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We show that the position operator with commuting components proposed by M. Hawton [M.
Hawton, Phys. Rev. A 59, 954 (1999)] and developed in subsequent papers, including the recent
ones, does not have the properties required for a photon position operator. Depending on the exact
interpretation of the results it either concerns a triplet of massless spin zero particles rather than
the photon, or does not have the required covariance properties under space rotations.

I. INTRODUCTION

The problem of localizability of photons is usually dis-
cussed in term of existence of a self-adjoint position op-
erator Q having the required natural commutation re-
lations with the generators of space translations, space
rotations as well as the space and time inversions within
a unitary representation of the Poincaré group acting on
the Hilbert space of the photon states. It is well known
(cf. e.g. |1] and references therein) that there is a unique
solution to this problem: the so-called Pryce operator [2]
with noncommuting components.

Notwithstanding these rigorous mathematical results,
in several papers (cf. [446]), authored by M. Hawton
et al., a statement has been made that there exists a
whole family of self-adjoint position operators satisfying
the requirements set in [1, 3], yet having, nevertheless,
commuting components. We have examined carefully
this evident contradiction and have found that it has
its source in insufficient mathematical and logical pre-
cision of the interpretation of the results obtained in Ref.
[4]. Tt is our intent to fill this precision gap, and to pre-
vent further propagation of the error made in [4] and em-
ployed recently in the recent studies of the photon Berry’s
phase problem [6]and of photon quantum mechanics in
real Hilbert space [7]B

In Sec. [LIl we introduce the Lie algebra of the
Poincaré group and its particular realization in the
Hilbert space H of vector valued complex functions f(p)
with Lorentz non-invariant measure d>p. We define the
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1 The nonexistence of such a position operator with commuting
components has been proven with a complete mathematical rigor
(using only bounded operators: unitary operators and orthogonal
projection operators) in |3, Theorem 2, p. 157].

2 The error propagated also into PhD theses, sece.g. Ref. 18].

Pauli-Lubanski pseudovector W# and the helicity opera-
tor A, defined by W#* = AP*, and we split H into photon
subspace H,p, and its orthogonal complement Hg of spin
zero states. In Sec. we state the standard condi-
tions for photon position operator and define the Pryce
operator (with noncommuting components) - the unique
solution of these conditions. In Sec. [[L3] we define the
polarisation basis and introduce the position operator as
proposed in Ref. [4]. In Sec. [ we identify the prob-
lem with the the false staements made in Ref. [4]. Since
[4] lacks clarity concerning the selection of the particu-
lar representation of the Poincaré group, we analyze all
thee available representations and show that the position
operator defined in [4] does not have the required proper-
ties in all three cases (though in each case for a different
reason).

I.1. Notation

We use the Minkowski metric (n,,) = @) =
diag(+1,—1,—1,—1). We will use this metric to rise and
lower indices of vectors and tensors. Our 3-vectors are, as
a rule, contravariant vectors with upper indices. Thus,
for example, p is a vector with components (pl,p2,p3)
etc. The three spin matrices S are always written with
lower indices S = (57,52, S53). To simplify the notation
we use a system of units in which ¢ =1 and A = 1.

II. PHOTON WAVE FUNCTION

Photons are defined through a particular unitary rep-
resentation of the Poincaré group characterized by mass
zero and helicity 1. It is, however, convenient to include
states with helicity zero as well.
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II.1. The Lie algebra

In any unitary representation the ten self-adjoint gen-
erators of the Poincaré group satisfy the following com-
mutation relations:

[Puu Pu] =0, [P;u Mpo’] = i(nuppa - nMaPp),

[M,uuv Mpa’] = i(nupM,ua' - nprua' + nyoMup - nua'M,up)-

The rotation and the boost generators M and N are then
defined as M* = %eijijk, N = M% = M,,. Thus, for
instance, M! = M?3 = Mss, etc.

Let H be the Hilbert space of square integrable 3—
co%ponent complex functions on R? with a scalar prod-
uc

3
t.8) =3 [ 1o o

(p17p27p3)7 po = Po =

(Zle pi) S =p/r’, S=(S1,55,85),

000 00 0—i0
Slz(00—1’),32:(0_00),33:(1’ 0 0)
0i 0 —i00 000

the generators P, M*® = %eijijk,a’rLd Nt = MY of
the Poincaré group are given by

With the notation p =

Pt=p* M=L+S, N=K+n, (2)

where

L= i(p x 9/0p), K = i(pd/0p + 37),  (3)

n=mx8S. (4)

The above operators satisfy the following commutation
relations:

[N, p7] = 690, [N, 3] = ipf, (M7, pi] = icPhpk,
[Mi7p0] =0, [Ni,Nj] _ —ieijkMk7

[M? NI| = ik N* M MI] = ie* M*,

Replacing M by L and N by K we obtain the same com-
mutation relations.

