(p.]laﬂ +ig MK 1qKap ;- ig b qKaﬁMKI)

uy ! Im uv !

Pjk = " Pjk> q; = _QZ#~ (38)

Setting the mass matrix M to zero, H, reduces to the gauge Hamiltonian of the homogeneous U(N) gauge
theory [11]. The other terms describe the dynamics of the 4-vector gauge fields b;. From the locally gauge-
invariant Hamiltonian (35), the canonical equations for the base fields ¢y, ¢; are given by

8¢)I - 07‘[3 M .

|, ~omy T om Y arjuds + Misbyy

351 _ 8H3 _ OH .7 -

k|, ~ oml T om —ig¢ ayr +byuMipy. (39)

These equations represent the generalized “minimum coupling rules” for our particular case of a system of two
sets of gauge fields, a;x and b;.
The canonical field equation from the b;,b; dependencies of H, follow as

9qi" ) . ~

81,{2‘ = —agj{i =—Mjg (ﬂ'ﬁ + 1gaJIaML]qz“)
ag;" oM . —apy

3xJa = "o, — (—Wlf( +1g Q%“MLICLIK@) Mg .

Inserting 75,75 as obtained from Egs. (39) for a particular system Hamiltonian #, terms proportional to b}
and B? emerge with no other dynamical variables involved. Such terms describe the masses of particles that are
associated with the gauge fields b;.

Gauge-invariant Lagrangian

As the system Hamiltonian H does not depend on the gauge fields ax s and by, the gauge Lagrangian £, that
is equivalent to the gauge Hamiltonian #, from Eq. (35) is derived by means of the Legendre transformation

65Joz af

—af abJa
98 17

_ ap 04k ja
L1 5B

s =PIk 5.8

c + + — H,,

with p}} from Eq. (36) and ¢/, ¢";” from Eqgs. (37). We thus have

aB dagge _ 1,08 (Oaxje _ Oaxss 1,08 (dakja Oaxup
JK 92 = szK( 027 aze ) T 3PIK \ "927" T “oae

_ 1, aB 1, af (daxja dar s
__§pJKpKJa,6+§pJK( g+ e

- %igpf}?{ (aKIa arys — axip arje — Mrxqrse 05 + oK q[ﬁaMIJ) ,
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and, similarly

-3 a}w qjag — %igﬁﬁMﬂ (arkaMrrbrg —arksMir bra)
+ %ig@?ﬁMJI (pILaﬂ +ig MK 1qras $1, — 19 ¢1 qKa,BMKL) oL
_a ab
+da5 (G + 522)
Abga B _

oz8 47 =

-1 757 qyap + 3ig (bgMir axia — bra Mk axip) Myrq5’

— 3ig ¢, (pILaB +ig MK 1qKap ¢1, — g O1 @KQ@MKL) Myrq5?

1 (9bya | Obss)\ B
+ 2 (31%* + el

With the gauge Hamiltonian H, from Eq. (35), the gauge Lagrangian £, is then

Ly = _%@?ﬂqmﬂ
7% (igax 0 + Mrsbia) + (19 dxarsa — bxaMik) 75
-4 (p?ﬁ +igMpiqt” 6, —igés 63[3MLJ>
: (pJIaﬁ +ig MK 1qxap &1 — 19 s qKaBMKI)

According to Eq. (24) and the relation for the canonical momenta psrqs from Eq. (36), the last product can be
rewritten as —if}lf fJ1ap, thus

Ly = —if}l.fﬁ firap — %ﬁﬁ(uaﬁ - 7% (igaxjads + Mg jbya) +
(ig arsa — braMyk) T5.

With regard to canonical variables Tk, g, L, is still a Hamiltonian. The final total gauge-invariant Lagrangian
L3 for the given system Hamiltonian H then emerges from the Legendre transformation

_ d¢ - _
£3 :£g+7ﬁgﬂ+ 61)(‘17T?—H(¢I7¢]77TI,7T17£C)

o

(8 .
=75 (5% —igaskadx — Myk bKa)
o

+ afé +igdraria _BKQMJK) Ty
- if}lf frras — %G?BQM/B —H( ¢ b1, 71,71, T). (40)

As implied by the Lagrangian formalism, the dynamical variables are given by both the fields, ¢, ¢;, axs,
b, and by, and their respective partial derivatives with respect to the independent variables, z#. Therefore,
the momenta ¢; and g; of the Hamiltonian description are no longer dynamical variables in £, but merely
abbreviations for combinations of the Lagrangian dynamical variables, which are here given by Eqgs. (37). The
correlation of the momenta 77,7 of the base fields ¢, $; to their derivatives are derived from the system
Hamiltonian H via

¢ .

aixi = g;é +igarjuds + Mipjby,

0o o _

87:*11 = g;é —igdyayr, +byuMiy, (41)

which represents the “minimal coupling rule” for our particular system. Thus, for any globally gauge-invariant
Hamiltonian H (¢, 71, ), the amended Lagrangian (40) with Egs. (41) describes in the Lagrangian formalism
the associated physical system that is invariant under local gauge transformations.
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Klein-Gordon system Hamiltonian

As an example, we consider the generalized Klein-Gordon Hamiltonian [11] that describes an N-tuple of massless
spin-0 fields

Hie = fla Tla-
This Hamiltonian is clearly invariant under the inhomogeneous global gauge transformation (14). The reason
for defining a massless system Hamiltonian # is that a mass term of the form EIM J1M jK @) that is contained
in the general Klein-Gordon Hamiltonian is not invariant under the inhomogeneous gauge transformation from
Eq. (14). According to Egs. (40) and (41), the corresponding locally gauge-invariant Lagrangian £3 k¢ is then

_ = 1 papB 1-af
Lsxe =71 Tia — 1 f7x [KIap — 507 Q7ap: (42)
with
el dak.j .
xR = Fg5 — =5 +ig (axrv a1y, — axruargy)

— 6bJV abJM

QIpv = g~ Bav
+ig Myr (arxe Mz bry, — ar Mg rn boy + fiw Ox)
_ 9bgy by

aJﬂV — Oxt ox?

—ig (bry My akm —bry Mkr arxy + Gk frruw) Mr
Ty = g%ﬁ —igarruds — Mryby,
_ o . T -
T = %ﬁ +iggyagr, — by My

In matrix notation, the gauge-invariant Lagrangian (42) thus writes

xr

= Tr (3£ fas) = 38"

Loxe = (8375 +igda® — B“MT) (;’4; —igaad — Mba>

with
O\ .
fuz/ = g;z - 6‘;5 + 19 (a‘l/ a, —a, al/)
b, .
Mg, =M ( o, _ g) +ig (al,MbM —a,Mb, + qus)

g, M7 = (% _ ggy;) MT —ig (E#MT% —b,MTa, + ¢ f,w) .

The terms in parentheses in the first line of £3 kg can be regarded as the “minimum coupling rule” for the
actual system. Under the inhomogeneous transformation prescription of the base fields from Egs. (12) and the
transformation rules of the gauge fields from Eqgs. (20), the Lagrangian L3 k¢ is form-invariant. Moreover, the
Lagrangian contains a term that is proportional to the square of the 4-vector gauge fields b

b MTMb,,

which represents a Proca mass term for an N-tuple of possibly charged bosons. Setting up the Euler-Lagrange
equation for the gauge fields b, we get

ogh~ - 0

A igMTa, (M) g M7 © igats) — MTMB =0,

oz« Ox,,
We observe that this equation describes an N-tuple massive bosonic fields b;,, in conjunction with their
interactions with the massless gauge fields a7, and the base fields, ¢;.

Expanding the last term of the Lagrangian (42), we can separate this Lagrangian into a renormalizable

L5 o part

T _ = 1 raf 178
3. KG = 71'}1 Tl — ZfJK fKJaﬁ - §hJ hJaﬁ
Ob by . =
hiww = o — o HigMyr (arky Mxr bry — ar Mz bry)

T dby, _ Ob . T T ~
Ry =92 — Z2 —ig (bpy Mg axry —bry Mip axru) Mz,
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. . o
and into a non-renormalizable L3" part

nr —

3,KG —
1. dbp Aya \ 17 af - paBq Abyp b e
319 [( 9o~ oab ) M1 frg¢x — O friMir (aza ~ Baf

+ %(defl\/f)2 [(ELQ Myr arrs —brs Micr arra) f75 0.
(

+ brf8 (arngMpybye — arpe Mpy byg) + %f;‘é?fuawj} .

The first line vanishes if we restrict ourselves to real fields. L3' vanishes completely if g = 0, hence if all
couplings to the massless gauge fields ajx are skipped. This corresponds to a pure shifting transformation that

is generated by Eq. (13) with U = 1.
For the case N = 1, hence for a single base field ¢, the following twofold amended Klein-Gordon Lagrangian

L3 xa

L3 ke = (% +igpa® —mga) (aaxa igaad —mb )
— 1/ fap — 57 qap

is form-invariant under the combined local gauge transformation

— A _ 1 0A
p—> D =g+, aNHAH—aM—i—EBW
_ iA _ g 1 OA
bHHB# _bﬂe _E<au+§3m“>@+m8m“
The field tensors then simplify to
f _ Oa, _ da,
1224 — Oxm ozv
_ db, _ Ob, | . ig (Ba, _ day
Qv = gor — 5z T19 (@ by —apby) + 37 (8:1:# - azt) ¢
_ b, ab . T - ig 7 [ da, da,,
qMV — Dzt a;' —19 (bﬂ ay — b” a’ﬂ) T m (Bx/* - 69:,’“ .

With m2b“b,, this locally gauge-invariant Lagrangian contains a mass term for the complex bosonic 4-vector
gauge field b,. The subsequent equation for the massive gauge field b, is thus

8;:: —igang"® +m (88::1 —1ig a“(b) —m?b" = 0.
From the transformation rule for the fields, the rule for the momenta (), follows as

Quv = €™,
It is then easy to verify that the field equation is indeed form-invariant under the above combined local trans-

formation of the fields ¢, a,,b,.
The Lagrangian L3 k¢ can again be split into a renormalizable part £ i q

I
ik = (22 +igda —mb") (£ —igaad —mby)

_ifaﬂ faﬁ - %Ea haﬁ

f _ Oa, _ 8aM
24 Ozt oxVv

ab ab, |
Py = Gur — 5ar Tig(av by —auby)
_ b, 9b . _ _
Py = g — e — 19 (b ay — by ay)

M nr
and a non-renormalizable part L£3%,

g,rKG = % (ha,@¢ _$ho¢,3 - ;i¢¢faﬂ> faﬁ-
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Conclusions

With the present paper, we have worked out a complete non-Abelian theory of inhomogeneous local gauge
transformations. The theory was worked out as a canonical transformation in the realm of covariant Hamiltonian
field theory. A particularly useful device was the definition of a gauge field matriz ay;, with each matrix element
representing a 4-vector gauge field. This way, the mutual interactions of base fields ¢; and both sets of gauge
fields, a;; and bj, attain a straightforward algebraic representation as ordinary matrix products.

Not a single assumption or postulate needed to be incorporated in the course of the derivation. Moreover,
no premise with respect to a particular “potential energy” function was required nor any draft on a “symmetry
breaking” mechanism. The only restriction needed to render the theory consistent was to require the mass
matriz to be orthogonal.

Requiring a theory to be form-invariant under the SU(N) gauge group generally enforces all gauge fields
to be massless. Yet, we are free to define other local gauge groups, under which we require the theory to be
form-invariant. Defining a local shifting transformations of the base fields means to submit the given system to
the action of fluctuating background fields. A local gauge invariance of the system’s Hamiltonian then actually
requires the existence of massive gauge fields. Specifically, the formalism enforces to introduce both a set of
massless gauge fields and a set of massive gauge fields.

The various mutual interactions of base and gauge fields that are described by the corresponding gauge-
invariant Lagrangian L3 give rise to a variety of processes that can be used to test whether this beautiful
formalism is actually reflected by nature.
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Abstract: It has been recently found that the equations of motion of several semiclassical systems
must take into account anomalous velocity term arising from Berry phase contributions. Those terms
are for instance responsible for the spin Hall effect in semiconductors or the gravitational birefringence
of photons propagating in a static gravitational field. Intensive ongoing research on this subject seems
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Introduction

It has been recently found that light exhibits a spin Hall effect similar to the the spin Hall effect occurring
for charge carriers in solid-state systems. This shows the universality of the comportment of particles of
different nature. In a medium with position dpendent refractive index, the center of a beam of light undergoes
a spin-dependent displacement perpendicular both to the initial propagation direction and to the change in
the propagation direction. Two different spin (helicity ) components acqu opposite displacements. Therefore,
a linearly polarized light will slightly splits into two beams, each containing different helicity states. Many
authors have shown the importance of the Berry’s phase for the understanding of this phenomenon. Indeed,
Berry’s phase provides a geometrical frame that describes the light polarization variations along the propagation
trajectory and the additional term which appears in the equations of motion leading to the spin Hall effect of
light. We can connecte this effect with the back reaction of spin (rapid variable) on the trajectory (slow
variable) [1]- [18].

In this proceeding we want to introduce a pedestrian approach of this effect coming from Feynmann brackets
which tell us how to play with the different symmetries laws and with the purpose of introducing the Berry
phase in the formalism of the Noncommutative Quantum Mechanics (NCQM). The paper is organized as follows.
We begin by briefly introducing the formalism of Feynman’s brackets, then from the approach of the NCQM
we show how to retrieve the spin Hall effect of spinning particules. As an application we consider the photon
propagating in a gravitationnal field.

Feynman brackets

Feynman’s proof of Maxwell equation

A remarkable way to solve Maxwell’s equations is exposed in an old unpublished work of Feynman, reported in
an elegant paper by Dyson [19] published in 1990. Initial Feynman’s motivation was to develop a quantization
procedure without resort to a Lagrangian or a Hamiltonian. For this goal let consider a non relativistic particle

of mass m submitted to an external force: m% = Fi(x,x,t) and the fibber tangent space with a symplectic

structure defined by the ” Feynman brackets ” [xi, xj] =0 and [xi, j:j} =64,
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From only the assumptions of Leibnitz law and Jacobi identity Feynman, in 1948, deduced the following
relations

[aﬁ, a‘:ﬂ} = Fii(x,1) = 9% By (x, t); Fi(x, %, 1)

9B

= E'(x,1) + £"7%0; By (x, t); divB =0 and 70/ E = ~5r

(1)

So(3) symmetry

In order to study the symmetry breaking of the sO(3) algebra we use the usual angular momentum L =
me’ ;7 #* which is a constant of motion in absence of gauge field. In fact, no electromagnetic field implies
Fii(x) = "By (x) = [#%,47] = 0, and the expression of the sO(3) Lie algebra with our brackets gives then the
standard algebra with the presence of an electromagnetic field

[xi, Lj] = 6ijkxk; [.ii, Lj] = €ijki‘k + g&‘jklxkFil(X); [Li,Lj}
m
=, [F+ qsiklgjmsxkmels(x).. (2)

In order to restore this sO(3) algebra we introduce a new angular momentum M*(X) which is a priori position
and velocity dependent. We consider then the following transformation law L{(X) — £{(X) = LY(X) + M (X),
and we require that this new angular momentum L! verifies the usual sO(3) algebra. We can easily deduce
three constrains for M*¢(X) : is velocity independent and obeys two following relations

A 1 OMI ; - ;
[il»Mj] = _*7()() = —EEJklkaZl(X);Ml
m  Ox; m
1 . . )
= éqejklxlxijl(x) =—q(x-B)z". (3)
which are compatible if the magnetic field B is the Dirac magnetic monopole field B = ﬁﬁ.
The vector M allowing us to restore the sO(3) symmetry is then the Poincaré momentum [20] M = —%Hi—u
already found in a previous paper [21] [22]. The total angular momentum is then £ =L — %”—;‘”.

Noncommutative quantum mechanics

From Feynman to noncommutative quantum mechanics

Let now the momentum vector p replace the velocity vector x in the Feynman formalism. Consider a quantum
particle of mass m whose coordinates satisfy the deformed Heisenberg algebra

where 0 is a field which is a priori position and momentum dependent and ¢y is a charge characterizing
the intensity of the interaction of the particle and the 8 field. The commutation of the momentum implies
that there is no external magnetic field. It is well known that these commutation relations can be obtained
from the deformation of the Poisson algebra of classical observable with a provided Weyl-Wigner-Moyal prod-
uct [23] expanded at the first order in #. In a previous paper [22] we generalized the quantum mechanics
in noncommutative geometry by considering a quantum particle of mass m whose coordinates satisfy the de-
formed Heisenberg algebra [xi,xj] = ihf¥ (x,p), [2%,p’] = ihd", and [p’,p’] = 0. From the Jacobi identity
[p, [#7, 2*]] + [27, [z*,p]] + [2*, [p, 27]] = 0, we deduced the important property that the 6 field is only mo-
mentum dependent. Note that instead of this momentum dependent field, other authors (see [24] and references
therein) studied gauge theory with a position dependent field 6(x) using a Konsevich [25] product which is a gen-
eralization of the Moyal product [23]. An important consequence of the noncommmutativity between the coordi-
nates is that neither the position operator does satisfy the usual law [2?, L7] = ihe®/* 2y, nor the angular momen-
tum satisfy the standard SO(3) algebra [L?, L7] = ihe"* Lj.. Actually we have [z, L7] = ihe*x),+ihe? ip' 0% (p),
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and [L?, L7] = ihe¥ , L* + ihe’ 117 pnp'p"0"™ (p). To remedy this absence of generators of rotations in the non-
commutative geometry we had to introduce a generalized angular momentum J = r Ap + )\%, that satisfies
the SO(3) algebra. The position operator then transforms as a vector under rotations i.e., [x%, J/] = ihe¥¥zy.
The presence of the dual Poincare momentum Ap/p leads to a dual Dirac monopole in momentum space for

the position algebra [xi,xj ] = —ih)\sijk%’;. This result immediately implies that the coordinates of spinless

particles are commuting. Another consequence is the quantification of the helicity A = nfi/2 that arises from
the restoration of the translation group of momentum that is broken by the monopole [26].

Link between Berry phase and noncommutative quantum mechanics

Previously we have postulated noncommutativity between the components of the position operator, now we will

show that it can emerge naturally in some systems. To see this consider the Dirac Hamiltonian of a massive

particle submitted to a potential H= a.p+ Bm+ 14 (R), where V is an operator that acts only on the orbital

Bytme icbap with f, =
2E,(Ep+mc?)

VP22 + m2cA, we get the following transformed HamiltonianU (p)HU (p)* = E,f + U(p)V (ihdp)U(p)*t.The

kinetic energy is now diagonal whereas the potential term becomes V(D) with the covariant derivative defined
by D =ihd, + A, and with the gauge potential A = ihU(p)9pU (p)™, which reads

degrees of freedom. Using the Foldy-Wouthuysen unitary transformationU(p) =

he (ic*p(a.p)B + iB (E, + mc?) Eya—cE, A p)

A= ,
2E2 (Ep +mc?)

()

where ¥ = 1®0, is a (4 x 4) matrix. We consider now the adiabatic approximation which consists to neglect the
interband transition. We then keep only the bloc diagonal matrix element in the gauge potential and project on
the subspace of positive energy. Then we obtain the Berry connection, the 2 x 2 matrix A(p) = ihP(UdpU™),
where P is a projector on the positive energy subspace. In this context the 6 field we postulated in [12] appears
naturally as a consequence of the adiabatic motion of a Dirac particle and corresponds to a non-Abelian gauge
curvature satisfying the relation 6 (p, o) = 9,: A7 —9,,; A'++ [A?, A7] . This projection cancels the zitterbewegung
which corresponds to an oscillatory movement around the mean position of the particle that mixes the positive

and negative energies. In this way we obtain a non trivial gauge connection allowing us to define a new
c2h( pAa)

2E,(Ep,+mc?)

operator valued position connected to the spin-degree of freedom see [27]. Zitterbewegung-free noncommutative

coordinates were also introduced for massless particle with rigidity and in the context of anyons [28]. The

position operator r for this particler =ihdp, + , which is a (2 x 2) matrix. For a different work with

. . . . . . .. . 4 k .
commutation relations between the coordinates are then [xz, xj] = ihfY (p,o) = —zhzéijkchg (mak + %) .

To generalize the construction of the position operator for a particle with unspecified n/2 (n > 1) spin, we
can use the Bargmann-Wigner equations and obtain

o ot ()
i J] — iRQY — hes i —— k
[JJ » & } ih (p,S) Zhsuk E;?;) (mS + Ep +mc2> (6)

For a massless particle we get the relation r =iid, + p A S/p?, with the commutation relation giving rise to
the monopole [z¢,27] = ihf" (p) = fihsijk)\%:. It is not surprising that a massless particle has a monopole
Berry curvature as it is well known that the band touching point acts as a monopole in momentum space [5].
This is precisely the case for massless particles for which the positive and negative energy band are degenerate
in p = 0. The monopole appears as a limiting case of a more general non abelian Berry curvature arising from
an adiabatic process of massive spinning particles.
The equation of motion of a particle in a arbitrary potential is then given by
P

._P
r E, A (7)

with p = —=VV (r) with 0° = €970, /2. Term pA# is called the anomalous velocity.
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Spin Hall effect of light

An exemple of topological spin transport is the ultrarelativistic limit. Experimentally a topological spin trans-
port has been already observed in the case of the photon propagation in an inhomogeneous medium [29], where
the right and left circular polarization propagate along different trajectories in a wave guide (the transvers shift
is observable due to the multiple reflexions), a phenomena interpreted quantum mechanically as arising from
the interaction between the orbital momentum and the spin of the photon [29]. To interpret the experiments
these authors introduced a compicate phenomenological Hamiltonian. Our approach provides a new satisfactory
interpretation as this effect also called optical Magnus effect is now explained in terms of the non-commutative
property of the position operator that contains the spin-orbit interaction. In this sens, this effect is just the
ultra-relativistic spin-Hall effect. Note that the adiabaticity criteria has been proved to be valid in [3].

illustrate our purpose consider the simple photon Hamiltonian in the inhomogeneous medium H = pe/n(r).

The equations of motion z = = [z, H] and p = L [p, H] in the semi-classical approximation leads to following

c (Pt Ae*py 9lnn
n \ p p2  Oxd

due to the Berry phase. As a consequence the velocity is no more equal to ¢/n. These last equations are
the same as those introduced phenomenogicaly in [29], but here are deduced rigoursely from different physical
consideration. Similar equations are also given in [10] where the optical Magnus effect is also interpreted in
terms of a monopole Berry curvature but in the context of geometrical optic. Our theory is generalizable to the
photon propagation in a non isotrop medium, a situation which is mentioned in [29] but could not be studied
with their phenomenological approach.

relation between velocity and momentum %Z- = ) which containes an unusal contribution

Photon in a static gravitational field.

We now apply our general approach to the case of a photon propagating in an arbitrary static gravitational field,
where go; = 0 for i = 1,2, 3, so that ds* = goo(dz")? — g;jdz’dz? = 0. As explained in [31] the photon description
is obtained by considering first a Dirac massless particle (massless neutrino) and then by replacing the Pauli
matrices o by the spin-1 matrices S. Therefore we start Wlth the Dirac Hamiltonian in static grav1tat10nal field
which can be written i = \/gooa.P + %5, 1807 + i2T0 s with P given by Po=h% (R)(P; + ey, 0% 07)
with h the static orthonormal dreibein (o = 1,2,3), F?ﬁ the spin connection components and e,g,07 =
%(70‘75 — 4P4®). The coordinate operator is again given by R =ihdp. Note that here we consider the general
case where an arbitrary static torsion of space is allowed. It is known [32] that for a static gravitational
field (which is the case considered here), the Hamiltonian H is Hermitian. We now want to diagonalize H
through a unitary transformation U (f’) Because the components of P depend both on operators P and R the
diagonalization at order % is performed by adapting the method detailed above to block-diagonal Hamiltonians.
To do so, we first write H in a symmetrical way in P and R at first order in /. This is easily achieved using the
Hermiticity of the Hamiltonian which yieldsﬁ = % (\/ﬁa.f’ + 15+.oz\/ﬁ) + %6957Fgﬁo”7. Finally we arrive at
the following expression for the diagonal positive (we have projected on the positive energy subspace) energy
representation € : € = ¢ + %p'TFO + ﬁ123€.a — (ARE(XTI)))‘B. where we have introduced a field B, = —%P(;TO"B‘SE&&Y
, with 7280 = hi (hlo“(?lh’“ﬁ — hlﬁﬁlh’m) + hlaFf‘s — hlﬁff‘s the usual torsion for a static metric (where only
space indices in the summations give non zero contributions). We have also defined the last equation ¢ =

\/< ; + )‘ L (p) ) 9% goo (p] + 14 AL (r) ), with the y-th component of the vector I'; as T'; , = agﬂwFfﬁ(r) and

the helicity A = hl;" Note that the dynamlcal operators are no r = R+ hc? PXE and p =P — hc? (P2:22 )VRP.
Interestingly, this semi-classical Hamiltonian presents formally the same form as the one of a Dirac particle in
a true external magnetic field ( [14], [33]). The term B.o is responsible for the Stern-Gerlach effect, and the
operator L = (Agxp) is the intrinsic angular momentum of semiclassical particles. The same contribution
appears also in the context of the semiclassical behavior of Bloch electrons (spinless) in an external magnetic
field ( [35], [36]) where it corresponds to a magnetization term. Because of this analogy and since T is
directly related to the torsion of space through T*%° = h) hi*h/PT}. we call B a magnetotorsion field.
However, this form for the energy presents the default to involve the spin rather than the helicity. Actually
one can use the property Ap/2p = ho /2 — (ArxPp) to rewrite the energy as € ~ e + 3 & el 4 ’\900 Bpp This semi-
classical Hamiltonian contains, in addition to the energy term ¢, new contributions due to the Berry connections.
Indeed, we can see also that the helicity couples to the gravitational field through the magnetotorsion field B
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which is non-zero for a space with torsion. As a consequence, a hypothetical torsion of space may be revealed
through the presence of this coupling. Note that, in agrement with [37], this Hamiltonian does not contain the
spin-gravity coupling term 3.V gqo predicted in [38].

