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A new theory bridging non-relativistic and QED-based path integrals unveils more
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The Feynman path integral plays a crucial role in quantum mechanics, offering significant insights
into the interaction between classical action and propagators, and linking quantum electrodynamics
(QED) with Feynman diagrams. However, the formulations of path integrals in classical quantum
mechanics and QED are neither unified nor interconnected, suggesting the potential existence of
an important bridging theory that could be key to solving existing puzzles in quantum mechanics.
In this work, we delve into the theoretical consistency, completeness, and integration with estab-
lished path integral theories, revealing this concealed path integral form. This newly uncovered form
not only connects various path integral approaches but also demonstrates its potential in explain-
ing quantum phenomena like the origin of spin and quantum nonlocal correlations. It transcends
conventional quantum mechanics, proposing a more profound and fundamental physical principle.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Feynman path integral is a pivotal representation
in quantum mechanics and a vital method in quantum
field theory studies. It establishes a relationship between
quantum mechanics and classical mechanics, explaining
the impact of particle trajectories on propagators and in-
directly supporting the principle of least action in classi-
cal mechanics. Since its inception in 1948[1], the path in-
tegral formulation has catalyzed some scholarly discourse
and investigative pursuits. It ingeniously bridges the
non-relativistic classical action, Sc, with the Schrödinger
equation in non-relativistic quantum mechanics. How-
ever, it conspicuously lacks a parallel formulation for in-
corporating the relationship between relativistic classi-
cal action, Sr, with Dirac equation in relativity quan-
tum mechanics. Moreover, the QED-based path inte-
gral theory does not have any correspondence to classical
actions, implying its departure from classical analytical
mechanics[2]. Despite extensive efforts by researchers to
reconcile quantum field theory with a classical interpreta-
tive framework, a significant theoretical divide persists[3–
11].
Currently, the Feynman path integral theory and the

path integral formulation under QED remain disjointed,
with the former not being considered a low-energy ap-
proximation of the latter and the latter not merely serv-
ing as a relativistic extension of the former[12, 13]. Given
the broad applicability of path integrals in both classical
quantum mechanics and QED, this separation suggests
the potential existence of an undiscovered physical law
hidden within the conventional structure of path inte-
grals. This law, potentially crucial for spacetime theo-
ries, might hold the key to unlocking longstanding mys-
teries in quantum mechanics, such as the origins of spin,
the nature of quantum entanglement, the phenomenon
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of single-electron interference, and the mechanisms be-
hind superconductivity. Revealing this could profoundly
transform our understanding of the quantum domain,
offering a more unified and comprehensive theoretical
framework that reconciles classical mechanics with quan-
tum mechanics.

Histories, some researchers have identified this incom-
petence in path integral theories and tried to find out
this hidden path integral formula. The Feynman checker-
board model provides an elegant approach to bridge the
Dirac equation with particle stochastic trajectories[14].
It ingeniously derives the one-dimensional Dirac equa-
tion from the zigzag motion of particles at the speed
of light[8, 15, 16]. However, extending this model to
higher dimensions encounters several challenges, includ-
ing computational complexity, divergences in calcula-
tions, and maintaining gauge invariance[17, 18]. Despite
efforts by researchers to address these issues using al-
ternative summation rules[9, 10, 19, 20], the method of
tranfer matrix[21] and the Monte Carlo method[22], a
universal theory applicable to arbitrary dimensions has
not yet emerged. B. Gaveau and Roberto Quezada at-
tempted to correlate higher-dimensional Dirac equations
with stochastic paths via momentum space[23, 24], ne-
cessitating the further clarification in physical meanings
and interpretations. To further advance research in this
field, Gian Fabrizio and colleagues proposed a path inte-
gral representation specifically tailored for Dirac particles
in electromagnetic fields[25–28]. However, the question
of how to extend this method to more general external
field scenarios while maintaining mathematical and phys-
ical consistency remains an open issue[29, 30]. Moreover,
these studies significantly diverge in philosophy from the
classic Feynman path integrals and fail to establish a co-
hesive relations with them. These obstacles underscore
the difficulty to construct the inherent link between the
Dirac equation and the foundational principles estab-
lished by Feynman.

