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1. Introduction

In his seminal paper from 1948, Feynman [1], inspired by the works of Dirac, introduced a new
formulation of quantum mechanics that is equivalent but independent of the earlier formulations
provided by Schrodinger and Heisenberg. According to this path integral formulation, a quantum
particle follows a well-defined trajectory trough spacetime. However, due to a fundamental ran-
domness, it is impossible to predict this trajectory with certainty. Instead, one can only calculate
the probability that a certain trajectory is followed. Thus, in order to evaluate the dynamics of the
particle, one must properly average over all the possible trajectories.

Since its introduction, the path integral formulation has been applied very successfully as a
computational tool for obtaining the correlation functions in quantum field theories in the absence
of gravity. In the presence of gravity, the path integral is at odds with general covariance, leading
to various gravitational anomalies in the quantum theory, which necessitates the formulation of
manifestly covariant quantum theories [2—5]. This incompatibility between gravity and quantum
theory is inherently related to the fractal nature of the paths that appear in the path integral [1, 7, 8],
which will serve as our main motivation for introducing higher order geometry.
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In order to discuss this issue in more detail, we review some elementary aspects of the path
integral in the worldline theory of a point particle on curved space(time), which can be interpreted
as a 1-dimensional quantum field theory. The guiding philosophy of the path integral formulation is
to replace this deterministic worldline by an uncountable collection of worldlines that can all occur
with a certain probability:

X:T oM Ty rvo oM, (1.1)
where M is some Riemannian or Lorentzian manifold, 7 = [0, 7] C R is a time interval! and Q is
a sample space. The elements w € Q that label the paths are drawn according to some probability
measure P : 2(Q) — [0, 1], where () is some sigma algebra over Q. The transition amplitude
for a state localized at X (79) = xo to a state localized at X (77) = x can now be expressed as

X(T)=xr

(7T | x0,0) = / 4SSy, (12)
X(0)=xg

where S is the action, and ¢'$X) is conjectured to be the probability density for the trajectory X to
occur, such that?

d(Po X 1) =du(X) = p(X) DX ~ exp [i / L(X,X,1) dt] DX. (1.3)
T
The correlation functions of the theory can then be obtained using the partition function
Z[J] = / SSX+HIX px (1.4)
or using the characteristic functional3
dx(J) =E [ei“’X)] - / ¢ XD qP( ) = / X du(x) (1.5)
Q L2(Q)
which is already normalized such that
Z(J)
J)=—=. 1.6
¢x(J) Z00) (1.6)

An important feature of the path integral is that the differentiable paths have 0 measure in
the path integral. This was already pointed out by Feynman, who used this as a key property for
establishing the equivalence of the path integral with the canonical formulation of quantum theory
[1]. Inspired by this work, Kac [9] proved the Feynman-Kac theorem which provides a mathematical
relation between Euclidean quantum theory and the Wiener process, showing that the paths in the
Euclidean path integral are of the same type as the sample paths of a Brownian motion, as already
suggested by Feynman [1]. Hence, the quantum paths have the same Holder regularity as Brownian
motion, for which we recall the definition:

!Tn a non-relativistic theory ¢ € 7 is the physical time parameter, while in a non relativistic theory 4 € 7 labels an
arbitrary affine parameter. For a massive particle, this parameter can be fixed to be the proper time A = 7 by gauge fixing
the reparameterization invariance. Similarly, for tachyons this parameter can be fixed to be the proper distance A = s.

2Here, we assume the existence of the probability measure P. The existence of this probability measure poses an
infamous problem to the path integral formulation. For the Euclidean theory, it exists, as u can be related to the Wiener
measure. However, in the Lorentzian theory it is not yet clear whether there exists a well-defined probability measure P
that provides a probabilistic interpretation to the path integral, cf. e.g. [6] for more detail.

3If the probability density p(X) exists, one can also define a moment generating functional Mx (J) = ¢px (—iJ).
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Definition. (Holder Continuity) A trajectory X : T — R™ is a-Holder continuous if there exists
C > 0 such that || X (t) = X(s)|| < C |t — s|* forall s,t € T.

Then, we have the following properties* [10]:

1. Roughness: The paths in the path integral are, with probability 1, Holder continuous every-
where for the Holder parameter @ < 1/2, but nowhere for @ > 1/2.

2. Worldsheet: The Hausdorff dimension of the set of paths is dimg {X (¢) |t € 7} = min{2, n},
where n is the space(time) dimension.

In contrast, classical general relativity implicitly assumes that any theory defined on the space-
time manifold follows trajectories that are at least twice continuously differentiable. Since this
assumption is violated by the paths appearing in the path integral formulation, one finds an incom-
patibility between the two theories. Moreover, differential geometry, which forms the mathematical
foundation of general relativity, requires trajectories to be at least once continuously differentiable.
Any theory that couples quantum theory to gravity, without abandoning the path integral
formalism, will have to address this incompatibility. For this, one has roughly three options:

* One may regularize the short scale behavior in the path integral, such that the paths become
once (or even twice) continuously differentiable. In this case, methods from differential
geometry can still be applied.

* One may modify general relativity and differential geometry, such that it becomes compatible
with the rough paths encountered in the path integral.

