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R elativistic quantum m echanics RQM ) param etrized
by a \proper tin e" has been a pow erfil device used long
ago. T he leading idea ofa propertin e form alisn restson
considering states that evolve w th a Schrodinger equa-—
tion with a \scalar" Ham iltonian which plays the rok of
a m ass operator. T he fram ew ork, which provides inde —
nitem ass states as well as the Stuckeberg ] Interpreta—
tion for antiparticles, allow s avoiding the weltknow n dif-

culties of RQM E]. In other words, adm itting particles
m oving backward in tin e, wem ay keep a one-particlke for-
m alism w thout appealing to the standard solution given
by the second quantization schem e E].

T he origin ofthis sub ct goesback to the earlierw orks

of D irac E], Fock E], Stuckeberg ], Feynm an E,ﬂ],
Nam bu ], and Schwinger [§]. M ore recently, in this
line of research we can m ention the relativistic dynam ics
RD) by Horw itz et al. ], the four space form ulation
FSF) by Fanchiet al ], and the works of the French
school (Vigieret al [13]), m ainly developed in the spin 0
case E], w hich have In com m on squared m ass operators
as H am ittonians.

RD and F'SF approaches use a Fock-lke param etriza—
tion given by

1@— = c=h=1) @)
In the free case. This param etrization is very interest—
Ing because it can be seen as a representation ofa ve
din ensional G alilei group @], which introduces a sort
of \superm ass" M (with units ofm ass) as a new label
for characterizing the Inde nite m ass system m entioned
above. TheFrench schoolusesthe Stuckeberg-Schw inger
ﬂ,ﬁ] param etrization E], which can be obtained from
Eqg. EI) by rescaling the din ension of the evolution pa—
ram eter and takingM equalto 1=2.

Tt iswellknown that, taking the \on-shell" oondjtjonH
in the classicallin it, one can recoverthe usualrelativistic
m echanics from these param etrizations. H owever, In the
classical lim i the evolution param eter is related to the
proper tine s by means of ds? = m 2=M 2)d 2. There—
fore, isnotequaltosunlssoneidenti eslpp ic=m %
withM 2 [Ldf1]), where h i, stands for the m ean value af-
ter taking the classical Iim it (see A ppendix).

The manh problm of the di erent proposals of a
param etrized RQM lies on the \o —shell" Interpretation
of the evolution param eter E]. T he di erent nam es

!By \on-shell" condition we m ean a reinterpretation of the
usual m assshell constraint as a resul of the speci ¢ mitial
conditions. In other words, o p ic is a classical constant of
m otion fwvhere the subscript c denotes classical h ! 0) m ean
value, see Appendix], which acts as a square m ass variable
that can be xed to a particular valuiem S, being m ¢ the or-
dinary m ass of the particle, by choosing the initial conditions
hx (0)ic and lp (0)ic].

proposed (within or without interpretation) re ect the
controversy about this sub fct. In the past, this param -
eter was treated only by analogy as proper tin e, but it
isnot its accurate sense since it m ust be Interpreted as a
N ew tonian tin e E].

The ain of this lktter is to show that, by using a dif-
ferent param etrization from the given n Eq. EI), an \o -
shell" interpretation of the corresponding evolution pa-—
ram eter as the proper tine can be given. In fact, by
considering a rst order m ass operator corresponding to
the param etrization ofthe D irac equation originally pro—
posed by Feynm an ﬂ] we show that, In the classicallim i,
the \evolution tin e" of this param etrization is reduced
to the proper tin e of an inde nite m ass system . Aswe
will show In Ref. ], unlke the interpretation given
in Ref. @] to the param etrization @), the Feynm an
param etrization can be looked as a null \superm ass"
representation of the de Sitter group. It inm ediately
Jeadsto the identi cation ofthe evolution param eterw ih
the proper tin e s since in this case the arc elem ent dS
ofthe vedim ensionalm anifold associated to the de Si—
ter group vanishes, ie., dS? = ds* dxdx = 0 E].
For these reasons we call s the evolution param eter of
the Feynm an param etrization since it is directly related
to the classical proper tin e s, unlke the param eter
H ow ever, i is In portant to rem ark that, although proper
tin e is com m only considered as an on-shell concept since
it is associated w ith the integralofthe arc elem ent along
the world line of the standard m assive particles, we can
extend this concept using the sam e de nition for indef-
Inite m ass system s. O f course, by taking the on-shell
condition the usual notion of proper tim e is recovered.
In this case s is not a universal param eter in contrast
w ith the universality in plicitly involved in the o —shell
theory [see Eg. (3) below ]. But it is only due to the dif-
ferent notions of \event" and \sin ultaneity" considered
in each case. W hile two events x and x° are sinul
taneous in the standard case when x; = xJ, in the new
fram ew ork two \events" x ;s) and x° ;3% are \sinul-
taneous" when s= & (see Ref. @]) J

