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Clock synchronisation relies on tim e-frequency transfer
procedures which involre quantum elds. W e use the confor-
mal symm etry of such elds to de ne as quantum operators
the tin e and frequency exchanged in transfer procedures and
to describe their transform ation under transform ations to in—
ertial or accelerated fram es. W e show that the classical law s
of relativity are changed when brought in the fram ework of
quantum theory.
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A sknow n since the advent of relativity theory ﬂ], tine
is not an absolute notion. P ositions In tin e of events oc—
curing at di erent locations in space have to be com pared
through clock synchronisation procedures. From a prac—
tical point of view , electrom agnetic signals are used to
transfer a tin e or frequency reference, allow Ing to com —
pare respectively the tim e delivered by rem ote clocks or
their clock rates E]. The quality of these procedures
is optim ized by using a eld pulse having respectively
a short duration or a good spectral purity. At some
high level of precision, synchronisation procedures have
to reach a lin i associated w ith the quantum nature of
the signalsused in the transer [§]. T in e and frequency of
a eld pulse cannotbe de ned simn ultaneously w ith an ar-
bitrary precision, so that clock synchronisation m eets the
problem of localisability of quantum particles E]. This
Jeads to speci ¢ di culties for evaluating the spacetin e
dependent frequency shifts arising from thee ect ofgrav—
tational elds or non inertial fram es. At the quantum
Jevel, consistency of tin e and frequency transfers w ith
fram e transform ations is not ensured a priori by classi-
cal covariance. The ain of the present ltter is to build
up such consistency properties by using the underlying
symm etries of quantum elds.

In 1905, Einstein proposed the hypothesis of light
quanta E] and, a f&w m onths later, Introduced the prin—
cipl of relativity ]. In the latter paper, he Incidentally
noticed that energy and frequency of an electrom agnetic

eld change in the sam em anner In a transform ation from
an Inertial fram e to another, thus I plicitly referring to
the consistency of the hypothesis of light quanta w ith
the principle of relativity. Two years later, E instein dis—
covered that clock rates and frequency shifts arising in
transform ations to accelerated fram es depend on posi-
tion [{]. This allbwed hin to lay down the equivalnce
of gravity and acceleration and to predict the existence

of gravitational redshifts. He again showed that energy
and frequency change In the sam e m anner in the frame
transform ation.

In m odem quantum theory, the sim ilarity of energy
and frequency changes has to be interpreted as an n-
variance property for particle number. This property
is well known for Lorentz transform ations, but it is
usually not adm ited for transform ations to accelerated
fram es. In particular, the comm only considered hyper—
bolic param etrizations of accelerated fram es transform
vacuum into a them albath ﬂ], spoiling the attem pts to
accom odate the notions of particle num ber or vacuum to
accelerated fram es as well as the e orts to understand
the principle of equivalence in the quantum dom ain ].

For Lorentz transform ations, it is also usually consid—
ered that the frequency changes, ie. the D oppler shifts,
are consistent w ith the spacetin e transform ations de—
scribed by the Poincare group. A lthough sin ilar prop—
erties still hold for accelerated fram es In general relativ—
iy, they have not to our know ledge been brought in the
fram ew ork of quantum theory. In the absence of a sat—
isfactory quantum description, one is left in the quite
uncom fortable position ofhaving only the application of
classical covariance rules at one’s disposal.

Tobem oreexplicit, et usconsidera eld used eitheras
a frequency reference or as a tin e reference to be shared
by two rem ote observers. This reference is In any case
a quantity preserved by eld propagation. In classical
physics, thisquantity isthe eld frequency ! orthe light-
cone variable t %,wheretjsthe tin e coordinate, x the
space coordinate along which the transfer is perform ed
and c the velocity of light. In order to build quantum
variables associated w ith the classicalones and to study
how they change in fram e transform ations, we w illm ake
use of sym m etries of quantum eld theory.

E lectrom agnetism in fourdim ensional spacetin e is in—
variant not only under Lorentz transform ations, which t
Inertialm otions, but also under the larger group of con—
form al transform ations which t uniform Iy accelerated
m otions E]. It ollow s that particle num ber, and hence
vacuum , have their de nitions Invariant under confom al
transform ations to accelerated fram es. In the present
Jetter, we will use these Invariance properties to obtain
a consistent quantum description of tim e and frequency
transfers and to describe how they are a ected by trans—
form ations to Inertial or accelerated frames. We will
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present the discussion for the sinpl case of a scalar
massless eld In two-din ensional spacetine. W ih m i-
nor reservations to be indicated in the follow ing, the re—
sults can be translated to electrom agnetic elds in four-
din ensional spacetin e, at the price of m ore technical
algebraic m anipulations, but w ith their physical signif-
icance preserved.

A freem assless scalar eld (t;x) In two-din ensional
spacetin e is the sum of tw o counterpropagating com po—
nents:
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From now on, we use natural spacetin eunits (c= 1). In
the ollow ing, we study only one of the two counterprop—
agating com ponents, that we sin ply denote ’ u):
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u is the light-cone variable to be shared in a tin e trans—
fer procedure; in the sin ple eld theory considered here,
! represents the frequency as well as the wavevector; a,
and a} are the standard annihilation and creation oper—
atorsand  is the D irac distrdbution.

