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A bstract
A general form nlation for discrete-tin e quantum m echanics, based on Feynm an’sm ethod in ordinary quan—
tum m echanics, is presented. It is shown that the am biguities present in ordinary quantum m echanics (due
to noncom m utativity ofthe operators), are no longer present here. T hen the criteria for the uniarity ofthe
evolution operator is exam ined. It is shown that the unitarity of the evolution operator puts restrictions on

the form of the action, and also in plies the existence of a solution for the classical niialvalie problem .
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O Introduction

D iscrete-space-tin e physics is an old tradition originated in solid-state physics. T his has been the starting

point for lattice physics. O n the other hand, continuous-spcetin e eld theory has still som e problem s; not

only from the m athem atical point of view , but also from the com putational point of view . The rst kind

of problem s is, essentially, the lack of an exact de nition for fiinctional integration, and the problem of

ultraviolt divergences In interacting eld theories ([L], forexam pl). T he second kind of problem s is related

to the fact that m ost of the num erical results of eld theory, are In fact perturbative results. A prom ising

answer to this kind of problem s seem to be lattice eld thories, specially lattice gauge theories 2]. These

theordies, how ever, are Interesting, not only as an approxin ation for continuous-space-tin e theories, but also

as independent m odels [3-7].

A notherproblem , very m uch related to the above problam s, is the Jack ofa consistent theory of quantum

graviy. In the context of quantum gravity, there arises a natural scale for space-tin e, the plank scale, and it

seam s plausble that som ething new should happen at this scale. In string theordes, this scale is the size, or

the tension, of the string B]. O ne can also use this scale as the size of a possble space-tim e Jattice. In fact,

there is no true reason for the continuousness of space-tim e: all of the m easurem ents of space-tim e (direct

or indirect) have a certain resulotion, which is very much larger than the plank scale. On the other hand,

there are exam ples Por theories which force the tin e to be discrete ([9,10], for exam pl).

A 1so, there has been attem pts to discretize the tine In quantum m echanics ([l1], for examplk). In

this paper, rst a general form ulation of discrete-tim e quantum m echanics is introduced (section I). This

form ulation is based on the action principle, or the Feynm an’s path-integral form alian .

In section IT the unitarity of the evolution operator is exploited to deduce restrictions on the form of

the action. This section addresses a very old problem of classicalm echanics: the problem of nonequivalent

Lagrangians which give rise to sam e equations ofm otion [12,13]. It is shown that in one-dim ensional space,



allpossible fom s of the Lagrangian are equivalent to the di erence of a kinetic term and a potential tem ,
w here the potential is an arbitrary function of the position. This m eans that, at least in one dim ension,
any two Lagrangians (ful 1ling the unitarity criteria and) giving the sam e equation of m otion, m ust be
equivalent, up to a constant m ultiplicative factor. At the end ofthis section, an exam ple ofan allowed action
is presented, which gives rise to the Lagrangian of a charged particle m oving in an electrom agnetic eld.

In section ITT, the equation ofm otion ofthe H esinberg position operator is Investigated. It is shown that
this equation is, unam biguously, deduced from the classicalequation ofm otion. In continuous-tin e quantum
m echanics, this is not, generally, the case; that is, one can not , in a straight forward m anner, deduce the
equation of m otion of the operators from the classical equation of m otion. At the end of this section, it
is shown that the unitarity criteria also guarantee the existence of a solution for the classical initialvalue
problem .

I Fom ulation of discrete-tim e quantum m echanics (Schrodinger picture)

O rdinary (continuoustim €) quantum m echanics is based on two general parts: kinem atics, which involves
the de nition of observables, state space, and m easuram ents; and dynam ics, w hich discusses the evolution of
states. W e need not change the kinem atics. A s for dynam ics, we accept that a quantum system is a linear
dynam ical system , the evolution of which is a unitary one. In ordinary quantum m echanics, these am ong

w hith the principle of correspondence lead to the Schrodinger equation:
£ iz h s T1)
i= ith—Jj i: :
J at J

In the case of discrete tim e, how ever, we do not have an in nitesim al tin e-translation. So the H am iltonian,
which is the generator of tin e-translation, does not arise naturally. O ne can of course w rite the single-step

evolution operator[? as

(I2)



