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A s is known, a Lie algebra of a little group of a tin elke
four vector is not equalto so(3) unless spacelike com ponents
of the vector vanish. In spite of this fact the algebra can still
be Interpreted as the angular m om entum algebra, as can be
shown w ih the explicit exam ple of the D irac equation. The
angularm om entum corresponds to the even part ofthe D irac
soin operator. Its eigenvalues in directions perpendicular to
m om entum decay to zero In the in nite m om entum /m assless
Ilim it. This explains physically why only extrem al helicities
survive the m assless lim it. The e ect can be treated as a
result of a Lorentz contraction of an extended particle. A
naturalm easure of this extension is introduced for m assless
particles ofany spin. It is shown that such particles can be in—
terpreted as circular strings whose classical 1im it is described
by Robinson congruence. Finally, as an application of the
even spin, we form ulate the E instein-P odolsky-R osen-B ochm
G edankenexperim ent for D irac electrons.

I. NTRODUCTION

Tt isknown that the transition from the rotation group
SO (3) to the group SE (2) oftwo-din ensionalE uclidean
m otions can be obtained as a continuous Inonu-W igner
contraction of respective Lie algebras EE] T his con—
traction can be explained in physicaltem s sin ply as an
abstract counterpart of the relativistic Lorentz contrac—
tion ofa m oving body and it can be also shown that the
sam e e ect is obtained both in the masslkess m ! 0)
and in nftemomentum (Pj! 1 ) lm its. This resul is
ntuitively quite natural since a light cone is the large-
mom entum asym ptotics ofany m > 0 m ass hyperboloid.
Still, even though the SO 3) ! SE ) transition is now
well understood from a m athem atical point of view, it
seam s that no de nite physical interpretation ofthis fact
is generally acospted.

W e know that the Lie algebra so (3) corresponds phys—
ically to an angular momentum . On the other hand
there exist at least two physical interpretations of the
translation subalgebra of e(2). First, the generators of
translations can be naturally associated wih the two—
com ponent position operator for m asslkess elds E] o
calizing m assless particles In a plane perpendicular to

their m om entum . Second, if one considers the action of
a Pourdim ensional nonunitary representation of SE (2)
on the electrom agnetic fourpotential, it can be shown
that the \translation" operators generate gauge transfor-
m ations EE] Such resuls are rather confiising as there
is no clear explanation for the continuous deform ation
of the angular m om entum Into position or a generator
of gauge transform ations. O f course, it is possble that
form assless eldsvariousphysically di erent observables
m ay satisfy the e 2) algebra sincem assless unitary repre—
sentations of the P oincare group are generated by a one-
din ensional representations of E (2) so that not much
room is keft for di erent possble algebraic structures.

W e would lke to show in this paper that it is possi-
ble to interpret the contraction so(3) ! e(2) also as the
continuous deform ation of the angular m om entum of a
relativistic particle. The Lie algebra corresponding to
the intetm ediate momentum p, with 0 < Ppj< 1, is
neither so (3) nore (2) but, aswe shall see, there is a nat—
uralway of treating it as the relativistically generalized
angularm om entum algebra.

To m ake our analysis as explicit as possble we shall
discus the m entioned lin its In the context of the D irac
equation. It willbe shown that relativistic spin can be
naturally represented by an \even" spin operator which
reduces to ordinary nonrelativistic spin for a particle at
rest and whose com ponents in directions perpendicular
tom om entum decay to zero asthem om entum increases.
In the in nite-m om entum /m assless lin it the operator
\ponnts" in the m om entum direction. The three com —
ponents of the new spin com m ute w ith the free H am iltto—
nian so that one can consider pro jfctions of spin in any
direction even for a particle m oving w ith som e well de—

ned and nonvanishing m om entum . T his property will
be used forderiving a relativistic version ofthe E instein—
P odolsky-Rosen-Bohm paradox for two spin-1/2 parti-
cles. W e shall also discuss the relationship between the
even spin operator and the P aulil.ubanskivector, show —
ing that the In nitem om entum and m assless lin is are
equivalent for the rst one but not for the latter.

