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A bstract

T he conserved probability densities (@ttributed to the conserved currents derived
from relativistic wave equations) should be non-negative and the integral of them
over an entire hypersurface should be equalto one. To satisfy these requirem ents in
a covariant m anner, the oliation of spacetin e m ust be such that each integralcurve
ofthe current crosses each hypersurface of the foliation once and only once. In som e
cases, it is necessary to use hypersurfaces that are not spacelike everyw here. The
generalization to the m any-particle case is also possble.
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1 Introduction

F inding a consistent probabilistic interpretation in the con guration space of relativistic
quantum m echanics QM ) is a long-standing problem (see, eg., [L,12]). The sinplest
exam ple lrading to this problm is the K kein-G ordon equation with theunitsh= c=1
and the signature +; ; ; ))

@@ +m?) )= 0: @)

T he quantity j (>P<{)j2 cannot be interpreted as the probability density because then the
total probability d’xj F would not be conserved in tine. A better candidate for the
probability density is the tin e com ponent j of the conserved current

j=1i @ @)

$
(Where a @ b a@ b IR a), but the problem is that jy may be negative on some
regions of spacetin g, even if is a supepposition of positive-frequency plane waves only.


http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0602024v2

The D irac equation of a single particle does not su er from this problm , but a m any—
particle generalization of the D irac equation lads to a sin ilar problem [3]. The usual
solution ofthe problem is second quantization (see, eg., [4,12]), which postulatesthat is
not a wave function detem ining probabilities, but an cbservabl (called eld) described
by quantum eld theory QFT). Unfortunately, QF T is only a partial solution of the
problm [B], because the axiom s of QF T do not lncorporate nor explain the probabilistic
Interpretation of In the nonrelativistic lim it, despite the fact that the probabilistic
Interpretation of in the nonrelativistic lin it is in agreem ent w ith experin ents. F inding
a oonsistent relativistic position-operator could also solve the problem , but it seam s that
a hem itian position-operator cannot be constructed in a covarant way [6,17].

In this paper we propose a novel, Lorentz covariant, solition of the problem of prob—
abilistic Interpretation of relativistic QM . The m ain technical ingredient is the particke
current, which can be introduced either asa QFT operator [8,19,110,[11], or a cnum ber
quantity caloulated from the wave function attributed to a QF T state [12,113]. For sin —
plicity, in this paper we study free particles, but we note that the particle current can be
Introduced even when the Interactionsw ith classicalorquantum elds (that cause particke
creation and destruction) are present [9,110,/11,112,/13]. The m ain concsptual ngredient
is the observation that, despite comm on practice, there is no a priori reason why the
hypersurface on which the probability is de ned should be spacelike everyw here. Indeed,
such hypersurfaces that are not spacelike everyw here m ay appear in som e variants of the
m any— ngered tin e form ulation ofQFT [14,/15,/16] and in the form ulation ofQF T bassd
on the covariant canonicalD e D onderW eyl form alisn [L7]. In this paper we show that
hypersurfaces that are not spacelike everyw here naturally em erge from the requirem ent
that the conserved cnum ber valued particke current should describbe a probability density
on a hypersurface.

2 Particle current

For exam ple, consider a hem iian (uncharged!) scalar eld operator " %) that satis es
the K Jein-6 ordon equation [IJ) . D enoting by i and jlithe Lorentz-nvariant QF T states
corresoonding to the vacuum and a 1-particke state, respectively, the corresoonding wave
function 2]

(x) = 103" &) Ji 3)

is a superposition of positive-frequency plane waves only. The corresponding cnum ber
valued particke current is given by @) [2]. Sihoce , just ke , satis es (1)), i ©lows
that the current is conserved:

@ j =0: @)

A sanotherexam ple, consider the electrom agnetic eld operatorAA (¢) quantized using
the covarant G upta-B keuler quantization P/]. In this case, the 1-photon wave function is

®) = X ®)ii; )

w hile the particle current is



T he photon wave function satis es@ @ = 0 and the current [@) satis es the conserva—
tion equation [4). Forother exam ples of particle currents and theirdi erence w ith respect
to m ore fam iliar charge currents, see 9,110,111, (12, 113].

3 P robability density and integral curves

T he currents de ned as above have the property
z
das j =1; (7)

where isan aritrary 3-din ensional spacelike hypersurface and
ds = &’xg® 1 7n @®)

is the covariant m easure ofthe 3wolimeon .Heren isthe uni fiture-orented vector

nomalto , while g©® is the determ nant of the induced metric on . The crucial

consequence of [4) is that [7) does not depend on the choice ofthe spacelke hypersurface
. Ow ing to this fact, one is tem pted to interpret the scalar density

3 $%39%n 3 )

as the prolability density pon . (T he tilde above a quantity denotes that this quantity
does not transform as a tensor, but rather as a tensor density.) H owever, the probability
density must satisfy the positiviy requirement p 0. Does 9 satisfy the positivity
requirem ent?

