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Abstract

The classical relativistic wave equations are presented as partial difference equa-
tions in the arena of covariant discrete phase space. These equations are also
expressed as difference-differential equations in discrete phase space and contin-
uous time. The relativistic invariance and covariance of the equations in both
versions are established. The partial difference and difference-differential equa-
tions are derived as the Euler-Lagrange equations from the variational principle.
The difference and difference-differential conservation equations are derived. Fi-
nally, the total momentum, energy, and charge of the relativistic classical fields
satisfying difference-differential equations are computed.
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1. Introduction

Partial difference equations have been studied [1] for a long time to investigate
problems in mathematical physics. Moreover, modern numerical analysis
2], which studies the differential equations arising out of various physical
problems approximately, is based upon finite difference (ordinary or partial)
equations.

Recently [3], we have formulated the wave mechanics in an exact fash-
ion in the arena of discrete phase space in terms of the partial difference
equations. This new formulation includes (free) classical relativistic Klein-
Gordon, Dirac, and gauge field equations.

The proofs of the relativistic invariance or covariance of various partial
difference and difference-differential equations are quite subtle. However, we
have managed to provide such proofs in Section 4.
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The Euler-Lagrange equations for the partial difference and difference-
differential equations and Noether’s theorems for difference and difference-
differential conservation laws are derived in Appendix I and Appendix II
respectively.

Finally, the total momentum, energy and charge are computed for vari-
ous relativistic classical fields obeying difference-differential equations in Sec-
tion 5. (We have not computed conserved quantities for wave fields satisfying
partial difference equations for a physical reason to be explained later.)

Moreover, the stress-energy-momentum tensor and the consequent total
momentum-energy as computed from a general Lagrangian are somewhat
incomplete in this paper. However, in the next paper, these quantities for
the free Klein-Gordon, electro-magnetic, and Dirac fields are furnished with
eract equations.

2. Notations and preliminary definitions

There exists a characteristic length ¢ (which may be the Planck length) in this
theory. We choose the absolute units such that h = ¢ = ¢ = 1. All physical
quantities are expressed as dimensionless numbers. Greek indices take from
{1,2,3,4}, roman indices take from {1,2,3}, and the capital roman take
from {1,2}. Einstein’s summation convention is followed in all three cases.
We denote the flat space-time metric by 7, and the diagonal matrix [1,,] :=
diag[1,1,1 — 1]. (The signature of the metric is obviously +2.) We denote
the set of all non-negative integers by N := {0} U{Z*} ={0,1,2,3,...}. An
element n € Nx N x N x N and an element (n,t) € N®> xR can be expressed
as

n = (n',n? n®n?), n* N, pe{l,23,4}; (1A)

(n,t) = (n',n* 0 t), n/ €N, j€{1,2,3}, tcR. (1B)

Here and elsewhere, a bold roman letter indicates a three-dimensional vector.
In this paper, the equations in the relativistic phase space are denoted by
(..A), whereas the equations in the discrete phase space and continuous time
are labelled by (..B). Both formulations are presented up to the difference and
difference-differential conservation laws. Subsequently, only the difference-
differential equations are pursued. The physical meanings of the quantum
numbers n* are understood from the equations

(") 4+ (p")* =2n" +1, pe {1,234}, (2)

where x* denote the space-time coordinates and p* stand for four-momentum
components in quantum mechanics.
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FIG. 1 One discrete phase plane.

Therefore, n* gives rise to a closed phase space loop of radius v/2n* + 1 in
the p-th phase plane. Field quanta reside in such phase space loops where the
measurements of angles are completely uncertain (see Fig.1). Phase space
loops can be interpreted as degenerate phase cells.

We shall encounter three dimensional improper integrals in computing
the total conserved quantities. Those integrals are always defined to be the
Cauchy-principal-value:

L L L
/ F(k) d*k = Jim / / / Flkr, ko, k) diydkodhks| . (3)
R —L—-L—-L

Let a function be defined by f : N* — R (or f: N* — C). Then the
right partial difference, the left partial difference, and the weighted-mean
difference are defined respectively by [3,4]:

A f(n) = flon+1,.)— f(.,n" ), (4i)
Al f(n) == fn, ) = flon® = 1,.), (4ii)
A f(n) == (1V2) [V 1 f(onf 41,0 = Vr f(nk = 1,.)] (4idd)



It is clear that the partial difference operators A,, A} A% are all linear and
the operators —iA7 are self-adjoint [3]. By direct computations, we can
prove the following generalizations of the Leibnitz rule:

A lf(n)gn)] = f(..,n" +1,.)A,9(n) + g(n)ALf(n), (51)
ALlf(n)g(n)] = f(n)ALg(n) + g(..,n" = 1,. )AL f(n), (5ii)

A*[f(n)g(n)] = f(.,n*+1,.)A%g(n) + g(..,n*—1,..) A% f(n)
—f(,nt 1, 0)g(, =1, L) A%(L)

= flon=1,)A%g(n) +g(.,n* +1,.)A% f(n)  (5ii])
—f(nt=1,.)g(., " +1,.)A%(1),

A1) = (1/V2) [V + 1=k ], lim A%(1) =0, (5iv)

AV [g) (o nt = 1) + ¢ mt =1, )p(n)]}
= V2[p(n)Af(n) + P(n) Ak d(n)).

In the left-hand side of the equation (5v), the index g is not summed.
We shall furnish a few more rules involving finite difference operations in
the following equations:

vy + 1A,0(n) + VirALé(n) = V2 [ALé(n) — d(n) - AF(L)],  (60)

VP FTAAEG(n) + Vi AL AEG(n)
= V2[AFALp(n) — Afrg(n) - AZ(1)],

Vil T[Aup(n)]? = Vil [ALp(n)]?

