
J. Phys. Commun. 5 (2021) 105001 https://doi.org/10.1088/2399-6528/ac2941

PAPER

Proper time operator and its uncertainty relation

HouYYau
San Francisco StateUniversity, 1600HollowayAvenue, San Francisco, CA,United States of America

E-mail: hyau@mail.sfsu.edu

Keywords: time and space symmetry, uncertainty relation, time operator, vibration in time, bosonic field, Klein–Gordon equation

Abstract
We study the quantumproperties of an oscillator in proper time. This proper time oscillator is a
particlemodel withmass that is on shell. Its internal time can be treated as a self-adjoint operator. The
displaced time and displaced time rate of the oscillator obey an uncertainty relation resembling the
one between position andmomentum,which is different from the usual energy-time uncertainty
relation. In addition, we demonstrate that amatterfieldwith proper time oscillators satisfies the
Klein–Gordon equation. It has the properties of a zero-spin quantum field. The formulations adopted
permit amore symmetrical treatment between time and space in amatter field.

1. Introduction

In quantum theory, physical quantities such as position andmomentum are represented by operators. This
principle plays a vital role in the formulation of the theory. However, whenwe talk about time, the situation is
very different. Time, in general, is postulated as a parameter in quantum theory. It cannot be treated as an
operator based on an argument propounded by Pauli [1, 2]. Contrary towhat we have learned fromgeneral
relativity, there is nothing dynamic about time in quantumphysics.

According to Pauliʼs theorem, time and energy are a conjugate pair that shall satisfy a commutation relation
= -H t i,[ ] . However, the spectrumof aHamiltonian is either discrete or bounded frombelow. Consequently,

time cannot be taken as a self-adjoint operator with a spectrum that spans thewhole real line. One of thewidely
acceptedways to overcome this conundrum is to invoke the use of positive operator valuedmeasures (POVM) as
solutions [3–9]. Besides these efforts, othermodels andmethods have been engendered to allow amore dynamic
treatment of time in the classical and quantum theories [10–13]. The asymmetric treatment of time and space in
quantum theory has inspired the quest for a time operator [14–23] to restore symmetry in its formulations.

The constraint that time can only be treated as a parameter has other fundamental implications. In
Heisenbergʼs uncertainty principle, a particleʼs position andmomentum are dynamic variables that can vary
over time.On the contrary, time itself is an independent variable onwhich everything else evolves against.
Evidently, the energy-time uncertainty principlemust hold a different type of relationship. The disparity of how
space and time are handled has led tomany different ways to interpret the energy-time uncertainty principle;
each is valid in its own contexts [24–27]. Themost common ones are interpreted as a constraint on the state
preparation, or on the statistical errors and disturbances [28–31].

To restore the symmetry in amatterfield, we can allow thematter to vibrate in both space and time [32–36].
In this paper, we demonstrate that a proper time oscillating system can be defined in a similar way aswe
formulate a one-dimensional quantumharmonic oscillator. Its concepts can be applied to amatterfield. A
systemwith vibrations ofmatter in time has properties that resemble those for a spin-zero quantumfield. The
systemobeys theKlein–Gordon equation, which can be treated as a quantizedfield. Besides, the particle
observed has oscillation in proper time. Its energy is on shell. The internal time of the proper time oscillator can
be reckoned as a self-adjoint operator. Its displaced time forms a conjugate pair with the displaced time rate.
Unlike the typical energy-time uncertainty principle, this displaced time-displaced time rate conjugate pair
satisfies an uncertainty relation that resembles the one between position andmomentum.Not only the proper
time oscillator can reconcile the properties of a quantumparticle, but its formulations also permit amore
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symmetrical treatment of time and space. The oscillation ofmatter in time is an additional degree of freedom
introduced for restoring the symmetry between time and space in amatterfield.

The paper is organized as follows: section 2 elaborates on a proper time oscillatorʼs basic properties. In
section 3, we introduce a Lorentz covariant planewavewith vibrations ofmatter in time and space. In sections 4
and 5, we study the quantized proper time oscillator at rest and undermotion. In section 6, we compare a
quantumharmonic oscillatorʼs properties with afield that has vibration ofmatter in proper time. In section 7,
we study the quantumproperties of the fieldwith vibrations ofmatter in space and time. A self-adjoint internal
time operator for the system is introduced. The last section of this paper is reserved for conclusions and
discussions.

