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potential" associated,asitisknown,with the M adelung 
uid.Thisresultcarriesfurtherevidence
that the quantum behaviour of m icro-system s can be a direct consequence of the fundam ental

existence ofspin. In the second part(Sections 3 and 4),we �x ourattention on the totalvelocity
~v = ~w + ~V ,itbeing now necessary to pass to relativistic (classical)physics;and we show that the
propertim eentering thede�nition ofthefour-velocity v� forspinning particleshasto betheproper
tim e � ofthe CM fram e. Inserting the correct Lorentz factor into the de�nition ofv� leads to
com pletely new kinem aticalproperties for v2. The im portant constraint p�v

� = m , identically
trueforscalarparticles,butjustassum ed a prioriin allpreviousspinning particletheories,isherein
derived in a self-consistentway.

K ey w ords: ICTE-1995,LaTEX ,spin,zitterbewegung,\extended-like" particles,M adelung 
uid,
hydrodynam icalform ulation,Schroedingertheory,\quantum " potential,Paulicurrent,K �onig the-
orem ,velocity for relativistic spinning particles,Barut{Zanghitheory,D irac current,G ordon de-
com position,tensor algebra,A sim O .Barut.

\Ifa spinning particle isnotquite a pointparticle,nor

a solid three dim ensionaltop,whatcan itbe?"

Asim O .Barut

� W ork partially supported by U N A M ,by FA PESP,CN Pq,and by IN FN ,M U R ST,CN R .

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9607025v1


2 ER A SM O R EC A M I A N D G IO VA N N I SA LESI

1.M adelung fluid: A variational approach

The lagrangian fora non-relativisticscalarparticlem ay be assum ed to be:

L =
i�h

2
( ?

@t � (@t 
?) )�

�h2

2m
r  

?
� r  � U  

?
 (1)

where U is the externalpotentialenergy and the other sym bols have the usual
m eaning. Itisknown that,by taking thevariationsofL with respectto  ; ?,one
can getthe Schroedingerequationsfor ? and  ,respectively.

By contrast,sincea genericscalarwavefunction  2 IC can be written as

 =
p
� exp[i’=�h]; (2)

with �;’ 2 IR,we takethe variationsof

L = �

"

@t’ +
1

2m
(r ’)2 +

�h2

8m

�
r �

�

� 2

+ U

#

� (3)

with respectto (w.r.t.) � and ’. W ethen obtain[1-3]thetwo equationsforthe so-
called M adelung 
uid[4](which,taken together,are equivalentto the Schroedinger
equation):

@t’ +
1

2m
(r ’)2 +

�h2

4m

"

1

2

�
r �

�

� 2

�
4 �

�

#

+ U = 0 (4)

and
@t� + r � (�r ’=m )= 0 ; (5)

which aretheHam ilton{Jacobiand thecontinuity equation forthe\quantum 
uid",
respectively; where

�h2

4m

"

1

2

�
r �

�

� 2

�
4 �

�

#

� �
�h2

2m

4 j j

j j
(6)

is often called the \quantum potential". Such a potentialderives from the last-
but-one term in the r.h.s. ofeq.(3),thatisto say,from the (single)\non-classical
term "

�h2

8m

�
r �

�

� 2

(7)

entering ourlagrangian L.
Noticethatwegotthepresenthydrodynam icalreform ulation oftheSchroedin-

gertheory directly from avariationalapproach.[3]Thisprocedure,aswearegoingto
see,o�ersusaphysicalinterpretation ofthenon-classicalterm sappearingin eqs.(3)
or(4). O n the contrary,eqs.(4-5)areordinarily obtained by inserting relation (2)
intotheSchroedingerequation,and then separatingtherealand theim aginarypart:
a ratherform alprocedure,thatdoesnotshed lighton the underlying physics.

