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Sem iclassicallim it for D irac particles interacting w ith a gravitational�eld
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The behavior ofspin� 1=2 particle in a weak static gravitational�eld is considered. The D irac

Ham iltonian isdiagonalized by theFoldy-W outhuysen transform ation providingalso thesim pleform

forthem om entum and spin polarization operators.Theoperatorequationsofm om entum and spin

m otion are derived for a �rst tim e. Their sem iclassicallim it is analyzed. The dipole spin-gravity

coupling in thepreviously found (another)Ham iltonian doesnotlead to any observablee�ects.The

generalagreem ent between the quantum and classicalanalysis is established,contrary to several

recentclaim s.Theexpression forgravitationalStern-G erlach forceisderived.Thehelicity evolution

in the gravitational�eld and corresponding accelerated fram e coincides,being the m anifestation of

the equivalence principle.

PACS num bers:04.20.Cv,03.65.Ta,04.25.N x

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Interaction ofelem entary particles with gravitational

�elds poses an interesting problem with im portant as-

trophysicalapplications. O ne ofthe approachesto this

problem isprovided byacorrespondingDiracequation in

an externalgravitational�eld.Itwasrecently solved [1]

usingtheexactdiagonalizationbyan appropriateunitary

transform ation for the wide class ofstatic gravitational

�elds.However,thepresenceofadipolespin-gravitycou-

pling in �nalresultsofRefs.[1,2]iscontroversial[3,4].

Foraccelerated fram es,thereisnotany sim ilarcoupling

(see [5,6,7]).

There is also a related problem ofdisagreem ent be-

tween the classicalform ula for the angle ofparticle de-

ection by agravitational�eld and thecorrespondingex-

pression forDirac particlesclaim ed recently by another

author[8].

In the presentarticle we resolve these contradictions.

The diagonalization ofDiracequation isstillinsu�cient

togetthesem iclassicalequationsofspin m otion form erly

obtained in [9,10]. The problem is that the derivation

ofthe equations ofm otion requires also the knowledge

ofrespective dynam icaloperators,in particular,thatof

m om entum and spin. W e investigate this problem and

show thattheseoperatorshavearathercom plicated form

in therepresentation used in [1,2],which isbecausethat

representation,although diagonal,does not possess all

thepropertiesoftheFoldy-W outhuysen (FW )one.Asa

result,thedipolespin-gravitycouplingappearingin [1,2]

doesnotlead to new observablee�ects.

To bypassthisdi�culty,we constructthe \standard"

FW representation where the dynam icaloperatorstake

�
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the sim ple form . W e derive (for the �rst tim e, up to

ourknowledge)theoperatorequationsofm om entum and

spin m otion in a weak spherically sym m etric gravita-

tional�eld and uniform ly accelerated fram e. W e study

the sem iclassicallim itofthese equationsto getthe m o-

m entum ,spin polarization and helicity evolution. The

resultsfully agreewith the classicalgravity (so thatthe

disagreem entfound in [8]isnotcon�rm ed)and contain

quantum corrections. In particular,the expression for

thegravitationalStern-G erlach (SG )forceacting on rel-

ativisticparticlesisfound.

II. D IR A C EQ U A T IO N FO R PA R T IC LES IN A

STA T IC G R AV ITA T IO N A L FIELD

An interaction ofa spin-1/2 particle with a gravita-

tional�eld isdescribed by the covariantDiracequation:

(i�D � � m ) = 0; � = 0;1;2;3; (1)

where � are the Dirac m atrices. The system ofunits

~ = c = 1 is used. The spinorcovariantderivativesare

de�ned by

D � = h
i
�D i; D i = @i+

i

4
��� �

��

i ; (2)

wherehi� and �
��

i = � �
��

i arethe cofram eand Lorentz

connection coe�cients, � �� = i(�� � 
�

�)=2 (see

Refs.[1,2]and referencestherein).FollowingtheseRefs.

welim itourselvesto thecaseofthe staticspacetim e

ds
2 = V

2 (dx0)2 � W
2 (dr � dr): (3)

Here V;W are arbitrary functionsofr.Particularcases

belonging to this fam ily are pointed out in [1, 2]and

include
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(i)the atM inkowskispacetim ein accelerated fram e

