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Abstract

We present a bundle geometric formulation of non-relativistic many-particles Quantum Mechanics. A wave
function is seen to be a C-valued cocyclic tensorial O-form on configuration space-time seen as a principal bundle,
while the Schrédinger equation flows from its covariant derivative, with the action functional supplying a (flat)
cocyclic connection 1-form on the configuration bundle. In line with the historical motivations of Dirac and
Feynman, ours is thus a Lagrangian geometric formulation of QM, in which the Dirac-Feynman path integral

arises in a geometrically natural way.

Applying the dressing field method, we obtain a relational reformulation of this geometric non-relativistic
QM: a relational wave function is realised as a basic cocyclic O-form on the configuration bundle. In this rela-
tional QM, any particle position can be used as a dressing field, i.e. as a “physical reference frame”. The dressing
field method naturally accounts for the freedom in choosing the dressing field, which is readily understood as a

covariance of the relational formulation under changes of physical reference frame.
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1 Introduction

Contrary to the other fundamental pillars of modern physics, General Relativity (GR) and Gauge Field Theory
(GFT) - or broadly, general-relativistic Gauge Field Theory (gRGFT) — which are fundamentally understood in
geometric terms, Quantum Mechanics (QM) is usually still primarily conceived algebraically. And indeed many
of its key puzzling features, from an interpretive standpoint, stems from its algebraic linearity. Yet, the geometric
structure of QM has been a topic of interest for many. Notably, the field of geometric quantization [1] pioneered
by Souriau, Kostant and Kirillov has been fruitful, mainly in mathematics and group representation theory. Also,
isolated works throughout the years have made interesting contributions, e.g. [2—4].'

As part of our program of a relational (re)formulation of fundamental physics, started in [6, 7] (see also [8, 9]),
in this work we propose an original contribution to this tradition. We give a bundle geometric formulation of non-
relativistic QM which relies on a generalisation of standard bundle geometric notions, where group representations
are replaced by 1-cocycles for the action of the group: cocyclic bundle geometry [10] — originally called twisted
bundle geometry. A key notion of which is that of cocyclic connection, extending the usual Ehresmann (and/or
Cartan) connections.” We further stress that ours is naturally a Lagrangian approach to QM, which soundly res-
onates with the historical motivations of Dirac [13] and Feynman [14, 15],% leading them to the path integral (PT)
formulation. As a matter of fact, the Dirac-Feynman PI fits well with our geometric approach.

Our bundle geometric version of QM makes it possible to apply the dressing field method (DFM) of symmetry
reduction [7, 16, 17], thereby obtaining a geometric relational formulation of QM. It is distinct from relational QM
ala Rovelli [18], even though the interpretation of our results is broadly in line with it. In spirit, it is also broadly in
line with the heuristic idea behind the recent burgeoning literature on “quantum reference frames” [19-21], though
we approach the subject in a mathematically more sophisticated way, akin to geometric quantization.

The paper is organised as follows: For the benefit of the reader, in section 2 we provide the essential background
material. In section 2.1 we remind the basics of bundle geometry. This is necessary for two reasons: First to intro-
duce cocyclic bundle geometry, in term of which we shall formulate QM, and secondly because bundle geometry is
the proper framework to express the DFM. Which we do in section 2.2.

With this preparatory work done, in section 3 we give our bundle geometric formulation of non-relativistic QM.
The configuration space ¢, of a set of N particles at a time ¢ is seen as the fiber of a principal bundle ¢, which we
call the configuration space-time bundle, over the Newtonian time line 77, its base space. The gauge group of % is
shown to exactly capture the so-called extended Galilean transformations [22]. The action functional is shown to
induce a flat cocyclic connection 1-form. It induces a cocyclic covariant derivative on C-valued cocyclic tensorial
forms on €. Quantum mechanical wave functions i are the subspace of form degree 0 of its kernel. The cocyclic
covariant derivative of ¢ splits — in bundle coordinates — as two equations: One gives the quantum mechanical
prescription for the conjugate momentum operator &t = —ih%, while the other gives the Schrodinger equation.
We then show how the Dirac-Feynman PI formulation may arise naturally from this geometric framework.

'Recently was published the result [5] of a years-long concerted effort to couch QM in differential geometric terms. Our approach, to be
described momentarily, is entirely independent.

2The notion of cocyclic (or twisted) connection features prominently in twistor geometry [11], as well as in its real counterpart, conformal
tractor geometry [12] — and in projective geometry. Tractor and twistors are cocyclic gauge fields regarding Weyl rescaling symmetry, and
the conformal tractor and twistor connections are cocyclic Cartan connections.

3Dirac sought a Lagrangian formulation of QM so that it could be made compatible with Special Relativity from first principles. Feynman
was motivated to find a Lagrangian approach to QM by the particular approach he and Wheeler took at the time to tackle QED, which rested
on a classical version of electrodynamics that could not be cast in an Hamiltonian form.



In section 4 we describe a bundle geometric relational reformulation of both classical and quantum mechanics,
achieved via the DFM. Relational wave functions are realized as dressed, or basic, O-forms on €. Correspond-
ingly, a relational Schrodinger equation gives the quantum dynamics. The DFM further naturally accounts for the
freedom in choosing the dressing field: in this case any particle position can be used as a dressing field, i.e. as a
physical reference frame. The dressed, relational formulation of QM via the DFM thus automatically implements a
“covariance under change of physical reference frame”.

In the conclusion 5, we discuss the salient points our results and we indicate the next phase of our program.
The main text being kept general, appendix A illustrates our formalism for free particles.

2 Bundle geometry and the dressing field method

2.1 Cocyclic bundle geometry in a nutshell

The differential geometry of principal bundles is the underpinning of our formulation of non-relativistic classical
and quantum mechanics, and of the Dressing Field Method.

The central object is a principal bundle P over a base manifold M with structure group H and projection
n:P — M,pwr n(p) = x. Afiber over x € M, n”!(x) = P, C P, is an orbit of the right action of the
structure group, P x H — P, (p,h) — ph =: R,p, which is free and transitive on fibers, and s.t. mo R, = n.
This means the base is isomorphic as a manifold to the space of fibers P/H ~ M. The linearisation of the action
of H induces vectors tangent to the fibers: VX € b corresponds a fundamental vertical vector Xl; at p. At p € P,
the span of these vectors is a subvector space VP of the tangent space T,P. The canonical vertical subbundle is
VP =U,V,P C TP. We denote by I'(VP) the space of sections of VP, i.e. vertical vector fields X" : P — VP.

The natural maximal group of transformation of P is its group of automorphisms

Aut(P) := {E € Diff(P) | E(ph) = E(p)h}. (1)

It is the subgroup of Diff(P) that preserves the fibration structure by sending fibers to fibers, and thus induces
diffeomorphisms of the base space M, i.e. projects onto Diff(M). Its maximal normal subgroup is the group of
vertical automorphisms

Aut,(P) :={E € Aut(P) |70 E = n}. 2)

It is the subgroup of those automorphisms that induce the identity transformation on M. It is isomorphic to the
gauge group of P,

H:={y:P— H|Ryy=h"'yhn), (3)

the isomorphism being given by Z(p) = py(p). The action of Aut,(P) =~ H on differential forms of P defines their
active gauge transformations. We have thus the characteristic short exact sequence (SES) of groups of P,

idp — Aut,(P) = H = Aut(P) 2 Diff (M) — idyy, (4)

whose linear version, the SES of Lie algebras, characterizes the Atiyah Lie algebroid canonically associated to P.

Spaces of remarkable differential forms As a smooth manifold P has a graded ring of differential forms Q°*(P) =
P k0 Q¥(P), with graded Lie algebra of derivations Der® (Q*(P)) = P k0 Der* (Q*(P)) s.t. for D; € Der” and
D, € Der? we have [Dy,D;] := Dy o Dy — (—)?"D; o Dy € Der?*4. In particular we have the exterior de Rham
derivative d € Der!, the inner derivation tx € Der™! for any X € ['(T'P), and the Lie derivative £y := [d, tx]. The de
Rham complex of P is (Q*(P), d).

The action of the structure group on P induces a right action on forms Q°*(P) X H — Q*(P), (@, h) — R,a,
which defines their equivariance. The action by pullback of the group of automorphisms is also a right action:
Q*(P) x Aut(P) — Q°*(P), (o,E) — E*a. In particular, gauge transformations are defined by the right action
Q°*(P) x Aut,(P) = H — Q*(P), (@, E ~y) > E'a 1= a”.



There are a number of remarkable spaces of forms worth describing. The first, which can be defined canonically,
are horizontal forms, i.e. those that vanish when evaluated on vertical vector fields

(P) = {a € Q°(P) | yvar = O for X¥ € T(VP)). 5)

hor

Then, there is the space of equivariant forms, whose equivariance is “simple”. In standard bundle geometry, equiv-
ariant forms are valued in representations (p, V) of H which control their equivariance:

Q3 (P.p) :={a € Q°(P,V)| Rja = p(h) ' a}. (6)

Their linear equivariance is then given by the Lie derivative along fundamental vector fields: £xyra = —p.(X) a.

This is generalised in cocyclic bundle geometry (formerly introduced as twisted bundle geometry [10]), where
one defines cocyclic equivariant forms whose equivariance is controlled by a 1-cocycle for the action of the structure
group: Given a Lie group G we define

C.:PxH-—>G, )
(p,h) — C(p,h), s.t. C(p,hh’)=C(p,h)- C(ph,h").
We see that a 1-cocycle generalises representations. From this defining property follows that
C(p.en) = eg = C(ph,er), C(p,)™" = C(ph,h™"), and C(p.h™") = C(ph™", ™" ®)
The linearisation of such a group cocycle gives a 1-cocycle for the action of Iy on P:
a:PxbHh—aq, ©)

(p’ X) = Cl(X, P), S.t. Xv . (l(Y, P) - Yv : Cl(X, P) + [a(X’ P), Cl(Y, p)]g = (l([X, Y]’ p)

This can indeed be deduced from (7) via a(X, p) := t% C(p,hy) |T:0 and X = % h; |T:0 € b. One may observe that,
in the context of the field space of a gauge theory, P — @, this generalises the Wess-Zumino consistency condition
for (classical and/or quantum) gauge anomalies. See [7, 10].

Now, for V a G-space, we define cocyclic equivariant forms as

QL(P.C) = {a e Q*(P.V) | Rja = C( ,h)a}. (10)

One may check that the 1-cocycle defining property ensures compatibility with the right action of H, R;,, = R, R,,.
The linear equivariance is then given by Lxva = —a(X, _) @. The 1-cocycle property (9) ensures compatibility with
[Lx, Lyv] = Lxv.y] = Lx.ypr — Which uses the fact that the map ) — I'(VP), X — X", is a Lie algebra morphism.

Forms that are both equivariant and horizontal are said fensorial. As above, cocyclic tensorial forms generalise
standard tensorial forms:

Qo (Pp) = (P)N Q;q(P p) C Qo (PC):=Qp (P)NQ q(P.C). (1)

Observe that QO (P, p) = Q0. (P.p) and Q2 (P,C) = Q.
It is an elementary result of bundle geometry that there is a bijection QtenS(P, p) =~ QX(M) ® E between the
space of standard tensorial forms and the space of forms on M valued in associated vector bundles E = P X, V :=
P x V] ~, where the equivalence relation is [p, v] = (p,v) ~ (ph, p(h)~"!v): the bijection is given by &, = [p, apl =
[ph, R,apn] = [ph, p(h)~ aqp] In degree O, this is the well-known isomorphism Qtem(P p) =~ QM QE ~T(E)
between representation-valued equivariant maps on P and sections of associated bundles I'(E) = {s : M — E}.
This in particular gives another characterisation of the gauge group H, whose elements are H-valued equivariant
0-forms, as the space of sections of the associated bundle Conj(P) = P Xconj H = P X H/ ~, with equivalence
relation given by [p, #'] = (p, h’) ~ (ph, h~'h’h): so we have the isomorphisms Aut,(P) =~ H ~ I'(Conj(P)).

The result extends to the bijection tem(P C) ~ QK(M) ® EC€ between the space of cocyclic tensorial forms and
the space of forms on M valued in cocyclzc associated bundles E€ = P x¢ V := P x V| ~, where the equivalence
relation is [p,v] = (p,v) ~ (ph, C(p, h)! v) the bijection being &, = [p, @p] = [ph, R, apn] = [ph, C(p, h)‘1a|p].
In degree 0, this gives the isomorphism Q0 (P, C) ~ I'(E®), with I'(E€) = {§ : M — E°}.

(P, C) since O-forms are horizontal.

tens



Finally, one may define the important space of basic forms
Qo (P) :={a e Q*(P)|AB € Q' (M) s.t. a = 7°BY. (12)

These are horizontal: a(X") = 7*(8)(X") = B(m.X") = 0. And they are invariant, i.e. have trivial equivariance:
Rya = Ryn*B = (mo Ry)"B = n"B =t @. This makes for an alternative definition of basic forms, as follows:
Q o(P)i={a e Q*(P) | ixyra=0and Rja = a} = Qp (P)NQ° (P).
Connections and covariant derivatives The exterior derivative is not a derivation of the spaces of tensorial forms.
To define first-order differential operators preserving those spaces, the covariant derivatives, we need non-canonical
structures on P: the appropriate notions of connection.

