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ABSTRACT. The dynamics of spinorial wave functions in a causal fermion system
is studied. A so-called dynamical wave equation is derived. Its solutions form
a Hilbert space, whose scalar product is represented by a conserved surface layer
integral. We prove under general assumptions that the initial value problem for the
dynamical wave equation admits a unique global solution. Causal Green’s operators
are constructed and analyzed. Our findings are illustrated in the example of the
regularized Minkowski vacuum.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The theory of causal fermion systems is a recent approach to fundamental physics
(see the basics in Section 2] the reviews [11},[16] 20], the textbook [10] or the website [1]).
In this approach, spacetime and all objects therein are described by a measure p on
a set F of linear operators of a Hilbert space (3, (.|.)s3¢). The physical equations are
formulated via the so-called causal action principle, a nonlinear variational principle
where an action S is minimized under variations of the measure p.

It is a basic feature of a causal fermion system that it incorporates an ensemble of
spinorial wave functions in spacetime. Indeed, defining spacetime M as the support of
the measure p,

M :=suppp C F,
to every spacetime point represented by an operator x € M one associates the spin
space S, = x(H) defined as the image of this operator (for more details see the prelim-
inaries in Section 2.I)). Then every vector u € H gives rise to a wave function " (x)
defined by

Y(x) = mpu € Sy,
where m, : H — S, is the orthogonal projection on the spin space. This wave func-
tion is referred to as the physical wave function of u. The ensemble of all physical
wave function plays a central role because, apart from describing quantum mechanical
matter, it also encodes the causal and geometric structures of spacetime. The causal
action principle can be understood as a variational principle which aims at bringing all
physical wave functions collectively into an “optimal” configuration. This minimizing
configuration then encodes all spacetime structures.

The goal of the present paper is to unveil the dynamics of the physical wave functions
of a causal fermion system. One obvious difficulty is that, due to the nonlinearity
of the causal action principle, all physical wave functions interact with each other.
This can be understood in similar terms as the back reaction of a quantum field in
curved spacetime on the metric. Even more, it is a specific feature of causal fermion
systems that all the spacetime structures are encoded in and derived from the physical
wave functions. Therefore, modifying a physical wave function also changes all the
other structures (like the integration measure, the form of the scalar product, etc.).
As a consequence, it is a difficult task to disentangle the variation of the physical
wave function from the resulting changes of all the other structures, so as to obtain
a separate dynamics of a single physical wave function. The idea for making this
concept precise is to perturb the system linearly by varying only one wave function
while leaving all the other wave functions and the geometry of spacetime unchanged.
This single wave function should then obey a linear wave equation, in the same way
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as the wave function of a “test particle” in relativistic quantum mechanics satisfies
the Dirac equation. Generally speaking, our goal is to derive a linear wave equation
which generalizes the Dirac equation to spacetimes which could have a nontrivial,
not necessarily smooth microscopic structure. Clearly, in such generality this wave
equation cannot be formulated as a PDE. Instead, our linear wave equation must be
derived from the the dynamics as described by the causal action principle.

Linearizations have already been used in the context of causal fermion systems
in the derivation of the so-called linearized field equations (see [22] and the analysis
in [5]). However, this procedure does not immediately apply to the spinorial wave
functions. The basic difficulty is that it is not obvious what a “linear variation of a
wave function” should be. This difficulty can already be understood in the analogy
to a Dirac wave function coupled to a classical electromagnetic field. A first order
perturbation of this Dirac-Maxwell system consists of a linear perturbation of the Dirac
wave function complemented by a linear perturbation of the Maxwell field generated
by the Dirac wave function. Here we need to take into account the Maxwell field
generated by the linear perturbation of the Dirac wave function. Varying only the
Dirac wave function in general does not preserve the coupled Dirac-Maxwell equations.
Similarly, when perturbing the causal fermion system, a linear variation of a physical
wave function may give rise to additional linear perturbations of the system. These
additional perturbations may affect the microscopic form of the conserved quantities
of the causal fermion system. In this interacting situation, the problem arises how to
distinguish the perturbation of the physical wave function from all the other linear
perturbations of the system. This is the reason why the analysis in the present paper
goes beyond the methods in [5] and proceeds in a different direction.

More specifically, we proceed as follows. The first step is to represent the Hilbert
space scalar product as a surface layer integral. Recall that a surface layer integral
generalizes the concept of a surface integral to causal fermion systems. It is a double

integral of the form
/Q </M\Q(. ) Ly(z,y) dp(y)> dp(z)

where (---) stands for a differential operator acting on the Lagrangian £, (for details
see Section 2.7 in the preliminaries). Here the set Q should be thought of as the past
of a spacelike hypersurface 092 (for details see Section [3.2]). A surface layer integral
is conserved if the above double integral does not depend on the choice of 2. We
make use of the conservation law obtained from a Noether-like theorem for symmetry
transformations given by unitary transformations. This conservation law was first ob-
tained in [2I], where it was also shown that it generalizes the conservation of the Dirac
current to the setting of causal fermion systems. We here recover this conservation
law as a special case of a more general conservation law derived in [23] when evaluated
for the infinitesimal generators of the symmetry, the so-called commutator jets. We
always assume that the resulting conserved sesquilinear form gives back the Hilbert
space scalar product. We thus obtain for any u,v € H the equation

(ulo)® = —2i ( [ dota) /Mil{{(y)‘ /Miié’(”“") /| dp<y>) < (@)|Qx, 1) ¥ (3) (11)

where 1" (z) is the physical wave function of u, and the kernel Q(z,y) describes first
variations of the Lagrangian (for details see (Z22]) and Proposition [3:11]). This kernel
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also appears in the EL equations for the physical wave functions, which can be written
as (see (Z23)) in the preliminaries)

/M Q(z,y) v () dply) = v (z)  forallz € M, (12)

where t is a real-valued Lagrange parameter. The basic idea is to consider (2] as the
linear equation describing the dynamics of the spinorial wave functions (which should
generalize the Dirac equation), and (L)) as the corresponding conserved scalar product
(generalizing the scalar product on Dirac wave functions as used in quantum mechan-
ics). However, this idea cannot be implemented directly, because the equation (L.2l)
is not satisfied if ¢* is replaced by a perturbation of a physical wave function (in the
analogy to the Dirac equation, (I.2)) holds in the vacuum only for the solutions of
negative energy, but not for the solutions of positive energy).

In order to extend (LI]) to more general wave functions, we consider finite pertur-
bations of the system which preserve the surface layer integral in (ILI]). Denoting the
perturbed objects with a tilde, we thus obtain

(ol = -2i [ anto /M\Q dp(y) — /M\Q i) [ i) -
x <"(z) | Q"8 (x,y) V" () »

One should keep in mind that both the physical wave functions and the form of the
inner product change under this perturbation. Using spectral methods in Hilbert
spaces, we transform the perturbed inner product back to the unperturbed form. This
also transforms the perturbed wave functions, giving rise to new wave functions which
again satisfy the conservation law (2. Extending H by these new wave functions,
we obtain the extended Hilbert space (fojQ, <’>,?) (again in the analogy to the Dirac
equation, this Hilbert space can be understood as the whole solution space, including
the positive-energy solutions).

Having extended the conservation law, we next consider the question whether also
the dynamical equation (L.2]) can be extended to .‘H%Q. We show that this can indeed
be done, if we restrict attention to a special class of linear perturbations of the system,
which must satisfy suitable compatibility conditions. The detailed analysis leads us
to modify the kernel Q(z,y) to the “dynamical” kernel Q¥ (z,). This modification
does not change the surface layer integral in (L3]). We thus end up with the dynamical
wave equation

/ Q™ () ¥(y) dp(y) = 0
M

which comes with a corresponding conserved scalar product

i =21 [ aoto) [ dotw) =~ [ dote) [[dot)) <) 1@ ) 001
Q M\Q M\Q Q

We also analyze the Cauchy problem for the inhomogeneous dynamical wave equa-
tion. Using energy methods similar to those employed in [5], we prove under general
assumptions that this Cauchy problem is well-posed and admits global solutions which
propagate with finite speed. Based on these results, we introduce the advanced and
retarded Green’s operators and the causal fundamental solution. The properties of the
solution space are expressed by an exact sequence involving the operators Q¥™ and
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the causal fundamental solution. All our constructions are illustrated in the example
of the regularized Dirac sea vacuum in Minkowski space.

The paper is organized as follows. Section [ provides the necessary preliminaries
on causal fermion systems and the causal action principle. In Section Bl we introduce
commutator jets and use them for representing the Hilbert space scalar product as a
surface layer integral. In Section Ml the extended Hilbert space is constructed. Sec-
tion [l is devoted to the derivation of the dynamical wave equation. In Section [G] it is
shown that, under general assumptions, the Cauchy problem for the dynamical wave
equation admits unique global solutions. Moreover, Green’s operators are introduced
and analyzed. Two appendices clarify the role of commutator jets and inner solutions
in various surface layer integrals.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we provide the necessary mathematical background. More details
can be found in the textbook [10] or in the research articles [22] [17].

2.1. Causal Fermion Systems and the Causal Action Principle. We now recall
the basic setup.

Definition 2.1. (causal fermion systems) Given a separable complex Hilbert space H
with scalar product (.|.)5c and a parameter n € N (the “spin dimension”), we let F C
L(H) be the set of all selfadjoint operators on H of finite rank, which (counting mul-
tiplicities) have at most n positive and at most n negative eigenvalues. On F we
are given a positive measure p (defined on a o-algebra of subsets of J), the so-called
universal measure. We refer to (H,F, p) as a causal fermion system.

A causal fermion system describes a spacetime together with all structures and ob-
jects therein. In order to single out the physically admissible causal fermion systems,
one must formulate physical equations. To this end, we impose that the universal
measure should be a minimizer of the causal action principle, which we now intro-
duce. For any z,y € F, the product zy is an operator of rank at most 2n. However,
in general it is no longer a selfadjoint operator because (zy)* = yz, and this is dif-
ferent from zy unless z and y commute. As a consequence, the eigenvalues of the
operator xy are in general complex. We denote these eigenvalues counting algebraic
multiplicities by A\7Y, ..., A\5Y € C (more specifically, denoting the rank of zy by k < 2n,
we choose \[Y, ..., )\iy as all the non-zero eigenvalues and set )\iil, coy Ao =0). We
introduce the Lagrangian and the causal action by

2n
1 X X 2
Lagrangian: L(z,y) = ™ E (‘)\iy‘ - ‘)\ij (2.1)

1,7=1

causal action: S(p) = /gxgﬁ(:n,y) dp(x) dp(y) . (2.2)



6 F. FINSTER, N. KAMRAN, AND M. OPPIO

The causal action principle is to minimize S by varying the measure p under the
following constraints:

volume constraint: p(F) = const (2.3)
trace constraint: /tr(:n) dp(z) = const (2.4)
F
boundedness constraint: // lzy|? dp(x) dp(y) < C, (2.5)
IxF

where C is a given parameter, tr denotes the trace of a linear operator on H, and the
absolute value of xy is the so-called spectral weight,

2n
oyl =Y |AFY]. (2.6)
j=1

This variational principle is mathematically well-posed if H is finite-dimensional, in
which case also the constants in ([23)—(2%) are finite. For the existence theory and
the analysis of general properties of minimizing measures we refer to [7, 9 2]. In the
existence theory one varies in the class of regular Borel measures (with respect to the
topology on L(H) induced by the operator norm), and the minimizing measure is again
in this class. With this in mind, here we always assume that

p is a regular Borel measure .

We note for clarity that the above variational principle also makes mathematical
sense if the constants in (Z.3)—(2.5) are infinite. In this case, the constraints can
still be given a mathematical meaning by restricting attention to variations for which
the differences of the left sides in ([Z3)—(2.5]) before and after the variation are well-
defined and finite. This makes it possible to implement the constraints by demanding
that these finite numbers be zero and non-positive, respectively. This procedure is
explained in detail in the context of causal variational principles in [22], Section 2.1];
see also corresponding existence results in infinite volume in [25].

2.2. Spacetime and Physical Wave Functions. Let p be a minimizing measure.
Spacetime is defined as the support of this measure,

M :=suppp.

Thus the spacetime points are selfadjoint linear operators on H. On M we consider the
topology induced by F (generated by the sup-norm on L(%)). Moreover, the universal
measure p|ys restricted to M can be regarded as a volume measure on spacetime. This
makes spacetime into a topological measure space.

The operators in M contain a lot of information which, if interpreted correctly, gives
rise to spacetime structures like causal and metric structures, spinors and interacting
fields (for details see [10, Chapter 1]). He we restrict attention to those structures
needed in what follows. We begin with a basic notion of causality:

Definition 2.2. (causal structure) For any x,y € F, the product zy is an operator of
rank at most 2n. We denote its non-trivial eigenvalues (counting algebraic multiplic-
ities) by A{Y,...,A3Y. The points z and y are called spacelike separated if all the A?y

have the same absolute value. They are said to be timelike separated if the )\;Cy are all
real and do not all have the same absolute value. In all other cases (i.e. if the )\;-cy are
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not all real and do not all have the same absolute value), the points x and y are said
to be lightlike separated.

Restricting the causal structure of F to M, we get causal relations in spacetime.
Next, for every x € F we define the spin space S, by S, = x(H); it is a subspace
of H of dimension at most 2n. It is endowed with the spin inner product <.|.>, defined
by
<u|v>-4, = —(u|zv)y (for all u,v € S;).

A wave function 1 is defined as a function which to every x € M associates a vector
of the corresponding spin space,

Y M—3H  with Y(z) e Sy forallze M.

In order to introduce a notion of continuity of a wave function, we need to compare
the wave function at different spacetime points. Noting that the natural norm on the
spin space (S, <.|.>) is given by

()2 = (@) | el o))y = VT (27)

(where |z| is the absolute value of the symmetric operator z on H, and y/|z| is the
square root thereof), we say that the wave function 1 is continuous at x if for every e >
0 there is 6 > 0 such that

[V Iyl () — Vx| v(@)||, <e  forally € M with [ly — || < 4. (2.8)

Likewise, 1 is said to be continuous on M if it is continuous at every z € M. We
denote the set of continuous wave functions by C°(M, SM).

It is an important observation that every vector u € H of the Hilbert space gives
rise to a unique wave function. To obtain this wave function, denoted by *, we simply
project the vector u to the corresponding spin spaces,

P M — H, YU (x) =mu € Sy .

We refer to y* as the physical wave function of u € H. A direct computation shows
that the physical wave functions are continuous (in the sense (2.8])). Associating to
every vector u € H the corresponding physical wave function gives rise to the wave
evaluation operator
U H— C%M,SM), u Pt
Every € M can be written as (for the derivation see [10, Lemma 1.1.3])
r=—-Y(x)"V(z) : H—->KH. (2.9)

In words, every spacetime point operator is the local correlation operator of the wave
evaluation operator at this point. This formula is very useful when varying the system,
as will be explained in Section below.

2.3. Connection to the Setting of Causal Variational Principles. For the anal-
ysis of the causal action principle it is most convenient to get into the simpler setting
of causal variational principles. In this setting, F is a (possibly non-compact) smooth
manifold of dimension m > 1 and p a positive Borel measure on F (the universal
measure). Moreover, we are given a non-negative function £ : F x F — Rar (the
Lagrangian) with the following properties:

(i) £ is symmetric: L(x,y) = L(y,z) for all z,y € F.
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(ii) £ is lower semi-continuous, i.e. for all sequences x,, — x and y,» — y,

L(z,y) < liminf L(xy, yn') -
n,n’—oo
The causal variational principle is to minimize the action

S(p) = /? dp(x) /Sr dply) £z, y) (2.10)

under variations of the measure p, keeping the total volume p(F) fixed (volume con-
straint). If the total volume p(F) is finite, one minimizes (ZI0) over all regular Borel
measures with the same total volume. If the total volume p(&) is infinite, however, it is
not obvious how to implement the volume constraint, making it necessary to proceed
as follows. We need the following additional assumptions:

(iii) The measure p is locally finite (meaning that any x € F has an open neighbor-
hood U with p(U) < o0).

(iv) The function L(z,.) is p-integrable for all z € F, giving a lower semi-continuous
and bounded function on J.

Given a regular Borel measure p on &, we then vary over all regular Borel measures p
with
p=plF)<o0 and  (5-p)(F) =0

(where |.| denotes the total variation of a measure). These variations of the causal
action are well-defined. The existence theory for minimizers is developed in [25].

There are several ways to get from the causal action principle to causal variational
principles, as we now explain in detail. If the Hilbert space H is finite-dimensional
and the total volume p(&) is finite, one can proceed as follows: As a consequence of
the trace constraint (2.4)), for any minimizing measure p the local trace is constant in
spacetime, i.e. there is a real constant ¢ # 0 such that (see [2, Theorem 1.3] or [10]
Proposition 1.4.1])

trez=c forallz e M.

Restricting attention to operators with fixed trace, the trace constraint (2.4]) is equiv-
alent to the volume constraint (2.3]) and may be disregarded. The boundedness con-
straint, on the other hand, can be treated with a Lagrange multiplier. More precisely,
in [2, Theorem 1.3] it is shown that for every minimizing measure p, there is a Lagrange
multiplier k > 0 such that p is a critical point of the causal action with the Lagrangian
replaced by

Lo(z,y) = L(x,y) +r|zy*, (2.11)
leaving out the boundedness constraint. Having treated the constraints, the difference
to causal variational principles is that in the setting of causal fermion systems, the set
of operators & C L(H) does not have the structure of a manifold. In order to give this
set a manifold structure, we assume that a given minimizing measure p is reqular in the
sense that all operators in its support have exactly n positive and exactly n negative
eigenvalues. This leads us to introduce the set F°¢ as the set of all operators £’ on H
with the following properties:

(i) F is selfadjoint, has finite rank and (counting multiplicities) has exactly n positive
and n negative eigenvalues.

(ii) The trace is constant, i.e
tr(F)=¢>0. (2.12)
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The set F7°¢ has a smooth manifold structure (see the concept of a flag manifold in [29]
or the detailed construction in [I9], Section 3]). In this way, the causal action principle
becomes an example of a causal variational principle.

