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A bstract

W e review how antiparticlks m ay be introduced in classical relativistic m echanics,
and em phasize that m any of their paradoxical properties can be m ore transparently
understood in the classical than In the quantum dom ain.

I. Introduction

Recently,! we reviewed brie y the physics and early history of the Foldy{W outhuysen
transfom ation,?”* em phasizing that the transfom ed representation is the only one in which
a clhssical Iim it of the D irac equation can be m eaningfully extracted, in tem s of particles
and antijparticles. But few textbooks actually describe how antiparticles can be deal w ith
n classical m echanics. D iscussions of antiparticles usually begin w ith the \negative energy
problem ": the nevitabl Introduction, In relativistic m echanics, of what appears to be a
\spurious" set of m irror eigenstates of negative energy; their reinterpretation by D irac as
\holes" n a lked Fem isea ofvacuum electrons; and their further reform ulation, in quantum

eld theory, as com pktely valid eigenstates in their own right. But this introduction is
altogether too late: whilk its appearance In a course on relativistic quantum m echanics
re ects accurately the historical developm ent of the theory of antiparticles, it can tend
to hide com pktely the fact that it is relhtivistic m echanics itself that m akes possbl the
phencom enon of antjparticle m otion | quantum m echanics is by no m eans a prerequisite.

A rguably, a thorough prelin inary understanding of the classical theory of antiparticles
better equips the student for tackling the sam e issues when they arise In relation to the D irac
equation. It is this topic that we shall review In this paper.

IT. The proper tim e

Consider a structureless point particle. Classically, its kinem atical state at any tine t
consists sin ply of the three com ponents of its threeposition z (t). W e assum e that z (t)
is a continuous function of t that is su ciently di erentiable for our purposes. In special
relativity, we form the fourposition z ofthe particle:

Z (trz);
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where we shallalways use unis n which ¢= 1. The continuous function z (t) speci es the
path ofthe particle in M inkow ski spacetin e| itswordline. To param eterize its \length", n
a Lorentz-invariant way, we consider an in nitesin aldi erential elem ent of the path,

dz () @tdz ©);

where dz (t) isthe in nitesim alchange in position z (t) In the In nitesim altin e Interval from
tto t+ dt. W e now consider the Lorentz-invariant quantity

d?® dz ©dz © d¢ dz?w); 1)

whereweemplya +; ; ; )metrdc. W hat wewould like to do isde ne a quantity d (t)
that would provide a m easure of \length" along the worldline. But the Lorentz-nvariant
expression (1) involves notd , but rather the square ofd . Thus,d can only be de ned up
to a sign:

q
d dz dz : @)

T o Investigate them eaning ofthisam biguiyy in the sense ofd , et us considerthe soecialcase
In which the particle is instantaneously at rest, w ith respect to our own inertial coordinate
system :

In this case, we nd

The solution d = dt for a particle at rest is the one usually presented In Introductory texts
on special relativity: such a d  is ocbviously equal to the passage of tin e as m easured In
the instantaneous rest fram e of the particle. For a particle undergoing arbitrary relativistic
m otion, we assum e that the particle itself possesses its own \cum ulative tin e" or \age",
which we term the proper tim e, that can be calculated by summ Ing up allofthe d along
its worldlne:

where (E) is the proper tim e at event E on the worldline, and where the event E; on the
worldline de nes the (@ibitrary) origin of . Since the worldline of any classical particlke
passes through each constant—t hyperplane once and only once, we can replace the events E
and Eq by their corresgoonding coordinate tin es t and ty, and hence determ ine  asa function
oft:

; )

where we have m ade use of Eqg. (1):

do_¥, do’ 9 v e —:
dt dt ©



T he standard textbook result (3) show sthat when the speaed v ofthe particle ism uch sn aller
than the spead of light, the factor (t) is close to unity, and the passage of proper tine is
Indistinguishabl from that of coordinate tin e; but if the particlke’s m otion is such that its
soeed rises to an appreciable fraction of the speed of light, the factor (t) rises above unity,
and the particke \ages" m ore slow Iy. In all cases, however, the particle gets older: special
relativity only seem s to m odify the rate; it warps our view of the world, but it does not
throw i into reverse.

