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Abstract

By complexifying Minkowski space R'*9, the proper distance o(xz) and proper
time 7(x) extend to the real and imaginary parts o(z) and 7(z) of the complex length
¢(z) = V=22 of z =z — iy (Fig. 1). For holomorphic positive-energy solutions of the
Klein-Gordon equation to exist, y must belong to the future cone Vi, thus forming a
local arrow of time without the need to invoke statistical physics.

The future tube T, = R**?—4V, acts as an extended phase space for the associated
classical particle, the two extra variables being the time x¢ and A = \/yi2 > 0. The
evaluation maps e, : ¥+ 1(z) on the space K of holomorphic wave functions define a
family of fundamental states, e, being the quantization of z € T, (Section 3) whose
nonrelativistic limit is a Gaussian coherent state at time xo = 0 evolving relativistically
to zo # 0; see Figure 3. A norm is defined in K by [|¢[|* = [ dv(2) [¢)(2)|* where I" and
dv(z) are covariant forms of classical phase space and Liouville measure, respectively
(111). We prove that ||¢||? is the total conserved charge of a microlocal probability
current j,(z), which implies that ||¢|| is identical to the momentum space norm and
[4(2)|? is a probability density on all phase spaces I' (covariant Born rule). This
solves a long-standing problem in Klein-Gordon theory. The fundamental states e,
give resolutions of unity for every I' (132), generalizing those for the non-relativistic
coherent states. All of this generalizes to Dirac particles [5, Chapter 5].

A direct connection with thermal physics is established in Theorem 1, where it is
shown that the average of an operator A in a relativistic canonical ensemble at the
reciprocal temperature § in a reference frame with its time axis along the unit vector
u € Vy is an integral of A(z—40) over z € I', where A(z) = (e.|Ale. ), 9 = 1hBu is the
thermal vector specifying a quantum equilibrium frame and its temperature, and I" is
any covariant phase space. This proves that the ensemble of the thermal approach is
the family of all “hidden” phase-space trajectories of the associated classical particle.

Interactions with gauge fields are included through holomorphic gauge theory (Sec-
tion 4), which modifies the canonical ensemble by introducing a fiber metric g(z) in
the quantum Hilbert space.
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1 A Problem with Minkowski space

Flat spacetime in D = 1 + d dimensions is an affine space equivalent, as a set, to RP. It
is not a vector space because no privileged event exists playing the role of origin. Rather,
any two events a,b can be connected by the vector x called the spacetime interval from a
to b, which we write as a row vector. The set of all such intervals forms a vector space M
called Minkowski space. We take the coordinates of = to be z,, (0 < p < d). Its time-space
decomposition is

x = (t,x) where t =29 € R and m:(x1,~--,xd)€Rd. (1)

The Minkowski scalar product of two intervals z,y € M is given by

d

T-Y=ToYo— T -Y = Z "y = 2,0y, (2)
=0

where units have been chosen so that the universal speed of light ¢ = 1 and
77'&“) :dla’g(lv_la_lv 7_1) (3)

is the Minkowski pseudo-metric on M. (We shall reinsert ¢ in select formulas when it helps
with physical interpretation.) The last identity in (2) illustrates Einstein’s summation con-
vention, where identical superscripts and subscripts in each term are automatically summed
over their range.

The Lorentz group G is the set of all linear maps

A M— M, z—zA (4)



which preserve the scalar product (2), i.e.,

(zA) - (yA) =2 -y Vz,y € M. (5)

Remark 1 The D x D matrix A must act to the left on the row vector z. If a second
Lorentz transformation A’ is applied, the combined action is

(xA)N = z(AN), (6)

so the order of mappings is from left to right, the same as mathematical writing. The
convention (4) could thus be called chronological. Had we taken x to be a column vector,
the order of mappings would be anti-chronological:

N (Az) = (A'A)x. (7)

This explains our unconventional preference for row vectors and left-acting operators. The
same will apply to quantum wave functions and operators. &

However, G includes space and time inversions. Unless stated otherwise, we confine ourselves
to the restricted Lorentz group, which excludes all inversions:

Go={A€G: detA =1 and sgn(xA)y = sgnag Vo € M}. (8)

The condition det A = 1 ensures that the overall orientation of M remains unchanged,
while the invariance of sgnzg ensures that the order of time is preserved, hence so is the
orientation of space (since det A = 1).

The Minkowski quadratic form is the mapping @): M — R defined by
Qz) =t —r? =2%, where r=+x -z =Va?>0. (9)
Since @ is indefinite, M breaks into the three Lorentz-invariant sectors
Timelike intervals: V = {x € M: 2> > 0}
Lightlike intervals: L = {x € M: 2* =0} (10)
Spacelike intervals: S = {x € M: z* <0}
and M is their disjoint union
M=VULUS. (11)
V and L further break into the disjoint unions

V=V, UV,  Vi={(tr): £t>r}

12
L=L,UL_ Ly ={(t7r): £t=r} (12)

where
V, is the future cone V_ is the past cone

13
L, is the future light cone  L_ is the past light cone. (13)

The physical significance of the decomposition (11) is as follows.



1. Two distinct events {a,b} can be made simultaneous by a Lorentz transformation if
and only if their interval x = b — a is spacelike:

2?2 <0 <= zA = (0,0) for some A € Gy, 0 # o € R? (14)

2

and (5) then gives 22 = —o2. While o is not Lorentz invariant, its lenght is:

lo|=+vV—-22=0(x) >0, z€S. (15)
o(x) is then the proper distance between the events.

