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Abstract In general relativity, cosmology and quan-

tum field theory, spacetime is assumed to be an ori-

entable manifold endowed with a Lorentz metric that

makes it spatially and temporally orientable. The ques-

tion as to whether the laws of physics require these ori-

entability assumptions is ultimately of observational or

experimental nature, or the answer might come from

a fundamental theory of physics. The possibility that

spacetime is time non-orientable lacks investigation,

and so should not be dismissed straightaway. In this

paper, we argue that it is possible to locally access

a putative time non-orientability of Minkowski empty

spacetime by physical effects involving quantum vac-

uum electromagnetic fluctuations. We set ourselves to

study the influence of time non-orientability on the

stochastic motions of a charged particle subject to these

electromagnetic fluctuations in Minkowski spacetime

equipped with a time non-orientable topology and with

its time orientable counterpart. To this end, we intro-

duce and derive analytic expressions for a statistical

time orientability indicator. Then we show that it is

possible to pinpoint the time non-orientable topology

through an inversion pattern displayed by the corre-

sponding orientability indicator, which is absent when

the underlying manifold is time orientable.
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1 Introduction

In relativistic cosmology and quantum field theory

spacetime is described as a four-dimensional differen-

tiable manifold, a topological space with an additional

differentiable structure that permits to locally define

connections, metric and curvature with which the grav-

itation theories and the dynamics of other fields are

locally formulated. So, two important elements in the

mathematical description of the Universe and in the

local dynamics of the (micro) physical laws are the ge-

ometry and the topology of the underlying spacetime

manifold.

Geometry is a local attribute that brings about cur-

vature. Topology is a global property of manifolds that

requires consideration of the entire manifold. However,

if local physics is brought into the scene, it can play a

key role in the local access to the topological proper-

ties of spacetime. This is the main concern of this work,

which focuses on the time orientability of spacetime.

For a manifold endowed with a Lorentz metric,

two possible types of orientability (non-orientability)

come about: spatial or temporal orientability (non-

orientability), depending on the way the manifold is

equipped with a Lorentz metric. Whether a spacetime

is time or space orientable may be looked upon as a

joint topological-geometrical property, in the sense that

it depends on the topology of the underlying manifold

but also on the specific Lorentz metric we equip the

manifold with [1,2,3].

It is generally assumed that the spacetime manifolds

one deals with in physics are orientable and endowed

with a Lorentz metric, making them separately time

http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.00816v2
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and space orientable.1 Non-orientability raises intrigu-

ing questions, and it is generally seen as an undesirable

feature in physics. Yet, space and time non-orientability

of Lorentzian spacetime manifolds are concrete mathe-

matical possibilities for the physical spacetime. On the

other hand, strict orientability assumptions could risk

ruling out something that the spacetime topology might

be trying to “tell” us, and it might also discourage

further investigations on the interplay of physics and

topology. The answer to questions regarding the ori-

entability of spacetime might come from local experi-

ments, cosmological observations or from a fundamental

theory of physics.

In this article we address the question as to whether

one can empirically and locally access the putative

topological property of time non-orientability (ori-

entability) of spacetime manifolds M4.
2 Since the net

role played by time orientability is more clearly ascer-

tained in static flat spacetime, whose dynamical de-

grees of freedom are frozen, in this work we focus on

Minkowski spacetime. The physical system that turns

out to be suitable to play the revealing role of global

time non-orientability is a non-relativistic charged par-

ticle locally subjected to quantum vacuum fluctuations

of the electromagnetic field.3

To show that one can access time orientability, we

investigate signatures of time non-orientability through

the stochastic motions of a charged test particle un-

der electromagnetic quantum fluctuations in Minkowski

spacetime M4 with a time non-orientable topology and

in its time orientable counterpart. The time orientabil-

1Theoretical arguments in support of these orientability as-
sumptions combine space and time universality of local phys-
ical laws with the thermodynamically defined local arrow of
time, charge conjugation and parity (CP) violation and CPT
invariance [4,1,2]. The impossibility of having globally de-
fined spinor fields on non-orientable spacetime manifolds is
also often used in favor of these orientability assumptions [1,
2,5,6,7,8]. It should be noted, however, that time universal-
ity can be looked upon as a topological assumption of global
time homogeneity. This topological assumption rules out time
non-orientability from the outset.
2The nature of time and the existence of various arrows of
time are contested issues, which we evade in this paper, in
which we assume that time is real and passes in all scales.
The literature on this debate is fascinating and vast, but for
the sake of brevity we refer the readers to Refs. [9,10] and
references therein, including the books [11,12,13,14].
3In an influential work, this system was used by Yu and
Ford [15] in Minkowski spacetime with a conducting plane
(nontrivial spatial topology). They endeavored to shed light
on the question as to whether a test charged particle would
perform stochastic motions induced by quantum fluctua-
tions of the electromagnetic field [16,17]. Related investiga-
tions have since been made in a number of papers, including
Refs. [18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26].

