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relativistic center-ofm ass position operator
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Thenonrelativistic singlet state averageh 2 ~ B ~7j i= &b can be relativistically generalized
ifone de nes spin via the relativistic center-ofm ass operator. T he relativistic correction is quadratic
iIn v=c and can bem easured in E Instein-P odolsky-R osen-B ohm -type experin ents w ith m assive spin—
1/2 particles. A deviation from the nonrelativistic form ula would indicate that for relativistic
nonzero-spin particles centers ofm ass and charge do not coincide.

W hen E instein, Podolsky and Rosen EPR) formulated in 1935 their fam ous paradox ,E], them ain problem they
addressed was an essentially academ ic question of com pletness of the quantum theory. Som e three decades later Bell
E] derived an nequality which allowed for relating the EPR G edankenexperin ent to a real experin ental situation.
T he photon-pair tests of the B ell inequality perform ed to date have ruled out a lJarge class ofhidden-variable theories.
To elim inate som e of the rem aining possibilities one has to violate the socalled strong Bell inequalities EE] For
this reason Fry et al ] have recently retumed to the original idea ofBohm and Bell and propose to test the strong
inequalities by usig pairs of correlated spin-1/2 m assive particles. T he proposal involves two *°°H g atom s, each w ith
nuckear spin £, produced in an EPR-Bohm entangled state by dissociation of din ers of the '*’H g, isotopom er using
a spectroscopically selective stin ulated R am an process.

In this Letter Iwant to show that an EPR-Bohm experin ent w ith pairs ofm assive spin-1/2 particlesm ay sim ul-
taneously solve another old (in fact, even older than EPR ) problem of quantum m echanics.

A s iswidely known E . Schrodinger in his 1930 paper ﬂ] exam ined the behavior of the coordinate operator x asso—
ciated w ith D irac’s equation and discovered the oscillatory m otion he called the Z itterbewegung. T he Z itterbewegung
takes place w ith respect to the center-ofm ass position operator xp . The operator x is in contem porary literature ]
Interpreted as the center-ofcharge operator, since it is x and not xa which isused In the m Inim al electrom agnetic
coupling. T he situation is not typicalonly of the D irac equation and is not associated w ith the presence of negative
energy solutions as one is som etim es led to believe. T he socalled new D irac equation generalized by M ukunda et al.
E] adm its only positive-energy solitionsbut the Z ittertew egung is present and the associated center-ofm ass operator
is algebraically identical to this in plied by Schrodinger’s analysis of the D irac equation (cf. the BarutZanghim odel
of the D irac electron @]) . The problm is therefore general and is rooted in the structure of the P oincare group.

In what follows I will use a group representation form ulation, elem ents of which can be found In the 1965 paper
by F lem ing E]. T he group theoretic approach has the advantage of being applicable to any physical system whose
symm etry group is the Poincare group, or whose sym m etry group contains the P oincare group as a subgroup. The
form ulation is essentially unrelated to the D irac equation and can be applied also to hadrons é]

Let us begin w ith generators of the uniary, in nite din ensional irreduchble representation of the P oincare group
corresponding to a nonzerom assm and spin j. T heir standard form is ]
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Here s denotes niedimn ensionalangularm om entum m atrices corresponding to the 23+ 1)-din ensionalrepresentation
D J of the rotation group.
T he center-ofm ass position operator which generalizes to any representation the operator x, of Schrodinger is
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T his operator extends naturally also to m assless elds. Jadczyk and Jancew icz [E] found an interesting argum ent for
its unigqueness in the case ofthe M axwell eld. O rbitalangularm om entum and spin corresoonding to Q are @,@]
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s, denotes the profction of s on the plane perpendicular to p and = F¥Fc, where v = go=p; is a velocity of the
particle. P ro gction of spin in a direction given by the unit vector a com m utes w ith the H am iltonian Py and equals
hmc mc i
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T he latter equality de nes the vector (a;p) whose length is
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The eigenvaluesofa S are therefore
a= 3hj @ip)J 1)
where 3= J;:::;+ j. In the iIn nite m om entum /m assless lin it the eigenvalues of spin in a direction perpendicular

to p vanish, which can be regarded as a consequence of the Lorentz attenning ofthe m oving particle (in these lin is
S = s)n). Progction of soin on the m om entum direction is equalto the helicity, ie. p S = p s Prany p,
and S = s In the rest frame ( = 0). The de nition of spin via the relativistic center-ofm ass operator can be found
already in ﬂ]. A lso M ukunda et al E] noticed that the extended m odels of hadrons based on the generalized \new "
D irac equation can be correctly Interpreted provided one de nes spin via the relativistic center-ofm ass operator (the
standard \natural" choice of s leads to physical inconsistencies) . B acry E] observed that a nonrelativistic lim it of
Xa Jleadsto a correct form of the spin-orbit interaction in the Pauli equation if one uses potentials V (x, ) instead of
V (%) @]; an analogouse ect wasdescribed in @] w here the intemalangularm om entum ofthe Z iterewegung leads
to soin with the correct g = 2 factor. An algebraic curiosity is the fact that the com ponents of S satisfy an algebra
which is so (3) in the rest fram e and form ally contracts to the Euclidean e (2) in the in nite m om entum /m assless lim i,
and thus provides an interesting altemative explanation of the privileged role played by the Euclidean group in the
theory ofm assless elds EE]

In spie of all these facts suggestng that both Q and S are natural candidates for physical cbservables no experi-
m ental tests distinguishing them from other de nitions of position and spin have been proposed so far.

Consider now two spin-1/2 particles in a singlet state (total helicity equals zero) and propagating in the sam e
direction wih identical momenta p m ore precisely one should take wave packets In m om entum space, but for
sin plicity assum e that they are su ciently well localized around m om enta p, so that we can approxin ate them by
plane waves):

1
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Thekets j 1=2;pi form the helicity basis. C onsider the binary operators & = a S=jaj,5= b S=137 The average
of the relativistic EP R -Bohm -B ell operator is
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T here are several interesting particular cases of the form ula E). First, ifa = a, ,b= b, then
h$d bji= a b 14)
which is the nonrelativistic result. Ifa n 6 0,b n 6 0 then in the ultrarelativistic cass? = 1
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Independently of the choice of a, b. It is easy to intuitively understand this result: In the ultrarelativistic lim i
profctions of soin In directions perpendicular to the m om entum vanish forboth particles and spins are (@nti)paraliel



to the m om entum . The m ost siyking case occurs ifa and b are perpendicular and the nonrelativistic average is 0.
Leta b=0,a n=Db n= 12 Then
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Thisaverage is0 in the rest frame ( = 0) and 1 for = 1.Any observabl deviation from 0 In an EPR-Bohm type
experim ent would be an Indication that the operators S and Q are physically correct ocbservables and that m assive
soin-1/2 particles are extended in the sense that centers ofm ass and charge do not coincide. T he com ponents of the
center-ofcharge operator com m ute w hereas those ofQ do not com m ute for nonzero spins. Thism eans that spinning
particles cannot be localized at a point @]. T his Interesting property seem s unavoidable and can be proved at both
quantum and classical levels E,@] Tts experin entalveri cation could not be w ithout Im plications for the selfenergy
and renom alization problem s.

I am grateful to Ryszard Horodecki for suggesting the problem , Vasant N atara gn for inform ations conceming
experim ents, and G erald K aiser for extensive discussions. T he paper is a part of the KBN profct 2P 30B 03809.
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