F inally in this letter, we also derive an in portant rela—
tion that allow susto relate the Feynm an param etrization
to som e other param etrizations, that we have already
m entioned.

Let us now brie y discuss the form alism @] (@ more
extended developm ent w illbe given elsew here @]) .

T he states of the system are detem ined, at a given
universal scalar \tim e" s, by wave functions (x;s) be-
longing to a linear space of spinorial functions, de ned
on the space-tim e m anifold. T his space is endowed w ith
an inde nite bilinear H erm itian form EB],

Z
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where = Y 0 isthe usualD irac adpint. An opera-
tor A is selfadpint according to this \scalar product”



ifA = A, where A satis es, by de nition, h A5 i =
h %j i; 8 ; ,eg., Pra sphorialoperatorA we have
A = O9AY 9 where y stands for the transpose and con-
Jigate m atrix.

The \proper tin e" dynam ics in the Schrodinger pic—
ture is provided by the Feynm an param etrization of the
D irac equation ﬂ], ie., the evolution of a wave flinction

(x;s) is determ ined by

d
i— &;s8)=H (;8): 3)
ds

TheHam iltonian H ( form inin alocoupling) plays
the role of the standard Ham iltonian in the usual non-—
relativistic theory. T herefore, the evolution operator n
term s of the \time" s isU (s) = &l .

From () the spin variables  and the orbital vari
ablks p and x , as well as the Ham ilttonian, becom e
selfadpint. As a consequence, the evolution operator
is \unitary." This fact guarantees that the \nom " is a
constant ofm otion. Barut and T hacker have considered
the sam e param etrization but they have de ned a scalar
product w hich doesnot preserve the nom . SeeRef. @].)

T he evolution of an operator g, In the H eisenberg pic—
ture, is given by

dg .
s iH ;ql: )

T he generalized eigenfunctions of H are de nite m ass
states , that satisfy the generalized eigenvalie equa—
tion, H , = m p, having oscillatory behavior in s.
They are solutions of an extended D irac equation (note
thatm oould be, In principle, any com plex num ber if the
nom of , vanishes, or any realnum ber if the nom of

n is di erent from zero @]). If we assum e that the
orbial operators have real ejgenva]uesﬁ which will be
considered from now on), In the free case m can take
the continuous real valies when the generalized eigen—
valuesm? of H? = p p are positive (tardyons) and the
continuous purely in aginary valueswhen the generalized
eigenvaliesm 2 ofH? = p p arenegative (tachyons). Tn
the last case i can be easily checked that the generalized
eigenvectors of H corresponding to tachyons have zero
nom .

W e want to show that the theoretical fram ework we
have given to the Feynm an param etrization is not only
an altemative form alism to the second quantization of
the D irac eld ﬂ] but it allow s recovering the standard
results of relativistic m echanics as well. In order to show
this, we shall consider the restriction of the form alisn to
the \positivem ass" subspace E]. Ttm eansthat the state

2Forexam plk, nEq. E) is in plicit that only the states asso—
ciated w ith realeigenvalues contribute to the spectraldecom —
position of the identity operator in tem s of the generalized
eigenvectors of x .

ofthe system satis es
1 isgiven by

, where the \pro gctor"

1 1+ 2, 5
> ( 19; )i ©)
which is a straightforward extension of the welkknown
positive energy pro ctor in the standard case. H owever,
notice that only profcts onto the space corresponding
to the states w ith m ass values w ith positive realpart for
tardyons. In the case of tachyons i profcts onto the
space corresponding to m ass values w ith positive purely
In agihary part. This is the m eaning we have given to
\positive m ass." This progction (analogously to what
happens in the standard case) rem oves the \covariant
Z tterbew egung” E] and it willallow usto obtain a clas—
sicaltheory, w hich restricted on-shellw illbe the standard
relativistic m echanics. @A n o -shell classical theory for
the soinless case was considered in Ref. E]. T he classi-
cal theories of spinning \particles" corresponding to the
general form alisn and the profcted one will be given
elsew here Pq1.)

