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A bstract

The relativistic free particle system in 1+ 1 dim ensions is form ulated as a

\bi-Ham iltonian system ".O neHam iltonian generatesordinarytim etransla-

tions,and anothergenerates(essentially)boosts.Any observer,accelerated

ornot,seesevolution asthecontinuousunfolding ofa canonicaltransform a-

tion which m ay bedescribed using thetwo Ham iltonians.W hen thesystem

isquantized both Ham iltoniansbecom eHerm itian operatorsin thestandard

positive de�nite inner product. Hence,each observer sees the evolution of

thewavefunction asthecontinuousunfoldingofa unitary transform ation in

thestandard positivede�niteinnerproduct.Theresultappearsto beacon-

sistentsingleparticleinterpretation ofrelativisticquantum m echanics.This

interpretation hasthefeaturethatthewave function isobserverdependent,

and observableshave non-localcharacter,sim ilarto whatonem ightexpect

in quantum gravity.

http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9602051v1


Traditionally ithasnotbeen possibleto extend thesingleparticleinterpretation ofnon-

relativistic quantum m echanics to relativistic quantum m echanics. The m ain problem has

been thelack ofapositivede�niteinnerproductassociated with alocally conserved current.

Thenecessity thattheprobability density transform asthezeroth com ponentofa 4-vector

seem sto precludesuch innerproduct.

ItisshowninthispaperthattheHeisenbergpictureform alism developed in[1](m otivated

byRovelli’s\evolvingconstantsofthem otion"[2])leadstoarelativisticquantum m echanics

in 1+1 dim ensionswhich isa naturalextension ofnon-relativistic quantum m echanics,and

which includes a new notion ofconserved current. To m ake contactwith the problem s of

ordinary relativisticquantum m echanicsitisnecessary toswitch totheSchr�odingerpicture.

Itisfound thatdoing thisrequiresa paradigm shift;the wavefunction m ustbe associated

with an observer-system pair,instead ofwith a system alone.

Ashasbeen suggested by Rovelli[3],perhapsthenotion ofan observer-independentstate

ofasystem isawed in away analogoustotheaw in thenotion ofobserver-independentsi-

m ultaneity.Iim plem entthisconceptin thesim pleexam pleofthequantum m echanicsofthe

relativisticfreeparticleby associating di�erentobservers(accelerated ornot)with di�erent

sequencesofatspacelikesubm anifoldsofM inkowskispace,thesubm anifoldsperpendicular

totheirworldlines.Thenotion ofconserved currentbecom esthenotion ofconsistentunitary

evolution fordi�erentobservers.Thism ay besum m arized by saying thatweregard theim -

portantobjectoftheform alism to benota wavefunction which isa m apping ofspacetim e

to thecom plex num bers,butrathera m apping ofthespaceofatspacelikesubm anifoldsof

M inkowskispaceto wavefunctionson space.

W e will�nd thatthe physicalconsequence ofadopting the above pointofview isthat

observables have non-localcharacter;it is im portant for the interpretation that detectors

notbe in�nitesim al. Thism akes the resultinteresting from the pointofview ofquantum

gravity,which isexpected to have thisfeature.W hetherornotthistheory can besensibly

\second quantized",and whether or not the results would agree with experim ent is not

discussed.Itisnotclearifthetypeofnon-locality predicted would beexcluded by existing

experim entaldata. However,ourresults appearto be equivalent to Flem ing’s hyperplane

dependentrelativistic quantum m echanics[4],so thathisdiscussion [5,6,4,7]isrelevant.

1. B i-H am iltonian System

In generalrelativity,asking what is the \tim e" should be replaced by asking what is

the \spacelike subm anifold". This presents a problem in the interpretation ofquantum

m echanics;thestandard interpretationsofquantum m echanicsusetheassum ption thatthe

\tim e"isarealnum ber.Becausethetechnicalproblem sofgeneralrelativity aresoim m ense,

it is usefulto note that there is an analogous interpretation oftim e in specialrelativity.