V = 1+ a � r; W = 1 (4)

and (ii)Schwarzschild spacetim ein theisotropiccoor-

dinates

V =

�

1�
G M

2r

� �

1+
G M

2r

� �1

; W =

�

1+
G M

2r

� 2

(5)

with r = jrj. Form etric (3),the Dirac equation can be

broughtto the Ham ilton form [1,2]

i
@ 

@t
= H  ; H = �m V +

1

2
fF ;� � pg; (6)

where F = V=W and f:::;:::g denotesthe anticom m u-

tator.Thisequation isthestarting pointofouranalysis.

III. C O N N EC T IO N B ET W EEN T H E

FO LD Y -W O U T H U Y SEN A N D

ER IK SEN -K O R LSR U D R EP R ESEN TA T IO N S

TheFW transform ation [11]providesthecorrectphys-

icalinterpretation ofDiracHam iltonians.Theim portant

advantage ofthe FW representation is the sim ple form

[12]ofpolarization operatorO F W beingequaltothem a-

trix

O F W = � = �� : (7)

In principle,this form ofpolarization operator m ay be

considered asa de�nition ofthe FW representation.

In Refs.[1,2],anexactblock-diagonalizationofHam il-

tonian (6) by the Eriksen-K orlsrud (EK ) m ethod [13]

has been perform ed. However,a block-diagonalization

ofHam iltonian m ay be nonequivalentto the FW trans-

form ation.Thereexistsan in�nitesetofrepresentations

where allthe operators are block-diagonal. Therefore,

the equivalence of any representation to the FW one

should beveri�ed.Forexam ple,thetransform ation per-

form ed in Ref. [14]for particles in a uniform m agnetic

�eld hasled to a block-diagonalHam iltonian. However,

this Ham iltonian di�ers from the corresponding Ham il-

tonian in the FW representation [15].

It is easy to prove the FW and EK representations

are not equivalent even for free particles. The unitary

operatoroftransform ation from theDiracrepresentation

to the EK oneisgiven by [1,2,13]

UD ! E K =
1

2
(1+ �J)(1+ J�); J = i5�;

� =
H

p
H 2

=
� � p + �m

�
; � =

p
m 2 + p2:

(8)

Theunitary operatoroftransform ation from theDirac

representation to the FW oneisequalto [11,16]

UD ! F W =
� + m + �� � p
p
2�(� + m )

:

Therefore,the operator providing the transform ation

from the FW representation to the EK oneis

UF W ! E K = UE K U
�1

F W
=
� + m + i(� � p)
p
2�(� + m )

: (9)

For free particles,this operator does not change the

form ofthe Ham iltonian. However,operator (9) is not

equalto the unitm atrix and thereforechangesthe wave

eigenfunctions.Consequently,theFW and EK represen-

tationsarenonequivalent.

Itiseasy to see thatthe polarization operatorin the

EK representation isvery di�erentfrom thecorrespond-

ing operatorin the FW representation even forfreepar-

ticles:

O E K = UF W ! E K � U
�1

F W ! E K

= � +
p � �

�
+
p � (p � � )

�(� + m )
: (10)

Forparticlesin external�elds,thiscircum stancebrings

a di�erence between Ham iltonians, especially for the

term s proportionalto the polarization operator. Thus,

theblock-diagonalization oftheHam iltonian needsto be

ful�lled carefully.

Itisim portantthattheform softheposition operator

in two representationsalso di�er.In theFW representa-

tion,thisoperatorisjusttheradiusvectorr [17,18].In

the EK representation,itisgiven by

rE K = UF W ! E K rU
�1

F W ! E K

= r +
p � �

2�(�+ m )
+
�

2�
�

p � (p � � )

2�2(� + m )
:

Thus,theEK transform ation doesnotlead to theFW

representation.

