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Abstract

The starting point of this paper is one of the several definitions of reference frames (frames for
short) introduced in |1]: In classical mechanics a frame can be defined as a triple (E,II, t), where
F is a 3-dimensional euclidean space, II maps spacetime M onto E and ¢t maps M onto R. The
definition allows an intuitive and coordinate-free formulation of Newtonian mechanics in terms of
frames instead of coordinates [1]. In particular, the postulate of a set of charts on M (an atlas) is
replaced by the postulate of a set of frames. Then the charts can be re-obtained through the choice
of affine coordinates.

The main point of this paper is to continue the work and to reformulate special relativity and
electromagnetism in terms of frames. In addition, we make some modifications to the definition
of frames: In order to reflect the possibility to choose different origins of time, a frame is defined
to be a quadruple - the additional item is a 1-dimensional affine space A and ¢t maps M onto A.
In addition, units enter the theory as elements of positive spaces and we obtain a geometric and
manifestly unit-independent reformulation.

Each frame allows us to identify spacetime with a 4-dimensional product-space and we can generalize
the definition of differentiable manifolds such that the frames turn out to form an atlas. Then the
only difference between Newtonian mechanics and special relativity is the assumed type of transition
functions - Galilean transformations or Poincaré transformations between affine spaces. This allows
us to highlight the common features and differences in the second chapter of the paper. For example,
we define velocity reciprocity in mathematical terms and prove the phenomenon for both kind of
transformations. The chapter concludes with a discussion of inertial and accelerated frames.

In the third chapter we restrict our attention to the reformulation of special relativity and electro-
magnetism with a strong emphasis on covariance. World lines are introduced as particular subsets
of spacetime, the proper time of world line is defined as an affine structure on the world line and
the reformulation of electromagnetism is based on the representation of differential forms w.r.t. a
frame.
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Chapter 1

Reference Frames

1.1 Mathematical setup

Units are elements of positive spaces - this statement simply summarizes the commonly accepted
axioms for units [2]:

Definition 1. Let RT be the set of strictly positive real numbers. A positive space is a set P
equipped with two operations +: P x P — P and R x P — P with the following properties:

e -+ is associative and commutative.

e Forallue P:1lu=u.

e Forallz,y e Rt and u € P: (z- y)u = z(yu) and (x + y)u = zu + yu.

e For all z € RT and w,v € P: z(u+v) = zu + zv.

e The operation R x P — P is a left free and transitive action of the group (R¥, -) on P.

That being said, let T be the positive space associated to the units of time. T can be extended to a
1-dimensional oriented real vector space V'!:

Definition 2. Let P be a positive space, then its extension consists of an oriented real vector
space X! and a function i: P — X such that

e the image of ¢ is equal to the positive part of X.
e the astriction] of i onto the image is a homomorphism of positive spaces.

Given two extensions of P, there is an obvious identification of the positive parts and this bijection
extends to a unique vector space isomorphism.

Units of length are elements of a positive space L and units of area are elements of its square L2,
which is defined as follows:

ILet f: A — B be some function and f(A) C U C B, then the obvious function A — U is called an astriction of f.



Definition 3. Let P be a positive space, then its square is a pair (Q, (-)?) consisting of a positive

space () and a function
P31l 12€qQ

such that

(Au)? = \u?
for all w € P and A > 0. Note that (-)2: P — Q@ is bijective. Thus, if Q' is another square of P,
then there is an obvious bijection @ — @’ and it actually is an isomorphism of positive spaces.

Arrows are elements of a real vector space V3 and the inner product is a function from V3 x V3
to W1, the extension of IL?. Since W' is oriented, it has a natural ordering and the proposition

Yo e V3:0< (v,0)

makes sense. The codomain of the associated norm is not the positive space L., because the length of
a vector can be equal to zero. Thus, we have to introduce a new concept: Non-negative spaces, which
contain a neutral element of addition and whose elements can be multiplied by non-negative real
numbers. Given the definition of positive spaces, the definition of non-negative spaces is obvious.
Then the codomain of the inner product is the square root of the non-negative part of W', defined
as follows:

Definition 4. Let X be a non-negative space, then its square root consists of a non-negative space
Y together with a function
Xoz—=+Jrey

such that

vz = V\Vz

for all z € X and A > 0. Recall that two squares of the same positive space can be identified through
a natural isomorphism of positive spaces. A similar construction allows us to identify two square
roots of the same non-negative space through an isomorphism of non-negative spaces.

Lastly, we consider a speed ¢ - a homomorphism of positive spaces from T to L - and the unique
inner product V! x V! — W satisfying

Vu € T: /{u,u) = cu.

Definition 5. Consider some velocity v € L(V?!, V3), then the function
[[v]]: T — L
w = JJoul|
is called its speed.

Remark 1. In the section on electromagnetism we consider a fixed set of units. Thus it is natural to
wonder about the invariance of the physical laws under a change of units - that is, if some equation
holds true for one particular choice of units, how do we know that it holds true for all possible
choices of units? To answer the question, we first reformulate it within a clear mathematical setting;:

In general, we consider a list of positive spaces X1, ..., X,, (e.g. the positive spaces associated to the
base dimensions of the International System of Quantities) and a physical quantity with values
in a real vector space V is a function

Q: ﬁXZ—>V
i=1



with a well-defined dimension, meaning that there exists a list

at,...,on €Q
such that
Q()\lxla ceey )‘n-rn) = )‘1&1 T )‘nanQ(‘rl’ s ,l‘n)
for all x and positive real numbers A1, ..., A,.

That being said, the initial question can be rephrased as follows: If we consider two physical quan-
tities
n
QQ: [[xi—V
i=1

then what is a sufficient condition such that the following implication holds:

Az Q1. xn) = Q' (w1, ... 1) = Vo : Q(x1,. .., xn) = Q' (21, .., Tp)

A sufficient requirement that will always hold in practice is clearly that @ and @’ have the same
dimension.

1.2 Reference Frames

Definition 6. A reference frame on a set M consists of the following data:
e An affine space A! with translation space V1.
e An affine space A with translation space V3.

e A function t: M — A' and a function IT: M — A® such that the induced function F: M —
Al x A3 is bijective.

Definition 7. Suppose we have fixed a reference frame, a unit of time ey and a unit of length. Then
for each choice of

e an origin of time 0 € A!,
e an origin of space O € A3 and

e an orthonormal basis e of V3 (orthonormal w.r.t. the real valued inner product induced by
the unit of length)

the bijective function
Al x A3 5 R xR3
(t, P) = ("(t = 0),e(P — O))
is called an orthonormal coordinate system.

Remark 2. In |3] a reference frame on M is a maximal atlas A such that

Vo &' € A:IB € 0(3): d(@ o d!) = ((1) Jg) (1.1)



holds true. This definition is compatible with our definition in the following sense: Given a reference
frame, a unit of time and a unit of length, then we can consider the composition of R with all
orthonormal coordinate systems in order to obtain such an atlas. Conversely, suppose that the
following data is given:

e A maximal atlas A satisfying (I1I).
e An affine space A with translation space V1.
e An affine space A3 with translation space V3.
e A unit of time and a unit of length.

Let O be the set of all orthonormal coordinates, then we can easily construct a function R: M —
Al x A3 such that
A={koR: k€ O}: (1.2)

We simply pick some x € O and a ¢ € A and set R := x~! 0 ¢. In fact, each function R satisfying
([T2) is obviously of this form.

1.3 Generalized Manifolds and Tangent Bundles

Consider a set of reference frames on a set M such that F’ o F~! continuously differentiable for
each pair of reference frames. Note that there is a unique topology such that all reference frames
are homeomorphisms. Then one way to introduce the tangent bundle is to use coordinates to
define an atlas, but this is actually a detour: It is straightforward to generalize the definition of
a differentiable manifold and its tangent bundle such that the reference frames form the atlas of a
generalized manifold.

