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Relativistic quantum m echanics(RQ M )param etrized

by a \propertim e" hasbeen a powerfuldeviceused long

ago.Theleadingideaofapropertim eform alism restson

considering states that evolve with a Schr�odingerequa-

tion with a \scalar" Ham iltonian which playstheroleof

a m assoperator.The fram ework,which providesinde�-

nitem assstatesaswellastheSt�uckelberg [1]interpreta-

tion forantiparticles,allowsavoidingthewell-known dif-

�cultiesofRQ M [2].In otherwords,adm itting particles

m ovingbackwardin tim e,wem aykeep aone-particlefor-

m alism withoutappealing to thestandard solution given

by the second quantization schem e[3].

Theorigin ofthissubjectgoesbacktotheearlierworks

of Dirac [4], Fock [5], St�uckelberg [1], Feynm an [6,7],

Nam bu [8], and Schwinger [9]. M ore recently, in this

lineofresearch wecan m ention therelativisticdynam ics

(RD) by Horwitz etal.[10],the four space form ulation

(FSF)by Fanchietal.[11],and the worksofthe French

school(Vigieretal.[12]),m ainly developed in thespin 0

case[13],which havein com m on squared m assoperators

asHam iltonians.

RD and FSF approachesuse a Fock-like param etriza-

tion given by

� i
@

@�
� =

p�p�

2M
� (c= �h = 1) (1)

in the free case. This param etrization is very interest-

ing because it can be seen as a representation ofa �ve

dim ensionalG alileigroup [14],which introduces a sort

of\super-m ass" M (with units ofm ass)as a new label

forcharacterizing the inde�nite m asssystem m entioned

above.TheFrenchschoolusestheSt�uckelberg-Schwinger

[1,9]param etrization [15],which can be obtained from

Eq. (1)by rescaling the dim ension ofthe evolution pa-

ram eter� and taking M equalto 1=2.

Itiswellknown that,taking the\on-shell" condition1

in theclassicallim it,onecan recovertheusualrelativistic

m echanicsfrom theseparam etrizations.However,in the

classicallim ittheevolution param eter� isrelated to the

proper tim e s by m eans ofds2 = (m 2
0=M

2)d�2. There-

fore,� isnotequaltosunlessoneidenti�eshp�p�ic = m 2
0

with M 2 [10,11],wherehic standsforthem ean valueaf-

tertaking the classicallim it(seeAppendix).

The m ain problem of the di�erent proposals of a

param etrized RQ M lieson the \o�-shell" interpretation

ofthe evolution param eter � [16]. The di�erent nam es

1By \on-shell" condition we m ean a reinterpretation ofthe

usualm ass-shellconstraint as a result ofthe speci�c initial

conditions. In otherwords,hp
�

p�ic isa classicalconstantof

m otion [wherethesubscriptcdenotesclassical(�h ! 0)m ean

value,see Appendix],which acts as a square m ass variable

thatcan be �xed to a particularvalue m
2

0,being m 0 the or-

dinary m assoftheparticle,by choosing theinitialconditions

[hx
�

(0)ic and hp�(0)ic].

proposed (within or without interpretation) re
ect the

controversy aboutthissubject.In the past,thisparam -

eterwastreated only by analogy aspropertim e,butit

isnotitsaccuratesensesinceitm ustbeinterpreted asa

Newtonian tim e [17].

The aim ofthisletteristo show that,by using a dif-

ferentparam etrization from thegiven in Eq.(1),an \o�-

shell" interpretation ofthe corresponding evolution pa-

ram eter as the proper tim e can be given. In fact, by

considering a �rstorderm assoperatorcorresponding to

theparam etrization oftheDiracequation originally pro-

posed byFeynm an [7]weshow that,in theclassicallim it,

the \evolution tim e" ofthis param etrization is reduced

to the propertim e ofan inde�nite m asssystem . Aswe

will show in Ref. [18], unlike the interpretation given

in Ref. [14] to the param etrization (1), the Feynm an

param etrization can be looked as a null \super-m ass"

representation of the de Sitter group. It im m ediately

leadstotheidenti�cation oftheevolution param eterwith

the propertim e s since in this case the arc elem entdS

ofthe�ve-dim ensionalm anifold associated to thedeSit-

ter group vanishes,i.e.,dS2 = ds2 � dx�dx� = 0 [18].