The decline in research focus within this domain as we
progressed into the 21st century can be attributed to a
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perceived completeness of existing theories and a shift
towards the practical applications of quantum technol-
ogy. However, the challenges faced in quantum mechan-
ics applications over the past two decades necessitate a
renewed focus on this research. The absence of a compre-
hensive description of the spacetime mechanism for quan-
tum non-local correlations in current quantum mechan-
ics limits our ability to manipulate quantum properties
freely in the field of quantum information. Additionally,
prevailing theories inadequately address phenomena such
as superconductivity, underscoring the imperative for a
novel theoretical construct. A theory of space-time cor-
relation, harmonizing classical Feynman path integrals
with QED, holds the potential to illuminate these quan-
tum phenomena and enhance our capacity to interpret
and manipulate the quantum world, catalyzing techno-
logical innovations and paving the way for groundbreak-
ing applications in quantum computing, superconductor,
and beyond.

II. THE MISSING PATH INTEGRAL AND ITS

POTENTIAL FORM

The existence of a missing content in current path inte-
grals is evidenced by their formal logical inconsistencies
and incompleteness, which fail to encompass all aspects
of quantum mechanics. We elucidate these points in the
following text.

A. Inconsistency in Classical Path Integral Form

The classical path integral theory, or non-relativistic
Feynman path integral theory, describes the evolution of
single particles. Within this theoretical framework, the
classical action associated with various particle trajec-
tories is introduced into quantum mechanics as a phase
factor. The propagator in quantum mechanics can be
represented as a superposition of all these phase factors:

K(r, t; r0, t0) = C
n
2

0

∑

℘k

exp(iSc/~), (1)

where Sc is the classical action and C0 = m0/2iπ(t−t0) is
a path-independent constant[1]. ℘k here is used to denote
the function of the k-th path. However, this formulation
presents challenges. The action Sc in Eq. 1 is classi-
cal, yet the paths considered are arbitrary, encompassing
those approaching or surpassing light speed. This raises a
critical question regarding the consistency of the theory:
is it feasible to exclude these non-classical paths? The
answer is negative. Eliminating these non-classical paths
would lead to the inability to derive the Schrödinger
equation and would detach the path integral from its fun-
damental connection to quantum mechanics[31, 32].
Interestingly, contrary to intuitive understanding,

within a time-sliced evolution process, which is a method

to analyze quantum processes step-by-step in time, the
contribution of classical path actions is marginal, with
non-classical paths assuming a dominant role. This leads
to another critical question: why rely on a classical ac-
tion when these non-classical paths are so crucial? One
might consider using a relativistic action in Eq. 1 as an
alternative. However, substituting Sc with a relativis-
tic action would cause the formula to diverge, thereby
rendering the path integral ineffective[31].

This dilemma underscores a fundamental inconsistency
within the classical path integral paradigm: the path se-
lection is rooted in non-classical trajectories, yet the ac-
tion is constrained within a classical mechanical quantity.
This inconsistency results in the path integral lacking
self-consistency and also implies that the classical path
integral theory may simply be a projection of a more fun-
damental theory at low energies. It is an approximate
theory.

B. Incompleteness of Path Integral Forms

In the current quantum theory, it is distinguished
by two principal path integral formulations. The first
pertains to the classical action’s relationship with the
Schrödinger equation, providing a foundational frame-
work for non-relativistic quantum mechanics. Con-
versely, the second formulation delves into the complex
dynamics between Feynman diagrams and the Dyson se-
ries, essential for understanding quantum field theory and
QED. Despite these advancements, a significant gap has
emerged: there is no path integral formulation that re-
lates to the Dirac equation.

The Dirac equation stands as a cornerstone of relativis-
tic quantum mechanics, offering profound insights into
the quantum nature of spin with a value of 1/2 and elu-
cidating complex phenomena such as the fine structure
of hydrogen atom energy levels and the Landé g-factor.
The expectation for a comprehensive path integral the-
ory to illuminate these quantum mechanical nuances is
both necessary and pressing. Yet, the current theoretical
framework lacks a path integral model that seamlessly in-
tegrates the Dirac equation with relativistic action, thus
limiting our understanding of these phenomena from a
spacetime perspective.

This gap in the theoretical foundation not only hinders
our ability to fully comprehend the underlying princi-
ples driving these phenomena but also suggests that the
existing path integral theory is incomplete. Without a
model that aligns with the Dirac equation, path integral
theory remains a supplemental, albeit crucial, aspect of
quantum mechanics rather than embodying a fundamen-
tal and comprehensive set of physical principles. This
oversight underscores the urgent need for theoretical ex-
pansion to bridge this divide, promising to elevate our
understanding of quantum mechanics to a more profound
and unified level.
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C. The Missing Path integral and Its Potential