ITI. C lassical antiparticles

Let usnow consider the other solution in Eq. 2) for a partick at rest, nam ely,
d = dt: )

Even to a student possessing a good know ledge of special relativity, Eq. (4) does not look
fam iliar at all. Ik seam s to Inply that a particle at rest wih respect to our Lorentz co-—
ordinate system m ight som ehow believe that tin e evolves In the opposite direction to what
we do! For exam ple, if we detemm ine that som e spacetin e event E° is de nitely earlier than
another event E? (ie., E° lies w ithin the backward lightcone of E®), then a particle whose
own \proper tin e" cbeys (4) would insist, to the contrary, that E® is de nitely Jater than E®
(ie. from the partick’s point of view , E® lies w thin the forward lightcone of E?).

The problem is that, by the principles of relativity, such a particke is jist as valid an
observer of the universe as we are: it agrees w ith us that the soeed of light isuniy in all
Inertial fram es. W e have no physically acoeptable justi cation for dism issing its counter—
Intuitive view of the world. W e must conclide that both of the solutions () are equally
valid de nitions of the passage of proper tin e. (T his is analogous to the fact? that both the
retarded and the advanced Lienard{W iechert potentials for a point charge are equally valid
solutions of M axwell’s equations.)

A m ed w ih a thorough know ledge of relativistic quantum m echanics and quantum eld
theory, Stueckeberg® and Feynm an®/’?® m ade the follow ing realization: a particle orwhich
d evolves in the opposite sense to the dt in our particular Lorentz fram e of reference is
sin ply in antiparticle m otion w ith respect to us. O fcourse, there are no classical forces that
can change \particle m otion" into \antiparticle m otion"| the two regin es are as dispint as
the Interjors of the forward and backw ard lightoones; but, even classically, this does not bar
the possbility that a particle m ight have always been In antiparticle m otion.

Follow ing this argum ent to its logical conclision, it could be noted that there isa sim ilar
am biguity of sign when param eterizing path lengths in Euclidean space, since there the
Invariant interval is also squared:

dr dzz;

and hence we could equally wellm easure length one way along the path, or In the opposite
way. But we are alrady used to the idea that, at a fuindam ental level, traveling to the keft
isnomore di culk than traveling to the right. The crucialdi erence in M inkow ski space is

precisely the fact that classical forces do not reverse the sense in which \tim e is traversed";
our intuition w ith G alilan m echanics is rooted m ly in the belief that everyone agrees on



the direction that tin e is traveling. R elativistically boosting to another fram e of reference
\warps" the rate at which clocks tick, but it does not reverse it; In contrast, tin ereversal
is a discrete symm etry, and cannot be brought into contact w ith \intuitive" physics by a
continuous transform ation.

Iv.C,P,and T

Anotherway of recognizing the possbility of the existence of antjparticle m otion, In any
relativistically com plete theory of m echanics, is to consider the fundam ental sym m etries of
the Lorentz group | nam ely, those transfom ations under which the interval (1) is lnvariant.
Intuitive, ntroductory constructions of the proper tin e generally m ake use of everyday ob-
Bcts, such as people, trains, m easuring rods, clocks, and so on. In thinking about such
everyday objects| even In relativistic term s| we usually only consider proper Lorentz trans—
form ations (poosts and rotations) | or, atm ost, orthochronous ones (oroper transform ations
w ith orw ithout the parity transform ation) . But the interval (1) is also Invariant under non—
orthochronous Lorentz transform ations| those nvolving the tin ereversaloperation| and it
is precissly such transfom ations that convert what appears to be \nom al" particle m otion
into \antiparticlke" m otion.

Let us m ake this argum ent m ore concrete. Consider the parity operation, which in
classical physics sin ply changes the sign ofthe spatial coordinates in a given Lorentz fram e:

P :x! X
T he tim ereversal operation does likew ise for the tin e coordinate:
T :t! t:
U nder the com bined operations of P and T , all four com ponents ofdz are reversed in sign:
PT :dz ! dz : )

T he threevelocity, being a ratio of the spatialpart dz to the tem poralpart dz°, is therefore
unchanged:

dz
PT :v — ! wv:
dt

Let us now try to de ne proper tin e so that the sign of d is always taken In the same
sense as dt. Consider a free particle, that has a threesvelocity v in a given Lorentz fram e of
reference; and ¥t us de ne

d =+—; )

where we always de ne as the positive squareroot:




The choice of sign (6) ktsus label the worldline w ith valuesof 1n the \standard" way, such
that the values Increase in the direction of increasing coordinate tim e t.