(6iii)
= V2{A*[3(n)]* — 26(n)Afd(n) + [p(n)]* - AZ(1)},



Vit +1(A A7) - (AuAEG) — Vi (AL AL 9) - (AL, A%9)
= V2{AL(ALo - ALo) — ALo - (AfALG) — Abg - (A} ALY) (6iv)
+HAL9) - (AZ0)AL()}

Vi +1(A,A4,)(A,By) — v/nk (ALAL)(ALBs)

(6v)
=2 [Aﬁ(A,,BU) — AI,A:fBo — (AﬁA,,)Bo + A,,BC,Aﬁ(l)] )
Here, neither the index g nor the index v is summed.
Now the rules for the summations will be listed.
Ny
> A f(n)=f, Ny +1,.) = f(., N L), (71)
nt=Ny}'
Ny
> (AL f(n) = f(.,N§, )= f(, NI =1,.), (7ii)
nt=N1
Ny
S Aff(n) = (1/V2) l\/Ng +1 (., NE+1,.)
=N N (7iii)
NGNS 1)+ Y WALf(n)] .
nt=NI'+1

It can be noted that right-hand sides of the equations (7i) and (7ii) contain
only boundary terms whereas the right-hand side of (7iii) contains many
more than just boundary terms.

3. Gauss’s theorem and conservation laws in a discrete space

Let a domain D of the four-dimensional discrete space N* be given by (see
Fig. 2)

D:={neN": N'<n'<N§, pe{l,23,4}}. (8)
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FIG. 2 A two-dimensional dicrete domain.

The discrete boundary points of D are taken to be

8D = 81_D U 81+D U aQ_D U 82+D U 03_D U 83+D U 84_D U 84+D,
O0,-D :={neN':n'=N{' N7 <n? <NJ,o# u}, 9)

Oy D :={neN': nt =N N <n° < NJ,o # u}.
o 1 2

We also denote the unit “normal” v, on the boundary dD by the follow-
ing definition.

lon 0,4 D,

Vuln) = { —lond,-D. (10)

We assume that a tensor field j*(n) is defined over D C N*. (See equa-
tion (34A) for the definition of a tensor field.) Now we are ready to state
and prove formally the “discrete Gauss’s theorem” [5].



Theorem 3.1 (Discrete Gauss’s):  Let a tensor field j* (n) be defined on
DUdD C N Then

Ny N3 N3 Ny (4)
Z > 2 > A = [Au(n)]
N1n2 N2n3 N3n4 N4 DCN4
(11)
(3)
= > Jm)vu(n)
ODCN4

Proof.  Using the equation (7i) four times to the left-hand side of the
equation (11) we obtain

N2 N3

DS Z iAlj bt

n?2=N2 n3=N3} n*=N{ | nl=N}

NZ N3

= >, Z Z L(NE ) = G (NS )+

n?2=N2 n3=N} n*=N{

[ (3)
> ik(n) Z] ot
_81+D
(3)
= oot + .+t
| 01+ DUO1-D

)
> 3 (mvu(n). -

ODCN*

We shall now make some comments on the preceding theorem.

(i) An alternate theorem holds by replacing the left-hand side of the equa-
()
tion (11) by > [A]j*(n)].
DCN4

(ii) Both forms of Gauss’s theorem can be generalized to any finite-dimen-
sional discrete space.

(iii) In the finite difference representation of quantum mechanics [3], the
four momentum operators are furnished by P, = —iA%. These are conse-
quences of the relativistic representations. However, Gauss’s theorem 3.1,
which uses A, operators, is non-relativistic. (The relativistic Gauss’s theo-

4)
rem involving > [A%j#(n)] is not yet solved. See the comments at the end
DCN4



of this section.) The partial difference and difference-differential conservation
equations (non-relativistic) are furnished by

Aujt(n) =0, (12A)
Ayj®(n,t) + 05" (n,t) = 0. (12B)

Difference conservation equations lead to summation conservations. We shall
presently state and prove a theorem about this topic.

Theorem 3.2 (Conserved sums): Let a tensor field j*+™ satisfy the
partial difference conservation A,j*(n) =0 in a domain D C N* giwen in
the equation (8). Let furthermore the boundary conditions

3> (n)w(n)ja,, pua, o =0 (13)

hold. Then the sum

N3 N2

ZZZ L(nt n? n® Ny

nl=N{ n2=NZ2 n3=N3}

1 2
N2 N 2

= > Z Z L(ntn? n® N (14)

nl=N} n2=NZ2 n3=N3}

N} N2

:Z Z i] (n*,n% n3 n*

n1=N} n2=N2 n3=N3}
for all n* satisfying N{ < n* < NJ.

Proof. Using Gauss’s theorem 3.1 and the difference conservation equa-
tion (12A), we conclude that

(4)
0 = Z [A g (n)]
DcN4
(3) (3)
= Y i)+t Y i),

81+DU817D 34+DU847D



Assuming the boundary conditions (13), the above equation yields

3)

0 = Y. it (n)r(n)

044 DUOs_ D

:Z]TLTLTLN4 Z]?’L?’LTLN4)

044+ D

Considering Gauss’s theorem for a proper subset of D, the equation (14)
follows. O

In the case of the difference conservation equation (12) being valid for
the denumerably infinite domain N*, we can derive conserved sums under
suitable boundary conditions. Such boundary conditions (sufficient) are

0D = {n€N4: n®=0, 0 <n®< oo, a%b},
Our D = {nEN4:n“:M,O§nb<oo,a7éb}, (15A)
: b.. —q-
dm [7mymm)] =0
0D = {(n,t)ENng: n®=0, 0 <nb< oo, a%b} ,
00D = {(n) eEN*x R:n*=M, 0<n’ <o0, a#b}, (15B)
: b.. _
]\}gnoo []-- (n,7) vy(n, t)} |0a_DUBay D 0.

Under boundary conditions (15A), the equation (14) yields the following
totally conserved quantities (generalized charges!)

Z Z Z gt (nt,n? n3 0t = Z j*(n,n*)
nl=0n2=0 n3=0 neN?

(16A)

(3)
= Y j*(n2)

neNs

In the case of the difference-differential conservation equations (12B) and
the boundary conditions (15B), we can derive the totally conserved quantities

(3) (3)
= > jtmt) =" j*(m,0). (16B)

neNs3 neN3

One may wonder why are we considering the non-relativistic Gauss’s the-
orem and the consequent conserved sums at all! In Section 5, we shall prove
that the theorems of this section can be used tactfully to elicit relativistic
conserved sums.