W e begin our analysis w ith a brief sum m ary of prop—
erties of little algebras corresponding to any tim elike or
null four-m om entum .
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II.LITTLE ALGEBRAS FOR ANY P W ITH
P P 0

A Lorentz transfom ation

(~iv)= e i~J i~k dzefe iLo(~~); a)
where J and K are, resgpectively, the generators of rota-
tions and boosts, leaves a fourwvector p unchanged if

Lti~)p= 1~ pi~@+t ~ p)= 0: @)
Ifpy = 0 then eittherp ism asskessand p= 0 orp is space—
Iike. Both cases can be regarded as physically m eaning-—
Jess. So ket usassume thatpg § 0. @) is then satis ed
if

“m= ~ P @)

Substituting {}) into f]) we nd that the little group is
threeparam eter and generated by

r-g £ &: @
Po
@) satis es the algebra
. . P
I =i i@ K): )
Py

Let now 1 = p=Ppj m be orthogonalto n, J j= 1, and
1= n mandetA; =& m,A=EK TandA3=& =n
for any three-com ponent vector A'. W e get

L,=J1+ KZEJ
Po
3

Ly=Jd, Ki1— (6)
Po

L3= J3

and E) In plies

PP
Li;Lz]= i——Ls
Po
Ls;Li]l= il @)

Lo;Ls]= iLg:

Egs. @) and ﬂ) m ean that the Lie algebra of the little
group is param etrized by p. In the m assive case we, In
general, do not obtain so(3); in fact this is the case only
if ¢j= 0, that is when we consider the little group of
a rest fram e fourm om entum . Such a rest fram e always
exists orm > 0.Form = 0 we have

Po= PF ®)
and {§) is indeed the Lie algebra e(2). Note also that
I
p_o |
pected, the algebra is again e(2). The sam e conclusions

1 in the n nie momentum lm i and, as ex—

follow from them ! 0 and Ppj! 1 contractionsof ﬂ).
T he two contractions are equivalent and the contracted
algebra is e(2). A reader interested in a geom etrical in—
terpretation of these contractions is refered to the book
by Kin and Noz (. 200 in ).

The form (6) of the generators lads to a di culty
In a direct physical interpretation, as L; and L, are
not Hem iian for nite dim ensional representations of
SL (2;C) and nonvanishing p. For photons represented
by a ourpotential these operators generate gauge trans—
form ations. For the rest fram e fourm om entum ofm as—
sive particles such representations corresoond to spin.
However, what is a physicalm eaning of this algebra for
particles that are not at rest? In order to answer this
question wemust st understand in what way the spin
operator enters relativistic quantum m echanics.

ITII.SPIN OF THE ELECTRON AND THE DIRAC
EQUATION

The Uhlenbeck and G oudan ith idea ofan Intemalan-—
gularm om entum ofthe electron was fom ally introduced
to quantum m echanicsby Pauliin 1927 E]. Pauliadded
anew Interaction tem to the Schrodinger equation in or—
der to explain a behavior ofelectrons in am agnetic eld.
T hisapproach w as successfiilbut, In fact, no other jasti —
cation ofthe concept of soin existed at that time. A year
later D irac form ulated his relativistic w ave equation E].
He assum ed that the equation (1) hasa Schrodinger form
i@y = H whereH doesnot contain tin e derivatives,
(2) factorizes the K lein-G ordon equation, (3) is relativis—
tically covariant, and found that no single-com ponent
wave function can satisfy such requirem ents. The ad-
ditional degrees of freedom present in the m ulticom po—
nent wave function could be interpreted physically by a
non-relativistic approxim ation where positive energy so—
lutions of the D irac equation were shown to satisfy the
equation postulated by Pauli. The Pauli soin operator
was found to be an \intemal" part of the generator of
rotations restricted to \large" com ponents of a bispinor.

In this way the soin operator was identi ed, from a
m athem atical view point, w ith the spinor part ofthe gen-
erator of rotations.

The rstdi culty met in relativistic interpretation of
this operator w as the fact that, contrary to the nonrela—
tivistic case, the com ponents of spin were not constants
ofm otion even fora free particke (unlssin a rest frame).
In the Heisenberg picture the soin operator of the free
electron satis es the follow ing precession equation

s=4+ 3; )
where + = 2 5p and only the profction of S on the

\precession axis" p, the helicity, is conserved. The to—
talangularm om entum J also comm utes w ith the D irac



Ham iltonian and the purely spin part of J can be ex—
tracced by n J = n S, wheren = p=pj The exis-
tence of the conserved helicity is su cient for represen—
tation classi cation purposes and physical applications
In, for Instance, the C bsh-G ordan coe cients problem .
The com ponents of spin in directions other than n are
rarely needed. In the last section of this paper we shall
consider one such case, nam ely the E instein-P odolsky—
Rosen-Bohm G edankenexperim ent and the Bell nequal-
ity for relativistic electrons.