In specialrelativity asking what is the \tim e" should be replaced by asking what is the

\atspacelikesubm anifold in M inkowskispace".Theseplanesareparam etrized by Lorentz

transform ations and ordinary tim e translations. Ifwe restrict to the (1+1)-dim ensional

case and �x a reference coordinate system ,then the straightspacelike lines(atspacelike

subm anifolds)can beparam etrized by theordinary tim eswherethelinescrossthetim eaxis,
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t,and a boost param eter,u,which param etrizes the angles that the lines m ake with the

horizontal.Speci�cally let� betheanglethata linem akeswith thehorizontaland take

u =
tan �

p
1�tan 2 �

=
�

p
1�� 2

; (1.1)

which ranges(�1 ;1 ).

An observerdeterm inesacontinuousordered sequenceofplanes,theplanesperpendicular

to the 4-velocity ofitstim elike path. Hence,an observer de�nesa path in IR �IR by the

evolution oftheparam eterstand u associated with it.W ewillrefertoIR �IR asthespaceof

globaltim e.Clearly theconceptofglobaltim ecan beextended tohigherdim ensionalspecial

relativity;thespaceofglobaltim ewillbehigherdim ensional.In reference[1]theconceptof

a spaceofglobaltim eisdiscussed in a m oregeneralway,with referenceto quantum gravity.

Letq(t;u)and p(t;u)betheposition and m om entum in thecoordinatesystem boosted

relative to the reference coordinate system asdeterm ined by u,atthe tim e determ ined by

t.Then wehavethefollowing:

R esult 1 Any observer,thatisany path in the space ofglobaltim e:

� :R ! IR �IR = space of globaltim e; (1.2)

� 7! (t(�);u(�)); (1.3)

seesevolution ofthe(1+1)-dim ensionalfreeparticleparam etersq(t(�);u(�))andp(t(�);u(�))

asthe continuousunfolding ofa canonicaltransform ation.There are two Ham iltonians

H t=
p
1+ u2

q

m 2 + p2; and

H u =
tu

p
1+ u2

q

m 2 + p2 +
1

p
1+ u2

q

q

m 2 + p2 �tp (1.4)

which togetherdeterm ine the evolution seen by any observeraccording to

dq= dtfq;H tgpb+ dufq;H ugpb;

dp= dtfp;H tgpb+ dufp;H ugpb: (1.5)

The �rstHam iltonian,H t,describesthe evolution asseen by an observerwho doesnot

accelerate (i.e. tchangeswhile u rem ains�xed). The second,H u,describes the evolution

seen by a\highly"accelerated observer(i.e.u changeswhiletrem ains�xed).Hence,wewill

saythatthe(1+1)-dim ensionalrelativisticfreeparticlesystem isa\bi-Ham iltonian system ".

To dem onstrateResult1,work outtheexpressionsforq(t;u)and p(t;u)in term softhe

\initialdata" q(0;0)= q0 and p(0;0)= p0. The calculation isnotillum inating and willbe

om itted.Theresultis

q(t;u)= q0

q

m 2 + p20
p
1+ u2

q

m 2 + p20 �up 0

+
tp0

p
1+ u2

q

m 2 + p20 �up 0

�tu; and

p(t;u)=
p
1+ u2p0 �u

q

m 2 + p20: (1.6)
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It m ay be veri�ed by direct substitution that the evolution determ ined by (1.6) satis�es

equation (1.5).(Again thecalculation isnotillum inating and willbeom itted.) Hence,the

evolution is by canonicaltransform ation and Result 1 is dem onstrated. Ofcourse it m ay

also beveri�ed thatfq(t;u);p(t;u)gpb = 1.

2. Q uantization A fter Evolution

Foran ordinary Ham iltonian system ,evolution isgiven by theHam iltonian equationsof

m otion:
dq

dt
= fq;H g;

dp

dt
= fp;H g: (2.1)

Ifatsom e�xed initialtim et0 wehaveq(t0)= q0 and p(t0)= p0,then ateach latertim e,t,

q(t)and p(t)can beexpressed asfunctionsofq0 and p0:

q(t)= Q(t;q0;p0);

p(t)= P(t;q0;p0): (2.2)

Theevolution isby canonicaltransform ation so that

fq(t);p(t)g= fq0;p0g
def
= 1: (2.3)