Definition 8. Suppose that we are given a topological space M and a positive integer n.

e A generalized n-dimensional reference frame (an n-frame for short) is a pair (A, F'), where A
is an n-dimensional affine space and F': M — A is a homeomorphism

e Let A be a set of n-frames on M. If the transition function
F'oF7t: A A
is differentiable for all F, F’ € A, then (M, A) is called a n-dimensional differentiable space.

Remark 3. Let M be a differentiable space. We would like to emphasize that the differentials of the
transition functions are not assumed to be continuous. If they are, then M is called a continuously
differentiable space.

Definition 9. Let M be an n-dimensional differentiable space. A pre-tangent bundle consists of
the following data:

o Aset TM.
e A function m: TM — M.

2More generally, F' could be a bijective function between a subset of M and a subset of A, but this is sufficient
for our purposes. Given the usual definitions of differentiable manifolds with or without boundary, a generalization
should be straightforward.



e For each p € M an n-dimensional real vector space structure on T,M = n~!({p}) (in partic-
ular, T, M is non-empty for all p € M, i.e. 7 is surjective).

Definition 10. Let (M, .A) be a differentiable space. A tangent bundle is a pair (T'M,d), where
T M is a pre-tangent bundle and d is a function defined on A with the following properties:

e Let (F, A) be some frame in A and V the translation space of A, then dFF: TM — A x V is
bijective,
Vee A:YvoeV: dF_l(:C,’U) S TF—I(E)M
and for all p € M the obvious function dF,: T,M — V is a vector space isomorphism. Note

that we made an abuse of notation by using the same letter for a frame and the associated
bijective function, i.e. F' = (A, F'). This will happen throughout the rest of the paper.

e If F and F’ are two frames in A, then dF' odF~1 =d(F' o F71).
Remark 4. Let (M, A) be a continuously differentiable space.

e We can consider the unique topology on T'M such that dF' is a homeomorphism for all F' € A.
Then the differentials of the frames form a continuous atlas for the tangent bundle. Fur-
thermore, each differential is a trivialization of the tangent bundle and we obtain a vector
bundle.

e The tangent bundle is defined up to a natural isomorphism: If (TM’,d’) is a second tangent
bundle, then the vector bundle isomorphism

& =dFodF Y. TM—TM

does not depend on F'.

e To show the existence of a tangent bundle, we first note the existence of a pre-tangent bundle:
For example, we can choose an n-dimensional real vector space 1, M for each p € M and then
consider the disjoint union. That being said, let 7'M be a pre-tangent bundle. For each p € M
we can pick a reference F', choose a vector space isomorphism dF, € L(T,M,V) (where V is
the translation space of the affine space associated to F') and set

dF" == d(F' o F~")p(,) o dF,

for all F' € A. We finally obtain a tangent bundle (7'M, d).



Chapter 2

Classical Mechanics vs. Special
Relativity

2.1 Galilean Transformations

In view of our discussion of accelerated frames it is useful to introduce Galilean groups as a subgroup
of a larger group. Furthermore, it will play an important role that the differentials of Galilean
transformations are orientation-preserving (in the sense defined below), so we begin with a technical
lemma:

Lemma 1. Let V™ and W™ be two real vector spaces and suppose that A € L(V, W) is invertible.
Then two bases vy ...,v, and w; ..., w, have the same orientation if and only if Av,..., Av, and
Awq, ..., Aw, have the same orientation. This has two implications:

e The function A defines a bijective function between the sets of orientations.

o If V =W, then A is either orientation-preserving or orientation-inverting.
Proof. Note that if e € L(V,R™) is the vector space isomorphism associated to the basis ey, ..., e,,
then eo A=! € L(V,R") is the vector space isomorphism associated to the basis Aey, ..., Ae,. That

being said, suppose that e and €’ are two bases of V with the same orientation, i.e. det(e’oe™1) > 0.
Then eo A~! and € o A~! have the same orientation as well:

det(¢’ 0o A7 o (e0 A7) 1) = det(e oe™!) > 0.
|

Definition 11. Let F = (A, T, A3 1) and F' = (B!, T’, B3 II') be two reference frames, then
F’ o F~! is called an element of the general kinematic group if and only if

o T'=¢oT, where ¢: A’ — B! is affine and d¢ = 1.



e Vt € A! the function
Y, A3 — B3
pe (o F7H)(t,p)
is affine.
e The image of the function
R: A' — L(V3,V?3)
t— dEt

is a subset of the rotation group (i.e. R; is orientation-preserving and orthogonal).

Definition 12. Let F = (A', T, A3 1I) and F’ = (B, T’, B3,1l') be two reference frames, then the
transition function T := F' o F~! is a Galilean transformation if and only if

e T is an element of the general kinematic group and
o Vp € A3 the function
Al — B3
t (I' o F7)(t,p) = Ti(p)
is affine and the differential is independent of p.

Remark 5. Let (V1, Vo, Wy, Ws) be a list of vector spaces over the same field. Then each
Ae L(Vy & Vo, W1 & W)
can be identified with the unique matrix satisfying
Yo, v0) € Vi & Vot Avn,v2) = @; ;‘;z) <Z;> - @12 12222)
and the composition of two linear operators corresponds to the product of the matrices. Note that
A;; € L(V;,W5).

Lemma 2. Let F and F’ be two reference frames, then T := F’ o F~! is a Galilean transformation
if and only if T is affine and
1 0
ar = ( R)

Proof. If the transition function F’ o F~! is assumed to be a Galilean transformation, then it is
straightforward to prove that it has the properties listed above. To prove the other direction we first
show that the function R: A' — L(V3 V3) from definition [[1lis constant: Given some v € V3 we
can choose p, ¢ € A® such that v = ¢ — p and then Ryv = d(X;)(q—p) = X¢(q) — X¢(p) for all t € AL
This implies that

for some rotation R € L(V3,V3).

Al s t— RuveV?

is constant for each v € V3. That being said, let R be a rotation in L(V3,V3) for the rest of the
proof.
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Note that there exists a v € L(V1,V3) such that

Etru(p) = Xe(p) + vu

for all t € A',u € V!, p € A3: By assumption the function A' 3 ¢ > ¥;(p) =: p(t) € B3 is affine
and its differential v := dp € L(V'!, V?) is independent of p.

That being said, consider t € A',u € V1,p € 43,2 € V3, then
(F'o F7Y)(t+u,p+a) = (p(t +u), Seru(p +2)) = (F' o FH)(t,p) + (u, vu+ Rz)

and this shows that F’ o F~1 is affine and that its differential has the desired form. O

Remark 6. By our definition the differential of a Galilean transformation is orientation-preserving.
This will allow us to identify the orientations of the tangent bundle with the orientations of V? in
section [2.4] but most importantly this implies that the transformation of vectors defined in is
orientation-preserving.

Lemma 3. Consider two frames of reference F' and F”. Fix some unit of time and length. Suppose
¢ and ¢’ are orthonormal coordinates for F' and F’. If the bases associated to ¢ and ¢’ have the
same orientation, then F’ o F~1 is a Galilean transformation if and only if

d(¢ o F'oFtog™t) = (11} ]%)
for some R € SO(3).

Proof. This follows from the following facts: Suppose that A and B are two affine functions, then
B o A is affine and
d(Bo A) =dBodA.

Moreover, if A is invertible, then A=! is affine and d(A~1) = (dA)~!. Now the key is to realize that
¢ and ¢’ are affine and to compute the differentials. O
2.2 Lorentz and Poincaré Transformations

Definition 13. Consider the bilinear form n on V! @ V? defined by
VYo,we V! :Va,yeV3ig (;) (1;) = (v,w) — (x,y).

A vector space endomorphism A on V! @ V? is called a Lorentz transformation if it preserves 7,
ie.
Vu,u' € Vo V3 n(Au, Au') = n(u,u’).