2. Two distinct events can be Lorentz-transformed to the same spatial location if and
only if their interval x is timelike:

2% > 0 <= 2A = (7(x),0) for some A € Gy, 7(x) #0,
and (5) then gives 22 = 7(z)” or
T(z) = +Va2, zeV. (16)

While |7(x)]| is the usual proper time interval between the events, its sign identifies their
chronological order if we set sgn7(z) = sgnt. This leads to the following definition
of chronological proper time interval between a and b:

T(x ——f\/xQ, xeV 17
(z)
where!

t=— = sgnt, (t*>7r?>0) (18)

is invariant under all A € Gy. 7(x) is the chronologically oriented time interval between
the events as measured by a clock whose (straight) worldline passes through both in
the future direction. Since 22 does not determine ¢, neither does it determine 7(z).

3. Any two events can be connected by a light ray if and only if their interval x is lightlike:

2% =0 < zA = (£|o|, o) for some A € Gy, o € R%. (19)

2 Thermal Spacetime and its Complex Length

Does a single function exist that is defined on all of M and unifies the proper distance o(x)
and proper time 7(z)? We shall see that it does — but only if we are willing to give up
time reversal invariance and allow our spacetime to include all possible arrows of time. The
plural arrows is required by Relativity since all future-pointing arrows are equivalent under
Gy, as are all past-pointing arrows.

IThe notation £ = t/|t| is just a one-dimensional version of the vector notation # = r/|r|.



An obvious starting point is the observation that

\/_—mz:{a(a:)>0, 2 <0 (20)

+ir(x), 22>0

where the sign in the timelike case is indeterminate since z2 does not distinguish between
past and future. We shall make sense of (20) by complexifying x to

z=x —iy with y*>>0. (21)

We call the set T = M — iV of all such complex intervals the causal tube.

Remark 2 The causal tube is the disjoint union
T=T:UT_ (22)
where

T.={z—iyeCP:ze M, yecV,} isthe Future Tube (23)
T ={z—iyeCP:2e M, yeV_} isthe Past Tube.

T+ and 7_ play a central role in quantum field theory [7], where they are called the forward
and backward tubes. However, no attempt is made there to interpret 71 physically, as will
be done here; see also [5] and [3]. &

Definition 1 The complex length of z € T is the analytic continuation of o(x) = v/ —x2
(15) from S C M to T given by

C(2)=V—22=+y?— 22+ 2iy - z. (24)

The extended proper distance and extended chronological proper time in 7 are

o(z) = Re ((z) and 7(z) = Im ((2). (25)

Remark 3 Note that ((z) cannot vanish in 7 since
((2)=0 = y*=2% and y-z =0,
which is impossible since z, like y, is timelike. Furthermore,
yr=0= 2°<0 = —22=¢y>—22>0,
hence —z2 belongs to the the right-hand plane C, and ((z) belongs to the cut plane
C.=/C,=C-N

where N is the negative real axis. In other words, ( is the principal branch of v/ —22. &



Remark 4 The most important role ((z) plays is in quantum theory, where it provides a
measure of the distance between fundamental quantum states; see Eq. (103). &

Remark 5 In Theorem 1 we relate the new variable y to the thermal vector
9= %hﬂu (26)

where 8 = /y2/h is a relativistic analogue of the reciprocal equilibrium temperature in a
quantum canonical ensemble and u is the D-velocity of the associated equilibrium frame.
This will be the basis of the thermal spacetime interpretation of 7. &

Remark 6 The above notion of “equilibrium” for a single relativistic quantum particle is
based on the fact that in our formalism, thermal expectations of operators can be represented
as ensemble averages where the ensemble is simply the set of all relativistic phase-space
trajectories of the associated classical particle (Theorem 1). These are ‘hidden variables’
according to the Copenhagen interpretation; see Remark 21. This may be related to the
notion of quantum equilibrium in Bohmian Mechanics and its connection to Born’s rule [1];
see Remark 15. &

Proposition 1 The boundary value of ¢ as y — 0 in T+ is the distribution

;ig%) (x —iy) = o(x)H(—2?) £ ir(x)H(x?) (27)

where H is the Heaviside step function. This resolves the sign ambiguity in (20).

Proof: If y € V4 and 22 < 0, then

lim ¢(x —iy) = lim /92 — 22 + 2iy - ¢ = V/—22 = o(x).
y—0 y—0

If 22 > 0, let A\ = \/372 and use the invariance of { under Gy to transform to a rest frame
y=(£\0) e Ve and y-x = +M. (28)

Then

im ((x —iy) = ;136 VAZ = 22 £ 200, = +iiVa? = +ir(z). W (29)

1
y—0

Figure 1 shows plots of o, 7, and |¢| with D = 2,y = (1,0) and = = (t,7) € R?, so that

Ct,r)=V1+r2 =24 2it =o(t,r) +ir(t,r). (30)

The level surfaces of o(x) in S and 7(x) in V are the hyperboloids

By={zecS:r?-t*=0°}CS, 0>0

31
W,={zeV:?—r2=72}CV, 7#0. (31



Figure 1: Plots of o(z) and 7(z) with y = (1,0): (a) o(¢,r), (b) 7(¢,7), () |{(t,r)|. Figure
(d) is a closeup of |((t, )| showing the smooth minimum ¢(0,0) = 1.