Ifwe now apply the operation P T to the above Lorentz fram e, we are placed In a new,
equally valid Lorentz fram e, in which all directions| space and tine| have been reversed.
But this operation does not a ect our markings on the partick’s worldline, since the
proper tin e is a property of the particle itself. T hus, w ith respect to the new Lorentz fram e,

Increases In the direction of decreasing coordinate tim e t:

T hus, ifwe Insist on the Invarance of classical m echanics under the com plete Lorentz group
(@swedo In allother form s of relativisticm echanics), we nd that forevery possble solution
of the equations of motion wih the choice of the positive sign n Eq. 2), there exists
an equally possbl solution in which the negative sign is chosen. By the Stueckeberg(
Feynm an interpretation, this transform ation is the classical particlke{antpartick (or \charge-
conjigation") transform ation, so kt us label it as such:

c: ! : (7)
Let us denote by the choice of sign n Eq. Q): = +1 if the particle is n \nom al
particke" m otion w ith respect to ourown Lorentz frame (ie., d =dt> 0);whermas = 1 if

the partick is in \antiparticke" m otion (ie. d =dt< 0). (The symbol issom etin esused In
Introductory texts for the ratio v=c, but In naturalunits i is sin pler to jist use the ntuitive
symbolv for this Jatter quantity. Tt isto m aintain consistency w ith the results of the Foldy{
W outhuysen transom ation'”® that we usethe symbol forthe classicalparticle{antiparticle
num ber.)

W ith the de nition (7), classicalm echanics possesses all three discrete sym m etry opera—
tionsC, P, and T required for a relativistically Invariant system ofm echanics. C lassically,
all of these operations comm ute, and each of them individually squares to uniy. W e ex—
pect that the equations of m otion of classical physics w ill be invarant under the combined
operation CP T .

V .Antiparticles in the realworld

Let us now show that the classical C operation yields \antiparticlkes" in the everyday
sense of the word, ie., that the antjparticle of an electron is a positron, and so on. To do
50, I su ces to give our classical point particle two characteristics: an electric charge g, and
amassm . W e assum e that the quantities g and m are Lorentz scalars, and are unchanged
under any of the operations C, P, or T, as de ned above. W e shall show how the usual
Interpretation ofC as changing the sign ofthe \e ective" charge is to be understood shortly.)

Let us rst consider the ekctrom agnetic Interaction. This is a vector interaction, which
couples to the electrom agnetic vector current density of the point charge,’

Z
i) g d YK oz()u (); ®)
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whereu () isthe Purwvelbciy of the particle:

u ii=( ; V) ©)

The delta function and -integration in (8) are necessary to obtain a current density from

the tra pctory of the point particle (the density of a point particke being in nite on its
worldline and zero outside) ; but the essentialpropertiesof j (x) are contained in the classical
electrom agnetic current vector,

J au : 10)

From Eg. (9) we see that u is both C-odd and P T-odd, since dz is C-even and P T-odd,
whereasd isby de nition C-odd and P T-even. Thus, since g is assum ed to be unchanged
by C orPT aswe have de ned them, J isalo C-odd and P T-odd. (The density j &)
clearly possesses the sam e symm etries as J , sihoe the delta function In (8) ise ectively an
even function of its argum ent, and under the C operation the sign ofd is reversed, but so
too are the lim its of integration.) T he formm er property is of particular in portance for us:

cC:J ! J : 1)

The result (11) tellsus that, as far the electrom agnetic interaction is concemed, antiparticle
( = 1) motion ofa charged particke appears the sam e as an \equivalent nom alparticke",
wih = +1, wih the sam e threewvelociy v as the original particle, but w ith the opposite
\e ective" charge, since

dz dz

J qd—:(q)d( )I

For exam ple, a particke of charge g, at rest, but In antjparticle m otion, generates a static
Coulomb eld that is equivalent to that from a \nom al" particke at rest of charge q. It is
In this sense| of replacihg antiparticlke m otion by an \equivalent nom al partick" with an
opposite \e ective" charge| that the classical particle{antiparticlk operation C is a \charge
con ugation"” operation.

Let us now determ ine the m ass of the \equivalent nom al particke" corregponding to
antiparticle m otion. A prior, it m ay not be clkar how we can m ake such a detem ination.
However, if we believe E instein’s theory of general relativity which we do here), then the
equivalence principle tells us that \inertial" m ass and \gravitational" m ass are one and the
sam e thing: they both represent the coupling ofm atter to spacetim e. Thus, we can sin ply
carry out the sam e analysis as we perform ed above for the electrom agnetic interaction, but
now w ih regard to the gravitational interaction.