* One may use that the path integral can be obtained as a continuum limit of a universality class
of discretized paths parameterized along a discrete time parameter, which provides a natural
regularization of the short scale behavior of the path integral.

At large scales the differences between the approaches should all be perturbatively suppressed
by some cutoff scale, and one can apply effective field theory methods to describe the interplay
between quantum theory and gravity. However, at short scales the approaches will generically lead
to different predictions.

The first and third option are most commonly followed in the study of the interplay between
gravity and quantum theory. The first option has the advantage that one does not require a
geometrical framework beyond standard (pseudo-)Riemannian geometry.> However, it does require
to conjecture a new framework that modifies quantum theory at short distance scales, for example
by changing the fundamental degrees of freedom. The third scenario, on the other hand, introduces
some discreteness of spacetime. As both quantum theory, assuming the standard quantization
prescriptions,® and general relativity are built on the assumption of spacetime continuity, this
introduces a modification of both gravity and quantum theory at small length scales.

“Note that the properties are not completely independent as the upper bound on the Hausdorft dimension is fixed by
the Holder regularity as dimg{X} < as_u{[,.

5The introduction of such frameworks is not excluded, but there is no strict necessity to do so.

SIf one allows for generalizations of the quantization prescription, quantum theory does not require the assumption
of spacetime continuity. For example, if one considers a quantization involving some spacetime non-commutavity on
top of the usual canonical quantization prescription, one may find discrete eigenspectra for the position operators. Such
modifications are typically accompanied by the introduction of a curved momentum space, cf. e.g. [11].
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In this work, we will focus on the second approach. The advantage of this approach is
that it does not necessarily require a modification of the small distance behavior of quantum
theory. However, it does require a generalization of differential geometry that is compatible with
continuous, but non-differentiable theories. This modification is provided by higher order geometry
[12], which interpolates between differential and discrete geometry. Generically speaking, a theory
with maximal Holder parameter ag,, = 1/k requires the study of k-th order geometry. Hence, for
differentiable trajectories one only requires 1st-order geometry, i.e. differential geometry, whereas
oo-order geometry can be applied to certain classes of discrete trajectories. Since the path integral
satisfies agyp = 1/2, we will focus in this work on second order geometry [13-17].

2. Rough paths

An immediate consequence of the roughness property is the divergence of the limit

X(t+e€)— X(¢ 1
fim XU*O - X®) lim — = oo, Q2.1
€—0 € e—0 e
which would usually provide the velocity along the path. Let us now make the assumption that this

divergence can be isolated, such that we can write the increments for the left and right limit as

d, X (1) = X(t+dt) — X(¢t) = by di'? + v, dt + o(drt),
d_X(O) =X =Xt —dt)=b_di'"*+v_dt +o(dr). (2.2)

Alternatively, by performing a change of basis, we may write these objects as a velocity increment,
constructed as the average of the left and right limit, and a acceleration increment, constructed as
the difference of the two limits:

_bi+b_

doX (1) = X (¢t +dt]2) — X(t — dt]2) di'? + v, dt + o(dt),

1
2

X(t+dt)-2X(t)+X(t—dt) by—b_
2 2

d2X (1) = di'? + v, di+o(dr), (2.3)

where we introduced the current velocity and osmotic velocity given by

Vet v_ Ve —v_
= d = . 2.4
3 an Vi 3 (2.4)

Vo
Let us also note that the square of the increments does not vanish at order d¢, and is given by

d. X' () d, X/ (¢") d.X'(t)d_X/(t)
d_X' () d X/ (¢") d_X'(1)d_XI(¢)

_ [P0 Bl b bl ()

_(b"_(t)bi(t’) b (bl (1] 1O @)

2.1 Relation to stochastic calculus

Due to the appearance of the dt'/? terms, the equations (2.2) are not well-defined within
ordinary calculus. However, they can be made well-defined within fractional calculus, where they
appear as the fractional derivative d'/2X/d¢'/2, or in the framework of stochastic calculus. In the
latter, these equations represent stochastic differential equations and their solutions are stochastic
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processes, i.e. a set of paths {X(w,?) |t € T,w € Q} together with a probability measure P that
determines the probability for each path X (w) : 7~ — M.
In stochastic calculus, one writes

d.M(1) = by (t) dt'?, (2.6)
and requires that it satisfies the martingale property:
E[d:M(1)| X(] =0, 2.7)

such that the drift velocity is given by

d. X! .
lim B [-T(t) ’X(t) - x] — Vi (1) . 2.8)

In that context, the square of the increments (2.5) is called the quadratic variation and its derivative
defines a second order velocity field given by

. de X' (1) d X7 (1) N 7, ,

dltH—I}OE[ o X(@t)=x|=ve(x,10,0), (2.9)
. d. X' (1) d= X7 (1) N T ,

dItITOE [ 7 X()=x|=vix1t1). (2.10)

We will be interested in the case in which this field is given by

vff;(x,t,t’) vij_(x,t,t’) _h

;i Xy Ay
- .. =—g(x)o(t -1t , 2.11
vt t') VY (x,t,t) m g7 (x) o ) a_, a__ ( )

where the d-function imposes the theory to be local in time. Moreover, g'/ is the inverse metric
and m is the mass of the particle following the trajectory.” Since X is real valued, we may impose
a.y+, @iz € R, Moreover, since this defines a covariance matrix, whose eigenvalues must be
positive, one obtains the constraints®

_ 2
(%) > e ay, 2.12)
2
Ay + Ayp — U _\2
**T > \/(”T) F . (2.13)
Let us make a few remarks
e If 4 = a_;, = 0, the increments d,X and d_X are stochastically independent. Due to

locality of the second order velocity field, this implies that all increments are independent,
which in turn implies that the process satisfies the Markov property. Therefore, if @+ = 0,
the process is Markovian.