This finite-dimensional setting has the drawback that the total volume p(&F) of
spacetime is finite, which is not suitable for describing asymptotically flat spacetimes
or spacetimes of infinite lifetime like Minkowski space. Therefore, it is important
to also consider the infinite-dimensional setting where dim H = oo and consequently
also p(F) = oo (see [10, Exercise 1.3]). In this case, the set 3™ has the structure of
an infinite-dimensional Banach manifold (for details see [26]). Here we shall not enter
the subtleties of infinite-dimensional analysis. Instead, we get by with the following
simple method: Given a minimizing measure p, we choose F°¢ as a finite-dimensional
manifold which contains M := supp p. We then restrict attention to variations of p in
the class of regular Borel measures on F'°¢. In this way, we again get into the setting
of causal variational principles. We refer to this method by saying that we restrict
attention to locally compact variations. Keeping in mind that the dimension of F*®
can be chosen arbitrarily large, this method seems a sensible technical simplification.
In situations when it is important to work in infinite dimensions (for example for
getting the connection to the renormalization program in quantum field theory), it
may be necessary to analyze the limit when the dimension of 3¢ tends to infinity, or
alternatively it may be suitable to work in the infinite-dimensional setting as developed
in [26]. However, this is not a concern of the present paper, where we try to keep the
mathematical setup as simple as possible.

For ease of notation, in what follows we will omit the superscript “reg.” Thus F
stands for a smooth (in general non-compact) manifold which contains the support M
of a given minimizing measure p.

2.4. The Euler-Lagrange Equations and Jet Spaces. A minimizer of a causal
variational principle satisfies the following Euler-Lagrange (EL) equations: For a suit-
able value of the parameter s > 0, the lower semi-continuous function ¢ : ¥ — ]R(J{
defined by

o) i= [ L) dply) =
is minimal and vanishes on spacetime M := supp p,
€|M5i%f€:0. (2.13)

The parameter s can be understood as the Lagrange parameter corresponding to the
volume constraint. For the derivation and further details we refer to [22 Section 2].

The EL equations (2.I3]) are nonlocal in the sense that they make a statement on
the function £ even for points z € F which are far away from spacetime M. It turns out
that for the applications we have in mind, it is preferable to evaluate the EL equations
only locally in a neighborhood of M. This leads to the weak EL equations introduced
in [22] Section 4]. Here we give a slightly less general version of these equations which
is sufficient for our purposes. In order to explain how the weak EL equations come
about, we begin with the simplified situation that the function ¢ is smooth. In this
case, the minimality of ¢ implies that the derivative of ¢ vanishes on M, i.e.

=0 and Dl =0 (2.14)

(where D{(p) : T,F — R is the derivative). In order to combine these two equations in
a compact form, it is convenient to consider a pair u := (a, u) consisting of a real-valued
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function @ on M and a vector field u on T'F along M, and to denote the combination
of multiplication of directional derivative by

Vil(z) := a(z) {(z) + (Dul)(z) . (2.15)

Then the equations (ZI4]) imply that V,£¢(x) vanishes for all € M. The pair u =
(a,u) is referred to as a jet.

In the general lower-continuous setting, one must be careful because the directional
derivative D/ in (2.I5]) need not exist. Our method for dealing with this problem is
to restrict attention to vector fields for which the directional derivative is well-defined.
Moreover, we must specify the regularity assumptions on a and u. To begin with, we
always assume that a and u are smooth in the sense that they have a smooth extension
to the manifold F (for more details see [I7), Section 2.2]). Thus the jet u should be an
element of the jet space

Jp = {u=(a,u) with a € C*(M,R) and u € I'(M,T5)},

where C*°(M,R) and I'(M, TF) denote the space of smooth real-valued functions and
smooth vector fields on M, respectively.

Clearly, the fact that a jet u is smooth does not imply that the functions £ or L
are differentiable in the direction of u. This must be ensured by additional conditions
which are satisfied by suitable subspaces of J, which we now introduce. First, we
let ngﬂ be those vector fields for which the directional derivative of the function /¢
exists,

F)‘;iﬁ' = {u € C*(M,TY) ‘ Dy/l(x) exists for all x € M} .
This gives rise to the jet space
JGT = C*(M,R) o T3 C 3J,.
For the jets in J5', the combination of multiplication and directional derivative in (2.15)
is well-defined. We choose a linear subspace Jf;“ C Jgiﬂ with the property that its
scalar and vector components are both vector spaces,

Jltgcst — CtCSt(M7 R) D letgcst g Jgiﬁ7
and the scalar component is nowhere trivial in the sense that
for all z € M there is a € C****(M,R) with a(z) #0. (2.16)

We shall also impose conditions on the vector components (see for example (2.19])
below). Finally, compactly supported jets are denoted by a subscript zero, like for
example
Jpo = {u € J,;™" | u has compact support} .
Then the weak EL equations read (for details cf. [22] (eq. (4.10)])
Vullpr =0 for all u € 3" . (2.17)

Before going on, we point out that the weak EL equations (2.I7) do not hold only for
minimizers, but also for critical points of the causal action. With this in mind, all
methods and results of this paper do not apply only to minimizers, but more generally
to critical points of the causal variational principle. For brevity, we also refer to a
measure with satisfies the weak EL equations ([2.17) as a critical measure.

When taking higher jet derivatives, we always take the partial derivatives computed
in distinguished charts (for details see [26], Section 5.2]). Here and throughout this
paper, we use the following conventions for partial derivatives and jet derivatives:
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» Partial and jet derivatives with an index i € {1,2} only act on the respective vari-
able of the function £. This implies, for example, that the derivatives commute,

VipViuL(z,y) = ViuVieL(z,y) .

» The partial or jet derivatives which do not carry an index act as partial derivatives
on the corresponding argument of the Lagrangian. This implies, for example, that

Vu/ Vip L(z,y) dp(y) = / ViuVie L(z,y) dp(y) -
F F
We point out that, with these conventions, jets are never differentiated.

2.5. The Euler-Lagrange Equations for the Physical Wave Functions. For
causal fermion systems, the EL equations can be expressed in terms of the physical
wave functions, as we now recall. These equations were first derived in [10], §1.4.1]
(based on a weaker version in [0, Section 3.5]), even before the jet formalism was
developed. We now make the connection between the different formulations, in a
way most convenient for our constructions. Our starting point is the formula (2.9])
expressing the spacetime point operator as a local correlation operator. Varying the
wave evaluation operator gives a vector field u on ¥ along M,

u(z) = =0 (z)" U(x) — U(x)* 0¥ (x) . (2.18)

In order to make mathematical sense of this formula in agreement with the concept
of restricting attention to locally compact variations, we choose a finite-dimensional
subspace Hf € 7, i.e.
ffi=dimH < o
and impose the following assumptions on J¥ (similar variations were first considered
in [13, Section 7]):
(a) The variation is trivial on the orthogonal complement of Ff,
5\:[/‘(g.ff)J_ - O .
(b) The variations of all physical wave functions are continuous and compactly sup-
ported, i.e.
6V H — CQ(M,SM) .
We choose Ffpp as a space of vector fields of the form (28] for J¥ satisfying the
above conditions (a) and (b). For convenience, we identify the vector field with the
first variation 6V and write 6V € I’ 2’0 (this representation of u in terms of 0¥ may
not be unique, but this is of no relevance for what follows). Choosing trivial scalar

components, we obtain a corresponding space of jets 32’0, referred to as the fermionic
jets. We always assume that the fermionic jets are admissible for testing, i.e.

Jpo=1{0} 8T, C I~ (2.19)

Moreover, in analogy to the condition (2.16]) for the scalar components of the test jets,
we assume that the variation can have arbitrary values at any spacetime point, i.e.

for all 2 € M, x € S, and ¢ € H' there is 6 € T, with 0¥(z) ¢ =x.  (2.20)

For the computation of the variation of the Lagrangian, one can make use of the
fact that for any p x g-matrix A and any ¢ X p-matrix B, the matrix products AB
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and BA have the same non-zero eigenvalues, with the same algebraic multiplicities.
As a consequence, applying again (2.9)),

zy = U(x)" (V(z) (y) W(y)) =~ (¥(z) U(y) P(y)) ¥(z)", (2.21)
where ~ means that the operators have the same non-trivial eigenvalues with the same
algebraic multiplicities. Introducing the kernel of the fermionic projector P(z,y) by

Pz, y) = ¥(2) ¥(y)" : Sy = Sa,
we can write (2.2)) as
xy ~ P(x,y) P(y,z) : Sy — Sy .

In this way, the eigenvalues of the operator product xy as needed for the computation
of the Lagrangian (2.1]) and the spectral weight (2.0]) are recovered as the eigenvalues
of a 2n x 2n-matrix. Since P(y,z) = P(x,y)*, the Lagrangian L, (x,y) in (2.1I]) can
be expressed in terms of P(x,y). Consequently, the first variation of the Lagrangian
can be expressed in terms of the first variation of this kernel. Being real-valued and
real-linear in dP(x,y), it can be written as

6L (z,y) = 2ReTrg, (Q(z,y) 6P (z,y)*) (2.22)

with a kernel Q(z,y) which is again symmetric (with respect to the spin inner product),
i.e.

Q(z,y) : Sy —S; and  Q(z,y)" = Qy,x)
(more details on this method and many computations can be found in [10} Sections 1.4
and 2.6 as well as Chapters 3-5]). Expressing the variation of P(z,y) in terms of §W,
the variations of the Lagrangian can be written as

DiuLy(z,y) =2 Retr (69(2)" Q(z,y) ¥(y))
Dy wLy(x,y) =2 Retr (\Il(x)* Q(z,y) 5\IJ(y))

(where tr denotes the trace of a finite-rank operator on H). Likewise, the variation
of ¢ becomes

Dutla) =2 Re [ 1 ()" Qavy) ¥(w) dp(r).

The weak EL equations (ZI7) imply that this expression vanishes for any u € T’ .0
Using that the variation can be arbitrary at every spacetime point (see (2.20))), one
may be tempted to conclude that

/ Q(z,y) ¥ (y) pdp(y) =0 for all x € M and ¢ € HE
M

However, we must take into account that the local trace must be preserved in the
variation (ZI2]). This can be arranged by rescaling the operator z in the variation (for
details see [13], Section 6.2]) or, equivalently, by treating it with a Lagrange multiplier
term (see [10} §1.4.1]). We thus obtain the EL equation for the physical wave functions

/M Q(z,y) U(y) dp(y) = v ¥i(x) for all z € M, (2.23)

where t € R is the Lagrange parameter of the trace constraint, and W' := |4 denotes
the restriction of the wave evaluation operator to the finite-dimensional subspace HF.

Let us briefly discuss the structure of the obtained EL equation (2.23]). Being a linear
equation for every physical wave function, it has similarity with the Dirac equation.
The interaction is taken into account because the kernel Q(z,y) also depends on the
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ensemble of wave functions. However, as a major difference to the Dirac equation, the
EL equation (223)) only describes the occupied states of the system. More concretely,
in the example of the Dirac sea vacuum (see for example [32], 27]), the physical wave
functions correspond to the negative-energy solutions of the Dirac equation. But the
solutions of positive energy are not described by (223]). It is the main goal of the
present paper to extend (Z.23)) in such a way that the solutions of positive energy are
included.

We finally comment on the significance of the subspace H' c 3. Choosing a
finite-dimensional subspace is a technical simplification, made in agreement with the
method of restricting attention to locally compact variations discussed in Section 2.3l
The strategy is to choose H' large enough to capture all the relevant physical effects.
Our physical picture is that H' should contain all physical wave functions whose en-
ergies are much smaller than the Planck energy and which are therefore accessible
to measurements as describing particle or anti-particle states. If necessary, one could
analyze the limit where the dimension f! of H! tends to infinity. In what follows, we
leave H unspecified as being any finite-dimensional subspace of K.

2.6. The Linearized Field Equations. In simple terms, the linearized field equa-
tions describe variations of the universal measure which preserve the EL equations.
More precisely, we consider variations where we multiply p by a non-negative smooth
function and take the push-forward with respect to a smooth mapping from M to F.
Thus we consider families of measures (pr)r¢(—s,5) of the form

pr = (FT)* (fT p) (2’24)
with functions
freC®(M,RT) and FreC>®(M9), (2.25)

which also depend smoothly on the parameter 7 and have the properties fo(z) = 1
and Fy(z) = z for all x € M (here the push-forward measure is defined for a Borel
subset Q C F by ((Fy)«p)(Q) = u(F=1(Q)); see for example [3, Section 3.6]). If we
demand that (pr);e¢(—s4) is a family of minimizers, the EL equations ([2.I3]) hold for
all 7, i.e.

Uy, = irﬁlrfET =0 with l(x) == / Li(z,y)dpr(y) — s, (2.26)
F

where M., is the support of the varied measure,

M, :=supp pr = Fr(M) .

In (2:26) we can express p in terms of p. Moreover, it is convenient to rewrite this
equation as an equation on M and to multiply it by f;(z). We thus obtain the
equivalent equation

Ly =infl, =
|ar in 0
with
£o(o) = [ $200) £u (@) Fo(0) £20) d0) = () 5
In analogy to (2.17]) we write the corresponding weak EL equations as

Vulr|ly =0 for all u € 3"
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(for details on why the jet space does not depend on 7 we refer to [I3, Section 4.1]).
Since this equation holds by assumption for all 7, we can differentiate it with respect
to 7. Denoting the infinitesimal generator of the variation by v, i.e.

o) == 2 (f(2), F ()

we obtain the linearized field equations

9

7=0

0= (u,Av)(z) := Vu</M (Vip+ Vau)Ly(z,y) dp(y) — Vs 5> ,

which are to be satisfied for all u € J;*** and all z € M (for details see [13] Section 3.3]).
We denote the vector space of all solutions of the linearized field equations by lei“.

2.7. Surface Layer Integrals. Surface layer integrals were first introduced in [21] as
double integrals of the general form

/Q (/M\Q(. ) Li(z,y) dp(y)> dp(z) , (2.27)

where (---) stands for a suitable differential operator formed of jets, and 2 is a Borel
subset of M. A surface layer integral generalizes the concept of a surface integral
over 0f) to the setting of causal fermion systems. The connection can be understood
most easily in the case when L, (z,y) vanishes unless z and y are close together. In
this case, we only get a contribution to (2.27) if both x and y are close to the boundary
of . A more detailed explanation of the idea of a surface layer integrals is given in [21],
Section 2.3].

In [21], 22} 23], conservation laws for surface layer integrals were derived. The state-
ment is that if v describes a symmetry of the system or if v satisfies the linearized field
equations, then suitable surface layer integrals (2.27]) vanish for every compact Q2 C M.
The conserved surface layer integrals of relevance here are

vt NI R (conserved one-form)
1900) = [ dola) [ doly) (V1 — Vaa) Lulir) (2.23)
Q M\Q
0’5} : 32“03;‘3“ X lei“ N 3;;’“ SR (symplectic form)
Ji}(u, 0) == /Qd,o(x) /M\Q dp(y) (V1uVae — Vi,0Vau) La(z,y) . (2.29)

For the conserved one-form, the proof of the conservation law will be repeated in
Lemma 351

3. THE COMMUTATOR INNER PRODUCT

In [21I, Section 5] it was shown that the unitary invariance of the causal action
gives rise to a conservation law which generalizes current conservation to the setting of
causal fermion systems. We now present this conservation law from a new perspective,
which will serve as the starting point for the constructions in Section [l
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3.1. Unitary Invariance and Commutator Jets. The causal action principle is
unitarily invariant in the following sense. Let U € U(K) be a unitary transformation.
Given a measure p on ¥, we can unitarily transform the measure by setting

(Up)() == p(U™' QU) for QCyT. (3.1)

Since the eigenvalues of an operator are invariant under unitary transformations, the
measure p is a minimizer or critical point of the causal action principle if and only if Up
is. This makes it possible to construct solutions of the linearized field equations, as
we now explain. Let p be a critical measure. Moreover, let (UT)TE[O,TMX} be a smooth
family of unitary transformations with generator

d
A= —i— U, 2
iUy | (3.2)

7=0"
which we assume to have finite rank. According to (3.1, the support of the mea-
sures pr := U,p is given by

M, :=suppp, = Uy MU', (3.3)
Due to the unitary invariance of the Lagrangian, the measures p, all satisfy the EL

equations. As a consequence, the infinitesimal generator of the family is a solution of
the linearized field equations:

Lemma 3.1. Assume that the jet
¢:=(0,C) with — €(x) :=i[A, ] (3.4)

has the property
D,@ ¢ Ftest for all u € J** (3.5)

(where the directional derivatives are computed in the distinguished charts mentioned
in Section [2]]). Then the jet € is a solution of the linearized field equations, i.e.

Va [ (Diet Dac) Lulary) dolu) =0 for all we 3. (3.6)
M

Proof. One method of proof would be to differentiate through the EL equations. How-
ever, this would involve a transformation of the space of test jets (similar as explained
for example in [23 Section 3.1]). Here we prefer to show that the integrand of (3.6])
vanishes identically. Indeed, due to the unitary invariance of the Lagrangian,

L (UraUSt, UryUsY) = Loo(,y) -
Differentiating with respect to 7 gives
(D1e + Dae) Li(z,y) dp(y) = 0. (3.7)

Hence the integrand in (3.0) vanishes for all x,y € F. As a consequence, the inte-
gral in (B.6]) vanishes for all x € F. Consequently, also its derivative in the direction
of u vanishes. Using our convention that the jet derivatives act only on the La-
grangian (see Section [2.4)), the directional derivative differs from the derivative by
the term Dp, elx(z). This term vanishes in view of (B.1) and the weak EL equa-

tions (21I7). O

Due to the commutator in (3.4]), we refer to jets of this form as the commutator
jets Jg C J}Din. Restricting attention to the vector component, we also write Fg C F}Din.
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We also point out that for the argument x in (3.4]) we can choose any operator z € F.
Therefore, every commutator jet extends to a vector field on F,
CelN(F,T9).

3.2. Time Orientation and Past Sets. In what follows, we shall restrict attention
to commutator jets of the form (3.6) with A a linear operator on ', i.e.

Al + H' > H' and  Algeryr = 0. (3.8)
We refer to these jets as the commutator jets on H! and denote the space of all these
jets by 32’6 C 3(;, and the corresponding vector fields by Ffje C I‘S. Before beginning,

we specify regularity assumptions for these commutator jets, which can be understood
as implicit assumptions on the fermionic subspace HF.

Definition 3.2. The causal fermion system is commutator regular if 32,(? c
and if

De/ L(z,y) dp(y / D eL(x,y) dp(y) for all C e F%e. (3.9)
We first specify the subsets of spacetime for which the conserved one-form ([2.28)) is

well-defined for all commutator jets on HF.