4. Relativistic covariance of partial difference and difference-dif-
ferential wave equations

The relativistic invariance or covariance of our partial difference or difference-
differential equations is quite delicate. The criterion used in this paper has
been developed through many papers [6] published in the last three decades.
Let us start with a very simple example of Poincaré transformations and the
invariance of the usual wave equation under that transformation. Consider
the infinitesimal time-translation:

(17)

a

8 8
|

a a7 f4:$4—|—64,
a7 LL’4 f4

SIS

— et

There exists in the old frame a different event (z#) which has the same
coordinates (x) in the new frame. The coordinates of (z#) from (17) are

given by
#a __ a # 4

ot =g p#t =gt — &t 3t =t (18)

Consider the transformation rule for a scalar field ¢(x) given by

() = o),

) — ¢(x#) — ¢( 1,I2,£L’3,(L’4 _ 84). (19)

PSSR

Let ¢(x) be a Taylor-expandible (or analytic) function. In that case we
can express (19) by Lagrange’s formula as

3z) = lexp(—c'an)] o(x)
= [exp(—ict(—i)y)] 6(x)
= o(x) - o) +0[()?] (20)
0
8M = En

Moreover, let ¢(z) satisfy the usual wave equation
" 0,0,¢6(x) = 0. (21)
In the new frame,

N 0,0,0(x) = 09,0, {[exp(—<*0n)]o(x)}
= [exp(—€'0s)] [1"0,0,¢(x)] = 0.

The above equation demonstrates in an unusual manner the relativistic in-
variance of the wave equation under an infinitesimal time translation. We
shall follow similar proofs in the sequel.

10



Let us now re-examine the very concept of relativistic invariance or co-
variance. The relativistic covariance does not necessarily imply that the
space and time coordinates must be treated on the same footing. Nor do the
equations which treat space and time variables on the equal footing auto-
matically imply the relativistic covariance. For example, let us consider the
partial difference Klein-Gordon equation [7] in the lattice space-time as

N ALALG(n) —m?é(n) = 0. (22)

This equation treats discrete space and time variables on the same footing.
However, the equation (22) is certainly not invariant under the continuous
Poincaré group ZO(3,1)! (Although there exists the lattice Lorentz group [8],
a subgroup of the Lorentz group O(3,1), which leaves the lattice space-time
invariant. )

Consider another example, namely the Friedmann-Robertson-Walker cos-
mological model of the universe. The corresponding metric and the “or-
thonormal” tetrad are given by [9]:

ds*> = [R()?[1 + Kdupx 2’720, ;dx'dx?] — (dt)?,
el = (R + Kouatalol, (23)
ey = -

The above metric and the corresponding tetrad do not treat the space and
time variables on equal footing. (Although these are extracted as exact so-
lutions of Einstein’s general covariant equations.) However, if we consider a
suitably parametrized motion curve given by a time-like geodesic, the appro-
priate Lagrangian and the four-momentum are given by:

L(.) =

—

m/2) {[ROP[1 + Kaaa’] 25447 — (2)}

OL(.. " ble g
by = ax(ﬂ) 66) = m[R(t)] [1 + Kdabflf ,’L’b] 1(5)2:1: ,
(24)
OL(..) .
P = o ey = —mt,
m > 0.
Recalling that g,,(z)##4#” = —1 along a time-like geodesic, we obtain from
(24) that
W pype) = —m?. (25)

Therefore, the special relativistic equation (25) holds among the tetrad com-
ponents of the four-momentum locally. In fact, in every reasonable curved
universe, with any admissible coordinate system, the special relativity holds
locally whether or not the Poincaré group ZO(3,1) is globally admitted as
Killing motion.

11



In a flat space-time, the first quantization of the equation (25) leads to
the relativistic operator equation:

(7" PP, +m*1)¢ =0. (26)

Here, gz; and 0 are vectors in the tensor-product [3] of the Hilbert spaces.
The P,’s represent four self-adjoint, unbounded linear operators and “I”
stands for the identity operator. The equation (26) physically represents the
quantum mechanics of a massive, spin-less, free particle. Let us explore the
relativistic invariance of the operator equation (26). The finite and infinites-
imal versions of a Poincaré transformation in the classical level are given
respectively by:

ot =at + tha”

V£Z£V = TNag 5
Ny B3 = Tap (27)
ot =at 4 et 4 ek,

Epy = Mol = —€uu + 0(€2) .

However, there exist in a deeper level, the quantum Poincaré transfor-
mations on quantum mechanical operators. In fact, there are two possible
quantum Poincaré transformations of operators which involve the same uni-
tary mapping. The Heisenberg-type of Poincaré transformations [10] under
the infinitesimal version of (27) are furnished by:

Ule) i= exp {—ic"P, + (i/4)e™ (QuP, — QuP, + P,Q, — P.Q,)}, (28iH)

Qub, — P,Qu = inul, (28iiH)

B, =U'(e)PU(e) = B, — /P, + 0(?), (28iiiH)

Q" =U'(e)Q"U(e) = Q" + &' + hQ’ + 0(e?) (28ivH)
3=3. (28vH)

Here, the dagger denotes the hermitian conjugation.
In the Schroedinger-type of covariance [10], the abstract operators and
the state vectors transform under the infinitesimal version of (27) as

=P, Q" = Q" (28iS)

6=U()d, (28iiS)

-

66 =66 = {—z'[sﬂpu—u/zl)ew
P, —

o (28iiiS)
(Qu v — QuP, + P,Qy — PuQV)] + 0(52)}¢-

12



Here, U(e) is the same as in (28iH). The vector 8¢ is called the Lie-variation
of the vector gz;

Note that in the two types of transformations, the expectation values of
a polynomial operator F'(P, (@) is given by:

G F(P, Q)b = (G FIUTPU,UIQUI|G)
= (G|UTF(P,Q)U|¢a) = (Us|F(P,Q)|Us)
= (G F(P, D))

(Here, (fy|¢a) denotes the inner-product of the two vectors ¢, and ¢,.)
Therefore, physical quantities transform exactly in the same manner under
Heisenberg-type and Schroedinger-type of quantum covariance rules. We
shall follow the Schroedinger-type of covariance in this paper.

It is well known [11] that the operator P*P,, which is one of the Casimir
operators of the Poincaré group ZO(3,1), commute with all the generators
P, and (1/4)(Q.P,—Q,P,+P,Q,—F,Q,) of the Poincaré group. Therefore,
we obtain from (28i-iv S),

(PP, +m?1] 6 =[PPy + m?1] (6 + 6,]

=[PP, + m21][6,0)

— i [# Py— (1)) (Qu Py = Qu Pt PoQu—Pu@,)] % (29)
[P° P, +m21]g+0(2)
=0(e?) .

