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Clock synchronisation relies on tim e-frequency transfer

procedureswhich involvequantum �elds.W e use the confor-

m alsym m etry ofsuch �elds to de�ne as quantum operators

thetim eand frequency exchanged in transferproceduresand

to describe theirtransform ation undertransform ationsto in-

ertialoraccelerated fram es. W e show thatthe classicallaws

ofrelativity are changed when brought in the fram ework of

quantum theory.
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Asknown sincetheadventofrelativitytheory [1],tim e

isnotan absolutenotion.Positionsin tim eofeventsoc-

curingatdi�erentlocationsin spacehavetobecom pared

through clock synchronisation procedures.From a prac-

ticalpoint ofview,electrom agnetic signals are used to

transfera tim e orfrequency reference,allowing to com -

pare respectively the tim e delivered by rem ote clocksor

their clock rates [2]. The quality of these procedures

is optim ized by using a �eld pulse having respectively

a short duration or a good spectral purity. At som e

high levelofprecision,synchronisation procedures have

to reach a lim it associated with the quantum nature of

thesignalsused in thetransfer[3].Tim eand frequencyof

a�eld pulsecannotbede�ned sim ultaneouslywith an ar-

bitraryprecision,sothatclock synchronisation m eetsthe

problem oflocalisability ofquantum particles [4]. This

leadsto speci�c di�cultiesforevaluating the spacetim e

dependentfrequencyshiftsarisingfrom thee�ectofgrav-

itational�elds or non inertialfram es. At the quantum

level,consistency oftim e and frequency transfers with

fram e transform ationsis not ensured a prioriby classi-

calcovariance. The aim ofthe presentletteristo build

up such consistency properties by using the underlying

sym m etriesofquantum �elds.

In 1905, Einstein proposed the hypothesis of light

quanta [5]and,a few m onthslater,introduced the prin-

cipleofrelativity [1].In thelatterpaper,heincidentally

noticed thatenergy and frequency ofan electrom agnetic

�eld changein thesam em annerin atransform ation from

an inertialfram e to another,thusim plicitly referring to

the consistency ofthe hypothesis oflight quanta with

the principle ofrelativity.Two yearslater,Einstein dis-

covered that clock rates and frequency shifts arising in

transform ations to accelerated fram es depend on posi-

tion [6]. This allowed him to lay down the equivalence

ofgravity and acceleration and to predictthe existence

ofgravitationalredshifts. He again showed thatenergy

and frequency change in the sam e m anner in the fram e

transform ation.

In m odern quantum theory,the sim ilarity ofenergy

and frequency changes has to be interpreted as an in-

variance property for particle num ber. This property

is well known for Lorentz transform ations, but it is

usually notadm itted for transform ationsto accelerated

fram es. In particular,the com m only considered hyper-

bolic param etrizations of accelerated fram es transform

vacuum into a therm albath [7],spoiling theattem ptsto

accom odatethenotionsofparticlenum berorvacuum to

accelerated fram es as wellas the e�orts to understand

the principleofequivalencein the quantum dom ain [8].

ForLorentz transform ations,itisalso usually consid-

ered thatthe frequency changes,i.e. the Dopplershifts,

are consistent with the spacetim e transform ations de-

scribed by the Poincar�e group. Although sim ilar prop-

ertiesstillhold foraccelerated fram esin generalrelativ-

ity,they havenotto ourknowledgebeen broughtin the

fram ework ofquantum theory. In the absence ofa sat-

isfactory quantum description, one is left in the quite

uncom fortableposition ofhaving only the application of

classicalcovariancerulesatone’sdisposal.

Tobem oreexplicit,letusconsidera�eld usedeitheras

a frequency referenceorasa tim ereferenceto beshared

by two rem ote observers. This reference is in any case

a quantity preserved by �eld propagation. In classical

physics,thisquantity isthe�eld frequency ! orthelight-

conevariablet� x

c
,wheretisthetim ecoordinate,x the

space coordinate along which the transfer is perform ed

and c the velocity oflight. In order to build quantum

variablesassociated with the classicalonesand to study

how they changein fram etransform ations,wewillm ake

useofsym m etriesofquantum �eld theory.