For these reasons we calls the evolution param eter of

the Feynm an param etrization since itisdirectly related

to the classicalproper tim e s,unlike the param eter �.

However,itisim portanttorem arkthat,although proper

tim eiscom m only considered asan on-shellconceptsince

itisassociated with theintegralofthearcelem entalong

the world line ofthe standard m assive particles,we can

extend this conceptusing the sam e de�nition for indef-

inite m ass system s. O fcourse, by taking the on-shell

condition the usualnotion ofproper tim e is recovered.

In this case s is not a universalparam eter in contrast

with the universality im plicitly involved in the o�-shell

theory [seeEq.(3)below].Butitisonly due to the dif-

ferentnotionsof\event" and \sim ultaneity" considered

in each case. [W hile two events x� and x0� are sim ul-

taneousin the standard case when x0 = x00,in the new

fram ework two \events" (x�;s)and (x0�;s0)are \sim ul-

taneous" when s= s0 (see Ref.[19]).]

Finally in thisletter,wealso derivean im portantrela-

tionthatallowsustorelatetheFeynm anparam etrization

to som e other param etrizations, that we have already

m entioned.

Letusnow brie
y discussthe form alism [20](a m ore

extended developm entwillbe given elsewhere[21]).

The states ofthe system are determ ined,at a given

universalscalar\tim e" s,by wave functions	(x;s)be-

longing to a linear space ofspinorialfunctions,de�ned

on the space-tim em anifold.Thisspace isendowed with

an inde�nite bilinearHerm itian form [22,23],

h�j	i�

Z

�	d 4
x; (2)

where � = � y
0 is the usualDirac adjoint. An opera-

tor A is self-adjoint according to this \scalar product"
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if A = A, where A satis�es, by de�nition, h�jAj i =

h jAj�i�; 8�; ,e.g.,fora spinorialoperatorA wehave

A = 
0A y
0,where y standsforthe transpose and con-

jugatem atrix.

The \proper tim e" dynam ics in the Schr�odinger pic-

ture isprovided by the Feynm an param etrization ofthe

Dirac equation [7],i.e.,the evolution ofa wave function

	(x;s)isdeterm ined by

� i
d

ds
	(x;s)= H 	(x;s): (3)

TheHam iltonian H (
��� form inim alcoupling)plays

the role ofthe standard Ham iltonian in the usualnon-

relativistic theory. Therefore,the evolution operatorin

term softhe \tim e" s isU (s)= eiH s.

From (2) the spin variables 
� and the orbitalvari-

ables p� and x�, as wellas the Ham iltonian, becom e

self-adjoint. As a consequence,the evolution operator

is\unitary." Thisfactguaranteesthatthe \norm " is a

constantofm otion.(Barutand Thackerhaveconsidered

thesam eparam etrization butthey havede�ned a scalar

productwhich doesnotpreservethenorm .SeeRef.[20].)

Theevolution ofan operatorq,in theHeisenberg pic-

ture,isgiven by

dq

ds
= � i[H ;q]: (4)

The generalized eigenfunctionsofH are de�nite m ass

states �m that satisfy the generalized eigenvalue equa-

tion, H �m = m �m , having oscillatory behavior in s.

They are solutionsofan extended Dirac equation (note

thatm could be,in principle,any com plex num berifthe

norm of�m vanishes,orany realnum berifthe norm of

�m is di�erent from zero [24]). Ifwe assum e that the

orbitaloperators have realeigenvalues2 (which willbe

considered from now on), in the free case m can take

the continuous realvalues when the generalized eigen-

valuesm 2 ofH 2 = p�p� are positive (tardyons)and the

continuouspurely im aginary valueswhen thegeneralized

eigenvaluesm 2 ofH 2 = p�p� arenegative(tachyons).In

thelastcaseitcan beeasily checked thatthegeneralized

eigenvectors ofH corresponding to tachyons have zero

norm .