Proposition 2 The level surfaces of o(z) and 7(z) with y = (A, 0) are the hyperboloids

r? 12
A o (32)
WTZ{mGM:z——T2+)\2:1,t:T}, T#0

where the condition t = 7 eliminates the chronologically dissonant half of the two-sheeted
hyperboloid. The intersection

XO‘,T = Ba nWr

(33)
1s the level set of the complex distance:
Xor={2€T:{(z)=0+ir}. (34)
As expected,
A—~0 = B, — B, and T, — V,. (35)

Proof: For z € T, we can choose y = (A,0). Then

Cz\/)\Q—t2+r2+2iAt=a+iT,



from which
N_t?4r2=06%—7% and M =0T
hence
A2 = D212 4 o2 — 72— )\2)
= 0272 £ N20% — N\272 -\
The right side factorizes, giving
A% = (0% = X)) (12 + \?) At =oT. (36)
This proves that (o, 7) carries information equivalent to (¢,7) in 7. Hence

7,,2 ,7_2 ,r.2 0_2

— =41 =2
o2 _ N2 A2 + P R

and (32) follows from At =o7. W

Equations (32) and (36) are not Lorentz-invariant because we chose y = (A,0) from the

outset. This is easily remedied.

Definition 2 Given y € V, let

A=ly[=Vy? and §=y/A (37)

The invariant local time and radial coordinates relative to y are

ty(r) =g -x and r,(z) = /t2 — 22 (38)

Note that

and
y— (£X0) e Ve = {t,(z) = xt, ry(x) =71}

By choosing any y € V and substituting ¢, for ¢t and r, for r, Equations (36) take the
invariant form
N2 = (0" = X)(rP+ X)) Aty =o7 (39)

relating the local invariants (t,(z),r,(x)) to the global invariants (o(z), 7(2)).

Remark 7 A different route to complex spacetime was developed in [6]. &



3 The Quantization of 7,

We conclude that the Klein-Gordon equation does not have a consistent single-
particle interpretation and the naive transcription of the trajectory interpreta-
tion of nonrelativistic Schrédinger quantum mechanics into this context does not
work. — Peter Holland in [3].

Here we resolve this well-known problem by quantizing a Klein-Gordon particle in the future
tube T, interpreted as an extended phase space. In the process we discover that the
quantum randomness in this case is due to averaging “observables” over a hidden? canonical
ensemble consisting of all classical phase-space particle trajectories. This amounts to a
phase-space formulation of relativistic Bohmian Mechanics.

Remark 8 Simplified Dirac notation. Let $) be a complex Hilbert space with inner product
{ flg) linear in f and antilinear in g.> If § were finite-dimensional, then the inner product
of the row vectors f, g could be expressed in matrix form as

(flg) = fdg' (40)

where the column vector ¢! is the Hermitian conjugate of g. This can be extended to
infinite dimensions in a mathematically rigorous way [3]. We adapt fg' as a simplified form
of Dirac’s bra-ket notation { f]g). &

A massive scalar is a single free spinless relativistic particle of mass m > 0. A plane wave
with energy-momentum p = (E, p) is given by

pp(x) = e~ @P/h = tE—iwp)/h g — /2 4 p2, (41)

This is the beginning of quantum mechanics. It associates with a particle of energy-
momentum p a wave of frequency k¢ and wave vector k given by the Planck—Finstein-de
Broglie relations

ko= FE/h, k=p/h (42)
Since the particle is free, p belongs to the mass shell
Q= {(E,p): E=+/m?>+p?, peR}. (43)

Since all p € ,,, must have equal weight by Einstein’s Relativity Principle and p varies
over Rd, each p has weight zero. This means that €2, must be treated as a measure space,
where the ‘weight’ of a measurable subset A C €, is its measure

n(4) = [ autp). (14)

2The ensemble is “hidden” because classical trajectories are not an admissible quantum concept.
3This convention works well with the left action of operators. Physicists use the opposite convention.

10



For p(A) to be frame-independent, du must be Lorentz-invariant. To find it, note that for
general p = (po, p) € Vi we have p? — m? = pZ — E?, hence

d
8(p* = m2)dp = 3((po — E)(po + E))dpo dp = (po — E) dpo 5 .

proving that du is given uniquely, up to a constant factor, by

dp
d == Q). 45
wp) =55 P €Qm) (45)
The numerator dp is the Galilean-invariant Lebesgue measure on the nonrelativistic mo-
mentum space R?, and the denominator 2E accounts for the curvature of the hyperboloid
Q. Momenta p with large energies F(p) count for less in du than they would in dp, thus
making the space of integrable functions larger:

L'(dp) > L' (dp). (46)

Remark 9 The curvature factor (2E)~! in du(p) breaks the symmetry between the po-
sition and momentum representations of nonrelativistic quantum mechanics, on which the
canonical commutation relations and the Heisenberg Uncertainty Principle are based. That
complicates many aspects of the theory, including the inner product in the position repre-
sentation (as compared with the momentum representation (53), which is straightforward),
the spatial probability interpretation, and even the existence of position operators. This
results in the well-known non-existence of a covariant probability interpretation for massive
scalar particles in real spacetime, which will be resolved in thermal spacetime; see also [5,
Chapter 4]. &

The plane wave ¢,(x) extends to the entire function
bp(2) = e =P/ = ¢ (2)e VPP 2 =2 —iye CP (47)
satisfying the holomorphic Klein-Gordon equation

—.0,(2) = —gﬁ%(;) = (mc/h)2¢p(z). (48)

But what happens to a general superposition of such plane waves? The question about the
compatibility of the complexification M — T, with quantum theory thus comes down to
studying the behavior of the function

Ry: Qm — R, Ry(p) =e ¥P/" where y € RP and p € Q,,,. (49)

A general holomorphic solution of (48) with positive energy is a continuous superposition
of holomorphic plane waves ¢, (%) with all possible p € Q,,,

w@=4<wmmwm» (50)

m

11



We call ¥(z) and a(p) the z-representation and p-representation of the quantum state,
respectively. The Hilbert space of the p-representation is

H=L*dp) = {a: Q, — C, |al| < oo} (51)

where the norm ||a|| > 0 is given by

Jalf? = / apa(p) la(p)|? (52)

m

with inner product (40)

aal = /Q dup)r)as(r)” (53)

The Hilbert space of the z-representation is

K = {$(z) = /Q du(p) ap)e =P/ a € H) (54)

m

with inner product imported, initially, from H:

wlq/); = ala; (55)

Clearly, z must be confined to T, for 1(z) to converge when a € H. In that case, ¥(z) is a
holomorphic positive-energy solution of the holomorphic Klein-Gordon equation

~0:0(2) = (me/h)*y(2). (56)

We shall express wup; as an integral over a relativistic classical phase space I' C 7T of
dimension dimgI' = 2d. This will give a Lorentz-covariant probability interpretation of
1(2) generalizing the Born rule. As noted before, such an interpretation is missing in M.