In standard bundle geometry, the solution is well-known and given by the celebrated Ehresmann (or principal)
connection 1-form w € Q!(P,b) defined as

Rjw=Adj-1w, ie weQl(P.Ad), and wp(X)) =X €h, VX], € V,P, (13)

whose associated curvature can be found via the Cartan structure equation Q = dw + %[w, w] € Qtzens(P, Ad).
The connection w allows to define the standard covariant derivative D = d + p.(w) : QF (P.p) — Q3L(P,p),
which is s.t. D o D = p,(Q). Furthermore, we have the Bianchi identity: DQ = 0.

By QfenS(P, p) = QK(M) ® E, a connection w on P induces a connection on the space Q*(M) ® E by

D: Ok (Pp)— QL(P p), = V:Q"MQE - QY (M) ®E,

tens

a — Da, ar— Va=[_,Dal.

In particular, for k = 0 we have ¢ € QtoenS(P, p) ~ s € I'(E), and the above restricts to a connection on the space of
sections of associated bundles:
V:I(E) - Q' (M)QE,

14
s Vs=1[_,Dg]. (14

Finally, we observe that the space of connections C is an affine space modelled on the vector space Qtlens(P, b),
meaning that forw € Cand @ € Q. (P h), ' :==w+a€C?
This generalises to cocyclic bundle geometry. One first defines the notion of cocyclic connection 1-form w €
Q'(P, g) by
Ry@ipn = Adcg i1 @1 + C(p, )7 dCC Ry,

@p(X},) = £C(p,ho)| = alX, p) € 5,

where X := % hT|T=0 € h. The cocyclic curvature is a cocyclic tensorial 2-form defined by the Cartan structure

5)

equation Q := dw + %[w, @] € Qtzem(P, C). A cocyclic connection allows to define a cocyclic covariant derivative
D=d +w:Q

ons (P C) — Q**l(P C), whichis s.t. Do D = Q. The cocyclic curvature satisfies a Bianchi identity,
DQ = 0.

tens
By the isomorphism Q{‘ens(P, C) =~ QX(M)® EC, a cocyclic connection @ on P induces a cocyclic connection on
the space Q*(M) ® E€ by

D:OF

tens

(P,C) = QP 0), = V:Q*M)® EC —» M\ (M) e EC,
a - Da, a— Va=[_,Dal.

For k = 0 we have ¢ € Q?ens

cocyclic associated bundles:

(P,C) ~ § € T(E®) and the above restricts to a connection on the space of sections of

V:T(ES) - Q' (M) ® EF, 6
§|—>v§:[,,l_)go]. (16)

The space C of cocyclic connections is an affine space modeled on cocyclic tensorial 1-forms Qtlens(P, C), so that

formeCanda e Ql (P,C), o =w+a.

40r, as is clear from the above defining properties, for w,w’ € C, w + w’ ¢ C and ' — w € QL (P, h).



We observe that the exterior derivative d is a covariant derivative for basic forms, d : Q7 . (P) — Ql‘);rslic(P).

This means that (Qp . (P),d) is a subcomplex of the de Rham complex of P, called the basic subcomplex, defining
the equivariant cohomology of P [23]. It is of special importance, notably in Physics, since it is isomorphic to the
de Rham complex of the base M: (Q° . (P),d) ~ (Q*(M),d). As we shall see shortly, the dressing field method

basic
(DFM) is a way to associate to a form on P a corresponding basic form.

Gauge transformations As observed above, the group of automorphisms Aut(P) acts on Q°*(P) by pullback:
it preserves the various spaces defined above, in particular tensorial forms Q7. (P) and the space of connections C.
This stems from the functoriality of the definition of those spaces, automorphisms being special cases of morphisms
in the bundle category. It follows that gauge transformations, defined by the action of vertical automorphisms
Aut,(P), preserves these spaces too. Since Aut,(P) =~ H, gauge transformations may be expressed via elements
of H: We define the gauge transformation of @ € Q°(P) by a”(¥X) := E'a(X), fory € H ~ E € Aut,(P) and
X € I'(T P). The explicit result is found by Z*a(X) = a(E,.X) and via the well-known result

EXip = Ry(peXpp + {/y_ld’)/|[7(x|17)}|v5(p) = Ry(p)(X)p + {d?’?’; (%|P)}|‘jz))' )

From this follows that standard and cocyclic tensorial forms have homogeneous gauge transformations, controlled
by their equivariance: they are “gauge tensorial”’, hence their name,

@ =p(y) e, for aeQl.(Pp),

| (18)
o’ =C(y) " a, for aeQf, (P,OC),

where we introduce the shorthand notation C(y(p)) := C(p,y(p)). The H-transformations of standard and cocyclic
connections are
W =Fw=y lwy+yldy, for weC,

, _ (19)
@ =E'w = C(y) 'w Cy) + C(y)"'dC(y), for weC.

The first result is well-known, and easily read from (17). For the proof of the second one see section 4.2 of [10].
The result (18) gives, in particular, the H-transformations of the curvatures Q and Q of the Ehresmann and cocyclic
connections, as well as that of the (cocyclic) covariant derivative Da of a (cocyclic) form a. It also gives the action
of the gauge group H on its own elements: for 17,y € H we have ¥ = y~'ny.

The action of Aut,(P) ~ H, giving (18)-(19), are called active gauge transformations. These are to be distin-
guished from passive gauge transformations, the name given to the gluings of local representatives on the base M,
stemming from the local structure of P.

Local structure A principal bundle P is locally trivial, i.e. for any open sets U C M we have Py ~ U X H:
the isomorphism being realised by a trivialisation ¢ = (n,t) : Py — U X H, p = ¢(p) = (n(p) = x, t(p)),
which provides a “bundle coordinate chart” on P|yy. A trivialisation is compatible with the structure group action,
¢ o Ry, = Ry o ¢, meaning that the fiber coordinate map 7 is s.t. R;t = th, or t(ph) = t(p)h. Often ¢ itself is called a
trivialisation. A local section of Pis amap o : U — Py, x = o(x) — which allows to define a trivialisation of Py .
Any two local sections o and o over U — or over overlapping sets U N U’ — are related via 0’ = og, where g is a
transition function of P, thatisamap g : U — H, x — g(x).

Given a local section o, one may define the local representative of a form 8 € Q°*(P) as b := "8 € Q*(U).
In particular, the local representative of a standard or cocyclic tensorial form is a := c*a € Q°*(U, V), that of
Ehresmann and cocyclic connections are respectively A := c*w € Q*(U,b) and A := oc*@w € Q*(U, g). One may
also define the pullback of a 1-cocycle C := ¢*C : U X H — G, (x,h) — C(x,h) = C(o(x), h). Tt allows to define
the map C(g) := C(o,g) : U — G, which are cocyclic transition function — i.e. none other than the transition
functions of cocyclic associated bundles E€. Under change of local section 0 = og, i.e. of bundle coordinates, the
local representatives a’ := 0”*a, A’ := 0w and A’ := 0" *w satisfy gluing relations

d=p@)'a, A =glAg+gdg,

’ -1 % -17 -1 (20)
a =GC(g) a, A" = C(g)" AC(g) + C(g)” dC(g).



These are also known as passive gauge transformations. These must be conceptually distinguished from local active
gauge transformations: Let us define the local gauge group H,. :={y :=0*y: U — H|y € H, andn)Y =y~ ny},
and consider the map C(y) := C(o,7v) : U —» G. Now, through a given section o, the local representative of the
active gauge transformations (18)-(19) are

d=py)la, A =vy'Ay+yldy,

’ -1 A/ -1x -1 (21)
a =GCy) a, A" = C(y)" AC(y) + C(y)  dC(y).

These are the local active gauge transformations, formally indistinguishable from the passive gauge transformations
(20), but conceptually as distinct as coordinate changes and diffeomorphisms in GR.

2.2 The dressing field method: basics

The dressing field method (DFM) has been conceived as a tool of gauge symmetry reduction in Gauge Field Theory
[16, 24, 25] (see also [26, 27]) whose foundational implications were first explored in [28, 29] (see also [30]).
It is extended to general-relativistic theories, whose covariance group is the group of diffeomorphisms, in [17].
The most general and synthetic mathematical and conceptual presentation, for general-relativistic Gauge Field
Theory, is to be found in [7].

Mathematically, it is a result about realisation of subbundles and of basic, or partially basic, forms on a bundle.
In that respect it is close to the well-known bundle reduction theorem, a standard result of bundle geometry [31-33].
A key difference is that, in the DFM the dressing map, or dressing field, is assumed to have a functional dependence
on one or several forms of P. In physical terms, the dressing field is a functional of the degrees of freedom (d.o.f.)
of the theory under consideration. The DFM thus has a straightforward relational interpretation:” the basic forms
produced, or dressed fields, are naturally seen as relational variables as articulated precisely in [6, 7, 17] — and close
to the views expressed e.g. in [35-39].

We shall now give a synthetic review of the fundamentals of the DFM, as it is essential to our subsequent
relational reformulation of non-relativistic classical and quantum mechanics.

Dressing field and basic dressed fields Suppose there exists a subgroup K C H of the structure group, to which
corresponds a subgroup K c H of the gauge group, which is isomorphic to the subgroup Aut,(P)X c Aut,(P) of
the group of vertical automorphisms. Consider further a Lie group G s.t. either K € G C H. A K-dressing field is
defined as

u=«"'u, ZeAu,(P)X~rkeXK,

ors.t. Rpu:= kK'u, kek.

[1]

u:P—-aG, st u:=
(22)

We denote the space of G-valued K-dressing fields on P by Dr[K,G]: K is called the equivariance group of the
dressing field and G its target group. In the DFM, one considers more generally dressing fields having a functional
dependence on objects of P (typically forms):

u: Q*(P) —» DrlK, G,
o~ f{ule]: P> G, st ule]:=E"ule] = u[Ee] = ule*] =« ula], (23)
ors.t. Ryula]:= K 'ala], kekK }
In physical applications, dynamical d.o.f. are represented by (or embedded into) objects on P, so one may under-
stand dressing fields (23) as being determined by physical (sub)systems. We may also observe that for K = G = H
a dressing field (22) is equivalent to a trivialisation ¢ := u~!, i.e. provides a bundle coordinate chart. Therefore,

dressing fields (23) provide bundle coordinatisations via physical degrees of freedom.
Given such a K-dressing field, one may define the dressing map

fa:P—>P CP st. fauoRy=fu, and fyoZ=f, for EeAut,(P)’~%K,

(24)
P~ fu(p) := pu(p),

SWhich sets it apart from gauge-fixing, a notion, in Gauge Field Theory, with which it is often conflated. See [34].



where P’ = P/K is a quotient space since f, is constant along the action of K. It allows to define, for any form
B € Q°*(P), its dressed counterpart

B = fuB € Qe pusic(P). (25)

It is K-basic since it has both trivial K-equivariance and is K-horizontal, so that it is K =~ Aut,(P)X-invariant,
BYH =26 = E f;B = fuB = B*. A dressed form " therefore naturally “lives” on the quotient space P/K.
In particular, the dressings of an Ehresmann connection w and standard tensorial form a have explicit expressions

o' =u'wu+uldu and " :=pw)'a. (26)

The dressing of cocyclic connections and cocyclic tensorial forms is
@' :=Cw) '@ C) +Cw)'dCw) and o":=Cu) e, 27)

where, from the 1-cocycle C : P X H — G (where we distinguish the target group G of C from that G C H of the
dressing field), one defines the K-cocyclic dressing field

C):=C(,u):P— G, st. RiC(u) = C(,k~'Cu).
p = C(u(p)) := C(p,u(p)),

whose equivariance is secured by the 1-cocycle property (7) and (8):

C(u(pk)) = C(pk, u(pk)) = C(pk,k "u(p)) = C(pk,k™") C(pkk™" ;u(p)) = C(p.k) ' C(p,u(p)).  (29)

Similarly, we find the C(u)* = C(x)"'C(u), from which, together with (18)-(19), the K =~ Aut,(P)X-invariance of
(27) is easily checked.

From the above, comparing (18)-(19) and (26)-(27), we derive the “rule of thumb” of the DFM: To find the
dressing of a form 8 € Q°(P), on account of the formal similarity of the action of the dressing map f, and a vertical
automorphism Aut,(P)X, first compute its K -gauge transformation ¢ := Z*f in terms of k € K ~ Z € Aut,(P)X,
and then simply substitute xk — u in this expression to get the dressed, K-basic, form S".

Let us stress the following important fact: It should be clear from its definition that a dressing field is not a gauge
group element, u ¢ K, and that a dressing map f;, is not a vertical automorphism. So that despite a superficial formal
resemblance with (18)-(19), dressed fields (26)-(27) are not gauge transformations: dressed fields S are not points
in the K-gauge orbits O[B] of the form 8 — and in particular must not be conflated with a gauge-fixing of 8. For
example, a dressed connection is no more a connection, w" ¢ C.

We observe that a dressing field induces a (partial, i.e. LieK-valued) flat Ehresmann connection wq := —duu!,

As we stressed above, since dressings fields (23) depend on the dynamical d.o.f. at play, dressed forms (25)-(26)-
(27) have a natural interpretation as relational variables: They encode the K-gauge-invariant, physical, relational
d.o.f. among the dynamical d.o.f. describing the system.