W e want to show that the theoreticalfram ework we

have given to the Feynm an param etrization is not only

an alternative form alism to the second quantization of

the Dirac �eld [7]but itallowsrecovering the standard

resultsofrelativisticm echanicsaswell.In orderto show

this,weshallconsidertherestriction oftheform alism to

the\positivem ass"subspace[19].Itm eansthatthestate

2
Forexam ple,in Eq.(2)isim plicitthatonly thestatesasso-

ciated with realeigenvaluescontributeto thespectraldecom -

position ofthe identity operator in term s ofthe generalized

eigenvectorsofx
�

.

ofthesystem 	 satis�es�	 = 	,wherethe\projector"

[25]� isgiven by

� �
1

2
(1+

H
p
H 2

); (5)

which is a straightforward extension ofthe well-known

positiveenergy projectorin thestandard case.However,

noticethat� only projectsonto thespacecorresponding

to thestateswith m assvalueswith positiverealpartfor

tardyons. In the case oftachyons it projects onto the

space corresponding to m assvalueswith positive purely

im aginary part. This is the m eaning we have given to

\positive m ass." This projection (analogously to what

happens in the standard case) rem oves the \covariant

Zitterbewegung" [26]and itwillallow usto obtain a clas-

sicaltheory,which restricted on-shellwillbethestandard

relativistic m echanics. (An o�-shellclassicaltheory for

the spinlesscase wasconsidered in Ref.[27].The classi-

caltheoriesofspinning \particles" corresponding to the

generalform alism and the projected one willbe given

elsewhere[28].)

Letusbegin by noting thatin the positive m asssub-

space,the Ham iltonian reads

�H �= �
p
H 2�: (6)

Then,we see that the Feynm an Ham iltonian (linear in

them om enta)isreduced tothesquared rootform ,which

was originally proposed by Johnson (see Ref.[20]) for

playingtheroleofHam iltonian in an inde�nitem asscon-

text. Actually,Johnson only considered tardyonsin his

form alism . However,thisrestriction istoo strong. (No-

ticethattachyonsarealsoneeded in theFourierrepresen-

tation ofthefree Feynm an propagator.) In the freecase

the Ham iltonian adoptsan expression,
p
p�p�,which is

independent ofthe spin. As the projection is invariant

underthe \propertim e" evolution (since [H ;�]= 0 and

d�=ds= 0),from (4)and (6)weobtain

�
dq

ds
� = � i�[

p
H 2;q]�: (7)

Thisequation helpsusto getinsightinto them eaning of

the param etrization (3).

Letusnow taketheclassicallim itin ordertoshow that

theform alism restricted to thepositivem asssubspaceis

an o�-shellclassicaltheory [27],in which the evolution

param eter can be even identi�ed with the proper tim e

withoutadditionalassum ptions.Besides,from thispro-

cedure itcan be im m ediately seen thatsuch an on-shell

classicaltheory includesthe standard one.

To perform this lim it we use a generalization ofthe

well-known quasiclassicalstates (see Appendix). First,

notice that if A and B are operators and f(B ) is an

operatorfunction,then

[A;f(B )]=
1

2

df

dB
[A;B ]+ [A;B ]

1

2

df

dB
+ O (�h

2
): (8)
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Therefore,to �rstorderin �h,wehave

�
dq

ds
� = �

1

2
(

1

2
p
H 2

[� iH
2
;q]+ [� iH

2
;q]

1

2
p
H 2

)�: (9)

Now,we take m ean valueswith positive m assquasiclas-

sicalstates.Itm eansthatweconsiderstatesoftheform

	 c(x
�) = u�c(x

�),where �c(x
�) is a m inim um uncer-

tainty G aussian wave packet(see Appendix) and u is a

constantspinorsatisfying



�
h��(0)ic u =

q

h��(0)ich��(0)ic u; (10)

forwhich can be proved that

�	 c = [1+ O (�h)]	 c: (11)

