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Abstract

Hartle’sgeneralized quantum m echanicsin thesum -over-historiesform alism

isused todescribeanonabelian gaugetheory.Predictionsarem adeforcertain

alternatives,with particularattention given to coarsegrainingsinvolving the

constraint.In thisway,thetheory iscom pared to otherquantum -m echanical

descriptionsofgauge theoriesin which the constraintsare im posed by hand.

Thevanishingofthem om entum spaceconstraintisseen tohold,both through

asim pleform alargum entand viaam orecarefuldescription oftheLorentzian

path integralas de�ned on a spacetim e lattice. The con�guration space re-

alization oftheconstraintisshown to behavein a m orecom plicated fashion.

Forsom ecoarsegrainings,werecovertheknown resultfrom an abelian theory,

thatcoarse grainingsby valuesofthe constrainteitherpredictits vanishing

orfailto decohere. However,setsofalternatives de�ned in term sofa m ore

com plicated quantity in the abelian case are exhibited wherede�nite predic-

tions can be m ade which disagree with the assum ption that the constraints

vanish.Finally,thecon�guration spacesum -over-historiestheory isexhibited

in a m anifestly Lorentz-invariantform ulation.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Generalrelativity (GR)possessesasym m etry,nam ely di�eom orphism invariance.In the

3+ 1 form ulation,thisdivides into tim e reparam etrization invariance and the nonabelian

gauge group ofspatialdi�eom orphism s [1]. A technique forform ulating quantum gravity,

such as a generalized quantum m echanics de�ned by a sum over histories, willhave to

address the issues raised by these invariances, such as how (or whether) to enforce the

constraints which the invariances im ply. It is thus usefulto exam ine proposed quantum

form ulationsofGR by considering sim plertheoriesexhibiting a subsetofthese invariances

orsim ilarones.Previouswork hasapplied thegeneralized quantum m echanicsprogram to

thereparam etrization-invarianttheory ofa relativisticworld line[2,3]and to abelian gauge

theory [2]. In this paper,we form ulate a generalized quantum m echanics ofa nonabelian

gaugetheory,and exam inethepredictionsforsom ealternatives.

The roleofthiswork with regard to the vastbody ofknowledge on Yang-M illsornon-

abelian gauge theories (see [4]for a review) is twofold: First,this is the �rst application

ofa \decoherence functional" or\consistent histories" m ethod to theirquantization.1 As

such,the focus is not prim arily upon using such a theory for the practicalconsideration

ofthe strong orweak interaction,butasa toy m odelwhich exhibitssom e featuresofGR.

However,even asa quantization ofa nonabelian gauge theory itself,both the generalized

quantum m echanicsform alism and thisim plem entation thereofdealwith di�erentaspects

ofthetheory than are usually considered.The alternativesforwhich generalized quantum

m echanicspredictsprobabilitiesarenotlim ited to projectionsonto eigenstatesofoperators

atasinglem om entoftim e,butincludealternativesde�ned by �eld averagesoverspacetim e

regions,which are inaccessible in a theory based on states and wave function reduction.

Thisbroaderclassofalternativesisespecially ofinterestin connection with GR,where it

is undesirable to single outa particular tim e variable fora conventionalquantization. In

addition,the considerationsherein are predom inantly nonperturbative,ascontrasted with

theusualperturbativescattering problem saddressed in m ostpracticaltreatm entsofYang-

M illstheory.On theotherhand,therich subjectoftopologicalaspectsofnonabelian gauge

theories is not considered,and any potentialglobalproperties are in fact ignored by our

assum ptionsaboutthebehaviorof�eldsatspatialin�nity.

A second accom plishm ent ofthis paper is that technicalaspects ofthe path integrals

involved in quantizing a nonabelian gauge theory are m ore carefully considered than in

the standard literature. Delicate issues involved in the tim e slicing ofan explicit (\skele-

tonized")construction oftheLorentzian path integral(sectionsIIIand IV C)aredealtwith

which are described only form ally or im plicitly in standard treatm ents such as [6]. Also,

1Recentwork [5]considersdecoherencee�ectsin thequantum cosm ology ofm assive gauge�elds,

However,that work di�ers from the present enterprise in that the gauge �elds are there seen as

a m odelofm atter coupled to gravity,while we considerm asslessgauge �eldsasa toy m odelfor

vacuum gravity itself. Even m ore signi�cant is that while they study decoherence e�ects,it is

in the context ofa W K B quantization schem e,rather than a generalized quantum m echanics or

consistenthistoriesapproach.

2



section VI exhibits a form aldescription ofthis quantization schem e which is m anifestly

Lorentzinvariant.

Theplan ofthispaperisasfollows:Thereview ofnonabelian gaugetheory in Section II

establishes the perspective and notationalconventions forthe rest ofthe paper. W e also

provide therein a briefdescription ofthe generalized quantum m echanicsform alism and a

heuristicrecipeforapplying itto thetheory ofinterest.

Section IIIdescribes the explicit im plem entation ofthatapplication,both asa form al

path integraland in a spacetim e lattice approxim ation2 to the path integral. Technology

is developed therein for handling the lattice expressions (in particular the tim e slicing)

explicitly, which should be ofuse in other treatm ents ofpath integrals as well. In the

latter halfofthe section,we verify explicitly that the im plem entation is gauge invariant.

W e also show there thatoursum -over-histories expression agrees,in itsdescription ofthe

propagator,with the results ofa reduced phase space canonicaloperatortheory in which

theconstraints(Gauss’slaw)areenforced beforequantization.In ourgeneralized quantum

m echanicsform ulation,theconstraintsarenotenforced identically{asthey arein a reduced

phasespaceim plem entation{butarequantitieswhosevaluesm ustbepredicted bythetheory.

Thus the prediction ofprobabilitiesforthe valuesofthe constraints occupiesm ostofour

attention in therem ainderofthepaper.

Section IV considersonesubsetofallpossiblealternativeswhich de�nesa\phasespace"

realization (asde�ned in section IV A)ofthephysicalgauge�elds.Thepredictionsofsuch a

theoryarefound tobeconsistentwith thevanishingoftheconstraintsfornearlyallsuch sets

ofalternatives,and thusto agreewith those ofa reduced phase space canonicaltheory.In

section V weconsideranothersubsetoftheallowed alternativesin which thegaugeelectric

�eld isrealized in term softhe potentialsratherthan theirconjugate m om enta. Since the

m om entaarethen notrestricted by thealternatives,weperform theintegralsoverthem and

reduce our theory to a \con�guration space" one. Now,de�ning the constraints by their

con�guration space realizations,we �nd the two m ost signi�cant results ofthe paper. In

section V C weseethatforsom equantitieswhich vanish when theconstraintsaresatis�ed

we recoverthe resultof[2]forelectrom agnetism ,nam ely,eitherthe quantitiesvanish with

probability oneorquantum m echanicalinterferencepreventsusfrom assigning probabilities

to possibleoutcom es.W ealso verify thattherearecoarsegrainingswhich fallinto the�rst

category. However,the result does notnecessarily hold forallquantities which vanish in

thepresenceoftheconstraints,and in section V D weexhibitsuch a quantity in theabelian

theory ofelectrom agnetism for which we predict a nonzero probability ofan alternative

inconsistent with the constraints. Since this set ofalternatives involves averages of�elds

overtim e,itisnotaccessiblein lessgeneralquantum Yang-M illstheories.From aspacetim e

pointofview,itissensible thattheconstraintsdo nothave a specialstatusin thistheory,

being justonecom ponentoftheequationsofm otion.

Finally,section VIveri�es that the con�guration space theory is Lorentz-invariant by

casting the form alpath integralin a form where that invariance is m anifest,even in the

2Thisisnotin thesenseoflattice gaugetheory with itsEuclidean lattice,W ilson loops,etc.,but

sim ply a m eansto provide whatHat�eld [7]callsa constructive de�nition ofthepath integral.
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attachm entoftheinitialand �nalstates.

II.FO R M U LAT IO N

A .N onabelian gauge theories

1.Fields

In this section we set outthe conventions used herein to describe a nonabelian gauge

theory (NAGT)in atspacetim e with them etricdiag(� 1;1;1;1).

The gauge group isdescribed by Herm itian generatorsfTag with real,totally antisym -

m etricstructureconstantsffcabg:[Ta;Tb]= ifcabTc.
3

A gauge transform ation is described by a m atrix U = eig� a(x)Ta. The connection is a

four-vector A a(x) with com ponents fA a
�(x)g,which transform s under in�nitesim algauge

transform ationsaccording to

�A
a
� = � r� ��a � gf

c
abA

c
���

b
: (2.1)

Ifwede�nea covariantderivative

D � = r� + igA
a
�Ta; (2.2)

ittransform saccording to

D � ! UD �U
� 1
: (2.3)

Thism eansthatif isan isovector,i.e.,a vectorin the sam e space asthe m atricesfTag

which transform sundergaugetransform ationsaccordingto ! U ,thecovariantgradient

of willtransform thesam eway:

D � (x)! UD � (x): (2.4)

The�eld strength tensoris

G
a
��Ta =

[D �;D �]

ig
: (2.5)

In a particularLorentzfram e,wedividetheconnection A a into scalarand vectorpoten-

tials’a and A a:

’a = A
0
a (2.6a)

A a = A
i
aei (2.6b)

and the�eld strength tensorinto gaugeelectricand m agnetic�eldsE and B :

3Repeated indicesare sum m ed over.
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E
i
a = G

0i
a (2.7a)

B
i
a =

1

2
�
ijk
G
jk
a (2.7b)

where �ijk is the Levi-Civita sym bol. The gauge electric and m agnetic �elds can then be

expressed in term softhescalarand vectorpotentialsas

E a = � _A a � r ’a � gf
c
abA c’b (2.8a)

B a = r � Aa +
1

2
gf

c
abA c� Ab: (2.8b)

Thegaugeelectricand m agnetic�eldscan beshown to transform undergaugetransfor-

m ationsasfollows:

E aTa ! UE aTaU
� 1 (2.9a)

B aTa ! UB aTaU
� 1
; (2.9b)

which becom es,foran in�nitesim altransform ation,

�Ea = � gf
c
ab��bE c (2.10a)

�Ba = � gf
c
ab��bB c: (2.10b)

Thisisthe transform ation property ofan isovectorin the adjointrepresentation,in which

thegeneratorsarerepresented by (Tc)ab = � ifcab;so wewilloften drop theindex from E or

B and consideritto be an isovectorin the adjointrepresentation. The connection A a has

an inhom ogeneouspiecein itstransform ation law (2.1),so itisnota trueisovector,butwe

willrepresentitasonenotationally.Thusthegaugeelectric�eld can bewritten as

E = � _A � D ’; (2.11)

wherewehaverealized D in theadjointrepresentation as

D ab = �abr + gf
c
abA c: (2.12)

2.Classicalequationsofm otion

Theaction fora NAGT in theabsenceofm atteris

S =

Z

d
4
xL = �

Z

d
4
x
1

4
G
��
a G

a
�� =

Z

d
4
x
1

2
(E 2 � B

2): (2.13)

The conjugate m om enta in a particular reference fram e are found by di�erentiating the

Lagrangian density L with respectto _A � = @tA
�:

�0 =
D L

D _’
= 0 (2.14a)

� =
D L

D _A
= _A + D ’ = � E: (2.14b)
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TheHam iltonian density isgiven by

H [A;�]= _A � � � L =
1

2
� 2 +

1

2
B

2 � � � D ’

= H [A ;�]� � � D ’ (2.15)

and Ham ilton’sequationsofm otion are

_A = � � D ’ (2.16a)

D t� = D � B (2.16b)

D � � = 0: (2.16c)

Equation (2.16c)involves no tim e derivatives,so itisthe constraintofthisNAGT,which

wecallK = D � �.

B .G eneralized quantum m echanics

1.Form alism and de�nitions

W ewilluseHartle’sgeneralized quantum m echanicsform alism [8].Thethreefundam en-

talelem entsofthistheory arethepossiblehistoriesofthesystem (\�ne-grained histories"),

allowable partitions ofthe histories into classes fc�g so that each history is contained in

exactly oneclass(\coarsegrainings"),and acom plex m atrix D (�;�0)corresponding toeach

coarse graining (\decoherence functional"). The decoherence functionalm ust satisfy the

following properties.

Herm iticity:

D (�0;�)= D
�(�;�0): (2.17a)

Positivity ofdiagonalelem ents:

D (�;�)� 0: (2.17b)

Norm alization:

X

�

X

�0

D (�;�0)= 1: (2.17c)

Superposition: Iffc�g isa coarse graining constructed by com bining classesin fc�g to

form largerclasses (\a coarsergraining"),i.e.,c� =
S

�2�

c�,the decoherence functionalfor

fc�g can beconstructed from theoneforfc�g by

D (�;�0)=
X

�2�

X

�02�0

D (�;�0): (2.17d)

W hen thedecoherence functionalisdiagonal,ornearly so:
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D (�;�0)� ��� 0p�; (2.18)

wesaythealternativesexhibitm edium decoherence,and identify thediagonalelem entsfp�g

asprobabilitiesofthe alternativesfc�g. In fact,allthatisnecessary forthe fp�g to obey

theprobability sum rulesisa lessrestrictive condition known asweakdecoherence:

ReD (�;�0)� ��� 0p�: (2.19)

W hen we refer to \decoherence" with no m odi�er,we willim plicitly m ean m edium de-

coherence. W hen the alternatives do not decohere at least weakly,quantum m echanical

interference preventsthetheory from assigning probabilitiesto them .

Asan exam ple ofhow a decoherence functionalisconstructed,considernonrelativistic

operatorquantum m echanics. The decoherence functionalisa generalization ofthe usual

form ula for the probability that a m easurem ent at a tim e tofa quantity m odeled by an

operator bQ willyield a resultin a range� �,ifthesystem isdescribed by a density m atrix

� attim et0:

p� =

Z

Q 2� �

dQhQje� i(t� t
0)bH
�e

i(t� t0)bH jQi

= Tr

�

P�e
� i(t� t0)bH

�e
i(t� t0)bH

�

: (2.20)

A possibleoutcom eofthem easurem ent(analternative)isdescribed byaprojection operator

P� =

Z

Q 2� �

dQjQihQj; (2.21)

and thecom pletesetofalternativesobeys

X

�

P� = 11 (2.22a)

P�P� = ���P�: (2.22b)

Ifwe generalize to the case ofan initialstate �0 and a �nalstate �00 (the case of\no �nal

condition" isdescribed by �00= 11),aswellasa seriesofn setsofalternativesattim esftig,

each ofwhich isdescribed by a setofprojection operatorsfP i
�i
g,where

X

�i

P�i = 11 (2.23a)

P�iP�i = ��i�iP�i; (2.23b)

the description in term sofprobabilitiesm ustbe replaced by a decoherence functionalde-

scription:

D (�;�0)=
Tr[�00C��

0C
y

�0]

Tr[�00e� i(t
00� t0)bH �0ei(t

00� t0)bH ]
; (2.24)

whereC� isthechain ofprojectionscorresponding to a particularseriesofalternativesout

oftheseriesofsets:
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C� = e
� i(t00� tn )bH P

n
�n
e
� i(tn � tn�1 )bH P

n� 1
�n�1

:::

� :::P
2
�2
e
� i(t2� t1)bH P

1
�1
e
� i(t1� t

0)bH
: (2.25)

It is straightforward to show that when the class operator consists ofa single projection

(C� = e� i(t
00� t)bH P�e

� i(t� t0)bH ) and there is no �nalcondition (�00 = 11),the decoherence

functionalreducesexactly to thediagonalform in (2.18)with theprobabilitiesgiven by the

fam iliarform (2.20).