G ravitation is a tensor interaction, which couples to the m echanical stress{energy tensor
current density of our point particle:

Z 1
t ® m d YK z()u (Hu (): (12)

1

A galn, the delta function and integration over and are required for the purposes of con—
verting a pointlike tractory into a density; the essential properties oft (x) are contained
in the classicalm echanical current tensor,

T muu : 3)



In thiscase, we nd that T isC-even, sihce it contains two factorsofu :
C:T T

T hus, as far as the gravitational interaction is concemed, a particke ofm assm In antiparticle
motion ( = 1) is Indistinguishabl from the sam e particle ofm assm in the corresponding
particlemotion ( = +1). Forexam pl, the gravitational eld ofa starm ade ofantin atter is
the sam e asthat ofan identical star in which the antin atter is replaced by nom alm atter; a
collection of such starswould all attract each other gravitationally. By the equivalence prin—
ciple, this nvariance of the m ass of the \equivalent nom al particle" under the C operation
is true in full generality.

T he above exam ples have concentrated on the elds generated by particles in antiparticle
m otion, but the sam e conclusions can be draw n from the equations ofm otion forthe particles
under the in uence of given extermnal elds. In the gravitational cass, the m assm actually
drops out of the equations ofm otion (again, by the equivalence principle), and the equation
ofm otion is sin ply the geodesic equation,’

— = uu: 14)

If the particle is In antiparticle m otion, we can again replace it by an \egquivalent nom al
particke": since

du d?z B d?z 15)
d d 2 d( )2
and
dz dz
u — = ; 16)
d da( )

we can rew rite the geodesic equation (14) in the fom

d?z dz dz
d( )? da( )d¢ )

14

which show sthat the \equivalent nom alparticle" acts in the sam e way as any otherparticl.
In the electrom agnetic case, the equation of m otion is the Lorentz foree law , which in
relativistic form is
du
L PN 17)
d m
whereF  representsan extemalelectrom agnetic eld. A gain, ifthe particle is In antiparticle
m otion, we can use the properties (15) and (16) to rew rite Eq. (17) In the fom

d?z d
95 Z
d( )2 m

- aC )’

Hence the \equivalent nom al particlke" has the sign of its e ective chargeto-m ass ratio
negated com pared to that of the actual particle; and since we have already determ ined that



is mass is unchanged, we conclude that it is its \e ective charge" that changes sign, in
agream ent w ith our analysis above.

V I. The \negative energy problem "

Finally, let us discuss a subtlety that is a frequent source of confusion for the student:
the existence and interpretation of an energy{m om entum foursector for antjparticles. T he
sub et arisesm ost naturally when we consider the Lagrangian and H am iltonian form ulations
of mechanics (which are of course of vital im portance in the construction of a quantum
m echanical description); but In introductory courses and textbooks it is often presented in
a som ew hat confiising and contradictory m anner.

Let us continue to consider our classicalpoint particle ofm assm and charge gq. R elativis—
tically, the construction of a m anifestly covariant set of generalized coordinates is som ew hat
delicate:*1° we would like to treat all our com ponents z of the position four+vector of the
particle n an equal fashion, w ith the \tin e" param eter preferentially given by the Lorentz—
Invariant proper tine . But the existence of the de nition (1) tells us that only three of
the com ponents of z are actually lndependent of ; and the Lagrangian and Ham iltonian
form ulations of m echanics are greatly com plicated if all of the generalized coordinates are
not actually independent °

O ne way to circum vent these problam s is to take the \tin e" param eter of the Lagrangian
or Ham itonian form alisn to be the \ -tine", where

a <. a8)

m
The quantity isa Lorentz scalar, since both and m are Lorentz scalars; and shoem is
even underC,P ,and T ,thequantity hasthe sam e sym m etry propertiesas ; in particular,

c: !

To show that the sin pl rede nition (18) solves the independence problm , one need sim ply
note that the mass (rstenergy) m ( ) of a general system need not be a constant of the
m otion. Thus, whilk one of the four com ponents of z is still di erentially dependent on
through Eq. (1), all four com ponents of z are, in general, ndependent of , since them in
Eqg. (18) may vary as a function of . A usefilbonus of this approach is that all equations
in the -tine fom alisn can be w ritten In such a way that that the quantitiesm and never
explicitly appear; the form alismn m ay then be applied equally well to m asskss particles (for
which exists, but orwhichm = 0 and isunde nablk).