Definition 3.3. A Borel subset Q& C M is called surface layer finite if for all
commutator jets € € I‘,fg’e

[ dota) [ o) (D1~ Dag) £utir)| < 0. (3.10)
Q M\Q

We note for clarity that in the last double integral the order of integration may be
interchanged in view of Tonelli’s theorem.
For the conservation law to hold, we need an additional assumption:

Definition 3.4. Two surface layer finite subsets Q,Q C M are called causally equiv-
alent if for all commutator jets C € I‘f’e,

/ dp(x / dp(y Dl,@ — Do) Ly(z,y)| <00, (3.11)
where L := (Q\ Q) U (Q'\ Q).

The next lemma shows that the commutator inner product is conserved for causally
equivalent sets; the proof follows the idea in [2I], proof of Theorem 3.3].

Lemma 3.5. Assume that the causal fermion system is commutator regular. Then
for two causally equivalent subsets Q, C M, the conserved one-forms coincide for
all commutator jets in HE, i.e.

vHe) =¥ (e forall (0,€) € JLC
Proof. Setting
=0\, Ly=Q'\Q, A=Q\L;, B=M\(QU Ly,
we decompose the sets Q, ' and their complements as

Q=A0L;, M\Q=DBUL,, @ =A0L,, M\Q =BUL,.
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In view of (B.I0), the double integrals of the surface layer integrals are well-defined
in the Lebesgue sense. Using the above decompositions and using linearity of the
integrals, a straightforward computation shows that

2(e) 1% (€) = /L dp(z) /M\L dp(y) (Dr.c — Dae) Lo, y)

—/ d,o(x)/ dp(y) (D1,e — Dae) Li(z,y) ,
Lo M\ L2

where all integrals are again well-defined in the Lebesgue sense. Using (B.11]), we can
add the integrals over Ly x L and Ly X Lo to obtain

22(€) — A% (©) = /L dp(z) /M dp(y) (Dr.c — Dae) Lu(,y)

= [ dola) [ dp(w) (D1 - Dae) Lulary)
Lo M
Using (8.7) together with (3.9]), we get
(€)= (€) =2 [ Detta) dplw) =2 | dp(w)Det(w) do).
1 2
and applying the weak EL equation (2.I7]) gives the result. O

We next show that causal equivalence is indeed an equivalence relation.

Lemma 3.6. The notion of causal equivalence defines an equivalence relation on the
Borel subsets of M.

Proof. Since symmetry is obvious, it remains to prove transitivity. Thus assume that €2
is causally equivalent to £, and that Q' is causally equivalent to ”. Setting

L=@\Qu@\Q), L=@"\Q)u@\Q"), L=@"\Qu@\2"),

our task is to show that the function g := |(D1,e — Da¢) Lk(.,.)| is integrable on LxL.
Noting that L. C LU L and

LxL ¢ (LxL)U(LxL)U(Lx(M\L)U(Lx(M\L)),

the function ¢ is integrable on L x L because  ~ ' and on L x L because O ~ Q.
On the other hand, it is is integrable on L x (M \ L) because € and ) are commutator
regular, and it is integrable on L x (M \f/) because ' and Q" are commutator regular.
This concludes the proof. O

We denote this equivalence relation by Q ~ Q. Clearly, the condition (B3I is satisfied
if the sets Q and € differ by a compact set,

Q~QUK for all Q € B(M) and compact K C M .

Therefore, the equivalence classes [2] with € B(M) give information on the non-
compact causal structure of M. In general, this structure can be quite complicated. In
what follows, we restrict attention to causal fermion systems for which the equivalence
classes have a particularly simple form, corresponding to the usual assumptions that
spacetime is connected and time-orientable, so that there are (up to global reversals of
the time orientation) unique notions of future and past. This concept is implemented
in the following definition:
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Definition 3.7. The causal fermion system (H,F,p) is called time-orientable if
there are precisely four equivalence classes

(2], [M], Q] and [M\Q]
(where Q@ C M is a Borel subset representing a nontrivial equivalence class).

Clearly, this definition involves the freedom of reversing the time direction by replac-
ing Q by M \ Q. Since this replacement also changes the sign of ’ygl((‘?), one could
fix the direction for example by demanding that ’yf}(@[ﬂ]) is non-negative for every
positive operator A. But this procedure is not compelling. Therefore, we prefer to fix
the time orientation by distinguishing [€].

Definition 3.8. A time-orientable causal fermion system together with a choice of [Q]
is called time-oriented. The sets in [Q)] are referred to as past sets, whereas the sets
in [M \ Q] are future sets.

3.3. Representing the Scalar Product (.|.)5; by a Surface Layer Integral. In
what follows, we always let € be a past set. Evaluating the surface layer integral ’y? for
commutator jets makes it possible to represent the Hilbert space scalar product (.|.)g¢
as a surface layer integral, as we now explain. To this end, we consider more specifically
families of unitary transformations with generators A of rank one. Namely, given a
non-zero vector ¢ € H, we form the symmetric linear operator A € L(H) of rank at
one by

At 1= (s u (3.12)
(thus in bra/ket notation, A = |u)(u|). By exponentiating we obtain a corresponding
family of unitary operators (U ) er,

U, == exp(iTA) .

We again denote the corresponding commutator jet in ([3.4]) by € = (0, C). It is usually
most convenient to only consider the vector component, giving rise to a mapping

C:H—-I NIy,
In view of (3I2) and (B4]), this mapping is positive homogeneous of rank two in the
sense that
C(au) = la|? C(u) forall a € C.
Moreover, from Lemma we know that the surface layer integral v(€(u)) is con-
served in the sense that it does not depend on the choice of the past set 2. This surface
layer integral defines a functional on H which is again positive homogeneous of degree
two, i.e.
722 (C(au)) = o|? 722 (€(w)) forall u € H and o € C.
Therefore, we can use the polarization formula to define a sesquilinear form

(1) HxH—=C, (3.13)

1

Q Q Q

) = 7 (15 (€ +v) = (el —v)))
~ 1 <7§2 (G(u + w)) — 7? (G(u - w))) ,

referred to as the commutator inner product. In [21] Section 5] it was shown that,

taking the continuum limit of the vacuum in Minkowski space, this sesquilinear form

coincides, up to a constant, with the scalar product (u|v)s;. We now give this property



LINEAR DYNAMICS OF WAVE FUNCTIONS 19

a useful name. For the sake of larger generality, we only assume that this property
holds for all vectors in the finite-dimensional subspace H' c K.

Definition 3.9. Given a critical measure p and a past set Q C M, the commutator
inner product is said to represent the scalar product if

<u|v>22 = c(ulv)g for all u,v € H* (3.14)
with a suitable positive constant c.

Due to the conservation of the surface layer integral (see Lemma [B.5]), this condition
does not depend on the choice of the past set €. In physical applications, one chooses 2
as the past of a Cauchy surface. Then the condition holds automatically, provided that
it holds one specific time. Examples for such a choosing this specific time would be
shortly after the big bang before particles were created or any other time when the
particle density was so small that the Minkowski vacuum is a good approximation.

In what follows, we always assume that the commutator inner product represents
the scalar product. Moreover, by a rescaling of the Hilbert space scalar product and
possibly a time reversal we always arrange that the constant ¢ in ([BI4) is equal to
one. Thus we always assume that

(u!fu>§ = (u|v)g for all u,v € 3.

We now rewrite this condition in an equivalent way which is sometimes more useful.
First, in view of the polarization formula, it suffices to satisfy (3.I4]) in the case u =
v =: 1. We thus obtain the equivalent condition

wew)) =lvl3  forall e 3",

Second, in view of the definition of the operator A in ([B8.12]), its trace is given by tr A =
[|1]|%;. We have thus proven the following result:

Lemma 3.10. The commutator inner product represents the scalar product with con-
stant ¢ > 0 if and only if for every symmetric operator A € L(H) on H! (see (BH)),
the corresponding commutator jet (0,C) with
C(x) = i[A, x]
satisfies the relation
72 (C(u)) =ctrA. (3.15)

By a rescaling, we shall always arrange that ¢ = 1.
We finally bring the commutator inner product into a more explicit and convenient
form:

Proposition 3.11. Using the kernel Q(z,y) as defined by (2.22), the commutator
inner product can be written as

(ufo) < [ dsta o~ [ 4 @ [ dp> ()| QU 4) 0 ()=

Proof. A similar computation is given in [2I, Section 5.2]. We repeat it here for
completeness, also using the present notation. In view of the polarization formula, it
suffices to consider the case v = v. In this case, we know from (B.13) and (2.28]) that

(u,u) = 7p / dp(z /M\ p(y) (D1,e — Dae)Lu(z,y) . (3.16)
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The remaining task is to compute the derivatives of the Lagrangian. The local
correlation operator can be expressed in terms of the wave evaluation operator by
(see [10, Lemma 1.1.3])

r=—"(x)"¥(x).
Hence the unitary transformation of the local correlation operators in (B.3]) corre-
sponds to the transformation ¥(x) — W(x)U-'. Consequently, writing the kernel of
the fermionic projector as P(z,y) = —¥(x) U(y)* (see again [10, Lemma 1.1.3]), its
variation is computed by

d -1 *
DyeP(a.y) = —( = ¥(@) U v(y)")
DyeP(z,y) = —¥(x) (iA) U(y)" .
Using the form of the operator A in ([3.I2]), we conclude that
DyeP(x,y) = i[p"(z)-=<¢"(y)]  and  DyeP(z,y) = —i|p"(z)-=<¢"(y)|

(where ¢"(x) := m,u is the physical wave function of u € ).
Using the last relations in (2.22]) gives

(D1,e — Do) Li(x,y)
=20 (Trs, (Qy,2) [ (2)- =" (9)]) — Trs, (Qa, y) [ (y) <" ()] )
= 20 (<0 () | Qy, 2) ¥ (1) — <¥"(2) | Q) [V" () ) -
Substituting these equations into (B.10]) gives the result. g

2 _y(a) (—ia) v (y)”

7=0

For the following constructions, it is preferable to have the freedom to modify the
kernel Q(z,y) while preserving the EL equations for the physical wave functions (2.23]).
The point is that these EL equations must be satisfied only for all the physical wave
functions, giving us the freedom to modify () arbitrarily on the complement of the
span of these wave functions. Therefore, we decompose the kernel Q(x,y) as

Q(z.y) = Q"5(z,y) + Q""(z,y) , (3.17)

where we choose Q%"8(x,y) as a symmetric kernel (i.e. Q*"8(z,y)* = Q*"8(y, z)) such
that

| @) vt @ dp) =0 for all ue 3¢ (318)
M

In what follows, we always replace @ by Q8. In particular, the EL equations (2.23])
become

| @) W) dply) = ¥'(a)  forallw € M (3.19)

These equations are again satisfied in view of ([BI7) and (BI8). Moreover, the ker-
nel Q'8 is again symmetric,

Q"% (x,y)" = Q"*(y, z) . (3.20)

The commutator inner product of Proposition B.I1] is modified to

<U|U </dp M\Q M\Q /dp ) (3.21)

X <p"(x) | Q"% (x, y) ¥ (yY) -2
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This is still conserved as a consequence of ([3.19), but the inclusion of Q*"& may change
its value. In order to ensure that the commutator inner product remains unchanged,
we also demand that the contribution by Q%" vanish for all u,v € HF,

([aote) [ dot) = [ doto) [ aotw) ) <o) | Qe v )2 =0 3:2)
Q M\Q M\Q Q

Clearly, in view of the conservation law for (B.2I)), it suffices to verify ([3.:22]) for a
specific past set 2. Apart from the conditions (3.I8) and (3.22)), the kernel Q*"&(x, )
can be chosen arbitrarily.

Before explaining this construction in a concrete example, we make a few general
remarks. We first point out that the above “regularization” of @) is optional. All the
constructions and results of this paper are valid no matter if or how this regularization
is performed. We also point out that modifying Q"°® merely amounts to changing the
representation of the physical wave functions, but it has no influence on any physical
observables, nor does it change the interaction or the dynamics of the system. In
order to illustrate the significance of the freedom in modifying QQ*°8, we now discuss a
concrete example.

3.4. Example: The Regularized Minkowski Vacuum. The following example
explains why the above decomposition of Q(x,y) is of advantage in the applications.
For the regularized Minkowski vacuum, the kernel Q(x,y) was analyzed in the so-
called state stability analysis carried out in [0, Section 5.6], [I5] and [§], as we now
briefly recall. The detailed analysis of the continuum limit in [I0, Chapter 3] shows
that in order to obtain well-defined field equations in the continuum limit, the number
of generations must be equal to three. Therefore, we now consider an unregularized
fermionic projector of the vacuum involving a sum of three Dirac seas,

3 4 '
P(z,y) = / % (K +mp) 6(k* — m3) e v
B=1

(this configuration is also referred to as three generations in a single sector; see [10]
Chapter 3]). The corresponding kernel Q(z,y) obtained in the continuum limit de-
pends only on the difference vector ¥y — x and can thus be written as the Fourier
transform of a distribution Q(k),

Qw,y) = / Tk Qb ek
’ (2m)* ’

The state stability analysis in [0, Section 5.6] implies that the Fourier transform Q has

the following form (cf. [6, Definition 5.6.2]). It is is well-defined inside the lower mass

cone

C" = {k e R*|k'k; > 0 and k° < 0},
where it can be written as ¥

Q) =a b

with continuous real functions a and b on C" having the following properties:
(i) a and b are Lorentz invariant,

a=a(k®), b=0bk?.

(ii) a is non-negative.
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p

FIGURE 1. The convolution M * P.

(iii) The function a + b is minimal on the mass shells,

(a+b)(m3) = (a+b)(¢?) for B=1,2,3.

inf
qeCN
Making essential use of these properties, in [21], Section 5.2] it was proven that the
commutator inner product reduces to the usual current integral, proving that the
commutator inner product indeed represents the scalar product (see Definition [3.9]).
All the above formulas hold without the need for an ultraviolet regularization. If an
ultraviolet regularization on the scale ¢ is introduced, the formulas are all well-behaved
in the limit € \, 0.

The motivation for the kernel Q"8 in ([BI7) comes from the fact that Q is ill-defined
outside the lower mass cone. This also means that, if a regularization is present, the
regularized kernel Q¢ will in general diverge inside the upper mass cone as & N\ 0. This
behavior can be understood from the specific structure of Q(x,y) as being a product
in position space of the form

Qe,y) = 5 M(z,0) Pla,), (3.25)

where from symmetry considerations one knows that the Fourier transform M of M
is supported inside the upper and lower mass cone. Rewriting the product in position
space in (3.23]) as a convolution in momentum space,

R 1 d* R
Qla) = 3 /ﬁ M(p) P(q—p),
the integration range is compact if ¢ lies in the lower mass shell, but it is unbounded
if ¢ is in the upper mass shell (see Figure []).

In position space, this divergence can be understood from the fact that both M(z,y)
and P(z,y) are singular on the light cone, implying that the pointwise product in (3.23])
cannot be taken in a naive way. This consideration also shows that the problem can
be cured by subtracting suitable counter terms supported on the light cone. The
kernel Q*"&(z,y) should precisely consist of these counter terms, thereby arranging
that Q™8 (z,y) is regular and well-defined even in the limit £ \ 0. In the next propo-
sition we work out Q%™&(x,y) more explicitly.

Proposition 3.12. There is a kernel Q%8 of the form

Q) = 5 QP (,9) + = QV(z.y) +log(e) QO (a,y)
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with tempered distributions Q©, QM) and Q@ such that the limit
: € _ Hsing
lim (Q°(z,y) — Q*™(z,y))

exists in the distributional sense. Moreover, these distributions are supported on the
light cone,

supp Q%) supp QV, supp Q@  {¢| (¢, &) =0}, (3.24)
and their Fourier transforms vanish inside the lower mass cone,
supp Q(O), supp Q(l), supp Q(2) C {k‘ | (k,k)y <0 or KO > 0} . (3.25)

Proof. The kernel M(z,y) was computed in [§] away from the light cone to be of the
form (see [8, egs (2.20) and (3.5)])

g e(€0) £(€2) if € is timelike
M(w,y) = { 0 if £ is spacelike

where
C3 777,3 Cy m5

fle) =25+
Multiplying pointwise by P(z,y) gives singularities on the light cone of the form
Q(x,y) ~ c3m?® (deg = 3) + c3m* ¢ (deg = 3) + (deg < 3)

(where deg denotes the degree on the light cone as defined in the formalism of the
continuum in [I0 §2.4.4]). These singular contributions can also be written as

3 4 5 6
Qay) ~ S5 Kol€) + 555 £ Ko(€) + = Ko(€) + = ¢ Ko(©)

+mT log(et) Ko (&) +m® log(et) £ Ko(¢) + O(e”) ,

where K is the causal fundamental solution of the scalar wave equation defined by
1 i1
Ko(€) = 5 (So —50) = 22 57 Ot =)

These singular contributions have also been found and discussed in [12, Section 5], and
we refer for computational details to this paper, where the distributions in (3.26]) were
also computed in momentum space. The resulting formulas show explicitly that, after
choosing the distributional contribution at x* = y appropriately, these distributions
vanish inside the lower mass shell (see the functions plotted in [12] Figure 3] and note
that their restrictions to the lower mass shell are polynomials). Therefore, we can
compensate all the singular contributions in (326]) by a kernel Q& of the required
form. O

+ O(log 2) .

(3.26)

Clearly, this procedure leaves the freedom to modify Q*"8(x, ) by contributions having
the support properties ([3.24]) and (3.25)), but which are finite in the sense that they
do not depend on e. This freedom will be discussed in Section [£.41

We close with two short remarks. We first point out that in the above example
of Minkowski space, the commutator inner product can be expressed in terms of the
discontinuity of the derivative of Q on the lower mass shell (for details see [21], Sec-
tion 5.2]). Therefore, the support property ([B.25]) implies that the conditions (3.I8])
and ([B:22) are both satisfied.

