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We present a consistent and comprehensive treatise on thedtions of theextended Hamilton-
Lagrange formalism-where the dynamical system is parameterized along a desyestam evolution
parameters, and the timet is treated as @ependentwariablet(s) on equal footing with all other
configuration space variableg (s). In the action principle, the conventional classical actiodt

is then replaced by the generalized actibnds, with L and L denoting the conventional and the
extended Lagrangian, respectively. Itis shown that a naqurelation of.; and L exists if we refrain
from performing simultaneously a transformation of the awical variables. With the appropriate
correlation ofL; andL in place, the extension of the formalism preservesaisonical form

In the extended formalism, the dynamical system is destritseaconstrainedmotion within an
extendedspace. We show that the value of the constraint and the paeas@onstitutes aadditional
pair of canonically conjugate variables. In the correspondingnqum system, we thus encounter an
additionaluncertainty relation

As a consequence of the formal similarity of conventional eaxtended Hamilton-Lagrange for-
malisms, Feynman'son-relativistic path integral approach can be converteda general leveinto
a form appropriate forelativistic quantum physics. In the emerging parameterized quantuotipes
tion, the additional uncertainty relation serves as themaéaincorporate the constraint and hence to
finally eliminate the parameterization.

We derive the extended Lagrangidn of a classical relativistic point particle in an external
electromagnetic field and show that the generalized patiyiat approach yields the Klein-Gordon
equation as the corresponding quantum description. Weeurtore derive the space-time propagator
for a free relativistic particle from its extended Lagramgi,. These results can be regarded as the
proof of principle of therelativistic generalizatiorof Feynman’s path integral approach to quantum
physics.

PACS numbers: 04.20.Fy, 03.65.-w, 03.65.Pm

1. Introduction

Even more than hundred years after the emerging of Einstepecial theory of relativ-
ity, the presentation of classical dynamics in terms of tagrangian and the Hamiltonian
formalism is still usually based in literature on the Newtgmnabsolute time as the system
evolution parametér34:5:6:7, The idea how the Hamilton-Lagrange formalism is to be
generalized in order to be compatible with relativity is mms and well-established. It
consists of introducing a system evolution parameteas the new independent variable,
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and of subsequently treating the tite: ¢(s) as adependenariable ofs, in parallel to all
configuration space variable§s). This idea has been pursued in numerous publications,
only a few of them being cited here. To mention only one, Durd Kleinerf succeeded

in solving the quantum mechanical Coulomb problem in terfre parameterized Feyn-
man path integrdlthat is based on a particular, not explicitly time-dependstended
Lagrangian.

Despite this unambiguity in the foundations and the huge gilpublications on the
matter—dating back to P. Dirdt and C. Lanczd$—there is up to date no consensus
in literature how this extension of the Hamilton-Lagrangenfalism is actually to be de-
vised. The reason is that on the basis of the action principkre isapparentlysome
freedom in defining how the conventional Hamiltoniélirelates to the extended Hamilto-
nian H;. On one hand, we often find in literature approaches basededrivial extended
Hamiltoniart?-13:14 that simply reduces the extended formalism to the conveatione by
identifyingthe parametes with the timet. On the other hand, we encounter quite general
ad-hocdefinitions of extended Hamiltoniard$; that contain additional functions of the
dynamical variables whose physical meaning and compi&fibiith the action principle is
uncleaf-'?.

Thus, the key issue for casting the extended Hamilton-Laggdormalism into its
canonical formis to clarify how the Lagrangiank; and L, as well as the Hamiltonians
H, andH should be correlated. To this end, we msesparatethe task of relatind.; with
L,andH; with H, from the task of performing a transformation of the dynaahariables.
With these different matters clearly distinguished, wevstitat consistent andniquerep-
resentations of both the extended Lagrandiaras well as the extended Hamiltoni&n
exist. With our relation off; andH in place, we find the subsequent extended set of canon-
ical equations to perfectly coincide in fisrmwith the conventional one, which means that
no additional functions are involved. This is also true foe theory of extended canon-
ical transformations. The connection of the extended withdonventional Hamiltonian
description is established by tirévial extended Hamiltoniarf/;, whose canonical equa-
tions coincide with those of a conventional Hamiltonieln Correspondingly, thérivial
extended generating functidn generates exactly the subgroup of conventional canonical
transformations within the group of extended canonicaildfarmations. This subgroup
consists of exactly those canonical mappings that leavéirtteevariable unchanged.

On grounds of théormal similarity of conventional and extended Hamilton-Lagrange
formalisms, it is possible to formally convert non-relé&hc approaches that are based on
conventional Lagrangians into relativistic approacheteims of extended Lagrangians.
This idea is worked out exemplarily for Feynman’s path inéé@pproach to quantum
physicg6.

The paper is organized as follows. We start in Sect. 2.1 WwigH agrangian description
and derive from the extended form of the action integral thiereded Lagrangiai.,
together with its relation to the conventional Lagrangiarit is shown that this relation
reduces to the factatt/ds. More “general” correlations are shown to correspond to an
additionaltransformation of the dynamical variables. The extendédfsEuler-Lagrange
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equations then follows trivially from the dependenciesh# extended Lagrangian. It is
shown that the extended Lagrangian description of dynaroosists in aconstrained
motionin anextended spa¢@amely in the tangent bundi&M x R) over the space-time
configuration manifold1 x R.

To provide a simple example, we derive in Sect. 3.1 the exéndgrangiar’; for
a free relativistic point particle. This Lorentz-invartdragrangianL; has the remark-
able feature to bguadraticin the velocities. This contrasts to the conventional Lazen
invariant Lagrangiat that describes the identical dynamics. For this systentdhstraint
depicts the constant square of the four-velocity vector.

We show in Sect. 3.2 that the extended Lagrandianf a relativistic particle in an ex-
ternal electromagnetic field agreiests formwith the corresponding non-relativistic con-
ventional Lagrangiath.. The difference between both is that the derivatives in dtereled
LagrangianL; are being defined with respect to the particjgsper time which are con-
verted into derivatives with respect to the Newtongosolute timen the non-relativistic
limit.

In Sect. 2.2, we switch to the extended Hamiltonian dedoriptAs the extended
Hamiltonian H; springs up from the extended Lagrangian by means of a Legendre
transformation, both functions have equally the totalinfation content on the dynamical
system in question. The Hamiltonian counterparts of the&agian description, namely,
the extended set of canonical equations, the constraimtibm and the correlation of
the extended Hamiltoniaf/; to the conventional Hamiltoniafl are presented. On this
basis, the theory of extended canonical transformatiodstia® extended version of the
Hamilton-Jacobi equation are worked out as straightfodvggmeralizations of the con-
ventional theory. As a mapping of the tinteés incorporated in an extended canonical
transformation, not only the transformed coordinates gingrfrom the Hamilton-Jacobi
equation are constants, as usual, but also the transformed't The extended Hamilton-
Jacobi equation may thus be interpreted as defining the mgmbithe entire dynamical
system into its state atfixed instant of timgi.e., for instance, into its initial state. In the
extended formulation, the Hamilton-Jacobi equation tleappears in a new perspective.