Let us recallthat an early physicalinterpretation of the so-called \quan-
tum " potential,thatisto say,ofterm (6)wasforwarded by deBroglie’spilot{wave
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theory[5];in the �fties,Bohm [6]revisited and com pleted de Broglie’sapproach in
a system atic way [and,som etim es,Bohm ’s theoreticalform alism is referred to as
the \Bohm form ulation ofquantum m echanics",alternativeand com plem entary to
Heisenberg’s (m atrices and Hilbert spaces), Schroedinger’s (wave-functions), and
Feynm an’s(path integrals)theory]. From Bohm ’sup to ourdays,severalconjec-
tures about the origin ofthat m ysterious potentialhave been put forth,by pos-
tulating \subquantal" forces,the presence ofan ether,and so on. W ell-known
are also the derivations of the M adelung 
uid within the stochastic m echanics
fram ework:[7;2]in thosetheories,theorigin ofthenon-classicalterm (6)appearsas
substantially kinem atical. In the non-m arkovian approaches,[2]forinstance,after
having assum ed the existence ofthe so-called zitterbewegung,a spinning particle
appears as an extended-like object,while the \quantum " potentialis tentatively
related to an internalm otion.

Butwedo notneed following any stochasticapproach,even ifourphylosoph-
icalstarting pointisthe recognition ofthe existence[8-12]ofa zitterbewegung (zbw)
ordi�usiveorinternalm otion [i.e.,ofam otion observed in thecenter-of-m ass(CM )
fram e,which istheonewherep = 0 by de�nition],besidesofthe[external,ordrift,
ortranslational,orconvective]m otion oftheCM . In fact,theexistenceofsuch an
internalm otion isdenounced,besidesbythem erepresenceofspin,bytherem arkable
factthatin thestandard Diractheorytheparticleim pulsep isin generalnotparallel
to the velocity: v 6= p=m ; m oreover,while [bp;bH ]= 0 so thatp is a conserved
quantity,quantityv isnotaconstantofthem otion: [bv;bH ]6= 0 (bv � � � 
0
 being
the usualvectorm atrix ofDirac theory). Letus explicitly notice,m oreover,that
fordealing with the zbw itishighly convenient[10;12]to splitthe m otion variables
asfollows(the dotm eaning derivation with respectto tim e):

x = �+ X ; _x � v = w + V ; (8)

where � and w � _� describe the m otion ofthe CM in the chosen reference fram e,
whilstX and V � _X describetheinternalm otion referred totheCM fram e(CM F).
[Noticethatwhatiscalled the\di�usion velocity" vdif in thestochasticapproaches
is nothing but our V ]. From a dynam icalpoint ofview,the conserved electric
current is associated with the helicaltrajectories[8-10]ofthe electric charge (i.e.,
with x and v � _x),whilstthe centerofthe particle coulom bian �eld isassociated
with the geom etricalcenterofsuch trajectories(i.e.,with � and w � _� = p=m ).

G oingbacktolagrangian(3),itisnow possibletoattem ptan interpretation[3]

ofthe non-classicalterm �h
2

8m
(r �=�)2 appearing therein. So,the �rst term in the

r.h.s.ofeq.(3)represents,apartfrom the sign,the totalenergy

@t’ = � E ; (9)

whereasthe second term isrecognized to be the kinetic energy p2=2m ofthe CM ,
ifoneassum esthat

p = � r ’: (10)

The third term ,that gives origin to the quantum potential,willbe shown below
to be interpretable as the kinetic energy in the CM F,that is,the internalenergy
due to the zbw m otion. Itwillbe soon realized,therefore,thatin lagrangian (3)
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the sum ofthe two kinetic energy term s,p2=2m and 1

2
m V

2,isnothing buta m ere
application ofthe K�onig theorem . W e are notgoing to exploit,asoften done,the
arrivalpoint,i.e. the Schroedinger equation;by contrast,we are going to exploit
a non-relativistic(NR)analogueofthe G ordon decom position[13]ofthe Diraccur-
rent: nam ely,a suitable decom position ofthe Paulicurrent.[14] In so doing,we
shallm eetan interesting relation between zbw and spin.