ity statistical indicator that we introduce combines

geometrical-topological properties with the dynamics

of the above specific physical system engineered to test

orientability.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Sec-

tion 2 we set up the notation and present some key

concepts and results regarding topology of manifolds,

which will be needed in the remainder of the paper. In

Section 3 we present the physical system along with the

background geometry and topology. In Section 4 we in-

troduce the time orientability statistical indicator and

derive its expressions for a charged particle under quan-

tum vacuum electromagnetic fluctuations in Minkowski

spacetime equipped with temporally non-orientable and

orientable topologies. We show that a comparison of

the time evolution of our statistical indicators for these

cases allows one to discriminate the orientable from the

non-orientable topology. Time non-orientability can be

locally unveiled by the inversion pattern of the curves

of the time orientability statistical indicator for a point

charge under quantum vacuum electromagnetic fluctu-

ations. In Section 5 we present our main conclusions

and final remarks.

2 Context and mathematical preliminaries

For both the spatially flat Friedmann-Robertson-

Walker (FRW) and the Minkowski spacetimes, the

underlying manifold M4 is globally decomposable as

M4 = R × M3, where M3 is the simply-connected 3-

manifold R3. However, the spatial section M3 of both

spacetimes can be any quotient manifold of the form

M3 = E3/Γ , where E3 is the covering space,4 and Γ is

a discrete group of freely acting isometries of E3, also

referred to as the holonomy [27,28]. 5 The familiar form

M4 = R×M3 is very often assumed in cosmology and

quantum field theory, and in particular it is adopted in

cosmic topology, which investigates the spatial topology

of the Universe.6

In the present work we focus on a single topologi-

cal property of the Minkowski spacetime manifold M4,

namely time orientability. Perhaps the simplest way to

equip Minkowski spacetime with time non-orientability

is by taking

M4 = M2 × E
2 , (1)

4En is Rn endowed with the Euclidean metric.
5Refs. [29,30,31,32] give a detailed account of the classifica-
tion of flat 3-dimensional Euclidean topologies.
6For investigations on cosmic topology and recent observa-
tional constraints, see Refs. [33,34,35,36,37,38,39,40,41,42,
43,44,45,46,47].
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where M2 is a two-dimensional time non-orientable

quotient manifold, M2 = E2,1/Γ , where E2,1 denotes

the simply-connected plane equipped with a Lorentz

metric, that is, Minkowski two-dimensional spacetime.

It follows that the orientability of M4 reduces to the

orientability of M2 .

The simplest example of a two-dimensional Eu-

clidean manifold with nontrivial topology is the cylin-

der C2, whose construction as a quotient manifold,

C
2 = E

2/Γ , is such that a point P = (x, y) of the

cylinder is obtained from the covering manifold E2 by

identifying the points that are equivalent under the ac-

tion of the elements γi of the covering isometry group

Γ . Specifically, a point P = (x, y) of the cylinder is the

equivalence class of all points P ′ in the covering space

E2 such that P ′ = {(x + nxa, y) | nx ∈ Z, a = const},

or P ≡ P ′ = γiP with γi ∈ Γ being a translation by

a in the direction of the x-axis. A quotient manifold

can be visualized by its so-called fundamental domain

(cell). The cylinder’s fundamental cell is a strip of E2

bounded by parallel lines, say x = 0 and x = a, that

are identified through translations. The cylinder C2 is

a surface lying in three-dimensional space, but this em-

bedded view does not necessarily work for other Eu-

clidean two-manifolds.

The twisted cylinder C∗2 is an example of mani-

fold that cannot lie in ordinary three-dimensional space

without intersecting itself [48]. A point P = (x, y) of

C∗2 represents a set of points in the covering space E2 of

the form P ′ = {(x+nxa, (−1)nxy) | nx ∈ Z, a = const}

or P ≡ P ′ = γiP with γi ∈ Γ being translation by a in

the x-direction followed by an inversion (flip) in the y-

direction, a single glide reflection. The fundamental cell

of the twisted cylinder is a strip of E2 bounded by par-

allel lines which are identified through a glide reflection:

translation followed by a flip (inversion). It should be

noticed that the twisted cylinder is often represented by

the Möbius strip, which is obtained by identifying two

opposite sides of a rectangle after a flip. The twisted

cylinder is an infinitely wide Möbius strip. The Möbius

strip is visually useful as it can lie in 3−space, but it is

not a manifold because it has a boundary. The twisted

cylinder, on the other hand, is a genuine quotient man-

ifold but cannot lie in 3−space.