We furthermore show that thealue of the extended Hamiltoniafi/; and the sys-
tem evolution parameteryield an additional pair of canonically conjugate variableor
the corresponding quantum system, we thus encounter aticaddilincertainty relation
Based on both the extended Lagrangianand the additional uncertainty relation, we
present in Sect. 2.5 the path integral formalism in a fornrapipate forrelativistic quan-
tum systemsAn extension of Feynman’s approach was worked out edficera particular
system. Nevertheless, the most general form of the extepalbdintegral formalism that
applies for any extended Lagrangianis presented here for the first time. By consistently
treating space and time variables on equal footing, thergémed path integral formalism
is shown to apply as well for Lagrangians tleaplicitly depend on time. In particular, the
transition of a wave function is presented here as a spaeititegral over a space-time
propagator. In this context, we address the physical mgaofithe additional integration
overt. The uncertainty relation is exhibited as tpgantum physics’ mears incorporate
the constraint in order to finally eliminate the parameggian.
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On grounds of a generalized understanding of the actiortiptay Feynman showed
that the Schrodinger equation emerges as the non-rekitiguantum descriptionf a dy-
namical system if the correspondintassicalsystem is described by the non-relativistic
LagrangianL of a point particle in an external potential. Parallel tsthéautiful approach,
we derive in Section 3.6 the Klein-Gordon equation agéeivistic quantum description
of a system, whose classical counterpart is described bgxtemded Lagrangiah, of a
relativistic point particle in an external electromagodigld. The reason for this to work
is twofold. Since the extended Lagrangian agrees in its form with the conventional
non-relativistic Lagrangiat., the generalized path integral formalism can be worked out
similarly to the non-relativistic case. Furthermore, aspseceed in our derivation an in-
finitesimal proper time steds only and consider the limiAs — 0, the constraint disap-
pears by virtue of the uncertainty relation.

We finally derive in Sect. 3.7 the space-time propagatoitfentave function of a free
particle with spin zero from the extended Lagrangian of & fidativistic point particle.
The constraint function, as the companion of the classixi@neled description, is taken
into account in the quantum description by integrating @lgpossible parameterizations
of the system’s variables. This integration is now expldimeterms of the uncertainty re-
lation. We regard these results as the ultimate confirmafitime relativistic generalization
of Feynman'’s path integral formalism.

2. Extended Hamilton-L agrange for malism
2.1. Extended set of Euler-Lagrange equations

The conventional formulation of the principle of least antis based on the action func-
tional S[g(t)], defined by

ty d
siat] = [ 1 (a.5ht) ar &
ta
with L(q,q,t) denoting the system’s conventional Lagrangian, agt) =
(¢(t),...,q"(t)) the vector of configuration space variables as a functiorinoé.t In

this formulation, the independent variable timelays the role of the Newtoniaabso-
lute time The clearest reformulation of the least action princige relativistic physics

is accomplished by treating the timés) = ¢°(s)/c—like the vectorq(s) of configura-
tion space variables—agi@pendentariable of a newly introduced independent variable,
s1117:18,19 The action functional then writes in terms of extended Lagrangianh,

Silq(s),t(s)] = /Sb L (q, j—z,t, %) ds. 2)

As the action functional (2) has the form of (1), the subsetiiler-Lagrange equa-
tions that determine the particular pa#(s), #(s)) on which the value of the functional
S[g(s),t(s)] takes on an extremum, adopt the customary form,

d oL, oL,

= 0. 3)
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Here, the index, = 0, ..., n spans the entire range of extended configuration space vari-
ables. In particular, the Euler-Lagrange equation:fey writes

i 9Ly _%fo
ds 8(%) ot

The equations of motion for bot(s) andt(s) are thus determined by the extended La-
grangianL;. The solutiong(¢) of the Euler-Lagrange equations that equivalently emerges
from the corresponding conventional Lagrangiamay then be constructed by eliminating
the evolution parametet

As the actionsS and S, are supposed to be alternative characterizations ofahe
underlying physical system, the action principdés= 0 andd.S; = 0 must hold simulta-

neously. This means that
5/ ds = 5/ Ly ds,

which, in turn, is assured if both integrands differ at mgsth® s-derivative of an arbitrary
differentiable functior'(q, t)

dt dF
L—=1 —
ds 1+ ds’

FunctionsF(q, t) define a particular class of point transformations of theadiyical vari-
ables, namely those ones that preserve the form of the Ealgnange equations. Such a
transformation can be applied at any time in the discussi@given Lagrangian system
and should be distinguished from correlatihg and L.. We may thus restrict ourselves
without loss of generality to those correlations/oénd ., whereF' = 0. In other words,
we correlatel, and L; withoutperforming simultaneously a transformation of the dynam-
ical variables. We will discuss this issue in the more gelrmmatext ofextended canonical
transformationsn Sect. 2.3. The extended Lagrangianis then related to the conven-
tional Lagrangian[, by

dg  dt dq dt dg dq/ds
L (q’ 3 ds) - L( dt t) ds’ at dt/ds’ Q)

The derivatives of.; from Eq. (7) with respect to its arguments can now be expdsisse
terms of the conventional Lagrangiaras

OL, 9L dt B
Bq“ _WE’ ,U—l,...,n (8)
dL, 0L dt
ot " ot ds ©)

0Ly = oL p=1,....n (20)

o) o(u

(%) o(%)
0Ly - oL dq“

(11)
o Lo () @
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Equations (10) and (11) yield for the following sum over théee@ded range = 0,...,n
of dynamical variables

The extended Lagrangidh, thus satisfies the constraint

" 0L, dg¢*
Ll—za(dﬂ)%:o. (12)
n=0 ds

The correlation (7) and the pertaining condition (12) abdwo interpretations, depending
on which Lagrangian is primarily given, and which one is dedi. If the conventional
LagrangianL is the given function to describe the dynamical system irstjoe andL,
is derived fromL according to Eq. (7), the; is a homogeneous form of first order
in then + 1 variablesdq®/ds, . ..,dq"™ /ds. This may be seen by replacing all derivatives
dg* /dswith axdg* /ds, a € Rin Eq. (7). Consequently, Euler’s theorem on homogeneous
functions states that Eq. (12) constitutesdantityfor L, ''. The Euler-Lagrange equation
involving d¢/ds then also yields aidentity, hence, we do not obtain a substantial equation
of motion fort(s). In this case, the parameterizations of tine) is left undetermined—
which reflects the fact that a conventional Lagrangian do¢grovide any information on
a parameterization of time.

In the opposite case, if an extended Lagrandiaris the primary function to describe
our system, then Eq. (12) furnishes a constraint functionife system. Furthermore, the
Euler-Lagrange equation involvintt/ds then yields a non-trivial equation of motion for
t(s). The conventional Lagrangiaih may then be deduced from (7) by means of the con-
straint function (12).

To summarize, by switching from the conventional variagiigprinciple (1) to the ex-
tended representation (2), we have introduced an extendgihgian.; that additionly
depends onlt(s)/ds. Due to the emerging constraint function (12), the actuahier of
degrees of freedom is unchanged. Geometrically, the systaotion now takes place on
a hypersurface, defined by Eq. (12), within the tangent @dM x R) over the space-
time configuration manifold! x R. This contrasts with the conventional, unconstrained
Lagrangian description on the time-dependent tangentlbytl) x R.