To see how v(z) and a(p) transform under the restricted Lorentz group Go,* we must first
explain how z transforms. The action of G on M extends to C” by complex linearity, i.e.,

sA=zAh—iy\, z=z—-iyecC’ Acg. (57)

Since 74 is not invariant under z+— — 2z, we must confine our analysis to the restricted
Lorentz group Gy, whose actions on a(p) and ¢ (z) are given by

aU(A)(p) = a(pA) and PU(A)(z) = ¥(zA), (58)
from which
U(A1Az) = U(A1)U(A2) (59)

as required of a representation. From the invariance of §2,, and du it follows that the
p-representation is unitary, hence so is the z-representation by (55).

4Here we must confine ourselves to the reduced Lorentz group Gg in order to leave 74 invariant, as is
necessary by Proposition 4.

12



Proposition 3 Reverse Triangle Inequality (Figure (2)).

If y and p are any vectors in V., then

y-p>lyllpl where |yl =42 and |p| = /p?,

with equality if and only if y and p are parallel:
y-r=yllpl =p=9

where p = p/|p| and § = y/yl-

Proof: Choose a ‘rest frame’ with y = (|y|,0). Then

y-p=ylVIpP* +p* = [yllp]
with equality if and only if p = 0, in which case
p=(lpl,0) =pl§ = §=p.

By the Gp-invariance of y - p, this is true in any inertial frame. B

-10 -5 5 10

Figure 2: The ray filter (67) in d = 1 space dimension with m = i = 1, y = (\,0), and
p = (V1+¢2,q), thus Sx(q) = e"*V'*9* in (67). The upper and lower plots show S;(q)

and S4(q), demonstrating the increasing directivity of R,, with A.

Remark 10 (z) as a Relativistic Windowed Fourier Transform.

A Windowed Fourier Transform of f: R™ — C has the form

J@a)= [ dkfkRe= Wk -q),

13



where f(k) is the Fourier transform of f(x) and W (k) is a window centered around the
origin. The translates W(k — q) of W(k) filter f down to a neighborhood of g before
applying the inverse transform.® Let us compare (63) with (50), written in the form

P(z,y) = /Q du(p) a(p)e ™ */" Ry (p). (64)

m

If y is restricted to a single hyperboloid Q) C 753 (100), then for any y,y" € Q) there exists
A € Gy such that 3y’ = yA and any two windows are related by a Lorentz transformation:

Ry (p) = Rya(p) = Ry (pA™"). (65)
Thus (64) may be called a Relativistic Windowed Fourier Transform. By comparison, since

any two windows W (k — q) and W (k — ¢’) in (63) are related by a translation, (63) may
be called a Euclidean Windowed Fourier Transform. &

Proposition 4 For a free massive scalar, the following are true:

1. Y(2) is holomorphic for all a € H if and only if z € T is restricted to T, .

IS}

. Ry(p) filters a(p) down to a ray bundle centered around the direction p = g.

3. Ry(p) is a ‘bump function’ on Q,, peaking at

py = my. (66)
4. Ry(p) is a guiding filter for the wave y(x — iy), steering it along § € V.
5. A= +/y? is a measure of the directivity of R,: the greater A, the more narrowly the

filter is focused around its maximizing direction .

Thus, all D components of y are physically significant.

Proof: If y € V., choose a ‘rest frame’ where y = (£, 0). Then
Ry(p) = eV AP = 5., (p) (67)

where we have set i = 1 for convenience. S_y(p) grows as e*Pl, ruling out y € V_. For
y € Vi, Sy decays as e Pl and the integral (50) converges absolutely for all a € H, defining
the function ¥(z). It remains absolutely convergent when differentiated with respect to z*
under the integral sign, so v is holomorphic in 7;. To prove the other points, choose
y = (A\,0) € V;.. Then (67) becomes

Ry(p) = e V™ = 5, (p),

5The roles of k and « can also be interchanged, in which case a spatial window W (z —y) reduces f(x) to
a neighborhood of y before computing the Fourier transform. However, (63) is the correct choice in the case
(50) since a(p) is in the Fourier domain. See [K11] for a detailed exposition of windowed Fourier transforms,
frames, and related matters.

14



which guides the wave function along a ray bundle centered about p = §. The filter Sy(p)
becomes exponentially sharper with increasing A, as seen in Figure (2). Again, the above
proofs are independent of the choice y = (A, 0) due to Gp-invariance. N

Remark 11 Proposition 4 suggests a connection to the de Broglie-Bohm pilot wave theory,
[1, 3], but with a fundamental difference:

The pilot is built into the underlying geometry through y € V. and its guiding property
follows from the holomorphy of i(x — iy).

Our theory so far is restricted to a single free relativistic particle. The next steps are to

1. extend the theory to N identical and independent free particles;
2. extend further to N = co and relate this to a free quantum field theory;
3. find a way to include gauge interactions without destroying holomorphy.