Asa consequence of(2.23a)theclassoperatorobeys

X

�

C� = e
� i(t00� t0)bH

: (2.26)

Inthesum -over-historiesform ulation(which existsfortheprecedingnonrelativisticquan-

tum m echanicsexam pleaswellasfortheNAGT which isthefocusofthispaper),thechain

ofprojections C� isreplaced by a classoperatorwhose m atrix elem ents are de�ned via a

path integral,asdescribed below.

2.Application to a NAGT

To form ulatea NAGT in generalized quantum m echanics,wefollow a proceduresim ilar

to theonedescribed in [2]forelectrom agnetism (E&M ).

Since we wantto expressthe theory in term sofa sum overhistorieswithoutreference

to a Hilbertspace,we replace the initialdensity m atrix �0 with a setofwave functionals4

f	 j[A
0]g with corresponding non-negative weights (or\probabilities")fp0jg. (In a Hilbert

spacetheory thiswould m ean de�ning �0=
P

jj	 jip
0
jh	 jj.) Sim ilarly,the�nalstateisnow

de�ned by a setofwave functionalsf� i[A
00]g and weightsfp00ig,which replace the density

m atrix �00.

The wave functionalsaretaken to befunctionalsofscalarand vectorpotentialcon�gu-

rationson an initialor�nalsurfaceofconstanttim e,asappropriate.5 They areassum ed to

obey theoperatorform oftheconstraints�0 = 0 and D � � = 0:

D

D ’0
	[A 0

;t
0)= 0 (2.27a)

D �
D

D A 0
	[A 0

;t
0)= 0 (2.27b)

4W eestablish theconvention herethattheargum entsoffunctionalsareenclosed in squarebrack-

ets,and thata �eld with a prim e orindex such asA 00 orA M indicatesa �eld con�guration asa

function ofspatialposition x only,whilean unadorned �eld such asA refersto a function de�ned

forallspacetim e pointsx.

5	[A 0;t0) is a functionalof�eld con�gurations fA 0(x)g and a function oftim e t0,whence the

hybrid parentheses.
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and likewisefor�[A 00;t00).(Sincethewavefunctionalsareindependentofthescalarpotential

’,we willhenceforth write the �rstargum entasthe three-vectorA 0 ratherthan the four-

vectorA 0.) Equation (2.27b)isanalogoustothem om entum constraintin GR,while(2.27a)

correspondsto thelack ofdependence ofthe wave functionalforquantum GR on theshift

vectorN i.

W ith these conventions,we replace the de�nition (2.24)forthe decoherence functional

with

D (�;�0)=

P

i;j

p00ih�ijC�j	 jih�ijC�0j	 ji
�p0j

P

i;j

p00ijh�ijCuj	 jij
2p0j

: (2.28)

Herethequantity h�ijC�j	 jiisanalogousto a m atrix elem entoftheclassoperatorforthe

classc�,butitisconstructed by a sum overthe historiesin the classc�,weighted by the

initialand �nalwave functionals	 j and �i evaluated atthe endpointsA 0 and A 00 ofthe

history.Schem atically:

h�ijC�j	 ji=
X

history2�

��
i[A

00]eiS[history]	 j[A
0]: (2.29)

Itisconvenientto referto a \classoperatorC�" even in thesum -over-historiestheory,and

when we do,we m ean the objectde�ned by (2.29).C u isthe classoperatorcorresponding

to theclasscu ofallpaths,which isjustthepropagator.

Having described schem atically the construction ofthe decoherence functional,we now

specify theothertwo elem entswhich describethegeneralized quantum m echanics.The�ne

grained historiessum m ed overare com plete �eld con�gurationsA(x)[and also �(x)ifwe
are considering a phase space form ulation]in the region between the initialand �naltim e

slices.Theallowablecoarsegrainingsarelim ited to gaugeinvariantpartitionsofthe�elds.

III.C LA SS O P ER AT O R S IN T H E PAT H IN T EG R A L FO R M U LAT IO N

A .O verview

This section describes in detailhow to im plem ent the sum over histories heuristically

described in (2.29).In section IIIB weexpressthisasa form alpath integral.Section IIIC

contains an explicit realization ofthis integralon a discrete spacetim e lattice,where the

latticespacingistobetaken tobein�nitesim ally sm all.6 Thefollowingtwosectionsdem on-

strate thatthe particulardetailschosen in section IIIC were suitable by showing thatthe

path integralhasdesired properties. In section IIID,the sum -over-historiesexpression for

6Itshould bestated once again thatweare notdoing Lattice G auge Theory in anything like the

usualsense. The action is expressed directly in term s of�elds de�ned at each lattice point and

notin term softhe\links" de�ning a \plaquette".In addition,ourspacetim elattice isLorentzian

ratherthan Euclidean.
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the class operator Cu corresponding to the class cu ofallpaths is shown to equal,up to

a constant m ultiplicative factor,the propagator ei
bH redT in a reduced phase space canoni-

caltheory. In section IIIE the path integralisshown to be unchanged underthe discrete

equivalentofa gaugetransform ation,in thelim itthatthelatticespacing goesto zero.

B .Form alexpression

W eexpressthesum overhistories(2.29)via a path integralwhich isform ally written as

h�jC �j	i= (3.1)
Z

�

D 4
AD 3

���[A 00
;t
00)�[G]�G [A;�]e

iScan[A ;�]	[A 0
;t
0);

wherethegaugecondition isG = 0and � G isthecorresponding Fadeev-Popov gauge-�xing

determ inant.Itwasoriginally de�ned in [6]in term softhePoisson bracket:

� G = jdetfG;K gj: (3.2a)

Otheruseful(and equivalent)de�nitionsare(seee.g.,[7])

� G =

�
�
�
�
�
det

"
D G �

D �

#�
�
�
�
�

(3.2b)

and

1

� G

=

Z

D ��[G � � G]; (3.2c)

where� istheparam eterde�ning a gaugetransform ation which takesG into G �.

Finally,thecanonicalaction is

Scan =

Z

d
4
x
�
_A � � � H [A;�]

�

=

Z

d
4
x

�

_A � � �
1

2
� 2 �

1

2
B

2 + � � D ’

�

: (3.3)

Ifweassum e7 that’ vanishesatspatialin�nity,wecan integrateby parts8 to obtain

7Throughoutthis paper we willneglect any globalissues such as the G ribov am biguity [9]and

assum ethat�eldscan betaken to vanish atspatialin�nity.

8Itisworth pointing outonce explicitly thatthe covariantgradientD behaveslike the ordinary

gradient under integration by parts. Exam ining �D � = �ar �a + fcab�a�bA c,we see that the

�rstterm integratesby partsasusual,and the second term also picksup a m inussign underthe

interchange of� and � dueto theantisym m etry offcab.Thus�D � = r (��)� �D �.
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Scan =

Z

d
4
x

�

_A � � �
1

2
� 2 �

1

2
B

2 � ’D � �
�

: (3.4)

Theexpression (3.1)involvesthefullsetofphasespacevariables,butwewillalso useit

asthe starting pointforthe con�guration space form ulation. Ifourcoarse graining m akes

no referenceto theconjugatem om entum �,wecan work in a gaugewhich doesnotrestrict
� and integrateitoutto obtain

h�jC �j	i=

Z

�

D 4
A ��[A 00

;t
00)�[G]�G [A]e

iS[A ]	[A 0
;t
0); (3.5)

where S isthe (con�guration space) action (2.13)and forthe purposes ofthisform alex-

pression,a constantfactorhasbeen absorbed into D 4A.

C .Lattice realization

Togiveaconcretem eaningtotheform alpathintegralin(3.1),weim agineittobede�ned

on an arbitrarily sm alllattice;thespatialvolum eisdivided into latticeelem entsofvolum e

�3x and the tim e intervalfrom t0 to t00 isdivided into slicesofseparation �t= t00� t0

J+ 1
� T

J+ 1
.

Thelatticeexpression fortheclassoperatoristhen

h�jC �j	i=

Z

D 4
A
J+ 1��

h

A
J+ 1

;t
00
�

�

   
0Y

M = J

Z

D 4
A
M D 3

�
M exp

�

i�t

Z

d
3
x
�
_A M � �M � H

h

A
M
;�M

i

� ’
M
D

M
� �M

��
!!!

�

 
J+ 2Y

M = 0

�
h

G
M
i

� G M

!

	
h

A
0
;t
0
�

e� [A;�]; (3.6)

wherethe\barred" quantitiesindicatetem poralaverages:

A
M
=
A M + 1 + A M

2
; 0� M � J (3.6a)

D
M

ab = �abr + gf
c
abA

M

c (3.6b)

and thelatticeexpression forthe\velocity" is

_A M =
A M + 1 � AM

�t
; 0� M � J: (3.6c)

The expression (3.6)reectsthe factthatsince the \velocity" _A M isnaturally associated

with a pointhalfwaybetween thecoordinatelatticesliceslabeled M and M + 1 by (3.6c),it

issensibleto associatetheconjugatem om enta �M with thosepointsaswell,in lightofthe

term _A M � �M .Thism eansthattom aintain m anifesttim ereversalsym m etry weshould not

associate � M with A M orA M + 1,butinstead with A
M
. The gauge-�xing expressions G M

11



and � G M arealso assum ed to beexpressed in term softheaveraged �elds
n

A
M
o

whenever

theircom plexity preventsan unam biguousde�nition in term softhe
n

A M
o

alone.9

The factorofe� isa functionalofthe pathswhich isunity forany path in the classc�
and vanishesforany path notin c�.

Therem ainingfunctionalintegrals
n

D 4A M
o

and
n

D 3�M
o

areoverfunctionsofthespatial

co�ordinatex.W eleaveconsideration ofthespatialdependencesom ewhatform al,becauseall

ofthecom plicationsinvolved in describing thegradientson thelatticebasically appear,and

m oreseriously,in thetem poraldirection.W ewillthusbespeaking asthough thespacetim e

function A(x) is broken up into a series offunctions ofa continuous spatialvariable x:
n

A M (x)
o

. However, we can ultim ately consider the following lattice resolutions for the

functionalintegralsand delta functions:

D A M � =
Y

a;x

N AdA
M �
a (x) (3.7a)

D �M i=
Y

a;x

N �d�
M i
a (x) (3.7b)

�
h

A
M �

i

=
Y

a;x

�(((A M �
a (x))))=N A (3.7c)

�
h

�
M i

i

=
Y

a;x

�(((�M i
a (x))))=N �; (3.7d)

whereN A and N � arearbitrary norm alization constantswhich obey

N AN � =
�3x

2�
: (3.8)

fThisde�nition ischosen togivethedesirableproperties(3.27)forpotentialand m om entum

eigenstatesin thecorresponding operatortheory.Seealso equation (6.228)of[10].g

Since (3.8)only de�nesa relation between N A and N �,there isstillan arbitrary factor

in the de�nitions ofthe m easures (3.7). It is reassuring to verify that the class operator

m atrix elem entsh�jC �j	ide�ned by (3.6)areindependentofthatarbitrary factorso that

forinstanceifwedoubleN A (and thushalveN �),they areunchanged.To do thiscorrectly,

we m ustalso keep in m ind thatthe wave functionals	[A 0]and �[A 00]also depend on the

valueofN A asfollows.Letthewave functionalsbenorm alized according to

Z

D 3
A
0
�[G[A0]]� G [A

0]j	[A 0]j
2
= 1: (3.9)

9The reason why there are J + 3 gauge conditions
n

G M
o

is m ost easily seen in the tem poral

gauge ’ � 0. O n a lattice this corresponds to the J + 2 conditions
n

’M = 0;0 � M � J + 1
o

.

However,there isresidualgauge freedom in the tem poralgauge,since a gauge transform ation by

a param eter�(x)[see (2.1)]which isindependentofthe tim e twillpreserve the tem poralgauge

condition ’ � 0. To com pletely �x the gauge,then,we would need to specify one otherquantity

overallspace ata particulartim e.Thisisthelastofthe J + 3 gauge conditions.
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Since thereisa factorofN 3
A (where N A =

Q

a;x N A and N � =
Q

a;x N �)associated with the

m easure D 3A 0 and a factor ofN � 1
A associated with the gauge �xing delta function �[G0],

there m ust be a factor ofN � 2
A associated with the square ofthe wave functionalso that

the factors allcancelout. That is,ifwe double N A,we m ust halve 	[A 0]to m aintain

the norm alization (3.9). Considering the expression (3.6),ifwe m ultiply together allthe

norm alization factors(N A foreach D A
M �,N � foreach D �

M i,N � 1
A foreach �[GM ],and N

� 1
A

foreach wavefunctional)wehave

N 4
AN

� 1
A (N 4

AN
3
�)

J+ 1(N � 1
A )J+ 3N � 1

A

= N 3J+ 3
A N 3J+ 3

� =
Y

a;x

 
�3x

2�

! 3J+ 3

(3.10)

and thearbitrarinessofthenorm alization N A doesindeed canceloutof(3.6).

D .R elation to reduced phase space theory

Toillustratewhy thedetailsof(3.6)werechosen,weshow in thissection thatitgivesthe

sam eexpression,up toanorm alization constant,forthepropagatorCu aswould beobtained

from acanonicaltheory working with only the\physicaldegreesoffreedom ".[Com parisons

of(3.6)to thereduced phasespaceresultsforparticularcoarsegrainingswillbeconsidered

in latersections.] Thisderivation isessentially the one given in [6],taken in reverse order

and with m oreattention paid to thedetailsofthelattice.