Therefore, the operator equation (29) is an actual proof of the relativistic in-
variance (up to the 2nd order terms) for the operator Klein-Gordon equation
(26).

We can generalize the Lie-variation (28ivH) for an arbitrary relativistic
tensor (or spinor) operator gz; The appropriate definition is given by:

¢ =G = ad = —i{eB (1

, (30)
[(QMPI/ - QMPV + PI/QM - PMQV) + 25,“/} }¢ + 0(62) s

where S;, = -5, denotes the “spin operator”.

The values of the entries for S;, can be calculated exactly from the usual
tensor and spinor transformation rules. For example, if we consider a vector
field (E with components ¢%, then S7 5 = 7,505 — 1,50,

Now we shall state a necessary criterion for the relativistic invariance of
an operator equation.

13



“Let an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space vector (E represent a particle
with zero or non-zero spin. Let the corresponding Lie-variation 5L<5" be given
by the equation (30). In the case of the operator equation for gz; being rela-
tivistic invariant or covariant, the Lie-variation 5ng§“ must satisfy the same
operator equation as gg does (up to the 2nd order terms).”

Let us apply the above criterion of covariance on different first-quantized
equations arising out of different representations of quantum mechanics.
Firstly, consider the usual Schroedinger representation of quantum mechan-
ics, namely, P, = —i0, and Q" = x*. The operator equation (26) of the
mass-shell constraint goes over into

—0¢(z) + m?¢(z) := —[n"0,0,6(z) — m*¢(z)] = 0.

This is the usual Klein-Gordon equation. The Lie-variation under ZO(3,1)
is given by

Spo(x) = — [0, — (1/4)e" (2,0, — 2,0, + Oy, — Op,)] ¢(x) + 0(£2) .
Therefore,
—00,¢(x) +m*0,¢()
= [0, = (1/ )" (2400 = 2,0+ Oy — Oy )] [-D() +m?$(x)]+0(c?)
=0(e?).
Therefore, the relativistic invariance (up to the second order term) is assured.

In the second example, let us consider the finite-difference representation
[3] of the quantum mechanics by putting

P, =—iAt, Q.= (1/V2)(AuVn# — VA, + 2V ).
Here, the index g is not summed. The operator equation (26) yields
M ARAES(n) —mP(n) =0,

n:= (n',n? n3 n') e N*.

(31A)

This is the finite difference version of the Klein-Gordon equation. The cor-
responding Lie-variation is given by:

0u6(n) = —{e"Afd(n) — (1/4V2)e™ [(A/nF — VP A, + 2/nf) A
(AN — AP + 2/IP)AF + AF (A, iF — aEA, + 2/n)
—AF (AN = VPN, + 2v/n7)|6(n) ) + 0(e).

Here, the indices p,v are summed. It can be proved by direct computations

that
1 AEAY [0pp(n)] — m?[orp(n)] = 0() .

14



Thus the partial difference equation (31A) is indeed invariant (up to the
second order terms) under the continuous Poincaré group!

Now, as the third example, let us consider a mized difference-differential
representation of the quantum mechanics by choosing

Pb: —ZAz&, P4: —’i8457:8t,
Qp = (1/3/2) (AP — VIPAL + 2V 1), Qf =t = 1.

Here, the index b is not summed. The operator equation (26) yields the
difference-differential version of the Klein-Gordon equation:

0PAEATS(n,t) — (0)°d(n,t) — m*d(n,t) =0,

(n,t) e N* x R. (318)

Here 6% is the Kronecker delta. We have for the Lie-variation
orp(n,t) =
—{PAF +£10, — (1/4v2)e [(Auv/n® — VP A + 2¢/n%) A}
—(ApVnP — VA, + 2Vnb)AF + Af (A%n® — VntAl +2y/n%)  (32B)
— (AR = Vb Ay + 2V/nP) | ¢(n, 1)
+(1/v/2)e [(Aav/n® — VAL D, — tAY | ho(n, 1)

Here, the indices a,b are summed. We can prove by a long calculation that
IPALAF[0r0(n,1)] = (0)*[0rd(n,1)] — m*[06(n, 1)] = 0(¢?).

In other words, the difference-differential equation (31B) is indeed invariant
(up to the second order terms) under the ten-parameter continuous group
ZO(3,1)!

As the last example, consider the Schroedinger’s difference-differential
equation [3] for a free particle (with m > 0) as

(2m) 0P A Afap(n, t) +i0b(n,t) = 0.

The Lie-variation .1 (n,t) according to the equation (32B) does not satisfy
the Schroedinger difference-differential equation up to the second order terms.
The reason for this failure is the operator Py = i0; does not commute with
three particular generators Q4 P, — Qp P, of the Poincaré group. Therefore,
we obtain an alternate proof of the well-known fact that the Schroedinger
equation is non-relativistic. Thus, our necessary criterion involving the Lie-
variation can prove or else disprove the relativistic invariance or covariance
(up to the second order terms) of a quantum mechanical system in any rep-
resentation.

15



We need to define the exact transformation rules for a tensor or spinor
field in partial difference and difference-differential representations. Recall
from (27) that the finite Poincaré transformation is given by

" =at + that
wh? =7 (l; — 6}), (33)
Wap + Wea + Nuwhws = 0.

The ezact transformation rules for the tensor and spinor fields under (33)
are furnished by:

o-(n) = (exp{—a"Af +(1/8V2) (W —w)
(A v/nF — /A, + 2/ni) A
—(AVn” — VP A, + 24/n7) A (34A)
HAL (At — VA, +2ynk)
—AF (AN = PN+ 2v/n7) 4028, | ) 6 (),

o(mt) = (exp{—a'Af —a'd — (1/8v2) (" — ')
[(AuV/n® — VoA, + 2/n") A}
—(AyV/nb — Vb A} + 2V/n?) AF
+AF (Auv/ns — /oAl + 24/n) (34B)
—AF (AP — Vb AG + 2v/nP) + 028, |
—(i/2v/2) (™ = wi) [(Auv/n® — VneAL)D,
—tAY +iS; |}) - ¢ (n, ).

Here, indices y, v and a,b are summed and S;;, stands for the spin-operator
for the field ¢ (n) or ¢ (n,t).