2.2. Extended set of canonical equations

The Lagrangian formulation of particle dynamics caquivalentlybe expressed as a
Hamiltonian description. The complete information on theg dynamical system is then
contained in a Hamiltoniai#/, which carries the same information content as the corre-
sponding Lagrangiah. It is defined by the Legendre transformation

"L dgt dg
H(qvpat)_zpﬂg_lj<qaavt>v (13)
p=1
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with the covariant momentum vector componentdeing defined by
oL
Correspondingly, thextendedHamiltonianH; is defined as the extended Legendre trans-

form of the extended Lagrangidn as

n

dg* dq dt
q pat 6 Zpu ds Ll ( d ds) . (15)

We know from Eqg. (10) that fop, = 1,...,n the momentum variablg,, is equally ob-
tained from the extended Lagrangian,

Dy = 0L

N WA
o (%)

This fact ensures the Legendre transformations (13) andt¢lbe compatible. For the

indexy = 0, i.e., forg® = ct we must take some care as the derivativ& ofvith respect
to d¢/ds evaluates to

(16)

oL, Z": dg* 0L

= L - BETE = _H((Lpa )
dt m
a (E) p=1 t 5) (%)
The momentum coordinajg that is conjugate t@” = ¢t must therefore be defined as
e(s
po(s) = =2 e(s) £ Hig(s), p(s), 4(s)). 18)

with e(s) representing the instantaneousue of the HamiltonianH at s, but not the
Hamilton function itself. This distinction is essentialthe canonical coordinaf®, must
be defined—Ilike all other canonical coordinates—as a fonaif the independent variable
only. The reason is that thg, p, with 1o = 0, ..., n depict thecoordinategpertaining to
the base vectors that span the (symplectic) extended ppase.d\Ve may express this fact
by means of the comprehensible notation

oL
po(s) = a(d_qlf’) S

ds

e(s) = ———~| - (19)

The constraint function from Eq. (12) translates in the ea&zl Hamiltonian description
simply into

Hy(q(s), p(s), t(s), e(s)) = 0. (20)

This means that the extended Hamiltonfdn directly defines the hypersurface on which
the classical motion of the system takes place. The hygasilies within the cotangent
bundleT*(M x R) over the same extended configuration manifdick R as in the case
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of the Lagrangian description. Inserting Egs. (16) and {i®) the extended set of Euler-
Lagrange equations (3) yields the extended set of cancsigsdtions,

dp, __OH,  dg" _ 0H,

ds — 9¢"7  ds  Opu D

The right-hand sides of these equations follow directlyrfrthe Legendre transforma-
tion (15) since the Lagrangiafy does not depend on the momeptaand has, up to the
sign, the same space-time dependence as the Hamiltéhiahhe extended set is charac-
terized by the additional pair of canonical equations feritidexy = 0, which reads in
terms oft(s) ande(s)

de . 6H1 dt . BHl
ds ot ds  de (22)

By virtue of the Legendre transformations (13) and (15),d¢beelation from Eq. (7) of
extended and conventional Lagrangians is finally convented

Hl(Qapatve) = (H((Iapv t) - 6)%, (23)

as only the term for the index = 0 does not cancel after inserting Egs. (13) and (15) into
().

The conventional Hamiltoniai/ is defined as the particular function whosalue
coincides with the extended phase-space varialleaccordance with Egs. (18) and (20),
we thus determinéf for any given extended Hamiltoniaf; by solvingH; = 0 for e.
Then,H emerges as the right-hand side of the equatienH.

In the converse case, if merely a conventional Hamiltoiiiais given, andH, is set up
accordingto Eq. (23), then the canonical equatiorifgrls yields anidentity, hence allows
arbitrary parameterizations of time. This is not astomighds a conventional Hamiltonian
H generally does not provide the information for an equatiomation for¢(s).

Corresponding to Eqg. (18), we may introduce the variahlas thevalue of the ex-
tended Hamiltoniati;. We can formally definé/; to bein additiona function ofs,

€1 EHl(qvpatvevs)' (24)

By virtue of the extended set of canonical equations (21)fimgthate; is a constant of
motion if and only if H; doesnotexplicitly depend ors,

61(5) = const. — Hy = Hl(qapvtae)'

In this cases can be regarded ascgclic variable with e; the pertaining constant of mo-
tion, and hence its conjugate. Thus, in the same way &$ constitutes a pair of canoni-
cally conjugate variables, so does the pair, s), i.e., thevaluee; of the extended Hamilto-
nian H, and the parameterization of the system’s variables in tefrasin the context of a

corresponding quantum description, this additional pbamonically conjugate variables
gives rise to the additional uncertainty relation

Ae; As > %h (26)
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Thus, in a quantum system whose classical limit is desciilyeath extended Hamiltonian
H,, we cannot simultaneously measure exactly a devialienfrom the constraint condi-
tione;(s) = 0 from Egs. (20), (24) and the actual value of the system paemeror the
particular extended Hamiltoniakd; of a relativistic particle in an external electromagnetic
field, to be discussed in Sect. 3.3, the constraint refleetsethtivistic energy-momentum
correlation whereas the parameterepresents the particlefsoper time For this par-
ticular system, the uncertainty relation (26) thus stateswe cannot have simultaneous
knowledge on a deviation from the relativistic energy-mataen correlation (76andthe
particle’'s proper time. The extended Lagrangianand the uncertainty relation (26) con-
stitute together the cornerstones for deriving fiblativistic generalizatiorof Feynman’s
path integral approach to non-relativistic quantum phsdiz be presented in Sect. 2.5.

To end this section, we remark that the extended HamiltoHiamost frequently found
in literature is given by (cf, for instance, Refd;!2,14,13,15,20)

Hi(q,p,t,e) = H(q,p,t) —e. (27)
According to Egs. (22), the canonical equationdefds is obtained as
d_ oM _
ds ~ 8e

Up to arbitrary shifts of the origin of our time scale, we thdentify ¢(s) with s. As all
other partial derivatives off; coincide with those of/, so do the respective canonical
equations. The system description in termsfhf from Eq. (27) is thusdentical to the
conventional description and does not provide any additiorfformation. The extended
Hamiltonian (27) thus constitutes tkrévial extended Hamiltonian

2.3. Extended canonical transformations

The conventional theory of canonical transformations i bpon the conventional action
integral from Eg. (1). In this theory, the Newtonian abseltitnet plays the roleof the
common independent variabtd both original and destination system. Similarly to the
conventional theory, we may build tletended theory of canonical equatiarsthe basis
of the extended action integral from Eq. (2). With the titne ¢°/c and the configuration
space variableg’ treated on equal footing, we are enabled to correlate twoiktarian
systemsH and H’, with different time scaleg,(s) andT'(s), hence to canonically map
the system'’s time and its conjugate quantityin addition to the mapping of generalized
coordinatesy and momenta. The system evolution parameteris then the common
independent variable of both systeni§,and H’. A general mapping of all dependent
variables may be formally expressed as

Q" =Q"(q",pv), P, = P.(q",pv), p=0,...,n (29)

Completely parallel to the conventional theory, the subgref general transforma-
tions (29) that preserve the action principls = 0 of the system is referred to as “canoni-
cal”. The action integral (2) may be expressed equivalentigrms of an extended Hamil-
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tonian by means of the Legendre transformation (15). We gletithe following condition
for a transformation (29) to be canonical

5/ lZpu——fh q’ py]ds—zi

As we are operating witfunctionals the condition (30) holds if thentegrandsdiffer at
most by the derivativd F /ds of an arbitrary differentiable functiof (¢¥, Q")

o dg* ~ dQ* ,  dFy
E — —H{ = E P,— —H — 31
M:opu ds ! " ds 1t ds (31)

pn=0

ZP# — H(Q",P,) | ds. (30)

pn=0

We restrict ourselves to functio§ (¢”, Q*) of the old and the new extended configuration
space variables, hence to a function of those variablessevtierivatives are contained in
Eq. (31). Calculating the-derivative ofFy,

dFl - 8F1 dq,u 8F1 dQ,u
ds Z Li)q“ ds + oQr ds

(32)

we then gebniquetransformatlon rules by comparing the coefficients of EQ) (®ith
those of (31)

oF, oF, ,
p;t_wa P}L__wa Hl—Hl- (33)
F; is referred to as thextended generating functiafi the—now generalized—canonical
transformation. The extended Hamiltonian has the impogeoperty to be conserved un-
der these transformations. Corresponding to the extenetedf €anonical equations, the
additional transformation rule is given for the index= 0. This transformation rule may

be expressed equivalently in termst0f), e(s), andT'(s), E(s) as
0F; 0F

e = —W7 E = 8—T’ (34)
with E, correspondingly to Eq. (18), the value of the transformadniftonianH’
E
R =20 B 2 1(QUs), P, 7). (35)

The addressed transformed Hamiltonfhis finally obtained from the general correlation
of conventional and extended Hamiltonians from Eq. (23} #re transformation rule
H{ = H, for the extended Hamiltonian from Eq. (33)

[H'(Q,P,T) - E} i—f - [H(q,p, £) — e} %.
Eliminating the evolution parameter we arrive at the following two equivalent transfor-
mation rules for the conventional Hamiltonians under egéghcanonical transformations
oT

[H/(QaPaT) - E:| E = H(qapvt) -
[H(q,p, t) — e] % - H'(Q,P,T) - E. (37)
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The transformation rules (37) are generalizations of the for conventional canonical
transformations as now cases with # ¢ are included. We will see at the end of this
section that the rules (37) merge for the particular dase ¢ into the corresponding rules
of conventional canonical transformation theory.