At this point it seems fitting to remark that a quo-

tient manifold is globally homogeneous only if its funda-

mental cells are identified by translations alone. There-

fore, the cylinder C2 is globally homogeneous but the

twisted cylinder C∗2 is not.

Orientability is another very important global

(topological) property of a manifold that measures

whether one can consistently choose a clockwise orien-

tation for loops in the manifold. A path in M2 that

brings a traveler back to the starting point mirror-

reversed is called an orientation-reversing path. Man-

ifolds that do not have an orientation-reversing path

are called orientable, whereas manifolds that contain

an orientation-reversing path are non-orientable [49].

For two-dimensional quotient manifolds E
2/Γ , when

the covering group Γ contains at least one isometry

γ that is a reflection (flip) the corresponding quotient

manifold is non-orientable. Therefore, the cylinder is

orientable but the twisted cylinder is non-orientable.

For the product manifold given by equation (1)

to be time non-orientable the factor M2 has to be a

Lorentzian non-orientable manifold. It turns out that

both the cylinder and the twisted cylinder can be

equipped with a Lorentz metric — see Ref. [50], p. 149,

Proposition 37. The twisted cylinder is made time non-

orientable by endowing it with the Lorentz metric with

time as the flipped direction.

3 Charged particle under electromagnetic

fluctuations

From now on, we consider a point charge under quan-

tum vacuum electromagnetic fluctuations as the physi-

cal system used to locally probe a potential time non-

orientablity of spacetime.

3.1 The physical system

Let a nonrelativistic test particle with charge q and

mass m be locally subject to vacuum fluctuations of

the electric field E(x, t) in a topologically nontrivial

spacetime manifold equipped with the Minkowski met-

ric ηµν = diag(+1,−1,−1,−1).

Locally, the motion of the charged test particle is

determined by the Lorentz force. In the nonrelativistic

limit the equation of motion for the point charge is

dv

dt
=

q

m
E(x, t) , (2)

where v is the particle’s velocity and x its position at

time t. We assume that on the time scales of interest the

particle practically does not move, i.e. it has a negligi-

ble displacement, so we can ignore the time dependence

of x. Thus, the particle’s position x is taken as constant

in what follows [15].7 Assuming that the particle is ini-

tially at rest, integration of Eq. (2) gives

v(x, t) =
q

m

∫ t

t0

E(x, t′) dt′ , (3)

7The corrections arising from the inexactness of this assump-
tion are negligible in the low velocity regime.
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and the mean squared velocity, velocity dispersion or

simply dispersion in each of the three independent di-

rections i = x, y, z is given by8

〈

∆v2i

〉

=
q2

m2

∫ t

t0

∫ t

t0

〈

Ei(x, t
′)Ei(x, t

′′)
〉

dt′dt′′ . (4)

Following Yu and Ford [15], we assume that the elec-

tric field is a sum of classical Ec and quantum Eq parts.

Because Ec is not subject to quantum fluctuations and

〈Eq〉 = 0, the two-point function 〈Ei(x, t)Ei(x
′, t′)〉 in

equation (4) involves only the quantum part of the elec-

tric field [15].

It can be shown [51] that locally
〈

Ei(x, t)Ei(x
′, t′)

〉

=
∂

∂xi

∂

∂x′
i

D(x, t;x′, t′)

−
∂

∂t

∂

∂t′
D(x, t;x′, t′) (5)

where, in Minkowski spacetime, the Hadamard function

D(x, t;x′, t′) is given by

D0(x, t;x
′, t′) =

1

4π2(∆t2 − |∆x|2)
. (6)

The subscript 0 indicates standard Minkowski space-

time R×E3, ∆t = t− t′ and |∆x| ≡ r is the spatial sep-

aration for topologically trivial Minkowski spacetime:

r2 = (x− x′)2 + (y − y′)2 + (z − z′)2 . (7)

3.2 The spacetime manifold

In this work, the time non-orientable spacetime mani-

fold that we shall consider is of the formM4 = M2×E2

in which the first factor M2 is the non-orientable

twisted cylinder C∗2 equipped with a Lorentz met-

ric with time as the flipped coordinate. This makes

8By definition,
〈

∆v2

i (x, t)
〉

=
〈

v2

i (x, t)
〉

−
〈

vi(x, t)
〉

2
.