An obvious question that arises is how the discrete variables n', n?, n3, n*
transform from one inertial observer to another! We can recall that the inte-
ger n* appears as the eigenvalue 2n* + 1 of the operator (P*)? + (Q*)%. A
particle in the corresponding eigenstate @Enu is located on a circle of radius
V2n# + 1 in the pf—x*-th phase plane (see Fig.1). However, for a relatively
moving observer, according to the Schroedinger-type of covariance, the par-
ticle is in the state ¢ = U(e)thw. (See equations (28iS,iiS,iiiS).) But ¥ is
not an eigenstate of the operator (P*)2+ (Q*)? = (P*)2 4+ (Q")2. Therefore,

16



the particle appears in a fuzzy domain in the phase plane for the moving

observer. But for the moving observer, there exists another state w

G # U(E) = 0 such that [(P9)2 4+ ()2, = [(PY)? + (Q“)2)d =

(2n#+1)4 .. Therefore, @Dnﬂ is an eigenvector for the operator (P)2+ (Q")2
in the moving frame and the corresponding eigenvalue is 2n* 4+ 1. Thus both
observers have exactly similar discretized phase planes (see Fig. 1), although
discrete circles in one frame do not transform into discrete circles in another
frame!

Now, we shall prove the relativistic invariance of the summation operation
o0 o0 o0

§ > > > and the sum-integral operation § § § [ dt. Consider

n'=0n2=07n?=0n'=0 nl=0n2=0n3=0 R
the state vector (E representing a scalar particle in the abstract equations in
(26) and (281,ii,iiiS). Mathematically speaking, gz_g €EHi @Ha®Hs ® Hy, is
the tensor product of Hilbert spaces [3,12]. Here, the Hilbert space H, is
acted upon by the operators P,, (), etc. The square of the norm of gz; is
given by: . o

[0 :=(¢lo).

But from (28iH), (28iiS) we have

161° = (G0 U(E)S) = 11 81,

where the dagger denotes the hermitian-conjugation. Thus, the norm || gz; |
is invariant under the unitary transformation induced by an infinitesimal
Poincaré transformation.

Moreover, under a finite Poincaré transformation which induces a unitary

mapping, we can conclude that ||| = || & |.
In the finite difference representation of the scalar field [3] we have

16117 := ZZZZMW n®,n’ nh)[*.

nl=0n2=0n3=0n%=0

Moreover, in the difference-differential representation

1P=3 3 z/ S(n',n?, 0%, t)[2dt .

nl=0n2=0n3=0 R

[C e o]

Therefore, by the invariance of ||¢||2, both operations § § > > and

nl=0n2=0n3=0n4=0

> > > [dt must be relativistically invariant.
nl=0n2=0n3=0 R

17



5. Variational formalism and conservation equations

Let us consider a real-valued tensor field A*-(n) in the difference representa-
tion and A" (n,t) in the difference-differential representations. The action
sum or the action sum-integral for such fields are defined respectively by:

N NZ N3 N3
-y Y Y %
nl=N] n2=N? n3=N3 ni=N} (35A)

L (n7 Yy, yu) \y‘“:A”“(n),y;j“:AﬁA”“(n) )

2 2 3
N2 N2 N3tz

=3 > >

nl=N] n2=NZ n3=N3} ¢ (35B)

L(n7tuy h 7yb7y4)‘ ve=Av-(n,t),y _A#AV 7y4= =0t AV ’

The Euler-Lagrange equations under zero boundary variations for A (n)
or A¥"(n,t) are given by (see Appendix I):

L) o flon)] |
v A{[Ty]} , (36A)

N S VG N A

In the case of a complex-value tensor field ¢*(n) and ¢"(n,t), the action
sum and sum-integral are defined respectively by:

a N2 N3

Al -zzzi

=N] n2=N2 n3=N} ni=N} (37A)

L(n V.. V.. V.. 1/..)
7p 7p 7pu 7pu ‘pun:(ﬁl/“(n)ypuu:(z,l/.‘(n)
lofr =afev o =Af ¢V (n)

N N2 to

A7) =3 Y Z
nl=N{ n2=NZ n3=N} |
o 37B)
L(n t. V.. V.. « V.. V.. V.. V..) dt . (
PP P P P Pa |V =gV (nst), pVo =g (D)
oy =af gV, oV =ntor
lpy - =0p0" ", p} —3t¢V
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Here, the bar stands for the complex-conjugation.
The corresponding Euler-Lagrange equations are:

OL(..) _M{‘aL(.,)‘ }:0’
|

apu‘ K I 8pz N

apu‘ H
OL(.) L] |, JloL)] |
dpv-|.. Ap { | Opy | |.} o { | O ] |.} B

OL(-) . J[oL()] |, [ToL()] | _
- Ab{_ﬁﬁ_L} at{-ﬁﬁw}

) {[m] Yo
L l..

(38B)

In the derivation of above equations, the techniques of the complex-

conjugate coordinates are used [13,14].

We shall now derive the partial difference and the difference-differential

conservation equations for various fields (see Appendix II).

AT +..=0,

nv laL(..) A# A0
n

s = —
() 2 10y (w1

o(L..)
_'_
oy ..

’ (AZ&AQN)'(“’TLU_L“) - 55L()‘ ?

ATP + 0T+ .. =0,

ATY +0,T) =0,

nb [au..) A A

Tb t = -
(n,t) 2 | Oy~ bl(..,nb—1,..)

a(L..)

+
aya.. bl..

(ALY ooy~ L)L |
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THn,t) = o CAFAY (39Biv)
4|..
b o n_b aL() . a.. aL() . a..
T =5 [8y§"(:.,nb_1,..) AT vy OAT a1, (395Y)
T} (n,t) := %Lii'_‘_) SO A% — L) (39Biv)
Y|’

We can sum or sum-integrate the relativistic conservation equations over
an appropriate domain of N* or N? x R. Using Gauss’s theorem 3.1 and
assuming boundary conditions similar to the equations (15A,B), we obtain
the total conserved four-momentum:

00(3) 00(3)
—-P, = z_jO[T;*(n, n')+.] = z_jO[T;*(n, 2)+.], (40A)
00(3) 00(3)
—P, = Z_jO[Tg*(n,t) +.]= Z_jO[Tg*(n,O) +.], (40Bi)
00(3) 00(3)
H:=—-P, = Z()[Tf(n,t) +.]= Z()[Tf(n, 0) +..], (40Bii)

0o(3) © oo oo
IS o

n=0 nl=0n2=0n3=0

The total energy-momentum components P, are given by incomplete
equations (40A), (40Bi,ii) for a general Lagrangian. However, in the fol-
lowing paper, we shall derive exact equations for the Klein-Gordon, electro-
magnetic, and Dirac fields.