Second, for clarity we remark why it is preferable to work with the regularized
kernels. Before proceeding, we point out that the above divergence is unproblematic
in the EL equations ([Z.23]), because in these equations, Q is evaluated only on the
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lower mass shell, where it is finite and well-behaved as € \, 0. Therefore, at this
stage, subtracting the singular contribution as in (B.I9]) is unnecessary. However,
the situation becomes more subtle when the system is perturbed, for example by
introducing an external potential or, more generally, by considering variations as in
Section B3] below. Then both ¥! and Q are perturbed, in such a way that the EL
equations (2.23]) are preserved. This means that the singular contribution to Q(z,y)
is perturbed in a fine-tuned way, such that the image of ¥' remains in the kernel
of Q*"8(z,y). As a consequence, the relation (B.I8) is preserved by the perturbation.
Again, this causes no problem in the EL equations (Z23]), where the integral remains
well-defined. Thus there there is no necessity to modify the EL equations to (Z23)]).
However, the perturbation expansion for ) involves perturbations of the divergent
contributions on the light cone. Analyzing these contributions in detail is a difficult
and laborious task, because the order of the divergence (the so-called degree on the
light cone) is lower than that of the contributions analyzed in the continuum analysis
in [I0, Chapters 4-6]. Working instead with Q*¢, these divergent contributions no
longer appear, making it unnecessary to analyze them.

4. EXTENDING THE HILBERT SPACE IN A SURFACE LAYER

4.1. The Adapted L2-Scalar Product in the Surface Layer. In preparation of
extending the surface layer inner product of Proposition BI1] to more general wave
functions, we now introduce a Hilbert space of wave functions endowed with an L>-
scalar product involving a measure p which can be thought of as being supported
in the surface layer. To this end, similar as in the construction of the Krein space
structures in [I0, §1.1.5], on the spin spaces we introduce the scalar product

([De 2 SoxSe=C,  (PlPha = (@ ]]x] H)ac (4.1)

(where we make use of the fact that S; C H) and denote the corresponding norm on
Sz by || - |l .- This makes it possible to introduce the norm of the kernel Q"&(x,y) in
the usual way by

Q™5 (2, y) Il = sup Il Q5 (z, )¢l -

weSy with ]l =1

Next, we define the surface layer measure ,ug as the Borel measure given by

AU = /U o) /M\Q dp(y) 11 Q" (z,9) |

+/UO(M\Q) dp(:v)/ﬂdp(y) Q™ (@, y) |l -

Note that z is integrated over a subset of ), whereas the y-integration is over a
subset of M \ Q. In this sense, the double integrals have the form of a surface layer
integral. But there is the obvious difference that one of the integrals is “localized” to
the domain U.

In order to ensure that the integrals in (4.2]) are well-defined, in what follows we
always assume that the integral

(4.2)

/ Il Q8 (z,y) || do(y) is finite for all x € M and continuous in z . (4.3)
M
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Under this assumption, on the compactly supported wave functions C’g(M ,SM) we
can introduce the scalar product

(Wle)2 = /M () | 6())e du(z)

referred to as the adapted L?-scalar product in the surface layer. The corresponding
norm is denoted by |||. ]Hg Forming the completion gives the Hilbert space of wave

functions (W, (1h|¢)S)).

4.2. Extending the Surface Layer Integral. The next step in our construction
is to extend the commutator inner product in Proposition B.IT] to more general wave
functions. In this section, we allow for a general class of wave functions for which the
surface layer integral is well-defined. The resulting space is too large for the applica-
tions. In order to obtain a space which can be thought of as being a generalization
of the Hilbert space of all Dirac solutions (also including all the solutions of positive
energy), we want to extend H only by those physical wave functions obtained when
the physical system is varied while preserving the Euler-Lagrange equations. This idea
will be implemented in Sections d.3HA.5l giving rise to the Hilbert space .‘HE;Q.

In order to extend the commutator inner product to more general wave functions,
on the Hilbert space (Wg, <<1/)|¢>>g) we introduce the sesquilinear form

W]p) « W x Wi — C (4.4)
(Ylo)y = —2i ( /Q dp(z) /Milg(y) - /Miig(x) /Q dp(y)> =<Y(@) | Q"5 (2, y) p(y) =z -

In the next lemma it is shown that this sesquilinear form is well-defined.

Lemma 4.1. For any 1, ¢ € W?, the integrals in ([d4]) are well-defined and
[@le)sl < 2 Il sl -

Proof. Using a standard denseness argument, it suffices to consider compactly sup-
ported wave functions ¢, ¢ € 08 (M,SM). Then the integral can be estimated by

|wle)y|
<2( [avto) [ dotw)+ [ doto) [ o) Wil Q) ool -

\Q \Q2
Employing the inequality

(@), Mo, < % <|||¢(<E)III§+ |||<b(y)|||f,)

and using the definition of the surface layer measure (£.2]), we obtain
2 2
[wlo)p| < (Illy)” + (el )™
Using the freedom to scale the vectors ¥ and ¢ gives the result. ([l
The last lemma also shows that the sesquilinear form (|>22 is bounded in the Hilbert

space (W?, <<1/)|¢>>g) Therefore, applying the Fréchet-Riesz theorem, we obtain a
bounded symmetric operator 8 € L(Wg) with the property that

(W) = (| 8e) . (4.5)
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particle/anti-particle pairs

M\ Q

bosonic field

to
fermionic vacuum

FIGURE 2. A scattering process (left) and a description in terms of
linearized solutions (right).

For technical simplicity, we shall assume that the operator 8 is injective (i.e. that it has
a trivial kernel). Clearly, this is equivalent to assuming that the sesquilinear form <|>f}
is non-degenerate on W?. We remark that all our constructions could be extended to
the case with degeneracies by restricting the operators and sesquilinear forms to the
kernel’s orthogonal complement. However, we shall not enter these generalizations
here to avoid lengthening the exposition. Thus assuming non-degeneracy, we may use
the spectral calculus to form other (in general unbounded) selfadjoint operators which
come with a corresponding dense domain. More precisely, the spectral theorem for

bounded selfadjoint operators allows us to represent S as

8§ = / AdE)y
a(8)

with a spectral measure E on the Borel algebra of the compact set o(8) C R. Given
a real-valued Borel function

g:o8)\{0} =R
(note that this function is finite a.e. with respect to £ because Eg, = 0), the opera-
tor g(8) defined by

g(8) = / o I B D(e(8) © W2 WS with
7 (4.6)
D(5) = {v e Wi | [l delme] < )

is densely defined and selfadjoint (see for example [33, Theorem VIIIL.6]). In particular,
we can introduce the inverse of 8 as a selfadjoint operator

8! :/ ANdEy : D(STY) c W) W) with
a(s)

D($7!) = {qp ec W ‘ /0(5) A2 d(| Exv);) < oo} .

4.3. Varying the Surface Layer Integral. In the second step of the construction,
we want to describe the situation in a scattering process where particle/anti-particle
pairs are created starting from the fermionic vacuum (see the left of Figure 2]). We
want to build up the extended Hilbert space U{f)’ﬂ by all physical wave functions which
can be generated with this procedure by considering all possible scattering processes.
In this scenario, the pair creation is triggered by bosonic fields which typically are
also present at initial and final times. However, at least at initial time, the bosonic
field should be so weak and/or so spread out that it has no effect on the commutator
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inner product. Then, due to the conservation law, the commutator inner product
at time t again represents the scalar product (see Definition B0). But we need to
take into account that both the physical wave functions and the kernel Q™¢(z,y) in
Proposition BTl will in general change.

This situation can be modelled in a simpler way without referring to an initial
state as follows (see the right of Figure 2l). We consider variations (p;)-¢jo,s of the
measure p. For technical simplicity, as in [17, Section 2.3] and in the derivation of the
linearized field equations (see Section [2.6]), we assume that the variation can be written
in the form (2:24]) with smooth mapping f; and F; (2.25]) which depend smoothly on 7.
Moreover, we assume that each F is injective, closed, and that the inverse on its image
is continuous, implying that

F. : M — M, :=suppp, is a homeomorphism (4.7)

for every 7 € [0, d]. Next, we assume that the EL equations hold for all 7. This implies
that the jets tangential to the curve satisfy the linearized field equations, i.e.

d ~lin
o, = E(fT’FT) S for all 7 € [0,4] .

Again for technical simplicity, we assume that v, has spatially compact support, v, €
JE:SC. Moreover, we assume that the commutator inner product does not depend on T,
ie.
<u]v>% = (u\v>§} for all u,v € H' and 7 € [0,4] . (4.8)
This condition is satisfied for a scattering process as discussed on the left of Figure 2l
More mathematically, the condition 48] can be understood as follows.

Lemma 4.2. A variation (pr)-cjo,5) of the form [2.24)) with tangential jets v, € 3%‘:75(;
preserves the commutator inner product (L8] if and only if for every u € H, the
corresponding commutator jet C given by [B4]) with A according to BI2)) satisfies the
condition

0’[2_ ((-37 nT) =0 for all 7 € [0,0] . (4.9)

Proof. In view of the polarization identity, in (48] it suffices to consider the case v = u
for any given u € H. Then, by the fundamental theorem of calculus, (4.8]) is equivalent
to the condition

(%_< |u>% =0 for all 7 € [0,4] .

Setting Uy = €**4, the commutator jet can be written as

(uu)?. = / dp () / dpr(y) (Dr.c — Dae) Lale,y)
() F.(M\Q)

d - - _ _
= d_ dp7($) / dﬂr(y) Ly (usxug 17 us 1yus)
S JF(Q) Fr(M\Q)

Using the definition of the push-forward measure, we obtain

s=0

(uu)s,
_a
a ds Q

dp(z) /M\Q dp(y) f-(2) F(y) Lo(Ws Fr(2) U U Fr(y) U,) (4.10)

s=0
Moreover, the unitary invariance of the Lagrangian implies that for all z,9 € &,
La(@,9) = Lo (UsBUTT, UPUST) -
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Choosing & = Fr(z) and § = Fa,,—-(y) (for 79 € [0,6]), multiplying by the func-

tions fr(z) and far,—,(y) and subtracting the resulting expression from the integrand
in (ZI0), we conclude that

(ulu)p. = % /Q dp(x) /M\Q dp(y)
x (fr(@) Jr(9) Lo (Us Pr@) U UL Fr () Us)

— [2(®) Foryr () L1 (Us Fr(@) U Uy Pory (1) UT) )

s=0
We now take the r-derivative at 7 = 7y. Using that

L (Forar ) Pory = 0)],_)) =~ (1, Fo(9)

the terms cancel whenever derivatives act either both at z or both at y. A straight-
forward computation yields

Q

——(ulu)z,

dr T=T0

- / dp(z) / Ap(y) Fro(2) Fro() (D1.6V20 — Do.e V1) L (Fry (), Fro (1)
Q M\Q

= 0-227'0 (07—07 6) .

This concludes the proof. O

4.4. Transformation of the Varied Surface Layer Integral. In view of our as-
sumption (4.§]), the commutator inner product is preserved in 7. However, when 7 is
varied, both the physical wave functions and the surface layer inner product change
(note that the kernel Q™¢(z,y) and the measure p in ([@.4]) also depend on 7). In order
to work for all 7 in the same inner product space Wff, we need to transform the surface
layer inner product for 7 # 0 back to the surface layer inner product for 7 = 0. To this
end, given a measure p, in this section we shall construct a densely defined isometry
between the indefinite inner product spaces, i.e.

19, :D(I7;) CWT — WP with (Wlo)g = (050 T3 50)) Vb, € DISYS) .

This mapping exists only under additional assumptions which we shall work out on
the way. We collect all these assumptions in a condition for j (see Definition E.4]).

A basic difficulty is that we need to relate wave functions in the varied spacetime M
to wave functions in the original spacetime M, making it necessary to identify the
corresponding spin spaces Sy <+ Sp(,). One way of making this identification canonical
is to fix the gauge as described in [19]. For our purposes, it seems sufficient to use the
somewhat simpler method of working with the orthogonal projection S; — Sp(,) in H.
Here we make essential use of the fact that the spin spaces are subspaces of H, an
observation which also lies at the heart of the gauge-fixing procedure in [19]. In order
for the construction to fit together with the norm on the respective spin spaces (2.7]),
we also insert suitable factors of the operators

1 _1
|$|‘§z, |:E|‘SI2 2 Sy — Sy
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This leads us to introduce the mapping

T,5 @ CO(M,SM) — CO(M,SM),
(705 0) (@) = lal| g2 72 | F (e |\SF( U(F@).

This mapping also gives rise to the positive definite sesquilinear form (7, ;.| 7, 5. >>§2

on C’g (M ,SM ). In the next lemma we express this sesquilinear form with respect to
the L2-scalar product in the surface layer.

(4.11)

Lemma 4.3. Let D(T) be the space of all bounded Borel wave functions ¢ on M which
are compactly supported in the interior of the support of the surface layer measure (4.2]),

supp ¢ € int supp ,ug . (4.12)
Then there is a unique linear operator
- - 0
T: D) =W
with the property that
(mpp ¥l mpp oy = (0| T NS  for ally € WS and ¢ € D(T). (4.13)

This operator is densely defined, symmetric and positive semi-definite.
Proof. Let ¢ € D(T). Consider the linear functional
b= (T 0 Tp 0N - (4.14)

Let us verify that this functional is bounded. To this end, we begin with the estimate

(o5 | o5 0| < / 1 (p,50) (@) [l (. 590) (@) Il iy ()
- [ e, s@an], @I, , e, ande

< [ iF@ik,,, o), F@IZ,, eF@)], dfe@

= /M Il e(@) I, M) ll, d(Fepy) (@) - (4.15)

In order to relate this integral to the norm |||. \Hg, we need to compare the integration
measure F ,uf} with ,ug. Using the definition (£.2]), we can write the measures as

d(Fupi))(x) = n(z) dp(x)  and  dpg(z) = i(z) dp(z)

where the functions n and n are given by

n(z) = xg(2) /M\Q Il Q& (F~ (). y) Il dp(y) +XM\Q(w)/QIII Qe (F~ (), y) Il do(y)

() = X () /M\Q Il Q5 () Il dply) + x i) /Q Il Q% (a,y) Il di(y)

(here we used that F' is bijective (£.1)). Using (A.3]) and again (£.7), the function n is
continuous. Therefore, denoting the support of ¢ by K € M, this function is bounded
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on K. The function n, on the other hand, is also continuous and strictly positive on K
in view of (£I2]). Therefore, there is a constant ¢ = ¢(¢) > 0 such that
n(z) < (o) n(x) forall z € K .
Using this inequality in (4.15)), we conclude that

(7,501 T3 0D | < () /K Il é@) Il o) ll, dpg(z) < Ce) 07 (4.16)

for a new constant C'(¢) > 0, where in the last step we used the Schwarz inequality.
The inequality (£I6]) shows that the functional (£I4]) is indeed bounded.

Applying the Fréchet-Riesz theorem, the functional (£.14]) can be represented unique-
ly by a vector x € W~ ie.

(T8 Tos 0y = (xI0)F  forally € W

Setting ‘j'(qﬁ) = x uniquely defines an operator with the property (4.13]).
The denseness of D(T) follows immediately by approximating a wave function v €
CY(M, SM) by multiplication with characteristic functions,

Uk(2) 1= X1 o) (8(2)) W(2)

and taking the limit k& — oo with the help of Lebesgue’s dominated convergence
theorem. The fact that the left side of (4.13]) is real and non-negative for any ¢ = ¢ €
D(T) yields that T is symmetric and positive semi-definite. O

Taking the Friedrichs extension for semi-bounded operators (see for example [31), Sec-
tion 33.3]), we obtain a

selfadjoint operator T @(‘j') C Wg — Wg . (4.17)

We assume that this operator is injective. Then, similar as explained for the operator 8
after (L), denoting the spectral measure of T by FE, given any real-valued Borel
function g on o(7)\{0} we can again apply the spectral theorem to define the selfadjoint
operator

g(T) = / . g(\) dEy : D(g(T)) c W} - W with

D(s() = {v € Wp| [ 190 a1 < oo}

Finally, we extend the domain of the operator 7Tp 5 and define its inverse. In prepa-
ration, we note that the operator U, ; := 7, p‘J' 3 is an isometry because

(Up s | Ups NS = (mpp T2 lmp s T2 605 = (F72 9 TT72 0)F = (|62

Hence this operator can be extended continuously to all of Wg. This makes it possible
to introduce the extension

o =Ups T2 2 D(mps) CWE = W, D(r,;) = D(T2). (4.18)

For technical simplicity, we assume that this operator is surjective. Then U, ; is a
unitary operator, making it possible to introduce the operator

ol=T Ul D) cWE WS, D(x

PP 0P = Upp®(7 )

pp)
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We now come to the main construction. For simplicity of presentation, we begin
with the following formal computation,

W] o)

<<w|é¢>>%=<<w|frfr S<z>>>%—<<7rpw|wpﬁ—lé¢>>$
(mp s |88, 5T 18N = (my 500|871 7, 5T L8 9)S
= <7rp,f> Y| B To,p ¢>§2 ) (4.19)

where we introduced the abbreviation

B:=8"1 7Tpp S (4.20)

bn—-

In order to give this computation a proper mathematical meaning, we must make sure
that when taking products of operators, the range of each operator is contained in
the domain of the factor to its left. We summarize all the resulting conditions in the
following definition.

Definition 4.4. The measure p is variation-admissible if the following conditions
hold:

(i) There is a one-parameter family of measures (pr)rcjo,5) of the form [2.24) with po =
p and ps = p which satisfies the EL equations for all T and preserves the commu-
tator inner product ([A8)).

(ii) The operators S, T (see (&B) and @IT)) are injective, and the operator T,

(see ([AI8)) is surjective.
(iii) The operator product in ([A20) is well-defined in the sense that

D(‘j'_l) C Rg(g) and D(S_l) C Rg(ﬂp,ﬁ g1 S) .

