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Abstract

By complexifying Minkowski space R the proper distance o(z) and
proper time 7(x) extend to the real and imaginary parts o(z) and 7(2) of the
complex length {(z) =+ —22 of z = x — iy (Fig. 1). For holomorphic solutions
of the Klein-Gordon equation to exist, y must belong to the future cone V,,
thus forming a local arrow of time without the need to invoke statistical physics.

The future tube T} = R — 1V, acts as an extended phase space for the
classical particle, the two extra variables being the time x° and A = \/yi2 > 0,
acting as a “squeezing” parameter. The evaluation maps e,: ¢ +— 1 (z) on the
space K of holomorphic Klein-Gordon solutions define a family of fundamental
states (e, is the “quantization” of z € Ti) whose nonrelativistic limits are
Gaussian coherent states at time 2% = 0 evolving relativistically to 2° # 0; see
Fig. 3. A norm is defined in K by [[¢|*> = [ dv(2) [¢(2)|?, with dy(z) and T
as covariant forms of Liouville measure and classical phase space, respectively
(127). 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 |¢(z)|? is a probability density on all phase spaces I'. This solves
a long-standing problem in Klein-Gordon theory, at least for free particles. The
fundamental states e, give resolutions of unity for every I' (143), generalizing
those for the non-relativistic coherent states.

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 8 in a reference frame with its time axis along
the unit vector u € V, is an integral of A(z — i) over z € T', where A(z) is
the expectation of Aine,, 9 = %hﬂu is a thermal vector specifying a quantum
equilibrium frame and its temperature, and I' is any covariant phase space. This
reveals the ensemble of the thermal approach to be the family of all “hidden”
phase-space trajectories of the associated classical particle.

Lastly, we suggest how interactions may be included through holomorphic
gauge theory, which will be the subject of Part II.
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1 A Problem with Minkowski space

An affine spacetime in D = 1 4+ d dimensions is a set A of D-tuples
a:{aovala"'vad}eRD (1)

representing events at time a® € R and position {a!, .-, ad} € RY. Tt is “affine”
because there is no privileged point playing the role of origin, so A is not a vector
space even though it can be identified with R” as a set of points. However, any two
events a,b € A can be connected by the vector

r=b—a (2)

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. Thus

A= {a:{ao,al,--‘ ,ad}}sét]RD

M:{ZB:(xO,xl’...’wd)}VgcRD (3)

where 2 and % denote isomorphisms as a point set and a vector space, respectively.
The coordinates of x are z# (0 < p < d), and its space-time decomposition is

= (t,x) where t=2"€¢ R and == (z!,---,29) e R% (4)



The Minkowski scalar product of two intervals x,y € M is given by
d
zoy=2"Y -z y= Z "0,y = 2wy, (5)
,v=0
where units have been chosen so that the universal speed of light ¢ = 1 and
ymy :dlag(lailail’ 371) (6)

is the Minkowski pseudo-metric on M. (We reinsert ¢ in select formulas when it
helps with physical interpretation.) The last identity in (5) illustrates Einstein’s
summation convention, 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—2xA (7)
which preserve the scalar product (5), i.e.,

(A) - (yA) =z -y Yo,y € M. (8)

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(AA), 9)

so the order of mappings is from left to right, the same as mathematical writing.
The convention (7) 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)z. (10)

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

However, G includes space and time inversions. In this first part of the Thermal
spacetime series we confine ourselves to the restricted Lorentz group, which excludes
all inversions:

Go={A€G: det A =1 and sgn(zA)°’ = sgnz’ Vo € M}. (11)

The condition det A = 1 ensures that the overall orientation of M remains un-
changed, while the invariance of sgn® 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: M — R defined by

M@)=z-z=2>=1>—r?, where r=+x -xz=Va?>0.

Since M is indefinite, M breaks into the three Lorentz-invariant sectors

Timelike intervals: V = {z € M: 2% > 0}
Lightlike intervals: L = {z € M: 2? = 0}
Spacelike intervals: S = {z € M: 2? < 0}

and M is their disjoint union
M=VULUS.

V and L further break into the disjoint unions

V=VyuV_, Vi={(t,r): £t>r}
L=L,UL_, Ly=A{(t,r): £t=r}
where
V. is the future cone V_ is the past cone
L. is the future light cone L_ is the past light cone.

The physical significance of the decomposition (14) is as follows.

(12)

(13)

(16)
(17)

1. Two distinct events {a,b} can be made simultaneous by a Lorentz transfor-

mation if and only if their interval x = b — a is spacelike, i.e.,

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

and (8) then gives z?

lo|=V—-22=0(x) >0, z€S.

o(x) is then the proper distance between the events.

(18)

= —o2. While o is not Lorentz invariant, its lenght is:

(19)

2. Two distinct events {a,b} can be Lorentz-transformed to the same spatial

location if and only if their interval x is timelike, i.e.,
2% > 0 <= zA = (7(z), 0) for some A € Gy, 7(z) # 0,

2

and (8) then gives 22 = 7(z)? or

r(z) = +Va2, z e V.

(20)



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:

r(x)=iVa?, z=b—aecV (21)
where!