IV . FO LD Y -W O U T H U Y SEN

T R A N SFO R M A T IO N FO R SP IN -1/2 PA R T IC LES

IN A STA T IC G R AV ITA T IO N A L FIELD

Letustransform Ham iltonian (6)to theFW represen-

tation. For this purpose,we apply the m ethod ofrela-

tivistic FW transform ation elaborated in Ref.[16].The

validity ofthis m ethod is con�rm ed by the consistency

ofresultsobtained by di�erentm ethods forthe electro-

m agnetic interaction ofparticles(see Ref. [16]). So,we

expect it to be valid and provide the sim ple expression

fordynam icaloperatorsalso forthe gravitational�eld.

Unfortunately,weareunableto perform theexactFW

transform ation.Therefore,weusetheweak-�eld approx-

im ation which m akesitpossibletoobtain theFW Ham il-

tonian asapowerseriesin param etersofan external�eld.

In ourcasethisrequiresthatjV � 1j;jW � 1j� 1:

Ham ilton operator(6)can be written in the form

H = �m + E + O ; �E = E�; �O = � O �;
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where

E = �m (V � 1); O =
1

2
fF ;� � pg

m ean term scom m utingand anticom m utingwith them a-

trix �,respectively.

O ther notations � = r V; f = r F follow Refs.

[1,2].

Letusperform the FW transform ation forrelativistic

particles with an allowance for �rst-order term s in the

m etrictensorand itsderivativesup to the second order.

After the �rst transform ation with the operator (see

Ref.[16])

U =
�0+ m + �O
p
2�0(�0+ m )

; �
0=

p
m 2 + O 2;

the Ham ilton operatortakesthe form :

H = ��
0+ E

0+ O
0
; �E

0= E
0
�; �O

0= � O
0
�;

where

�
0=

p
m 2 + O 2 =

r

m 2 + p2 + fp2;F � 1g+
1

2
[� � (f � p)� � � (p � f)+ r � f];

E
0=

�

2

�
m 2

�
;V � 1

�

�
�m

4�(� + m )
[� � (� � p)� � � (p � �)+ r � �]

+
�

8
�
(2�3 + 2�2m + 2�m2 + m 3)m

�5(� + m )2
(p � r )(p � �); � =

p
m 2 + p2:

W eneglectthenoncom m utativityofoperatorsin sm all

term s proportionalto derivatives ofthe m etric tensor.

The calculation ofO 0 is unnecessary because its contri-

bution tothe�nalFW Ham iltonian isoforderof(V � 1)2.

The quantity �0 can be represented as

�
0= � +

1

2

�
p2

�
;F � 1

�

+ T

+
1

4�
[� � (f � p)� � � (p � f)+ r � f]: (11)

To determ ine the operator T,it is necessary to square

both partsofEq.(11).Asa resultofcalculation,

T = �
�2 + m 2

4�5
(p � r )(p � f);

and the �nalexpression for the FW Ham iltonian takes

the form

H F W = �� +
�

2

�
m 2

�
;V � 1

�

+
�

2

�
p2

�
;F � 1

�

�
�m

4�(� + m )

�

� � (� � p)� � � (p � �)+ r � �

�

+
�m (2�3 + 2�2m + 2�m2 + m 3)

8�5(� + m )2
(p � r )(p � �)+

�

4�
[� � (f � p)� � � (p � f)+ r � f]�

�(�2 + m 2)

4�5
(p � r )(p � f):(12)

Itisobviousthatthisexpression di�ersfrom thecorre-

sponding one derived in Refs.[1,2].To perform a m ore

detailed analysis,we can rewrite Eq. (13)from Ref. [2]

in the weak-�eld approxim ation [19]:

H E K = �

�

m V +
p2

2m

�

�
�

4m

�
p
2
;V � 1

	

+
�

2m

�
p
2
;F � 1

	
+

�

4m
[2� � (f � p)+ r � f]

+
1

2
(� � �); (13)

and com pareitwith Eq.(12)ofthe presentwork in the

nonrelativisticapproxim ation:

H F W = �

�

m V +
p2

2m

�

�
�

4m

�
p
2
;V � 1

	

+
�

2m

�
p
2
;F � 1

	
+

�

4m
[2� � (f � p)+ r � f]

�
�

8m
[2� � (� � p)+ r � �]: (14)

FW Ham iltonians(12)and (14),contrary to EK Ham il-

tonian (13),donotcontain theterm (� � �)=2butcontain

additionalterm sproportionalto derivativesofV .These

additionalterm sdescribeboth thespin-orbitand contact
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interactions. To check the com patibility with [1,2],the

sem i-relativistictransform ation (with an accuracy up to

v=c)ofHam iltonian (13) to the FW representation can

be perform ed.W ith thisaccuracy,transform ation oper-

ator(9)takesthe form

UE K ! F W = U
�1

F W ! E K
= 1�

p2

8m 2
�
i(� � p)

2m
: (15)

Asa result,Ham iltonian (13)istransform ed by operator

(15)to form (14).