2.T he \quantum" potential as a mere consequence of spin and zbw

During the lastthirty yearsHestenes[15]did sistem atically em ploy the Cli�ord
algebraslanguage in the description ofthe geom etrical,kinem aticaland hydrody-
nam ical(i.e., �eld) properties of spinning particles, both in relativistic and NR
physics,i.e.,both forDiractheory and forSchroedinger{Paulitheory.In thesm all-
velocity lim it ofthe Dirac equation,ordirectly from Pauliequation,Hestenes got
the following decom position ofthe particlevelocity:

v =
p � eA

m
+
r ^ (�s)

m �
(11)

where the lightspeed c isassum ed equalto 1,quantity e isthe electric charge,A
isthe externalelectrom agnetic vectorpotential,s isthe spin vector s � ��1  ybs ,
and bs isthe spin operatorusually represented in term sofPaulim atricesas

bs �
�h

2
(�x;�y;�z): (12)

[Hereafter,every quantity isa localor�eld quantity:v � v(x;t); p � p(x;t); s �
s(x;t);and so on]. Asa consequence,the internal(zbw)velocity reads:

V �
r ^ (�s)

m �
: (13)

Letusrepeatthe previousderivation | by m aking now recourseto theordinary
tensor language| from the fam iliar expression ofthe Paulicurrent[14](i.e.,from
the G ordon decom position ofthe Diraccurrentin the NR lim it):

j =
i�h

2m
[(r  

y) �  
y
r  ]�

eA

m
 
y
 +

1

m
r ^ ( ybs ): (14)

A spinning NR particlecan be sim ply factorized into

 �
p
� � ; (15)

� being aPauli2-com ponentspinor,which hasto obey thenorm alization constraint

�y� = 1

ifwewantto havej j2 = �.
By de�nition �s �  ybs � � �ybs�; therefore,introducing the factorization

 �
p
� � into the aboveexpression (14)forthe Paulicurrent,one justobtains:[3]

j � � v = �
p � eA

m
+
r ^ (�s)

m
(16)
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which isnothing butHestenes’decom position (11)ofv.
The Schroedinger subcase [i.e.,the case in which the vector spin �eld s =

s(x;t)isconstantin tim e and uniform in space]correspondsto spin eigenstates;so
thatweneed now a wave-function factorizableinto theproductofa \non-spin"part
p
�ei’ (scalar)and ofa \spin" part� (Paulispinor):

 �
p
� e

i
’

�h � ; (17)

� being constantin tim e and space. Therefore,when s hasno precession (and no
external�eld ispresent:A = 0),wehave s � �ybs� = constant,and

V =
r � ^ s

m �
6= 0 : (Schroedingercase) (18)

O ne can notice that,even in the Schroedinger theoreticalfram ework,the zbw does

notvanish,exceptforplanewaves,i.e.,forthenon-physicalcaseofp-eigenfunctions,
when notonly s,butalso � isconstantand uniform ,so thatr � = 0. [Notice also
thatthe continuity equation (6), @t� + r � (�p=m )= 0, can be stillrewritten in
the ordinary way @t� + r � (�v)= 0. In fact,quantity r � V � r � (r ^ (�s))is
identically zero,itbeing the divergenceofa rotor,so thatr � (p=m )= r � v].

Butletusgo on. W e m ay now write

V
2 =

�
r � ^ s

m �

� 2

=
(r �)2s2 � (r � � s)2

(m �)2
(19)

sincein generalitholds

(a ^ b)2 = a
2
b
2
� (a � b)2 : (20)

Letus now putinto equation (19),forinstance,Hestenes’constraint(� being the
Takabayasiangle[16]): r � (�s)= � m � sin� , which in the NR lim ityields� = 0
(\pure electron") or � = � (\pure positron"),so that: r � (�s) = 0 and in the
Schroedingercase[s = constant; r � s = 0]becom es

r � � s = 0: (21)

Then,eq.(19)doesassum e[3]the im portantform

V
2 = s

2

�
r �

m �

� 2

; (22)

which does�nally allow usto attributeto theso-called \non-classical" term ,eq.(7),
ofour lagrangian (3) the sim ple m eaning ofkinetic energy ofthe internal(zbw)
m otion[i.e.,ofkineticenergyassociatedwith theinternal(zbw)velocityV ],provided
that

�h = 2s : (23)

In agreem entwith the already m entioned K �onig theorem ,such an internalkinetic
energy doesappear,in lagrangian (3),ascorrectly added to the (external)kinetic
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energy p2=2m oftheCM [besidesto thetotalenergy (9)and theexternalpotential
energy U ].