In case of a complex-valued field ¢, the difference and difference-differ-
ential conservation for the charge-current vector j* is given by equations
(A.II.9A,B) as:

At (n) =0, (41A1)

jrn) = @ { [#“) 6 (n)

OL(..) .. W
R % (ym 1,..)]} + (c.c.),

(41ii)

+
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Apj®(n,t) 4+ 0,5 (n,t) =0, (41Bi)

P

{[ )
)

- (41Bii)
+ o o™ (,n’ — 1, )] } + (c.c.),
i, t) = iel%i%-_) (1) — %Lp;) o (m, t)] (41Biii)

Here, (c.c) stands for the complex-conjugation of the preceding terms and

= /4w /137 is the charge parameter.

Under appropriate boundary conditions (15A,B), we can derive the con-
served total charge:

e o) OL(.) ..
Q= \/Enz::o{ i o) (n,2)—l-ap4l(n2) % (n,1)| p+(cc.), (42A)

[— e W OL(-)

2 Oine, - 9™ (n, )] + (c.c.). (42B)

Note that equations (42A,B) are already exact.

We shall now make some comments about the total conserved quantities.
In the precedlng section, we have deduced that the four fold summation

Z Z Z Z and the summation-integration Z Z Z [ dt are rela-

nl=0mn2=0n3=0n4=0 nl=0n2=0n3=0 R

tivistically invariant operations. We have obtained the total four-momentum
P, in the equations (40A), (40Bi,ii) by the four-fold summation and the
summation-integration of the relativistic conservation equations (A.IL.4A)
and (A.IL.4Bi,ii) respectively. Therefore, we claim that (the complete) P,’s
are components of a relativisitic four-vector. Similarly, the total charge in
equations (42A) or (42B) is relativistic invariant.

The physical contents of the partial difference conservation (39Ai) and
the difference-differential conservation (39Bi) are identical. However, the
total four-momentum components P, in (40A) and (40Bi,ii) are quite dif-
ferent inspite of the same notations! The reason for this distinction is that
in equation (40A), the summation of the field is over a n* = const. “hy-
perspace”. In covariant phase space, an n* = const. “hypersurface” implies
that (t)?+ (ps)? = (2n* +1) = const. Therefore, in the ¢-p* phase plane, the
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time coordinate t oscillates between the values —v/2n* +1 and +/2n* + 1.
It is certainly not a t = const. “slice”. However, in the case of equations
(40Bi,ii), the usual t = const. “hypersurface” of the discrete phase space and
continuous time is used.

Appendix I: Euler-Lagrange equations

We shall consider a two-dimensional lattice function f for the sake of sim-
plicity. We firstly choose a two-dimensional discrete domain (see Fig. 2)

D:={neN%: 0< N{'< N3} 2< Ns'- N Ni'<n? < N3 Ac{1,2}}. (AL1)

We shall follow the summation convention on capital indices which take val-
ues from {1,2}.

A real-valued lattice function f : D C N? — R is considered. The
Lagrangian function L : D € N2 x R x R2 — R is assumed to be Taylor-
expandible (or real analytic). (In all practical purposes, L is a polynomial
function.) The action functional A is defined to be the double-sum

2
Ny N

Af) = > > Ly ya) jy=pn) yamnt fmy » 1= (n',n?). (AL2)

nl=N{ n2=N?

Now we define the variations of the lattice function f by

0f(n) = eh(n),

(A.13)
S[ALf(n)] = eAlh(n) = A%[0f(n)].

Here, € > 0 is an arbitrary, small, positive number. Therefore, the variation
of the action functional A is furnished by:

Nl
SA(f) = Z Z (L0 Y5901, pamat praat )

n=N} n2=N?2

—L(TL Y, yA)\y f(n),ya=A% f(”)}

{[ 6 = =A%
=N{ n2=N? Y ly=f(n),ya=A%f

OL(..
-h(n)—l—l 8( )]
Ya liy=f(n),ya=a%s

(A.14)

~Ajh(n)} +0(g?).
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The variational principle, which implies the stationary (or critical) values
of the action functional, can be stated succinctly as

lim 0A(f)

e—04 I

=0.

The above equation yields from (A.I.4) that

il (T R S G ST

0ya

(Here, we have simplified the notation by putting |(n',n?) in place of |y =
f(n',n?), ya = A% f(n',n?).) Using the definition (4iii), opening up the
double-sum in (A.L.5), and rearranging terms, we obtain (after a very long
calculation)

Nf Z {m—ﬂ'(nw—ﬁla“ >] nl,n?)}-hml,n?)

nl=Nl+1 n2=N2+1 ) 9Ya

(A.L6)

+(Boundary terms) =0.

Here, the boundary terms are given by:

(Boundary terms) :=

N2 N L
N Z OL(-) (N} 4k, N2 1)
2 (=0 0% (k)
1 L(.
1/ 0 - h(Ny + 1, N} + k)
0 8y1 [(N3+1,N2+k)
2 1 8[4
2 -h(N} + k, N7 +1)
0 8y2 [(Ni+k,N2)
1 1 L
\/—1 0 -h(N} —1,N? + k)
2 0 391 |(N],N2+k)
N
OL(..
Z oL M( L >>
= Y |(Ni+4,N2) Y1 l..

2
1 1 . 2
=1/ ~h(Ny + 3, N7)
8y2 (N1+3N2+1)} ! !
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+N3‘ZN11‘1 OL(..) LM er()
j=1 dy |(N1,N2+5) 2 Op |(N3—1,N247)

+N2‘ZN1‘1{(9L(..) - lﬁ <8L(-.) )]
=1 dy |(N1+5,N2) Oy . |(N{+35,N2)

} N4 N2)

2 0y g3

+N22‘ZN12‘1 OL(..) [N} +1 9L(..)
i QY (N1 N2 2 Oy Nz

>
[P
N
o 2
@A
o :
~
P
=
2
iy
N

_|._
——
o)
b{
= =
— <
=
_|_
—_
o)
=

Oy vz V2

/N1 2B H-h(NhN%)

dys |(N{,N241)

L(. 1 [ oL
A 3

|(N3.N?)