Remark 7. Of course an endomorphism preserves 7 if and only if it preserves —7. But the signature
has not been chosen arbitrarily: The most important reason is explained in remark [[4] and a more
aesthetic reason is that we do not need to consider the absolute value of the metric in the definition
of proper time.

11



Lemma 4. Let A be a Lorentz transformation. Note that A1; € L(V!, V1) can be identified with a
real number: If A € L(VY, V1) and m: R x V! — V1 is the scalar multiplication associated to V!,
then there is a unique x € R such that A = m(x, ). That being said, 1 < [Ay1].

Proof. Let eg be some unit of time and (e1, e2, e3) a basis of V3 such that

V’L', ) <ei,e‘j> = 61']‘.
<60760>

Then we obtain a basis (eq, €1, €2, e3) of VI @ V3. Lastly, we define 7j: V — V* through

n,w) o
Yo,w eV : =: .
v, W co,e0) (Mu)w
Then
L = Meoseo) _m(@ e tet) | m(ATTT et AT et) (i ePA i 1ePA)
(€0, €0) (€0, €0) (€0, €0) (€0, €0)
3.3 ~—1 k -1 3
=> €0A€k€0/\€l—n(n <) _ A%A% =D S A%A%
=0 =0 (eo, €o) —
and thus X
A%A% =1+ A%A°, (2.1)
a=1
which concludes the proof. (|

Definition 14. Let A be a Lorentz transformation. Lemma [4 shows that Ay is either positive or
negative. If Aj; is positive, then A is called orthochronous. If A is additionally orientation-preserving,
then A is called proper orthochronous.

Definition 15. Let R and R’ be two reference frames such that 7T := R’ o R™! is affine. If dT
is a proper orthochronous Lorentz transformation, then 7T is called a Poincaré transformation. We
already justified the requirement of orientation-preservation in our definition of Galilean transfor-
mations.

Lemma 5. Let I and F’ be two frames of reference. Furthermore, fix a set of natural units and
let ¢ and ¢’ be orthonormal coordinates for F' and F” such that the associated bases of V3 have the
same orientation.

e F' o F~!is affine if and only if ¢/ o F/ o F~1 0 ¢! is affine.

o If F o F~1 is affine, then d(F’ o F~1!) is a Lorentz transformation if and only if d(¢' o F’ o
F~'o¢~1) is a Lorentz transformation.

e Suppose that F’o F~! is affine and d(F’ o F~!) is a Lorentz transformation. If the bases of V3
associated to ¢ and ¢’ have the same orientation, then d(F’ o F~1) is proper orthochronous if
and only if d(¢' o F’ o F~1 0 ¢~1) is proper orthochronous.

Proof. Recall the proof of lemma [3 for the first item. To prove the second item, it helps to first
introduce some new terminology: |
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Definition 16. Let V' be some vector space over the field F'. If A: V x V — F is bilinear, then the
pair (V, A) is called a bilinear space.

Definition 17. Let (V, A) and (W, B) be two bilinear spaces over the same field. Then T' € L(V, W)
is called product-preserving if

Yu,v € V : B(Tu,Tv) = A(u,v).

Lemma 6. Let U, V, W be bilinear spaces over the same field. If A € L(U,V) and B € L(V,W) are
product-preserving, then and A~! € L(V,U) and Bo A € L(U,W) are product-preserving as well.

Proof. The proof is left as an exercise. O

Proof of lemmald. Now the proof is straightforward: Since coordinate systems are affine and their
differentials are product-preserving (w.r.t. to the Minkowski metric), the claim follows from the last
lemma: If d(F’ o F~!) is a Lorentz transformation, then

d(¢oF' o Ftop ™) =d(¢)odo F o F7 1) o (dp)~!

is a Lorentz transformation and conversely, if d(¢’ o F' o F~! o ¢~1) is a Lorentz transformation,
then
d(F' o F7Y) = (d¢) od(¢ o F'o F L o¢p™ ) ode

is a Lorentz transformation.

Since we have already proven the second item, the third item boils down to the following fact: Since
the bases d¢ and d¢’ have the same orientation, the determinant of d(¢' o ' o F~1 o0 ¢™1) is positive
if and only if d(R’ o R™1) is orientation-preserving. This can easily be verified. O

2.3 Representation of Lorentz transformations

Definition 18. We define an inner product on V! @ V? as follows:

Yo,we V:Vr,ye V3. (Z) . <Z> = (v,w) + (z,y)

A Lorentz transformation is called a Lorentz boost if it is symmetric and positive w.r.t. this inner
product.

Lemma 7. Lorentz boosts are proper orthochronous.
Proof. Consider a basis like in the proof of lemma M then a Lorentz transformation A is boost
(proper orthochronous) if and only if the matrix (e’Ae;)o<i,j<3 is a boost (proper orthochronous)

and thus the claim boils down to theorem 2 in [4]. O

Definition 19. Suppose that v € L(V1,V3) and ||v]| < c¢. We set

= [1—MMT/2e 1, el

13



and we define J € L(V3, V1) trough

(vu, x)

VeeV3: Jz =
(u, u)

u

where u is some basis of V! (but J does not depend on the choice of u). Lastly, let P € L(V?3,V?3)
be the projection of V3 onto the image of v. Then

(Ju I+ (JJ— 1)P> = A()

can be verified to be a Lorentz boost.

Corollary 1. Let A be a proper orthochronous Lorentz transformation, then there exist a unique
rotation R € L(V3,V3) and a unique v € L(V1,V3) with ||v| < ¢ such that

A= ((1) 1%) A(v).

Similarly, there exist a unique rotation R’ and a unique v’ € L(V?!, V3) with ||v’|| < ¢ such that

1 0
A(v) (0 R’) =A.
In fact R= R and v/ = Row.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the following two theorems: [l

Theorem 1. Let A be a Lorentz boost, then there is a unique v € L(V!,V3) such that ||v|| < ¢ and
A =A(v).

Proof. Consider the set X = {v € L(V,V3):|jv| < c} and let
YCcLV'e V3 viev?)

be the set of all boosts. It can be verified that

Aw) = (]v I+ (zj— 1)P> €Y

for all v € X, so we want to show that the function A: X — Y is bijective. We do so by considering
a basis e of V! @ V3 like the one in the proof of lemma Bl and showing that A is the composition of
bijective functions:

e Consider the bijective function

A: L(VL V) = R3
3 .
v Z(ez ow)(ep)
i=1
We have A(X) = B(0,1) and hence we obtain a bijection A: X — B(0,1).

14



e The function
B: B(0,1) - R?

V=

V1 =ty

is bijective (the function

v: R® = B(0,1)

_ —
v1+ BtB
is its inverse.)

o Let Z C R*** be the set of all boosts, then

C:R>*—=Z

B

v| B
B I+ 1% ]

with v(B) := v/1 + BB is a bijective function (see [4] for a proof).

e The function
D:RY™ 5 L(VIa V3 Ve V?)
A e todoe

is bijective and D(Z) =Y, so we can consider the bijection D: Z — Y.
It can be verified that A = Do C o Bo A. O
It is well known that each Lorentz transformation on R* can be decomposed into a boost and a
spatial rotation (see [5] for example). Furthermore it was observed in |4] that this decomposition is

nothing but the polar decomposition. The advantage is that the polar decomposition theorem can
just as well be applied to the Lorentz transformations from definition

Theorem 2. Suppose that A € L(V! @ V3, V1@ V3) is invertible.

e There exists a unique pair (A, Q) such that: A = AQ and
— A is a symmetric and positive
— € is orthogonal

w.r.t. the inner product from definition [I8

e There exists a unique pair (A’, Q') such that: A = A'Q’ and
— A’ is a symmetric and positive
— ' is orthogonal

w.r.t. the inner product from definition [I8

e O =0 and A’ = QAQT

15



e Let A be a Lorentz transformation, then A is Lorentz transformation and hence a boost. Since
Lorentz transformations form a group (a subgroup of the group of vector space automorphisms
on V! @ V3), this means that 2 = A='A4 is a Lorentz transformation. Thus,