By means of the Legendre transformation

F2(QU7PV):Fl(qV,QV)‘i‘MZ:OQ“Pw Pu:—%,
we may express the extended generating function of a géret@lanonical transformation
equivalently as a function of the original extended configion space variableg and the
extended set of transformed canonical moméitaAs, by definition, the functions}; and
F; agree in their dependence on tfie so do the corresponding transformation rules

OF, OF,
agr — agr "
This means that alj* do not take part in the transformation defined by (38). Hefare,
the Legendre transformation, we may regard the functioepéddence of the generating
functions to be reduced tB, = F1(Q") andFy = F»(P,). The new transformation rule
pertaining toF; thus follows from theP,-dependence af;
OF, [ 0F 0Q" o+ oP,
2P, = Z {aQu ap, 1 ap, +Q#ap,j]

(38)

s P, ;L6V
z[lw+uw+@}
= Ql/.
The new set of transformation rules, which is, of courseijvadent to the previous set from
Eq. (33), is thus
OB 0B
’ oP,’
Expressed in terms of the variablgsp, t, e, andQ, P, T, E the new set of coordinate
transformation rules takes on the more elaborate form
8F2 ; 8F2 6F2 8F2
P = = == = ——, T=——=. 41
Pi = B¢ @ =35 c ot OF (41)
Similarly to the conventional theory of canonical trangfiations, there are two more pos-
sibilities to define a generating function of an extendedo&ral transformation. By means
of the Legendre transformation

H, = H,. (40)

oF
F3(py, Q") = F1(¢", Q") Zq Pus  Pu= _ﬁi’

we find in the same manner as above the transformation rules

. Y (43)
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Finally, applying the Legendre transformation, defined by

0F3

_ v © - 2
F4(py,Py>—F3(py,Q)+;Q Fu  Pu= g

the following equivalent version of transformation rulesexges

8F4 w_ 8F4
) Q _8—%7

Calculating the second derivatives of the generating fanst we conclude that the fol-
lowing correlations for the derivatives of the general maggrom Eqg. (29) must hold for
the entire set of extended phase-space variables,

oRr  Op, ok dq” or,  Op, or, 0q”

dq* ~ 9P, dp, 0P, ogr QM op,  OQr"
Exactly if these conditions are fulfilled for gll, » = 0, ..., n, then the extended coordi-
nate transformation (29) is canonical and preserves time édthe extended set of canon-
ical equations (21). Otherwise, we are dealing with a géneom-canonical coordinate
transformation that doa®t preserve the form of the canonical equations.

The connection of the extended canonical transformatiearthwith the conventional

one is furnished by the particular extended generatingtiomc

F2(Q7P7taE):fQ(QaPat)_tEa (47)

H| = H.

with f2(g, P,t) denoting a conventional generating function. Accordingts. (41), the
coordinate transformation rules following from (47) are

, 0f2 02

pl aqz ) Q B_PZ7 € at + 3

Together with the general transformation rule (37) for aartional Hamiltonians, we find
the well-known rule for Hamiltonians under conventionail@aical transformations,

0
H'(Q.P.t) = H(g.p.t) + B —c=Hlg.p.t) + 2.
Canonical transformations that are defined by extended gtng functions of the form of
Eq. (47) leave the time variable unchanged and thus definsuthgroup of conventional
canonical transformations within the general group of edésl canonical transformations.
Corresponding to the trivial extended Hamiltonian from &Y.), we may refer to (47) as

thetrivial extended generating function

2.4. Extended Hamilton-Jacobi equation

In the context of the extended canonical transformatiomryyeve may derive an ex-
tended version of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation. We areitapfor a generating function
F»>(¢¥, P,) of an extended canonical transformation that maps a giveemdrd Hamilto-
nianH; = 0 into a transformed extended Hamiltonian that vanisttestically, H; = 0, in
the sense thatl partial derivatives off; (Q”, P,) vanish. Then, according to the extended
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set of canonical equations (21), the derivatives of all cécad variableg)* (s), P, (s) with
respect to the system’s evolution paramatarust vanish as well
dp,

=0= nw=0,...,n. (50)

OH]{ dQ* OH]{
= 0 = —_,
ds

aP, ds - aQw

This means thaall transformed canonical variablés’, P, must be constants of motion.
Writing the variables for the index = 0 separately, we thus have

T =a’ =const., Q' =a'=const., E =—fy=const., P;=/j; = _const.

Thus, corresponding to the conventional Hamilton-Jacobinglism, the vectors of the
transformed canonical variabl€d,and P, are constant. Yet, in the extended formalism, the
transformed timd is also a constant. The particular generating funcfio(y”, P, ) that
defines transformation rules for the extended set of caabwdiables such that Egs. (50)
hold for the transformed variables thus defines a mappinigeoéhtire system into its state
at a fixed instant of time, hence—up to trivial shifts in thegor of the time scale—into its
initial state atl” = ¢(0)

T=t0), Q =4(0), P=pi(0), E=H(q(0),p(0),t0)).

We may refer to this particular generating function as ¢ktended Hamiltonian action
function F;, = Si1(q", P,). According to the transformation rul; = H; for extended
Hamiltonians from Eq. (33), we obtain the transformed edéehHamiltoniarf/; = 0 sim-
ply by expressing the original extended Hamiltonidpn = 0 in terms of the transformed
variables. This means for the conventional Hamiltorfif{, p, t) according to Eq. (23) in
conjunction with the transformation rules from Egs. (41),

051 051 ] dt
H —t — | — =
o) Tl
As we haveds/dt # 0 in general, we finally get the generalized form of the Hamilto
Jacobi equation,

oS oS oS
1 n 001 051 951 _
H(q,...,q,8q1,...7aqn,t)+ > =0 (54)

Equation (54) has exactly thflerm of the conventional Hamilton-Jacobi equation. Yet,
it is actually ageneralizationas the extended action functidfi represents aextended
generating function of typé&,, as defined by Eq. (38). This means tHais also a function
of the (constant) transformed enerfy= —P(0) = —fo.