Table 1 Time and space separation for the spacetime in-
terval ∆s2 = ∆t2 − r2 in the Hadamard function for the
spacetime manifolds obtained by taking the Cartesian prod-
uct with E2 of the two-dimensional manifolds C∗2 or C2 with
coordinates t, x; the coordinates associated with E2 are y, z.
With time always in the first factor, each flat four-manifold
thus obtained is endowed with a Lorentz metric with signa-
ture −2. In the case of C∗2 the identification with inversion is
made on the time direction, so that the corresponding space-
time is not time orientable. The topological compact spatial
scale is denoted by a. The number nx is an integer that runs
from −∞ to ∞.

Manifold Time sep. ∆t Spatial sep. r2

C∗2 × E2 t − (−1)nx t′ (x− x′
− nxa)

2 + (y − y′)2 + (z − z′)2

C2 × E2 t − t′ (x − x′
− nxa)

2 + (y − y′)2 + (z − z′)2

M2 time non-orientable and, as a consequence, the

spacetime manifold M4 is also time non-orientable.

In Table 1 we show the time separation ∆t and the

spatial separation r that enter the spacetime interval

∆s2 = ∆t2 − r2 in M4 for M2 = C∗2 and M2 = C2,

the cases treated in this paper. For M2 = C∗2 the non-

orientability is associated with the time coordinate.

Let us try to make our terminology and nota-

tion as clear as possible. Being aware of the abuse of

language but striving for simplicity, we henceforward

give the name twisted cylinder, denoted by C∗2 × E2,

to the time non-orientable spacetime with coordinates

(t, x, y, z), whose points are identified as (t, x, y, z) ≡

((−1)nxt, x+nxa, y, z), and equipped with the Lorentz

metric ∆s2 = ∆t2 − r2, where ∆t and r are given in

the first line of Table 1. Similarly, we give the name

cylinder, denoted by C2 × E2, to the time orientable

spacetime with coordinates (t, x, y, z), whose points are

identified as (t, x, y, z) ≡ (t, x+nxa, y, z), and equipped

with the Lorentz metric ∆s2 = ∆t2− r2, where ∆t and

r are given in the second line of Table 1.

4 TIME-ORIENTABILITY INDICATOR FOR

THE TWISTED CYLINDER

We take up now the study of the stochastic motions of

a charged particle under quantum vacuum electromag-

netic fluctuations in the time non-orientable twisted

cylinder C∗2 × E2.

In a topologically nontrivial spacetime, the time in-

terval ∆t and the the spatial separation r take new

forms that capture the periodic boundary conditions

imposed on the covering space. To obtain the corre-

lation function for the electric field that is required

to compute the velocity dispersion (4) for the twisted

cylinder C∗2 ×E2, we replace in Eq. (5) the Hadamard

function D(x, t;x′, t′) by its renormalized version given

by [18]

Dren(x, t;x
′, t′) = D(x, t;x′, t′)−D0(x, t;x

′, t′)

=
∞ ′
∑

nx=−∞

1

4π2(∆t2 − r2)
, (8)

where here and in what follows
∑

′

indicates that the

Minkowski contribution term nx = 0 is excluded from

the summation, and, according to Table 1, the time and

space separations for the time non-orientable spacetime

C∗2 × E2 are

∆t = t−(−1)nxt′, r2 = (x−x′−nxa)
2+(y−y′)2+(z−z′)2.

(9)
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The infinite sum (8) takes account of the periodicity

induced by the cell identification that defines C∗2 ×E2

in terms of the covering space. This approach is widely

used [52,53,54,55,56,57,58,59,60] and does not mean

that local physics is influenced by arbitrarily distant re-

gions that are causally disconnected from the region of

interest because the covering space (where the calcula-

tions are performed) is not the physical space. The term

with nx = 0 in the sum (8) is the Hadamard function

D0(x, t;x
′, t′) for Minkowski spacetime. This term has

been subtracted out from the sum because it gives rise

to an infinite contribution to the velocity dispersion.

Thus, from equation (5) the renormalized correla-

tion functions
〈

Ei(x, t)Ei(x
′, t′)

〉

ren
=

∂

∂xi

∂

∂x′
i

Dren(x, t;x
′, t′)

−
∂

∂t

∂

∂t′
Dren(x, t;x

′, t′) (10)

are then given by

〈

Ei(x, t)Ei(x′, t′)
〉C

∗2

ren
=

∞ ′
∑

nx=−∞

{

[3(−1)nx − 1]∆t2

2π2[∆t2 − r2]3

+
[1 + (−1)nx ]r2 − 4r2i

2π2[∆t2 − r2]3

}

, (11)

where ∆t and r2 are given by Eq. (9), while

r1 ≡ rx = x−x′−nxa, r2 ≡ ry = y−y′, r3 ≡ rz = z−z′.