First,we observe that there are J + 2 co�ordinate variables
n

A M (x)
o

but only J + 1

averaged variables
n

A
M
(x)

o

.W e can de�ne A
J+ 1

to be a linearcom bination ofthe
n

A M
o

independentoftheJ+ 1other
n

A
M
o

,norm alized sothatthechangeofvariablesfrom
n

A M
o

to
n

A
M
o

hasunitdeterm inantand

J+ 1Y

M = 0

dA
M �
a (x)=

J+ 1Y

M = 0

dA
M �

a (x): (3.11)

fOne such choice isA
J+ 1

= 2J[A J+ 1 + (� 1)J+ 1A 0].g Since neitherthe velocity term _A � �
northe initialand �nalwave functionalsdependson the scalarpotential’,itonly enters

(3.6) through the \genuine" averages
n

’M ;0� M � J
o

, and thus the class operator is

independentof’J+ 1.Itisthen naturaltochoose’J+ 1(x)= 0asoneofourJ+ 3tim eslices

worth ofgaugeconditions.Thecorresponding Fadeev-Popov determ inantis

�’ J + 1 = det[D t]j’= 0 = det[@t]; (3.12)

which isa constant.Overallconstant(i.e.,thesam e forall�)factorsin theclassoperator

h�jC �j	iwillcanceloutin theexpression (2.28)forthedecoherencefunctionaland willnot

e�ectthephysics.

Forthisdem onstration,itissim plestto choose asthe bulk ofthe gaugeconditionsthe

axialgauge,in which thecom ponentofA along som e�xed unitvectoren vanishes:

13



en � A (x)� An(x)= 0: (3.13)

TheFadeev-Popov determ inantofthisgaugecondition is

� A n
= det[� Dn]jA n = 0 = det[� @n]; (3.14)

anotherconstant.Therem aining com ponentsofthevectorpotentialare

A ? = A � Anen: (3.15)

Thustheclassoperatorbecom es

h�jC �j	i=

Z

D 2
A
J+ 1
? ��

h

A
J+ 1
? ;t

00
�

det[@t]det[� @n]

�

   
0Y

M = J

Z

D 2
A
M
? D ’

M D 3
�
M exp

�

i�t

Z

d
3
x
�
_A M
? � �M? � H

h

A
M

? ;�
M
i

� ’
M
D

M
� �M

��

det[� @n]

!!!

� 	
h

A
0
? ;t

0
�

e�[A;�]: (3.16)

To specialize to the propagator Cu,which is de�ned by a sum over allpaths,we set

e� = 1.W ecan perform each ofthe’ integralsto obtain

Z

D ’M exp

�

� i�t

Z

d
3
x’

M
D

M
� �M

�

=
Y

a;x

Z

N Ad’
M
a (x)exp

h

� i�t�
3
x’

M
a (x)

�

D
M
� �M

�

a
(x)

i

=
Y

a;x

N A

2�

�3x�t
�
��� �

D
M
� �M

�

a
(x)

���

= �
h

D
M
� �M

i

�T
� 1
; (3.17)

wherewehavede�ned thein�niteconstant

�T =
Y

a;x

�t: (3.18)

In a reduced phase space theory,the gauge com ponent (here A n) ofthe co�ordinate is

taken tovanish,and thecorresponding com ponentoftheconjugatem om entum isrestricted

to the value which causes the constraint to be satis�ed. [Since the Lagrange m ultipliers

(here the scalarpotential’)m ultiply identically enforced constraints,they do notappear

in the Lagrangian.] In the axialgauge,this m eans that �n has the value which ensures

K = D � � = 0,or

D n�n = @n�n = � D? � �? : (3.19)

W ede�nea functionalwhich accom plishesthat:

�n [A
0
? ;�

0
? ;x) =

Z xn

dx
0
n(� D

0
? � �0? )(x? + enx

0
n)

= �
�

@
� 1
n D

0
? � �0?

�

(x): (3.20)

Returning to thesum -over-historiesexpression,weobservethatthedelta function from

(3.17)enforcing theconstraintcan berewritten
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�
h

D
M
� �M

i

= �
hhh

�
M
n � �n

h

A
M

? ;�
M
?

iiii
�
�
�
�
�
det

"
D �Mn

D K M

#�
�
�
�
�
: (3.21)

Recalling (3.2a)weidentify thedeterm inantin theexpression aboveasthereciprocalofthe

Fadeev-Popov determ inant,since

� A n
= jdet[fA n;K g]j= det

�
D K

D �n

�

= det[D n]: (3.22)

Thuswecan com binetheFadeev-Popov determ inantwith the’ integralproducingthedelta

function (3.21)to obtain

�
h

A
M

n

i

�
A

M

n

Z

D ’M exp

�

� i�t

Z

d
3
x’

M
D

M
� �M

�

= �
h

A
M

n

i

�
hhh

�
M
n � �n

h

A
M

? ;�
M
?

iiii

�T
� 1
; (3.23)

which m eanswecan rewritethepropagatoras

h�jC uj	i=

Z

D 2
A
J+ 1
? ��

h

A
J+ 1
? ;t

00
�

det[@t]det[� @n]

� �T
� 1

   
0Y

M = J

Z

D 2
A
M
? D

2
�
M
?

� exp

�

i�t

Z

d
3
x
�
_A M
? � �M? � Hred

h

A
M

? ;�
M
?

i��
!!!

� 	
h

A
0
? ;t

0
�

; (3.24)

whereH red isthereduced Ham iltonian density

H red[A
0
? ;�

0
? ]= H [A 0

? ;�
0
? + en�n[A

0
? ;�

0
? ]]: (3.25)

To convert(3.24)into a canonicaloperatorform ofthe propagator,we considereigen-

statesofthe\physical" co�oordinateand m om entum operators:

cA ? jA
0
? i= A

0
? jA

0
? i b� ? j�

0
? i= � 0

? j�
0
? i; (3.26)

norm alized so that

hA 00
? jA

0
? i= �[A00

? � A
0
? ] (3.27a)

hA 0
? j�

0
? i= exp

�

i

Z

d
3
xA

0
? � �0?

�

; (3.27b)

which im plies,via (3.7-3.8),that

h�00
? j�

0
? i= �[�00? � �0? ]: (3.27c)

A statevectorcorresponding to each wave functionalisthen de�ned by

j	i=

Z

D 2
A
0
? jA

0
? i	[A

0
? ]: (3.28)
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Theoperatorform ofthereduced Ham iltonian density hasan am biguity becauseofthe

operator ordering ofthe term 1

2
(�n[A

0
? ;�

0
? ])

2
. A natural10 choice is W eylordering [12],

which hastheproperty that

hA 00
? j

cW (F [A ? ;� ? ])jA
0
? i=

Z

D 2
�
0
? F

"
A 0

? + A 00
?

2
;�0

?

#

hA 00
? j�

0
? ih�

0
? jA

0
? i

=

Z

D 2
�
0
? F

"
A 0

? + A 00
?

2
;�0

?

#

exp

�

i

Z

d
3
x(A 00

? � A
0
? )� �0?

�

:(3.29)

Thus,de�ning cH red =
cW (H red),wecan rewrite

Z

D 2
�
M
? exp

�

i�t

Z

d
3
x
�
_A M
? � �M? � Hred

h

A
M

? ;�
M
?

i��

=

Z

D 2
�
M
?

(

1� i�t

Z

d
3
xH red

"
A M

? + A
M + 1
?

2
;�M

?

#

+ O((((�t)2)))

)

exp

�

i

Z

d
3
x
�

A
M + 1
? � A

M
?

�

� �M?

�

=
D

A
M + 1

?

�
�
�

�

1� i�t

Z

d
3
xcH red + O((((�t)2)))

��
�
�A

M
?

E

; (3.30)

so that,dropping term soforder(�t)2,

h�jC uj	i=

Z

D 2
A
J+ 1
?

D

�(t00)
�
�
�A

J+ 1
?

E

det[@t]det[� @n]�T
� 1

�

"
0Y

M = J

Z

D 2
A
M
?

D

A
M + 1
?

�
�
� exp

�

� i�t

Z

d
3
xcH red

� �
�
�A

M
?

E
#
D

A
0
?

�
�
� 	(t0)

E

: (3.31)

Using thefactthat

Z

D 2
A
M
? jA

M
? ihA

M
? j= 1; (3.32)

weseethatthisdi�ersfrom theoperatorexpression

h�je� ibH redTj	i (3.33)

only by the factorofdet[@t]det[� @n]�T
� 1,which is a constant. From (2.28),we see that

m ultiplying the classoperatorby a constantfactorhasno e�ecton the decoherence func-

tional.

10Di�erentchoicesofoperatorordering willtypically lead to di�erentlatticerealizationsthan the

one in (3.6),although no system atic description ofthe correspondence is known to the author.

Two sim pleexam plesofalternate operatorordering areonein which allthe bA ’sareplaced to the

rightofallthe b�’sand one in which the b�’sare to the rightofthe bA ’s. The form erwilllead to

a lattice expression in which �M and _A M are associated with A M ,while the latterwillassociate

�M and _A M with A M + 1.W eylordering ispreferableto eitherofthese two because the m idpoint

rule to which it leads does not pick out the future or the past as a preferred direction in tim e.

Them idpointrulewasalso originally advocated by Feynm an fequation (20)in [11]g asthenatural

skeletonization ofa path.
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E.G auge invariance

W e willnow show that the theory described by (3.6) is gauge invariant. W e do this

explicitly and in detailbecause the standard dem onstration [6]m akes use ofa canonical

transform ation,which should be ill-de�ned atthe endpoints ofthe integration due to the

factthatthe path integral(3.6)hasone m ore con�guration space integration than phase

space integration.Putotherwise,ifA
M
and � M arelinked by a canonicaltransform ation,

thereisno � J+ 1 to which theextra degreeoffreedom A
J+ 1

corresponds.

First,wem ustdescribe how to im plem entan in�nitesim algaugetransform ation

�A
a
� = � r���

a � gf
c
abA

c
���

b (3.34a)

��a = � gf
c
ab�

c
��b (3.34b)

on a lattice.W ereplacethecontinuousfunction ��(x)with functions
n

��M (x)
o

de�ned on

latticeslices0through J + 1.Thetransform ation forthevectorpotentialcan then betaken

as

�A
M
a = � r ��Ma � gf

c
abA

M
c ��

M
b ; (3.35)

butthereisno sim pletranslation ofthescalarpotentialtransform ation law because ofthe

tim e derivative. M ore practicalthan the transform ation ofA M given in (3.35)willbe its

im plicationsfortransform ationsofthetim ederivative _A M and m idpointaverageA
M
.Using

thefactthat

A M + 1B M + 1 � AM B M

�t

=

�

A M + 1 � AM
�

�t

�

B M + 1 + B M
�

2

+

�

A M + 1 + A M
�

2

�

B M + 1 � BM
�

�t

= _A M
B
M
+ A

M _B M
; (3.36)

weseethat(3.35)im plies

�_A M
a = � r �_�M

a � gf
c
ab

�
_A M
c ��

M

b + A
M

c �
_�M
b

�

; (3.37)

which isexactly whatonem ightwritedown from thecorresponding continuum expression

�_A a = � r �_�a � gf
c
ab

�
_A c��b+ A c�_�b

�

: (3.38)

Thecaseisnotquiteso sim plewith theaverages.Since

1

2

�

A
M + 1

B
M + 1 + A

M
B
M
�

=
1

4

�

A
M + 1 + A

M
� �

B
M + 1 + B

M
�

+
1

4

�

A
M + 1 � A

M
� �

B
M + 1 � B

M
�

= A
M
B
M
+
(�t)2

4
_A M _B M

; (3.39)
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wehave

�A
M

a = � r ��
M

a � gf
c
ab

 

A
M

c ��
M

b +
(�t)2

4
_A M
c �

_�M
b

!

; (3.40)

which di�ersfrom the na��ve analog of(3.35)by a term proportionalto (�t)2.However,we

can neglectthisterm by thefollowing fam iliarargum ent[13]:asthelatticespacing �tgoes

to zero,the factorofexp[� i�t
R
d3x(� 2=2� � �_A )]willoscillate rapidly and suppress the

path integralif _A ism oresingularthan (�t)� 1=2.Likewise,ifweconcern ourselvesonly with

gaugetransform ationswhich take historieswhich aresu�ciently nonsingularto contribute

to thepath integralinto othersuch histories,(3.37)tellsusthatthe�_� should also blow up

no fasterthan (�t)� 1=2 as�t! 0. Counting the factorsof�tin the upperbounds,we see

thatthe extra term in (3.40)should be atworstproportionalto �tand thusbe negligible

forsu�ciently sm alllatticespacing.Thuswecan usethesim plerform ula

�A
M

a = � r ��
M

a � gf
c
abA

M

c ��
M

b : (3.400)

Thetransform ation lawsfortheconjugatem om entum andscalarpotentialcan bede�ned

by analogy to (3.400). As observed in Sec.IIID the scalar potentialonly enters the class

operatorvia itsaveraged values(assum ing that’J+ 1 = 0isalwaystaken asagaugechoice),

and so we only need to know how to transform ’ and not’. Since ’ and � are de�ned

m idway between lattice points, we prescribe transform ation laws which are the obvious

latticerealizationsof(3.34):

�’
M
a = �_�M

a � gf
c
ab’

M
c ��

M

b (3.41a)

��Ma = � gf
c
ab�

M
c ��

M

b : (3.41b)

Now weshow thatundersuch a gaugetransform ation,theexpression (3.6)fortheclass

operatorisunchanged. First,we exam ine the m easure forthe path integral. The dem on-

strations forD 3A M ,D ’M and D 3�M are allessentially the sam e,so we show itexplicitly

only forD 3A M .Underthegaugetransform ation A M ! fA M = A M + �AM ,wehave

Y

a

d eA
M i
a (x)=

 
Y

a

dA
M i
a (x)

!

det

(
@ eA M i

b (x)

@A M i
c (x)

)

: (3.42)

TheJacobian m atrix is

@ eA M i
b (x)

@A M i
c (x)

= �bc+
@�AM i

b (x)

@A M i
c (x)

= �bc� gf
c
bd��

M
d (x): (3.43)

Using thestandard m atrix resultthatto lowestorderin �a,det(1+ �a)= 1+ Tr�a,wesee

thattheJacobian forthetransform ation is

det

(
@ eA M i

b (x)

@A M i
c (x)

)

= 1� f
b
bd��

M
d (x)= 1 (3.44)

where we have used the factthatthe structure constantsare totally antisym m etric. This

tellsusthat
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D 3eA
M = D 3

A
M
; (3.45a)

and thedem onstrationsthat

D e’
M = D ’M (3.45b)

and

D 3e�
M = D 3

�
M (3.45c)

proceed sim ilarly.