(iv) The resulting operator B in ([A20) is bounded. The spectrum of its extension B €
L(Wsp)) does not intersect the negative real axis,

oB)NR, =2.
The last assumption is needed for the next step of the construction, where we

choose a closed contour I which does not intersect the negative real axis and encloses
the spectrum of B with positive orientation and introduce the square root of B as the

contour integral
—2)
o 55 f

(with the sign of the square root chosen such that Re+/z > 0). Note that the opera-
tor B is symmetric with respect to the inner product <’>,? because

(Tps 0| BTy 0 = (mp 500 | SBp; )t = (mp 50 |75 T8 ONE = (1|8 o)
=(Sv|e),) == (Bmo;¥|mp;0)



32 F. FINSTER, N. KAMRAN, AND M. OPPIO

As a consequence,
<7Tppq/”\/§ﬂ'pp¢ __—%\/7 prl/}‘( 2)” 7Tp7ﬁ¢>gd2
27sz§\/_ z) 77/)7/37/’|7Tp,f>¢>p dz

(o pVEB -2 02wt ms
~((~ g pVE (B ) mp b ms 08 = (VB0 |6l

where the minus sign in the last line comes about because the complex conjugate con-
tour has the opposite orientation. This shows that also the operator v/B is symmetric
with respect to <|>§2 A similar computation yields

(\/Eﬂp,ﬁ¢ | \/Eﬁpﬁ ¢>?
1 / ; - nN—
:_4—7T2?§Fdz Fldz Va2 (T | (B2 (B—2) " m,50)

In order to simplify the double integral, it is convenient to choose the contours such
that I" encloses I'. Then z and 2’ are never equal. Applying the resolvent identity, we
can carry out the integrals with residues,

<\/§7Tpvﬁ Y| \/Eﬂp,ﬁ <Z5>§)2

1 ’ V2! - n—
:—R FdZ F,dZ \/E_Zf <7Tp,ﬁ1/}‘<(B_Z) 1_(B_Z) 1)7Tpvﬁ¢>)?

1 \f\/_

n—1 Q
47T2 Fdz 1’*/ z—z <p7ﬁw’(B_Z) ﬂ—pvﬁ(b>p
1 —
=5 P4 & s 01 (B = )7 w6 = (w0 | By 6

Using (4.19), it follows that
(VBmys9 |VBmp50)y = (4le)5
Therefore, the densely defined operator
Q ) Q Q Q
10 =VBm,; + D(9;) c W — WS (4.21)
with @(32[3) = @(‘j'%) has the property that
(Wlehy = (o0 19,50),  forally,¢ € D). (4.22)
For clarity, we finally explain how the above construction simplifies in the pertur-
bative description. For brevity, we do this to first order in an expansion parame-

ter 7 € [0, 9] (the higher orders can be worked out similarly). If 7 = 0, the measures p
and p coincide, implying that 7, ; and 1" are the identity. Expanding to first order,
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after a suitable identification of the spin spaces we obtain

Wp,,;:]l—l—TWS%—i—O(#), ‘j‘:][+7-rj~(1)_|_o(7_2)
$=8+78W+0(r), B=1+7B"+0(r?) with

1) _g-1..(1) &0 —1¢(1 (1)
BW =81 (2 —TW)8+87 18 — 7 )
VB=1+3B"+0()

Jgﬁ = \/Ewpﬁ: 1+77w lz—l—gB(l) —1—(9(7'2)

(
P:P

—1+ % (wff,ﬂ +87 (nl) — FW) § 4+ 8-V 8(1)> +0(7?) .

For these expression to be well-defined, we need the following assumptions:

(i) 8 is injective, so that the operator §~! exists (as a densely defined selfadjoint
operator).

(ii) The operator 7121% —JO maps the image of the operator 8 to the domain of §71.

(iii) The image of the operator 8() lies in the domain of §~1.

These conditions need to be verified in the applications.
We finally remark that in Appendix[Blthe connection between admissible variations
(see Definition [d.4]) and inner solutions is explained.

4.5. The Extended Hilbert Space J{fjﬂ. We now let 9t be a set of variation-
admissible measures (see Definition [£.4]). Then for every p € 9, by combining (@22
with ([&38)), we conclude that for any u,v € H with ¢, ¢* € @(Jﬁﬁ),

(ulv)ge = (1254|924 (4.23)

We form the set of wave functions generated by all these measures,

of = U {787

peEM

u € H' with ) € D(J‘,}ﬁ)} c Wy (4.24)

(note that (’522 is in general not a vector space). We endow span 6? with the inner
product induced by (|>Sp2 A-priori, this restriction merely is a sesquilinear form, but
it need not be non-degenerate or even positive definite. We take it as an additional
assumption that the restriction is positive definite.

Definition 4.5. Assume that (span QS?, <’>,?) is a scalar product space. We refer to

its completion as the extended Hilbert space (J{Z’Q, (1%

Keeping in mind that the choices of Q™2(x,y) in (B.1I7)) as well as 9 leave us a lot of
freedom, one can take the point of view that these choices should be made in such a
way that the resulting inner product (|>§)2 becomes positive definite.

The extended Hilbert space can be thought of as the generalization of the Hilbert
space of all Dirac solutions to the abstract setting of causal fermion systems. According
to (£23)), for any measure p € 9 we have an isometric embedding

Q . 4 ) Lt £,.0
Lp,ﬁ = jp’ﬁolpp‘j{f . j’f ‘—)j’fp .
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FIGURE 3. Time evolution from fH%Q to fH%Q .

5. A LINEAR DYNAMICS ON THE EXTENDED HILBERT SPACE

5.1. General Idea and Basic Construction. We now consider two past sets ©, Q' C
M with Q C €' such that for both sets, the constructions in Section @ apply, giving
rise to the extended Hilbert spaces fo}Q and fo}Q/. In generalization of the linear
dynamics described by the Dirac equation, it would be desirable to have a linear time
evolution on the extended Hilbert spaces, i.e. a

unitary mapping Ugl : fH;’Q — fJ-Cﬁ;QI . (5.1)

We cannot expect to obtain such a linear time evolution in the setting of the pre-
vious section, because the perturbed measure p may involve bosonic fields which
influence the dynamics. But we can hope that by restricting attention to specific
measures " C M, the time evolution becomes unique. The physical picture for
the regularized Dirac sea vacuum is that these variations describe the creation of
particle/anti-particle pairs surrounded by the linear electromagnetic field generated
by them, plus possible contributions to () localized on the light cone which change the
behavior of Q on the upper mass shells (as explained in words in Section [3.4]).

Given a measure p € 9 and a vector v € H, we consider the corresponding wave
functions in the extended Hilbert spaces denoted by

TuQ . Q £,Q TuQ £,0
Y=, su € H and P =, pu € HT

Note that these two wave functions are not defined globally in spacetime, but merely
as equivalence classes of wave functions in the corresponding surface layers. We have
the situation in mind that the two surface layers are separated by a sufficiently “thick”
time strip (see Figure[d). In this case, it is sensible to assume that there is a global wave
function 1/;“ € C°(M, SM) which in the respective surface layers coincides with e
and ¢t (but clearly, the wave function Y% is far from unique, because it can be
changed arbitrarily away from the surface layers). We set L := Q'\ Q and introduce X,
as the Krein space with indefinite inner product

<plp>g, = /L<¢(a:)]¢(x)>x du () (5.2)

and the topology induced by the scalar product

(I De = /L<(¢(w)l¢(:v)>>z dyir ()

(where we used again the notation (4.1])). Moreover, we denote the restriction operator
to the set L by

xr: CO(M,SM) — X, Y=l
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(extending this restriction by zero to all of M, the operator x, can also be regarded as
the multiplication by a characteristic function). Since the commutator inner product
is preserved by the variation of the measure, we know that

<i}u,ﬂ|i}u,ﬂ>g _ <¢u,Q’|&u,Q’>§l’ _ <u|u>g{ . (53)

As a consequence, a direct computation using (£4]) gives
0= ([ — (" [")y
=21 [ (<@ @) |9 @)ms - <00 | Q) )1 di
L

= 2 (<xw Q") | X2 "> — <" e (Q¥0)>x, ). (54)

Clearly, this computation can be carried out for any v € H. Polarizing, we conclude
that

<xr (Q™® 1;”) | XL 1,Z~Jv>g<t = <XI 1;” | xo (@ 12”)>9<L for all u,v € wE (5.5)

In order to bring this equation into a more familiar form, we make the simplifying
assumption

ker XL‘ Sy © ker x1, Q*° ‘L S (5.6)
where ¢, 5 is.a mapping which to every u € H' associates the corresponding extended
wave function in spacetime,

Loy @ HE— COM,SM),  wrs g
Lemma 5.1. Under the assumption (5.0), there is a linear operator
Ry, : span prg(ﬂff) Cc X, — Xy,
with the property that
XL nghp)ﬁ(g{f) =Ry XL\LM(W) : (5.7)
Proof. On the kernel of x, the equation (B.7)) is trivially satisfied in view of (5.0)).

Therefore, it suffices to arrange (5.7)) on a complement E of ker x L‘L (3) in ¢, 5(3h).
1N
On this complement, the operator xz, is injective by construction, and thus the map-
ping xr|g : E — xr(F) is a bijection. We denote its inverse by XZl : xo(E) — E.
Multiplying (5.7) from the right by this inverse gives
RL‘XL( = XL QX |XL(E
Taking this equation as the definition of Ry, concludes the proof. O
Using (5.7) in (5.5), we obtain the equation
<RrxrL T/NJU | XL ¢v>g<t = <X T/NJU | R XL 1,Z~)U>3<L for all u,v € 5t ,

which states that Ry is a symmetric operator on the subspace x LLM;?Cf of the Krein

space K.
The basic idea is to take (5.7]) as the starting point for formulating

XL Q" ® Y = Rrxpv (5.8)

as the equation describing the dynamics on the extended Hilbert space. Being a linear
equation for 1, it can be viewed as a generalization of the Dirac equation to the setting
of causal fermion systems. The symmetric operator Ry, on Xy, plays the role of an (in
general nonlocal) potential.



36 F. FINSTER, N. KAMRAN, AND M. OPPIO

Before implementing this idea, we must overcome the following difficulties: In (5.7)),
the equation (B5.8)) holds only on the subspace of wave functions Lp,f)?(f which clearly
depends on our choice of p. If we choose another measure §' € M (where 9 is again the
set of admissible measures introduced at the beginning of Section [.0]) we get (5.8]) on
another subspace Lpﬁzﬂ'ff, possibly with a different potential R} . In order to give (5.8])
a universal meaning, we must ensure that the different potentials Ry, R’ ,... are all
compatible with each other, making it possible to “lift” all the equations (5.7) to the
single equation (5.8]).

The resulting compatibility conditions can be analyzed most conveniently in a linear
perturbation expansion. To this end, we consider variations (f-),¢[o,5 of measures in
a subset M C M. Using (2.24)), the infinitesimal generators of these variations

d
= —(f,, Fy
v dT(f ) T

generate a space of jets denoted by J5™. We denote the first variation of the corre-
sponding wave functions in the surface layers by

d ! d !
DU (v, u) = EL&;T ul . and DU (v, u) = d_TL’?’ﬁT ul -

We thus obtain mappings
DU ¢ gEn x 3 5 30 and DU gE x5 3EY

which are real-linear in the first and complex-linear in the second argument. We want
to achieve that (5.8)) holds for all the wave functions ¢ obtained by our variation (p;)
for all 7. Since (B.8) is linear in %, this means that this equation must hold order
by order in perturbation theory. In particular, it must hold for the contribution lin-
ear in 7. Repeating the consideration leading to (5.7) backwards, we conclude that
also the conservation law in (5.3]) should hold if we replace the wave function by its
linearizations, i.e.

(DU (0,u) | DU (0,));) = (DY (0,u) | DY (0,0));
This conservation law is indeed a good starting point for the formulation of the com-
patibility conditions, which can be regarded as a polarized version of this equation.

Definition 5.2. The jet space 35 C lei“ 1s a compatible generator of the extended

Hilbert spaces J{Z’Q and ﬂ{f,’ﬂl if the following conditions hold:

(i) Everyv € 5 is the infinitesimal generator of a variation (f’r)re[o,&] of measures
in the variation-admissible set IN.

(ii) The images of U and DU generate a dense subspace of J‘Cf;g. Likewise, the
images of U and DU are dense in J{E)’Q .

iii e corresponding scalar products are preserve e time evolution, i.e. for

(iii) Th ponding lar product D d by the ti lution, i.e. fi
all v,v" € I and all u, v’ € K,

(DU (0,u) [ ()T = (DY (0,u) | W () (5.9)
(DY (0, u) | DV (0, ) = (DU (0,u) | DY (o', ) (5.10)

We remark for clarity that (i) entails that the measures p, are variation-admissible
(see Definition [.4)) and that every v € J&™ satisfies ([L.9). We also remark that the
condition in (iii) will be analyzed further in Section [5.2] below.
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This definition immediately gives rise to the desired unitary operator (5.1I). More-
over, the dynamical equation (5.8)) can be established as follows. Again extending
the wave functions arbitrarily in the region away from the surface layers, we obtain a

mapping
DU : 35 x H' — 3
with the property that the restrictions to the surface layers coincides with DU

and DU where the scalar product (.|.), is induced by <\>§2 or <\>§2/ (which co-

incide according to (5.9) and (5.10)). Proceeding as in (5.4]), it follows that (5.5]) holds
on (f}Ci, (-|)p), i-e.
<XL Q™5 W) | xL ¥/ >x, = <xp ¥ | xL (Q"BY)>x,  forall ¢, ¢ € K.

Assuming similar to (5.6]) that
ker XL|%§ C kerxp, ng‘%ﬁ ,

we finally obtain the evolution equation (5.8]) for all 9{2 with Ry a symmetric operator
on the Krein space K.

5.2. Solving the Compatibility Conditions. The above general construction has
the shortcoming that it is not obvious in which situations the condition in Defini-
tion (iii) can be fulfilled. The basic difficulty is that (G.I0) involves pairs of
jets v,v’ € J5°", making it impossible to choose J5™ as a subspace of the set of all
jets with certain properties. We now improve the situation by giving a strategy for
satisfying the condition in Definition (iii).

Assume that J5 has a complex structure. Thus every v € J& has the decomposi-
tion into holomorphic and anti-holomorphic components

v=2z+7%.
Setting

DYz + fZ,u) == % DV ((a+ B) (2 +2),u) + 2% DV (i(a — B)(z — 2),u) ,

we extend DU to a complex linear functional its first argument.

Lemma 5.3. Assume that for all v € 35" and u € HE,

ot
[
[\

ot
—_
w

Q,
)
Then the condition in Definition [1.2 (iii) is satisfied.

Proof. We first show that (BII) implies (E9). To this end, we first consider the
conservation law (53] for the variation generated by e'*z + e~z to first order. We
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thus obtain

d T, 7w, O\ 0 T, Q) Tu, QN QY

0= — (@ 2 — @ )Y )

=2 Re {em <<D\I’Q(E, u) ‘ \I’(u)>;2 + (¥ (u) | D\I’Q(z,u)>;2

=0

— (DU (z,u) | w(w) T~ (¥(w) | D@Q’(z,u)>f')} .

Since this holds for all «, the term in the round brackets must vanish. Combining this
with (5.I1)), we conclude that

(DU (z,u) [ U(w)) = (DO (2,u) | U(w))!) . (5.15)

By complex polarization in wu, it follows that (5.I1I)) and (5.I5]) also hold for gen-
eral u,u’ € H, i.e.
Q/
0 (5.16)

(DU, u) | () = (DO (Z,u) [ W) .

(DU(z,u) [ W) = (DU (2,u) [ W ()

Rewriting the scalar products (5.9]) according to

(DU(o,u) [ () = (DW (o, 2) | W ()] + (DU (0,2) | ()]

p
(and similarly for ), multiplying out and applying (5.16)) gives (5.9).

In order to derive (5.I0), we first note that, by complex polarization, the equa-
tions (5.12)-(5.14]) are also satisfied if the arguments on the right side of the scalar
products take more general values, i.e. for all v,v" € 3" and u,u’ € HE,

<D\I/Q(z,u) ‘ D\I’Q(Z,,u,»? = <D\I/Q/(z,u) ‘ D\I/Q/(z',u')>? (5.17)
(DU (z,u) | DY, ) = (DU (7,u) | DV ()5 (5.18)
(DY (z,u) | DU, ) = (DU (2,u) | DO (7,0))S) . (5.19)

Rewriting the scalar products in (5.I0) according to
(DU (v, u) | DU (v, u’)>§ = (DU (2 +7,u) | DV (2 + 7, u’)>‘;

(and similarly for ©'), we can multiply out and apply (EI7)-(EI9). This gives the
result. O

We point out that this Lemma poses conditions for each jet v € J5™. Therefore,
choosing € as the set of all jets v which satisfy these conditions as well as the condition
in Definition (i), one can choose J5 as a maximal subspace of €. After doing so, the
remaining question is whether the condition in Definition (ii) is satisfied. In other
words, the remaining issue is whether the class of wave functions generated by J5™ is

sufficiently large to include all the wave functions in Jff;’t. This question also depends
on how large the set of measures 9 in ([A.24]) is chosen. Indeed, by adapting 9t one
can always arrange that J§™ is a compatible generator. Proceeding in this way, the

question remains whether the resulting extended Hilbert space J‘Ci’t includes all the
wave functions of physical interest. Clearly, this question can be answered only in a
case-by-case basis depending on the concrete applications being considered.
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FIGURE 4. Deriving the continuous time evolution by patching together
time strips (left) or by varying a surface layer (right).

Remark 5.4. (The compatibility conditions for commutator jets) It is a
natural question whether the commutator jets should be included in J§™. We now
explain why in general this is not possible.

Let v be a commutator jet of the form (B.6]). Clearly, this jet is the infinitesimal
generator of a variation given by ([B.I) with U = U, = ™. Moreover, as is veri-
fied in detail in Appendix [Al this variation preserves the symplectic form (£9) (see
Corollary [A3]). This suggests that commutator jets should be included in J5. How-
ever, in general commutator jets do not satisfy the conditions (59]) and (5I0) (see
Proposition [A4] and the explanation thereafter, where the connection to local gauge
transformations is made). Therefore, the commutator jet cannot be included in the
jet space J5. One should think of 35 as formed of jets which do change the physical
system, but in a way where the perturbations of the physical wave functions respect
current conservation. O

We finally remark that in Appendix Bl the compatibility conditions in Defini-
tion [5.2] (iii) are discussed for inner solutions.