(12)

The orientability indicator I
C

∗2

v2

i
that we will con-

sider is defined by replacing the electric field correla-

tion functions in Eq. (4) by their renormalized counter-

parts:9

I
C

∗2

v2

i
(x, t, t0) =

q2

m2

∫ t

t0

∫ t

t0

〈

Ei(x, t′)Ei(x, t′′)
〉C

∗2

ren
dt′dt′′ .

(13)

From (8) it is clear that the orientability indicator I
C

∗2

v2

i

is the difference between the velocity dispersion in C∗2×

E
2 and the one in Minkowski spacetime with trivial

topology.

Before moving on to explicit computations, a few

words of clarification on the meaning of the indica-

tor (13) are fitting. From equations (4) and (8) a general

definition of the orientability indicator can be written

in the form

I
MC

v2

i
=

〈

∆v2i

〉MC

−
〈

∆v2i

〉SC

, (14)

9To avoid a cluttered notation, for the superscript on the sta-
tistical indicator and on the electric field correlation functions
we write just C∗2 instead of C∗2 × E2.

where
〈

∆v2i
〉

is the mean square velocity disper-

sion, and the superscripts MC and SC stand for

multiply- and simply-connected manifolds, respectively.

The right-hand side of (14) is defined by first taking the

difference of the two terms with x′ 6= x and then setting

x′ = x.

On the face of it, the indicator (14) does not appear

to be measurable because it involves the difference of

quantities associated with two different spacetimes, but

the spacetime we live in is unique. However, I
MC

v2

i
is ac-

cessible by measurements performed in our spacetime,

which is to be tested for time non-orientablity, by the

following procedure. First one would measure the ve-

locity correlation function
〈

∆vi(x, t)∆vi(x
′, t)

〉MC
for

x 6= x′, then one would subtract out the correlation

function
〈

∆vi(x, t)∆vi(x
′, t)

〉SC
that has been theoret-

ically computed for x 6= x′ for the corresponding topo-

logically trivial Minkowski spacetime in the Appendix

of Ref. [25]. Finally, the corresponding curve for the dif-

ference (14) as a function of time would be plotted in

the coincidence limit x = x′.10

4.1 Indicators for the twisted cylinder

The orientability indicator I
C

∗2

v2

i
can be computed with

the help of the integrals [18]

I− =

∫ t

t0

∫ t

t0

dt′dt′′
1

[(t′ − t′′)2 − r2]3

=
3(t− t0)

16r5
ln

[

(

t0 − t+ r

t0 − t− r

)2
]

+
1

4r2 [(t− t0)2 − r2]
+

1

4r4
(15)

and

J− =

∫ t

t0

∫ t

t0

dt′dt′′
(t′ − t′′)2

[(t′ − t′′)2 − r2]3

=
(t− t0)

16 r3
ln

[

(

t0 − t− r

t0 − t+ r

)2
]

+
1

4 [(t− t0)2 − r2]
+

1

4r2
(16)

10This approach is analogous to one used in the search for
spatial topology of the universe from discrete cosmic sources,
called cosmic crystallography [61], in which a topological sig-
nature of 3−space is given by a constant times the differ-
ence ΦMC

exp (si) − ΦSC
exp(si) of the expected pair separation

histogram (EPSH), and the EPSH for the underlying simply
connected covering manifold [62,63], which can be theoreti-
cally computed in analytical form [62,64].
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as well as

I+ =

∫ t

t0

∫ t

t0

dt′dt′′
1

[(t′ + t′′)2 − r2]3

=
3t0
16r5

ln

[

(

2t0 − r

2t0 + r

)2 (
t0 + t+ r

t0 + t− r

)2
]

+
1

8r2 [4t20 − r2]

+
3t

16r5
ln

[

(

t0 + t+ r

t0 + t− r

)2 (
2t− r

2t+ r

)2
]

+
1

8r2 [4t2 − r2]
−

1

4r2 [(t+ t0)2 − r2]
(17)

and

J+ =

∫ t

t0

∫ t

t0

dt′dt′′
(t′ + t′′)2

[(t′ + t′′)2 − r2]3

=
t0

16r3
ln

[

(

2t0 + r

2t0 − r

)2 (
t0 + t− r

t0 + t+ r

)2
]

+
1

8 [4t20 − r2]

+
t

16r3
ln

[

(

t0 + t− r

t0 + t+ r

)2 (
2t+ r

2t− r

)2
]

+
1

8 [4t2 − r2]
−

1

4 [(t+ t0)2 − r2]
(18)

By using these integrals and equations (11) and (12)

in Eq. (13) we find

I
C

∗2

v2

i
(x, t, t0) =

q2

π2m2

{ ′
∑

even nx

[

J− + (r2 − 2r2i )I−
]

−2
∑

odd nx

[

J+ + r2i I+
]

}

. (19)

where, since the coincidence limit x = x′ has been

taken,

r1 = −nxa, r2 = r3 = 0, r2 = r21+r22+r23 = n2
xa

2, (20)

as follows from Eq. (12) in the coincidence limit.