Summarizing, the extended Hamilton-Jacobi equation mainteepreted as defining
the mapping of all canonical coordinaigsp, ¢, ande of the actual system into constants
Q, P, T, andE. In other words, it defines the mapping of the entire dynahsgstem
from its actual state at timeinto its state at dixed instant of timel’, which could be the
initial conditions.
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2.5. Generalized path integral with extended Lagrangians

In Feynman’s path integral approach to quantum mechamiesgace and time evolution
of a wave function)(g, t) is formulated in terms of a transition amplitude dengit(p, a),
also referred to aslernel or, apropagator Its space-time generalization writes

w(qbatb) = /; K(Qbatb§Qaata)7/)(Qaata) andta- (55)

Obviously, this propagatdk (b, a) has the dimension of a space-time density. The justifi-
cation for integrating over all times is that in relativistjuantum physics we must allow
the laboratory time to take any value—negative and even positive ones—if werdeiga
from the viewpoint of a particle with its proper timeWe thus additionally integrate over
all historiesof the particle. The integration over dilturescan then be interpreted as in-
tegration over all histories of themti-particle, whose proper time scale runs backwards in
terms of the particle’s proper time sc&le

The kernelK,(b,a) for a parameterized actiofi; is given by the multiple path
integraP?

ko) = [ [exo{ ifato) 01} 2ato) 716 56)

Herein, the integrals are to be taken over all paths that@u fg., t,) ats, to (g, ty) at
sp. The action functionab; stands for the-integral over the extended Lagrangian, as
defined by Eq. (2).

In classical dynamics, the parameterization of space amel ¥iariables can be elimi-
nated by means of the constraint function (12). For the spoading quantum description,
the uncertainty principle from Eq. (26) applies. It tellsthat anaccuratefulfillment of
the constraint is related to@mplete uncertaintpbout the parameterization of the sys-
tem’s variables in terms of. Therefore, in the context of the path integral approaah, th
constraint is incorporated bgtegratingthe parameterized kernél, (b, a) over all possi-
ble parameterizations = s, — s, > 0 of coordinateg(s) and timet(s). The transition
amplitude density is thus given by

K(b,a) = % /0 h K, (b,a)do. (57)

This means thaall parameterized kernel&, (b, a) contribute withequal weightto the
total transition amplitudés (b, a). The normalization factolV is determined by the re-
quirement that the integration (55) should preserve thenmafrthe wave functiony. As
an example, we calculate in Sect. 3.7 the explicit form ofghace-time propagator for
the wave function of a relativistic free particle from thetended Lagrangiaii, of the
pertaining classical system.

For an infinitesimal step = s, — s,, we may approximate the action functiortal
from Eq. (2) by

By oo ol op
q, T4 4 qq
gt o] = et (B, D),
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Fors, = s, +e¢, the kernelK, (s, +¢, s,) from Eq. (56) that yields the transition amplitude
density for a particle along this infinitesimal intervgl— s, is accordingly given by

K(b,a) = %exp [%Sl,g] )

As we proceed an infinitesimal steponly, and then take the limié — 0, the integra-
tion (57) over all possible parameterizations of this stefsiibe omitted. For, conversely
to the situation discussed beforehand, a smallAs is related to a large uncertainty with
respect to satisfying the constraint, so that in the limit 0 the constraint ceases to exist.

The yet to be determined normalization factidrepresents the integration measure for
one step of the multiple path integral (56). Clearly, thisasige must depend on the step
sizee. The transition of a given wave functiai(g*) at the particle’s proper time, to the
wave functiony (g}’ ) that is separated by an infinitesimal proper time inteeval s, — s,
can now be formulated according to Eq. (55) as

Y(gy) = %/GXP {%51] P(gh) d*qa. (60)

Note that we integrate here over the entire space-time. i@ ses test for this approach,
we derive in Sect. 3.6 the Klein-Gordon equation on the hafdise extended Lagrangian
L, for a relativistic particle in an external electromagnéititd.

3. Examples of extended Hamilton-L agrange systems
3.1. Extended Lagrangian for a relativistic free particle

As only expressions of the form> — ¢?t> are preserved under the Lorentz group, the
conventional Lagrangian forfeee point particleof massn, given by

L (qd—qt)—T—V—lm(d—q)Q—mc2 (61)
AT A 277\ dt ’

is obviously not Lorentz-invariant. Yet, in the extendedsc@tion, a corresponding

Lorentz-invariant Lagrangiah; can be constructed by introducings the new indepen-

dent variable, and by treating the space and time variag(@$,andq’ = ct(s) equally.

This is achieved by adding the corresponding derivativéaetime variable(s),

dg . dt\ , |1 [dg\> [dt\’
R — (&) (&) 4.
I (q’ ds’t’ ds) 2" lcQ (ds ds (62)

The constant third term has been defined accordingly to enthat L; converges to
Ly, in the limit d¢/ds — 1. Of course, the dynamics following from (61) and (62) are
different—which reflects the modification our dynamics encounters ef switch from

a non-relativistic to a relativistic description. With thegrangian (62), we obtain from

Eq. (12) the constraint
at\? 1 /dq\’
(ds> _c_2<ds> —1=0 (63)
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As usual for constrained Lagrangian systems, mst notinsert back the constraint
function into the Lagrangian prior to setting up the Eulagktange equations. Physi-
cally, the constraint (63) reflects the fact that the squdrthe four-velocity vector is
constant. It equals-c? if the sign convention of the Minkowski metric is defined as
N = n,, = diag(—1,+1,+1,+1). We thus find that in the case of the Lagrangian (62)
the system evolution parameteis physically nothing else than the particle’s proper time.
In contrast to the non-relativistic description, the canstrest energy term%mc2 in the
extended Lagrangian (62) is essential. The constraintltamatively be expressed as

%Z 1_i d_q 2:7*1
dt c2 \ dt ’

which yields the usual relativistic scale factor,TheconventionalLagrangianl that de-
scribes thesame dynamicas the extended Lagrangian from Eq. (62) is derived accord-
ing to Eq. (7)

dg dg dt) ds
(g2 ¢) =1, (¢ %21, S8) E8
(q7 dta ) 1 (q7 dS’ 7d8) dt

2\dt ) ds ds dt
ds dt 1 /dq\?
1 2
= — = _ _ 1 _—— _—
2™me { t ds[ 02<dt>]}
1 /dq 2

We thus encounter the well-known conventional Lagrangfam lativistic free particle.

In contrast to the equivalent extended Lagrangian from &8), (the Lagrangian (65) is
notquadratic in the derivatives of the dependent varialgjé€g, The loss of the quadratic
form originates from therojectionof the constrained description on the tangent bundle
T(M x R) to the unconstrained description @iM) x R. The quadratic form is recovered
in the non-relativistic limit by expanding the square raghjch yields the Lagrangiah,,,
from Eq. (61).

3.2. Extended Lagrangian for a relativistic particle in an exteal
electromagnetic field

The extended Lagrangiahy, of a point particle of mass: and charge in an external
electromagnetic field that is described by the potentialA) is given by

dg dt 1 /dg\> [dt\?
Li(g, 268 e = (S9) (&) -
1(q, ds’ 7ds) 2me lcQ <ds> ds

The associated constraint function coincides with thattfeifree-particle Lagrangian from
Eq. (63) as all terms linear in the velocities drop out caltinb the difference in Eq. (12).

d d
+540,052Cola, 1) T (66)
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Similar to the free particle case from Eq. (65), the exteridegtangian (66) may be pro-
jected into(TM) x R to yield the well-known conventional relativistic Lagraag L

dg \ _ 1 (dg\* ¢ ,dg
Again, the quadratic form of the velocity terms is lost owtnghe projection.

For small velocitydg/dt, the quadratic form is regained as the square rootin (67) may
be expanded to yield the conventional non-relativisticriaagian for a point particle in an
external electromagnetic field,

d dg\? d
Ly <q,d—(§,t> _%m(d—?) —|—%Ad—(§—c¢—m62. (68)

Significantly, this Lagrangian can be derivdiiectly, hence without the detour over the
projected Lagrangian (67), from the extended Lagrangiéhlg lettingd¢/ds — 1.