Nextweconsiderthecanonicalaction density [i.e., _A � � m inustheHam iltonian density;

cf.(3.3)]. The dem onstration issim plestifwe undo the integration by partsto write itin

theform

_A M � �M + � M � D
M
’
M �

1

2

�

� M
�2
�
1

2

�

B
M
�2

= � E
M � �M �

1

2

�

� M
�2
�
1

2

�

B
M
�2
; (3.46)

wherewehavede�ned thelatticerealizationsoftheelectricand m agnetic�eldsby analogy

to (2.11)and (2.8b):

E
M = � _A M � D

M
’
M (3.47a)

and

B
M
a = r � A

M

a +
1

2
gf

c
abA

M

c � A
M

b : (3.47b)

Theconjugatem om entum � isde�ned by (3.41b)to transform asan isovector.Thetrans-

form ationsofE and B are

�E
M
a = � �_A M

a �
�

D �’
M
�

a
� gf

c
ab�A

M

c ’
M
b (3.48a)

�B
M
a = r � �A

M

a + gf
c
ab�A

M

c � A
M

b ; (3.48b)

which can beshown,with a littlealgebra,to givetheexpected isovectortransform ations:

�E
M
a = � gf

c
abE

M
c ��

M

b (3.49a)

�B
M
a = � gf

c
abB

M
c ��

M

b : (3.49b)

So,since � M ,E M and B M alltransform as isovectors,
�

�M
�2
,
�

B M
�2

and E M � �M are

gaugeinvariantquantities,and

_fA M �e� M + e�M �fD M e’
M
�
1

2

�

e�M
�2
�
1

2

�
eB
M
�2

= _A M � �M + � M � D
M
’
M �

1

2

�

� M
�2
�
1

2

�

B
M
�2
:

(3.50)
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Thegauge�xingdeltafunction becom es�
h
eG M

i

.Using(3.2c)towritetheFadeev-Popov

determ inantas

1

� G

=

Z

D �0
�[G�

0

� G]; (3.51)

whereG � 0

indicatestheresultofagaugetransform ation on G by thedum m y variable�0(x),

weseethatthee�ectofa gaugetransform ation by �(x)is

1

e� G

=
1

� �
G

=

Z

D �0
�[G�

0� �� G
�]: (3.52)

Changing thevariableofintegration to �00= �0� � (thegaugetransform ation accom plished

bysuccessiveapplicationof�0and�),wehave(usingform alinvarianceofthegroupm easure;

seesection 7.5 of[10]form oredetails)

1

e� G

=

Z

D �00
�[G�

00

� eG]=
1

� eG

: (3.53)

Coarsegraining only by gauge-invariantalternativesm eansthata path f eA;e�g isin the
classc� ifand only ifthecorresponding path fA;�g is,so

e�[
eA;e�]= e�[A;�]: (3.54)

Finally,weconsiderthebehaviorofthewave functionals�� and 	.

	[fA 0]= 	[A 0+ �A
0]= 	[A 0]+

Z

d
3
x�A

0(x)�
D 	

D A 0(x)

= 	[A 0]�

Z

d
3
x(D 0

��0)(x)�
D 	

D A 0(x)
: (3.55)

Upon integrating by parts,thisbecom es

	[fA 0]= 	[A 0]+

Z

d
3
x��0D 0�

D 	

D A 0
= 	[A 0]; (3.56)

wherewehaveused (2.27b)in thelaststep.

Now,werelabelthevariablesA and � in (3.6)by eA and e� and use(3.45),(3.50),(3.53),

(3.54)and (3.56)to converttheexpression to
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which showsthattheexpressionsfortheclassoperatorsarethesam ewhetherthegaugeis

G = 0 or eG = 0.

IV .P H A SE SPA C E R ESU LT S

A .A llow ed alternatives

In theprevioussection,wedescribed a sum -over-historiesconstruction oftheclassoper-

ators(and hence the decoherence functional)fora NAGT.Forthe classoperatorsto have

the desirable properties detailed therein,the alternatives considered need only be gauge-

invariantcoarse grainingsofthe connection A and the conjugate m om entum �. However,
in practice we willnot be interested in arbitrary gauge-invariant quantities,but only the

physicalquantitiesofthetheory,nam ely thegaugeelectricand m agnetic�eldsand theco-

variantderivative.In aphasespaceform ulation,thoseareidenti�ed with theisovectors� �,
B and D �,respectively. Thuswe de�ne physicalphase space coarse grainingsto be those

in which thegaugeelectric�eld isidenti�ed with � � and thegaugem agnetic�eld with B .

(The physicalphase space theory is then a subset ofthe phase space theory described in

section III.)

W ecan partition thehistoriesby thevaluesofarbitraryisoscalars(gaugeinvariantquan-

tities)constructed from thephysically allowed isovectors.Sincethelength ofan isovectoris

an isoscalar,coarsegraining by thelength ofisovectorsisallowed.Itism oreconvenientto

think ofthissortofcoarsegraining asspecifying in which ofa setofregionsin isospacean

isovectorlies,where allthe regionsare rotationally invariant. From now on,when we talk

aboutcoarsegraining by isovectors,thisiswhatwem ean.

B .C onstraints

Soageneral\physical" coarsegrainingcan involvefunctionalsof�,B ,D ,and D t.Ifwe

considerthe subsetofcoarse grainingswhich involvesthe �rstthree butnotthe covariant

tim e derivative D t,we see thatitinvolves only the vector potentialA and the conjugate

m om entum �,and notthe scalarpotential’. Ifwe work in a gauge which also leaves ’

unrestricted,wecan perform thepath integralover’ to obtain

Z

D ’ exp

�

i

Z

d
4
x’ D � �

�

= �[D � �=2�]; (4.1)

and (3.1)becom es

h�jC �j	i=

Z

�

D 3
AD 3

���[A 00
;t
00)det[2�] (4.2)

� �[K ]�[G]�G [A;�]e
iScan[A ;�]	[A 0

;t
0):

In particular,ifwecoarsegrain by valuesoftheconstraintK = D � �,thedelta function
willcause the classoperatorto vanish forany classwhich doesnotinclude D � � = 0,i.e.,

the constraintsatis�ed. Ifexactly one classincludesthatcondition,then,itwillhave the
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only non-vanishing classoperator,and the only non-vanishing elem entofthe decoherence

functionalwillbe the diagonalelem ent corresponding to that alternative. This willthen

allow theassignm entofprobabilities,nam ely,a probability of1 forthealternativein which

theconstraintissatis�ed and 0 forallothers.

Now we m ake this form aldem onstration m ore precise. Given ourchoice oflattice ex-

pressions,itshould beclearthattherelevantquantitiesarethefollowing functionsde�ned

on each slice:

n

K
M (x)=

�

D
M
� �M

�

(x)
o

: (4.3)

Ifwe work in a gauge which sets ’J+ 1 to zero and does not otherwise restrict ’,we can

perform the’ integralsasin (3.17)and obtain from (3.6)[recalling (3.12)]

h�jC �j	i=
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J+ 1��
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M exp
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h
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!!!
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J+ 1Y

M = 0

�
h

G
M
i

� G M

!

	
h

A
0
;t
0
�

e� [A;�]: (4.4)

The�
h

K M
i

causestheclassoperatorto vanish forany coarsegraining notconsistentwith

allthe
n

K M
o

vanishing everywhere.Thusifwecoarsegrain by an averageoftheconstraint

oversom espacetim eregion,which willcorrespond tosom eaverageoverthe
n

K M
o

,theonly

non-zero elem ent ofthe decoherence functionalwillbe the diagonalone corresponding to

thataveragevanishing.

C .C om parison to reduced phase space theory

In a reduced phasespacecanonicaltheory,asdescribed in section IIID,thealternatives

arede�ned byprojectionsontoeigenstatesofphysicaloperators.W orkingin theaxialgauge,

theoperatorcorresponding to thegaugeelectric�eld is[cf.(3.20)]

�
�

b� ? � en@
� 1
n

cD ? �b� ?

�

(4.5a)

and thatcorresponding to thegaugem agnetic�eld is

bB
a = r � cA

a
? +

1

2
gf

c
ab
cA

c
? �

cA
b
? : (4.5b)

The operatorforthe covariant gradient is cD ab = �abr + gfcab
cA c

? ,but itis less clear how

to convertD ab
t = �ab@t� gfcab’c into an operatorbuiltoutofcA ? and b� ? . Firstofall,we

need to considerthe tim e derivativesofcA ? and b�? . In an operatortheory,one identi�es

thetim ederivativesatonem om entoftim evia theHeisenberg equationsofm otion:
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@t
cA ? = i

h
cH red;

cA ?

i

= b� ? +
cW

�

D ? @
� 2
n D ? � �?

�

(4.6a)

@tb�
a
? = i

h
cH red;b�

a
?

i

= � 11? �
�
cD ? �

bB
�a

� gf
c
ab
cW
��� �

@
� 2
n D ? � �?

�c
�b
?

���

; (4.6b)

where

11? = 11� en 
 en (4.7)

isthetensorwhich projectsonto the\perpendicular" directions.Ifweidentify

b’ = � @
� 2
n

cD ? �b� ? ; (4.8)

and rem em berthatthe�naloperatorexpressionsshould alwaysbeW eyl-ordered,equations

(4.6)give the operatorversionsof� E? = � ? [two ofthe com ponentsof(2.16a)]and the

M axwell’s equation D t� ? = � (D � B )? [two ofthe com ponents of(2.16b)],respectively.

W ealso have

b�n = @n b’; (4.9)

which isthethird com ponentof(2.16a).So theoperatorrealization ofD ab
t is

�ab@t+ gf
c
ab@

� 2
n

�
cD ? �b� ?

�

c
; (4.10)

where the e�ects of@t on other operators are given by (4.6). Ofcourse,in a sum -over-

historiesform ulation,attem ptsto describe instantaneousvaluesoftim e derivativesdo not

yield sensibleresultsduetothenon-di�erentiabilityofthepaths.Instead,wecoarsegrain by

tim ederivativesaveraged overtim e,which correspond to coarsegrainingsby thedi�erence

between valuesofa quantity attwo �nitely separated instantsoftim e.

As described in section IIB 1,probabilities in the usualoperator quantum m echanics

aredescribed by expectation valuesofprojection operators,whilein an operatorgeneralized

quantum m echanics[8],an alternativec� correspondstoaclassoperatorC� which isde�ned

asin (2.25)by a chain ofsuch projections:

C� = e
� ibH red(t

00� tn )P
n
�n

(4.11)

�

0

@

1Y

i= n� 1

e
� ibH red(ti+ 1� ti)P

i
�i

1

A e
� ibH red(t1� t

0)
:

Ifwegeneralizefurther,and allow aclassoperatortobenotjustasinglechain ofprojections,

butasum ofsuch chains,wecan describem oregeneralalternatives,such ascoarsegrainings

by tim eaverages.Theoperatorexpression corresponding to a coarse-grained classoperator

would bede�ned by assigning to each classc� a sum ofchainsofprojections:
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C� =
X

f�ig2�

e
� ibH red(t

00� tn )P
n
�n

(4.110)

�

0

@

1Y

i= n� 1

e
� ibH red(ti+ 1� ti)P

i
�i

1

A e
� ibH red(t1� t

0)
:

Thiswillbeequivalentto thecorresponding sum -over-historiesexpression ifwecan replace

theprojectionswith restricted integrationson latticeslices.First,consideraprojection onto

a rangeoftheco�ordinateA ? :

P
i
� i
=

Z

D 2
A
�
? jA

�
? ie� i

[A �
? ]hA

�
? j; (4.12)

where

e� i
[A �

? ]=

�
0; A �

? =2 � i

1; A �
? 2 � i

(4.13)

istheindicatorfunction fortheregion � i in thespace of�eld con�gurationsfA
�
? (x)g.To

exam inethee�ectthatthisprojection hason theclassoperator,assum ethatwehavetaken

ourlattice spacing sm allenough that�t< ti+ 1 � ti;ti� ti� 1 so thatiftI isthe latesttim e

slice before ti (i.e.,tI+ 1 � ti � tI),no otherprojectionslie in the interval(tI;tI+ 1). Then

thee�ectoftheprojection isto m odify theright-hand sideof(3.30)to be,to �rstorderin

�t,

D

A
I+ 1
?

�
�
�

h

1� i(tI+ 1 � ti)
cH red

i

� P
i
�i

h

1� i(ti� tI)
cH red
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�
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I
?

E

=
D

A
I+ 1
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�
�
�

�

1� i�tcH red
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�
�A
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(4.14)

�

�
tI+ 1 � ti

�t
e� i

h

A
I+ 1
?

i

+
ti� tI

�t
e� i

h

A
I
?

i�

:

In the sum -over-histories form ulation,we would choose an A �
? m ostclosely corresponding

to A ? (ti)and onefactorin theindicatorfunction e� would bee� i
[A �

? ].Given thespiritof

ourlatticeresolution,thatisclearly A
I

? .Thereisa discrepancy between theexpressions

e� i

h

A
I

?

i

(4.15a)

and

tI+ 1 � ti

�t
e� i

h

A
I+ 1
?

i

+
ti� tI

�t
e� i

h

A
I
?

i

; (4.15b)

even when ti = tI +
�t

2
. However,itcan be seen asan artifactofthe lattice;we argued in

section IIIE thatas�t! 0,thedi�erencebetween A I
? ,A

I+ 1
? ,and A

I

? vanisheslike(�t)1=2,

so we expect both expressions to give the sam e results in thatlim it. fItisinteresting to

note that (4.15a) and (4.15b) are rem iniscent ofequations (20) and (19),respectively,of

Feynm an’soriginalpaperon path integrals[11].g
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Here we should considera m om entjustwhat\projections onto rangesofA ? " m eans,

physically.Afterall,A isa gauge-dependentquantity,so itcannotbetheexpression which

determ inesthecoarsegraining in (3.6)independentofthegaugechoiceG.Thetwo quanti-

tiesofinterestconstructed from A areD and B .SinceB ,asde�ned by (2.8b),dependsonly

on thevectorpotentialA atasingletim e,a�eld con�guration B (x)can bedeterm ined from

a �eld con�guration A (x)alone.In fact,thegaugefreedom m eanstherearem any con�gu-

rationsofA which lead tothesam eB con�guration,sothereisaone-to-onecorrespondence

between �eld con�gurationsB (x)and gauge-�xed �eld con�gurationsA ? (x).

Ifweprojectby valuesof�,

P
i
� i
=

Z

D 2
�
�
? j�

�
? ie� i

[��
? ]h�

�
? j; (4.16)

we�nd thatto �rstorderin �t
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: (4.17)

Ifwearguethatin thelim it�t! 0 wecan replaceA�
? with A I

? in the�rstterm and A I+ 1
?

in thesecond term ,werecoverthesum -over-historiesexpression

Z

D 2
�
�
?

D

A
I+ 1
?

�
�
� ��?

E D
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?

�
�
�A

I
?

E

�

 

1� i�tHred

"
A

I+ 1
? + A I

?

2
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?

#!

e� i
[��

? ]: (4.18)

Now we considerphysically whata projection onto valuesof� ? m eans.The conjugate

m om entum � isgauge-covariant,and in thephysicalphasespacetheory directly accessible,

so aslong asthe regionsf� ig are rotationally invariantin isospace,these are allowed sets

ofalternatives. However,dependence ofthe reduced Ham iltonian (3.25) on � ? not just

directly but through the �xed form of�n m eans that we are actually restricting not �?

independently,but �? subject to the constraint D � � = 0. This is no cause for alarm ,

though,sinceaslong asthecoarsegraining m akesno referenceto ’(ti),theresult(4.2)[or

(4.4)]ensuresthatthisisalso thecasein thesum -over-historiesform ulation.