Ordinarily in quantizing a Ham iltonian system we m ake q0,p0 and H into Herm itian

operators q̂0,p̂0 and Ĥ ,and evolve by m eansoftheHeisenberg equationsofm otion:

dq̂

dt
=

1

i�h
[̂q;Ĥ ];

dp̂

dt
=

1

i�h
[̂p;Ĥ ]: (2.4)

Ifatsom e �xed tim e t0 we have q̂(t0)= q̂0 and p̂(t0)= p̂0,then ateach latertim e,t,q̂(t)

and p̂(t)can beexpressed asfunctionsofq̂0 and p̂0:

q̂(t)= Q̂(t;q̂0;p̂0);

p̂(t)= P̂(t;q̂0;p̂0): (2.5)

Theevolution isby unitary transform ation so that

1

i�h
[̂q(t);p̂(t)]=

1

i�h
[̂q0;p̂0]

def
= 1: (2.6)

W e willreferto the function O on phase space (forexam ple q0)which corresponds to

theoperator Ô (forexam ple q̂0)astheclassicallim itofÔ ,orO = lim �h! 0 Ô .In Heisenberg

picture quantization we de�ne the classicallim it of q̂0 to be q0 and the classicallim it of

p̂0 to be p0. That is,the quantization is carried out at som e �xed tim e t0. The use of

the Heisenberg equations ofm otion to �nd q̂(t) and p̂(t) for t> t0 is supposed to ensure

thatlim �h! 0 q̂(t)= q(t)and lim �h! 0 p̂(t)= p(t).Thism eansthatthefunctions Q̂(t;�;�)and

P̂(t;�;�)ofq̂0 and p̂0 are obtained from the functionsQ(t;�;�)and P(t;�;�)ofq0 and p0
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by substituting q̂0 and p̂0 forq0 and p0 and choosing \the correctoperatorordering". (Of

coursethechoice ofoperatorordering doesnote�ecttheclassicallim it.) Hence,onem ight

attem pttoquantizethesystem directlybym akingthissubstitution,withoutreferencetothe

Heisenbergequationsofm otion.Thisoperation willbecalled \quantization afterevolution",

becausetheevolution problem issolved classically and thewhole\already evolved classical

system " isquantized atonce. Itisclosely related to Rovelli’s\evolving constants" picture

ofdynam ics [2]. Exam ples ofthisconstruction have been worked outby Carlip [8]in the

contextofcom paring di�erentquantizations.

Theobviousapproach to quantizing ourbi-Ham iltonian system isto turn q0,p0,H t(t;u)

and H u(t;u)into herm itian operators q̂0,p̂0,Ĥ t(t;u)and Ĥ u(t;u),and evolve to arbitrary

globaltim e (t;u) using the pair ofHeisenberg equations ofm otion. There is,however,a

potentialproblem here.Duetooperatororderingam biguities,evolving from theglobaltim e

(t0;u0) to the globaltim e (t;u) by di�erent paths in the space ofglobaltim e m ay yield

di�erentresults. Thatisto say,an observerwho m ovesfrom globaltim e (t0;u0)to global

tim e (t;u)by accelerating from speed v0 and then decelerating back to speed v0 m ay �nd

di�erentoperatorsq̂(t;u)and p̂(t;u)then an observerwhom akesthetrip (through thespace

ofglobaltim e)by staying attheconstantvelocity v0.Ifthenam e\spaceofglobaltim e" is

worth itssalt,then allobserversshould agreeon q̂(t;u)and p̂(t;u).

Notenow thattheoperationofquantizationafterevolution,appliedtothebi-Ham iltonian

system ,isinherently path independent.Ifwe�x som e\initial" globaltim e(t0;u0),then for

each (t;u)we �nd that q(t;u)and p(t;u)are expressed as functions ofq(t0;u0) = q0 and

p(t0;u0)= p0:

q(t;u)= Q(t;u;q0;p0)

p(t;u)= P(t;u;q0;p0): (2.7)

The functionsQ and P are given explicitly in equation (1.6).Quantization afterevolution

involves substituting q̂0 and p̂0 for q0 and p0 in the functions Q and P and choosing the

operator orderings so that q̂(t;u) and p̂(t;u) are herm itian and related to q̂0 and p̂0 by a

unitary transform ation forall(t;u).Theim portantpoint,however,isthatno m atterwhat

operator orderings are chosen,the above substitution yields unique values for q̂(t;u) and

p̂(t;u)foreach (t;u),and thereforeavoidstheissueofpath dependence m entioned above.