A =QAQ~!

is a Lorentz transformation as well.

e Now suppose that A is a proper orthochronous Lorentz transformation. Since proper or-
thochronous transformations form a subgroup of the Lorentz group, the last item shows that
Q) is a proper orthochronous Lorentz transformation. This together with the fact that Q is
orthogonal means that there exists a rotation R € L(V?3,V3) such that

1 0
o)
Proof. The first three items are a special case of the polar decomposition theorem in the finite-

dimensional case. See [6] for a thorough discussion. We can proceed like in the proof of lemma [7]
and then our claim that A is a Lorentz transformation boils down to theorem 2 in [4]. O

2.4 Orientations

Consider a set of reference frames on a set M such that all transition functions are Poincaré trans-
formations (Galilean transformations). Then there is a unique topology on M such that all reference
frames are homeomorphisms and proposition 15.9 in [7] tells us that there are precisely two con-
tinuous orientations of the tangent bundle. Furthermore, there is a natural bijection between the
orientations of V3 and the continuous orientations of M:

Suppse that we have chosen an orientation of V3. Since V! is oriented, the orientation determines an
orientation of V1@ V3. Furthermore, if F is some reference frame, then the vector space isomorphism

dF, € L(T,M, V' & V?)

allows us to assign an orientation to T, M for allp € M (see lemmalll). The assignment is independent
of F' and equals one of the two continuous orientations of M.

2.5 World Lines

We begin this section with a summary of the main results and highlight the differences between
special relativity and Newtonian mechanics:

Consider a reference frame F' on a set M and a subset W of M. Our goal is to define what it
means that W is a world line w.r.t. F' such that we can prove the following result: If W is a world
line w.r.t. F and F’ is another reference frame, then W is also a world line w.r.t. F’. Of course
the adequate definition will depend on the assumed relation between the reference frames. In the
context of Special Relativity it is natural to require that the speed of a world line w.r.t. F' does not
exceed the speed of light and we will prove the covariance of this requirement (i.e. the theory is
compatible with the experimental data). In the simpler Galilean case this is not required.
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Definition 20 (World lines in special relativity). Let W be a subset of M, i: W — M the inclusion
and F a reference frame. Suppose t: M — A! and II: M — A3 are the two projections associated
to F. W is called a world line w.r.t. F if

e the restriction of ¢t: M — A! to W is injective,
e its image is an interval I C A,

e the function
P:=Iloiot t: T A3

is differentiable and |Jv|| < ¢ with v :=dP: I — L(V!,V3).
Theorem 3. If W C M is a world line w.r.t. to a reference frame F', then W is a world line w.r.t.

every reference frame.

Proof. Suppose that W C M is a world line w.r.t. F. We want to show that W is also a world
line w.r.t. F’. The proof consists of two parts: In the first part, we show that the restriction of the
projection #': M — F! to W is injective and that its image is an interval. In the second part, we
show that [|[dP’ < ¢||.

Part 1: Let t: W — I C A! be the obvious bijection. It suffices to show that ¢’ o t~! is strictly
increasing. To do so, consider the basis e from the proof of lemma [l It suffices to show that

dt’ d(t' ot Yeg
Bk G YA U Y
dt €o >

(the LHS is obviously independent of ¢). Firstly, we note that ¢/ ot~ =110 T o X where X: I —
Al x A3 is the representation of the world line w.r.t. F,

T:=FoF':A' x A®> - B' x B®
and I1: B! x B3 — B! is the obvious projection. Thus, if A := dT', then:
dt’  d(IToT o X)eg
dt N €0
=e%Aeg + eOAZ ~ev(egleq =€ OAeq + Z v(eg)e®Aeg

=("oAodX)ey = eOAZ *(dXeo)eaq

Note that 0 < e%Aeg because A is orthochronous, so it suffices to show that

3 0
E e“v(eg)e” Aeg,
a=1

to conclude the proof. (ZI)) implies that

3
A/ Z - AOiAOi < eero

S ey = ool _ loeoll ol
a=1 u ceq c

< €OA€0.

and the condition on the speed is
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Now the Cauchy Schwarz inequality delivers the desired result:
< \/ 3 « ( ) a ( )\/ 3 OA OA
< Za:l e“v(eg)e“v(eg Za:l e Aeye”Aey

3
< \/za_l e®Aeye®Ae,, < €®Aeg

Part 2: The key is to realize that ||v]| < ¢ and

3 0
’ E e®v(eg)e’ Aegy,
a=1

(€0, e0) — (dPeg,dPeg)  n(dXeo,dXep)

(€0, €0) ~ {eose0)

0<

are equivalent. Consider the obvious function ¢: I’ — I, then
X' =ToXot
and hence by the chain rule

n(dX’eg, dX’ep) n(dTdXep,dTdXep) de dt n(dXep,dXeo) ; de dt
= @] _— = | —— 0
<€0, €0> <€0, €0> dt’ dt’

€0, €9 dt’ dt’/ >0
< Y >
[l

Remark 8. In Newtonian mechanics, we do not require that the speed of world line does not exceed
the speed of light, i.e. we simply drop the last item in definition Then the proof of theorem [l is
similar, but much simpler: We only have to show that d¢'/d¢ > 0 and it follows from our definition
of Galilean transformations that d¢’/d¢ = 1.

Corollary 2. . Let F be a reference frame on a set M, then each P € A3 can be identified with
a constant function P: Al — A% and thus with a world line P C M (the preimage of the graph of
P: A' — A3 under F). This holds true both in special relativity and Newtonian mechanics.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of theorem [Bl [l

2.6 Transformation of vectors

Theorem 4. Let F and F’ be two reference frames such that F’ o F~! is a Galilean transformation
or a Poincaré transformation and recall that each point in F' corresponds to a world line by corollary

1. Each point in F has a constant velocity in F’. In addition, all points have the same velocity.
This velocity is called the velocity of F w.r.t. F’ and is denoted by v(F|F”). This allows us
to define a function

: AP x A = V3

where ®(P, Q) is the (time-independent) vector from P to @ in F”.
2. I P,Q,X,Y € A3 and Q — P =Y — X, then
®(P,Q) = 2(X,Y)

and thus we can define a function T'(F — F'): V3 — V3.
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3. If I/ o F~! is a QGalilean transformation, i.e.

w3 39

for some rotation R € L(V3,V3) and v € L(V!,V3), then

T(F — F') = R.

4. If F' o F~1 is a Poincaré transformation, i.e.

d(F' o F71) = ((1) 2) (Jv 1+(3J1)P)

(see corollary[I]), then

T(F—F)=R+(y—1)(RoP)—~v(Rovo.J).

5. In both cases v(F|F') = Rv and v(F'|F) = —wv.

6. The items above show that T" is an orientation-preserving vector space isomorphism, i.e. each
basis is mapped to another basis with the same orientation. This is a consequence of the
requirement that the differential of a Poincaré transformation (a Galilean transformation) is
an orientation-preserving vector space isomorphism.

Proof.

Notation:

e Given P € A3, the function
Al >t (t,P) € At x A?

will be denoted by P as well.

e Given x € V3, the function
Viste (tx) e VEx V3

will be denoted by z as well.
e T =FoF 1:A' x A> - B' x B3
o II': B x B3 —» B! and IT?: B! x B3 — B3 are the canonical projections.
1.
Suppose P € A3, then

P =MPoToP)o(Il'oToP)': B - B3

is its path in F’. P’ is an affine function since the composition of affine functions is affine and the
inverse of an affine function is affine. This already shows that P has a constant velocity in F’. Now
we show that each point has the same velocity:

Consider

A= (é) e L(VLViaV?),
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then d(P’) = A and thus

d(P") =dII? 0 dT o Ao(dll! 0 dT 0 A)~' = Rov =: v(F|F') € L(V',V?).
=vRv =

2. and 4. (3. is analogous)
Choose P,(Q € A3 such that @ — P = 2 € V3. Our goal is to prove that
Vte B':Q(t) — P(t) = Rz + (y— 1)(Ro P)z —y(Rovo J)z.