- t

t=— = sgnt, (t?>1r2>0) (22)

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 2 does not determine #, neither
does it determine 7(x).

3. Any two events {a,b} can be connected by a light ray if and only if their
interval z is lightlike, i.e.,

{22 =0} <= zA = (|o|, o) for some A € Gy, o € R% (23)

2 Thermal Spacetime and its Complex Length

Does a single function exist that is defined on all of M and so 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
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.

An obvious starting point is the observation that

\/_71:2:{0(.%')>0, 2 <0 (24)

+ir(z), 22>0

where the sign in the timelike case is indeterminate since 2% does not distinguish
between past and future. We shall make sense of (24) by complexifying x to

z=x—iyeCP. (25)

'The notation £ = #/[t| is just a one-dimensional version of the vector notation # = r/|r|.



Definition 1 Let © C CP be the domain of the principal branch of the square root.
The complex length of z € © is the analytic continuation of o(x) = v/—x? (19)
from S € M to © C CP given by

‘ C(Z):\/—ZQZ\/y2—l‘2—|—2iy':E. (26)

The extended proper distance and extended chronological proper time are

o(z) = Re ((2) and 7(z) = Im ((2). (27)

Remark 2 The most important role of ((z) is in quantum theory, where it is a
measure of the distance between fundamental quantum states; see Eq. (113).

Remark 3 7, as Thermal Spacetime. In Theorem 1, where y € V; (necessary
to describe analytic wave functions), we relate the new variable y to the thermal
vector

9 = Lhfu (28)

where 8 = +/y?/h is an analogue of the reciprocal equilibrium temperature in a
quantum canonical ensemble and u is the D-velocity of the ‘equilibrium’ frame.
This is the basis of the name thermal spacetime.” &

We now compute ©. The branch cut of the principal branch of ¢ is along the negative
axis

N={o+ire C:o<0, T=0}C C. (29)
For z € ©, ¢ belongs to the right half-plane o > 0 and ¢? belongs to the cut plane
Ci=C\N={we C:w¢N}={o+itre C:7=0 = o >0}. (30)

It follows that

O={r—iyeCl:y.2=0 = 22 <y?}. (31)

2This quantum-mechanical notion of “equilibrium” is based on the fact that thermal expectations
of operators can be represented as ensemble averages, where the ensemble is simply the set of all
classical relativistic phase-space trajectories of the particle, which are ‘hidden variables’ according
to the Copenhagen interpretation; see Remark 16. It may be related to quantum equilibrium as
used in Bohmian Mechanics in connection with Born’s rule [1]; see Remark 12.




Proposition 1 The domain © of the principal branch ((z) is the disjoint union
O=TUSUHUL (32)

where

T={z—iycCP:axeM, ycV}=M—iV Timelike Sector

S={x—iye CP:a?2<y? ye S} Spacelike Sector (33)
H={z—iyeCP:zeS, yeL}=5—iL Hybrid Sector
L={z=ky: ke C, ye L} =C®L Complex Light Cone

with (real) dimensions

dim7 = 2D dimS = 2D
dimH =2D -1 dim £ =2D — 2.

Proof: Whereas the partition (14) of M is based on the sign of 22, we now examine
a similar partition of C” based on the sign of 32.

1. If 4% > 0, choose a ‘rest frame’ with y = (s,0),s # 0. Then

2:—$2 §0<y2a (34)

y-x=st=0 = z=(0,x) = =
hence z — iy € © by (31). This gives the timelike sector T.
2. If y? < 0, choose a frame where 3 = (0,y) with y # 0. Then
y-r=—-y-x=0 (35)

does not determine whether or not #? < y? as in (31), so this condition must
be imposed directly. This gives the spacelike sector S.

3. If 42 = 0, choose a frame where

y = (ely|,y) with e = £1. (36)
If y # 0, then y # 0 and
yr=0<=clylt=y - z=t=cj -z = 2°<0=1y> (37)
hence
{x—iyeCP:y+#£0,94°=0y-2=0 = 22<0} CO. (38)



This breaks into the two subsets

H={zx—iyeCP:y#£0,4°=0,y-2=0 = 22 <0}

L={c—iyeCP:y+#£0 4>=0y-2=0 = 22 =0}. (39)
But in £/,
yr=0=t=cij-xz = 2>=(§-x)° -z,
so z2 can vanish only if = ky. Then
v=(eg -z x) = kielyl y) = ky
hence
L={x—iyecCP:y+#£04>=0, z=ky}. (40)
To (39) we must add the case of Eq. (38) with y =0,
H' ={zeRP: 2 <0} =5
L= L eEM:2®= 0}}: L. 4D
Combining (39) and (41) gives
H=HUH'={z—iycCP:zeS, yecL}=5—iL )

L=L'uLl" ={(k—i)yeCP: ke R, ye L}

Since L is invariant under y+ by for any nonzero b € R, we may replace
(k — i)y by ky with k € C, so L is simply the complex light cone

L=Ary:ke Cye L} =CxL. R (43)

Remark 4 The timelike sector splits into the disjoint union
T - T+ U 7: (44)
where

T. ={z—iyeCP:zec M, yecV,} isthe Future Tube

45
T ={zx—iyeCP:2ec M, yeV_} is the Past Tube. (45)

T+ and 7_ (45) play a central role in axiomatic quantum field theory [6], where they
are called the forward and backward tube. However, no attempt is made there to
interpret 71 physically. &



Proposition 2 The boundary value of ¢ as y — 0 in T1 is the distribution

52{1} (x —iy) = o(x)H(—x?) £ it(x)H(x?) (46)

where H is the Heaviside step function. The resolves the sign ambiguity in (24).