We can also deduce the new (non-canonical) commutations rules [r?, 7] = ih©®; [p, p/] = ih©% : [p',r7] =

Tr?
—ihg" +ihO}]., where ©F = 0¢i Ays — Oy Aci +[Ai Ay] where ¢, 7.mean either 7 or p. An explicit computation

pr>
shows that at leading order
i (Ep)p @ i1J ij (Ep)p «
OF = —he' "= e N b O = —he' "= pa Vi pae® (8)
(Z.p)p o
0, = hC4T7Vripah%5 et (9)

From the additional commutation relations between the helicity and the dynamical operators [r;, A\]| = [p;, A\] =0
we deduce the semiclassical equations of motion 1 = (1 —0,,) Vpé + pxO,p and p = — (1 — O,,) Vi€ + 1 X
O,,.To complete the dynamical description of the photon notice that at the leading order the helicity A is not
changed by the unitary transformation which diagonalizes the Hamiltonian so that it can be written A = ip.3 /p.

hp. 2
p

After a short computation one can check that the helicity is always conserved % ( ) = 0 for an arbitrary

static gravitational field independently of the existence of a torsion of space.

These motion equations are the new semiclassical equations of motion for a photon in a static gravitational
field. They describe the ray trajectory of light in the first approximation of geometrical optics (GO). (In
GO it is common to work with dimensionless momentum operator p =k; 'k with ko = w/c instead of the
momentum [34]). For zero Berry curvatures we obtain the well known zero order approximation of GO and
photons follow the null geodesic. The velocity equation contains the by now well known anomalous contribution
pXxO™ which is at the origin of the intrinsic spin Hall effect (or Magnus effect) of the photon in an isotropic
inhomogeneous medium of refractive index n(r) ( [12], [34], [39], [40]). Indeed, this term causes an additional
displacement of photons of distinct helicity in opposite directions orthogonally to the ray. Consequently, we
predict gravitational birefringence since photons with distinct helicities follow different geodesics. In comparison
to the usual velocity I = V€ ~ ¢, the anomalous velocity term v is obviously small, its order vl ~ eAV,5gY
being proportional to the wave length A

The momentum equation presents the dual expression I x O, of the anomalous velocity which is a kind
of Lorentz force which being of order & does not influence the velocity equation at order /. Note that similar
equations of motion with dual contributions px©,, and I x ©,,, were predicted for the semiclassical dynamics
of spinless electrons in crystals subject to small perturbations ( [36], [35]).

Symmetric gravitational field

As a simple application, consider the symmetric case goog™ = 6% F?(R). A typical example of such a metric is
the Schwarzschild space-time in isotropic coordinates. For a symmetric metric one has B.p =I'; = 0 and the
semiclassical energy reduces to & = ¢(pF(r) + F(r)p)/2 with the dynamical variables r = R + h252, p = P,
and the following commutation relations [r?,77] = ih©¥ = —ih\e¥Fp, /p3, [p',p’] = 0, [r',p’] = ihg¥. As a
consequence, we derive the following equations of motion I = V€ 4+ px0,, and p = —V,£. In the symmetric
case the equations of motion become simpler than in the general case, but the gravitational birefringence is
still present. These equations were already postulated (but not derived) in [?] to explain the Magnus effect
(the different deviation of light of distinct polarization in an inhomogeneous medium of refractive index n(r))
observed despite its smallness in inhomogeneous isotropic optical fibers [?] and also discussed theoretically in
less general contexts and with different approaches in several other papers ( [34], [39], [40]). This case fits within
our formalism since a gravitational field can be seen as an isotropic medium related to the metric through the
relation g% = §%n~!(r). Therefore the gravitational birefringence predicted here is simply due to the Magnus
effect as a consequence of the photon spin-orbit interaction. In particular this effect does not need a coupling
between the electromagnetic field and a torsion term as proposed in [41].

We now apply the equations of motion to compute the deflection of polarized light by a star’s gravitational
field. A polarization independent result is expected by the Einstein’s theory of gravitation which does not
consider the anomalous velocity. With the Schwarzschild metric one has F(R) = 1 — QGTM [38] and for the

equations of motion we get I = %F + )\2%\4 r;<2p and p = —2GM %p.
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Conclusion

Some recent applications of semiclassical methods to several branches of physics have shown the relevance
of Berry phases contributions to the dynamics of a quantum system. In such a context, the coordinates
and momenta algebra are no longer commutative, and the dynamical equations for these variables directly
include the influence of Berry phases through the parameters of noncommutativity (Berry curvatures). The
noncommutativity of the coordinate is responsible of the topological spin transport of spinning particle similarly
to the spin Hall effect in spintronic physics or the optical Magnus effect in optics. We discussed the effect of
the Berry phase on the propagation of light in a gravitational field. We found two new semiclassical equations
motion predicting that the photon does not follow the null geodesic due to its spinning nature. The reason is
an anomalous velocity, responsible for the gravitational birefringence. This last result is in agreement with the
modern point of view about the spinning particles evolution. Our results are not restricted to the gravitational
field but also apply to systems with anisotropic refractive indices. Currently very interesting works are carried
out especially in the direction of the spin Hall effect of light [?] and of the study of a Dirac particle in a
gravitational field [43].
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Abstract: Constructive analysis of quantum concepts leads to the conclusion that quantum behavior is
a natural consequence of the fundamental impossibility to trace identity of indistinguishable objects in
their evolution. General mathematical arguments imply that any quantum dynamics can be reduced to a
sequence of permutations. Quantum phenomena, such as interferences, arise in invariant subspaces of
permutation representations of the symmetry group of a system. Observable quantities can be expressed
in terms of the permutation invariants. We demonstrate that for description of quantum phenomena
it is sufficient to employ the cyclotomic numbers — a constructive equivalent (dense subset) of complex
numbers.
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Introduction

Physics is an empirical science. Since the time of Newton, theories that describe empirical phenomena contain
various actual infinities, the most typical of which is continuum. These mathematical constructs are not scientific
in the sense of Karl Popper: their presence in reality can neither be verified nor falsified by any rational means.
The notion of continuum lies in the base of the differential calculus. The empirical content of the concept of a
derivative is the hypothesis that changes in physical data for small changes of coordinates in which the data are
specified, can be approximated by linear relations. This hypothesis leads to significant simplifications. In fact,
almost all contemporary physical theories involve derivatives. However, approximations of this kind may lead
to substantial descriptional losses. To illustrate this, let us consider the notion of a group — the most important
(because groups represent coordinate changes which are bijective mappings, i.e. data rewritings without loss
of information) mathematical concept in physics. Table 1 contains lists of simple continuous and finite groups.
The left part of the table has been filled by two people (W. Killing and E. Cartan) in about 5 years, whereas the

Lie groups Finite groups
4 infinite series | 16+1-+1 infinite series
A,,B,,C,,D,. Group of Lie type

5 exceptionals An(q),Bn(q),Cn(q)7 n@), Es@), Er(q), g ),
E67E77E87F47G2~ F4(Q)7G2(Q)72An ( ) 2D ( )72E6 q2 ’ <q3)
QBn (22n+1), 2F (22n+1) (32n+ )

Cyclic groups of prime order Zy.

Alternating groups A,,,n > 5.

26 sporadic groups

20 subquotients of the Monster M

M1, M2, Mag, Ma3, Moy, Jo, Coy,Coz,Cos,
FiQQ,Figg,Fi24, HS, ]\46[/7 He, SUZ, HN, Th,
B, M.

6 pariahs

Jl, Jg, J4, RU, O/N, Ly

Table 1: Comparison of classifications of simple groups.

right part has been completed by about a hundred people for more than 170 years [1]. All groups from the left
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have direct analogs among the groups from the right but not vice versa. That is, any Lie group has empirically
indistinguishable counterparts (groups of Lie type) among the finite groups, but there are finite groups which
can not be approximated by Lie groups. Besides the superiority of discrete mathematics over continuos in the
expressive power, the finite description has obvious pragmatic benefits: absence of unnecessary entities allows
us to focus on the essentials of physical problems; finiteness of description is an absolute necessity for the very
possibility of computer modeling of physical systems.

Construction of number systems

Traditionally, the number systems used in applications are constructed as follows. The most fundamental
primordial entities are counters, i.e. natural numbers N = {0,1,2,...}. Then integer numbers Z are constructed
as equivalence classes of pairs of naturals: the equivalence (n,m) ~ (n’,;m’) € Z is defined via the relation
n+m' =n'+m, where n,m,n’;m’ € N. This is known as the group completion (or the Grothendieck group)
of the abelian monoid (N, +,0). Generally, an abelian monoid (A, op,id) is a set A with a commutative binary
operation op and an identity element id. The rational numbers Q are obtained as the fraction field of the ring
Z in a similar way. Namely, Q \ {0} is the group completion of the abelian monoid (Z \ {0}, x, 1).

There are constructive and nonconstructive ways to add new elements to the rational numbers. Continuous
mathematics is based on nonconstructive metric completions of the field Q. By the Ostrowski theorem there
are only two types of such completions:

e Real numbers R are (infinite) sequences of rationals converging in the metric |2, — ,,|. Rational
approximations constitute a constructive core of the notion of real number. Rounding errors in these
approximations increase in long calculations.

e p-adic numbers Q, are sequences of rationals converging in the metric

a
— v — —v
‘xn_xm|p_p7‘ =P
blp
i.e., rationals z,, and z,, are close if they have large prime power as a common factor. Here constructive
core is also rational approximations, but rounding errors do not increase because the p-adic approximations
are ring homomorphisms.

In the constructive paradigm, a natural way of adding new elements to the rational numbers is an algebraic
extension Q(a) = Q[z]/(F(z)), where « is a root of an irreducible polynomial F'(x). The concept of algebraic
extension is quite enough for obtaining all types of number systems used in applications. For example, the
complex field C — the main number system in quantum mechanics — is nonconstructive completion of some
algebraic extensions, e.g., Q(i) = Q[z]/(z* + 1).

In order to avoid as far as possible the occurrence of scientific artifacts, it is important to adhere to the
Occam principle. Most economical and adequate for physics approach to introduce number systems is based on
two primordial concepts

e Natural numbers N ={0,1,2,...}. They realize the idea of counting.

e Roots of unity, i.e., abstract solutions of the cyclotomic equation r¢ = 1, where C is a natural number
called the conductor. Root of unity is an algebraic incarnation of the idea of cyclicity (periodicity).

From these two concepts we obtain the following constructive derivates

e The semiring of cyclotomic naturals N¢, which is the set of all linear combinations of roots of unity
with natural coefficients. Linear combinations of roots of unity with integer coefficients form the ring of
cyclotomic integers Zc. The standard properties of roots of unity imply that Zo = N¢ if C > 2.

o The cyclotomic field Q¢ is the fraction field of the ring Z.

A Cth root of unity r is called primitive if its minimal non-trivial period is equal to C. Any root of unity can be
represented as a power of a primitive root. All Cth primitive roots of unity are roots of the unique irreducible
divisor ®¢(r) of the polynomial r¢ — 1. ®¢(r) is called the Cth cyclotomic polynomial. In terms of ®¢(r) the
cyclotomic field can be represented as the algebraic extension Q¢ = Q[r]/(®c(r)).
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Cyclotomic fields are only a special case of algebraic extensions. However they are very important for
the constructive formulation of quantum mechanics, since all eigenvalues of linear representations of a finite
group are roots of unity. This follows from the fact that any linear representation is subrepresentation of some
permutation representation, and — using the decomposition of a permutation into disjoint cycles — one can
easily show that the characteristic polynomial of the matrix P of a permutation of N things has the form

xp (r) =det (P — 1) = (r — )™ (2 = )" .. (N =)™

where k; is the number of cycles of length 4 in the permutation.
The complex field C is nonconstructive derivate of natural numbers and roots of unity. It is a metric
completion of any cyclotomic field Q¢ with C > 3.

Constructive view of Feynman path integral

According to Feynman’s approach amplitude of a quantum transition from one state to another is calculated
by summing the amplitudes along all possible classical paths connecting these states. Amplitude along an
individual path is evaluated as a product of the amplitudes of transitions between the nearest successive states
on the path. Namely, the amplitude along a path is represented as the exponential of the action along that path

T
AU(l) = Ao exp (ZS) :AO exp Z/Ldt
0

The function L depending on the first time derivatives of states is called the Lagrangian. In the discrete time the
exponential of the integral turns into the product: exp (z J Ldt) — etlor | etli-1e  etlT-17 and expression
for the amplitude takes the form

AU(l) = Aoe”’ov1 et gtbroaT

We observe that factors p—1, = ele—1.t of this product are elements of the connection with values in one-
dimensional unitary representation U(1) of a circle, i.e. the commutative Lie group I' = S = R/Z.

A natural generalization of this observation is to assume that the group I' is not necessarily a circle and
that its unitary representation p(I') is not necessarily one-dimensional. In this case, the amplitude is a multi-
component vector. The value of such a multicomponent amplitude on a path takes the form

Ap(F) = p(aT,T—l) . p(at,t_l) . p(OzLo) Ap, ati—1 € T. (1)
The Feynman rules, formulated in the abstract form, coincide in fact with the rules of matrix multiplication.

It is clear from the illustration on which the two-step evolution of a quantum system with two states is presented
in parallel in the Feynman and matrix forms:

DM P Dy gD DYy

o2 R b Y2 @ T

biiain + bizazr  biiaiz + bizass Uil U2
BA = ~ U=
baraiy + bagazr  baiaiz + bazass
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Following the Feynman rules, the transition from, say, the state ¢- to the state 11 is given by the sum along
two paths: bi1a12 + bioass. But just the same expression is the element 15 of the product of matrices U = BA.
The general case of arbitrary number of states and arbitrary number of time steps is easily derived from this
elementary example by mathematical induction on these numbers.

In the case of non-commutative connection, formula (1) corresponds to a non-Abelian gauge theory. The
above argument about the correspondence between the Feynman quantization and matrix multiplication is
applicable here as well. We only need to treat the evolution matrices A, B and U as block matrices with
noncommuting entries, which are matrices from the representation p(T).

Paths in the Feynman approach can run over abstract states. Most commonly it is assumed that the paths
run over space points. In what follows we will consider the problem of quantum behavior ignoring possible
presence of a space in the structure of a complete set of states. We will assume that quantum evolution is
determined by unitary matrices in a Hilbert space of the complete system. The possible space structure can be
described in terms of tensor decompositions of the “large” Hilbert space.

Constructive core of quantum mechanics

In traditional matrix formulation quantum evolutions are described by unitary operators in a Hilbert space H.
Evolution operators U belong to a unitary representation of the continuous group Aut(H) of automorphisms of
‘H. To make the problem constructive we should replace the group Aut(#) by some finite group G which would
be empirically equivalent to Aut(H).

The theory of quantum computing [2] proves the existence of finite sets of universal quantum gates that
can be combined into unitary matrices which approximate to arbitrary precision any unitary operator. In other
words, there exists a finitely generated (countable) group Grg which is a dense subgroup of the continuous group
Aut(H).

A group G is called residually finite [3], if for every g € G, g # 1, there exists a homomorphism ¢ from G
onto a finite group H, such that ¢ (g) # 1. This means that any relation between the elements of G can be
modeled by a relation between the elements of a finite group. Here we have an analogy with the widely used in
physics trick, when the infinite space is replaced by, for example, a torus whose size is sufficient to hold the data
related to a particular problem. In fact, all constructive infinite groups used in physics — a typical example is
the famous braid group — are residually finite.

According to the theorem of A.I. Mal’cev [4], every finitely generated group of matrices over any field is
residually finite. Thus we have the following sequence of transitions from the continuous to a
finite group: Aut(’H) approximation GFG homomorphism G

As is well known, any linear representation of a finite group is unitary. Any representation of a finite group
is a subrepresentation of some permutation representation. Let U be a representation of G in a K-dimensional
Hilbert space Hk. Then U can be embedded into a permutation representation P of G in an N-dimensional
Hilbert space Hy, where N > K. The representation P is equivalent to an action of G on a set of things
QO ={wi,...,wn} by permutations. In the proper case N > K, the embedding has the structure

1
T-'PT = V} ANy = Ak M,
U} Hx

where 1 is the trivial one-dimensional representation, mandatory for any permutation representation; V is a
subrepresentation, which may be missing. T is a matrix of transition from the basis of the representation P to
the basis in which the permutation space Hy is split into the invariant subspaces Hy_k and Hg. For brevity,
we will refer to this basis as “quantum basis”. The data in the spaces Hk and Hy_k are independent since both
spaces are invariant subspaces of Hy. So we can consider the data in Hy_k as “hidden parameters” with respect
to the data in Hk.

A trivial approach would be to set arbitrary (e.g., zero) data in the complementary subspace Hy_k. This
approach is not interesting since it is not falsifiable by means of standard quantum mechanics. In fact, it leads
to standard quantum mechanics modulo the empirically unobservable distinction between the “finite” and the
“infinite”. The only difference is technical: we can replace the linear algebra in the K-dimensional space Hg by
permutations of N things.
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A more promising approach requires some changes in the concept of quantum amplitudes. We assume [5-7]
that quantum amplitudes are projections onto invariant subspaces of vectors of multiplicities (“occupation
numbers”) of elements of the set {2 on which the group G acts by permutations. The vectors of multiplicities

ni
In) = | @ | are elements of the module Hy = NN, where N is the semiring of natural numbers. Initially we

nN
deal with the natural permutation representation of G in the module Hy. Using the fact that any element of
a finite group has finite order we can turn the module Hy into the Hilbert space Hy. It is sufficient just to
add Cth roots of unity to the natural numbers to form the semiring Ne. The conductor C depends on the
structure of the group G. As the conductor we can always take the exponent of G, which is defined as the least
common multiple of the orders of elements of G. However, in many cases it is sufficient to take some nontrivial
divisor of the exponent. We will always assume that C > 2. In this case the semiring No becames a ring of
cyclotomic integers. To complete the conversion of the module Hy into the Hilbert space Hy, we introduce the
cyclotomic field Q¢ as a field of fractions of the ring Ne. If C > 3, then Q¢ is a dense subfield of the field of
complex numbers C. In fact, algebraic properties of elements of Q¢ are quite sufficient for all our purposes —
for example, complex conjugation corresponds to the transformation r¥ — r®=* for roots of unity — so we can
forget the possibility to embed Q¢ into C (as well as the very existence of the field C).

The connection between mathematical description and observation is provided by the Born rule: the prob-
ability to register a particle described by the amplitude |¢) by an apparatus configured for the amplitude |¢)

18
(o | )"
@lo)wlv)

In the “finite” background the only reasonable interpretation of probability is the frequency interpretation: the
probability is the ratio of the number of “favorable” combinations to the total number of combinations. So we
expect that P(¢, 1) must be a rational number if everything is arranged correctly.

Thus, in our approach the usual non-constructive contraposition — complexr numbers as intermediate values
against real numbers as observables — is replaced by the constructive one — irrationalities against rationals.
From the constructive point of view, there is no fundamental difference between irrationalities and (constructive)
complex numbers: both are elements of algebraic extensions.

P(¢,¢) =

Quantum behavior in invariant subspaces of permutation representation. Illustra-
tion by A5 acting on icosahedron

The alternating group As is the smallest simple noncommutative group. It consists of 60 elements and its
exponent is 30. Note that As has a “physical incarnation”: the fullerene Cgy molecule has the structure of a
Cayley graph of the group (see Fig. 1). This is clear from the following presentation of As by two generators
with three relators:

As <a,b | a5,b2,(ab)3>. (2)

Aj has five irreducible representations: the trivial 1 and four faithful 3, 3’, 4, 5; and three primitive permutation
representations having the following decompositions into the irreducible components: 5 21644, 6 X 16
5, 10 2 1® 4@ 5. Recall that a transitive action of a group on a set is called primitive [8], if there is no
non-trivial partition of the set, invariant under the action of the group.

Consider the action of As on the vertices 215 of an icosahedron. This action is transitive, but imprimitive
with the non-trivial partition into the following blocks

Bl Bil--|Bs [} ={| LT[~ [d,04+6]---[6,12]},

assuming the vertex numbering shown in Fig. 2. Each block B; consists of a pair of opposite vertices of
the icosahedron. Permutation representation of the action of As on the icosahedron vertices has the following
decomposition into irreducible components

12219303 @5 or T '(12)T=19333 @5, (3)
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Figure 1: Cayley graph of As. Pentagons, hexagons and links between adjacent pentagons correspond to the
relators a®, (ab)® and b2 in presentation (2).

X
¢

7

Figure 2: Icosahedron. Invariant blocks are pairs of opposite vertices.

where T is a matrix of transition from the “permutation” to “quantum” basis.

Actually there is no necessity to compute transformation matrices like T in (3) explicitly. There is a way [6]
to express invariant scalar products in invariant subspaces in terms of easily computable matrices of orbitals,
i.e., orbits of the action of G on the Cartesian product Q x  (see e.g. [9,10]).

In the case of action of A5 on the set of icosahedron vertices 215, the matrices of orbitals have the form

_ (0 I (XY (Y X
Al - 1127 -A2 - (IG 0) ) AS - (Y X) b) -A4 - (X Y) ) (4)
.11 1 1 1 L
1 1 - . 1 .. .11
. . . . r1:r .- 1 - - . 1 1 .
where I, is n x n identity matrix, X = o1 .1 L Y = 1. nE In terms of matrices
1 - -1 - 1 1 1 -
11 - - 1 - -1 1

(4) the invariant bilinear forms corresponding to decomposition (3) take the form

1
B ZE(A1+A2+A3+A4),

1+ 2r2 423 1+ 2r2 423 >
A4 )

B =
3 5 3 5

(Al — Ay —

==
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1 14 2r2 +2¢3 14 2r2 423

By =—| A1 — A2 + e 3~ T A, ;
4 5 5
) 1 1

Bs =15 (A1 +A2—5A3—5A4>7

where r is a 5th primitive root of unity. Note, that the cyclotomic integer 1 + 2r? + 2r3 is equal to —/5 — in
fact, square root of any integer is a cyclotomic integer.

Now let us consider the scalar products of projections of “natural” vectors. If projections of vectors with
natural components m = (mq, ... ,m12)T and n = (nq,... ,mz)T onto the invariant subspaces corresponding to
a=1,3,3,5 are &, and ¥, respectively, then (P, |V,y) = (m|By|n). That is, we have

(@1 Wy) =
5 (141 ) + Aol m) + (m | As ) + (m | As] ) ), (5)
(@3 | Wg) =
i<<m|A1|n>— (m Al ) + 22 (| Ag] ) — (m | As ) ) (6)
(D3 | Ug)

i<<m|A1|n><m|A2|n>“55(<m,43|n> mlAa|n) ) (7

(@5 | U5) =
5 (Al n) Aol ) = 5 (m Aal )+ G Asf ) ). ®

12
Let us give some remarks on these expressions:

e Scalar product (5) can be written as

1
— (m1+ma+ - +mi2) (n1 +na+ - +n12).

(@1 | 02) = o

In fact, generally, the trivial one-dimensional subrepresentation, contained in any permutation represen-
tation, can be interpreted as the “counter of particles”, since the linear permutation invariant Z'i\'zl n;
corresponding to this subrepresentation is the total number of elements of the set ) in the ensemble.

e Expressions (6), (7) and (8) can take zero values on non-zero vectors with natural components. Thus we
can observe a non-trivial “quantum behavior” — destructive interference — in the corresponding invariant
subspaces.

e The Born probabilities for subrepresentations 3 and 3’ contain irrationalities that contradicts the frequency
interpretation of probability for finite sets. Obviously, this is a consequence of the imprimitivity: one
can not move an icosahedron vertex without simultaneous movement of its opposite. To resolve the
contradiction, mutually conjugate subrepresentations 3 and 3’ must be considered together. The scalar
product

By | Usgw) = 1 (tm [ Auln) — (m || )

in the six-dimensional subrepresentation 3 ¢ 3’ always gives rational Born’s probabilities for vectors of
natural “occupation numbers”.
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Conclusions

The universality of quantum mechanics, i.e., its applicability to physical objects of very different nature in a
wide range of scales, suggests that a simple a priori mathematical scheme may lie in its basis. The fact that
quantum behavior is demonstrated only by systems containing indistinguishable particles — any deviation from
the exact identity of particles destroys quantum interferences — suggests that here the basic mathematical
principle is symmetry. (Indistinguishability of objects means their belonging to the same orbit of the relevant
symmetry group.) From this point of view, the quantum behavior is explained by the fundamental impossibility
to trace individual objects in the process of evolution of ensembles of indistinguishable objects. The only, that
is available from observations, is information about invariant combinations of such objects.

Our approach is based on the idea that any problem that has a meaningful empirical content, can be
formulated in constructive, more definitely, finite terms.

Using general mathematical arguments we show that any quantum problem can be reduced to permutations.
Quantum interferences are phenomena observed in invariant subspaces of permutation representations and
expressed in terms of permutation invariants. If we assume also that the entities, which are subject to the
permutations, have a physical meaning and that quantum amplitudes are vectors of multiplicities (which are
natural numbers) of these entities in ensembles, we come to a very simple and self-consistent picture of the
quantum behavior. The idea of natural quantum amplitudes looks very attractive. In particular, it allows to
“deduce” the complex numbers which are postulated in standard quantum mechanics. If the idea is correct, then
the quantum phenomena in different invariant subspaces are different manifestations — visible in appropriate
“observational setups” — of a single process of permutations of the same collection of objects.
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Introduction

Consider an extended mechanical system comprising N particles with different masses, where N may tend to
infinity. As a reference body, let us consider the center of mass of the mechanical system that can be associated
with an inertial reference frame with the center of mass defined by the rule

X — fj;o z(t)p(z,t)dxdt _ f:r;o Y (z,t)x(t) Y (z,t)dzdt
- ff;’: p(x,t)dedt fi:’ P* (x,t)p(x,t)dzdt

1 being the auxiliary function yielding squared the density of matter distribution p(z,t). The test body (the
observer), being a part of the extended system with chaotically moving components, is also observed moving
chaotically. If the test body (the observer) is associated with the reference frame, the latter frame is a vibrating
(i.e. non-inertial) one. Let us call the latter one a local non-inertial reference frame.

If we consider the trajectory of the test body as a smooth function possessing not only the first and the
second time derivatives but as well the higher ones, then the transformation of any coordinate of the inertial
reference frame associated with the center of mass of the mechanical system into a locally non-inertial reference
frame shall be expresses as a converging Taylor series

‘ . - (k)
X =zo+at+ 5ot + Fzt* + .+ Gzt

Attempts to complement quantum mechanics with certain hidden variables, aimed at an opportunity to infer
it from the classical mechanics, have been undertaken beginning from the first years of quantum mechanics.

