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We study the periodic complex action theory (CAT) by imposing a periodic condition in the
future-included CAT where the time integration is performed from the past to the future, and
extend a normalized matrix element of an operator @, which is called the weak value in the
real action theory, to another expression (@)I)eriodic time- We present two theorems stating that
(@)I)eriodic time becomes real for O being Hermitian with regard to a modified inner product that
makes a given non-normal Hamiltonian H normal. The first theorem holds for a given period
t, in a case where the number of eigenstates having the maximal imaginary part B of the
eigenvalues of H is just one, while the second one stands for ¢, selected such that the absolute
value of the transition amplitude is maximized in a case where B < 0 and |B| is much smaller
than the distances between any two real parts of the eigenvalues of H. The latter proven via
a number-theoretical argument suggests that, if our universe is periodic, then even the period
could be an adjustment parameter to be determined in the Feynman path integral. This is a
variant type of the maximization principle that we previously proposed.
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1. Introduction

In the usual quantum theory reality of action is implicitly imposed at first. Indeed, in the
Feynman path integral, action is regarded as a phase of the integrand. However, there is a
possibility that action also produces a scale factor in the integrand by taking a complex value.
Such a complex action theory (CAT) H] — an attempt to describe quantum theory whose
action is complex at a fundamental level but effectively looks real — has been investigated
intensively with the expectation that the imaginary part of the action would give some
falsifiable predictions ﬁﬁ@] Various interesting suggestions have been made for the Higgs
mass E quantum-mechanical philosophy @], some fine-tuning problems B, ], black
holes ], de Broglie-Bohm particles and a cut-off in loop diagrams , a mechanism to
obtain Hermitian Hamiltonians [13], the complex coordinate formalism M]

tum relation dﬂ, Iﬁ] The CAT is classified into two types. One is a special type of theory
that we call “future-included”. In the future-included theory, not only the past state |A(7'4))
at the initial time T4 but also the future state |B(Tg)) at the final time T is given at first,

and the time integration is performed over the whole period from the past to the future. This

|, and the momen-

is in contrast to the other usual type of theory that we call “future-not-included”, where only
the past state |A(T4)) is given at first, and the time integration is performed over the period
between the initial time 74 and some specific time ¢ (T4 <t < Tp). In Ref. dﬁ] we clari-
fied various interesting properties of the future-not-included CAT. However, in Ref. [17], we
argued that, if a theory is described with a complex action, then such a theory is suggested
to be the future-included theory, rather than the future-not-included theory. We encounter a
philosophical contradiction in the future-not-included CAT as long as we respect objectivity.

In the future-included theory, what is expected to work as an expectation value for an
operator O is the normalized matrix element dﬂ] (0)BA = %W. Indeed, if we regard
(O)B4 as an expectation value in the future-included theory, we obtain the Heisenberg
equation, Ehrenfest’s theorem, and a conserved probability current density |20, ] Thus

BA is generically complex even for

(O)BA has very nice properties. Here we note that (O)
Hermitian O by its definition. On the other hand, if (O)P4 is desired to be an expectation
value for @, it has to be real, since we know that any observables should be real. Then how

can we resolve this crucial problem?

I The normalized matrix element (O)B4 is called the weak value [L§] in the context of the real action
theory (RAT), and it has been intensively studied. For details, see Ref. [19] and references therein.



