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A bstract

T he reltivistic free particle system in 1+ 1 din ensions is form ulated as a
\biH am itonian system ". O neH am iltonian generates ordinary tin e transla—
tions, and another generates (essentially) boosts. A ny cbserver, accelerated
ornot, sees evolution as the continuous unfolding of a canonical transform a—
tion which m ay be descrbbed using the two H am iltonians. W hen the system
is quantized both H am iltoniansbecom e H emm itian operators in the standard
positive de nite inner product. Hence, each cbserver sees the evolution of
the wave finction as the continuous unfolding of a unitary transform ation in
the standard positive de nite mnerproduct. T he resul appearsto be a con—
sistent single particle Interpretation of relativistic quantum m echanics. This
interpretation has the feature that the wave fuinction is cbserver dependent,
and observables have non-local character, sin ilar to what one m ight expect
n quantum gravity.
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Traditionally it has not been possible to extend the singlk particke interpretation of non—
relativistic quantum m echanics to relativistic quantum m echanics. The m ain problm has
been the Jack of a positive de nite inner product associated w ith a locally conserved current.
T he necessity that the probability density transform as the zeroth com ponent of a 4-vector
Seam s to preclude such inner product.

Tt is shown in thispaperthat the H eisenberg picture form alisn developed in fIi] (m otivated
by R ovelli’s \evolving constants ofthem otion" B]) ladsto a relativistic quantum m echanics
in 1+ 1 din ensions which is a natural extension of non-relativistic quantum m echanics, and
which includes a new notion of conserved current. To m ake contact w ith the problem s of
ordinary relativistic quantum m echanics it is necessary to sw itch to the Schrodinger picture.
Tt is found that doing this requires a paradigm shift; the wavefiinction m ust be associated
w ith an observer-system pair, instead ofw ith a system alone.

A shasbeen suggested by R ovelli 3], perhaps the notion ofan cbserver-independent state
ofa system is awed In a way analogous to the aw in the notion of cbserver-independent si-
m ultaneiy. Iin plem ent this concept in the sin ple exam ple of the quantum m echanics ofthe
relativistic free particle by associating di erent observers (accelerated or not) w ith di erent
sequences of at spacelike subm anifolds ofM inkow ski soace, the subm anifolds perpendicular
to theirworldlines. T he notion of conserved current becom es the notion of consistent uniary
evolution for di erent observers. Thism ay be sum m arized by saying that we regard the In —
portant ob Ect of the form alism to be not a wave function which is a m apping of spacetin e
to the com plex num bers, but rather a m apping of the space of at spacelike subm anifolds of
M Inkow ski space to wavefiinctions on space.

W e will nd that the physical consequence of adopting the above point of view is that
cbservables have non-local character; it is In portant for the interpretation that detectors
not be in nitesim al. Thism akes the result interesting from the point of view of quantum
graviy, which is expected to have this feature. W hether or not this theory can be sensibly
\second quantized", and whether or not the results would agree with experim ent is not
discussed. It is not clear if the type of non-locality predicted would be excluded by existing
experin ental data. However, our results appear to be equivalent to F lem ing’s hyperplane
dependent relativistic quantum m echanics §], so that his discussion [5,6,4,7] is relevant.

1. B iH am iltonian System

In general relativity, asking what is the \tin e" should be replaced by asking what is
the \spacelkke subm anifold". This presents a problem i the interpretation of quantum
m echanics; the standard interpretations of quantum m echanics use the assum ption that the
\tin e" isa realnum ber. B ecause the technical problem s of general relativity are so Inm ense,
it is useful to note that there is an analogous interpretation of tine in soecial relativity.
In special relativity asking what is the \tin e" should be replaced by asking what is the
\ at spacelike subm anifold in M inkow ski space". T hese planes are param etrized by Lorentz
transfomm ations and ordinary tim e transhtions. If we restrict to the (1+ 1)-din ensional
case and x a reference coordinate system , then the straight spacelike lines ( at spacelke
subm anifolds) can be param etrized by the ordinary tin eswhere the lines cross the tim e axis,



t, and a boost param eter, u, whith param etrizes the angles that the lnes m ake w ith the
horizontal. Speci cally et Dbe the anglk that a line m akes w ith the horizontal and take

tan
=P ; 1.1

u=P1 an 2 r’l A

which ranges (1 ;1 ).