7Assuming a non-relativistic theory. For a relativistic theory, one replaces t — A and m — £~1(2), where A is an
arbitrary affine parameter and ¢ is an auxiliary field, cf. section 4.2.

8 Assuming that the manifold is Riemannian, such that the metric has a positive definite signature. On a pseudo-
Riemannian manifold, one must introduce two parameters: a; associated to the temporal directions (negative eigenvalues
of the metric) and «; associated to the spatial directions (positive eigenvalues of the metric). Then, both a;, a; satisfy
the first condition, and the second condition is satisfied for ay. However, for a; the second condition is modified to
gy + Apy < —\/(oz++ —a—_)+4as_a_y,cf. eg. [18, 19].
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e If @,_ = a_,, the increments d, X and d_X commute, such that [bi, bl ] = 0. In this case,
the constraint (2.12) is trivially satisfied. Therefore, this constraint puts a bound on the
non-commutativity of these increments.

 The commutation relations [b%, bi] = 0 and [b',b/] = 0 imply a commutation of the
increment d, X with d, X’ and of d_X’ with d_X/, such that the second order velocity field
ij

vy is symmetric. Here, this commutation is assumed, since we have fixed v o g,

Let us also provide a few examples of processes described by these equations:

e Ifayy = > 0and @z = @__ = 0, the process is a standard Wiener process with diffusion
coefficient %h

e Ifa__ =a > 0and a+z = ay = 0, the process is a standard Wiener process with diffusion
coefficient %h that evolves backward in time.

* Ifais = @ > 0and a5y = 0, the process is a two-sided Wiener process [20, 21] with diffusion
coefficient %h .

e Ifa,r > 0and - = @_; = ++fa,,@__, one obtains the processes described in Refs. [19, 22].

Finally, we remark that stochastic analysis has a relation to canonical quantization, in the sense
that some stochastic processes M can be reinterpreted as operators acting on a Fock space. In
particular, let us set the dimension® n = 1, and consider the Fock space 7 (L?(R.)) with states |k),
then one has the following results [23].

» If M (¢) is a standard Wiener process, one can decompose M = a_ +a., where a.. are creation
and annihilation operators. Thus, a_|k) o |k — 1), a,|k) o« |k + 1), such that they satisfy the
canonical commutation relations [a_, a,] = 1.

» If N(¢)is a standard Poisson process, the process M = N —t is a compensated Poisson process,
which can be decomposed as M = a_ + ag + a,, where a., ag are creation, annihilation and
preservation operators. Thus, a_|k) o« |k — 1), aglk) « |k) and a,|k) o« |k + 1), such that
they satisfy the commutation relations [a_, ag] = a_, [ag,a+] = ay and [a_, a;] = ap.

This suggests that the objects / b. dt'/* can be reinterpreted in terms of creation and annihilation
operators and that solutions X of the differential equation (2.3) can be reinterpreted as position
operators in the Heisenberg picture.

3. Second order geometry

Using the differentials (2.2), one finds that a total derivative along a scalar field ¢ is given by
1
digp = 0, (x) duxt £ Eav(?ﬂqﬁ(x) dox*dyx” + o(dt)

1
= b, p(x) di'? + [VE,0(x) + Ev’;;ava,,qa(x) dt +o(dt), (3.1

9Cf. [23] for the generalization ton > 1.
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which implies modifications of the usual first order product rule and chain rule:
di(@y) =¢deyy + Y deigp £didpdayy, (3.2)
’ 1 7
de(fo@)=(f0¢)dedp = S(f"0¢)depdsdp. (3.3)

Second order geometry [13—15] is a geometrical framework based on such a modification of the
total derivative operator. Using eq. (3.1), one finds that this involves the following generalization
of the notion of a vector field

1
veTM st v=v"0, - vie €M st ve=vid, Ev’;;ava,,. (3.4

Usually [13-15], second order geometry focuses solely on the right limits v&', vA7). In this case, the
second order tangent space is given by

HxM = (TeM) & (TM T M) (3.5)
with corresponding tangent bundle
M= | | M, (3.6)
xeM

whose structure group is the Itd group [16]. This is the semi-direct product
G! = GL(n,R) < Lin(R" ® R",R") (3.7)
with binary operation, for all g, g’ € GL(n,R) and «, ¥’ € Lin(R" ® R",R"),

(8'.k") (8.k) = (88 8 ok+K 0 (g®g)). 3.8)

This group has a left action on the tangent spaces 1> x M, for all (g,x) € G} and (v,v;) € T ;M
given by

(8:4) (v,v2) = (gv+kva, (§®8)2). (3.9)