Itseem sreasonable to assum e that,m odulo operatorordering delicacies,a sim ilarcor-

respondence willhold forany com bination ofD ,B and �,and the the sum -over-histories

form ulation gives the sam e results as the corresponding reduced phase space canonicalthe-

ory freferred to in [2]and elsewhere as\Arnowitt-Deser-M isner(ADM )quantization"g for

physicalphase space coarse grainingsnotinvolving D t.
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V .C O N FIG U R AT IO N SPA C E R ESU LT S

A .A llow ed alternatives;overview

In the sum -over-histories form ulation, it is possible to consider a set of physicalal-

ternatives in which the conjugate m om enta are not speci�ed. The gauge electric �eld,

which waspreviously described by � �,isnow described solely in term softhepotentialsas

E = � _A � D ’.W hilethesetwo de�nitionsofthegaugeelectric �eld areclassically equiv-

alent,quantum m echanicaldescriptionsbased on them willin generalbeinequivalent.The

physicalcon�guration space theory isthatin which the gauge electric �eld isrepresented

by E and the gauge m agnetic �eld by B . It has the advantage over the physicalphase

spacerealization that,asdescribed in section VI,itisform ally m anifestly Lorentz-invariant.

However,for that very reason,it willturn out to be not com pletely consistent with the

enforcem entoftheGauss’slaw constraint.

In the subset of gauge-invariant alternatives which do not restrict the m om enta (of

which thephysicalcon�guration space alternativesarein turn a subset),theintegralsover

the m om enta in the path integral(3.6)forthe classoperatorcan be explicitly perform ed.

W edothisin section V B,which givesusaconstructivede�nition ofthecon�guration space

path integral(3.5). Forthe purposesofthe physicalcon�guration space realization ofthe

NAGT,we could have started with the form alexpression (3.5),butapproaching itvia the

phase space route hasenabled usto calculate naturally the m easure forthe con�guration

spacepath integral.

Afterconstructing thecon�guration spacepath integral,wespend thenexttwo subsec-

tionsofsection V on coarsegrainingsby thecon�guration spaceconstraints.In section V C

we construct a class ofquantities which have the sam e properties as those found for the

constraints ofE&M in [2]: the only decohering coarse grainings are those which predict

thatthe constraintissatis�ed with 100% probability. In section V D,however,we exhibit

a quantity in theabelian theory ofE&M which vanishesin thepresence oftheGauss’slaw

constraint,yet violates this property;there are decohering coarse grainings which predict

nonvanishing valuesofthequantity with nonzero probability.

B .R educing the phase space form ulation to the con�guration space form ulation

Sincethecoarsegrainingsm akeno referenceto thecanonicalm om enta �,wecan work
in a gaugewhere� isunrestricted and perform theGaussian integralsoverthem om enta in

(3.6)[using theform ofthecanonicalaction density in (3.46)]:
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and rewritetheclassoperatoras
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whereE M and B M areasgiven in (3.47)and wehavede�ned thenorm alization constant

N =

2

4
Y

a;x

 
�3x

2�i�tN2
A

! 3=2
3

5

J+ 1

: (5.2a)

Lookingat(5.2),weseethatitisalatticerealization oftheform alexpression (3.5),with

them easureforthecon�guration spacepath integralexplicitly calculated.

C .C oarse graining by values ofthe constraints

1.Factoring the class operators

In con�guration space,theconstraintbecom es

Q = � D � E = D �_A + D
2
’ = 0 (5.3)

and theelectric�eld partoftheLagrangian is

Z

d
3
x
1

2
E
2 =

Z

d
3
x
1

2

h
_A 2 + 2 _A � D ’ + (D ’)2

i

: (5.4)

Thisism ostfruitfullysim pli�ed by anew gauge,which wedub the\dotted Coulom b gauge"

(DCG),11 in which

D � _A = 0: (5.5)

Thisdi�ersfrom theCoulom b gaugein which D � A = 0becausethetim ederivativedoesnot

com m utewith thecovariantgradientD .In thisgauge,theconstraintbecom esQ = D 2’ = 0

and,afterintegrating by parts,theelectric�eld partoftheLagrangian becom es

11Itispossible to show thatwe can alwaysreach thisgauge,via an argum entanalogousto that

used in [14]to show thatonecan alwaysreach the Coulom b gauge in a NAG T.

27



Z

d
3
x
1

2

h
_A 2 + (D ’)2
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: (5.6)

Thelatticerealization ofthegaugecondition is

G
M = D

M
� _A M = 0 (5.7)

forM = 0toJ,which,taken alongwith G J+ 2 = ’J+ 1 = 0,leavesonehypersurfaceworth of

gaugeconditionsG J+ 1 to bespeci�ed.W eassum ethatthisisde�ned on som ehypersurface

away from theregion exam ined by ourcoarsegraining,and ignoreit.(Itisconventionalto

assum ethatithasbeen used to ensurethatthescalarpotentialvanishesatspatialin�nity.)

TheFadeev-Popov determ inantfortheDCG can becalculated from (3.2b)to give

� G = det[� D
2
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2]det[@t] (5.8)

and theclassoperatorisnow
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�
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�
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D
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’
M
�2
�)

�
h

G
J+ 1

i

� G J + 1e�[A ;’]: (5.9)

Theexpression (5.9)isbeginningtofactorintotwopieces:apiecedependingontheinitial

and �nalwave functionalswhich involvesonly the vectorpotential,and a piece describing

the coarse graining which involves only the scalar potential. The two factors which still

involve both potentialsarethe(D ’)2 term in the exponentialand theindicatorfunctional

e�[A ;’]. W e would like to solve the �rstproblem by changing variablesfrom ’ to D ’ in

the path integral,butthe latterisa vectorwhile the form erisonly a scalar. To construct

a scalarcorresponding to D ’,weneed to develop som enotation.

First,fortherem ainderofthissection,itwillbeusefultoconsiderallunadorned variables

to be scalars ratherthan four-vectors. Forexam ple,k = jkj=
p
k � k. Now,we de�ne a

nonlocalscalaroperatorr = (r 2)1=2 via a Fouriertransform :

r f(x)=

Z
d3x0d3k

(2�)3
e
ik� (x� x0)

ikf(x0) (5.10)

so that r 2 = r 2 is the Laplacian. (W e could have de�ned the square root to have the

oppositesign,butitwouldnotsubstantiallychangewhatfollows.) Buildingontheproperties

ofthisoperator,wede�nean analogoussquarerootforthecovariantLaplacian

D
2 = r

2 + ig(A a � r + r � A
a)Ta � g

2(A a � A
b)TaTb (5.11)

via an expansion (theconvergence ofwhich wedo notaddress)asfollows:
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D = (D 2)1=2 =
h

r
2 + (D 2 � r

2)
i1=2

= (r 2)1=2
h

1+ r � 2(D 2 � r
2)
i1=2

= r

1X

n= 0

bn

h

r � 2(D 2 � r
2)
in
; (5.12)

wherefbng aretheTaylorexpansion coe�cientsof(1+ x)1=2 and r � 2 isanothernon-local

operator

r � 2
f(x)=

Z
d3x0d3k

(2�)3
e
ik� (x� x0)

�

�
1

k2

�

f(x0) (5.13)

de�ned so thatr 2r � 2 = r � 2r 2 = 1.

Now we wantto m assage the scalarpotentialpartofthe action so thatitinvolvesD ’

ratherthan D ’.Integrating by parts,weseethat

1

2

Z

d
3
x(D ’)2 = �

1

2

Z

d
3
x’ D � D ’ = �

1

2

Z

d
3
x’D

2
’ (5.14)

and now we need to m ove one ofthe D operatorsback to the left.Itisstraightforward to

show (by expanding � and � in Fouriertransform s)that

Z

d
3
x�(x)r �(x)=

Z

d
3
x(r �)(x)�(x) (5.15)

(which istheoppositesign from theintegration by partsinvolving r )and

Z

d
3
x�(x)r � 2

�(x)=

Z

d
3
x(r � 2

�)(x)�(x): (5.16)

Using thosetwo results,along with

Z

d
3
x�(x)(D 2 � r

2)�(x)

=

Z

d
3
x
h

(D 2 � r
2)�(x)

i

�(x) (5.17)

(which followsfrom theintegration by partsproceduresforr and D )onecan show that

�
1

2

Z

d
3
x’D

2
’ = �

1

2

Z

d
3
x(D ’)2: (5.18)

Ifwede�ne12

EM = iD
M
’
M
; (5.19)

12The factorofiisnecessary to m ake E(x)a realquantity. In E& M ,thischange ofvariablesis

justchanging to E = � iE L whereE L isthe (scalar)longitudinalpartofthe electric �eld.
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theclassoperatorbecom es
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� G J + 1e�[A ;E]: (5.20)

Now the only obstacle to factorization ofthe classoperatoristhe indicatorfunctional

e�.Ifwecoarsegrain by som etem poraland spatialaverageoftheconstraint

Q = D
2
’ = � iD E; (5.21)

theindicatorfunctionalfora classin which thisaverageliesin therange� (which,sinceQ

isan isovector,isaregion in isospacewhich ism apped ontoitselfby gaugetransform ations)

is(letting n =
P

a 1 bethedim ension oftheadjointrepresentation ofthegaugegroup,and

keeping in m ind thatf isa com plex isovectorquantity)

e� =

Z

�

d
2n
f�(f � h� iD Ei); (5.22)

which dependson A via the operatorD .If,however,we coarse grain by valuesofiD � 1Q,

which classically should vanish whenever Q does,we are coarse graining by E,e� isinde-

pendentofA ,and wecan perform thefollowing m anipulation:
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� G J + 1; (5.23)

where

C� =

(
0Y

M = J

Z

D EM exp

�

i�t

Z

d
3
x
1

2

�

EM
�2
�)

e� [E]: (5.24)

Thism eansthat

D (�;� 0)=
C�� C� 0

jCuj
2

(5.25)

and we can apply an argum entfrom section VI.4 of[2]: when the decoherence functional

factorsin thisway,the only way the o�-diagonalelem entscan vanish isifonly one ofthe

fC� g isnon-zero.In thatcase,onediagonalelem entofthedecoherence functionalisunity

andalltheothersvanish,which correspondstoade�niteprediction ofthatalternative(100%

probability). Thus we have the result: coarse grainings ofiD � 1(� D � E) in con�guration
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space fallinto two categories: either they yield a de�nite prediction ofa single alternative,

orthey failto decohere.In theform ercase,weexpectthatthepredicted alternativewillbe

theoneconsistentwith constraintQ = 0,butthisargum entitselfdoesnotsettletheissue.

However,theconjecture seem svery likely given thattheintegrand in theexpression (5.24)

forC� isstationary aboutE = 0,which would seem tom akethealternativeincluding E = 0

theonem ostlikely to havea non-vanishing C� .

2.A decohering exam ple

W enow presentexplicitcalculation ofC� foronechoiceoftheaveragehEiwhich veri�es

both thatcoarse grainingsofthe �rstclass exist and thatthe alternative predicted is(in

thiscase)indeed theoneconsistentwith theconstraint.Thedem onstration isanalogousto

thatused in section VI.4 of[2]forE&M ,and thespecialization ofthepresentresult(A16)

to theabelian caseisin facta m oreaccurateversion ofequation (VI.4.12)therein.

W ecoarsegrain by an averagehEioverm odesso thattheindicatorfunctionalis

e� [E]=

Z

�

d
2n
f�(f � hEi): (5.26)

The average hEiisde�ned to be overa tim e interval�tand a group ofm odesin spatial

frequency space�3k.W ereferto thisgroup ofm odesas
,which wealso useforthem ode

volum e(
= �t� 3k),so thattheaverageis

hEi=
1




Z




dtd
3
kEk(t)=

1




X

M 2


�t

Z




d
3
kEMk ; (5.27)

whereEk istheFouriertransform

EMk =

Z
d3x

(2�)3=2
e
� ik� xEM (x): (5.28)

Forthiscoarsegraining,thecalculation in appendix A gives

C� = K 0

Z

�

d
2n
fe

i
jfj2
; (A16)

where K 0 is a constant. The integrand is an \im aginary Gaussian" ofwidth 1=
p
2
;For

jfj2 >� 1=2
,the integrand willoscillate rapidly and the contributionsto the integralwill

cancelout. Thism eansthatifwe average overa large enough group ofm odes
 thatthe

region

�
�
�
�
�
�

1




Z




dtd
3
kEk(t)

�
�
�
�
�
�

2

<
�

1

2

(5.29)

iscontained in a single bin �,thatwillcorrespond to the only non-negligible C � ,and we

willhave a de�nite prediction that the con�guration space constraint is satis�ed to that

accuracy.
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Thisresultislesscom forting than the abelian one,since ouralternatives were de�ned

notby theusualcon�guration spaceconstraintQ = � D � E butanonlocalfunction ofit.In

E&M ,no onewould objectto analogously coarsegraining by thelongitudinalcom ponentof

theelectric �eld ratherthan itsdivergence,butin thatcasetherelationship between them

doesnotinvolve theothercom ponentsofA so a sim ilarfactorization can beperform ed on

� r � E ason EL.However,in a NAGT,coarsegraining by Q = � iD E tanglesup E and A .

Even in E&M ,werun into thisproblem ifwecoarsegrain by quantitieswhich involveboth

E L and A T.W eexam ineonesuch coarsegraining in thenextsection.

D .C oarse graining E& M by quantities proportionalto the constraint

W e showed in the previoussection thatcoarse grainingsby valuesofE in a NAGT (or

E L in E&M ) could only decohere in cases where they led to a de�nite prediction. The

dem onstration does not work for coarse grainings by � iD E (or f[EL;B ]in E&M ).W e

willnow exhibit such a coarse graining in E&M which decoheres,but predicts non-zero

probabilitiesform orethan onealternative,thusverifying thattheproperty described in the

previoussection doesnotalwayshold.

The physicalprocessbelieved to beresponsible fordecoherence in m ostpracticalsitua-

tionsofeveryday liferesultswhen (see[15]fordetailsand a bibliography ofpriorwork)the

\system " ofinterestiscoupled to an \environm ent". The \environm ent" isnotm easured,

butcarriesaway phaseinform ation which causessetsofalternativesdescribing the\system "

to decohere. The presentsituation here issim ilar,butwith the following di�erences. The

\system " variablesA are coupled to the \environm ent" variablesE notby the action,but

by the coarse graining itself,and here itisthe initialstate ratherthan the coarse graining

which isindependentofthe\environm ent" E.Butasweshallsee,thisisstilla m echanism

which can produce decoherence ofa sortdi�erent than that seen in the previous section,

and lead to m orethan onealternativehaving non-zero probability.Forourpurposes,itwill

bem ostusefulto considercoarsegrainingsby functionalsofE L and B in theabelian gauge

theory ofelectrom agnetism . (Although we willbriey m ention,atthe end ofthe section,

a sim ilar result in another theory to illustrate the generality ofthe m echanism described

here.)