5.3. The Dynamical Wave Equation. In the previous section, we considered the
time evolution from a surface layer near 02 to a surface layer near 9’ (see Figure [3)).
For our constructions to apply, we had to assume that the surface layers were separated
by a sufficiently large time strip. Under this assumption, the extended wave functions
in the two surface layers could be matched to a global wave function ), leaving us
with a freedom to modify the wave function in the intermediate time strip, away from
the surface layers. We now explain how this construction can be extended to obtain a
unitary dynamics on a globally defined Hilbert space denoted by (ﬂ'ff), (-])p)-

There are two possible methods. We begin with the first method and mention the
alternative method at the end of this section. The first method is to proceed step
by step in time by joining time strips together, as shown on the left of Figure @l
In order to get a good “time resolution,” it is clearly preferable to choose the time
strips as “thin” as possible, subject to the constraint that the wave functions in the
adjacent surface layers must be compatible. In this way, we obtain a Hilbert space
of wave functions ﬂ{f), where the scalar product coincides with <\>§}f for any of the
sets 1 C Qa C .... In order to combine the equations (5.8)) in the individual strips to
a single equation, we write them as

XL, (Q® — R, xr,) ¥ =0. (5.20)

Since the Ry, map to Xy, extending by zero to KXj; and using orthogonality, we can

also write (B.20) as
XL, <ng — ZRLZ’ XLZ’) P =0 with Rp, :Xp, = Xnm -
Z/
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Carrying out the inner sum by setting
R .= ZRLZ’ XL, @ Ky — Ky symmetric,
Z/
we conclude that for all £ the equation
XL, (Q** —R) ¢ =0 (5.21)

holds. Moreover, the fact that R was constructed as a sum of operators acting on the
mutually orthogonal subspaces Xr,,, we know that

xr, R=xr, Rxz, - (5.22)

Writing R as an integral operator with kernel R(x,y), this kernel is symmetric in the
sense that

R(z,y)" = R(y, ). (5.23)
Moreover, the relation (5.22]) means that the kernel vanishes unless both arguments
lie in the same time strip, i.e.

R(xz,y) =0 ifx € Lyand y € Ly with £ # (.

This in turn means that surface layer integrals formed of the kernel R(z,y) vanish on
any of the surface layers under consideration, i.e. symbolically

/ dp(fc)/ dp(y) -+ R(z,y)---=0.
Qe M\Q,

As a consequence, modifying the kernel Q™8(x,y) in our surface layer integrals by the
kernel R(x,y) does not change the values of the surface layer integrals. This makes it
possible to simplify our setting by introducing the abbreviation

QY (z,y) = Q% (x,y) — R(z,y). (5.24)
and to change the definition (£4) to

(¢|¢ </dp M\Q M\Q /dp > (5.25)

x <u(x) [ QY™ (z,y) d(y)=s
Since both Q™8 (x, ) and R(x,y) are symmetric (see (3.20) and (5.23)), so is Q¥ (x, ),
QY x,y)" = QY (y,2) . (5.26)

We again point out that this redefinition does not change the value of any of our
surface layer integrals. Moreover, we write (5.2I]) in the shorter form

LQYy =0, (5.27)
which holds for any set L of the form
Led:={Q\Q1|0=23,...}. (5.28)

The equation (5.27)) is the dynamical wave equation already discussed in the intro-
duction. The sets in 2 are referred to as being conservation-admissible. The ker-
nel Q" (xz,y) is symmetric (5.26). We note for clarity that we did not specify the
regularity of the kernel R(z,y) in (5.24]). For doing so, we would need to have more in-
formation on the operators Ry, in (5.20). Consequently, also the new kernel Q™%(x, y)
need not be continuous. Not specifying the regularity of this kernel has the advantage
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that it became possible to also absorb the right side in (3.19) into this kernel. In par-
ticular, this kernel may involve a d-contribution on the diagonal like —t d(x,y), where
the “Dirac distribution” merely is a convenient notation for the computation rule

/M () 85, y) dp(y) = f()  forall f € CO(M,R).

The second, alternative strategy would be to work with one time strip, but to vary
the set €2, as shown on the right of Figure [l This procedure has the advantage that
the variation may involve arbitrarily “thin” time strips or even work with a continuous
foliation of spacetime. But there is the drawback that it is not obvious whether the
operators Ry, in (5.8) are compatible. Here we do not decide for one or the other
strategy. We rather take the point of view that, as far as the macroscopic dynamics is
concerned, both method give the same result. Namely, the dynamics is described by an
equation of the form (5.27]), where U can be chosen in a discrete or continuous family of
conservation-admissible sets 2, which can be thought of as time strips between Cauchy
surface layers.

5.4. Example: The Regularized Minkowski Vacuum. We now return to the
example in Section 3.4l Choosing Q%"& as in Proposition B.12, we arranged that Q&
is well-defined in the limit € N\, 0. The EL equations (3.19]) are satisfied for all Dirac
solutions on the lower mass shell. Moreover, it was shown in [2I} Section 5] that the
surface layer integral (8.2I)) coincides (up to an irrelevant prefactor) with the usual
scalar product on the Dirac solutions induced by the conserved probability current.

Varying the system as explained in Section [4.3] generates physical wave functions
having contributions on the upper mass shell. After the transformations in Section [£.4]
the scalar product of these wave functions is again given by the surface layer inte-
gral (Z.4]). This surface layer integral can be computed again with the methods in [21],
Section 5]. It involves the w-derivative of ng on the upper mass shell. For the more
detailed explanation, we first consider the simplified situation with one Dirac sea and
discuss the case with several generations afterward. In analogy to [21, eq. (5.42)], for
a system of one Dirac sea the surface layer integral is proportional to the momentum
integral over the upper and lower mass shells

3 ~ - ~ — — -
Wl =Y [ G <0 | (05 + 0@ (£lB).F) )osB) . (.29
+

where ¢ is a constant, and w(k) := \/|k|2 +m2 and ¢4 are the Dirac solutions of

positive and negative frequency (and (8} + 97)Q"8 denote directional derivatives).
Next, choosing the hypersurfaces on the left of Figure [ as the surface ¢ = const
and considering the limiting case where the “time steps” between two neighboring
hypersurfaces is small, the condition (5.22]) means that the operator R is purely spatial.
Using that our system is translation invariant, this means that the Fourier transform
of R is a multiplication operator depending on k. Hence, following (5.24]),

QW (w, k) = Q™8(w, k) + R(k) . (5.30)

Since R does not depend on w, we may replace the kernel Q'8 in B29) by Qv
giving agreement with (5.25). The dynamical wave equation (6.I]) takes the form

QY (£ w(k), k) Pa(k) =0. (5.31)
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In order to get agreement with Dirac theory, the dynamical wave equation (5.31))
should give back the Dirac equation, whereas (5.29]) should give Dirac current conser-
vation. Let us discuss how to get agreement, and how the construction depends on
the choices of Q"8 and R: In order for (5.29)) to reproduce current conservation, the
w-derivatives of Q) must combine to a constant times 4,

(0F +95)Q8 (£ w(k), k) = A° (5.32)

(with another constant ¢’). On the lower mass shell, this identity was verified by
explicit computation in [2I], Section 5]. However, there is no reason why (5.32]) should
also hold on the upper mass shell. Indeed, whether this relation holds or not may
depend on the choice of Qsmg. Similarly, the relation (5.31]) holds on the lower mass
shell if we replace Q™ by Q& and assume that the system is state stable (for details
see [0, Section 5.6] or again [2I, Section 5]). Again, there is no reason why (5.32)
should hold on the upper mass shell. Whether this equation holds or not depends on
the choice of Q8.

Our task is to show that the operator R in (530) can be chosen in such a way
that (5.31) holds and to verify that replacing Q& in (5.29) by Q& gives current
conservation. In order to satisfy (5.32), we make the ansatz

R(k) = h(k) (~w(k)y" - k7 — m) (5.33)

with a real-valued function h. Then R vanishes on the Dirac solutions on the lower
mass shell, and hence (5.31]) holds under the assumption of state stability even after
the replacement Q™ — @Q*"8. By choosing the function h(E) appropriately, one can
arrange that (5.31]) also holds for the Dirac solutions on the upper mass shell. In this
way, (0.32]) gives agreement with and generalizes the Dirac equation.

After this construction, the dynamics of the waves is the usual Dirac dynamics.
But the current integral (5.29) is different from the usual form, because (£.32]) may
be violated even after the replacement Q™8 — Q%"&. One strategy for dealing with
this issue is to choose Q" in such a way that (5.32) holds. While this procedure
seems most convenient for computational issues, it is not compelling. Therefore, we
prefer to take the point of view that the different form of the conserved quantity
merely corresponds to a different representation of the wave functions. In order to
understand how this comes about, we must return to the transformation of the surface
layer integrals in Section 4.4 where the operator J, ; in ([A.2I]) was introduced as an
isometric embedding of Krein spaces ([{.22]). The transformation of the wave functions
by this operator ensures that the conservation law holds, no matter how Q%8 was
chosen. More concretely, if the function (87 + 97)Q™8 in (5.29) is multiplied at

-

given (w(/;), k) by a constant o, then the corresponding wave functions ¢4 and ¢ are

multiplied by a factor 0_%, so that (5.29) is unchanged. While this transformation
clearly changes the wave functions, it has no effect on the conserved current, nor on
any other measurable quantity. Thus, similar to a gauge transformation, the wave
functions are changed, but the physics remains the same, simply because the form of
the scalar product, the currents and all other quantities entering the interaction are
transformed accordingly.

We now outline how the above arguments carry over to systems involving several
generations. In this case, the conditions (5.32]) must be satisfied on each mass shell.
The ansatz (5.33]) does not involve enough degrees of freedom for satisfying all these
conditions. One way out is to also use the freedom in choosing Q"&. Alternatively,
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-

one can take the point of view that R(k) is not sufficient for describing the dynamics
in the “time strips” on the left of Figure @, and that one should work instead with an
operator which has a non-trivial dependence on the generation index. Here we do not
need to be specific, because each method gives enough degrees of freedom for obtaining
agreement with the Dirac dynamics.

We finally mention that, writing the dynamical wave equation in momentum space
as R R

QY™ (p)h(p) =0

makes it possible to compute the Green’s operators with Fourier methods. Indeed,
writing the Green’s operator formally as the Fourier integral

4
S(Z’,y) = / (37-‘-])94 (Qdyn(p))—l e ir(@—y) d4p ]

Provided that the integrand is meromorphic, one can deform the complex w-contour
so as to avoid the momenta on the upper and lower mass shell where Qdyn (p) is not
invertible, one gets the usual advanced and retarded Green’s operators as well as the
Feynman propagator.

6. ANALYSIS OF THE DYNAMICAL WAVE EQUATION

The considerations and constructions of the previous section led us to the dynamical

wave equation (see (5.27)) and (5.28]))
L™y =0 forall Le, (6.1)

where 2 is a family of subsets of M referred to as the conservation-admissible sets.
We now turn attention to the mathematical analysis of this equation, with a focus to
the Cauchy problem and finite propagation speed.

6.1. Finite Propagation Speed. In order to analyze finite propagation speed, we
need to be able to localize wave functions to compact regions in spacetime. Since the
resulting compactly supported wave functions will not satisfy the dynamical wave equa-
tion, we need to extend 9{2. To this end, we choose a set CV*Y (M, SM) C CO(M,SM)
of wave functions in spacetime. We do not need to specify this set. The picture is
that this space should contain those wave functions with compact support which arise
in the “localization” of the solutions. Moreover, the wave functions in Cv*Y (M, SM)
should be thought of as being “macroscopic” in the sense that they only vary on length
scales which are large compared to the range of the surface layer integrals.

Definition 6.1. Let Q) C M be a past set such that the commutator inner product <\>§2
represents the scalar product (see Definition [3.9). The set 0N is called spacelike
if the extended commutator inner product (5.28]) is positive definite when restricted
to Wiy x Wiy with

W;ary := span (3{27 CVaTY(M7 SM)) .

We now work out in which sense the dynamics on J{E)’Q respects causality. One
possible strategy would be to make use of corresponding results for the solutions of
the linearized field equations derived in [5] and to analyze what they mean for the
dynamics of the physical wave functions. However, this strategy has the drawback
that it works only under the assumption that the jets v € J5°" generating the extended
wave functions satisfy the hyperbolicity conditions. This is not obvious because, as
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FIGURE 5. A lens-shaped region.

pointed out in [5, Section 6], these hyperbolicity conditions are only satisfied by those
degrees of freedom which have a wave-like behavior in spacetime, and it is not at all
obvious why the jets in J&* should behave in this way. This is the reason why we
do not rely on hyperbolicity properties of v, but rather work directly with the wave
functions in the extended Hilbert space J{f).

Definition 6.2. Let Q,Q' C M be past sets such that the corresponding commutator in-
ner products represent the scalar product (see Definition[3.4). A functionn € CO(M,R)
localizes to 0Q N oY if for all 1) € Wi, also mp € W™ and

Y| o)t =mu| o)  forallde W, (6.2)

The restriction ¥|sq of a wave function ¢ € Wi to 0 is said to be supported
in 90 N A if there is n which localizes to 0N OKY such that ||(1 —n) |5 = 0.

Theorem 6.3. Let Q C Q' be past sets with spacelike boundaries. Moreover assume
that

L:=Q'\Q is conservation-admissible and relatively compact .

Let ¢ € ﬂ{f) be an extended solution whose restriction to O is supported in O N O .
Then also its restriction to OV is supported in O N O .

The set L is also referred to as a lens-shaped region. The statement of the theorem is
illustrated in Figure [l

Proof of Theorem[63. Since L is relatively compact and conservation-admissible,
W)y — () = < | QP >p — <QU™ Y [¢>g, = 0.
Setting 1 = b + (1 — n)tp and multiplying out, we obtain
0= ([ — ([ ) +2Re (| (1 =)o) = (o | (=) ) (6.3)
(=) | (1= me)s = (O =] (1 —nw)] . (6-4)
Using (62)), the summands (63)) vanish, and thus

1 = mlly = 11 —melly”

Since 9| pq is supported in 9QNIY', the left side of this equation vanishes, and therefore
also the right. Hence also ¢|sq is supported in 9Q N 9, concluding the proof. [
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6.2. Existence of Weak Solutions in Time Strips. Characterizing spacelike hy-
persurfaces by the positivity of the commutator inner product (see Definition [6.T]) also
makes it possible to prove existence of solutions. Our method is inspired by energy es-
timates for linear symmetric hyperbolic systems as introduced by K.O. Friedrichs [28].
In the setting of causal variational principles, similar methods were applied in [5] to
the linearized field equations. We now adapt these energy methods to the dynamical
wave equations. For technical simplicity, we only consider the situation when space-
time admits a global foliation by surface layers. Following the constructions in [5],
our methods and results could be extended in a straightforward way to lens-shaped
regions.

We want to construct solutions of the dynamical wave equation (6.Il), without the
need to the restriction to conservation-admissible sets. Moreover, we want to include
an inhomogeneity w € K. We thus consider the equation

QW) = w . (6.5)
Similar as in [5 Section 3] we work with “softened” surface layer integrals and foliations
by surface layers, which we now introduce.
Definition 6.4. Let n € C®°(R x M,R) be a function with 0 < n < 1 which for
all t € R has the following properties:
(i) The support of the functions n(t,.) is a past set (see Definition[3.8).
(ii) The function 0(t,.) := On(t,.) is non-negative.
(iii) For every t € R there are to,t1 € R such that the following implication holds,

o) £0 = qltez)=0 and nti,z)=1.
(iv) The surface layers cover all of M in the sense that
M = U supp 6(t,.) .
teR

We also write n(t,z) as m(x) and 0(t,z) as 0(x). We refer to (n:)icr as a global
foliation of M.

Assuming a global foliation can be understood as an implicit assumption on spacetime
which corresponds to global hyperbolicity of a Lorentzian manifold (for more details
on this connection in the context of causal variational principles see [5, Section 4]).

The “softened” version of the sesquilinear form (5.25]) is defined for wave functions
Y, ¢ € CF™(M,SM) by

(Wle), =—=2i [ dp(x) [ dp(y) (me(z) (1—n(y)) — (1= ne(2)) me(y)
M M

x <P(x) | QY™ (2, y) p(y)-o

where Cy™Y (M, SM) denote the wave functions in CY¥ (M, SM) with compact sup-
0
port). We also introduce the measure

dpi(x) := 0(x) dp(x)

with ¢ € R. It is supported in the surface layer at time ¢. Next, we introduce the
scalar product in the time strip

Li= |J swpt by (@l6)ga = /M«ww»mm(x)dp(w), (6.7)

te [tO 7tmax]

(6.6)
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where ;7 = ny... — My, and ((|.)), is the scalar product on the spinors (£I]). The
corresponding Hilbert space is denoted by

L*(L, SM) := {t) € Lj,o(L, SM) | ([8) p2(1) < 00 }.

In preparation of the construction of weak solutions, we introduce suitable function
spaces. The wave functions which are square integrable in every time strip are denoted
by
Ly (M, SM) := {4 € L},.(M,SM) | ¢ € L*(L,SM) for any L C M} .

Next, we want to introduce a concept similar to the notion of future- and past-
compactness in Lorentzian geometry. However, for technical simplicity we do not
want to introduce the notion of spatial compactness (this would make it necessary to
invoke constructions similar to [5, Section 5.1]). Therefore, we refer to a wave function
as being future (past) compact if it vanishes in the future (past) of some surface layer
0;, and if it is square integrable on every time strip L as in (6.7).

Definition 6.5. A measurable wave function 1 € L2 (M, SM) is said to be past or

loc,t
future compact if there exists tg € R such that

Moy =0 or (1—my)Y=0,
respectively. A wave function which is both future and past compact is called timelike
compact. The spaces of future, past and timelike compact wave functions are denoted
by
LE(M,SM), L2.(M,SM) and L{.(M,SM):= L{,(M,SM)N L (M.SM),

respectively. We also set

Oy (M, SM) = C¥ (M, SM) N L. (M, SM)

CY™ (M, SM) = Cv™(M,SM) N L%, (M, SM) .

loc,t loc,t

It follows immediately from the definition that a wave function belongs to the space
L?.(M,SM) if and only it is supported in some time strip L and square integrable
therein. In particular, by choosing L large enough, it follows that any compactly
supported square integrable wave function belongs to L2 (M, SM).

The following notion will serve as a technical simplification.