4.2 Indicators for the cylinder

We are looking for a local way to probe a putative time

non-orientability of spacetime. To this end, let us com-

pare the above results for the twisted cylinder C∗2×E2

manifold with those for its time-orientable counterpart,

the cylinder C2 ×E2 = R× S1 ×E2. The indicators for

the cylinder are given in Ref. [25] as11

IC
2

v2
x
(x, t, t0) = −

q2(t− t0)

4πm2

′
∑

nx

1

r3
ln

(r − t+ t0)
2

(r + t− t0)2
, (21)

IC
2

v2
y
(x, t, t0) = IC

2

v2
z
(x, t) =

q2(t− t0)

8πm2

×

′
∑

nx

[

4(t− t0)

r2[(t− t0)2 − r2]
+

1

r3
ln

(r − t+ t0)
2

(r + t− t0)2

]

, (22)

where r = nxa.

4.3 Locally probing time non-orientability

The time-inversion scale is specified by the topological

length scale a. In general, the parameter a leaves open

the scale of time-non-orientability, whose local manifes-

tation is captured by our indicator (13). For example,

the parameter a can be very small (microscopic) or very

large (cosmological). Our calculations hold regardless of

its value.

The series (19), (21) and (22) are rapidly convergent

but we are unable to sum them in closed form. Thus,

for the numerical calculations that allow us to produce

some figures, we truncate them at |nx| = 50.

A significant difference between the case of the

time non-orientable twisted cylinder and that of time-

orientable spacetimes is that the indicator (19) depends

both on t and t0, and not only on the difference t− t0.

This is because the twisted cylinder C∗2 × E2 is not

globally temporally homogeneous. By means of a pic-

ture, we highlight the main consequences of the twisted

cylinder’s lack of global time homogeneity on the statis-

tical indicator (19). In Fig. 1 we show two components

of indicator (19) as functions of t, t0, with the indicator

values represented by colors (the z-component of the

indicator is not shown because it coincides with its y-

component). Contour lines of the indicator are also dis-

played. Figs. 1 (a) and (b) illustrate the global tempo-

ral inhomogeneity of the twisted cylinder C∗2 ×E2: the

patterns encountered as one moves horizontally along

the t-axis are different for each fixed t0. The nontriv-

ial contour curves are also very different from those for

C2×E2, which are the straight lines t−t0 = const. There

are periodic repetition patterns but with changing abso-

lute value of the indicators. The topological singularity

structure, indicated by the white straight lines, is also

much richer than the one for the time orientable case.

For example, the vertical lines t = 1/2, 3/2, 5/2, . . . are

11In equations (26) and (27) of Ref. [25] the choice t0 = 0 was
made. Also, what we call here the cylinder is denoted there
by E16.
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(a) (b)

Fig. 1 Two components of indicator (19) as functions of t, t0. The values of the indicator are represented by colors. Panel
(a) shows the x-component of the indicator (19), while panel (b) shows its y-component (the z-component is not displayed
because it equals the y-component). Contour lines of the indicators are also exhibited. In these plots, q, m and a are all set to
unity for qualitative reasons only. The white thin lines are topological singularities that arise for special values of t, t0, such
as t− t0 = r, t+ t0 = r, t = r/2, t0 = r/2, where r = |nx|a. The structure of singularities of topological origin is much richer
than the one in the case of time-orientable spacetimes [18,25,26].

singularities of topological nature that are not present

in the indicators for the time orientable spacetime

C2 × E2.

Figure 1 illustrates quite vividly how the global

inhomogeneity of the twisted cylinder manifests itself

through the statistical indicator (19). Next we study

how the indicator (19) for the twisted cylinder behaves

as a function of t for fixed t0. Figures 2 and 3 compare

components of the indicator for C∗2×E2 with those for

its time orientable counterpart C2×E2 for two values of

t0. Both for t0 = 0 (Fig. 2) and t0 = 1.3 (Fig. 3) there

appears an inversion pattern in the case of C∗2 × E2,

roughly of the form ∪ followed by ∩. The absence of

any inversion pattern in the case of the time-orientable

C
2 × E

2 allows one to pinpoint the temporally non-

orientable case.