By taking account ofEq. (A1) given in the Appendix,

weobtain form inim alcoupling (restoring �h)

h
dq

ds
ic =

dhqic

ds
=

1

2i�hh
p
����ic

h[���� �
e�h

2
�
��
F��;q]ic:

(12)

Notice that j����j � j(e�h=2)���F��j, so we have ne-

glected thespin term in thesquarerootand consistently

retained it in the com m utator. From Eq. (12),we can

obtain the equation ofm otion on-shellofthe classical

variable hqic as given by the standard relativistic m e-

chanics,e.g.,the Lorentz force law and the Bargm ann-

M ichel-Telegdiequations[28].

Forthesakeofsim plicity wewillonly considerthefree

casefrom now on.In thiscase,Eq.(12)reads

dhqic

ds
=

1

2i�hh
p
p�p�ic

h[p�p�;q]ic: (13)

This equation is also a very im portantrelation thates-

tablishesa connection am ong di�erentparam etrizations

[29].In fact,the St�uckelberg-Schwingerparam etrization

leads in the classicallim it to a Heisenberg equation of

m otion withoutthefactor1=(2h
p
p�p�ic),which now ap-

pearsin a directway. O n the otherhand,RD and FSF

have also considered a param etrization which resem bles

that given in Eq. (13) using a second order Ham ilto-

nian [see Eq. (1)]. Aswe have m entioned (see footnote

1),in the classicallim it it would be possible,in prin-

ciple,to �x the initialconditions such that hp�p�ic be

equalto a desirable �xed value. In order to com pare

RD and FSF param etrizations3 with Eq. (13)on-shell,

3
Strictly speaking,in these param etrizations there isno re-

striction onto the positive m ass subspace;then hp
�

p�ic also

includes� h
p
p�p�ic values,which correspond to thenegative

m asssubspace.

we should identify such a value with M 2. However,ob-

serve thatthe \super-m ass" M isan \intrinsic param e-

ter" notrelated a priorito any m assvalue(see,e.g.,the

second work ofRef.[10]). M oreover,we can also note

that from the point ofview that RD and FSF can be

derived by contracting thedeSittergroup [14](a sortof

\super-nonrelativistic lim it")the eigenvaluesp�p� m ust

be sm aller than M 2 [18]. This fact is not com patible

with the relation hp�p�ic = M 2. O n the other hand,if

one retains such an identi�cation at the quantum level

it turns out to be a non-desirable feature because the

Ham iltonian becom es state dependent. Likewise,ifat

the sam e levelone identi�es M with a particular m ass

value (e.g.,m 0,eventually,an eigenvalue m ),the inde�-

nite m asscharacterofthe theory isin trouble.Thisisa

known criticism m ade to the Fock param etrization (see

the �rstpaperofRef.[20]).

Let us now show that the param eter s is reduced to

the propertim e.From Eq.(7)wehave

d

ds
(�x ��)= �

dx�

ds
� = �

p�

p
p�p�

�: (14)

Integrating itweobtain

�[x �(s)� x
�(0)]� = �

p�

p
p�p�

�s: (15)

Ifwenow takem ean valueson a positivem assquasiclas-

sicalstatewith hp�ichp�ic > 0 (tardyons)up to the �rst

order in �h,and we consider the rest fram e (h~pic = 0),

then

h[x0(s)� x
0(0)]ic = sgnhp0ics; (16)

where sgnhp0ic is 1 or � 1 for an extended notion of

\particle" or \antiparticle" states,respectively. (In the

sam e way thatsgnhp0ic classi�esparticle and antiparti-

clestatesin the m assde�nite theory,thisnotion iseven

valid fortheinde�nitem assfram ework[19][cf.Ref.[1]).]