In the abelian theory,the dotted Coulom b gauge (5.5) is equivalent to the Coulom b

gaugeA L = 0 and (5.9)becom es

h�jC �j	i= N

Z

D 2
A
J+ 1
T det[@t]�

�
h

A
J+ 1
T ;t

00
�

	
h

A
0
T;t

0
�

�

   
0Y

M = J

Z

D 2
A
M
T exp

�

i�t

Z

d
3
x
1

2

��
_A M
T

�2
�
�

r � _A M
T

�2
��

det[� r ]

!!!

�

(
0Y

M = J

Z

D ’M exp

�

i�t

Z

d
3
x
1

2

�

r ’
M
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e�[A T;’]: (5.30)

For the purposes ofE&M ,we need not concern ourselves with the details ofthe lattice

approxim ation,becausethereduced Ham iltonian isfreefrom theoperatororderingam bigu-
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itiesdiscussed in section IIID.13 Thism eansthatanychoiceofoperatororderingconvention

givesthe sam e reduced Ham iltonian,and in lightofthe discussion in footnote 10,page 16

thism eansthatdi�erentlatticerealizationsofthepath integralwillbeequivalent.W eare

thusjusti�ed in working with theform alequivalentof(5.30):

h�jC �j	i= � G

Z

�

D 2
A T D ’ �

�
h

A
J+ 1
T ;t

00
�

exp

�

i

Z

d
4
x
1

2

��
_A T

�2
�

�

r � _A T

�2
+ (r ’)

2

��

	
h

A
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0
�

:

(5.31)

Sincewecan observethatthe\physicaldegreesoffreedom " upon which thewavefunc-

tionalsdepend arejustthe transverse com ponentsofA ,itisusefulto factoroutthe wave

functionalsand write

h�jC �j	i=

Z

D 2
A
00
T D

2
A
0
T �

�[A 00
T;t

00)

� C�[A
00
Tt

00jA 0
Tt

0)	[A 0
T;t

0); (5.32)

where14

C�[A
00
Tt

00jA 0
Tt

0)= � G

Z

A 0

T
�A 00

T

D 2
A T D ’ e

i
R
t
00

t0
dtL
: (5.33)

Ifwewritetheinitialand �nalconditionsas

�
00
t00[A

00
T2;A

00
T1]=

X

i

��
i[A

00
T2;t

00)p00i�i[A
00
T1;t

00) (5.34a)

�
0
t0[A

0
T2;A

0
T1]=

X

j

	 �
j[A

0
T2;t

0)p0j	 j[A
0
T1;t

0); (5.34b)

wehave,from (5.32)and (2.28),

D (�;�0)/

Z

D 2
A
00
T2D

2
A
00
T1D

2
A
0
T2D

2
A
0
T1

� �
00
t00[A

00
T2;A

00
T1]C�[A

00
T1t

00jA 0
T1t

0)

� �
0
t0[A

0
T1;A

0
T2]C

�
�0[A

00
T2t

00jA 0
T2t

0); (5.35)

wherewehaveestablished theusefulconvention that/ indicatesa proportionality constant

which is the sam e for allclasses and thus can be absorbed into the norm alization. The

quantity wechooseto de�neouralternativesis

13Forexam ple,in the axialgauge (3.13),the functionalde�ned in (3.20)becom es�n[A ? ;�? ]=

� @� 1n r ? � �? ,which isindependentofA ? sothat 1

2
(�n[A ? ;�? ])

2 can beunam biguouslyconverted

into an operatorexpression.

14Here we abuse the m ism atched-parenthesesnotation slightly.C�[A
00
Tt

00jA 0
Tt

0)isa functionalof

A 00and A 0and a function oft00and t0.
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g[B �]jhE Lij
2
; (5.36)

whereg[B �]isa functional(which wetaketo bepositivesem ide�niteforreasonsto becom e

clear later) ofthe m agnetic �eld con�guration B � on som e tim e slice ti,and h� i indicates

an average over som e m ode volum e (i.e.,an average over wavenum ber and tim e15). The

indicatorfunction forthisquantity to liein som einterval� is

e� =

Z

�

df�
�

f � g[B�]jhE Lij
2
�

=

Z

�

df

Z

dbda�(f � ba)�(b� g[B�])

� �
�

a� jhELij
2
�

; (5.37)

which allowsusto write
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!
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W riting theaverageovera group ofm odesas

hr ’i=
1




Z




dtd
3
k[ik’k(t)]; (5.39)

15Sinceitinvolvesa tim eaverage,thissortofalternativeisnotaccessiblein a standard operator-

and-state form ulation ofquantum m echanics.
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a calculation analogousto theonein appendix A tellsusthat
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a�(a); (5.40)

where�(a)istheHeaviside step function.M eanwhile,wecan writeB as16
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(5.42)

is the propagator for the A T sector ofthe theory. By Fourier transform ing the spatial

dependence ofA T,G can be seen to be the propagator for a harm onic oscillator whose

naturalfrequency dependson the wave num berk ofthe m ode. Equation (5.41)allowsus

to write the dependence im plied by (5.35)and (5.38)ofD (� 2;� 1)on the initialand �nal

conditionsas
Z
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0
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�
T1])�

0
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[A �

T1;A
�
T2]�(b2 � g[r � A

�
T2]); (5.43)

wherewehaveused thepropagatorG to transform �0t0 to �
0
ti
and �00t00 to �

00
ti
.Ifthe�nalstate

isoneoffutureindi�erence:

�
00[A 00

T2;A
00
T1]/ �[A00

T2 � A
00
T1] (5.44)

(which ispreserved by thepropagator),(5.43)becom esproportionalto

Z

D 2
A
�
T �(b1 � g[r � A

�
T])

� �
0
ti
[A �

T;A
�
T]�(b2 � g[r � A

�
T])

= �(b2 � b1)p(b1); (5.45)

16The attentive readerm ay notice thatwe are im plicitly expressing ourcoarse graining in term s

ofA �asthough itcorresponded toA on asinglelatticeslice
�

A I
�

ratherthan an average
�

A
I
�

,as

we were instructed to do in section IIIC.Thisisnota problem ,because,asdiscussed earlier,the

operatorordering am biguitiesthatled usto m akethedistinction between thetwo arenotpresent

in E& M .
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where

p(b)=
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D 2
A
�
T �(b� g[r � A

�
T])�

0
ti
[A �

T;A
�
T]: (5.46)

Com bining(5.35)and(5.38)with theexpression forA in(5.40)and thisresultconcerning

B,wehave

D (�;� 0) (5.47)
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!

:

W ith the condition that g[B �]is everywhere non-negative,we see from (5.46) that p(b)

vanishes fornegative b and the step functions above becom e �(f)�(f 0). Ifwe de�ne the

regionsf�g to coverthepositiverealaxis,wecan drop thestep functionsto give

D (�;� 0)/

Z

�

df

Z

�

df
0
G(f � f

0); (5.48)

where

G(y)=

Z 1

0

db

b2
p(b)ei
y=b: (5.48a)

Note thatsince G(f � f0)dependsonly on the di�erence between f and f0,no value off

ispreferred overany other. In particular,ifthe binsf�g are allthe sam e size,D (�;� 0)

dependsonly on therelativeseparation of�and � 0,nottheirabsolutelocation.Thism eans

thatifthere isdecoherence,(5.48)predictsthatthe m easured quantity isequally likely to

haveany value.

Itispossibletochoosethep(b)(which isdeterm ined by theinitialconditions)toproduce

atleastweak decoherence.Forexam ple,letp(b)bea Gaussian in 1=b:

p(b)= A ��(b)�(�
� 1 � b)e� 1=2�

2b2
; (5.49)

whereA � isa cuto�-dependentnorm alization given by

A
� 1
� =

Z ��1

0

dbe
� 1=2�2b2

<
�
p
2�

�2
(5.49a)

to ensure
R
1

0 p(b)= 1.

If� issm allenough,theleading term sin thedecoherencefunctionalwillnotdepend on

it.Iftherealpartsoftheo�-diagonalelem entsofthedecoherence functionalarem uch less

than thediagonalelem ents,thecoarsegraining willexhibitapproxim ateweak decoherence

[cf.(2.19)]Thecalculation in appendix C showsforbinsofequalsize�that,tolowestorder

in e� (
��)
2=2,

ReD (J + �J;J)

D (J;J)
<
�
exp[� (
��)2(j�Jj� 1)2=2]


��
p
2�

: (5.50)
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SoD (J;J� 1)issuppressed byafactorof(
��)� 1 relativetoD (J;J),whilealltheother

elem entsofthedecoherence functionalareexponentially suppressed.In general,weexpect

thissortofresultifReG(y)fallso� on a scalewhich issm allcom pared to � [which should

in generalbe determ inable from a steepest descents evaluation of(5.48a).] Schem atically

(Fig.1),ifReG(y)becom esnegligibleforjyj>� �,with � � �,theintegralforReD (J;J +

�J)forj�Jj� 2 willinclude noneoftheregion forwhich G(y)issigni�cant.The area of

theregion in theintegralforReD (J;J � 1)forwhich G(y)issigni�cantis�2=2,whilethat

forD (J;J)is2�� � �2,so ReD (J;J � 1)issuppressed by a factorof�=�.

Thism eansthatif
�� � 1,this coarse graining by g[B �]jhE Lij
2
decoheresweakly for

the initialcondition (5.49) and the �nalcondition offuture indi�erence,and there is an

equalprobability forthe value to fallinto any ofthe evenly spaced bins.A curiouscorollary

is that if we coarse grain by com bining bins 0 through J0 � 1 into one alternative c< ,

correspondingtog[B �]jhE Lij
2 < J0�,and allthebinsJ 0 and up intoanother,corresponding

to g[B �]jhE Lij
2
> J0�,we�nd thatsincep < isa sum ofJ0 equalterm sand p> isan in�nite

sum ofthe sam e term s,p< = 0 and p> = 1 for any �nite J0,a de�nite prediction that

g[B �]jhE Lij
2 > J0�.Thissortofphenom enon iscom m on in theuseofpath integralm ethods

(foranotherexam ple,see[16])and isrelated to thenon-di�erentiability ofBrownian paths.

Finally,letuscom m enton thesigni�canceofthisresult.Ifwecoarsegrained by values

ofthecorresponding phasespacequantity,g[B �]jh�Lij
2,(4.2)would ensurethatwefound a

de�nite prediction thatitvanished.Thusthephasespace and con�guration spacetheories

m ake di�erent predictions. There are well-docum ented exam ples in generalized quantum

m echanics where analogous phase space and con�guration space coarse grainings lead to

di�erentdecoherencefunctionals(forexam ple,in SectionsV.4.2andVI.4of[2]),butin those

cases,therewasa coarsegraining by m om entum which decohered whilecoarsegraining by

the equivalentquantity in term sofvelocity did not. W hen the coarse graining by velocity

decohered, it agreed with the coarse graining by m om entum . The present result is the

�rstcaseknown to theauthorofcorresponding phasespaceand con�guration spacecoarse

grainings,both ofwhich decohere,butwhich giveconicting probabilities.

This result is not lim ited to constrained theories. Another system in which sim ilar

phenom ena can occuristhenon-relativistic quantum m echanicsofa freeparticle with two

degreesoffreedom and an independentharm onicoscillator.In thatcase,onecoarsegrains

by the product ofsom e function ofthe position ofthe harm onic oscillator atone instant

oftim e with the square ofa tim e average ofthe velocity ofthe free particle. Ifthe initial

state is a zero-m om entum eigenstate ofthe free particle tensored with a suitable state of

the harm onic oscillator,one �nds equalprobability ofany alternative, even though the

corresponding phase space coarse graining yields a de�nite prediction that the quantity

vanishes.

V I.A FEW W O R D S A B O U T LO R EN T Z IN VA R IA N C E

Sinceourim plem entationofthesum overhistoriesforthegeneralizedquantum m echanics

ofaNAGT hasrelied ratherheavily on adivision intotim eand space,itisworth m entioning

how littletheform altheory really doesto single outa preferred Lorentzfram e.Thephase

spacetheory isofcoursenotLorentz-invariant,astheconjugatem om enta arede�ned with
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respectto a particulartim e. Since � � and B are treated di�erently,itisnotpossible to

com bine them into a �eld strength tensor which Lorentz transform s appropriately. This

isthe source ofthe apparentasym m etry between di�erentcom ponentsofthe equationsof

m otion

D �G
�� = 0; (6.1)

theconstraintshold identically,whiletheothersdo not.

However,theform alcon�gurationspacetheory(andnotjustthe\physical"con�guration

space coarse grainingsde�ned in section V A)can be castinto a form which ism anifestly

Lorentz-invariant.In theform alcon�guration spaceexpression

h�jC �j	i=

Z

�

D 4
A ��[A 00

;t
00)�[G]�G [A] (6.2)

� exp

 

� i

Z t00

t0
dt

Z

d
3
x
1

4
G
a
��G

��
a

!

	[A 0
;t
0);

E and B are treated on equalfooting from a spacetim e pointofview aspartofthe tensor

G ��. Lorentz invariance isbroken in two ways,both concerning the initialand �nalwave

functionals	and �.First,they areattached on surfacesofconstantco�ordinatetim erather

than arbitrary spacelike surfaces;second,theoperatorconstraints(2.27)on 	 and � treat

’ = A 0 and A = A iei unequally. In thissection,we dem onstrate thatthese two problem s

are related to one another,and show how the conditionssatis�ed by the wave functionals

can berelated to thesurfaceson which they areevaluated.

W ecan generalize(6.2)to arbitrary (spacelike)initialand �nalsurfacesin thestraight-

forward m anner:

h�jC �j	i=

Z

�

D 4
A ��

h

A
(�00)

;�
00
�

�[G]�G [A]

� e
i
R
�
00

�0
d4xL(x)

	[A (�0)
;�

0); (6.3)

where A (�) is the restriction ofthe function A(x) (here the four-vector potential,but the

de�nition willapply to any function de�ned overspacetim e)onto the three-surface �,and

theintegralfortheaction isovertheregion bounded by �0and �00.Using thesum overall

historiesto de�nea propagator17

G
h

A
(�00)

�
00
�
�
� A

(�0)
�
0
�

=

Z

A (�0)A (�00)

D 4
A �[G]�G [A]e

i
R
�
00

�0
d4xL(x)

; (6.4)

we can go from a wave functional	 de�ned on one spacelike surface to one de�ned on

another:

17Again,the m ixed-parentheses notation is stretched som ewhat here;G
h

A (�00)�00
�
�
�A (�0)�0

�

is a

functionalofthe potentialsA (�0) and A (�00) and a \function" ofthespacelike surfaces�0and �00.
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h

A
(�00)

;�
00
�

=

Z

D 4
A
(�0)G

h

A
(�00)

�
00
�
�
� A

(�0)
�
0
�

	
h

A
(�0)

;�
0
�

: (6.5)

The classoperatorsde�ned from (6.3)fordi�erentchoicesofinitialand �nalsurfacesare

the sam e so long asallthe spacetim e pointsfxg atwhich the coarse grainingsrestrictthe

�eldsA(x)stillliein between theinitialand �nalsurfaces.