Proof: If y € V4 and 22 < 0, then

lim ((z — iy) = lim /42 — 22 + 2iy - = v/ —22 = o(2).
y—0 y—0

If 22 > 0, let A = \/y2 and use the invariance of ¢ under Gy to transform to a rest
frame, where

y=(£\0) Ve and y-x=+M (47)
thus

lim (x — iy) = lim /A2 — 22 4 2iMt, = +itVa? = +ir(z). B (48)
y—0 A—0

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

C(t,r) = V1+12 — 2+ 2it = /(1 +it)2 4+ 12 = o(t,r) +iT(t, 7). (49)

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

B,={zecS:m—t*=0"}, 0 >0 (50)
W,={zecV:t*—r =12}, 740.

Proposition 3 The level surfaces of o(z) and 7(z) in the ‘rest frame’ y = (A, 0)
are the following hyperboloids in M :

r2 2
22 2 ) (51)
WT:{QSGM:#—M:].,t:T}, 7_750
where the condition t = 7 eliminates the chronologically dissonant half t = —7 of
the two-sheeted hyperboloid. Note that
AN—=0 = By, = By and T — V. (52)
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Figure 1: Plots of o(z) and 7(2) in the ‘rest frame’ y = (1,0):
(a) o(t,r), (b) 7(t,7), (c) |¢(t,r)|. Figure (d) is a closeup of |((t,7)| showing the
smooth minimum ¢(0,0) = 1.

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

C= VX2 — 12472 4 2\ = 0 +ir,

from which

MN_ot24rP=062—7% and M =0T
hence

A2 = 2282 402 — 12— )2
=272 4 X202 — N2r2 -\

The right side factorizes, giving

N2 = (02 = AD)(72 + \?) M =o0T. (53)
This proves that (o, 7) carries information equivalent to (¢,7) in 7;. Hence

7,2 7,2 7"2 0.2

=41 =21
Z_xxn’ A2 N2

11



and (51) follows from A\t =o7. W

Equations (51) and (53) are not Lorentz-invariant because we chose y = (A, 0) from
the outset. This is easily remedied.

Definition 2 Given y € V, let
A=yl =Vy? and §=y/\ (54)

The invariant local time and radial coordinates relative to y are

ty(x) =g-z and ry(z)=/t2 — a2 (55)

Note that

and
y— (£X0) e Vi = {t,(x) = £t, ry(x) = r}.

By choosing any y € V, and substituting ¢, for t and r, for r, Equations (53) take
the invariant form

/\27“2 = (0% = A?) (12 4+ \?) Aty =0T (56)

relating the local invariants (¢,(x),r,(x)) and the global invariants (o(z),7(2)).

Remark 5 A different route to complex spacetime was developed in [5]. &

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 trajec-
tory interpretation of nonrelativistic Schrédinger quantum mechanics
into this context does not work. — Peter Holland in [2].

Here we resolve this ancient and well-known problem by quantizing a Klein-Gordon
particle in the complexification T, of M. 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 (RBM).

3The ensemble is “hidden” because classical trajectories are not an admissible quantum concept.

12



Remark 6 Simplified Dirac Notation.
Let $ be a complex Hilbert space with inner product ( g|f ) linear in g and antilinear
in f.* Then every f € $ trivially defines a linear map

F:C—$, kF=fk (57)

where fk denotes the scalar multiple of f by k. Since OF =0 and 1F = f, we may
think of the restriction of F' to [0,1] C C as a pictorial representation of the vector
f € 9. We may thus identify F with f without confusion.

Since C is a Hilbert space with inner product
(K'\k)Yc =Kk VK ke C, (58)
we can use (57) to define the Hermitian adjoint
Fi=f9—C, (gffk)c = (glkf) = (glfk) = (gl f )k, (59)

hence by (58) we have

gff = (glf). (60)

We adapt gf! as a simplified form of Dirac notation. Note that (60) is closely
related to the Riesz Representation Theorem, which states that evey bounded linear
functional B: § — C can be a uniquely represented as gB = gf! for some f € $

(clearly, f = BT). &

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

pp(x) = e7@P/h = E—iwp)/h - p— \ fin2 4 p2, (61)

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—Einstein-
de Broglie relations

K =E/h, k=p/h, ie, k= (k" k)=p/h (62)

4This convention is standard in mathematics and works well with the left action of operators
(Remark 1). Physicists use the opposite convention, antilinear in g and linear in f. Consequently,
the representation of Gy must be defined in terms of right action as