Thistransform ationshowsthatthecalculation ful�lled

in [1,2]wascorrect. However,the Ham iltonian itselfis

insu�cientforan analysisofobservablespin e�ects.O ne

needsto know the spin operatoraswell. Asthe Ham il-

tonian wasobtained in the EK representation,the spin

operator(10) is rathercom plicated. At the sam e tim e,

thisoperatoracquiressim ple form (7)in the FW repre-

sentation.Letusstress,thatonly forsuch a sim pleform

ofspin operatortheterm sofHam iltonian m ay besim ply

interpreted in term sofobservablephysicale�ects.How-

ever,thisisnottruewhen aspin operatoriscom plicated.

In particular,the term (� � �)=2 in (13) describing the

dipolespin-gravitycouplingdisappearsafterthetransfor-

m ation to the FW representation. Therefore,this term

doesnotlead to new observablee�ects.

V . EQ U A T IO N S O F PA R T IC LE M O M EN T U M

A N D SP IN M O T IO N

The problem ofquantum description ofparticle and

spin m otion isvery im portant.However,quantum equa-

tions ofm om entum and spin m otion in a gravitational

�eld wereneverderived.

The FW representation dram atically sim pli�es the

derivationofquantum equations.Theoperatorequations

ofm otion obtained via com m utatorsofthe Ham iltonian

with them om entum and polarization operatorstakethe

form

dp

dt
= i[H F W ;p]= �

�

2

�
m 2

�
;�

�

�
�

2

�
p2

�
;f

�

+
m

2�(�+ m )
r
�
� � (� � p)

�
�

1

2�
r
�
� � (f � p)

�
(16)

and

d�

dt
= i[H F W ;� ]=

m

�(� + m )
� � (� � p)

�
1

�
� � (f � p); (17)

respectively. These equations constitute our principal

new result.

Itispossibleto provethatEK Ham iltonian (13)leads

to the spin m otion equation consistent with Eq. (17).

W ithin thesem i-relativisticapproxim ation,thepolariza-

tion operatorin the EK representation takesthe form

O E K = � +
p � �

m
+
p � (p � � )

2m 2
:

Com m uting Ham iltonian (13) with the polarization op-

erator O E K leads to the approxim ate equation ofspin

m otion

dO E K

dt
= i[H E K ;O E K ]=

�

2m
O E K � (� � p)

�
�

m
O E K � (f � p) (18)

that agrees with Eq. (17). This explicitly shows,that

dipolespin-gravity coupling cancelswith theextraterm s

in the spin operatorin the EK representation and does

nota�ectobservablequantities.

Letuspasstothestudiesofsem iclassicallim itofthese

equations.The contribution ofthe lowerspinorisnegli-

gible and the transition to the sem iclassicaldescription

isperform ed by averagingtheoperatorsin theequations

fortheupperspinor[16].Itisusually possibleto neglect

thecom m utatorsbetween thecoordinateand m om entum

operators. As a result,the operators � and p should

be substituted by the corresponding classicalquantities:

the polarization vector (doubled average spin), �, and

the m om entum . For the latter quantity,we retain the

notation p.Thesem iclassicalequationsofm otion are

dp

dt
= �

m 2

�
� �

p2

�
f +

m

2�(�+ m )
r
�
� � (� � p)

�

�
1

2�
r
�
� � (f � p)

�
(19)

and

d�

dt
=

m

�(� + m )
� � (� � p)�

1

�
� � (f � p); (20)

respectively. In Eq. (19),two latter term s describe a

force dependenton the spin.Thisforceissim ilarto the

electrom agnetic Stern-G erlach force (see Ref. [16]). Be-

cause itisweak,the approxim atesem iclassicalequation

ofparticlem otion takesthe form

dp

dt
= �

m 2

�
� �

p2

�
f: (21)