Theconditionssatis�ed by thewavefunctionalareaconsequenceofthegaugeinvariance

ofthe path integralforthe propagator,asdiscussed in [17]. De�ning co�ordinatesf�ig on

the 3-surface � and specifying itsem bedding in the atM inkowskispace asfx�f�igg,the

m etricon thesurfacewillbe

ds
2 = ���

@x�

@�i
d�

i
@x�

@�j
d�

j = hijd�
i
d�

j
; (6.6)

hij = ���
@x�

@�i

@x�

@�j
: (6.6a)

The condition that� bespacelike m eansthatthethree-m etric fhijg ispositive de�nite,so

thatthevolum eelem enton � is

d
3�= d

3
�
p
h; (6.7)

where h = detfhijg. Now the restriction ofA(x)onto � isde�ned by A (�)(�)= A(x(�)),

and isa function ofthethreeco�ordinatesf�ig alone.Thisisthe�rstargum entofthewave

functional	[A (�);�).Equation (6.5)showsthatthedependence of	 on its�rstargum ent

is the sam e as the dependence ofthe propagatorG on its �rst argum ent. Since the path

integralin (6.4) is invariant under gauge transform ations on A,the propagator m ust be

invariant under the e�ects ofthose gauge transform ations on A (�0) and A (�00). Since the

gaugetransform ation

�A
a
� = � r� ��a � gf

c
abA

c
���

b (2.1)

isnonlocal,thechangein A (�) cannotbedescribed by using only therestriction ��(�)(�)=

��(x(�)) ofthe gauge transform ation param eter �� onto the surface �. To identify the

troublesom e com ponentofthe gradientwhich introducesvaluesof�� o� of�,itisuseful

to de�nea projection tensor

��
� =

@�i

@x�

@x�

@�i
; (6.8)

where@�i=@x� isthegradientof� with respectto x lying in � so that

@�i

@x�

@x�

@�j
= �

i
j: (6.9)

Thisalso followsfrom thechain rule

@

@�i
=
@x�

@�i

@

@x�
: (6.10)
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De�ning a com plem entary projection tensor � �
� = ��� � ���,we wish to project out the

com ponentsoffA �g with � and �.SinceTr�= 3 and Tr�= 1,itisconvenientto de�ne

projected objects with the num ber ofcom ponents equalto the rank ofthe corresponding

projection.Thus,projectionsalong � arem oreconcisely de�ned by sim ply projecting with

@x�=@�i.De�ning18

@i(�)=
@x�

@�i
A
(�)
� (�) (6.11)

and using (6.10),thecom ponentof(2.1)lying in � is

�@ai = �
@��(�)a

@�i
� gf

c
ab@

c
i��

(�)

b ; (6.12)

which isexpressed entirely in term soffunctionsof�.

To look attheprojection ofa four-vectorby therank-one�,itisconvenientto convert

itinto a scalarby dotting itinto som earbitrary tim elikevectorv.Hencethecom ponentof

A outofthesurface� is

�(�)= � v
�� �

�(�)A�(x(�))= � u
�(�)A�(x(�)): (6.13)

Since � hasrank one,allpossible vectorsu � = v�� �
� determ ined from di�erentv’swillbe

parallelto oneanother.Since

u
� @�

i

@x�
= 0; (6.14)

u m ust be parallelto the norm alto the surface �. (W e could choose itto be the norm al

itself,butthe norm alization factorwillturn outto be irrelevantin whatfollows.) Taking

thedotproductof(2.1)with u,and de�ning

@

@u
= u

� @

@x�
; (6.15)

wehave

��
a =

 
@��a

@u

! (�)

� gf
c
ab�

c
��

(�)

b ; (6.16)

which cannotbedeterm ined from � and ��(�) alone.

Now,sincethevariation ofG
h

A (�)�
�
�
� A(�

0)�0
�

underagaugetransform ation m ustvanish,

thism ustalso be true for	. Thatvariation isgiven in term softhe functionalderivatives

by

18W e callthis@i ratherthan A
(�)

i to em phasize thatthe com ponents@1;@2;@3 are de�ned with

respectto the co�ordinates�1;�2;�3 lying in the surface � and are notin generalthe spatialcom -

ponentsA
(�)

1 ;A
(�)

2 ;A
(�)

3 de�ned with respectto the cartesian spatialco�ordinatesx1;x2;x3.
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�	[A (�)]=

Z

d
3
�
p
h
D 	

D A �

�A� (6.17)

=

Z

d
3
�
p
h

 
D 	

D A
(�)
�

��
��A

(�)
� +

D 	

D A
(�)
�

� �
��A

(�)
�

!

:

In general,� and �willdepend on co�ordinate�,butthey willstillcom m utewith thegauge

transform ation � and the functionaldi�erentiation D . Putotherwise,the sam e am ountof

inform ation isincluded in (f@ig;�)asin
n

A (�)
�

o

�
�

A (�);’(�)
�

,so that	 m ay beviewed as

a functionalof@ and �,in which case(6.17)becom es

�	[@;�]=

Z

d
3
�
p
h

 
D 	

D @i
�@i+

D 	

D �
��

!

=

Z

d
3
�
p
h

"

��(�)a gf
c
ab

 

@ci
D 	

D @bi
+ �

cD 	

D �b

!

�
@��(�)a

@�i

D 	

D @ai
+

 
@��a

@u

! (�)
D 	

D �a

#

:(6.18)

Integrating thesecond term by partsand discarding theterm atspatialin�nity gives

�	[@;�]=

Z

d
3
�
p
h

(

��(�)a

"

gf
c
ab@

c
i

D 	

D @bi
+ gf

c
ab�

cD 	

D �b
+

1
p
h

@

@�i

 
p
h
D 	

D @ai

! #

+

 
@��a

@u

! (�)
D 	

D �a

)

:

(6.19)

For this to vanish for arbitrary ��(x),the coe�cients of�� (�)(�) and (@u��)
(�)(�) m ust

vanish separately.Thisleadsto thegeneralization of(2.27):

D

D �a
	[@;�;�)= 0 (6.20a)

 

�ab
1
p
h

@

@�i

p
h + gf

c
ab@

c
i

!
D

D @bi
	[@;�;�)= 0: (6.20b)

Recognizing theform ofthegeom etric\covariantdivergence" on a curved m anifold,wesee

thatthegeneralconditionsare

D

D �
	[@; ;�)= 0 (6.21a)

D i

D

D @i
	[@; ;�)= 0; (6.21b)

whereD i isthe\covariant" gradientin both thegaugeand geom etricsensesoftheword:

(D i�
j)a =

@�ja

@�i
+ �

j

ik�
k
a + gf

c
ab@

c
i�

j

b; (6.22)

�
j

ik =
hj‘

2

 
@h‘i

@�k
+
@hk‘

@�i
�
@hik

@�‘

!

: (6.22a)

Forthecaseof� a surfaceofconstanttim e,(6.21)reducesto (2.27).
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So,ifthe initialand �nal\tim es" are generalized to arbitrary spacelike surfaces, the

conditions(6.21)obeyed by the initialand �nalwave functionalsdo nottruly break Lorentz

invariance,sincethey depend only on the surfaceson which thestatesareattached,and not

on any absolute tim e direction. Thus the entire theory can be form ulated in a m anifestly

Lorentzinvariantway,atleastform ally.W ith arbitrary initialand �nalsurfaces,any lattice

realization ofthepath integralsin (6.3)willin generalinvolveanon-cartesian lattice.There

are doubtless di�culties in de�ning such integrals,but they are beyond the scope ofthe

presentwork.

V II.C O N C LU SIO N S

In this work,we have developed and exam ined the sum -over-histories form ulation of

generalized quantum m echanics for a nonabelian gauge theory in the absence ofm atter,

which in addition toitsinherentinterestcan beviewed asatoy m odelforEinstein’sgeneral

relativity. The path integralshave been explicitly de�ned via an in�nitesim allattice,and

shown to begaugeinvariant.

The m ost generalform of the theory allows any set of gauge invariant phase space

alternativestobeassignedadecoherencefunctional.Restrictingthealternativestothephase

spaceim plem entationsofthegaugeelectricand m agnetic�eldsand thecovariantderivative

givesthe \physicalphase space form ulation".Ifinstead only gaugeinvariantcon�guration

space alternativesare considered,we obtain a di�erentsubsetofpossible coarse grainings.

Thistheory isform ally Lorentz-invariantaswell. A furtherrestriction to coarse grainings

involving thecon�guration spaceim plem entationsofgaugeelectricand m agnetic�eldsand

covariantderivativegivesthe\physicalcon�guration spaceform ulation".

W e have shown thatthe physicalphase space form ulation agreeswith a reduced phase

space canonicaloperator(or,asitisknown in otherworksincluding [2],\ADM ")form u-

lation,so long asthe coarse grainings did notinvolve tim e derivatives. In particular,the

nonabelian Gauss’slaw constraintD � � = 0 isalwayssatis�ed.

The physicalcon�guration space form ulation behavesslightly di�erently. One form ally

de�ned quantity which roughly correspondsto thelongitudinalelectric�eld E L from E&M

wasshown to behavein thesam eway asE L did in theabelian theory.I.e.,coarsegrainings

by thisquantity which decohere predictthatitvanishes. However,ifone coarse grainsby

m orecom plicated quantitiesrelated to thecon�guration spaceconstraint� D � E,thatm ay

not be so. In E&M ,we have explicitly shown that for suitable initialconditions,coarse

grainingsby onesuch quantity fg[B (ti)]jhE Lij
2
gdecohereand predictnon-zeroprobabilities

forthequantity notto vanish.

Despite thedisagreem entbetween thephysicalcon�guration spaceim plem entation and

reduced phase space operator quantization,the sum -over-histories form ulation is stillat-

tractive,since it can be expressed in a m anifestly Lorentz-invariant form . On the other

hand,the operatortheory givesspecialconsideration to the tim e direction by singling out

theconstraint,which isjustthetim elikecom ponentoftheequationsofm otion D �G
�� = 0,

to beidentically satis�ed.

Since the disagreem ent between the sum -over-histories theory and a naturalextension

ofthe operatortheory com esaboutwhen the coarse graining involves quantitiesaveraged
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overa spacetim eregion,asopposed to theusualquantum m echanicalexpressionsinvolving

alternativesde�ned ata singlem om entoftim e,perhapsthesum -over-historiesand reduced

phasespacem ethodsshould beseen asdi�erentgeneralizationsofthepreviously tested for-

m ulations(in which thequantity considered hereisnotaccessible).TheLorentzinvariance

ofthe sum -over-historiesm ethod then m akesitthe preferred generalization in lightofthe

potentialapplication to quantum gravity,asittakesonem orestep towardselim inating the

specialroleoftim ein thetheory.

There isalso som e question asto whetherone could constructa physicalapparatusto

m easure the involved quantity by which we coarse grained in section V D;on a practical

level,the �eldsare notdirectly m easurable,butonly accessible through theirinteractions

with charged particles.Itisconceivablethatthedi�erencesbetween thesum -over-histories

and operatorform alism sareundetectablein theirapplication to QED and QCD.However,

it is reasonable to expect thatthe issues raised by the discrepancy between them willbe

relevantto a quantization ofGR.Isenforcem entoftheconstraintsm orefundam entalthan

m anifestdi�eom orphism (hereLorentz)invariance,orshould weonly expecttheconstraints

to be satis�ed when the classofalternativesconsidered singlesoutthe corresponding tim e

direction in itschoiceofsurfaces?
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A P P EN D IX A :C A LC U LAT IO N O F C LA SS O P ER AT O R FO R SEC T IO N V C 2

In thisappendix wecalculate

C� =

(
0Y

M = J

Z

D EM exp

�

i�t

Z

d
3
x
1

2

�

EM
�2
�)

e� [E]; (5.24)

where

e� [E]=

Z

�

d
2n
f�(f � hEi) (5.26)

describesthecoarsegraining by valuesofthem odeaverage

hEi=
1




Z




dtd
3
kEk(t)=

1




X

M 2


�t

Z




d
3
kEMk : (5.27)

W hileE(x)isa realquantity,theFouriertransform
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EMk =

Z
d3x

(2�)3=2
e
� ik� xEM (x) (5.28)

iscom plex butconstrained to obey E�k = E� k.Integrating overthe independentdegreesof

freedom in Fourierspace necessitates the developm ent ofm ore notation. Letting a super-

scriptofR orIindicatetherealorim aginary part,respectively,ofa com plex num ber,and

using theJacobian determ inantcalculated in appendix B forthediscreteFouriertransform ,

thepath integralm easureis(using thein�nitenum ericalconstant� de�ned in appendix B)

D EM =
Y

a;x

N AdE
M
a (x)

=
Y

a;x

N AdE
M R
a (x)dEM I

a (x)�(((EM I
a (x))))

=
Y

a

 
Y

k

N A

�3k

�3x
dEM R

a;k dE
M I
a;k

!

(A1)

� �
Y

k

1=2�3x

�3k
�
�

EM R
a;k � EM R

a;� k

�

�
�

EM I
a;k + EM I

a;� k

�

;

where the
Q 1=2 m eansweareonly taking theproductoverhalfthem odes(leaving outthe

redundantones,whose spatialfrequency ism inusthe spatialfrequency ofa m ode already

counted),sothat
Q

x f
R(x)and

Q 1=2

k fRk f
I
k each havethesam enum beroffactors.Thefactor

in
Q
1=2 forthezero m ode19 isunderstood to be

 
�3x

�3k

! 1=2

�(EM I
a;0): (A1a)

W ecan usethedelta functionsto perform theintegralsoverhalfoftheFouriercom ponents

so that

D EM =
Y

a

�
Y

k

1=2
N

2
A

�3k

�3x
dEM R

a;k dE
M I
a;k

= �n
Y

k

1=2

 

N
2
A

�3k

�3x

! n

d
nEM R

k d
nEM I

k (A2)

19Therewilltypically alsobem odeson theboundaryofspatialfrequencyspacewhich areidenti�ed

with thecorrespondingm odeson theoppositeboundary,and sothatforthesek’sEk = E� k aswith

the zero m ode k = 0.Forexam ple,in the discrete Fouriertransform on a one-dim ensionallattice

[18]with an even num ber N ofpoints,the m odes offrequency 1=2N and � 1=2N (the Nyquist

criticalfrequency and its im age) are identi�ed,so the situation is analogous to that ofthe zero

m ode. The identi�cation,when com bined with the condition E�k = E� k,requiresthatthe Fourier

com ponents on the boundary be real. The boundary is not a region ofinterest to us in spatial

frequency space,and weassum ethattheprescription forthosefactorsissim ilarto theoneforthe

zero m ode.
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with thefactorforthezero m odeunderstood to be

 

N
2
A

�3k

�3x

! n=2

d
nEM R

0 : (A2a)

TherelevantpartoftheLagrangian is
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; (A3)

de�ning ! = �t�3k,wehave

C� =
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Ifweuse� asa m odelabel,com bining M and k,
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E�

�

(A5)

and

C� =

   

�n(J+ 1)
Y

�

 

N
2
A

�3x

�3k

! n

(A6)

�

Z

d
nER� d

nEI� exp

�

i!