Let us begin by noting that in the positive m ass sub-
space, the H am ilttonian reads

P
H = H?Z : ()

Then, we see that the Feynm an Ham iltonian (linear n
them om enta) is reduced to the squared root form , which
was origihally proposed by Johnson (see Ref. E]) for
playing the role ofH am ittonian In an inde nitem ass con-—
text. A ctually, Johnson only considered tardyons in his
form align . H ow ever, this restriction is too strong. N o—
tice that tachyonsare also needed In the Fourier represen—
tation of the free Feynm an propagator.) In the free case
the Ham iltonian adopts an expression, ~ p p , which is
Independent of the spin. A s the progction is nvariant
under the \proper tim e" evolution (sihce H; ]= 0 and

d =ds= 0), rom @) and () we obtain

dq p—
— = i HZ;q] : 7
i il al (7)

T his equation helps us to get insight into the m eaning of
the param etrization @) .

Letusnow take the classicallin it In orderto show that
the form alisn restricted to the positive m ass subspace is
an o -shell classical theory @], in which the evolution
param eter can be even identi ed w ith the proper time
w ithout additional assum ptions. Besides, from this pro—
cedure it can be inm ediately seen that such an on-shell
classical theory inclides the standard one.

To perform this lim it we use a generalization of the
wellknown quasiclassical states (see Appendix). First,
notice that f A and B are operators and £ B) is an
operator fiinction, then

1df

BIfE)= C BBl RBE= 40w @)
! T 2dB " odB )



T herefore, to rst order in h, we have

dq

1 1 _ _ 1
ds 2 2 H?Z

2 H?
Now, we take m ean values w ith posiive m ass quasiclas—
sical states. Tt m eans that we consider states of the form

cx)=u x ), where .(x ) isamininum uncer-
tainty G aussian wave packet (see Appendix) and u is a
constant spinor satisfying

q

h ©Oicu= h @O)ich O u; (10)
for which can be proved that
c= L+ 0 Mm)] - (11)

By taking account of Eq. @A 1) given in the A ppendix,
we obtain form inim alcoupling (restoring h)

dg, dhoie 1
h—ic. = =

ds ds  2ihh iqlie

—h[ — F
i
12)

N otice that j 3 Jjeh=2) F j so we have ne-
glcted the spin term In the square root and consistently
retained it in the commutator. From Eqg. ), we can
obtain the equation of m otion on-shell of the classical
variabl hgi. as given by the standard relativistic m e-
chanics, eg., the Lorentz force law and the Bargm ann—
M ichelTelegdiequations E].

For the sake of sin plicity we w illonly consider the free
case from now on. In thiscase, Eq. @) reads

dhoie 1 ,
= ——h ; : 13
s 2hE P p L b p iqlic 13)

This equation is also a very im portant relation that es—
tablishes a connection am ong di erent param etrizations
@]. In fact, the Stuckeberg-Schw inger param etrization
leads In the classical lim it to g Heisenberg equation of
m otion w ithout the factor 1=2H p p i.), which now ap—
pears in a direct way. O n the other hand, RD and FSF
have also considered a param etrization which resem bles
that given In Eqg. E) using a second order Ham itto—
nian [see Eq. )]. A s we have m entioned (see footnote
1), in the classical lim it i would be possble, In prin—
ciple, to x the initial conditions such that lp p ic be
equal to a desirable xed valuie. In order to com pare
RD and FSF param eu:lzatjonsﬂ wih Eqg. ) on-shell,

3S‘udcw speaking, in these param etrizations there is no re—
striction onto the positive m ass subspace; then hp p i also
includes h p p ic values, which correspond to the negative
m ass subspace.

we should identify such a value with M 2. However, ob—
serve that the \superm ass" M is an \intrinsic param e~
ter" not related a priorito any m ass value (see, eg., the
second work of Ref. @]). M oreover, we can also note
that from the point of view that RD and FSF can be
derived by contracting the de Sitter group B] (@ sort of
\supernonrelativistic lin it") the eigenvaluesp p must
be snaller than M 2 E]. This fact is not compatble
with the relation Ip p i = M 2. On the other hand, if
one retains such an identi cation at the quantum Jlevel
i tums out to be a non-desirable feature because the
Ham iltonian becom es state dependent. Likew ise, if at
the sam e level one identi esM with a particular m ass
valie eg., m o, eventually, an eigenvaluem ), the inde -
nie m ass character of the theory is In trouble. Thisisa
known criticisn m ade to the Fock param etrization (see
the st paper ofRef. @]) .