Eq.(20)can be represented as

d�

dt
= 
 � �; (22)

wherethe angularvelocity ofspin rotation isgiven by


 = �
m

�(� + m )
(� � p)+

1

�
(f � p): (23)

W e can �nd sim ilar equations describing a change of

the direction ofparticle m om entum ,n = p=p :

dn

dt
= ! � n; ! =

m 2

�p

�
� � n

�
+
p

�

�
f � n

�
: (24)

Therefore,the spin rotateswith respectto the m om en-

tum direction and theangularvelocity ofthisrotation is

o = 
 � ! = �
m

p

�
� � n

�
: (25)
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The quantity o does not depend on f and vanishes for

m asslessparticles.Therefore,thegravitational�eld can-

notchange the helicity ofm asslessDirac particles. The

evolution ofthe helicity � � j�kj= � � n ofm assive par-

ticlesisde�ned by the form ula

d�

dt
= (
 � !)� (�? � n)= �

m

p
(�? � �); (26)

where�? = � � �k.

V I. PA R T IC LE IN A SP H ER IC A LLY

SY M M ET R IC FIELD

Let us consider the interaction of particles with a

sphericallysym m etricgravitational�eld and com parethe

obtained form ulae with previousresults. This �eld is a

weak lim itofthe Schwarzschild onewhich yields

V = 1�
G M

r
; W = 1+

G M

r
: (27)

Correspondingly,

F = 1�
2G M

r
; f = 2� =

2G M

r3
r = � 2g;

whereg isthe Newtonian acceleration.

W hen we neglectthe term soforderof
(p � r )(p � g)

�2
,

Ham iltonian (12)takesthe form

H F W = �� �
�

2

�
�2 + p2

�
;
G M

r

�

�
�(2� + m )

4�(�+ m )

�

2� � (g � p)+ r � g

�

: (28)

In thiscase,theoperatorequationsofm om entum and

spin m otion aregiven by

dp

dt
= � �

G M

2

�
�2 + p2

�
;
r

r3

�

� G M �
2�+ m

�(� + m )
� r

�
� � (r � p)

r3

�

; (29)

d�

dt
= �

G M

r3
�
2�+ m

�(� + m )
� � (r � p): (30)

In Eq. (29), the last term determ ines the gravita-

tionalSG force.The sem iclassicalform ula forthispost-

Newtonian forceis[20]

FSG = � G M �
2�+ m

�(� + m )
� r

�
� � (r � p)

r3

�

: (31)

Thisform ula can betransform ed to a m oreconvenient

form wherethe quantities~ and carekeptexplicitfora

m om ent:

FSG = �
G M ~

cr3
�
2 + 1

 + 1

"

� � � �
3r
�
r � [� � �]

�

r2

#

;(32)

� = v=c and  isthe Lorentz factor.The SG force isof

orderof
~�

m cr
with respectto the Newtonian one.

NeglectingtheSG force,onegetthesem iclassicalequa-

tionsofm om entum and spin m otion:

dp

dt
=
�2 + p2

�
g; (33)

d�

dt
=

2� + m

�(� + m )
� � (g � p): (34)

Thesem iclassicalexpressionsfortheangularvelocities

ofrotation ofunitm om entum vector,n = p=p,and spin

are

! = �
�2 + p2

�p2
g � p =

G M

r3
�
�2 + p2

�p2
l; (35)


 = �
2� + m

�(�+ m )
g � p =

G M

r3
�
2�+ m

�(� + m )
l; (36)

wherel= r � p isthe angularm om ent.

Eqs. (35) and (36) agree with the classicalgravity.

Eq.(35)leadsto the expression forthe angleofparticle

deection by a gravitational�eld

� =
2G M

�

�

2+
m 2

p2

�

=
2G M

�v2

�
1+ v

2
�

(37)

coinciding with Eq.(13)ofProblem 15.9 from Ref.[21]

(seealso Ref.[22]).Thisdirectly provesthefullcom pat-

ibility ofquantum and classicalconsideration and dis-

agreeswith the resultsobtained in [8].