A som ewhat sin pli ed version of this approach is not to actually use the -tine at all,
but rather to sin ply \pretend" that isnot n fact constrained by Eq. (1) until affer the
equations ofm otion have been obtained. T he resuls are the sam g, so ket us follow this latter,
sin pli ed approach. A suitable Lagrangian can, or exam ple, be chosen to be®

1
L=§muu + quA ; 19)

where A is the electrom agnetic fourpotential:

A (";A):



Using Egs. (10) and (13), we can recognize the Lagrangian (19) as sin ply a straightforward
coupling of the tensor and vector currents of the particle to their corresponding gauge elds:

1
L=-T g +JA

The canonicalm om entum com ponents p  conjugate to the generalized degrees of freedom
z are cbtained from (19) In the standard way:
QL
P —=mu + @ : (20)
@Qu
T he Euler{Lagrange equations ofm otion then yield the Lorentz roe law (17) !

A oorresponding Ham itonian formulation of this sam e classical theory may be con-
structed In two di erent ways. On the one hand, a \m anifestly-covariant H am iltonian™ H
can be constructed by the usual Legendre transform ation :

P B

H pu L=2mi(P A )P A ) om

from which Ham ilton’s equations W ith respect to the \tin e" param eter ) agah yield the
Lorentz force law (17), as well as the equation (20) relating the canonical m om entum and
velocity fourwvectors.

O n the other hand, the m ore conventional way to construct a H am iltonian form ulation
of this system | that yields a som ewhat sin pler transition to the quantum theory| is to
recognize that the canonical energy p° can be interpreted as the Ham iltonian H of the
system , w ith respect to the coordinate tin e t. From Eqg. (20), we have

2

P A)Y=m’@u) m?

where In this Jast expression we can \stop pretending" that u u is not dentically equalto
unity, because it isp ,not u , that plays a fundam ental roke in the H am iltonian form ulation
ofm echanics. T hus

and hence

H=q + m?+ @ ) 1)

where = 1 encapsulatesthe choice of sign in taking the square root. H am ilton’s equations
again yild expressions equivalent to (17) and (20).

Let us now consider the sinpl case of a firee particle, which will be su cient for our
purposes. From Eqg. (20), we have In this case

p =mu; (22)
equivalently, from Eq. 1), we have

H = m?2+ p2: @3)



Egs. (22) and 23) emn phasize the fact that, in antiparticle m otion, the canonicalm om entum
fourvectorp has negative energy; or, in otherwords, that p isodd underC:

C:p ! P :

C onsider, now , a partick and its corresponding antiparticle, both at rest. For the fom er,
we have

p = @m;0); 24)
w hereas for the Jatter we have
p = (m;0): 25)

\Surely," a comm on argum ent goes, \does this not tell us that antiparticle m otion is really
a negative m ass solution? D oes it not further tell us that the total energy of this pair of
particles is zero?" T hese two statem ents directly contradict our nding above that them ass
of a particle is unchanged, whether it be in particlke or antiparticle m otion; and we of course
know that the total energy of a neutral particke{antiparticle pair at rest is indeed 2m , not
zero. O n the other hand, we know that, quantum m echanically, the canonical energy really
is negative for an antiparticle solution: for exam ple, the eigenstates forp = 0 have a tine-
dependence ofthe form e mt (whereweuseunitsin which h = 1), which, using the E instein
relation E = i@=Qt, mpliessthatE = m . So what are we to believe?

This \paradox" is usually presented in discussions of relativistic quantum m edflamcs|
Jlading to D irac’s \holks", and so on| but it is fundam entally a feature of relativistic m e-
chanics itself, whether it be of the classical or quantum avor. Let us now disgpense with it
once and for all.