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

the proper tin e. From Eqg. (]) we have
d dx P
—(x )= — = p———: (14)
ds ds PP
Integrating it we obtain
p
kK () x O] = p—p S s: (15)

Ifwenow takem ean values on a posiive m ass quasiclas—
sical state with hp ihp i > 0 (tardyons) up to the st
order in h, and we consider the rest frame (pi. = 0),
then

hik’ () ¥ (0)li. = sgntp’ics; 16)

where sgnip®i; is 1 or 1 fr an extended notion of
\particke" or \antiparticke" states, respectively. (In the
sam e way that sgnhpi. classi es particle and antiparti-
cle states In the m ass de nite theory, this notion is even
vald forthe inde nitem ass fram ework [LJ] f. Ref. fi])) ]
T hus, the param eter s is the expectation value of x° in
the rest fram e In agreem ent w ith the classical notion for
particle states. M oreover, the Stuckelberg interpretation
for antjparticles, as particles m oving backward in the
tin e %o, is derived from (L§). Finally, usihg (L) r the
four position faking into account Eq. ) ], we obtain

d . d . _ hp dhp i
—hx le—hx o= p——— =1 a7
ds ds H pp ig

(forboth, \particke" and \antiparticle" corresponding to
the o —shelltheory), sihceh p p i2 = Ip ilp i. by the
factorization property.

T herefore, ds is reducad to the arc elem ent of the in—
de nite m ass system that ollows the worldd line hx (s)ic.
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APPEND IX :

W e de ne asquasiclassical state
satis es the factorization property,

¢ (x ) any state that

h]zl'mo(}ABj.C LB i) = 0; A1)
forany orbital (no spin) operatorsA andB ,whereA i, =
h Cjb*] ci=h cj ci.
Let us note that if we consider states of the fom
c® )=u & ) whereu is a constant spinor, then
Z

hojcl=tu &) & )dx: @2)
T herefore, for any orbial operator A we have that
Z
Mi= & )AEK ;@) & )dx; @3)

which is nothing else than the soin 0 expression
of the mean value corresponding to the ve dimen-—
sional G alilan invariant param etrization of the K lein—
fz oxdon equation 1 We have taken the nom alization

.&® ) <& )d'x = 1]. Then, the probkm of de n-
Ing a state satisfying condition ) is independent of
the \nom " h .j .i= Tu, ie., the factorization prop—
erty does not depend on the inde niteness of the m etric,
since the problem hasbeen essentially reduced to the spin
0 case m entioned above where the nom is positive def-
Inie. In this case, a class of states satisfying @) was
previously introduced by Cooke Ref. [L9)),

1
c )= 2 ( ox0 oxt x2 x3)L=2
. X .
i ) X hx 0)i 2
exp —lp (0)icx — i @4
h 2 X

which correspond to m ninum uncertainty G aussian
wave packets ( x'’ ') = h=2, = 0;:33), cen—
tered n hx (0)i. and o (0)ic. T he proof that the wave
packets @) satisfy EI) follow s the sam e steps as in
the nonrelativistic case. A lengthy, however straightfor-
ward, dem onstration of this property can be m ade by
com puting hx" p" i, considering that any operator can be
expressed as a power series of the canonical variables.
For a m ore direct argum ent see Ref. @].

A s a nalremark, we can note that the scalar func-
tion @) lIoses its G aussian form as it is seen from an-
other system of coordinates fx’ g: . )= %) 6

< &% ). However, the property @) stands r any her-
tial system , since the Lorentz transform ation is unitary
In our form alism . That is,

I )=1L & ); @ 5a)

(A 5b)

LL=1LL=I: @A 5¢)

In fact, i is easy to check that Eq. B) is also valid
rtwo operatorsA®= LAL and B°= LBL,

Im (2B % miB %) = 0; @ 6)
and then, from Egs. E) we nally have
Iim (ABi MALBie)= 0; 8A;B: A7)
h! 0
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