Firstly, note that

(P oToQ)o(M'oTo@) ' —~(IPoToP)o(Il'oToP) !

_ (dITodT) ((HloToQ)l_EDHloToP)1>

We now prove
vt € B! : (Hl oTo Q)_l(t) — (Hl oToP)_l(t) = _—Jx

since this concludes the proof:
Choose some origin O € M and let
F: A 5 V! F:B' = V!
G: A3 = V3 G: B3 — V3
H: A'x A3 - VixV3 H:B'xB*—=VIxV3

be the induced bijections. Note that

(HlOTOP)_l:F_lo(ﬁonlOfl_lof[oToH_loHoPoF_l)_loﬁ
=dII! dT —P—-0O

and thus setting P:=P—0Oforal Pe A3 yields
(M'oTo@) ' —M'oToP)!

—F lo(d'odTo@) 'oF—F 'o(dll'odT o P) ' o F
= (' odT o @) 'oF — (dll' odT o P)"' o F.

Since .
Ve e V3 :vte Vi (dll' odT o)™ (t) = — — Ja
Y

we finally obtain the desired result.
2.7 Velocity Reciprocity

Theorem 5.

e If I and F’ measure the speed of each other, then the measured speeds are equal:

lo(FIE) = [lv(F*|F)]|
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e If an observer in F’ represents the direction of v(F|F’) by an arrow, then the arrow and
v(F'|F) have opposite directions from the point of view of an observer in F. In other words,
there exists a positive real number « such that

T(F — F')ov(F'|F) = —av(F|F') € L(V}, V3).

o If F/oF~!is a Galilean transformation, then o = 1 and if F/o F~! is a Poincaré transformation,
then

1

a=-

Y

(this is an occurrence of length contraction).

Proof. We prove the Lorentzian case, because the Galilean case is analogous and simpler:
Theorem [ tells us that v(F|F') = Rv and v(F'|F) = —v and therefore ||[o(F|F")|| = ||[v(F'|F)].
Since P ov = v and

oJow= MM’U e L(Vh v

C C

we obtain the desired result:

T(F— F')ou(F'|F)=-T(F - F)ov=—(Rov)— (y—1)(RoPov)+~vy(RowvoJow)
MM} Ro= v _ I

= —vRv +~vyRvJv = —v [1 —
v v

O

Remark 9. In Newtonian Mechanics, we may assume that d(F’ o F~1) is a Galilean boost for each
pair of reference frames - the reason is that Galilean boosts form a group. Then the equations
T(F — F')ou(F'|F)=—v(F|F")
v(P|F"Y=T(F — F")ov(P|F) +v(F|F')
(where P is a world line) simplify to
v(F'|F) = —v(F|F")
o(P|F") = v(P|F) + v(F|F)
since T(F — F') = 1 for each pair of reference frames. But there is no physical motivation for this

assumption. In fact, the assumption can be misleading: We then get the impression that velocity

reciprocity means that
VE,F' :v(F'|F) = —v(F|F"),

but since Lorentz boosts do not form a group, it then seems like velocity reciprocity does not hold
true in the context of Special Relativity.
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2.8 Interpretation of boosts

Theorem 6. Let F and F’ be two reference frames on M such that F’ o F~1 is a Galilean trans-
formation, ¢ and ¢’ are orthonormal coordinates for F' and F’. If e and e’ are the bases of V3
associated to ¢ and ¢’, then the differential of

@ oF oF togp l:R* 5 R?
is a boost if and only if F' observes that both bases are the same, i.e.
Vi: T(F' — F)e;/ = e;.
Proof. Let A € L(V3,V3) be the isomorphism defined by Vi : ¢;/ = Ae;, then

d(¢/ o F' o F7log™ ) =d¢/ od(F o F~ 1) odg™?
1 0 1 0\/1 o0
“\0 eoA V) \Rov RJ\O e!

1 0
- (eoA1 oRow eoAloRoel)
and eo A"l oRoe l=1A=R& A=T(F — F). O
Remark 10. The last theorem does not hold if /o F~! is a Poincaré transformation: If d(¢’ o R’ o

R~10¢1) happens to be a boost, the basis of F” is not perceived as equal to the basis of F' by an
observer in F: Set k := ¢ o R, then this boils down to the fact that the vector space isomorphism

T(k — k') € L(R*,R?)

defined in the obvious way does not map the standard basis to the standard basis.

2.9 Inertial frames and accelerated frames

Frames accelerated with respect to another frame

Let F be a frame on a set M and P C M a world line w.r.t. F. It is natural to wonder about the
existence and uniqueness of a frame F’ (e.g. uniqueness up to an affine transformation T’ with

1 0
ar=(g 1)

1. Pis a world line w.r.t. F’, P is at rest in F’ and

for some rotation R on V3) such that

2. all points in F’ are world lines w.r.t. F.
We consider two simple cases:

e If P has a constant velocity w.r.t. F and the speed of P is strictly smaller than ¢, then we
have at least two mathematical options: We can compose F' with an appropriate Galilean or
a Poincaré transformation to obtain a frame that even has a uniform velocity w.r.t. F.
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e Suppose that P performs a uniform circular motion in F. We intuitively expect to find 1. a
frame F’ such that all points in F’ rotate around the same axis with the same angular velocity@
and 2. a frame F” such that all points in F” have the same velocity w.r.t. F (namely the
velocity of P). In fact we can consider the composition of F' with appropriate transformations
in the general kinematic group to construct such frames.

In summary, the general kinematics group is a natural extension of the Galilean group which allows us
to consider accelerated frames in Newtonian mechanics: Two frames can be defined to be accelerated
w.r.t. each other if the transition functions are in the general kinematic group, but not in the Galilean
group. However, an accelerated frame is usually meant to be accelerated w.r.t. the inertial frames,
which we haven’t introduced yet. Strictly speaking the rest of this chapter does only apply to
Newtonian mechanics, since we lack a similar extension of the Lorentz group.

Transformation of velocities and accelerations

Let F and F’ be two reference frames on a set M such that the transition functions are elements
of the general kinematic group. In the following we use the notation from definition Il We will
assume that ¢ is the identity on A! -ie. A' = B! and T = T". (The differential of ¢ is the identity
on V1 anyways, so the generalization - if ever necessary - is trivial.)

That being said, let w C M be a world line w.r.t. F and P: I — A3 the position w.r.t. F.
We assume that P is twice differentiable, i.e. the velocity v: I — L(V1,V?3) and the acceleration
a: I — Q(V1,V3) exist. Note that w is also a world line w.r.t. F’ and P’ = X P is the position
w.r.t. F’. We make the following two technical assumptions:

e R and R™! are both differentiable w.r.t. the operator norm.
e For every O € A3 the function ¥O: A' — B? is twice differentiable.