It is instructive to review the Lagrangian (66) and its netativistic limit (68) in
covariant notation. Denoting by* the components of the contravariant four-vector of
space-time variableg", ..., q¢3) = (ct,z,y,z2), the corresponding covariant vector is
then(qo, . .., q3) = (—ct, z,y, z) for the metricy,,, used here. With Einstein's summation
convention and the notatiofly (¢*) = —¢(¢*), the extended Lagrangian (66) then writes

1 @ @
Correspondingly, the non-relativistic Lagrangian (683 tiee equivalent representation
dg* dg® dge dg®
Ly (q“, %) = %m%% + %Aa% — imc® (70)
Note that(dq®/dt)(dqo/dt) = —c?, which yields the second half of the rest energy term,
so that (70) indeed agrees with (68). Comparing the Lagean{@0) with the extended La-
grangian from Eq. (69)—and correspondingly the Lagrarng{&®) and (68)—we notice
that the transition to the non-relativistic descriptiomade by identifying the proper time
s with the laboratory timg = ¢°/c. The remarkable formal similarity of the Lorentz-
invariant extended Lagrangian (69) with the non-invarigamventional Lagrangian (70)
suggests that approaches based on non-relativistic Lgigresy.,,, may be transposed to
a relativistic description by (i) introducing the propemé s as the new system evolution
parameter, (ii) treating the timgs) as anadditional dependent variablen equal footing
with the configuration space variablgés)—commonly referred to as the “principle of
homogeneity in space-time”—and (iii) by replacing the cemional non-relativistic La-
grangianL,,, with the corresponding Lorentz-invariant extended LagranL, similar to
the transition from (70) to (69).

3.3. Extended Hamiltonian for a relativistic particle in an extaal
electromagnetic field

The Hamiltonian counterpaf; of the extended Lagrangian (66) for a relativistic point
particle in an external electromagnetic field is obtainealthie Legendre transformation
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prescription from Eqgs. (15) and (16). The transition to tkeeeded Hamiltoniart; is
easiest calculated by starting form the covariant form #9), and afterwards converting
the results t@-vector notation. According to Egs. (16) and (19), the cacelrmomenta

p, are introduced by
_ 0Ly dgu  C ¢
Du = a(dﬂ) _mE—FEA“_p“’k—FE
ds

A, (71)

We notice that th&inetic momenturmp,, « = mdg,,/ds differs from thecanonicalmo-
mentump,, in the case of a non-vanishing external poterdial# 0. The condition for the
Legendre transform af; to exist is that its Hessian matrd L, /[0(dg" /ds)0(dq, /ds))
must be non-singular, hence that the determinant of thisixnddes not vanish. For the
Lagrangianl; from Eq. (69), this is actually the case as

0?14

This falsifies claims made in literati#rfethat the Hesse matrix associated with an extended
Lagrangian; begenerally singularand that for this reason an extended Hamiltorfin
generallycould not be obtained by a Legendre transformation of amebete Lagrangian
L.

With the Hessian condition being actually satisfied, theerstd Hamiltoniad; that
follows as the Legendre transform (15) of reads

det =m" #0.

dg” dga | ¢ 1 dg®dga ¢, dg™ 4,
Iz - LT B VR I %% e = N s ST
Hi(q",pu) S (m 1s a m 15 ds o Aas + 3mce
dg” dg
Lo, 2 22 4 Lone?
=3m = ds + 5mc’.

As any Hamiltonian must be expressed in terms of the canbmoaenta rather than
through velocitiesH; takes on the more elaborate final form

Hi(q", pp) = L (pa - %Aa) <po‘ - CAO‘) + 2mc’. (73)

2m c

In covariant notation, the constraifft; = 0 thus follows as

<pa — gAOL> <po‘ - EAo‘) +m?c? = 0.
c c

In terms of the convention8lvectors for the canonical momentymand vector potential
A, and the scalars, energyand electric potentiap, the extended Hamiltoniaf/; is

equivalently expressed as
2 2
— ,t
<p— %A(q,t)) - (76 Cf(q )>

and the constrain/; = 0 furnishes the usual relativistic energy relation

1
Hl(qapvtae) = % + %mCQa (75)

2
(e —Co(q, t))2 =2 <p - %A(q, t)) +m?2ct. (76)
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The conventionaHamiltonianH (q, p, t) that describes the same dynamics is determined
according to Eq. (18) as the particufamction whosevalue coincides withe. Solving

H, = 0 from Eq. (75) fore, we directly find H as the left-hand side of the equation
H=e,

2

H = \/02 <p - QA(q, t)) +m2et +(d(q,t) =e. (77)
C

The HamiltonianH,,, (q, p, t) that describes the particle dynamics in the non-relativist

limit is obtained from the Lorentz-invariant Hamiltoniafin) by expanding the square root

2
Ho = (= SA00.0) +Cola.0) + e

In contrast to the extended Lagrangian descriptiatirect way to transpose the relativis-
tic extended Hamiltonian from Eq. (75) into the non-relstic HamiltonianH,,, does not
exist. We conclude that the Lagrangian approach is moreogpigte if we want to “trans-
late” a given non-relativistic Hamilton-Lagrange systentoithe corresponding Lorentz-
invariant description.

In order to show that the extended Hamiltonian (75) and thiekm@wn conventional
Hamiltonian (77) indeed yield the same dynamics, we now pethe extended set of
canonical equations (21) for the covariant extended Hamigi (73)

L L

dg¢  ds  me e ol

n
6H1 _ dq _ l (pu _ £AN> ) (79)
Opu ds m c

In the notation of scalars arvectors, the pair of equations (79) separates into the fol-
lowing equivalent set of four equations

Ay ¢ ¢ N\oA ¢ 96
ds_%<p_EA)8qi_W(e_C¢)8qi

de ¢ ¢ dA ¢ 0¢
&“%<”_2A)E+W(6_C¢)E

dqi_l i Cz‘

ds—a(p‘zf“>

d 1

= (e 0). (80)

From the last equation, we deduce the derivative of the se/emctions = s(¢) and insert
the constraint from Eq. (76)

ds mc? mc?

- - . 81)
e \/62 (p - %A(qﬂt))2 +m2ct
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The canonical equations (80) can now be expressed equilyaleith the timet as the
independent variable

dp;  dpids (c ¢ 0A ¢
At dsdt 2 CA) oq* +<6qi
@(p—SA(@b) +m2et
de  deds Cc ¢ 0A d¢
@ dsd > P—zA)E“E
c2 (p - %A(q, t)) + m?2ct
d¢? B dqt ds B c? . C
at — dsdt 2 P (82)
\/02 (p - %A(q, t)) + m?2ct

The right-hand sides of Egs. (82) are exactly the partiavdavesdH/dqt, 0H/dt, and
OH/0p; of the Hamiltonian (77)—and hence its canonical equatisrsch was to be
shown.

The physical meaning of th& /ds is worked out by casting it to the equivalent form

- \l 1+ —(p_ %A(q’t))Q — 1+ (pk—(S))z = 7(s),

ds m2c? me

with py (s) the instantaneougneticmomentum of the particle. The dimensionless quantity
dt/ds thus represents the instantaneous value of the relatigistile factory.