The in niesimal transfomm ations of the light-cone
variable u are characterized by relationsbetween two co—
ordinate system s U and u or, equivalently, by transfor-
m ations ofthe eld:
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". Isan In niesim alquantity. A 11 the conform altrans—
form ations corresponding to any valie ofm preserve the
propagation equation for a m assless eld theory in two-
din ensional spacetin e. Here, we w ill consider only the
transform ations corresponding tom = 0;1;2 which re-
spectively describe translations, dilatations and trans-
form ations to accelerated frames. These transform a-—
tions form ally correspond to conform al transform ations
In ourdin ensionalspacetin e and they are known to pre—
serve vacuum uctuations E]. O ther tw o-din ensional
conform al transform ations, not corresponding to those
In fourdim ensional spacetin e, change vacuum uctua—
tions, which leads to the em ission of radiation from m ir-
rorsm oving in vacuum w ith a non-uniform acceleration
@]. Vacuum is invariantnot only underthe in niesim al
transfom ations ﬁ), but also underthe nite transform a—
tions obtained by exponentiation @], since such trans—
form ations form a group. T his latter property, which is
essential or extending the sym m etry associated w ith the
P oincare group, isnot obeyed by hyperbolic param etriza—
tions of accelerated fram es. Vacuum is indeed invari-
ant under In nitesim al hyperbolic transform ations, but
transform ed into a them al state under nite ones ﬂ].

In consistency with the canonical com m utation rela—
tions @), the eld transfom ation (ﬁ) m ay be described
by comm utators wih conform al generators de ned as
m om ents of the stress tensor @]:
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The symbol : :prescribes a nom al ordering of prod—
ucts of operators, and m eans that the generators vanish
in vacuum . Vacuum invariance under the action of Tg,
T; and T, ensures the consistency ofthisde nition. The
conform al generators are also conserved quantities: the
translation generator T is the energy-m om entum oper—
ator associated w ith the light-cone variable u; T; corre-
sponds to dilatations and T, to transform ations to ac—
cekerated fram es. The comm utation relations between
the conform algenerators E] are recovered, either by in—
specting the com position law for coordinate transform a-

tions, or by evallating quantum com m utators:
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In order to discuss the invariance of the photon num —
ber, we Introduce spectraldecom positions for the confor-
m algenerators Tg and T :
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The density ¢ is related to the particle num ber den-

sity n, while the density ; is also related to the phase
operators ;. Alhough the de nition of these opera—
tors is am biguous @], the density ; isproperly de ned
and i vanishes in vacuum . Notice that the operators
@, , are hem iian even for non-hem itian de nitions of
the phases @], and that they are obtained by di eren—
tiating phases | versus frequency ! in com plete anal-
ogy w ith the sam iclassicalde nition of scattering phase—
delays E]. T he transform ation ofthe energy-m om entum

density ( iseasily obtained from the eld transform ation

B:
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o is unchanged under Ty, whik it is changed under T,
through a m apping in the frequency dom ain equivalent
to the D oppler shift. Tts transform ation under T, is de-
tem Ined by the density 1, thus appearing as a soectral
decom position ofthe com m utator [T, ;To ] ofequation E) .
E quations ﬂ) In ply that the photon number N is pre—
served under the three generators:
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Hence, the action of T,, lke that of T, am ounts to a re—
distrdbution ofparticles in the frequency dom ain w ithout
any change of the total particle num ber. In particular,
vacuum , the N = 0 state, is preserved under T,. The
transform ations ﬂ) have a sinple Interpretation when
the spacetim e distribution ofthe eld m ay be considered
as dispersionless. In this case, the operator@, , appear—
ng in egs. @) m ay be sem iclassically approxin ated as
the classical light-cone variable u. T he D oppler shift un—
derT; isthen proportionalto !, while the frequency shift
under T, is proportionalto 2! u, in consistency w ith the
classical predictions [d].

W e will now write down expressions generalizing the
classicaltransform ation law sto the quantum dom ain. To
this ain , we st de ne operators U and associated
w ith the light-cone variabl u and eld frequency ! . To
em phasize the physical content of the equations, we w ill
denote E the energy, which is also the translation gener-
ator, D the dilatation generator and C the generator of
conform al transform ations to accelerated fram es:
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In the case of a scalar eld considered here, or equiv—
alently of soin-0 particles E], the operator U is sinply
de ned as the center of inertia of eld energy ], that
is precisely for any state orthogonalto vacuum E € 0)
as the ratio ofD and E (com pare w ith egs. @)):

1
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W e have taken care ofthe non-com m utativity ofthe gen—
erators by sym m etrizing the expression; £ ; g denotes an
anticom m utator. The operator isthen de ned as the
ratio ofthe energy E to the particle numberN :
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For a single particle state N = 1), plays exactly the
sam e ok asE = h .Foramore general state how ever,
the quantum uctuations of and E have independent
m eanings, sinceN also possesses itsproperquantum uc—
tuations. isthusa new quantum concept which repre—
sents the m ean frequency ofthe eld quanta. Note that
N alwayscommuteswih U aswellaswih