An cbserver determ nes a continuous ordered sequence ofplanes, the planesperpendicular
to the 4-velocity of its tin elke path. Henoe, an observer de nesa path n R R by the
evolution ofthe param eterst and u associated with it. W ew illreferto R R asthe space of
globaltin e. C karly the concept of globaltin e can be extended to higher dim ensional special
relativity; the space of globaltin e w illbe higher din ensional. In reference (L] the concept of
a goace of globaltin e isdiscussed In a m ore generalway, w ith reference to quantum gravity.

Let gt;u) and p(t;u) be the position and m om entum in the coordinate system boosted
relative to the reference coordinate system as detem ined by u, at the tim e determm ined by
t. Then we have the follow ing:

Result 1 Any observer, that is any path in the space of golaltim e:
:R'! R R = space of glokal tim e; 12)
T ()l )); 13)

sees evolution ofthe (1+ 1)-dim ensionalfree partick param etersqt( );u( )) andp®( );u( ))
as the continuous unfolding of a canonical transform ation. There are two Ham iltonians

[ [ —
He= 14+ u? m?+ p?; and
w 1 4d—-
Hy=p—— m?+p+ p——qg m?+p* tp 4)
1+ u? 1+ u?

which together determ ine the evolution seen by any observer according to
dg= dtfqyH «gop + dufqyH Gopi
dp = dtfp;H (Jop + dufp;H 4 Gpo: 1.5)

The rst Ham ilonian, H ., describes the evolution as seen by an cbserver who does not
acelrate (ie. t changes whilke u ram ains xed). The second, H ,, describes the evolution
seen by a \highly" accelerated observer (ie. u changeswhile t rem ains xed). Hence, wew ill
say that the (1+ 1)-dim ensional relativistic free particle system isa \biH am iltonian system ".

To dem onstrate Result 1}, work out the expressions for q(t;u) and p (;u) in tem s of the
\initialdata" g(0;0) = ¢ and p(0;0) = py. The calculation is not illum inating and w illbe
om ited. The resul is

q__—
m?+ pp
atu) = ap G +p qL tu; and
1+u? m?+ p§ upg 1+ u? m?+pf up,
P qd—
pu)= 1+ u’py u m2+ ps: 1.6)



Tt may be veri ed by direct substitution that the evolution determ ined by (.6) satis es
equation (1.5). @A gain the calculation is not illim ihatihg and willbe om itted.) Hence, the
evolution is by canonical transfom ation and Resul T is dem onstrated. O f course it m ay
also be veri ed that fq(;u);pGu)gg, = 1.

2. Quantization A fter Evolution

Foran ordinary Ham iltonian system , evolution is given by the H am iltonian equations of
m otion:
A fo;H g; ®_ fp;H g: @d)
dt dt
Ifat some xed initialtine ty we have qy) = @ and p(p) = Py, then at each latertim e, t,

g) and p(t) can be expressed as functions of gy and py :

q) = Q (dpiro);
P =P Gxpipo): @2)

T he evolution is by canonical transfom ation so that

fq;p g = fopipg = 1: 23)

O dinarily In quantizing a Ham iltonian system we make @, pp and H Into Hem iian
operators &, Py and K, and evolve by m eans of the H eisenberg equations ofm otion:
dg 1 A, dB 1 ~
= ‘H]: —= — -H 1: 2.4
R &H 17 & n ©B:H ] @4)
Ifat some xed tine ty we have §(y) = & and P() = Py, then at each Iater tine, t, §(t)
and P (t) can be expressed as functions of & and ¥ :

N

4 = & % it);
P =B & i): 2 5)

T he evolution isby unitary transform ation so that

def

1 1
Eﬁ(t);p(t)]— E@o;po]— 1: 2.6)