Today those attempts look rather strange. In fact, in order to describe a mechanical system, the classical
mechanics uses the finite number of spatial coordinates and their first and second order time derivatives, i.e.
velocity and acceleration. Contrary to the classical mechanics, quantum mechanics may make use of infinite
number of variables of the Hilbert space. Therefore introduction of additional hidden variables into the quantum
mechanics seems unnecessary. Instead, it is reasonable to complement the classical mechanics with the infinite-
dimensional space of higher-order derivatives of the spatial coordinates in order to integrate the classical and
quantum mechanics into a unified theory with the common basis.

Why the Newton’s second law is a second order differential equation?
The classical description of the physical reality contains an incomparably fewer number of variables than the

quantum one. This invites the question: "How the classical description can be complemented?" While a
possibility of augmenting the quantum mechanical description with additional ("hidden") variables has been
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debated for long, the question as to how to complement the classical description to make it compatible with
the quantum mechanical one has not received due attention.

Aristotelian physics assumed the velocity to be proportional to the applied force; hence the body dynamics
shall be described by a first-order derivative differential equation. The Classical Physics in the inertial frames of
reference postulates that a body not subject to any interactions maintains a constant velocity of the translational
motion. Under these conditions, the body dynamics is described by a second-order differential equation, with
acceleration being proportional to the force; this pertains to frames of reference called inertial ones. In this
axiomatic, the dynamics of the body is described by a second-order differential equation with the acceleration
being proportional to the force.

Let us consider the case of high-order differential equations.

Classical dynamics of test particle motion with higher-order time derivatives ¢ of coordinates ¢ was first
described in 1850 by
M.Ostrogradsky [1] and is known as High-Order Derivative Ostrogradsky’s Formalism. Being a mathematician,
M. Ostrogradsky considered coordinate systems rather than frames of reference. This is just the case corre-
sponding to a real reference frame comprising both inertial and non-inertial reference frames. In a general case,
the Lagrangian takes on the form (n — o0)

L = L(q,4,d,...,q™). (1)

Considering the dynamics of a body with an observer in a real reference frame, and varying the action
function, we obtain the equation:

al ar oL
65 =6 | L(g,d,d, ..., 4™ dt:/ —1)"— 8™ dt = 0. 2
[ Hadiniar = [ 30 G g @
Applying the least action principle, we obtain Euler-Lagrange equation for the Extended Mechanics:

N

pdt oL
or
0L dOL d*? 0L aN oL
7_77_—’—727“_... (_ )NiN.iN: . (4)
dq dt 0q = dt? 0g dtN 9¢N)

Basic Postulates

Kinematic postulate

A free body maintains the same order of its coordinate time derivatives as the constant derivative involved
in the transformation of the observer’s reference frame to the relative of the inertial reference frame.

How could this classical/quantum description of the physical reality be extended with non-local inertial
characteristics of vibrating reference frames? Is it better to complement the classical mechanics for better
compatibility with the quantum mechanics than to do this with the quantum mechanics?

Dynamic postulate

The extended law of dynamics in real frame of references including the case of the vibration non-inertial
frame

. . -(n)
F=koqg+ kiqg+kog+ksq+..+kg +..

When the classical mechanics is complemented with vibrating reference frames, a free particle turns into a
randomly oscillating one with higher-order time derivatives of coordinates. Random oscillations of the observer’s
reference frame means a possibility of interference effects.
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The classical/quantum constructions of Hybrid theory [2-6] as Neoclassical Physica could be based on the
following common additional assumptions:

1. Any frame of reference is subject to random external influences. Hence, every reference frame is individual,
and a transition from one reference frame to another may lead to a sudden change. The concept of the inertial
frame in the classical mechanics is only valid on the average and, therefore, the Galilean relativity is an averaged
concept, as well. Hence, for any particle there exist several paths corresponding to different reference frames;
the Heisenberg uncertainty can be interpreted as a consequence of the nonexistence of ideal inertial frames; and
the Ehrenfest theorem can be considered a consequence of inertial frame being an averaged concept. Therefore,
a free body preserves the same orders of its time derivatives as constant kinematic characteristics of the class
of frame of references, e.g. in a uniformly accelerating reference frame a free body preserves its acceleration.

2. The Ehrenfest equations for the Quantum Mechanics observables are defined in coordinate averages.
Compare the averaging procedure of this paper with the time averaging. Within the above framework, should
the ideal inertial frames be non-existent, we could consider the averaging of the classical equations of motion
over the time interval At:

_ 93U _ d [p(t+At)+p(t—At)]
Oq ~ dt 2 .

Using the Taylor expansion

. . e ()
p(t+ At) = p(t) £ pAt + Lp) A2 + ...+ Ep () A + .

the function F' = —%—Z can be expanded as follows:

(k)

o . e
F(q.9:9,q--,q ) =p(t) + 5p

(5
(t)At? + %p( )(t)At4 + .y

where j)(n) denotes n-th time derivative of momentum p. It is the Extended Law of Dynamics in a reality
frame including the case of a vibrating non-inertial reference frame. Correspondingly, a free body preserves the
same order of its time derivative as the constant kinematic characteristics of the reference frame possesses. For
example, in a uniformly accelerating reference frame a free body preserves its acceleration.

3. The de-Broglie waves ¢ = v exp(—iS/h) with the actions functions S = S(q,d,q,...,¢™,...) can be
considered as an embodiment of the fact that every reference frame is a vibrational one due to influences of
random fields and waves, so that every free particle appears to be oscillating.

4. As the action function S = S(q, ¢, ¢, ..., i) ...) is a convergent series in high derivatives of ¢ the difference
inf |S(q, q,d, .., 4™, ) = S(q, q)| = h is finite and can be identified with the constant h. Within the presented
framework, the variables of the phase space (its high-order extension) provide an exhaustive description of the
entire dynamics of a particle, but they cannot be measured because the ideal inertial frames of reference do not
exist in reality. The infinite dimensionality of Hilbert space can also be understood as a consequence of all high
order time derivatives being taken into account in the description of the dynamics [7-9].

Conclusion

From the very first steps of the quantum mechanics there have been numerous attempts to introduce there
certain hidden variables providing the possibility of its seamless integration into the classical paradigm. Today
it seems rather strange, as contrary to the classical mechanics, quantum mechanics may make use of infinite
number of variables of the Hilbert space, and therefore, introduction of additional hidden variables is somehow
superfluous here. At the same time, the classical mechanics uses the finite number of spatial coordinates and
their first and second order time derivatives, i.e. velocity and acceleration. So, it is reasonable to complement
the classical mechanics with the infinite-dimensional space of higher-order derivatives of the spatial coordinates
in order to integrate the classical and quantum mechanics into a unified theory with the common basis.
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Introduction

The analysis and the application of the correlations among quantum systems is one of the major task of current
research. Quantum correlations are the basis of the rapid development of quantum technologies and are becoming
relevant in many other disciplines, ranging from biophysics [1-3] to cosmology [4]. These efforts have led to
the introduction of different quantities and strategies to discriminate whether correlations have a quantum
nature or not [1-5,5]. Moreover, they are of the utmost importance in understanding the very foundations
of quantum mechanics. Among all the possible states that exhibit quantum or classical correlations, very
useful for practical applications is a thermal equilibrium state divided by a beam splitter (BS). This state
is a continuous variable system state, that belongs to the family of Gaussian states, that are states with
Gaussian Wigner functions [11-15]. In general, a thermal state is indeed a classical one according to the
Glauber approach; however, the bipartite state emerging from the BS displays non-zero Gaussian discord and,
thus, from the informational point of view it contains a non-vanishing amount of quantum correlations. Bipartite
thermal equilibrium states are largely exploited in quantum optical labs because it is quite easy to generate
and manipulate them. They are at the basis of most of the imaging protocols. A paradigmatic example of
exploitation of correlations among those semiclassical states is the ghost imaging protocol, where the image of
an object can be reconstructed from the correlations among the thermal beams exiting from the BS.

The ghost imaging protocol

In general, in ghost imaging protocols, one beam interacts with an object on one branch and then is detected by
a detector without any spatial resolution (bucket detector), while the other branch (correlated to the previous
one), which does not interact with the object, is registered by a spatially resolving detector, as, for example,
an array of pixels. After K acquisitions, the image of the object is reconstructed by means of a correlation
parameter S(z;), where x; represents the position of the pixel j in the reference region where the average is
performed experimentally over the K realizations. Hence, the idea at the basis of this protocol is that whether
one disposes of two noise-correlated light beams, one crossing an object to be imaged and then detected by
a bucket detector without any spatial resolution, the other addressed to a spatial resolving detector (as a
CCD camera), then the image of the object can be reconstructed by considering correlations between the two
measurements. Enlightened by the theoretical works of Klyshko [16], first time GI was experimentally realized
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by Pittman et. al. in 1995 with two entangled beams produced by spontaneous parametric down-conversion
(SPDC). Hence, this effect has been initially considered to be inherent to entanglement or in general quantum
correlations. Later [17] there were realized ghost imaging in thermal fields, based on classical correlations of
the spatial coordinates and momenta of thermal radiation. The classical correlations may be represented with
the semi-classical theory only, but usage of a full quantum description provides comparison between the use of
classical and quantum correlations in ghost imaging. In this work we consider different aspects of both classical
and quantum ghost imaging. We made a comparison between four different correlation functions (CF) in terms
of their performance in reconstructing the image of the object. The CFs that we have considered are listed
below:

e the Glauber correlation function - S(z;) = G(2) = (N1N2(z;)) ;
e the normalized Glauber correlation function - S(z;) = ¢g(2) = G(2)/(N1)(N2(z;));

e the covariance of the signals from two detectors (correlation functions of intensity fluctuations) - S(z;) =
Cou(N1, N2(z5)) = (N1 = (N1))(N2(z;) — (N2(z;))));

e the variance of the difference signal from two detectors - S(z;) = Var(N1— N2(z;)) = (N1 — N2(z;) —
(N1 = N2(z)))?);

where N1 and N2 are the number of the detected photons respectively in the bucket arm and in the other
arm. If S is a general CF we can evaluate the quality of a ghost image using the signal to noise ratio (SNR)
defined as

<Smaz - szn>
\/Var(smaw - Smin)’

where Var(Smaz — Smin) is the variance of the image contrast.

SNR = (1)

Theoretical study

In our work, we have studied the influence of several parameters on the single-to-noise ratio: the brightness of
the light source, related to the average number of photons p per single spatial-temporal mode; the total number
M of these modes collected by each element (pixel) of spatially resolving detector; the number of these elements,
i.e. resolution of the image. The M number is the ratio of the detection volume to the coherence volume, so
may be specified as M = Vier/Voon = (Apiz - Taet)/ (Acoh - Teoh), Where Ap;, is the pixel size, 740; - the detection
(integration) time, A.,; - the coherence area (roughly, the speckle size, [18]), Teon - the coherence time of the
light source. Usually in the experiment the detection time is much longer than the coherence time of the source
Tdet 2> Tcoh.-

From the point of view of photon statistics the total number of modes usually is M > 1, but for a very small
detection volume (Apiz < Acon and Tger < Teon) the total number of modes is equal to 1 (M = 1).

Because M is the number of modes collected by a pixel in a single acquired frame and p is the number of
photons per single mode, (No) = na My is the total number of photons detected in one pixel, where 7 is the
quantum efficiency of the channel. The general efficiency of each channel 0 <5, <1 (i = 1,2) considers the
transmission, collection and detection efficiency, i.e. the probability to detect an emitted photon. In our model
the situation where a pixel is smaller than the coherence area (Ap;; < Acon) corresponds to a reduction of the
collection efficiency.

The number of the spatial bits of the reconstructed image R depends on the relation between the pixel
size and the coherence area size. When the pixel is equal or smaller than the size of a single spatial mode R
is determined by the number of the spatial modes, otherwise it is given by the number of the pixels in the
ghost image area. The optimal condition is Ap;; ~ Acon that maximizes the resolution of the reconstructed
image and the collection efficiency. Concerning that in the experiment the size of the pixel of the CCD camera
approximately matches the size of the speckle of the field. Actually in the case of quantum GI the pixel side is
twice the coherence area, because in order to exploit the quantum correlation it was more important to have a
high quantum efficiency n than a high resolution R.

For a single spatio-temporal mode the photon number (of detected photons) momenta can be calculated
from the input-output relations of the process for PDC and pseudo-thermal light respectively. [19]
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Results

The full analytical formulas are quite cumbersome, so we show only the ideal case of unity transmission/quantum
efficiency and collection efficiency in both optical paths, 71 = 2 = n = 1 in table 2. Here and in the following the
SNR values are normalized to the square root of the number of realizations v/K. Let us discuss some specific
regimes of the the performance of the ghost imaging in both pseudo-thermal and entangled light. Figure 1
represent the SNR with different correlation parameters as a function of illumination level for single-mode
detection regime (M = 1) and ideal detection setup (n = 1).

TwGI

SNR \/Ml"(l""l")
G2
/1+4(6+M+AMR)+p2 (6+M+6M R+2M2R2)
MRu(1+
SNR @ \/ p(1+p)
9 /1+uR(2+M+2M R)+1%(—1+(3+ M) R+2M R?)

SNR, \/Ml"(l“"l")
Cov /1+u(6+M+2M R)+1i2(6+M+2M R)

V/2Mp(1+p)
SNRyar /1+u(6+4MR)+12(6+4M R)

ThGI
SNRqe) VM
/14+2M R+2(24+3M R+ M2 R?)+2 (6+ M +6M R+2M2R2)
SNR,_ 2 VM Ry
g /=114 p) + (1434 (3+ M) p2) R+2M (1+11)2R2

SNR¢ VM

ov V1+2MR+4u(14+MR)+p2(6+M+2M R)
SNRy VoM

ar V1+u(T+M(2+4R))+812 (1+ M R) +43 (6+4M R)

Table 2: Expressions for the SNR of the reconstructed ghost image with thermal light (ThGI) and with twin
beams (TwGI) for different protocols described in the text, in the lossless case (n = 1).

In the typical situation of large R (R > 10) it turns out that SNR. for g(®, Cov(Ny, N3) and Var(N; — Ny)
behave the same for large values of detected photons IV > 1, approaching approximatively the upper value of
(2R)~'/? although they reach this bound at different values of the illumination level. For the pseudo-thermal
light GI different protocols perform very similarly, the bound is reached at the high intensities of the detected
light beams N > 1. Here N = nMyp is the "illumination", i.e. the total number of photons detected in the
pixel in the single image. The performance of the scheme based on G(?) measurements is the worst for both
quantum and thermal GI.

In case of twin-beams the SNR depends on the resolution, for the difference variance and covariance of two
signals the SNR goes to plane for illumination level N > 1/(2R), while our calculation shows that g(®) reaches
the flat region as soon as N > 1/(2R?).

Concerning the performance of a very low-brightness source, Figure 1 shows that the advantage of using
twin beams is in general very pronounced but, even with the same source, some protocol seems to be more
convenient than others. In particular, for the pseudo-thermal light all the protocols scale as proportional to
the number of detected photons per pixel N with the exception of the difference variance method, for which
SNR approaches zero faster, i.e. proportional to N3/2. For twin-beams GI all the methods lead to the same
asymptotic behavior, o« N'/2. Therefore, we can conclude that for the GI of a complex object in case of
classical or quantum illumination the three protocols exploiting (2, Cov(N1, No) and Var(N; — Ny) have the
same performance at medium and high intensities, while for a low number photon fields, preference should be
given to the normalized correlation function ¢g(%).

For an ideal detection scheme (11 = 7o = 1) the SNR of the ghost image in G® protocol drops down as
1/R (R > 1) and as 1/v/M (M > 1) - see table 2. At at the same time, all the other protocols (exploiting
g®, Cov(Ny, No) and Var(N; — Ny)) scale as 1/v/R (R > 1) and asymptotically ~ const with respect to M,
for M >> 1. That means the not-normalized and not-subtracted correlation function G(? is not suitable for the
GI, because of the worse imaging characteristics obtained with this protocol comparing with other parameters.
Despite of that GI with G is largely discussed in literature.
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Figure 1: Dependence of the ghost image SNR on the average photon number per pixel for different protocols.
The number of spatio-temporal modes per pixel M and the resolution parameter R are set, M = 1 and R = 100.

Conclusions

Our work demonstrated that correlations between semiclassical states, as thermal equilibrium state divided by
a beam splitter, can be exploited in ghost imaging application with performances comparable with quantum
correlations. This can be quantified using different correlation functions. Our theoretical model shows that for
g@, Cov(Ny, Na) and Var(N; — Na) GI with quantum light performs largely better than GI with semiclassical
light at low illumination levels (few photons per pixel in a single shot), but they become equivalent at high
illumination levels (many photons per pixel in a single shot).
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Introduction

As it is well known, the nature of the mechanisms for propagation signals along the nerve is one of the crucial
problems in biophysics. Hodgkin and Huxley in the 50s [1] studied the complex dynamics of the ionic currents
through voltage sensitive channels, and made detailed measurements of these currents. In 1966 Katz [2] proposed
for traveling pulse the soliton traveling pulse as a simplest model for this activity. Now it is well established that
the dynamic of ionic currents through voltage channels is responsible for the change of the membrane potential
in nerve tissues.

Later, the Hodgkin and Huxley system (HH) was developed independently by Richard FitzHugh, and Jin-
ichi Nagumo. Based on the work of Balthazar Van Der Pol, FitzHugh proposed a simplified neuronal model
of Hodgkin and Huxley. For its part, Nagumo suggested as analogous neuronal, a nonlinear electrical circuit,
controlled by an equation system also similar to those of Van Der Pol currents. The proposed simplified analog of
these authors, is called FitzHugh-Nagumo model [3], [4]. By using an analytic technique, the homotopy analysis
method (HAM), in the Fitzhugh—-Nagumo equation, Abbasbandy [5], have found solitary wave solutions which
are subjected to the control of new auxiliary parameter. Being susceptible to fairly complete analysis, the
FHN system allows a qualitative understanding of the phenomenon of excitability, from the point of view of
dynamical systems [43].

Recently, Heimburg and coworkers have developed a model for nerve pulses that support soliton like solutions
[7,8]. The model is constructed considering the nerve axon as a one dimensional cylinder with lateral density
excitations moving along the axes. This model for the nerve pulses is based on the propagation of a localized
density pulse (non linear wave) in the axon membrane. That is, resuming we can say that this theory is based
on the lipid transition from a fluid to a gel phase at slightly below of body temperatures.

We suppose that along the axon, not only well famous bell solitons could propagate , but also non-classical
soliton like solutions named compactons could be excited and travel carrying needed information. For the case
of nontrivial boundary condition we will study the possibility for obtain bobtopogical solutions like bubbles and
soliton on step. Thus, in the next section we briefly expose the main nonlinear evolution equation for nerve
pulses. In the III section we show that compact solutions with the boundary trivial condition could appear and
will travel with sonic, subsonic and supersonic velocities along the nerve. The section IV is devoted to discuss
the appearance of bubbles and soliton on background, and finally in the last section we discuss some features
around the found solutions and outline further implications of the model presented.
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Equation of motion

The theory [7,8] is based on hydrodynamic properties of a density pulse in the presence of dispersion. In the
absence of dispersion and nonlinearity the equation of motion along the quasi-one dimensional axon is:

U 9 [ ,0U
(%_6<8> @

being U = p — p{' the change of density in the membrane, p§ is the density of the membrane at physiological
condition slightly above of melting transition.. Here ¢ is the sound velocity with the value ¢ = (Kpr)_l/ 2
being x7' the compressibility. Subsequently, it is added the additional term responsible for dispersive effects
fh%ig. This term appears by experimental evidence on the relation between frequencies and velocities. For
getting available nonlinear real dispersion relation the next term after the second derivative with respect to the
special variable would stay the corresponding fourth derivative [8]. Next, it is assumed that the compressibility

depends on the "field" U as a polynomial function [9]

¢ =c§+pU+qU? +71U° + ... (2)
Finally, the partial differential equation for difference of density is

PU 9 6(]}_ 9'U

:{(cg—i-pU—i—qUQ) o o

o2 Ox (3)

The experiments made with nerve pulses shows the existence of narrow localized region of excitation. Thus,
there is a big possibility that these pulses are in fact solitons but without tails. As is well known the classical
solitons possess tails that could eventually interact at long distances that subsequently would degenerate the
whole pulse to charge the needed information. So, the effort in this sense will be assumed to find solitons
without tails i.e. solitary waves named regular or singular compactons.

Compactons and Classic Solutions

Let us investigate traveling (when z = x — vt) soliton solutions. Thus, the eq. (3) can be transformed to the
next one

Y = (6 AU 4 U 4 U0 200 + Ty Y

with being p and ¢ the parameters that appears in the Taylor expansion and V{ the constant of integration.
By applying the trivial boundary condition

ifz—)oo,thenU%Oand(i—U—)O (5)
z
produces Vj = 0.

Solutions with sound velocity

First, let us consider the case: ¢ = v2.

I. Sub-case C' = 0. In this simple case by integrating the equation (4) we obtain the following solution

2p
U)= 37— (6)
Bz —20)*—q

By avoiding singular behaviors, the possible solution in this case is achieved by assuming the negative value of
the parameter q. The picture of this algebraic soliton solution is depicted in Figurel.

p=3,q=—18c
I1. Sub-case :C # 0. For this sub-case we obtained the compact like soliton provided that
'S 8

Tl @
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Figure 1: Algebraic soliton that travels with same velocity of sound along the axon

(12)
The integration of the equation (4) yields the following compact soliton like solution
Tan?(()
= f —
U = 353 5B ©rC € (®)
with the new variable ¢ = £¥85C (> — z;) and the parameter B? = — i
v
=3
- s,

Figure 2: Compact soliton like structures that travels with the same velocity of sound along the axon.

Soliton solutions for which vy # ¢

Next, we investigate the solutions for which: ¢ # v For this case, we slightly transform the right hand side of
the equation (4)

au\® .
h T =CU(KU +aU” 4+ bU° + 1) (9)
with the renamed parameters
_(@-v) _p ,_ q
=T3¢ "Te0 "o (10)

Without lost of generality we can choice h = 1. Then, after integration we again obtain a perfect compact like
solution.

B Tan?(€)
U= GA—m T @A-n) Tanie) o 16127 (11)
with
§==+1/CBA-kK)(z— 20)
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and b= (k — 24)A?, a = 2Ak — 3A2?
As can be observed this specific solution exists by avoiding singularities i.e. in the particular case only for
negative parameter values

B=k—-24A<0 (12)

The plot of the equation 11 is similar to the figure of compact soliton represented in the Figure land shows
the robust configuration of the soliton like solution. For these moving compactons with velocities differing from
the sound one, the parameters a and b satisfy the following relation

1
b:ﬁ(k—Z k2 — 3a)(k 4+ VK2 — 3a)* (13)
This expression depends on the soliton velocity by virtue of equation (10). Outside of this dependence between
the parameters the solutions probably will not admit compact support.
By deploying the constraint (12) we obtain the parameter region of available velocities. Thus, when x > 0

the velocity corresponds to subsonic waves, i.e.

C
v? < co—2 e (14)
3
If the values of x < 0 we obtain supersonic soliton waves with the next segment of values
C
cd<vi<ci+2 % (15)

Energy of the obtained solitons

The energy of solutions obtained for the ordinary nonlinear differential equation i.e. for traveling solutions can
be calculated by using the energy density, which in some §, =1.57,A=1,k=1,C =2

The integration with respect to the variable £ in the interval [—m, 7] for compactons can be directly evaluated
using the energy density. From the equation (4) one can notice that the kinetic energy is equal to the potential
one for the "mechanical analog particle". This leads to calculate the total energy using the following equation

+zo0
zZ0 h
with the "potential" piece of energy density
W(u) = (2 —v2)U2+§U3+ %U4+QCU. (17)

This total energy depends on the velocity of the non-classical solution. For avoiding singular solutions,
when the values C # 0, traveling compact solution could emerge only when the velocities satisfy the relation
2A — k > 0, that is in complete accordance with the previous analysis made on the parameter space (12) for
obtaining subsonic and also supersonic compact solutions.

Condensate boundary condition.

Now let us study the equation (4) by keeping in mind first the non-trivial or the condensate boundary condition

du
ifz—)oothenU—>anndd——>O (18)
2

After subsequent integration one can obtain the next equation

h(42)° = CU + (& — v2)(U)? + a(U)*+
BU)* + Vo

Where the parameters V and Uy satisfy the next equation

Vo = Up[(v? — ) Uy — aUf — BU; — O] (20)

(19)
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Traveling sonic solution

2

As for the case of trivial boundary condition, let us consider the case: c2 = v2. In this case the equation (4)

could be transformed

1
j:\/é(z —zp) = / ——dr (21)
h rvVr2+Gr+ M
with
U=r—a, M =6a* —3d'a and G = o/ — 4a (22)
and o = &, Vj = % where the parameter a needs to satisfy the algebraic cubic equation

Having obtained the value of parameter a from the cubic equation (6), it should be easy to calculate the value
of parameter M by using equation (5). In order to integrate the equation (4) and obtain analytical and non
singular solutions we must put the condition for the discriminant of the expression under the square in the
Eq.(4) as follows

D =4M — G? = 84% — 4aa’ — a? < 0.

Under all these requirements we can make an assumption that regular localized soliton-like solutions exist when
the parameters a, % satisfy whichever of these two inequalities
I)a>5(1+V3)

)5 <a< {51+ V3) (23)

These parameter restrictions will be the conditions for the existence of a set of non-topological like solitons.
By inverting the integral (4) written above, one has finally the following solution by avoiding singular
behavior

- 2M
- \/@cosh{ A{f(z—zo)} ye,

U(z) —a (24)

As usual, for qualitative purposes, this solution can be visualized by taking concrete parameter values. For
instance, for a good picture presentation let us suppose that 8 = 2 and according to the work [10] for unilamellar
DPPC vesicles we can take for example the value « = —7. Thus, the other important parameters should
estimated straightforward, and after reparameterization of variables finally the resulting picture is depicted in
Figure 4.

Super and sub - sonic traveling non-topological solutions

Let us now investigate the other case when the values of the velocities of traveling structures are different than
the sound one. We replace the value Vp of eq. (19) in the equation (4) and obtain for y = U — Uy

2
h (ZZ) = y*(A + By + By?) (25)

This equation is obtained considering the following relations of the parameter values:

C = —[2Up(c2 — v?) + 2aU2 + AU? + 4U2 ) (26)

A= (2 —v?) +3al, + 68U (27)
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—10

Figure 3: Typical “bright” soliton on background traveling with the same velocity of sound along the axon.