In the CAT the imaginary parts of the eigenvalues \; of a given non-normal HamiltonianH
H are supposed to be bounded from above for the Feynman path integral i e%SDpath
to converge. We can imagine that some ImJ\; take the maximal value B. We denote the
corresponding subset of {i} as A. In Refs. dﬂ, ], under this supposition, we answered
the above question by proposing a theorem that states that, provided that an operator
O is ()-Hermitian, i.e., Hermitian with regard to a modified inner product Iy that makes
the given Hamiltonian normal by using an appropriately chosen Hermitian operator @), the
normalized matrix element defined with Ig becomes real and time-develops under a Q-
Hermitian Hamiltonian for the past and future states selected such that the absolute value of
the transition amplitude defined with I from the past state to the future state is maximized.
We call this way of thinking the maximization principle. In Ref. dﬂ] we gave a proof of the
theorem in the case of non-normal Hamiltonians H by considering that essentially only
terms associated with the largest imaginary parts of the eigenvalues of H, which belong to
the subset A, contribute most significantly to the absolute value of the transition amplitude
defined with ¢, and that the normalized matrix element defined with /¢ for such maximizing
states becomes an expression similar to an expectation value defined with Iy in the future-
not-included theory. This proof is based on the existence of imaginary parts of the eigenvalues
of H. In the case of the RAT we gave another proof in Ref. [28]. In Ref. dﬂ] we found
that via the maximization principle in the expansion of the resulting maximizing states
|A(T4)) max and | B(T5))max in terms of the eigenstates of H, |A(T4))max = Y ica @i(Ta)| i),
|B(TB))max = »_jca bi(TB)|Ai), the absolute values of each component were found to be the
same: |a;(T4)| = |bi(Tp)| for Vi € A, while the phases were not so. This fact has partly
motivated us to study a periodic universe. In addition, it would be interesting by itself to
look for a possibility that our universe runs periodically, and also to see whether there still

exists any kind of reality theorems on the expectation value for @ in such a periodic CAT.

In this letter, after briefly reviewing the future-included CAT and maximization principle,
we study the periodic CAT. For simplicity let us now suppose that we obtained a periodic
universe via the maximization principle for the past and future states |A(T4)) and |B(Tg)),
or just consider it by imposing a periodic condition on the past and future states in the
future-included CAT at first. Then the remaining quantity to be adjusted could be the
period. If so, it would be very interesting that even the period is regarded as a parameter

that is adjusted via the maximization principle. To proceed with this speculation, taking

2 The Hamiltonian H is generically non-normal, so it is not restricted to the class of PT-symmetric non-
Hermitian Hamiltonians that were studied in Refs. [22-24)].



Tp =Ta +ty, we simply impose the following periodic conditiorH on the future and past
states in the future-included CAT:

|B(TB)) = |B(Ta +tp)) = |A(T4)). (1)

In the periodic CAT, extending a normalized matrix element of an operator O to an
expression such that various normalized matrix elements of O are summed up with the

A

weight of transition amplitudes, we introduce another normalized quantity (O)periodic time =

Tr(ei%ﬁtp@)
— 1At
Tr(e R p)

for O. We present two theorems stating that <@>periodic time becomes real for Q-Hermitian

that is generically complex but expected to have a role of an expectation value

O. The first theorem holds for a given period tp, even without any adjustment of it, in a
case where the order of the subset A is just one, i.e., the number of eigenstates having the
maximal imaginary part B of the eigenvalues of H is just one, while the second one stands
for ¢, selected such that the absolute value of the transition amplitude |Tr (e_%mp> | is
maximized in a case where B < 0 and |B| is much smaller than the distances between any
two real parts of the eigenvalues of H. The second theorem, which is proven partly via a
number-theoretical argument, suggests that, if our universe is periodic, then even the period
could be an adjustment parameter to be determined in the Feynman path integral via such

a variant type of the maximization principle that we proposed in Refs. , ]

2. Future-included complex action theory and maximization prin-
ciple

The eigenstates of a given non-normal Hamiltonian H, |\;)(i = 1,2,...) obeying H|\;) =
Ai|Ai), are not orthogonal to each other in the usual inner product I. In order to obtain
an orthogonal basis, let us introduce a modified inner product Ig , ] that makes
H normal with respect to itH This enables |[\;)(i =1,2,...) to be orthogonal to each
other with regard to Ig, which is defined for arbitrary kets |u) and |v) as Ig(|u),|v)) =
(ulgu) = (u|Q|v). Here @ is a Hermitian operator that obeys (X\;j|gA;) = 6;;. The Hamilto-
nian H is diagonalized as H = PDP~! where P = (|A1),|X2),...) and D = diag(A1, Mg, ... ).
Using the diagonalizing operator P, we choose @ = (P1)~1 P! Utilizing this @, we intro-
duce the Q-Hermitian conjugate 19 of an operator A by (a|lgAlr)* = <¢1|QATQ|¢2), SO

3 Another periodic condition might be |A(T4)) = |A(Ta +1,)) = e~ wHt |A(T4)). This means that e~ #Ht
has to have |A(T4)) as the eigenstate for its eigenvalue 1. Since |A(T4)) is supposed to be a generic state,

we do not adopt such a periodic condition in this letter.
4 Similar inner products are also studied in Refs. [22, 23, [29].