Vice-versa,ifwe assum e (within a zbw philosophy) that V ,eq.(22),is the
velocity attached to thekineticenergy term (7),then we can deduceeq.(23),i.e.,we
deduce thatactually:

jsj =
1

2
�h :

Let us m ention,by the way,that in the stochastic approaches the (\non-
classical")stochastic,di�usion velocity is V � vdif = � (r �=�),quantity � being
the di�usion coe�cientofthe \quantum " m edium . In those approaches,however,
one hasto postulate that � � �h=2m . In ourapproach,on the contrary,ifwe just
adopted fora m om entthe stochastic language,by com parison ofoureqs.(7),(22)
and (23)wewould im m ediately deducethat� = �h=2m and thereforetheinteresting
relation

� =
jsj

m
: (24)

Letusexplicitly rem ark that,becauseofeq.(22),in theM adelung 
uid equa-
tion (and therefore in the Schroedingerequation)quantity �h is naturally replaced
by 2jsj, the presence itself of the form er quantity being no longer needed; in a
way, we m ight say that it is m ore appropriate to write �h = 2jsj, rather than
jsj= �h=2 :::!

Let us conclude the �rstpartofthe present contribution by stressing the
following. W e�rstachievedanon-relativistic,G ordon-likedecom positionofthe�eld
velocitywithin theordinarytensoriallanguage. Secondly,wederived the\quantum "
potential(withoutthepostulatesand assum ptionsofstochasticquantum m echanics)
by sim ply relating the \non-classical" energy term to zbw and spin. Such results
carry furtherevidencethatthe quantum behaviour ofm icro-system sm ay be

a directconsequence ofthe existence ofspin.Infact,whens = 0,thequantum
potentialdoesvanish in theHam ilton{Jacobiequation,which then becom esatotally
classicaland newtonian equation. W e have also seen thatquantity �h itselfenters
the Schroedingerequation owing to the presenceofspin. W e areeasily induced to
conjecture that no scalar quantum particles exist that are really elem entary; but
thatscalarparticlesarealwaysconstituted by spinning objectsendowed with zbw.

3.A bout the kinematics of spinning particles

In the�rstpartofthispaper,weaddressed ourselvesto spin,zbw and M adelung

uid in (non-relativistic) physics. The previous analysis led us,in particular,to
�x ourattention on the internalvelocity V ofthe spinning particle,besideson its
externalvelocity w = p=m . In the second partofthis article,we wantto �x our
attention on thetotalvelocity v = w + V .Itisnow essentialto allow w assum eany
value,and thereforetopasstorelativisticphysics.In whatfollowsourconsiderations
willbe essentially classical,while the quantum side ofthese last Sections willbe
studied in the nextcontribution to thisVolum e.[17]

Beforegoingon,letusm akeabriefdigressionbyrecallingthat,sincetheworks
by Com pton,[8]Uhlenbeck and G oudsm ith,[18]Frenkel,[18]and Schr�odinger[9]till
the presenttim es,m any classicaltheories| often quite di�erentam ong them selves
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from aphysicaland form alpointofview| havebeen advanced forspinningparticles
[for sim plicity,we often write \spinning particle" or just \electron" instead ofthe
m ore pertinent expression \spin-1

2
particle"]. Following Bunge,[19]they can be

divided into three classes:
I)strictly point-like particlem odels
II) actualextended{type particle m odels (\spheres",\tops",\gyroscopes",

and so on)
III) m ixed m odels for \extended{like" particles,in which the center ofthe

point-like charge Q resultsto be spatially distinctfrom the particle center-of-m ass
(CM ).