W e will refer to the function O on phase space (for exam ple @) which corresoonds to
theoperatoro/\ (orexam ple &) as the classical lim it of G, orO = lin,, (O . In Heisenberg
picture quantization we de ne the classical Iim it of § to be ¢ and the classical 1im it of
B to be pg. That is, the quantization is carrded out at some xed time ty. The use of
the H eisenberg equations of motion to nd §() and p ) for t > t; is supposed to ensure
that limy, (G = gqt) and Iimy, (P = p(). Thism eans that the finctions @ ; ; ) and
B t; ; ) of& and Py are cbtained from the functionsQ (t; ; ) and P (& ; ) of @ and py



by substituting ¢ and B, for g, and p, and choosing \the correct operator ordering". © £
course the choice of operator ordering does not e ect the classical lim it.) Hence, onem ight
attem pt to quantize the system directly by m aking this substitution, w thout reference to the
H eisenberg equations ofm otion. T his operation w illbe called \quantization afterevolution”,
because the evolution problem is solved classically and the whole \already evolved classical
system " is quantized at once. It is closely related to Rovelli’s \evolving constants" picture
of dynam ics P]. Exam ples of this construction have been worked out by Carlip B] in the
context of com paring di erent quantizations.

T he obvious approach to quantizing ourbiH am iltonian system isto tum o, po, H+ (G1)
and H, (tju) into hem itian operators &, Py, K+ (u) and K, ;u), and evolve to arbitrary
glbal tin e (t;u) usihg the pair of H eisenberg equations of m otion. There is, however, a
potential problem here. D ue to operator ordering am biguities, evolving from the globaltin e
(to;ug) to the global time (t;u) by di erent paths in the space of global tine m ay yield
di erent results. That is to say, an cbserver who m oves from globaltine (ty;uq) to global
tine (;u) by accelerating from speed vy and then decelerating back to speed vy may nd
di erent operators §(t;u) and P (t;u) then an observer who m akes the trip (through the space
of global tin ) by staying at the constant velocity vy . If the nam e \gpace of global tim e" is
worth is sal, then all cbservers should agree on §(t;u) and p(Gu).

N otenow that the operation ofquantization afterevolution, applied to thebiH am iltonian
system , is inherently path independent. Ifwe x som e \nnitial" globaltin e (ty;ug), then for
each (;u) we nd that g;u) and p(tu) are expressed as functions of glty;ug) = o and
p(toiug) = po:

gtru) = Q Gurdmrpo)
pu) =P Gurgpipo): @.7)

The functions Q and P are given explicitly in equation (1.6). Q uantization after evolution
Involves substituting & and ¥y, or @ and py In the functions Q and P and choosing the
operator orderings so that §(t;u) and pP(t;u) are hem itian and rwlhted to & and ¥y by a
uniary transfom ation for all ;u). The In portant point, however, is that no m atter what
operator orderings are chosen, the above substitution yields unigue values for §(t;u) and
P Eu) Preach (tu), and therefore avoids the issue of path dependence m entioned above.

Now lt us quantize the biH am iltonian system using quantization after evolution. W e
substitute the operators ¢, and ) r q and p, in the fiinctions Q and P (equation (1.6)),
and choose the m ost cbvious operator orderings which m ake §(t;u) and P (t;u) Hem itian in
the inner product 7

@tu) @tu)dg 2.8)

(Where ¢ is represented by m ultiplication by ¢ and g, is represented by Ei@%). The result
is

[ | —
1 m?2+ 15
atiu) = -Gp e
2 1+u® m?2+p5 up,




S

1 m?+ P
21+ u? m2+ 2 up, 1+u? m?2+ g up,
P T ——
pEGu)= 1+u’ u m?2+ B3 2.9)

[
The operator m?+ % may be de ned by means of spectral decom position. To get a

\sihgle particle Interpretation" only the positive (or negative) root of the eigenvalues of the
operator m 2 + ¢ should be retained. This is in some sense Justi ed by the fact that the
classical H am iltonian is the positive branch of the square root ofm ? + pj. The de nition of
the square root operator in this way hasbeen discussed In [4].

W e do not yet know if§(t;u) and pE;u) are related to & and ¥y by a unitary transfor-
m ation for all (;u). To verfy this, wemake Hy and H, into Hem iian operatorsHAt and
H, by choosing the m ost obvious operator orderings which m ake them Hem itian:

o P—d—
He= 1+ u? m?+ p; and
9q — _— q —

1 1
pi m?+ P2+ piq m2+p2+—p— m?+ g t: 2.10)
1+ u? 27 1+ 27 1+

It is straightorward to verify that the expressions for §(t;u) and p(;u) €.9) satisfy the
H eisenberg equations of m otion

€q_ Lo, ®_ 1.