The unitary space inversion operator II and antiuni-
tary time inversion operator © for this representation

3 In Ref. [4] a family of scalar products with d®p/po replaced by
d3p/p(2)a is being considered. They all lead to unitarily equivalent
representations of the Poincaré group. The standard Lorentz
invariant scalar product is obtained by setting a = % Here we
choose a = 0.

are given by (cf. [1, Eq. (2.3)] (Uf)(p) = f(—p),
(6f)(p) = f*(—p). For a general representation of the
Poincaré group one defines the four-dimensional Pauli-
Lubanski pseudovector W# as W, = %el,p,w PYMPr?. We
have WO =P -M, W =P°M — P x N.

It follows from the very definition that n,, P*W" = 0.
For mass zero representations P* is lightlike, and there-
fore W is proportional to P*: WH* = AP#. The propor-
tionality operator A commutes with all the generators
and is called the helicity operator (see e.g. |9, p.64]). In
our case one easily finds that for generators P*, L, K we
have W# = 0, therefore A = 0, while for the generators
PH M, N we have

A=nwm-M=mx-S. (5)

From the explicit form (Af) = —imw x f it is easy to see
that the spectrum of A is discrete and consists of three
points A = £1 and 0. Therefore A? is a projection onto
the subspace Hpp, of H. Hpn is a direct sum of eigenspaces
Hy of A corresponding to eigenvalues A = £1. The pho-
ton states are represented by vectors in H,y. The orthog-
onal complement Ho of Hp, in H describes a spinless
particle. It easily follows from these definitions that
Hpp ={f €M : p-f(p) =0}, and that Ho={f € X :
f(p) = ¢(p)p} for some scalar function ¢(p).
It is obvious from the above that Py and M, leave the
subspaces Hpp, and Hy invariant.

I1.2. The Pryce position operator

The standard requirements for the selfadjoint photon
position operator X’ = X% involve covariance under
space translations and rotations as well as invariance un-
der space and time reflections, and that X' leave the
photon subspace H,,, invariant. They are expressed by
the following formulas:

[M? X7 = ik XF [Pl XT] = ",

[ i i i [ 2 (6)
X = — X', 0X'0 = X', [X', A?]

0.

The last condition is equivalent to: if f(p) = ¢(p)p,
where ¢(p) is any scalar valued complex function of p,
then Xf(p) = ¢!(p) p, for some functions ¢’(p), which
is easier to verify in practice.

It is shown in Ref. [1] that the above problem has a
unique solution. It is the so-called Pryce operator Xp
given by

; 0 pis
X;D:ia_pi_'—zkeijk?f' (7)
Js

I1.3. Polarization basis

Let e;(p) the triplet of vectors tangent to the coordi-
nate lines p1, po, p3

o=(f) o= (em(h)®



The procedure of constructing the position operator with
commuting components, as proposed in Ref. [4] starts
with a choice of another p-dependent (orthonormal in
C?) basis &;(p), with &;(p), &2(p) almost everywhere dif-
ferentiable functions of p and orthogonal, while p and
é3(p) = p/|p|- Apart of these requirements the basis
needs not be unspecified.

Let U(p) be the unitary operator in C? defined by

U@bﬂﬁ=%@%W@ﬁMﬂ=m®)@=Llﬂn
for almost all p. Then U*(p)é;(p) = ei(p) and the
matrix-valued function U(p) defines a unitary operator
U in H. The operator U maps the subspaces generated
by e; onto the subspaces generated by €;, while U* does
the converse.

Let the hermitian operators Q° on H be defined as

(10)

The operators Q' evidently commute and leave the sub-
spaces generated by e; invariant. But they do not leave
the subspace Hpp, invariant, what constitutes the main
problem with photon localization.

We notice at this point that the operators K* defined
by Eq. @) can be written as

K= %(QiPO + POQ). (11)

Following Ref. [4] (cf. also |6]) we introduce the opera-
tors Ql defined as

Q' =UQU". (12)

Then Ql are self-adjoint, commute and leave the sub-
spaces generated by €; invariant. In particular @Q; leave
the subspace Hpy, invariant[d

Hawton [4-6] specifies the polarization basis to be the
one induced by spherical coordinate system in momen-
tum space, with

p' = |p|sinf cos ¢, p? = |p|sinfsin ¢, p* = |p| cos .

Let w = p/|p|, 0, ¢ be the unit tangent vectors to the
coordinates of the spherical coordinate system. Following

4 In Refs. [4-1d] the basis is a real basis, and specified as related to
polar coordinates in the momentum space - see below. But the
essence of the construction of the ‘position operator with com-
muting components’ does not depend on any particular choice of
the basis, except of the requirements mentioned above.