Now letusquantize the bi-Ham iltonian system using quantization afterevolution. W e

substitute the operators q̂0 and p̂0 forq0 and p0 in the functionsQ and P (equation (1.6)),

and choosethem ostobviousoperatororderingswhich m ake q̂(t;u)and p̂(t;u)Herm itian in

theinnerproduct Z

 
�(q;t;u) (q;t;u)dq (2.8)

(where q̂0 isrepresented by m ultiplication by q0 and p̂0 isrepresented by �h

i

@

@q0
).The result

is

q̂(t;u)=
1

2
q̂0

q

m 2 + p̂20
p
1+ u2

q

m 2 + p20 �up̂ 0
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+
1

2

q

m 2 + p̂20
p
1+ u2

q

m 2 + p20 �up̂ 0

q̂0 +
t̂p0

p
1+ u2

q

m 2 + p̂20 �up̂ 0

�tu; and

p̂(t;u)=
p
1+ u2p̂0 �u

q

m 2 + p̂20: (2.9)

The operator
q

m 2 + p̂20 m ay be de�ned by m eans ofspectraldecom position. To get a

\singleparticleinterpretation" only thepositive(ornegative)rootoftheeigenvaluesofthe

operatorm 2 + p̂2
0
should be retained. This is in som e sense justi�ed by the fact thatthe

classicalHam iltonian isthepositivebranch ofthesquarerootofm 2 + p20.Thede�nition of

thesquarerootoperatorin thisway hasbeen discussed in [9].

W e do notyetknow ifq̂(t;u)and p̂(t;u)are related to q̂0 and p̂0 by a unitary transfor-

m ation forall(t;u). To verify this,we m ake H t and H u into Herm itian operators Ĥ t and

Ĥ u by choosing them ostobviousoperatororderingswhich m akethem Herm itian:

Ĥ t=
p
1+ u2

q

m 2 + p̂2; and

Ĥ u =
tu

p
1+ u2

q

m 2 + p̂2 +
1

2

1
p
1+ u2

q̂

q

m 2 + p̂2 +
1

2

1
p
1+ u2

q

m 2 + p̂2q̂� t̂p:(2.10)

It is straightforward to verify that the expressions for q̂(t;u) and p̂(t;u) (2.9) satisfy the

Heisenberg equationsofm otion

@q̂

@t
=

1

i�h
[̂q;Ĥ t];

@p̂

@t
=

1

i�h
[̂p;Ĥ t];

@q̂

@u
=

1

i�h
[̂q;Ĥ u];

@p̂

@u
=

1

i�h
[̂p;Ĥ u]; (2.11)

so thatoperatorevolution isby unitary transform ation.

W ehavenow dem onstrated thefollowing:

R esult 2 Any observer,thatisany path in the space ofglobaltim e:

� :R ! IR �IR = space of globaltim e; (2.12)

� 7! (t(�);u(�)); (2.13)

seesevolution ofthe free particle operators q̂(t(�);u(�))and p̂(t(�);u(�))asthe continuous

unfolding ofa unitary transform ation in the standard positive de�nite innerproduct,
Z

 
�(q;t;u) (q;t;u)dq (2.14)

(where q̂0 isrepresented by m ultiplication with q0 and p̂0 isrepresented by
�h

i

@

@q0
).There are

two Ham iltonians(2.10)which togetherdeterm ine thisevolution forany observeraccording

to

dq̂= dt
1

i�h
[̂q;Ĥ t]+ du

1

i�h
[̂q;Ĥ u];

dp̂= dt
1

i�h
[̂p;Ĥ t]+ du

1

i�h
[̂p;Ĥ u]: (2.15)
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The evolution isconsistentin the sense thatallobserversagree on the operators q̂(t;u)and

p̂(t;u)foreach globaltim e (t;u).

