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A bstract

A generalform lulation fordiscrete-tim equantum m echanics,based on Feynm an’sm ethod in ordinary quan-

tum m echanics,ispresented.Itisshown thatthe am biguitiespresentin ordinary quantum m echanics(due

to noncom m utativity oftheoperators),areno longerpresenthere.Then thecriteria fortheunitarity ofthe

evolution operatorisexam ined.Itisshown thattheunitarity oftheevolution operatorputsrestrictionson

the form ofthe action,and also im pliesthe existenceofa solution forthe classicalinitial-valueproblem .
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O Introduction

Discrete-space-tim e physicsisan old tradition originated in solid-state physics. Thishasbeen the starting

pointforlattice physics.O n the otherhand,continuous-spce-tim e�eld theory hasstillsom eproblem s;not

only from the m athem aticalpointofview,but also from the com putationalpointofview. The �rstkind

ofproblem s is,essentially,the lack ofan exact de�nition for functionalintegration,and the problem of

ultravioletdivergencesin interacting �eld theories([1],forexam ple).Thesecond kind ofproblem sisrelated

to the factthatm ostofthe num ericalresultsof�eld theory,are in factperturbative results. A prom ising

answerto this kind ofproblem sseem to be lattice �eld thories,specially lattice gauge theories[2]. These

theories,however,areinteresting,notonly asan approxim ation forcontinuous-space-tim etheories,butalso

asindependentm odels[3-7].

Anotherproblem ,verym uch related totheaboveproblem s,isthelack ofaconsistenttheory ofquantum

gravity.In thecontextofquantum gravity,therearisesa naturalscaleforspace-tim e,theplank scale,and it

seem splausible thatsom ething new should happen atthisscale.In string theories,thisscaleisthe size,or

the tension,ofthestring [8].O necan also use thisscaleasthe sizeofa possiblespace-tim elattice.in fact,

there isno true reason forthe continuousnessofspace-tim e:allofthe m easurem entsofspace-tim e (direct

orindirect)have a certain resulotion,which isvery m uch largerthan the plank scale. O n the otherhand,

thereareexam plesfortheorieswhich forcethe tim e to be discrete([9,10],forexam ple).

Also,there has been attem pts to discretize the tim e in quantum m echanics ([11],for exam ple). In

this paper,�rst a generalform ulation ofdiscrete-tim e quantum m echanics is introduced (section I).This

form ulation isbased on the action principle,orthe Feynm an’spath-integralform alism .

In section IIthe unitarity ofthe evolution operatorisexploited to deduce restrictionson the form of

the action.Thissection addressesa very old problem ofclassicalm echanics:the problem ofnonequivalent

Lagrangianswhich giveriseto sam eequationsofm otion [12,13].Itisshown thatin one-dim ensionalspace,
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allpossible form softhe Lagrangian areequivalentto the di�erence ofa kinetic term and a potentialterm ,

where the potentialis an arbitrary function ofthe position. This m eans that,at least in one dim ension,

any two Lagrangians (ful�lling the unitarity criteria and) giving the sam e equation ofm otion,m ust be

equivalent,up to a constantm ultiplicativefactor.Attheend ofthissection,an exam pleofan allowed action

ispresented,which givesriseto the Lagrangian ofa charged particlem oving in an electrom agnetic�eld.

In section III,theequation ofm otion oftheHesinbergposition operatorisinvestigated.Itisshown that

thisequation is,unam biguously,deduced from theclassicalequation ofm otion.In continuous-tim equantum

m echanics,this isnot,generally,the case;thatis,one can not,in a straightforward m anner,deduce the

equation ofm otion ofthe operators from the classicalequation ofm otion. At the end ofthis section,it

is shown that the unitarity criteria also guarantee the existence ofa solution forthe classicalinitial-value

problem .