In order to demonstrate our main result, namely

the possible local detection of time non-orientability,

we have chosen two spacetime manifolds of the form

M4 = M2 × E2 such that the first factors are topo-

logically similar in that each is compact in just one

direction and has only one discrete isometry generator

γi (see Section II). Thus, the only difference in their

construction is that for the cylinder the generator γi
is a translation whereas for the twisted cylinder it is a

glide reflection (translation followed by an inversion or

flip), which suffices to make the quotient manifold non-

orientable. The repeated inversion pattern in the curves

for indicator I
C

∗2

v2

i
, Eq. (13), for the spacetime manifold

M4 with the time non-orientable twisted cylinder factor

M2 = C∗2, constitutes an exclusive signature of time-

non-orientability. As for the spacetime manifold M4

with the cylinder factor M2 = C
2, the periodic pattern

of the curves is uniform (shows no inversion) because

γi is a pure translation isometry. The glide reflection

is the only topological difference between the twisted

cylinder and the cylinder, therefore it is the cause of

the different behaviors of our orientability indicator in

the two cases because the physical system is the same.

4.4 Possible physical realization

A brief discussion of the physical scale in which our

approach can be realized is fitting. From Eq. (19), or

more clearly from Eq. (21), it follows that the order of

magnitude of the time-orientability indicators is

I ∼
q2∆t

4πm2a3
, (23)

where a is the topological length scale and ∆t is the

measurement duration. The above equation holds in

units such that ~ = c = 1. Let us consider the case

in which the charged particle is an electron. Inserting

the appropriate factors of ~ and c, and using e2/~c = α

in CGS units, where α is the fine-structure constant,

we have

I ∼
α

4π

~2c∆t

m2a3
, (24)

which has the correct dimension of velocity squared.

Our analysis was performed for nonrelativistic charged
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(a) (b)

Fig. 2 Comparison of two components of the indicator for the twisted cylinder C∗2 × E2 with those for its time orientable
counterpart C2 × E2. In both plots t0 = 0. Panel (a) shows the x-component of the indicator for C∗2 × E2 given by (19)
plotted together with the x-component of the indicator for C2 × E2 given by (22). Panel (b) shows the same comparison for
the y-component of the indicator. In these plots, q, m and a are all set to unity for qualitative reasons only. The solid curves
for C∗2 ×E2 present an inversion pattern, roughly of the form ∪ followed by ∩, which is absent from the dashed curves for the
time-orientable C2 × E2.

(a) (b)

Fig. 3 The same as in Fig. 2 for t0 = 1.3. Again, the solid curves for C∗2 × E2 exhibit an inversion pattern, roughly of the
form ∪ followed by ∩, which is absent from dashed the curves for its time-orientable counterpart C2 × E2.

particles. Accordingly, for the sake of estimation, let us

take I ∼ (c/103)2. This gives

∆t ∼
4π × 137m2c

106~2
a3 ∼

(

3.9× 107
s

cm3

)

a3, (25)

where we have used α ≈ 1/137, c = 3 × 1010 cm/s,

m = 9.1 × 10−28 g and ~ = 1.05 × 10−27 erg s. Con-

sequently, if a . 30µm then ∆t . 1 s. This means

that it would take no more that a second of obser-

vation to detect a possible time non-orientablity in

mesoscopic or microscopic scale. The detection time

increases proportionally to the cube of the topologi-

cal length scale. Therefore, the present method would

not be suitable for detection of a putative time non-

orientablity in the solar system scale, let alone in cosmo-

logical scale. Furthermore, for the early expanding uni-
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verse it is the Friedmann-Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker

(FLRW) geometry that must be considered, rather than

the Minkowski spacetime metric [70].

Our calculations imply that a time non-orientable

nontrivial topology will give rise to a certain inversion

pattern in the time evolution curves of the statistical

orientability indicator. In the case of a time orientable

nontrivial topology there will be no such inversion pat-

tern. For trivial topology (standard Minkowski space-

time) the indicator will vanish. In order to decide which

of these alternatives is realized in nature, it is neces-

sary to measure stochastic motions of charged parti-

cles induced by quantum electromagnetic vacuum fluc-

tuations. Conceivably, experimental detection of such

stochastic motions might be feasible for confined elec-

trons in a Paul trapp [65] or in a Penning trap [66]. It

seems likely that technical difficulties will have to be

overcome to tell apart the effects induced by quantum

electromagnetic vacuum fluctuations from those caused

by the applied electromagnetic field that is responsible

for the confinement.

5 Summary of results and final comments

In relativistic cosmology and quantum field theory,

spacetime is assumed to be orientable as a topological

manifold, and is additionally endowed with a Lorentz

metric, making it separately time and space orientable.