These tasks should be guided by the fact that 7, is the basis for axiomatic as well as
constructive quantum field theory [7, 2]. &

Remark 12 While ¢(z) is a solution of the Klein-Gordon equation (56), this is not the
whole story because it does not explicitly state that it is a positive-energy solution. That
fact can be included by requiring that 1(z) be a solution of the psuedo-differential equation

V== 9(2) = (me/h)y(z), (68)

which is non-local. However, locality can be restored in T, if we replace the positive energy
requirement with holomorphy, expressed by the Cauchy-Riemann equations

—0. (69)
Then t(z) is simultaneously a solution of the equations (48) and (69) in 7, both of which

are local in T;.. Note that the equations remain non-local in M. &

3.1 Review of Nonrelativistic (Gaussian) Coherent States

We shall see that the z-representation is closely related to nonrelativistic coherent-states
representations, which will now be reviewed.

Consider a nonrelativistic particle in Rd, whose position and momentum operators X, P
satisfy the canonical commutation relations

15



and act on a wave function f(x) € L2(R?) and its Fourier transform f(p) by

LOf(x
X (@) = 2 f () [Pe(x) = *lh#
L
o/ (p) i
A 3 p ~ N
[Xk(p) = th— = fPe(p) = pif(p)
Pk
To construct coherent states, fix any real number x and let
Ak :Xk+ilipk. (72)
Given a normalized state f, define z € C? by
Zy = fARfT = (Ag)p = (Xi )y +ik( Py )y = & + ik (73)
Using the notation
0Ar = Ay — <Ak >f =Ar — Zr = 6 X + k0P (74)

we have (dAg ) = 0 and
0 < [|f0A]* = FOARGALST = (ALA] s — |2
= (X} + K*P} —ik[ Xy, Py )y — 3% — K2y
= ((X%) — %) +r* ((P2); — Pp) + hee
=A%, +K°A} + 7k

where Ay, and Ap, are the usual uncertainties of X; and P} in the state f. Since the
quadratic form on the right side must be nonnegative for all real x, its discriminant must
be nonpositive, i.e.,

WP <4A%, A, (75)

which is the Heisenberg uncertainty principle. Furthermore, equality holds if and only if
foA,L =0, so f is an eigenvector x, of A with eigenvalue Z,

XzAk = ZkXz- (76)
The @-representation (71) of X and Py thus gives

Ixz(x)
0

TpXz(x) + ik
T

= Zpxz(T) (77)
with a unique normalized solution (up to a constant phase factor)

Y= (@) = N expl(Z - @ — 22/2) /) (78)
which requires k > 0. Inserting Z = & + ikp, (73) gives

Xz(x) = N explip - a/h — (x — &)*/2"x] (79)

16



with N = N’ exp(&*/2hx). These are the Gaussian coherent states in the a-representation.

Similarly, in the p-representation the Fourier transform x,(p) satisfies

Zﬁa)gzgj(:) + ikpEXz(P) = ZkX=(P) 0
giving
Rz(p) = C' expl[~iz - p/h— sp?|2h) = Cexp[—i - p/h — w(p — §)* /28] (81)

with C' = C” exp(kp°/2h). The physical significance of z = & — ixg is that

fi":<Xz|*X|XZ> ﬁ:<Xz|P|Xz>7 (82)

as required by (73). The uncertainties can be read off from the probability densities:

p(x) = |xz()]* = N?exp[—(x — &)?/hK] = Ax, = /hKx/2 (83)
p(p) = X=(P)* = K? exp[~r(p — B)*/h] = Ap, = /h/2x
confirming the minimum-uncertainty property
Ax, Ap, =Hh/2. (84)

3.2 The Fundamental Relativistic Quantum States ¢,

The key to understanding the role of z in quantization is to note that in (50), 1(z) can be
expressed as an inner product

() = ael  where e, (p) = ¢,(2)" = &= P/N, (85)

Unlike the plane wave ¢,(z) (41) in M, e, is square-integrable with

d—1
le-||? = / du(p) e~ 2up/h — (mme/N)Y K, (2Ame/h) where v = 5 (86)
and K, is the modified Bessel function.
Remark 13 All wavefunctions ¢ € K obey the bound
[9(2)] = lael| < |lalllle=]| & (87)

The expectations of the Newton-Wigner position operators Xy in e, at t = 0 are [5]

. erkel

—0 = T ,
t=0 ezei

<Xk >ez

1<k<d (88)
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and the expectations of the energy-momentum operators P, in e, are

-Puel
<Pu>ezze “eZ:mAc;&N 0<u<d (89)
esel
where
K,11(2Ame/h)
—_— 90
A K, (2 \me/h) (90)
Remark 14 From the definition
K,(z) :/ e 208 cogh(vs)ds (91)
0
it follows that
o0
z2>0 = 0,K,(2) = / e #h s ginh(vs)sds >0 Vv >0, (92)
0
hence by (90),
my>m YA>0, (93)

and the effective mass my of the particle in the (2d + 1)-dimensional state space

T ={z—iye Ti:y> = \?} (94)
is greater than its ‘bare’ mass m. This is a mass renormalization effect due to the convexity
of Q,, and the fluctuations of the ray filter R,(p) (49) around its maximum value at p,. &
Proposition 5 The nonrelativistic limit of e, at t = 0 is a Gaussian coherent state.
Proof: Setting c=h =1, let

g=(V1+u*u), u=y/A
v=p=(1+v%v), v=p/m

and assume that y is nonrelativistic, i.e., u? < 1. By Proposition 4, e.(p) is negligible
unless p is also nonrelativistic, i.e., v2 < 1. Then

u

ur (1+u?/2,u) v (14 v2/2,v)
and
u-va (T+u?/2)(1+02)2) —u-v~ 1+ (u—v)?/2
x~v:tm—w~v%t(1+v2/2)—w-v
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thus

e.(p) = e MUV & e~ Ameizp=Am(u—v)>/2 (95)
~ e M exp {it(m + p?/2m) — iz - p — (my — Ap)?/2}.
At t = 0, this is a coherent state with expected position and momentum
(X). =2, (P).=mg. (96)

The nonrelativistic free-particle Hamiltonian H = m + p?/2m propagates (95) to time t,
where it no longer has a minimum uncertainty products. This is not surprising since the
uncertainty products is not Lorentz invariant. H

Thus 7; can be interpreted as an extended classical phase space for the particle. Since
dimg 75 = 2D and the classical phase space of a single particle in d space dimensions has
dimension 2d = 2D — 2, what are the two extra dimensions in 7,7 Clearly, one is the time
t = zg. The other is A, which may be called the directivity (Proposition 4) or squeezing
parameter of the fundamental states e, (see Figure 3).