The �rstHam iltonian,Ĥ t,describesthe operatorevolution asseen by an observerwho

does notaccelerate (i.e. tchanges while u rem ains �xed). The second, Ĥ u,describes the

evolution seen by a \highly" accelerated observer(i.e.u changeswhiletrem ains�xed).For

an unaccelerated observerthere isa wave function on spacetim e which satis�esthe square

rootSch�odinger equation. This equation has been discussed in [9]and in [10]. In [9]the

positive rootistaken so thatthere are no negative frequency m odes. Strictly speaking,it

is only in this way that a \single particle interpretation" is obtained,since the negative

frequency m odes are generally considered to represent di�erent particles. This gives rise

to m any interesting issues concerning the localization ofparticles and position operators

[11,12,13,14,5]. As m entioned below,these issues lead to an alternative m otivation for

the present work. Itis also possible to relax the restriction to a single particle and allow

negative energy m odes;the eigenvalues ofthe square rootoperatoracting on the negative

energy m odesaresim ply taken to benegative.However,asdiscussed in [10],there issom e

question asto the correctway to introduce interactionsbetween the positive and negative

energy m odesin thesetting ofthesquarerootSchr�odingerequation.

3. Interpretation ofR esults

W ehavede�ned operators q̂(t;u)and p̂(t;u)on thespaceofglobaltim e,IR �IR,which

\evolve" by unitary transform ation along any path in the space ofglobaltim e,with the

standard positive de�nite innerproduct. (The readerisrem inded thatthe space ofglobal

tim e in the exam ple ofthispaperisthe space ofatspacelike subm anifoldsofM inkowski

space.) Therelevantpath in thespaceofglobaltim eissingled outby thechoiceofobserver.

It is the set ofsubm anifolds perpendicular to the observer’s worldline. This allows us to

m akephysicalpredictionsofthefollowing form :an observerm ay m easurean observableat

globaltim e(t0;u0),forexam ple q̂(t0;u0),thusproducing a statej 0iwhich isan eigenstate

ofq̂(t0;u0),

q̂(t0;u0)j 0i= q(t0;u0)j 0i; (3.1)

theobserverm ay then evolve along any path in thespace ofglobaltim eto (t;u)(ifu 6= u0

thiswillinvolve acceleration),and predicttheoutcom eofitsm easurem entof,forexam ple,

q̂(t;u).Theexpectation valuefortheobserver’ssecond m easurem entish 0ĵq(t;u)j 0i.

The above im plies that di�erent globaltim es are regarded as di�erent \tim es". To

understand thephysicalim plication ofthis,considerthecasein which theobserverislocated

on thetim eaxisofthereferencecoordinatesystem when itm akesitssecond m easurem ent.

Then the di�erent globaltim es (t;u) and (t;u0) �nd the observer at the sam e point in

spacetim e. Hence the factthat q̂(t;u)6= q̂(t;u0)when u 6= u0 im plies thatthe probability

am plitudefortheoutcom eofaposition m easurem entdependson theobserver’svelocity,not

juston the observer’s position in spacetim e. Thisreectsthe factthatdi�erentvelocities

correspond todi�erentde�nitionsof\sim ultaneous",thatistodi�erentspatialslicesthrough

theobserver’spositioninspacetim e.Itisphysicallysensibleaslongastheobserver’sdetector

6



isof�nitesize(notin�nitesim al),becauseadetectorof�nitesizeatglobaltim e(t;u)occupies

adi�erentregion ofspacetim e(di�erentspatialslice)than when itisatglobaltim e(t;u 0).It

followsthatm easurem entsoftheposition operatorsq̂(t;u)and q̂(t;u0)aregenuinely di�erent

physicalm easurem ents. Although itwould seem to be im possible to determ ine a particle’s

position with an in�nitesim aldetector,weshould notethatthesestatem entsbreak down for

an in�nitesim aldetector;the position in spacetim e ofan in�nitesim aldetector located on

thetim eaxisisindependentofu.In thissense,non-locality ofphysicalobservablesplaysan

im portantpartin thisform ulation ofrelativisticquantum m echanics.Itisnotim m ediately

clearifthiskind ofnon-locality isincom patible with experim entalresults. A carefulstudy

ofthem easurem entprocessisnecessary.