3.4. Lorentz transformation as an extended canonical transfoation

We know that the Lorentz transformation provides the ruteoeding to which a physical
system is transformed from one inertial reference systéman other. On the other hand,
a mapping of one Hamiltonian into another is constituted lmam@onical transformation.
Consequently, the Lorentz transformation must be a pdati@anonical transformation.
As the Lorentz transformaticalwaysinvolves a transformation of the time scates> T,
this transformation can only be represented byeatiendecdcanonical transformation. Its
generating functiorts is given by

v—1
B

with 3 = v/c the constant vector that delineates the scaled relatieeigl of both ref-
erence systems, andhe dimensionless relativistic scale factoe= 1/1/1 — 32. In order
to also cover cases where the particle moves within an eadteotential, the index “k”
indicates that the momenta and the energy are to be undémssabe “kinetic” quantities,
as defined in Eq. (71). The generating function (84) generalihe free-particle generator
presented earlier in Ref?. The general transformation rules (41) for extended géingra

Fy(q, Py, t, Bx) = Piq — [Ekt +8 <PkCt - % Q>] + (BP:)(Bq), (84)
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functions of typeF;, yield for the particular generator from Eq. (84)

O, s, O,
pkz—aq —Pk—i——E +2 52 ﬁ(/@Pk)a ek:_W:'YEk‘i‘C’YﬂPIQ
B F2 o _ OFR vy
Q=7 ) VBt + L ﬂQ ﬁ(ﬁq) T=- 25, ~ ﬁq

In matrix form, the transformation rules for the space-ttnerdinates@) andT’, are

(3) - <1+ (j[;z;ﬁ)ﬁ ‘Zﬁ> (i) (85)

The corresponding linear relation for the kinetic momentsuator p, and the kinetic

energyey is
1+ (%+8)B8 P,
<ef1/<c> _ < + (75,@ ) 77 ) (Ekl;c>, (86)

If we replace the kinetic momenta with the canonical momantording to Eq. (71), itis
not astonishing to find that the external potentials obeg#me transformation rule as the

momenta,
(A) _(1+(3#8) 88 (A’)
¢ V8 vy )\
We easily convince ourselves that the transformation (B&gqrves the constraint (63) that
equally applies for a particle in an external potential.rl€spondingly, the transformation
(86) preserves the constraints (76). As a consequence, weegstablished the important

result that the extended Hamiltonid#h, from Eq. (75) is also preserved under Lorentz
transformations

H{(P’ Q.T, E) = Hl(pa%tae)-

This is in agreement with the general canonical transfdonatle for extended Hamilto-
nians from Eq. (33)

According to the subsequent rule for the conventional Hami&ns,H and H’, from
Eq. (37), an®dT' /0t = ~, we find

(H/—Ek)’)/:H—ek. (89)

In conjunction with the energy transformation rule from &), ex = v Ex + B Pxc, we
get from Eq. (89) the transformation rule for a Hamiltonidrunder Lorentz transforma-
tions

H:’}/(H/—F,@C_Pk).

As expected, the Hamiltonian&, and H’, transform equally as their respective valugs,
andEy.
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3.5. Canonical quantization in the extended Hamiltonian formiaim

The transition from classical dynamics to the correspogdmantum description is most
easily made in terms of the “canonical quantization presion.” The quantum description
of a dynamical system whose classical limit is represenyeal HamiltonianH is accord-
ingly obtained by reinterpreting our dynamical variabt¢§s) andp,(s) asoperators
¢"(s) andp,(s) that act on avave function). In the space representation, the quantum
mechanical operators are
P b= b (o1)
) “w 6qﬂ .

In the extended formalisiran additional pair of operators is given for the index= 0.
Because of’ = ct, py = —¢/c, these operators are expressed equivalently as

. 0

t=t, ¢ = ih—.

BT

With e; denoting thevalueof the extended Hamiltoniaf,, we encountered in Sect. 2.2
another additional pair of canonically conjugate variable;, s). The corresponding op-
erators are

. L0
, é1 = zﬁ&.
For explicitly s-dependent extended HamiltoniaA§ and wave functions)(¢*, s), the
classical equatiot/; = e; from Eq. (24) thus translates into the equation of motion for

the wave function)(¢*, s),

S§=s

; o
Hiyp = ih—.
1 =i Ds
This equation was postulated earlier by Feynfiafihe usual cases with medependence
of H, andv are thendirectly obtained from the constraif; = 0 for the classical ex-

tended Hamiltonian (20)
Hyp = 0.

For the extended Hamiltonian of a point particle in an exdkatectromagnetic field from
Eq. (73), we immediately find the Klein-Gordon equationeitimg Eqs. (91)

) )
Kih@ + %Aa) (m% + %A“) + mQCQ] P(g") = 0. (96)

In the same manner, the trivial extended Hamiltontih= H — e = 0 from Eq. (27)
yields the associated wave equation

oy
H?,ZJ—ZE,E,

which is referred to as the Schrodinger equation.
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3.6. Path integral derivation of the Klein-Gordon equation for eelativistic point
particle in an electromagnetic field

Apart from the important additional rest energy term%mCQ, the extended La-
grangian (69) for a relativistic classical point partiatea external electromagnetic field
agrees with the Lagrangian proposed by Feynhwmthe basis of a formal reasoning.
We have seen that this Lagrangi&n is actuallynot a mere formal construction, but has
the physical meaning to describe te@me dynamicas the corresponding conventional
Lorentz-invariant Lagrangian from Eq. (67). As the extethdagrangian (69) is thus iden-
tified asphysically significantit can be concluded that the path integral erected on this
Lagrangian yields the correct quantum description of aivéséic point particle in an ex-
ternal electromagnetic field.

For an infinitesimal proper time step= As, the actionS; . for the extended La-
grangian (69) writes to first order in

{07 (63 ﬁ

naﬁ(qb B q:)(qb B qg) + %(q;}x _ qg) Aa(qét) _ %mc2€. (98)
The potentialsA,, are to be taken at the space-time locagén= (¢, + ¢~)/2. We insert
this particular action function into Eq. (60) and performansformation of the integration
variablesg”,

51,5 = €L1 = %m

g —qh =¢" = dlg,=d'c
The integral (60) has now the equivalent representation
. 1 ) . L
w(a) = 57 [ow |51 viat - eate (100)
while the actionS; . from Eq. (98) takes on the form
agpB
Sle:ﬂnaﬁg 5 +<

’ 2 € c

0A.(qt) mc?
a MY _lepZo7aMb /| 0
5 |:Ao¢(qb) 25 aqﬁ € 2 .
Here, we expressed the potentidls(q*) to first order in terms of their values gf. In the
following, we skip the indexd” in the coordinate vector since aft' refer to that particular
space-time event from this point of our derivation.
The wave function under the integral (100) can be expanded,
o(g") 4 621/’((]“)
Mo e — Hy _ o leaeB
(g — &) =(d") = ¢ g + 58%¢ 94007
The rest energy term if; . depends only om. It can, therefore, be taken as a factor in
front of the integral and expanded up to first ordee.ifhe total expression (100) for the
transition of the wave function thus follows as

1 ime? > i[m o Ca oo S O0Aa s
w—M<1—€ 2h) /mexp{ﬁ[%ﬁaﬁff +2Aa§ _%5)(1/355}}
o OV 9%

+ eoeP die. (103)
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Prior to actually calculating the Gaussian type integrais,may simplify the integrand
in (103) by taking into account that the third term in the exgatial function is of order of
e smaller than the first one. We may thus factor out this termexspéind it up to first order

i o4, i oA,
T 9q” 2hc dqP

Omitting terms of higher order than quadratic in #te the integral becomes

. 2 oo ;
V=17 (1 S ) / exp{% [g’“ﬁgafﬁ " %Aaﬂ}

o OV o 0% i 0Aq

The integral over the entire space-time can now easily heddb yield

1 [2rhe\? imc? i,
V= M( m ) (1_6 2h )eXp{_EQHmCQA Aa}

¢ o e[ 0% i¢ 0A, eC? ik
S pa ¥ € -2 AYAP 4 =608 |

. [d] + ‘e Oq> + 2\ 90q®0qP  hc Oq¢P v m2c? + m6

We may omit the term quadratic inthat is contained in the rightmost factor and finally
expand the exponential function up to first ordet in

1 (2rhe\? imec? iz
w_ﬁ< m ) (1_6 2h ) (1_62ﬁm02A Aa)

¢ .00 ih 0%y i¢ A%
x [1/1 * 6ch Oq~ + “om 0q*dq,  hc Og> v (105)
The normalization facto?/ is now obvious. Since the equation must hold to zero order
in ¢, we directly conclude that/ = (2rhe/im)°. This means, furthermore, that the sum
over all terms proportional temust vanish. The five terms in (105) that are linear fhus
establish the equation
22 0? 2A%A, 2CA* 0 0A~
m?c VS LA

h? v= 0q“0qq h2c? the 0q®  ihc 0g®
This equation has the equivalent product form

0 1 0 ¢, me\ 2
(o~ e (g = 7o) 0= () aon
which constitutes exactly the Klein-Gordon equation for metricy,,, . It coincides with
the wave equation (96) that emerged from the canonical quadiain formalism.