2. Proper time oscillator

Let us consider the background coordinates t x,( ) of aflat spacetime as observed in an inertial frameO. Time in
this background is the ‘external time’ asmeasured by a clock at spatial infinity that is not coupled to the system
under investigation [28, 29, 37, 38]. This external time t is a parameter and an independent variable in the
equation ofmotion. There is nothing dynamic about its nature.Wewill use the background coordinates as
references tomeasure the oscillations ofmatter thatwewill study.

At the spatial origin x0 of the coordinate system, let us introduce a pointmassm that wewill allow to oscillate
in proper time. The equation ofmotion for this oscillation can be defined as,

w= + = -t t t t T tsin , 1f d 0 0( ) ( )

where

w= -t T tsin . 2d 0 0( ) ( )

This equation is analogous to the one defined for a classical simple harmonic oscillator, except we are
considering the oscillation in the temporal direction. Furthermore, this oscillator is stationary in space. There is
no oscillation in the spatial direction.

The internal time tf is a dynamic variable of the system, which is a function of t. Timemeasured by an
internal clock of the oscillator will oscillate with varying rates relative to the external time,

w w=
¶

¶
= -u

t

t
T t1 cos . 3f

f
0 0 0( ) ( )

The average of this internal time rate is 1. If the oscillation is rapid, the oscillator will appear to travel along a
time-like geodesic when averaged over time. Analogous to the classical system,wewill define the amplitudeT0 as
themaximum time displaced between the internal time tf and the external time t.

The displaced time td ismeasured relative to the external time t. Timemeasured by an internal clock of the
pointmass is displaced from the external time as it propagates. The equilibriumposition of this oscillator is the
moving external time. Relative to this equilibrium, we can also define an oscillating displaced time rate,

w w=
¶
¶

= -u
t

t
T tcos . 4d

d
0 0 0( ) ( )

The oscillating displaced time td is analogous to the spatial displacement observed in a classical oscillator. As
the internal time is displaced from its equilibriumposition, the oscillator will try to restore its equilibrium. After
the internal time reaches its equilibrium, the non-zero oscillating displaced time rate ud will cause the internal
time to pass over the equilibrium.

Aswe have learned fromwavemechanics, a simple harmonic oscillatorʼs energy is proportional to the square
of its amplitude.We expect the proper time oscillator will hold a similar relationship. Since the oscillator is
stationary in space, there is no associated kinetic energy. The energy of this oscillator shall correspond to certain
intrinsic energy of the pointmass.However, the system that we are studying involves only time oscillation of
matter with no other energy or force fields. The sole source of energy is the internalmass-energy of the point
mass.Here, wewill consider the energy of the proper time oscillator as internalmass-energy.

Taking the proper time oscillator as a particle, the energy of this oscillatormust be on shell. Only oscillators
with the specificmass-energy of the particle can be observed. For a systemwithmultiple numbers of proper time
oscillators, the total energy is the sumof the internalmass-energy of all the particles present, which is quantized.
Based on this property, wewill show that a proper time oscillating system can be quantized in a similar way as we
quantize a quantumharmonic oscillator. The results are similar, except the spatial oscillation is replaced by the
temporal oscillation.However, there is one fundamental difference. Instead of dealingwith the different
quantized energy levels of a quantumharmonic oscillator, the proper time oscillating system shall be treated as a
field that allows the creation and annihilation of particles.
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3. Lorentz covariant planewave

In the previous section, we have considered the oscillation of a pointmass in proper time.Here, wewill apply the
same concept to amatter field.However, before we proceed, we shall be reminded that a proper time
displacement is only the 0-component of a 4-displacement. In amatter field, we shall consider the relative
displacements ofmatter in both the temporal and spatial directions, i.e.,

w z= + - = + = +t t T t t t tk xsin Re , 5f d t( · ) ( ) ( )

zw= + - = + = +tx x X k x x x xsin Re , 6f d x( · ) ( ) ( )

where

z w= = -t T tk xRe sin , 7d t( ) ( · ) ( )

z w= = - tx X k xRe sin , 8d x( ) ( · ) ( )

zz = - = -w w- -iTe i eX, , 9t
i t

x
i tk x k x ( )( · ) ( · )

w w w= =T T TX k, . 100 0 0 0( ) ( ) ( )

In the following analysis, wewill begin by treating thewave as a classical system, and then quantize it as a
quantumfield.