F irst, consider the case In which j istim elke and future-oriented everyw here. In this
case, ¥ 0, so it is fully consistent towrite p= 9. TRhe probability of nding the particle
on som e nite 3-din ensional region isP = d’xp. The probability P does not
depend on thatbelongsto a fam ily of ‘s constructed as ollow s (see F ig.[l) : T he vector

eld j x) de nesthe congruence of integral curves, such that, at each point x, the vector
Jj  istangential to the curve. The Integral curves X (s) can be param etrized such that
dx

— =7 10
ds J (10)

Figure 1: Spacelike regions ; and , with the property P , = P ,. The dotted curves
are Integral curves of j , on which the arrow s Indicate the direction of j . The arrow s on
1 and , Indicate the direction of the nom aln .



where s is an a ne param eter along the curve. For our purposes, these curves are only
an auxiliary m athem aticaltool, see also [18] for the nonrelativistic case, but we note that
in the Bohm ian detemm inistic Interpretation such integral curves represent actualparticlke
tra pctordes 3,119, 112, 113, 20].) Consider the set of all Integral curves that cross the
boundary of som e spacelike ;. This set of Integral curves de nes a tin elike hypersurface.
W e say that a spacelke , belongs to the same fam ily of ’sas ; if the set of integral
curves above crosses the boundary of , (seeFig.[ll). The Gauss law and Eq. [4) give
z z
ds j = d'x@ j = 0: 11)
Qv @) v @

Sihce dS isorthogonalto j on the tim elke hypersurface de ned by the integral curves,
1) mpliesP , =P ,.

T he construction above is consistent for the case in which j is tin elke and future-
oriented. Thdeed, if (x) is a plne wave / e * wih a positive frequency k° =
&+ m?)'2, then [@) is tin elke and future-oriented. H owever, ©r a m ore general linear
com bination of plane waves w ith di erent positive frequencies, 7 m ay not be tim elke
and future-oriented on som e regions of spacetin e. T he generalization of the construction
above to such a general case is the maln ain of this paper. The basic idea is to con—
sider hypersurfaces that m ay not be spacelke everywhere. Instead, one can consider
hypersurfaces that are spacelike, null, or tin elke on the regions on which j is tin elike,
null, or spacelike, respectively. Can probability density be consistently de ned on such
regions? For that purpose, consider F ig.[2, which represents an analog of Fig.[l. On
the spacelike but pastoriented region 3, the tin elke vectorsn and j have the sam e
direction, so § 0, which mpliesthatp= jJon 3.0n thetinelke region , the nom al
n is gpacelke, so the clain thatn is \unit" actually meansn n = 1. The vectors
n and j have the sam e direction, which inplies that 5 0, so it is natural to take
p= 9= Jjjon ,.W ih these de nitions of the probability density, the probabiliy is
conserved, ie., P , = P ,. This can be derived in the sam e way as for F ig.[l], by using
[11) and the fact that , and 3 belong to the sam e fam ily generated by the sam e set of
Integral curves of j .

T here ram ains one technicaldi culty: how to de nepon anullregion ( ; in Fig.[2)?
In particular, how to nomn alize the nom aln , ie. what does it m ean that a null vector
n is \unit"? To solve this problem , it is instructive to consider a sin ple exam pl. Let

01 \

Figure 2: Regions 1, ,,and ; wih theproperty P , =P , =P ,.Here ; isnull, ,
is tim elke, and 3 is spacelike but past-oriented.



X be the standard orthogonal Lorentz coordinates w ith the M inkow skim etric. C onsider
also the coordinates

XT=—P=); X =—P—§ ’ (12)

@ a

where isa rmal constant. The coordinates x~ and x~ also represent two Independent
coordinate axes. T he hypersurface orthogonalto the axis x® is spacelike for § j< 1, null
for 3 j= 1, and timelke or j j> 1. The nom al to this hypersurface oriented In the
direction of the axis x? is

1
n = g=———(@1; ;0;0): 13)
i 23
Tts nom is
nn =sign( ); (14)

orj j6 1. It is convenient to choose the coordinates x%, x?, and x> as the coordinates on
the hypersurface orthogonalto the axis x?. From [I2), one ndsg? = 2( =1+
2)2, so the induced m etric on this hypersurface has the property

4 2
2 J
(@) 3=2 _
= — 15
g1 3 (15)
W e see that the case j j! 1 is singular. Tn particular, the com ponents of [13) becom e
in nite, while the quantity (15) becom es zero. H owever, this isonly an apparent singular-
ity, because the really relevant quantity in [9) is neither §® 472 norn , but rather their
product

R = j_:jB) jlzzn : (16)
From [13) and [15) we nd o

2

=13 > @ 70;0): a7

T his dem onstrates the general rule that n iswell de ned on all kinds of hypersurfaces,
Including the null ones.