(UM)P)(2) = d(A"2)
instead of the left action YU (A)(z) = ¥ (zA) as in (77).
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Since the particle is free, p belongs to the mass shell

Q= {(E,p): E=+/m2+p? pecR}. (63)

As all p € Q,, must have equal weight by Einstein’s Relativity Principle and p varies
over R?, 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 (2, is its measure

u(4) = [ duto) (64)

For p(A) to be frame-independent, du must be Lorentz-invariant. To find it, note
that for general p = (po,p) € V4 we have p? — m? = p% — E?, hence

d
8(p” = m?)dp = 8((po — E)(po + E))dpo dp = 3(po — E) dpo 77
proving that du is given uniquely, up to a constant factor, by
dp
== Q).
du(p) = 5 (P € Qm) (65)

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

L' (dp) > L' (dp). (66)

Remark 7 The curvature factor (2E)~! in du(p) breaks the symmetry between the
position- 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 representation (as compared with the momentum representation
(73), 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 [1, Chapter 4]. &

The plane wave ¢,(x) extends to the entire function

op(z) = e#p/h — gbp(x)e_y'p/h’, z=x—iyeCP (67)
satisfying the holomorphic Klein-Gordon equation
__Php(2) 2
—O:0p(2) = —W = (mc/h) ¢p(2). (68)

14



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: Q= R, Ry(p) = e VP/" where y € RP and p € Q. (69)

A general holomorphic solution of (68) with positive energy is a continuous super-
position of holomorphic plane waves ¢,(z) with all possible p € Q,,,

b(z) = /Q au(p) a(p)p(2). (70)

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: Qn — C, |a|| < oo} (71)

where the norm ||a|| > 0 is given by
ol = | du(p) oo (72)
with inner product (60)

mab= [ dulp)ar(paslo)” (73)

The Hilbert space of the z-representation is
= {0(:) = [ dup)alpe =" a e 1) (74
with inner product imported, initially, from H:

Y1 = aral. (75)

We shall express 1/111/1; as an integral over any relativistic classical phase space I’ C T
of dimension dimg G = 2d. This gives a Lorentz-covariant probability interpretation
of ¥(z). As noted before, such an interpretation is missing in M.

To see how (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=aA—iyh, z=zxz—iyeCP, Aecg. (76)

5Here we must confine ourselves to the reduced Lorentz group Go in order to leave 7+ invariant,
as is necessary by Proposition 5.
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Since 7% is not invariant under z — —z, we must confine our analysis to the restricted
Lorentz group Gy, whose actions on a(p) and 1(z) are given by

alU(A)(p) = a(pA) and  U(A)(z) = ¢(2A) (77)
which imply
U(A1A2) = U(A1)U(A2) (78)

as required of a representation. From the invariance of €, and du it follows that
the p-representation is unitary, hence so is the z-representation by (75).

Proposition 4 Reverse Triangle Inequality (Figure (2)).

If y and p are any vectors in V., then
y-p>yllpl where |yl = V2, |pl = Vp?, (79)
with equality if and only if y and p are parallel, i.e.,
y-p=lllpl=p=19 (80)

where p = p/|p| and § = y/|y|.

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

y-p=lylVIpl*> +p* > |yllp| (81)

with equality if and only if p = 0, in which case

p=(pl,0)=Iply = 9 =7

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

16



Figure 2: The ray filter (83) in d = 1 space dimensions with m =h =1, y = (), 0),

and p = (/14 ¢2,q), thus Sy(¢q) = e V114" in (83). The upper and lower plots
show Si(q) and Sy(q), demonstrating the increasing directivity of R, with A.

Proposition 5 For a free massive scalar, the following are true:

e

W¥(z) is holomorphic for all a € H if and only if z is restricted to Ti.
Ry(p) is a guiding filter for the wave ¥ (x — iy), steering it along § € V..
R, (p) filters a(p) down to a ray bundle centered around the direction p = g.
Ry (p) is a ‘bump function’ on Q, peaking at

py = my. (82)
A= \/,172 is a measure of the directivity of R,: the greater X\, the more

narrowly the filter is focused around its maximizing direction 3. Thus, all D
components of y are physically significant.

17



Proof: Set h =1 for convenience and consider the casesy € V4, y € L4, y € S.

o If y € Vi, choose a ‘rest frame’ where y = (+\,0). Then
Ry(p) = eV = 5., (p). (83)

S_x(p) grows as Pl ruling out y € V_. For y € Vi, Sy decays as e P!
and the integral (70) 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.

e If y € Ly, choose a frame where y = (£|y|,y). Then
~y-p=y-pTFlylvm?+p
and
Ip| >m = R,(p) ~ ¥PTIWIPL

The case y € L_ is ruled out since R,(p) grows exponentially with |p| except
when p = —g. For y € L and p = ky with x > 0, we have

Pl >m = Ry(p) ~ el vl =1,
hence (70) fails to converge absolutely, eliminating the case y € L, as well.
e If y € S, choose a frame where y = (0,y). Then
Ry(p) = ey'p7
which grows exponentially with |p| in the half-space {p: y - p > 0}.