In this situation P’ turns out to be twice differentiable and we now determine the relation between
v and v’ as well as a and a’. To do so, we consider the functions

2 A x A3 - LV V)
and )

Y Al x A = Q(VE V)
defined through the requirement that 0 = d(30) and 30 = d(X0) (i.e. YO and YO are the
velocity and the acceleration of O w.r.t. F’). That being said, a first application of the product rule

to P’ = X P yields .
v' = Rv+XP. (2.2)

For later purposes it is useful to introduce B := RR™! and differentiating 22) yields
@' = Ra+ 2Rv + ¥P = Ra + 2BRv + %P. (2.3)

The choice of an origin allows us to further decompose the right-hand side of (2:2)) and ([Z3)): Suppose
that O € A3 and set z := P — O, then we have ¥P = YO + Rx and hence by the product rule:

v' = Rv+ BRz + X0 (2.4)
a' = Ra+ 2BRv + BBRx + BRx

INote that the velocity of F’ w.r.t. F' is not bounded from above: The speed of the points goes to infinity as we
move away from the rotation axis.
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We finally use the following lemma to introduce the angular velocity of F' w.r.t. F’ and to rewrite
these equations in a more common form.

Lemma 8. Let A' be an affine space with translation space V! and
U: A' - L(V3,V?)
a function with the following properties:
e The image of U is a subset of the orthogonal group.

e U and U~! are both differentiable.

Let U be the differential of U, i.e. U = dU: A x V! — L(V3,V3), then UU! is anti-symmetric.
Thus, if we fix an orientation of V3 and a unit of length, then there is a unique

w: Al x Vi 5 V3

such that .
UU Ww=wxw

for all functions v: A! — V3.
Proof. Let v and w be two differentiable vector-valued functions on A', then
(v, wy = (Uv, Uw)
and hence by the product rule
(dv,w) 4 (v, dw) = d(v,w) = d({Uv, Uw) = (Uv 4+ Udw, Uw) + (Uv, Uw + Udw)
= (Uv, Uw) + (Udw, Uw) + (Uv, Uw) 4 (Uv, Udw)
Because U is orthogonal, this is equivalent to
0= (Uv, Uw) + (Uv, Uw).

Since U is invertible and U~': A' — L(V?,V?) is differentiable (the differential of U~" equals
U-UU1), we can consider the differentiable functions U~'v and U~'w and we obtain

0= (UU v, w) + (v, UU " w).

The function
w=w(F|F"): A - L(V',V3)

associated to B through the last lemma is called the angular velocity of F w.r.t. F’. We use it to

rewrite (Z4) and (Z3):

v = Rv+w x Rz + X0 (2.6)
a/ = Ra+ 2w x Rv+w X (wx Rx) +& X Rr + 20 (2.7)
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Inertial frames in Newtonian mechanics

To define inertial frames, we fix a set of reference frames on a set M such that all transition
functions are elements of the general kinematic group. Since the Galilean group is a subgroup, we
can introduce an equivalence relation through the definition that two frames are equivalent if and
only if the transition functions are Galilean transformations.

Now the purpose of Newton’s first law is to define inertial frames, i.e. a distinguished equivalence
class:

Roughly speaking, the laws of physics discussed in Newtonian mechanics are only invariant under
Galilean transformations, so the set of inertial frames can be defined to be precisely the equivalence
class where these laws hold true. We use an example to illustrate the idea and to show how our
formulation fits together with the original formulation of Newton’s first and second law in terms of
forces:

First of all, we postulate that a finite set of world lines is givenE Next, we postulate the existence of
a frame with the property that we can find an assignment of time-independent masses to the world
lines such that the the representations of the world lines w.r.t. to the frame form a solution of the
ODE known as the n-body problem of Newtonian mechanics. Such a frame is called inertial. Since
(270 reduces to @’ = Ra for Galilean transformations, all frames in its equivalence class are inertial
as well and the masses are independent of the representative. Furthermore (Z7) suggests that we
can not find another equivalence class with inertial frames, i.e. the inertial frames form precisely
one equivalence class.

If we fix a frame, then we can assign two forces to each world line: The actual force - mass times
acceleration - and the force predicted by the ODE. The two forces are equal if the frame is inertial.
If we interpret the forces mentioned in Newton’s first and second law as the forces predicted by the
ODE, then these laws are nothing but a characterization of inertial frames (and consistent with our
definition):

1. Every body continues in its state of rest, or of uniform motion in a straight line,
unless it is compelled to change that state by forces impressed upon it.

2. The change of motion of an object is proportional to the force impressed; and is
made in the direction of the straight line in which the force is impressed.

2Since the transition functions are in the general kinematic group, it makes sense to talk about world lines without
referring to a reference frame
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Chapter 3

Special Relativity and
Electromagnetism

From now on we consider a set of reference frames on a set M such that all transition functions are
Poincaré transformations.

3.1 Proper Time

Remark 11. Let A! be the affine space associated to some reference frame R. Since the translation
space V1 is oriented, A' has an obvious total order. Moreover, given =,y € A! with 2 < y we
can consider the interval I := [z,y] and its order topology T. Let ¥ be the Borel o-algebra (i.e.
the smallest o-algebra containing T'), then there is a unique locally finite vector-valued measure
p: ¥ — V1such that u([p,q]) = ¢ — p for all p,q € I with p < q. If ¢: I — R is continuous, then ¢
is bounded (because (I,7T) is a compact space). Hence ¢ € L1 (1,3, u) and

/:¢EV1

Definition 21. Let W C M be a world line, R a reference frame and t: M — A' the projection
associated to R. According to our definition of world lines the image of W under ¢ is an interval
I Cc A' and t: W — I is bijective. Hence, W inherits an ordering which is independent of R since
the differentials of Poincaré transformations are orthochronous. That being said, the proper time
associated to a world line is the function

is our notation for its integral.

W x W — V!
(z,y) —y—=x

defined as follows: Suppose that 2 < y and let ey be a basis of V. Then the integral

/“y) dXeo,dX ey
Y —x = —_—
t(x) (€0, €0)
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defined in remark [[T]is independent of ey and R. If y < z, then y — x = —(z — y).

Proof. To be precise, the following calculation involves two measure spaces (I, %, 1) and (I', %', /).
In addition, we make an abuse of notation by considering the obvious bijections t: W — I and
t: I' — I. As shown in the second part of the proof of theorem Bl we have that

dXI(fO,dXIeO _ dXeg,dXeq Otﬁ
(€0, €o) (€0, €o) dt’

and hence the proof boils down to a change of variables:

O JdX'eg,dX'ey (1Y) [dXep,dXey At ' [dXeg,dXeg

v (x) {eo,e0)  Ju (€0, €o) ST (€0, €0)

3.2 The Riemannian Metric

Let F and R be two reference frames on M and consider the Lorentz transformation A := d(Ro F~1).
Furthermore, suppose that p € M and v,w € T,M. Then

n(dRpv, dRpw) = n(AdFpv, AdF,w) = n(dFpv, dF,w)

and hence
Np(v, w) = n(dFpv, dFpw)

does not depend on F'.

3.3 4-vectors

Definition 22. Let W C M be a world line, i: W — M the obvious inclusion and F' a reference
frame. Note that proper time allows us to differentiate functions from W to some affine space.

e For all p € W the linear operator
Up = (dF,) "' o d(F 04), € L(V',T,M)

is called the 4-velocity at p and is clearly independent of the reference frame by our definition
of the tangent bundle/by the chain rule.

e For all p € W the quadratic function
Ay VS T,M
u— (dF,) " rd(d(F o i)u),u

is called the 4-acceleration at p. Since all transitions functions are affine, A, is independent
of F: If R is another reference frame, then the differential of the transition function Ro F~!
is constant and hence

d(d(Roi)u) =d(d(Ro F~' o Foi)u) =d(d(Ro F~1)d(F oi)u) = d(R o F~1)d(d(F oi)u).
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e Furthermore, if a mass m is associated to W, then f := mA is called the 4-force.

Definition 23. Suppose a world line W, a mass m and a reference frame F' are given. Furthermore,
let X: I — A® be the trajectory w.r.t. F. Then its differential

Vi=dX:I— LV V3
is called the velocity w.r.t. F' and
AT R
is called the Lorentz factor. Furthermore,
P=ymV:I— L(V,V?
is called the momentum w.r.t. ' and
F=dP: T - QW' V3

is called the force w.r.t. F.