But ifH isa wellde ned Hem itian operator, this is not a realdiscretization of tim e; this is only a discrete

sam pling, because one can also de ne U br arbitrary t as
T =exp — ; (I3)

and use it to nd the solution of the Schrodinger equation (I1).
T here is an altemative which doesnot su er from these artifacts, and that is to use the Feynm an path-
Integral orm ulation. O ne only needs to translate the conoept of path to discrete case, which is obvious. In

ordinary quantum m echanics we have

z .
U &%5x%t05t%) = A Dx ©]exp is kO] ; (I4)
where S is the action,

U (xo;xm;to;tm) = hxojﬁ (to;tm) j(mi; (I:H)

and k%> isthe elgenvector of the position operator. Integration is over allpaths which satiafy the boundary
conditions

x®) =x%and x®) = x% (1:6)

Thism eans that we are dealing w ith a \m ultiple" integral, whose m easure is (rather heuristically)

Y
Dx @®]= dx () : (T:7)

0> > t0
A Yhough this description is rather am biguous in continuous tin e, and m ust som ehow be regularized, it
is com pletely clear in discrete tim e. In this case we have
Z v 5
Upomo &%5x%) = Ajone dxn €xp S (no ) T8)

no% n>n®

E quivalently, one can use the single-step evolution operator

i
Unt 1oz ®%5%x%) = Uni1m ®%x%) = B,y 1, exp oS ®%x®) - (T:9)



W e take this to be the axiom of tim e evolution, substituting (I2). In (I8) and (I.9), A is a constant
independent of x® and x®.

Now, aswe are dealing w ith a dynam ical system , we have

Z

Upo;no0 (XO;Xm) = deUno;noo (}(O;Xm)Unoo;nooo (X(IJ;X(IIJ); (I:10)

which leads to a fam iliar resul for the action:

Sno;mo K]+ Spono0 K]= Spopoo [K]: (I:11)

To summ erize, we de ne an action for a unittin e intervalas

Snt+1=2 ®n+17/%Xn) & Sn+1;n Ko+ 17Xn): (I:12)

T hen, we generalize this to arbitrary intervals as

X
Sno;no &noj o) = Sn+1=2 Bn+17%n): (T13)
n%n n®
T he single-step evolution operator is then
i
U X;y) = A exp ES ®;y) (I14)

W e have droped the explicit tin e-dependence of the action for sim plicity. But, as one can readily see, this
does not aler our later results.

Untilnow , we have not exploited the uniarity condition of U , and w e have no restriction on the action.
In the ollow ing section we w ill use this condition to restrict the form ofthe action.
IT U nitarity and restrictions on the action
The unitarity condition orU is

dyU &;y)U (zZ;¥y)= & z); (IT:1)



or, In term s of the action,
i
Y dyew —B &iy) SEY] = & 2); m2)
E xpanding the exponent as

S&iy) SEiy)= ® 2z) r ,S&y)+0 (X z3°); 1m3)

and de ning

us —x z); (IT4)

it is easy to see that (II2), to lowest order in h, gives rise to

Z .
AT dyexp Hl(x z) ryS Kjy) = & z): (IT:5)

T he action, itself, m ay depend on h. So, to be m ore exact, the above equation holds for zeroth order (ofh)
tem ofthe action, ie. the classical action. But, as we are going to restrict the form of the classical action,

this does not m ind.

D e ning
Y = ryS &;v); (IT:6)
we have
Z Q .
y i
— — Yy = : IT:7
j%f dy det ay exp n x z) x z) ( )

Now , the Jacobian is a function of Y and x only: It does not depend on x z. So the left-hand side of
(I1.7) is the Fourder transform of this Jacobian, and is supposed to be the D irac delta distrbution. The
Jacobian should, therefore, be Independent of Y . Since A is independent of %, the Jacobian should also be
independent of x. W e therefore have

det ﬂ = consty; (IT:8)
Qy



or

Y 0
det — = const: (IT:8)

This is a nontrivial di erential equation, which restricts the form of S . If the din ension of the space is
m ore than one, it is not easy to determm ine the m ost general solution of this equation. But in one din ension
the life is sim pler and one can obtain such a solution.