The amplitude T X,( ) is a Lorentz transformation of a proper time amplitudeT0, i.e.,
T T X, 0, 0, 0 ,0( ) ( ), where = +T T X2

0
2 2∣ ∣ . Analogous to a classical wave, wewill define the temporal

amplitudeT as themaximumdifference between the internal time tf of thematterʼs clock and the external time t.
Similarly, the spatial amplitude X is themaximumdisplacement ofmatter in thewave from its equilibrium
coordinate x.

The internal time ofmatter inside this wave is propagating at varying time rates. Apart from the temporal
vibration,matter also vibrates in spatial directions. To study these vibrations, wewill adopt a convention similar
to the Lagrangian formulation inwavemechanics. The spatial displacement xd is defined as the spatial
measurement relative to the undisturbed state labeled x. Similarly, the displaced time td is defined as the time
difference relative to the external time t. Therefore, tx x,d( ) is the displacement ofmatter at time t, which has
coordinate x in the undisturbed condition. The displaced time t t x,d ( ) is the difference in time,measured
originally from x, relative to the coordinate time t. Consequently,matter originally at x will be displaced to

= +x x xf d, with an internal time = +t t tf d, instead of the time t at spatial infinity.
The vibrations zt and zx defined in equation (9) can be described by a Lorentz covariant planewave,

z
w

= w-T
e , 11i tk x0

0

( )( · )

such that

z z z z= ¶ = -, . 12t x0 ( )

T0,T, and X are to be treated as complex amplitudes. Aswe shall note, the Lorentz covariant planewave ζ and its
complex conjugate z* satisfy thewave equations:

z w z¶ ¶ + = 0, 13u
u

0
2 ( )

z w z¶ ¶ + = 0. 14u
u

0
2* * ( )

Equations (13) and (14) are similar to theKlein–Gordon equation. The corresponding Lagrangian density
for the equations ofmotion is,

z z w z z= ¶ ¶ - K , 15u
u 0

2* *[( )( ) ] ( )

and theHamiltonian density is

z z z z w z z = ¶ ¶ + + K , 160 0 0
2* * *[( )( ) ( ) · ( ) ] ( )

whereK is a constant of the system. Substitute equation (11) into equation (16), theHamiltonian density of a
planewave is

= + + K T T T TX X , 170 0* * *( · ) ( )

which is the summation of the energies for the oscillations ofmatter in time and space. Each term in the
summation is the square of an oscillating amplitude.
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4.Oscillator at rest

To study the properties of the Lorentz covariant waves, let us first consider a planewavewith vibrations in
proper time only (w w= =k, 00 ∣ ∣ ), i.e.,

z
w

= w-T
e . 18i t

0
0

0

0 ( )

From equation (17), theHamiltonian density is = KT T20 0 0* . This result is similar to theHamiltonian density
of a classical harmonic oscillating system, except that the vibration is in time. For a system in a boxwith volume
V that can havemultiple numbers of particles withmassm, wemake an ansatz1,

w
=K

m

V2
. 190

2

( )

TheHamiltonian density for the proper time planewave becomes,

w
=

m T T

V
. 200

0
2

0 0* ( )

TheHamiltonian density0 corresponds to an energy w=E m T T0
2

0 0* in volumeV. On the other hand, the
planewave z0 involves only the temporal oscillation of particles with no other forcefield or energy. The sole
source of energy in this system is themass-energy of the particles, i.e.

w= =E nm m T T , 210
2

0 0* ( )

and

w=n T T , 220
2

0 0* ( )

is the number of particles. Since the energy of a particlemust be on shell, energyE is quantized.
In a normalized planewave z0, equation (22) becomes

w =T T 1. 230
2

0 0* ( )

This implies that a particle can only be observedwith a specific proper time oscillation amplitude, w=T 10 0∣ ∣ .
From equation (1), the internal time tf of the proper time oscillator can bewritten as

w
w

= -t t
tsin

. 24f
0

0

( ) ( )

The rate of this internal time relative to the external time is

w
¶

¶
= -

t

t
t1 cos . 25

f
0( ) ( )



Not only the average of this time rate is 1, but its value is bounded between 0 and 2, which is positive. Therefore,
the internal time of the oscillator cannot go back to its past. Itmoves only forward relative to the external time.