(28)

Residual transformations of the 1st kind Being K-basic, i.e. K-invariant, the dressed forms " may be expected
to display residual transformations under what remains of the structure and gauge groups. For these to be meaning-
ful, it must be the case that K is a normal subgroup of the structure group, K < H, so that their quotient is itself a
group H/K = J. Then P’ = P/K is a J-principal subbundle of P, on which dressed form " “live”, with isomorphic
vertical automorphism and gauge groups Aut(P’) = Aut,(P)’ ~ J. The structure group of P can then be written
as H = J = K, correspondingly its vertical automorphism groups is Aut,(P) = Aut,(P)’ = Aut,(P)X, and its gauge
groupis H = J < K.

Since the J-equivariance and J-horizontality of 8 are already known by assumption, those of 8" depends only
on the J-equivariance of u: Rj.u. Alternatively, one may say that the J-transformation of 8 being known, to get
that of 8" one needs only to find the J-transformation of u: u”. Finding the residual J-equivariance and/or -
transformation of u will depend on the specifics of the situation under consideration.

As an illustrative example, consider the case where Rj.u = j~lujfor j € J, so that u? = p~luny fory € J.

The residual 7 -transformations of the dressed forms (26) are then easily found to be: (w®)? = 7 'w" 1+~ 'dn and
(@) = p(n)~'a™. They behave as standard connections and tensorial forms on P’ C P. See [12, 29] for other cases.



Residual transformations of the 2nd kind The dressed forms may exhibit residual transformations resulting
from a possible ambiguity in the choice of dressing field. Two dressings u,u’ € Dr[K, G] may a priori be related by
v =ué, whereé € G := {f P> GIR¢ = f}. We may write the G-action on a dressing by u¢ = u&. By definition,
G has no action on Q*(P), so 85 = 8. The G-action on dressed forms is thus easily found via (8%)¢ := (8¢ )“5 = g%,
For example, the residual G-transformations of (26) are found to be: (w")¢ := (W) = W% = & 1w¥¢ + &1d¢ and
(@ 1= (@) = @ = p(¢a".

For cocyclic dressing fields we get C(u)® := C(u?), which is C(p,u(p)é(p)) = C(p,u(p)) C(pu(p),&(p)) =
C(p,u(p)) C(fu(p),&(p)), where we may write fu(p) = p’ € P’ C P. This result we may denote by

Cuy = C(u¥) = C(w) C&). (30)
So, the residual G-transformations of cocyclic dressed forms (27) are easily found to be:
(@) = CE'@"CE + C@'dCE) and (@) = CE) . 31

Transformations like (31) are the basis of the frame change covariance of the relational version of our geometric
formulation of QM, both of which we now describe.

3 Bundle geometric non-relativistic Mechanics and Quantum Mechanics

As said in introduction, until now, the main applications of the DFM have been in classical general-relativistic
Gauge Field Theory [7], the natural relational interpretation of the former fitting the conceptual foundation of the
latter [6]. In the following, the DFM will be applied for the first time in a quantum context, allowing a manifestly
relational formulation of non-relativistic many-particle quantum mechanics. This is made possible by first providing
a bundle geometric description of both non-relativistic Mechanics and then Quantum Mechanics.

3.1 Bundle geometry of configuration space-time %

Our geometric formulation of non-relativistic QM is based on the bundle geometry of the configuration space-time
of N classical structureless, point-like, particles, which generalises the description of Galilean space-time.

The configuration space-time is a principal bundle ¢ L 7 over the 1-dimensional non-compact manifold 7,
representing the Newtonian universal time line. The fiber over an instant ¢ € 7 is 4}, := 7~ 1(r) = E*, i.e. the

configuration space of N classical structureless point particles. A point p = (p1,...,pn) € €, CC,n(p) =t €T,
is the instantaneous configuration of the N particles. The structure group of € is H = R3" := R x...xR>.
N
Its right action is N times
€ xH—> €,
(32)
(p,X) = Rxp=p+X, st. moRy=m.

We observe that this action reflects the fact that EV is an affine space over R*", because the Euclidean plane E? is
affine over R>. Since H is (additive) Abelian, we have Ry Rxp=p+ X+ X =RxRxp,ie. Rxix = Rx+x.

As usual, the linearisation of the right action of H defines the canonical vertical subbundle V€ c T%, and a
fundamental vertical vector is

X\‘}; = d_dTRXTP |T:0 =p+x €V,¢, with C;—ITXT |T:0 =x€bh, (33)

so that a fundamental vector field is y¥ € I'(V%). Because H is Abelian, these are right invariant: Ry, XKD = X‘Vp X
Eq. (33) defines the “verticality map” |" : h — ['(V¥), applying to any bh-valued (0-)form on €. As we shall
see shortly, contrary to the case of Gauge Field Theory, vertical “motion” along the fibers of %', with “velocity”
in ['(V%¥), is not always unphysical, or “pure gauge”: it also contains genuine physical changes within the set of
particles. Of course, the true physical dynamics of the latter unfolds along a curve in 4 that projects onto a curve
in7.

Over an open set U C 77, i.e. a time interval, a local trivialisation is a map

¢:Cg|fu—>(L[XH,

(34)
p = @¢(p) = (n(p), (p)) = (t,x) = (., (x1,..., xn)).

9



.....

that x = {x;} is an intrinsic vector of R3V, independent of a choice of basis. The trivialisation is s.t. ¢ o Rx = Rx o ¢,
i.e. ¢(p + X) = #(p) + X, meaning that the fiber coordinate satisfies Ryh = h + X, i.e. h(p + X) = h(p) + X. A local
(trivialising) sectionis o : U C T — Gy ~ U X H, t — o(t) = (1, x(1)), i.e. it gives the graph of the trajectories
of the particles described by p = o(#). Two local sections are related by 0’ = R,0- = 0 + g, where g : U — H,
t — g(¢) is a transition function of %. These are involved in gluings of local representatives on 7~ of forms on %,
i.e. in passive gauge transformations. Again, beware that here the latter may relate two physically distinct particle
configurations. Since 7" is contractible, & is globally trivial, € ~ 7 X H.

Under the action Ry : €; = %, p = (p1,....pN) = p+X = (p1 + Xi1,..., py + Xy), of the structure group
H = RN each particle position is shifted by a different vector X; € R3. It is clear that any configuration of particles

is left invariant by the subgroup N times

—_—
Hp = RZN = diagR3N ~R3,  whose elements are X = (X, ..., X). 35)

Now, since any subgroup of an Abelian group is normal, we have Hx < H, so that H/Hp is an Abelian group.
The structure group thus decomposes as

H = H/Hp =< Hp =: Hipe < Hexg, (36)

where the nomenclature is chosen to reflect the fact that Hj,  implements physical changes in the configuration of
particles as seen from any particle within it, while Hex only reflects a global change of the whole configuration as
seen from a viewpoint external to the configuration.®

The action of Hj, maps a configuration to a physically distinct configuration, where the relative positions of the
particles are different. The decomposition (36) implies that the configuration space-time bundle is a 2-fibration:

C 2 G S T
or ¢ — Grel := €/ Hext -, T, with myom =m, (7
T
where the quotient subbundle % := €/Hext ﬂ 9 is the relational configuration space-time bundle — here

realised as a quotient — encoding the internal relative dynamics of the N particles system. Fig. 1 sketches the
2-fibration structure of %.

Hext

Cgrel

Hin

Figure 1: The 2-fibration structure of the configuration space-time bundle % of N classical particles.

So, H... = Hy can be seen as inducing unphysical transformation of the configuration. Yet, it is not so for the corresponding gauge
subgroup, Hey. See below.



The group of automorphism of % is Aut(%) := {E € Diff(¥)|E o Ry = Rx o E}, and projects onto Diff(7"),
i.e. induces diffeomorphisms of the time line. Its maximal normal subgroup is the group of vertical automorphisms
Aut, (%) := {E € Aut(¥) | m o E = r}, inducing the identity transformation on 7.

The latter is isomorphic to the gauge group H := {X : € — H|R} X = Conj(-X)X = X }. The isomorphism
being E(p) = Rx(pp = p + X(p). It is noteworthy that the elements of the gauge group are basic, being horizontal
as usual (as 0-forms on %) and invariant due to H being Abelian. So, we have that H =~ ansic(%, H) =~ Q%7 ,H),

ie. any X € H arises from some X : 7 — H st. X = 7*X. Elements of the gauge group H thus depend only
ont € 7. The restriction of H to a trivial patch 4j¢y C ¢ thus carries the same information as the local gauge

group Hioe := (X := "X : U — H| x* = X} =~ Q%U,H) =: Q%T, H)y. The definition of Hi, is actually
independent of the choice of local section o, its elements having trivial gluings. The use of the same notation X for
elements of Ho. and QO(7, H) is meant to highlight that they are the same objects.

We observe that H includes Galilean boosts via elements of the form X(7) = vexi?, Where vex; € Heyxt 1S constant
and interpretable as the relative velocity between the configuration p of N particles and an external observer Oeyt.
The gauge group also encodes constant relative accelerations dex; € Hexy between p and Oy via X (1) = %aexttz,
whereby inertial forces manifest. More generally, the gauge group H = ansic(%, H) =~ Q%T", H) encodes precisely
what is known as “extended Galilean transformations”: Indeed, the action E: € — €, p — E(p) = p + X(p), of a
vertical automorphism Z € Aut, (%) ~ X € H is, in bundle coordinates, (¢, x) — (', x’) = (1, x + X(1)). The latter is
precisely the usual definition of extended Galilean transformations as described e.g. in [22].

The characteristic SES of the bundle % is then

idy — Aut,(¥) = H > Aut(€) - Diff(T) — id7-. (38)

Given that the structure group H decomposes as (36), the group of vertical automorphisms and the gauge group de-
compose correspondingly: Aut,(€) = Aut, (%)t x Aut, (€)=~ H = Hipe < Hexi, with Aut,(€)Hin = Aut,(€rel).
So we have the SES characterizing the relational configuration space-time bundle,

idg, — Auty(Grep) = Hing — Aut(Grep) — Diff(T) — idy-. (39)

The action of Aut, (%) =~ H on 8 € Q*(%¢) defines the active gauge transformations BX := Z*8, geometrically
found via E*B(X) = B(E.X), where X € ['(T¥) is a generic vector field on € and, as special case of (17),

EvX)p = Rx(p)eX)p + {dX|P(x|P)}|VE(17) = Rx(pyXjp + {dX)p(X)p)} (40)

v
Ip

where the second equality arises because of the right invariance of fundamental vector fields. For example, for an
Ehresmann connection w € Qéq(%, Ad), s.t. Ry w = w and w(x”) = xy € b, we have

WX = F'w=w+dX, 41)

which is an Abelian version of the first line of (19).”
Cocyclic geometry on % is defined via a 1-cocycle

C:%4¥xH-—QG, 42)
(p,X) - C(p,X), st. C(p,X+X)=C(p,X)-C(p+X,X),
with corresponding linear 1-cocyle a(y, p) := % C(p, X7) 'TZO’
a:¢xh—-aqg,
h—g 3)

(pv/\/) — LZ(X, p)’ s.t. /\/v : (l(X’, p) _X,V : a()(? P) + [a(/\/’ p)’ Cl()(,, p)]g =0.

"We may observe that, as is standard in bundle geometry, the kernel of a connection defines an horizontal subbundle ker w := H% s.t.
T,¢ =V, ¢ ®H,¢ atany p € €: Given a curve c(r) € 7 s.t. ¢(0) = tand ¢(1) = ¢, it allows to define the horizontal lift (1) € € st
% (1) |T=o € I'(H%) is a horizontal vector field. In turn, this allows to define the parallel transport map c* : ¢, — %, p — c’]' (p)=7p,
which prescribes a standard of identification across distinct fibers, i.e. determines (for each choice of connection w) what it means for a
configuration of particles p to remains “the same” across time. Since % is trivial, all Ehresmann connections are flat, Q = dw = 0.
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So that cocyclic tensorial forms a € QF,

(¢, C) and cocyclic connections @ € ng(‘ﬁ ,0), s.t.
Ry @ipex = C(p, X)"'@,C(p, X) + C(p, X)"'dC(,X), and  w@jp(x},) = alx, p), (44)
have gauge transformations given by
X =CX)'e and @w*=CX)'wCX)+CX)dC(X), (45)

with the map C(X) : ¥ — G defined by C(X(p)) = C(p, X(p)), being special cases of (18)-(19).

3.2 Classical mechanics on 4’: The action as a cocyclic connection

The dynamics of the configuration of N classical particles is given by the Lagrangian, which we take to be in general
a cocyclic tensorial 1-form L € Qtlens(%, ¢) where the 1-cocycle c takes values in (Ql(% ), +) seen as an additive

Abelian group: It thus satisfies the defining property
c(p, X+X)=c(p,X)+c(p+X,X), (46)
the Abelian version of (7). A Lagrangian thus satisfies
LwL =0 and RyLpir = Ljp +c(p, X). 47)
The infinitesimal equivariance is then given by the Lie derivative,
oL =4Ry L| _ = Lc(-.Xo)|_, = aly.-), (48)

where d%Xg .0 = X €D, and a(y; ) is the h-1-cocycle (linear in y) associated to L. The H~ Aut,(%)-transformation
of L is then easily deduced to be

X ==L=L+c(_,X) = L+cX). (49)

The LieH~ aut,(¢')-transformation of L is &,»L = a(y, ) =: a(x), with y € Lie?H. The cocyle a(x) will be shown
to encode the Euler-Lagrange equations.