Definition 6.6. The operator Q™™ is said to have finite time range if the following
properties are satisfied:

(i) There is r > 0 such that
QY™ (x,y) =0 whenever x € supp Oy, y € suppby, and |[t; —to| > 1. (6.8)
(i) Qn (L2 (M, SM)) C L2, (M, SM).

loc,t loc,t

In the applications like the example of the regularized Minkowski vacuum discussed in
Section 3.4}, the operator Q™ will in general not have this property. However, the ker-
nel Qdyn(x, y) typically has good decay properties, making it possible to approximate
it by a kernel of finite time range. With this in mind, from now on we always assume
that Q™ has finite time range. Under this assumption, given any v € L2.(M, SM)
and choosing L such that supp C L, the only contribution to the integral

Qmwwz/@mwm¢@@@=/Qmuww@@@
M L
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comes from the points y which lie in an r-neighborhood of L. Combining this fact
with Definition [6.6] (ii), we obtain the inclusion

QY (L (M, SM)) C Li.(M, SM) .
Using this relation, for wave functions
€ LE (M,SM) and ¢ € LL(M,SM),

the softened surface layer integral (6.6]) can be rewritten as

1), = =2 [ (<0(0) | @) (@)=, = <(Q0)(w) | 6(0)2 ) mi(w) do(a) . (69)

where L is the time strip corresponding to I = [tg, t] and ¢y sufficiently small. Indeed,
if we choose L such that it contains the support of both wave functions ¢ and Q%™),
then (6.9) is obtained from (6.6) by adding and subtracting the double integral

(W16, = —2i /L dp(z) /L dp(y) () m(y) <) | QO™ (2, y) $(y)ma

which exists and is finite in view of the assumption in Definition (ii).
We are now ready to enter the analysis of the Cauchy problem. We begin with the
following result, which can be proved by direct computation.

Lemma 6.7. (energy identity) For any wave functions 1, ¢ € L2 (M,SM),

loc,t

G010l =2 [ (<0 @ 0)(a)= ~ <(@¥0)(a) [6(o)2) diilz) . (6.10)

We again note that the right-hand side is well defined, because the support of the
measure dp; can always be included in a sufficiently large time strip L.

Definition 6.8. A global foliation (n;)icr satisfies the hyperbolicity condition if

for any compact interval I = [tg,tmax| there is a constant C(I) > 0 such that for
allt € I and all ¢ € CI77 (M, SM),
1
t 2
Wl > 5 [ 11012 dnte). (6.11)

This lower bound is a stronger and more quantitative version of positivity. This pos-
itivity statement plays a similar role as the positivity of the energy in the theory of
linear symmetric hyperbolic systems (see [28] or [30, Section 5.3]).

Proposition 6.9. Let ¢ € C"Y(M,SM) be a wave function which vanishes initially,

loc.t
[l =0. (6.12)
Then, choosing
I' = 2C? (tmax — to) (6.13)
the following a-priori estimates hold,
911}, < 2C Vimax — to 1Q¥ [l 2y for allt €1 (6.14)

19l 2y < TNQY |2z, - (6.15)
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Proof. Applying the Schwarz inequality in (6.10]) for ¢ = ¢ and using (6.11]) gives

d n n
E(WME < 4[| 22 () 1QV™ Ml L2(ape) < AC W15 1QY 1 £2(dp)
and thus
d t dyn
EWH <2C1QV™ Y| L2 (dpy) -

Integrating over t and using (6.12]) gives (6.14]). Using again the hyperbolicity condi-
tion (6.I1]), we obtain

190 22(dpr) < 2C% Vimax — o 1QY™ ¥l z2(ry -
Now we take the square, integrate again over ¢ and take the square root. This gives
[l 2y < 2C% (tmax — to) QY™ Yl r2(z) »
concluding the proof. O

The estimate (6.14]) immediately gives the following result.
Corollary 6.10. (Uniqueness of strong solutions) Let v,v¢' € C™ (L, SM) be

loc, t

two solutions of the dynamical wave equation (G.B]) with zero initial data (612]) and
inhomogeneity w € L*(L,SM). Then the solutions coincide in L*(L,SM).

The estimate (6.15]), on the other hand, yields the existence of weak solutions.
We closely follow the method in [5, Section 3]. In preparation, we need to imple-
ment the initial data in a weak formulation. To this end, we introduce the Krein
space (X, <.|.>x,) with inner product defined by

<plp>g, = /L<¢]qﬁ>x nr(z) dp(x) (6.16)

and the topology induced by the scalar product (6.7)).
Lemma 6.11. (Green’s formula) For all 1,¢ € L2 (M,SM),

loc,t
<QUMp | >, — <[ QW P>, = —(Pl)m + (W)l .
Proof. Using the definition (6.16]) and the symmetry of the kernel Q¥ (z, ), we obtain
<QUM | >, — <v | QW p>x,
= [ dote) [ anto) (m(o) = mi@)) <0(e) | Qo) o).

Using the identity

nr(y) — nr(x) = (1 —nr(z)) nr(y) — nr(x) (1 —nr(y)) ,

we can apply the definition of the “softened” scalar product (6.6]) to obtain the result.
O

For the weak formulation of the Cauchy problem, we need a space of wave functions
which vanish at and in the future of the time ¢. For technical convenience, this space
is defined as

Co(M,SM) =={¢ € C™ (M, SM) | (1 — 1) ¢ = 0

/ 6.17
and [ = 0 for all # > t} . (6.17)
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Consider a strong solution of Q¥ = w with zero initial data as in (6.5). Taking the

tmax

inner product of this identity with a vector ¢ € C;"™ and “integrating by parts” with
the above Green’s formula, we obtain

<Y | Y>y, = <plw>x, — (V|G -

This makes it possible to implement boundary conditions by formulating the weak
equation as follows.

Definition 6.12. Let w € L?*(L,SM). A wave function ¢ € L*(L,SM) is said to
be a weak solution of the dynamical wave equation in the time strip L with zero
initial data if

<QWG|p>x, = <d|w>x,  for all ¢ € Ty (M, SM). (6.18)
Theorem 6.13. (existence of weak solutions) For every w € L%(L,SM) there

is a solution v € L*(L,SM) of the weak dynamical wave equation with zero initial
data (©I8)). This solution is bounded by

1]l 2y < T w2z - (6.19)

Proof. The weak dynamical wave equation (G.I8]) involves the indefinite Krein in-
ner product. The first step is to rewrite this equation in terms of the scalar prod-
uct (.[)z2(r). To this end, we make use of the Euclidean sign operator s, € L(Sz)
defined by (for more details see [10], §1.1.6])

(X[€)a = =<xX[s2 &2 forall x,§ €S,

It has the properties s* = s, and s2 = 1. Introducing the Euclidean operator € as the
operator which multiplies wave functions pointwise by the Euclidean sign operator,

(EY)(x) = 5. ¥(x),
the Krein inner product and the L?-scalar product are related by
W) 2y = < |E¢>x,  forall ¢, € L. (M,SM).
Therefore, the weak equation (6.18]) can be rewritten equivalently as
n _tmax
(V"¢ | &) 2y = (@] Ew) p2(p) for all ¢ € Cy™ (M, SM)

(note that €2 = 1 and (Ev[€u) 21y = (v|u)r2(1))-
Clearly, the energy estimates of Proposition also holds if we exchange the roles
of tmax and tg, i.e.

Ill2) < T 1QY |l 2y for all ¢ € Cg™™ (M, SM) (6.20)

(where T is again the constant (G.13])).
We introduce the bilinear form

(10 TG (M, SM) x TG (M, SM) — R
{6, 0)) = (V"¢ | QP V) 2z -
This is positive definitive, as follows from (6.20). Indeed, for any ¢ # 0,
{(BloN = 1Q™bl172(zy = T2 Il 72 (1) > O-

Taking the completion with respect to this scalar product we obtain a Hilbert space
(H,{.,-)). The corresponding norm is denoted by ||| .|||.
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By construction, every u € H is the limit of a Cauchy sequence (uy)nen in the

normed space Comax (M, SM) with the norm |||.[|. The identity (620) gives for any
n,m € N

l|wn — umHL? <T ||Qdyn QdynumHL?(L) =T [flun — uml| -

In particular, u,, and Qdynun are Cauchy in L?(L, SM). By completeness of L?(L, SM),
we conclude that there is 4 € L?(L, SM) and v € L*(L, SM) such that

u, - @ and Q¥"w, —v in L*(L,SM).

Bearing in mind the definition of completion space, one can identify u with @. In
view of Definition (ii), by extending u to zero on the complement of L, we note
that Q" is a well-defined function in L2 (M, SM). It follows that v = (Q¥™u)|.
Indeed,

I = Q¥ ulz2my = T QY (un —w)lz2qzy = Tim JJun — ul] =0

In particular, 3 C L?(L, SM) and Q¥ (H) c L*(L,SM). Moreover, by continuity,
[ullL2ry < T ||Qdynu||Lz =T|ul| forallue K. (6.21)

We now consider the linear functional (Ew |.)r2(zy on 3. Applying the Schwarz

inequality and (6.20]), we obtain
[(€w|u) 2| < €wllzzry lullzwy < T I€wlL2wy Null,
proving that the linear functional (Ew|.) r2(r) is bounded on H. By the Fréchet-Riesz
theorem there is a unique vector V € ‘H with
(w2 = (Vi) = (QUV | Q¥ uyagsy  foralluc .
Hence
vi=EQW"V|, € L*(L,SM) (6.22)

is the desired weak solution.

It remains to prove the estimate (6.19). To this end, we use that the Fréchet-Riesz

theorem also yields that the norm of v equals the sup-norm of the linear functional.
Hence, using (6.21)), it follows that

lollzz oy = 1Q™™V L2y = I VIl = [(€w] )
ST €wll oy = Tllw e

This concludes the proof. O

Before going on, we comment on the question of uniqueness of weak solutions in the
time strip L with zero initial data. Given w € L?(L,SM), let ¢ and v be two weak
solutions to (6.5]). Subtracting the corresponding weak equations (G.I8]), it follows that

<QUG|Y —d>x, =0 forall g € Tg™ (M, SM).

One should keep in mind that wave functions ¢ and 1) satisfy the initial conditions
only in the weak sense. If we assume that these wave functions coincide strongly at
initial time in the sense that

Il = Il =0,
the Green’s formula of Lemma yields

<P|QY (Y~ 9)>x, =0 forall ¢ € Cg™ (M, SM) .
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Now, if the vector space Ué’"ax (M,SM) were dense in ~L2(L,S]\4), it would follow
that Q¥ () —+p) = 0. If we knew in addition that ¢ — ¢ € lvoagf't(M, SM), Proposi-
tion would yield

19 = Dl gy STNRY™ (W = ¥)| oy =0

implying that v = zﬁ almost everywhere. In most applications, however, the vector
space UB‘”“(M , SM) cannot be chosen to be dense, because the hyperbolicity condi-
tions of Definition typically holds only for a space CJ™¥ (M, SM) of wave functions
which are sufficiently “nice” in the sense that they vary only on macroscopic scales.
In this case, the weak equation (6.I8]) determines the solutions only up to microscopic
fluctuations on length scales which are not accessible to measurements. Neverthe-

less, the construction of Theorem [6.13] gives a canonical solution of a particular form

(see (G22)).

6.3. Construction of Global Retarded Weak Solutions. We now explain how to
construct global retarded weak solutions. Following [5, Sections 3.10 and 4.3] we work
with the concept of shielding, adapted and simplified to our setting. We remark that
a more general construction of global solutions based on an iteration scheme is given
in [24].

Definition 6.14. The dynamical wave equation is shielded in time strips if the
following condition holds. For every ty < ti there are t| > t1 and t) < to such that
for all tmax >t} and all sufficiently small tyin < t(, in the time strips L = L?

and L' = Lil, the following implication holds for all ¢1 € fHﬁ"‘?" and ¢ € f}fif"a"
min min O

<Qdyn¢1 + (1 — Tlt(’)) Qdyn¢2 ‘ Qdyn¢>L2(Ll7dp) =0 VT/J S Ugl
= (QY"o + (1—ny) QW"o)|, =0.

We point out that this condition depends on the choice of the functions n; it can be
understood as an implicit condition on these functions for large negative t. Alterna-
tively, one could work with the weaker condition where Ny, 18 replaced by a convolution,
ie.

(6.23)

[e.e]
Ny — / E(7) gy —r d7
—00

for a suitable test function Z. This generalization is a direct consequence of the
linearity of the equation. For notational simplicity, we shall prove our results only for
the stronger condition (6.23]).

Our strategy is to consider the weak solution constructed in Theorem in time
strips Li(l) and to take the limits ¢; — oo and ty) — —oo. Similar to (5.2]), the Krein
inner product in the whole spacetime is defined by

<alif > = /Mm(x) 17 (2)a dp(z) (6.24)

Proposition 6.15. Let w € L%C(M, SM) be a past compact inhomogeneity. Moreover,
let wz‘;‘i“ be the corresponding weak solution of Theorem [613 in the time strip Lizfrf

ax

Then the following limit exists,

lim lim i =) with convergence in L?OC’t(M, SM) . (6.25)

tmin——00 Tmax—00 tmin
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The resulting wave function is past compact, ¥ € LEC(M ,SM). Moreover, it is a
global weak solution, i.e.

<QW | >k = <dp|w>x  for all p € C (M, SM) . (6.26)

Proof. Given ty < tj, we choose t;, and t| as in Definition [6.14l Our first step is

to extend the weak solution w:} by zero to the past. To this end, we write out the
0

spacetime integrals in the weak equation to obtain

/ <(QY¢)(x )WJ 2 (%)= ity 11 () dp() 2/ =<¢(@) |w(z)=z Ny vy (2) dp(z),
M M

valid for all ¢ € 661 (M, SM). By increasing ] we can arrange that ny ) =y (1 —
nté)' Since w is supported in the future of ¢{;, we obtain

/<@@wurm@ﬁ§wmmww:/<mem@wmm
M M

where we extended 1/):,1 by zero to the past of ¢;. Choosing tmyin < ¢, sufficiently small,
0
both integrands vanish in the past of t,;,. We thus obtain the weak equation

/<@M@W—%WWWMWK)@U /<memmu>@U
M M

In the next step we choose tyin < t1 and subtract the weak equation for 1/11';;‘:‘ restricted

to the time strip [tmin,t}]. Using that Ctmax D Uél, we obtain

t —t/
<gpme — (L= )yt | Q> =0 Ve Ty .

Representing these weak solutions as T/Jtmax =EQV, t“‘ax and ¢§,1 = EQVZE1 with
min 0 0

'
Vtmax g.(‘tmax and ‘/;ll 6 C j_ftmax
0

tmin tmin

(where in the last inclusion we extend the wave functions by zero), we can apply (6.23])
to conclude that

t/

(i = (M=) ¥y =0,

If t{, and ¢ € (tmin,t,) are sufficiently small, the above identity has two consequences:
max t/ max tl

(a) O: ( imin _(1_77tl tll)|Lt1 = ( Emin B ,l/}/l)‘Lzé

) 0= (o~ ey = v

tmm mm

t

mm min

From (a) we see that the solution does not change on Lié if tmin is further decreased
or tmax further increased. This shows that the limit (6.25]) exists. Next, (b) and the
arbitrariness of ¢y, show that the global solution (6.25]) is past compact, because it
vanishes in the past of . O
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6.4. Causal Green’s Operators.

Definition 6.16. The retarded Green’s operator s” is defined as the mapping
S/\ N L?_)C(Ma SM) — L?)C(M, SM) 5 S/\(’u)) = —t llm hm ,l/}tmax .

min—>—00 tmax—00 min
Reverting the time direction and adapting the conditions in Definition [6.14] in an
obvious manner, one obtains similarly the advanced Green’s operator

sV L2 (M,SM) — L3.(M,SM) .
Lemma 6.17. The Green’s operators s and s¥ are linear.

Proof. We only consider the retarded Green’s operator (the proof for the advanced
Green’s operator is similar). We choose a time strip L. Let w,v € L%C(M ,SM). From
the proof of Proposition we know that, for sufficiently large ¢t and sufficiently
small i,

shw = —p(w), o= —Pp)r, Mo+ Aw) = (v + Aw)i> on L,

tmin ’ tmin
where t(u)i™> is the weak solution on L{™* with inhomogeneity u/ max as constructed
tmln tmll’l Lt

min

in Theorem Following the proof of Theorem [6.13], one sees that
'I,Z)(U)tmax — g QdynVu|L§max 5 (627)

tmin N
where V,, is the unique vector 9{22;‘;‘ satisfying
<u|¢> german = ((Vul@) for all ¢ € Fgme,

By uniqueness, one sees that Vi, \ = Vi, + AV,,. Combining this result with (6.27])
concludes the proof. O

We next analyze the kernel of the Green’s operators. Our starting point is the
observation that in the global weak equation (6.26]), the inhomogeneity w can be
changed arbitrarily by wave functions in the orthogonal complement of the test wave
functions. More precisely, denoting the orthogonal complement of Cy*¥ (M, SM) with
respect to the Krein inner product <.|.>g by (Cy* (M, SM))=, the right side of (6.26)
vanishes identically for any w € (Cy™ (M, SM))+. This suggests that also the Green’s
operators should vanish on such wave functions. This is indeed the case, as is shown

in the next lemma.

Lemma 6.18. The Green’s operators vanish on (Cy™ (M, SM))l in the sense that
(Cy™ (M, SM))™ N L2 (M, SM) C ker 5" (6.28)
(Cy™ (M, SM))*" N LE(M, SM) C ker sV . (6.29)

Proof. We only prove (6.28)), because the proof of ([6.29) is similar. Thus let w €

(Co™ (M, SM))l N L2, (M,SM). In view of the definition of s"w as a limit (see

Definition [6.16), it clearly suffices to show that the weak solution wlea;‘ vanishes in
sufficiently large time strips. To this end, we return to the existence proof of Theo-
rem [6.131 We choose L so large that w vanishes in the initial time surface layer as well

as in its past. Then for any u € UémaX(M, SM),

(Ewlu) 2(ry = (Ew|u) r2(pr,4p) = <wlu>5 =0
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(here we made use of the fact that u vanishes in the surface layer at time tpax;
see (G.IT)). Therefore, the linear functional (Ew |.)72(z) vanishes on a dense subset of
the Hilbert space H, implying that it is represented by the zero vector 0 =V € H. As
a consequence, also the weak solution v in (6:22]) vanishes. O

6.5. The Causal Fundamental Solution and its Properties. The fermionic causal
fundamental solution is introduced as the mapping

k= %(SV — ") ¢ LE(M,SM) = L (M, SM) . (6.30)

For the applications, it is convenient to restrict attention to a smaller domain of
“nice” wave functions. To this end, we denote the wave functions in Cv*Y (M, SM)
with spatially compact support by C¥*Y(M, SM) (meaning that the wave function has
compact support in any time strip). We define

W (M, SM) := {¢ € C*™(M,SM) | s¥YQW"¢ = s" QW = —¢}
Wi (M, SM) := {4 € L2,(M, SM) | 5", 5" € C22¥ (M, SM) } / (e (M, SM))
W (M, SM) = {s"1 + s" s | 1 € LE(M,SM) and s"1p; € CY(M, SM),
g € L2.(M,SM) and s™py € C32 (M, SM)}
Wh(M, SM) := {¢1 + o | ¢1 € LE,(M, SM) and sV4p € ™ (M, SM),
Wy € L2(M, SM) and 8"y € C32% (M, SM)} /
((c5 (v, $a) " 0 LE(M, SM)) + ((Co™ (M, SM))* 1 L2 (M, SM))

where (Cy™(M,SM))% again denotes the orthogonal complement of C3*¥ (M, SM)
in L2 t(]\4 SM) with respect to the Krein inner product <.|.>g. As explained before
Lemma [6I8] dividing out such wave functions reflects the general structure of the
global weak equation (6:26]). Working modulo such wave functions, in what follows
we do not need to distinguish between weak and strong solutions of the dynamical
wave equation, making it possible to work with the relations Q¥"sY = Q¥s" = —1.
Moreover, in view of Lemma [6.I8, the Green’s operators are compatible w1th the
quotient linear structure of Wy, (M, SM), giving rise to well-defined operators on the

equivalence classes,
sV, 8"« Wi (M, SM) — Wg(M,SM) .