II.I A ction in one-dim ensional space

In one din ension, we have to solve

@2S_ m
@xQy

; (IT:9)

where we have written the constant as above for later convenience. is the tin e step param eter. This
equation can easily be solved:

SGiY) = xy+ £&) + gE); (T10)

or

S iy = ;“—(x P SV eV @It Le 6 (I:10) ©

T he third part ofthis expression hasno e ect on the dynam ics of the system . It is easy to see that addition

of such a tem to the action is equivalent to the llow Ing gauge transform ation
i
k>! exp L ® k> (TT:11)

Tt isalso easy to see that thistemm doesnot a ect the equation ofm otion (W hich we w illencounter in section

I1T) . W e therefore conclude that the m ost general solution of (I1.9) is equivalent to
m 2
S &;y) = > &y 2 V &)+ V @] (II12)

This form is a very fam iliar one. In fact, ifwe divide the action by and et tend to zero, we obtain

= % 2V &) (IT:13)



which is the standard form of one-din ensional Lagrangians used In textbooks. This resul is, however, an
In portant one: F irst, in classicalm echanics the general Lagrangian form ulation does not restrict the form of
Lagrangian as a function ofposition and velociy; one can have tem s in Lagrangian which are, for exam pl,
quartic In x . H owever, nobody has ever needed to consider such Lagrangians for realone-din ensionalsystem s
and it seem s that nature has chosen the special form (IT.13). T his form ulation provides an explanation for
this fact, based one the general assum ption of unitariy. Second, there are m any nonequivalent Lagrangians
that lead to a sam e equation ofm otion [12,13]. By nonequivalent Lagrangians we m ean Lagrangians, the
di erence of them is not a total derivative.) O ne essentially has no way to choose one of this Lagrangians
for quantum theory. T he discrete-tin e form ulation characterizes only one single Lagrangian am ong these.

IT.IT A ction in m ulidimn ensional space

Tt is easily seen that an action like (IT.12) satia es (I18)°. To have a taste of other kinds of solutions,

consider a perturbative approach :
S (iy) = Soby) ¥ sbuy) = -6 Y SV K+ YV @)1+ sy (ma14)

W e want to solve the linearized equation, corresponding to (II:8)°, in tem s of s. This equation is readily

seen to be
@%s
=ry rys= 0: (IT:15)
@xQ@y
A special solution of this equation is of the form
1
s= EfB1 ®R17Y2iY3i ) A (V1iX2iX3; )1+ B (V1iX2iX37 ) B R17Y2i%3; )1+ g: (IId6)
Inthelmi ! 0,wehave
@A, @A, @A, @A, @A, QA ,
s= — bid Xo + X3 + + X X1 + X3 + + ; (IT17)
2 ex b e 2 exs o @x; ©  @xy  @xy
or
QA QA da da
s= 1&4— 2;32+ - L2y : (IT:18)
@xq @x, 2 dt dt



The second temm is a totalderivative. D e ning
A = (IT:19)
we see that this solution corresponds to the Lagrangian
m -
L= E& + g A V x); (IT20)

w hich is the Lagrangian of a charged particle m oving in the potentialV (x) and a m agnetic eld, the vector
potential ofwhich isA x).

ITT H eisenberg picture, relation to classicalm echanics, and existence theorem
for the solution of the equation ofm otion

Evolution of the operators in Heisenberg picture is jist lke the case of continuous tine. W e st de ne

H eisenberg operators at tin e n In tem s of their Schrodinger counterparts as
AH = ([j‘y)n /\S[j‘n: (II1:l)

Now, we want to discuss the equation ofm otion for these operators; to be m ore speci ¢, we want to show

that the H eisenberg position operator satis es the \classical" equation ofm otion. In fact, the true classical
equation ofm otion is (or can be) som ehow am biguous for operators, because i Involves the position operator
at three distinct tim es, and these operators do not com m ute w ith each other. But we w ill see that a certain

ordering is dictated from the evolution govemed by (ITT.1).