N;U]= N; ]=0 12)

Having given de nitions for the operatorsU and ,we
discuss in the follow ing how these de niionsarea ected
by fram e transfom ations. To avoid any ambiguity, we
may rst recall that the light-cone variable u and the
frequency ! are preserved by eld propagation in a clas—
sical analysis. This property is still true in the present

quantum analysis, where the operatorsU and are con-—
served quantities, which m ay thus be used to transfer
tin e or frequency inform ation between two rem ote ob—
servers. H ow ever these operators are not invariant under
fram e transform ations. A cocording to the discussion in
the introduction, their transfom ations are expected to
reveal the basic relativistic properties of tin e and fre—
quency, w ithin the fram ew ork of quantum theory.
The comm utator D ;E ] (see egs EE)):
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In plies that the operatorU transform sunderE andD as
the classicalvariable u In the corresponding fram e trans—
form ations E]:
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Thism eans In particularthat U iscanonically conjigated
to E . The comm utator [C;E ] then reads as:

C;E]l= 2D = ihfE;Ug @5)
T he frequency shiftsare nally given by equations @E)
com bined w ith the invariance E) ofN :
D; ]l= ih €; 1= ihf ;Ug 16)

T hese law s reproduce the D oppler shifts associated w ith
Lorentz transform ations as well as the position depen-
dent frequency shifts arising in transform ations to accel-
erated frames. They t the form of the classical trans-
form ation Jlaws [§], while holding in any quantum state
orthogonalto vacuum . A s already allided to in the In—
troduction, the consistency between energy change and
frequency change in fram e transform ations re ects the
Invariance of the particle num ber.

T hese resultsbring the derivation of frequency shifts in
the fram ework of quantum theory. P recisely, frequency
shifts m ay be evaluated from the quantum transform a-—
tion law s ), which are identical to the classical law s,
but do not m erely rely upon a classical covariance rule.
A fact of great interest for the physical analysis of tin e-
frequency transfer is that these expressions are available
In the sam e theoretical fram ew ork w here quantum uctu-
ationsofthe variousphysicalquantitiesm ay be analyzed.
T hey m ay thusbe considered as setting the quantum lin -
its in tim e-frequency transfer. T he canonical com m uta—
tor E ;U ]m ay Indeed be read:
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In the lim iting case of a lJarge num ber of particles, this
com m utator goes to 0. This allow s to build eld pulses
w ith nearly dispersionlessdistribbutionsof and U and to
perfom tin e-frequency transfer in a sam iclassicalregim e.
W e have found that the transform ations @) ofthe po—
sition operator U under the generatorsE and D , aswell



as the transfom ations @) of the frequency operator
under all generators have the simpl form required by
'classical relativity’ E]. W e show now that the transfor-
m ation ofU under C doesnot conform to these classical
covariance rules. To thisain , we Introduce the follow ing
quadratic Hrm 2 ofthe generators, which is a Casin ir
Invariant of the conform alalgebra E) :
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D e nitions @,@) and com m utation relations (E) of the
conform al algebra allow to rew rite the generator C and
is action on the operator U as:
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The rsttem in each expression correspondsto the sym —
m etric ordering of their classical analogs. The other
tem s are corrections associated w ith the pulse duration,
as i ollow s from the relation:
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It can be shown that 2 hasa non negative m ean valie
In any eld state, and that it vanishes In any l-particle
state. It may In principle be m ade close to 0 either by
using a very short pulse or by using l-particle pulse. In
contrast, the temm s proportional to h? appear as purely
quantum corrections to the classical term s. They only
becom e negligble at the sam iclassicallin it w here a large
num ber of particles isused N 1).

T he transform ation @) for the operator U under the
acceleration generator C di ers from its classical covari-
ant analog. C orrections how ever invole operators w hich
commute wih E, and are therefore unchanged if the
pulse used for the transfer is delayed. Tt m ay be stated
equivalently that tim e transfer procedures are found to
be Invariant under tin e translation. This statem ent is
the expression of the consistency between tin e and fre—
quency transfers in the quantum dom ain. It doeshow ever
not in ply that the corrections still disappear when suc—
cessive transfer operations are perform ed. In this case,
a sequence of eld pulses has indeed to be used and the
correctionsm ay vary from one pulse to the next one.

The problem raised here is not a practical lin itation
In present tim e-frequency m etrology, even at the state—
oftheart level. As a matter of principle however, we
em phasize once m ore that clock synchronisation has to
nvolve quantum elds. As a consequence, the consis—
tency of synchronisation operations, which follow s in the

quantum dom ain from confom alsymm etry, entails a de—
parture from the classical covariant law s for fram e trans-
form ations.

The comm on conception of spacetin e associated w ith
the theory of general relativity is known to rem ain am —
biguous E]. T he result of the present letter extends the
connection between symm etries of quantum elds and
relativitistic properties of spacetin e from inertial fram es
to accelerated fram es. It thus advocates a novel concep—
tion of spacetim e which would be free from itsdi culties
inherited from classicalphysics [L§].
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