Electrom agnetism in four-dim ensionalspacetim eisin-

variantnotonlyunderLorentztransform ations,which �t

inertialm otions,butalso underthe largergroup ofcon-

form altransform ations which �t uniform ly accelerated

m otions [9]. It followsthat particle num ber,and hence

vacuum ,havetheirde�nitionsinvariantunderconform al

transform ations to accelerated fram es. In the present

letter,we willuse these invariance properties to obtain

a consistentquantum description oftim e and frequency

transfersand to describehow they area�ected by trans-

form ations to inertial or accelerated fram es. W e will
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present the discussion for the sim ple case of a scalar

m assless �eld in two-dim ensionalspacetim e. W ith m i-

norreservationsto be indicated in the following,the re-

sultscan be translated to electrom agnetic�eldsin four-

dim ensional spacetim e, at the price of m ore technical

algebraic m anipulations,but with their physicalsignif-

icancepreserved.

A free m asslessscalar�eld �(t;x)in two-dim ensional

spacetim e isthe sum oftwo counterpropagating com po-

nents:

�(t;x)= ’
+
(t� x)+ ’

�
(t+ x) (1)

From now on,weusenaturalspacetim eunits(c= 1).In

thefollowing,westudy only oneofthetwo counterprop-

agating com ponents,thatwesim ply denote ’ (u):

’ (u)=

Z 1

0

d!

2�

r

�h

2!

�

a!e
� i!u

+ a
y
!
e
i!u

�

h

a!;a
y

! 0

i

= 2�� (! � !
0
) (2)

u isthe light-conevariableto be shared in a tim e trans-

ferprocedure;in thesim ple�eld theory considered here,

! representsthe frequency aswellasthewavevector;a!

and ay
!
arethe standard annihilation and creation oper-

atorsand � isthe Diracdistribution.

The in�nitesim al transform ations of the light-cone

variableu arecharacterized by relationsbetween two co-

ordinate system s u and u or,equivalently,by transfor-

m ationsofthe �eld:

u = u + "m u
m

’ (u)= ’ (u)

�’ (u) � ’ (u)� ’ (u)= � "m u
m
@u’ (u) (3)

"m isan in�nitesim alquantity.Allthe conform altrans-

form ationscorresponding to any valueofm preservethe

propagation equation fora m assless�eld theory in two-

dim ensionalspacetim e. Here,we willconsider only the

transform ations corresponding to m = 0;1;2 which re-

spectively describe translations, dilatations and trans-

form ations to accelerated fram es. These transform a-

tions form ally correspond to conform altransform ations

in four-dim ensionalspacetim eand theyareknown topre-

serve vacuum uctuations [10]. O ther two-dim ensional

conform altransform ations,not corresponding to those

in four-dim ensionalspacetim e,change vacuum uctua-

tions,which leadsto theem ission ofradiation from m ir-

rorsm oving in vacuum with a non-uniform acceleration

[11].Vacuum isinvariantnotonlyunderthein�nitesim al

transform ations(3),butalsounderthe�nitetransform a-

tions obtained by exponentiation [10],since such trans-

form ationsform a group. Thislatterproperty,which is

essentialforextending thesym m etry associated with the

Poincar�egroup,isnotobeyed byhyperbolicparam etriza-

tions of accelerated fram es. Vacuum is indeed invari-

ant under in�nitesim alhyperbolic transform ations,but

transform ed into a therm alstate under�nite ones[7].

In consistency with the canonicalcom m utation rela-

tions(2),the �eld transform ation (3)m ay be described

by com m utators with conform algenerators de�ned as

m om entsofthe stresstensor[12]:

�’ =
"m

i�h
[Tm ;’]

Tm =

Z

u
m
e(u)du e(u)= :(@u’ (u))

2
: (4)

The sym bol: :prescribes a norm alordering ofprod-

uctsofoperators,and m eansthatthe generatorsvanish

in vacuum . Vacuum invariance under the action ofT0,

T1 and T2 ensurestheconsistency ofthisde�nition.The

conform algeneratorsare also conserved quantities: the

translation generatorT0 is the energy-m om entum oper-

atorassociated with the light-cone variable u;T1 corre-

sponds to dilatations and T2 to transform ations to ac-

celerated fram es. The com m utation relations between

theconform algenerators[13]arerecovered,eitherby in-

specting the com position law forcoordinatetransform a-

tions,orby evaluating quantum com m utators:

[Tm ;Tn]= i�h(n � m )Tm + n� 1 m ;n = 0;1;2 (5)

In orderto discussthe invariance ofthe photon num -

ber,weintroducespectraldecom positionsfortheconfor-

m algeneratorsT0 and T1:

Tm =

Z 1

0

d!