Notice that in the theoreticalapproaches oftype III | which,being in the
m iddle between classesIand II,could answerthe dilem m a posed by Barutatthe
top ofthispaper| them otion ofQ doesnotcoincidewith them otion oftheparticle
CM .Thispeculiarfeature wasfound to be an actualcharacteristic[20-22,15,11,10]
(justcalled,asweknow,thezbw m otion)ofspinningparticleskinem atics. Thetype
IIIm odels,therefore,are a prioriconvenientfordescribing zbw,spin and intrinsec
m agnetic m om ent ofthe electron,while these properties are hardly predicted by
m aking recourse to the point-like{particle theoriesofclassI. The theoriesoftype
III,m oreover,areconsistent[8-12]with theordinary quantum theory oftheelectron:
see below. The \extended{like" electron m odels ofclass III are at present after
fashion also becauseoftheirpossiblegeneralizationsto includesupersym m etry and
superstrings.[10b] At last,the \m ixed" m odels help bypassing the obvious non-
locality problem sinvolved by a relativistic covariantpicture forextended{type (in
particularrigid)objectsofclassII. Q uite di�erently,the extended{like (classIII)
electron isnon-rigid and consequentlyvariablein its\shape"and in itscharacteristic
\size",depending on the considered dynam icalsituation.Thisisa prioriconsistent
with the appearance in the literature ofm any di�erent\radiiofthe electron" [for
instance,in hisbook,[23]M cG regorlistsatpage5 seven typicalelectron radii,from
theCom pton to the\classical" and to the\m agnetic" radius]. Becauseofallthese
reasons,therefore,thespinning particleweshallhavein m ind in thenextSection is
to be described by classIIItheories.

W e have here to rephrase som e ofthe previous considerations in term s of
M inkowsky (four-dim ensional)vectors.Forinstance,letusrecallagain thatin the
ordinary Dirac theory the particle four-im pulse p� isin generalnotparallelto the
four-velocity: v� 6= p�=m . Before all,letusrepeatthat,in orderto describe the
zbw,in alltypeIIItheoriesitisvery convenient[10-12]to splitthem otion variables
asfollows(the dotm eaning now derivation with respectto the proper tim e �):

x
�
� �

� + X
� ; _x� � v

� = w
� + V

�
; (25)

where �� and w � � _�� describe as before the externalm otion,i.e. the m otion of
the CM ,whilstX � and V � � _X � describe the internalm otion. From an electro-
dynam icalpoint ofview,as we know,the conserved electric current is associated
with the trajectoriesofQ (i.e.,with x�),whilstthe centerofthe particle Coulom b
�eld | obtained,[22]e.g.,through a tim e average over the �eld generated by the
quickly oscillating charge| isassociated with the CM (i.e.,with w �;and then,for
free particles,with the geom etric centerofthe internalm otion). In such a way,it
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isQ which followsthe (total)m otion,whilsttheCM followsthe m ean m otion only.
Itisworthwile also to notice thatthe classicalextended{like electron oftype IIIis
totally consistentwith the standard Dirac theory;in fact,the abovedecom position
forthetotalm otion istheclassicalanalogueoftwowell-known quantum -m echanical
procedures:i.e.,ofthe Gordon decom position ofthe Dirac current,and the (opera-
torial)decom position ofthe Dirac position operator proposed by Schr�odingerin his
pioneering works.[9]W e shallcom eback to thesepointsbelow.

The well-known G ordon decom position ofthe Dirac currentreads[13](here-
afterweshallchooseunitssuch thatnum erically c= 1):

� 
� =
1

2m
[� bp� � (bp� � ) ]�

i

m
bp� (� S

��
 ); (26)

� being the \adjoint" spinor of ; quantity bp� � i@� the 4-dim ensionalim pulse
operator; and S�� � i

4
(
�
� � 
�
�) the spin-tensor operator. The ordinary

interpretation ofeq.(26)isin totalanalogy with thedecom position given in eq.(25).
The�rstterm in ther.h.s.resultsto beassociated with thetranslationalm otion of
the CM (scalar partofthe current,corrisponding to the traditionalK lein{G ordon
current).Thesecond term in ther.h.s.results,instead,directly connected with the
existenceofspin,and describesthe zbw m otion.

In theabovequoted papers,Schr�odingerstarted from theHeisenbergequation
forthe tim e evolution ofthe acceleration operatorin Diractheory [v � �]

a �
dv

dt
=

i

�h
[H ;v] =

2i

�h
(H v � p); (27)

where H is equalas usualto v� p + � m . Integrating once this operatorequation
overtim e,aftersom ealgebra onecan obtain:

v = H
�1
p �

i

2
�hH �1

a ; (28)

and,integrating ita second tim e,oneobtains[14]justthespatialpartofthedecom -
position:

x � �+ X (29)

where(stillin the operatorform alism )itis

� = r + H
�1
pt; (30)

related to the m otion ofthe CM , and

X =
i

2
�h�H �1

; (� � v � H
�1
p); (31)

related to the zbw m otion.