To understand how this interpretation relates to the standard problem s ofrelativistic

quantum m echanicsitisnecessary to switch to the Schr�odingerpicture. Corresponding to

each globaltim e is an instantaneous wave function de�ned on the spacelike subm anifold

associated with the globaltim e. However,spacelike subm anifoldswhich correspond to dif-

ferentglobaltim esm ay intersectin spacetim e.Thereappearstobenoreason tobelievethat

theinstantaneouswave functionsde�ned on thesubm anifoldswillagreeattheintersection

points. In the Appendix we show thatin generalthey do not. Hence,itisnotpossible to

de�ne the wave function asa m apping ofspacetim e to the com plex num bers. Instead,the

im portantobjectofthe form alism isa m apping ofthe space ofglobaltim e (atspacelike

planesin M inkowskispace)to wavefunctionson space:

�:fem beddings�,! M jspacelike and atg! � �
; (3.2)

where �� isthe com plex dualof�,and in n+1 dim ensions � isIR n. An observer isthen

associated with a sequenceofinstantaneouswavefunctions,di�erentsequencesfordi�erent

observers. Only ifthe observer is unaccelerated is it clear that this gives rise to a wave

function on spacetim e.(Asm entioned earlier,thiswavefunction willsatisfy thesquareroot

Schr�odingerequation.)

In essence,the observer has been \relativized" (as Sm olin puts it [15]). The state is

not considered as an object associated with the physicalsystem ,but rather as an object

associated with an observer observing a physicalsystem .� In Rovelli’s 1993 preprint \On

Quantum M echanics" [3],he suggests that the notion ofobserver-independent state ofa

system m ay beawed in a way analogousto theaw in thenotion ofobserver-independent

sim ultaneity. In the construction ofthe present paper,ifq(t;u)and q(t;u0)have di�erent

valueswhen u 6= u0,thentheoperatorsassociated with them ,q̂(t;u)and q̂(t;u0),aredi�erent.

Thisseem sto besensible and indeed necessary ifthetheory isto have thecorrectclassical

lim it.Yetitm eansthat,in theHeisenberg picture,observersatthesam epointin spacetim e

m oving atdi�erentvelocitiesnaturally m easuredi�erentoperatorobservables.Switching to

theSchr�odingerpicture,itm eansthattheseobserversarenaturally associated with di�erent

wavefunctions. This is a consequence of the fact that their notions ofsim ultaneity are

di�erent.Henceweareled toacceptthesuggestion ofRovelli,and closelyrelated suggestions

�Stated anotherway,itisan objectassociated with a setofm easurem entsthathavebeen m ade together

with a set ofm easurem ents that can be m ade. This seem s to tie in with consistent histories quantum

m echanics.
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ofSm olin [15],and Crane [16],and to propose this som ewhat unconventionalrelativistic

quantum m echanics.y

To evaluate the self-consistency ofa theory ofthis form we m ust discuss the issue of

m ultipleobservers.Considerthefreeparticlesystem with two observers,ObserverNum ber

One and Observer Num ber Two. In its calculations,Observer Num ber One can always,

ifnecessary,considerthe largersystem ofObserverNum berTwo interacting with the free

particle.Aslongasthisisasensiblephysicalsystem ,thenObserverNum berOnewillnot�nd

any contradictions.Hence,ObserverNum berOnewillnot�nd a contradiction aslong asit

doesn’tignorepartofthephysicalsystem ,nam elyObserverNum berTwo,in itscalculations.

Ofcourse ifObserverNum berTwo neverinteractswith ObserverNum berOne,and never

interacts with the free particle (except,possibly,to duplicate som e ofthe m easurem ents

m ade by Observer Num ber One),then Observer Num berOne need only consider the free

particle system in itscalculations.Rovellihasdiscussed interpretationalissuesofthistype

in [3]. The im portantpointisthatwe avoid internalinconsistenciesby studying observer-

system pairs,instead ofsystem sin the abstract. Anotherway to say thisisthatwe study

sequencesofm easurem ents.Hence,thisapproach isrelated to consistenthistoriesquantum

m echanics. (The relativistic quantum m echanicsofthe free particle appearsto be sensible

in theconsistenthistoriesform alism [17,18].)