The fallacy above is the assum ption that the canonicalm om entum fourwector has any—
thing at allto do w ith the \totalm ass" ofa system . It does not. In trying to \add together"
the fourm om enta of the tw o particles, we arem aking the im plicit assum ption that we are In
som e sense com puting the ourm om entum generalization ofthe \totalenergy" or \totalrest
m ass" of a system . But we have already noted that for a system of gravitational sources,
it is the sum of the m echanical stressenergy tensor densities t (x) that detemm ines the
overall gravitational eld generated by the system . From this gravitational eld, one can
de ne a \totalgraviationalm ass" of the system (because for our purposes the strengths of
these gravitational elds are assum ed to be negligible com pared to the other forces present,
so that special relativiy is a good approxin ation). But by the equivalence principle, this
\gravitational” m ass is sin ply the m ass of the system ; and no de nition of \m ass" giving
a di erent result can ke com patibk with the equivalence principke. Now, we know that T
isunchanged under the C-operation; in particular, forboth the particle and the antjparticke
above, we have

T =m;

T%=T%=1T9=0;

and so for the system as a whol we have T = 2m . Thus, the totalm ass of the particlk{
antiparticle pair at rest is indeed the comm onsense result of 2m , not zero.
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Let us review these issues In m ore detail. The Ham iltonian H is the zero-com ponent
of the canonical m om entum foursector p , and is thus reasonably called the \canonical
energy". In quantum m echanics, the canonical m om entum fourvector relates directly to

frequency and wavelength:
p ! i@ :

Thus, particke (@ntiparticlke) m otion for a free particle corresponds to positive (hegative)
frequencies. But this has nothing at all to do with those m echanical (or \kinem atical")
properties of the particle, that are physically cbservable. Indeed, in the presence of Interac-
tions, even the sign of the canonical energy (frequency) loses its relevance com pletely: for
exam ple, Por the electrom agnetic Interaction of a classical point charge, we have

p =mu + A

It willbe inm ediately noted thatp is not gauge-invariant, and the value ofp° can be given
any arbitrary value (positive or negative) sin ply by rede ning the zero point of the scalar
potential. Thusp cannot possibly, of itself, determ ine any physically observable property
of the particle, such as itsm ass, or its m echanical stress{energy tensor.

O n the otherhand, we know that it is possbl to de ne som e sort of urvector  that
represents the m echanical energy{m om entum of a system | after all, we have been adding
energies and m om enta together for centuries. Tode nesuch a ,we need sin ply Integrate
them echanical stressenergy tensordensity t  (x) over allthree-space, in som e given Lorentz
fram e. W e can w rite this covariantly in the form

z
© 4t Gx); 26)

where an elem ent of \three-space" hasbeen w ritten covariantly asd® : in the given Lorentz
fram e, n which i is sin ply all three-space at a constant tin e t, we have

d® =n d% ;
wheren isthe tin elke fournom al to the hyperplane, which in this fram e has coordinates
n = (;0):

Let us com pute In this Lorentz fram e: from Egs. (12) and (26), we have
z Z
() m &% d Dk oz()u (O’ ();
wherewewrite () on theunderstanding thatthegiven istheproper tin e ofthe particle
at the corresponding coordinate tin e t. T he Integration over allthree-goace can be perform ed
Inm ediately, w ith the threepart of the delta function sin ply yielding unity:
24
()=m d E z°()lu (O’ ():
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W e can now perform the integration over by noting the standard identity for a dela
function ofa function:

X ( z)
£()]= T
, FE=d ()]
where , are the zeroesof £ ( ). In this case we have
£()=t 2°();
whence
o .o
q 7
and hence
1°
=mu -7
3]

w here all quantities are assum ed evaluated at the given value of (ort). W e now recognize
the last factor as the partick{antiparticke num ber

uO

—= 1;

1105 ’
and hence

= mu = @ ;m v): @7)

W e see that the extra factor of \cancels" the oddness of u under C, so that the four-
vector is| ke T  iself| even under the C operation. It is the m echanicalm om enta

, not the canonicalm om enta p , that should ke added together to com pute the m echanical
fourm om entum of a system of particlkes. (Sin ilarly, one must be carefiil to never confiise
the m echanical stress{energy tensor density t (x) wih the canonical stress{energy tensor
density ) of eld theory:'? the form er can be derived by fiinctional di erentiation of
the Lagrangian w ith respect to the m etric tensor g , and is therefore always sym m etric;” 3
the Jatter isde ned In eld theory w ith respect to the canonicalm om entum density, and in
general possesses no particular sym m etry.)