In a trivialisation ¢, i.e. in a bundle coordinate chart, we may therefore write (using the same notation above)
Ly = (¢‘1)*L|p = L(t,x)dt. Given a local section o : U Cc T — €, t — o(t) =~ (¢, x(t)), where ~ is meant to
indicate the expression in a bundle chart, the local representative of L on 7 is the familiar expression:

O'*L\t = L|(,-(t) ~ L|(,, x(t) = .L(l‘, x(t)) dt € .Q](T, C). (50)

Givenacurvey : I CR — €, 17— y(1) = (t(1), x(7)), with tangent vector field y = %%ﬁj—;% = )'ca% +i% eI(T¥),

the restriction of L “on” vy, actually its pullback to , is:
f’yl‘r = Y*L\T = LI'yT = Ll(t(‘r),x(‘r)) = .L(Z‘(T), X(T)) ’)/*dth- = L(I(T)’ x(T)) idr € Ql(ls c). (51)

Observe that (51) is the so-called “parametrized” formulation of non-relativistic mechanics (as exposed in e.g. [37]),
while the standard (50) is the “deparametrized” or “unparametrized” version. We obtain the latter from the former
via the choice 7 = 1, which identifies the parameter T with the time variable ¢, getting again the familiar expression
tyr = L(7, x(1)) dr. Remark also that x = %i =: x'f, where x’ is the physical (measurable) velocity of x —i.e. the
set of velocities {x};=(1,...v) of the N particles under consideration. So, the condition 7 = 1 thus identifies X with the
velocity x’.® This dual picture is unsurprising: the image of a local section ¢ is a curve in ¢ parametrized by 7 € 7~

Even though there is no action of H and H on I, one may define indirectly their “action” on £ € Q'(I) — in the
similar way that one may define their action on local representatives o*L € Q!(77). The equivariance of ¢, may be

defined via the action of H on y: since Rxy =: v/,

Ry, = Y L=Rxoy)'L=y"RyL=y"(L+c(_,X))= ty +¢, (-, X), (52)

8We stress that 7 = 1 is not a “gauge choice” (as many would be inclined to understand it), but actually reflect a dressing operation. We
shall fully elaborate on this remark in a forthcoming paper [40].
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where ¢, (_,X) == c(_,X)oy: [ — Ql(%). Hence the notation t, € Q! (¥, ¢) and the legitimacy of considering
) as a cocyclic 1-form. The same may be done for local representatives, using 0’ = Ryo. The infinitesimal
equivariance is obtained by linearising the above, which may be written as

Oply = ay(x, ) i=a(y, -)oy. (53)
The action of the gauge group H =~ Aut,(%) is likewise obtained: considering yX := = o y, one defines
=) L=Eoy)'L=yEL=y(L+c(_,X) =, +c)X), (54)

where ¢y (X) 1= y*c(_,X) : [ — Q! (%). This is analogous to the way one obtains the local version the active gauge
transformation of L, and the way one defines passive gauge transformations of local representatives, i.e. gluings.
The infinitesimal gauge transformation, i.e. the action of LieH ~ aut, (%), is obtained by linearising the above,

6,\’57 = a}’(/\/) = y*a(/\/, *)’ (55)

which is also just y*(£,+L), as expected from consistency of the definitions. Observe that 6,y = x(y).

Let us observe that the tangent vector field y € I'(T'¢) of a curve 7y is right-invariant: This is clear from the fact
thaty = dTy(T) |T 0 = X3x ax +ig a and Ry.y := —RX oy(1) | %y(r) +X ) = 7. Therefore, its pushforward by a
vertical automorphism is, by (40), E. =7+ {dXH)}". We have dX(y) = t + ‘Z;}i Z{ : X, and since %X =0
as X e Q?nv(%) we get X = o 9X; So,

Egy=7y+{X) = G+X) L +id. (56)

The choice i = 1 gives X = @ = X', with X’ the physical velocity shift induced by the extended Galilean

transformation X € H. In partlcular the above specialises to vertical tangent vectors of vertical curves, s.t. 7 = 0.

The action functional is defined by

S[y] := fL = fy*L =: ff), o fL(t(T),x(T))t'dt. (57)
y I I I

Here again, the standard “unparametrised” version of the action is obtained by setting 7 = 1.° The equivariance of
Sly] is derived from that of £,: R} S[y] = fIR}k(fy = fl ly+cy(-,X) = Slyl + fICV( _,X). Which, for consistency,

is cross-checked by
RySIyl :=Sy'1 = f L= f Y L= f (Rx 0 y)'L = f Y'RyL
y I 1 I

=fR;L=fL+c(,X) =:3[y]+fc(,X).
Y Y Y

Its infinitesimal equivariance is then defined by linearisation of the above,

8, Spy = Ry, SV, = f LR L], = f el = f a(y,-), = fl a,(x, ), (59)
Y Y Y

which is indeed the expression 6,S}, = fI(SXfy intuitively expected from the definition of S[y]. The H ~ Aut,(%¥)-
transformation of the action is likewise defined, via yX := Z 0y, as

Slyl* := S[y*] = f E'L= f f 'L = f X = f y +c,(X) = Sly] + f o(X), (60)
Y X

with ¢(X) := c(_, X). Which is consistent with the intuitive formula S[y]X = fl . By linearisation, the Lie?H ~
aut, (¥)-transformation of S is easily found:

6y Spy = d%fa;qg:() = fﬁXsz fa(,\/) = fay(/\/) =: f(sxfy. (61)
Y Y Y 1 1

°0r by defining it as S[o] := waT o*L, for alocal section o : U C T — Gy, t — o(t) = (¢, x(t)) representing a trajectory/history.

(38)
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Equivalently, this is seen to be the Gateaux derivative along H ~ Aut,(%): for y, := E; oy = v + X(y), we have

5 Sy 1= & Slyel - S|, = % f (. Xe)|,_, = f a(y). (62)
Y Y

This allows to define the classical dynamics as the critical points (curves) of S.

Considering the set o := {y : I = € |y(d]) = {po, p1}} of paths with beginning and end points py = (o, xo)
and p; = (1, x)), respectively. Consider also the gauge subgroup Hy; = {X € H|X( < tp) = 0 = X(t >
t1)and X(fp < t < t;1) # 0} ¢ H. We have that Hy; acts freely and transitively on Py, i.e. for any choice of
initial reference curve y € Py, 1, any other can be written as yX for some X € Hp 1: so Po,1 =~ Ho,;1. The classical
physical trajectory vy, i.e. the classical history, between the configurations py and py, is the critical point of S[y]
fory € Po.1. By (61)-(62), we see that this is given by the vanishing of the linearised 1-cocycle. Said otherwise, the

1-cocycle a(y) encodes the Euler-Lagrange equations, i.e. the dynamics, up to vanishing boundary terms:

OxShy. = f a(y) = fl ay (x) = f1 E(x,y.) =0, V x€LieH,, (63)
’y{.‘

where E(x,y) := x(y)-EL[yldt = 6,y EL[y] dt is the equations of motion 1-form, with EL[y] the Euler-Lagrange
equations for the curve y. The critical curve is s.t. EL[y.] = 0. Then, for any y € Py there is a unique X € Hp
s.t. y = yX, and by (60) one has

Siy] = Slyel + f (X, (64)

Ye

One may define the function S, = S[y; _, po] € Q?ens(%; ¢y) where y(0I) = {po, p} and ¢, (_, X) := fy c(_,X)is
a 1-cocycle inherited from (58): i.e. we have R}.S, = S, +¢,(_, X). So its H-transformation is immediately read to

be Sf =2"S, = §,+c,(X), where ¢,(X) := ¢,(_, X). Fory = v, the cocyclic O-form S, is the Hamilton Principal

. . . L3Sy, Sy, . .
Function (HPF). It satisfies the Hamilton equation: —¢ = —H(x, —*;t), where the canonical conjugate momenta

dt
is by definition 7t := ag;" and H(x, 1) is the Hamiltonian. Defining the 1-cocycle C,(_,X) := exp{—%cy(,, X)},

we find that the action induces the flat cocyclic connection @, := —+dS, on %, s..

Ry@o, = @0, + Cy(_, X)"'dCy(, X).
. . g o 4
@0y = ~fbedSy =~ LSy = =5 s Rx, Sy |g=0 =~ s v Xe) |g:o =% fa(X) (65)
Y
_d
= & O Xo) |

which is a special case of (15). From which follows that the H-transformation of @, is

X._

[1]

w0,y @, = @0,y + Cp(X) ' dCy(X), (66)

which is a special case of (19). It is also (dSy)X = E"dS, = dS, +dc,(X), consistent with the H-transformation of
S, and [d, "] = 0. Notice that ¢,»@(, # 0 since y € LieH, contrary to what is done in (63) to determine the critical
point y.. Actually, since E(y;y.) = 0 by definition of y., the verticality property of @, gives the conserved

B Vo o~ 0 — as Yc aS)’c —_ i aSYc —_ i 10
Noether charge: In a bundle chart., X=X ar.ld dSy, = —Jrdx + —kdt, s0 @0y, = —F X FE = -EX T
Finally, we may observe that (64) implies a relation analogous to (66): For X € Hj; we have
-1
@0,y = @0y, + Cy (X)) dC, (X). (67)
We are now but a couple of steps from a formulation of Quantum Mechanics.
10This is also none other than the evaluation of x* on the canonical 1-form (also known as the presymplectic potential) —% 0 := —% mdx,

familiar in that form from Geometric Quantization.
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3.3 Quantum mechanics on %: Schrodinger equation as a cocyclic covariant derivative

One may quite naturally consider the simplest possible cocyclic tensorial objects on % to which (65) is associated:

Yy : ¢ = C st. yeQl (¥,C,)
P Yy (p) (68)
P+X = gy(p+X) = Cylp, X)™ dy (p),
Le. Ryy, = Cy(,,X)‘H//y with the 1-cocycle C7 € xH—UQ), (p,X) - Cy(p,X) = exp{—%cy(p, X)} defined
via S[y]. Their gauge tranformation is thus lﬁy C,(X ) ! Yy =t Yryx, for X € H. These can also be seen as sections

lﬂy of the cocyclic associated bundle ES =% Xc, Cover 77, so that Qtem(%, Cy) = [(E). Let us name the latter
the space of “pre-wave functions”. One then has the cocyclic covariant derivative preserving cocyclic tensoriality,

DO,'y tens((g C ) - Q[eng((g’ Cy)>

(69)
Wy Do,7 Yy 1= dl/ly + @0,y Yy
Notice that from the horizontality property of Dy, ¥, follows, in bundle coordinates, that —ih% = a; 2 Then, in
view of (67) it must be the case that
Wy = Cy.(X) 'Yy, and Doy, = Cy(X) ' Dy, ¥, forXeHy;. (70)

Now, from (69) one defines the linear space of “wave functions” as % := ker Doy C Qtem(%, C,), ie. the
covariantly constant cocyclic pre-wave functions. The name is justified by the observation that QM is encoded in
the statement

Yy €4, ie. Doy, =0. (71)

Indeed, remember from the previous section that @, = —%dS y. Where S, = S[y; -, pol is the HPF, satisfying
the Hamilton-Jacobi equation. So, in bundle coordinate we have

) 7L

= 0,
Doy, Yy, = dpry, + Woy ¥y, =0 = dt %‘Pn +dx %‘ﬁ% (dt ok 4 dx )W% =0

S dt (L, + LHx Yy, +dx (& - i) gy, = 0.

(72)

The horizontality property of D means the identical vanishing of the coefficient of dx: which is an eigenvalue
problem implying the quantum mechanical prescription for the momentum operator #t := —ih(%. It is then im-
mediate that, upon defining (still in bundle coordinates) the position operator Xy = xy, one gets the canonical
commutation relation: [X,7t] = iid(x — x). These facts are “kinematical”, so to speak, arising from the geometric
nature (the tensoriality) of the objects considered. Cocyclic covariant constancy is a further dynamical constraint:
It specifically implies the vanishing of the coefficient of dr in (72), which is just the eigenvalue problem for the
Schrodinger equation. In summary, we have

Doy ¥y, =0 =  #f:=-ihZ and ihgy, = HR,R D¢y, (73)

The cocyclic covariant constancy condition (71) naturally encodes both the essential kinematical and dynamical
axioms of Quantum Mechanics: the momentum operator and the Schrédinger equation. It extends to any yr, € H
by (70). We remark that, per section 2.1, QM is equivalently encoded in the statement i, € K, where Z := ker Vj
with Vg : T(E®) — Q1(7) ® ES the cocyclic covariant derivative induced on associated bundles E€» — 7.