Using (6.30), also the fundamental solution is well-defined on W;, (M, SM). In the
definition of W (M, SM) we again mod out (Cy™ (M, SM))*+, but this time also re-
specting the decomposition into the sum of a future and a past compact wave function.
The index “E” indicates that the wave functions have finite energy in the sense that
their “energy norm” ||| .|| introduced in the proof of Theorem is finite.

After these preparations, we can state the main result of this section.

Theorem 6.19. The following sequence is exact:
dyn dyn
0 — Wi (M, SM) 5 Wi (M, SM) 5 Wi (M, SM) =5 Wi (M, SM) — 0.

Proof. We proceed in several steps. For simplicity of notation, we omit the argu-
ments M and SM.
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(i) QY™ maps W§* to Wi.: Let ¢» € Wg*. Then the assumption of finite time
range implies that Q%" € L2. Moreover, by definition of Wg*, we know
that s¥VQWy = s"QY1p = —1p € Cy*Y C C¥»v. Using the definition of Wi, we
conclude that Q4 € Wy..

(ii) The mapping Q™™ : Wi* — Wi, is injective: Let ¢ € W§* with Q¥ = 0.
Multiplying by s¥ and using again the definition of W§*, we conclude that ¢ =
_ vVdyn,, _

$YQWY™p = 0.
(iil) QW™(W*) C ker k: Let ¢ € W§*, again by definition of W,

HQY™) = £ (V@™ — /@) = L (v —v) = 0.
(iv) QW™ (Wg*) D ker k: Let ¢ € Wi, such that k¢ = 0. Then,

¢ = 5" =—s"p e O,

Since sV1) is supported in the past of some ¢ and st} is supported in the future
of some tq < t1, we conclude that ¢ € Cy™. Moreover, using that Q¥"sV = —1,
it follows that

S\/Qdyn¢ — —Sdeynva — Svl/} — _¢7
and similarly for the retarded Green’s operator. We conclude that ¢ € W§* as

desired. Finally, 1) = Q%¥™¢ by construction.
(v) k(WE,) C ker Q¥ Let ¢ = k¢ for some ¢ € Wi,. Then

—2i QM (k) = QY (sVep — ™) = —p + ¢ = 0.

(vi) ker Q¥ C k(W}.): Let ¢ € Wi with Q¥ = 0. Then there are 11 and 15 as
in the definition of W§, such that

0= QM = QY (sVahy + s™hp) = —1hy — s .
As a consequence,
Y =51 — "1 = —2i ke
Moreover, by definition of W}, we know that 11 € L2 and sV, s"\ip € C3Y. We
conclude that ¥ € Wi,.

(vii) Q¥®(Wg) = Wi: We represent any 1) € W} as in the definition of W, as 1 =
1 + 9. Using the definition of Wg, it follows that the wave function ¢ :=
sVih1 + 5™y is in Wg. Moreover, Q¥ = —i); — 1)y = —1). Hence ¢ lies in the
image of Q™.

This concludes the proof. O

6.6. Current Conservation for Weak Solutions. As in the exact sequence of The-
orem [6.19] we now consider the causal fundamental solution as a mapping

ko Wi(M, SM) — Wg(M, SM) C C2¥ (M, SM) .

In the following construction we are facing the basic problem that the causal fun-
damental solution maps to weak solutions of the dynamical wave equation. For the
conservation of the sesquilinear form (5.25]) or its softened version ([6.6]), however, we
need strong solutions. The way out is to “soften” the surface layer integral with the
help of cutoff operators, which we now introduce.



56 F. FINSTER, N. KAMRAN, AND M. OPPIO

Definition 6.20. A linear operator 7 : C¥V(M,SM) — C¥Y(M,SM) is called
cutoff operator in a time strip [to,t1] if

N (1—=7)=0=(1—ny) 7.
Spacetime is asymptotically strip partitioned if for every t € R, there is a cutoff

operator in a time strip [to,t1] with to >t and a cutoff operator in a time strip [to,t1]
with t; < t.

The operator can be thought of as a smooth cutoff, which inside the time strip [to, t1],
however, may be a nonlocal operator. Typically, 7 is chosen as an idempotent operator
which decomposes C¥2¥ (M, SM) into the images of 7 and 1 — 7. Multiplying a wave
function ¢ € C32¥ (M, SM) by a cutoff operator 7 gives a wave function which is future
compact. Likewise, multiplying by 1 —# (with 7’ another cutoff operator) gives a past
compact wave function. As a consequence, 7 (1 — 7)1 has compact support. Likewise,
the difference ) — 7’4 has compact support. To summarize,

71 —7), (F—7") : C2Y(M,SM) — Cy™(M,SM) . (6.31)

In what follows, we assume that spacetime is asymptotically strip partitioned. Re-
placing the cutoff function n by the operator 7 acting on the corresponding wave
functions, we obtain the surface layer integral

Wl 2= =2 [ dp(e) [ doto) (<) (@) | Q¥ @.1) (1= 1)) ()
=== 7)) (@) | Q¥ () (70) (1))
— 9 (<(7w) QY™ (1 — 7)¢)>x — <((1 — 7)) | Qdy“(ﬁ¢)>g<> . (6.32)

Softening the surface layer integral this way, we obtain current conservation for weak
solutions:

Proposition 6.21. Let i, ¢ € CV*Y(M,SM) be weak solutions of the dynamical wave
equation. Then the sesquilinear form (6.32]) does not depend on the choice of the cutoff
operator .

Proof. We generalize (6.32]) by working with two cutoff operators 7 and 7,
le)g = =20 (<F9) QY (A = 7)8)>x — < (A = #) | Q¥ (76)>x ) -
If the cutoff operator 7 is changed to #”, this sesquilinear form is modified by
Twley, - wle)]
= =20 (<((# = #)0) | QU™ (1 = #)9) >x + <((F' — 7)) | Q¥ (79)>x)
= =20 <((*' = #")v) | QY 9>

By (6.31]), the wave function (7' — 7)1 is a test wave function, making it possible to
apply the weak dynamical wave equation to obtain zero. We conclude that the above
sesquilinear form is independent of the choice of #/. The independence of the choice
of 7 is proved analogously. O

For clarity, we point out that, by Definition [6.20] there are sequences of cutoff operators
whose supports move to infinity either to the future or to the past. This picture agrees
with the conservation laws for a sequence of surface layers as constructed in Section
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(see the left of Figure [M]). The existence of a continuous family of cutoff operators
(giving rise to a continuous time evolution of the current integral), although desirable
in the applications, is not necessary for our constructions.

We finally make a connection between this current integral and the Krein inner
product in the whole spacetime.

Proposition 6.22. The following relation holds for any cutoff operator @ and for
all n,n' € Wi.(M,SM),

(kn|kn')5 = <n|kn'>x, (6.33)
where <.|.>g is the Krein inner product (6.24]).

We begin with a preparatory lemma.

Lemma 6.23. For all u,v € W{.(M,SM),
<sMu|v>g = <ul| s v>x .

Proof. We choose a cutoff operator 7 in a time strip L which lies in the future of the
support of v. Then

<sMu|v>g = <it s u|v>g .
Since s is past compact, the wave function on the left is in Cy™Y (M, SM). Therefore,
we may apply the inhomogeneous weak equation to obtain

<sMu|v>g = —<QV i sMu| sV o>

Since s"v is future compact and Q™ has finite time range, the cutoff operator 7 can

be omitted if we choose L sufficiently far in the future. We thus obtain
<sMu|v>g = —<QYsMu | sV o>

Next, we choose a cutoff operator #’ in a time strip L’ which lies in the past of the
support of the wave function Q¥"s"u. Then

<sMu|v>g = —<QWs M| 7 sVu>g = <u |7 s u>g .

Choosing L’ such that it lies in the future of the support of u give the result. O

Proof of Proposition[6.22 Let n,n’ € Cy™. Since the left side in (6.33) does not
depend on the choice of the cutoff operator (see Proposition [6.2]]), we may choose 7
in a time strip L in the future of the supports of  and n’. Moreover, we can arrange
that sVn and sVn/ vanish in this time strip. Then, applying (6.30) only the terms
involving the retarded Green’s operators remain,

T 1 T
(kn | k') = (s"n|s"n')]

i
= =5 (<r s | QV" >x — <™ | QY 7 5 >xc)
where we used ([6.32) together with the fact that the wave functions 7 s\n and 7 s”\r/
have compact support. Using the symmetry of Q¥™, we can apply the weak equation

to obtain
i _
(k[ k') = =3 <<7T s | QW sy >q — <QW"s"n | (7 SW>9<>

7 . . 7
=3 <<7r s n|n'>i — <n| 7TS/\?’]/>9<) =3 (<s/\n |7 >3 — <n]| s/\n'>g<> ,
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where in the last step we used that L lies to the future of the supports of 1 and 7'.
Applying Lemma [6.23] and again ([6.30]) gives the result. O

APPENDIX A. VARIATIONS OF SURFACE LAYER INTEGRALS BY COMMUTATOR JETS

In this appendix, we compute a various surface layer integrals which involve com-
mutator jets. The main goals are to verify that the condition (£9) in Lemma 2] is
satisfied if v, is a commutator jet (see Corollary [A3) and to show that commutator
jets in general cannot be included in the jet space J&°* (see Proposition [A4]). We begin
with a preparatory lemma.

Lemma A.1. For two symmetric operators A, B € L(fo), the corresponding commu-
tator jets satisfy the relation

(e, e®)]) = -3 o7 (e(a),e(B)) . (A1)

where [C(A),C(B)] denotes the commutator of vector fields on F.

Proof. We set Wy, = €4 and U, = 2. Then, due to unitary invariance of the
Lagrangian,

L (U-Ws 2 WU U Wy WU = £,(Wez WL, Wty W) forall s € R.

Differentiating with respect to s and 7 gives

1 —1 -1
ds — / /M\Q (W, 2 W UL U W5y WL )L:T:O
= / dp(x)/ dp(y) (D1, penye®) — Da2.Deinye)) Lal®,y)
Q M\Q

+/ dp(l’)/ dp(y) (D1,e(s) + Daes)) (D1.ea) — D2,G(A))£n(x7y)> -
Q M\Q
Anti-symmetrizing in the two commutator jets gives the result. ([l

Assuming again that the commutator inner product represents the scalar product (see
Definition [B.9)), the left side of (A1) can be computed further. In preparation, we
need to compute the commutator on the left side of (AJ]).

Lemma A.2. The commutator of the vector fields C(A) and C(B) is again a commu-
tator jet, namely

[C(A), €(B)] = —€(il4,B)) . (A.2)
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Proof. As in the previous proof, we set Wy = ¢4 and U, = €'"®. Then for any
function f € C*(9),

Deey (@) = - f (Ur 214,
d2
dsdr s=1=0
= D |, (il4,al,i[B,x]) + Df|. (i[B,ilA,a]] )
Dieayes)f (@) = Deay(Den) f(@)) — Depy (Decay f(x))
:Df|m<z[i3,z ] Z[A i|B :E])
= Df’:c( - [[B,A],x]) = De(—ija,z) f(2),
giving the result. 0

=0

De(ay(Depy f (%)) = —— f (U, Wz WU

Combining the two previous lemmas with ([B:I5]), we immediately obtain the following
result.

Corollary A.3. If the commutator inner product represents the scalar product, then
for all symmetric operators A, B € L(H) which vanish on (KL, the corresponding
commutator jets satisfy the relations

o3} (€(A),C(B)) =0.

Proof. The computation

o2 (), em) ' 242 (o), e®)))

p

gives the result. 0

We conclude that the condition (49]) is satisfied for commutator jets.
We next work out in more detail how a commutator jet v of the form (B.4) modifies
the physical wave functions. Setting F(x) = U,2U; ", the definition (ZII]) becomes

1 1
-3 1|2 -1
(7Tp7ﬁ zp) (x) = |z ‘S; 7 |UraWU HﬁTSx w(uTqu )
_1 1
= |z| ‘Sf e Usr |x||fsm u-t QZJ(UT:EUT_l) ,
where in the last line we used that the operators  and U, zU; ! are unitarily equivalent.
Choosing 1) as the physical wave function corresponding to a vector u € H', we obtain
_1 1 _
(7Tp7ﬁ 1/1“) () = |z| ‘S; 7 Us \mHﬁsx U 1 T st U

_ yxu;j (0 Uy ) \xug e (U 0r)

This formula involves the unitary operator U, twice: First, it transforms the vector u
to U~'u. This transformation means that the physical wave functions are transformed
among each other. Second, the unitary operator U, also appears in the combina-
tion 7, U,m. This term describes a transformation of the spin space S,. We take its
polar decomposition

U, =V P
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into a symmetric operator P and a unitary operator V on S, (both with respect to
the spin scalar product <.|.>-;). The operator V' can be interpreted as a local gauge
transformation of the spinors at x.

The above polar decomposition is useful for understanding how the local transfor-
mation of the spinors enters the functional analytic construction in Section 4l Since
the commutator inner product ([8:21]) is gauge invariant, the transformation V' drops
out of the definition (@I9) of the operator B. As a consequence, the mapping J,;
in ([4.21)) still involves the local gauge transformation V. The resulting gauge phases
do not drop out of the extended commutator inner product (44]). In particular, this
consideration gives the following result.

Proposition A.4. A commutator jet v € 3¢ in general violates the conditions (5.9)
and (5.10).

We finally remark that the above connection to gauge transformations suggests that
the definition (4II)) should be modified to

(ﬂ-Pvﬁ 1/}) (LZ') =Sy (A:cy)_% P(x,y) . (A3)

with y = F(x) (for the notation and related constructions see [14]). This definition has
the advantage that it describes a unitary mapping between from the spin spaces Sy
to S, being geometrically more convincing than the projection in the Hilbert space
in (4.I1I)). Working with this alternative definition, a direct computation yields

(mp5 ") (2) = V(@) 1 (U u)

where V() is a unitary transformation of S, describing a local gauge transformation of
the physical wave functions. As a consequence, the relation ([£I9]) even implies that B
is the identity, giving a cleaner argument. Clearly, the definitions (&II]) and (A.3])
have the same physical content and merely modify the way the wave functions are
represented in spacetime. The reason why we prefer the first definition is that the
projection in (4.11]) seems more suitable for functional analytic constructions in Hilbert
spaces.

APPENDIX B. VARIATIONS OF SURFACE LAYER INTEGRALS BY INNER SOLUTIONS

A particular class of solutions of the linearized field equations are the so-called inner
solutions as introduced in [I7, Section 3]. They correspond to the symmetry of the
causal action principle under diffeomorphisms of M. Such symmetry transformations
can be used in order to arrange that the scalar components of all linearized solutions
vanish. This procedure is carried out and explained in [I7, Section 3.3] (see also [4]
Section 2.1.4] and [I8] Section 2.9]). In the present paper, it is preferable not to use
this construction, but to allow for more flexibility by allowing for linearized solutions
with non-zero scalar components. This is the reason why inner solutions have not been
considered in this paper. Nevertheless, we now explain how inner solutions fit into the
picture.

The concept of inner solutions makes it necessary to assume that spacetime is has
a smooth manifold structure, meaning that M is a smooth manifold and that the
measure dp is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure in a chart
with a smooth weight function, i.e.

dp=h(x)d*z  with heC®(u,RY).
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Under these assumptions, a smooth vector field v € T'(M, T'M) gives rise to a solution v
of the linearized solution of the form (for details see [17), Section 3.1])

1 ,
v = (divv,v) with divv := 7 d;(hv7) .

It is a natural question whether the variations generated inner solutions are admis-
sible in the sense of Definition 4.4l Indeed, inner solutions satisfy the conditions (4.9])
in Lemma and can therefore be used to vary the commutator inner product (as
is shown in [I7, Proposition 3.5]). Whether all the conditions in Definition [.4] are
satisfied is a rather subtle question. But it is conceivable that at least special classes
of such variations are admissible. The resulting wave functions 32 5" in (@.24) are
unphysical in the sense that they do not correspond to changes of the physical system.
Instead, similar to a gauge freedom, they merely correspond to symmetry transforma-
tions of the causal fermion system. This raises the question how to understand the
resulting transformations. The correct way to look at this freedom is to think of the
transformations as unitary transformations U acting on the whole extended Hilbert
space,

U : fo;Q —>9—C£’Q unitary .

Such a transformation changes the representation of the Hilbert space as wave functions
in spacetime. But, keeping in mind that diffeomorphisms and unitary transformations
also change the form of the Euler-Lagrange equations and the linearized field equations,
the transformation as a whole does not change the physical content of the causal
fermion system. This can be seen in analogy to Dirac theory, where a local phase
transformation

W(z) — 8@ p(z) i+ ed — e (19 + ed) e~ iA@

changes the form of the Dirac wave functions (and the subspaces of positive and
negative energy are mixed), but without an effect on any physical observables.

Another related question is whether inner solutions can and should be included in
the jet space J8" used for constructing a linear dynamics on the extended Hilbert
space J‘Cg (see Section []). Following up on our above conclusion that inner solutions
do not change the physical system but merely change the representation of the wave
functions, inner solutions do not seem suitable for extending the Hilbert space by
wave functions having a new dynamics. Moreover, it is not clear if and how the
compatibility conditions in Definition (iii) could be satisfied for inner solutions.
Therefore, it seems best to choose J5" as a space of jets which is disjoint from the
inner solutions.
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