T he general theory of representations of the Poincare
group show s that the group possesses two Casin ir op—

erators: themassP P and the squareW W of the
P auliLubanskivector
1
w = - M P
2
where M are generators of SL (2;C). W comm utes

with P forall hence, in particular, with P°. The
Paulil.ubanski vector appears naturally In the theory
because i, In fact, generalizes the generators of the li—
tle group described in Sec.ﬁ. TheCasmmirW W has
eigenvaliesm 2j(§+ 1) wherem and j are, respectively,
the rest m ass and the m odulus of helicity of the irre—
ducible representation In question.

In standard approaches to relativistic eld theories it
is often stated that W is the covariant generalization of
soin. Its square isde ned as the ollow Ing elem ent ofthe
enveloping eld ofthe Poincare Lie algebra

W W
P P

W e have, therefore, two possbilities of introducing the
spin operator in P oincare invariant theories. T he Pauli-
Lubanski vector has the advantage of having four con—
served com ponents and is closely related to the genera-
tors of the little group of a m om entum fourwector. The
din ension of W  is, however, energy tin es angular m o—
mentum so its relationship to Pauli’s 1927 spin is not
evident.

IV.THE PAULI-LUBANSKIVECTOR AND
ELECTRON'S SPIN

In the follow ing discussion we w illwork in them om en—
tum representation and unis are chosen In such a way
that ¢ = 1 = h. The bispinor parts of generators are
s = Zl[ ;  land the generators of SL (2;C ) are

M =X p xp +3S

Let S, ~, J and K be de ned by

Skl= kIm gm
SOk= i‘ k

2
Jm — mklM k1l
K™ =M Om

where ™ isthe three din ensional Levi€ ivita symbol.

T he explicit form ofthe generators ofthe P oincare group
is

p°=4H
P=p
J=x

=~ p+m?

pt+t S

K

H + *

x g

® 2

T he P auli-L,ubanski vector is
wol=J IS)

1
W=~ (SH +HS): 10)

In the rest framewe ndW °= 0and W =mS °. W
is therefore soin tim es the rest m ass operator. In the
subspace of the \large", positive energy two com ponent
spoinors it is indeed proportionalto Pauli’s spin.

In order to understand the physical m eaning of the
Paulil.ubanskivector ket usmultiply @) from the right
by H ! (this operator is wellde ned form assive elds;
for m assless elds it exists In the subspace of nonzero
momenta). W e get

1
S,=WH 1=§(s+ S ) 11
= .S .+ S
where isthe sign ofenergy operator and = %(1 )

proEct on positive (+) or negative ( ) energy solutions.
T he operator S}, is therefore the so-called even part ofthe

generator of rotations S'. T he decom position of operators
Into even and odd parts iswellknown In rst quantized
approaches to the D irac equation E,E] T he even partsof
operatorsaree ectively the partsthat contribute to aver—
age values of observables calculated In statesofa de nite
sign ofenergy. T he even soin operatoroccursnaturally n
the context of Z iterbew egung and the m agnetic-m om ent
operator of the D irac electron E,@]

A 1l these facts suggest that the even soin operator,
which is som ehow in between the two notions discussed
above, m ight be the correct candidate for the electron’s
spin. A1l the three com ponents of S, comm ute wih H
so a profction of S, In any direction is a constant of
m otion.

The explicit orm of S, for free electrons m oving w ith
mom entum p is the ollow ing

s - ™gy sz(n S)m + 12)
" 03 2p3

wherem? = p p . Its com ponents
2

m im P
m S,= —m S 11 ~ = S,
P Pé ZP% P
2 . o
m m P
1S,=—=1S+ m ~= S, @3)
P Pé ZP% P

n Sp,=n S = Sy3



satisfy the Lie algebra {])

Bp1i Sp2l= i—Sp3
pli Pp 2 P
Bp3i Sp1l= iSp2 (14)

[Sp2; Sp3:|= jspl:

It ollow s that the even spin operator @) isa Hem itian
representation of the algebra ﬂ ) although a direct sub—
stitution of generatorsof ¢;0)  (0;2) to {d) would not

lead to H em itian m atrices. T he eigenvaluesofa Sy, for
any uni a, are

P
1 + m?
a- LB @tm’ as)
2 PoJ
and the corresponding eigenvector in a standard repre—
sentation is
|
ma :
2¥07]
ma
2%0]

Poj+t m (BaJt+ %'8. n)w

=N P — ..
o] m (BaJt 38 n)w

wherew satisesn ~w = w .

In the rest fram e the eigenvalues s, are % for any a.
Ss tend to 0 orbothm ! Oand Pj! 1 ,ifa p= 0.

The transition from Pj= 0 to pj= 1 deform s con—
tinuously su (2) Into e(2) and the spin operator S, be-
com es paralkel to the m om entum direction. The latter
phenom enon can be deduced from either ) and )
or the discussed Iim its of @).