B = a+ 48Uy (28)
To avoid singular behavior, let us suppose that parameters A, B and 3 satisfy the next inequalities

A>0, 6 =4A8-B?><0 (29)
Thus, after the corresponding integration one can obtain the next representation of the solution

T+ UpSinh®VA(E — &)

- 30

o+ Cosh?(VA(€ - &)) (30)

provided that
A Uy [ m? ) 1 ( m2 )
I'=—= + 5| —=+1 y O = = | —F/— — 1

VETI: (\/—7 2\ V=5
and z — 29 = 2Vh(£ — &), B = —m?>. The solution exist if the next restrictions holds for the soliton velocities
3aly + 68U > v? — 3 > aly + 28U¢ — %

The bubble soliton can be easily seen when we choice appropriated parameter values. The simplest ones
could be generated when the relation I' < ¢ in Equation (19) holds for determined parametric values.

1.02

U

.1

5
T =10

Figure 4: By using the reparameterization of variables in equation (30) one can depict the bubble like soliton
on the background.

The bubble or in some sense the small dip or rarefaction of density and the soliton on the condensate are
propagating with some velocity whose values are restricted by the equation (17). Along with the existence of
bubble type of solitons, the soliton on the background also appears that should be dual to the first one.
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Conclusions

We have discussed in this contribution the appearance of classical and non - classical soliton like pulses along
the axon based on the pioneering work of [7,9,10]. The classical bell shape soliton shows infinite tails in contrast
to the non classical solitons i.e. compactons without tails. Also we have obtained bubble and pedestal solitons
for the case of condensate boundary conditions. For the case of trivial boundary condition these solutions could
propagate with arbitrary velocities but restricted by parametric equations (12), i.e. sonic, super - and sub-sonic
solutions could appear in this model. This means that these waves could charge the information efficiently faster
between the two significant separated centers along the nerve axon. It should be interesting to check which one
of these possibilities take place in real experiments. The properties (including its shape and its energy) can be
determined uniquely as a function of compacton or algebraic soliton velocity. Given a measured nonlinear wave
velocity, the theory contains freely adjustable parameters and has the virtue of being feasible. As soon as the
nonlinear excitations in whichever segment of the axon structure is being activated by the presence of external
agents for example, phonons, etc, compacton or bell solitons could appear, describing realistically the density
displacements.

For the case of condensed boundary condition the traveling small dip or rarefaction and soliton excitation
on the background can exist and can run with constant velocity along the nerve. Thus, the long pulse plateau
in the nerve could be perturbed by bubble and bright solitons on the background. Therefore, in both directions
of the axis, at long distances from the active zone, the density displacements will maintain their value, forming
the non-vanishing boundary condition.

These solutions could eventually be responsible for various fundamental processes inside the nerve, espe-
cially those processes that involve some kind of parametric phase transitions. This is because of the realistic
interpretation of bubbles as a nucleus of some stable phases in the bubble vacuum or a metastable one. Also,
both solutions, that is, the bubble and the soliton on the background obtained here as particular soliton-like
solutions for specific values of parameters, could be used by the nerve system for enhancing confidentiality in
communication tasks. For instance, as the bubble soliton amplitude vanishes or minimizes during propagation
along the nerve, this wave could be used to perform communication transmission for security, whereas the
required information can be retrieved by the dark/bright soliton conversion on the background.
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Introduction

The study of spin dynamics in a curved spacetime (a gravitational field) was initiated immediately after the
formulation of the relativistic Dirac theory. The early efforts were mainly concerned with the development of
mathematical tools and methods appropriate for the description of the interaction of spinning particles with
the gravitational field. The studies of the spinor analysis in the framework of the general Lagrange-Noether
approach have subsequently resulted in the construction of the gauge-theoretic models of physical interactions,
including also gravity (see Refs. [1,2] and references therein).

At a later stage, considerable attention was turned to the investigation of the specific physical effects in the
gravitational field predicted for quantum, semiclassical, and classical relativistic particles with spin. Various
aspects of the dynamics of fermions were studied in weak gravitational fields, i.e., for the case when the spacetime
geometry does not significantly deviate from the flat Minkowski manifold. Another class of problems was the
analysis of trajectories of semiclassical and classical particles in gravitational field configurations being exact
solutions of Einstein’s equations like the Schwarzschild and Kerr metrics. The behavior of the spin in strong
gravitational fields represents another interesting subject with possible applications to the study of the physical
processes in the vicinity of massive astrophysical objects and near black holes. For example, the overview of
the important mathematical subtleties is given in Refs. [3-6].

In this paper, we present the results of our investigations of the Dirac fermions based on the new method [7]
of the Foldy-Wouthuysen (FW) transformation. Earlier, we analyzed the dynamics of spin in weak static and
stationary gravitational fields [8-11] and in strong stationary gravitational fields [12] of massive compact sources.
These previous results are now extended on the general case of a completely arbitrary gravitational field.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. , we give preliminaries for the description of the general metric
and the coframe, and then derive the Hermitian Dirac Hamiltonian in an arbitrary curved spacetime. For
completeness, we also consider the electromagnetic interaction. In Sec. , we outline the FW technique and
derive the FW Hamiltonian together with the corresponding operator equations of motion. The central result is
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the derivation of the equation of spin precession an arbitrary gravitational field. The quantum and semiclassical
spin dynamics is compared with the dynamics of a classical spin in Sec. . We use the standard formalism of
Mathisson and Papapetrou, and discuss the Hamiltonian approach. The results obtained are summarized in
Sec. .

Our notations and conventions are the same as in Ref. [9]. In particular, the world indices of the tensorial
objects are denoted by Latin letters ¢,j,k,... = 0,1,2,3 and the first letters of the Greek alphabet label the
tetrad indices, o, 8,... = 0,1,2,3. Spatial indices of 3-dimensional objects are denoted by Latin letters from
the beginning of the alphabet, a, b, ¢,... = 1,2, 3. Temporal and spatial tetrad indices are distinguished by hats.

Dirac particle in a gravitational field

General parametrization of the spacetime metric

Let us recall some basic facts and introduce the notions and objects related to the description of the motion of
a classical spinning particle in a curved manifold. The massive particle is quite generally characterized by its
position in spacetime, z¢(7), where the local spacetime coordinates are considered as functions of the proper
time 7, and by the tensor of spin S*? = — §8%  The analysis of the dynamics of the classical spinning particle
is given later in Sec. .

We denote 4-velocity of a particle U® = e®dz’/dr. In view of the choice of parametrization by the proper
time, it is normalized by the standard condition g,sUU”? = ¢? where g,5 = diag(c?, —1,—1,—1) is the flat
Minkowski metric. We use the tetrad e (or coframe) to describe the dynamics of spinning particles on a
spacetime manifold in arbitrary curvilinear coordinates. When the spacetime is flat and the gravitational field
is absent, one can choose the global Cartesian coordinates and the holonomic orthonormal frame coinciding with
the natural one, e = 6. The spacetime metric is related to the coframe field in the usual way: gage?ef = gij-

We use the notations ¢t and z* (a = 1,2, 3) for the coordinate time and the spatial local coordinates, respec-
tively. There are many different ways to represent a general spacetime metric. A convenient parametrization of
the spacetime metric was proposed by De Witt [13] in the context of the canonical formulation of the quantum
gravity theory. In a slightly different disguise, the general form of the line element of an arbitrary gravitational
field reads

ds® = V22dt? — 5o W W, (dat — KCedt) (da® — Kedt). (1)

This parametrization involves more functions than the actual number of the metric components. Indeed, the
total number of the functions V (t,z¢), K%(t,x¢), and W%(t,2°) is 1 + 3 + 9 = 13 which is greater than 10.
However, we have to take into account that the line element (1) is invariant under redefinitions wWa, —s L3 e,
using arbitrary local rotations L7(t,z) € SO(3). Subtracting the 3 rotation degrees of freedom, we recover
exactly 10 independent variables that describe the general metric of the spacetime.

Dirac equation

One needs the orthonormal frames to discuss the spinor field and to formulate the Dirac equation. From the
mathematical point of view, the tetrad is necessary to “attach” a spinor space at every point of the spacetime
manifold. Tetrads (coframes) are naturally defined up to a local Lorentz transformations, and one usually fixes
this freedom by choosing a gauge. We discussed the choice of the tetrad gauge in [11] and have demonstrated
that a physically preferable option is the Schwinger gauge [14, 15|, namely the condition e? = 0,a = 1,2, 3.
Accordingly, for the general metric (1) we will work with the tetrad

el =V & =w4, (55’ —cK®50), a=1,2,3. (2)

K3
The inverse tetrad, such that ege? = 5;,

. 1 . . . .
el = 7 (6 +0%eK™), b =04W', a=1,23, (3)

also satisfies the similar Schwinger condition, eoa = 0. Here we introduced the inverse 3x 3 matrix, W2;W¢, = op-
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The following observation will be useful for the subsequent computations. A classical massive particle moves
along a world line x%(7),i = 0,1,2,3, parametrized by the proper time 7. Its 4-velocity is defined as usual
by the derivatives U? = dz/dr. With respect to a given orthonormal frame, the velocity has the components
U® =etU' a=0,1,2,3. It is convenient to describe the 4-velocity by its 3 spatial components v¥a=1,23,
in an anholonomic frame. Then U® = (y,yv®), with the Lorentz factor v~ = /1 — v2/c2, and, consequently,

dt ~
0 Orra
vl = =l U = 4
dr ‘e v’ @)
dz? ¥ 3
a arra a a__
Uu* = = esU” = (cK + VW ) . (5)
We used (3) here. Dividing (5) by (4) and denoting
Fly = VW,

we find for the velocity with respect to the coordinate time

dz®

o7 :fabUbJrCKa. (6)

The Dirac equation in a curved spacetime reads
(ihy* Dy —me)¥ =0, a=0,1,2,3. (7

This equation is invariant under the general transformations of the spacetime coordinates (under diffeomor-
phism), and is covariant under the local Lorentz transformations. Recall that the Dirac matrices v* are defined
in local Lorentz (tetrad) frames and they have constant components. The spinor covariant derivatives are
consistently defined in the gauge-theoretic approach [1,2,16,17] as

iq

Do =€l D;, m:@+ﬁ&+%wnw. (8)
Here the Lorentz connection is I';*? = —TI';f®, and ¢®? = % (7“73 — 7576‘) are the generators of the local

Lorentz transformations of the spinor field. For completeness, we assumed that the Dirac particle is charged
and the electric charge g describes its coupling to the 4-potential of the electromagnetic field A;. Note that
the canonical dimension of the electromagnetic field strength 2-form F' = dA and of the electromagnetic 1-form
A = Aydat is [F) = [A] = [h/q], see [18]. The gravitational and inertial effects (which are deeply related to each
other in the framework of the gauge-theoretic approach) are encoded in coframe and connection in (7),(8); for
the relevant discussion see Refs. [19-21] and references therein.

Using the parametrization of the general metric (1) with the tetrad (2) in the Schwinger gauge, we find
explicitly the components of connection

5 ~ ~
Fiaﬁ = cv Wba ava 61'0 - % Q(a@) eib7 (9)

L= v Quap e’ + (Cage + Cap + Cagia) e’ (10)
Here we introduced the two useful objects:

Qa}; = gii’EWd’E (%W’C\d + KeaeW’C\d + W’C\eadKe) ) (11)

Cqt =WhHWe0uWe,), Cogn= 9:2C (12)

abc cd ~ab

As usual, the dot *~ denotes the partial derivative with respect to the coordinate time ¢. One can immediately
recognize that C;¢ = —C;.© is the anholonomity object for the spatial triad W%,. The indices (that all run
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from 1 to 3) are raised and lowered with the help of the spatial part of the flat Minkowski metric, g5 = — dap =
diag(—1,—-1,-1).
One can derive the Dirac equation from the action integral

I= / d*z/—gL,

with the Lagrangian (recall for the conjugate spinor W := \IIT'ya)

L= % (U7 Do¥ — Do Uy V) — me W0, (13)

A direct check shows that, with (8)-(12) inserted, the Schrédinger form of the Dirac equation derived from this
action involves a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian. However, this problem is fixed if we introduce the new wave
function by [12]

1
¢ = (V—ged)? v. (14)
Such a non-unitary transformation also appears in the framework of the pseudo-Hermitian quantum mechanics
[22,23] (cf. [24]).
Variation of the action with respect to the rescaled wave function v yields the Dirac equation in Schrodinger
form ih%—f = H1p. The corresponding Hermitian Hamiltonian reads [12]

H = BmcV +q® + § (m, Floa® + a*Flom)

—_ 15
+E(K - m4+m - K)+ % (E-2-Ty). (15)

Here K = {K“}, and the kinetic momentum operator = = {m,} with 7, = —ihd, + ¢As, = pa + qA, accounts
for the interaction with the electromagnetic field 4; = (®, A,). To remind the notation: 5 = A0 o = {a®}, 2 =
{X}, where the 3-vector-valued Dirac matrices have their usual form; namely, a® = 'y()'y“ (a,b,c,---=1,2,3)
and X! = iwévg, ¥2 = m?"yi, ¥3 = i'yivé. We also introduced a pseudoscalar Y and a 3-vector E = {Z,} by [12]

_ y/aber . _ _1/.abep
T="Ve e = Ve C@bav (16)
:A—ZGAFAbE—EAQbE

=a = ¢ %bet0 ~— Cabe :

Note that we have fixed a number of small points with the signs and numeric factors, and one should be careful
when comparing the above formulas with the earlier results presented in [12]. For the static and stationary
rotating configurations, the pseudoscalar invariant vanishes (eabEC’ag8 = 0), and thus the corresponding term
was absent in the special cases considered in Refs. [11,12]. But in general this term contributes to the Dirac
Hamiltonian.

It is worthwhile to mention that the recent discussion [25] of the Dirac fermions in an arbitrary gravitational
field is very different. In deep contrast to the explicitly Hermitian Hamiltonian (15), the non-Hermitian one is
used In Ref. [25].

The Foldy-Wouthuysen transformation

In the previous section, we described the dynamics of the fermion in the Dirac representation. The physical
contents of the theory is however revealed in the FW representation [26]. We will now construct the FW
Hamiltonian for the fermion moving in an arbitrary gravitational field described by the general metric (1). We
start with the exact Dirac Hamiltonian (15) and apply the method developed in [7].

Just like before in our earlier works [11,12], we do not make any assumptions and/or approximations for
the functions V, W%, K®. The Planck constant & will be treated as the only small parameter. In accordance
with this strategy, we retain in the FW Hamiltonian all the terms of the zero and first orders in i. The leading
nonvanishing terms of order A2 have been calculated in both nonrelativistic and weak field approximations in
our previous works [8,11,12] for the more special cases. These terms describe the gravitational contact (Darwin)
interaction.
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General preliminaries
A generic Hamiltonian can be decomposed into operators that commute and anticommute with S:
H=PM+E+0O, pM=Mp, pE=EL, LO=-08. (17)

Here, the operators M, &£ are even, and O is odd.
Foldy-Wouthuysen representation is obtained by means of the unitary transformation

Yrw = Utp, Hrpw =UHU ' —ihUS,U . (18)
In arbitrary strong external fields, the following transformation operator can be used [7]:

M-0
_ __BetB B8,

U= V/(Be+BM—0)2 (19)
Ul = g _BetsM_0

V(Be+BM—-0)2"
Here e = VM2 + 02, and U~ = UT if H = HT. Applying (18), we obtain the explicit transformed Hamiltonian

et g (01 G5 2

+ﬂ [Ov [O’ M]] B [Ov [O’ Z“
- [(6 + M)a [(6 + M)a Z]] - [(E + M)v [Mv OH

_ﬁ {Oa [(6 + M)vz]} + 16{(6 + M)> [O,Z]}) %7

(20)

where Z = £ — ih% and T = /(Be + BM — 0)2. The square and curly brackets denote the commutator
[A, B] = AB — BA and the anticommutator {A, B} = AB + BA, respectively.
The Hamiltonian (20) still contains odd terms proportional to . We can write it as follows:

H =pe+&'+0, pe'=¢p, pO'=-08, (21)
where € = vV M2 + O2. The even and odd parts are determined by

£ = % (' +BH'B) — B, O = % (M — BH'B). (22)

Additional unitary transformation removes the odd part, so that the final approximate Hamiltonian reads [7]
/ 1 /2 1
Hrw = Be+ & +Zﬁ @ o (23)

For the case under consideration, we have explicitly [12]

M = mcV, (24)
c he _,
& = q(I>—|—§(K~7r+7r~K)+Z.:.-E, (25)
I
O = g (7rb Fboa® + a“]-"bam,) — ZC Trs. (26)

Foldy-Wouthuysen Hamiltonian and quantum dynamics

We now limit ourselves to the case when the electromagnetic field is switched off. The computations along
the lines described in the previous subsection are straightforward, and after a lengthy algebra we obtain the
Foldy-Wouthuysen Hamiltonian in the following form

Hiew = Hialy + Hiy (27)



134

Here the two terms read, respectively [27],

WY, = 5 + "16{1 (2641, {py, F4, 007"}
Ty, ]-'baT})} (28)

hme ceaeqy, {1 Lpy FAFP.0V )},

ng)/v = 5§ (K%q + po K) + % PIMCN

Jrhlc;{;—, {Ea{Pe,}_eb}, {pf, [eabc(%]l"fc — Fl oK/

FK19yFT ) — 5 F 4 (0= — §%=)] }}}

6/ = \/m2c4V2 + %5ac{pb;}'ba}{pd7fd0}a

30
T =2¢% + {¢,mc2V}. (30)

Let us derive the equation of motion of spin. As usual, we introduce the polarization operator IT = 53,
and the corresponding dynamical equation is obtained from its commutator with the FW Hamiltonian. The
computation is straightforward and we find

dir i
Here the 3-vectors ;) and €22y are the operators of the angular velocity of spin precessing in the exterior

classical gravitational field. Their components read explicitly as follows [27]:

Q) = 2 {3 (pe T L0, V)

. 32
L e, Qe FH0,F + 50 F, 1)} } (32)
and
52((12) h§2{’%_’ {{pev‘/_'.eb}a {pf7 [eabc(%ffcffdcadKf
(33)

+ K04 F 1) — 3 FF 4 (672 — §40E°)] }}} + L0

One may notice that the two different matrices, ¥ and II, appear on the right-hand side of Eq. (31).
This is explained by the fact that the vector €};) contains odd number of components of the momentum
operator, whereas the vector €}(;) contains even number of p,. Actually, both €2(;) and €(3) depend only on
the combination F?,p,. However, the velocity operator is proportional to an additional § factor and is equal
to v, = B F.pp/€, as we demonstrate below, see Eq. (40). As a result, the operator Q1) also acquires an
additional g factor [11], when it is rewritten in terms of the velocity operator v. Note also that only the upper
part of 8 proportional the unit matrix is relevant in the FW representation. Therefore, the appearance of 3
does not lead to any physical effects at least until antiparticles are considered (which would require special
investigations).

We now use the general results above to obtain the corresponding semiclassical expressions by evaluating all
anticommutators and neglecting terms of the powers of 7 higher than 1. Then Eqs. (31)-(33) yield the following
explicit semiclassical equations describing the motion of the average spin (as usual, vector product is defined
by {A x B}, = e AP B°) [27]:

a8 = x s = () + Qo) x s, (34)
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Q) = S F ('pd< 1o — eI VCey®
/ (35)
oy €W 3@‘/) ;
—a 43 aoc n
Q((lg) = %: - 46/(61;7”62‘/) € b Q(bd)(sd ]:knpk]:lcpb (36)
Here, in the semiclassical limit,
¢ = \/m2cAV2 254 Fa, Fbyp, py - (37)

We can substitute the results obtained into the FW Hamiltonian (27) and recast the latter in a compact
and transparent form in terms of the precession angular velocities €21y, £2(2):

Hrw =B + 5 (K-p+p-K)

h (38)
+3 (- Q) + 2 Q).
We can use Eq. (38) to derive the velocity operator in the semiclassical approximation:
dz® __ 3
G = wHrw, 2t = (39)

=BG Fe 5bc}"dcpd Yere

Comparing this with the relation between the holonomic and anholonomic components of the velocity, Eq. (6),
we find the velocity operator in the Schwinger frame (2):

ﬁ ? F aPb = Vq- (40)

This immediately yields 6°?F®, F°ypapy = (¢/)?v?/c?. Using this in (37), we have (¢')2 = m2c*V?2 + (¢')20?/c2,
and thus we find

¢ =ymc*V. (41)

Equations (40) and (41) are crucial for establishing the full agreement of the quantum and classical dynamics
of spin. In particular, using (40) and (41), we find

¢ _
e’ +mc2V T 147 (42)

b d . _ o Ve
FPappFeepq = 10 22t

3
c
e’ (e¢/+mc2V) +v ¢

Quantum-mechanical equations of particle dynamics

We now turn to the quantum-mechanical analysis of a particle in the gravitational field. The dynamics of spin
is described in an anholonomic frame. For consistency, we will use an anholonomic frame description for the
particle dynamics, too. The Schwinger gauge with €2 = 0 simplifies the equation for the force operator which
is given by [27]

dpaz __ 71
o= % = 34 {ehm) *5{ »
+1IWhs, et = { ,pb} (43)

as dt

1
2
+2Lh{HFW) aapb} %{W a,aprw}

Here as before the partial derivative with respect to the coordinate time is denoted by the dot, in particular,
Wba = atha.
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The explicit expression for the force operator reads [27]

el o)

Dew — ge5od {5 {py, FPuFca}} + cK® + 4T, (45)
where we introduced the following compact notation
ou
T = ap , u ZHQ(U +EQ(2) (46)

Corrections due to the noncommutativity of operators are of order of A2 and can be neglected in (44). Let us
split the total force operator into the terms of the zeroth and first orders in the Planck constant:

F=F" +FY

a

(47)

The zeroth order terms read as follows
PO = 4 (it} - 4w, [se + 50,

+paKa)]} + i{Pb,{(5f5ad{ja{pb,fba}_cd}} (48)

+cK0) , acwba} }

These terms describe the influence of the gravitational field on the particle without taking into account its
internal structure. The first term in Eq. (48) is important for the motion of the particle in nonstationary
spacetimes, for example, in cosmological context. The next term describes the Newtonian force, the related
relativistic corrections, and the Coriolis-like force proportional to K. The last term also contributes to the
relativistic corrections to the force acting in static spacetimes that arise in addition to the velocity-independent
Newtonian force.

All the terms of the first order in the Planck constant are proportional to the spin operators and therefore
they collectively represent the quantum-mechanical counterpart of the Mathisson force (which is an analogue
of the Stern-Gerlach force in electrodynamics). This force is given by, recall the notation (46),

h h
B =2 {30005} ) — 7 (W' aud ) (49)

We will demonstrate the agreement between the quantum-mechanical and the classical equations of particle
dynamics in the next section.

Equation (48) and (49) perfectly reproduce all previously obtained quantum-mechanical results [8,9,11,12].
In order to illustrate this, let us find the force on the spinning particle in the metric [19] of an arbitrarily moving
noninertial (accelerated and rotating) observer:

: - 1
vz1+%, We, =3, K* = (wxm)" (50)

The FW Hamiltonian for this metric derived in Ref. [12] reads:

_ b a-r 204 1 22
Hrw = 5{(1—&— CQ),Vmc —|—cp}—w-(r><p)
h axp h
n.—~2f Ty 1
3 mce2(y+1) 2 “ (51)

where the object that has the meaning of the Lorentz factor is defined by

Sm2ct 1 2p2
w_ (52)

"y =
me?
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Using the FW Hamiltonian (51) in (44) and (45) yields the explicit force

F = —ﬁzaa\/m%‘l—l—cgpz—(wxp)a
¢

= Pmy(—a+vxw),. (53)

Here we used Eq. (52) and the relation between the operators of momentum and velocity p; = e%pb = Bymu,
which is recovered from (40). One can straightforwardly verify that the usual structure of the inertial forces (in
particular, the Coriolis and centrifugal pieces) is encoded in the force (53), see the corresponding computation
of the coordinate acceleration operator in [12].

For the metric (50), the spacetime curvature vanishes. As a result, the curvature- and spin-dependent
Mathisson force is zero. In the general case, the Mathisson force is nontrivial and violates the equivalence
principle (see Ref. [28]). In a separate publication, we will analyse the possible generalization of the equivalence
principle for spinning particles, making use of the force framework developed here. As a preliminary step, we
refer to [12] where we evaluated the quantum force for the weak gravitational field and recovered the linearized
Mathisson force, thus confirming the earlier results [29, 30].

Any theory based on the Dirac equation can reproduce only a certain reduced form of the equation of spin
motion. The formal reason is the absence in the Lagrangian and the Hamiltonian of the terms bilinear in the
spin matrices because their product can always be simplified: 22X? = §9 4 jeP¢¥¢. As a result, the equation
of spin motion of a Dirac particle cannot contain such terms. In quantum mechanics of particles with higher
spins (s > 1/2) as well as in the classical gravity, the terms bilinear in spin cannot be reduced and the general
MP equations [31,32] should be used.

Classical spinning particles

Mathisson-Papapetrou approach

The motion of classical spinning particles in the gravitational field can be consistently described by the generally
covariant MP theory [31, 32], for the recent discussion see also [33-36]. In this framework, a test particle is
characterized by the 4-velocity U® and the tensor of spin S** = —§8®._ The total 4-momentum is not collinear
with the velocity, in general. In Ref. [37], a different noncovariant approach was developed, in which the main
dynamical variable is the 3-dimensional spin defined in the rest frame of a particle. In our previous work [8-12]
we have used the MP theory and demonstrated its consistency with the noncovariant approach.

The analysis of the general MP equations is a difficult task [35] and the exact solutions are not available
even for the simple spacetime geometries. The knowledge of the symmetries of the gravitational field, i.e., of
the corresponding Killing vectors, significantly helps in the integration of the equations of motion, as can be
demonstrated [38] for the de Sitter spacetime, in particular. However, in the absence of the symmetries, various
approximation schemes were developed to find solutions of MP equations of motion. Following [33], we neglect
the second order spin effects, so that the MP system reduces to

DU~ 1
— a_ - qpr 8 a 4
dr fm 2m STUT Ryw™, (54)
Ds*®  UeU, DS USU, DS (55)
dr o c? dr c? dr

On the right-hand side of (54) we have the Mathisson force f2 that depends on the Riemann curvature tensor
R,.,5% of spacetime. The tensor of spin satisfies the Frenkel condition U,S*?® = 0 and gives rise to the vector
of spin

1

Sy = 5%5755? (56)

Here we use the totally antisymmetric tensor

1
€aBy = EnaﬂvéU(s’ (57)
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constructed from the Levi-Civita tensor 7q3,s. The relation (56) can be inverted

§ob — _ 6046757 (58)
with the help of the identity

ey, = PIP) — PYPY, (59)
where P =4 — C%UO‘UM is the projector on the rest frame of the particle.