In principle, a physical theory defined within second order geometry could depend on any of

the velocity fields vi, vy, viY. Hence, in full generality, the second order tangent space will be

given by
H M= (TM)y & (TM)- & (TM T M) & (TM ST M)__
& (TMITM)i- & (T MST M)_ (3.10)

In section 4, we will consider a toy model for such a theory. There, we consider a theory depending
on the velocity fields

(U 02)2(\}0 v2o)+i(vL sz) , (3.11)
where v,, v, are defined in eq. (2.4) and v;., vo, are defined analogously by
+ vy -V
Voo = XV gy, = 22TV (3.12)
2 2
with
Voy = ivii . (313)
Hence, in the toy model discussed in section 4, we consider the tangent space
T M = (TM)C & (T M @ T M) (3.14)
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3.1 Covariance

An important feature of second order geometry is that the group action (3.9) mixes the first and
second order sectors in the tangent bundle, such that the vectors do not transform covariantly under
general coordinate transformations. Instead, one finds that a vector (v#, v’; 7 transforms as

pH PH Azt 1 _OPxH Y
— =[0x" 2 gxraxt (3.15)
VP‘T ‘-;pO' 0 IxP 9x7 kA .
2 2 IxK 9xA 2

and a similar expression can be obtained for forms. This suggests to introduce a notion of covariant
vectors (VH, \9"2‘ ¥) and forms (p ws Puv) given by

1
pH = v”+§1“50.v’2w, Pu =DPu>
. . 1
vé‘v = v’Z‘V ’ Puv = Puv — 3 Fﬁypp, (3.16)

where I are the Christoffel symbols. For these covariant representations the transformation matrix
(3.15) diagonalizes.

Note that, if the manifold is torsion-free, only the symmetric part of v, is relevant, such that
one may restrict the tangent spaces to Ty M ® Ty M — Sym(7T, M ® Tx M). The same restriction
can also be obtained by imposing the commutation relations [b., b.] = 0, cf. section 2.1.

3.2 Metric

As our intention is to describe a theory of gravity, we require a notion of a metric, leading to a
(pseudo-)Riemannian version of second order geometry. We impose the usual requirement on the
metric, such that it is a function G : To x M X T> 4 M — R that is symmetric. Hence, we consider
the following generalization

Guv G ulxa

uv = (3.17)
Glpoly Glooixal
with the symmetry conditions
Guv=Gvus  Gupo| =Glpoius  Glpolkal = Glrapo] - (3.18)
Then, the inner product of two vectors is given by
P! o T kA
G(u,v) = Guyu'vY + Gy eaut'vy” + G|pa|,,u§ v+ G|pg|,<,1|u§ vy
A s A ALK L A AP A APT K
= Gﬂ,,u'uvv +G,1|K,1|u'“v§ + G|po-|yu‘l2) P+ G|p0-|,(,1|u§ vg R (3.19)

where G is a covariant version of the metric G. Using the equality between the two lines and
eq. (3.10), its expression in terms of G and the Christoffel symbols can easily be derived. Moreover,
since the inner product must be conserved under coordinate transformation, it follows that G v Must
transform as a first order (0,2)-tensor, G ulxa) and G| por|v as first order (0,3)-tensors and G| ook
as a first order (0,4)-tensor. In a minimal scenario, where no new fields are introduced, the second
order metric can be expressed entirely in terms of the first order metric and its first and second
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derivatives. Assuming that the connection is metric compatible and torsion-free, this implies that
the second order metric is of the following form [17]

é,uv =8uv>
Guika =0,
Glpo’|v =0,
N - ]+C1 1—C1 ]—C2
G|pa'|l</l| = ls 5 8ox8oat ) 8pa8ox — Tgpa'gkxl + b Rpka'/l + by Rpxlak

+ (b3 8px8oat by 8pa8ox t bs gpa'gkxl) R + be (ng'RK/l + gl(/lRpG')
+ b7 (gp/IRa'K + ga’KRpxl) + b8 ngRa'/I + b9 gO'/lRpK ’ (320)
where [, is some length scale, g, is the first order metric and Ry, is the first order Riemann

tensor. Moreover, b;,c; € R must be fixed by further calculations or constraints. For future
purposes, we will also consider the contraction

A cn
gpa—gK/IGlpalkxll = 12_2 +c3R, (3.21)
s
where
Cc3 = bl +b2+2b7 +b8 +b9+n(b3 +b4+2b6) +n2b5 . (3.22)

4. Toy model: scalar particle in arbitrary potential

In this section, we consider a toy model of a scalar point particle in arbitrary potential described
in second order geometry. The main purpose of this section is to discuss how equations of motion
arise in second order geometry.