4.N ew kinematical properties of the \extended{like" particles

W e wantnow to analyze the form aland conceptualpropertiesofa new de�ni-

tion forthe4-velocity ofourextended{likeelectron.Such a new de�nition hasbeen
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�rstadopted | butwithoutany em phasis| in the papersby Barutetal. dealing
with a successfulm odelfor the relativistic classicalelectron.[10a;12] Let us con-
siderthe following.Atvariancewith the proceduresfollowed in the literaturefrom
Schr�odinger’stillourdays,we have to m ake recourse notto the proper tim e ofthe
charge Q ,butratherto the propertim e ofthe center-of-m ass,i.e.to thetim eofthe
CM F.# 1 Asa consequence,quantity � in thedenom inatorofthe4-velocity de�ni-
tion,v� � dx�=d�,hastobethelatterpropertim e. Up tonow | with theexception
ofthe above-m entioned papers by Barutetal.| in alltheoreticalfram eworksthe
Lorentz factor has been assum ed to be equalto

p
1� v2. O n the contrary,into

the Lorentz factorithasto enterw 2 instead ofv2, quantity w � p=p0 being the
3-velocity ofthe CM with respectto the chosen fram e [p0 � E isthe energy]. By
adopting the correctLorentzfactor,allthe form ulaecontaining itareto be rewrit-
ten,and they geta new physicalm eaning. In particular,we shallshow below that
thenew de�nition doesactually im ply# 2 theim portantconstraint,which | holding
identically forscalarparticles| isoften justassum ed forspinning particles:

p�v
� = m ;

where m is the physicalrest m ass of the particle (and not an ad hoc m ass-like
quantity M ).# 3

O urchoiceofthe propertim e � m ay besupported by thefollowing consider-
ations:

(i) The light-like zbw | when the speed ofQ is constant and equalto the
speed oflightin vacuum | iscertainly the preferred one (am ong allthe \a priori"
possibleinternalm otions)in theliterature,and to m any authorsitappearsthem ost
adequatefora m eaningfulclassicalpictureoftheelectron. In som especialtheoret-
icalapproaches,thelightspeed iseven regarded asthequantum -m echanicaltypical
speed for the zbw. In fact,the Heisenberg principle in the relativistic dom ain[14]
im plies (not controllable)particle{antiparticle pair creationswhen the (CM F) ob-
servation involvesspace distances ofthe order ofa Com pton wavelenght. So that
�h=m is assum ed to be the characteristic \orbital" radius and 2m =�h2 the (CM F)
angularfrequency ofthe zbw | as�rstnoticed by Schr�odinger;| and the orbital
m otion ofQ isexpected to be light-like. Now,ifthe chargeQ travelsatthe light
speed,the proper tim e ofQ doesnotexist;while thepropertim e oftheCM (which
travelsatsub-lum inalspeeds)doesexist. Adopting astim e the propertim e ofQ ,

# 1 Let us recallonce m ore that the CM F is the fram e in which the kinetic im pulse vanishes
identically,~p = 0.Forspinning particles,in general,itisnotthe \rest" fram e,since the velocity ~v
isnotnecessarily zero in the CM F.

# 2 For allplane wave solutions  ofthe D irac equation,we have (labelling by < > the corre-

sponding localm ean valueor�eld density): p� < bv� > � p�  
ybv�  � p� 

y
0
�  � p� 

�  = m .