Form

From the above analysis, it is apparent that in quan-
tum mechanics, there exists a missing path integral. In
previous work, some researchers tried to find out its form.
However, these forms either still belong to the path inte-
grals under field theory, are restricted path integrals, or
are path integrals with modified action, and have not re-
vealed the true missing path integral form. We posit that
the sought-after form of this path integral must adhere to
the following three critical criteria: 1) Alignment with

the Dirac Equation: This requirement is foundational,
as the Dirac equation is pivotal in relativistic quantum
mechanics; 2) Compatibility with Existing Path In-

tegral Formulations: This criterion ensures the new
form’s coherence and integration within the broader the-
oretical framework of quantum mechanics; 3) Conver-

gence and Integrability: The property that path in-
tegral forms must be convergent and integrable is the
mathematical requirement for a physical theory and a
prerequisite for ensuring its theoretical soundness and
applicability.
It is important to note that to make the path inte-

gral form a non-diagonalized spinor form (a diagonalized
spinor form is a trivial form), it is necessary to strip
the path integral of its propagator identity. For an n-
dimensional wave function, Ψ = (ψ1, ψ2, ·, ψn)

T , it satis-
fies

Ψ(r, t) =
(

〈r, t|ψ1〉, 〈r, t|ψ2〉, · · · , 〈r, t|ψn〉
)T

=

∫

diag











〈r, t|r0, t0〉
〈r, t|r0, t0〉

...
〈r, t|r0, t0〉











T 









〈r0, t0|ψ1〉
〈r0, t0|ψ2〉

...
〈r0, t0|ψ3〉











d3r0.

=

∫

Kdiag(r, t; r0, t0)Ψ(r0, t0)d
3r0

=

∫

KdiagM̂(r0, t0)Φ(r0, t0)d
3r0

⇒ Φ(r, t) =

∫

M̂−1(r, t)KdiagM̂(r0, t0)Φ(r0, t0)d
3r0

=

∫

K̂non−diagΦ(r0, t0)d
3r0 (2)

where M̂ is the operator corresponding to the uni-
tary transformation matrix and diag(a1, a2, · · · , an) de-
notes the diagonal matrix with diagonal elements
a1, a2, · · · , an. Operator M̂ transforms the time-
evolved wave function Ψ(r0, t0) under diagonalization
into Φ(r, t0). The difference between Ψ(r, t0) and
Φ(r, t0) is that the temporal evolution of the compo-
nent functions of Ψ(r, t0) is independent, i.e., ψm(r, t) =

e
i
∫

t

t0
Ĥdt1/~ψm(r, t0), whereas the temporal evolution of

the component functions of Φ(r, t0) is not independent,

i.e., φm(r, t) =
∑n

k=0 ake
i
∫

t

t0
Ĥdt1/~φk(r, t). Eq. 2 tells us

that the path integral theory of non-diagonalized spinor

form must necessarily be an operator. To establish the
path integral theory linking relativistic action with the
Dirac equation in spinor form, we must abandon the no-
tion that the formulation of path integral theory must
be a pure function, strip it of its propagator identity,
and build its general form from the functional operator
perspective.
Since this path integral form needs to include the rel-

ativistic action and must be an operator, we can express
this path integral in a general form:

KR = K̂non−diag = R̂
∑

℘k

eiSR(℘k)/~, (3)

where KR represents the spinor form of the relativistic
path integral, SR is the relativistic action in spinor form,
which is different from the scalar relativistic action Sr =
∫ t

t0
(−γm0c

2 − qA + qV )dt1. γ represents the Lorentz

factor, equaling 1/
√

1− v2/c2. R̂ is an operator that is
independent of the path.
There might be reservations about R̂ being in an oper-

ator form. However, transitioning R̂ to an operator form
is not merely an inevitable result of evolving from di-
agonalized propagators to non-diagonalized spinor path
integrals; it also signifies our mathematical requirement
to move from handling the evolution of plane waves to
accommodating general spinor wavefunctions (as we will
see in subsequent sections). This insight further stimu-
lates our contemplation on the path integral form. In the
context of Feynman’s path integral theory, the normal-
ization factor C0 in Eq. 1 is traditionally considered path-
independent, a premise that, while widely accepted, lacks
rigorous theoretical or empirical validation. This raises
an intriguing possibility that the constancy of C0 might
be an effective approximation within a more generalized
path integral framework. Such a perspective points to
a new clue for us to explore a path integral that tran-
scends the limitations of current formulations, particu-
larly by ensuring that R̂ smoothly converges to C0 in
the low-energy regime, thereby maintaining compatibil-
ity with the Feynman path integral. Importantly, despite
the spinor form of the path integral described in Eq. 2
losing its identity as a propagator, it still functions as
a spacetime entity that delineates the evolution of the
wave function, thereby establishing a link between the
action and the quantum mechanics evolution equation.
What are the expressions for R̂ and the spinor action
SR, and what physical insights do these expressions em-
body? These questions will be progressively addressed in
the following discussions.