��

ER�

�2
+
�

EI�

�2
��!!!

e� [E]:

W ecan factortheproductin (A6)into a productoverm odesin 
 and oneoverm odesnot

in 
.Thelatterisa constantwhich isthesam eforallalternativesfc� g:

K =

   

�n(J+ 1)
Y

�=2


 

N
2
A

�3x

�3k

! n

�

Z

d
nER� d

nEI� exp

�

i!

��

ER�

�2
+
�

EI�

�2
��!!!

; (A7)

which leaves
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C� = K

   
Y

�2


 

N
2
A

�3x

�3k

! n

�

Z

d
nER� d

nEI� exp

�

i!

��

ER�

�2
+
�

EI�

�2
��!!!

�

Z

�

d
2n
f�

2n

�

f �
!




X

�2


E�

�

: (A8)

Ifwe de�ne N =
P

�2
 1 to be the num berofm odesin 
,and write allthe m odesofE in


 asa 2N -com ponentcolum n vector:

E =

 
ER�
EI�

!

; (A9)

wehave

C� = K

2

4
Y

�2


 

N
2
A

�3x

�3k

! n Z

d
nER� d

nEI�

3

5 e
i!E2

�

Z

�

d
2n
f�

2n

�

f �
!




X

�2


E�

�

: (A10)

W ede�nea colum n vector� to bethediscreteFouriertransform ofE:

�=

 
� R
w y

� I
w y

!

=

 
1

2

1

2
1

2i
� 1

2i

!  
!



eiy� k+ iw t 0

0 !



e� iy� k� iw t

!

�

 
1 i

1 � i

!  
ERtk
EItk

!

= M E: (A11)

[Thisisa rigorousversion ofthetraditionaltreatm entofthecom plex � and � � asindepen-

dentvariables;them iddlem atrix oftheproductofthreeistheonewhich would beused to

convertthecolum n vector

�
Etk
E�
tk

�

to

�
� w y

� �
w y

�

.]Thezero com ponentsof� are

� 00 =
!




X

�2


E� = hEi: (A12)

SinceM isa realm atrix which istheproductofthreem atrices,each ofwhich ispropor-

tionalto a unitary m atrix,itm ustbeproportionalto an orthogonal(i.e.,realand unitary)

m atrix M .Thecalculation in appendix B yields

detM = N
� N = (detM )(N � 1=2)2N ; (A13)

so wehaveM = M =
p
N .Thus

� 2 = ETRM TR
M E =

ETRM TRM E

N
=
E2

N
; (A14)
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so !E2 = N !� 2 = 
� 2 and

C� = K

"
Y

w y

 

N
2
A

�3x

�3k

! n Z

N d
n� R

w yd
n� I

w y

#

e
i
� 2

Z

�

d
2n
f�

2n(f � �00)

= K

   
Y

w y

 

N
2
A

�3x

�3k

! n Z

N d
n� R

w yd
n� I

w y exp

�

i


��

� R
w y

�2
+
�

� I
w y

�2
��!!! Z

�

d
2n
f�

2n(f � �00):(A15)

Factoring allthe f� w yg except the zero m ode into the constant,and using the delta

function to do the� 00 integrals,wehave

C� = K 0

Z

�

d
2n
fe

i
jfj2
: (A16)

A P P EN D IX B :C A LC U LAT IO N O F JA C O B IA N D ET ER M IN A N T S FO R

D ISC R ET E FO U R IER T R A N SFO R M S

Given a com plex function f(x) ofa D dim ensionalvariable x = fx�j� = 1;2;:::D g,

ifwe de�ne f only on a spatiallattice with N � lattice pointsin the � direction (and thus
Q
D
�= 1 N � � N totallatticepoints),wehavea vector

f =

 
fRx
fIx

!

(B1)

with 2N realcom ponents.IfwetaketheFouriertransform (see[18]fora generaltreatm ent

ofthediscreteFouriertransform )

Fk =
X

x

e
� ik� x

fx; (B2)

thereisa corresponding m atrix transform ation20 on R 2N :

 
F R
k

F I
k

!

=

 
1

2

1

2
1

2i
� 1

2i

!

�

 
exp(� i

P

� k�x�) 0

0 exp(� i
P

� k�x�)

!

�

 
1 i

1 � i

!  
fRx
fIx

!

(B3)

or

F = M f: (B30)

20Aswith (A11),thistreatm entisthe m ore carefulanalog oftreating fx and f�x asindependent

variables.
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TheJacobian ofthistransform ation isgiven by detM .Sincethe�rstand third ofthethree

m atricesofwhich M isaproductareinversesofeach otherand thesecond isblock diagonal,

wehave

det
2N � 2N

M = det
N � N

e
� ik� xdet

N � N
e
� ik� x

= det
N � N

 
X

k

e
� ix� k

e
� ik� y

!

= det
N � N

(N �xy)= N
N
: (B4)

To apply this to the transform ationsin section V C,we need to take into account the

norm alization constants.In thediscretecase,(5.28)becom es

EMa;k =
X

x

�3x

(2�)3=2
e
� ik� xEMa (x) (B5)

and theJacobian is

N
N

 
�3x

(2�)3=2

! 2N

: (B6)

Now,the relationship between �3x,the num ber ofspatiallattice sites N ,and the lattice

spacing �3k in spatialfrequency can be deduced by geom etric argum ents,butthe sim plest

m ethod isto notethat

EMa (x)=
X

k

�3k

(2�)3=2
e
ix� kEMa;k (B7)

and hence

 

EM R
a (x)

EM I
a (x)

!

=

 
1

2

1

2
1

2i
� 1

2i

!

�

0

@

�3k

(2�)3=2
eix� k 0

0 �3k

(2�)3=2
e� ix� k

1

A

�

0

@

�3x

(2�)3=2
e� ik� y 0

0 d �3x

(2�)3=2
eik� y

1

A

�

 
1 i

1 � i

!  
EM R
a (y)

EM I
a (y)

!

: (B8)

Taking thedeterm inant,we�nd

1=

 
�3k

(2�)3=2

! 2N

N
N

 
�3x

(2�)3=2

! 2N

N
N (B9)

or
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N =
(2�)3

�3k�3x
: (B10)

Substituting into (B6),weseethattheJacobian is

 
(2�)3

�3k�3x

! N  
�3x

(2�)3=2

! 2N

=

 
�3x

�3k

! N

(B11)

so that

Y

x

dEM R
a (x)dEM I

a (x)=

 
�3k

�3x

! N
Y

k

dEM R
a;k dE

M I
a;k

=
Y

k

 
�3k

�3x

!

dEM R
a;k dE

M I
a;k; (B12)

which isthecorrectfactorfor(A1).

Equation (A1)also involvestheJacobian forthetransform ation ofthedelta functions

Y

x

�(((EM I
a (x)))) (B13)

into

Y

k

1=2
�
�

EM R
a;k � EM R

a;� k

�

�
�

EM I
a;k + EM I

a;� k

�

: (B14)

To determ inethat,de�neF �
k = Fk � F� k and observethat

Y

x

df
R
x df

I
x = N

N
Y

k

dF
R
k dF

I
k

= N
N
Y

k

1=2
dF

R
k dF

R
� kdF

I
kdF

I
� k

= N
N
Y

k

1=2
dF

R +
k dF

R �
k

2

dF
I+
k dF

I�
k

2
; (B15)

so

Y

x

�(fRx )�(f
I
x)

= N
� N

Y

k

1=22�(FR +k )�(FR �k )2�(FI+k )�(FI�k ): (B16)

W eassum eby sym m etry thatwhen wefactortheJacobian splitsevenly:

Y

x

�(fRx )= N
� N =2

Y

k

1=22�(FR +k )�(FI�k ) (B17a)

Y

x

�(fIx)= N
� N =2

Y

k

1=22�(FR �k )�(FI+k ); (B17b)

thism eansthat
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Y

x

�(((EM I
a (x)))) (B18)

= �
Y

k

1=2

 
�3x

�3k

!

�
�

EM R
a;k � EM R

a;� k

�

�
�

EM I
a;k + EM I

a;� k

�

:

� is not quite equalto 2N =2 because the analysis above does not go through for the zero

m odeand som em odeson theboundary (seefootnote19,page44)which areidenti�ed with

their im ages. In those cases,the analysis produces the sam e Jacobian,only without the

factorof2.Atany rate,� isa constant,and itsprecise valueisunim portant.

The determ inantofthe transform ation (A11)iseven m ore straightforward. There the

num berofm odesisjustN = 


!
,and thedeterm inantisthus

�
!




�2N

N
N = N

� N
: (B19)

A P P EN D IX C :C A LC U LAT IO N O F T H E D EC O H ER EN C E FU N C T IO N A L FO R

SEC T IO N V D IN T H E P R ESEN C E O F A G A U SSIA N IN IT IA L STAT E

Here we calculate the decoherence functional(5.48)foran initialstate where p(b) [cf.

(5.46)]isa Gaussian in B = 1

b
:

p(B � 1)= A ��(B � �)e� B
2=2�2

: (C1)

Then (5.48a)becom es

G(y)/

Z
1

�

dB e
i
yB

e
� B 2=2�2 (C2)

= �1(y)+ e
� (
�y)2=2

Z 1

0

dB e
� (B � i
�2y)2=2�2

;

where

�1(y)= �

Z �

0

dB e
� B 2=2�2

e
i
yB (C3)

satis�es

j�1(y)j< �: (C4)

Thesecond term in (C3)can bem assaged by deform ation ofcontourto give

G(y)/

s

2

�

�1(y)

�
+ G R(y)+ iG I(y); (C5)

where

G R(y)= e
� (
�y)2=2 (C5a)
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and

G I(y)=

s

2

�

�

Z y

0

dze
(
�)2(z2� y2)=2

: (C5b)

Ifwechoosethebinsto beofa uniform size�:

� J � [J�;(J + 1)�); 0� J 2 Z ; (C6)

wehave

ReD (J;J0)/

Z
(J+ 1)�

J�

df

Z
(J0+ 1)�

J0�

df
0
e
� (
�)2(f� f0)2=2

+

s

2

�

�2(J � J0;�)� 2

�
; (C7)

where

�2(J � J
0
;�)

= � � 2

Z (J+ 1)�

J�

df

Z (J0+ 1)�

J0�

df
0Re�1(f � f

0) (C8)

again satis�es

j�2(J � J
0
;�)j< �: (C9)

M aking a suitablechangeofvariablesand factoring out� 2,weobtain

ReD (J;J0)/ D + (jJ � J
0j)+ D � (jJ � J

0j)

+

s

2

�

�2(J � J0;�)

�
; (C10)

whereD � isthecontribution tothedoubleintegralfrom � [f� f0� (J� J0)�](J� J 0)> 0:

D � (�J)=

Z 1

0

d� (1� �)exp[� (
��)2(�J � �)2=2] (C10a)

(Fig.2).Now,

D + (�J)� e
� (
��)2(�J)2=2

Z
1

0

d� (1� �)e� (�
��)
2=2

= e
� (
��)2(�J)2=2

D + (0): (C11)

From thede�nition (C10a)itisevidentthatD � (0)= D + (0).For�J � 1,

D � (�J)=

Z
1

0

d� � expf� (
��)2[(�J � 1)+ �]2=2g

� e
� (
��)2(�J� 1)2=2

D � (1): (C12)
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Com bining theseresults,wesee21

ReD (J + �J;J)

D (J;J)
�
e� (
��)

2j�Jj2=2D + (0)+ e� (
��)
2(j�Jj� 1)2=2D � (1)+

q

2=� �2(�J;�)=�

2D + (0)+
q

2=� �2(�J;�)=�
:

(C13)

So wehavereduced thequestion ofwhetherwehaveweak decoherence[jReD (J + �J)j�

D (J;J)for�J 6= 0]to a calculation ofD + (0)and D � (1).Itisstraightforward to show

D � (1)=
1� e� (
��)

2=2

(
��) 2
(C14)

and

D + (0)=

q

�=2


��
erf

 

��
p
2

!

� D� (1); (C15)

where erf(z) is the error function erf(z) = 2p
�

Rz
0 e

� t2dt,which satis�es erf(1 ) = 1 and

erfz� 1� e� z
2

.Thus

D + (0)�

r
�

2

1� e� (
��)
2=2


��
�
1� e� (
��)

2=2

(
��) 2

=
�

1� e
� (
��)2=2

� 
��
q

�=2� 1

(
��) 2
: (C16)

Thism eansthatifthecuto� � <
� �e� (
��)

2=2,(C13)becom es,to lowestorderin e� (
��)
2=2,

ReD (J + �J;J)

D (J;J)

<
�
exp[� (
��)2(j�Jj� 1)2=2]D � (1)

2D + (0)
+ O

 
�

�

!

<
�
exp[� (
��)2(j�Jj� 1)2=2]


��
p
2�

+ O

 
�

�

!

: (C17)

Forlarge
��,the�-dependentterm willnotbereleventto theissueofdecoherence.

21RecallthatD (J;J)isrealand positive by (2.17a-2.17b).
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Theregionsofintegration ofa generalG (f� f0)to producethedecoherencefunctional

D (J;J0)via (5.48).IfG (y)isnegligibleforjyj>� �,integralsofG (y)overregionstwo orm orespots

o� the diagonal(jJ � J 0j� 2)willbe negligible. Squareson the diagonal(J = J0)have a region

ofarea 2�� � �2 overwhich G (y)isappreciable.Squaresone spoto� the diagonal(jJ � J 0j= 1)

include som e non-negligible values ofG (y),but only in a triangular region ofarea �2=2. Thus

D (J;J � 1)should besuppressed by a factorof�=� relative to D (J;J).Com pareFig.1 of[15].

FIG .2. The regions of integration for D � (j�Jj). Because of the exponential dropo� in

ReG (f � f0) as one m oves towards larger jf � f0j,D + (j�Jj) is reduced from D + (0) by a fac-

torofe� (
��)
2(�J)2=2,and D � (j�Jj)isreduced from D � (1)by a factorofe

� (
��)2(�J� 1)2=2.
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