@t_ .] QIHt]I @t ) let]l

Clej 1 A @p 1 ~

— = _—KH.; —= —p;H 211
@Qu jhEq ] @Qu Jhrp uly ( )

o that operator evolution is by unitary transform ation.
W e have now dem onstrated the ollow ng:

R esult 2 Any observer, that is any path in the space of glolaltim e:
:R'! R R = space of glokal tim e; (.12)
T &C)ul)); @13)

sees evolution of the free partick operators §E( );u( )) and pE( );u( )) as the continuous

unfolding of a unitary transfom ation in the standard positive de nite inner product,
z

@tiu) @tu)dg (2.14)

where ¢ is represented by m ulbplication with ¢ and ¥, is represented by 2 i @q . There are

two Ham itonians @.10) which together determ ine this evolution for any observer according
©

1 1
dg= dtJh Kj, 1+ duE Kj,

1 1 A
dp = dtJh ©;H t]+ dujh ©B;H . 1: (2.15)



T he evolution is consistent in the sense that all observers agree on the operators §(t;u) and
p;u) for each gokaltme (Gu).

The rst Ham ittonian, H, descrbes the operator evolution as seen by an cbserver who
does not accekrate (ie. t changes whilk u ram ains xed). The second, HAu, describes the
evolution seen by a \highly" accelerated observer (ie. u changeswhilke t rem ains xed). For
an unaccelerated observer there is a wave function on spacetin e which satis es the square
root Schodinger equation. This equation has been discussed In §] and . {Q]. In Q] the
positive root is taken so that there are no negative frequency m odes. Strictly speaking, it
is only in this way that a \shglk particle interpretation" is obtained, sihce the negative
frequency m odes are generally considered to represent di erent particles. This gives rise
to m any interesting issues conceming the localization of particles and position operators
i1,12,13,14,8]. A s mentioned below, these issues kad to an altemative m otivation for
the present work. It is also possble to relax the restriction to a single particlke and allow
negative energy m odes; the eigenvalues of the square root operator acting on the negative
energy m odes are sin ply taken to be negative. H owever, as discussed in f1(], there is som e
question as to the correct way to introduce interactions between the positive and negative
energy m odes In the setting of the square root Schrodinger equation.

3. Interpretation ofResuls

W e have de ned operators §(t;u) and P(t;u) on the space of globaltine, R R, which
\evolve" by unitary transform ation along any path in the space of global tine, wih the
standard positive de nite Inner product. (The reader is rem Inded that the space of global
tin e In the exam ple of this paper is the space of at sgpacelike subm anifolds of M inkow ski
soace.) T he relevant path in the space ofglobaltim e is sihgled out by the choice of cbserver.
Tt is the st of subm anifolds perpendicular to the observer’s worldline. This allow s us to
m ake physical predictions of the follow Ing form : an cbserver m ay m easure an cbservablk at
globaltine (tp;uy), Prexam ple §(tp;uy), thus producing a state j g1 which is an eigenstate
ofq(tiuo),

Qto;u0)J 01= qltoiuo)] oL @d)

the observer m ay then evolve along any path in the space of globaltine to (;u) (ifu € ug
this w ill nvolve acceleration), and predict the outoom e of s m easurem ent of, for exam plk,
4 ;u). The expectation value for the observer’s second m easurem ent ish ¥ E;u)j o1
The above inplies that di erent glkbal tin es are regarded as di erent \tines". To

understand the physical im plication ofthis, consider the case n which the observer is located
on the tin e axis of the reference coordinate system when it m akes its second m easurem ent.
Then the di erent global tines (t;u) and u% nd the cbserver at the same point In
spacetin e. Hence the fact that §;u) 6 §¢;u’) when u 6 u® in plies that the probability
am plitude for the outoom e ofa position m easurem ent depends on the cbserver’s velociy, not
Just on the cbserver’s position in spacetin e. This re ects the fact that di erent velocities
ocorrespond to di erent de nitions of \sin ultaneous", that isto di erent spatial slices through
the observer’s position in spacetin e. It isphysically sensible as Iong asthe ocbserver’s detector