I Form ulation ofdiscrete-tim e quantum m echanics (Schr�odinger picture)

O rdinary (continuous-tim e)quantum m echanicsisbased on two generalparts: kinem atics,which involves

thede�nition ofobservables,statespace,and m easurem ents;and dynam ics,which discussestheevolution of

states.W e need notchange the kinem atics.Asfordynam ics,we acceptthata quantum system isa linear

dynam icalsystem ,the evolution ofwhich is a unitary one. In ordinary quantum m echanics,these am ong

whith the principle ofcorrespondencelead to the Schr�odingerequation:

Ĥ j i= i�h
d

dt
j i: (I:1)

In thecaseofdiscretetim e,however,wedo nothavean in�nitesim altim e-translation.So theHam iltonian,

which isthe generatoroftim e-translation,doesnotarisenaturally.O ne can ofcourse write the single-step

evolution operator Û as

Û (�)= exp

 

�
i�Ĥ

�h

!

: (I:2)
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ButifĤ isa well-de�ned Herm itian operator,thisisnota realdiscretization oftim e;thisisonly a discrete

sam pling,becauseonecan also de�ne Û (t)forarbitrary tas

Û (t)= exp

 

�
itĤ

�h

!

; (I:3)

and use itto �nd the solution ofthe Schr�odingerequation (I.1).

Thereisan alternativewhich doesnotsu�erfrom theseartifacts,and thatisto usetheFeynm an path-

integralform ulation.O ne only needsto translate the conceptofpath to discrete case,which isobvious.In

ordinary quantum m echanicswehave

U (x0;x00;t0;t00)= A

Z

[D x(t)]exp

�
i

�h
S [x(t)]

�

; (I:4)

whereS isthe action,

U (x0;x00;t0;t00):= hx
0
jÛ (t0;t00)jx00i; (I:5)

and jx0> istheeigenvectoroftheposition operator.Integration isoverallpathswhich satiafy theboundary

conditions

x(t0)= x
0,and x(t00)= x

00 (I:6)

Thism eansthatwearedealing with a \m ultiple" integral,whosem easureis(ratherheuristically)

[D x(t)]=
Y

t0> t> t00

dx(t): (I:7)

Although thisdescription isratheram biguousin continuoustim e,and m ustsom ehow beregularized,it

iscom pletely clearin discretetim e.In thiscasewehave

Un0;n00(x0;x00)= A n0;n00

Z
Y

n0> n> n00

dxn exp

�
i

�h
S (xn0;���;xn00)

�

: (I:8)

Equivalently,onecan use the single-step evolution operator

Un+ 1=2(x
0
;x

00):= Un+ 1;n(x
0
;x

00)= A n+ 1=2 exp

�
i

�h
S (x0;x00)

�

: (I:9)
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W e take this to be the axiom oftim e evolution,substituting (I.2). In (I.8) and (I.9), A is a constant

independentofx0 and x00.

Now,aswearedealing with a dynam icalsystem ,wehave

Un0;n000(x0;x000)=

Z

dx
00
Un0;n00(x0;x00)Un00;n000(x00;x000); (I:10)

which leadsto a fam iliarresultforthe action:

Sn0;n00[x]+ Sn00;n000[x]= Sn0;n000[x]: (I:11)

To sum m erize,wede�ne an action fora unit-tim e intervalas

Sn+ 1=2(xn+ 1;xn):= Sn+ 1;n(xn+ 1;xn): (I:12)

Then,wegeneralizethisto arbitrary intervalsas

Sn0;n00(xn0;���;xn00):=
X

n0> n� n00

Sn+ 1=2(xn+ 1;xn): (I:13)

The single-step evolution operatoristhen

U (x;y):= A exp

�
i

�h
S (x;y)

�

: (I:14)

W e have droped the explicittim e-dependence ofthe action forsim plicity. But,asone can readily see,this

doesnotalterourlaterresults.

Untilnow,wehavenotexploited theunitarity condition ofÛ ,and wehaveno restriction on theaction.

In the following section we willusethiscondition to restrictthe form ofthe action.