C onsider the m atrix elem ent < XJL}{ > ,where we de ne
2" = UY20,and &' = 00UV (III2)
W e have then .
S H A~ S X; A
<x037'@ ® w)j><m> =< xoj]yi@ ( w)Uj<0°>
Qw Qw
2 @S R;w)
A W),
= dz< PV "> U ;59 (III:3)
Qw
Z

dzU (z;xo)MU (z;xoo)
Qw



Now, settingw = x©, we com e to

< 088 ®";x%) 4O Q

_ 0 L m _ . Osas 00 o . }
a0 >= Jh@?]O K x7)=: <xTPK>; (TIT:4)

where the m om entum operator P is the generator of space translation, and its m atrix elem ent satis es
equation (IIT4). To deduce (IIT4) from (IIL.3), we have exploited the form ofU in temm s ofthe action, and
also unitarity of U .

Equation (ITT.4) can be rew ritten in term s of operators them selves:

888D o o BS &R Lo )
)7@)(00 X J ez X
1 @S ®R";R)
. . . ; DI'
oz P (I:5)

where the left-hand-side of (IT1.5) is an ordered fom , in which s are at the right ofR"s.
By a sim ilar arguem ent, or by taking the Hem itian conjigate of (II1.5), one concludes that

es ®";%)

0z = b (I1T:6)

w here the left-hand-side of (ITT.6) is in opposite ordering. F nally, sihce in this case both of these orderings

Jead to the sam e result, we can de ne a nonoriented ordering, which is equalto both of the above orderings:

es ®'i%) = p: (ITT:7)
@xr ) )
By a sin ilar arguem ent we com e to
@s ®;1)
— = p: TIT8
az 18] (TII:8)

Now, elin nating p from (IIL.7) and (III.8), we obtain

@s ®;2*) , s ®";%)

= 0; (I11:9)
@R @R

or

@S Rn;Rn 1) n @S Rn+17%n)
@Ry @Ry

= 0: (I1T:10)
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But this is the classical equation of m otion for position operators (cbtained by extem izing the action),

exoept that it is tim e ordered (eitther in the forward, or in the reversed direction). It has no am biguity and,

once we know the classical action, everything is determ ined.

Now we com e to the problem of existence of solution in classicalm echanics. Suppose that we begin by

an arbirary action, which does not satisfy the unitarity criterion. O ne can not guarantee that the classical

equation ofm otion hasa solution for x,+1 for any choice ofx, and x, ;: this equation m ay be a nonlinear

com plicated one. This m eans that, not every initialvalie lead to a path: there m ay be a tin e when the
particle can not go anyw here.

Now suppose that the unitarity condition holds, so that the equation ofm otion for the operators, (I11.7)

through (II1.9), hold. For any pair of lniial valies Xy and x 1, one can solve the classical counterpart of
(III8) Prpg. Use a G aussian wave packet w ith

< R>=X%9; < P>=Dpo; (I11:11)
and

(I1T:12)
as an initial state or quantum m echanics. Then consider equation (IT1.9) in the lim i h !

0. In this lim it,
the uncertainities tend to zero, the operators com m ute, and we have

@S K 2> ;< 5&‘*>)+ @S(<x">;<x>)_0-
@< &> Q< 2> e

(IIT:14)

N otice that there always exists a \< R > ", because one can com pute it through the Schrodinger picture.
Now, we know that

. ee of
@S (xo;x 1)=p0=<p>= @Sk &>;< 2t >)
@XO

G< 2> /

(I1T:15)
w here the last equality holds only in the lim i h !

0. Substituting xo and x ; Hr< 2 > and < 2 > 1
11



(ITT.16), we w illhave

@S Xg;x 1) N @S (< ®>;%0) _

axg xe 0; (IIT:16)
whichmeansthat < 2" > (nthelinith ! 0) satis es the classical equation ofm otion for the nitialvalies
xp and x 1. Specially, if the din ension of space is one, we have seen that any action which satis es the
unitarity condition is ofthe form (I1:10)°, or equivalently (IT.12). T he equation ofm otion for such an action
is linear In x,+1 and the coe cient ofx 11 isnonozero. T herefore every initialvalie problem has one and
only one solution.

In general, we have proved that the unitarity of the evolution operator, constructed through (I.14) from
the action, is su cient for the existence of a solution for classical nitialvalie problem s.
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