W e can perform a sim ilar Integration ofthe electrom agnetic current density vector j (x),

to obtain the \e ective ux of charge" Q passing through a given gpacelike hypersurface:
z
oM & J mx):

By a sim ilar analysis to that above, we sinply nd
Q= o

o that Q can be understood as the \e ective" charge of the particle, if it had been i
\nom al" particlem otion. (T he choice ofwhat is \particlke" m otion and what is \antiparticle"
m otion is of course In plicitly contained in the direction of the tim elke fournomaln .)
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Quantity Symbol Rank C PT Valie

M ass m 0 + + Free param eter

E kectric charge q 0 + + Free param eter

P roper tim e 0 + d = d=

Theta tine 0 + d =d=m ()

P article num ber 0 +  u%=pmli=ul= = 1
Lagrangian L 0 + + T g =2+ JA

H am iltonian H 0 + 4+ pu L= ( q)=m
E ective charge Q 0 + gq

P osition z 1 + z (), state vector
Vebctty u 1 dz=d = ( ; W)
Canonicalm om entum o) 1 @L=Ru =mu + A
E Jectrom agnetic potential A 1 @ QA @QRA =3
E Jectrom agnetic current J 1 qu

M echanicalm om entum 1 + mu = (m ;m V)

E lectrom agnetic eld F 2 + @A Q@A

M echanical stress{energy T 2 + + mu u

M echanical angular m om entum M 3 + z T z T

Tabl 1: Lorentz-covariant quantities for a classical point charge.

V II.C onclusions

T he Stueckelberg{Feynm an picture of antiparticles being sim ply particles \m oving back—
wards In proper tin e" can be seen to be an Integral and in portant part of relativistic clas-
sicalm echanics, which only requires m inor additions to standard texts on special relativity.
Furthem ore, the historical m isconceptions of the \negative energy problem " In relativistic
quantum m echanics can be avoided by a thorough understanding of the di erence between
the canonicalm om entum p ofLagrangian theory, and the \m echanical” m om entum that
dictates the kinem atical and gravitational properties of an ob Fct.

F inally, we sum m arize the properties of the various in portant Lorentz-covariant quanti-
ties for a classical point charge in Tablk 1.

A cknow ledgm ents

Helpfildiscussionswih S.A . W outhuysen, J.W .G .W ignall, A .G .K ki, G.I.Opat,
and M . J. Thom son are gratefully acknow ledged. This work was supported in part by the
Australian Research Council. W e were saddened to leam of the death of P rof. W outhuysen
during the com pletion of this work.

R eferences

@ physicsunin eb edu au; http://www phunin eb eduau/ Ppc.
Y m ckellar@ physicsunin eb edu au.
Z araw 1ins@ physicsunin eb edu au.

13



1 J.P.Costellaand B .H .J.M K ellar, \T heFoldy{W outhuysen transfom ation," Am .J.Phys.
63,1119{1121 (1995).

2T.D.Newton and E .P.W igner, \Localized states for elem entary system s," Rev.M od.Phys.
21,400{406 (1949).

*L.L.Foldy and S. A . W outhuysen, \On the D irac theory of spin 1=2 particles and its
non-relativistic lim it," Phys.Rev. 78, 29{36 (1950).

# J.D .Jackson, C JassicalE kectrodynam ics, 2nd ed. W iy, New York, 1975).

°E.C .G .Stueckebery, \Lam ecanique du point m aterielen theorie del relativite et en theorie
des quanta," Helv.Phys.Act.15, 23{37 (1942).

® R.P.Feynman, \A relativisitic cut-o frclassical electrodynam ics," Phys.Rev.74, 939{946
(1948).

"R .P.Feynm an, \T he theory of positrons," Phys.Rev. 76, 749{759 (1949).

8 R.P.Feynman, \The reason for antiparticles," in E km entary Particlkes and the Laws of
Physics: The 1986 D irac M em orial Lectures (Cambridge Univ. P ress, C am bridge, 1987).
°C.W .M iser,K.S.Thome, and J.A .W heelr, G ravitation (Freem an, New York, 1970).

19 H .G odstein, C lassicalM echanics, 2nd ed. @ ddison# esky, M assachusetts, 1980).

1 J.P.Costella, Ph D .thesis, T he U niversity ofM eboume (1994), unpublished; available from
the author’s hom e page, listed above.

12 ¢ . ’zykson and JB . Zuber, Quantum Field Theory M oG raw-Hill, New York, 1980).

13 F.Belinfante, \O n the current and the density of the electric charge, the energy, the linear
m om entum , and the angularm om entum ofarbitrary elds," Physica 7, 449{474 (1940).

14