In the system considered, themass-energy of a particle is generated by its oscillation in proper time. The
particles observed in the planewave z0 are at rest with their own de Broglieʼs internal clock, i.e. w = m0 . Unlike
time dilation in relativity, the oscillation ofmatter in time is not the result of relativemovement or gravity; it is an
additional degree of freedom introduced for restoring the symmetry between time and space in amatterfield.

Taking the proper time oscillator as a particle with themass of an electron (w = ´ -s7.6 100
20 1 and

w= = ´ -T s1 1.32 100 0
21 ), the amplitude of the oscillation is small, but the frequency is high. If the observerʼs

clock is not sensitive enough to detect the high frequency of vibration [39], the particle will appear to travel along
a time-like geodesic. Despite that, the effects of the temporal oscillation are theoretically observable. For
example, the decay rates of an unstable particle will vary at different phases of a cycle.

5.Moving oscillator

In this section, let us consider another planewave,

z
w
w

z
ww

= = w-T
e , 26i tk x0 0

0

˜ ( )( · )

where the Lorentz covariant planewave ζ is defined in equation (11), and w w0 is a normalization factor.
Based on equations (5) and (6), matters in this plane wave have vibrations in both the temporal and spatial

1
In equation (17), the second termon the right-hand side of theHamiltonian density equation is = K X Xx * · . In the non-relativistic

limit, our choice of w=K m V20
2 gives us a familiar expression for theHamiltonian density of a systemwith oscillation in space.
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directions,

z= +t t Re , 27f t
˜ (˜ ) ( )

z= +x x Re , 28f x˜ (˜ ) ( )

where

z z= ¶ = - w-iTe , 29t
i tk x

0
˜ ˜ ˜ ( )( · )

z z= - = - w-i eX , 30i t
x

k x˜ ˜ ˜ ( )( · )

w
w

w
w

w
w w w

= = = =T T T
T

X X
k

, , 310
0

0

0 0

0

˜ ˜ ( )

whereT and X are the amplitudes of the Lorentz covariant planewave ζ defined in equation (10). Therefore, the
amplitudes T̃ and X̃ of the normalized planewave z̃ is the Lorentz transformation of the proper time oscillation
amplitudemultiplied by a normalization factor w w0 .

From equation (16), theHamiltonian density of z̃ is,

ww
=

m T T

V
. 320 0 0*˜ ( )

With w=T 10 0 , theHamiltonian density of a normalized planewave is w= V˜ , which corresponds to an
oscillator with energyω in volumeV. The particle observed is travelingwith a velocity w=v k . The temporal
and spatial vibrations of the particle that follows the path = tx v in the planewave z̃ are,

w= -t t T tsin , 33f p( ) ( ) 

w= -t tx v X sin , 34f p( ) ( ) 

where

w
w w w

w
w

w
w
w

= = = =T X
k

v, , . 35p
0
3

0
3

0
3

0
2

( ) 

The particle is assumed to befirst observed at the origin of the spatial coordinates x0 at t=0. The internal time
rate relative to the external time is,

w
w

w
¶

¶
= -

t

t
t1 cos . 36

f
p

0 ( ) ( )


The observed velocity with oscillation is,

w
¶

¶
= - w

wt
t

x
v 1 cos . 37

f
p

0⎡⎣ ⎤⎦
( ) ( )



As shown, a particle has oscillations in the temporal and spatial directions when it is inmotion. From
equation (35), the oscillator will have a lower frequency and larger amplitudes of oscillation at a higher speed.
Consequently, it will be easier to detect the effects of the oscillations at higher energy. For example, it could be
possible to detect the spatial oscillations associatedwith the temporal oscillation. In particular, two oscillators
with the same average velocity can reach a target at slightly different times, depending on the relative phase of
their oscillations. In theory, this deviation can be observable by repeatedmeasurements of the oscillators’ arrival
times at a detector as referenced to a clock in the laboratory that is not coupled to the systemunder investigation.