Q
¢ = Q1ATQ. Also, we define 19 for kets and bras as \)\>TQ = (A|g and ((A\Q)T = |\).

(Mo
If A obeys At = A, we call A Q-Hermitian. We note that, since P~' = [ (X2]g | obeys

PYHP = D and PLHT°P = D, I is Qnormal, [H, H1°] = P[D, DY|P~! = 0. i can be

H+HT 7 H-At "
5— and Hp, = “—5— are Q-Hermitian

decomposed as H= I:IQh + I:IQa, where I:[Qh =
and anti-Q)- Hermltlan parts of H respectively.

In Ref. 2 |, we ado pted the modified inner product Ig for all quantities in the future-
included CAT ﬂ . . The future-included CAT is described by using the future state
|B(Tp)) at the final time TB and the past state |A(T4)) at the initial time T4, where |A(T4))
and |B(Tg)) are supposed to time-develop as follows:

d .
i |A) = HIAW), (2)

d L 1Q d .
i B) = A B®) & ik (B0l = (Bl g
The normalized matrix element defined with the modified inner product I is expressed as

o {B(0)]gOIA®)
0" = B oAy @

If we change the notation of (B(t)| such that it absorbs @, it can be expressed simply as
(O)BA @] In the case of @) =1, this corresponds to the weak value E), ] that is well
known in the RAT. If we regard <O)Q as an expectation value in the future-included CAT,

then we obtain the Heisenberg equation, Ehrenfest’s theorem, and a conserved probability
current density dﬂ Iﬂ Therefore, this quantity is a good candidate for an expectation value
in the future-included CAT.

In Ref. ] we proposed the following theorem.

Theorem 1. As a prerequisite, assume that a given Hamiltonian H is non-normal but diag-
onalizable and that the imaginary parts of the eigenvalues of]:] are bounded from above, and
define a modified inner product I by means of a Hermitian operator () arranged so that H
becomes normal with respect to Ig. Let the two states |A(t)) and |B(t)) time- -develop accord-
ing to the Schrodinger equations with H and HT respectively: |A(t)) = e~ #HETA)| A(Ty)),

|B(t)) = e_%f{TQ (=T5)|B(Tp)), and be normalized with I at the initial time Ta and
the final time Tg respectively: (A(Ta)|gA(Ta)) =1, (B(TB)|qB(TB)) = 1. Next determine
|A(T4)) and |B(Tg)) so as to mazximize the absolute value of the transition amplitude
(B(t)|oA(t))| = {B(TB)|g exp(—iH (Tg — Ta))|A(T4))|. Then, provided that an operator



O is Q-Hermitian, i.e., Hermitian with respect to the inner product Ig, @TQ = @, the nor-
malized matriz element of the operator O defined by <@>5A = %@W becomes real and

time-develops under a (Q-Hermitian Hamiltonian.

We call this way of thinking the maximization principle. To prove this theorem in
the case of the CATH, we expand |A(t)) and |B(t)) in terms of the eigenstates |\;)
as follows: |A(t)) =D, a;i(t)|N\i), |B(t)) =>_,;bi(t)| i), where a;(t) = ai(TA)e_%/\i(t_TA),
bi(t) = bi(TB)e_%)‘f(t_TB). Let us express a;(T4) and b;(Tg) as a;(Ty) = |a;(T4)|e?* and
bi(Tp) = \bi(TB)|ewbi, and introduce T'=Tp — Ty and ©; =0, — 6, — %TRe)\i. Since
the imaginary parts of the eigenvalues of H are supposed to be bounded from above
for the Feynman path integral [ e%SDpath to converge, we can imagine that some
of ITm); take the maximal value B, and denote the corresponding subset of {i}
as A. Then, |(B(t)|gA(t))| can take the maximal value en BT only under the fol-
lowing conditions: ©; = O, for Vi € A, 3 ;o4 lai(Ta)|? =X ;4 [0i(TB)|? =1, |ai(T4)| =
|bi(Tp)| forVie A, |ai(Ta)| =10:(Tg)|=0 forVi¢g A, and the states to maximize
[(B(t)|@A(t))| are expressed asA\A(t))maX = ica@i(t)|Ai) and |B(t))max = Y _jea bi(t)| M)
Introducing |A(t)) = e~ 5T Hon | A(T4))max, which is normalized as (A(t)|gA(t)) = 1 and
obeys the Schrédinger equation ih%\fl(t)) = f[Qh\fl(t)), the normalized matrix element for
|A()) max and | B(£))max is evaluated as (O)gm=4ma = (A(t)|gO| A(t)). Hence (O) gmaAme
is real for @)-Hermitian O, and time-develops under the @-Hermitian Hamiltonian Hgp:

A

%(O)gmax“lmax = %( [HQh, @} )gma"Ama". Thus we have seen that the maximization principle

provides both the reality of <(§> 5‘4 for Q-Hermitian @ and the Q-Hermitian Hamiltonian.

3. Periodic complex action theory and maximization principle
In the future-included CAT, let us take Tp = T4 + t,,, and impose the periodicity condition

. Then, since (B(t is expressed as (B(t)|o = (A(Ts erll (t=TB) (O)BA defined in
Q Q Q Q
Eq.(#) is written as

(A(Ta)|er =T8O RH-TA) | A(Ty))
(A(Ta)|ge #H1| A(Ty))

(O)g" =

(O)g- (5)

5 The above proof depends on the existence of imaginary parts of the eigenvalues of H, so it does not apply
to the case where a given Hamiltonian is Hermitian, where there are no imaginary parts of the eigenvalues.
For the proof in such a special case, see Ref. @] The maximization principle is reviewed in Refs. @, @]



Now we rewrite <@>5 as follows:

A _if i A
0y SO (rlge i) _ T (¢ H10) ©)
@ TS Anlge H AL e

where we have taken a basis |A,) such that the state |A(74)) maximizing

\(A(TA)\Qe_%ﬁ | A(T4))| is included. Weighting various normalized matrix elements (@)én

by (An|Qe_%mP|An) replaces maximizing |(A(TA)\Q6_%mP\A(TA)>\ crudely in a quantitative
way. In addition we have used the cyclic property of Tr.
Based on the above evaluation, in the periodic CAT specified by the periodic condition

(@), we propose our “expectation value” for @ by the following quantity:
Tr <e_%f{ t”@)
Tr (e_%ﬁtp) .

This quantity is generically complex by its definition, so it is unclear whether we can use it

<@>periodic time =

(7)

as an expectation value for O. In addition, this quantity is independent of the time ¢, so the
situation is like that in general relativity with an exact symmetry under translations in the
time variable, where there is conservation of the total energy, which is even just zero, and
averaging would lead to no time dependence. If we want to reintroduce the time ¢ dependence,
as we are accustomed to, we would have to introduce a clock variable T¢joex(t) to be inserted
in the normalized quantity of Eq.(). In this letter, however, we will not be involved in it, but
we concentrate on whether <@>periodic time could be real, since the reality of <@>periodic time
is crucially important for our theory to be viable. Seeking a condition for <@>periodic time tO
be real provided that O is (Q-Hemitian, we propose the following two theorems in special
cases. In the first theorem, we consider a case where the order of the subsetH A is just one
for the given period ?,. In the second theorem, assuming that the maximal value B of the
imaginary parts of the eigenvalues of H is equal to or smaller than 0, and that |B| is much
smaller than the distances between any two real parts of the eigenvalues of H, we regard
tp as an adjustment parameter, which is to be selected such that the absolute value of the
—5H tl’) | is maximized. The second theorem is a variant type of
Theorem 1 in the point that, on behalf of |B(Tg)) and |A(T4)) that are constrained by the

condition (), the period ¢, is used as an adjustment parameter.

transition amplitude |Tr <e

Theorem 2. As a prerequisite, assume that a given Hamiltonian H is non-normal but diag-

onalizable and that only one significant eigenstate of H contributes essentially for a given

6 The subset A is given in the proof of Theorem 1. B is the maximal value of Im,,.



fized period t,, and define a modified inner product I by means of a Hermitian operator

Q arranged so that H becomes normal with respect to Ig. Then, provided that an oper-

ator O is Q-Hermitian, i.e., Hermitian with respect to the inner product Iq, O = @,
Tr <e_%ﬁtp@)