isof nitesize hotin nitesim al), because a detectorof nite size at globaltin e (t;u) occupies
a di erent region of spacetin e (di erent spatial slice) than when it isat globaltin e (t;u 9. &
ollow s that m easurem ents ofthe position operators § (t;u) and §(t;u’ are genuinely di erent
physical m easurem ents. A lthough i would seem to be in possible to determm ine a particlke’s
position w ith an in nitesim al detector, we should note that these statem entsbreak down for
an In nitesin al detector; the position In soacetin e of an in nitesim al detector located on
the tin e axis is lndependent ofu. In this sense, non—-locality ofphysical cbservables plays an
In portant part in this form ulation of relativistic quantum m echanics. It is not inm ediately
clear if this kind of non—Jocality is incom patible w ith experim ental results. A careful study
of the m easurem ent process is necessary.

To understand how this Interpretation relates to the standard problam s of relativistic
quantum m echanics it is necessary to sw itch to the Schrodinger picture. Correspoonding to
each global tin e is an instantaneous wave function de ned on the spacelike subm anifold
associated w ith the globaltin e. H owever, spacelke subm anifolds which correspond to dif-
ferent globaltin esm ay intersect in spacetin e. T here appears to be no reason to believe that
the instantaneous wave fiinctions de ned on the subm anifolds w ill agree at the Intersection
points. In the Appendix we show that in general they do not. Hence, it is not possible to
de ne the wave function as a m apping of spacetin e to the com plex num bers. Instead, the
In portant cb pct of the form alian is a m apping of the space of global tine ( at spacelike
planes in M inkow ski space) to wave functions on soace:

:fembeddings )} M Jjgpacelike and atg! ; 32)

where is the com plex dualof , and in n+1 dinensions is R ". An observer is then
associated w ith a sequence of Instantaneous wave functions, di erent sequences for di erent
observers. Only if the cbserver is unaccelerated is it clear that this gives rise to a wave
finction on spacetim e. (A sm entioned earlier, this wave function w ill satisfy the square root
Schrodinger equation.)

In essence, the observer has been \relativized" (as Smolin puts it {I3]). The state is
not considered as an cb pct associated w ith the physical system , but rather as an ob fct
associated w ith an dbserver observing a physical system i; In Rovelli’s 1993 preprint \On
Quantum M echanics" {3, he suggests that the notion of observer-ndependent state of a
system may be awed in a way analogous to the aw in the notion of observer-independent
sin ultaneiy. In the construction of the present paper, if g(t;u) and q@;u’ have di erent
valieswhen u 6 1’ then the operatorsassociated w ith them , §(t;u) and § ¢;u?), are di erent.
This seem s to be sensible and indeed necessary if the theory is to have the correct classical
lin it. Yet it m eans that, in the H eisenberg picture, cbservers at the sam e point In spacetin e
m oving at di erent velocities naturally m easure di erent operator observables. Sw itching to
the Schrodinger picture, it m eans that these cbservers are naturally associated w ith di erent
wavefunctions. This is a consequence of the fact that their notions of sin ultaneity are
di erent. Hence we are led to accept the suggestion ofR ovelli, and closely related suggestions

Stated another way, it is an ob fct associated w ith a set of m easurem ents that have been m ade together
wih a set of m easurem ents that can be made. This seem s to tie in wih consistent histories quantum
m echanics.



of Smolin [I5], and Crane [14], and to propose this som ewhat unconventional relativistic
quantum m echanics§