The question as to whether the current laws of physics

require that spacetime manifolds adhere to these ori-

entability assumptions are among the unsettled issues

in this framework. Although non-orientability is gen-

erally seen as an undesirable feature, non-orientable

Lorentzian spacetime manifolds are concrete math-

ematical possibilities in physics at different scales.

Therefore, the possibility that spacetime is time non-

orientable ought not to be jettisoned forthwith. Strict

orientability assumptions could potentially interfere

with the understanding of fundamental aspects of the

interplay of physics and topology. In fact, we do not

know to what extent the topology of the underlying

spacetime manifold might encode, or whether it is nec-

essary to capture or express, basic features of the phys-

ical world in some scale. It is conceivable that topo-

logical properties such as global homogeneity and ori-

entability of spacetime manifolds might be testable in

both micro- and macro-physical scales. Previous spec-

ulations on time orientability violation have revolved

about gedanken experiments that would allegedly pro-

vide signatures of a putative time non-orientability of

spacetime [67,68]. These ideas and other approaches to

testing time orientability have been recently subjected

to a searching critique [69]. Here, however, we have set-

tled on probing the orientability of spacetime by means

of measurable local physical effects.

Inasmuch as the role played by time orientability is

more clearly accessed in static flat spacetime, whose dy-

namical degrees of freedom are frozen, in the present pa-

per, instead of the expanding FLRW spacetime, we have

focused on the time orientability of Minkowski space-

time, leaving for a forthcoming article [70] some impor-

tant related questions regarding the so-called arrow of

time — observed time asymmetry in macrophysics and

in the evolution of the universe, despite the time rever-

sal invariance of the fundamental laws of physics. This

includes, for example, whether temporal orientability of

the FLRW universe can be probed and whether one can

understand in a far-reaching context the several exist-

ing arrows of time [9,13,14].

In this paper we have argued that a presumed

time non-orientability of Minkowski empty spacetime

can be locally probed through physical effects asso-

ciated with quantum vacuum electromagnetic fluctu-

ations. To this end, we have studied the stochastic

motions of a charged particle under these fluctuations

in Minkowski spacetime manifold, M4, endowed with

a time non-orientable topology (the twisted cylinder

M4 = C∗2 × E2) and its time orientable counterpart.

We have found that the statistical topological indi-

cator given by Eq. (13) is suitable to bring out the

time non-orientability in the twisted cylinder case. Ac-

cordingly, we have derived analytical expressions for

the statistical orientability indicator corresponding to

Minkowski spacetime manifold M4 equipped with time

non-orienbtable and its time orientable counterpart.

The chief conclusion of this work is reached through

comparisons between the stochastic motions of a

charged test particle in Minkowski spacetime endowed

with each of the two spacetime topologies. Since the ex-

pressions for the orientability indicators — Eqs. (19),

(21) and (22) — are too involved for a direct compari-

son, to demonstrate our main result, which is ultimately

stated in terms of patterns of curves for the orientability

indicators, we have performed numerical computations

and plotted figures for the components of our statistical

orientability indicator.

Figure 1 aims to illustrate the topological tempo-

ral inhomogeneity for M4 corresponding to the twisted

cylinder C
∗2 × E

2, a feature not shared by the cylin-

der C2 × E2. The patterns encountered are different

for each fixed t0, and the closed contour curves are also

very different from those for C2×E2, which are straight

45-degree lines. The topological singularity structure
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is also markedly richer than the one for the time ori-

entable case.

However, the answer to the central question of

the paper, namely how to locally probe the time ori-

entability of Minkowski spacetime intrinsically, is ac-

complished by comparing the time evolution of the ori-

entability indicators I
C

∗2

v2

i
and I

C
2

v2

i
. Figs. 2 and 3 show

that it may be possible to locally unveil time non-

orientability through the inversion pattern of curves

of the time non-orientability indicator for a charged

particle under quantum vacuum electromagnetic fluc-

tuations. This inversion pattern is a signature of time

non-orientability and is absent in the time orientable

case.

It should be stressed that the time non-orientability

for the twisted cylinder is of topological origin (periodic

inversion of time controlled by the topological length a,

the fundamental domain size). It is different from the

continuous closed timelike curves that come about in

Gödel [71] and other spacetime solutions of Einstein’s

equations [72,73,74,75,76]. Particularly, in the Gödel

model the underlying manifold is topologically equiva-

lent to R
4, there is no periodic time inversion of topo-

logical origin, but gravity tilts the local light cones so as

to allow continuous closed timelike curves in the topo-

logically trivial spacetime.

To summarize, the main result of our analysis is that

it may be feasible to look into a conceivable topological

time non-orientability of Minkowski empty spacetime

by measurable local physical effects associated with

quantum vacuum electromagnetic fluctuations.
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