Eq. (36)and the corresponding equation obtained in

Ref. [9]by the very di�erent m ethod coincide, up to

the sign due to the di�erentde�nition ofangularveloc-

ity [23].Foran im m ovable particle,the angularvelocity

ofspin rotation isdescribed by the sam e form ula asthe

de Sitterone fora classicalgyroscope [24]. Such a sim -

ilarity [25]ofclassicaland quantum rotators is a m an-

ifestation ofthe equivalence principle (see e.g. [26,27]

and Refs.therein).In thenonrelativisticapproxim ation,

the last term in Ham iltonian (28) describing the spin-

orbit and contact (Darwin) interactions coincides with

the corresponding term in Ref.[28].

Them om entum and spin rotatein thesam edirection.

Form ula (25) for the angular velocity of spin rotation

with respect to the m om entum direction, de�ning the

evolution ofparticlehelicity,takesthe form

o = 
 � ! =
m

p2

�
g � p

�
: (38)

The ratio ofparticle m om entum and spin deection

angles(� and �,respectively)isconstantand equalto

�

�
=
(2� + m )(� � m )

2�2 � m2
:
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Ifthese angles are sm all,the helicity ofparticle,whose

helicity isoriginally + 1,isgiven by

� = 1�
(�� �)2

2
: (39)

Therefore,theevolution ofthehelicity isdescribed by

the equation

� = 1�
�2

2(2 � �1 )2
; (40)

where  = �=m is the Lorentz factor. This equation

agrees with [26,27](see Eqs. (17),(19) from [27]) ob-

tained by thefullquantum treatm ent.Atthesam etim e,

theexpressionobtained earlierbythesim ilarm ethod [29]

containsthedependenceon graviton sourcem assM and

looksm uch m ore com plicated. W e found thatthe large

M behavior ofnum ericalvalues as presented at Fig. 3

ofthat reference is at reasonable agreem ent with (40),

while their asym ptotic form ula (12) is at variance with

us.Notealsothatin [29]thedisagreem entwith thesem i-

classicaltreatm ent[30]wasstated,whileweobservethe

fullagreem ent between the sem iclassicaland quantum

approaches.

W em ayconcludeforthreeofthem ostim portantprob-

lem sform ulae (35),(36),and (40)are in the bestagree-

m ent with previousresults. W e also have established a

consentbetween the classicaland quantum theoriesand

found the new quantum corrections to the Newtonian

force.

V II. PA R T IC LE IN A U N IFO R M LY

A C C ELER A T ED FR A M E A N D T H E

EQ U IVA LEN C E P R IN C IP LE

Consideration ofthe particlem otion in an accelerated

fram eperm itstorelatethegravityand acceleration.The

sim plest case is the at M inkowskispacetim e in a uni-

form ly accelerated fram e(seeitem (i)ofSection II).For

this problem , the exact Dirac Ham iltonian derived by

Hehland Ni[5]isgiven by

H = (1+ a � r)�m +
1

2
f(1+ a � r);� � pg; (41)

where a is the particle acceleration. In this case,the

m etric tensor correspondsto the choice (4). M etric (4)

corresponds to the following form ofFW Ham iltonian

(12):

H F W = �

�

� +
1

2
f�;a � rg

�

+
� � (a � p)

2(�+ m )
; (42)

where� =
p
m 2 + p2.The contact(Darwin)interaction

doesnotappearbecause the e�ective �eld a isuniform .

Equation(42)showsthattheparticleenergyism ultiplied

bythefactorV exceptforthelastterm thatisofapurely

quantum origin. An appearance ofthisterm describing

the inertialspin-orbit coupling has been discovered by

Hehland Ni[5]. In the present work,generalizing the

resultofthisreference,therelativisticexpression forthe

Ham iltonian hasbeen derived.Thisexpression happens

to agreewith the nonrelativisticonesfrom [5,6].

Eq. (42) for the Ham iltonian ofrelativistic particle

in a uniform ly accelerated fram e agrees with the corre-

sponding nonrelativisticexpressionsfrom [5,6].