To evaluate the selfconsistency of a theory of this form we must discuss the issue of
m ultiple observers. C onsider the free particle system w ith two cbservers, O bserver N um ber
One and Observer Number Two. In its calculations, O bserver Number O ne can always,
if necessary, consider the larger system of O bserver Number Two Interacting w ith the firee
particke. A slong asthisisa sensble physicalsystem , then O bserver N um ber O new illnot nd
any contradictions. Hence, O bserver Num ber O ne w illnot nd a contradiction as long as it
doesn’t ignore part ofthe physical system , nam ely O bserver Num ber T wo, in its calculations.
O f oourse if Observer Num ber T wo never Interacts w ith O bserver Num ber O ne, and never
Interacts w ith the fiee particle (exospt, possbly, to duplicate som e of the m easuram ents
m ade by Observer Number O ne), then Observer Number O ne need only consider the free
particle system in its calculations. Rovelli has discussed interpretational issues of this type
in B]. The inportant point is that we avoid intermal inconsistencies by studying cbserver-
system pairs, instead of system s in the abstract. Another way to say this is that we study
sequences of m easurem ents. Hence, this approach is related to consistent histories quantum
m echanics. (T he relativistic quantum m echanics of the free particle appears to be sensble
in the consistent histories fomm alisn [7,181.)

T he key elem ent that allow s this single particle interpretation to succeed is the replace-
m ent ofthe notion of locally conserved current w ith the notion of consistent unitary evolution
for di erent cbservers. For a classical particke ux the answer to the question \W hat is the
probabilty for nding a particle In a certain region of spacetin e?" is observer indepen-—
dent. This is the essence of the concept of locally conserved current. However, an actual
m easuram ent detem Ining if a particke is n a region of spacetin e consists of perform ing a
m easuram ent to detem ine if a particke is In a region of space, and then continuing this
m easuram ent or som e period of tim e. Ifdi erent soatial slices are used to de ne sin ultane—
iy, then a di erent experin ental procedure is required. A though classical special relativity
predicts that these two experin ental proocedures w ill yield the sam e resul, it is not clear
that this equivalence should be regarded as an essential elem ent of a relativistic theory. The
version of quantum m echanics presented here is proclkain ed to be relativistic because the
quantization map Q;u) 7T d@u);pu) T pPpE;u)) induces an isom orphism between two
representations of the group generated by Lorentz transfom ations and tin e translations,
one with representation space f(;u);pu)) Jju 2 Rg and the other with represen-—
tation space f @u);P(u)) jbu 2 Rg. Ik is a matter of taste whether or not this is
enough to call the theory relativistic. The present theory does not predict that the two
experin ental procedures described above w ill yield the sam e result. In this version of rela—
tivistic quantum m echanics the answer to the question \W hat is the probability for nding
a particle In a certain region of spacetin e?" is cbserver dependent. The closest conospt to
that of locally conserved current that is allowed is that of consistent unitary evolution for
di erent observers: stated in the H eisenberg picture, all cbservers see unitary evolution of

YC ertainly, the result obtained here doesnot capture the full spirit ofthe w ork ofR ovelli, Sm olin, and C rane.
T he free particle system isnot su ciently com plex; it isnot possible to consider a variety of observer-system
splits. W e have m erely considered a variety of abstract observers observing the free particle system .



the operator cbservables, and all cbservers present at a particular global tin e agree on the
operator observables; stated in the Schrodinger picture, all observers see unitary evolution
of their wavefunctions, and all observers present at a particular global tin e have the sam e
wavefiinction.

In the Jate stages of thiswork Iwas Introduced to the work of F kem ingyi Tt appears that
the theory developed here is, in essence, an evolving constants approach to Flem ing’s 4]
hyperplane ( at spacelike subm anifold) dependent relativistic quantum mechanics. In a
series of papers {§,6,771,4]F lm ing has developed the theory ofhyperplane dependent operator
observables. H e haseven begun study ofhyperplane dependent quantum eld theory E_?.]. His
work ism otivated by the study of position operators and the fact that the New ton-W igner
position operator for a single particle (constructed out of only positive frequency m odes)
is not wlativistically invariant; if a particlke is localized on one hyperplane, then it is not
localized on another that Intersects the rst at the location of the particke. In the present
work, the em phasis is on quantization after evolution as a way to understand quantization
of system s w ith space of globaltin e not equalto R . W e hope that our approach w ill help
to clarify the Interpretation of Flem ing’s work. However, our m ain purpose is to build up
deas that m ay be applicable to Interpreting quantum gravity.