4.1 Non-relativistic theory

We consider a theory of a non-relativistic scalar particle in an arbitrary potential on the
Riemannian manifold (M, g). The dynamics is governed by an action

Sx,T) = / L(x,v,t)dt 4.1
T
with a classical Lagrangian of the form
L(x,v,t) = %gijvivj + AV -4, 4.2)

We will now consider the extension of this Lagrangian to second order geometry given by

L(x,0,02,1) = Lo(x,0,02,1) + Leo(x,02,1) 4.3)

with
Lo(x,0,05,1) = %g,-j 867 + % G ijir 05 65" + A6 + %fgfvjA,. T (4.4)
Loo(x,0,0,1) = % g 65, (4.5)

10
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where we introduced the complex velocity field
D=vo+iv, . (4.6)

Here, we included a logarithmic divergence in the action that can be argued by the following

/

and whose relevance to the quantization of the theory will become clear at the end of this section.

consideration [19, 21]

E [/ b ’ 4.7

dt dt dt] ~ B

L
.. V2
vyl + 7) dt

We note that the choice for the extension (4.4) is not uniquely defined, and one could consider
other second order theories corresponding to the same first order theory (4.2). However, this
particular form (4.4) satisfies various nice properties. First, it is easy to see that in the classical
limit, where v, — v, v, — 0 and v, — 0, one obtains the classical Lagrangian (4.2). Second, the
Lagrangian is manifestly covariant. Third, under time-reversal symmetry, the roles of the forward
and backward derivatives exchange:

Vi © Vo = Vo © Vo, VL © =V (4.8)
such that
time— 1 _ -
L(x,0,00,1) =" L(x,8,02,1) = L(x,0,02,1). 4.9)

Finally, the theory is invariant under gauge-transformations. Indeed, the addition of a total derivative
term to the action can be compensated by a redefinition of the potentials:

S — S+/ doy(x,1)
T
. 1 .-
= / L(x,v,t)dt +/ (at/\/ +0'0;x + EU;Jajai)( dt
T T
= / L(x,v,t)dt, (4.10)
.
where the Lagrangian L depends on the potentials
Ai=A;+0;xy and HU=U-0x. 4.11)

In order to obtain the dynamics of the theory, one must derive the equations of motion from
this action. In the Hamilton-Jacobi formalism, one can define Hamilton’s principal function by

Sy (x,t;x0,t0) =E [/t L[X(s),0(X(s),s),02(X(s),5),s]ds | X(t) =x, X(tg) =xo|. (4.12)

I

We emphasize that due to the presence of the divergent term in the Lagrangian, this function is not
single valued. Indeed, using the split (4.3), one finds

Su(x,t;x0,10) = SHO + SHeo » (4.13)

11
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where Sgo is a single valued function, but the integrand Sy« contains a pole, generating a quanti-
zation that is associated to the winding around this pole. Clearly, in first order geometry, the second
term vanishes and no such quantization occurs.

The Hamilton-Jacobi equations can easily be derived and are given by [19]

oS N
8); =, (4.14)
oS PV I
a;l =L —pit' =5 6,V,hi. (4.15)
where the momentum is defined as oL
pi = prel (4.16)

We may now apply the equations of motion to the Lagrangian (4.3). In particular, we apply the
covariant derivative to the second Hamilton-Jacobi equation and plug in the first Hamilton-Jacobi
equation and the Lagrangian (4.3). Assuming that the connection is metric compatible and torsion
free, this yields

{mgij

where F;; = V;A; — VA, is the field strength.
After fixing the second order velocity field 6, one can in principle solve the equation of motion

- 1.
0 + nka + Eblzdvlvk

m R R .
+md;(gij) + 2l [gxVi(B5)V; + 65 Ry | - Fij} o/

1k m A N m ~jk
= 5 63 ViFy - 9,A; = Vitl+ 2V (GUkummé Ulzm) +5,8kViby s (417

(4.17) for the velocity field . For any such solution one can then obtain a solution for X (7) by
solving the differential equations (2.3) with v, = Re (ﬁi - %F; kﬁék) and v, =Im (6i - %F; X 6%").
Let us now fix

67 = L gl (4.18)
m

with @ € C and define a wave-function by

Sg can ]

Y(x,t) =exp [_7+2m12 (4.19)

Then, using eq. (3.21), one finds that the Hamilton-Jacobi equations are equivalent to the complex
diffusion equation

c3 a?
2m

ij
alp_[g (Cl’Vl'+Ai) (Cl’Vj+Aj)—

el L 72+u]‘1‘. (4.20)

It immediately follows that the gauge transformation (4.11) is related to the local symmetry trans-
formation of the wave function
Y Y=yl 4.21)

Finally, using the condition (4.23) and the split (4.13), the wave function is given by

acyn

2ml?

S n
W(x,1) = exp l—io + i Z ki + z] kieZ, (4.22)
a
i=1
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It follows that only by including the divergent term (4.5), one obtains an equivalence between the
solutions (up to a =+ sign) of the diffusion equation (4.20) and solutions of the system (4.17). If
this term is not included, Hamilton’s principal function provides only one of the branches of In'Y.
Moreover, since the branches of In W relate to the energy levels, it follows that the quantization of
Hamilton’s principal function is related to the energy eigenstates of this complex diffusion equation.