Using the definition (56), we rewrite the equation (55) in an alternative form

DS, U,UP DSy 1
ar &  dr :_gUafrﬁSﬂ (60)

With the help of the projectors and antisymmetric tensor, one can decompose the curvature tensor into the
three irreducible pieces

urgr
Eaﬁ = TRauﬁV7 (61)
(03 1 (e 70774 g
MeP = VG M EBPTR ooy (62)
U.
B, = ?ZGQWRW”. (63)

By construction, these tensors satisfy the orthogonality conditions

E,;UP =0, M*PUs = 0, B,’Us = 0, B,’U* = 0. Taking into account the obvious symmetry E,; =
IFg, and M? = IMP*, we have 6 + 6 + 8 = 20 independent components for these objects. The curvature
decomposition reads explicitly

RePw = L(UUMEP” — UPUFE™ — UU" EPH
+UPUYIE!) + PV A DM\ + L [PV (UFB,Y (64)
—U"IB,*) + e (U*IB,P — UPIB,*)].
As a result, we rewrite the Mathisson force as [27]
a c a B
= —1IBg*S”. 65
fo=5-Bs (65)

The physical spin is defined in the rest frame of a particle where the 4-velocity reduces to u® = (1,0) = §§.
The local reference frame and the rest frame are related by the Lorentz transformation such that U% = A® guP.
Recalling U% = (v,yv%), the Lorentz matrix reads explicitly

o B ‘ ’va/c2
AY, =
A < v ‘ 5% + (v — L)ooy /v? > ’ (66)

with the Lorentz factor v = 1//1 — v2/c2, where v? = J v 0P,
The physical spin is then s* = (A~')*35”, hence s* = (0,s). We rewrite Eq. (60) as 45% = 9488, with
5 = —U'Tig” + 5 (f2Us — famU®). From this we find the equation of motion of the physical spin:

ds®

Y O (e}

dT [58 5 (67)
d

Q% = (A7) @75A% — (A7), AT, (68)

Noticing that with respect to the coordinate basis the 4-velocity is U? = ’ye% + yv® ek, we recast the MP
system (54) and (67) into the 3-vector form [27]

dy _ v .3
E = c2 v g, (69)
diyw) >
T = 7<E+v><B), (70)
ds = Qxs. (71)
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Here using Eqgs. (1) and (65), we introduced the objects that can be called the generalized gravitoelectric and
gravitomagnetic fields [27]:

g = Lo (@’ - WeaV), (72)
B* = % (— % = — %T v+ e“bCVCbcdvd) , (73)
o et (6 0, o
The components of the angular velocity of the spin precession, —e®°Q,. /2, are obtained from Eq. (68):
L e (75)

Alternatively, we can explicitly write the precession velocity components with the help of (9) and (10) as [11,37]
Qs = e U (117 4 01 B/ (76)
a abc 2 4 v+ 1 i0 .

Finally, substituting (72) and (73) into (75), we obtain the ezact classical formula for the angular velocity of
the spin precession in an arbitrary gravitational field [27]:

. 1 R
0r = % <2TU¢1 _ 6achCEEdUdA_’_ 5 1 1€achVd3 adV’Ug
d,
¢ =a _ 2 abcy v Ve
R QW”(2>' (77)

The terms in the first line are linear in the 4-velocity of the particle, whereas the terms in the second line contain
the even number of the velocity factors.

As compared to the precession of the quantum spin described by Q1) and Q® using the coordinate time,
the classical spin precession velocity Q% contains an extra factor

dr Vv’
since the classical dynamics is parameterized using the proper time.

It is worthwhile to notice that the equations of motion of a particle (69) and (70) have a remarkably simple
form of the motion of a relativistic charged particle under the action of the Lorentz force. It is interesting
to mention a certain asymmetry: the Mathisson force (65), that depends on the spin and the curvature of
spacetime, contributes only to the gravitoelectric field (74) but not to the gravitomagnetic one. Using Eq. (69),
we can recast Eq. (70) into the dynamical equation [27]

dt
—u=_ (78)

~

dv _F_ v(v2~8)

x B. 79
dr c v (79)
Let us consider the motion of the classical particle in the metric of a noninertial observer (50). Since E=€E=

_a -2
vaand B= {w,

d(yv)
dt

where we changed from the proper time parametrization to the coordinate time using (78). As we see, the
classical (80) and the quantum (53) forces are the same.

Finally, making use of (40) and (41), we conclude that the classical equation of the spin motion (75) agrees
with the quantum equation (31) and with the semiclassical one (34). Thus, the classical and the quantum theories
of the spin motion in gravity are in complete agreement. This is now verified for the arbitrary gravitational
field configurations. We thus confirm and extend our previous results obtained for the weak fields [11] and for
special strong field configurations [12].

=v(—a+vxw), (80)
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Hamiltonian approach

It is instructive to compare the classical and quantum Hamiltonians of a spinning particle. In order to do this,
one can start from the classical Hamiltonian of a spinless relativistic point particle (with an electric charge g,
in general). With the 3-velocity v* = dz®/dt = U*/U°, we can write the Lagrangian in the form

1/2
L=—mc (goo + 290 v* + gabv“vb) 2 _ qAg — qA°. (81)
The canonical momentum is

b
_ oL _ mc(goa + Gabv”) A, (82)
o (900 + 290av® + gapv®v®)1/?

Pa

Inverting, we find velocity in terms of momentum w, = p, + qAq:

Oa ~ab Oa ,0b
g T ~ab b 99
vi=as — g =9 — P (83)

(990 (m2c2 — §obmam, )| 1/2”

Q |

As a result, the classical Hamiltonian reads (see Ref. [39])

m2c2 — gabﬂ- e 9011,].‘_
Helass = pa'Ua - L= 900 2 + g00a + qu~ (84)

For the contravariant components of the general metric (1) we have g = egeégo‘ﬁ = C%e%e% - eéegéc‘i. Thus

explicitly, using Eq. (3):

g0 = Lo g0 — K7
c2V2o cy?2?
gab — % (KaKb _ ]:ac]:})/dacd) . (85)
As a result, the classical Hamiltonian (84) takes the form
Hetass = V/m2cAV2 4+ 25¢d Fa_ Fbymom + cK - + q®. (86)

Now, let us discuss a generalization of the Hamiltonian theory with spin included. In order to take into
account the spin correctly, in a Cosserat type approach a material frame (of four linearly independent vectors)
is attached to a particle, thus modelling its internal rotational degrees of freedom. We denote it h!,.

Such a material frame does not coincide with the spacetime frame, h’, # €. In particular, the zeroth leg is
given by particle’s 4-velocity

o= (87)

Any two orthonormal frames are related by a Lorentz transformation, hf = efBA'@ «- The condition (87) means
that the Lorentz matrix A®, brings one to a local reference frame U® = A® BuB in which the particle is at
rest, i.e., u® = §2. This is straightforwardly demonstrated: U’ = e,U® = e, A%u’ = hiu® = hi. The
corresponding Lorentz transformation is explicitly given by Eq. (66).

The standard way to take the dynamics of spin into account [40—42] is to amend the classical Hamiltonian
by the term 15%€);; with

1 [ D «@ [ « [ «@ «
2 1= ho—hj = RLUMVRhS = hLU" (9xh — Tii'hiY) . (88)

Rewriting everything in terms of the objects in particle’s rest frame, S = h?h]@Sij and Q%5 = h;’hgﬂ"j, we
find

1 . 1
5575 = isamaﬁ =s5-0Q. (89)

Here we recover the precession velocity vector (76).
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The resulting complete Hamiltonian has the structure that was proposed in the framework of the general
discussion in the Ref. [37]:

Hetass = V/m2cV2 4 25cd Fa, Fbym, m,

+cK -m+q®+s-Q. (90)

In the general case, €2 should include both electromagnetic and gravitational contributions.

The obvious similarity of quantum (38) and classical (90) Hamiltonians is another demonstration of complete
agreement of the quantum-mechanical and classical equations of motion discussed in the previous subsection.
The consistency between the classical Hamiltonian dynamics and the quantum-mechanical equations of particle
dynamics derived in Sec. 1is also confirmed by the computation of the force. Switching off the electromagnetic
field, we find the classical equation for the force

Fadass = pbWb& + Dy %Pl:bs ach& - Wb[zabHclass' (91)

Rewriting the spin-dependent part in Eq.(44) in terms of the spin operator, s = h3/2, shows its consistency
with Eq. (91).

Conclusions

This paper continues the study of the motion of Dirac fermions in a curved spacetimes. We use the new
mathematical method allowing a derivation of a general relativistic FW Hamiltonian [7]. We consider the case
of an arbitrary spacetime metric and generalize our results obtained for the weak fields and for the special
static and stationary field configurations [8-12,27]. The convenient parametrization in terms of the functions
V(t,z¢), K(t,z¢), and W%(t,z¢) provides a unified description of all possible inertial and gravitational fields.
We also include the classical electromagnetic field for completeness. In this general framework, we derive
the Hermitian Dirac Hamiltonian (15). Starting with this master equation, we apply the Foldy-Wouthuysen
transformation [7] and construct the Hamiltonian (27) in the FW representation for an arbitrary spacetime
geometry. In this paper, we have confined ourselves to the purely Riemannian case of the Einstein’s general
relativity. A possible generalization to the non-Riemannian geometries may be analysed elsewhere. Making
use of the FW Hamiltonian, we derive the operator equations of motion. In particular, we study the quantum-
mechanical spin precession (31) and its semiclassical limit (34). One can apply these general results to compare
the dynamics of a spinning particle in the inertial and gravitational fields, thus revisiting the validity of the
equivalence principle [43]. We derive the force operator and analyse the quantum dynamics of the particle
under its action in Sec. . In the second part of the paper, we consider the motion of the classical particle with
spin. In the framework of the Mathisson-Papapetrou theory, we obtained the dynamical equations (69), (70),
and (79) which have a remarkably simple form of the motion of a relativistic particle under the action of the
Lorentz force, with the Mathisson force included into the generalized gravitoelectric field (74). We also derived
the equation (77) for the angular velocity of spin precession in the general gravitational field. It is satisfactory
to see that our results further confirm the earlier conclusions [11,12] and demonstrate that the classical spin
dynamics is fully consistent with the semiclassical quantum dynamics of the Dirac fermion. Finally, the complete
consistency of the quantum-mechanical and classical descriptions of spinning particles is also established using
the Hamiltonian approach in Sec. .
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Space with spinor structure and analytical properties of
the solutions of Klein-Fock equation in cylindric parabolic
coordinates
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Abstract: Possible quantum mechanical corollaries of changing the wvectorial geometrical model
of the physical space, extending it twice, in order to describe its spinor structure (in other termi-
nology and emphasis it is known as the Hopf’s bundle) are investigated. The extending procedure
is realized in cylindrical parabolic coordinates: G(t,u,v,z) = G(t,u,v,2). It is done through
expansion twice as much of the domain G so that instead of the half plane (u,v > 0) now the
entire plane (u,v) should be used accompanied with new identification rules over the boundary

points.  Solutions of the Klein-Fock and Schridinger equations U, o = e“'e*U,(u)Va(v) are
constructed in terms of parabolic cylinder functions, a is a separating constant. Given quantum
numbers €,p, a four types of solutions are possible: Wy W__; W,_ W_.. The first two V44, V__

provide us with single-valued functions of the wectorial space points, whereas last two Wy_ W__
have discontinuities in the frame of vectorial space and therefore they must be rejected in this model.
All four types of functions are continuous ones being regarded in the spinor space. It is shown that
solutions W4, W__ W, W_, all are the eigen-functions of two discrete spinor operators 5 and
7 6 (u,0) = (—u,—v) , #(u,0) = (w,—v) , 6 (x,y) = (z,y) , #(z,y) = (x,—y) . Two other
classifications of the wave functions over discrete quantum numbers are given. It is established that all
solutions W4, W__ W,._ W__. are orthogonal to each other provided that integration is done over
ertended domain parameterizing the spinor space. Simple selection rules for matric elements of the
vector and spinor coordinates, (x,y) and (u,v), respectively, are derived. Selection rules for (u,v) are
substantially different in vector and spinor spaces. In the supplement some relationships describing
primary geometric objects, spatial spinor & and n, as functions of cylindrical parabolic coordinates, are
given.

Key words: geometry, spinor space, quantum mechaincs, wave function
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Introduction

In the literature, there exist [1-31] three terminological different approaches though close in their intrinsic
essence. There are a space-time spinor structure (see the book by by Penrose and Rindler [29] as a modern
embodiment of the old idea [1-4] to use spinor groups instead of the orthogonal ones), the Hopf bundle [5] and
the Kustaanheimo-Stifel bundle [6,7].

The differences between three mentioned formalisms consist mainly in conceptual accents (see for more detail
[32]). In the Hopf’s technique it is suggested to use in all parts only complex spinors £ and conjugated £* instead
of real-valued vector (tensor) quantities. In the Kustaanheimo-Stifel approach we are to use four real-valued
coordinates, form which Cartesian coordinates (z,y, z) can be formed up by means of definite bilinear functions.
These four variables by Kustaanheimo-Stifel are real and imaginary parts of two spinor components. The known
spinor invariant (&’ 5/* +£ 25/2) becomes the sum of four squared real quantities, so that we can associate spinor
technique with geometry of the Riemann space Ss of constant positive curvature.

In essence, the Kustaanheimo-Stifel’s approach is other elaboration of the same Hopf’s technique based
on complex spinors £ and £*, in terms of four real-valued variables. In so doing, we are able to hide in
the formalism the presence of the non-analytical operation of complex conjugation. Spinor space structure,
formalism developed in the present work, also exploits possibilities given by spinors to construct 3-vectors,
however the emphasis is taken to doubling the set of spatial points so that we get an extended space model
that is called a space with spinor structure [32-38]. In such an extended space, in place of 2w-rotation, only
4m-rotation transfers the space into itself.
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The procedure itself of doubling the manyfold can be realized easier when for parameterizing the space
some curvilinear coordinate system is used instead of the Cartesian coordinates. In such context, spherical and
parabolic coordinates were considered in [37]. In the present paper, the use of cylindrical parabolic coordinates
is studied as applied for description of spinor space structure. Now we study analytical properties of Schrodinger
and Klein-Fock the wave solutions depending on vector and spinor space models. It is demonstrated explicitly
that transition to an extended space model (with spinor structure) lead us to augmenting the number of basis
wave functions of a quantum-mechanical scalar particle. Also, some possible manifestations of the extended
space structure in matrix elements of physical quantities are discussed.

Parabolic cylindrical coordinates

These coordinates in the vector 3-space model are introduced by relations

u® —v 9 3 )
,Y=uv, z2=2 .0 =—-r+\x°+y*,

u? =4z 4 22 + 2. (1)

To cover all points of the vector space (z,y, z) it suffices any one from the following four solutions:

”Zi\/m, u:+m,
”Zi\/T\/W, U=—\/T\/W. (3)

For definiteness, let us use the first variant from (2):

v=—4\—x+Vr2+y?%, u=E\/+r+ 22 +y?.

N /4

Fig 1. The domain G(u,v) to parameterize the vector model
Correspondence between the points (x,y) and (u,v) can be illustrated by the formulas and schemes:
u=~k coso, v==Fk sing, pel0, m];
= (k*/2) cos2¢, y=(k*/2) sin2¢, 2¢ € [0, 27] (4)

v

Fig 2. The mapping G(z,y) = G(u,v)
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In the following, when turning to the case of spinor space, we will see the complete symmetry between
coordinates u v: namely, they are referred to Cartesian coordinates of the extended model (z,y, z) ® (z,y, 2)

through the formulas
v=H\—z+ Va2 +y?, u=E\+r+ 22 +y?. (5)

the latter can be illustratedvby the Fig 3:

Fig 3. G(u,v) to cover spinor space
The metric of 3-space in parabolic cylindrical coordinates is

di* = dz? + dy? + dz* = (u® 4+ v*) (du® + dv?) + d2* .

Solutions of the Klein-Fock equation and functions of parabolic cylin-
der

Let us consider the Klein-Fock equation specified for cylindric parabolic coordinates:

1 0? 0? 1 0? 0? m?2c?

o () - w=0 6
[ 026t2+822+u2+02 (8u2+8v2) h? ] ’ (©)
After separating the variables (¢, z) from (u,v) by the substitution
U(t,u,v,¢) = e /M ¢irz/M [ (4) V(v) one gets

[Udu2+(h2c2 RN
+{ 1 d*V €2 m2c?  p?

2
vw”w‘m‘m)“}zo- @

1 d*U €2 m2c?  p*.
) u

In the following, the notation is used

—— = A= .
h2c? h? hz)’ A meter
Introducing two separation constants a and b (a + b = 0), from (7) we can derive two separate equations in
variables u and v respectively:

d*v

?U
+(Nu—a)U=0, WJF(A%?—Z))V:O. (8)

du?
Canonical form of differential equation of parabolic cylinder (type 2, [39]) is
2F €2

ding(Zfa)F:O. (9)

Transition in equations ( (8) to the canonical form is reached through the use of dimensionless variables)

b
V2 u — u, % — a, V2\v — v, oY — b. (10)
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So that equations (8) will take the form:

d2U u? d?v 02
du? dv?

As known, solutions of equation (9) can be found as a series:

F)=cotal+eat®+ Y w4+ Y 2™ (12)
k=12,... k=1.2,...

in (12) the terms of even and odd powers of £ are distinguished. After substituting (12) into (9) we get:

022 + Z 62k+1(2k + 1)(2k)€2k_1+
k=1,2,...

> conga(2k +2)(2k + )67 | +
k=1,2,...

1 2 3 4 2k+3
1 o + c1€” + e +k_§ cok+1€ +

k4
E Copt 2625

k=1,2,...

—Q Co+01§+0252+ Z Cgk+1§2k+1+

k=1.2,...
k42
g Cop2E T2 =0,
k=1.2,...

(13)

or separating terms of even and odd powers

1 1
22 + Hz; Conga(2k + 2)(2k + 1)€2F + ZcogQ + Zczg‘br

1
2k+4 2 2k+2
+i E o282 — acy — acal® — a E Cop2&?F T +

k=1,2,... k=12,... oven

_ 1 1
+ k_; Cort1(2k + 1)(2k)EF 1 + 10153 +5 k_; Cop 1 £25H3

2k+1
—acé —« Z cor+1& + =0,
=12 odd
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and further

€%(2co — acg) + E%(cad x 3+ Qo _ acy) + E(cgb x 5+ e acy)+
4 4

+ ) conga(2k +2)(2k + 1)
k=3,4,...

1
+ Z cors26? T —a Z Copp 28?2 +
k=1,2,... k=2,3,... oven
[5(033 x 2 —acy) + & (55 x 4+ % — acs)+

+ > carpr(2k + 1)(2k)EF
k=3,4,...

1
_’_1 Z Czk+1€2k+3 —a Z 62k+1§2k+1 =0. (15)

k=1,2,... k=2,3,... odd

From this it follows

[{0(202 —acg) + E%(cad x 3+ %0 — acy) + &b x 5+ %2 —acq)+

1
+ Z (02n+2 2n+2)(2n+1) + 16m2 = OéC2n> fznl +

n=34,.. even

[5(033 X2 —ac)) + & (esh x 4+ % — acs)+

+ <62n+1(2n +1)(2n) + iCQn_g - ozczn_1> 52"1] =0. (16)
n=34,... odd
Setting each coefficient at a £ equal to zero one derives two independent groups of recurrent relations: even
&0 2¢c0 —acyg=0,
&2 c4dx3+QL-ac=0,
& 66x5+2—ac=0,
n=3,4,.., &": Cont2(2n+2)(2n +1) + czn g —acay, =0;
(17)
odd
& c33x2—ac =0,
£ x4+ G —ac3=0,
n=234,.., &1 Cont1(2n+ 1)(2n) + czn 3— Cop_1 =0.
(18)

Taking into account the absence of any connection of equations (17) and (18) one can construct two linearly
independent solutions (even and odd respectively):

even
2 4
(52)*1+a2£ +a4i, + ..
1 7
a2 =, a4:a2—§, 06:(%3—504,
2n)(2n —1
n=3,4,..: a2n+2=aa2n—wa2n—2 ;

4
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(19)
odd
£ &

Fy (&) =&+as = 37 Tas g e

az = « as = 2—§

3 = ) 5=« 2)

2n—1)(2n -2

n:3,4,...: A2n4+1 = X Q2p—1 — ( L( )a2n,3 .

(20)

The set of basis wave functions for Klein-Fock particle, the role and
manifestation of vector and spinor space structures respectively

Having combined two previous solutions F; and F5, we can obtain four types of the wave functions, solutions of
the Klein-Fock equation in cylindrical parabolic coordinates (we will change the notation: F; = E; F; = O

(even ® even) : ¢, = E(a,u?) E(—a,v?),

(odd ® odd) : o__ =0(a,u) O(—a,v) , (1)
(even ® odd) : ¢, = FE(a,u?) O(—a,v)

(odd ® even) : ®_, =0(a,u) E(—a,v?).

Having in mind relation between (u,v) and (z,y), one readily notes behavior of the wave functions con-
structed at the point x = 0,y = 0 (variable z is omitted):

(even ® even): Uyyi(x=0,y=0)#0,
(odd ® odd) : U__(x=0,y=0)=0, (22)
(even ® odd) : U, (z>0,y=0)=0,
(odd ® even) : U_,(x<0,y=0)=0

Now let us consider which restrictions for the wave functions ¥ are imposed by the requirement of single-
valued ness. Two peculiarities in parameterizing are substantial:

u? v?

5 20y=06  u=0: z=--<0y=0.

<
Il
o

=+

Fig 4. The peculiarities in parametrization

The above four solutions (21) behave in peculiar regions
as follows: (even ® even) :
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@, (a;u=0,v) = E(a,u?® = 0)E(—a,v?) =
E(—a,v®) =+ &, (a;u=0,-v),

@4 (a;4+u,v = 0) = E(a,u?) B(—a,v* =0) =
E(4a,u®) = + &, 4 (a; —u,v = 0) ,

(odd ® odd) :
O__(a;u=0,4v) =0(a,u=0) O(—a,v )=+ P__(a;u=0,—v) =0
b__(a;u,v=0)=0(+a,u) )O(—a,v=0)=+4+ P__(a;—u,v=0)=0,
(even ® odd) :
®, (a;u=0,+v) = E(a,u* =0) O(—a,v ) =
O(—a,v)=—0(-a,—v ) =—®4_(a;u=0,—v),
®, (a;u,v =0) = BE(+a,u?) O(—a,v =0) =&, _(a;—u,v=0)=0,
(odd ® even) :

& (a;u=0,+v) = O(+a,u=0)E(—a,v*) =®_, (a;u=0,—v) =0,
& (a;+u,v = 0) = O(+a,u) E(—a,v*> =0) =
O(+a,u) = —0(a,—u) = — ®_4(a; —u,v =0) .

(24)

Taking in mind the Fig.1 and the Fig. 3, one cam immediately conclude: solutions ® of the types (++) and
(——) are single-valued in the space with vector structure, whereas the solutions of the types (+—) and (—+)
are not single-valued in space with vector structure, so these types (+—) and (—+) must be rejected. However,
these solutions (+—) and (—+) must be retained in the space with spinor structure.

That dividing of the basis wave functions into two subsets may be formalized mathematically with the help
of special discrete operator acting in spinor space:

-1 0
0 -1
It is easily verified that solutions single-valued in the vector space model are eigenfunctions of & with

eigenvalue § = +1:

(25)

)

5:‘

5@y (au,0) =+ Oy (asu,v), §O(Gu0) =+ (aiu,0) (26)
and additional ones acceptable only in the spinor space model, are eigenfunction with the eigenvalue 6 = —1:
6 D4 _(a;u,v) = — D4 _(as;u,v), 6 D_y(asu,v) = — D_ 4 (a;u,v) . (27)

When using the spinor space model, two set (u,v) and (—u, —v) represent different geometrical points in the
spinor space, so the requirement of single valuedness as applied in the case of spinor space does not presuppose
that the values of the wale functions must be equal in the points (u,v) and (—u, —v):

®(u,v) = ©((z,y)) # (—u, —v) = &((z,9)®) . (28)

Now let us add some details more. In general, the vector plane (z,y) allows three inversion operations to
which one can relate six discrete operations in spinor "plane"  (u,v):

+1 0

(x,y):>(ac,—y), ﬁ—:’ 0 1 ‘7 7';’:57}:—7%7
(#,y) = (=.y), “‘+01 +01 , J=do=-0,
(z,y) = (—z,—y), R:' 0 ‘ R=6R=-R. (29)

+1 0



150

One can easily construct eigenfunctions of these discrete operations (29) as well. For instance, let us consider
the operator R = @ 7. Noting two identities

R®, , (a;u,v) = RE(a,u?)E(—a,v?) =

AE(a,v2)E(—a,uA2) =&, (—a;u,v), (30)
R®__(a;u,v) = RO(a,u)O(—a,v) =
O(a,—v)O(—a,u) = —d__(—a;u,v). (31)

one can easily construct the eigen-functions of the operator R (arguments are omitted):

R=+ - R=+ R=+1
o =0 (a) £ pi(-a), B O =2l (32)
QU — d__(a) F ¢-_(-a), R U= — 4 =D (33)

In the same way, taking into account the identities

R®, (a;u,v) = R E(a,u?) O(—a,v) =

) E(a,v?) O(fa,'(f) =4+ d_4(—a;u,v), (34)
R®_, (a;u,v) = RO(a,u) E(—a,v?) =
O(a, —v) B(—a,u*) = — &, _(—a;u,v), (35)

one can easily construct eigenfunctions with complex eigenvalues:

F=F) —=®, _(a) i D_,(—a), RpF=F) =4 pli=%i)

P (—a) = By _(—a) £i D_y(+a) , R (—a) = =i o) (—a).