Thus (70) gives a holomorphic function ¢ (z) for all a € H only when y € V., proving
the first point above. To prove the other points, choose y = (A, 0) € V.. Then (83)
becomes

Ry(p) = e V™ = 5,(p),
which guides the wave function along a ray bundle centered about p = . The filter

Sx(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. W
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Remark 8 Proposition 5 suggests a connection to the de Broglie-Bohm pilot wave
theory, [1, 2], with a fundamental difference:

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

Although our theory so far is restricted to a single free relativistic particle, it should
not be too difficult to extend to /N independent and identical free particles. A further
extension to N = oo should yield the Fock space of a free quantum field theory using
Wightman’s holomorphic n-point functions of the free field on permuted extended
tube domains (see [0] and [1], Chapter 5). Adding relativistic interactions is a more
difficult problem, but it is not hopeless. While the complex structure makes it
difficult to introduce regular potentials, it opens a new opportunity for creating a
gauge theory taking into account the complex structure at hand, as explained in
Section 4. &

Remark 9 While v(z) is a solution of the Klein-Gordon equation (68), 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—=0:4(2) = (m/h)(2), (84)

which is non-local. This explains the non-locality in the real Minkowski space M
of relativistic quantum theories requiring positive-energy solutions, where the con-
vergence of the integral over p € Q,, requires that z € 7. However, locality can
be restored in the complexified spacetime Ty if we express the required holomorphy
through the Cauchy-Riemann equations

Bz =20 (85)

ozH

so 1(z) is simultaneously a solution of the local equations (68) and (85) in 7. &

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.

SGiven v, ¢ € KC, the function 1’ (2) = ¥(2) + #(2)" also solves (68) because J,4(z)* = 0. But
1’ (z) is neither holomorphic (unless ¢(z) is constant) nor positive-energy.
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Consider a nonrelativistic particle in R%, whose position and momentum operators
X, P satisfy the canonical commutation relations

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

LOf(x
FXilw) = mif@)  fRila) = il
Pk
of (p) &
Xu(p) =il [Pu(p) = pif (P).
Pk
To construct coherent states, choose any real number x and let
A = Xi + ik Py (88)
Given a normalized state f, define z € C? by
2 = fARST = (Ar) = (Xi) +in( Py) = &g + ikpy. (89)
Using the notation
0AL = Ay — <Ak> =Ap — Zr = 60X, +ikdP, (90)

we have (0Ay) =0 and
0 < |If5AK]* = foARSALST = (ArAL) — |ail?
= (X} + w2P? —in[Xy, B)) — 73 — K°Pi
= [(X7) — &) + &2 [(PZ) — Bi) + hw
=A%, + KA} + bk
where Ay, and Ap, are the usual uncertainties of X3 and Py in f. Since the

quadratic form on the right side must be nonnegative for all real k, its discriminant
must be nonpositive, i.e.,

R < AA%, AR, (91)

which is the Heisenberg uncertainty principle. Furthermore, equality holds if and
only if f6Ar =0, so f is an eigenvector x, of Ay with eigenvalue Zj,

XzAk = ZkXz- (92)

The x-representation (87) of Xy and Py thus gives

noce(@) + 22 - o) (99)
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with a unique normalized solution (up to a constant phase factor)
Ya(@) = N'expl(z - @ — 2%/2) /1] (94)
which requires x > 0 for convergence. Inserting Z = & + ixp, (89) gives
Xz(®) = Nexplip - x/h — (x — &)*/2h#] (95)

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

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

,0Xz(p)
ih
Opy

+ ikpeX=(P) = ZkX=(P) (96)
giving

Xz(p) = C"exp|~iZ - p/h — kp® /2] = C exp[~i& - p/h — v(p — §)*/2h]  (97)
with C' = C’ exp(kp?/2h). The physical significance of z = & — ixg is that

j:<Xz|)(|Xz> ﬁ:<Xz|P|XZ>7 (98)

as required by (89). The uncertainties can be read off from the probability densities:

p(@) = [xa(@) = N2 expl (& — #)° /] = Ax, = /hw/2
~ . 2 2 ~\2 (99)
p(p) = [X=(p)|” = K" exp[—r(p — p)°/h] = Ap, = /h/2k
confirming the minimum-uncertainty property
Ax,Ap, = h/2. (100)

3.2 The Fundamental Relativistic States e,

The key to understanding the role of z in quantization is to note that in (70), ¢(z)
can be expressed as an inner product

Y(z) = ael  where e, (p) = ¢p(2)* = /N, (101)
Unlike the plane wave ¢,(x) in M, e, is square-integrable, with

le-||? = (mme/ N K, (22me/R). (102)
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Remark 10 By (102), all wavefunctions 1 € K obey the bound
p(z) = (=) = lael]? < [la]*le.|?, (103)
decreasing monotonically with A. &

The expectations of the Newton-Wigner position operators X}, in e, at 2° = 0 are
found in [1] to be