One defines the standard (Hermitian) inner product, seen as a fiber-wise integration on %,

(LY H X H —C7T,0),
’ ’ * ’ <74)
(wjh W*y) = <'707’ lr”y) = f(; w'y'?b’y VOl(%)9
with ¢, the C-conjugate of ¢, and vol(%) the H-invariant volume form on fibers 4, = E3V, R vol(%') = vol(6).
Then, 77 = (Ji/ (S, ,>) is a Hilbert space.
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We observe that one may obtain (71)-(73) as the field equation of a “meta-action” S(¥,, o) := (Y5, Li‘l—)()’y Uy)
— yet, we are aware, a not very apt name since this functional is dimensionless — where X € I'(T%) is any non-
vertical vector field (7.X # 0), via the associated VariaEional principle: %6 =0 = Dy,y¢, = 0. In typical
quantum field-theoretical parlance, S, @o,y) = (Yyltx Do t,,) may be understood as the expectation value of the
cocyclic covariant derivative operator Dy ,. QM arises from requiring stationarity of this expectation value.

Path integral The a priori dependence of the above considerations on curves y € Py between initial and final
points y(dI) = {pg, p} may seem unusual, but it naturally leads to the path integral description of QM. One may
formally define the quantity depending only on the boundary by functional integration

Kpopo) = | Dy yy = f DX vy = f DX C,,(X) 'y, 75)
Po.1 Ho.1 Ho.1

where Dy and DX are formal measures on the space of curves £y ; and on Hy; respectively. The first equality
arises from the isomorphism Py =~ Hj; mentioned above when discussing classical dynamics, and specified by
any reference curve y, € P so that for any other y € Po 1, A'X € Hy; s.t. y = y;" . Stated otherwise, Hp; acts
freely and transitively on P ;. One may then define the pre-wave function depending only on the final point by
fiber integration over all initial conditions:

Y(p) = L K(p. po) ¥(po) vol(€iy), (76)
2
where vol(%};,) is the volume form of the fiber €j,, C € over n(po) = to € 7. In bundle coordinates, ¥(p) = y(t, x).
The quantity (75) is usually seen as a propagator, describing the “transition amplitude” between the initial and final
states. We may take the classical history as reference curve y, = ., so that

K(p,po) := f Dy ¥y = f DX C,, (X)) yy,. )
Po,1 Ho,1
Restricting furthermore the attention to wave functions ¢, € ¢, solutions of Do, = 0 of the form
Yy = Yoexp fwo,y = Yoexp £S5, = Yoexp Syl (78)
Y

then the quantity (77) becomes the standard Dirac-Feynman propagator, or path integral (PI),

K(p, po) = . Dy yoexp £S[y] (79)

= | DX C,.(X) 'Yoexp Syl =voexpSlyc] f DX exp oy, (X).
Ho,1 Ho.x

Then, ¥(p) in (76) is a wave function. Notice how geometric considerations automatically provide the well-known

splitting of the Pl in a contribution from the classical history, ¥, = ¥ exp %S [vc] € #, which contains the essential

dynamical physical information, in view of (73), and a normalisation factor given by the functional integral of the

1-cocycle ¢y, (X) := fy . cL,X) = fl c(-, X) o ., inherited from the Lagrangian.

The flat cocyclic connection @y, is at the center of our geometric formulation of both classical and quantum
mechanics. As an intriguing exercise, one may entertain the possibility of allowing a non-flat cocyclic connection
@, and see what kind of generalisation of classical and quantum mechanics this leads to.

4 Relational bundle geometric Classical and Quantum Mechanics

In this section, we apply the Dressing Field Method to the configuration space-time bundle % to obtain relational
reformulations of Classical and Quantum Mechanics. First, we consider how to realise the relational configuration

space-time subbundle % := € /Hext A, 7, encoding the physical kinematics. In particular, we show how
the notion of residual transformations of the 2nd kind in the DFM, parametrizing the choice of dressing, here
parametrizes the multiple realisations of %) within %’. Then, we show how to obtain the dressed Lagrangian/action
and wave function encoding the physical classical and quantum dynamics. In the context of relational QM, the
group of residual transformations of the 2nd kind implements a notion of “physical reference frame covariance”.
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4.1 Relational configuration space-time subbundle via DFM

Given that the configuration space-time bundle € is a 2-fibration

Hext

C ——

Hin

%el = %/Hext — 7, (80)

illustrated in Fig. 1, with gauge group H = Hin < Hext, we may use the DFM to realise the relational configuration
space-time %, thereby reducing the gauge group Hex. Specializing 2.2 to this context, a dressing field fit for that
purpose is defined as

U:% > He =Ha<H st. Ryu=u-X, ie. up+X) =up -X (81)

This is typically the rule for an Abelian dressing field. It is a Hey-tensorial O-form, thus it gauge transforms as
u¥ := Zu = u— X for X € Hy. It allows to define the map f, : € — €,

p fulp)=p+ulp), st faoRx=fy and froE=f, for Ee Auty () ~ X € Hoy,  (82)
whose image is a subbundle of ¢’ isomorphic to ;ej: we thus denote it €.

The question is: Can we produce such a dressing field? As a matter of fact we can: Take p € % as describing
an instantaneous configuration of N particles, and, given bundle coordinates s.t. p =~ (t,x) € U x H with U C T,

let us define N times

—_—
W(p) = Wi(pi,.. o Pis e PN) = =X = (“Xiy o, =X;) € Hexe = ROV, (83)

which clearly satisfies (81). So, the dressing field u; outputs the vertical bundle coordinate (the spatial coordinate)
of the i’ particle of the configuration.'! We have the associated map

S =p+wp)=(p1—Xi,....,pi = Xir..., pn —X) = (6, x1 — Xj,...,0,...,xny — X;) . (84)

That is, Imfy, =: € :l" is the realisation of the relational configuration space-time bundle % from the viewpoint of
the i particle: it is a description of the N-configuration from within, by a participating “observer”. Notice that (84)
is independent of the choice of bundle coordinates (i.e. of trivialisation).

Residual transformations of the 1st kind Since Hy is reduced via dressing, and thus acts trivially on Cgr:f s
one expects that there is still a residual action of the non-reduced subgroup Hi,s € H. It is indeed so, but with an
interesting refinement that brings a better understanding of the isomorphism between Cgr;’ and Gl

The group Hjn acts via Ryp = p + Y. But it is intuitive that from the viewpoint of the any particle in the
N-configuration, it has not moved, the N — 1 others have. So is it in particular for the i particle. We indeed find

that the dressing field (83) satisfies
Ryu;=w;-Y;, ie. w(p+Y)=u(p)-Y; forY e Hp, (85)
so that, given X = Y + Xy € H = Hiy < Heyt, we find that

fu(p+X) = fu(p+Y)=p+Y+u(p+Y)= fu(p)+ ¥ - Y, (86)
=x1—Xi...,0, . xv—xp)+ Y1 =Y, ...,0,.... Yy =Y.

Which is as expected. We thus find that %r:l’ has structure group H.Y := {Y—-Y;}, isomorphic, but not identical to, H;p,.

int *
The group of residual gauge transformations is then ‘HIE; ~ Aut,(¢'"), isomorphic to Hiy but with an altered action.

Remark also that the dimension 3(N — 1) of H;, is more immediatrglly read from the concrete realisation H . (86).
We seize the opportunity to observe that this phenomenon is exactly what happens in the DFM treatment of the
electroweak model [28, 29, 41], which dispenses with the notion of spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB): After
reduction of the SU(2) subgroup of U(1) x SU(2) via dressing, the group of residual gauge transformations is
U(1)*, isomorphic to the original Z/(1) but with an action on the SU(2)-invariant dressed fields different from the
action of U(1) on the initial “bare” fields.'” The Gell-Mann—Nishijima formula flows trivially from the construction

of gauge-invariants; its analogue here is X! 1= x — x; which is H.y-invariant.

11t induces the Lie H.y-valued Ehresmann connection w, = —du;, giving the position of the i particle as the standard of identification of
fibers of € (i.e. of space) at distinct moment of time 7~ — recall, without a connection, there is no canonical identification between fibers.

12This is usually framed, heuristically and somewhat confusingly (from a conceptual perspective), as saying that the U(1)" = U(1)gy is
the “electromagnetic” gauge group after SSB, and distinct from the gauge group U(1) = U(1)y before SSB, generating the so-called “weak
hypercharge” Y. The DFM analysis in terms of residual transformations of the 1st kind is more direct technically and clearer conceptually.
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Residual transformations of the 2nd kind: frame covariance As explained in 2.2, the DFM framework ac-
counts for the possible multiplicity of choices of dressing via what we call residual transformations of the 2nd kind.
In the present case, it is clear that the definition of the dressing field (83) allows for alternative choices: actually N

.....

u;(p) =wi(p1,...,pjs...PN) ‘= —X; € Hey, (87)
we find that it is related to u; as
uj =u; + Z,'j, (88)

where Z;; is the element of R s.t. p; = p; — Z;; € E; as in bundle coordinates p = (t, x), itis x; — x; = Z;; € Ra.
At given ¢ € 7, within the fiber %;, dressings are thus related by the finite (permutation) group

G := {Zij € Ralpj = pi — Z;j for any pj, p; in the N-configuration p}. (89)
So, in general, dressing fields are related by the action of the finite local group
G:={Zij: 6 —> G|RyZij = Zij for X € Hey }. (90)

The Hcx-invariance of Z € G, implying ZX = Z for X € Hey, follows from the definition (89). This action is

u;=u; +Z;, which we may denote generically w =u+Z. 91)

For later convenience, let us also denote

fu(p) =p+ulp) = (%1, ..., %n-1) = (1, ) 92)

for the generic bundle coordinate on %Y. It is an instantaneous relational description of N particles as seen from
any one of them, naturally accounting for N — 1 relations. In this notation, the structure group of ¢ [ is H. := {Y}.
The notation may specialise, writing e.g. (84) for the i particle as: fy,(p) = p +wi(p) = (1; )?f, cee, )'c]’;,_l) = (¢, x9).

Another choice of dressing field u; induces another realisation of the relational configuration spacetime bundle

Imfy; = €%, whichisa H. 7 1= {Y — Y;}-bundle, isomorphic to €. It describes the N-configuration relationally,

rel ’ int

from the viewpoint of the jth particle. We have the isomorphisms ‘Kr ;j ~ €Y% ~ €, as illustrated by Fig. 2.

rel

€

u;
Cgre]
H = RsN "—.—‘;‘,« : %u’

rel

Hext

Cgrel

H; int

e

Figure 2: Realisations of the relational space-time configuration bundle via dressing and frame covariance.
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The group G thus parametrizes the multiple realisations of %, allowing to switch between internal relational
viewpoints: Indeed, we have e.g.

0 -Zij(p)
— —
JuP) = (6 X1 =Xy, Xi— Xy oy Xj— Xiy o XN — X)),
(93)
Ju(P) = (6 X1 = Xj,eeos Xi=Xjseon, Xj=Xj, ... XN = Xj) = fu(p) + Zij(p),
~—— ~—
Zij(p) 0
which showcases the relational symmetry of the viewpoint permutation. In the generic notation of (91)-(92),
Juz(p) = fu(p) + Z(p). (94)

In other words, it is clear that the group G of transformations of the 2nd kind precisely encodes the notion of
physical reference frame covariance of the relational description.

As seen in section 3.2, a kinematical history is a curve y : I — €. Its “dressing” is the projection on €7,

Y= faoy: Il — €

rel’
T Y1) = ¥(7) + u(y(1)) 95)
~ (1(1); %1(7), ..., Xn-1(7)) = (#(7), X(1)).

It is a relational kinematical history of a N particles configuration, as described from the internal viewpoint of any

one of them, e.g. the i ifu = u;. By definition it is Hey-invariant: we define (y“)X = fuoBoy = fyoy=7" for

X € Hey, generating Z € Aut, (%), On account of (86), it supports the residual transformation of the Ist kind
)Y =+ Y = Y, forY € Hiy =~ ¥ e HY,

= (11); %1(7), ..., In-1(0)) + (Y1(D), ..., Y1 (7)),

(96)

which describes a physically distinct relational kinematical history in 4°7,. The infinitesimal variation of a physical
relational kinematics is then: &y y" := dis (yHYe — ™ |€:O = Y(y), with d%YTL:O =Y € LieHiy.
On account of (93)-(94), y* support the action of G

O =Y+ Z(y), forZeg, ©7)
where (y*)Z and y* describe the same relational kinematical history: specialising the notation, this is indeed by (93)
Y@ = YN(0) = (1) %{(7), ... . Xy_ (D) = (1(1), ¥'()), and 08

@@ =y =@ + Zi(y(0) = (10); 7 (@), . B () = (17), 7 ().

Equation (97) demonstrates the physical reference frame covariance of the relational description of a kinematical
history. We can now move on to the relational description of classical and quantum mechanics.

4.2 Relational Classical Mechanics, and physical frame covariance
As a special case of the general formulae (25)-(27) of the DFM, the dressed Lagrangian 1-form is
LY := fiL=L+c(u), (99)

where we used the notation c(u) := c(_,u). It is Hex-basic by construction, hence Hexi-invariant. This is checked
explicitly using the Hex-transformation of L (49) and the fact that, by the Abelian version (46) of (8), we get,

c*(p) :==cC,w¥(p) = (E*c(.,w)(p) = c(E(p), E'u(p)) = c(p + X(p), -X(p) + u(p))
=c(p + X(p), —X(p)) + c(p + X(p) — X(p), u(p)) = —c(p, X(p)) + c(p, u(p)),
C(ll)X =c(u) — c(X), for X € Hexs, (100)
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i.e. an Abelian version of (the gauge transformation of) a cocyclic dressing field (29). Remark that we thus have
Lpc(m) = —a(y) for y € LieHe, (101)

which is the “classical anomaly” (48). We may also observe that the notion of cocyclic dressing field c(u), as it
appears here in Mechanics, encompasses the notion of Wess-Zumino counterterms introduced to “restore” gauge-
invariance and/or implement anomaly cancellation — see e.g. section 12.3 in [42], Chap.15 in [43], or the end of
Chap.4 in [44]. See [7] for further discussion of this point in the context of general-relativistic Gauge Field Theory.