T he above lim its m ust be understood in termm s of Lie
algebra contractions. Physically the In nie m om entum
Iim it is m ore reasonable than m ! 0. It means that
the greater velocity of a particle, the less \fuzzy" are the
com ponents of spin in directions perpendicular to m o—
mentum . Intuiively, the particle becom es attened by
the Lorentz contraction so that contributions to the in-
trinsic angularm om entum from rotations around direc—
tions perpendicular to p becom e an aller the greater is
the attenning.

Form equals exactly zero, two of the three com po—
nents of spin vanish which agrees w ith the fact that the
only selffadpint niedimn ensionalrepresentationsofe (2)
are one din ensional. P hysically this e ect can be again
explained by the Lorentz contraction: A m assless par—
ticke is com pletely attenned and its \intrinsic" angular
momentum can result only from rotations in the plane
perpendicular to p.

E quations @) and ) In ply that the elgenvaluies of
a W are

1 po

1P @ &+ m?

Wa = Po Sa = 2 P03
0

and the eigenvectors are identical to those ofa S. For
W the masslss and In nite m om entum lim its are not

equivalent. Indeed, ta p= 0. Theny = im 6 0

2

forany pand wy = 0 form = 0. Ikt follows that the
P auliL.ubanskivector, as opposed to S, cannot be used
fora uni ed treatm ent of soin In both m assive and m ass—
Jess cases. T he sam e concems the seem ingly naturaland
covariant choice of W o=m ;W =m ) as the relativistic spin
fourvector. This property of W explains the follow ing
apparent paradox. The \polarization density m atrix"
(nom alized by Tr = 2m ) for the D irac ultra-relativistic
electron can be w ritten as E]

5P

where ™ = 2hw @

age. For helicity eigenstates ™ = 0 and y equals tw ice
the helicity so that

=-p @ s): 16)

{1d) is identical to the expression for the density m atrix
ofthe D irac neutrino. H ow ever, for superpositions of dif-
ferent helicities ™, € 0 which seem s to suggest that even
In the In nitem om entum Iim it som e \rem ains" of gpin’s
com ponents in directions perpendicular to the m om en—
tum m ay be found. Still, there is no contradiction w ith
our analysis ifwe treat S; and not W as the relativistic
spin operator. The rem ainsare those of W and not ofS,.
T he \transverse polarization" vector ™, hasto be treated
as a m easure of superposition of the tw o helicites.

V.LORENTZ CONTRACTION ...OF W HAT?

The decom position of operators into even and odd
parts can be used for rew riting the D irac Ham iltonian
In a orm which is rather unusualbut especially suitable
for Investigation of its ultra-relatiistic and m assless lin —
its. Let us consider the angular velocity operator + de—

ned by @). Form 6 Oandp#$ 0 + doesnot comm ute
wih H . Tts even part, commuting wih H , is given (in
ordinary unitswih cé 1) by

¢+ m I~ n=pj
E+ m2d=p?

W e can see that ™ reducesto + in both lm is. A Ham it
tonian ofa particle m oving w ith velocity v = ¢~ can now
be expressed as

2 4
m“c on

1+ —— ~ Sp="

H =
cp?

S="72" 5, an
w here each of the operators appearing n H is even and
commuting with H. The Imiihg form H = 4+ S is
characteristic ofallm assless elds, w here forhigher spins
the equation ﬁ) is stillvalid, but angular velocities for a
given m om entum are sm aller the greater the helicity.

m)n i, andh 1idenotesan aver-



The new form of the Ham iltonian leads to the follow —
ing Interesting observation EI]. N otice that form assless
elds the Ham iltonian can be written in either of the
follow ing two form s

H=4 S 18)

or

H=e¢ p=wv p @9)

where v is the velocity operator for a general m asslkess

eld (c~ in case oftheD iracequation) ande= & p)p=9
is its even part. W e recognize here the classicalm echan—
icalrule for a transition from a point-like description to
the extended-ob ct-lke one: linearm om entum goes into
angularm om entum , linear velocity into angular velociy,
and vice versa. T he third part ofthisrule m ass{m om ent
of inertia) can be naturally postulated as ollow s

H =mye?=L+2; (20)

w here @) de nesthe kineticm ass (m ) and the kinetic
mom ent of nertia (I ) ofthem assless eld. T he explicit
form of Iy form asskss eldsofhelicity s= m n [corre—
soonding to the m ;n) spinor representation ofSL 2;C )]
is, In ordinary unis,

shp S
I = T (1)
e
T he equation
T = myr ©2)

characteristic, by the way, of circular strings (here w ith
massm ) de nes som e radiis which is equalto

hs

. (23)
PJ

s =

which can be expressed also as an (operator!) fom of
the \uncertainty principle"