X,el
t=Re’=0 = (Xk)ezzeze:fzzwk, 1<k<d (104)
zv-z

The expectations of the energy-momentum operators P, in e, are

e.Puel
STy > (e =SS S, 0<p<d (105)
where
- i)
Remark 11 From the definition
K,(z) = /000 e N5 cosh(vs)ds (107)
it follows that
z2>0 = 0,K,(z) = /000 e 2t ginh(vs)sds >0 Vv >0 (108)
hence by (106),
my>m VYA>0, (109)

and the effective mass my of the particle in the (2d + 1)-dimensional state space
T ={z—iy € Ti: 9> = )} (110)

is greater than its ‘bare’ mass m. This is a mass renormalization effect due to the
convexity of €, and the fluctuations of the ray filter R, (p) (69) around its maximum
value at p, (82). &
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Proposition 6 The nonrelativistic limit of e, att = 0 is a Gaussian coherent state.
Proof: Settingc=h=1, let

u=79=(1+u?u), u=y/\
v=p=(V1+viv), v=p/m

and assume that y is nonrelativistic, i.e., u?> < 1. By Proposition 5, e,(p) is
negligible unless p is also nonrelativistic, i.e., v?> < 1. Then

ur (14 u?/2,u) v (1+v?/2,v)

and
w-vr (14+4?/2)14+v2/2) —u-vx 14 (u—v)?%/2
r-v=ty14+v2—x-vx~t(l4+v?/2) —x v
thus
ex(p) = €AY AP AU )R2 (111)
~ e M exp {it(m +p*/2m) — iz - p — (my — \p)?/2} .
At t = 0, this is a coherent state with expected position and momentum
(X)), ==, (P), =mg. (112)

The nonrelativistic free-particle Hamiltonian H = m + p?/2m propagates (111)
to time ¢, where it no longer has a minimum uncertainty products. This is not
surprising since the uncertainty products Ax, Ap, is not a Lorentz scalar. B

The states e, are thus a relativistic generalization of the Gaussian coherent states.
We call them fundamental relativistic quantum states or just fundamental states
because e, will be seen as a natural quantization of z (Remark 15). To see how
close they are to being mutually orthogonal, we need the following property [,
Section 4.4], changed to agree with the present conventions:

ezei, = (2mmc/Q)" K, (mc(/h), v = % (113)

where K, is a modified Bessel function of the second kind and

(= vV-w? (114)
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Figure 3: Left: Plot of (Re K(w))? with d = 3 and w = 2/ — z = (¢t — i)\, 21,0,0).
Right: Plot of |K(z)|?> with the same parameters. The quadrature complement
(Im K(z))? has similar oscillations with offset phases, making the sum on the right
smooth. Compare with the level surfaces B, and W, in (51). As illustrated in
Figure 4, the parameter Am controls the directivity of the beam. Here we chose
Am = 1, making the beam sufficiently wide to show the wave fronts (left).

is the complex length (26) of the interval

w=z—-z= (2 —2)—ily +y) €T, (115)

Thus 7, can be interpreted as an extended classical phase space for the particle.
Since dimg 74+ = 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 = 2°. The other is A, which may be called the directivity
(Proposition 5) or squeezing parameter (Figure 4) of the fundamental states e,.

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

Y={(zx e M: s(x) =0}, (116)
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Figure 4: The variable A = \/y? acts as a relativistic squeezing parameter for the
states e, since it controls the directivity of K (w). On the left is a plot of |K(w)|?
with Am = 0.1A. On the right, a plot of the same function with Am = 20h.

whose normal vector n,(z) = d,s(z) is timelike:”
nu(x)nt(x) > 0. (117)
In general, what we shall call a covariant classical phase space then has the form
T=T,\={r—iycTi:s(x)=0, y*=\} =% —iQ, (118)
where ¥ is a covariant configuration space (117) and
M={yeViy?=N} (119)

is a relativistic ‘momentum space’ within 7;.. To complete the picture, we need a
symplectic form on I' which must be Lorentz-invariant in order to give invariant
inner products in K. The cleanest way to do this is to begin with the invariant
2-form [4]

w = dx, Ady". (120)

"A more careful analysis [4] shows that n need only be nowhere spacelike, i.e., n,(z)n*(z) > 0.
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A Lorentz-invariant measure on I is obtained from the (2d)-form
wdzw/\w/\---/\w:d!(ﬂ'\“/\d/y\u (121)

where dzf ~ dz/dz, is a d-form in M with dz, missing and cT\yM ~ dy/dy" is a
d-form in V; with dy* missing; see [1].

Note that when s(z) = 2% = ¢, then dzy = 0 and w?/d! reduces to the differential
form associated with the usual Liouville measure on the classical phase space:

s(z) =t = wl/d~d% A dly. (122)

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

dvy(z) = Nw?/d! (123)

where the normalization constant N is explained in Proposition 7. Liouville mea-
sures covariant with individual phase spaces I" will be obtained by restricting dy(z).