The key elem entthatallowsthissingleparticleinterpretation to succeed isthereplace-

m entofthenotion oflocallyconserved currentwith thenotionofconsistentunitaryevolution

fordi�erentobservers.Fora classicalparticleux theanswerto thequestion \W hatisthe

probability for �nding a particle in a certain region ofspacetim e?" is observer indepen-

dent. This isthe essence ofthe concept oflocally conserved current. However,an actual

m easurem ent determ ining ifa particle isin a region ofspacetim e consists ofperform ing a

m easurem ent to determ ine ifa particle is in a region ofspace,and then continuing this

m easurem entforsom eperiod oftim e.Ifdi�erentspatialslicesareused to de�nesim ultane-

ity,then a di�erentexperim entalprocedureisrequired.Although classicalspecialrelativity

predicts that these two experim entalprocedures willyield the sam e result,it is not clear

thatthisequivalenceshould beregarded asan essentialelem entofa relativistictheory.The

version ofquantum m echanics presented here is proclaim ed to be relativistic because the

quantization m ap (q(t;u)7! q̂(t;u);p(t;u)7! p̂(t;u))inducesan isom orphism between two

representations ofthe group generated by Lorentz transform ations and tim e translations,

one with representation space f(q(t;u);p(t;u)) jt;u 2 IRg and the other with represen-

tation space f(̂q(t;u);p̂(t;u)) jt;u 2 IRg. It is a m atter oftaste whether or not this is

enough to callthe theory relativistic. The present theory does not predict that the two

experim entalproceduresdescribed above willyield the sam e result. In thisversion ofrela-

tivisticquantum m echanicstheanswerto thequestion \W hatistheprobability for�nding

a particle in a certain region ofspacetim e?" isobserverdependent. The closestconceptto

thatoflocally conserved currentthatisallowed isthatofconsistent unitary evolution for

di�erentobservers: stated in the Heisenberg picture,allobserverssee unitary evolution of

yCertainly,theresultobtained heredoesnotcapturethefullspiritoftheworkofRovelli,Sm olin,and Crane.

Thefreeparticlesystem isnotsu� ciently com plex;itisnotpossibleto considera variety ofobserver-system

splits.W e havem erely considered a variety ofabstractobserversobserving the freeparticlesystem .
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the operatorobservables,and allobserverspresentata particularglobaltim e agreeon the

operatorobservables;stated in the Schr�odingerpicture,allobserverssee unitary evolution

oftheirwavefunctions,and allobserverspresentata particularglobaltim e have the sam e

wavefunction.

In thelatestagesofthiswork Iwasintroduced to thework ofFlem ing.z Itappearsthat

the theory developed here is,in essence,an evolving constants approach to Flem ing’s [4]

hyperplane (at spacelike subm anifold) dependent relativistic quantum m echanics. In a

seriesofpapers[5,6,7,4]Flem inghasdeveloped thetheoryofhyperplanedependentoperator

observables.Hehaseven begun study ofhyperplanedependentquantum �eld theory[7].His

work ism otivated by thestudy ofposition operatorsand thefactthattheNewton-W igner

position operator for a single particle (constructed out ofonly positive frequency m odes)

is not relativistically invariant;ifa particle is localized on one hyperplane,then it is not

localized on anotherthatintersectsthe �rstatthe location ofthe particle. In the present

work,the em phasisison quantization afterevolution asa way to understand quantization

ofsystem swith space ofglobaltim e notequalto IR.W e hope thatourapproach willhelp

to clarify the interpretation ofFlem ing’swork. However,ourm ain purpose isto build up

ideasthatm ay beapplicableto interpreting quantum gravity.

Sm olin’s discussion ofquantum cosm ology in [15],and Crane’s discussion ofquantum

gravity in [16],have m uch in com m on with the above discussion. The relativistic quantum

m echanicspresented here m ay be an exam ple ofthe type ofsituation we are faced with in

quantum gravity.Therem ay bea spaceofglobaltim ewhich issom ething like thespaceof

spacelike subm anifolds. (However,thisparticularspace ofglobaltim e doesn’tquite m ake

sense in the contextofquantum gravity. Fora m ore technicaldiscussion ofthe possibility

ofviewing gravity in thisway see[1,19,20].) An observerm ay de�nea path in this(in�nite

dim ensional)spaceofglobaltim e.Ifwecould �nd a naturalway to relatean experim ental

apparatustosuch apath,then theunderstandingdescribed herem ay provideaconceptually

acceptableview ofquantum gravity,withoutstructuralm odi�cation ofgeneralrelativity or

quantum m echanics.