<O>periodic time = ~ 7N becomes real.
Tr(efﬁ p)

Theorem 3. As a prerequisite, assume that a given Hamiltonian H is non-normal but
diagonalizable, that the maximal value B of the imaginary parts of the eigenvalues of H is
equal to or smaller than zero, and that |B| is much smaller than the distances between any
two real parts of the eigenvalues of H, and define a modified inner product Iy by means
of a Hermitian operator () arranged so that H becomes normal with respect to Ig. Then,

provided that an operator O is Q-Hermitian, i.e., Hermitian with respect to the inner product
IYe) R R Tr e_%ﬁtp@)

Ig, o =0, (O)periodic time = — becomes real for selected periods t, such that
Tr(eiﬁ p)

|Tr <6_ﬁHtP | is mazimized.

In preparation for proving these theorems, we first evaluate the numerator and denom-
inator of the right-hand side of Eq.(7]). The numerator is expressed as Tr (e_%ml’@> =
Zn<)\n\Q6_%mP@\)\n> ~ eRtr ZneA<>\n‘Q@‘)‘n>6_w"v where we have used as a basis the
set of eigenstates of the Hamiltonian H, |An), which obeys the orthogonality and com-
pleteness relations: (A\y|gAm) = Onms Do [Am) (Am|@ = 1. In addition, we have introduced
0, = %Re)\ntp, and supposed that ¢, is sufficiently large from a phenomenological point of
view so that the terms coming from the subset A dominate most significantly. Similarly the
denominator is evaluated as Tr (e_%f{ tl’) ~ Tt Y oneA e~ Thus <©>periodic time 18 reduced
to the following expression:

A > nealtnl O\, )e
<O>periodic time = GAZ Ej e—itn . (8)

First let us prove Theorem 2 for a given fixed period ¢, by assuming that the order of the
subset A is one. We express the dominating eigenstate and eigenvalue associated with it as
|Ag) and A\g respectively. Then, since both the numerator and denominator of the right-hand

side of Eq.(®) are composed of only one term associated with Ag, (O)periodic time 15 expressed

as
<@>periodic time = <>\d|Q@‘)\d>‘ (9)

This is real for Q)-Hermitian @, so we have proven Theorem 2.



Next let us prove Theorem 3 by utilizing the expression of Eq.([8) again. The func-
tion f(t,) = [Tr <e_%Htp) 2 and its derivative with regard to t, are evaluated as f(t,) ~

B, o8 {(Rehn = Reh )t} and 2450 2 55,y 28 s {F(Rehs — Redu)t )

—sin {%(Re)\m — ReAn)tp} ReA,, — Re)\n)} e tp Since we are assumm&' that B <0 and
|B| is much smaller than the distances between any two real parts of the eigenvalues of H,
(tp)

the second term in the square brackets contributes significantly in the expression of dltp)
Thus we find that, for #; such that

0; = 0. (mod 27) for Vi € A < Relit, = h, = C (mod 2mh) for Vi € A, (10)

d df (2 ) () and f(tp) is maximized. In Eq.(0) we have introduced C' = hf.. If tp satisfying
Eq.(I0) exist, the phase factor e~ becomes the same for Vn € A in Eq.(8), so (O >per10d1c time

is reduced to a simpler expression:

. Anl@OlMn
(Ot e = 24D, (1)
ne

This is real for @-Hermitian ©. Thus Theorem 3 will be proven.

4. Proof of the existence of ¢, satisfying Eq. (10

The existence of t,, satisfying Eq.(I0) looks believable. Now we investigate it explicitly accord-
ing to the order of the Hilbert space that is labeled by the subset A. First let us consider
the case where the order of the Hilbert space is two. We express Re); (i € A) as {Re)\;} =
{a1, a2}, where a1 < ag. In this case the condition (I0) is expressed as ait, = C + hmy
and agt, = C' + himg, where my and mg (m; < mg) are integers that are to be chosen prop-

erly, and C'is a constant (0 < C' < h). In order for ¢, to obey these relations, there have to
h(mao—my1)

= and

exist integers mj and mso that obey arty —hmy = aoty —hmo =C & t), =

az _ C+hmo _
o = Cihme leading to C' =
0<

< aan (cyma — agmy) < 1, ie., agmy < aymg < agmy + (ag — aq), which allows many

pairs of (my, ma). Thus, in the B = 0 case, we obtain many t,, for which f(¢,) is maximized.