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

(6r19h)r = /F dry(2) 1 (2)a(2)". (124)

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

WH%=/Fd7(Z)p(Z) where  p(z) = [1(2)]*. (125)

Proposition 7 Let T be a covariant classical phase space of the form (118). Then
for an appropriate choice of N (see [K94]), we have the ‘Plancherel theorem’

llF = llal3,. (126)

In particular, |[1 || is independent of I and we may write

it = [ e peR v (127
This is proved in [1], first when X is a flat time-slice as in (122), i.e.,
ol = [ | d'edlyp(o) (128)
R2d
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The integral on the right is of the Liouville type, given the linear relationship (82)
between ¢ and the momentum p,,. For general I', we use the fact that the ‘momentum
space’ )y is a boundary:

Oy = —0B) where By ={yeV,: :y°>>\?} (129)

where the minus sign indicates the orientation of 1) toward the convex side of the
paraboloid. The contribution from A = co vanishes due to the factor e ¥?/" in the
integrand. Stokes’ theorem then gives

— Ip(z)
dy,. p(z :—/ d 130
o, Y p(2) 5. Y oy (130)
and so
— 9p(2)
2:—N/dxu/d. 131
Il L) (131)

Choose a volume W C M bounded by two configuration spaces 1, Yo so that
oW =39 — 3 (132)
and the corresponding phase spaces are
I =31 —iQy [y = 39 — Q. (133)

Then a second application of Stokes’ theorem gives

2
ol i, == [ ao [ ay 05 (134
Since O.p(z) = (0,4)¢ = —(m/h)?p(2), it follows that
9’ . - .
896:’(;3 = (8" + ") (B, — B,)p(z) = i(0. — O.)p = 0, (135)

proving that ||¢||% is independent of T' as claimed in (126). W

The above proof is not rigorous because it disregards ‘leaks’ that may occur in the
integrals (134) at spatial infinity. For a rigorous proof, see [1].

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

9p(2)
NG

Ju(z) = — Ju(z) = /B dy ju(x —iy). (136)
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They can be expressed in terms of 1(z) as

Jul2) = 2N Tm (,00(2)(2)") = iNG(2) By b(2)" (137)

where
b1 Op 165 = (Butbr )15 — 10,03, (138)

By (135), both currents are conserved in M, i.e., with respect to variations of X:

Oju(x —iy) _ 0J,(x)

= 0. 1
oz, 9z, O (139)
This makes
lll? = / 0z J,,(x) = / i [ dyjue —iy) (140)
by = By

the total “charge” of the conserved current J,(x) over ¥, as well as that of j,(2)
over % X B). Being conserved, this “charge” is independent of ¥ and B), which
enables us to drop the subscript on |[||%.

Remark 12 Covariant Born Rule: The fact that the norm

)2 = /F dy(2) [(2) 2 = all% (141)

is independent of I' proves that [1)(z)|? acts as the probability density for every
covariant phase space. &

Remark 13 Resolution of Unity in terms of the fundamental states:
Expressing (141) as

bt = / dy(z) pelespt (142)

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

/ dvy(z)ele, =1 (143)
r

for all I of the form (118), 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. &
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Remark 14 By the Resolution of Unity (143),

P(2) = aei, = /Fd’y(z) aeiezei, = /Fd’y(z) P(2)K (2 - 2). (144)

If 2/ € T, this is a reproducing property generalizing that of Gaussian coherent
states. If 2/ ¢ I', then 2’ is either in the future (2’ > T') or past (' <T') of I' and
(144) propagates ¢ from T" to 2z’. Thus K is a combination of reproducing kernel
and propagator for IC. &

Remark 15 Quantization of T+. The mapping

Q: Ty = H, zre, (145)

sends the extended classical state z to the quantum state e, so it may be viewed as
a ‘quantization’ of T1.. Figures 3 and 4 show the behavior of the reproducing kernel
K(w), w =2z — z, which measures of the correlation between e, and e,. &

3.3 The Thermodynamics of a Single Quantum 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"1te P where f=T""1 (146)
where H is the system’s Hamiltonian operator and
Z =Tre P8 (147)
is the partition function. The thermal expectation value of an operator A is
(A) =Tr(Ap) = Z 1Tr (Ae PH). (148)

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

1. The internal energy U of the system

U=(H)=2ZYeMMH)= 27102 = -93In Z. (149)

8We take Boltzmann’s constant kg = 1, so that T has units of energy.

29



2. The entropy

S=—(lnp)=—-Tr(plnp). (150)
By (146),
—Ilnp=®o+ pH
where
d=1InZ (151)

is known as the Massieu potential or Helmholtz free entropy. Thus
S=0+pU =InZ - poglnZ. (152)
3. The Helmholtz free energy

F=U-TS=-"'InZ (153)

But what is the classical ensemble leading to the above potentials?