To demonstrate themagnitude of the oscillations, let us consider the oscillator as a neutrinowith an
assumingmass of =m 2 eV [40, 41]. From equation (35),

w=  = ´ = = ´- -E T X1 Gev 7.4 10 s, 0.22 cm, 6.1 10 s . 38p
12 6 1∣ ∣ ( ) 

These quantities are not outrageously small/large for a neutrinomoving at near light speed. Because of their
extremely light weight, neutrinos can be projected to a very high speed, which can amplify the oscillations for
measurements.

6. Fieldwith proper time oscillations

The planewave z0 and its conjugate z 0
* can be superposed to form afieldwith oscillations ofmatter in proper

time, i.e.
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z z z
w

¢ = + = +w w-T e T e
1

2

1

2
. 39i t i t

0 0
0

0 0
0 0* *[ ] [ ] ( )

As discussed, the particles observed in thisfield are at rest and can only oscillate with a specific amplitude
w=T 10 0∣ ∣ . The system is quantized, and the proper time oscillators are the field quanta. Aswe have learned

fromquantum theory, the transition of a classicalfield to a quantumfield can be done via canonical quantization.
Quantities such as z ¢ andT0 can be promoted to operators.

Analogous to a one-dimensional quantumharmonic oscillator, we can define a creation operator a† and an
annihilation operator a, and promote the number of particles n from equation (22) to an operator, i.e.

w=a T , 400 0 ( )† †

w=a T , 410 0 ( )

w= =N a a T T . 420
2

0 0 ( )† †

The operators a and a† satisfy the commutation relation,

=a a, 1. 43[ ] ( )†

Substitute z ¢ from equation (39) into equation (16), and integrate over the volumeV, the totalHamiltonian of
the system is

w¢ = +H a a
1

2
, 440⎛

⎝
⎞
⎠

( )†

wherewe have replacedmassmwith the de Broglieʼs angular frequency w0 [42].
From equation (12), the displaced time ¢td and the displaced time rate ¢ud in thefield z ¢ are,

z z
w

¢ = ¢ = ¶ ¢ =
-

- =
-

-w w w w- -t
i

T e T e
i

ae a e
2 2

, 45d t
i t i t i t i t

0 0 0
0

0 0 0 0[ ] [ ] ( )† †

w¢ = ¶ ¢ =
-

+ =
-

+w w w w- -u t T e T e ae a e
2

1

2
, 46d d

i t i t i t i t
0

0
0 0

0 0 0 0[ ] [ ] ( )† †

where both ¢td and ¢ud are real. TheHamiltonian from equation (44) can be rewritten as

w¢ = ¢ + ¢H
m

t u
2

. 47d d0
2 2 2( ) ( )

Despite the oscillation is in time, equation (47) is the familiar expression for a harmonic oscillatorʼs
Hamiltonian.

From equations (43), (45) and (46), the displaced time and the displaced time rate shall satisfy a
commutation relation,

¢ ¢ =t mu i, . 48d d[ ] ( )

Consequently, ¢td and ¢ud are a conjugate pair. Both of them are self-adjoint operators. Aswe shall note, time
oscillation can be displaced either in the positive or negative direction relative to the equilibriumposition. The
spectrumof the displaced time can span thewhole real line. Furthermore, ¢mud plays a similar role as
’momentum’ in the temporal oscillation.However, it is not theHamiltonian of the system. The displaced time ¢td

and theHamiltonian ¢H do not form a conjugate pair. Therefore, there is no restriction that the spectrumof ¢td

has to be bounded, as stipulated by Pauliʼs theorem.
It is interesting to note that z ¢ and ¢td can also form a conjugate pair, which satisfy an uncertainty relation

z w¢ ¢ = -t i, . 49d 0
3[ ] ( )

The choice of using either z ¢ or ¢ud is just amatter of convenience. Bothwayswill lead us to the same conclusion
that ¢td does not form a conjugate pair with theHamiltonian ¢H . The operators z ¢, ¢td and ¢ud areHermitian.

Based on equation (5), the internal time ¢tf is the summation of the external time t and the displaced time ¢td ,

i.e., ¢ = + ¢t t tf d. However, the external time t is a parameter, and the displaced time ¢td is a self-adjoint operator.