4.1.1 Geodesics

The toy model yields the equation of motion given by eq. (4.17). Let us now discuss this
equation in some detail. For simplicity, we will consider the case of vanishing potentials, i.e.
A; =4 =0, ametric as given in eq. (3.20) and set, as in eq. (2.11),

- |a|ei¢

6 g (4.23)

m

Then, eq. (4.17) becomes

0 +vkv —pkv a| [cos¢p —sin
gij(t ¢ o )+u( ¢ ¢)(gijD—Rij)

\9{)) _ la|c3 (cos ¢ — sin ¢2) V.R

A O + 95V | 2m \sing cos¢ f)i 2m \ 2cos ¢sin¢
(4.24)
By taking the first order limit (9, 6,) — (v, 0), one obtains the geodesic equation from first order
geometry:
Dv! : o dvt ik
= = (0 + VIV ) v = =+ T =0, (4.25)

Therefore, eq. (4.24) can be interpreted as the second order generalization of the geodesic equation.

We will now make a few observations. First, we find that the directional derivative is modified,
such that it contains second order derivatives. Due to the presence of these second order derivatives,
the geodesics incorporate a wave-like behavior, as shown by the equivalence with the diffusion
equation (4.20). Second, we find that the curvature acts as a potential for the second order geodesic
equation, which corresponds to a non-minimal coupling of the particle to the gravitational field in
the diffusion equation (4.20).

Third, we find that the geodesic equation does not only provide an equation for the vector
field v., but also for the vector field v,. The two vector fields are defined in section 2, but can be
reinterpreted using the worldsheet property. We may thus think of the set of paths as a 2 dimensional
field X (¢, s) depending on two parameters, and interpret the velocities as

ox 0X
or VLT as

Vo (4.26)
Following this reinterpretation, one finds that the current velocity v, denotes the velocity along the
paths in the path integral, whereas the osmotic velocity v, measures the relative velocity between
the paths on this worldsheet. Within this intepretation, the kinetic term in the Lagrangian can be
rewritten by introducing a metric on this worldsheet. Therefore, since the shape of eq. (4.24) depends

on the choice of Lagrangian (4.4), one may reinterpret this as a dependence on the worldsheet metric.
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4.2 Relativistic theory

The relativistic theory can be obtained from the non-relativistic theory by replacing the time
parameter ¢ by an arbitrary affine parameter A, the space coordinates {x'|i € {1,2,...,n}} by
spacetime coordinates {x* | u € {0, 1, ...,n — 1}} and imposing invariance under affine reparame-
terizations. In practice, this means that the classical Lagrangian (4.2) is replaced by the relativistic
Lagrangian [24]

sz

1
L(x,v,e) = P guwVvY + A vt — — 4.27)

where the field € can be gauge fixed in the equations of motion. The relativistic second order
Lagrangian corresponding to (4.3) is then given by

_ g.UV aun gﬂV 2% G|ﬂV|PO'| AUV ApO Al IA,u 2
L(x,0,00,&) = P oHo” + m b, + T b, b, + AFDZ + 502 VVAM - T , (4.28)
and the corresponding equation of motion (4.17) becomes
Ap 1 ApO 1 APO ApO %
guv |07V, + 59 VoV, |+ 3 [8vpVu (B )V + 057 Ryucpy| — 8 Fuy | 6
€ avp 1 e svpsoi) . 8ve g ovp
= 26V, Fr + 5 Vi (Givproniy 65 + S8 (4.29)
As for the non-relativistic theory, one may fix
ﬁgv =-aegh”. (4.30)
and define a wave-function by
¥(x,7) = ®(x) exp ‘% (ﬁ _ ‘“’22”)] , 4.31)
a ml;
S
d(x) =exp (——) (4.32)
a

with a € C, x the spacetime coordinate and 7 the proper time. Then a straightforward calculation
shows that that the Hamilton-Jacobi equations are equivalent to the complex wave equation

% [ (aV, +AL) (@Vy +A,) —c3? R +m*| @ =0. (4.33)
Using the condition (4.23) and the split (4.13) the wave function can be rewritten as
SHo S
D(x) =exp [~ + i Y kg ky€Z. (4.34)
a =

By the same reasoning as in the non-relativistic theory, it follows that the quantization of Hamilton’s
principal function is related to various branches of In @, which, in the relativistic theory, can be
related to the particle number eigenstates of this complex wave equation.
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4.2.1 Energy-momentum relation

In the relativistic theory, the equation of motion for the auxiliary field & provides a constraint
given by
Guv B8” + Gy jpor 05657 = g7 m? (4.35)

This constraint can be rewritten as an energy-momentum relation:
A A -2 A AUV ApO 2
g (B — Au) By — A)) +£7°G |y ipor 057057 = —m (4.36)

Since p = p +1gq is a complex momentum, this reduces to two conditions. Thus, after setting A = 0
and fixing the second order velocity as in eq. (4.23) and using the expression for the second order
metric (3.21), we obtain

& (Pubyv = dudv) + ol (cos(@)? = sin(9)?) (can 2 + 3 R) = =m?,  (4.37)
¢" B iy + | cos(¢) sin() (c2n1;2 + 3 R) - 0. (4.38)

‘We note that this relation suggests a deformation of the Lorentz symmetry in second order geometry,
such that the usual first order Lorentz group is extended to a second order Lorentz group. Given
the strong constraints on Lorentz symmetry violations, one expects that this second order Lorentz
symmetry is broken at some energy scale, such that below this scale the usual Lorentz symmetry
is recovered. In that scenario, the first relation splits into the first order energy-momentum relation
and an additional constraint:

g" Pupy =m?*, (4.39)
8" 4y = |a/|2 (COS(¢)2 - sin(¢)2) (cz nls_2 +c3 R) . (4.40)

The second equation provides an energy-momentum relation for the momenta g with a mass term
that depends on the curvature R and the second order data @ and .