. al (aeyma — agmy). The condition 0 < C' < h is expressed as

In the very small |B| # 0 case, because of the factor ¢t included in f(tp), most of such
tp become values for local maxima, and only the smallest ¢, i.e., ¢, for (m1, mg) giving the

smallest mo — myq, is selected.

"We note that B <0 has to be supposed so that |Tr (e*%fﬂp)| = e%tﬂZneA e~ | does not diverge

when we seek ¢, such that |Tr (e thP)| is maximized.



In the case where the order of the Hilbert space is three, we express Re)\; (i € A)
as {ReA;} = {a1, a9, a3}, where we suppose that a; < g < az. In this case the condi-
tion (I0) is expressed as ait, = C + hmy, aot, = C + himg, and ast, = C' + hms, where
mi, ma, and mg (mj < mg < mg) are integers that are to be chosen properly, and C
is a constant (0 < C < h). In order for ¢, to obey these relations, there have to exist

integers mq, mo, and mg that obey ait, — hmi = aot, — hmo = agt, —hms =C & t, =

h(mg—m1) _ h(mz—ma) as __ Cthms : _ _h -
ol = as oy and ¢ = &2, which leads to C= pp— (ceymg — agmy). Let us
suppose that the ratio of as — a1 to a3 — as and that of ag — as to ag — «ay are ratio-
Qo—a1 _ mg—my _ ng az—qa _ ma—ma __ ng
nal numberdd, and express them as e ar T meTms — and o T meme = o where

n; and d; (i =1,2) are positive and co-prime integersl] Since we have the relations
(m3 —ma)ny = (mg2 —my)dy and (mz —mq)ng = (mg — ma)da, we find (ms — mg, mo —
my) = k(dy,ny) and (ms — my, ms —msg) = l(da,n2), where k and [ are positive integers
to be chosen properly. Then, we are led to the relation mg — mg = kdy; = Ing, so we
find that & and [ are expressed as (k,l) = a(na/ged(ng,dy),dy/ged(ne, d1)), where a is
a positive integer to be chosen properly. Thus we obtain ms — mg = anad; /ged(ne, di),
mg —my = aning/ged(na, di), and mg —my = adyda/ged(na, dy). Since the first and sec-
ond relations provide ms —mj = ana(d; + n1)/ged(na, dy), comparing this with the third
relation, we obtain the relation djdy = na(d; + n1), which leads to ne = dy /ged(dy, ny + dy)
and dy = (n1 + dy)/ged(dy, ny + di). In addition, we obtain mg = a% +myi, mg =
gralmtd) | my. Thus we find that C' =« hay i n — hm;. The condition 0 < C' < h

ged(ng,dr) (@2—aq)ged(dr,n2)
is expressed as 0 < ag y— < 1, which allows many pairs of (a,m1). On the

a1nin2
ag—aq)ged(dy,na

other hand, t, = (az_oflh)gég% ) is proportional to a. In the B = 0 case, we obtain many t,,.

In the very small |B| # 0 case, because of the factor e%tp, the smallest a should be chosen,
and m1, mo, and m3 are also determined. Thus the smallest ¢, is selected.

Finally let us consider the general case where the order of the Hilbert space is n
(n=4,5,...). We express Re)\; (i € A) as {Re\;} = {a1,a9,...,a,}, where we suppose
that o1 < a9 < -+ < ay, ﬁ In this case the condition (I0) is expressed as ait, = C' + hmy,
agt, = C' + hmg, ..., apt, = C + hm,,, where my, ma, ..., my, (mg <mg < --- <my) are
integers that are to be chosen properly, and C is a constant (0 < C' < h). In order for

tp to obey the above relations, there have to exist integers mji, ms, ..., m, that obey

81In the case where both of them are not rational numbers, i.e., incommensurable, we approximate the
irrational numbers to rational ones in their neighborhoods.