The results above can be summ arized as llows. For arbitrary j , one considers
hypersurfaces on which the nomaln is tim elke, null, or spacelike on the regions on
which j istin elike, null, or spacelike, respectively. O n such hypersurfaces, the probability
density is given by

p= ] (18)
H ow ever, even m ore general foliation of spacetin e isadm issble. T hem ost general foliation
that provides the conservation of probability is the foliation for which each integral curve
of § crosses each hypersurface of the foliation once and only once. Equations (), [@11),
and [18) inply that, on any such ,
z
Pxp= 1: (19)

In addition, for any , the probability

P = d&xp ©0)



is Invariant, ie., does not depend on the choice of coordinates on . Note that, for j
as In Fig.[Z, it is npossbl to nd an adm issblk oliation wih hypersurfaces that are
spacelike everyw here. An exam ple of an adm issble oliation is sketched In F ig.[3.

4 G eneralization to the m any-particle case

Let us also generalize the results above to m any-particke states. For exam ple, the n-—
particle generalization of [3) is ,[12]

®17::05%,) = @) 2 Sg 0T &) T &) hi; (1)

needed because the eld operators do not comm ute for nonequal tim es. T his n-particlke
wave finction satis es n K kein-G ordon equations (Il), one for each x,. The n-particle
current generalizing [2) is

$
Jpm, Kijiix,)=13 @, @, ; @2)

where@ | (@=(@x_,°. It transform sasan n-vector [21] and satis es the conservation equa-
tion @ | j *¥ » = 0 and sin ilar conservation equationsw ith other @ , . T he generalization
of [1) is 7 7

ds;* as," j, =, =1; (23)

which does not depend on the choice of tin elike hypersurfaces 1;:::; .. One can also
introduce n 1-particle currents j | ;) by om itting the Integration overds_* in [23). For
exampl, ora= 1,

j, &)= ds,’ dS," J i, ®ijiiiXn); (24)

2 n
which does not depend on the choice of tin elke hypersurfaces ,;:::; , and satis es
@ ,j*= 0.Thewave function de ned as .n (2I) provides that di erent particles cannot
be distinguished, which im plies that j * (x) does not really depend on a. However, fora

Figure 3: A foliation (solid curves) of spacetin e Induced by the integral curves (dotted
curves) of j .



m ore general n-particke wave function, j * (x) m ay depend on a. The Integral curves of
J 2 (x,) determm Ine adm issble oliations. The \unit" nom alon a hypersurface of such a
foliation isn ® (x,), while the detem Inant of the nduced m etric on this hypersurface is
g? x,). Introducing

n e )= B &a)F V0t xa); (25)

the probability density generalizing [18) is
P& iiXy) = B X) R )T, K17 iiXn) 26)

(N ote that a construction sin ilar to [28) is discussed 1n [L9] for the case of farm ions.
However, in the case of ferm ions, it is not necessary to introduce hypersurfaces that are
not spacelike everywhere.) T he probability of nding one particke on ;, another particle
on ,,etc., is 7 7

P .. = Ix; Ix, PXi;::0%X0): 7)

1 n

regions , orthogonalto n * m ay not be spacelike.

5 D iscussion and sum m ary

Now Jet usdiscuss the issue of causality related to the foliation of spacetin e w ith hyper—
surfaces that are not spacelike everyw here. O ne m ight think that such a foliation could
be related to partickes that can m ove faster than light or backwards in tine. Indeed,
in the Bohm ian detemm inistic hidden-varabl interpretation, such m otions are possbl
19,112, 120]. However, the determm nistic evolution of the wave function is, of course,
causal, irrespective of the probabilistic nterpretation of . Consequently, with the con—
ventional purely probabilistic interpretation on hypersurfaces that are not spacelike ev—
eryw here, one cannot use the foliation w ith such hypersurfaces to send infom ation to the
past or faster than light. In this sense, causality is not violated.
Finally, et usm akea few rem arkson the problem ofm easurem ent. W e cbserve that, in
nonrelativisticQM , it isnot so trivialto predict a probability density such asp (G x;y) fora
xed z, desgpite the fact that such a probability density can be determm Ined experin entally.
The problem is that the corresponding m easurem ents cannot be attrbuted to only one
equaltin e hypersurface. C onsequently, to m ake predictions on such m easurem ents, one
m ust dealw ith a theory of quantum m easurem ents that involves the problem atic concept
of \wave-function collapse" or som e substitute for it. Analogous problem s occur in our
relativistic theory as well, when one wants to m ake predictions on m easurem ents that
cannot be attributed to only one adm issble hypersurface. T he solutions of such problem s
are expected to be analogous to those in nonrelativistic QM , but a detailed discussion of
these aspects is beyond the scope of the present paper.
To summ arize, In this paper we have shown that the conserved currents associated
w ith relativistic wave equations can be consistently interpreted as probability currents.
However, the m ain novel feature is that the shape of hypersurfaces on which the proba—
bility density can be de ned depends on the direction of the current. In other words, the
wave function (from which the current is calculated) detemm ines not only the probability



density, but also the adm issble hypersurfaces on w hich thisprobability density isde ned.
A curous but consistent feature of these hypersurfaces is that they m ay not be spacelike
everyw here.
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