Classical phase spaces are thus submanifolds of 7 given by specifying ¢t and A. More
generally, choose a spacelike submanifold of M of codimension one, say

Y={(z e M: s(z) =0}, (97)
whose normal vector n,(z) = d,s(z) is timelike:®
n,(x)n#(x) > 0. (98)
In general, what we shall call a covariant classical phase space then has the form
F=T g\ ={z—iyeTi: s(z)=0, y* =N} =% —iQ, (99)
where ¥ is a covariant configuration space and
U ={ycVi:y? =)} (100)
is a relativistic momentum space. To complete the picture, we need a symplectic form on T’
which must be Lorentz-invariant in order to give invariant inner products in . The cleanest
way to do this is to begin with the invariant 2-form [5]
w=dx, Ady". (101)
A Lorentz-invariant measure on I' is obtained from the (2d)-form

wdzw/\w/\«-w\w:d!@/\@ (102)

where da# ~ dz/dz,, is a d-form with dz, missing and (Ty\# is a d-form with dy* missing [5].

6 A more careful analysis [5] shows that n need only be nowhere spacelike, i.e., n,(z)n*(x) > 0. We shall
not explore this option here.
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We have seen that the states e, generalize the Gaussian coherent states. We call them
fundamental relativistic quantum states or simply fundamental states because e, will be
seen to be a natural quantization of z (Remark 18). To see how close they are to being
mutually orthogonal, we need the following property from [5, Section 4.4]:

ezei, = (2mme/C)" K, (mcC/h), v = % (103)

where K, is a modified Bessel function of the second kind and
(=v-u? (104)
is the complex length (24) of the complex interval”
w=z—z= (" —2)—i(y +y) € T;. (105)

Note that when s(z) = x¢ = t, then dzg = 0 and w?/d! reduces to the differential form
associated with the usual Liouville measure on the classical phase space:

s(z) =t = wi/d—dizAdly. (106)

Hence we define the relativistic Liouville measure as the (2d)-form on 7, given by

dy(z) = Nw?/d! (107)

where the normalization constant IV is explained in Proposition 6. Liouville measures co-
variant with individual phase spaces will be obtained by restricting dy(z) to T.

Definition 3 The inner product in K with ' as phase space is

(gl = / dry(2) 1 (2)bn(2)" (108)

By the polarization identity, it suffices to work with the norm

il = / dy(z)p(z) where p(z) = [(2)] (109)

Proposition 6 Let T’ be a covariant classical phase space of the form (99). Then for an
appropriate choice of N [5] we have the ‘Plancherel theorem’

117 = llall3,- (110)
In particular, ||1||2 is independent of I and we may write
[l = [ @R v (1)

"The conventions in [5] differ from those used here. Egs. (86), (90) and (103) reflect the present
conventions.
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This was proved in [5], first when 3 is a flat time-slice as in (106), i.e.,
ol =~ [ dledlyp(e) (112)
R24

The integral on the right is of the Liouville type, given the linear relationship (66) between
¢ and the momentum p,. For general I', we use the fact that the ‘momentum space’ £2, is
a boundary:

Qy = —0By where By ={yecV,: 19> >\} (113)

where the minus sign indicates the orientation of € toward the convex side of the hyper-
boloid. The contribution from X\ = oo vanishes due to the factor e ¥?/" in the integrand.

Stokes’ theorem then gives
— 9p(2)
dy, p(z) = — / dy 114
@ =- [ w%e (114

and so

nwﬁz—NA&ﬁ 4y 20 (115)

By oyr
Choose a world volume W C M bounded by two configuration spaces 1, 35 so that
oW =%y — 3 (116)

where the corresponding phase spaces (allowing possibly different values of the thermal
hyperboloid 2)) are

=% —i,  Ty=3,—i, (117)

hence
Ty =Ty =W =i [By, - By =0 [W —i2})] (118)

where
Q)2 = 0[Bx, — By, (119)

is a “thickened” phase space with Ay < A < Ay (assuming A\ < Ay). Thus I's is equivalent
to I'1 in the sense that their difference is a boundary:

Ty=T1+40Y (120)
where Y is the complex world volume

Y =W —i)?. (121)
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A second application of Stokes’ theorem gives

IlI2, — 6], = —N / da / %W (122)

where
BY ={yeVi: A <A< A3 (123)
Since O,p(2) = (O,9)1 = —(m/h)?p(z), it follows that

Pp(2) . mu, an - B
D2,,0y" =i(0" +0")(0p — 0u)p(2) = (D — O2)p(2) = 0, (124)

proving that ||¢||2 is independent of I as claimed. W

The above proof is not rigorous because it disregards ‘leaks’ that may occur in the integrals
(122) at spatial infinity. For a rigorous proof, see [5].