III. CONSTRUCTION OF PATH INTEGRAL

THEORY IN SPINOR FORM

A. Tricomi function and the spinor path integral

The key to constructing the path integral in spinor
form is to determine the expressions for R̂ and SR. The
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form of SR is crucial; choosing an appropriate expression
for SR can simplify the expression of R̂ and make its
physical meaning more apparent.

The core issue in determining SR is how to write γm0c
2

in spinor form. Historically, some researchers have con-
ducted studies on this, but influenced by Dirac’s refor-
mulation of the Klein-Gordon equation, it is generally
believed that

√

1− v2/c2 = β ± α · v/c. Here α and
β use the Dirac representation[33]. However, this spinor
expression is not appropriate. Due to the specificity of
spinor forms, βm0c

2 − m0cα · v has different diagonal-
ization matrices for different v values, making it diffi-
cult to construct the connection βm0c

2 ± m0cα · v →
βm0c

2 +α · p̂c in the path integral process.

To establish the connection between the relativis-
tic action and the Dirac equation, it is required that
√

1− v2/c2 = β − βα · v/c. We must note that this
spinor form belongs to Cl3,1, making |v| < c and |v| > c
belong to different branches. To ensure the convergence
of the integral for |v| > c, we require

√

1− v2/c2 =

isgn(t0−t)
√

v2/c2 − 1. Consequently,

SR(℘) =

∫

℘

(−βm0c
2+βm0cα ·v− qV + qA ·v)dt1. (4)

V and A here are used to denote the scalar and vector
potential respectively. In this new expression, the diago-
nalization matrix L0 of SR can be obtained:

L0 = e−
1

2
arctanh(α·v/c) =

√

γ + 1

2
−
√

γ − 1

2
α · nv

=





√

γ+1
2 I −

√

γ−1
2 σ · nv

−
√

γ−1
2 σ · nv

√

γ+1
2 I



 , (5)

where nv = v/|v| is the unit vector of v, and σ signi-
fies the Pauli matrices. Although the expression of L0 is
not often seen in physics, it is in fact a Lorentz trans-
formation under the structure of the Clifford algebra.
Under the Clifford algebra structure, spacetime can be
expressed as R = ct + α · r, and under this expression,
the spacetime transformation (Lorentz transformation)
can be written as:R′ = L−1

0 RL0.

According to Eq. 4, we can see the eigenvalues of SR

contain terms ±m0c
2
√

1− v2/c2. Thus, using the path
integral in spinor form to calculate the evolution of the
wave function will inevitably involve the following inte-
gral form:

∫ ∞

−∞
f(v)e

±iχ
√

1− v2

c2 φ(x0 + vε, t)d(vε) (6)

where χ = m0c
2ε/~ is dimensionless constant and f(v) is

an integral function brought about by R̂ and the diago-
nalization matrix L0. This integral is quite complex and
generally does not have an analytical solution. However,

we notice that

∫ ∞

−∞
γ1/2

√

γ ± 1

2
e
±iχ

√

1− v2

c2 eipvεdv

∼
∑

k

ak(p)U(−k, 1
2
− 2k,∓2iχ),

(7)

The function U(a, b, c) is known as the Tricomi func-
tion. When a is a non-positive integer, it is closely
related to the spherical Bessel functions ja(1/c) and
ya(1/c)[34]. It is known that the spherical Hankel func-
tions h±k = jk(x)+iyk(x)[35] have the generating function
1
z e

±i
√
z2−2zt[36]. Hence, we get the following relation-

ship:

∑

k

ak(p)U(−k, 1
2
− 2k,±2iχ)

∼
∑

k

bk(p)h
±
k (χ) ∼ e

±iχ

√

1+
(

p
p0

)

2

.

(8)

This relationship is crucial for the construction of rel-
ativistic path integrals, implying that the integral with
a core of eiLrε/~ can be transmuted into the function
e−iĤrε/~, thus making it possible for us to establish the
linkage between relativistic classical mechanics and rel-
ativistic quantum mechanics. The essential element in
forging this link, namely the expression for R̂, can be
ascertained through the relationship between the Tri-
comi functions and the generating functions of the Han-
kel functions. After calculation, we come to these very
strong conclusions as follows

∫ ∞

−∞

(

2γ

1 + γ

)
n−1

2

√

γ2 + γ

2
e±iSr/~ψ(r0, t0)d

nr0

= i
n
2
∓n

2 C
−n

2

0

(

2γ̂

1 + γ̂

)
n−1

2

√

γ̂2 + γ̂

2
e∓iĤrε/~ψ(r, t0),

∫ ∞

−∞

(

2γ

1 + γ

)
n−1

2

√

γ2 − γ

2

v

|v|e
±iSr/~ψ(r0, t0)d

nr0

= i
n
2
∓n

2
±1C

−n
2

0

(

2γ̂

1 + γ̂

)
n−1

2

√

γ̂2 − γ̂

2

v̂

|v̂|e
∓iĤrε/~ψ(r, t0),

where, v̂ = (p̂ − qA)/(βm0), and γ̂ = 1/
√

1− v̂2/c2.