Theequationsofparticleand spin m otion aregiven by

dp

dt
= � ��a;

d�

dt
= �

� � (a � p)

� + m
: (43)

In theuniform ly accelerated fram e,theSG forcedoesnot

exist.

The sem iclassicaltransition brings Eq. (43) to the

form

dp

dt
= � �a;

d�

dt
= �

� � (a � p)

� + m
: (44)

The angular velocities ofrotation ofunit m om entum

vectorand spin areequalto

! =
�

p2

�
a � p

�
; 
 =

a � p

� + m
: (45)

Therelativeangularvelocity de�ning thehelicity evo-

lution isgiven by

o = 
 � ! = �
m

p2

�
a � p

�
: (46)

W hen a = � g,valuesofo in Eqs.(46)and (38)arethe

sam e.Itisthem anifestation oftheequivalenceprinciple

which wasdiscussed with respectto helicity evolution in

[26,27].

Atthesam etim e,them anifestation oftheequivalence

principleforthespin rotation isnotsotrivial.In particu-

lar,thespin ofnonrelativisticparticlesin thespherically

sym m etric gravitational�eld rotates three tim es m ore

rapidly in com parison to the accelerated fram e.

To trace the origin ofthis di�erence,let us com pare

the rotation ofthe m om entum direction in these cases.

Although itis the sam e in the nonrelativistic lim it,the

expressionsfortherelativisticparticlesdi�er.To under-

stand thisfrom thepointofview ofequivalenceprinciple,

the approach of[26,27]is convenient. Let us consider

[26,27]the m atrix elem ent M ofparticle scattering in

the externalgravitational�eld

M =
1

2
hp

0
jT

��
jpih��(q); q= p� p

0
; (47)

where T
�� is the Belinfante energy-m om entum tensor

and h�� is a Fourier com ponent of a deviation of the

m etric tensor from its M inkowskivalue. The particle

m om entum evolution isfully determ ined by the forward

m atrix elem ent�xed by the m om entum conservation

hpjT
��
jpi= 2p�p�: (48)
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Them atrix elem entfortheparticleatresttakestheform

M = m
2
h00(q): (49)

Coincidence of the (00)� com ponents of the m etric in

the gravitational�eld and accelerated fram e provesthe

equivalence principle,appearing in such an approach as

a low-energy theorem ratherthan postulate.

At the sam e tim e,for the m oving particle,the space

com ponents ofm etric hzz = hxx = hyy = h00 (see e.g.

[24])also contribute.Asa result,them atrix elem entsin

thegravitational�eld (M g)and in theaccelerated fram e

(M a)di�erby the obviouskinem aticalfactor:

M g = (�2 + p
2)h00(q); M a = �

2
h00(q): (50)

The ratio ofthesem atrix elem ents

R =
�2 + p2

�2
(51)

isexactly equalto theratio ofther.h.s.oftheequations

ofparticlem om entum m otion,and,consequently,to the

ratio ofthe angularvelocities ofrotation oftheir direc-

tions.Itisnow clearly seen thatthisdi�erenceisadirect

kinem aticalconsequenceofthe equivalenceprinciple.

Notethatgeneralexpression (26)forthehelicityevolu-

tion isinsensitiveto the spacecom ponentsofthem etric

which istheentireorigin ofthekinem aticalfactordi�er-

ingin thegravitational�led and acceleratingfram e.This

provides the additional argum ent for the sim ple form

ofthe equivalence principle when helicity is considered.

Nam ely,thehelicity evolution in any staticgravitational

�eld and corresponding accelerating fram e m erely coin-

cides.

Letusconsiderthee�ectofthem entioned kinem atical

factorforthespin m otion.Eqs.(35)and (45)describing

theangularvelocity ofm om entum m otion can bewritten

in the form

!g = �

�
m

p2
+

2�+ m

�(� + m )

�
�
g � p

�

= � o �
2� + m

�(� + m )

�
g � p

�
(52)

forthe spherically sym m etricgravitational�eld and

!a =

�
m

p2
+

1

� + m

�
�
a� p

�
= � o+

1

�+ m

�
a� p

�
(53)

for the uniform ly accelerated fram e. Here the relative

angularvelocity o,com m on for two cases,is extracted.