2�
�m [!]

�0[!]= �h!n! n! = a
y
!
a!

�1[!]= �h!
p
n! (@!�!)

p
n! a! = e

i�!
p
n! (6)

The density �0 is related to the particle num ber den-

sity n! while the density �1 isalso related to the phase

operators �!. Although the de�nition of these opera-

torsisam biguous[14],thedensity �1 isproperly de�ned

and it vanishes in vacuum . Notice that the operators

@!�! areherm itian even fornon-herm itian de�nitionsof

the phases[15],and thatthey are obtained by di�eren-

tiating phases �! versus frequency ! in com plete anal-

ogy with the sem iclassicalde�nition ofscattering phase-

delays[16].Thetransform ationoftheenergy-m om entum

density�0 iseasilyobtained from the�eld transform ation

(3):

[T0;�0[!]]= 0

[T1;�0[!]]= i�h!@!�0[!]

[T2;�0[!]]= 2i�h!@!�1[!] (7)

�0 isunchanged underT0,while itischanged underT1

through a m apping in the frequency dom ain equivalent

to the Dopplershift. Itstransform ation underT2 isde-

term ined by thedensity �1,thusappearing asa spectral

decom position ofthecom m utator[T2;T0]ofequation (5).

Equations(7) im ply that the photon num ber N is pre-

served underthe threegenerators:

2



N =

Z 1

0

d!

2�
n! [Tm ;N ]= 0 (8)

Hence,theaction ofT2,likethatofT1,am ountsto a re-

distribution ofparticlesin thefrequency dom ain without

any change ofthe totalparticle num ber. In particular,

vacuum ,the N = 0 state,is preserved under T2. The

transform ations (7) have a sim ple interpretation when

thespacetim edistribution ofthe�eld m ay beconsidered

asdispersionless.In thiscase,theoperator@!�! appear-

ing in eqs. (6) m ay be sem iclassically approxim ated as

theclassicallight-conevariableu.TheDopplershiftun-

derT1 isthen proportionalto!,whilethefrequency shift

underT2 isproportionalto 2!u,in consistency with the

classicalpredictions[6].

W e willnow write down expressions generalizing the

classicaltransform ation lawstothequantum dom ain.To

this aim ,we �rst de�ne operators U and 
 associated

with the light-cone variable u and �eld frequency !.To

em phasize the physicalcontentofthe equations,we will

denoteE theenergy,which isalso thetranslation gener-

ator,D the dilatation generatorand C the generatorof

conform altransform ationsto accelerated fram es:

E � T0 D � T1 C � T2 (9)

In the case ofa scalar �eld considered here,or equiv-

alently ofspin-0 particles [4],the operator U is sim ply

de�ned asthe centerofinertia of�eld energy [17],that

isprecisely forany state orthogonalto vacuum (E 6= 0)

asthe ratio ofD and E (com parewith eqs.(4)):

U =
1

2

�

D ;E
� 1
	

(10)

W ehavetaken careofthenon-com m utativity ofthegen-

eratorsby sym m etrizing theexpression;f ; g denotesan

anticom m utator. The operator
 isthen de�ned asthe

ratio ofthe energy E to the particlenum berN :


 =
E

�hN
(11)

Fora single particle state (N = 1),
 playsexactly the

sam eroleasE = �h
.Fora m oregeneralstatehowever,

the quantum uctuationsof
 and E have independent

m eanings,sinceN alsopossessesitsproperquantum uc-

tuations.
 isthusa new quantum conceptwhich repre-

sentsthe m ean frequency ofthe �eld quanta.Note that

N alwayscom m uteswith U aswellaswith 
:

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

Havinggiven de�nitionsfortheoperatorsU and 
,we

discussin thefollowing how thesede�nitionsarea�ected

by fram e transform ations. To avoid any am biguity,we

m ay �rst recallthat the light-cone variable u and the

frequency ! arepreserved by �eld propagation in a clas-

sicalanalysis. This property is stilltrue in the present

quantum analysis,wheretheoperatorsU and 
 arecon-

served quantities, which m ay thus be used to transfer

tim e or frequency inform ation between two rem ote ob-

servers.Howevertheseoperatorsarenotinvariantunder

fram e transform ations. According to the discussion in

the introduction,their transform ations are expected to

revealthe basic relativistic properties oftim e and fre-

quency,within the fram ework ofquantum theory.

Thecom m utator[D ;E ](seeeqs(5,9)):

[D ;E ]= � i�hE (13)

im pliesthattheoperatorU transform sunderE and D as

theclassicalvariableu in thecorrespondingfram etrans-

form ations[4]:

[E ;U ]= i�h [D ;U ]= i�hU (14)

Thism eansin particularthatU iscanonicallyconjugated

to E .The com m utator[C;E ]then readsas:

[C;E ]= � 2i�hD = � i�hfE ;U g (15)

Thefrequencyshiftsare�nallygivenbyequations(13,15)

com bined with the invariance(8)ofN :

[D ;
]= � i�h
 [C;
]= � i�hf
;U g (16)

TheselawsreproducetheDopplershiftsassociated with

Lorentz transform ations as wellas the position depen-

dentfrequency shiftsarising in transform ationsto accel-

erated fram es. They �t the form ofthe classicaltrans-

form ation laws [6],while holding in any quantum state

orthogonalto vacuum . Asalready alluded to in the in-

troduction,the consistency between energy change and

frequency change in fram e transform ations reects the

invarianceofthe particlenum ber.

Theseresultsbringthederivation offrequencyshiftsin

the fram ework ofquantum theory. Precisely,frequency

shifts m ay be evaluated from the quantum transform a-

tion laws(16),which are identicalto the classicallaws,

butdo notm erely rely upon a classicalcovariance rule.

A factofgreatinterestforthe physicalanalysisoftim e-

frequency transferisthatthese expressionsareavailable

in thesam etheoreticalfram eworkwherequantum uctu-

ationsofthevariousphysicalquantitiesm aybeanalyzed.

Theym aythusbeconsidered assettingthequantum lim -

itsin tim e-frequency transfer. The canonicalcom m uta-

tor[E ;U ]m ay indeed be read:

[
;U ]=
i

N
(17)

In the lim iting case ofa large num ber ofparticles,this

com m utatorgoesto 0. Thisallowsto build �eld pulses

with nearlydispersionlessdistributionsof
and U and to

perform tim e-frequencytransferin asem iclassicalregim e.

W ehavefound thatthetransform ations(14)ofthepo-

sition operatorU underthegeneratorsE and D ,aswell
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asthe transform ations(16)ofthe frequency operator


under allgenerators have the sim ple form required by

’classicalrelativity’[6].W e show now thatthe transfor-

m ation ofU underC doesnotconform to theseclassical

covariancerules.To thisaim ,weintroducethefollowing

quadraticform � 2 ofthe generators,which isa Casim ir

invariantofthe conform alalgebra (5):

�
2
=
1

2
fC;E g� D

2

�

E ;�
2
�

=
�

D ;�
2
�

=
�

C;�
2
�

= 0 (18)

De�nitions(10,18)and com m utation relations(5)ofthe

conform alalgebra allow to rewrite the generatorC and

itsaction on the operatorU as:

C = U E U +
� 2

E
+

�h
2

4E

[C;U ]= i�h

�

U
2
�
� 2

E 2
�

�h
2

4E 2

�

(19)

The�rstterm in each expression correspondstothesym -

m etric ordering of their classical analogs. The other

term sarecorrectionsassociated with thepulseduration,

asitfollowsfrom the relation:

1

2

Z

du

n

(U � u)
2
;e(u)

o

=
1

E

�

�
2
+
�h
2

4

�

(20)

Itcan be shown that� 2 hasa non negative m ean value

in any �eld state,and thatitvanishesin any 1-particle

state. It m ay in principle be m ade close to 0 either by

using a very shortpulse orby using 1-particle pulse. In

contrast,the term sproportionalto �h
2
appearaspurely

quantum corrections to the classicalterm s. They only

becom enegligibleatthesem iclassicallim itwherea large

num berofparticlesisused (N � 1).