Definition 4 The microlocal current j,(z) in T and the local current J,(z) in M
generated by p(z) = |¢(2)|* are given by

) = -NEE @ = [ Ayt~ i) (125)
In terms of ¥(2),
Jul2) = —2NTm (D6(2)0(2)") = iN(=) B w(2)° (126)
where
i Dy = (0060)05 — 410,05 (127)

By (124), both currents are conserved in M, i.e., with respect to variations of X:

0jp(z — 1y) _ 0J,(x)

Ox,, Oz,

=0. (128)

This makes

ol = [ &g = [ a [ Ayl iy (129)

the total charge of the conserved current J,(x) over X, as well as that of j,(z) over £ x Bj.
Being conserved, [|#]|? is independent of T, so we can drop the subscript in ||¢||3 .
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Remark 15 The fact that the norm

e =:/§d»4z>|¢«z>ﬁ — Jlall2 (130)

is independent of I proves that |¢)(z)|? is a valid probability density for every covariant

phase space. This is a Lorentz-invariant version of the nonrelativistic Born Rule. &

Remark 16 Resolution of Unity in terms of the fundamental states:
Expressing (130) as

¢M:Amww%w (131)

and peeling away the factors ¢ and T gives the operator equation

/dfy(z) ele. =1 (132)
r

for all T of the form (99), where I is the identity operator on H. This is a relativistic version
of the standard resolution of unity in terms of Gaussian coherent states. &

Remark 17 By the Resolution of Unity (132),

(z') = ael, = /de(z) aele,el, = /Fd’y(z) PY(2)K (2 — 2). (133)

If 2’ € T, this is a reproducing property generalizing that of the Gaussian coherent states.
If 2/ ¢ T, then 2’ is either in the future (2’ > T") or past (2/ < T) of I" and (133) propagates
1 from I" to z’. Thus K unifies the ideas of reproducing kernel and propagator in K. Figure
3 shows the behavior of K (2’ — z), which measures the correlation between e, and e,. &

Remark 18 Quantization of 7. The mapping
Q:TL = H, z—e, (134)
sends the (extended) classical state z to the quantum state e, so it may be viewed as a

‘quantization’ of 7. &

Remark 19 Fundamental fundamental states for Dirac particles are defined in [5]. &

3.3 Bohmian Mechanics of a Single Relativistic Particle

The density matrix of a quantum-mechanical canonical ensemble, representing a system in
thermal equilibrium with a heat bath at absolute temperature T, is®

p=2"tePH pg=1""1 (135)

8We take Boltzmann’s constant kg = 1, so that T has units of energy.
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where H is the system’s Hamiltonian operator and
Z =Tre PH (136)
is the partition function. The thermal expectation value of an operator A is
(A) =Tr(Ap) = Z7'Tr (Ae PH). (137)

Formally, it is possible to build a statistical thermodynamics of a single relativistic parti-
cle. For the massive scalar under consideration, the main thermodynamic potentials of the
probability distribution p(z) are:

e Internal energy U = (H) = —Z7'05Z = —93In Z.
e Entropy S = —(Inp) = —Tr(plnp) = ® + fU where ® = In Z is the Massieu potential.
e Helmbholtz free energy F =U — TS = —®/4.

This begs the question: What is the classical ensemble leading to the above potentials?

Remark 20 The trace of an operator can be computed in the z-representation by
TrB = /dv(z)é(z) where B(z) = e,Bel. (138)
r
As a partial (and far from rigorous) proof, consider the rank 1 operator €] e,,. By (132),

/d’y(z) ezejuewel = / dvy(z) ewelezejﬂ = ewe;ru =Tr (eLew), (139)
r r

confirming (138). &

Applying (138) to (137) gives

Tr (Ae™PHY) = Ty (e PH/2 Ae=PH/2) = / dy(z)e e PH/2 Ae=PH/2et (140)
r

To keep this covariant, choose a unit vector u € V. representing a possible time axis Ru
and let

H=u-p, (141)
so that u = (1, 0) gives the usual energy. By (85),
e.e PHIZ(p)y = e(Z=00P/h — ¢ () (142)
where
¥ = $hpBu. (143)
Since its magnitude |¢| = %ﬁﬁ gives the “equilibrium temperature” and its spacetime direc-

tion u = ¥/|9| gives the “equilibrium frame,” we call ¥ the thermal vector.
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Theorem 1 The thermal expectation ( A) can be expressed entirely in terms of integrals
over z € I for any phase space I' =X — iQ2y C T1 by

(4)0) = 2)™ [ ar(2) Az = i9) (144)

where

A(z) =e.Ael and Z(9) = /de(z) les—isll?. (145)

Equation (144) can be expressed in the suggestive form

_ fF dvy(z) ez_mAel_w
fr dv(z) ez,mei_m

(A)(0)

(146)

Proof: Assuming the validity of (138), (144) follows from (140) and (142); Z(1) is a special
case with A=17. B

Note that the thermal translation
zz—iW=x—i(y+7) (147)

is internal: it leaves x invariant while dragging y further away from the origin since

ly + 91 = V([yP + 92 +2y - 9) > |y| + 9] (148)
by (60).

For given ¢ # 0 (i.e., T < o0), (147) breaks Lorentz symmetry as it selects a preferred
equilibrium frame through u € V. That symmetry is restored if we allow Gy to act on the
set thermal expectations in all equilibrium frames by

(A)UN)(0) = (A)(IA). (149)

Remark 21 Theorem 1 answers the question posed above:

Every phase-space element z € T in (144) represents a unique classical phase space trajectory
of the particle in 7, and the integral fF dvy(z) sums over all such trajectories. The ensemble
average is independent of the phase space I since each I intersects every classical trajectory
exactly once and d~y(z) is Gyp-invariant. This proves that ( A) depends on the trajectories and
not their individual points. These trajectories are the microstates of our ensemble.