Ĥr =
√

m2
0c

4 + (p̂− qA)2 + qV is a scalar Hamilto-
nian in relativity. dnr is the abbreviation of the form
dx1dx2 · · · dxn. The details of these calculations are pro-
vided in supplementary material. Basing these conclu-
sions above, we can construct the expression for R̂ under
n-D like follows

R̂(r, r0; t, t0) = L−1
n (v̂)

(

m0β

2iπ~(t− t0)

)
n
2

Ln(v), (9)

Ln(v) = γ
1

2

(

2γ

1 + γ

)
n−1

2

L0. (10)
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Here, v = (r − r0)/(t − t0) and γ(v̂) = γ̂. It should

be emphasized that the expression for R̂ is unique. As
can be seen from Eq. 7, changing the expression of R̂
will change the value of ak(p), which will result in the
resulting expression for the path integral being linearly

independent of e±iχ
√

1+(p/p0)2 , and thus it will be impos-
sible to construct a relationship between Sr and Ĥr.
Incorporating the expressions for SR in Eq.4 and R̂ in

Eq.9, we have

{

KR (r, t; r0, t0) = R̂
∑

℘k
exp

(

iSR(℘k)
~

)

Ψ(r, t) =
∫∞
−∞KR(r, t; r0, t0)Ψ(r0, t0)d

nr0
(11)

⇒











ĤR = βm0c
2 +α · (p̂− qA)c+ qV (r, t)

Ψ(r, t) = T̂ e
− i

~

∫

t

t0
ĤRdt1Ψ(r, t0)

i~ ∂
∂tΨ(r, t) = ĤRΨ(r, t).

(12)

It is the Dirac equation.

B. Exposition on the Spinor Form of Path Integral

Expression

From the analysis above, we can see that the ex-
pression for R̂ is the result of mathematical operations.
It may seem complicated, but holds substantial physi-
cal significance. Specifically, in the expression for Ln,
L0 = e−

1

2
arctanh(v/c) represents the Lorentz transforma-

tion, which is a physical quantity that must appear in
the transition from a diagonal propagator to a spinor
form of the path integral. Moreover, the occurrence of
the term γn/2 in Eq. 10 is notably deliberate, mirroring
the relativistic adjustment of the original coefficient C0

to accommodate proper time ∆τ = (t− t0)/γ, a Lorentz
invariant. This adaptation emphasizes the relativistic co-
variance of the path integral formulation. As for the term
√

(1 + γ̂)/2, though less common in physics, aligns with

the normalization factor
√

(Hr +m0c2)/2Hr for Dirac
plane waves, underscoring its relevance in relativistic cor-
rections.
It is important to note that since the conclusion

∫ t

t0

βm0c
2(1+α·v

c
)dt1 = βm0c

2(t−t0+α· r − r0

c
) (13)

is path-independent, KR in Eq. 11 can be further simpli-
fied as:

KR(r, r0; t, t0) =R̂e
i

~
(βm0c

2(t−t0)+βm0cα·(r−r0))

∑

℘k

e
i

~

∫

℘k
(qA·v−qV )dt1

=K0(r, r0; t, t0)
∑

℘k

e
i

~

∫

℘k
(qA·v−qV )dt1 .

Here, we use K0 to represent the path integral in spinor
form without potential energy. The path independence
of the integration involving βm0c

2(1+α · vc ) across time

leads to a significant simplification in the expression for
KR. This simplification reveals that the path integral’s
dependence on particle paths, in the absence of potential
energy boils down to the contributions from vector and
scalar potentials.
The integration of the vector potential A across dif-

ferent paths affects the kernel K, but intriguingly, it
does not alter the wave function’s evolution. Under dif-
ferent paths, the contribution of A to K is expressed

as: e
i

~

∫

℘k
qA·vdt1 = e

i

~
(Fk(r)−Fk(r0)). Here, Fk satis-

fies ∇Fk(r) = qA, which leads to eiFk(r)/~p̂e−iFk(r)/~ =
p̂ − qA. When using Eq. 11 to calculate the evolution
of the state function, e−iFk(r0)/~ will be included in the
integration. After integration, e−iFk(r0)/~ will become
e−iFk(r)/~, forming the structure eiFk(r)/~Ûe−iFk(r)/~