II U nitarity and restrictions on the action

The unitarity condition for Û is

Z

dyU (x;y)U �(z;y)= �(x �z); (II:1)
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or,in term softhe action,

jAj
2

Z

dyexp

�
i

�h
[S (x;y)�S (z;y)]

�

= �(x �z): (II:2)

Expanding the exponentas

S(x;y)�S(z;y)= (x �z)�r xS(x;y)+ O (jx �zj2); (II:3)

and de�ning

u :=
1

�h
(x �z); (II:4)

itiseasy to seethat(II.2),to lowestorderin �h,givesriseto

jAj
2

Z

dyexp

�
i

�h
(x �z)�r xS (x;y)

�

= �(x �z): (II:5)

The action,itself,m ay depend on �h.So,to be m oreexact,the aboveequation holdsforzeroth order(of�h)

term ofthe action,i.e.the classicalaction.But,aswe aregoing to restrictthe form ofthe classicalaction,

thisdoesnotm ind.

De�ning

Y := r xS(x;y); (II:6)

wehave

jAj
2

Z

dy

�
�
�
�
det

�
@y

@Y

��
�
�
�
exp

�
i

�h
(x �z)�Y

�

= �(x �z): (II:7)

Now,the Jacobian is a function ofY and x only: It does not depend on x � z. So the left-hand side of

(II.7) is the Fourier transform ofthis Jacobian,and is supposed to be the Dirac delta distribution. The

Jacobian should,therefore,be independentofY . Since A isindependentofx,the Jacobian should also be

independentofx.W e thereforehave

det

�
@y

@Y

�

= const:; (II:8)
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or

det

�
@Y

@y

�

= const: (II:8)0

Thisisa nontrivialdi�erentialequation,which restrictsthe form ofS.Ifthedim ension ofthe spaceis

m orethan one,itisnoteasy to determ inethem ostgeneralsolution ofthisequation.Butin onedim ension

the life issim plerand onecan obtain such a solution.

II.I A ction in one-dim ensionalspace

In onedim ension,wehaveto solve

@2S

@x@y
= �

m

�
; (II:9)

where we have written the constant as above for later convenience. � is the tim e step param eter. This

equation can easily be solved:

S(x;y)= �
m

�
xy+ f(x)+ g(y); (II:10)

or

S(x;y)=
m

2�
(x �y)2 �

�

2
[V (x)+ V (y)]+ [�(x)��(y)]; (II:10)0

Thethird partofthisexpression hasno e�ecton thedynam icsofthesystem .Itiseasy to seethataddition

ofsuch a term to the action isequivalentto the following gaugetransform ation

jx > ! exp

�

�
i

�h
�(x)

�

jx > : (II:11)

Itisalsoeasy to seethatthisterm doesnota�ecttheequation ofm otion (which wewillencounterin section

III).W e thereforeconclude thatthe m ostgeneralsolution of(II.9)isequivalentto

S(x;y)=
m

2�
(x �y)2 �

�

2
[V (x)+ V (y)] (II:12)

Thisform isa very fam iliarone.In fact,ifwedivide the action by � and let� tend to zero,weobtain

L [x(t)]:= lim
�! 0

S(x;y)

�
=
m

2
_x2 �V (x) (II:13)
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which isthe standard form ofone-dim ensionalLagrangiansused in textbooks. Thisresultis,however,an

im portantone:First,in classicalm echanicsthegeneralLagrangian form ulation doesnotrestricttheform of

Lagrangian asa function ofposition and velocity;onecan haveterm sin Lagrangian which are,forexam ple,

quarticin _x.However,nobodyhaseverneeded toconsidersuch Lagrangiansforrealone-dim ensionalsystem s

and itseem sthatnature haschosen the specialform (II.13). Thisform ulation providesan explanation for

thisfact,based onethegeneralassum ption ofunitarity.Second,therearem any nonequivalentLagrangians

thatlead to a sam e equation ofm otion [12,13]. (By nonequivalentLagrangianswe m ean Lagrangians,the

di�erence ofthem isnota totalderivative.) O ne essentially hasno way to choose one ofthisLagrangians

forquantum theory.Thediscrete-tim e form ulation characterizesonly onesingleLagrangian am ong these.