Sm olin’s discussion of quantum cosm ology In [1§], and Crane'’s discussion of quantum
gravity in 1], have much in comm on w ith the above discussion. The relativistic quantum
m echanics presented here m ay be an exam ple of the type of situation we are faced with in
quantum gravity. There m ay be a space of global tin e which is som ething lke the space of
goacelke subm anifolds. H owever, this particular space of global tin e doesn’t quite m ake
sense In the context of quantum gravity. For a m ore technical discussion of the possibility
of view ing gravity in thisway see [I,19,20].) An observerm ay de ne a path in this (in nite
din ensional) space of globaltime. If we could nd a naturalway to relate an experin ental
apparatus to such a path, then the understanding described herem ay provide a conceptually
acosptable view of quantum gravity, w ithout structuralm odi cation of general relativity or
quantum m echanics.

4. Appendix: D em onstration ofN on-Locality

To see that it is not possibble to de ne the wave function as a m apping of spacetim e
to the com plex numbers, we will show that the wave functions on two di erent spacelike
subm anifolds (ie. attwo di erent globaltin es) through the origin ofthe reference coordinate
system will not always agree at the origin. T he restriction to positive energy states w ill be
assum ed. Let P (t;u)ibe the basis eigenket for the cperator p (t;u) . From @:9-) we nd

P qd——
PEuwP0;0i= ( 1+ u?p u m?2+ p?)Pp0;0)i: @)

e rP— -
From @.1) i follow s that the basis eigenkets p(0;0)i and j( 1+ u?p upm2 + %) Gu)i
agree up to phase:
p—— qd— .
PO;0)i= 3 1+ u?p u m?2+ p?)(tu)ie ), 42)

?T have Steve C arlip to thank for this.




From (__.2:) we can relate the m om entum space wave functions  ©;0;0) and ; (;tu) as
follow s:

o ©70;0)=1p(©0;0)] 1
p— — d—— )
=h( 1+ u?p u m?2+ p?)(Gu)j et e

P q— .
o 1+u’p u m?+ pgu)et O, 4 3)

Finally, we w rite the position space wave functions 4(;0;0) and 4 @%t;u) In tem s ofthe
m om entum space wave flinctions and use 4.3) to cbtain:

¢@0;0)=g@©0;0)] i
Z

aphg (0;0) p (0;0)ip (0;0)] 1
z

1 .
dpp2:elpq p ©70;0)
z 1l o P—— = if (i)
dpp2:e p( 1+ up u m + p?;tu)e” P and;

G @itw) = w7 i
Z
dehe Gu) P Gw)itp (u) 1

z 1 o
= dppzze p Pit;u): @4)

N ote that whilewe could certainly introduce invariantm easures in (@.4) w ithout changing the
below oconclusion, this would not be in the spirit of the interpretation of relativity adopted
In the present work. The wave function  (p;t;u) is associated with a particular global
tin e, and a particular globaltin e is associated w ith a particularboost param eter. C hanging
globaltim es isviewed asevolution. (T his isthe \clean separation ofthe dynam icalevolution
problem from the kinem atical transfom ation problem " that F lem ing speaks of. 1)

The wave function at the origin of the reference coordinate system on the spacelike
subm anifbld (= Oju= 0) is 4(0;0;0), Hrwhich from {4.4) we have

Z q—
dp b 2 2 ) if @;0u)
¢0;0;0) = 192: p( 1+ up u m<+ p7;0;u)e” """ 4.5)

(H ere we have used the fact that the keft hand side is iIndependent of t to choose t= 0 on
the right hand side.) The wave function at the origin of the reference coordinate system on
the spacelke subm aniold (t= 0;u) is 4(0;0;u), orwhich from {@.4) we have

Z dp
q0;0;u) = P= p i0;u): (4.6)
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This dem onstrates that our form alisn allows 4(0;0;0) and 4(0;0;u) to be unequal. For

exam ple, consider the specialcase [ (0;0;u) = (o). D irect calculation gives
1 if um ;0;u)
q0;0;0) = §=—=¢ 71l and
2 1+ uv?)
1
¢ (0;05u) = 19?: @.)

Thus it is dem onstrated that the formm alism developed here is non—local In the sense that it
possesses what F Jem ing calls \hyperplane dependence".
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