with the evolution operator Û = T̂ e
i

~

∫

t

t0
ĤRdt1 , eventu-

ally leading to ĤR(p̂) = ĤR(p̂ − qA). This analysis cul-
minates in the realization that, despite the vector poten-
tial’s variable contribution under different paths to KR,
its effect on the state function’s evolution remains uni-
form. This uniformity, encapsulated in the transforma-
tion eiFk(r)/~p̂e−iFk(r)/~ = p̂− qA, ensures that the vec-
tor potential’s integral translates identically across vary-
ing paths in the evolution of the state function.
In contrast, the scalar potential V (r, t) exhibits a true

path dependency within the spinor form of the path in-
tegral. This dependency complicates the application of
path integrals for analyzing the wave function’s long-term
evolution, confining our analysis to within a temporal
slice ε. Within such a time slice, as ε → 0, the sum
∑

℘k
e

i

~

∫

℘k
V dt1 becomes proportional to e

i

~
V (r,t)ε. Fur-

thermore, as ε → 0, the operator p̂e
i

~
V (r,t)ε approaches

e
i

~
V (r,t)εp̂. Since e

i

~

∫

℘k
V dt1 = e

i

~
(fk(t)−fk(t0)), leading to

Ψ(r, t) =

∫ ∞

−∞
K0e

i

~
(fk(t0)−fk(t))Ψ(r0, t0)d

nr0

⇒eε∂t0Ψ(r, t0) = e
i

~
fk(t)e−ε i

~
(βm0c

2+α·p̂c)e
i

~
fk(t0)Ψ(r, t0)

⇒e−
εi
~
(i~∂t0

−V )
(

e
i

~
fkΨ

)

= e−
εi
~
(βm0c

2+α·p̂c)
(

e
i

~
fkΨ

)

.

This relationship holds for any wave function Ψ(r, t0),
and thus

(i~∂t − V )Ψ′(r, t) = (βm0c
2 +α · p̂c)Ψ′(r, t). (14)

where Ψ′(r, t) = e
i

~
fk(t)Ψ(r, t). It should be emphasized

that the derivation of the Dirac equation involving the
scalar potential is based on the premise that ε → 0.
Without this premise, p̂ would not have a commuta-

tion relation with e
i

~

∫

℘k
V dt1 , causing the operator p̂i

in the Hamiltonian to become p̂i + V/vi, which is in-
consistent with the Dirac equation. It is precisely be-
cause of the presence of the scalar potential V that the
dynamical evolution equation (Dirac equation) replaces

Ψ(r, t) = e
i

~

∫

t

t0
ĤRdt1Ψ(r, t0) as the most fundamental

principle in quantum mechanics.
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IV. RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SPINOR

FORM OF PATH INTEGRALS AND OTHER

FORMS OF PATH INTEGRALS

A. Spinor Form of Path Integrals versus Scalar

Form of Path Integrals

In previous work, Wen, etc., established the path in-
tegral in scalar form, constructing the relationship be-
tween the relativistic Lagrangian in scalar form, Lr =
γm0c

2 + qA − qV , and the scalar form of the Hamilto-
nian, Ĥr =

√

m2
0c

4 + (p̂− qA)2c2+qV . In fact, the path
integral in spinor form is a further extension of this work.
The diagonal form of the path integral in spinor form is
essentially the path integral theory in scalar form. The
main physical quantities causing the non-diagonalization
of the path integral in spinor form are L0 and eiSR/~. If
we take the diagonal elements of these quantities, then
we obtain

diag(R̂
∑

℘k

eiSR/~) =

(

R
∑

iWe
iSr
~ , 0

0, R
∑

iWe
−iSr

~

)

This is the expression for the path integral in scalar form
that includes solutions with negative energy. This indi-
cates that the path integral in scalar form is the result of
decoupling the positive and negative energy state spaces
in the spinor form of path integrals.
If we revisit the theory of path integrals in spinor form,

we find that SR has lost its role in describing the motion
of objects; we cannot derive the general laws of motion
from the principle of least action. However, in the scalar
form of path integral theory, Sr still retains its physical
significance as an action, capable of describing the clas-
sical motion of spin particles. The transformation from
Sr to SR requires us to introduce −Lr. In classical me-
chanics, we retained Lr and discarded −Lr, but in the
theory of path integrals, we need to include −Lr into the
new theory.
From LR = L−1

0 (βLr)L0, we know that because δLR

involves the variation of L0, δ
∫

LRdt = 0 no longer de-
scribes the true trajectory of an object. This conclusion
underscores that the scalar form of path integrals aligns
more closely with Feynman’s conceptualization of path
integrals, embodying a more direct approach to quan-
tum dynamics. Conversely, the spinor form, with SR

detached from motion description, evolves into a theory
of spacetime correlation. This theory, while not directly
elucidating motion, offers a richer tapestry of insights,
suggesting that the intertwining of positive and negative
energy states underpins the fundamental laws of matter.