Thus,the param eters isthe expectation value ofx0 in

the restfram ein agreem entwith theclassicalnotion for

particlestates.M oreover,theSt�uckelberg interpretation

for antiparticles, as particles m oving backward in the

tim e x0,isderived from (16).Finally,using (13)forthe

fourposition [taking into accountEq.(14)],weobtain

d

ds
hx

�
ic
d

ds
hx�ic =

hp�ichp�ic

h
p
p�p�i

2
c

= 1 (17)

(forboth,\particle" and \antiparticle" corresponding to

theo�-shelltheory),sinceh
p
p�p�i

2
c = hp�ichp�ic by the

factorization property.

Therefore,ds is reduced to the arc elem entofthe in-

de�nite m asssystem thatfollowsthe world linehx�(s)ic.

W e would like to thank A.K �alnay and S.Sonego for

m any illum inating discussions. W e are gratefulto M .
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A P P EN D IX :

W ede�neasquasiclassicalstate	 c(x
�)any statethat

satis�esthe factorization property,

lim
�h! 0

(hAB ic � hAichB ic)= 0; (A1)

foranyorbital(nospin)operatorsA and B ,wherehAic =

h	 cjAj	 ci=h	 cj	 ci.

Let us note that if we consider states of the form

	 c(x
�)= u�c(x

�)whereu isa constantspinor,then

h	 cj	 ci= uu

Z

��
c(x

�)�c(x
�)d4x: (A2)

Therefore,forany orbitaloperatorA wehavethat

hAic =

Z

��
c(x

�)A(x�;i@�)�c(x
�)d4x; (A3)

which is nothing else than the spin 0 expression

of the m ean value corresponding to the �ve dim en-

sionalG alilean invariant param etrization ofthe K lein-

G ordon equation [14][we have taken the norm alizationR
��
c(x

�)�c(x
�)d4x = 1]. Then,the problem ofde�n-

ing a state satisfying condition (A1) is independent of

the \norm " h	 cj	 ci = uu,i.e.,the factorization prop-

erty doesnotdepend on theinde�nitenessofthem etric,

sincetheproblem hasbeen essentiallyreduced tothespin

0 case m entioned above where the norm ispositive def-

inite. In this case,a class ofstates satisfying (A1) was

previously introduced by Cooke(Ref.[15]),

�c(x
�)=

1

2�(� cx
0� cx

1� cx
2� cx

3)1=2

� exp
�
�

i

�h
hp�(0)icx

�
�
X

�

�x� � hx�(0)ic

2� cx
�

�2	
; (A4)

which correspond to m inim um uncertainty G aussian

wave packets (� cx
(�)� cp

(�) = �h=2,� = 0;:::;3),cen-

tered in hx�(0)ic and hp�(0)ic.The proofthatthe wave

packets (A4) satisfy (A1) follows the sam e steps as in

the nonrelativistic case. A lengthy,howeverstraightfor-

ward,dem onstration ofthis property can be m ade by

com puting hxn�p
m
� i,considering thatany operatorcan be

expressed as a power series ofthe canonicalvariables.

Fora m oredirectargum entseeRef.[30].

As a �nalrem ark,we can note that the scalar func-

tion (A4) loses its G aussian form as it is seen from an-

othersystem ofcoordinatesfx0�g: �c(x
�)= �0

c(x
0�)6=

�c(x
0�).However,theproperty (A1)standsforany iner-

tialsystem ,since the Lorentz transform ation is unitary

in ourform alism .Thatis,

	 0
c(x

�)= L	 c(x
�); (A5a)

L = exp[
i

2
���(L

�� +
1

2
�
�� )]; (A5b)

LL = LL = I: (A5c)

In fact,itiseasy to check thatEq. (A1)isalso valid

fortwo operatorsA 0= LAL and B 0= LB L,

lim
�h! 0

(hA 0
B
0
ic � hA

0
ichB

0
ic)= 0; (A6)

and then,from Eqs.(A5)we�nally have

lim
�h! 0

(hAB ic0 � hAic0hB ic0)= 0; 8A;B : (A7)
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