Lemma 9. Suppose a world line W, a mass and a reference frame F' are given. Furthermore, let
t: M — A' be the projection associated to F. According to the definition of world lines we obtain
a bijective function t: W — I onto some interval I C A!. That being said, we have the following
representation of the 4-velocity and the 4-force w.r.t. F: Let u be a basis of V!, then

dF oUuot™! = ~(u, Vu) (3.1)

and

dF o fuot™ =~(u , Fu) (3.2)

where the sections Uu: W — TM and fu: W — T M are defined in the obvious way.

Proof. We use the following two facts:

e Set 7:=t"1: I — W. According to our definition of proper time and the fundamental theorem
of calculus we have that dr/d¢t = 1/v. Thus dt/dT = v o t according to the inverse function
rule.

o Let X: I — Al! x A3 be the 4-position w.r.t. F,then X = Foior.
Now the proof of (3] is straightforward:
dFoUuot =dFo(dF) ' od(Foi)uor =d(Foi)uor =d(FoioTot)uoTt
(dt)u

u

=d(Xot)uor = (dX)u OT:(dX)uj—tOTzv(dX)uzv(u,Vu)
T

Next, we want to prove (B2). Set U := vd X, then the equation above implies that

dF omAuor =dF o (dF)~ ' omd(d(F od)u)uo 1 =md(d(F od)u)uor
=md(d(Foi)uoTot)uor =d(mUuot)uor =~vd(mUu)u.
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Furthermore
d(mUu)u = d(ymu, ymVu)u = (d(ymu)u, d(ymVu)u) = (d(ymu)u, Fu).
Set x == d(ymu)u: I — V!, then all that remains to be shown is that

(Fu,Vu)

) u=x
Note that ( \ (Ve V)
w,u) — (Vu,Vu
U(UU, UU) = 1_ (Vu,Vau) = <ua u>
(u,u)

i.e. the function n(Uu,Uu): I — W1 is constant. By the product rule
0 = n(d(mUu)u,Uu) = {x,vyu) — (yFu,yVu)
or equivalently (x,u) = v(Fu, Vu). This implies the desired result:
(x,u) (Fu, Vu)

(u,u) (u, u)

3.4 Covariant Electromagnetism

We begin our reformulation of classical electromagnetism. The exposure in [§] has been an important
inspiration.

From now on we assume that a set of units has been fixed and all quantities are defined w.r.t. these
units. For example, for each p € M the metric

Np: TyM x T,M — W'
can be identified with a physical quantity
Np: L — L(T,M,T,M")

since each unit of length defines a unit of area and hence a basis of W1. See remark [ for the precise
definition of physical quantities and a discussion of the invariance of the theory under a change of
units.

Definition 24. Let n be an integer, 0 < n < 4 and p € M. Given a reference frame R and a unit
of length u, the vector space isomorphism

R =Rn: A" (T,M*) — A" 1 (V*) @ A" (V*)
(with V' = V3) is defined as follows:

e Firstly, note that there is a unique unit of time ey such that ceg = [. In addition, the vector
space isomorphism

dR, € L(T,M, V' & V?)

allows to identify V! and V3 with subspaces of T,M. That being said, we simply define
eY € T,M* through the requirement that the restriction to V3 is equal to zero.

29



e Now consider some o € A¥(T,,M*) and let
i A(V*) = ANT,M™)
be the canonical inclusion defined by the reference frame. Since
Ti=eyaQ

and
y::a—eo/\x

are both inside the image of 7,
Ra = (i tx, i ty)

is well-defined.
Remark 12. From now on we assume that we are given the following data:

e A reference frame R.

e Two real-valued and positive physical quantitie k and a with arbitrary dimensions.

particular, £ and « may be dimensionless, e.g. k= a = 1.
e A set of world lines W with a mass and a charge associated to each world line in W.
We define charge through the requirement that Coulomb’s law takes the form

kqq
Fll= 2111
(ral 1 dd

In

where d is the distance between ¢ and ¢. Note that the dimension of charge depends on the
dimension of k. In order to introduce the electromagnetic field we make the idealized assumption

that there exist two unique vector fields E and B from M to V2 such that

F=qE+%vxB)
(&

for all world lines in W. (The dimensions of E and B depend on the dimensions of k¥ and « and
are only equal if « is a speed.) We can prove the covariance of this assumption, i.e. if R’ is another

reference frame, then there exist unique vector fields E’ and B’ such that
’ P %y ’
F' =q(E' +—-v"xB)
c
for all world lines in W. In fact this is an immediate consequence of the following theorem:

Corollary 3 (Covariance of the Lorentz force). TFAE in the situation of remark [[2

e There is a unique 2-form F such that
fb = qu JF
c

for all world lines in W.

UIf a real-valued physical quantity is positive w.r.t. to one set of units, then it is positive for all sets of units.
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e There is a unique pair of vector fields (E, B) such that
@
F =¢(E+ —v x B)
c
for all world lines in W.
In case of existence and uniqueness,
F=RY~E’/a,xB).
Proof. Note that
VieV? - A(T,M*)
(E,B) — R~ Y(—E"/a,«B")

is a vector space isomorphism for each p € M. That being said, the following lemma completes the
proof: [l

Lemma 10. Consider the situation of remark [2 If E and B are two vector fields from M to V3
and F =R~} (—Eb /a, >ka)7 then we have the following equivalence for each world line in W

F=¢gE+ZvxB) & f=¢2U.F
C C

Proof. Set
(6‘), ’@) = (7Eb/a7 *Bb)

and consider the following proposition:
P = [EJFb = fqngé" and F” = qa(—& — g 1 B)
c c c

We conclude the proof by showing the following equivalences (the last equivalence is obvious, since
R is bijective):

F:q(E—i—%vxB)(:)P(:)Rl(fb):Rl(q%UJF)@fb:q%UJF

Firstly, we prove that
(E+ZvxB)Y=a(-6 -2 .2
c c

in order two obtain the first equivalence: Let Q € A3(V*) be the volume form associated to the
oriented inner product space V3, then X 4 Q = %X (see exercise 2-28 in [9]) and hence

(v ><B)b =B.iv.Q=-v.B.O=—-v.4%.
The second equivalence is an immediate consequence of the following two equations:

Ri(f’) =~(2 2 F,—F") (3.3)
Ri(ULIF)=~(-v18,¢& +v1B) (3.4)

Proof of (3.3): Firstly, note that if x € R and X = (dR)~!(zeo, X), then



Now the desired equation follows from

(dR)f = ~v(E2eo, F).

c

Proof of (34): Consider z := ¢y s F and y := F — e A xz. We can use
UtF=U_s("N2)+Usy=—-ANUsx)+Use)Ax+Uy
and

(AR)U =~ (CZO)

to obtain the desired result. O

Axiom 1. Consider the setting from remark [[21 Furthermore, suppose that

e p is the charge density w.r.t. R, i.e. for all measurable V' C A® the integral of p over V
yields the charge inside V.

e J is the current density w.r.t. R, i.e. for all surfaces S in A3 the surface integral of J over
S yields the current through S.

Then the Maxwell equations hold true:
V-E=kp V-B=0

Remark 13. The different forms of Maxwell’s equations that appear in the literature are due to
different choices of the quantities k£ and a:

k «

SI 1/eg ¢
Heaviside-Lorentz 1 1
Gaussian 47 1

A similar table can be found in [10]. We emphasize that the choice of k£ and « has nothing to do
with a choice of units. The units can still be chosen arbitrarily.