Let us compute (148) using the trace formula

Tr B :/d'y(z) B(z) (154)
r

where B(z) is the expectation value of B in e,:

_ Bel
B(z) = Z2=, (155)

ese;
Tr (Ae Py = Ty (e PH/2 Ae=PH/?) = / dy(z)e e P2 Ae=PHI2c1 (156)

r

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

H=u-p, (157)
so that u = (1, 0) gives the usual energy. By (101),
exe PHI2(p) = NP g, (158)
where
9 = $hpBu. (159)

Since the the magnitude %hﬁ of ¥ gives the “equilibrium temperature” and its
spacetime direction u 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' = 3 — iy C T,.:

<AW%=ZW)1Ad%dA@—ﬂ% (160)

where

A@) = eacl and 20) = [ d9(:) leaiol® (161)

Proof: (160) follows from (156) and (158); Z(¥9) is a special case with A =1. W
Note that the thermal translation
2z —i9=x—i(y+9) (162)

is internal: it leaves x invariant while dragging y further away from the origin. For
given ¥ # 0 (i.e., T' < 00), the thermal translation (162) breaks Lorentz symmetry as
it selects a preferred equilibrium frame through uw € V. That symmetry is restored
if we allow Gy to act on the set thermal expectations in all equilibrium frames by

(A)UA) (W) = (A)(DA). (163)

Remark 16 Theorem 1 answers the question posed in (77):

Every phase-space element z € ' in (160) represents a unique classical phase space
trajectory of the particle in 7., and the integral fF dvy(z) sums over all these trajec-
tories. The ensemble average is independent of the phase space I', as it must be since
each I' intersects every classical trajectory exactly once and dvy(z) is Gp-invariant.
This proves that ( A) depends on the trajectories and not their individual points.
These trajectories, then, are the microstates of our ensemble. &

Remark 17 Remark 16 supports the suggestion made in Remark 8 of a fresh ap-
proach to relativistic Bohmian Mechanics where 9(z) is a pilot wave guiding classical
relativistic particles along phase-space trajectories following the conserved microlo-
cal current j,(2). I hope to elaborate on this elsewhere. &

4 Interactions through Holomorphic Gauge Theory

So far we have dealt exclusively with a single, free particle. The requirement that
free wave functions be holomorphic would seem to make it difficult to introduce in-
teractions through potentials as done in the nonrelativistic theory. We shall instead
introduce them through a method we call Holomorphic Gauge Theory [3].
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The probability density p(z) = |)(z)|* and the microlocal current j,(z) (136) are
invariant under global gauge transformations v (z)+— 1(z)x, where x is constant
with |x| = 1. But they are not invariant under microlocal gauge transformations,
where x is a holomorphic function of z € T, because then

Ix(z)| =1 = x(z) = constant. (164)

To correct this, we introduce a fiber metric’ g(z) > 0 into the Hilbert space K, so
that the norm'? (141) becomes

2 = [ dvy(z z
[REIF /r Y(2) pg(2) (165)
where

pe(2) = ¥(2)g(2)¥(2)". (166)

This is microlocally gauge invariant if and only if g(z) absorbs the factor x(z) and
its conjugate:

V' (2) = v()x(2), 9'(2) =x(2) 9T = p(2) = p(2). (167)

The same conservation law (135) making the free norm (141) microlocally gauge
invariant makes (166) invariant. Since 0,4 (z) = 0, we find

82P9(2)
0z, 0yH

= i(0" + 0") (8 — 0,)py(2) = i(D, — O0.) (o))
= iy, (goh) — i(Davg)y.

A necessary and sufficient condition for conservation of probability is therefore

(168)

O.(1(2)9(2)) = 1(2)M(z), where M(z)= M(z)". (169)
To find the gauge potential and its gauge field, use the exterior derivative

d:dx“£+dy“$:dz“£+dz“£ =0+0 (170)

where 9 and 0 are the holomorphic and antiholomorphic exterior derivatives, with

9*=0%=00+00=0. (171)

9Note that unless it is constant, g(z) cannot be holomorphic because it is required to be positive.
10T here is no loss of generality in considering the norm (141) instead of the inner product (124).
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Thus
d(vgy*) = () g™ + 1 (dg + Og)v* + gdy*

= [0 +¢dg - g~ 9" + gl0y +¢dg - g ] (172)
= (DY)gy™ + hg(Dy)”*
where D is the covariant exterior derivative
Dy(2) = 09(2) + ¢(2)A(2) (173)
with the minimally coupled vector-potential 1-form
A(z) = (89)g~! = dlng. (174)

The gauge field is given by
F(z)=dA(z) + A(z) AN A(z)
= 0A(2) + 0A(2) + A(2) A A(2).

The second and third terms vanish since A = dlng is exact and ANA=—-ANA
for a scalar 1-form A. Hence the gauge field is linear in the potential:

(175)

F(z) = 0A(z) = d0Ing. (176)

We have thus formulated the electromagnetic field as a holomorphic gauge theory.
Note that Ing(z) is a scalar ‘superpotential’ from which the vector potential A is
derived via (174); this would be impossible in the real Minkowski space M.

Remark 18 For particles with internal symmetry, the scalar gauge theory extends
to a vector gauge theory where the fiber metric g(z) is a Hermitian n x n matrix and
A is a matrix-valued 1-form. A remarkable fact about holomorphic gauge theory is
that the linearity (176) survives the transition from scalar to vector gauge theory
due to a integrability condition satisfied by A [3]. &

Remark 19 Holomorphic gauge theory suggests a natural synthesis of gauge theory
and gravity. The latter uses a metric defined on tangent spaces, while the former
uses a metric in the space of quantum states. &

In Part II of this series we study fiber metrics g(z) modeling physical systems.
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