4. A ppendix: D em onstration ofN on-Locality

To see that it is not possible to de�ne the wave function as a m apping ofspacetim e

to the com plex num bers,we willshow that the wave functions on two di�erent spacelike

subm anifolds(i.e.attwodi�erentglobaltim es)throughtheoriginofthereferencecoordinate

system willnotalwaysagreeatthe origin.The restriction to positive energy stateswillbe

assum ed.Letjp(t;u)ibethebasiseigenketfortheoperator p̂(t;u).From (2.9)we�nd

p̂(t;u)jp(0;0)i= (
p
1+ u2p�u

q

m 2 + p2)jp(0;0)i: (4.1)

From (4.1)itfollowsthatthe basiseigenkets jp(0;0)iand j(
p
1+ u2p�u

p
m 2 + p2)(t;u)i

agreeup to phase:

jp(0;0)i= j(
p
1+ u2p�u

q

m 2 + p2)(t;u)ieif(p;t;u): (4.2)

zIhaveSteveCarlip to thank forthis.
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From (4.2)we can relate the m om entum space wave functions p(p;0;0)and  p(p;t;u)as

follows:

 p(p;0;0)= hp(0;0)j i

= h(
p
1+ u2p�u

q

m 2 + p2)(t;u)j ieif(p;t;u)

=  p(
p
1+ u2p�u

q

m 2 + p2;t;u)eif(p;t;u): (4.3)

Finally,wewritetheposition spacewavefunctions q(q;0;0)and  q(q
0;t;u)in term softhe

m om entum spacewavefunctionsand use(4.3)to obtain:

 q(q;0;0)= hq(0;0)j i

=

Z

dphq(0;0)jp(0;0)ihp(0;0)j i

=

Z

dp
1

p
2�
e
ipq
 p(p;0;0)

=

Z

dp
1

p
2�
e
ipq
 p(

p
1+ u2p�u

q

m 2 + p2;t;u)eif(p;t;u) and;

 q(q
0
;t;u)= hq

0(t;u)j i

=

Z

dphq
0(t;u)jp(t;u)ihp(t;u)j i

=

Z

dp
1

p
2�
e
ipq0

 p(p;t;u): (4.4)

Notethatwhilewecould certainlyintroduceinvariantm easuresin(4.4)withoutchangingthe

below conclusion,thiswould notbe in the spiritofthe interpretation ofrelativity adopted

in the present work. The wave function  p(p;t;u) is associated with a particular global

tim e,and aparticularglobaltim eisassociated with aparticularboostparam eter.Changing

globaltim esisviewed asevolution.(Thisisthe\clean separation ofthedynam icalevolution

problem from thekinem aticaltransform ation problem " thatFlem ing speaksof.[4])

The wave function at the origin ofthe reference coordinate system on the spacelike

subm anifold (t= 0;u = 0)is q(0;0;0),forwhich from (4.4)wehave

 q(0;0;0)=

Z
dp
p
2�
 p(

p
1+ u2p�u

q

m 2 + p2;0;u)eif(p;0;u): (4.5)

(Here we have used the factthatthe lefthand side isindependentoftto choose t= 0 on

therighthand side.) Thewave function attheorigin ofthereferencecoordinatesystem on

thespacelike subm anifold (t= 0;u)is q(0;0;u),forwhich from (4.4)wehave

 q(0;0;u)=

Z
dp
p
2�
 p(p;0;u): (4.6)
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Thisdem onstratesthatourform alism allows q(0;0;0)and  q(0;0;u)to be unequal. For

exam ple,considerthespecialcase p(0;0;u)= �(p).Directcalculation gives

 q(0;0;0)=
1

q

2�(1+ u2)
e
if(um ;0;u)

; and

 q(0;0;u)=
1

p
2�
: (4.7)

Thusitisdem onstrated thatthe form alism developed hereisnon-localin thesense thatit

possesseswhatFlem ing calls\hyperplanedependence".
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