Theorem 7. If we consider the 2-form F := R~ (—E” /o, xB’) (as explained in corollary B, F does
not depend on R) and the vector J := (dR)~!(cpeg, J), then we have the following equivalences:

E

dF=0eVXg = LoB
V.-B=0
and
k Jb V.-FE = k/’p
*dxF = —— & k E
o c VxB:—£+LeU—
ac o}
Proof. We will prove this theorem after the following remark: O
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Remark 14.

e The last theorem proves the covariance of Maxwell’s equations: If they hold for one reference
frame, then they hold for all reference frames.

e In addition, this shows that J := (dR)~!(cpeo, J) does not depend on the R, i.e. 4-current is
indeed a 4-vector.

e If we consider the Riemannian metric —n and still define F' through corollary B then theorem
[0 only holds true with F replaced by —F.

e Throughout this section we assumed that a continuous orientation of M had been fixed (or
equivalently an orientation of V3, see section 2.4)). But the Maxwell equations are invariant
under a change of orientation: If we consider the Maxwell equations in terms of...

— ...F, then this follows from the fact that the composition of two Hodge stars (unlike a
single Hodge star) is invariant under a change of the orientation.

— ...FE and B, then this can be seen as follows: If B is the magnetic field w.r.t. one
orientation, then —B is the magnetic field w.r.t. the other orientation. Similarly, if X is
some vector field and V X X is the rotation w.r.t. one orientation, then —V X X is the
rotation w.r.t. the other orientation.

Proof of theorem [ Warning: In this proof we consider two different Riemannian manifolds, the
euclidean space E? (the affine space A associated to the reference frame together with the inner
product on V3 w.r.t. the unit of length) and Minkowski space. We use bold symbols to avoid
confusion: If 3 is an exterior form on E3, then df is its exterior differential and %/ is its Hodge
dual.

Firstly, we use the fact that V- X = #dx X’ and V X X = (>kde)ﬁ for each vector field X (see
exercise 2-28 in [9]) to rewrite Maxwell’s equations:

FE
x*d— = —L., B’ *d*B°’ =0
o
E &k kJ° E
*dk— = —p *de:__+Leo_
o o o c o
Since ** = 1 on A3(V*), we can simplify two equations:

b

E
d— + L.,*B" =0 d+B’ =0
Q@
E E b
wdn _E, ~Ley— +*dB" = kT
@ @ @ a ¢
Now we set
E
(&,PB) = (——,«B’)
@
and rewrite the equations one more time:
—d&+ L., #=0 d# =0
k kJb
Cwdss =Ty L& —wdrp= LT
Q@ a c
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Thus, it remains to be shown:

—d& + Loy B =0
R3(dF) =0« + Lo
d# =0
and
k
Jb —xd*& = —p
Ri(xd«F) = R1— & a L
¢ —Leo& — %ds B = ———
a c
Since
Rl(‘]b) = (Cp’ _Jb)
(see the proof of lemma [IT]), the next lemma concludes the proof: O

Lemma 11. Suppose F is a 2-form on M and F = R~1(&, %), then:

R3(dF) = (—d& + Ly B, dRB) (3.5)
Ri(xd*F) = (—#d*8&, —xd* B — L., &) (3.6)

Proof. In the following, the isomorphisms ¢ and R from definition 24 are mostly left implicit, e.g.
F="NE+B=(8,B).
We start by proving (B3] and then we use this result to prove to (&4):

Recall that .

dw = Z €' A Le,w
i=0
for each exterior form w. On the one hand, we can use
Vi: Lyxe' = Lxda' = d(Lxa") = d(e'X)
(see equation 4.21 in [§]) to obtain

3
A NE) =D e NLe(” N E)

1=0
3 . 3 ]
=Y €N Le,e®NE + AL, E) =D e NP N Lo &
=0 =0
=d(e%;)AE=0

3 3
= Zei ANeY AL, & = 760/\261. AL, & =—e"ANd&E
i=1 i=1
and on the other hand
3
dB =" NLey B+ € NLe,B =" N LeyB +dB.

i=1
In summary,
dF =d(e"ANE+B) =d(e® ANE) +dB = ® A (—dE + Loy B) + dB = (—dE + L, B, dB).
To prove ([B.6), we need the following lemma. O
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Lemma 12. Let V be an n-dimensional oriented real vector space together with a non-degenerate
symmetric bilinear form g. If ey, ..., e, is a positively oriented orthonormal basis of V', then
sl = gl g=lein | gikgileikeil...ikik+1...in€ik+l”'in

where the RHS is not a sum: Suppose 0 < k <n and i1 < ... < iy, then (ixq1,...,%,) is the unique
tuple such that ixy1 < ... < i, and (i1,...,4y) is a permutation of (1,...,n).

Proof. For a derivation of the coordinate representation of the Hodge dual based on the coordinate
invariant definition, see page 168 in [11]. O

Proof of theorem[] Let (e;)1<i<3 be a positively oriented orthonormal basis of V3, then
(AR~ eio<izs
is a positively oriented orthonormal basis of T, M and we can use ([B.0) and lemma [[2]to obtain that
R+F = RsR™HE, B) = (+B, —*&).
Then (B3] implies that
RA+F = RAR T R+F = R+dR ™ (B, —x&) = RxdR ™ (B, —x&) = (—d*B — Leyx&, —d*E).

Let a be a 3-form on M such that o = R~ (x,y), then we can use lemma T2 one more time to show
that Rxa = (*y, *x) and this concludes the proof. O

35



Bibliography

[1] Valter Moretti. ANALYTICAL MECHANICS. Springer, forthcoming.

[2] Josef Janyska, Marco Modugno, and Raffaele Vitolo. “An Algebraic Approach to Physical
Scales”. In: Acta Appl. Math. 110.3 (2010), pp. 1249-1276. DOI:/10.1007/510440-009-9505-6.

[3] Valter Moretti. “Teoria della Relativita Speciale”. In: (2020).

[4] Valter Moretti. “The interplay of the polar decomposition theorem and the Lorentz group”. In:
(2002). DOI1:[10.48550/ARXIV.MATH-PH/0211047. URL: https://arxiv.org/abs/math-ph/0211047.

[5] Helmuth K. Urbantke Roman U. Sexl. Relativity, Groups, Particles. Springer, 2000. ISBN:
978-3-211-83443-5.

[6] Valter Moretti. “Geometric Methods in Mathematical Physics I”. In: (2020).

[7] John M. Lee. Introduction to Smooth Manifolds. 2nd ed. Springer, 2012. DOI:[10.1007/978-1-4419-9982-5.

)

Theodore Frankel. The Geometry of Physics: An Introduction. 3rd ed. Cambridge University

Press, 2011. DOI1:[10.1017/CB09781139061377.

[9] John M. Lee. Introduction to Riemannian Manifolds. 2nd ed. Springer, 2018. DOI:[10.1007/978-3-319-91755-9.
10] John David Jackson. Classical Electrodynamics. Wiley, 1998. 1sBN: 978-0-471-30932-1.

11] Alexander Altland and Jan von Delft. Mathematics for Physicists: Introductory Concepts and

Methods. Cambridge University Press, 2019. DOI: [10.1017/9781108557917.

36


https://doi.org/10.1007/s10440-009-9505-6
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.MATH-PH/0211047
https://arxiv.org/abs/math-ph/0211047
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4419-9982-5
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139061377
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-91755-9
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781108557917

	1 Reference Frames
	1.1 Mathematical setup
	1.2 Reference Frames
	1.3 Generalized Manifolds and Tangent Bundles

	2 Classical Mechanics vs. Special Relativity
	2.1 Galilean Transformations
	2.2 Lorentz and Poincaré Transformations
	2.3 Representation of Lorentz transformations
	2.4 Orientations
	2.5 World Lines
	2.6 Transformation of vectors
	2.7 Velocity Reciprocity
	2.8 Interpretation of boosts
	2.9 Inertial frames and accelerated frames

	3 Special Relativity and Electromagnetism
	3.1 Proper Time
	3.2 The Riemannian Metric
	3.3 4-vectors
	3.4 Covariant Electromagnetism