Their summationmust also be a self-adjoint operator. The result is that the internal time ¢tf and the displaced

time rate ¢ud shall satisfy a similar commutation relation as equation (48), i.e.,

¢ ¢ =t mu i, . 50f d[ ] ( )

Again, ¢tf does not form a conjugate pair with theHamiltonian ¢H . There is no restriction that ¢tf cannot be
treated as a self-adjoint operator.

Using the standard properties of the creation and annihilation operators, we can obtain the variance for the
displaced time and the displaced time rate,
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w
D ¢ = +t n

1 1

2
, 51d

0

⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠

( )

D ¢ = +u n
1

2
, 52d ( )

which lead to an uncertainty relation,

D ¢D ¢ = + t mu n
1

2

1

2
. 53d d( ) ( )

The displaced time operator is an analogy of the position operator. It satisfies an uncertainty relationwith the
displaced time rate that resembles the one between position andmomentum.Unlike the problemwith the
standard time-energy uncertainty relation, the displaced time ¢td and the internal time ¢tf can be treated as self-
adjoint operators with spectra that can span thewhole real line.

As shown in table 1, thefield z ¢with proper time oscillations has resembling properties as the quantum
harmonic oscillator, except the oscillation is in time. Both systems have similarHamiltonian, commutation
relation, and uncertainty relation. The concept of a quantumharmonic oscillator can be extended to amatter
field by considering the oscillation ofmatter in time.

7.Matter Field

The planewaves z̃ and their conjugates z*˜ can be superposed to form afieldwith vibrations ofmatter in space
and time,

åz z z= +x x x
1

2
, 54

k
k k

*( ) [˜ ( ) ˜ ( )] ( )

where periodic boundary conditions are to be imposed at the boxwalls. This field is an infinite array of oscillators
with differentmomentum k . To relate it to the quantum theory, wewill define a real scalar field,

åj z
w

w w w= = +- -x x
V

V T e T e2 . 55ikx ikx

k
k k

0
3

1 2
0 0 0 0*( ) ( ) ( ) [ ] ( )

Following the same procedures as discussed in the previous section, wewill quantize thefield and promote z x( ),
j x( ) andT k0 as operators. The creation and annihilation operators are defined as

w=a T , 56k k0 0 ( )† †

w=a T . 57k k0 0 ( )
These operators satisfy the commutation relations,

d=¢ ¢a a, , 58k k kk[ ] ( )†

= =¢ ¢a a a a, , 0, 59k k k k[ ] [ ] ( )† †

d
w

=¢
¢T T, , 60k k

kk
0 0

0
2

[ ] ( )†

= =¢ ¢T T T T, , 0. 61k k k k0 0 0 0[ ] [ ] ( )† †

In terms of the creation and annihilation operators, equation (55) can be rewritten as

åj w= +
-

-x V a e a e2 , 62ikx ikx

k
k k

1 2

⎜ ⎟
⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠

) ( [ ] ( )†

Table 1. Comparing the proper time oscillator with the quantum
harmonic oscillator

Proper time oscillator

Quantumharmonic

oscillator

Hamiltonian w¢ = +H a a0
1

2
( )† w= +H a a 1

2
( )†

Commutation

Relation

¢ ¢ =t mu i,d d[ ] [x,p]=i

Uncertainty

Relation

D ¢D ¢ t mud d
1

2
( ) D D x p 1

2
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which is the bosonic field in quantum theory. Thus, particles are created and annihilated the sameway as
formulated in the standard quantum theory, except a particle observed also has oscillation in proper time.

By replacing the creation and annihilation operators with equations (56) and (57), we can rewrite some of the
bosonicfieldʼs operators in terms ofT k0 andT k0

† . For example, the conjugatemomenta ofj x( ), the particle
number operator and theHamiltonian of the system are,

å w
w wP = - --x i

V
T e T e

2
, 63ikx ikx

k
k k0 0 0 0*( ) [ ] ( )

w= =N a a T T , 64k k k k k0
2

0 0 ( )† †

and

å åw w w= + = +H a a T T
1

2

1

2
, 65

k
k k

k
k k0

2
0 0⎛

⎝
⎞
⎠

⎛
⎝

⎞
⎠

( )† †

where normal ordering shall be taken betweenT k0 andT k0
† . Other examples are straightforward, whichwewill

not repeat here. Aswe have illustrated, z x( ) is afieldwith an infinite array of oscillators. Afieldwith vibrations of
matter in time and space canmimic the properties of a bosonic field.