P¥s = hs: ©24)

Tt is rem arkable that this radius occurs also naturally
In the twistor form alisn @]. A twistor is a kind of a
\square root" of generators of the Poincare group on
a light cone and belongs to a carrier space of a repre—
sentation of the conform al group. It is known that al-
though spin-0 tw istors can be represented geom etrically
by null straight lines, this doesnot hold for spin-s,s % 0,
tw istors @]. Instead ofthe straight line we get a congru—
ence of tw isting, null, shear-free world lines, the so-called
Robinson congruence. A three-dim ensionalpro jction of
this congruence consits of circles, whose radii are given
exactly by our formula @) (cf. the footnote at p. 62
n @]) . The circles propagate w ith velocity of light in
the m om entum direction and rotate in the right-or left-
handed sense depending on the sign of heliciy.

T he R obinson congruence picture is typicalofclassical
tw istors. It suggests that classicalm assless eldsm ay be
related naturally to classical strings whose radii would
have to be di erent for di erent inertial cbservers. T he
quantized tw istor form alisn does not have such a picto—
rial representation since even for a spin-0 particle whose
mom entum is given no world line exists, but additionally
because of the di culties with the relativistic position
operator.

T he string-like picture ofm assless elds resulting from
them om ent of inertia form ulasand from their agreem ent
w ith the classical R obinson congruence is a physical in—
dication that a fundam entalrole should be played in this
context by the conform al group. Indeed, a transition
from one inertial reference fram e to another not only
transform s the particle’s fourm om entum , but sim ula—
neously rescales the radius rg of the congruence.

Finally, the fact that the m assive D irac H am iltonian
w ritten in term s ofeven operatorshasthe \energy ofpre-
cession" form @) suggeststhat som e kind ofan extended
structure can be associated also with m assive spinning
particles. Structures of this type were constructed ex—
plicitly by Barut and collaborators E,@]

VI.AN APPLICATION OF Sp: THE BELL
THEOREM FOR DIRAC'SELECTRONS

Let us consider two electrons w ith opposite m om enta
prandp, = p1 We choose, n thisway, a center ofm ass
reference fram e).

T he squared totaleven spin operator

Sp, 1+1 Sp,)° @5)

In the helicity basis is given by the m atrix

0 , 1
a+ 21 0 0 0

B po 2 2

E 0 no1 81 0

B poz p02 :

B m-_q m_

d 0 = 1 = 1 0 A

0 0 0 @+ r;—g)l

wherel isthe4 4 identiy m atrix and p, isthe energy of
one ofthe particles. Ttseigenvaliesare: 1+ % ’ 2% and
0.The rsttwo corresoond to the non-relativistic triplet
state and the third one to the singlket (degeneracies ofthe
elgenvalues are, respectively, 8, 4 and 4). An iIn portant
property of the de nition @) is the usage of squared
even operators (this is not the sam e as the even part of
the ordinary squared tw o-particle spin operator).

T he singlet state takes in the helicity basis the
usual form

1
=P—_(+ )1
2



In order to prove the Bell theorem wem ust calculate the
singlet state average of an analog of the nonrelativistic
operatora ~ B ~:Herewe nd

.a Sp,

n 32 Se b Sy, .. 1 m ?
P

— Ji= e Bt —a )
Py Po

4Bas,J
(26)

where the symbols k and ? denote profctions on, re—
spectively, the m om entum direction and the plane per-
pendicular to it. For a and b perpendicular to o @)
equals a b, the ormula known from the nonrelativistic
quantum m echanics, and the Bell theorem can be form u—
lated. For other directions the form ula ) di ers from

the nonrelativistic one so m ight be used for an experi-
m ental veri cation of the even soin conoept ﬁ].

VII.CONCLUSION S

W e have show n that the algebra ofa little group ofany
physical four m om entum is isom orphic to the algebra of
the even spin operator. T his result explains qualitatively
the fact that m assless elds can exist only in extrem al
helicity states since eigenvalues of the even spin’s com —
ponentsperpendiculartom om entum tend to zero in both
In nite m om entum and m assless lim its. A physical ori-
gin ofthis phenom enon can be explained by the Lorentz

attenning of the D irac particle provided the particle is
extended. For m assless elds (or ultra—relativistic elec—
trons) the attenned picture can be naturally associated
w ith the classicalR obinson congruence ofnullw orldlines,
leading to a string-like classical lim it of soinning parti-
cles. In this way we have retumed to the old problem
of localization of spinning particles B ] and have
found another argum ent for their extended structure and
usage of noncom m uting position operators.
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