Notice that (99) can be obtained from (49) substituting the gauge parameter by the dressing field, X — u. This
illustrates the DFM rule of thumb described in section 2.2: To obtain the dressing of an object, compute first its
gauge transformation, then substitute X — wu in the result. We shall often see instances of it in what follows.

On account of (86), L" exhibits residual Hy, ~ H -transformations (of the 1st kind), which by (99) may be
found by: (LMY = LY + c(u)Y. The Hiy-transformation of L is known as a special case of (49), so we need only to
find c(u)Y. For this let us first notice the very simple lemma

cp,u+Y)=cp,u)+c(p+u,Y)=c(p,Y)+c(p+Y,u),
= cp+Yu-clp+uYY)=c(p,u)—cpY), (102)
where we used the definition of an Abelian 1-cocycle. So, for Y € H;, generating Z € Aut, (%) and u = u;:
cu)¥(p) :=c(c,u)"(p) = (E*c(C,u))(p) = c(E(p), E'wi(p)) = c(p + Y(p), wi(p) - Yi(p))
=c(p+Y(p) + wi(p), -Yi(p)) + c(p + Y(p), wi(p))
=c(p + wi(p), Y(p) = Yi(p)) — c(p + wi(p), Y(p)) + c(p + Y(p), ui(p))
=c(p + wi(p). Y'(p)) + c(p, ui(p)) — c(p, Y(p))
=c(p,wi(p) + Y'(p)) — c(p.Y),
< cw’ =c) +c(fu(), ¥) - c(Y) (103)
=cu+Y)—c),
using again the defining property of c. We thus compute the residual Hiy, ~ H -transformation of L" to be
MY =LY + cw)Y = L+ c(Y) +cu) + c(fu(),Y) —c(Y) = L+ c(u) + c(fu(), Y)
= L" +c(fu(). Y), (104)

which is also (L")Y = L + c(p,u + Y). Eq. (104) is precisely what geometric reasoning immediately gives:
Considering L" as a form on the subbundle €7, =Imf,, its gauge group H acts in exactly the same formal way as
Hine actson L, i.e. for Y e H., generating E € Aut,(¢7,)) we have

(L“)Y = 2L = L + c(fu (), V). (105)

We also see that indeed (L*)Y = (L“)y, as expected from Hip = H* , but ensured by the peculiar H -transformation
(103) of the cocyclic dressing field c(u). For X' € LieFHi, we read from (104) the infinitesimal transformation

L L = LY = a('Y, fu(D). (106)
This cross-checked via (99) and from the transformation of the cocyclic dressing read from (103)
Lre(u) = a(T, fu()) - a(n), (107)

by which we get,
L = Ly L + Lpre(w) = () + a(¥, fu() — a(l) = a(Y, fu(). (108)

This computation is instructive by itself for the following reason: As we observed in section 3.2, the infinitesimal
1-cocycle a(Y) = a(Y, _) essentially encodes the Euler-Lagrange equations, and therefore the dressed infinitesimal
cocycle a(Y, f4(_)) — which may be understood as a “residual classical anomaly”, in analogy with field theory — will
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similarly be shown to encode the relational Euler-Lagrange equations. So, eq. (108) establishes the link between
the bare and relational equations of motions.
On account of (91), L" supports G-transformations (of the 2nd kind), which by (99) may be found by writing:
(L% = L% + c(w)? = L + c(u)?. So we just need to determine c(u)?, which is easily done:
e (p) = c(p,u(p))” = c(p,u*(p)) = c(p. u(p) + Z(p))
= c(p,u(p)) + c(p +u(p), Z(p)),
— cw? = cu+ Z) = c(u) + c(fu (), Z). (109)
This is the Abelian version of (30). We thus find the G-transformation of L" to be
(LY = L + c(fu(), 2), (110)

which is also (L%)% = v =L+ c(u+ Z). Eq. (110) is but a special case of the general formulae (31) of the DFM.
Despite their formal similarity, equations (104) and (110) carry very different meanings: Eq. (104) specifies
how the description of the Lagrangian form changes from the point of view of the same particle participating in

a distinct physical configuration, a change which is continuous and parametrized by the Lie group Hine ~ H .
So that both (L*)Y and (L") “live” on the same subbundle ©,- While (110) specifies how the description of the
Lagrangian changes when shifting to a distinct particles in the same physical configuration, a change which is
discrete and parametrized by the finite group G (89): Specialising the notation, (110) is LY = L% + c(fy,(2), Z;j),

and indicates how to relate the relational descriptions of the Lagrangian on the bundles %r'eli and %:;l’ in Fig. 2.

Since both (L") = L% and (L") = L are the same object seen from two distinct perspectives, it is of interest

to see explicitly how their residual Hijy-transformations are related. By (104) we know that
LY = L% + c(fo,(), '), with ¥/ ==Y -Y,, i
(LY = L%+ o(fo, (). ¥), withV =YY,

By (110), we have (L%)Y = (L%)Y +c(fy. (), Z,~J-)Y. To compute the c( fy,(-), Zij)Y the Hine-transformation of Z = Z;;
is needed. Since by definition p; = p; — Z;;(p), under the action of H;, we have p;+Y; = p;+Y; - Z?;.(p), so that
pi—Zijp+Y;=pi+Y;- Zl.j(p), and we obtain finally
ZY=Ziy+ (Y -Y) =2+ (¥ =Y. (112)
So, we may compute
(fur( Zip)" = e(fu OV, 2},
= c(fu O+ ¥, Zyj+ (¥ - 1))
= c(fu O+ ¥V + (¥ = ¥),Zj) - c(fu (), )
= c(fu )+ ¥, Zij) = c(fu (). Y
= o(fu (s Zij) + (fur O + Zij, V) = (fur O, F), (113)
= c(fu)s Zij) + cfu, O, ¥)) = e(fus O, 7).
Remark the similarity with (103). We thus find
(L)Y = LY+ e(fu O Zi)"
= L%+ Ut R T + o(fu O Zij) + c(fu ) + Zij V) = Ut n T
= L%+ o(fu () + Zij, V) = 1% + c(fu, (O, 1), (114)

as expected. Again, the subtle cocyclic structure enforces consistency. The linear version of the above is of special
interest. From (106) we have that

L% = a(T, fu,()),  and Ly L% = a(T', fu, (). (115)
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By (110) we must have Ly L* = Ly L* + Lyve(fy, (L), Zij), and by (113) we get

erc(fu(Ds Zi) = AT, fu, O + Zij) — a1, fu,0) = a(¥, fu, ) = a(T', fu, () (116)

Remark the similarity with (107). So, analogously to (108), we have

QL = L LM+ Lprc(fu (), Zij) = a(EAaQ) + a(T, fu O + Zi)) = a(TA D) = a(¥, fu,()),  (117)

as expected. As we show below, at the end of this section, this computation is key to establish the correspondence
between formulations of the relational variational principle as seen from distinct perspectives within the same
kinematical history y.

The dressed Lagrangian restricted along a kinematical history 7 is,

=y L = (fuoy) L=(Y")'L:=lp
=(Loy" (¥dt = (Loy" idr, (118)
ie. O3(1) =Lp(r) = L), X1) idt € Q' ¢).

This expression is conceptually clear: it is the relational parametrized Lagrangian from the viewpoint of one of the
N particles in y, which thus describes the kinematics as y". From (99) we get the computationally useful expression

tp =0 = y'L" = y* (L + c(w)) =: £y +cy(u), (119)

giving the relational Lagrangian in terms of the bare Lagrangian and its 1-cocycle. It could have been obtained from
the Hoy-transformation of £ (54) via the DFM rule of thumb. The residual Hj, ~ 7{1‘:1 t—transformation is, by (104),

@ = (@Y =y (L + c(fu). 1)) = &5 + (), Y ),

_ ) (120)
or equivalently (fyu)Y = (fyu)Y = Ly + cyu(Y).

It is the relational parametrized Lagrangian from the internal viewpoint of the same particle in a physically distinct
kinematical history (y*)¥ given by (96). This may be checked by (fyu)Y =y EffL=(Eoy)fiL = (y¥)* faL =
(fu o ¥")L. Then observe that fy, 0y = ¥" +u(y") = y + YO + wi(y + Y(»)) = y + Y() + 0i(y) = Yi(y) =
Ju(y) + Y(y)=y% + I_’l(y) =: (y“")y. So that ({’yu)Y = f(yu)y. The infinitesimal transformation is then

Sy by 1= L (O = | = fmen (Vo) | o =t am(Y), (121)

which is the variation of the relational Lagrangian under variation of the physical relational kinematical history
8y" = Y(y). This is consistent with (106), writing & 0 =y (L L") = y*a(Y, fu(D).
The G-transformation of £} is, by (110),
(N7 = Y (L" + c(u(), 2)) = £ + c(fu), Z()) = 63 + c(¥", Z(7)),

(122)
or equivalently (t’,,u)z =l +cp(Z),

which is the relational parametrized Lagrangian from the internal viewpoint of a distinct particle in the same phys-

ical kinematical history (y*)? given by (97). Eq. (122) showcases the physical reference frame covariance of the

relational dynamics, controlled by the finite group G: Taking a concrete case, (122) is f;" = f;,"' +c(y", Zij(y)).

Consequently, by (99) and (118)-(119) we find the dressed, relational action to be

soi= (1= [@= [woriae~ [raw.swyiar
Y 1 I 1

L = ffy +cy(w) =2 Syl + ¢y(w),
I

(123)

22



giving both the conceptually clear expression and the computationally useful form. The latter, as usual, could be
directly read from the Hey-transformation (60) of S[y] by the DFM rule of thumb. Quite naturally, it is the action
associated to the relational kinematics y", as it is clear from

Shyl" := fL”:ff,;"L:f L:f L=:S["]. (124)
Y Y Juoy "

From (104) and (120) we find that the Hjy =~ ?(;:lt—transformation of the dressed action is

SH™MY := f (LY = f L+ c(fu(), Y) = Sly]" + cyu(Y),
(125)
or equivalently  (S[y"]) f (L)Y f w+ cu(Y) = S[Y'] + ¢pu(Y).

It is the dressed action seen from the viewpoint of the same particle in a physically distinct kinematical history (y“)y ,
given by (96): indeed, one also writes (SHY*DY = SIY™MY] = S[(y™)Y]. The infinitesimal residual transformation
is then, for T € LieH,y,

6’1‘8;;/ = % fE:,Lu |8:0 = fﬁ'rvl}l = fa(.i‘, fu(,)) = fayu('i') =: fé.rf;/l (126)
Y Y Y I 1

Equivalently, this is the Gateaux derivative of S[y"] along H ~ Aut,(¢%): for vy := (yM¥s = 9" + Y (y) and
infinitesimal variation of the relational kinematical history éy" = Y(y), we have

v = L SN - S|, = £ f (fa Yo)| g f a(Y. fu(). (127)
Y

This allows to define the critical points of S, i.e. the classical relational dynamics.

We proceed as in section 3.2; Consider £y | := " I — €3 1901 = {q0, q1}} the set of paths with beginning
and end points gg = fu(po) = (f0, Xo) and g1 = fu(p1) = (t1,X1), i.e. SD = {y"*|y € Po1}. Consider also the
gauge subgroup Hinejo,1 :={Y € Hin |[Y( < 19) =0 =Y(t > ;) and Y(1p < t < t1) # 0} C Hin, isomorphic to the

similarly defined (mutatis mutandis) 7—(Im‘0 , € HE . We have that Hijo,1 = 7—(;11“'0 , acts freely and transitively

on Pg |» 1.e. for any choice of initial reference curve y" € SDO |» any other is written as Y = (Y)Y for some
Y€'7‘(mt|01 —YE?‘[mthl SOP int|0, 1 _(}-{intIO,l‘

The classical relational hzstory y‘c‘ between go and g, is the critical point of S[y"] = S[y]" for Y* € #f,
By (126)-(127), it is given by the vanishing of the 1-cocycle a((’) on y". It encodes the dressed Euler-Lagrange
equations, i.e. the relational dynamics (up to vanishing boundary terms) as seen from within any particle in y:

Oy Spyr = f a(Y) = f () = f ECY,9?)
Ye

c

0, V=T eLieHno1 = LieHS , . (128)

where E(Y,y") := Y(y) - EL[y"]dt = 6y" - EL[y"]dr is the equations of motion 1-form, with EL[y"] the Euler-
Lagrange equations for the curve y". The critical curve is s.t. EL[y;] = 0. Then, for any y" € #(, there is a unique

Y € 7-{1m|0 sty =0 )Y, and by (125) one has

Sy = Syt + f (D). (129)

ye

It is clear that ¥ = fu(y.), i.e. that the variational principle is well-behaved under dressing, meaning the rela-
tional variational principle (128) indeed produces the relational version of the dynamics obtained via the “bare”
variational principle (63). This can be seen from a direct computation, similar to (108): using (107) we have indeed

6TS|‘;, = fBTvL“ = fﬂTvL +f2yvc(u) =0yS)y + fﬂyvc(u), VY € LieHip, (130)
y % Y %

- fy a(Y) + fy (Y, fu() —a(Y) = fy a(l, fu()s
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which of course reproduces (128). But for X" € LieFHin|0, 1, by (63)-(128), eq. (130) establishes the correspondence
between the bare and the relational formulations of the variational principle. Notice the remarkable fact that from
the above we see that both the bare and relational Euler-Lagrange equations can be obtained from the LieFHjn o, 1-
transformation (107) of the cocyclic dressing field c(u).