I hold Remark 21 to be the main result of this investigation. Together with holomorphic
gauge theory, which proposes a way to introduce interactions without destroying holomor-
phy, it gives a solid foundation to relativistic Bohmian mechanics.
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Remark 22 For the free particle considered here, the classical trajectories are straight lines.
In the next section we propose to include interactions with a gauge field by postulating a
fiber metric in the quantum Hilbert space. At the quantum level, the fiber metric subjects
the wave function to a gauge interaction. At the classical level, it distorts the trajectories
of the associated classical particle to reflect that interaction. &

4 Interactions via Holomorphic Gauge Theory

So far we have dealt exclusively with a single free relativistic particle. The requirement that
wave functions be holomorphic makes it difficult to introduce interactions through potentials
as done in the nonrelativistic theory. We shall instead introduce them covariantly through
a method we call Holomorphic Gauge Theory [1]. The probability density p(z) = |¢(2)|?
and the microlocal current j,(z) (125) are invariant under global gauge transformations
¥(2z) =¥ (2)x, where y is constant with |x| = 1. But they are not invariant under microlocal
gauge transformations, where x(z) is holomorphic in 7} to preserve the holomorphy of ,
since |x(z)| = 1 implies that x is constant. To admit microlocal gauge transformations, we
introduce a fiber metric? g(z) > 0 into the Hilbert space K, so that the norm (130) becomes

2 = [ dvy(2) p(z
(KA /F v(2) p(2) (150)
where

p(z) = b(2)g(2)1(2)" (151)

is to be interpreted as the particle’s covariant probability density. Then p(z) is invariant
under ¢’(z) = ¢(2)x(2) if and only if g(z) absorbs the factor x(z) and its conjugate:

P(2)=p(z) < ¢'(z)=x(2)"g(x)(x(z)") " (152)
To find the gauge potential and its curvature field, use the exterior derivative
0 0 0 0 =
d=dzt— +dyt — =d2t — + dz¥ — = 1
g T W g =g A =040 (153)

where 0 and 0 are the holomorphic and antiholomorphic exterior derivatives, with

d?=0 < 0°=0°=00+00=0. (154)
Since d(z)* =0,
dp = O(bg*) = A(Wg)* = (9 + g - g~ 1)gv* = (DY) gy* (155)
where D is the holomorphic exterior derivative
Dy(z) = (pg)g~' = 0 +¢dg- g~ = + A (156)

9Unless ¢ is constant, it cannot be holomorphic. Still, we write g(z) instead of g(z, z) for brevity.
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with the potential 1-form
A=0g-g ' =0Ing. (157)
In the abelian case, the gauge field is given by
F(z) =dA(z) = 0A = d0Ing(z). (158)

We have thus arrived at a form of the electromagnetic field as a holomorphic gauge theory
for a massive scalar. The potential form A is related to the electromagnetic D-potential
1-form A by

A(z) =iA(z) = (OuIng(z))dz". (159)
Thus A: T, — C is derived from a superpotential In g(z), something impossible in M.

The same conservation law (124) making the free norm (130) invariant can now be applied
to (151). We find

02 - - _
S = 0" +0°)(8, — D,)p() = 10 — L) (v
= w0 (g9") — i[D: (bg)] o' (160)
= i) [0:(vg)]" — i[O (vg)] ¥
A necessary and sufficient condition for conservation of probability is therefore
~0.(¥(2)g(2)) = ¥(2)M(z), where M(z)=M(z)" (161)

replaces the factor (mc/h)? in (56). M(z) thus plays the role of a mass-squared operator
with the gauge-field interactions built in covariantly.

For particles with internal symmetry, the above scalar gauge theory extends to a non-abelian
gauge theory where the fiber metric ¢g(z) is a Hermitian n x n matrix and the gauge potential
is given by the matrix-valued 1-form

A=0g-g " (162)

Since ¢ need not commute with g—!, 4 cannot generally be expressed in the form dlng.
Hence the non-abelian gauge potential cannot be derived from a superpotential.

The gauge field is given by!'°
F=dA-ANA=0A+0A—- AN A. (163)
However, (162) implies the integrability condition

OA=—0gNOg =0gNA (g7 0g-9g7) = AN A, (164)

10The usual expression for the curvature on a non-abelian gauge field is F = A + 0A 4+ A A A. The sign
difference is due to the fact that exterior derivatives act to the right while our operators act to the left.
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giving
F=0A. (165)

The integrability condition thus extends the linear relation between potential and field from
the scalar case to the non-abelian case. This — and the superpotential In g (157) in the scalar
case — gives holomorphic gauge theory a status not shared by ordinary gauge theory.

Remark 23 Holomorphic gauge theory brings gauge theory closer to General Relativity.
The former uses a metric defined on the Hilbert space of quantum states while the latter
uses a metric on tangent spaces. In the present context, this metric would have the form
9 (7, 2%) with z and z* formally independent, representing a map

Guv: T4 xT] = C. (166)

Just as the Einstein metric is expected to distort free-particle trajectories to follow gravity,
so is the fiber metric g(z) expected to distort them to follow the gauge field F. This will be
the subject of future work. &
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Figure 3: Plots of the reproducing/propagating kernel K (133).

Top left: Plot of (Re K(w))? with d =3 and w =2’ —z = (t — i\, 21,0, 0)

Top right: Plot of |K(w)|? with the same parameters

Bottom left: Plot of |K(w)|* with Amc = 0.1h

Bottom right: Plot of | K (w)|? with Amc = 20A.

The quadrature complement (Im K)? of (Re K)? has similar oscillations with offset phases,
making the sum |K|?> smooth. The level surfaces B, and W, (32) give the shape of the
beam and its wave fronts, respectively, and Am controls the directivity of the beam.
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