We remark that Feynmahwent the procedure developed here in the opposite direc-
tion. He started with the Klein-Gordon equation and deddo®ad analogies with the non-
relativistic case a classical Lagrangian similar to tha&@f(69), but without its rest energy
term —%ch. The obtained Lagrangian wastidentified aghysically significanti.e., as
exactly the extended Lagrangién that describes the corresponding classical system, but
rated as “purely formaP’,

gagﬂ} =1 P+

.
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3.7. Space-time propagator for the free relativistic point pafe

As the constraint function (63) is to be disregarded setijmthe parameterized kernel (56),
the components of the extended free-particle Lagrangiahqén be treated @aadepen-
dent The corresponding action functionglfrom Eq. (2) thus splits into a sum of inde-
pendent action functionals,

it o) =dm [ (T - @) as = L sl (108)

Hence, the parameterized space-time kernel (56) sepantdesproduct of path integrals.
For the free particle, the individual path integrals canddeex] analytically®”. Expressed
in terms ofs as the independent variable, the result for one degree@ddrag” is

. 2
m im (g5 —az)
K, i(ba)=,|— tmi —9) |
oq+(0:0) 2mih(sp — Sq) xp lh 2 sp— Sg
The total parameterized space-time ketkiglb, a) is then obtained fof; from Eg. (108)
as
2 1 Mo _
Kg(b,a):——m ¢ 26Xp{1@ {(qb 96)(9b — Gyu.a) —c2(sb—sa)]}.
472h2(sp — S4) h 2 Sp — Sq

Herein, the summation over is to be carried out. The term proportional(te, — s,,) in
the exponential function originates from the rest energpy'lte%mc2 in the extended La-
grangian (62) and, correspondingly, in the action inte¢@8). With the time differences
o = s, — S, andr, defined by

2
2 _ (9 — a8)(gub — du,a) . 2 (@ —qa)
T == by - (tb - ta) - ) )
C C

the parameterized space-time kerfgl(b, a) takes on the equivalent form

mc ime? [ 72
Kg(b,a)——ma exp [_ﬁT (; +O'):| .
According to Eq. (57), the space-time propagdi@b, «) for a free relativistic wave packet
is finally acquired by integratingl, (b, a) over all possible parameterizatioas= s;, —
Sq >0,
m2c <, imc® (12
K(b,a)——m . g exp [_ﬁT (;+U):|d0’ (113)
Up to a preceding factor, the integral is exactly the integgpresentation of the Hankel
functionHl(l), also referred to as the Bessel function of third kind ane:poohé®,

/OOO o2 exp [—% (%2 n a)] do = —\/%HP (—zx/ﬁ) . (114)

For the general case of complex coefficients, the improper integral converges for
Imz < 0, Im (722) < 0. Thus, for the particular choices

2
mc 2

z2=———c¢i, €>0, 2 eR, 72>0,



February 26,2019 14:54 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE hiform

26 J. Struckmeier

the integral representation (Hl(l) from Eq. (114) exists. A positive? means to restrict
ourselves tdime-likeconnections of the eventsandb. The kernelK (b, a) from Eq. (113)
is then given by the limit — 0,

2 2
K(b,a) me 7 12%171(1) (— [% — ei] T>

T ArPR2N T e
m2ec 1 77(1) mc?
“wenT (_TT) '
A Hankel functionH,(,l)(z) with arg = = —= does not lie on the principle branch. It can

be reduced to the principle branch value by means of theoefat

B sin[(m — 1) 7y sin(mmv) )

H,7(2).

Form =1, v = 1, and time-like distancesin Minkowski space, the kernel is thus finally
obtained as

H(l) imT) _ H(l) _—imv
G sin(mv) vz —e sin(mv)

2 2
K(ba) = 4;’;2} r1g® (%ﬁ . (117)
The kernel is thus represented by the analytic continuatdm z = 0, Im (72z) = 0

of the holomorphic function ot that is defined by the integral in Eq. (114). We may
convince ourselves by direct substitution that the kefigl, a) satisfies the zero-potential
case @,, = 0) of the general Klein-Gordon equation (107). As a consegeeso does a
free-particle wave function(q, t) if its space-time propagation is calculated according
to Eq. (55). The functional form of Eq. (117) agrees with tlmmiogeneous part of the
Feynman propagaté.

4. Conclusions

Starting from the space-time formulation of the action ipie, we have demonstrated that
the Lagrangian as well as the Hamiltonian description afgital dynamics can consis-
tently be reformulated in order to be compatible with reiagi In the emergingxtended
version of the Hamilton-Lagrange formalism, the dynamécdéscribed as eonstrained
motion in anextendeghase space. With the specific correlations of extendedalnaggn
L, and extended Hamiltonia#H; to their conventional counterparfs and H given in
this paper, the extended formalism retains filuen of the long-established conventional
Hamilton-Lagrange formalism. The extended Hamilton-laaugye formalism thus provides
anequivalent physical descriptiaosf dynamical systems that is particularly appropriate for
relativity.

The physical significance of the Lorentz invariant extendachiltonianH, of a point
particle in an external electromagnetic field was demotesirby showing that the subse-
guentextendedset of canonical equations, in conjunction with the conmsty& equivalent
to the set of canonical equations that follows from the welbwn conventional Hamilto-
nian H for this system. The corresponding Lagranglanwas shown to bguadraticin
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its velocity terms, hence similar in iferm with the conventional Lagrangiah that de-
scribes the non-relativistic limit. This makes the extehftemalism particularly suited for
analytical approaches that depend on the Lagrangian todwirafiic in the velocities—Ilike
Feynman’s path integral formalism. Devising the “quantwusnsion” of the action princi-
ple, one of Feynman’s achievements was to derive—by meanris path integral approach
to quantum physics—the Schrodinger equation as the qoadascription of a physical
system whose classical limit is described by the non-resditt Lagrangianl for a point
particle in an external potential. This is generally regards thgroof of principlefor the
path integral formalism.

Similar to the extension of the conventional Hamilton-Laagye formalism in the realm
of classical physics, the general form of the relativistiteasion of Feynman'’s path inte-
gral approach is obtained by consistently treating spaddiare variables on equal foot-
ing. We have shown that the constraint from the classicaread formalism appears in
the context of the extended path integral formalism agdditional uncertainty relation

On the basis of the extended Lagrangianof a classical relativistic point particle in
an external electromagnetic field, we could derive the kisordon equation as the cor-
responding quantum description by means of the space-tarson of the path integral
formalism. Correspondingly, we can regard the emergindiefklein-Gordon equation
as the proof of principle of theelativistic generalizatiorof Feynman'’s path integral ap-
proach that is based on Lorentz invariartended Lagrangiank; in conjunction with the
additionaluncertainty relation
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