The G-transformation of S[y]" = S[y"] is, by (110) and (122),

(S = f (L = f L%+ (fu(). Z) = SIYI" + ep(2),
7 i (131)
or equivalently ~ S[y"1? f (ty )% f v +cypu(Z) = Sy + cpu(2).
1

It the relational action from the internal viewpoint of a distinct particle in the same physical kinematical history
(y"% given by (97): Specializing the notation in (131), it is S[y%] = S[y%] + c(y"“, Z; (). It shows the physical
reference frame covariance of the relational dynamics.

We can go a step further, establishing the correspondence between the relational formulation of the variational
principle as written, e.g., from the viewpoints of the i’ and the j* particles. It can be obtained by linearising a
computation all but similar to (114), using (113), relating S[y*1¥ and S[y*]¥. Or it is obtained directly from
(117), or using (116),

5’1‘S|l;,j = fﬂTVLuj = fQTVLUi + fﬁT"c(flli()’Zij)
y Y Y

=0yS ;; + f Lypve(fu, (O, Zij), VY € LieHipy, (132)
Y
- f AT O) + f a(V, fu, () - a(T ) = f a(¥’, fu, ),
Y Y Y

which reproduces (126), as expected. Remark the similarity with (130), using (108)-(107). And, similarly, for Y €
LieHincj0,1, by (128), eq. (132) establishes the equivalence between the relational formulations of the variational
principle written by i and the j particles. We also notice the remarkable fact that from the above we see that both
the relational Euler-Lagrange equations written from the viewpoints of the i’ and the j* particles can be obtained
from the LieHiy o, 1-transformation (116) of the cocyclic quantity c(fy,(2), Z; i)

The dressed action induces the function §§ = Syu = S[y"; 7,6]0] with y*(0I) = {qo, q}: It is Hexe-invariant by

construction and cocyclic Hiye = H tensorlal S u € Q&ns( o). Itis then immediate that its Hipe = H -

transformation is given by (§ yu) = (S yu)Y =S+ cyu(Y). For y* = y%, the cocyclic 0 form §,u is the dressed

Hamilton Principal Function, and satisfies the dressed Hamilton equation: afh’ = —H(x, ax <; 1), where the dressed
canonical conjugate momenta is by definition 7t := —2= and H(X, 7, 1) is the dressed Hamiltonian.
Defining the U(1)-valued Hiu -1-cocycle Cyu(_, V)= Cy(fu(, Y):= exp{——cyu( ,Y)} = exp{- c(fu( ),y
the dressed action induces the dressed flat cocyclic connection wo : a’S yoney, st
Riwl, =@}, + Cpu(_, V) 'dCp(_, V),
L@, = —f tpdSy = —f LSy = —f d%R’;ES‘y‘ o= E L (Y| =1 fa(r, fuD) (133)
Y

J _
L Cp( L Te)|
which is the dressing of (65): By (123), indeed,

@, = @0, + Cy(w) " dC,(w), (134)

a special case of (27). It follows that the Hiy; =~ 7{ transformatlon of w 0y is

@} ) =, =@, + Cu@) ' dCp (D), (135)
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which is (dS ;)Y =dSy + dcyu(l?), as expected from Hip ~ H;} -transformation of § yand[d,E"] =0for E € H"

_ int’
Since E(Y;y") = 0 by definition of ", the verticality property of wb"yr = @y,» gives the dressed conserved Noether
oSy, Lo 0sy i oSy,

_ w i
P dx + - dt, so L@y, = X

that (129) implies a relation, analogous to (135): For Y € Hintjo.1 s.t. y* = (y?)Y, we have

charge: In a bundle chart, YV =~ X% and dS) = =: —% 7 7t. Finally, notice

@y = Ty, + (M) dC(Y). (136)

Under the action of G, by (131), we have (S%)? = S uz = SY + ¢,u(Z). Specializing, S% = S}’ and (S%)% = 5

are the same object seen from distinct viewpoint within . In particular, (S ;‘C)Z =8 ;j is the dressed HPF described

from the j particle. This induces the cocyclic connection (wg’y)z = —%d(S ;‘)Z on ‘frglz = ‘5:;]’ , explicitly,
(@5,)" = @f, + Cu(Z)'dCu(Z), ie. (@) =y + Cpu(Zip) ™ dCy(Zy)). (137)
This is another key instance showing how the discrete group G relates the relational descriptions on ‘Kr';i and €

rel’
and implement the physical reference frame covariance of this description.

After this thorough presentation of relational classical mechanics, we can now turn to the formulation of rela-
tional quantum mechanics.

4.3 Relational Quantum Mechanics, and physical frame covariance

We define the dressed pre-wave function, using (25)-(27) or the DFM rule of thumb,
v = fay = C,w) 7y, (138)

where Cy(n) = C,(_,u) = exp{—%cy(,,u(,))}. It is Hex-basic on % by construction, and Hey-invariant as
is checked using the Hey-transformation of ¢, 3 = C,(X)™'y,, the fact that by (100) one has C,(w)* =
C,(X )‘IC,,(u). It is thus a O-form on %r 6‘: as it is clear from (92), and in bundle coordinates

Uy(p) =¥y o fulp) = Yy(p +u(p)) = Yy (531, ..., En-1) = Py (8, X), (139)

which also shows that we may write Yy = yyu. Specializing this to e.g. u = u;, it is wg"(p) =~ Y, (1, x) =
Uy (t, )‘c’l, e )’cjv_l) =y, (t; x1 —xi,...,0,..., xy — X;), 1.e. the pre-wave function as seen from the ith particle. Again,
residual Hiye = ﬂ‘r‘n-transformations are naturally expected and easily written, since, from (103), we have

C,wY = C,(¥)'Cyu) Cpu(Y), (140)
so that we find

W = @ = (C, ")y,
= Cu(V)'C, () Cy(Y) - Cy (V) yy,
= Cp () gpu =2 (Y)Y, (141)

The dressed pre-wave function is thus a cocyclic tensorial O-form on €, ¥y = Yyu € Q?ens(‘ﬁr;, yu). So it can

(€5 Cyn) = L(ES") is

also be seen as a section of the cocyclic associated bundle ECr = Cfr:l XCu C. So that Q° o

tens

the space of “dressed pre-wave functions”.
The dressed cocyclic connection (134)-(135) induces the cocyclic covariant derivative preserving this space
Doyo : Qng(ra1s Cyn) = Qs (€, Cyo),

el’ tens el’

_ (142)
Yyn 1 Doy Yryn 1= difpyn + @0, Yo

It is the dressing of the bare cocyclic covariant derivative; by (134)-(138) we have l_)o’yu Yy = Cy(u)‘ll_)o,y Wy
IS u
. By (136), we have that

ox

From the horizontality of Dy yu ¢/, follows that in bundle coordinates —ih% =

Yyn = C(¥)'yu, and Doy hye = Cou(¥) ™' Doyuthye for ¥ € Hit (o - (143)
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The space of dressed wave function is #™ := ker Dy, C Qm( s Cyn), i.e. the covariantly constant dressed
pre-wave functions. A relational version of QM is encoded in the statement

Yp e X", e, Doyuipyn =0. (144)

Since §,» = S[y¥; -, qo] is the dressed HPF, satisfying the relational Hamilton-Jacobi equation, in bundle coordi-
nates we have

D - _0S
Doyethye = dpye + @oepye =0 = dt %‘r/’%’ +dx %c'vby‘f’ (dt i Tdx )'71’7}‘ =0 (145)

< dr (3%%? + LH(%, 7, 1) lﬂ),g) +dx (a% - %ﬁ) Yy =0

This gives the relational version of the quantum mechanical prescription for the momentum operator 7t := —zh(,ax,

from which we get the relational canonical commutation relation: [X, 7t] = ihd(X — X). So, altogether we have
Doyypp=0 =  fi=-ihd and ihdy,p = HE Y. (146)

It extends to any y,u € J#™ by (143). Relational QM is equivalently encoded in Jyu € Y, where " := ker V‘O‘
with V) : T(ES") - QY(7) ® ES" the cocyclic covariant derivative induced on associated bundles ES* — 7.

Dressed path integral The above allows to define the dressed, or relational, version of the PI, defined on Pgl =
YL = E1y"0D = {q0,q1}} = {¥*|y € Po.1} the space of paths with beginning and end points go = fu(po) =
(to, Xp) and g1 = fu(p1) = (#1, X1). We define the dressed propagator,

K*(p, po) := fuK(p, po) = K(q. q0) —f 237 Yy —f DY Yy —f DY Cpu(Y) 'Yy, (147)
ml\()l ml\()l

where Dy" and DY are formal measures on 7’ , and HY

int[0.1 respectively. The dressed pre-wave function depending
only on the final point is

Y (p) = fa(p) = ¥(q) = f K(q,90) ¥(qo) vol(%gy,,): (148)

rel Ito

with vol(Z'% m ) the volume form of the fiber € § el C ¢ ¢ overm(qo) = 1o € 7. In bundle coordinates, ¥/(q) = y(t, X).
Taking the relauonal classical history y) = y¥ as Teference curve, we write

K(q,q0) —f @)’ Yyn —f DY Cpu(¥) gy, (149)

1m|01

Further restricting attention to dressed wave functions y,u € #™", which are solutions of Dy ,uiyyu = 0 of the form
Yy = Yo €Xp f;u Do = Yo exp £Sy = Yo exp £S[¥"], (150)
then the propagator (149) becomes the relational path integral
K(q,90) = f , D" voexp 7S (151)

f DY Cu(¥) 'yoexp £SIyE] = yoexp £ SIy7] f DY exp jepu(¥).

ml\()l mt\()l

Then ¥"(p) = ¥(g) in (148) is a relational wave function, e.g. as seen from the i’ particle if u = u;. As in the bare
case, we obtain the splitting of the relational PI in a contribution from the classical history, ¥,» = ¢ exp %S (Y4,
containing the essential dynamical physical information, and a normalisation factor given by functional integration
of the 1-cocycle cyg(l_/) = fﬁ c(LY) = f[c(,, Y)oyu
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Reference frame covariance The dressed pre-wave functions support G-tranformations. The most direct way to
write it is to notice that from (109) follows that the cocyclic dressing C,(u) transforms as

C,(w? = C,(u) Cpu(Z), (152)

as a special case of (30), while i, is G-invariant by construction. A dressed pre-wave function (148) G-transforms as

W%? = (C, ) ' @)* = Cu(@) ' C, Ny,
= Cp(Z)'yl. (153)

This is a case of (31), and can also be written as (wyu)z = Cp(Z )‘lzpyu. This result is also obtained from defining

(l,llg)z = :,l/fyuz) = f;‘zw,l/y via (94), which is thus the same pre-wave function seen from a different viewpoint.
The result (153) showcases the covariance of the relational description under change of physical reference frame.
Specializing e.g. tou = u; and v/ =u j =u; + Z;;, by (93) we have, in bundle coordinates,

w;flj(p):w)’(tui‘l):lr//y(t’xl _-xja--"xi_-xj"-~’0""’-xN_'xj )’

gl(p):w)’(hxl):lr//)’(t’xl _-xi’-~-,0""’-xj_-xi""’-xN_'xi ),

and g, (t, %) = C((t, &), Zi;) "y (1, ©). (154)

Correspondingly, by (137) we have that

- Z _ -
(Do thye)” = Cy(Z)™ Doyn Yrye, (155)
— Do’yuj- l,//yuj- = Cy“i (Zij)_ll_)()"y“i w'y“i.
This shows that #™ := ker l_)o’yuj ~ ™ := Dy, which in turn implies the physical reference frame covariance
of the relational description of QM (146) — here displayed on ‘@”r‘e’i and Cgr';’ — as one should expect, a covariance
explicitly controlled by the cocyclic structure. It is clear it similarly controls the frame covariance of the relational
PL via K)(p, po) and ¢"“)(p), so that e.g. relational wave functions on % and %, are, in bundle coordinates,

WU (p) =t ) = gt X1 — Xy ooy Xi— Xy, 0,0 Xy — X)),
YUi(p) = y(r,5) = Uy(tixy = Xiy 0,0, X — Xy XN — X ),
and  y(1, ') = C((t, ), Zi)) " w(t, ). (156)

Observe that the change of physical reference frame is a unitary transformation of the relational quantum state ",
as it is implemented by the U(1)-valued 1-cocyle C(Z).