II.II A ction in m ulti-dim ensionalspace

Itiseasily seen thatan action like (II.12)satia�es(II:8)0. To have a taste ofotherkindsofsolutions,

considera perturbativeapproach:

S(x;y)= S0(x;y)+ s(x;y):=
m

2�
(x �y)2 �

�

2
[V (x)+ V (y)]+ s(x;y): (II:14)

W e wantto solve the linearized equation,corresponding to (II:8)0,in term s ofs. This equation is readily

seen to be

tr

�
@2s

@x@y

�

= r x �rys= 0: (II:15)

A specialsolution ofthisequation isofthe form

s=
1

2
f[A 1 (x1;y2;y3;���)�A1 (y1;x2;x3;���)]+ [A2 (y1;x2;x3;���)�A2 (x1;y2;x3;���)]+ ���g: (II:16)

In the lim it� ! 0,wehave

s=
�

2

��
@A 1

@x1
_x1 �

�
@A 1

@x2
_x2 +

@A 1

@x3
_x3 + ���

��

+

�
@A 2

@x2
_x2 �

�
@A 2

@x1
_x1 +

@A 2

@x3
_x3 + ���

��

+ ���

�

; (II:17)

or

s= �

�
@A 1

@x1
_x1 +

@A 2

@x2
_x2 + ���

�

�
�

2

�
dA 1

dt
+
dA 2

dt
+ ���

�

: (II:18)
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The second term isa totalderivative.De�ning

qA � :=
@A �

@x�
; (II:19)

weseethatthissolution correspondsto the Lagrangian

L =
m

2
_x2 + q_x �A �V (x); (II:20)

which istheLagrangian ofa charged particlem oving in the potentialV (x)and a m agnetic�eld,thevector

potentialofwhich isA(x).

III H eisenberg picture,relation to classicalm echanics,and existence theorem

for the solution ofthe equation ofm otion

Evolution ofthe operators in Heisenberg picture is just like the case ofcontinuous tim e. W e �rst de�ne

Heisenberg operatorsattim e n in term softheirSchr�odingercounterpartsas


̂H

n := (Û y)n 
̂S

n Û
n
: (III:1)

Now,we wantto discussthe equation ofm otion forthese operators;to be m ore speci�c,we wantto show

thatthe Heisenberg position operatorsatis�esthe \classical" equation ofm otion.In fact,the true classical

equation ofm otion is(orcan be)som ehow am biguousforoperators,becauseitinvolvestheposition operator

atthreedistincttim es,and theseoperatorsdo notcom m utewith each other.Butwewillseethata certain

ordering isdictated from the evolution governed by (III.1).

Considerthe m atrix elem ent< x0j
@S(̂x";w)

@w
jx00> ,wherewe de�ne

x̂
" := Û

y
x̂Û ,and x̂

# := Û x̂Û
y
: (III:2)

W e havethen

< x
0
j
@S(̂x";w)

@w
jx

00
> = < x

0
ĵU

y@S(̂x;w)

@w
Û jx

00
>

=

Z

dz < x
0
ĵU

y@S(̂x;w)

@w
jz > U (z;x00)

=

Z

dzU
�(z;x0)

@S(z;w)

@w
U (z;x00)

: (III:3)
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Now,setting w = x00,wecom eto

< x
0
j
@S(̂x";x00)

@x00
jx

00
> = �i�h

@

@x00
�(x0�x 00)= :� < x

0
ĵpjx

00
> ; (III:4)

where the m om entum operator p̂ is the generator of space translation, and its m atrix elem ent satis�es

equation (III.4).To deduce(III.4)from (III.3),wehaveexploited theform ofU in term softhe action,and

also unitarity ofÛ .