B. Spinor Form of Path Integrals versus Classical

Feynman Path Integrals

From our analysis, we know that if the positive and
negative energy state spaces are decoupled, then the

spinor form of path integrals will transition to the scalar
form. On this basis, if the quantum system’s momen-
tum 〈(p̂ − qA)2〉 ≪ m2

0c
2, implying 〈βv̂〉 ≪ c, this leads

to Ln(v̂) ≈ 1, thus causing the operator R̂ to degener-
ate into a path-independent constant. At this point, we
obtain

diag(R̂
∑

℘k

eiSR/~) ∼
(

C
n
2

0

∑

i e
iSc
~ , 0

0, C
n
2

0

∑

i e
− iSc

~

)

This is the classical Feynman path integral form that
includes solutions with negative energy. Here Sc =
∫ t

t0
(p2/2m0+qA−V )dt1. This tells us that the Feynman

path integral is a low-energy approximation of the spinor
form of path integrals when the positive and negative
energy state spaces are decoupled.

C. Spinor Form of Path Integrals versus Path

Integrals in QED

The path integral in spinor form and the Feynman path
integral under QED belong to different levels of path in-
tegral theory. The former is a spacetime theory about
the evolution of single particles, while the latter is based
on the theory of particle creation and annihilation under
field quantization. They are connected through the Dirac
equation.
Before these two path integrals can be linked, the issue

of covariance in the spinor form of path integrals needs to
be addressed. It is noted that the Dirac equation derived
from equation 11 is not covariant. In fact, this equation
is also the initial equation that Dirac constructed based
on the principle of correspondence from the relativistic
Hamiltonian. Multiplying both sides of this equation by
β yields the standard form of the Dirac equation:

(β(i~∂t − qV )− βα · (p̂− qA)c−m0c
2)Ψ = 0

⇔(γµ(i~∂u − qAµ)−m0c)Ψ = 0. (15)

Where γµ are Dirac Matrixes[33, 37], ∂0 = ∂/(c∂t) and
A0 = V/c. Mathematically, this equation and Eq. 11
are essentially two equivalent equations. However, this
equation cannot be directly obtained from path integral
theory, primarily because, in the single-particle path in-
tegral theory, time and space do not have equivalent sta-
tus. In the single-particle path integral theory, the ac-
tion involves an integration over time but not over space,
while the propagator calculation involves spatial integra-
tion but not temporal integration. Therefore, the single-
particle path integral theory is necessarily non-covariant.
Then, does a covariant form of path integral theory ex-
ist? It is believed not to exist. In classical mechanics, a
“path” refers to the “trajectory” of mechanical motion,
involving “changes in space over time”, which implies
time is a variable, and space is a physical quantity, thus
their statuses are different. Therefore, as long as the
classical concept of “path” is retained, a covariant form
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of path integral does not exist. In fact, the “path” in
Feynman path integrals under QED has deviated from
the classical concept of “trajectory”; it refers to “types
of scattering”. Precisely for this reason, the Feynman
path integrals in QED do not possess a specific expres-
sion form but are merely a method for calculating the
Dyson series.

V. THE SPINOR FORM OF PATH INTEGRAL

THEORY REVEALS NEW PHYSICAL LAWS

A. Spinor Form of Path Integrals and the Origin of

Spin

The origin of spin has long posed a big mystery in the
realm of physics. From a mathematical perspective, the
concept of spin space as the 2n-dimensional inequivalent
irreducible representation of the SU(2) group is well-
established[38]. This mathematical formalism provides
a solid foundation for describing the properties of spin,
such as its quantization and transformation under rota-
tions. However, the fundamental reasons for the emer-
gence of spin and the specific details of its physical genesis
remain subjects of considerable intrigue research.
Traditionally, the introduction of the α matrices in the