# 3 Letm ake justan exam ple,recalling thatPa�vsi�c[10b]derived,from a lagrangian containing
an extrinsic curvature,the classicalequation ofthe m otion for a rigid n-dim ensionalworld-sheet
in a curved background spacetim e. Classicalworld-sheets describe m em branes for n � 3,strings
for n = 2, and point particles for n = 1. For the special case n = 1, he found nothing but
the traditionalPapapetrou equation fora classicalspinning particle;also,by \quantization" ofthe
classicaltheory,heactually derived theD iracequation.In ref.[10b],however,M isnottheobserved
electron m assm :and the relation between the two m assesreads:m = M + �H 2,quantity � being
the so-called string rigidity,while H isthe second covariant derivative on the world-sheet.
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asoften done in the pastliterature,autom atically excluded a light-likezbw.In our
approach,by contrast,such zbw m otionsare notexcluded. Analogousconsidera-
tionsm ay hold forSuper-lum inalzbw speeds,withouttoo m uch problem ,since the
CM (which carriesthe energy-im pulse and the \signal")isalwaysendowed with a
sublum inalm otion;

(ii) The indipendence between the center-of-charge and the center-of-m ass
m otion becom es evident by our de�nition. As a consequence the non-relativistic

lim itcan be form ulated by usin a correct,and univocal,way.Nam ely,by assum ing
thecorrectLorentzfactor,onecan im m ediately seethatthe zitterbewegung can go
on being a relativistic (in particular,light-like)m otion even in the non-relativistic
approxim ation:i.e.,when p � ! 0 (thisisperhapsconnected with thenon-vanishing
ofspin in the non-relativistic lim it). In fact,in the non-relativistic lim it,we have
to take

w
2
� 1 ;

and notnecessarily
v
2
� 1

asusually assum ed in the pastliterature;
(iii)Thede�nition forthe4-velocity thatwearegoing to propose[seeeq.(33)

in the following]doesagree with the natural\classicallim it" ofthe Dirac current.
Actually,itwasused in thosem odelswhich (likeBarutetal.’s)de�nevelocity even
atthe classicallevelasthe bilinear com bination � 
� ,via a directintrodution of
classicalspinors . By thenew de�nition,weshallbeabletowritethetranslational
term asp�=m ,with thephysicalm assin thedenom inator,exactly asin theG ordon
decom position,eq.(26). Q uite di�erently,in allthe theoriesadopting astim e the
propertim e ofQ ,itappearsin thedenom inatoran ad-hocvariable m assM ,which
dependson the internalzbw speed V (seebelow);

(iv)The choiceofthe CM propertim e constitutesa naturalextension ofthe
ordinary procedure forrelativistic scalarparticles. In fact,forspinlessparticlesin
relativity the 4-velocity is known to be univocally de�ned as the derivative of4-
position with respect to the CM F proper tim e (which is the only one available in
thatcase).

The m ost valuable reason in support ofour de�nition turns out to be the
circum stancethatthe old de�nition

v
�

std
= (1=

p
1� v2; v=

p
1� v2) (32)

seem sto entaila m assvarying with theinternalzbw speed.
Butletusexplicitate ournew de�nition forv�. The sym bolswhich we are

going to use possessthe ordinary m eaning;the novelty[24]isthatnow the Lorentz

factor d�=dtwillnotbe equalto
p
1� v2,butinstead to

p
1� w2 . Thuswe shall

have:

v
�
� dx�=d� � (dt=d�;dx=d�)� (

dt

d�
;
dx

dt

dt

d�
)

= (1=
p
1� w2; v=

p
1� w2): [v � dx=dt] (33)
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Forw � wecan write:

w
�
� d��=d� � (dt=d�;d�=d�)� (

dt

d�
;
d�

dt

dt

d�
)

= (1=
p
1� w2; w =

p
1� w2); [w � d�=dt] (34)

and forthe 4-im pulse:

p
�
� m w

� = m (1=
p
1� w2; w =

p
1� w2): (35)

[In presenceofan external�eld such relationsrem ain valid,provided thatonem akes
the \m inim alprescription": p � ! p� eA (in the CM F we shallhavep � eA = 0
and consequently w = 0,asabove)].