(37)

Thus, there exist quite a definite classification of the Klein-Fock solutions in cylindrical parabolic coordinates
in terms of quantum numbers, eigenvalues of the following operator (an explicit form A will be given below)

i%:e,—i?:ﬂ% A:>a»(5,R):>(5:j:1,R:j;1),
z

(38)

As a base to classify solutions of the Klein-Fock equation, instead of (3, R) one might have taken other two
operator: for instance, § and @. Then, allowing for the identities

We can construct eigenfunctions of the operator w:

w==+ R w=+ p—
‘I)Sr+ Y= Pyi(a) £ Pyy(—a), @ ‘I’SFJF D=y <I>Sr+ D ; (41)
W= — 9 (a) £ & _(—a), @ dWTEY =+ pTEY) (42)



In the same manner, for additional solutions we have
O @y (a;u,v) =& E(a,u?) O(—a,v) =
E(a,v%) O(=a,u) = + ®_4 (~a;u,v),
Oy (a;u,v) =& O(a,u) B(—a,v?) =
O(a,v) E(—a,u*) = &, (—a;u,v),
therefore, the eigenfunctions may be given as
=) =@, _(a) £ D_y(—a), & T =4 p=ED
eWED =@, _(—a) £ D_i(+a), @ T = £ =T,
It is easy to obtain some classifications with the help of (57 7). Indeed,
7 U, (a;u,v) =7 Fi(a,u?) Fi(—a,v?) =
Fi(a,u?) Fi(~a,v2) = + W4 (a3u,0) |
FU__(a;u,v) =7 Fy(a,u) Fo(—a,v) =
Fs(a,—u) Fa(—a,v) = — V__(a;u,v) ,
70, (a;u,v) =7 Fi(a,u?) Fy(—a,v) =
Fi(a,u?) Fa(~a,v) = + Uy _(a5u,v)
70 (a;u,v) = 7 Fy(a,u) Fi(—a,v?) =
Fy(a, —u) Fi(—a,v?) = — ¥_ (a;u,v) .

Remembering egs. (25) — (28), one can conclude that the basic solutions are eigenfunctions of two

discrete operators 0 and 7.
Boundary properties of the wave functions constructed can be illustrated by the schemes:

U, y U y
non-zero / zero
T T
y y
zero
+ 4+ + 4 /zero \ t++
——— . ———

Fig 7. Boundary behavior of the wave functions in (z,y)-plane

Orthogonality and completeness of the
bases for vector and spinor space models

Now let us consider the scalar multiplication

/\I!Z, U, /—g dtdzdudv .

151

(48)
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of the basic wave functions constructed:
\I’++(6,p, Cl) = eiEt eipz (I)++(a; U,’U) = eiEt eipz E(+a>u2) E(_aa 2 )
T__(e,p,a) = e e &__(a;u,v) = ' e®? O(+a,u) O(—a,
U, (e,p,a) = e eP* &, _(a;u,v) = ' eP* E(+a,u?) O(—a,
U, (e,p,a) = e e &_ (a;u,v) = e e?* O(4a,u) E(—a,v?) . (49)
w and p' stand for generalized quantum numbers. In the first place, interesting integrals are (arguments (a;u,v)

are omitted):
in vector space

—+oo —+oo
Iy = / dv du @, d__ (u? 4 v?), (50)
0 —

in spinor space

+o0 +oo

11:/ dv/ du®i, &__ (u®+07),
7+oo 7+oo

I, :/ dv/ du ®% _ &_ (u2 + vz) ,
7+oo 7+oo

Igz/ dv/ du @, & (u®+0?),
—+o0 +oo

14:/ dv/ du @, &4 (u®+0?),
+oo +oo

I :/ dv/ du ®* _ &, (u? +0v?),
+oo “+o0

Is = / dv/ du ®* _ ®_,) (u* +v?). (51)

Integral I in vector space vanishes identically

I—/+Oodv/+ooduE (+a,u?)E(—a,v?) x
O(+a,u)O(—a,v)(u? +v?) =
+o00 +oo
:/ dv/ duFE(4a,u®)O(+a,u) x
0 o
E(—a,v%);0(—a,v)(u® +v?) =0,

because integration in variable v € (—o0,400) is done for an odd function of u in symmetrical region u €
(—00,+00). By the same reasons, integral I; in spinor space vanishes as well.

The integral I, vanishes
+o00 +o0o
I, :/ dv/ du E(+a,u®) O(—a,v)
—o0 —o0

O(4a,u) E(—a,v?) (u®* +v*) =0,

because integration is done for an odd function in v,u-variables, in symmetrical regions v € (—o0,+00) and
u € (—00,+00). Integral I3 vanishes

+oo —+oo
I; = / dv/ du E(4a,u?) E(—a,v?)

E(+a,u?) O(—a,v ) u* +v?) =0,
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because integration is done for odd function of v variable, in the symmetrical region v € (—o0,+00). Integral
1, vanishes

—+o0 —+o0
I, = / dv/ du E(+a,u?) E(—a,v?)
O(4a,u) E(—a,v?) (u®* +v*) =0,

because integration is done for an odd function of U in symmetrical region u € (—o0, +00). Integral I5 vanishes

“+o0 “+o0
I = / dv/ du O(+a,u) O(—a,v )
E(+a,u?) O(—a,v ) (u®> +v*) =0,

because one integrates an odd function of u in symmetrical region u € (—o0,+00). Integral Is vanishes

+oo +oo
Iy = / dv/ du O(+a,u) O(—a,v )
O(4a,u) E(—a,v?) (u> +v*) =0,

because one integrates an odd function of v in symmetrical region v € (—o0, +00).
Thus, vanishing integrates Iy, I;...Ig from (50),(51) shows that the formulas (49) provide us with orthogonal
basis for Hilbert space ¥(unv, z), where (u, v, z) belong to an extended (spinor) space model.

On matrix elements of physical observables, in vector and spinor space
models

The question of principle is how transition from vector to spinor space model can influence result of calcu-
lation of matrix elements for physical quantities. As an example, let us consider matrix elements for operator
of coordinates: One may calculate matrix elements of basic initial coordinates u,v or there 2-order derivative
coordinates z, y:

(u,v) or T = Y=uv. (52)
With the use of the above rules — integral for an odd function in symmetrical region vanishes identically — one
can derive simple section rules for matrix elements (for simplicity we restrict ourselves only to the degeneracy
in discrete quantum number ++4, ——, +—, —+ taking €, p, a fixed):
in vector space

Ly ++ == Y 4+ ——
++ #0 0 > ++ 0 #0
—— 0 #0 —— #0 0
in spinor space
I’lu,/’/j‘ ++ i +7 7+ y'u/hu, ++ - +7 7+
++ #0 0 0 0 ++ 0 #0 0 0
—— 0 #0 0 0o - —— #0 0 0 0
+— 0 0 #0 0 +— 0 0 0 #0
—+ 0 0 0 #0 —+ 0 0 #0 0

The same for coordinates u and v looks: in vector space

Up' ++ - U’ ++ -
++ 0 #0 » ++ #0 0
——  £0 0 — 0 #0



154

in spinor space

Up! ++ — +—- —+ V' 1 ++ — 4= —+
++ 0 0 0 #£0 ++ 0 0 #0 0
—— 0 0 #0 0 > - 0 0 0 #£0
+— 0 #0 0 0 +—  #£0 0 0 0
-+ #0 0 0 0 —+ 0 #0 0 0

Author are thankful to Prof. Timur Kamalov, Co-chairman of the III International Conference on Theoretical
Physics, June 24-28, 2013, Moscow for invitation to participate the conference, hospitality in Moscow Open
University and financial support.
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Relativistic motion in nanostructures: interesting details
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Abstract: In this paper it is presented an interesting overview concerning the theoretical efforts in the
understanding of phenomena at nanoscale; starting by the Drude model we arrive to the last appeared
Drude-Lorentz-like models, in the case of relativistic motion of carriers in nano-bio-structures. After
this, it will focused in particular about the analysis of the wvelocities correlation function of a new
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Introduction

The charge transport is one of the most important aspects at nanoscale; it can be influenced by particles
dimensions and presents different characteristics with respect to those of bulk. In mesoscopic systems the
mean free path of charges, related to scattering phenomena, can become larger than the particle dimensions;
the transport depends therefore by dimensions and in principle corrections of the transport bulk theories are
possible, for considering this phenomenon. Also in a thin film, the smallest nanostructure dimension can be less
than the free displacement, requiring so modifications to existing theoretical transport models. At theoretical
level, various techniques have been used for the knowledge of transport phenomena, in particular analytical
descriptions based on transport equations and numerical approaches, as classical and quantum Monte Carlo
simulations.

Recently it has appeared a new theoretical approach, based on the complete Fourier transform of the
frequency-dependent complex conductivity of the studied system [1,2]. With this approach it is possible to
calculate exactly the analytical expressions of the most important transport functions, i.e. the velocities cor-
relation function < @(t) - ¥(0) >7, the mean square deviation of position R?(¢) and the diffusion coefficient
D(t) = 1/2(dR*(t)/dt).

One of the most important experimental technique for the study of the frequency-dependent complex-valued
far-infrared photoconductivity o (w) is the Time-resolved THz Spectroscopy (TRTS), an ultrafast non-contact
optical probe; data are usually fitted via Drude-Lorentz, Drude-Smith [3] and Effective Medium Models [4].

An interesting overview of the fundamental utilized models will be illustrated; starting by the Drude model,
we consider its extensions, arriving to new results by a recently appeared Drude-Lorentz-like model, which
involves the quantum-relativistic reality.

Past and recent considered models

In relation to metals, scientists thought in terms of models in which the electrons are relatively free and can
move under the influence of electric fields. Historically two models of the elementary metals theory were born:
a) the “Drude model”, published in 1900 and based on the kinetic theory of an electron gas in a solid [5,6].
It was assumed that electrons have the same average kinetic energy E,,;
b) a variation of the Drude model, integrated with the foundations of quantum mechanics, called “Sommerfeld
model” [7].
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In the Drude model the assumption of a mechanism of collisions among ions and electrons allows the thermal
equilibrium for the electrons, implying the application of the kinetic theory of gases. The free electrons have only
kinetic energy, therefore the average energy is E,, = (3/2) kp T, where kg is the Boltzmann’s constant. The
correlation with an average quadratic velocity vy, is possible through the relation E,, = (3/2) kg T = mv2, /2,
where m is the free electron mass. At environment temperature is v, of order of 107 cm/s and represents the
average thermal electrons velocity. It was assumed also that the time of diffraction is very small with respect to
every other considered time. Through such collisions, electrons acquire a thermal equilibrium corresponding to
the temperature T of the metal. The possible presence of a constant electric field determines an extra average
velocity (the “drift velocity”) given by vg = — (e E/m)t. The relaxation time 7 is defined as the average time
between two collisions, getting a mean free path l,,7, = v, 7. The current density is J = Oecond E, where
Ocond 18 the electric conductivity. This result has been an important goal of the classic theory in relation to the
metals conduction.

The Lorentz model, published in 1905, is a refining of the Drude model containing statistical aspects [8].
Electrons are considered as free charges, with charge “-¢” and described by a maxwellian velocity distribution.
An electron gas in a spatial region with a constant electric field has a constant drift velocity, corresponding to a
current density J, which is proportional to the applied field J = o E, with 09 = ne?r /m (n is the electron
density). Estimating the relaxation time 7, Drude and Lorentz obtained conductivity values in good accordance
with experiments. In presence of an electric field of the form E (t) = Ege™?“!, the complex conductibility is
writable as o, = 00 /(1 — iw7). Such model, known as “Drude-Lorentz model”, received some success, but
has also underlined serious difficulties.

Starting by the Drude-Lorentz model, it is possible to obtain the velocities correlation function, the quadratic
average distance crossed by the charges as a function of time and examine directly the possible compatibility
with the Einstein relation D/u = kg T /e, where D is the diffusion coefficient and p the mobility [8].

Considerable variations of the Drude-Lorentz model were made in the following years; the most used are:

c) the “Maxwell-Garnett model” (MG): in this model the dielectric function is given by a Drude term with
an additional “vibrational” contribution at a finite frequency w,, which leads to a dielectric function of the form:

2 2
wp Ws

ww+i/T)  wi—w?—iyw

5//(w) =1- (1)

where the amplitude w;g, the resonant frequency wy and the damping constant v are material-dependent con-
stants. The MG model is used for describing an isotropic matrix, which contains spherical isolated inclusions,
such as metal particles dispersed in a surrounding host matrix [9,10].

d) The “Effective Medium Theories” (EMTs): in this case the electromagnetic interactions between pure
materials and host matrices are approximately taken into account. The commonly used EMTs include the MG
model and the “Bruggeman model” (BR), particular variation of the MG model [11,12].

In the THz regime, the dielectric function ¢,,(w) consists normally of contributions of the high-frequency
dielectric constant, conduction free electrons and lattice vibration:

2 2
w Est; WO .
P J
En() = o = B+ 3 O 2)
w* +1yw wro, — w® —1ljw

In Eq. (2) e is the high-frequency dielectric constant, the second term describes the contribution of free
electrons or plasmons and the last term is related to optical phonons.

If the response originated mainly by the contribution of free electrons or plasmons, it is usually adopted the
Drude model, in the form:

UJ2

P
Em(W) = €00 — 95— 3
m(w) w2 4 iyw (3)
describing with good approximation the dielectric properties of metals and semiconductors. If the interaction
of a radiation field with the fundamental lattice vibration plays a dominant role and results in absorption
of electromagnetic wave, due to the creation or annihilation of lattice vibration, the dielectric function &, (w)
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mainly consists of the contributions of the lattice vibrations, expressed by the classical pseudo-harmonic phonon
model in the first approximation:

2
Est W
Em(W) = €00 + —— 2 L0 (4)
Wrop — W — 1YW

e) The “Smith model” Smith started by the response theory for the optical conductivity, considering an electric
field impulse applied to a system, in order to examine the answer with respect to the current [3,13]. The real
part of o (w) results:

/Rea(w)dw: gj(()):gp (5)
0

If the initial current decays exponentially to its initial value with relaxation time 7, it is possible to write:
J#)/50) = exp(—t/7) (6)
from which the standard Drude formula is obtainable:
o(w) = (ne*v/m)/(1 - iwT) (7)

Eq. (7) can be considered as the first term of a series of the form:

J(#)/50) = exp(—t/7)

L+ ) e (t/7)" /n!} (8)

n=1

The ¢, factors hold into account of the original electrons velocity, remained after the n-th collision. The
analytical form of the complex conductivity is:

Lt Z (1 —cian)"l 9)

n=1

’I’L62T

o(w) =

m(l —iwT)

A new appeared interesting model

A recent theoretical analytical formulation showed to fit very well with experimental scientific data and offers
interesting new predictions of various peculiarities in nanostructures [1,2,14-21]. The model contains a gauge
factor, which permits its use to study the dynamics of reality processes by sub-nanolevel to macrolevel, presenting
oscillations in time, so as diffusivity characteristics in time [22].

The model is based on the complete Fourier transform of the frequency-dependent complex conductivity
o (w) of the system, which can be deduced from linear response theory (Green-Kubo formula) [23,24]:

0ga(w) = (e*/RV) /000 dte™? /05 d\ < T(t —iNT?(0) > (10)

By inversion of Eq. (10) it is possible to find the velocities correlation function < o (t) - ¢(0) >r inside the
integral. The presence of an integration from 0 to oo is however a problem for the analytical inversion, but
it can be overcame evaluating the integral on the entire time axis (- oo, + 00). Considering the real part of
the complex conductivity in Eq. (10), the extension to the entire time axis is possible and a complete Fourier
transform can be performed, obtaining directly real velocities. The integral can be resolved in the complex
plane considering a Cauchy integration; the velocities correlation function is evaluated exactly by the residue
theorem [25]. With < @ (¢) - ¥(0) >7 it is possible to obtain the analytical form of R?(t) and D(t).
The real part of o (w) results:

2

e oo ,
Reopa(w) = 5 /_ a0 W) e (11)
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The integral in Eq. (11) spans the entire t-axis, so we can perform the complete inverse Fourier transform. It
gives:

kpTV
< 7(0) 7 (t) >p= -Z

T e2

+ oo
/ dw Reoga(w)e' ! (12)

The new introduced key idea is the possibility to perform a complete inversion of Eq. (12) on temporal scale, i.e.
considering the entire time axis (-co, +00), not the half time axis (0, +00), as usually considered in literature
[26]. It has performed the classical and the quantum version of the indicated model [1,2,14]; currently the focus
is on the relativistic version, of which new results are presented below.

Relativistic motion in nanostructures

The starting point is the motion equation of a particle travelling in a nanostructure. If we consider relativistic
velocity, the considered dynamics law is:

d . _
% (mpart 'U) = Z Fl (13)

We choose for simplicity the motion along the z-axis; about the forces acting on particle, it has been considered
an outer passive elastic-type force of the form F,; = K x, a passive friction-type force of the form Fy, = Az,
depending by velocity and with A\ = my,e+/7, and an outer oscillating electric field E = e Ege™ *“*.

After analytical calculation, Eq. (13) becomes:

moay (1 + (B7)?) = —kz — A\d + eEge "** (14)

with § = v/c and v = 1/\/1 - B2
Considering for Eq. (14) solutions of the form:
T = xge ¥t (15)
the real part of the complex conductivity results:

N 2 2
Reo = —< (w ; ad ) (16)

MoT \*5- 4 (W — (1 + 27 w?)?

T

With the procedure used in the classical case [2], searching values of w which vanish the denominator of Eq.
(16), it obtains solutions of the form:

1 , 4pwiT?
U e L 770 -1 (17)
with p = 1 + 242 = +2. We have three cases in relation to the sign of the quantity A = % — 1:

Aoy > 0, Apep = 0, Apey < 0.
The velocities correlation function (7(0) - ¥'(¢)) has the following analytical form:

A7"el >0

o e - (57) () o ()
o (51) oo (5 5)
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with ag,,, =/ ——— — 1;

Arel <0

@) 7)) = 5 (ﬁiﬁ (vlp) (azl) :

. 4 2 2
withog 1 — 2% T

rel

b .
The case A,.; = 0 reduces to relativistic Drude model.

Examples of application

As example of application it has considered the motion of electrons, at different velocities, in a nanostructure
of ZnO [27-29]. We underline that the model holds for charged particles in general, not necessarily electrons.
Changing the nanomaterial, it will consider the right effective mass and relaxation time. Data to be implemented
in Eqgs (18,19) are resumed in Table 1.

v (em/s) v/c 1/p 1Jr;‘%(a)
107 0.334'1073 | 0.999 0.749
108 0.3341072 | 0.999 0.749
109 0.334'10~T | 0.998 0.748
1010 0.334 0.888 0.666
21010 0.834 0.304 0.228

— 5, (b) 3 (d)

QXRp
>, (20)

0.549 2.497 9.99

0.549 2.497 9.99

0.549 2.495 9.98

0.488 2.22 8.88

0.167 0.76 3.04

Table 1. Data related to the variation of the carrier velocity v inside the nanostructure.

(a): arg,, = 0.5; (b): ar,, = 0.1; (20): ag,,, = 5 (d): ag,, = 20.

Fig. 1 represents the evolution of (¢'(0) - ¥'(¢)) in time for a fixed value of ag,_, in relation to three different
velocities of electrons, with 7 = 0.84 - 10713 s and T" = 300 K [27-30]. The classical “Drude” velocity v =
107 cm /s implies a negligible variation in mass for the electrons. We note that the increase in velocity tends to
raise the wavelength of the damped oscillation, reducing its amplitude.

In Fig. 2 the same situation is presented, but with a different value of the parameter ag, ,. The initial more
marked compression of the curve (blue solid line) obeys to the same variation indicated in the previous case.

In Figs 3 and 4 the parameter ay,,, has been considered. We note as the typical Smith behaviour of
(¥(0) - ¥(t)) tends to become negative in longer times with respect to the classical case and the curves approach
the xz-axis when the velocity of the carrier increases.
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t (x10'2s)

= 5; the considered velocity of the carrier is v = 107 ¢m/s

Figure 1: (7(0) - ¥ (¢t)) vs ¢ for fixed value ag,,,
(blue solid line), v = 10'% em/s (red dashed line) and v = 2 - 101 cm/s (green dots line)

t (x10'2s)

= 20; the considered velocity of the carrier is v = 107 cm/s

Figure 2: (7(0) - ¥'(t)) vs t for fixed value ap,,
(blue solid line), v = 10'° em/s (red dashed line) and v = 2 - 101 cm/s (green dots line)
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t (x1012s)

Figure 3: (7'(0) - ¥ (¢)) vs t for fixed value ay,_, = 0.5; the considered velocity of the carrier is v = 107 em/s
(blue dashed line) (superposed to the red dots line, representing the classical case), v = 10'°cm/s (violet

dot-dashed line) and v = 2.5 - 10'° ¢m/s (clear blue solid line)
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Figure 4: (7(0) - ¥ (¢)) vs t for fixed value ay,_, = 0.1; the considered velocity of the carrier is v = 107 em/s
(blue dashed line) (superposed to the red dots line, representing the classical case), v = 101%cm/s (violet
dot-dashed line) and v = 2.5 - 10'° ¢m/s (clear blue solid line)

Conclusions

In this work it has been initially considered an overview related to the theoretical formulations regulating the
dynamics at nanoscale.

Starting by the Drude model, we arrived to an interesting Drude-Lorentz-like model, appeared both in
classical and in quantum form, tested in the last years with good accordance with experimental existing data
[1,2,14-22,31]; new results regarding the relativistic velocities correlation function have been also presented. The
core of the model regards the possibility to obtain the analytical formulation of the most important quantities
concerning the dynamics of a system, through the complete Fourier transform of the real part of the frequency-
dependent complex conductivity o (w), extending the integration over time on the entire time axis (-0o, +00).
This extension is mathematically very elegant, because of the analytical approach, and gives interesting and
new informations about the dynamics of systems through the elaboration of experimental data.

At applied level, we suggest the possibility to a fast/ultrafast injection of carriers in a nanostructure for
possible practical needs of raising the wavelength of the damped oscillation for the velocities correlation function
and reducing its amplitude.

The complete development of the relativistic calculation of R? and D will provide interesting peculiarities and
new results, like the found time oscillations in velocity at beginning of process for the quantum non-relativistic
version [1,14,16,31], which could be appropriately tested through experimental time-resolved techniques, like
TRTS [32-34].
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Introduction

One of the problems of interpretation of quantum mechanics is how can a particle go through both slits "at the
same time". In the single particle case, this question has an answer: classical electromagnetic field corresponds
to a photon being at different places at the same time, yet it makes perfect sense. Conversely, an electron being
in different places at the same time corresponds to field ¢ that can also be understood as "classical". This
analogy breaks down, however, when we have multiparticle system. How can we have different configurations
of particles at the same time is far more difficult to answer. After all, this would correspond to a wave function
over R3"*+! while classical electromagnetic field is a function over R*.

However, what "saves" us in case of string theory is that, due to highly non-trivial topology (handles, and
so forth) string worldsheet forms a network. Now, we can divide a network into sub-networks and assume that
their number is so large that they coarse grain the set of all possible sub-networks one can imagine. In this
case, one can produce a network by simply making a set of decisions as to which sub-network to include and
which to excluse. There is one constraint: each sub-network can be either fully included or fully excluded.
Thus, we include the entire sub-network if and only if we include a given atom of said sub-network. But the
probability amplitude of including of said atom does have classical analogue: its a complex valued temperature
of that atom! Thus, we have a classical definition of probability amplitude of including of entire sub-network.
Finally, in order for said definition to be consistent, we have to assume that the temperatures of any two atoms
of a given sub-network are the same.

One example of this is the city being the network of streets. An atom is a piece of sand in that city, and the
temperature of an arbitrary piece of sand in that city is the probaiblity of that network of streets being selected.
Since we know the city limits, we know that piece of sand in cremlin selects the entire city of Moscow, rather
than just Cremlin. Furthermore, a piece of sand at the North of Moscow and piece of sand in the South of
Moscow both select exact same network: an entire city of Moscow. Thus, all pieces of sand throughout Moscow
have exact same temperature. The explanation for this is that city of Moscow is being surrounded by insulator;
yet, the heat is free to diffuse throughout Moscow.

Now we ran into problem: heat diffusion happens only across the space coordinates. In other words, in case
of Moscow (where both North/South and East/West are "spacelike") we are fine; but in case of string, where
o is space and 7 is time, we run into difficulty. We reconcile it by saying that the "conventional" idea that 7 is
time is "wrong": 7 is in fact space! Now, in order to still have causality, we have a new "time" coordinate &,
which is altogether absent in "conventional" framework (after all, in case of Moscow we need time ¢ to describe
heat diffusion that would lead to desired equilibrium situation). Thus, we have two "space" coordinates, (o, 7),
and one "time" coordinate £. After that, we impose a set of initial conditions that would result in "correlation"
between £ and 7, thus explaining the "illusion" of timelike nature of the latter. Without said initial conditions,
& and 7 are orthogonal, which is why 7 is "space".

Let us illustrate the idea by the following example. Suppose we have four sub-networks, A, B, C and D.
Now, suppose sub-network A connects to B and C, and both of those networks connect to D. Finally, suppose
that A corresponds to 71 < 7 < T2, B and C both correspond to 72 < 7 < 73 and D corresponds to 73 < 7 < 74.
Finally, suppose we put heat insulators across the lines 7 = 7, 7 = 75, 7 = 73 and 7 = 74. In other words
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each branch of a network that "happens" to cross one of these lines will be divided by an insulator at that
line. Now, suppose that at a time £ = £&; we put a heat sourse at 7 = T1+. In other words the heat source is
displaced infinitesimally from 7 = 7 insulator towards +7 direction; as a result, the insulator will prevent heat
from diffusion into 7 < 77 terriotory, but it would freely diffuse into 7 > 7 region. Now, at time & = &, the
heat evens out througout region A, and the common value of that heat is ¢(A). We then introduce new heat
sources, at 7 = 7,". The heat sources at AN B have strength ¢)(A)e*3(®) while the ones at AN C have strength
P 4€3(C) | As a result, at time € = &3, the common temperature throughout regions B and C will be

V(B &) = kap(A, &) P (0. &) = kact(A, &)e'™@ (1)

And, finally, at & = &3, we introduce heat sources at 7 = 75 : at the BN D and C N D parts of the region
the strength of the sources will be ¥)(B)e*5(P) and (C)e*>(P), respectively. Then, at & = &, the equilibrium
will be reached throughout D with the common value of 1 being

’l/)(D7£4) = (kBDZ[J(B) + kCD’l/)(C))eiS(D) =
WA, &) (kapkppe SEHSON L ko pl(SO+SD) @)

Finally, since 1)(A) has reached equilibrium at £ = &;, we know that

w(A’ 54) = w(A7£2) (3)

Thus, we can re-write Eq 2 in the form of

W(D, &) = (A, &) (kapkppe S BIFSDN 4y ke pelS(OFSD)) (4)

Now, comparing Eq 2 and Eq 4 gives us interesting inside. On the one hand, Eq 2 shows the "timelike"
nature of 7 in a sense that 7 € (73, 74) is "coupled" to & = £, whereas 7 € (11, 72) is "coupled" to £ = &. On the
other hand, Eq 4 shows the "spacelike" nature of 7: both ranges of 7 correspond to £ = £4. Yet, it is also clear
why it "falsely appears" that 7 is time: the spacelike (!I) picture at £ = &4 happens to resemple the space-time
(") path integral. The "source" of timelike appearance is initial conditions: in particular, the initial conditions
at 7 =7, 7T = 1o and 7 = 73 were specified at £ = &1, £ = & and £ = &3, respectively. This, together with the
fact that the initial conditions were set at 7',;" instead of 7, is what makes 7 to look like "future" direction.