Dirac equation is regarded as a crucial step towards un-
derstanding spin. The Dirac equation, which combines
quantum mechanics and special relativity, successfully
describes the behavior of spin-1/2 particles, such as elec-
trons. Yet, when examined within a broader algebraic
context, the α matrices merely serve as the fundamen-
tal vectors in the Cl3,0 space, aligning with the inherent
algebraic structure of Maxwell’s equations[39, 40]. This
observation suggests that the α matrices alone do not
fully capture the physical origin of spin.
To illustrate this point, let us consider Maxwell’s

equations, which govern the behavior of electromagnetic
fields. If we define the vectors

r = xαx + yαy + zαz,

J = Jxαx + Jyαy + Jzαz ,

E = Exαx + Eyαy + Ezαz,

B = Bxαx +Byαy +Bzαz ,

then Maxwell’s equations can be succinctly expressed as
[39]

(
∂

c∂t
+∇)(E + icB) =

√

µ

ε
(ρc+ J). (16)

where i = αxαyαz is the image number in Cl3,0 space.
This formulation reveals that, in describing Maxwell’s
equations, we can entirely introduce the α matrices to
reformulate the laws of electromagnetism, and this alge-
braic operation structure is completely equivalent to the
modern vector description. In other words, the intro-
duction of α matrices, in itself, does not elucidate the

origin of spin; had this been the case, spin as a physical
quantity would have been apparent within the classical
framework of Maxwell’s equations.
From the perspective of spinor form path integrals, the

key to making spin manifest in quantum mechanics is the
introduction of the β matrix, which shifts the physical
laws from those belonging to the Cl3,0 algebraic space
of Maxwell’s equations to the Cl3,1 algebraic space of
Dirac’s theory[40]. The β matrix, along with the α ma-
trices, forms the complete set of Dirac matrices, which
are essential for describing the behavior of spin-1/2 par-
ticles. Notably, in our spinor path integral theory, the β
matrix always appears in conjunction with the mass m0.
This observation suggests that mass plays a crucial role
in the emergence of spin.
The introduction of the concept of negative mass and

allowing negative mass to form a spinor space with posi-
tive mass lays the foundation for constructing the Dirac
equation. This mathematical framework enables the de-
scription of particles with both positive and negative en-
ergy states, which is a key feature of relativistic quantum
mechanics. From this, we can speculate that spin might
arise from the coupling of electromagnetic laws with par-
ticles of positive and negative mass. In other words, the
interplay between the algebraic structure of electromag-
netism (Cl3,0) and the extended algebraic structure that
includes both positive and negative mass (Cl3,1) could
be the physical origin of spin.
This viewpoint offers a new perspective on understand-

ing the physical origin of spin, but it still requires further
theoretical and experimental research to validate and re-
fine. Future research should delve deeper into the role
of mass in the emergence of spin, as well as the possi-
ble connection between the algebraic structures of elec-
tromagnetism and relativistic quantum mechanics. Ad-
ditionally, investigating the behavior of spin in various
physical scenarios, such as in the presence of strong grav-
itational fields or in the context of particle interactions,
could provide valuable insights into the fundamental na-
ture of spin.

B. Spinor Form of Path Integrals and Quantum

Non-local Correlations

Due to path integrals being spacetime correlation func-
tions, which describe the correlation of various spacetime
points during the evolution of the wave function, path in-
tegrals can be used to reveal the reasons behind the for-
mation of quantum non-local correlations and the manip-
ulation of such correlations. In fact, in the work by Wen,
et al., the randomness, irreversibility, instantaneousness,
and basis vector preference of scalar particle wave func-
tion collapse were explained through the scalar form of
path integral theory, turning the axioms of quantum mea-
surement into a corollary under this scalar form of path
integral theory[31, 41]. The spinor form of path integral
theory we established in this work is a spinor extension
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of the scalar form of path integrals, capable of revealing
the mysteries of spin particle wave function collapse and
characteristics such as spin particle entanglement. We
will elaborate on this work in future publications.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we discussed the inconsistencies and in-
completeness present in current path integral theory.
Given that path integral theory is an important theory
in quantum mechanics, its flaws suggest that a more fun-
damental path integral theory, which could establish the
connection between the relativistic action and the Dirac
equation, is hidden within quantum mechanics. By ana-
lyzing the possible forms of this path integral, we found
this hidden theory. Mathematical analysis indicates that
the form of the path integral theory we discovered is

unique. Unlike previous theories, our approach does not
necessitate specific path constraints or modifications to
the action, representing a natural extension of Feynman’s
path integrals. We have elaborated on the connections
between our theory and scalar path integrals, Feynman
path integrals, and path integrals in QED, offering novel
perspectives on quantum spin and quantum non-local
correlations. This work significantly advances our un-
derstanding of quantum mechanics, opening new avenues
for exploration in the quantum information and compu-
tation, superconductor and so on.
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