The rem aining term s in the r.h.s. are just the angular

velocitiesofspin rotation.Thecurrentderivation explic-

itly showsthattheirdi�erence isthe consequenceofthe

equivalenceprinciple and kinem aticalfactorsin (50).

It is interesting that in the nonrelativistic lim it both

! and o divergeas1=p2.Their�nite di�erencesin Eqs.

(52)and (53)providethenonrelativisticlim itofthe an-

gular velocities ofspin rotation. In this lim it the m o-

m entum rotation in the gravitational�eld and acceler-

ating fram e coincides,asitisseen from (51). However,

them entioned divergenceoftheangularvelocities\com -

pensates" thein�nitesim aldeviation ofR from unity.In

m ore detail,one isdealing with the low p
2 expansion of

two expressions

!g = �
�2 + p2

�p2

�
g � p

�
� �

�
m

p2
+

3

2m

�
�
g � p

�
(54)

and

!a =
�

p2

�
a � p

�
�

�
m

p2
+

1

2m

�
�
a � p

�
: (55)

W hilethel.h.softheseexpressionshasthesam enonrel-

ativistic lim it,the m entioned e�ectprovidesthe ratio 3

for�nite term sin r.h.s.

For com pleteness let us also consider the operator

equation forthe particleacceleration:

�r = �
�
H ;[H ;r]

�
= �

1

2

�

(1+ a � r);

�

a �
2p(a � p)

�2

��

:

(56)

In this equation,sm allterm s depending on the spin

m atrix areom itted.In the sem iclassicalapproxim ation,

�r = � (1+ a � r)

�

a �
2p(a � p)

�2

�

= � (1+ a � r)a �
2v(a � v)

1+ a � r
: (57)

Aftersubstitution ofstandard nonrelativisticexpressions

forr and v wereach thefullagreem entwith theapprox-

im ateresultofHuang and Ni([7],Eq.(82)).

V III. D ISC U SSIO N A N D SU M M A R Y

W e showed thatthe elegantexactEK transform ation

[1,2]doesnotprovidea sim pleform fordynam icaloper-

atorsand therefore doesnotallow fora straightforward

derivation ofquantum and sem iclassicalequationsofm o-

tion. W e constructed the FW transform ation leading

to sim pledynam icaloperatorsand derived thequantum

(which is our m ain new result) and sem iclassicalequa-

tionsofm om entum and spin m otion.Forthecaseofweak

spherically sym m etric �eld the sem iclassicallim itrepro-

ducesalltheknown resultsforthem om entum ,spin and

helicity evolution and resolvetheexisting contradictions.

Thenew quantum correctionsprovide,in particular,the

post-Newtonian gravitationalSG force. W e found that

sem iclassicalequationsarein fullagreem entwith classi-

calgravity.

W e checked that the derived equationsofm otion are

com patible with those obtained from Ham iltonian of

[1, 2] and the respective (com plicated) dynam ical op-

erators. However,the di�erence between the FW and

EK representationsm eans that the physicalinterpreta-

tion oftheapproach [1,2]should bem adecarefully.Say,

theterm in Ham iltonian [1,2]describing thedipolespin-

gravitycouplingdoesnotappearin theFW Ham iltonian.
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As soon as physicale�ects are dependent on both the

Ham iltonian and dynam icaloperators,thecorrespondent

term in theEK representation iscancelled,when com pli-

cated spin operator(10)isused. Consequently,there is

no reason forthe precession ofspin ofparticlesbeing at

rest,which isexplicitly seen from Eq.(17).

Theequivalenceprinciple,understood asm inim alcou-

plingofferm ionstogravity(1),(47)isalwaysvalid.How-

ever,itsspeci�cm anifestationsdepend ontheobservable.

From thispointofview,thesim plestobservableforDirac

particleishelicity.Thehelicity evolution in the gravita-

tional�eld and accelerated fram eisthesam e.Them ani-

festation oftheequivalenceprincipleform om entum and

spin m otion in thesetwo casesisa�ected by kinem atical

correctionsduetothespacecom ponentsofm etrictensor.

In particular,thisleadstotheenhancem entby thefactor

3 ofthe frequency ofspin precession in the gravitational

�eld with respectto the accelerating fram e.
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