One thing that might strike the reader is that diffusion equaitons would require (+, +) metric, in contradic-
tion to (4, —) worldsheet metric. The answer to this question is that the "history" as we know it is spacelike
(o,7) surface taken at £ — oo; thus, the diffusion process and, therefore, (+,+) metric, are not relevent any
more since equilibrium has been reached. On the other hand, (+, —) metric figures in the equations for S(A),
S(B), S(C) and S(D) above and, therefore, continues to be relevent, leading to the appearance of a single
(+, —) metric. On the other hand, when ¢ is finite, both diffusion as well as S are relevent, thus both metric
take place. This implies that worldsheet symmetry is broken. At the same time, the symmetry of X*, given by
N continues to hold. Thus, we have three metrics:

her =R =1, hoo =h? =1, €7 =€ =€, =77 =1 (5)
hor =h°T =he=€"7 =€5r =7 =€, =¢"7 =0 (6)
mo=n" =1, n" =nu =02 =np =0 =ng=-1 (7)

No=m"=mno; =0 =n;; =07 =0,i#0, j#0,i#j (8)
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Heat conduction process

Let us now describe diffusion process more explicitly. We will introduce two kinds of "heat": S and . Our
goal is for these two quantities to obey, in £ — oo, the following;:

lim ¢ (A) = lim (eiS(A) Z w(B)> (9)

— —
§7o0 §o00 B<A

where
1
i . — | r gt 1/2 af XHO, X
Jim S(o,736) = lim (2m, /VW) do'dr'g"/?g*P 9, X" 0p X i+
1 r gt 1/2 1
+— do'dr'g"/*R+ — ds k (10)
4 V(o,T) 27 oV (o,7)

where V (o, 7) is a sub-string that contains a given point (o, 7). This is what allows the left hand side to be
a function of a point (o,7), thus have a classical meaning and, at the same time, represent the probability
amplitude of a sub-network (or sub-string) since V' (o, 7) is sub-network, which is perfectly consistent with (o, 7)
being a point.

The Eq 10 has simply been copied from p.82 of Polchinski, [1], with two changes. First, we replace the
entire string worldsheet with a relevent sub-string. Secondly, we claim that the approximation holds only as an
equilibrium, in a limit of time ¢ being infinite, while in conventional string theory time £ is absent altogether
and the above holds without the need of "equilibrium". Now, the diffusion process that would create the above
situation has to have the following components:

a) The parameter S has to diffuse across the sub-string

b) The "sources" of S have to include £, R, and k

¢) The "insulator" A N B should have a "source" of ¢(B) but not of ¢»(A). This can be accomplished by
placing the source infinitesimally in the B-direction from the insulator; in other words, it is placed at (AN B)™
rather than (AN B)~.

d) The strength of the "source" mentioned in part d has to be proportional to e*¥+7¢_,

The parts a-b are meant to produce Eq 10 while Eq c-d are meant to produce Eq 9. For simplicity, let us
rewrite Eq 10 as

lim S = lim [ dodr L(o,T) (11)

£—o0 §—oo Jy

where we use d-functions in order to absorb curvature term into L:

1 1
L(o,T) = %gl/zgaﬁaaXuaqu + Egl/QR +
1
— ds k(s) 62 (o — o(s)) (12)
2 oV (o,1)

where
- 2

0c(x) = V2mee™ % | §2(x,y) = 5c(2)dc(y) (13)

Parts a-b can be enforced through diffusion process in "space" coordinates (o, 7) that is taking place in "time"

£,

0S

5 = €0, (f05S) , f =exp ( - /8 ds k(s) 62 (0 — a(s))> (14)

V(e,7)

with the initial conditions

S(o,miE=6) = / ds K(s) 62, (o — o(3)) (15)

oV (o,7)
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In the Eq 14 the function f corresponds to the variation of conductivity; the f — 0 limit corresponds to
insulator. Now, due to the d-function in Eq 14 we see that material has constant conductivity away from the
boundary, yet it becomes insulator in the vicinity of the boundary. The fact that f — 0 at the boundary
happens at exponential rate implies that, provided that S is well behaved, all derivatives of f are zero at the
boundary; in other words,

[( alafs‘ ;éoo} 95

=0 (16)

This feauture leads to boundary conditions; namely, the behavior of S at the boundary at arbitrary £ needs to
be the same as it used to be at £ = £;. Another consequence of exponential behavior of f at the boundary is
that, by Gauss’ theorem,

faﬁs‘av = 0= /eaﬂaa(fﬁgS) —0— %/S(U,T;é)deT —0 (17)

In light of Eq 15 this becomes

vg( / (o, 7)dodr ~ /8 v k(s)) (18)

Now, our physical knowledge of diffusion tells us that, at £ — oo, the value of S approaches constant. This
means that

1
hm S(o, 7€) =~ 7/ ds k(zx) (19)
VOl(V( )) oV (o,7)
In particular, we can find &y > &y such that

1
Vol(V(o, 7)) /awa,ﬂ ds k()

where the value of & will differ for each region V; namely, if B has larger 7 than A, then {5 > £4; yet, the
values of &, are the same for all regions.
The above results in parts a-b being true. Now let us produce parts c-d. In order to do that, we postulate

similar diffusion equation for 1,

oy 3
— =€ 0,(f0 21

g¢ = <" 0alf05V) (21)
but this time we will impose initial condition at & = &y as opposed to & = &y. Thus, we will be able to assume
that S is constant throughout the substring (see Eq 20) and focus entirely on behavior of 1. Thus, we will set
our boundary conditions to be

S(o,7:6) = (20)

Yo, 7§ = &) = /avmw ds ¥ (s)e"S" 82 (o —a(s)) (22)

Wi ﬂV?fQ) Wi <V

where A < B means that one can draw a curve starting at an element of A and ending in the element of B, which
moves in the direction of increase of 7; and we further assume that whenever A < B holds, B < A does not.
Furthermore, by ¢~ (s) we mean the following: since W, NV is an insulator, the behavior of 1 is discontinuous
across that line. Now, the value of 1)~ (s) is measured infinitesimally towards the W} side, while the value
of 9" (s) is measured infinitesimally to the V side; both statements are true regardless of which direction the
point s, itself, is shifted. In our case, s is shifted infinitesimally to V side; thus ¢~ (s) implies "infinitesimal
nonlocality". Now, suppose the value of £y is selected in such a way that, at the time & = £y, the field ¢ has
already reached its respective "constant" values at every single region Wy, (thus, {w, < v); we will denote the
latter "constant" by ¥(W}). It is then easy to see that

dim w(Vie) = 3 AN V)R (W, &) (23)

WiNV#£Q; Wi <V
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where A(Wj;, N V) denotes the length of W, NV. It is true that the limit on left hand side is achieved only for
& > &y. At the same time, however, the right hand side has already achieved said limit at £ = &,. Thus, we
can replace £ = £y with £ — oo on the right hand side, to produce

Jim (V€)= lim ( > A(Wmmwwk,g)e“(”) (24)

WiNV#£D; Wi <V
If we now assume that there are constants A and V such that
VA< BAANB)=X,V(A)=V(B)=V) (25)

Then Eq 20 together with Eq 24 would produce the desired evolution of ¢ in 7: after all, V is displaced in
+7 direction from Wj. Yet, such result is only an emergent £ — oo limit of Eq 14 and 21 under the initial
conditions 15 and . The "timelike" nature of 7 is enforced by the fact that & > &w, for all k. This is seen
from the fact that we have assumed that ¢ has already reached equilibrium throught W at the time £ = & (V),
as evident from our use of notation ¢(W}) in Eq 23. This, in combination with the fact that V is shifted in
+7 direction relative to Wy, produces the correlation between 7 and ¢ in initial conditions which is what makes
7 appear "timelike" in the outcome. In addition, the "timelike" nature of 7 is also enforced in the use of ¥ —,
instead of 4™, in Eq .

Conclusions

To sum it up, we have produced a coarse graining of quantum mechanical process on the string. Coarse graining
consists of a set of choices of sub-networks within an afore-existing "big" network and afore-existing criteria
that each sub-network can either be fully included or fully excluded. The union of sub-networks that are fully
included would represent "history". The fact that "big" network has been fixed is what allows us to avoid
"true" quantization in favor of "emergent" one; the latter can be assigned realist meaning while the former can
not. Furthermore we have re-interpretted the notion of spacetime. We view (o, 7) coordinates as space-only.
The "timelike" nature of 7 is due to a "pattern" displayed in otherwise "space-alone" plane. That pattern had
emerge over the evolution of such plane in £ at a limit £ — oo. The overall achievement of this work is that the
probability amplitudes on the trajectory space are being interpretted in terms of "heat" in the ordinary space
(namely, the surface of the fized world-sheet).
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Introduction

Recent observation shows that the Universe is expanding with acceleration [1,2]. Though there exist a number
of models able to explain this late time acceleration, a number of authors introduced the spinor field into the
system in order to study this phenomenon [3-16]. It was found that the spinor field for a suitable choice of
nonlinearity can

(i) give rise to singularity free Universe;

(ii) accelerate the isotropization process;

(iii) generate accelerating mode of expansion of the Universe.

It was also found that the nonlinear spinor field can simulate different kinds of matter field ranging from
ekpyrotic matter to phantom matter as well as Chaplygin gas [17-21].

Basic equations

The spinor field Lagrangian we take in the form [22]

Lap = 5 |97V, = V,#b | = map — F, M

where the nonlinear term F' describes the self-interaction of a spinor field and can be presented as some
arbitrary functions of invariants generated from the real bilinear forms of a spinor field. In our case we consider
F=FK), K={I,J,1+J}whereI = 8%= ()%, J=P?= (wnP)% In (1) V,, is the covariant
derivative of spinor field:

vuw = 8u1/) - F;ﬂ/}a vu& = au"[’ + QZFLH (2)

where I, is the spinor affine connection.
Variation with respect to 1 (1) gives spinor field equations:

WV b — mept) — 2Fk (SKr +1PKjY°)y = 0, (3a)
WV v+ mep + 2F b (SKr +1PK %) = 0. (3b)
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where we denote Fx = dF/dK, K1 = dK/dI and K; = dK/dJ.
It can be shown that on account of spinor field equations (3) the Lagrangian (1) takes the following form

Lsp = % [@V“Vulb - v;ﬂ["}/uq/}] - mspJH/} - F(K)
= %J’[V#v/ﬂ/’ — Mgptp] — %[V/ﬂ/?v“ + mspi/;]ﬂj - F(K),
= 2Fx(IK;+ JK;)— F(K)=2KFg — F(K). (4)

The energy-momentum tensor of the spinor field has the form

T;f = %gpu ("Z”Yﬂvuw + QZ’YVVM’l/) - V;ﬂﬁ%d} - Vﬂ;%ﬂl)) - 5stp (5)

which on account of (2) can be written as

Vo - - -
Tup = ng (’(/}’Vuauw + ¢VV5M1P - 3M/’%¢ - &ﬂﬁ%ﬂﬂ)
1 v T
- ng ’(/}(’YMFV + Fu'yu + ’YVFM + Fu%/)w (6)

— 00(2KFx — F(K)).

From (6) it becomes clear that if the spin connections I',,’s for a given metric are different, the spinor field in
that case possesses non-diagonal components of EMT.

The spinor affine connection matrices I',(x) are uniquely determined up to an additive multiple of the unit
matrix by the equation

Oy
oxH

- Flep,’yp - F}L’YV + '71/1_‘/1, = 07 (7)

with the solution

1, 1,
Ty = 797" el = 377 T (8)
For the Bianchi type -I cosmological model given by
ds* = dt* — a} dx® — a3 dy® — a3 d2?, (9)

with a; being the functions of time only, the I',,(x) have the form

a1 1. Gy o a3 4
[h=0, Ty= 517170, Ty = 3272707 Iy = 337370- (10)

Energy momentum tensor

The nonzero components of the energy momentum tensor in this case read

) = mepS+ F(K), (11a)
Tl = T3 =T} =F(K)-2KFk, (11b)
1as [ a a - 1_9_
T; = 42<1—2)1/1717270w, (11c)
ap \ ay ag
a3 (a a — g
Ty = 43<31>¢73v17"w, (11d)
ai \ as aq
1a3(a a — 9 _a_
TS = 43<2—3>¢72737°¢- (11e)
a2 \ ag as
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As one sees, in case of a FRW cosmological model where a; = as = as the non-diagonal components of the
energy momentum tensor vanish.

Einstein Equation

Taking into account that the metric (9) has only diagonal non-zero components of Einstein tensor, the corre-
sponding system of Einstein equations has the form

R e e a——— S (12a)
a2 as az as
8,0, 80 _ 72 (12h)
as aiq as ap
ot a% s, (12¢)
ai az  aidaz
1dz 0295 B39 _ (12d)
a; az a2 as as ap
which should be supplemented by additional conditions
1 a2 dl dg - 1_9_
Lo ( _ >¢7172V0¢ — 0, (13a)
a1 \ ai as
1 as il3 dl T_3_-1-—
i ( _ )¢737170¢ = 0, (13b)
a1 \ as ay
1 as dg dg T_92_3_
i ( - >w7273v°1/) = 0. (13¢)
az \az as
The conditions (13) open two possibilities:
P77 = 97°3'3% = 97*7°F°p = 0, (14)

which imposes conditions of the components of the spinor field leaving the metric unchanged, or

i) _ (i dg) (@ dr)_ -
al ag ag as as ay ’
that makes the space-time isotropic from the very beginning.

Two possibilities

Let us consider the first case when spinor field obeys (8). On view of the fact that T} = T3 = T3 from (12) one
dully finds

3 3
a; = D,V exp (Xi / %), HDZ- =1, ZXi =0, (16)
i=1 i=1

with D; and X; being the integration constants. Thus we see that the metric functions can be expressed in
terms of V.
Summation of (12a), (12b), (12c¢) and 3 times (12d) leads to the equation for V/

V = 3k(F(K) — KFk)V, (17)
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where for simplicity we set mg, = 0. Let us note that, in the unified nonlinear spinor theory of Heisenberg, the
massive term remains absent, and according to Heisenberg, the particle mass should be obtained as a result of
quantization of spinor prematter [23,24]. In the nonlinear generalization of classical field equations, the massive
term does not possess the significance that it possesses in the linear one, as it by no means defines total energy
(or mass) of the nonlinear field system. Thus without losing the generality we can consider the massless spinor
field putting m = 0. From the spinor field equations it can be shown that K = K2/V?, Ky = const.

The Eq. (17) can be solved in quadrature. Let us go back to the spinor field equations. For simplicity we
consider the case when K = I. In this case (3a) can be written as

b1 + 1Dy 0, (18a)
$o +1Dpy = 0, (18b)
b3 —1Dps = 0, (18c)
bs—1Dpy = 0, (18d)

where ¢; = V'V, ¥ = col(r, Yo, ¥3, 1s), D =25F.

As one sees, the foregoing system of equations is easily solvable. In this case for the components of spinor
field we find

n(t) = (Co/VV)exp (i / Dat), (19)
Ut) = (Co/VV)exp (=i / D), (19b)
Ps(t) = (C3/VV)exp (i / Ddt), (19c)
Gilt) = (Co/NV)exp (i / Ddr), (194)

with C1, Cs, C3, Cy being the integration constants and related to Ky as C;C; + C5Cy — C5C5 — C;Cy = K.
Recalling that the spinor field should satisfy the equality (8), after some manipulations we get

CiCy+C5Cy = C5C1+C;C3 =0, (20a)
K
CiCy—CiCs = CiCy—CiCy= 70 (20b)
For the nonlinear term
F(K) = AKIW)/2 X\ = const. (21)

which describes a perfect fluid from ekpyrotic matter to phantom we get

av
/ =1+ to, (22)
V3R VW oy
whereas, for the nonlinear term
F = (A + AK(1+7)/2)1/(1+7). (23)

which describes a generalized Chaplygin gas we get

/ v -
VO 4 3k (AV1 4 vy ) O

t+to. (24)




173

350
!
300 =
l
/
250 /
!
200 K
Volume Scale /
150 'l
_I
_/
100 .I
7
R4
50 R
. rd
E -~
- =
2 3 4 5
v,

Evolution of the Universe filled with quintessence. The solid (red) line stands for volume scale

Figure 1:
while the dash-dot (blue) line stands for a3.

2500

1500
‘Volume Scale
i

500
-

Figure 2: Evolution of the Universe filled with Chaplygin gas. The solid (red) line stands for volume scale V,

while the dash-dot (blue) line stands for a®.

If we explore the second possibility, the non-diagonal components of the EMT imposes restriction on the metric

(26a)

functions give by (15). In that case we have
i iy iy _d -
a1 ay as a
The Einstein system in this case takes the form
. . 2
i a 1
2; + ? = K}Tl s
(26b)

52
a
35 = wIy,

a

which describes a FRW model.
In order to find the solution that satisfies both (26a) and (26b) we rewrite (26a) in view of (26b) in the

following form:
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i= g(:ml - Tg)a. (27)

As in previous case, for the given nonlinearity the solution to (27) can be found in quadrature. The components
of metric functions in this case read

3
a; = DZ-V1/3 = DZ'G,, HDZ = ]., (28)
=1

which means it represents a tiny sector of the general solutions (16) which one obtains for the BI model in case
of isotropic distribution of matter with trivial non-diagonal components of energy-momentum tensor, e.g., when
the Universe is filled with perfect fluid, dark energy etc.

Conclusions

1. Within the scope of Bianchi type-I space time we study the role of spinor field on the evolution of the
Universe.

2. It is shown that the spinor field possesses non-zero non-diagonal components of energy-momentum tensor
thanks to its specific relation with gravitational field. This fact plays vital role on the evolution of the
Universe.

3. There might be two different scenarios: (i) the components of the spinor field are affected leaving the space-
time initially anisotropic that evolves into an isotropic one asymptotically; (ii) the space-time becomes
isotropic right from the beginning and can be completely described by the Einstein field equations for
FRW metric.

4. As numerical analysis shows, in case of early isotropization the Universe expands rather rapidly.

5. There might be another possibility when the non-diagonal components of energy-momentum tensor influ-
ence both the spinor field and metric functions simultaneously.
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Introduction

Theories with nonminimal kinetic coupling of a scalar field and gravity belong to a class of the most general
scalar-tensor theories. In the context of inflationary cosmology these models were proposed by Amendola in
1993 [1].

In the theories of this type the cosmological action contains combinations of the components of the curvature
tensor and derivatives of a scalar field: k1 R¢ ,¢*, koRuw ¢ .97, K3RYO¢ and others, where ; are the nonmin-
imal kinetic coupling constants. The Lagrangian giving the second-order equations of motion was derived by
Horndeski in 1974 [2].

One of the most of intriguing feature of the models with the kinetic coupling kG ., ¢* ¢ (G, is the Einstein
tensor) found in [3]-[5] is the existence of inflationary behaviour at the early time in the case of zero or constant
potential of the scalar field, i. e. solely due to the coupling. This regime exists only for a positive coupling
constant k.

In this paper the model of the Universe with the nonminimal kinetic coupling of the scalar field ¢ with gravity
of the form kG, ¢'*¢" and the power-low potential V (¢) = Vo¢® is considered. An influence of nonzero scalar
field potential on the cosmological dynamics of the model is studied. The methods of the theory of dynamical
systems is used in order to analyze all possible asymptotic regimes.

Main equations

Let us consider the theory of gravity with the action

5= [ateymg { g~ [+ 618,00 -2 (0) | 1)

where V (¢) is the scalar field potential, g, is the metric tensor, R is the scalar curvature, G,,,, is the Einstein
tensor, and & is the coupling parameter with the dimension of length?.

In the spatially-flat Friedmann-Robertson-Walker cosmological model with the metric signature (— + ++)
the action (1) yields the following field equations

3H? = 47d? (1 — 9xH?) + 87V (¢), (2)

2 + 3H? = —4md? [1 e (2]’{ 4 3H? + 4H¢9¢‘1>} + 87V (9), (3)
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(¢ +3HQ) — 3k(H2$ + 2HH ¢ + 3H3$) = —Vy, (4)

where a dot denotes the derivative with respect to time, H(t) = a(t)/a(t) is the Hubble parameter, a(t) is the
scale factor, ¢(¢) is a homogenous scalar field, and V, = dV/d¢.
We introduce the following set of dimensionless variables

8mh? 8rrd> 8nV P (5)

= = 3H(148mme?)’ VT @

= 6H2(1487r3%)" I T T 2(148rrd?)’

and also the dimensionless parameter depending on the specific form of function V(¢):

p=" (6)
In this work we chose the power-low potential V(¢) = Vy¢¥ so that 3 = A(/‘O/‘;?VN = N = const.

Generally, = characterizes the kinetic energy, and z characterizes the potential energy of the scalar field,
while y is connected with the non-minimal kinetic coupling. Correspondingly, z = 0if V =0, and y = 0 if
k=0.

Taking derivative of variables z, z, v (y is excluded by = + y + z = 1 which follows from (2)) with respect
to Ina (' := 41-), we obtain:

£L,/ _ x
T 5224422 —9x(1—2)—112+6

(Nvz(x 4+ 2—2)—6(1 — 2)(xz + 2))(3 — 2z — 22)—
—2Nvz(z+2z—1) —6(1 — 2)(2z + 32 — 3))),

Z/ = 522+4x279z?17z)711z+6
(=2Nvz(x +2—1) —6(1 — 2)(2z + 32 — 3)+ (7)
F2(Nvz(z+2—-2)—6(1 —2)(z+2))(1 —x — z)) + Noz,

v = 5z2+4a:279:c1(]1fz)7112+6
(ANvz(z+2-2) - 3(1—2)(z+2)—
—Nvz(z+2z—1)—3(1—-2)(2z+32—3)) —v.

Stationary points, their stability and the corresponding solutions

In this section we study the stationary points of the dynamical system (7) and perform the stability and
asymptotic analysis of these points. To find a stationary point (xg, 29, vg), we set z{, = z, = v), = 0 in (7) and
solve the resulting algebraic equations. Then, we investigate its stability with respect to small perturbations
dx, 0z, and dv around (xg, 20,v0). Specifically, we substitute

rT=x9+0r, z2=20+0z, v=1uvy+ 0V (8)

into (7) and keep the terms up to the first order in dx, dz, dv. This leads to the system of first-order ordinary
differential equations

d ox ox
oz | =M|[ oz |, (9)
d(ln a) v Sv

where M is a 3 x 3 matrix which depends on (xg, 29, v9). The stability of the stationary point (xo, 2o, vg) is
determined by the corresponding eigenvalues (A1, A2, A3) of M. In particular, if the real parts of all eigenvalues
are negative, the point is stable (the local sink); if all real parts are positive, the point is unstable being stable
while integrating in the opposite time direction (the local source); if there are eigenvalues with different signs
of their real parts, the point is the saddle point.
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The results of this investigation are presented in the Table 1 for the case of N # 2. At N = 2 the eigenvalues
of some points are equal to zero so that this case must be studied separately. It is necessary to stress that all
the solutions found here were checked by the substitution of those in the initial system of equations (2)-(4).

Ne Coordinates Corresponding solution Character of
of stability
stationary
points
1 r=0,y=1, a(t) = aolt — t0|§’ Unstable node
z=0,v=0 I
o(t) = do £ 1/ — 155 (t — to),
Exists for VN, k < 0,
t—to
2 | e, o) = aoet V), _ Complex rpe
=-1, R Vol2—N) stability depends on
2=1,0=0 lp(t)|>~N = @(t — to), the initial data
Exists for 0 < N <2,k >0
t— o0
3 xT 17 Yy 07 a(t) — a0|t _ t0|%, Saddle
z=0,v=0 I i to
P(t) = i\/ 27 1n|t’7t6 )
Exists for V(¢) = 0, Vk,
t — oo
_3 1 (g
4 T = 3 a(t) = aoeigﬁ(t to)’ Unstable node
Yy=—3, ——L(t-t
z:O,vifi’, (1) = doe v 0)’
Exists for 0 < N < 2,k > 0,
¢ — 00, t > —0
= 3N42
5 ym 0i a(t) = aolt — to| 3017, Stable node
2 _4
2= $(t) = olt — to] =7,
I i
SN+2 Exists for N > 2, Vk,
t—to

Table 1. Stationary point, the corresponding solutions, and their character of stability for the case of

N#£2.

The numerical study of the initial system (2)-(4) for 0 < N < 2 shows that the trajectories asymptotically
go to either the solution 2 from the Table 1 or to the oscillations depending on the initial data (see Fig. 1.)
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Figure 1: Fig. 1. The evolution of the Hubble parameter for the potential V(¢) = 0.1\¢|% , the coupling
constant x = 0.1 and the following initial data: 1). ¢(0) = 32,$(0) = —100, 2). $(0) = 320, ¢(0) = —1000,
3).6(0) = 3200, $(0) = —10000,4).6(0) = 32000, 3(0) = —100000,5).6(0) = 3200000, $(0) = —11000000. The
lower and upper dotted line show the asymptotics: 1/(3/r) =~ 1.0541 and 1/v/3x ~ 1.8257.

Conclusions

In this work the influence of the power-low potential V(¢) = Voo» (N # 2) on the model of cosmological
dynamics with the nonminimal kinetic coupling G, ¢*¢" is studied. Using the methods of the theory of
dynamical systems two different stable asymptotic regimes are found:
(i) the power-low solution existing for N > 2, ¢ — to, and leading to the "Big Rip" singularity, and
(ii) the solution with the constant Hubble parameter H = :I:\/?)ZI‘i and the power-low increase of the scalar field,
which exists for 0 < N < 2.

For the sloping potentials with 0 < IV < 2 the unstable exponential solution H = :I:\/g exists which earlier

was found by Sushkov for the potential V' (¢) = const. Therefore for N > 2 this inflationary regime is destroyed.