Next, let us consider the Lagrangian density of z x( ), i.e.,

r w
z z w z= ¶ - -

2
, 66m 0

2

0
2 2

0
2 2¯ [( ) ( ) ] ( )

where r w= Vm 0¯ is amass density constant of the system. Based on this Lagrangian density, the conjugate
momentumof z x( ) is

åh
z

r w
=

¶
¶ ¶

=
-

--
x

x

i
T e T e

2
. 67m ikx ikx

k
k k

0

0
2

( )
[ ( )]

¯ [ ˜ ˜ ] ( )†

where

w
w

w
w

= =T T a , 68k k k
0

0
0
3

˜ ( )

w
w

w
w

= =T T a . 69k k k
0

0
0
3

˜ ( )† † †

The conjugate pair z x( ) and h x( ) satisfy the equal-time commutation relations,

z h d¢ = - ¢t t ix x x x, , , , 70[ ( ) ( )] ( ) ( )

z z h h¢ = ¢ =t t t tx x x x, , , , , , 0. 71[ ( ) ( )] [ ( ) ( )] ( )

The displaced time in z x( ) is given by equation (12),

åz z= = ¶ =
-

--t x x x
i

T e T e
2

. 72d t
ikx ikx

k
k k0( ) ( ) ( ) [ ˜ ˜ ] ( )†

Its rate relative to the external time t is,

å w
= ¶ =

-
+-u x t x T e T e

2
. 73d d

ikx ikx

k
k k0( ) ( ) [ ˜ ˜ ] ( )†

Comparing equations (67) and (72), we have

h r w=x t x . 74m d0
2( ) ¯ ( ) ( )

Therefore, z x( ) and t xd ( ) can also form a conjugate pair, which satisfy equal-time commutation relations,

z r w d¢ = - ¢-t t tx x x x, , , , 75d m 0
2 1[ ( ) ( )] ( ¯ ) ( ) ( )

¢ =t t t tx x, , , 0. 76d d[ ( ) ( )] ( )

Fromquantum theory,j x( ) and its conjugatemomenta are self-adjoint operators. This implies z x( ), h x( ) and
t xd ( ) are also the same. Aswe shall note, the vibrations ofmatter in time can include displacement in both the
positive and negative directions. The spectrumof t xd ( ) can, therefore, span thewhole real line2.

From equation (5), the internal time of thematterfield is

= +t t t t tx x, , . 77f d( ) ( ) ( )

2
For convenience purposes, we have chosen to study the conjugate pair formed by z x( ) and t xd ( ), instead of using u xd ( ). Both options will

lead us to the same conclusion that t xd ( ) does not form a conjugate pair with theHamiltonian ¢H .
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As discussed, the external time t is a parameter. Since t t x,d ( ) is a self-adjoint operator, this implies that the
internal time t t x,f ( ) can also be treated as a self-ajoint operator. Based on equations (75) and (76), z x( ) and
t t x,f ( ) shall satisfy the equal-time commutation relations,

z r w d¢ = - ¢-t t tx x x x, , , , 78f m 0
2 1[ ( ) ( )] ( ¯ ) ( ) ( )

¢ =t t t tx x, , , 0. 79f f[ ( ) ( )] ( )

Since t t x,f ( ) does not form a conjugate pair with theHamiltonian, this internal time operator can be treated as a
self-adjoint operatorwithout conflict with the Pauliʼs theorem.

Thefield ζwith vibrations ofmatter in space and time is directly related to the real scalar quantum fieldj. As
shown in equation (55),

z
j
w r

=x
x

. 80
m0

( ) ( )
¯

( )

Similarly, by comparing equations (63) and (72), we have

w r
=

P
t x

x
. 81d

m0

( ) ( )
¯

( )

Therefore, we can obtain the solutions for ζ and td directly from those developed in the quantum field theory for
j andΠ bymultiplying a factor w r -

m0
1( ¯ ) . Thefield ζnot only allows the creation and annihilation of particles,

but each particle also has proper time oscillationwith specific amplitude w=T 10 0∣ ∣ . The displaced times of the
oscillators aremeasured by the observable td.