5. Conclusion

In this work, we reviewed the motivation for extending differential geometry to higher order for
studying the interplay between quantum and/or statistical theories and gravity. Then, we reviewed
the basic mathematical ingredients of such a higher order geometry and discussed how second order
geometry can be employed in physics by studying a toy model. In this toy model, discussed in
section 4, we found that the classical equations of motion are modified by the inclusion of terms
second order in derivative, cf. eqs. (4.17) and (4.29). Therefore, the geodesic equations in second
order geometry naturally incorporate the wave-like behavior of quantum theories as discussed in
section 4.1.1.

As shown by the toy model, the Lagrangian is extended in second order geometry by the
introduction of second order velocity fields. This may seem paradoxical, as this extension will
modify the path integral measure (1.3), whereas the path integral formulation served as the primary
motivation for developing second order geometry. However, this does not necessarily lead to
problematic features [17]. Indeed, on a flat spacetime, the first and second order sector decouple,
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such that the second order part of the Lagrangian only affects the normalization of the path integral,
whereas the dynamics is still described by the first order part. Therefore, on a flat spacetime
one expects that a path integral measure based on the second order Lagrangian yields the same
correlation functions as one based on a first order Lagrangian. In curved spacetime, on the other
hand, the first and second order sector couple. Consequently, from the second order perspective,
a path integral measure based on a first order Lagrangian does not respect general covariance and
will generate gravitational anomalies. General covariance can be restored by employing the second
order Lagrangian in the path integral measure, which may allow to avoid such anomalies.

6. Outlook

We will split the outlook section into two parts. In the first part, we discuss further research
directions specified to higher order geometry and its application in studying the interplay between
gravity and quantum theory. In the second part 6.2, we will provide an overview of some relations
with other theoretical frameworks that have been used to study this interplay.

6.1 Second and higher order geometry

* Field theories: In section 4, we discussed a toy model of a scalar point particle in second order
geometry, and saw how the equations of motion are modified in this case. This worldline
theory of a point particle may also be regarded as a field theory in one dimension. An
important open question is how this 1-dimensional field theory in second order geometry
should be extended to field theories in dimension n > 2. One observation one can make
in this regard is that the configuration space will change compared to first order geometry.
The configuration space of classical field theories is the first order jet bundle, such that the
Lagrangian L(¢, V¢) is a function of the fields and their first order derivatives only. In
second order geometry, on the other hand, two fields are no longer in the same equivalence
class if their second derivative differs, due to the modification of the total derivative (3.1).
Therefore, the configuration space may be given by the second order jet bundle [16], such
that a Lagrangian L(¢, V¢, VV¢) depends on the field and both the first and second order
derivatives. More generally, for kth order geometry, one expects the kth order jet bundle to
arise as the configuration space. Classical field theories have been studied in this context, for
example in [25, 26].

* Spin: In section 4, we studied a toy model for a scalar theory. An important extension of this
theory would be the study of a worldline theory of a particle with spin. For such an extension,
one expects that the wave equation (4.34) will be replaced by a Dirac equation for spin-1/2.
Moreover, given the fact that Poisson process can be decomposed into spin operators, as
discussed in section 2.1, one expects that this requires the study of discrete theories, which
suggests an extension to infinite order geometry. From the geometrical perspective such
studies will require a study of spinor bundles in higher order geometry.

* Lorentz symmetry: As discussed in section 3, the structure group of the tangent bundle is
extended in second order geometry from the general linear group to the It group. Similarly,
the group of transformations that keep lengths invariant will be extended in second order
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geometry. In section 4.2, we saw how this is reflected by an extended energy-momentum
relation. In future research, it would be interesting to study the structure of this second order
Lorentz group in more detail. Additionally, it would be interesting to study the possibility of
breaking this second order Lorentz symmetry down to the first order Lorentz symmetry.

* Lie derivatives: The Lie bracket of a vector of order k with a vector of order / yields a vector
of order (k + [ — 1). Therefore, the Lie bracket closes upon itself within first order geometry,
but not in higher order geometry. For certain subclasses of tensors, one can still define a Lie
derivative. For example, the Lie derivative of a 1st order vector along a with a kth order
vector yields a kth order vector [16, 27, 28]. However, if one wants to define a Lie bracket
for any vector of order k with a vector of order /, one must either do this within infinite order
geometry [12] or modify the Lie bracket, such that it closes upon itself.

* Geodesic deviation As shown in section 4, the geodesic equations are modified by the
incorporation of second order derivatives. Following up on this, it would be interesting to
study the modification of geodesic deviation equations in second order geometry. Such a
study could also serve as a first step towards studying the second order modification of the
Raychaudhuri equations, which could then provide insight in the modification of singularity
theorems within second order geometry.

6.2 Relations to other frameworks

Various aspects of second and higher order geometry have counterparts in other theoretical
frameworks that have been applied in the study of the interplay between quantum theory and
gravity. Here, we present a non-exhaustive list of some of these frameworks. The discussion will
be superficial but may help in understanding the relation of higher order geometry with these other
frameworks, and could serve as a starting point in the study of common features of higher order
geometry and other frameworks.