Equation (III.4)can be rewritten in term sofoperatorsthem selves:

< x
0
j
@S(̂x";x00)

@x00
jx

00
> = < x

0
j�!�

@S(̂x";̂x)

@x̂

�!�jx
00
> )

�!�
@S(̂x";̂x)

@x̂

�!� = �p̂; (III:5)

wherethe left-hand-sideof(III.5)isan ordered form ,in which x̂sareatthe rightofx̂"s.

By a sim ilararguem ent,orby taking the Herm itian conjugateof(III.5),oneconcludesthat

 ��
@S(̂x";̂x)

@x̂

 �� = �p̂; (III:6)

wherethe left-hand-side of(III.6)isin oppositeordering.Finally,since in thiscase both ofthese orderings

lead to thesam eresult,wecan de�nea nonoriented ordering,which isequalto both oftheaboveorderings:

�
@S(̂x";̂x)

@x̂
� = �p̂: (III:7)

By a sim ilararguem entwecom eto

�
@S(̂x;̂x#)

@x̂
�= p̂: (III:8)

Now,elim inating p̂ from (III.7)and (III.8),weobtain

�
@S(̂x;̂x#)

@x̂
�+ �

@S(̂x";̂x)

@x̂
�= 0; (III:9)

or

�
@S(̂xn;x̂n� 1)

@x̂n
�+ �

@S(̂xn+ 1;̂xn)

@x̂n
�= 0: (III:10)
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But this is the classicalequation ofm otion for position operators (obtained by exterm izing the action),

exceptthatitistim e ordered (eitherin theforward,orin the reversed direction).Ithasno am biguity and,

onceweknow the classicalaction,everything isdeterm ined.

Now we com eto the problem ofexistence ofsolution in classicalm echanics.Suppose thatwebegin by

an arbitrary action,which doesnotsatisfy the unitarity criterion.O necan notguaranteethatthe classical

equation ofm otion hasa solution forxn+ 1 forany choiceofxn and xn� 1:thisequation m ay bea nonlinear

com plicated one. This m eans that,not every initial-value lead to a path: there m ay be a tim e when the

particlecan notgo anywhere.

Now supposethattheunitarity condition holds,sothattheequation ofm otion fortheoperators,(III.7)

through (III.9),hold. Forany pairofinitialvalues x0 and x� 1,one can solve the classicalcounterpartof

(III.8)forp0.Use a G aussian wavepacketwith

< x̂ > = x0; < p̂ > = p0; (III:11)

and

�x = �

r

�h

2
; �p = �

� 1

r

�h

2
; (III:12)

asan initialstate forquantum m echanics.Then considerequation (III.9)in the lim it�h ! 0.In thislim it,

the uncertainitiestend to zero,the operatorscom m ute,and wehave

@S(< x̂ > ;< x̂# > )

@ < x̂ >
+
@S(< x̂" > ;< x̂ > )

@ < x̂ >
= 0: (III:14)

Notice thatthere alwaysexistsa \< x̂" > ",becauseonecan com pute itthrough the Schr�odingerpicture.

Now,weknow that

@S(x0;x� 1)

@x0
= p0 = < p̂ > =

@S(< x̂ > ;< x̂# > )

@ < x̂ >
; (III:15)

where the lastequality holdsonly in the lim it�h ! 0. Substituting x0 and x� 1 for< x̂ > and < x̂# > in
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(III.16),wewillhave

@S(x0;x� 1)

@x0
+
@S(< x̂ > ;x0)

@x0
= 0; (III:16)

which m eansthat< x̂" > (in thelim it�h ! 0)satis�estheclassicalequation ofm otion fortheinitial-values

x0 and x� 1. Specially,ifthe dim ension ofspace is one,we have seen that any action which satis�es the

unitarity condition isoftheform (II:10)0,orequivalently (II.12).Theequation ofm otion forsuch an action

islinearin xn+ 1 and the coe�cientofx n+ 1 isnonozero.Thereforeevery initial-value problem hasone and

only onesolution.

In general,wehaveproved thattheunitarity oftheevolution operator,constructed through (I.14)from

the action,issu�cientforthe existence ofa solution forclassicalinitial-valueproblem s.
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