9 We note that ged(n;, d;) = 1 for i = 1,2, where ged(a, b) is the greatest common divisor of integers a and
b.

10 Tn the case where there exists a subset {i} such that a; = a;41, we just choose the integers m; and m;4
such that m; = m;1 and a;t, — hm; = C in the later argument.

10



altp—hml:a2tp—hm2:~-~:antp—hmn:C©tp:M (1=1,2,...,n—1)

Q1=
az _ C+hmy : _ _h _ .

and o = Tl which leads to C' = P (ceyma — agmy). Let us suppose that the ratios
of ozi aj—1 to a1 — oy (1=2,3,...,n—1) and of o, — a1 to oy, — @ are rational num-
d1 Qi —Q—1 _ Mi—Mi—1 _ Nij—1 (- __ o an—Qp—1 __
berd |, and express them as cii—ai = miem = 4 (1=2,3,...,n—1) and et =
Mp—Mp—1 _ Np—1 R . N _ 111 _DT11 1 -
e = 7=, where n; and d; (j=1,2,...,n—1) are positive and co-prime inte
gers. Since we have the relations (mjta — mir1)ni = (mig1 —my)d; (i =1,2,...,n—2) and

(my, —mi)np—1 = (mp — mp—1)dp—1, we find (mip2 — mip1, mip1 —my) = ki(di,ng) (i =

1,...,n—2), where k; (j =1,2,...,n — 1) are positive integers to be chosen properly. We

are led to the relations m;11 —m; = kj—1dj—1 = kin; (1 =2,...,n— 1), so we find that the

pairs (ki, ki_|_1) (’L = 1, 2, Lo, — 2) are expressed as (ki, ki+1) = {ai/gcd(nzqu, dz)} (nH_l, di)

(t=1,...,n—2), where a; (j =1,2,...,n — 2) are positive integers to be chosen properly.
. _ n o di—1 . Nyl .

Then we obtain k1 = alWédl)’ k; = Gl gedlnrdi ) = % ged(ney i) (1=2,3,...,n—2),

and k,_1 = an_ggcd(n’i—m. These representations suggest that we have to choose

i—1
_ 7, gcd(na,di) _ 7,7, ged(n3,d2) o dgged(nipa,di) . B .
a; = ln;),gcd(n&dl), as = ldy acd(ns dy)’ and a; = [ T T ged (ngdy) (1=3,4,...,n —2), which
B i—1
_ nan3 — ding — dids - 11— dy. -
lead to k= lgcd(dlmfs)’ k2 lng(d17n3)’ k3 lng(d17n3)7 and k; ZHli:4nlgcd(n3,d1) (i
4,5 ....,n—1), where [ is a positive integer to be chosen properly. Then, since mg =

_ninan3g _ Ininongaq . i .
my +lgcd(n3,d1)’ we find C'=h (@a—an)scd(drmg) ml], and the condition 0 < C' < h is

expressed as 0 < o f?ﬁé?ﬁ&ﬁ,ng) —my < 1, which allows many pairs of ({,m1). On the other
hand, we find ¢,, = hl——4"203 , which is proportional to [. In the B = 0 case, we obtain
p (ag—ay)ged(ns,dy)

many t,. In the very small |B| # 0 case, because of the factor e%tl’, the smallest [ obeying
the above inequality should be chosen, and m; and m; = 23;11 kinj+mq (i =2,...,n) are
also determined. Thus the smallest ¢, is selected Furthermore, in the case where the order
of the Hilbert space is infinite, we can imagine obtaining selected ¢, similarly by considering
the infinite limit of n in the case where the order is n.

Now that we have proven the existence of ¢, such that the condition (I0) is satisfied and
so |Tr (e_%mi’>\ is maximized, <@>periodic time defined by Eq.([) has been found for such ¢,
to be reduced to the simpler expression given on the right-hand side of Eq.(I1]), which is real
for @-Hermitian O. Thus we have proven Theorem 3. Without considering the maximization
principle, we do not have reality? for <@>periodic time- In Theorem 3 there can be many states

that are degenerate with regard to the imaginary parts of the eigenvalues of H, so Theorem

'Tn the case where both of them are not rational numbers, we approximate the irrational numbers to
rational ones in their neighborhoods, as we did in the previous case.