* String theory: The worldsheet property provides a natural relation to string theory: since the
worldlines are replaced by rough worldsheets, one may think of these worldsheets as generated
by a propagating string. We may push this analogy slightly further using the stringy rein-
terpretation of the velocity fields v,, v, in section 4.1.1. However, beyond these elementary
considerations, the two frameworks deviate: in string theory, one would assume differen-
tiability of a classical worldsheet, define a Polyakov action § = / / L(x,vo,vy)dtdo, and
quantize the theory. In the toy model from section 4, on the other hand, the worldsheet
arises due to the path integral quantization of the worldline theory. As the theory is already
quantized, the worldsheet has a rough structure, and its dynamics is governed by an action
S=E[ fTL dt] = fg fTL dtdP(w) that averages over the paths in the path integral.

* Generalized geometry: As discussed in section 3, kth-order geometry studies an extended
tangent bundle structure of the form TM = || c @f:l T!(T.M). There exist other
geometrical frameworks where extended tangent bundle structures are studied. An example
is generalized geometry [29-31], where one considers the tangent bundle TM = TxM @
T; M. Clearly, these two extensions are different, such that the only similarity between the
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frameworks seems to be that they build a geometry on some extension of the tangent spaces.
However, as discussed in section 3, higher order geometry also increases the number of
velocity fields due to the fact that the left and right limit do not coincide. Consequently, in
second order geometry, the tangent spaces can be extended to eq. (3.10). Focusing on the first
part of this space, we find a tangent space Ty M = Ty M &T, M, with corresponding velocities
(v4,v_) orequivalently (v,, v, ). Then, using the metric one may map g”(v,) € T* M, which
suggests that generalized geometry may be incorporated in the second order tangent bundles
that were considered in this work. Generalized geometry has also obtained applications in
string theory, as it can be embedded in double field theory [32—37] by extending the dimension
of the manifold such that it matches the dimension of the extended tangent space.

* Non-commutative geometry: Both higher order geometry and non-commutative geometry,
e.g. [38], propose that one must extend the notion of geometry beyond differential geome-
try. The particular type of modification is very different in the two frameworks, but some
relations can be found. Indeed, in infinite order geometry, trajectories become discontinu-
ous and a relation with the Lie-algebra valued type of spacetime non-commutativity with
commutators of the form [x#,x”] = C5”x” can be established [23, 39]. The Moyal type of
non-commutativity with commutators of the form [x#,x"] = B*” does not seem to arise in
this infinite order limit. However, the latter type may be implemented within second order
geometry by allowing for non-symmetric vector fields v’; Y [17].

» Extended tangent bundles and unification of forces: One of the main ingredients of higher
order geometry is that dim(7xM) > dim(M). Thus, within the higher order geometry
paradigm, spacetime may remain 3 + 1 dimensional, but the tangent spaces must have larger
dimension. The observation that there may be a discrepency between the dimensions of the
manifold and the tangent space has been made independently of higher order geometry, and
has been applied to the study of a unification of forces [40-48]. Also, within the context of
higher order geometry such a unification has been studied [49, 50].

* Area metrics: The second order part of the metric G| po|ka) constructed in eq. (3.20) is an
area metric for certain values of b;, c¢;. For example, for G| po|xa) to be an area metric the
constraints on ¢; are ¢y = 1 and ¢, = 1 — n. Therefore, the geometry constructed from the
second order part of the metric only can be related to that of area manifolds, which has found
various applications in quantum gravity theories [51-56].

* Entropic gravity: In the entropic gravity theory based on a relative entropy principle [57, 58],
one constructs an extended metric field, which is similar to the one considered in section 3.2.
More precisely, in that case one considers a metric of the form G = G ® (G wdxH @ dx”) @
[Guvpo (dxH Adx”) ® (dxP A dx“)]. Hence, as in second order geometry it contains both a
first order part G, and a second order part G ,,,-. However, in entropic gravity the second
order part is an area metric, while it is not clear whether this must be true in second order
geometry. Moreover, in entropic gravity the metric contains a scalar part G, which does not
have a clear counterpart in second order geometry.

18



Quantum Theory, Gravity and Higher Order Geometry

* Quadratic Gravity: A second order gravitational theory will depend on the entire metric field
G, thus both on the first order part g,,, and on the second order part G| polka|- As the latter
part contains second order derivatives of the metric, the resulting Lagrangian will contain
terms that are linear and terms that are quadratic in the curvature tensor, similar to the theory
of quadratic gravity [59, 60]. This is a renormalizable theory of gravity, but it contains an
Ostragradski instability, due to the appearance of higher derivative terms. However, the proof
for this instability relies on the integration by parts formula from first order geometry. Since
the integration by parts formula is generalized in higher order geometry, higher derivative
theories may be free from such an instability when defined within the context of higher order
geometry. In fact, the worldline theory, discussed in section 4, does not suffer from such an
instability. This suggests that the gravitational theory in second order geometry may be both
renormalizable and ghost-free. We note that similar arguments for the absence of ghosts have
been given in entropic gravity [57] and postquantum gravity [61, 62].
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