Since the (complexified) tangent bundle of the sphere S? is non-
trivial (see e.g. [12]), the functions &;(p) are defined only almost
everywhere. Notice that they are ‘improper’ (unnormalizable)
elements of H.

6 They are denoted r; in [4] and by x; in [d].

ot

Ref. [4] we call them &3, &1, €2. Explicite:

~ cos 6 cos ¢ 5 —sin ¢
(s3] (p) = cosfsing |, eg(p) = ( cos ¢ ) s
—sinf 0

~ sin 6 cos ¢
eg(p) g p/|p| = sin 0 sin ¢ . (13)
cos 6
We then define the matrix U whose columns are these
vectors:

cosfcos¢p —sing sinf cos @
U= |cosfsing cos¢ sinfsing | . (14)
—sinf 0 cosf

Then U satisfies Eqs. ([@). The matrix U is real, there-
fore U* = U*. We notice that the third column describes
a spinless particle. A straightforward calculation, using
Eq. (I2), leads to the explicit form of Q:

R 0 1 cot 0
=i— 4+ —=pxS— €253, 15
Q Ip p%p . 203 ( )

in agreement with Eq. (1) in [4].

III. THE PROBLEM AND ITS SOLUTION

Following the definitions and the notation in Ref. [4]
we introduce a new representation of the Poincaré group
defined by self-adjoint generators P*, L*, K* given by:

PH=UPrU*, L' =UL'U*, K' = UK'U*.  (16)

First of all we notice that, since U is a multiplication by
a p-dependent matrix, it commutes with P*. Therefore
we have that P* = P*". Now, since L = Q x P (cf. Eq
@), we have

L=QxP, (17)

in agreement with Eq (17) of Ref. [4].
Eq. (), we obtain

Similarly, from

K= %(QPO +P°Q) (18)

in agreement with Eq. (18) in [4].

The unitary representation of the Poincaré group de-
fined by the generators P*, L', K" describes a triplet of
particles of mass zero (since P2 = P? = () and spin zero
(since the Pauli-Lubanski pseudovector WH, calculated
for this representation, is identically zero). I does nor
represent photon’s boosts and rotations.

There is also another unitary representation deter-
mined by generators

Pt = pr=prt M=UMU*, N=UNU* (19)

unitarily equivalent to P#, M, N, and describing photons
of both helicities and a scalar spin zero particle. From



Eqs. @)-@) we havd]l M = M + S, where S = USU*.
The helicity operator A for this representation is given
by A = UAU* = = - S. Its eigensubspaces are spanned by
the vectors Ue; = UZe;.

It is stated explicitly in Ref. [4] that the operator Q
defined by Eq. (I0) satisfies the conditions placed on a
position operator in [1, 2, 14, [15]. Since this statement
is in evident contradiction with the results of the cited
references, we will now point out precisely where is the
error in Ref. 4] and in the subsequent papers.

Since the conditions on the photon position opera-
tor mentioned above and written explicitly in Eqs. (@)
are all group-theoretical, it is necessary to list the rele-
vant representations of the Poncaré group that are be-
ing under consideration. We have three such representa-
tions. While the translation generators P* are the same
in all three cases, the generators of the homogeneous
Lorentz group are different. We have the original rep-
resentation with generators M i N% the representation
with “spinless” generators L, K gwen by Eqs. (I7),(I3),
and the complete transformed representation with gen-
erators M, N given by Eq. ([I9).

Ref. [4] is not explicit about which representation of
the Poincaré group is to be taken, therefore, in order to
verify the conditions Eq. (B]), we will have to examine all
three representations, and show which of these conditions

is not satisfied by Hawton’s position operator in each of
the three cases.

II1.0.0.1.  The original representation M, N. In this
case the operator Q is not covariant under rotations,
[M i Q7] # i€%QJ. Indeed, from Eq. (@) we should have,
in particular, [M!, X1] = 0. But the explicit calculamon
(using spherical coordinates in the momentum space) of
this commutator on the vector f(po, 6, ) = (a(po),0,0),
where a is an arbitrary function of pg is evidently = 0.
Thus Hawton position operator does not satisfy the con-
dition of covariance under rotations of the original rep-
resentation. o

111.0.0.2. The representation M,N. Here all the
conditions in Eq. [ are satisfied, but the Pauli-Lubanski
pseudovector calculated for this representations is iden-
tically zero, thus the helicity operator for this represen-
tation is identically zero. The representation describes a
triplet of spinless particles, not the photon.

111.0.0.3. The representation M N. In this case Q
is covariant under translations and rotations, but Q does
not commute with the helicity operator A of this represen-
tation for the same reason for which Q does not commute
with A defined by Eq. ([@). In fact, we have Q = UQU™*,
A= UAU*, therefore

Q. A% =U[Q, AU (20)

Since [Q, A2] # 0, we also have [Q,A2] # 0
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