5 Conclusion

It is interesting to interpret eqs. (153)-(156), key results of the relational formulation of QM via DFM: A first
reading would be to say that a reference subsystem s, here a particle s; = p;, “sees itself” as classical, and only the
other subsystems (here the other N—1 particles in the N particles configuration) are described quantum mechanically
from its perspective. Yet, the G-transformations — the transformations of the 2nd kind in the DFM framework —
implementing physical frame covariance ensure a “quantum democracy” in that any subsystem is as legitimate as
any to witness (write) the quantum dynamics.

A more refined and accurate understanding would be to say that there is no meaningful way for a given reference
subsystem s; = p; to assign itself a relational quantum state: it can only do so for other subsystems, which are
assigned a wave function with respect to s; = p;: the dressed/relational wave function " (138)/(148). Said
otherwise still, for a given subsystem s; = p;, it only makes sense to assign a quantum state to the set of relations
between itself and the rest of the world, which is what " represents. But the physical reference frame covariance
implemented by G-transformations ensures the equivalence (interchangeability) of any subsystem viewpoint to
describe the collective relational quantum dynamics.
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The reader will have certainly noticed that the dressed version of QM is very much alike the bare one: The
dressed wave function y" for N — 1 particles assigned by the i particle from within the N particles configuration is
not unlike the bare wave function ¢ for the N particles configuration assigned by an idealized “external observer”,
i.e. an “external” physical system sex. A benefit of the relational formulation via DFM is to clearly indicate that
the initial bare ¢ can indeed be understood as the dressed wave function assigned to the “internal” system sj,; =
{N particles configuration} by sex from within the total system st = Sint U Sext (= {(/V + 1) particles configuration}).

A further benefit of the DFM approach to relational QM is its built-in treatment of physical reference frame
covariance by G-transformations: It dispels the possible a priori misconception that QM relies on “classical ob-
servers/systems” with a special status, showing instead how it naturally instantiate the above mentioned “quan-
tum democracy”. This is broadly in line with heuristic ideas behind the literature on “quantum reference frames”
(QRFs), as discussed e.g. in [21]."3

The relational formulation of QM via DFM thus shows explicitly something that might be overlooked on first
reading: that QM is a description of physics from within — without the need for an all-encompassing external view-
point (“god’s eye view”), nor of a partition between classical measuring devices and quantum systems (‘“Heisenberg
cut”). This is broadly in line with Rovelli’s “relational interpretation” of QM [18, 37, 45].

Remark also that the relational structure of QM we focus on here rests on that of classical mechanics, the DFM
treating both in essentially the same way. From which follows that QM is plainly seen to be about quantization of
relational d.o.f.: in the simple setup tackled here, the network of relative positions of classical particles.

There are a number of developments that we shall pursue. First, our framework may be naturally generalised
to the mechanics of extended bodies, undergoing rotations, or of particles with spin. The latter case would be
treated elegantly via bundle supergeometry, thereby going back to Berezin original motivation for the introduction
of supergeometry in (established) physics [46]. Another future natural development will be to extend our framework
to write a bundle geometric formulation of relativistic QM — which may e.g. reproduce and generalise [47-49]
— whose relational version would be obtained via the DFM. But the immediate follow-up to the present work
will be the companion [40], where we shall recast classical mechanics as a 1-dimensional “general-relativistic”
gauge field theory, to which the DFM as developed in [7] applies. We will thereby highlight another key facet of
its relational structure and, in echo to the observation of the previous paragraph, we will establish the notion of
relational quantization. A notion we shall then develop for standard general-relativistic Gauge Field Theory.
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A The case of free particles

Considering a configuration of N free particles represented by a point p = (p1,...,pn) € €, at time t € 7, their
(spatial) velocity is v, = (vi,...,vn) € Tp(6)) = V,€ = R3N. Another configuration p’ = Rxp = p+X € G, with
X € H, has velocity v/, € V€ = R3N. Using the canonical parallel transport on %}, ~ E*", allowing to identify
V,€ = V,€ =~ R, we may write Ry,v = v+ V(X), where V(X) is a linear function of X € H. Correspondingly,
for E € Aut, (%) generated by X € H, as E(p) = p + X(p),we write Z,v = v + V(X).

The fiber metric is here the standard flat metric on R3N =~ V%, (_,) : RN xR S R, (v,w) — (v, w).
The particles have mass m = (mp,...,my), and we define the free Lagrangian on ¢ as L, = %(v, wWpdtp, =

3We avoid the terminology “QRF” as in our estimation it is potentially misleading, suggesting a “quantum fuzziness” of the reference
subsystem s; in its own frame.
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N  mg 1
2=t 3 Vi, vi) diyp, where dr € Q.

(€). So,

RyLipsx = F{Rx:«v, Rx:V)pix Rydtipex = 5(v + V(X), +V(X)), dt)

2y + m (v, VX, + VXD, VX)) di,

Ly + c(p, X). (157)

One checks that c(p, X) is a 1-cocycle for the action of the structure group H of €”:
o(p. X +Y) = m((v, V(X) + V() + 3(V(X) + V(¥), V(X) + V(Y))) dt
= M(<v, V(X)) + (v, V(Y)) + 5(V(X), VX)) + (V(X), V(Y)) + 5(V(Y), V(Y)>) dt

=c(p. X) + ((v+ V(X), V(V)) + H(V(Y), V(Y))) dt
=c(p,X)+c(p+X,7Y). (158)

The infinitesimal equivariance of L is thus, for y = d%XE’g:o € LieH,

Lol = ge(p.Xo)| o = m(v. VOO) di =t ax, p). (159)
The gauge transformation of the Lagrangian is then, for X € H and y = j—sX g|€:0 € LieH,

IX=L+c(_,X)=L+ m((v, V(X)) + %(V(X), V(X))) dt, (160)
so Ll =a(y,-)=mv,V(x))dt

Given a kinematical history y : I — €, 7 — y(1) = (t(1), x(1)), we have y ~ ia% + x;—x, SO Viy(r) = x(f—x which
we may write simply v = X. Remark that x = x7, with x’ := % the physical velocity, and x = x’ for the choice
i = 1. By (56) we have 2,7 = ¥ + {X}", where {X}" =~ X% with X = %i and X(1r) = X(¢(1r)) — since elements
X € H are basic on € so x-independent. We have X = X’ for / = 1. So, for v = x we have V(X) = {X}", or simply
V(X) = X.

The restriction of L on y is £, = y*L =~ 7(x,x)y"dt = 5(& %)fdr. This is the so-called “parametrized”
Lagrangian, which for # = 1 reduces to the standard unparametrized £, = 3(x’, x") dt. The H-transformation of £,
is, by (54) and above,

0 =€y +cy(X) = by + c(7,. X(¥))

161
=+ m (&, X) + J(X, X)) idr. (en

The linearisation of which gives

Syly = ay(x) = a(x(y),y) = m{x, x) fdr

162
= —m(%, x) idr + (£m(x, x)) idr, (1

where we identify the Euler-Lagrange 1-form E(y,y) = x(y) - EL[yldt = —{(x, mX) fdt, and the presymplectic
potential giving the conserved Noether charge (mx, y). The gauge transformation in the unparametrized version for
i = 1 reads

&f =0, + m((x’, X'y + %(X’,X')) dt. (163)

So, 0yly = a,(x) = —(x,mx")dt + d%(/\(, mx")dt, where we recognise the standard expression of the canonical
momentum 7t = mx’ and of the Euler-Lagrange 1-form E(y,y) = x(y) - EL[y]ldt = —(y, 70 )dt.

The equations (161)-(163) give the transformation of the free Lagrangian under the so-called “extended Galilean
transformations” (or boosts) [22], as discussed in section 3.1. Standard Galilean boosts are reproduced for X(¢) = vt
with v € H, in which case the Lagrangian is quasi-invariant — i.e. invariant up to a boundary term — as

6 =t +m(, vy + (v, V) dt
d
=0, + 7 (m ((x, V) + %(V, V) t)) dt (164)
=1l + %A((l, x),v)dt.
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This reproduces eq. (3.1.5) in [50], where A((z, x), v) is called a 1-cocycle for the Galilean group, satisfying a special
case of the defining property (46)-(158) of ¢(p, X) and ¢, (X). The rigid limit X — X of (161)/(163) gives the trivial
H-equivariance of ¢,, Ry{, = {,, i.e. the well-known invariance of the free Lagrangian under translations.

The action functional is S[y] = ﬁy L= fl ty = fl 7 (%, X) tdr, or, in the unparametrised form, S[y] = f 7', Xy dt.
Its H-transformation is

Siy1X = Syl + fl cy(X) = S[y] + j; m (i, X) + J(X, X)) idr

(165)
=~ Syl + fm(<x',X’) + %(X’,X'>) dt, forf=1.
Which linearises as
0ySlyl = fay(,\/) o~ f—m@,/\/) fdr + ([%m(x,/\()) fdr
I I
~ f—(,\/, mx")dt + L, mx'ydt, fori=1, (166)

= f X))+ ELyldt + (). o[, with x(7) = 6.

From which we obtain the variational principle: 6, S[y.] = 0 for any xy € LieHHy 1, giving the equation of motion
EL[y.] = mx"” =7 =0, and the conserved Noether charge 7t.

The wave function for N free particles is ¢, (p) = ¥(t, x) = ¥(t; x1, ..., xy) and its H-transformation is
v =CX) My = exp{,ii, fl cy(X)} Uy,
—  y(t,x+X) =exp {% fl m ((x, Xy + L(X, X)) t'dr} W(t, x) (167)
= exp {% fm (<. X7 + H(X'. X)) dt} w(t,x), fori=1.
For the special case X(f) = vt, by (164) this reduces to

. d .
W(t, x + X) = exp {% f A1), V) dt} Y(t,x) = exp {LA((1, x), V)] ¥(t, )

= exp {%m ((x, V) + %(V, V) t)} U(t, x),

reproducing eq. (3.1.9) in [50], the well-known transformation of the wave function under Galilean boosts.

(168)

Relational description via the DFM Here we aim only to illustrate in a simple case how the relational, dressed,
Lagrangian £} and physical frame covariance may be computed using the cocycle. Taking, for concreteness, first
the viewpoint of the i particle, i.e. the dressing u(p) = u;(p) = —x;, we have,

N
¢y ) = 3 my (e ) + J g, ) ) idr. (169)

Using (119) we thus have the dressed Lagrangian
N

f;,lf = fy + Cy(ll,-) o~ k;] %(()’ck, Xy + 2{(K, 0;) + 1, ll,)) fdt

N mj . . . . . . . N my /-« . . . .

= 1;1 7 (ks i) = 20k, i) + (6, 40)) ddT = 3 5 (e = iy g = i) T
N PR PR N

= Y S xp fdt = Bk, x') idt
k=1
N e e .

= X B X fdt = Ly (170)
k=1
ki
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This Lagrangian describes the relational dynamics of N — 1 particles with respect to the i particle. It is manifestly
Hexe-invariant, and its residual transformation (1st kind) under ‘I-{ll:l’t ~ Hiy s, by (120), analogous to (161):

(flyli)Y = f;/li + C’)/“i(Y) = flyli + C(yui’ Y()/))
= O em (LT + JYLT) dar, o

with Y =v- Y, = (Y, -Y,;,...,0,...,Yy — Y;) by (86) and (96). It is easily checked directly by plugging

% = %+ Y in the expression (170) for £},

Similarly, the dressed wave function for free particles is, by (138)-(139),

%= Cy(u) Ny =2 (7)) = w70, X)), (172)

and describes the relational quantum state between the i’ particle and the N — 1 others. It is by construction

H.rc-invariant, and its 7—(;'l ’t =~ Hip-transformation is, by (141), similar to (167):

Wi =)'y, = exp{% fl cya?)} Wy,
< ytE+¥)= exp{% fm(()?[,f’i> + JYL YY) idT} u(t, ©°). (173)
1

We may now look at how physical frame covariance is implemented by G-transformations. By (97)-(98), the
change from the reference frame of the i particle to that of the j”* particle is given by y% = (y%)%ii = y% + Z; ()
for Z;; = x; — x; € G. Then, by (122), we have

6 =6+ (Y™, Zij(y))
= f;/l' + m(()LCi, Zij> + %(Z,’j, Z,J>) fdr

N
= 1;1 (s Ky = 2%, i) + (i, %)) fdT
+ (G = i X = ) + 306 — X % — 1)) dd
N
= 25l £1) = 2k + i)
+ ZOg) — 20k, X)) — 2o + 200545) + M—MH@J;))MT
N
= I 3 - & — Xy i,
N PR AP PO R
= Y B[ x))idT = B(x/, %) idr, (174)
k=1

showing explicitly that the cocyclic structure controls the physical frame covariance. The frame covariance of the
wave function is, by (154)-(156),

uy = W) = Cyu(Zip) ™ = exp{% flcy“i(zij)} vy
— y(t,xl) = exp{% fm(()*c",Z,-j)—k %(Z,-,-,Z,,-)) t'dr} w(t, ©0). (175)
1

It describes the relational quantum state between the j particle and the N — 1 others. It is by construction FHex-
invariant, and its W:lft =~ Hin is, mutatis mutandis, the same as (173). We thus see the “relational quantum democ-
racy” at play, whereby any subsystem can be used to describe the collective quantum state, and change of subsystem
is implemented by G-transformations via the cocyclic structure.
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