12 The larger n is, the larger the selected ¢, becomes.

13Tn the special case where the order of the Hilbert space labeled by the subset A is just one, Theorem 2
is applied and Eq.( ) corresponds to Eq.(d]).
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3 is highly nontrivial even in the B = 0 case compared to Theorem 2 by including the RAT.
Finally we provide a corollary as the simplest case in Theorem 3, where a given Hamiltonian

is Hermitian.

Corollary of Theorem 3 Assume that a given Hamiltonian H is Hermitian. Then, provided

. . . . Tr ef%Htp@>

that an operator O is Hermitian, O = O, (O)periodic time = — becomes real for
Tr( p)

_1
e h

selected periods t,’s such that |Tr <e_%m1’> | is mazximized.

5. Discussion
In this letter, after briefly reviewing our previous works, we studied the periodic complex
action theory (CAT) that is obtained by imposing a periodic condition on the past and
future states in the future-included CAT whose path runs over not only past but also future.
In the periodic CAT, extending a normalized matrix element of an operator @, which is
called the weak value in the RAT, to an expression such that various normalized matrix
elements of @ are summed up with the weight of transition amplitudes, we introduced in
Eq.([@) another normalized quantity <@>periodic time that is generically complex but expected
to have a role of an expectation value for 0. Seeking a condition for <@>periodic time tO
be real, we presented two theorems that hold in special cases. For a given period ¢, that
is supposed to be sufficiently large from a phenomenological point of view, eigenstates of
the Hamiltonian H that belong to the subset A contribute significantly in the traces in
the expression of <@>periodic time 10 Eq.(T), and thus <©>periodic time 18 reduced to a simpler
expression of Eq.(8).

In the first theorem (Theorem 2), considering a special case where the order of the subset
A is just one, i.e., the number of eigenstates that have the maximal imaginary part B of the
eigenvalues of His just one, we claimed that for a given period ¢, the normalized quantity
<@>peri0dic time becomes real, provided that O is Q-Hermitian, i.e., Hermitian with regard to
the modified inner product I that makes a given non-normal Hamiltonian H normal. In
this case, both the numerator and denominator in the expression of Eq.(8]) are dominated
by the contribution from just a single eigenstate of H, so phase factors in both cancel each
other. Thus, in this special case, we obtained the expression of <@>peri0dic time 10 Eq.(@), and
proved the theorem.

In the second theorem (Theorem 3), we considered another special case where B <0
and |B| is much smaller than the distances between any two real parts of the eigenvalues of

H, and claimed that, provided that O is (Q-Hermitian, <@>periodic time becomes real for the

12



period ¢, selected such that the absolute value of the transition amplitude |Tr <e
maximized. We proved via a number-theoretical argument that this theorem holds except
for the special case where the order of the Hilbert space labeled by the subset A is just one
In the other generic cases where the order of the Hilbert space is equal to or larger than
two, we showed that such ¢, exist, for which <@>periodic time becomes real. We argued that
even the period ¢, can become an adjustment parameter to be determined via such a variant
type of the maximization principle that we proposed in Refs. , ] This theorem suggests
that, if our universe is periodic, then even the period could be fixed by our principle in the
Feynman path integral.

In the study in this letter, we have supposed that the whole universe is a closed time-like
curve (CTC) and considered very special cases for simplicity. However, in general relativity,
more complicated universes can be considered. It would be interesting to investigate such
more intricate ones. Now we might have a question: can we propose any model that would
lead to a periodic universe in practice via any kind of maximization principle? It would
be intriguing if we could propose a model that results in an exactly periodic universe and
also provides for ¢, an order of magnitude identifiable with the age of our universe via
any kind of maximization principle. In order to construct such a realistic model, it would
be necessary to investigate the dynamics of the CAT in detail in some simple models. In
Ref. [32] we formulated a harmonic oscillator model by introducing the two-basis formalism
in the future-included CAT. It would be important to study the model further in detail.
Furthermore, since our <@>periodic time 18 independent of a reference time ¢, it would also be
interesting to provide it with the time ¢ dependence by introducing a clock variable T¢jock (2) to
be inserted in the quantity. For this purpose we need to extend our series of reality theorems
so that they hold not only for a single operator O but also for a product of operators. We
would like to report such investigations in the future (K. Nagao and H. B. Nielsen, work in

progress).
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