Letusnow exam inetheresultingim pulse{velocityscalarproduct,p�v�,which
has to be a Lorentz invariant,both with our v and with the old vstd. Q uantity
p � (po; p) being the 4-im pulse,and M 1;M 2 two relativistic invariants,we m ay
write:

p�v
�
� M 1 �

po � p � v
p
1� w2

; (36)

or,alternatively,

p�v
�

std
� M 2 �

po � p � v
p
1� v2

: (37)

Ifwe referourselvesto the CM F,we shallhave pC M F = w C M F = 0 (butvC M F �

V C M F 6= 0), and then
M 1 = p

o

C M F (38)

in the �rstcase;and

p
o

C M F
= M 2

q

1� V
2

C M F
(39)

in the second case. So,we see thatthe invariantM 1 isactually a constant,which
| being nothing butthe center-of-m assenergy,po

C M F
| can be identi�ed,asweare

going to prove,with the physicalm assm ofthe particle. O n the contrary,in the
second case(thestandard one),thecenter-of-m assenergy resultsto bevariablewith
the internalm otion.

Now,from eq.(35)wehave

p�v
�
� m w�v

�

and,because ofeqs.(33,34),

p�v
�
� m (1� w v)=(1� w

2): (40)

Sincew isavectorcom ponentofthetotal3-velocityv,duetoeqs.(25),and m oreover
isthe orthogonalprojection ofv along the p-direction,we can write

w � v = w
2
;

which,introduced into eq.(40),yields[24]the im portantrelation:

m = p�v
�
: (41)
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Q uite di�erently,by useofthe wrong Lorentzfactor,wewould havegot

v
� = (1=

p
1� v2; v=

p
1� v2)

and consequently
p�v

�
� m (1� w v)=

p
(1� w2)(1� v2)

= m
p
1� w2=

p
1� v2 6= m :

By recourseto thecorrectLorentzfactor,therefore,wesucceeded in showing
thatthe noticeable constraint m = p�v

�, trivially valid forscalarparticles,does
hold forspinning particlestoo. Such a relation,eq.(41),would be very usefulalso
fora ham iltonian form ulation ofthe electron theory.[12]

Finally, we want to show that the ordinary kinem aticalproperties of the
Lorentzinvariantv2 � v�v

� do nothold any longerin thecaseofspinning particles,
endowed with zitterbewegung.In fact,itiseasytoprovethattheordinaryconstraint
forscalarrelativisticparticles| quantity v2 constantin tim eand equalto 1| does
nothold forspinning particlesendowed with zbw. Nam ely,ifwechooseasreference
fram ethe CM F,in which w = 0,wehave[cf.de�nition (33)]:

v
�

C M F
� (1;VC M F); (42)

wherefrom ,itbeing
v
2

C M F
� 1� V

2

C M F
; (43)

onecan deduce[24]the following new constraints:

0 < V
2

C M F(�)< 1 , 0< v
2

C M F(�)< 1 (\tim e-like")

V
2

C M F(�)= 1 , v
2

C M F(�)= 0 (\light-like") (44)

V
2

C M F
(�)> 1 , v

2

C M F
(�)< 0 : (\space-like")

Sincethesquareofthetotal4-velocity isinvariantand in particularitisv2
C M F

= v2,
these new constraintsforv2 willbe valid in any fram e:

0< v
2(�)< 1 (\tim e-like")

v
2(�)= 0 (\light-like") (45)

v
2(�)< 0 : (\space-like")

Notice explicitly that the correct application ofSpecialRelativity to a spinning
particle led us,under ourhypotheses,to obtain thatv2 = 0 in the light-like case,
butv2 6= + 1 in the tim e-like case and v2 6= � 1 in the space-likecase.

Let us now exam ine the m anifestation and consequences ofsuch new con-
straintsin a speci�c exam ple: nam ely,in the already m entioned theoreticalm odel
by Barut{Zanghi[10a]which did im plicitly adopt as tim e the proper tim e ofthe
CM F. In thiscase,wegetthatin generalitisv2 6= 1. And in factoneobtains[12]
the rem arkablerelation:

v
2 = 1�

�v�v�

4m 2
: (46)
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In particular,[22]in the light-likecaseitis �v�v� = 4m 2 and therefore v2 = 0.
G oing back to eq.(43),noticethatnow quantity v2 isno longerrelated to the

externalspeed jw jofthe CM ,but on the contrary to the internalzitterbewegung
speed jV C M Fj. Notice at last that,in general| and at variance with the scalar
case| the value ofv2 is notconstantin tim e any longer,butvarieswith � (except
when V 2

C M F itselfisconstantin tim e).
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