Thetransform ation (19)forthe operatorU underthe

acceleration generatorC di�ersfrom itsclassicalcovari-

antanalog.Correctionshoweverinvolveoperatorswhich

com m ute with E , and are therefore unchanged if the

pulse used forthe transferis delayed. Itm ay be stated

equivalently that tim e transfer procedures are found to

be invariant under tim e translation. This statem ent is

the expression ofthe consistency between tim e and fre-

quencytransfersin thequantum dom ain.Itdoeshowever

notim ply thatthe correctionsstilldisappearwhen suc-

cessive transfer operations are perform ed. In this case,

a sequence of�eld pulseshasindeed to be used and the

correctionsm ay vary from onepulseto the nextone.

The problem raised here is not a practicallim itation

in present tim e-frequency m etrology,even at the state-

of-the-art level. As a m atter ofprinciple however,we

em phasize once m ore that clock synchronisation has to

involve quantum �elds. As a consequence,the consis-

tency ofsynchronisation operations,which followsin the

quantum dom ain from conform alsym m etry,entailsade-

parturefrom theclassicalcovariantlawsforfram etrans-

form ations.

The com m on conception ofspacetim e associated with

the theory ofgeneralrelativity isknown to rem ain am -

biguous[18].Theresultofthepresentletterextendsthe

connection between sym m etries of quantum �elds and

relativitisticpropertiesofspacetim efrom inertialfram es

to accelerated fram es.Itthusadvocatesa novelconcep-

tion ofspacetim ewhich would befreefrom itsdi�culties

inherited from classicalphysics[19].

[1]A.Einstein,Annalen derPhysik 17 891 (1905).

[2]Seeforexam pletheSpecialIssueon Tim eand Frequency

ofthe ProceedingsofIEEE 79 891-1079 (1991).

[3]H.Salecker and E.P.W igner,Physics Review 109 571

(1958).

[4]T.D .Newton and E.W igner,Review ofM odern Physics

21 400 (1949).

[5]A.Einstein,Annalen derPhysik 17 132 (1905).

[6]A.Einstein,Jahrb.Radioakt.Elektron.4 411 (1907).

[7]W .G .Unruh,PhysicalReview D 14 870 (1976);

N.D .Birrell and P.C.W .D avies, Q uantum Fields in

Curved Space (Cam bridge,1982)and referencestherein.

[8]V.L.G inzburg and V.P.Frolov,Sov.PhysicsUspekhi30

1073 (1987)[UspekhiFiz.Nauk 153 633 (1987)].

[9]H.Batem an,Proceedings ofthe London M athem atical

Society 8 223 (1909);

E.Cunningham ,ProceedingsoftheLondon M athem ati-

calSociety 8 77 (1909);

T.Fulton,F.Rohrlich and L.W itten,Nuovo Cim ento

26 653 (1962)and referencestherein.

[10]M .T.Jaekeland S.Reynaud,Q uantum and Sem iclassical

O ptics7 499 (1995).

[11]S.A.Fullingand P.C.W .D avies,ProceedingsoftheRoyal

Society A 348 393 (1976).

[12]C. Itzykson and J.-B. Zuber, Q uantum Field Theory

(M cG raw Hill,1985).

[13]C.Itzykson and J.M .D rou�e,StatisticalField Theory

(Cam bridge University Press,1989).

[14]S.M .Barnett and D .T.Pegg, Journalof Physics A 19

3849 (1986)and referencestherein.

[15]M .T.Jaekeland S.Reynaud,Brazilian JournalofPhysics

25 (D ecem ber1995).

[16]E.P.W igner,PhysicalReview 98 145 (1955).

[17]A.Einstein,Annalen derPhysik 20 627 (1906).

[18]J.D .Norton,ReportsProgressPhysics56 791 (1993).

[19]C.RovelliClassicalQ uantum G ravity 8 297,317 (1991).

4