8. Conclusions and discussions

Themathematics of a quantum field has its roots in the quantumharmonic oscillator. Instead of considering the
raising and lowering of energy levels, we are dealingwith the creation and annihilation of particles in a quantum
field. Apart from that, the two systems’ formulations havemany similarities, which leads us to ponderwhether
there could be a deeper correlation between the two. In this paper, we demonstrate thatwe can define a proper
time oscillating system in a similar way as we formulate a one-dimensional quantumharmonic oscillator. The
concept can be applied to reconcile the properties of a zero-spin quantumfield.While the particle in a quantum
harmonic oscillator has oscillation in space, a proper time oscillator has oscillation in time. The introduced
degree of freedom can allow amore symmetrical treatment between time and space in a quantized field.

Nature has a preference for symmetry [43]. If general relativity demands time and space to be treated on an
equal footing, it is not implausible that time can have amore dynamic role in quantum theory. Not only the
properties of a quantum field can be reconciled by allowingmatter to vibrate in time, butwe can also procure an
internal time operator that is self-adjoint. The difficulties with Pauliʼs theorem can be overcome.With a self-
adjoint time operator, the formulations will becomemore symmetrical, assuaging some of the differences
between quantum theory and general relativity whenwe attempt to reconcile the two fundamental theories.

Heisenbergʼs uncertainty relation plays an essential role in the interpretation of the quantum theory. If time
and space are on an equal footing, wewill naturally expect time to satisfy an uncertainty principle with
interpretation similar to the one for position. However, because of the absence of a self-adjoint time operator, it
is generally not attainable. Unlike the standard approaches, we have demonstrated that a proper time oscillatorʼs
displaced internal time and displaced time rate satisfy an uncertainty relation that resembles the one between
position andmomentum.Wedo not need to confine our interpretation of time as a parameter since the internal
time can be treated as a self-adjoint operator. Again, the adoption of such an uncertainty relationwill permit a
more symmetrical formulation for a quantized field.

In quantum theory, particles are treated as sets of coupled oscillators with their own de Broglieʼs internal
clock. Interestingly, the proper time oscillatorsmeet these criteria. If a particle has proper time oscillation, it
should be possible to demonstrate these effects in an experiment. One possible way to observe the temporal
oscillation is tomeasure the decay rate of an unstable particle, whichwill vary at different phases of the
oscillation. Based on equation (35), themagnitude of a particleʼs oscillation amplitudes can be amplified and the
frequency can be lowered by projecting the particle to a higher speed. Therefore, at a sufficiently high energy
level, it is theoretically possible to slow down the oscillation of an unstable particle to detect a varying decay rate
within one cycle of oscillation.

Another possible way to observe the effects of the temporal oscillation is tomeasure a neutrinoʼs time of
arrival. In recent years,many experiments have been conducted on themeasurement of a neutrinoʼs speed
[44–50]. Although no deviation from the prediction of special relativity has been observed so far, experiments
are continued for theoretical reasons, e.g possible existence of superluminal tachyons [51], Lorentz violating
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neutrino oscillation [52], lightcone fluctuation [53–55]. As proposed in the study of lightcone fluctuation, a
neutrino can experience varying travel distance/time throughfluctuating spacetime. Thisfluctuation can result
in an accumulated uncertainty of a neutrinoʼs travel distance/arrival time. Furthermore, it is suggested that
these uncertainties are functions of the particleʼs energy [56–59], albeit the exact solutions for these functions are
not yet known, andwill have to be established either by experiments or theoretical predictions. Although the
theory propounded in this paper is not about quantum spacetime, the results obtained share some similarities
with those conjectured in the study of lightcone fluctuation.

As discussed in section 5, two neutrinos with the same average velocity can reach a target at different times,
depending on the phases of their temporal oscillations. This deviationwill result in an uncertainty of arrival time
whenwemeasure a large collection of particles. From equation (35), the oscillation amplitudes are directly
proportional to the square root of the particleʼs energy. Therefore, the uncertainty of neutrinos’ arrival time can
also bemagnified at a higher energy level, which canmake the effect easier for detection. Because of their
extreme light weight and our ability to project them to very high speed, neutrinos can be practically used for
detecting the particles’ oscillation effects.

Data availability statement

All data that support thefindings of this study are includedwithin the article (and any supplementary files).
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