—/NZ2+1 OL(-) ”-h(N;,Nf)

Y2 |(N1,N241)

Q

~—
~—

E
Q
=

. 1
+<{—F + —=
{ dy [(N3,N2) V2

+ /g % ] - h(Ny, N7)

Y2 [(N3,N2-1

Oy [(Ni-1,N2)

5
_l’_

1
a?/l [(N{4+1,N3)

dy [(NE,N2) \/5

—\/N? oL ] -h(N!, N2).

Y [(N},N2—1

(A.L7)



The imposed plus natural boundary conditions [13] imply that the bound-
ary terms in (A.I.7) add up to zero. There exist many possible boundary
conditions. We shall adopt the simplest of all, namely

h(n17n2>|Boundary = 07

(AL8)
5f(n17 n2>|Boundary = 0.

Note that the discrete boundary points in equation (A.L.7) are more in
number than those in equation (9). We have to prove now the analogue of
the Dubois-Reymond lemma [14].

Lemma: Let the double sum

N}-1 NZ-1

2. > gn',n®)h(n',n*) =0

nl=N]+4+1 n2=N32+1

for a function g and an arbitrary function h over the domain D C N? defined
in equation (A.1.1). Then g(n',n?) =0 in D.

Proof.  Choose h(n',n?) := 6™ 6™ for some (m',m?) € D. (The o7

denotes the Kronecker delta.) Then

Ni-1 N2-1

> > g(n',n®) h(n',n?

nl=N]+1 n2=NZ+1

Ni-1 NZ-1

= > Y g(nnd)eman = g(m',m?) =0.

nl=N}+1 n2=N2+1

Since the choice of (m!,m?) € D is arbitrary, it follows that g(n',n?) = 0
for all (n',n?) € D. O

At this stage we have furnished essentially the proof of the following
generalization of the Fuler-Lagrange theorem.

Theorem (A.1.1): Let a function f: D C N> — R, where D is defined in
(A.L1). Let an action functional A(f) be defined by (A.1.2). The stationary
values of A, under the boundary variation §f(n).. = 0, are given by the
solutions of the partial difference equation:

OL(..) _Aj{laL(..)]
Ay ly=F(n), ya=A% f(n) Fya ly=F(n), ya=A0%

} =0. (AIL9)
(n)
(Here, the index A is summed over {1,2}.)
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Appendix II: Partial difference and difference-differential conser-
vation equations

Consider the discrete domain D C N* given by equation (A.I.1). Let A% (n)
be a real-valued (r+s)-th order tensor field over D C N*. (See equations
(34A,B).) The Lagrangian L(y®;yS) is a real-valued, analytic, and rela-
tivistic invariant function over a domain of the continuum R*™ x R ™"

The action functional A(A%) is given by the four-fold sum (compare equa-
tion (A.L.2))

N3 N2 N3

AAn) = Z >y oy

=N} n2=N2 n3=N3 ni=N? (A.IL1)
Ly ;yf")|ya~:Aa~(n),yg:A’jAw :
In the usual case, L is a polynomial function of the 42"+5)*1 real variables.
The Taylor expansion of L is given by

L{y™ + Ay™, gy~ + Ayp)

rtvan ey 4 |OLG) e OL(L)

82L( 82L(..) o ) (A.IL.2)
[8 -y W(Ay )(Ayf)

PL(..)
ys 8yg

OLL) (pyeey(ag) +

" (Aye ><Ay5~>] "

Here we have followed the summation convention on every repeated Greek
index. Moreover, for a second-degree polynomial function L, the additional
terms denoted by ... exactly vanish.

Now, we investigate the partial difference operations on L(..). Using equa-
tions (4iii), (A.IL.2), (5iv), (6i,ii,iii,iv) and not summing the index pu, we
derive that

\/éAfj {L(ya“ ;y,‘j‘")|ya,:Aa.4(n)7yg.:Aan‘}
= (V) - L{A® (om0, ) 27V T A (b1, i)
—V7 A (ot 1, = 1)
—(Vr) - Ly AT (ot = 1, 272V T A (nt = 1 1)
—vnr A% (Lont —1, .., n" — 1, )”
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= (VP +1) - L[A%(n) + A A% 5 AFA™(n) + A, AF A
—(V/n) - LA™ (n) — A A% 5 A A (n) — A AF A

OL(..) L1 9PL(.)
oy, T gy |

— VPt 1 {L(..)+[

dL(.) 1 2L(.) ] }
+ CALAFAS (DLAT A (ALAF A | 4
OL(..) 1 8°L(.)
— L(.. — AAY 2 (A A% (A AP —
Vi {ups| - G s T (a4

2
+l_ OL) g oy L PLC)
R 2 yg 0y .

= V2[L(..)] A#(1)+6L(“) VT (8,A%) + Ve (A A)]

a Oy .

S VT (8,804 + Vi (8,874

2 dy-dy’.
— V(A A (A, A%
41 OL) [Vir S+ T(AAF A (AL AF A%
2 (Oyg) (Oys") Y e
— VP (A AFA) (ALARAP)] +
= V2 [L(.)] A%(1) aaLy(;_) [AEA% — A% (n)A%(1)]
O
+ By [AATAY = (ATA™) AL (1)]
1 L(.) . ) o (N A AP
2 gy, [AF (A% (n) (A%(n)) — A% (n) A} A?

— AP () AF A 4 A% (n) AP (n) A (1)]

1 9°L(.)

5 JA#E(A# A A% AP — (A# A (A#A# AP
28y30y5|[ H( v o ) ( v )( o )

—(AZAP) (AEAFA*) 4+ (AFA*) (AZAP)AZ(1)] + }
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Dividing this equation by /2, bringing the left-hand side term to the right-

885&% = A% [aL—g)L by the Euler-Lagrange equa-

Oy
tion (36A), we finally obtain:

hand side, and equating

4 OLC)N | s pon  OLC) s ns qan s
H“(@ﬁx.%A+ﬂwwéA”"%wm@
1 &°L(..) bl e 3
5 By oy, | [SHAT () A% ()

— A% (n)AEAP — (AFA™) (A% ()]

1 02L(..)