Starting from one unstable exponential regime with H = +./1/9x the trajectories may go to another stable
inflationary stage with H = +4/1/3k. It is an eternal inflation. However, our numerical integration of the
initial system of equations (2)-(4) shows (see Fig. 1) that for a wide range of parameters « and Vj we have the
possibility of a transition from the first inflation to oscillations. The range of the parameters for such scenario
needs to be further investigated in more details. It is also necessary to study the case of N = 2 for which the
eigenvalues of some stationary points are equal to zero.
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Dirac equation for an electron. Let R'3 be the Minkowski space with Cartesian coordinates z*, p =
0,1,2,3, with partial derivatives 0, = 0/0z*, and with a metric tensor given by the diagonal matrix n =
diag(1,—1,—1,—1). Consider the Dirac equation for an electron

iV (Bt — iayth) —my = 0, (1)

where ¢ = 9(x) is a Dirac spinor, a, are components of a covector potential of electromagnetic field, and +*
are are y-matrices in the Dirac representation. We have

Py ==yt ptr, (0 =1, (1)P=()?=(*)? =1,

where 1 is the four dimensional identity matrix.
Let us recall basic properties of the Dirac equation.

1. The electric charge conservation law follows from the Dirac equation
9ujt =0, where j* = rtap = TyOy1ep,
where { is the operation of Hermitian conjugation.
2. The Dirac equation is covariant under Lorentz transformations of coordinates
ot = phat, = ah = S,

where P = |p#|| € O(1,3), S € Pin(1,3) and S~'y*S = pi~¥ (definition of the Lie group Pin(1,3) see
in [2]).

3. The Dirac equation is covariant under gauge transformations w.r.t. the U(1) gauge Lie group
Y= h=eMp,  a, —a,=a,+ 0N ARV SR
4. The Dirac equation is related to the decomposition of the Klein-Gordon-Fock operator
(iv"8, — m) (i7" 0, + m) = —(9,0" + m?). (2)

Generalized Dirac equation with nonlinearity. Let us take I = 1%y'y243. We see that 12 = —1, I = —1.
Denote a subalgebra of matrix algebra

N ={al + pI € Mat(4,C) : a, 8 € R} =~ C.

Z=al+pl< z=a+1ip €C.
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Let f = f(z) be a continuous function f : C — C and let ' = F(Z) be the corresponding function
F : N — N such that F(Z)|151.15: = f(2).
Let us postulate the following equation, which depend on the function F': N — N:

i'Yu(auw - ia;ﬂm —F(Z)y =0, (3)

where B B
Z = y)l — (YIY)1

The first term in the equation (3) is equal to the first term in the Dirac equation for an electron (1). So, we say
that the equation (3) is a generalized Dirac equation (with a nonlinearity).
Consider basic properties of the generalized Dirac equation (3).

1. The electric charge conservation law:
9uj" =0, where j' =yt = 9Ty Oy e,
2. Lorentz invariance of the Dirac equation:
ot = it = plat, b — )= S,
where P = ||pt| € SO4(1,3), S € Spin (1,3) and S~14#S = phy”.

3. Gauge invariance w.r.t. U(1) gauge Lie group:
b= =e™Mp, a, = ay=a,+9N M:RY SR

4. Decomposition of the second order operator:

(7" — F(2))(in" &, + F(Z)) = —(€u€" +|F(Z)). (4)

If F(Z) = o1+ pl, where o, p is functions R''3 — R, then F(Z) = 01 —pl, |F(Z)|? = 0® + p?, and £ are
commutative symbols.
We see two differences in the basic properties of equations (3) and (1).

e The equation (1) is invariant under Lorentz transformations of coordinates from the Lie group O(1, 3), but
the equation (3) is invariant under Lorentz transformations of coordinates from the proper orthochronous
Lorentz group SO4(1,3).

e The decomposition (2) is, generally speaking, different to the decomposition (4).

Consider special cases of the generalized Dirac equation.

If we take F(Z) = m1 in (3), then we get the Dirac equation (1). That means the equation (3) is, in fact, a
generalization of the equation (1).

Let us remind that the Dirac equation (1) can be derived from the Lagrangian

L = i (9,3 — iauth) — m(yy).
If we take F(Z) = Z = ()1 — (¢Iy)1, then we get the equation
" (Ou — i) — (W)l — (YIY) D)y =0,

which can be derived from the Lagrangian

£ = Gin® (0,0 — i) — S(B0) + S (T
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Heisenberg’s nonlinear field equation. One can see similarity between the generalized Dirac equation and
the Heisenberg nonlinear field equation [1]

" (0u — i) = (Pru)y" v — ()" T = 0. ()

Heisenberg in [1] had made an attempt to create a unified field theory on the basis of his equation (5). So,
it will be interesting to develop such a theory on the basis of new generalized Dirac equation (3).
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Introduction

I would like to give you a brief non-technical introduction to Monocosm formalism, a generalization of Quantum
Mechanics, based on several relatively new results in mathematical physics. This generalization can be of
interest, because it mimics the kinematic structure of General Relativity, and is capable of accounting for three
basic,“non-quantum* features of the observable world: the observable dimensionality of spacetime, the existence
of a metric on it, and the signature of this metric. Let us recall a few simple technical constructs from the
foundations of Hilbert space formulation of Quantum Mechanics.

M-Bundle

Recall that any Hilbert space contains a natural principal bundle, with a complex or quaternionic ray as both the
standard fiber, and the structure group of this bundle. The total space of this bundle is the punctured Hilbert
manifold, the set of all nonzero vectors of the Hilbert space, with the natural manifold structure. The base
space of the bundle is the projective Hilbert space. For a complex Hilbert space, this principal bundle looks like
stacks of paper cups, because the standard fiber, the Lie group of nonzero complex numbers is two dimensional
topological cylinder. For a quaternionic Hilbert space the fiber is the Lie group of nonzero quaternions, which
is a four dimensional manifold, a topological product of a three-sphere and a real line. In both bundles the
structure groups act on each fiber, producing a realization of the group in the set of states. They are both
single component Lie groups, easy to work with, parallelizable and require a single coordinate patch. Thus, any
quantum system is represented by a set of its states with an action of a very special group. We call this bundle
the monocosm of the system, or just the M-bundle.

FLRW Metrics on Quaternions

The monocosm formalism is based in part on a recent discovery of a natural relativistic structure on the the
standard fiber of the M-bundle. Indeed, the Lie group of nonzero quaternions carries a set of built-in, closed
Friedman-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker metrics, each generated by a foliation of hyper-surfaces, induced by the
gradient of some real-valued function. Each foliation determines the scale factor of the metric it generates.
Thus we have the following situation: a quantum system is represented by something that looks like a copy of
spacetime, with something that looks like a preferred time. For reasons that will be given in the semantics of
the theory, we call this preferred time the perceptible time of the observer. To get an idea of how this important
solution of Einstein equations pops up in quaternions, we recall that quaternions constitute a unital algebra,
in terminology of Mike Postnikov. Unital algebras are real finite dimensional associative linear algebras with
identity. Such algebras have a rich structure. In particular, the set of its invertible elements constitute a Lie
group. In case of quaternion algebra, it is the set of nonzero quaternions. Any real linear algebra is a real vector
space equipped with a rank three tensor (structure tensor).
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This tensor is once contravariant and twice covariant, that is, it accepts a single one-form argument and
two vector argumets, outputting a real number. If you freeze the one-form argument, that is, keep it constant,
but vary the vector arguments, the rank of the tensor is reduced, you have just twice covariant tensor. If
it is symmetric, it is an inner product on the vector space of the algebra. This is called a principal inner
product of the algebra, and the one-form that generates it is called the ether form. These two objects are
intended to capture the notion of natural geometry encoded in algebraic structure. Of course, if there are too
many principal inner products of all signatures, or none at all, the algebra does not really have the intrinsic
geometry. Quaternions, however, have a distinct intrinsic geometry, because the only principal inner product is
Minkowski inner product. Curiously enough, Euclidean inner product cannot be obtained this way, so in this
sense, Euclidean geometry is not an intrinsic geometry of quaternions. Now, recall that the vector space of the
algebra is the tangent space, at the identity, to the Lie group of its invertible elements. Every principal inner
product is automatically extended along the left-invariant vector fields to cover the whole group, producing
what we call the principal metric on the Lie group. For quaternions this metric is closed FLRW.

Kahler Structure

The Hermitian inner product on a Hilbert space is a complex or quaternion-valued function. Given a canonical
basis of unit complex numbers and quaternions, it can be decomposed into real and imaginary parts. It is
well known that such a decomposition results in a Kéhler, or hyper-K&hler structure on the Hilbert manifold.
The real part gives the Riemannian metric, and the imaginary part gives one or three symplectic forms, for
the complex and quaternionic case, respectively. By the way, there is a common misconception regarding
the notion of a canonical basis of unit quaternions, 1, i, j, k. The thing is, that in contrast with uniqueness
of the complex canonical basis, 1, i, there are many such bases in the quaternionic case, so the canonical
decomposition of a quaternion would be different for different bases. We should always keep this in mind, when
working simultaneously with several distinct objects based on quaternions.

Geometric Quantum Mechanics

This natural Kihler structure is used in Geometric Quantum Mechanics, a beautiful endeavor seeking to describe
Quantum Mechanics in terms classical Hamiltonian formalism, in the manner similar to Classical Mechanics.
The metric part of the Kéhler structure describes some probabilistic features of quantum systems, and the sym-
plectic form governs the dynamics. Observables are real-valued functions on the Hilbert manifold, constructed
out of expectation values of the corresponding Hermitian operators. Just like in Classical Mechanics, to each
observable we associate, via the symplectic correspondence, its Hamiltonian vector field. Eigenstates are points
in the Hilbert manifold, at which the Hamiltonian vector field becomes vertical with respect to the natural
connection generated by the metric part of the Kahler structure. Eigenvalues are the corresponding values of
the observable. Temporal evolution of a system is described by the Hamiltonian vector field of a preferred
observable, the Hamiltonian. This procedure is called the first stage of geometrization of Quantum Mechanics.
Since all the vectors in a ray represent the same state of a quantum system, there are many integral curves,
corresponding to the same evolution of the system. To eliminate this redundancy, the Hamiltonian formalism in
Geometric Quantum Mechanics is projected down to the base space of the complex M-bundle. The base space,
the complex projective Hilbert space has a natural Kahler structure induced by the ambient Kahler structure
of the Hilbert space. The Hilbert space becomes extraneous and usually not mentioned. This is the second
stage of geometrization. We should point out that this procedure fails in quaternionic case since quaternionic
projective Hilbert space does not admit a hyper-K#hler structure. But in the complex case it works beautifully,
and, as well known, the dynamics of the complex Geometric Quantum Mechanics is essentially equivalent to
the canonical Schroedinger evolution.

Hyper-Hamiltonian Dynamics

Hyper-Hamiltonian dynamics [SLIDE] extends the Canonical Hamiltonian Formalism of Classical Mechanics
from symplectic domain into the domain of hyper-K&hler manifolds. Observables are quaternion regular func-
tions, a generalization of the notion of a holomorphic function of complex analysis. To each observable we
associate a vector field, called its hyper-field, which is now a superposition of three Hamiltonian vector fields
corresponding to the three symplectic forms of the Kéhler structure. Non-uniqueness of a canonical basis of unit
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quaternions plays very important part here, since the three Hamiltonian vector fields change with a change of
canonical basis, but their superposition remains constant. Temporal evolution of the system is just the evolution
along the flow, generated by the hyper-field of a preferred observable, the Hamiltonian of the system.

Monocosm Formalism

Monocosm formalism deploys the first stage of geometrization of Quantum Mechanics. It utilizes the natural
Hyper-K&hler structure of the Quaternionic Hilbert Space and Hyper-Hamiltonian dynamics. States are in
one-to-one correspondence with points of the total space of the M-bundle, the punctured Hilbert manifold. In
particular, different points in a quaternionic ray are considered representing different states of a quantum system.
The rays themselves are referred to as Possible Worlds of the system. Each possible world is endowed with a
FLRW metric, and also with a preferred foliation of three-surfaces, which is interpreted as perceptible time of
the observer. Observables in Monocosm are quaternion regular functions. They are quaternion-valued functions
constructed out of expectation values of anti-Hermitian operators, which allows us to take advantage of the full
power of Hyper-Hamiltonian Dynamics. To each observable we associate its hyper-field, a superposition of three
Hamiltonian vector fields. Just like in the geometric formulation of complex quantum mechanics, eigenstates
of an observable are points at which its hyper-field becomes vertical with respect to the natural connection
generated by the metric part of the hyper-Kéhler structure. Again, eigenvalues are the corresponding values
of the observable. The possible world that contains an eigenstate of a system is called an accessible world or
eigenworld of the system. Time in quantum mechanics is just a parameter of the flow, generated by vector
field of the Hamiltonian of the system. In monocosm, however, we have the perceptible time. Any state of the
system singles out a three-dimensional hyper-surface in the possible world it belongs to. Just like in standard
Quantum Mechanics, in monocosm formalism an ideal measurement is an ordered pair of states, the initial, and
the final states of the measurement, the former being the state of the system at the time of the measurement,
and the latter being an eigenstate of the system. The corresponding possible worlds are called the source and
target world of the measurement, respectively. The target world is also referred to as the actual world of the
measurement. The eigenstate also singles out one of the hyper-surfaces of perceptible time. We call this hyper-
surface the hyper-surface of the present. So, due to richness of the internal structure of possible worlds, we
have more data pertaining to the measurement. These data consist of three parts. In the first part we have the
distance between the initial and final states, with respect to the Riemannian metric which is called the propensity
metric in monocosm. The inverse of this distance is called the propensity of the measurement. It is related to
the notion of probability: the larger the propensity, the more likely the measurement will result in a particular
final state. The second part of the data is the eigenvalue of the final state, which is a quaternion. Given a
basis on the quaternion algebra, the eigenvalue can be decomposed into a quadruple of real numbers. The third
part of the data is the hyper-surface of the present. It is intended to carry the instantaneous gravitational
information of the system. This is the basic technical setup of monocosm formalism.

Semantics

In most theoretical constructs that use the notion of an observer, for example in physics, observers are considered
occupants of the universe, that is, they are objects existing, in some sense, among other objects of the universe.
In monocosm, however, an observer is not an occupant, but an experient of the universe. Of course it does
not mean that we deny the existence of the universe and all that stuff. We simply take the minimalistic
approach to philosophy, and assume that our experiences definitely exist. We also realize that no matter what
we perceive or conceive, the percepts and concepts are also our experiences. We conjecture that complex
experiences are somehow composed out of simple ones, and that there are the simplest experiences, called
elementary experiences. So, what we are trying to do in monocosm, is to describe some constructs of physics,
like quantum systems, completely in terms of elementary experiences of an observer, considered as primitive,
undefined entities. For each observer, there are some special subsets of elementary experiences called paradigms,
which can be pictured as various alphabets of some language of thought of the observer. Intuitively, each letter
of any of the alphabets is an elementary observation and also an elementary action of the observer. It turns out
that paradigms are sufficiently structured objects. For example, superposition and composition of elementary
experiences can be defined in every paradigm, and many of them can be approximated by real associative algebras
with identity. The vector space of this algebra is intended to capture the notion of elementary observations,
called reflexors, and the multiplicative monoid 8H“ the notion of elementary actions, called effectors. We call
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the vector space and the monoid, the sensory domain and the motor domain of the observer, respectively. To our
observer-experient, the universe is just the totality of his experiences, more or less divided into subsets, subject
to some rules of behavior. This is nicely modeled by the category of sets, the universe of classical mathematics,
which is a topos, is special kind of a category, with the behavior of its objects and arrows governed by a well-
defined logic. For the category of sets, the logic is two-valued Boolean, for other toposes it does not have to
be. We assume that the observersB™s contribution to the evolution of the universe is done through his motor
domain which somehow acts on each system. Recall that a quantum system is a set with the left action of the
group of nonzero quaternions. This is captured by the notion of an M-set, a set with left action of a monoid,
and the universe is modeled by the category of M-sets which turns out to be a topos. The logic of this topos is
called the operational logic of the observer. The main result of the observer theory is this: Given a universe of
M-sets, where M is the motor domain of a paradigm, and assuming that the operational logic of the observer is
two-valued Boolean, then the paradigm is isomorphic to the quaternion algebra.

Example: The Old World

Consider an example of a quantum system described in monocosm terminology. We call this system the Old
World. The M-bundle of the Old World contains a single possible world, hence the source, target and actual
worlds coincide for each measurement. The ambient time and the perceptible time also coincide. A temporal
evolution of the system is orthogonal to the level sets of the perceptible time with respect to the propensity
metric. Since the evolution vector field is vertical everywhere, every state of the system is an eigenstate. For each
measurement the hyper-surface of the present is a three-sphere. In conventional terms this seems to correspond
to the classical coarse-grained view of the universe - an observer at rest relative to CMB in the spacetime of a
spatially closed FLRW cosmology.

Summary

Monocosm is a proper generalization of the canonical Quantum Mechanics with observable as anti-Hermitian,
instead of Hermitian operators. Of course, in the complex case, either representation is completely valid, due
to simple relationship between eigenvalues of Hermitian and anti-Hermitian operators. The only effect of using
anti-Hermitian operators is that the imaginary unit migrates from the Schroedinger equation to eigenvalues. If
we take this generalization seriously, it seems to tell us that Standard Quantum Mechanics is best suited for
description of the Universe with two-dimensional spacetime, because two out of four dimensions are collapsed
in each possible world. Monocosm also seems to tell us that our spacetime is a spatially closed FLRW universe.
The currently accepted observation data suggest that if spatial curvature exists, it is quite small, and favor a
flat FLRW universe, although the observations are indirect and based in part on Standard Quantum Mechanics,
which we are trying to modify here. Still, in monocosm this geometry is an intricate part of the very foundations
of the theory, and obtained with no reference to General Relativity or any other theories of gravity, which is,
at the very least, interesting. Monocosm predicts some curious technical effects, a family of non-geodesic flows
along left-invariant vector fields on spacetime. The most ambitious results of the formalism asserts that we
could be using an incorrect mathematics in our attempts to study the universe, and offers us the mathematics
of the topos of M-sets as the correct one, in its opinion, so to speak. One of the consequences is that using
Lebesgue measure in computations over large distances, at the scale of galaxies, clusters and larger, may result
in a systematic accumulating error. Perhaps this could have some applications to the problem of dark matter,
although, again this is pure speculation. To summarize, monocosm formalism is a new, non-trivial generalization
of quantum mechanics that incorporates some kinematic features of General Relativity.
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Introduction

One of the approaches to quantum gravity is a causal set hypothesis. Consider two-dimensional Minkowski
space (Fig. 1).

Figure 1: An Alexandov set in two-dimensional Minkowski space.

This is a partially ordered set of events. If two events a and b are causally connected, and a precedes b, we
can consider an intersection of the future light cone of @ and past light cone of b. This set is called an Alexandov
set of a pair a and b. In Minkowski space, an Alexandov set of pairs of events is infinite or empty. According
a causal set hypothesis we assume that an Alexandov set of pairs of events is finite or empty. Then the set of
events in the universe is a partially ordered locally finite set (a causal set). A causal set approach to quantum
gravity was introduced by G. ’t Hooft [1] and J. Myrheim [2] in 1978 (see the review [3]).

A causal set can be represented as a directed acyclic graph. Vertices are images of elements of causal set,
and directed paths are images of order relations. I investigate a simple particular case. This is an x-graph. An
x-graph is a directed acyclic graph with the degree of any vertex no more than (2,2). This model was introduced
by D. Finkelstein [4] in 1988.
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In the causal set approach, there is only a causal set. All things in the universe are features of a causal
set. There are two main problems. We must deduce spacetime as some continuous limit, and we must deduce
matter. My talk covers the second problem. I suppose that the particles are some quasi-repetitive structures
of a causal set. We can make such structures by hand. But quasi-repetitive structures must be self-organized
structures as a consequence of dynamics. Let consider dynamics.

Any observer can only actually know a finite part of any process. Then we consider only finite x-graphs
(Fig. 2). In a graph theory, by definition, an edge is a relation of two vertexes. Consequently some vertexes of
finite x-graph have less than four incident edges. These vertexes have free valences instead the absent edges.
These free valences are figured by external edges as external lines in Feynman diagrams. There are incoming
and outgoing external edges. We can prove that the number of incoming external edges is equal to the number
of outgoing external edges for any x-graph.

Figure 2: An example of x-graph.

A sequential growth dynamics

The task of any dynamics is to reconstruct the future or the past stages of processes. We can reconstruct an
x-graph step by step. A minimal part is a vertex. We start from some given x-graph and add new vertexes
one by one. This procedure is proposed in my papers [5,6] in 1998. Similar procedure and the term “a classical
sequential growth dynamics” are proposed by D. P. Rideout and R. D. Sorkin [7] for other model of a causal
set in 1999.

We can add a new vertex to external edges. This procedure is called an elementary extension. There are four
types of elementary extensions (Fig. 3) [8]. In the figure the x-graph G is represented by a rectangle because it
can have an arbitrary structure. There are two types of elementary extensions to outgoing external edges. This
is a prediction of the future evolution of the process. First type is an addition of a new vertex to two outgoing
external edges (Fig. 3a). Second type is an addition of a new vertex to one outgoing external edge (Fig. 3b).
Similarly, there are two types of elementary extensions to incoming external edges. This is a reconstruction of
the past evolution of the process. Third type is an addition of a new vertex to two incoming external edges
(Fig. 3c). Fourth type is an addition of a new vertex to one incoming external edge (Fig. 3d). We can prove
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that we can get every finite connected x- graph from a single vertex by a sequence of elementary extensions of
these four types.

Figure 3: Four types of elementary extensions.

By assumption, the dynamics of this model is a non-deterministic dynamics. The algorithm to calculate
probabilities of different variants of elementary extensions (or to choose the elementary extension) is a fun-
damental equation of motion for a causal set. I suppose that this algorithm is a very simple. I discovered
one simple algorithm such that a sequential growth by this algorithm generates a simple quasi-regular infinite
structure with nonzero probability. Let consider this algorithm.

An algorithm of growth

The algorithm to choose the elementary extension without the calculation of probabilities includes 3 steps. The
first step is the choice of the elementary extension to the future or to the past. We assume the probability of
this choice is 1/2. The second step is the choice of one external edge that takes part in the elementary extension.
We assume the equiprobable choice. The probability of this choice is 1/n, where n is the number of incoming
or outgoing external edges in the x-graph. The third step is the final choice of the elementary extension. We
use the following random walk at the x-graph (Fig. 4).

Let us enumerate the incoming or outgoing external edges by Greek and Latin indices respectively. Suppose
we have chosen the outgoing external edge number 7 in the previous steps. Otherwise the procedure for incoming
external edge is the same,if we change the direction of all edges of the x-graph. Start a random walk from the
outgoing external edge number 4 in opposite direction to the direction of the edges (Fig. 4a). In each vertex
(including the incident vertex of the edge number ), we choose the u-turn or the continuation of the walk with
probability 1/2. If we have chosen the continuation of the walk, we choose one of two edges with probability
1/2 and go to the next vertex. If we have chosen the u-turn, we continue the walk in the direction of edges.
We choose one of two edges with probability 1/2 and go to the next vertex. But we cannot choose the edge if
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Figure 4: The random walk at the x-graph.

this edge was included in the path when we walked in opposite direction. In this case, we choose the other edge
without an alternative. We end the walk in some outgoing external edge number j. This is the second external
edge that takes part in the elementary extension. A new vertex is added to two outgoing external edges. We
get the elementary extension of the first type. In this procedure, there is a special case (Fig. 4b). During the
walk in the opposite direction to the edges we can go to the vertex that is incident to an incoming external
edge number a. If we choose this edge number «, we cannot go to the next vertex because this vertex does not
exist. In this case, we interrupt the walk and add a new vertex only to one outgoing external edge number i.
We get the elementary extension of the second type.

In this model, causality is defined as the partial order of vertices. But the causality has a real dynamical
meaning. The probability to add a new vertex to the future can depend only on the subgraph that precedes
this vertex [7]. Similarly, the probability to add a new vertex to the past can depend only on the subgraph that
follows this vertex. Only the normalization constant depends on the other parts of the x-graph. The considered
algorithm satisfies the causality principle.

A simple repetitive infinite structure

This algorithm can generate a simple repetitive infinite structure with nonzero probability. Let begin from a
single vertex number 0. In the first step, the probability to get two vertices that are connected by a double
edge is g1 = 1/2. Denote by N the number of steps during the growth. Denote by gy the probability to get a
sequence of IV + 1 vertices connected by N double edges at the step number N. We have

gnt1 = (1= 2"y, (1)
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This is iterative formula. We get an explicit equation.

gvpr = (1—2"OVFD) (1 — 27Ny (1-272)L =
=5+ Zkl 1270+ (727?2 Zf@\i:z( —h Zkl 127R2)+
hos (2T (27 T 2R+ (2)
2(m+1) Zkl m( 27k Zﬁ;;ln_l( : Zk::l 1 ’"’))4—

—(N+1)(N+2)
2 .

+(-1)N2

Consider the lower bound of gn41. Cast out all positive terms except 1/2. Using,
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gN+1 = 3 32 Z 27 if N is even, (5)
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k=0

Consider the limit of infinite V.

7
> —.,
G0 2 35 (7)

We get the nonzero probability of generation of infinite sequence of vertices that are connected by double
edges. Such sequence can be a part of a more complicated structure. Let begin from any finite x-graph. During
sequential growth there is a nonzero probability a to get an x-graph such that all incoming or outgoing external
edges form pairs that are incident to the same vertex (Fig. 5a). During sequential growth each this pair can
form an infinite sequence of vertices that are connected by double edges with probability that no less than 7/30.
Consequently there is nonzero probability that the sequential growth of any finite x-graph from some step is
the growth of infinite sequences of vertices that are connected by double edges (Fig. 5b). This probability is no
less than a(7/30)n, where n is the number of incoming or outgoing external edges.

Conclusions

We get the repetitive quasi-regular structure. Only a distribution of lengths of sequences is random at the each
finite step. We can get rarely connected sequences of vertices by some modification of the algorithm. This first
simple example shows that a non-deterministic sequential growth of a causal set can generate self-organized
structures.
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Figure 5: Two stages of sequential growth of structure.

I hope that:
e The origin of many problems in quantum theory is that quantum theory uses classical spacetime.

e The causal set hypothesis is a right step from classical spacetime to discrete pregeometry on a microscopic
level.

e The particles are self-organized structures of a causal set.
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