_ . A# A#Aa.. . A#Aﬁ..
28y38y5‘ [ u( v o )

—(AFA™) (AFAFAP) — (AFAFA™) (AFA™)]

AL |L(.) _862(4-'-) -Aa--(n)_%zg? INT
1 PLL)
2oy, AT AT
EM . # A # AB- —
2 Dyg-one, (AFA™) (AZAT)| + .. = 0. (A.IL4A)

Here, the indices «, 3, v, are summed. We claim that the above equations
involving the relativistic operator A = iP, constitute relativistic conserva-
tion equations in the finite difference form. The corresponding relativisitic
difference-differential conservation equations are

{lAf<aL<..>> +at<8L(..)> ] azan 1+ O npagan
- - .

O Oy v

oL(..) }
+ A#, A% — AF[L(.),.
i, Ao L),
1 0°L(.) 40 g AB.
2 ayraye, AT AT

— A% (1, 1) AF AP — AP-(n, 1) AF A]
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1 L(.)
2 dyg-oye .

(AL A) (AFAFAT) — (AFAT) (AF AL A™)

[AF(ATA™ - AZAT)

82L(..)

_ . [Af(A#AO‘" ) AB“)
Oys-oys | ’ t
_(Aan") (AfatAﬁ") - (@AB”) (AfAan”)]

1 9L(.)
2 yg-oyy .

(@A) (AFBA) — (0,A%) (A DA™

- [A7 (9, A% - B A%)

OL(..
HatIE0). - G A
OL(..) OL(..)
- AFAT = S5 g, A
dy- l.. ’ dyg- l.. '
1 92L(..) o 5.
LOIL) L apam (arar)
2y .
2
T (ap ) (0,47
ou-ou; |
1 L(.) .
- (0, A (0,AP) | 4+ ... =0, A.I1.4Bi

{ lAf((‘?L(.i))-f @(aaii-ii))l; g4 20 I] o

(A.I1.4Bii)

= (0)2A% — at[L(..)|__]} +...=0.

The above equations containing operators Af = iP; and 0, = P, on the
same footing are relativistic. It is extremely hard to put (A.I1.4A) and
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(A.11.4Bi,ii) into the relativistic conservation equations:
AFTY =0,
AT + 0T =0, AT?+0,T =0.

However, using the equation (5v), the relativistic conservation equation
(A.II.4A) can be cast into the form:

o [awie P e
Y3,
OL(..
+aya(..) (ATAT) -1, (AIL5A)
v

I

—5VL(..),,] } +o = AT ()] + .. = 0.

Here, neither T (n) are relativistic tensor components, nor A, is a rela-
tivistic difference-operator. However, the combination A,T; + .. a1 e
components of a relativistic covariant vector!

Similarly, from the relativistic difference-differential conservation equa-
tions (A.IL.4i,ii) we derive

Q..

Yo 1(mb-1,.)

(1/&)%{@[(‘%—(..)

OL(..)
oYy

+ (ATAY) vy — 5§L(--)|..] } (AIL5BI)

+8t{g§if) : Aan'} b= ATV 4 O[T + .. =0,
4.

(l/ﬁ)Ab{vnblay?aIf(b)_l | _atAa..
OL(.. )
+8y;“|>. ' (atAa")(..,nb_L..)] } (A.I1.5Bii)
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We can generalize conservation equations (A.IL.5A) and (A.IL5Bi,ii) for
a complex-valued tensor or spinor field ¢~(n) and ¢ (n,t) to the following
equations:

OL(..)

(1/@)&,{@[ O ) At
OL(..
n 8[/;5) ) (Aﬁ¢“)|(..,n”—l,--) + (c.c.) — 5Z[L()]|1 } (A.IL.6A)

nl/« / v
— ?A“[L(..)]‘,, +.=ATY+ .. =0,

(1/&)Ab{nb[M,Af¢..+8L7(.q |

AP i+ (cc) = L | Y=y EA (),
(70 oty + (00) = LG =y G AL -

+at{ [agp(;) |.. WANLORES % : Aﬁﬂ } + ..

=NTP+ 0T+ .. =0,

(1/@)&,{@[(%7(“) - B

apgl(n,nb—L,.)
+88L7() . 8t¢i'(,,,nb_1w) + (C.C.)] }
o (A.IL6BIi)
at .@ 7'01& o L )
" {610'4'., ¥t 9py. ¢ — [L(.),.]

= ATP+ 0T =0.

Here, (c.c.) indicates the complex-conjugation of the preceding terms.

Now, we shall investigate the gauge invariance of the Lagrangian for a
complex-valued tensor or spinor field ¢*(n) and ¢*'(n,t) and the cor-
responding difference and difference-differential conservation equations. A
global, infinitesimal gauge transformation is characterized by:
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¢ (n) = [exp(ie)]¢™ (n) = ¢ (n) + (ie)p™ (n) + 0(e?), (AILTA)
0™ (n,1) = [exp(ie)|¢™ (n,t) = ¢™(n,t) + (ie)p™ (n,t) + 0(?). (A.ILTB)
The invariance of the Lagrangian function under (A.IL.7A) implies that

(0750 Pid . 50053 (n), pi =06, Pi=A]0

= L0773 P o= (). 5 =5 (), =D 6 =0T (AIL8A)
| OL(..) OL(..)_  OL(..) OL(..)_ ] 9
i€ -+ = 1 +0(e7).
( )[ oo " op * Vo P e, T (%)
Dividing by ¢ > 0, taking the limit ¢ — 0., and equating aaLp("")‘ =
A% {%LT(;)} ® we obtain that
. OL(..) OL(..)
=i A7 NN WA .C.). A.IL.9A
0 Z{l u( 8/124“ )I] ¢ (n) + 3pff“|__ u¢ _'_(CC) ( 9 )

Since iA% = P, represent the relativistic four-momentum operators, the
equation (A.IL.9A) incorporates the relativistic partial difference equation
for the charge-current conservation. The difference-differential version of the
relativistic charge-current conservation is furnished by:

() o) o

dpyy-
(A.I1.9B)
OL(..) OL(..) }
+ CAFP* (n,t) + <0y (m,t) » + (c.c.) =0.
G AT+ G 00 (a0 + (e
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FIG. 1 One discrete phase plane.
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FIG. 2 A two-dimensional dicrete domain.
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